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THE ANTIFERROMAGNETIC XY MODEL ON THE TRIANGULAR
LATTICE: CHIRALITY TRANSITIONS AT THE SURFACE SCALING

ANNIKA BACH, MARCO CICALESE, LEONARD KREUTZ, AND GIANLUCA ORLANDO

ABSTRACT. We study the discrete-to-continuum variational limit of the antiferromagnetic XY
model on the two-dimensional triangular lattice. The system is fully frustrated and displays
two families of ground states distinguished by the chirality of the spin field. We compute the
I"-limit of the energy in a regime which detects chirality transitions on one-dimensional interfaces
between the two admissible chirality phases.

1. INTRODUCTION

Ordering problems in magnetism have been extensively studied by both the physics and the
mathematics communities. Researchers have been attracted by the rich phase diagrams and crit-
ical behaviors of magnetic models which are often the result of difficult-to-detect optimization
effects taking place at several energy and length scales. The reason for such a complex behavior
can be traced back to the presence of many competing mechanisms which give rise to frustration.
Frustration in the context of spin systems (here, as it is customary in the statistical mechanics
literature, we will often refer to magnets as to spins) refers to the situation where spins cannot find
an orientation that simultaneously minimizes all the pairwise exchange interactions. Such interac-
tions are said to be ferromagnetic or antiferromagnetic if they favour alignment or antialignment,
respectively. Often frustration occurs in those systems where spins are subject to conflicting short
range ferromagnetic and long range antiferromagnetic interactions, as when modulated phases ap-
pear (see, e.g., the expository paper [38]). For antiferromagnetic lattice systems, that is systems
of lattice spins subject to only antiferromagnetic interactions, frustration can also stem from the
relative spatial arrangement of spins induced by the geometry of the lattice. In this case frustration
is often referred to as geometric frustration. As a consequence of geometric frustration magnetic
compounds show complex geometric patterns that induce often unexpected effects whose under-
standing is one of the primary subjects in statistical and condensed matter physics as it can help
to better explain the nature of phase transitions in magnetic materials [28] [33] [34]. From a mathe-
matical perspective, several interesting questions can be addressed. In this paper we are interested
in the variational coarse graining of the system, in the line of what is by now addressed to as the
“discrete-to-continuum variational analysis of discrete systems”. Within this line of investigation
the analysis of spin systems turns out to be a difficult nonlinear optimization problem requiring
the combination of several methods ranging from simple discrete optimization procedures to so-
phisticated techniques in geometric measure theory and the calculus of variations. While models
where frustration is induced by the competition of ferromagnetic/antiferromagnetic interactions
have been already studied from a variational perspective (see, e.g., [1 30,311 [32] 22} 10l 37 18|, 26]),
what we present here is the first discrete-to-continuum result for a geometrically frustrated system.

We carry out the discrete-to-continuum variational analysis (at zero temperature) of a geometri-
cally frustrated spin model in a specific energetic regime and we characterize the effective behavior
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of its low-energy states, that is states that can deviate from the global minimizers (ground states)
by a certain small amount of energy. More precisely we consider a 2-dimensional nearest-neighbors
antiferromagnetic planar spin model on the triangular lattice, ¢f. [28, Chapter 1]. Despite being
considered one of the most elementary geometrically frustrated spin models, its variational analysis
turns out to be quite a delicate task. More in detail, we let € > 0 be a small parameter and we
consider the triangular lattice £, with spacing € (see Subsection for the precise definition). To
every spin field u: £. — S' we associate the energy

Z (u(eo),u(ed’)), (1.1)
eoeo’ €L,
lo—o'|=1

where (-, -) denotes the scalar product. (Below, the energy will be restricted to bounded regions in
the plane.) This model is antiferromagnetic since the interaction energy between two neighboring
spins is minimized by two opposite vectors. Such an order in the magnetic alignment, also known
as antiferromagnetic order, is frustrated by the geometry of the triangular lattice, which inhibits
a configuration where each pair of neighboring spins are opposite or, equivalently, where each
interaction is minimized. This suggests that the antiferromagnetic XY model depends substantially
on the geometry of the lattice, which affects the structure of the ground states, the choice of
the relevant variables and of the energy scalings. Notice, for example, that on a square lattice
the system would not be frustrated, as opposite vectors distributed in a checkerboard structure
minimize each interaction. In fact, on the square lattice a straightforward change of variable allows
one to recast the antiferromagnetic XY model into the ferromagnetic XY model [2, Remark 3],
which is driven by an energy with neighboring interactions —(u(ec),u(eo’)). The latter model
has been thoroughly investigated in the last decade both on the square lattice [2] Bl [5l 191 20]
and on the triangular lattice [I6], 27]. Independently of the geometry of the lattice, it has been
proved that spin fields that deviate from the ground states by an amount of energy which diverges
logarithmically as € vanishes form of topological charges (vortex-like singularities of the spin field
as those arising in the Ginzburg-Landau model [9, B6]), when subject to boundary conditions or
external magnetic fields.

We now come back to our model . In order to identify the relevant variable of the system,
we first need to characterize the ground states of the antiferromagnetic XY system in . To
this end it is convenient to rearrange the indices of the sum in and to recast the energy as a
sum over all triangular plaquettes T' with vertices ei,ej, ek € L.

Z ((u(ei), ulef)) + (uleg), u(ek)) + (u(ek), u(ei))) = %Z (Ju(ei) + u(ef) + ulek)> = 3) . (1.2)

T T

In each triangle T' the energy is minimized (and is equal to —32) if and only if u(ei) + u(ej) +
u(ek) = 0, namely, when the vectors of a triple (u(ei),u(ej),u(ek)) point at the vertices of an
equilateral triangle. By the S'-symmetry, every rotation of a minimizing triple (u(ei), u(ej), u(ek))
is minimizing, too. The ground states in this model feature an additional symmetry, usually referred
to as Zo-symmetry: triple obtained by from a minimizing triple via a permutation of negative sign
as (u(et), u(ek), u(ej)) is also minimizing. This determines two families of ground states, i.e., spin
fields for which the energy is minimized in each plaquette, see Figure These two families can
be distinguished through the chirality, a scalar which quantifies the handedness of a certain spin
structure. To define the chirality of a spin field u in a triangle T, we need a consistent ordering
of its vertices ei, j, ek. We assume that i € L1, ej € L2, ek € L3, where L., L2, L3 are the

g’ e

sublattices as in Figure |1} and we set (see (2.1) for the precise definition)

x(u, T) = (u(ei)xu(ef) + ulef) xu(ek) + u(ek) xu(ei)) € [-1,1],

2
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THE ANTIFERROMAGNETIC XY MODEL ON THE TRIANGULAR LATTICE 3

where the symbol x stems for the cross product. We denote by x(u) € L>(R?) the function equal
to x(u,T) on the interior of each plaquette T'. The ground states are exactly those configurations
u that satisfy either x(u) =1 or x(u) = —1, ¢f. Remark

ubos ule8
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Figure 1. A ground state u2°® with positive chirality and a ground state uz°® with negative

chirality. Any other ground state of the system is obtained by composing one of these two
configurations with a constant rotation. In the center: three points of the sublattices £1, £2,
and £32 in black, gray, and white, respectively.

In this paper we analyze the energy regime at which the two families of ground states coexist
and at the same time the energy of the system concentrates at the interface between the two chiral
phases {x = 1} and {x = —1}. We fix Q C R? open, bounded, and with Lipschitz boundary and
we consider the energy restricted to §2, i.e., computed only on plaquettes of L. contained in
Q. We refer the energy to its minimum by removing the energy of the ground states (—% for each
plaquette) and we divide it by the number of lattice points in Q (of order 1/2?). We obtain (up to
a multiplicative constant) the energy per particle given by

E.(u) = Z e2|u(ei) + u(ej) + ulek)|?.
TCQ

We are interested to the asymptotic behavior of the energy above as € — 0 on sequences of spin
fields u. : L. — S* that can deviate from ground states yet satisfying a bound E.(u.) < Ce. To this
end we define the energy F.(u) := LE.(u) and study sequences of spin fields with equibounded F.
energy. Due to the S'-symmetry, the energy at this regime cannot distinguish ground states with
the same chirality, so that the relevant order parameter of the model is, in fact, not the spin field
but its chirality: in Proposition we prove that a sequence (u.) satisfying F.(u.) < C admits a
subsequence (not relabeled) such that x(u.) — x strongly in L1(2) for some x € BV (€;{-1,1}),
i.e., the admissible chiralities in the continuum limit are —1 and 1 and the chirality phases {x = —1}
and {x = 1} have finite perimeter in Q. This suggests that the model shares similarities with
systems having finitely many phases, such as Ising models [I5} [T, 35] or Potts models [21]. However,
a crucial difference consists in the fact that in our case the variable that shows a phase transition
is not the spin variable itself, but the chirality, which depends on the spin field in a nonlinear way.
This is a source of difficulties that will be explained below.

To describe the asymptotic behavior of the system it is convenient to introduce the functionals
depending only on functions y € L'(Q) defined (with a slight abuse of notation) by F.(x) :=
inf{F.(u): u: L. — S! such that x = x(u,T) on every T C Q} (equal to +oc if x is not the
chirality of a spin field). The main result in this paper is Theorem where we prove that the
I'-limit of F. with respect to the L'-convergence is an anisotropic surface energy given by

F(x) = / pln) AH! for x € BV(9; {~1,1}).

Ix



4 ANNIKA BACH, MARCO CICALESE, LEONARD KREUTZ, AND GIANLUCA ORLANDO

extended to +oo otherwise in L'(Q), where .J, is the interface between {x = —1} and {y = 1}
and v, is the normal to J,. The density ¢ is given by the following asymptotic formula

p(v) = lir%min {Fe(u,Q"): u=ul*® on 91 Q", u=ul*® on 9-Q"} , (1.3)
e—

where Q¥ is the square with one side orthogonal to v, u2°® and u2° are the ground states depicted
in Figure[l] and 0F Q" are a discrete version of the top/bottom parts of Q". Asymptotic formulas
like are common in discrete-to-continuum variational analyses and are often used to represent
I-limits of discrete energies [6l [10, 13}, 12} [8, 29]. However, proving an asymptotic lower bound with
the density for this model requires additional care and is the technically most demanding
contribution of this paper. We conclude this introduction by describing the main difficulties that
arise in the proof.

Via a classical blow-up argument (see Proposition we obtain an asymptotic lower bound
with the surface density

¢(V) = inf { hgélst(usa QU): X(us) — X in LI(QV)} s (1'4)

where Y, is the pure-jump function which takes the values x,(x) = %1 for +(x,v) > 0. Hence,
the proof of the asymptotic lower bound boils down to the proof of the inequality ¥ (v) > ¢(v).
To obtain the latter inequality, we need to modify sequences (u.) with x(u.) — x, in L'(QY)
without increasing their energy in such a way that they attain the boundary conditions required
in . A common approach to deal with this modification consists in selecting (via a well-known
slicing/averaging argument due to De Giorgi) a low-energy frame contained in Q¥ and close to
0Q" where the sequence can be modified using a cut-off function that interpolates to the boundary
values. In our problem, instead, a cut-off modification of y(u.) may generate a sequence of functions
that are not chiralities of spin fields (and thus have infinite energy F.). Consequently, we have to
operate directly on the sequence (u.), on whose convergence we have no information due to the
invariance of the system under rotation of the spin field (the S!-symmetry discussed above). We
turn however the S'-symmetry to our advantage to define the needed modification. Inside a one-
dimensional slice of L., a spin field close to a ground state in one triangle can be slowly rotated to
reach any other ground state with the same chirality by paying an amount of energy proportional
to the energy in the starting triangle (see Lemma. This one-dimensional construction can then
be reproduced in the whole Q" starting from triangles in a low-energy frame close to dQ" in such
a way that the modified spin field attains the fixed ground states uL° and u2°8 at the (discrete)
boundary. However, for this procedure to be successful, the usual slicing/averaging method to
find a low-energy frame close to dQ" is not enough. We need to improve it and to find a frame
with a better (smaller) energy bound. To this end, we proceed as follows. In Lemma we show
that ¢ (v) can be equivalently defined using in place of Q” any rectangle coinciding with Q¥ along
the interface, but with arbitrarily small height (similar results appeared in different contexts, e.g.,
[14, 15, 23], [17, 24, 25, 29]). Hence the energy of any sequence (u.) admissible for concentrates
arbitrarily close to the jump set of x,, i.e., the interface {(x,v) = 0}. With this result at hand,
in Lemma [4.4] we can apply the averaging method with the advantage of knowing that in most
of the space the total energy is going to vanish, thus finally deducing the existence of a frame
close to Q¥ with the wished (small enough) energy bound. Even at this point, to reproduce the
one-dimensional interpolation along this frame requires additional care. In fact, to conclude the
argument one still needs to prove that the winding number of the spin field in the low-energy frame
can be properly controlled (Step 3 of Proposition .
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2. SETTING OF THE PROBLEM AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

2.1. General notation. Throughout this paper Q C R? is an open, bounded set with Lipschitz
boundary. For every A C R? measurable we denote by |A| its 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure.
With #! we indicate the 1-dimensional Hausdorff measure in R?. Given two points z,y € R?
we use the notation [z;y] := {Ax + (1 — Ny: A € [0,1]} for the segment joining x and y. The
set S! := {v € R?: |v| = 1} is the set of all 2-dimensional unit vectors. For every such vector
v = (1,vs) € S! we denote by vl o= (—vo,11) € S! the unit vector orthogonal to v obtained
by rotating v counterclockwise by 7/2. Given v,w € S! we denote by (v,w) their scalar product
and by vxw = —(v,w) their cross product. We denote by ¢ the imaginary unit in the complex
plane. It will be often convenient to write vectors in S* as exp(:6), # € R. We denote by R{ ), the
rectangle of length ¢ > 0 and height A > 0 with two sides orthogonal to v € S* given by

R}, ={z e R*: |z, v b)) < /2, |(x,v)] < h/2},

extending the definition to the case £ = +oo by setting RY_, = {z € R*: |(z,v)| < h/2}. Given
p > 0 we define the cube centered at the origin with side length p and one face orthogonal to v
by Q, = R} ,. For p =1 we simply write Q" instead of Q}. By L” := {x € R2: (z,v) = 0}
we denote the line orthogonal to v passing through the origin, while HY := {z € R*: (z,v) > 0}
and HY := R?\ HY stand for the two half spaces separated by L”. Given zg € R? we set
Qp(x0) = x0 + @}, Ry}, (20) := m0 + Ry}, L¥(20) := 0 + L” and HY (z¢) := xo + HY.

2.2. Triangular lattices and discrete energies. In this paragraph we define the discrete energy
functionals we consider in this paper. To this end we first define the triangular lattice £. It is
given by

L= {Zlél + 29€9: 21,29 € Z},

with é; = (1,0), and é; = %(1,\/§) For later use, we find it convenient here to introduce
é3 = %(—1,\/5) as a further unit vector connecting points of £ and to define three pairwise

disjoint sublattices of £, denoted by £, £2, and L3 (see Figure , by
LY = {z1(é1+ &) +2(éa+63): 21,20 €L}, LE:=L14¢, L3:=L'4é.
Eventually, we define the family of triangles subordinated to the lattice £ by setting
T(R?) :={T = conv{i,j,k}: 4,5,k € L, |i — j| = |j — k| = |k —i| = 1},
where conv{i, j, k} denotes the closed convex hull of i, j, k. It is also convenient to introduce the
families of upward/downward facing triangles
TER?) == {T = conv{i,j,k} € T(R?):ie L' je L2 ke LP £(j—i)x(k—j)x(i—k)>0}.

For ¢ > 0, we consider rescaled versions of £ and 7T (R?) given by L. := ¢£ and 7.(R?) :=
eT(R?), T (R?) := ¢T*(R?). With this notation every T € T-(R?) has vertices €i,cj,ck € L.
The same notation applies to the sublattices, namely £ := L for a € {1,2,3}. Given a Borel
set A C R? we denote by T-(A) := {T € T.(R?): T C A} the subfamily of triangles contained in A.
Eventually, we introduce the set of admissible configurations as the set of all spin fields

SF.:={u:L. —S'}.

In the case € = 1 we set SF := SF;. For u € SF. we now define the discrete energies F(u) as
follows: for every T € T:(R?) we set

F.(u,T) := elu(ei) + u(ejf) + u(sk)|2 ,
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and we extend the energy to any Borel set A C R? by setting
Fo(u,A):= > F.(u,T).
TeT-(A)
If A= we omit the dependence on the set and write F.(u) := F.(u, Q).

2.3. Chirality. In this section we introduce the relevant order parameter to analyze the as-
ymptotic behavior of F., namely the chirality x. More in detail, given v € SF. and T =
conv{ei,ej,ek} € T-(R?) with i € £, j € £? and k € L3 we set

x(u, T) := (u(ei) xu(e)) + u(ej) xu(ek) + u(ek) xu(ei)) . (2.1)

2
3v3
Moreover, we define x(u): 2 — R by setting x(v)(x) := xe(u,T) if z € int T. Given u € SF. and
T = conv{ei,ej, ek} € T-(R?) it is sometimes convenient to rewrite x.(u,T) and F.(u,T) in terms
of the angular lift of u. More precisely, let 8(¢i), 8(cj), 0(ek) € R be such that u(ea) = exp(10(ea)),
a € {i,7,k}. Then

x(u,T) = 3\[(5111 (0(gj) — 6(ei)) + sin (6(ek) — 0(ej)) + sin ((ei) — H(Ek))) ) (2.2)

F.(u,T) =3¢+ 2€<COS (0(ej) — O(ei)) + cos (0(ek) — 0(j)) + cos (6(ei) — O(Ek))) . (2.3)
The next lemma is useful to relate the chirality and the energy in a triangle.
Lemma 2.1. Let f,g:[0,27)x[0,27) — R be given by
f(91, 92) = sin(@l) —+ sin(02 — 01) — sin(02) y
g(01,02) := cos(01) + cos(f2 — 01) + cos(ba) .
Then f and g have the following properties:
(i) f(61,02) € [— 3‘[ 3‘[] for every 01,02 € [0,27). Moreover, f(01,02) € {— ,%} if
and only if g(91,92) %

(i) f(61,01) = f(61,0) = f(0,02) = 0 for every 61,02 € [0,27). In addition, for every
02 € (0,27) there holds f(-,02) >0 on (0,602) and f(-,02) <0 on (62,2m).

w
w%
w

Proof. Since there obviously holds f(61,601) = f(01,0) = f(0,62) = 0, we only need to prove (i)

and the second part of (ii). To prove (i) we show that min f = M and max f = %
relate minimizers and maximizers of f to minimizers of g. To this end we start computing

cos(f1) — cos(f2 — 61) —sin(61) + sin(f2 — 61)
V(01,02) = (COS(92 —6) — COS(GQ)) and - Vg(01,02) = <— sin(fy — 601) — sin(6‘2)> )

A direct calculation shows that V f(61,602) = 0 for some (61, 63) € (0,27)x (0, 27) if and only if

and we

0 0
0, = 52 +zim and 6y = ?1 + zom, for some 21,29 € {0,1}. (2.4)
For (01,05) € (0,27)x(0,27) this can only be satisfied if
(91’62) = (2?‘”74?#) or (91’62) (4?‘”72?#) (2'5)
Then, since f = 0 on the boundary of [0,27)x[0, 27), we deduce that

4 27r)) 3V3 f((27r 477)) 3V3

1 p— = - d =
[0,27r1)nx1%,27r F= f(( 3 2 a [0,27g1xa[}({),27r)
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Moreover, g((3,4%)) = g((4F, 7)) = —2, which shows one direction of the second part of (i). To
prove the opposite direction, let us assume that (61, 02) € (0,27)x(0,27) is such that g((61,02) =
min g. Then necessarily Vg(y,02) = 0, from which we deduce that (;,60,) must satisfy (the
possibility that §; = 7 or 6 = 7 are ruled out by the fact that g(-,7) = g(w, -) = —1). The
pairs (01, 0-) satisfying are either (61,02) = (3%, 4F) or (A1,62) = (4, %) and in both cases
it holds g(0;,02) = —%. This yields that ming = —% and that the opposite direction of (i) holds,
upon noticing that g > —1 on the boundary of [0, 27) %[0, 27). To complete the proof of (ii) let us
fix 65 € (0,27) and consider f(-,60s) as a function of ;. Then shows that %(91, 62) = 0 if
and only if 0; € {05, 65°%}, where

b2

6
05 = €(0.00), 05 := 52 + 7 € (62,2n). (2.6)

Moreover, upon extending f(-,62) to an open interval containing (0, 27), we get

0 0
OF (0,0) = %

20 (2m,02) =1 —cos(f2) >0 and ﬁ(192,92) =cos(fz) —1<0.
1

00,

In particular, from the intermediate value theorem we deduce that f(-,6s) is strictly increasing on
(0,605°%) and strictly decreasing on (65, 65). Since in addition f(0,6s) = f(62,62) = 0 this implies
that f(-,62) > 0 on (0,6,). Arguing similarly on the intervals (65, 65®) and (05°%, 27) we obtain
f(-,02) <0 on (62,27), which proves (ii). O

Remark 2.2. Using the expressions of x(u,T) and F.(u,T) in (2.2)-(2.3) one can show that
x(u,T) € [-1,1] and x(u,T) € {—1,1} if and only if F.(u,T) = 0, i.e., configurations that
maximize or minimize x(-,7T) are at the same time minimizers for F.(-,T). This follows from
Lemma [2.1] (i) upon noticing that in (2.2)—(2-3) it is not restrictive to assume that 6(ci) = 0, since
both x. and F. are invariant under rotations in u. We observe that also a quantitative version of
this property holds. Namely, a continuity argument shows that for every 6 > 0 there exists Cs > 0
such that for every u € SF. and every T € T.(R?) the following implication holds:

x(u, T)e(-146,1-0) = F.(u,T)> Cse. (2.7)

Remark 2.3. As a consequence of Lemma (ii) one obtains the following characterization of the
sign of the chirality. Let 6(gj) € [0, 27) be the angle between u(ei) and u(ej) and let 0(ek) € [0, 2)
the angle between u(ei) and u(ek). Then x(u,T) > 0 if and only if 6(ej) < 6(ck) and and
x(u,T) < 0if and only if 8(gj) > 0(ek). In other words, a positive chirality on T' = conv{ei, £j, ek}
corresponds to a counterclockwise ordering of (u(ei),u(ej),u(ck)) on St, while a negative chirality
corresponds to a clockwise ordering on S!.

u(ey)
ek A/50k:
- [ u(ei) (i)
i i u(ek i o ulek)
€ ej (ek) € / €j s

Figure 2. On the left: a configuration of vectors with positive chirality which shows the criterion
explained in Remark @ On the right: negative chirality.
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2.4. Statement of the main result. Notice that y(u) € L'(Q2). We then extend F. to L'(Q)
by setting

F.(x) =inf{F.(u): ue SF., x(u) =x}, (2.8)
with the convention inf ) = +oc.
Remark 2.4. If x € LY(Q) is such that y = x(u) for some u € SF., then the infimum in (2.8) is

actually a minimum.

To state the main theorem we need to introduce two ground states, that we name uP°®, ul°® €
SF. which have a uniform chirality equal to +1 and —1, respectively. They are given by

exp(:0) ifze Ll exp(:0) ifx e Ll
uP(z) := < exp(12n/3) ifx € L2, ul®®(z) := < exp(tdn/3) if x € L2,
exp(t4n/3) ifx € L3, exp(12r/3) ifx € L3,

for every x € L.. We also set uP% := u}**, u"®8 := 4]°®. The ground states uP° and u™°¢ will be
used as boundary conditions on the discrete boundary of the square Q¥ given by

OFQV ={x e L.: +(v,x) > 3¢, dist(x,0Q") < 3¢} . (2.9)
Theorem 2.5. The energies F.: L*(Q) — [0,4+00] defined by ([2.8) T'-converge in the strong
LY (Q)-topology to the functional F: L*(Q) — [0, +o0] given by

T 0 {—
pio o [ ot ix ey, o0
+oo otherwise in L*(£),

where ¢: S — [0, +00) is defined by
o(v) = lin% min { F.(u, Q"): u =1l on 97 Q", u=ul*® on 9-Q"} . (2.11)
E—r
The proof of Theorem will be carried out in Sections [ and [5] where we prove separately

the asymptotic lower bound (Proposition [4.1)) and the asymptotic upper bound (Proposition [5.1)),
respectively.

Remark 2.6. By standard arguments in the analysis of asymptotic cell formulas (see e.g. [4
Proposition 4.6]) one can show that the limit in actually exists, so that ¢ is well defined.
Note that, by the symmetries of the interaction energies, there holds p(—v) = ¢(v). Moreover,
one can show (cf. [4, Proposition 4.7]) that the one-homogeneous extension of ¢ is convex, hence
continuous.

Remark 2.7. By a scaling argument we note that for all p > 0 there holds
M 1 s 1 oS v ne, — 1%
p(v) = gl_l’)r(l) p mln{Fs(u,Qp): uw=uP” on 97 QY, u=ul® on 0-Q}}, (2.12)
where 6}@; are defined according to (2.9) with @} in place of Q.

3. COMPACTNESS

Proposition 3.1. Let (u.) be a sequence of spin fields u. € SF. satisfying
sup F.(u:) < +o0o. (3.1)
€

Then there exists x € BV (Q;{—1,1}) such that up to subsequences x(uz) — x in L*(Q).
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To prove Proposition [3.1] we first estimate from below the energy of a spin field u on two
neighboring triangles where x(u) changes sign. Given a triangle 7' € 7Z(R?) we introduce the class
N.(T) of its neighboring triangles, namely those triangles in 7-(R?) that share a side with 7. More
precisely, we define

NA(T) :={T' e T.(R*): H{(T NT') =¢}. (3.2)

Lemma 3.2. Let u € SF. and suppose that TP, T € T_(R?) with T"& € N.(TP°) are such
that x(u, TP®) > 0 and x(u,T™8) < 0. Then F.(u, TP U T"®) > g

Proof. Tt is not restrictive to assume that TP = conv{ei,ej, ek} and T8 = conv{ei,ej’, ek}
with i € £1, j,5 € £? and k € £3. Moreover, we can assume that u(ei) = é;, that is, 6(gi) = 0
according to the notation in f. Then, using the function g: [0,27) X [0,27) — R defined
in Lemma we can rewrite F.(u, TP% UT"8) as

F.(u, TP UT"®) = 6¢ + 2¢ (g(&(sj), (ck)) + g(0(j ))

Moreover, thanks to Lemma (ii) the chirality constraint reads 0 < 9(5]) < O(ek) < 0(ej").
Thus, the statement is proved 1f we show that for all 0y, s, 05 € [0,27) with 0 < 0; < 0 < 03
there holds 5

64 2(g(01,02) + g(0s,02)) > 3 (3.3)

We first observe that (3.3]) trivially holds if 82 = 0 or 83 = 7. Indeed, if 83 = 0, then also 6; = 0,
hence g(01,02) + g(03,02) = 4+ 2cos(f3) > 2, thus (3.3)) is satisfied. If, instead, 6, = w, then a
direct computation shows that g(61,62) + g(0s,02) = —2 for every 61,603 € [0, 27), which directly
gives (3.3).

Suppose now that 62 € (0,27) \ {7} and let us minimize g(-,02) on the two intervals [0, 8] and
[02,27). Asin the proof of Lemma/|2.1{ we obtain that (91, 63) = 0 if and only if 6, € {65, 05°%}
with 65, 65°¢ as in (2.6). Moreover, we have

9%g 9%g

62 962
Thus, either 65 € (0,602) or 65°® € (f2,27) is a minimizer for g(-,02), depending on wether
02 € (0,m) or B2 € (m,2m). Suppose first that 02 € (m,27). Then (3.4 implies that g(-,62) is
minimized in [0,62) by 65, while in [f2,27) it attains its minimum on the boundary, that is at
05. This yields

(65%°,6) = —2cos (%) and (65°%,02) = 2cos (%) : (3.4)

oS 0
9(01,02) + g(05,05) > g(03%°,02) + (63, 05) = 2 cos ( : ) + 3cos(fa) + (3.5)
for every 01 € [0,0s] and 05 € [0a, 2). Using the equality cos(f2) = 2cos?(%) — 1, the estimate in

(3.5) can be continued via
0 6o
> 2(22 =) -2. .
g(01,02) + g(05,02) > 6 cos <2>+2008(2> 2 (3.6)

Since the mapping ¢ — 6t% + 2t — 2 admits its minimum at ¢t = —1/6, from (3.6 we finally deduce

that 13
9(01,02) + g(03,02) > R

which is equivalent to (3.3). Eventually, the case 6, € (0,) follows similarly by exchanging the
roles of §; and 03 and replacmg 65 by 65°%. O

Based on Lemma [3.2] we now prove Proposition
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Proof of Proposition[3.1. We divide the proof in two steps. First, we construct a sequence () of
auxiliary functions y. : @ — {—1,1} whose level sets {x. = 1} have uniformly bounded perimeter.
Second, we show that the constructed auxiliary functions are close in L'() to the original chirality
functions x(u.) defined according to (2.1)).

Step 1. (Compactness of the auxiliary functions) Let € > 0 and define x. : @ — {—1,1} by

R 1 if x(ue) >0,
Xe ‘= .
—1 otherwise.

We claim that for every ' CC Q we have
HY (O{x: =1} NQ) < 5F.(u.). (3.7)

Then the uniform bound (3.1]) together with [7, Theorem 3.39 and Remark 3.37] yields the existence
of a function y € BV (Q;{—1,1}) and a subsequence (not relabelled) such that {. — x in L(Q).
To prove (3.7)) it is convenient to consider the class of triangles

TP :={T € T2(Q): x(ue, T) > 0 and x(us, T") <0 for some T7 € No(T)NT(Q)},
where M (T) is as in (3.2). Let @' CC Q. By the very definition of x. and of x(u.) we have
Hx-=13n@co( |J 1),

T€7—€pos

provided v/3e < dist(',09). Estimating the H'-measure of the latter set in terms of the cardi-
nality of 7P°% we thus infer

HY(O{Xe =1} N Q) < Be#TPs. (3.8)
The last term in (3.8)) can be bounded using Lemma Indeed, from Lemma we deduce that

5
SHTE < > > F.(us, TUT') < 3F.(u.), (3.9)
TeT () T'eN(T)NT(2)

where the additional factor 3 comes from the fact that each triangle is counted 3 times. Thus,

(13.7) follows from (3.8]) and (3.9).

Step 2. (Closeness to x(us)) We claim that for every § > 0 and every ' CC € there holds

. ~ o
g%‘ﬂXs —x(ue)[ >0} NQ | =0, (3.10)

i.e., the functions X. — x(u.) converge to 0 locally in measure. Since |[{e — x(ue)|looc < 2, this
implies that (X — x(uc)) — 0 in L'(2), which concludes the proof of the Proposition thanks
to Step 1. It remains to prove the claim (3.10). Let ' CC Q and § > 0 and let Cs be given by

. Setting
T2 :={T € T.(N): x(us,T) € (=1 45,1 —6)},

for € sufficiently small we deduce that

IR = x(uo)l > 0} N9 < 22470 < Y2eO 3 Fuue, ) < YeCy Falun).

TeT?

Hence, (3.10) follows from the uniform bound (3.1)). O
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4. LOWER BOUND

In this section we start proving the main result of our paper, namely Theorem by presenting
the optimal lower bound estimate on the energy F;, the technically most demanding part of our
contribution. We begin with a blow-up argument that gives us a first asymptotic lower bound.

Proposition 4.1. Let F. be as in (2.8). Then for every x € L*(2) we have
[-liminf F:(x) = F(x),
e—0

where F is given by (2.10) and the T-liminf is with respect to the strong topology in L*(£2).

Proof. Let x. — x in L'(2). We assume that liminf. F.(x.) < +00, otherwise we have nothing
to prove. Moreover, upon extracting a (not relabeled) subsequence we can assume the liminf
to be a limit and hence sup, F.(x.) < 4+00. In view of Remark we can find a sequence of
spin fields u. € SF. with x(us) = xc and F.(x:) = F-(u:). In particular, sup, F.(us) < +o0.
Thus, from Proposition we deduce that x € BV(Q;{—1,1}). As a consequence, to prove the
statement of the proposition it suffices to show that

limiélfFE(us)Z/ o(vy) dH, (4.1)

e— J
X

where ¢ is as in (2.11). To prove (4.1)) we consider the sequence of non-negative finite Radon
measures f given by

pe =Y eluc(ei) +uc(e)) + ue(ek)| e |
TeT(22)

where J.; denotes the Dirac delta in i. From the condition sup, F.(u.) < +oo it follows that
sup, pe(2) < +oo, hence there exists a non-negative finite Radon measure g such that up to
subsequences (not relabeled) . — p. By the Radon-Nikodym Theorem the measure u can be
decomposed in the sum of two mutually singular non-negative measures as

= pH LTy + ps
Then, to establish (4.1)) it is sufficient to show that
(o) > p(vy (o)) for Hl-ae. xg € Jy, (4.2)

where v, (2¢) denotes the measure theoretic normal to J, at zo. To verify (4.2) we choose zg € J,
satisfying

d Y(x
(i) pj(xo) = ﬁ(mo) = ;ig% u(pp(o)), where we have set v := v, (),
1 1
(ii) lim—2/ Ixe(x) —1|daz =0 = lim —2/ [xe(z) + 1| da,
P=0P% JQy(wo)NHY (x0) P=0 0% JQy(wo)NHY (x0)

and we notice that (i) and (ii) are satisfied for H!-a.e. xy € J, thanks to the Besicovitch derivation
Theorem and the definition of approximate jump point, respectively. Moreover, since p is a finite
Radon measure, we can choose a sequence p, — 0 along which 1(0Q} (70)) = 0. Thanks to [T,

Proposition 1.62 (a)], the convergence . — u together with (i) implies that

pi(zo) = lim M = lim limM > lim limsupiFE(ug,an(xo)), (4.3)

n—+o0 Pn n—+4o00 e—0 Pn n—+00 -0 Pp
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where the last inequality follows from the positivity of the energy. Notice that for every n € N
there exist sequences (pf) and (zf§) with lim. p$ = py, lim. 2§ = zg, 2§ € L., and

Te(Qye (x5)) C Te(Qp, (20)) -

In fact, if we write x¢ in terms of the basis é1,€és as g = a1é1 + a2és for some ay,as € R, we
obtain the required sequence (z§) by setting

a a
whi=e| Do +e| 2o e L.
g g

Then, upon noticing that |25 —zo| < 2e, it suffices to set pf, := p, —4e. Indeed, if T € T(Q}- (7)),
by definition we have that for every x € T

P P
\(x—x67y>|<7” and |<x—x671/L>|<7”,

so that for any x € T there also holds
(@ = 20,)| < |(& = a5, 1)] +|a§ — w0l < &

and similarly |(x — z9,v%)| < pn/2, hence T € T=(Q}, (z0)). As a consequence, we obtain the
following estimate

1 S € . .
— FL(ue, QY (20)) > p—p—e S Jueled) + ue(eh) + uo(ek)?
" I TeT (@Y, (25))

Jo . _
=2 N 05 0en(050) + Ve n(055) + v (05 R),
P TE€Tos (Q4:)

(4.4)

where we have set 0§, := e/pf, and v. 5 (2) 1= uc (2§ +p5 2) for every z € Lo=. Let x,,: R? — {—1,1}

be given by
1 if (z,v) >0,
xv(@) = {—1 if (z,v) <0.

Then (ii) ensures that x(ven) — x, in L}(QY) as first € — 0 and then n — +o0o0. Thus, gathering

(4.3)—(4.4) and applying a diagonal argument we find a sequence o, := &,,/pn,, converging to 0
as m — +oo such that for v, :== v, ,, there holds x(vy,) — x, in L}(Q¥) and

pj(wo) = liminf £y, (v, Q).
For ¢, h > 0 let us finally introduce the minimization problem
1
Y, h,v) = 7 inf { HIEII_)i(I)lf Fo(ue, Ry ) : x(ue) — xo in Ll(RZ’h)} , (4.5)

so that the sequence (v,,) is admissible for ¥ (1,1,v). Then (4.2) follows from Proposition
below, concluding the proof of Proposition O

Proposition 4.2. Let ¢ be the function defined in (A.5). Then ¢(1,1,v) > p(v) for every v € S*.

To prove Proposition [£.2]it is necessary to modify admissible sequences for the infimum problem
defining (1, 1, v) in such a way that they satisfy the boundary conditions required in the minimum
problem defining ¢(v), without essentially increasing the energy. This will be done by a careful
interpolation procedure based on several auxiliary results and estimates that we prefer to state in
separate lemmas below. As a first step towards the proof of Proposition we show that ¥ (¢, h,v)
is independent of ¢ and h, which in turn will allow us to conclude that the energy of admissible
functions for (1,1, v) concentrates close to the line segment L” (see Lemma [4.4] below).
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Lemma 4.3. Let 1: (0,+00)x (0, +00)xS! — [0, +00] be given by ([&.5); then (-, -,v) is indepen-
dent of £, h for every v € St.

Proof. Let v € S* be fixed. To show that (-, -,v) does not depend on ¢, h it suffices to show that
for every £, h, A > 0 the following identities hold

(M, hyv) =, h,v) and v, \h,v) =l h,v). (4.6)

Let us fix ¢, h > 0. We first observe that
(€, Ahyv) > (L, h,v)  for every A € [1,+00), (4.7
Yl h,v) > (€, Ah,v) for every A € (0,1), (4.8)

since F. is increasing as a set function. The proof of (4.6)) is now divided into three steps.

Step 1. v is invariant under dilations, i.e.,
YA, Ah, V) = (6, h,v)  for every A > 0. (4.9)

Let (uc) be any sequence of spin fields u.: L. — S' with x(uc) — x,, in L'(RY, ;). We define the
rescaled functions v, : £,y — S by setting ve(z) := u-(Az) for every z € L./y. Then x(v:) = x»
in L*(Ry ) and

17 6 E E 4 £
Fe(ve, R ) = Z XW&(W)"‘“@(}J)‘*’“@(}’?)\Q
TETﬁ(RZ,h)

1 . , 1 v
=5 X elueled) ueled) +useh)? = SFu(us B x)-
TET (RS, an)

Setting 1 := /A — 0 as ¢ — 0 and passing to the infimum over all admissible sequences (u.) we
deduce that

1
YA, Ah,v) > 7 inf{lign_}i(r)lf Fy(vyg, RY ) : x(vy) = X in Ll(th)} =, h,v).

The opposite inequality and hence (4.9)) follow by observing that
(b hyv) = PATHAD, ATHAR), V) > (N AR, v)

Note that thanks to (4.9) it suffices to show the first equality in (4.6)). In fact, if the first equality
in (4.6) is true, from (4.9) we directly deduce that

V(AR V) = (A h,v) = (¢, h,v)  for every A > 0.
Step 2. We continue establishing the first equality in (4.6) by showing that
Y(NC h,v) = (L h,v) for every N € N. (4.10)

For N € N fixed let (u.) be a sequence of spin fields satisfying x(u.) — x, in Ll(R}’w,h). We
subdivide the rectangle R, , in N open rectangles of the form

N -1
Rz,h(xm) with z, 1= (m - T)KVl for m € {O,. .., N — 1} .

Notice that = € Ry, (zy,) if and only if

N -1 l h
|<x,yl‘> — (mf T)€| <3 and [(z,v)| < 5
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and therefore Ry}, (z.,) C Ry, for all m € {0,..., N —1}. By choosing mg € {0,..., N — 1} such
that Fe(ue, Ry, (Tm,)) < Fe(ue, Ry}, (zm)) for every m € {0,..., N — 1} we obtain the estimate

1 1 N-1

mFs(um VN@,h) > N %FS(Usa RZh(Im)) 2 Fs(UaRZh(zmo)) . (4.11)

=

We now define a suitable shifted version of u. whose energy is concentrated in a rectangle centered
at zero. To this end, as in the proof of Proposition it is convenient to write the vector v in
terms of the basis {é1,é2} as vt = a1é1 + asés for some a1,as € R and to introduce the vector
x5, € Le given by

N-1 N—1

my — “5—)la mg — 5 )la
P U LY PN [ T L
€ €

mo 2-

We then define spin fields v.: L. — S' by setting v.(2) = uc(z + 25, ). As in the proof of
Proposition We notice that |5, — @m,| < 2¢, x(v:) = x, in L'(RY,,) and RY_,_, 4 (5,,) C
RY ,(Tm,). Let us fix A € (0,1) and €, > 0 sufficiently small such that £ —4ey > A, h —4e\ > Ah.
Then for every e € (0,ex) there holds T (RY, \p,(25,,)) C Te(Rf },(%m,)), hence

1

174 1 17
ZFS(U& Nean) < ZFE(uszZ,h(wmo))'

Moreover, since v, is admissible for ¢(A\¢, Ah, V), we have
1
{ =0 ’

Combining (4.9)) in Step 1 with (4.11))—(4.12)), in view of the arbitrariness of u. we finally obtain
(L, hyv) = MM, AR, v) < p(NL h,v).

Thus, by letting A — 1 we deduce that (¢, h,v) < (N, h,v). Finally, (4.10]) follows from (4.9)

and (4.8) by observing that
Yl h,v) SPWINEhv) = (L, 5,v) <L h,v).

)y N

Step 3. We prove the first equality in (4.6)). Suppose first that A € (0,400)NQ. Then A = N/M
for some N, M € N, hence applying twice (4.10]) yields

VA h,v) = (0, h,v) = (350, h,v) = Y(M(350), h,v) = (L, h,v). (4.13)
Suppose now that A € (0, +00) and let (A,) C (0,+00) NQ with A\, — X as n — 400, A, > A for
every n € N. Thanks to (4.9) and (4.13) we deduce that

w()‘& h7 V) = ’(/}()‘nga %ha V) = ¢<£» anhv V) > '(/J(Za ha V) ’

where the last inequality follows from (4.7]), since A, /A > 1. To prove the opposite inequality it
suffices to take a sequence (\,) C (0,400) N Q converging to A with A\, < A. Then, arguing as
before and now applying (4.7) we obtain

/l)[}(A£7 h? V) = d)(g? )\T’nh7 V) S 11[}(67 h’ l/) )

hence equality follows. O

On account of Lemma[4.3] we show that for a sequence (u,) realizing the infimum in the definition
of (1,1, v) the energy concentrates close to the line L”. As a consequence, we obtain that outside
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a small neighborhood of L” there exists a suitable strip on which the energy is of order o(¢). To
be more precise, for fixed v € S', § > 0, and every € > 0 we introduce the class Y"é of strips

S5 = {Q:ms \ (@ URY5):re(1-351- 25)} . (4.14)

We denote the elements of fe’f s by Se . Then the following result holds true.

Lemma 4.4. Let v € S' and let (u:) be a sequence such that x(ue) — X, in LY(QY) and
F.(ue, Q") — ¥(1,1,v). Then for every 6 > 0 there exists a sequence o. — 0 (depending on
) and a strip Sc = Sc . € S5 such that

FE(u!;‘7 Ss) + HX(ue) - XI/HLl(SE) < éeoe. (415)

Proof. Let v € S! and (u.) be as in the statement and let § > 0 be fixed. For every Borel set
A C QY set

GE(UE,A) = UEa / |X ua Xu‘ dz.

We consider for ¢ small enough the family of pairwise disjoint strips S.,m € 5 with r[" =
1— 36+ 12me and m € {0,...,[13-] — 1} and we notice that
[3:]-1

U Serm C QY _g5\ (@) _s55 U El{ﬁ) cQ \Elf,& .

m=0
This implies in particular that
l13z)-1 le3=]-

Ge(ue, Sepm) < Ge (uE, U SETm> < Fe(ue, QY \Rl(;) /Q\R” Ix(ue) — xo|dz.
1,6

m=0

Averaging over m € {0, .. lesj 1} we thus find m(e) such that the strip S_ m(.) satisfies

) -1 —=v
Geltes S, p0) < | 12| (P, @\ T ) + () = xollzaam) (4.16)

Notice that Fg(ue, Q¥ \Eié) — 0 as ¢ = 0. In fact, Lemma together with the choice of (uc)
yields

¥(1,1,v) = hmF (ue, Q¥) > limsup Fe(ue, Ry 5) > hmlan (ue, RY 5) > ¥(1,6,v) =9(1,1,v),

e—0

from which we readily deduce that Fe(uc, Ry 5) — 9(1,1,v) as e — 0, hence
F.(ue, Q" \E’f’é) < Fo(ue, Q) — Fe(ue, R 5) —0ase—0.

Thus, in view of (4.16), it suffices to set 0. := 13 (F.(u., Q" \R1 )+ Ix(ue) = xulli(@r)) and
Te =T m(s to find the required strip S. .. € %5 satisfying (4 ]

We are now in a position to start with the interpolation procedure mentioned before. The final
interpolation procedure will be based on a one-dimensional construction that we introduce below.

One-dimensional interpolation. To define the one-dimensional interpolation we consider slices
in the triangular lattice. To this end let é1, é2, and é3 be as in Section n Given « € {1,2,3}
we consider the orthogonal vector é2 to é, and we define the slice in the direction é, by

ye .= {séa+téi‘:s€Ra tG[O,@]}'
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Given z € Z, we define

S

Do =2 4 Vool = {se, +tel:seR, te[L2, B (z+1)]}.

Finally, for every ¢ we set

PO (4.17)

We shall define the one-dimensional interpolation in a slice 3% starting from a triangle Ty €
T (R?) such that Ty C X®. Let us denote by ig € L, jo € L2, ko € L3 the vertices of Ty. Note
that (ig, é2), (jo, L), (ko, éX) € {0, ?} We define the lattice points i, € L1, j, € L2, kj, € L3

and the triangle T, with the following recursive formula: we set 7(0) := 1, T(?) := —1 and for

heN
i1 7= in + € + 360 + 7((in, 65)) 526
Jnt1 = G+ €a + 50 +7((Gn,€2)) Fln (4.18)
ka1 = kp + éa + 2éa + 7((kn, e)) Léy

Thpy1 := conv{iny1, jnt1, knp1} C X7,

(see Figure . Observe that 7({ipy1,é25)) = —7((in, L)), the analogous equality being true also
for jn and kj. Moreover, Toy, = Ty + 3hé,.

We define the half-slice ¥*(Tp) of the lattice £ starting from Ty by

X%(Tp) == conv{T}: h € N}. (4.19)

Given u: £ — St and N,m € N, we now define in the half-slice ¥%(7Tj) a one-parameter family
(parametrized by m) of spin fields which coincides with u on Ty and with the fixed ground state
uP® on Ty for h > N. We construct the interpolation in such a way that the configuration
of spins rotates a fixed amount of times by 27. To make the construction precise, we first say
that the three angles 6(ig) € R (not necessarily in [0,27)), 0(jo) € [0(ip) — 7,0(ip) + 7) and
O(ko) € [0(j4o) —7,0(jo) +7) represent a lifting of w in Ty if u(ig) = exp(t6(ip)), u(jo) = exp(t8(jo))
and u(ko) = exp(t0(ko)). We then define the interpolated angles 6(iz), 0(jr), 0(ky) for h=0,...,N
by

2m — 6(ig) _ ( h

0(in) := 0(io) + h 1-— —)9(2'0) + ﬁ27rm7

N N N
, . 2mm + 2% — 0(jo) hY ., . h h 27
= =(1-— — - 4.20
0(jn) = 0(jo) + h 2 (1 N)@(]0)+N27rm+N - (4.20)
2mm + 4 — 0(ko) h h h 4w
Blkn) := O(ko) +h N = (1= 7 )otko) + y2mm+ 55

and 0(iy) == 2mm, 0(jn) == 2rm+ 25, 0(kp,) := 2mm+ 4 for h > N +1 (see Figure[3). Eventually,
we define vV : £ N XY(Ty) — St by setting

N,m(

u (i) = exp(B(in)),  wN " (n) = exp(f(in)) . wN " (kn) = exp(ef(kn)) - (4.21)

Note that ™™ = 4P on T}, for h > N.
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/U R T L W,
| RS TTRLTA, o

€a 7/0\‘ 7o / /k’h | /

u uPbos

Figure 3. Example of interpolation from u to uP°® in the slice X (7Tp) starting from the triangle
To (in grey).

In the next lemma we estimate the energy of the interpolation on X%(7p) in terms of the energy
on the initial triangle Ty plus an error depending on the number of steps NV and on m. We assume
that the configuration of spins in the initial triangle is sufficiently close to a ground state with
chirality 1 (not necessarily uP°®).

Lemma 4.5. Let Ty € T(R?) be a triangle of vertices iy € L, jo € L2, and ko € L. Let
u: L — S' and let 9(10) € R, 0(30) S [0(20) — 7'('79(1'0) + 71') and 0(]{)0) S [9(]0) — W,g(jo) + 7T) be
three angles representing a lifting of w in Ty satisfying

27 1 2 1
i) — 0(ip) — —| < = —00jo) — =< = )
0jo) —0(io) = o | < 3. |o(ko) = 0G) — 5| < (4:22)
Let N,m € N and assume that
2mm > |0(io)| + 27 . (4.23)

Let uN'™ be the interpolation on X%(Ty) defined according to ([4.21). Then there exists a constant
C > 0 independent of N and m such that

2

Fy(uN™, 29(Ty)) < C(NFl(u,TO) + %) .

Proof. Tt is not restrictive to assume that jo — i = é, as in Figure |3l We shall estimate each of
the terms in the sum

=z
L

By (u™, 5%(Ty)) w7 (in) + ™ () + ™ (k)|

ol
D

W™ (1) + ™ () + ™ (k) (4.24)

+
2 ;‘l "‘
‘ o

+ |UN’Tn(ih+1)+UN’m(jh)+’U/N’"L(kh+1)‘2,

>
Il
o

where we used that for A > N we have that

™ (in) ™ () A ™ (RR) [P = [P (i) 4 uP (jr) +uP (ky)? =0,
being uP® a ground state. Adopting the notation for the angles used in the construction in ,
we recast the energy in the first term of the sum as

[ i) A+ ™ () A ™ ()2

} ) ) ) (4.25)
=3+ 2cos(0(jr) — 0(in)) + 2cos(0(kn) — 0(4n)) + 2cos(0(in) — 0(kp)) -
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Note that, by (4.20) and (4.22)),

. , 2 . , 2 1
6(in) = 6(ir) —i\s\e jo) = 8(io) = | < 7.
2 1

000) = 0G) = =] < [otko) — 0Gi0) - | < 7. (4:26)
4 1
\ouch)—o(zh)—— < |0ko) —0i0) - | < 5.

By Taylor’s formula, there exists ¢ € [¢, 2m/3] such that 1+2cos(¢) = —v3(¢—2F)+ 3 (0 — ZF)*+

sin(¢)(¢ — 7). As a result we obtain the estimates

o5 51 vomo 1 i(o-3) <30 5. welo-%] <4

Analogously,

4 4 2 47r\2 47 1
3(0- %) <1r2e0) V3o F) <o) werfo- <5
Then by -, -7 and the two previous estimates we infer that
™ (i) A+ u™ " () ™ ()|
2 2T . 2m\2 . 47m\2
< 2[ (06 — 060) 22"+ (00n) — 6G) ~ 2) + (00k) — 0(in) ~ 1) |
2 27 27 47

< 3 [(8Gi0) — 80i0) — 2T) "+ (80ko) — 0i0) — ) + (0(ko) ~ 80i0) — =) ]
< §3|UN’m(io) + ™" (jo) +u™" (ko) |* = 281 (u, Tp) -

This proves that
N—

[

™ (i) 4+ ™ () 4+ ™ (k)P < 2N Fy(u, Tp) -
h=0

Let us now consider the second term in the sum in the right-hand side of (4.24]). For every
h=0,...,N —1 we have

[u™N " (ipgr) + u™ () + uN " (k) P
<20 (in) + u™N " (Gn) + uN " (k) [P A+ 2 [uN T (i) — UN’m(ih)\2~

The first term is estimated as via 2F (u, Tp). As for [u™"™(ip1) — u™N™(i)|?, by (@.20) we have
that

2rm — (i
uNm Tht1 —u™M™ ()P =2 — 2cos( ipt1) — 0(in)) = 2 — 2 cos L(ZO) .
N
Using the fact that 1 — cos(t) < % we deduce
) 2mm — 0(ip)\2 m?
|uN m(Zthl) _ ’LLN’m(Zh)|2 < (T(O)) < Cm ,
since |0(ip)| < 2mm. Hence
N-1 2

D [ (ine) + a7 () + w7 (k) < ONF(u, To) + O
h=0
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The third term in the right-hand side in (4.24)) is treated analogously using the inequality

27rm+ 4% — (ko))

[ (kg 1) — u™™ (k)2 = 2 — 2cos(B(kni1) — 0(kp)) = 2 — 2cos ( N

< (27rm+ i —G(ko))Q < C’m—Z,
N N2
where we used ([4.22) to get that |0(ko)| + 4T < [0(io)| + & + 4T < [0(ig)| + 2m < 2m(m+1). O

We are now in a position to prove Proposition [4.2] and thus conclude the proof of the lower
bound in Proposition 4.1

Proof of Proposition[{.4 For the reader’s convenience, we recall here the definitions of ¢(v) and

w(17 1’ V):
pv) = lin(l) min{ F. (v, Q"): u = uP on 97 Q" and u = u*® on 9. Q"},
e—
¥(1,1,v) = inf { lim iglf Fe(ue, Q") x(us) = x, in LN(QY)}.
e—

Let us fix a sequence (u.) such that y(u:) — x, in L'(Q¥) and F.(u., Q") — 9¥(1,1,v). The aim
of this proof is to define a modification . of u. such that

e = uP% on 91 QY and u. = u2® on - Q" (4.27)
limsup F; (t, Q") < lim Fy(u., Q") . (4.28)
£e—0 e—0

This allows us to conclude that ¢(v) <(1,1,v).
The construction of the modified sequence (u.) is divided in several steps.

Step 1. (Choosing a strip with low energy). We begin the construction by exploiting the
property that the energy of (u.) concentrates close to the interface Q¥ N L” in order to choose a
strip with low energy. Given § € (0, %), we consider the family of strips .#”; defined in and
we apply Lemmato deduce the existence of a strip S. = 5. .. = Q}_1 5. \ (@:5 Uﬁlf,é) €55
such that

Fe(ue, Se) + |Ix(ue) — XuHLl(SE) < éeoe, (4.29)

where 0. — 0. The modification . of u. will coincide with uP° and u"®¢ in Q* \ (Q]_; U El{’é)
(notice that the square QY_js contains the closure of S, cf. ) In the triangles contained
in S, the energy is low and thus u. is close to ground states, yet not necessarily uP® or uZ°s.
There u. will start to interpolate from the configuration wu. until it reaches the fixed ground state
uP° or u2®® close to the boundary.

We shall describe in detail how to define #. in the top part of the cube given by Q% = Q" N
{z: (z,v) > 0}, where the chirality of u. converges to 1. The construction in Q” N{z: (x,v) < 0}
is completely analogous.

Step 2. (Choosing triangles with low energy). We show here how to choose the triangles with
low energy where to start the modification of u.. Let us consider the line

L. :={z € R?*: (z,v) = % + 3¢},
which cuts in two the top part of the strip given by the rectangle
SEP = RY_ . ((% +3e)v) = (L. + Bs(0)) NRY_, C 5. (4.30)
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We describe now how to start the modification in S!°P. The modification in the other parts
lef! + - 1\ \ BY
Sset = RZE,6E((%+3€)V ) \Rl,éa
. €1 -V
SEEM = RY (= (% +3e)v ) \ Ry,

cf. Figure [ will be only sketched since it is completely analogous.

Figure 4. Parts of the strip St in QY.

We consider now the slices (£2%),¢z of the e-triangular lattice defined in (4.17). We choose
a € {1,2,3} such that |(éq, V)| > @, namely the best approximation of v in the set {é1, é2,é3}.
Equivalently, [(é,,v%)| < 3, where v+ is the direction of L.. (For S'&"* and S we consider a

different direction, namely 8 € {1,2,3} such that |(éz,v+)| > @)

We can find a chain of closed triangles which intersect L. such that each slice in the direction é,
contains only one triangle of the chain. Specifically, there exist (T%).cz, satisfying

T.€ TR, T.CX%* T.NL.#0, T.NT.41 #0, (4.31)

for every z € Z, ¢f. Figure [ We prove this statement in Lemma [1.6] below, since the geometric
argument is irrelevant for the present discussion.

Figure 5. A chain of triangles (T%).cz.
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The modification of u. starts in the triangles T, of the chain contained in S!°P. For this reason
it is convenient to consider

Z!P . ={2€Z: T, C S} and 2z € argmin Z°P.
For future purposes we observe that

3 c
%52#2;013 - ’ U Tz’ <ISEP = Ger. S6e = HEP< (4.32)

zeZLoP

for some positive constant C7 and for € small enough.

Step 3. (Estimating the maximal winding number). The energy regime we are working in
does not rule out the possibility that inside the strip S. the configuration of spin field displays
global rotations. However, the bound of the energy in S, allows us to estimate the maximal
number of complete turns of 2w. To present precisely the estimate, we define in the trian-
gles chosen in Step 2 the liftings 6. € R of u. according to the following recursive argument.
Given z € Z!°P we denote by i, € L, j, € L2 k, € £3 the points in the sublattices such that
€i,,€jz, ek, are the vertices of the triangle T, (some points might have multiple labels). We now
define recursively angles 0. (gi. ), 0-(£j.), 0 (¢k.) in suitably chosen intervals of length 27 satisfying
ug(giz) = exp (b (i), ue(ej.) = exp (10=(€j:)), ue(ek=) = exp (10-(ck.)) as follows. We choose

0-(eiz,) € [0,27),
Oc(€zy) € [0c(eis,) — ,0:(gisy) + 7)),
Oc(ekz,y) € [0(€]zy) — m,0: () + ),
O (cirt1) € [Oe(eiy) — m, 0 (cir) + 7).
The choice of 0.(gj,) and 0.(ck,) is made according to the same recursive procedure above, but

taking as starting point (instead of 6.(ci,,)) the angles 0.(cj,,) and 0.(ck,,), respectively. We
claim that

1 sup {|0:(ciz) — O (iz)|, 10-(e52) — O-(€5z0)| s 16=(cks) — b= (ckzy)|} < C’g\/?, (4.33)

2m z€ZLoP
z22>2z0

for some positive constant Cs. To prove the claim, let us fix 2, € Z°P, 2, > 25. Note that
Ze — 20 < Cl by (4.32] - Jensen’s inequality implies that

Ze—1 Zx—1
10 (cis.) — 0o (cis,)| ( 3 10 (eiztn) (siz)|) < (2 —20) 3 10c(eianr) — 0o (ci.)?

zZ=2z0 Z=2Zz0
z*—l Zx—1
Z |0 (gioq1) — 0-(ci.) > < = 2 — 2c0s (0 (cizt1) — Oc(eiz))
zZ=z0 € zZ=2z0

C Ze—1
== D ueleizi) — ue(eiz))?
zZ=Zz0

(4.34)

for some positive constants C, where we used the fact that 1 —cos(¢) > 75¢? for every [¢| < m. We
start observing that the regular hexagon H, containing 7, and 7,41 is contained in S.. Indeed,
let x € H, and let y € T, N L. C St°P. Then dist(z, L.) < |z — y| < diam H, = 2¢ < 3e. Hence,
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cf. (4.30), z € (Le + B3:(0)) N R 6.1 C Se. Let us show that
. . 2
lus(€inq1) — ue(ei)|* < gFg(uE, H,). (4.35)

Indeed, if T, N Ty11 = {ei.} = {eizq1}, then |uc(eizy1) — uc(eiz)]* = 05 if T, N Topq = {eju} =
{€jz41} (and analogously if T, N T,+1 = {ek,} = {ek,+1}), then we let 7" be the third triangle
in conv{T,,T.4+1}. The triangle 7" is either conv{ei,,ej,,ek, 1} or conv{ei,1,€j.,ek.} and is
always contained in H,, see Figure @ Letting ek be its vertex in £ (either ek, or ek, 1) we have
that

e (Eizin) = ue(eiz)|* < 2fuc(eizin) + ue(efer) + ue(eh)|® + 2 fuc (i) + ue(efs) + ue(ek)|?

[\]

< 7FE(UE,HZ) .

)

5iz+1
Tz+1 ek

T,
ek, ei,

Figure 6. Triangle T’ in a possible configuration of T, and T,41.

Then we estimate the last sum in using | - 4.35)) by

Ze—1 z*—l C
Z e (€1241) — ue(eiy)|* < Z c(ue, Hy) < F (ue, Se) < Coy,
Z=Z0 Z=Z0

for some positive constant C. In conclusion, by (4.34) we have that

102 (i) — 0. (eiz,)| < Oy /%.

Arguing in an analogous way for |0.(¢j.,) — 0-(€j.,)| and |0.(ck.,) — 0-(ek., )|, we conclude the
proof of the claim (4.33)).

We consider the bound on the maximal winding number given by

e = [@ﬁ] +8, (4.36)

where ng,/%} is the smallest natural number grater than or equal to Coy/%= and Cj is the
constant given in (4.33).

Step 4. (Modification on slices). We define the modification on the slices ¥%* starting from
triangles T, with z € Z!°P by reproducing the construction in Lemma Here we make precise
the choice of the parameters for this construction and the notation. Let us assume, without loss of
generality, that (é,,v) > @ (if, instead, (éq,v) < —L we work with —é,,). For z € Z°P we let
iV =i, €L, j%: =3, €L? K =k, € L where i, €]z, ek, are the vertices of T,. As in ,
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we define the lattice points i? € £, jh € £2, k" € £3 and the triangle T with the following
recursive formula: for h € N we set

ML= e + Leg +T((i0eL)) Lk,

J?""l = j?—‘réa'i‘%éa“rT((j )€ >)\é§ ) (4.37)
K= KR e + Lea + T((KE ek)) ek
Tzh"l‘l —— COHV{EZh+1 E]h Ekh+1} C Ea 2

where 7(0) = 1, T(@) = —1. Asin (4.19), we define the half-slice ¥¢#(T},) of the lattice L.

starting from 7, by ¥%*(T,) := conv{T": h € N}.
Number of interpolation steps. The number of interpolation steps will be defined by finding the
first shifted triangle 72" in the half-slice ©2%(T%,) that is well contained in R 15\ Rzo,1725~
Specifically, we define
N :=min{2h: h € N, T2" € RY, | _o5/0 \Roo 1 _75/4} -

Given another z € Z!°P, we have that

TN C R 15 \EZo,l—% . (4.38)
Indeed, let y = yo + 35%&1 € TNe with yo € T.. Let g € Ty, N Le, ¢f. (@#.31), and let
T = x9 + 35%% € TZJZE. Since yo € L. + Bs:(0), we have that |{yo — xo,V)| < 3¢ and thus
|(y—x,v)| < 3¢, i.e., y belongs to the 3e-neighborhood of RY, 1755/4\§;71775/4, which is contained
in Rgo,pa \Ego,l—Qé'

Observe that

C
N.< 2 (4.39)
€
for some positive constant C3. To prove this, let g € T, and x := xg + 3¢ Igs €q € TZ]XE. The

segment [zo; 2] is fully contained in RY_ ; ; \E;Jf&; and thus 0 > |(z — zg, v)| = 3e 8 (éq,v) >
35%?

Winding number. We choose m, given by (4.36]). We consider the angles 6. (ci,), 0-(cj.), 0-(ck.)
introduced in Step 3. By (4.36) and (4.33]) we infer that

2mrme > 2nCoy | % + 167 > 2m|0.(ci,) — O:(gis, )| + 167 > 27|0- (i, )| + 27,

hence (4.23)) is satisfied.

Checking the assumptions on the angles. We check that the assumptions are satisfied. First,
we claim that for € small enough the configuration u. has positive chirality in every triangle
T € T-(R?) contained in S°P. To prove it, let us start by showing that the sign of the chirality
is constant arguing by contradiction. Assume that there exist two triangles T, 7" C S'°P with a

common side such that x(u:) < 0in T’ and x(u:) > 0 in T7”. Then by (4.29) and Lemma [3.2] we
would get

)

0 > Fa(uaase) > Fa(usyT/ UT“) > S€

which contradicts the condition o. — 0. Therefore x(u.) has constant sign in S!*°P. In fact,
X(ue) > 0 in SP. If instead x(ue) < 0 in SE°P, by (4.29) we would have that

€0e 2 [Ix(ue) = Xollpr(gtory = /Smp(l — x(u))dz > |SP| = 6er. > 6e(% —

€

N o

5),
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which contradicts o — 0. In conclusion, x(u:) > 0 in SP.
Let now z € Z!°P. We have

. . 1 1
luc(gi.) + ue(ej.) + us(i‘:kz)‘2 = EFs(us»TZ) < EFE(UE» Se) < o..

Since x(ue) > 0in T}, for € small enough wu. is close to a ground state with chirality 1 and therefore,

using (2.3) and Lemma [2.1] (see also (2.5))),

. . 27 1
ae(sjz) - 95(57fz) - ? < Za

2 1

0= (ek.) — 0-(cj=) — 3 < 1

(4.40)

Definition of the interpolation. We are in a position to define the interpolation. We reproduce the
one-dimensional construction of Lemma by suitably translating and scaling it, providing the
precise notation as it will be useful for later estimates. We shall define the interpolation only on
slices starting from every other triangle T, for the constructions on two slices ¥* and X&*12
completely determine the values of the modified spin configuration in $%**1. For this reason, let
z € Z°P be such that z = zp mod 2. We then define the interpolated angles 0(gi”), 0(cj?), 0(ck?)
for h=0,...,N. asin by (recall that i¥ =i, jO = j., k0 = k)

0. (ci") = B (ci) + h 2Tme —0e(Elz) _ (1- i)os(giz) + o,

NE Na NS
2rme + 28 — 0.(cj.) h h h 27
hy . e T 3 e\SJz) (1 _ Y 1 — — 4.41
0.(cj") == 6.(cj.) + h - (1 NE)GE(EJZH N2t g (441)
2mme + 4 — 0. (ck.) h h h 4m
hy .__ € 3 € ) _ _ _ _
0.(ck") == 0(ck.) + h " - (1 Ne)eg(akzwr N2 g

and 6. (gi?) := 2mme, 0.(cjh) = 2mrme + &, 0. (ek?) := 2mm. + % for h > N. + 1. Eventually, we
define ul°P: L. NX%*(T,) — S! by setting

uP(eil) == exp(ub(ei)),  ul®P(efl) = exp(i(ejl)), ulP(ekl) = exp(16(ckl)).
By (4.38]) we have that
utP|p = ul%|p i T C BOH(TL) \ Rog 15 - (4.42)

Estimate on “even” slices. We observe that the construction of u°P is simply a translation and a
scaling of the construction in Lemma[4.5] As the assumption (4.22)) is satisfied, c¢f. ([4.40), we can
apply Lemma [£.5] to deduce that

2

F.(uf?, 52%(T2)) < C(NLFa(us, To) + e%) . (4.43)

€

Estimate on “odd” slices. We estimate the energy on the missing half-slices. Let us fix z, 241, 242 €
Z0P with 2 = zp mod 2. Let T be a triangle contained in ¥%**1(T,,1). Then T shares two
vertices with one triangle contained in ¥%*(T},) or with one triangle contained in X%*T2(T, ).
Let us assume, without loss of generality, that the two shared vertices are the vertices €5’ € £2
and ek’ € £3 of some triangle T/ C $%#(T.). The third vertex of 7" is of the type i’ € £} for
some h’ € N. Moreover, the third vertex of T is shared with a triangle Tzh_‘_27 h € N, and is of the
type i, , € £3. We remark that |’ — k| < 2. Indeed, by (£.37) we have that
W = iz + h/%éa + géi )

Lz

h ' 34 351
Qnyo =la42 +hiéa £ %ea :



THE ANTIFERROMAGNETIC XY MODEL ON THE TRIANGULAR LATTICE 25

From the assumptions on the position of the two triangles together with the definition of z'gl il 12
it follows that

0= (0 — il g e0) = (iz — sz, a) + (W —h)3 = |W —h|=2[(is —is40,8a)| <2,

where in the last inequality we used the fact that T, N T,41 # 0 and T, 11 N Ty1o # 0.
We estimate the energy in the triangle T" by

Fo(ug, T) = eluf®(eill ) +ug™(ef') + ulP (ek’)[?
< 2efulfP(eil) + ul*P (') + ulP (k) + 2efulP(eil)) — ulP(eilt o)
= 2P (ul™, ") + 2e[ul® (eil) — ulP (eilly,)
Note that and imply
10c(€i242)] < |0c(€lrra) — O(ciz)| + [0:(gls)] < |Oc(€irya) — O:(ciz)| + 2m < 2mm, .
From ([{£.41)), from the previous estimate, and since |’ — h| < 2 it follows that
[uteP (eil) — uleP (el )|? = 2 — 2cos(0. (cil)) — 0. (eil) ) < |0-(eil) — O (eil)[*

= ‘(1 - N%) (0=(gi2) — Oc(gizga)) + h
h— W
N
2
< 2|0, (ci.) — 0-(cizya)|” + C%

!

h (27rmg - 9a(€iz+z)> ‘2

£

) 2
< 2|0 (ciz) — O (cizga)|” + 2‘ ‘

2
’27rm€ — O (€izyo)

It remains to estimate |6 (gi.) — 95(5iz+2)|2. Using the fact that 1 — cos(¢) > $5¢? for every
|¢| < 7 and by (4.35) we obtain that

10-(e.) — 0. (cinio)|* < 2|0c(ci) — O(inrn)|” +2|0c(cinsn) — 0o (cinya)|
< C|us(5iz) - u5(6i2+1)|2 + C|u5(5iz+1) - us(siz+2)|2

< (e ) + Pl Ho)

where H, is an hexagon containing 7, and 7,7 and H,,; is an hexagon containing 7,,; and
T.+2. In conclusion, we have that

Fo(ut, T) < C(Fu(ui®®, T') + Foluz, He) + Folue, Hay) + 2505 ).

€

Summing over all triangles in 3¢*(7T,41) (their number is CN.) we deduce that

Fe(ug?, 525 (Tera))

< C(Fa(u';‘)p, DO (TL)) + Fu(ut®P, 895 F2(T, 1)) + NoFu(ue, Hy) + NoFo(ue, Hopr) + € f) .
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Final estimate on top part. By (4.44]), (4.43)), summing over z and by (4.29)), (4.32)), (4.36),
and (4.39) we conclude thaiﬂ
2

m
SRR SEHT) < Y C(F(ul?, S5 (L) + NoFilue, H) + NoFe(uz, Hoy) + 525

g

zeziop zeZtoP
z2=zo mod 2
2

me
S Z C(NEFE(U:‘J?TZ)+NEF€(US7HZ)+NSF€(u57HZ+1)+€N)

z€ZLoP N
z=zp mod 2
2 C 2e C
< CN.F.(u,Se) + 05%#2201) < 0—3505 + CE(CQ e + 4) £
Ne 9 9 Cg 3

<C(o.+¢). ( |
4.45

Step 5. (Definition of modification in remaining parts of the square). The modification starting
from S'f* and Sr8ht is completely analogous. We recall that 8 € {1,2,3} is such that |(és, v1)| >
@. We consider chains of triangles contained in SXf* and S8 given by Lemma (suitably
adapted). In half-slices in the direction ég starting from triangles of these chains and approaching
the boundary 9Q, we define u** and uX'8"* as in Step 4.

olw
(=]
=
ot
=gl

Figure 7. Definition of u. in Q7 : in the hatched regions it is equal to uP°®; in the white region
enclosed by Qﬁs_%g it is equal to ue; outside of Qy_ it is defined through the interpolation u:;Op,

uleft and w8 constructed with the slices in the lattice directions éo and & 8-

We are finally in a position to define %, in Q%. We fix § € (0, %) and we consider the two-barred
cross-shaped set (the white region in Figure

Ps = le—55,1 U (le,1—56 \Ellj,%) .

In this estimate it becomes evident that it was crucial to prove that the energy concentrates close to the interface.
A classical averaging/slicing argument would only provide a bound on the strip Se of the type F:(ue,Se) < Ce.
This would not suffice to conclude that the modified sequence does not increase the energy, as the right-hand side
in this estimate would end up to be a constant.
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Given T € T:(R?) such that T' C Q¥, we distinguish some cases.
Case T C Ps N Q7 6.0 We set

T CPNQy 6. Ul = ue|r (4.46)

Case T C Ry 54, \@:E (part of the cross-shaped set Ps aligned with v): We give the definition
in the case T C QY (the case T C Q¥ being analogous). Let yo € T. Let us consider the
slice ¥# such that T C 2% and let us show that z € Zt°P. Let « € T, and first of all note that
x € L. + B3:(0). Since T and T, are contained in the same slice, by definition of X%* we can
find s € R such that z¢ := yo + sé, € T.. Since yg ¢ @ZE, the segment [zg;yo] is contained in

Ry A\ R, thus [s]%52 < [s][(6as v)| = [{m0 = yo, )| < $(1 = 12), e, [s] < (1 —12) < V33,
Then, using that |(é,,v)| < %,

[z, v )] < [z — o, v)] + [{zo — yo, v)| + [{yo, )]
<edIs][(a, )+ L - B0 <e+ B4l S5l 35 <
i.e., v € RY_; and hence x € (L. 4 B3-(0)) N RY_; = S¥°P. We set

ulP|lp  if T C X2*(Ty),

_ (4.47)
Ue|T otherwise.

it T CRY 554 \@:E D Ul = {

The definition is consistent with the previous case: if T C Q4. \@:5, then T is not contained in

any half-slice X2+*(T.) (because T.NOQY_, . # ) and thus u.|r = uc|7, in accordance with (4.46)).
T CRY 5, \Q:E but 7" is not contained in any half-slice ¥&#(T%), then T' C S.. In particular,

by (4.45) and (4.29) we infer that
Fe(ue, RY 55, \@:5) < Z Fe(u®, 52%(T2)) + Fe(ue, S:) < C(o: +¢). (4.48)

zeZtopP

Case T C (R _55 \Elf)%) \@:5 (part of the cross-shaped set Ps aligned with v+): As in the
previous case, assuming T' C Q. , we define |7 := ul*®|7 if T is contained in a half-slice starting
from a triangle in Séeft, Ue|T = u?ghth« if T is contained in a half-slice starting from a triangle in
SHieht and U.|r = u.|r otherwise. As before, the definition is compatible with (4.46). Similarly

to (4.48) we obtain that
Fulfie, (RY 55 \ s \ QL) < Clo + ). (4.49)

Case TN (R?\ Ps) # (: let x be a vertex of T' and assume that z is not the vertex of a triangle 7"
covered by the previous cases. Then we set 4 (z) := uR%(z) if (x,v) > 0 and U (z) := w28 (x) if
(x,v) < 0. In particular,

if T CQY\Ps: ulr=ulr,

. P Tos el = (4.50)
T CQY\ Ps: Uelr =ul®p.

We remark that
52#{T CRV:TNIPs#0} <Cée = H#{TCQ":TNOPs#£0}< Cg (4.51)

and

#{TCQ”\F;:TOL”#@}SC? (4.52)
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Let us check that @, attains the desired boundary conditions [@27). Let T C Q% \ Q|_;. If
T C Q1 \Q_s) NRY 55, (and similarly if T C (QY \Q]_s5)N (RY 1 56 \Ei%)), then we are in the

case covered by (4.47). By we have |7 = ul°P|r = uP°|r. Otherwise, if TN (R?\ Ps) # 0,
let = be a vertex of T and assume that x is not the vertex of a triangle 7" covered by the previous
cases. Then, by definition, () := uP°(z). We argue analogously if T C Q“ \ Q) _;. Finally, if
TNL” #(, then T C L” + Bs.(0) and thus it is not relevant for the boundary conditions by the
definition of discrete boundary 9XQ".

Step 6. (Energy estimate). By (4.51)), (4.50)), and (4.52) we have that
Fa(ﬂany> SFE(ﬂE)P5)+FE(aE7QV\F5)+ Z Fa(ﬂaT)

TNOPs#£D
< F(tie, Ps) + F-(uB™, QL \ Ps) + Fo(ul®, Q" \ Ps)+ > F.(,T)+C6
TCQ"\P;
TNLY#0

< F.(ue, Ps)+ C6.
Moreover, by (4.46)), (4.48), and (4.49) we deduce that
F(tie, P5) < Fe(ue, Ps N Qal:5+6€) + Fe(u, Rllj—56,1 \@lr;) + F2(te, (Rllj,l—sé \E;ZS&) \@:5)
< F(ue, QY)+ C (0. +¢) .

In conclusion,
limsup F. (e, Q") < 111% Fo(u, Q")+ C6.
E—r

e—0
Eventually, letting 6 — 0 and with a diagonal argument, we construct a sequence which satis-

fies (4.28).
O

In the proof of Proposition we applied the following lemma.
Lemma 4.6. Let %7 be the slices of the triangular lattice defined in ([(A.17)). Let L be a line in R?

orthogonal to v and assume that |(éo,vt)| < 3. Then there exists a chain of triangles (T%).cz
satisfying for every z € Z
T.€T(RY), T.CX%* T.NL#0, T.NT.1 #0. (4.53)

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the following:

Claim: Let z € Z and let T, € 7.7 (R?) be such that T, C X% and T, N L # (. Then there
exists T,41 € 7.7 (R?) such that T,y C £* 1 T,y N L #0, and T, NT,41 # 0. (The analogous
statement with £2*~! in place of ¥%**1 holds true.)

With the proven claim at hand it is immediate to define a chain of triangles (7% ).cz which satisfies
the properties in by initializing the construction from a triangle T, € 7.7 (R?) which satisfies
T.,NL#0and T,, C £%%. Such a triangle always exists since the set R? \ Urer@e) T is the
union of disjoint open triangles, thus cannot contain L.

To prove the claim let us denote be ég, é, the remaining two unit vectors connecting points of £
and introduced in Section [2.2]and let us set 7 := sign(ég, é5), 7, := sign(é,, é%). For later use we
observe that 7g = 7, if and only if a # 2, that is if and only if (ég, é,) = —(é4, é,). In particular,
we always have

T8(€3,€a) = —Ty(€y,€q) and Tg(ég,én)Ty(éy,éq) = —1/4. (4.54)
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Suppose now that T, € T-F(R?), T, C ¥* with T, N L # (. The triangles 77 := T, + e7gép €
TH(R?) and T7 := T, + e7,é, € TN (R?) satisfy T, N TP # 0 and T, N 17 75 (. Moreover, they
are contained in ¥%*+1. Indeed, for x € T, we have (¢, x + e75é5) = (62, 7) + e15(el,é5) =
(e, z) + s? € [5§(z + 1),s§(z + 2)], hence T8 C ¥*+! (analogously T7 C Xzt

L

Figure 8. On the left: the triangles 7., 7% and T, the line L, and the segment [zg;z+]. On
the right: if x ¢ T%, the angle between L and s belongs to [0,

The triangle T, has one side contained in X%, i.e., either in s := Ré, + 5ﬁzél or in

5% +1 =Ré, + sf(z +1)éL. Let us assume, without loss of generality, that the side is contained
in s¢. The line L intersects s¢ in a point x. We claim that x € T,. Indeed, if z ¢ T, then the

angle in [0, 5] between the lines L and s¢ belongs to [0, 3) since L intersects also T, see Figure
Let us fix y € 7. N L # (. Then we have |[(z — y,é4)| > 4|z — y|. This contradicts the fact that
(z —y,éa)| = |z — yl| (1!, éa)| < 3|z —y| since [(1*,é4)| < 5. In conclusion z € T, N s2. Then

x5 =1 +eTgés € TP N 5801, Ty = x + 798, € T7 N sY,,. The line L intersects the segment
[25;2,], and thus either T? or T7. To see this, we let yy := Azg + (1 — Nz, for A € [0,1]. Note
that
” A al\gal PO R \/g Al PO o
(Yo —2,0) = 7 (6, ) = o7y ({64, E5) (63, V) + (s Ea)(Ear ) = (S5 (E8, 1) 47 (65, Ea)Earv) )
and analogously (y; — z,v) = 5(@((%, V) + 73(é3,€a){€a,v)). In combination with (4.54)), this
yields
3

(o — 7, ) (g1 — 7,v) = 52(2@5,@2 - i(éa,y)Q) <3 g ~0, (4.55)

where we used that (é1,1)2 = (é4,v7)? < 1 and (é,,v)? > 3. Now (4.55) together with the
continuity of the mapplng A= (yn — x,v) implies that there exists A € [0, 1] with (yx —z,v) =0,
hence yy € (TP UTY) N L.

oo

O
5. UPPER BOUND
It remains to prove the I-limsup inequality to complete the proof of Theorem [2.5]
Proposition 5.1. Let F. be as in (2.8). Then for every x € L*(2) we have
I limsup F.(y) < F(x), (5.1)

e—0

where F is given by (2.10) and the T-limsup is with respect to the strong topology in L*(Q).
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Proof. Tt is not restrictive to assume that y € BV (€Q;{—1,1}). Moreover, thanks to Remark
the density result [TT, Corollary 2.4], and the L!'-lower semicontinuity of the I-limsup it suffices
to prove for x € BV(Q;{—1,1}) such that J, is polygonal, i.e., J, = Uf:’:l T,,, where T, are
line segments satisfying #!(I',, N 92) = 0. To simplify the exposition we restrict ourselves to the
case J, = 'y UTy with I'y = [zo;21], Ta = [z1;22], 0, 21,22 € R?, i.e., the two segments have
one common endpoint. The general case then follows by repeating the construction on each line
segment.

Step 1. (Construction of a recovery sequence) Denoting by ¢1, s the length of T'y, I's and by
V1,9 the outer unit normal to the set {x = 1} on I'y, I'y, upon relabeling we can assume that
x1 = 20 + l1vit, T3 = 11 + Lv5. Moreover, we have

F(x) = bip(n) + Lap(v2), (5.2)

where ¢ is as in (2.12)). Let p > 0 be sufficiently small and let ué,p € SF. and ug,p € SF. be
admissible for the minimum problems defining (1), ¢(v2), respectively with

hmF( Ep,Q”l) =pp(r1) and hmF( EP,Q”Z) =pp(r). (5.3)

We now start constructing a recovery sequence for x by subdividing I'y and I's into segments
of length of order p and suitable shifting ul P u? p along these segments. In doing so we need to
leave out a small region close to the common endpoint z;. Namely, denoting by 6 € (0, 7] the

angle between I'; and I's we choose ¢ = ¢(v1,12) > 0 with ¢ > % + % cot(g) and we only subdivide

0y —
=l

the smaller segments [zo;71 — cpri| and [z + cpra;xo] as follows. We set M}, = |

= L%_:gfj and we choose lattice points

x5, 1 € Bac(wo +m(p +55)1/1)ﬁ£1 forme{O,...,Msl’p},
m2GBQE(x1+(cp+m(p+55))1/2)ﬁﬁl forme{Ow..,Mf,p}.

Note that the constant ¢ and the lattice points x¢
small enough,

m.1> Lm0 are chosen in such a way that, for €

M}, M2,
p = U Qzl(xfn,l)u U Q;Q(xfn,z)
m=0

m=0

is a union of pairwise disjoint cubes, see Figure @ This allows us to define u. , € SF. by setting

u;p(x—xfn,l) if x € Q) (25,,), me {O,...,M;p}7
e (3) 1= u? (z— x5, 5) %f reQr(x5,,), me{0,..., M2},
’ ub*(z) ifze{x=1}\U,,
u28(x) ifee{x=-1}\U,.

We observe that since 27, 1, x7, 5 belong to the sublattice L!, the boundary conditions satisfied by
the shifted functions u! ,(-—x5, 1), u2 (- —x%, 5) are compatible one with each other and with uP°®
and u2°¢ on Q\ U,. In partlcular if z € € is such that dist(z, Jy) > p/2 then x(uc,)(z) = x(z),
which implies that [|x(ue,,) — X|/1 @) < CpH(Jy) — 0 as p — 0.
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Q? (xfng) Q;l xfn,l)

Figure 9. Covering the segments I'1 and I'z2 with cubes of side p in the I'-lim sup construction.

Step 2. (Energy estimate) In order to estimate F;(u. ,) we start by rewriting the energy as

M}, M2,
F(ue,) = Y Foltie,p, Qu(@5,1)) + Y Fe(ue,, Q2 (25,2) + D Fe(ue,y, T), (5.4)
m=0 m=0 TeT(Q)

Tﬂ(Q\Up)7é®

and we estimate the terms on the right-hand side of separately. Let us first consider the
energy on triangles 7' € 7.(Q) with TN (Q\ U,) # 0. Suppose that dist(7T,J,) > be. Then, if
T C Q\U, we have u. , = ub® or u. , = u2® on T, so that F.(u.,,T) = 0. If instead TNU, # 0,
the fact that dist(7), J,,) > 5e ensures that T" intersects a cube in U, in a region where the boundary
conditions are prescribed. Thus, using once more the compatibility of the boundary conditions,
we infer that F;(u. ,,T) = 0. This implies that

> Felue, T) < 3e#{T € TA(Q): TN(Q\U,) # 0, dist(T, J,) <5} < Clp+e/p), (5.5)

TeT(Q)
T(Q\U,)#0

where to obtain the first inequality we used F.(ue ,,T) < 9¢, while the second inequality follows
by counting triangles contained either in ([z1 — cpri; 21] U [z1; @1 + cprs-]) + Bge(0) or in (0U, N
JX) + BGE (O)

Combining , , and we deduce that

lim sup Fi (u:) < limsup (Mglp +1) Fg(u; o Qzl) + lim sup (pr +1) Fg(ui y sz) +Cp
e—0 e—0 ’ ’ e—0 ’ 5

< (L%J + l)pso(vl) + (L%J + 1)[)90(1/2) +Cp. >0

Since the latter term converges to £1¢(v1) 4+ lap(v2) as p — 0, thanks to (5.2) and (5.6)), a diagonal
argument provides us with a sequence (uz) = (uc () with x(uz) — x in L'(Q) and satisfying
lim sup, F.(u:) < F(x), from which we finally deduce (5.1)). O
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