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EMERGENCE OF RIGID POLYCRYSTALS FROM ATOMISTIC SYSTEMS
WITH HEITMANN-RADIN STICKY DISK ENERGY

MANUEL FRIEDRICH, LEONARD KREUTZ, AND BERND SCHMIDT

ABSTRACT. We investigate the emergence of rigid polycrystalline structures from atomistic parti-
cle systems. The atomic interaction is governed by a suitably normalized pair interaction energy,
where the ‘sticky disk’ interaction potential models the atoms as hard spheres that interact when
they are tangential. The discrete energy is frame invariant and no underlying reference lattice on
the atomistic configurations is assumed. By means of I'-convergence, we characterize the asymp-
totic behavior of configurations with finite surface energy scaling in the infinite particle limit.
The effective continuum theory is described in terms of a piecewise constant field delineating
the local orientation and micro-translation of the configuration. The limiting energy is local and
concentrated on the grain boundaries, i.e., on the boundaries of the zones where the underlying
microscopic configuration has constant parameters. The corresponding surface energy density
depends on the relative orientation of the two grains, their microscopic translation misfit, and
the normal to the interface. We further provide a fine analysis of the surface energies at grain
boundaries both for vacuum-solid and solid-solid phase transitions. The latter relies fundamen-
tally on a structure result for grain boundaries showing that due to the extremely brittle setup
interpolating boundary layers near cracks are energetically not favorable.

1. INTRODUCTION

Most inorganic solids in nature are polycrystals. They are composed of microscopic crystallites
(grains) of varying size and orientation in which the atoms are arranged in a periodic, crystalline
pattern. In spite of their ubiquity, it remains poorly understood why in these materials such highly
regular structures develop at the microscale. The core challenge is to investigate the phenomenon
of crystallization, i.e., the tendency of atoms to self-assemble into a crystal structure. An ultimate
solution would be to understand this as a consequence of the interatomic interactions, where such
interactions are determined by the laws of quantum mechanics.

In view of the current state of research, however, the crystallization question seems out of reach
in this generality. It is thus necessary to consider reduced models and to study simplified theories
which, however, retain essential features of the interatomic interactions. We follow this route by
restricting to zero temperature and by describing our system in the frame of Molecular Mechanics
[1, B0, B7] as a classical system of particles, whose interaction is given in terms of an empirical
pair interaction potential. Moreover, we consider planar rather than three-dimensional models.
Given a configuration X = {x1,...,2x} C R? consisting of a finite number of particles, their
configurational energy £(X) takes the form

1
5(X) = 5 Z'L;&_] Vpair(|xi — l’j|),
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where Vpair: [0, +00) — R denotes the pair potential. (The factor 1/2 accounts for double count-
ing.) Such potentials typically are repulsive for close-by atoms while two atoms at larger distances
(vet still in their interaction range) exert attractive forces on each other. The latter favors the
formation of clusters, whereas the short-range repulsion guarantees that the atoms keep a minimal
distance.

Notably, even for commonly used models such as the Lennard-Jones potential, the crystallization
problem is still open beyond the one-dimensional setting. (In one dimension, the situation is
considerably easier: crystallization at zero temperature for Lennard-Jones interactions is shown in
[31]. Recent results for positive temperature including an analysis of boundary layers are obtained
in [34, [35]. For results on dimers we refer to [0 [29].) First rigorous results for a two-dimensional
system have been achieved in [32] B3] [43], see also the recent paper [I8]. For the very special choice
of the ‘Heitmann-Radin sticky disk’ interaction potential

oo ifr<il,
Vitieky (1) = ¢ =1 ifr =1, (1.1)
0 ifr>1,

it has been shown in [33] that ground states, i.e., minimizers under the cardinality constraint
#X = N, crystallize: they are subsets of the triangular lattice. The potential Viicky is pictured
schematically in Figure

‘/sticky (T)

+00 paaan

FIGURE 1. The interaction potential Viticky-

On the one hand, it draws its motivation from being the most basic choice of a potential featuring
the properties discussed above. On the other hand, it models extremely brittle materials and might
be viewed as an ‘infinitely brittle’ limiting model for more generic interaction potentials, in which
the hard core radius, the equlibrium distance, and the interaction range coincide. Slightly more
general potentials are discussed in [43] which, however, do not allow for soft elastic interactions
either. Still only partial results are available for more general potentials or higher dimensions, see
[7] for a recent survey. Most noteworthy, [47, 21] in two and [24] in three dimensions prove that
crystalline structures have optimal bulk energy scaling and crystals are ground states subject to
their own boundary conditions. Such conditions, however, are insufficient, respectively, prohibitive
in view of our goal to investigate the emergence of polycrystals. For this task, it is indispensable
to both work at the surface energy scale, which is much finer than the bulk scaling, and to allow
for free boundary conditions.
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The ground states of sticky disk potentials in two dimensions are by now very well understood,
not only on the atomic microscale. In [3] their macroscopic shape was identified as being the Wulff
shape of an associated crystalline perimeter functional. Fine properties and surface fluctuations
were investigated in [45] and quantified in terms of an N3/ law (see the comment below )
Sharp constants for this law were then established in [I7] and the uniqueness of ground states was
characterized in [I9]. We also mention extensions to other crystals [42] [40] [16] and dimers [20], 27].
By way of contrast, in dimension three or higher the recent results [39, [IT], 41] characterize optimal
energy configurations within classes of lattices and are in this sense conditional to crystallization.

The main objective of our contribution is to advance our understanding of (microscopic) crys-
tallization and formation of macroscopic clusters beyond ground states and single crystals. Indeed,
all of the aforementioned results ultimately rely on the emergence of a single crystal which is sup-
ported on a unique periodic structure. Restricting our analysis to the basic Heitmann-Radin sticky
disk potential , we succeed in deriving a rather complete picture on the formation of general
polycrystals by considering the I'-limit for the interaction energy in the surface energy regime in
the infinite particle limit. (We refer to 8, [I4] for an exhaustive treatment of I'-convergence.) First
relevant steps in this direction have been obtained in [20], where the authors prove a compactness
result for polycrystals and identify the I'-limit in the case of a single crystal limiting configuration.
In the present work, we prove a full I'-convergence result and provide a limiting continuum model
consisting of grains that are characterized by a rotation and, in addition, a micro-translation. We
also analyze in depth the surface energy of grain boundaries both for vacuum-solid and solid-solid
phase transitions.

We proceed to describe our particle model in more detail. The minimal energy of a configuration
Xy ={z1,...,2n} C R? of N particles has been determined already in [32]:

min{€(Xn): #Xy = N} = —|3N — V12N — 3| ~ —3N + O(VN). (1.2)

The leading order term —3N comes from N — O(\/N ) atoms in the bulk, each having six neighbors.
The lower order term ~ /N is due to missing neighbors of a number O(v/N) of atoms at the
boundary and is thus a surface energy. (The aforementioned N3/ law quantifies the surprisingly

large possible deviations of ground states from the macroscopic Wulff shape which involve a number
of ~ N3/* > /N particles.)

As polycrystals will not be ground states in general, but rather metastable states with surface
energy contributions from atoms at individual grain boundaries, we proceed to address the class
of all configurations at the finite surface energy scaling, i.e., we consider Xy C R2, #Xy = N,
with bounded normalized energy

E(Xn) +3N 1
VN  2JN ZmexN (6 + Zyexw\{z} Vasckr (|2 = y|)>

as N — oo. Here, we have subtracted the minimal energy —3 per particle times the number of
particles and rescaled with v N.

The diameter of an N-particle configuration X with energy given in is ~ v/N. To obtain
configurations which are contained in a bounded domain, we therefore rescale the configuration by
a factor € := 1/V/N, i.e., X, := eXy. We then study the asymptotics of the energy E.(X.) where
the energy functional E. is defined on finite point sets X C R? by

EE(X) - % ZmeX €<6 + ZyEX\{w} Vsmky (@)) (1'3)
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This will allow us to pass to a macroscopic description as ¢ — 0. In the following, we consider
the energy E. in (1.3)) without cardinality constraint since the energy has already been normalized
with respect to the minimal energy per particle.

Our main results are a full I'-convergence proof for the functionals E. towards a surface energy
functional (Theorem and a detailed analysis of the limiting continuum surface energy density
(Proposition and Theorem [2.5)). We also prove a corresponding compactness result for bounded
energy sequences (Theorem hich turns out to be comparatively straightforward. The proofs
in fact also provide a rather complete picture of the structure of grain boundaries. We collect these
findings of independent interest in Theorem [5.4 Our continuum description keeps track not only
of the orientation angles of various grains but depends additionally on a micro-translation vector
which in particular measures the translational offset of two lattices with the same orientation.
Indeed, the introduction of such an augmented field does not only provide a finer characterization
of the continuum limit, but turns out to be crucial when polycrystals with multiple solid-solid
grain boundaries are considered.

The limiting surface energy ¢ is a function of the relative orientation of the two grains, their
microscopic translation misfit, and the normal to the interface. For solid-vacuum surfaces it had
been identified in [3], 20] as the Finsler norm whose unit ball is shaped like a Voronoi cell of the
lattice in the solid part. In other words, this is just the surface energy density of the crystal
perimeter. For solid-solid interfaces, however, the problem is considerably more subtle as there
are atomic interactions across the interface. In softer materials, one expects dislocations to ac-
cumulate and elastic strain to concentrate near such grain boundaries. We refer to [23] [38] for
recent mathematical developments on substantiating the Read-Shockley formula, see [44], in such
a regime. By way of contrast, within our extremely brittle set-up, generically ¢ turns out to be
given by the sum of the solid-vacuum surface energies of the two grains. Here, the term generic
refers to the fact that the surface energy may be smaller only for a countable number of mismatch
angles between the two lattices, and corresponding micro-translations contained in a finite number
of spheres.

We proceed with some comments on the general proof strategy. As it is customary for variational
limits with interfacial energies, the density ¢ is expressed in terms of a cell formula minimizing
the asymptotic surface energy between two grains separated by a flat grain boundary. In such
cell problems, it is instrumental to pass from a mere L'-convergence to fixed boundary values
in order to match the T-liminf and T-limsup inequalities. Motivated by [5l [25] 46] for vectorial
problems in liquid-liquid phase transitions and [13} [15] [36] in solid-solid phase transitions, we use
a cut-off construction, the so-called fundamental estimate, to replace an asymptotic realization by
the exact attainnment of converging boundary values in a first step. Here, our extremely brittle
set-up on the one hand renders geometric rigidity estimates easier as compared to, e.g., [13, [15].
On the other hand, it calls for carefully refined cut-off constructions since very small modifications
in the configurations may induce a lot of energy. Yet, in contrast to [13 [I5], a cell problem with
converging boundary data turns out to be insufficient in the presence of multiple grain boundaries.
Thus, a further step is needed to show that they can be replaced by fized boundary values. Also this
passage is subtle due to our rigid set-up which requires a thorough analysis of possible touching
points of two lattices (points with distance €). Finally, let us also mention that related, very
general I'-convergence results for elastic materials exhibiting discontinuities along surfaces, see e.g.
[4, [10, 28], do not apply to our situation. Most notably, in [28] a model similar to ours featuring
rigid grains is considered. Unfortunately, these results cannot be used in our setting as they
fundamentally rely on continuous surface interactions.
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At the core of our proofs, there are two key steps to which we devote Sections [5] and [6] respec-
tively. Firstly, Lemma [5.1] allows to reduce the cell formula to two lattices only. An expanded
version of this observation is detailed in Theorem It shows that in our brittle set-up there are
no interpolating boundary layers at interfaces. This is done by employing techniques from graph
theory in order to exclude inclusions of grains of different orientation as the prescribed boundary
datum. The basic idea behind its proof is that to each admissible configuration one can associate
its bond-graph and for this graph such inclusions induce non-triangular faces which in turn lead to
fewer bonds than a competitor without such inclusions. This can be quantified via the face defect,
see definition . Once established, this in particular results in a largely simplified analysis of
the interaction energy with vacuum as compared to [20], see Lemma More importantly, it is
crucial for the second main ingredient of the proof: the quantification of solid-solid interactions
with the help of Lemma [6.2] which clarifies when the surface energy can be smaller than twice the
interaction energy with vacuum and plays a pivotal role in order to show that converging bound-
ary values can be replaced by fixed ones. This can be understood as a rigidity theorem for the
mismatch-angle between two grains: the generically expected interaction energy can exceed the
grain boundary energy only for finitely many mismatch angles depending on the excess. Its proof
relies on the fact that such an energy gap can only occur if the two lattices have many touching
points (points with distance €). This entails that the touching points of the two lattices have to
be rather equi-distributed along the interface. This, however, can only happen in a periodic land-
scape, which reduces the possible mismatch-angle to a finite set. Many further ingredients of our
proofs are more standard (blow-up, density arguments, fundamental estimate, ... ), but technically
challenging in our case since the energy is very rigid and thus very sensitive to small changes of
the configuration.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the model and present the main
results. Section [3]is devoted to the proofs of compactness and I'-convergence. They fundamentally
rely on a fine characterization of the surface energy density whose proof is postponed to Sections
[7l In Section [4 we address the fundamental estimate and in Section [7] we show that converging
boundary values can be replaced by fixed ones. Sections[f|and [6]are devoted to the reduction of the
cell formula to two lattices only and to the characterization of solid-vacuum/solid-solid interactions
at grain boundaries, respectively.

2. SETTING OF THE PROBLEM AND MAIN RESULTS

In this section we introduce our model, give basic definitions, and present our main results.

2.1. Configurations and atomistic energy. In the following we always assume that X is a
finite subset of R%2. We denote by Vigicky: [0, +00) — R the Heitmann-Radin potential defined in
, see Figure By € > 0 we denote the atomic spacing. The normalized atomistic energy
E. of a given configuration X is given by . The notion normalized has been explained in
the introduction and is chosen in such a way that an infinite triangular lattice with spacing ¢ has
energy zero. Equivalently, the energy can be expressed in terms of the neighborhoods of the atoms.
To this end, we introduce the neighborhood of x € X by

Ne(z)={ye X :|x—y|l=¢} (2.1)

If e = 1, we omit the subscript ¢ and just write A (x) for simplicity. In view of Vigicky (1) = oo for
r € (0,1), an elementary geometric argument shows that for configurations X with E.(X) < +oo
there holds

#N:(z) <6 forall z € X. (2.2)
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In particular, if #N:(z) = 6, the neighbors form a regular hexagon with center x and diameter 2¢.
By (1.1) and (1.3) we can now rewrite the energy as

E-(X) =5 e(6-#N:(2).

Additionally, for X C R? and Borel sets B C R?, we define a localized version of the energy by
1

E.(X,B) =3 Z%XQB (6 — #N-(2)). (2.3)

2.2. Basic definitions. This subsection is devoted to basic notions which we will use throughout
the paper.

Notation. We let S' = {z € R?: |z| = 1}. Given v € S!, we denote by v € S! the unit
vector obtained by rotating v by m/2 in a clockwise sense. The scalar product between two vectors
x,y € R? is denoted by (z,y). Without further notice, we sometimes identify vectors z € R? with
elements of C. In particular, we identify rotations in the plane with a multiplication with a unit
vector in C: namely, the rotation of x € R? by an angle § € [0,27) is indicated by ¢??z. For t € R,
we write |t] = max{k € Z: k <t} and [t| = min{k € Z: k > t}.

We denote by £2 and H! the two-dimensional Lebesgue measure and the one-dimensional Haus-
dorff measure, respectively. We write x g for the characteristic function of any £ C R?, which is 1
on F and 0 otherwise. If E is a set of finite perimeter, we denote its essential boundary by 0* E, see
[2, Definition 3.60]. For 7 > 0 and = € R?, we denote by B,.(x) the open ball of radius 7 centered
in . For simplicity, we write B, if x = 0. Given A C R?, 7 € R?, and )\ € R, we define

A+r7={zs+1:2€ A}, M={:x€cAland (A).={z+y: z€ A,yc B.}. (2.4)
For z1, x5 € R?, we define the line segment between 1 and xs by

[w1; 2] = {Az1 + (1 = Nz : A € [0,1]}. (2.5)
By Q" ={y € R*: —1<(y,v)<3i -3 <(y,v") <3} we denote the half-open unit cube in R?

with center zero and two sides parallel to v € S!. Moreover, we define the half-cubes
Q" ={yeQ": +(ry) >0} (2:6)
Here and in the following, we will frequently use the notation + to indicate that a property holds
for both signs + and —. In a similar fashion, for z € R? and p > 0 we define QZ(JU) =z + pQY

and Qz’i(x) =2+ pQVT. For p =1, we write Q" () instead of Q¥ (z) for simplicity. For ¢ > 0
and QZ(ac) we introduce the notation of boundary regions

OFQy(@) =+ {y € Qo \ Qp_ioet % (1y) = 5} (2.7)
see also Figure [3| below for an illustration. For p = 1, we write 9XQ () instead of 8?@;(@
The triangular lattice. We define the triangular lattice as the set of points given by
Z={p+qw:p,qel},

where w ::%+%’\/§e<c.

The set of lattice isometries. We denote by A the set of rotations by angles in [0, %) equipped
with the metric of the 1-dimensional torus, i.e., A = R/ZZ. In a similar fashion, we introduce the
set of translations T = R?/.¥ = C/.%. We observe that each translation 7 € T can be represented
by a vector in

{)\1+)\2w:0§)\1<1,0§)\2<1}. (28)
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We introduce the set of lattice isometries by
Z:= (A xTx{1})u{o}, (2.9)

where for each § € A and 7 € T the triple z = (0, 7,1) € Z represents the rotated and translated
lattice

L(2)=20,7,1) =L+ 7).

Here, the entry 1 encodes that a lattice is present. On the contrary, 0 = (0,0,0) € A x T x {0}
represents the empty set, also referred to as vacuum in the following. We set

2(0) = 0.

Note that A ~ S' and T ~ S!' x S'. Therefore, the three-dimensional set Z can naturally be
embedded into R”. We endow Z with the product topology, i.e., z; = (0;,7;,1) — 2z = (0,7,1) if
and only if §; — 6 in A and 7; — 7 in T. Moreover, z; — 0 if and only if z; = 0 for all j large
enough. For a set A C R?, z € Z, and a configuration X with E.(X) < +oco, we say that X
coincides with the lattice £ (z) on A, written X =% (z) on A, if

XNA=(e£(2)N A. (2.10)

The state space. For A C R?, we introduce the space of piecewise constant functions PC(A; Z)
with values in Z as functions of the form

oo
u=) X% (2.11)

where {z;}; C Z\ {0} are pairwise distinct and G; C A are pairwise disjoint sets satisfying
£2(U;2, Gj) < oo and

, 1’i—[l(a*Gj) < +00. (2.12)

]:
Here, {G;}; represent the grains of the polycrystal and {z;}, the corresponding orientation and
translation of the lattice. We remark that this space can be identified with

PC(4;2) ={u€ SBV(4;2): Vu=0, L*({u# 0}) < +oo, H'(J,) < +o0}. (2.13)

Here, u is a function in SBV(4; Z) in the sense that u € SBV(A;R") and u takes values in Z.
The jump set of u is denoted by J,. The one-sided limits of u at a jump point will be indicated
by u™ and w™ in the following, and the normal will be denoted by v,. We refer to [2, Definition
4.21] for details on this space. In a similar fashion, we say u € PClo.(R?; Z) if u|4 € PC(A; 2)
for all compact sets A C R2.

Identification of configurations with piecewise constant functions. We now relate atom-

istic configurations X to the state space defined above. Consider z € X N.Z such that N'(z) C .&.
Then, we define the open lattice Voronoi cell of x by

1 .
V(z)=z+ ﬁe”/ﬁ int (conv{+1, fw, £w?}), (2.14)

where conv{-} denotes the convex hull of a point set, and int the interior. In a similar fashion, if
x and the points in its neighborhood N () lie in a scaled rotated and translated lattice €.2(z),
for e > 0 and z = (6,7,1) € Z, we define VZ(z) = z + ¢*cV(0). We also point out the implicit
dependence on 7 here, since x = % (v + 7) for some v € .Z.
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Given a configuration X with F.(X) < +oo, we now identify X with a suitable function
u € PC(R% Z). Since F(X) < +o0, we have #N.(x) < 6 for all x € X with equality only if
{x} UN(z) C e?®e(ZL + 7(x)) for a unique pair (0(x),7(z)) € A x T. We set

z(z) = (0(x),7(x),1) € Z for all x € X with #N.(z) =6

and define uX : R? — Z by

X (g) = {z(x) on VEZ(I)(x) if x € X with #N.(z) = 6, (2.15)

0 else.

In the following, if no confusion may arise, we write u. instead of uX. We note that this definition
is well posed in the sense that Vaz(xl)(xl) N ‘/'EZ(Z2)($2) = () for all 1,29 € X, 17 # 9, with
#N-(x1) = #N-(x2) = 6. In fact, if this were not the case, one of the six atoms in N(z1)
(forming a regular hexagon on 0B, (x1)) would have distance smaller than 1 to z2. This contradicts
E.(X) < +oo. Clearly, u. as defined in lies in PC(R?; Z).

The function u. for some finite energy configuration X is illustrated in Figure [2] We point out
that the translation 7(z) induces a shift of the Voronoi cells by the vector ee?(®)7(z). This is the
reason why we call the variable 7 a micro-translation.

FIGURE 2. A function u. defined in (2.15): the different regions {u = z} with
z # 0 (here illustrated in different shades of gray) are made of unions of regular
hexagons. The complement of those regions is the set {u = 0}.

Convergence: Let {X.}. be a sequence of configurations. We say that X, — w in L (R?) if
ue — u in L (R?; Z), where u,. is given by (2.15) for X..

loc

2.3. Main results. We now formulate our main results. We start with a compactness result
for sequences of configurations with bounded energy. Recall the definition for convergence of
configurations in Subsection [2:2}

Theorem 2.1 (Compactness). Let {X.}. be a sequence of configurations with
SUp.o Fe(X:) < +00.
Then, there erxists a subsequence {ej}ren with e, — 0 and a function u € PC(R?; Z) such that

X., = uin LL (R?) as k — +o0.

loc

For ¢ > 0 and v € S, recall the definition of 8}@; in (2.7). Recall also the coincidence with a
lattice in (2.10)). The following proposition introduces the density p: Z x Z x S — [0, +00) which
appears in our continuum limiting functional, see Figure [3| for an illustration.
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Proposition 2.2 (Density). For every z*,2= € Z, v € St, 29 € R?, and p > 0 there exists

t 27, v) = lim lmin{E‘6 (X,Q(x0)): X = eZ(2%) on 8?@2(330)}, (2.16)

cp(z e—=0p

and is independent of o and p.

F1GURE 3. Illustration of a competitor for the cell-problem on @7 in the defini-
tion of ¢. On the light gray hatched and dark gray regions we have X = ¢.Z(z%),
respectively. We point out that the competitor is prescribed in a small neighbor-
hood 9= Q% U 0 Q}, both inside and outside of the cube. (The thickness of the
neighborhood is larger than the lattice spacing, see (2.7)). Here, for illustration
purposes, it is drawn with thickness 2¢ instead of 10e.)

The limiting functional E: PC(R?; Z) — [0, +00) is defined by

E(u) = / o(ut(z),u™ (), vy (z)) dH (z). (2.17)
In view of (2.13)), functions in PC(R?; Z) lie in SBV, and therefore u™, v, and v, are well defined.
The following statement shows that E can be interpreted as the effective limit of the atomistic
energies F. in the sense of I'-convergence.

Theorem 2.3 (I'-convergence). There holds E = I'(L

loc
(i) (T-liminf inequality) For each u € PC(R?; Z) and each sequence {X.}. with X. — u in Li _(R?)
there holds

)-lim._,¢ E., more precisely:

o S _
hgn_}(r)les(XE) > E(u)

(i) (T-limsup inequality) For each u € PC(R?; Z) we find configurations {X.}e such that X — u
in Li (R?) and

gl_rg% E.(X.) = E(u).

Here and in the sequel, we follow the usual convention that convergence of the continuous
parameter £ — 0 stands for convergence of arbitrary sequences {ex }x with e — 0 as k — +oo.
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Remark 2.4 (Extension to L'). Defining E.: L'(R?; Z) — [0, +o0] by

£

E.(w) E.(X) if there exists X such that u = uX
u) =
c 400 otherwise,

and extending F to all of L*(R?; Z) by setting E(u) = +oo if u € L'(R?; 2) \ PC(R?; Z), in view
of Theorem this indeed implies T'(L}. )-lim. o E. = E.

We close this section by providing properties of the density ¢. To this end, we introduce the
function @pex: R? — [0, 4+00) defined by

2 3
Phex(v) = 7= Yo et (2.18)

Note that ¢pnex is a Finsler norm whose unit ball is a regular hexagon in R? with vertices in
1ei™/6{£1, +w, +w?}, cf. [3, 20].

Theorem 2.5 (Properties of ¢). Let ¢ be the density given in Proposition extended to a
function defined on Z x Z x R? which is positively 1-homogeneous in the third variable. Then ¢
satisfies the following properties:

(i) (Solid-vacuum energy) There holds ¢(z,0,v) = ¢(0,2,v) = @pex(e V) for all z =
0,7,1) € Z\ {0} and v € St.

(ii) (Solid-solid energy) There exists a null-set N in (Z\{0})? (with respect to its siz-dimensional
Haar measure) such that for all pairs (z*,27) € (Z\ {0})>\ N, 2t # 27, and v € S*
there holds

P(2,27,0) = Prex (677 V) + Prex (e ),
and for all (z*,27) €N, 2+ # 27, and v € S* there holds
%whex(e‘WV) + %@hex (e 0) < (=%, 27,1) < Gnex (€77 V) + prex(e7 ),

where we write z* = (07, 77,1) and 2~ = (0—,77,1).

Moreover, there are exceptional sets Gy C A of angles and, for each 0 € Ga, Gr(0) C R? of

translation vectors such that G is countable and each Gy(0) is contained in a finite union

of spheres, with

Nc{ztz2) e (E\{0})?: 0 =0~ € G, ¢ 7t — & 77 e Gr(6F — 67)).
(iii) (Convexity) The mapping v — @(z+,27,v) is convez for all z+,2~ € Z.
(iv) (Rotational invariance) For all z* = (0%, 7F,1), v € S!, and 0 € A there holds
go((éﬁ +0,77,1),(07 +0,77,1), ewl/) = ((0+,T+, 1),(0717,1), 1/).
(v) (Translational invariance) For all z* = (6%,7%,1), v € S, and 7 € T there holds

@((9"‘,7’4' + e_w+7', 1), (9_, T 4e 0 1),V) = 4,0((9+,T+, 1),(0777,1), V).

We note that the interaction with vacuum, see property (i), has already been addressed in
[3,20]. A main novelty of our work lies in the characterization (ii). For explicit choices of the sets
Ga and Gp(0) we refer to and the paragraph above Lemma respectively. In particular,
(ii) states that generically the surface energy between two lattices is if each of the two lattices
would interact with vacuum. In this case, the continuum energy E of a function u = Ejoil XG; %
corresponds to the crystalline perimeter of the grains {G;};, induced by ¢nex. In the non-generic
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case (z+,27) € N, two lattices £ (2") and £ (27) have many touching pairs (i.e., pairs of points
with distance 1) which reduce the energy . Optimal interfaces for both cases for a normal
vector v are illustrated in Figure |4 We remark that the exact characterization of ¢ seems to be a
difficult issue which is beyond the scope of the present analysis. In fact, counting the number of
touching pairs depending on the relative orientation of the two lattices seems to be a non-trivial
number theoretic problem, see Remark [2.6] and Figure [§] below for some details in that direction.
We remark that the properties of G4 and Gr(f) imply that A is of Hausdorff-dimension at most
four. Finally, note that (iv) and (v) express the fact that both the atomistic and the continuum
model are frame indifferent.

More precisely, our proof in Lemma below shows that the non-degeneracy in Theorem ii)
above can be quantized: for every n > 0 there are only a finite number of differences 0 of lattice
rotations and a corresponding finite number of spheres containing the difference of lattice shifts
for which

0(z7,27,) < Phex (e_i(#y) + Phex (e_mfz/) — .
These numbers only depend on 1. Moreover, we remark that the lower bound provided for ¢ is
attained, e.g., for 2= = (0,0,1), 2+ = (0,4,1), and v = 4, see Figure c). (Consider X = {z €
e£(0,0,1): (z,i) <0} U{x € e£(0,4,1): (z,i) > e} in (2.16).)

YAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAV/
IVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAY
\VAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAV

VAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAN
VAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAV

AVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAV
YAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAV.
YAVAYAYAVAVAVAVAVAS

¢} o ¢} o ot o ¢}

FIGURE 4. Different scenarios of optimal interfaces for a fixed normal v and dif-
ferent lattices .Z(2%). The dark gray and white points form the lattice .#(z%) and
the lattice £ (27), respectively. Edges are depicted between points of distance 1.
(a): Two lattices .Z(z%) are depicted for which ¢ is less than twice the interaction
energy with the vacuum. (b): We see two lattices .#(z%) for which ¢ is equal
to twice the interaction energy with the vacuum. (c): Two lattices for which the
lower bound in Theorem [2.5(ii) is attained.

Remark 2.6. We finally point out that for 8+ — 6~ € Ga, € 7+ — ¢ 7= € Gp(6T — 67) the

calculation of ¢ seems to be a difficult problem. In fact, for it —=07) — Z—i with v,v9 € &
and |v1| = |va|, depending on the factorization of vq,ve in &, there may be points (x,y) €
ZL(2T) x £(27) such that z,y ¢ £L(27)N.ZL(27) and |z — y| = 1. If this is the case, the relative
position of two such atoms is fixed through the prime factors of vy, v9, respectively. This leads to two
major challenges in the calculation of ¢: (i) the characterization of points (z,y) € Z(21) x Z(27)
such that |z — y| = 1 depending on the relative orientation 07 =97) of the two lattices seems

to be a non-trivial number theoretic problem. (ii) even after the characterization of the set of
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FIGURE 5. Two lattices £ (2%) for which ¢ is less than twice the interaction
energy with vacuum. The dark gray points form the lattice Z(2™") and the white
points the lattice £ (z7). The black and light gray points are those that are of
distance 1 to the other lattice, as emphasized by an edge between them.

points (z,y) € Z(27) x £(27) such that |x — y| = 1 for different normals v to the interface, it is
not always clear if it is energetically convenient to include such points in the construction of the
optimal interface due to their relative orientation. Such a situation is illustrated in Figure

The compactness and I'-convergence results will be proved in Section [ The properties of
several cell formulas related to ¢, which are fundamental for the proofs, are postponed to Sections
Finally, the proofs of Proposition [2.2] and Theorem [2.5] are given in Subsection

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

This section is devoted to the proofs of our main results. We start with some preliminary
properties. Then we prove compactness and finally we address the I'-convergence result.

3.1. Preliminaries. We state and prove some elementary properties of the family E.. Recall the
representation of the energy in (2.3) and the definition of sets in (2.4]).

Lemma 3.1 (Properties of E.). Let € > 0 and let X be a configuration with E.(X) < +o0o. Then
there holds

(i) E.(e®X +7,e%A+7)=E.(X,A) for all € [0,27), 7 € R?, and A C R?,
(i) Exe(AX,\A) = AE.(X, A) for all A > 0 and A C R?,
(iii) E.(X,A) < E.(X,B) for all AC B C R,
(iv) E-(X,AUB) = E.(X,B) + E-(X, A) for all A,B C R? with AN B =,
(v) There exists C > 0 such that for all A C R? there holds #(X N A) < CL%*((A).) /2.
Proof. Proof of (i): Given 6§ € [0,27) and 7 € R2, we define & = ez + 7 for each x € R2. The
statement follows by noting that |# — §| = |x — y| for all z,y € R? and & € e’ A + 7 if and only if
x € A. This implies y € N.(z) if and only if § € N.(Z).
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Proof of (ii): For A > 0 and = € R?, we define x5 = Az. Clearly, we have |r) — yx| = M|z — y| for
all z,y € R? and x, € AA if and only if € A. This implies yx € Nyo(xy) if and only if y € N (z).

Proof of (iii): This statement follows from the fact that for all configurations X with finite energy
and all z € X we have 6 — #N (z) > 0 by (2.2).

Proof of (iv): This follows from the fact that, if AN B = (), each term of the summation on the
left hand side occurs also in the right hand side and vice versa.

Proof of (v): Since X is a configuration with finite energy, there holds |x — y| > ¢ for all z,y €
X, xz # y. Therefore, B./5(x) N B.jo(y) = 0 for all z,y € X, 2 # y. By (2.4), we obtain
U.sexna Bey2(x) C (A): and therefore

72 JAH#(X N A) = L2 ( U, o B /Q(I)) < £2((A).).
From this the claim follows with C' = 4/7. O

The following scaling property will be instrumental.

Lemma 3.2 (Scaling). For e > 0, consider configurations X, satisfying FE.(X:) < 400 and AX.
for A > 0. By uﬁg and ue we denote the functions corresponding to AX. and X, respectively, as
defined in (2.15)). Then, there holds

uy.(\x) = u.(x) for all x € R2. (3.1)
Moreover, for each bounded A C R?, we have u}, — uw(A~'-) in L*(AA) as ¢ — 0 if and only if
ue — u in L1(A).

Proof. We first prove . To see this, it suffices to note that x € X, if and only if Az € A X,,
#(N.(x) N X) = 6 if and only if #(Nyc(Az) N AX.) = 6, and (z UN.(z)) C ee?? (&L + 1) if and
only if Az UNx.(A\z)) C Xee(Z +7) for § € A and 7 € T. Therefore, in view of and
the definition of the Voronoi cells VZ(z) below , holds true. The equivalence of the
convergence follows by a change of variables: we set y = Az and obtain

2 [ Jueto) — uta)lde = 3 [ . 0) ~u@lde = [ jud(w) - ux )] dy
A A AA
for every bounded A C R2. O
3.2. Compactness. In this subsection we prove Theorem As a preparation, we show the

following coercivity property.

Proposition 3.3 (Coercivity). Let X be a configuration with E.(X) < +oc and let A C R? be a
Borel set. Then, there exists a universal C > 0 such that

H' (J. N A) < CE.(X, (A)e). (3.2)
where u associated to X is given by (2.15) and (A). is defined in (2.4).

Proof. Let A C R? be a Borel set. Consider X C R? with E.(X) < +oo. In view of (2.11)) and
(2.15), the function u associated to X can be written in the form u = Zjoil Xa, % for pairwise

distinet {z;}; C Z\ {0} and pairwise disjoint {G,}; C R?. By [2, Remark 4.22] it suffices to check
that

Z; HL(07G; N A) < CE.(X, (A).). (3.3)

Due to the construction in (2.15)), each G, is made of a finite union of regular hexagons with
sidelength £/+/3 such that at the center of each such hexagon there is an atom z € X with
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#N.(x) = 6. If an edge of such a hexagon is contained in 9*G}, then there exists a point y € N (x)
such that #MN:(y) < 6, see Figure If the intersection of that edge with A is non-empty, then
y € (A)eNX, see (2.1) and . Note that each such y is selected for at most six different edges
of hexagons contained in 9G7. By , this yields

D HUOTG N A) < Sty € X0 (A):: #NL(9) < 6} < BE(X, (4).),

where we used that each edge of the hexagon has length €/+/3. (]

Proof of Theorem[2.1] Let {X.}. and {u.}. be given, as defined in (2.15). Recall that Z can be
embedded into R” and that it is closed and bounded, see . Therefore, for each B,., r € N, we
can use Proposition and a compactness result for piecewise constant functions, see [2, Theorem
4.25], to find a subsequence {ej}, and u" € PC(B,;Z) such that u., — u” in measure and
thus also in L*(B,;Z). By lower semicontinuity there holds H!(J,» N B,) < C for a constant
independent of r. By a diagonal argument, we obtain u: R? — Z with u = u” on B, for all r € N
such that u., — u in L} (R?; Z). Clearly, H'(J,) < 4o0. Thus, to show that u € PC(R?; Z), it
remains to check that £2({u # 0}) < +oc.

Using with A = R?, the isoperimetric inequality on R?, £2({u., # 0}) < +oo, and the
fact that £?({u # 0}) is lower semicontinuous with respect to strong L] . convergence, we obtain

2 1/2 .. 2 1/2 . 1/ 9%
(£5({u#0}1))"" < liminf (£L2({ue, #0})) " < liminf CH' (0" {ue, # 0})
<liminf CH'(J,. ) < lkiminf CE., (X.,) < +o0.
— 400

k—+oco k
This implies that u € PC(R?; Z) and concludes the proof. O
3.3. Lower Bound. This subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem i). For the proof, it

is instrumental to use a different cell formula. In contrast to imposing boundary conditions as in
(2.16), we require L*-convergence to the function u”, _ € PCloc(R?; Z) defined by

2t if (z,v) >0
Ve o = = 3.4
Uati (z) {z if (z,v) <0, (34)

for x € R%, 21,2~ € Z, and v € S'. More precisely, for z+,2~ € Z and v € S! we introduce

(=", 27, v) = inf { liminf B (X., (1)) s v € B2 lim [ Juc(e +y2) — uts - (2)|dw = 0},
15 g Q]/ ’
(3.5)

where u. denotes the function associated to X., as defined in (2.15)). The density v is related to
© (see (2.16])) in the following way.

Proposition 3.4 (Relation of v and ¢). For all 27,2~ € Z and v € S* there holds
w(z-i_’ Z_’ Z/) Z LP(Z+’ Z_7 I/)'
We postpone the proof of Proposition [3.4] to Sections @7} It will follow by combining Lemma

1] Lemma [7.1 and Proposition [7.2} After a further comment about the definition of ¢, we
proceed with the proof of the lower bound.
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Remark 3.5 (Varying cubes in the definition of ¢)). We point out that, in contrast to many other
cell formulas in the literature, the position of the cubes in is not fired but may vary along the
sequence € — 0. This general definition is necessary as the problem is not translation invariant
in the variables z*, although the discrete energy has such a property, see Lemma i). To see
this issue, consider a sequence {X_}. contained in a fixed lattice X. C ee?®(.Z + 7). Then, for a
fixed translation o € R2, the shifted configurations X, := X, + o are contained in ee’(.Z + 7.),
where the translation 7. := (7 + e"%0/¢) (modulo .#) is in general different from 7 and highly
oscillating. This in general implies @, # u.(- — o), where u. and . are given in . This lack
of translational invariance is remedied in our approach by minimizing over all possible cell centers.
Note that only a posteriori we are able to show that the cell formula ¢ is actually independent of
the center, see Proposition [2.2]

Proof of Theorem [2.3(i). Let {X.}. be a sequence with X. — w in L (R?) for u € PC(R?; Z).
Clearly, it suffices to treat the case
SUPex0 E.(X:) < +oc. (3.6)

We proceed in two steps. We first identify a limiting measure associated to the discrete config-
urations (Step 1). Then, we proceed by a blow-up procedure for the jump part of this measure
(Step 2).
Step 1: Identification of a limiting measure. We consider the family of positive measures {p. }e
given by
1
pe =5 erx e (6 — #N(x)) 0.

By (2.3) we observe that for all open sets A C R? there holds

lel(A) = pe(A) = Eo(Xc, A). (3.7)

Therefore, by (B.6) we get sup,- |ue|(R?) < +o0c. Thus, as R? is locally compact, up to passing
to a subsequence (not relabeled), there exists a positive finite Radon measure p such that

fre = pu. (3.8)
By the Radon-Nykodym Theorem we may decompose p into two mutually singular non-negative
measures

p=EM g, + ps.
The main point is to prove
E(xo) > (2T, 27,v) for Hl-ae. zo € Jy, (3.9)

where 2zt and z~ denote the one-sided limits of u at xy and v denotes the corresponding normal.
(For notational convenience, the explicit dependence on u is omitted.) Once this is shown, the

statement follows from (2.17)), (3.7, (3.8), and Proposition In fact,
EdH! > / o(zF, 27, v) AN = B(u).

o — i 2y > 2y >
hgn_}glf E.(X.) llgn_g(r)lfug(R ) > u(R*) > ) ]

Step 2: Blow-up argument. It remains to prove (3.9). By the properties of SBV-functions and
Radon measures we know that for #'-a.e. zy € J, there holds

(a) lim —/ - lu(z) —uls - (¥ —x0)|dz =0,
Q1 (o
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(@)
(c) &(ao) = lim — (Ju N QY(x0))’

see, e.g., [2, Theorem 2.63, Theorem 3.78, and Remark 3.79]. Here, u?, _ is defined in (3.4). It suf-
fices to prove (3.9) for all zg € J,, such that (a)-(c) hold. We fix p, — 0 such that |u|(0Q}, (70)) =0
for all n € N. By (3.7), , (b), (c), and the Portmanteu Theorem, we get

(@ (o)) #@p (o))

) . . 1. y
o) = I T n@uo) i e, A (@, (@)

= lim ihmEs(Xsann(zo))'

n—+oo P, =0
We introduce the configuration X := p, ' X, and obtain by Lemma ii) (for A=1/py,)
Ewo) = lim lim £, (X2,Q" (o5 o). (3.10)

n—+o00 e—0

Since X, — win L (R?), we obtain by definition that u. — w in L} (R?), see the end of Subsection
By u? we denote the function corresponding to X'. By we have u?(z) = u.(ppz) for
all x € R%. In particular, Lemma yields u? — u™ on Q" (p;, *xo), where u™(z) := u(p,x) for
r € R%. By (a), change of variables, and the fact that u"™(x + p,'z0) = u(xo + pnx) as well as
wl, ,(x) =uY, , (ppx) for z € R?, we also get that

1
1 n 71 —_ v = 1 —_— —_ v —_ =
nglfoo o |u"(x + p, w0) —uls - (7)|dz ngl}rloo ] /Q;n o |u(x) —uls - (v —x0)|dz = 0.

Therefore, by recalling (3.10) and u” — u™ on Q¥ (p;, '), by using a standard diagonal argument,
we find an infinitesimal sequence {e(n)}, such that for X" := X[, and u" := u[,,, we have

e(n)
o) = Tm_E. (X".Q"("), (3.11)
and
lim [u™(z +y") —uls - (z)|dz =0,

n——+oo Qv

where ¢, = (n)/p, and y" = p,lzg. Since the sequence is admissible in (3.5), (3.11) implies
&(mo) > (27,27, v). This shows (3.9) and concludes the proof. O

3.4. Upper Bound. This subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem ii). The following
density result will be instrumental.

Lemma 3.6. Let u € PC(R?; Z). Then there exists a sequence (up), C PC(R?; Z) with u, — u
in L' (R?) and limsup,,_,, . E(u,) < E(u) such that each u,, attains only finitely many values and
has polygonal jump set, i.e., J,, consists of finitely many segments.

Proof. Consider u € PC(R?; Z). We proceed in three steps. We first show that u can be approxi-
mated by functions with finite support (Step 1). Then, we approximate with functions attaining
only finitely many values (Step 2) and finally show that the jump set can be approximated by a
finite number of segments (Step 3). Note that it suffices to show that for each § > 0 there exists a
function us with the desired properties satisfying

E(us) < E(u)+6 and |lu— us| p1mre) < 9. (3.12)

We prove (3.12)) up to the multiplication with a uniform constant C' > 0 that is independent of ¢.
Replacing us with us,c, then yields the result.
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Step 1: Reduction to finite support. We show that for every u € PC(R?; Z) and for every § > 0
there exist R > 0 and us € PC(R?; Z) such that (3.12) is satisfied and there holds

{us # 0} C Bp. (3.13)
To this end, fix § > 0. Since there holds £2({u # 0}) < 400, we can choose R’ > 0 such that
L£?({u#0}N(R*\ Br)) <6. (3.14)

By the coarea formula and the previous inequality, we can select R € (R’, R’ 4+ 1) such that
H'({u#0}N0Bg) < L*({u# 0} N (Bry1 \ Br)) < L2({u#0}N(R*\ Br)) <4. (3.15)

Define us € PC(R?; Z) by us = UXBR- Then clearly (3.13) holds. We choose the orientation of
vys(z) for x € J, N OBR such that u} coincides with the trace of u from the interior of Bp. As
©(2,0,v) < C for all z € Z and v € S! by Theorem-( we use - to get

E(us) = / o(uf uy  vy) dH +/ o(uf,0,v,,) dH
BrNJy 8BrN{u#0}
< / o(ut, = ) A + CH ({u £ 0} N 9Br) < E(u) + C6.
BrNJ.

This implies the first inequality of (3.12). To see the second inequality of (3.12]), note that |z| < C
for all z € Z and therefore by (3.14))

||U5 — uHLl(R2) = ||u5 — u||L1(R2\BR) < O£2({u #+ 0} n (RQ \ BR/)) < C§.

Step 2: Reduction to functions attaining finitely many values. Consider u € PC(R?; Z). By Step 1
we may assume that holds for some R > 0, i.e., {u # 0} C Br. For each > 0, we prove that
there exists us € PC(R?; Z) such that holds and us attains only finitely many values. Recall
by that u can be written in the form u = 3772 | xq,2; for pairwise distinct {2;}; C Z\ {0}
and pairwise disjoint {G;}; C R?. In view of , we can choose Js € N sufficiently large such
that

Z;;Hl M (9°G) < §/R. (3.16)

Note that G; C Bpg for all j € N since {u # 0} C Bg. Due to the isoperimetric inequality on Bg
along with £%(G;) < L2(Bg) = nR? for all j € N, we obtain

S a LGS VRRRY DT ((G) P <ORY. T HH(0°G) <o (37)

where C' > 0 is a universal constant. Now we define

0 otherwise.

Then, by (3.17) and [Julle < C we get ||us — u 12y = [Jus — ul|L1(y) < C6. Moreover, setting

for brevity T':= ;2 ; |, 9*G; we obtain by (3.16)

E(us) = / (i  vy) AHD = /

us

Sﬁ(u;’“gv’/ua)d}[l +/ @(u(;raugal/ua)d?-ll
ﬂF ué\F

<CZJ ot G;) + E(u) < CS + E(u),

where we have used ¢(21,29,7) < C for all 21,20 € Z and v € S!. Therefore, (3.12) holds, and
Step 2 is concluded.
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FIGURE 6. The construction for the I'-limsup in the case where the jump set is
polyhedral: The part I'y U T of the jump set is shown. Here, 2% equals 23. The
region (M)s is shown as the dotted circles around the points in M. Also the cubes
used in the construction to cover the segments I'y and I's are indicated.

Step 3: Reduction to polyhedral jump sets. Consider u € PC(R?; Z). By Steps 1-2 we can assume
that u attains only finitely many values, and its support is contained in Bg. By Theorem iii) we
get that the mapping v — (21, 22, v) is convex and thus continuous for all 21, 2z € Z. Therefore,
by [9, Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.4] (with Q@ = Bgr and Z being the range of u) we obtain a
function us € PC(R?; Z) with polyhedral jump set such that is satisfied. This concludes
the proof. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem ii).

Proof of Theorem[2.5(ii). By Lemma and a general density argument in the theory of T'-
convergence (see [, Remark 1.29]), it suffices to construct recovery sequences for u € PC(R?; Z)
such that u attains only finitely many values, and u has a polygonal jump set. Our goal is to prove
that there exists {X.} such that X. — u in L{ (R?) and limsup,_,, F-(X:) < E(u).

loc
Let J, = Ufil r; = Ufil[le,mﬂ where the sets T'; are line segments between the points x}
and 22, defined in (2.5)), with length [;, orientation v;-, and normal v;. We can assume that the
traces (u™,u”) = (u; ,u; ) are constant along each line segment, and that two segments I'; and T';
intersect at most at endpoints of I'; and I';. Denote by M the collection of points where at least
two of such line segments meet. Fix 0 < § < %min{|x —y|: z,y € M, z # y} and choose p € (0,0)

small enough such that

p < \%dist(ri \ (Bs(zi) UBs(x})), [\ (Bs(zj) U B(;(x?))) for all i # j. (3.18)

This choice of p implies that Q¥ (x1) N QY (x2) = 0 for all z; € Ty \ (Bs(x]) U Bs(x7)) and x5 €
T\ (Bs(x}) U Bs(x3)), i # j. As the traces (u™,u™) are constant on I';, there holds

/ out u™,v,)dH =1 o(uf,u;,v;) forallie {1,...,N}. (3.19)
I;
We define
PP ={al +kpu: keN,0<k<|li/p]}, V= Uzep; Q). Tr=J_ 17
as well as (recall (2.7)))

N
g =] | (z+07Qy), where 07QY = Q510 \ Q) _10. \ (07Q4UOZQY).

i=1zepy
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In view of Proposition we can choose ¢ = ¢(p,d) > 0 sufficiently small such that, for each
x € PP, we can choose a configuration X? C R? satisfying X? = e.Z(u) on 0FQy(x) and
E.(XZ,Qp(@) < pep(u,ui ,vi) +0p/li. (3.20)

We introduce the configuration

Xz inQy(x)\ ((M)sUH®), for x € P} for some i € {1,...,N},

X2 = 2(z) in{u=2z}\((M);UT,) for z € Im(u),

0 in (M)sUHE®,
see Figure [6]for an illustration. Here, (M), denotes the §-neighborhood of M, see (2.4), and Im(u)
denotes the image of u. The set H¢ is introduced in order to ensure that F.(X?) < +oc since atoms
in H¢ of two adjacent cubes could violate the constraint of having at least distance . Indeed, by
X% =0 on (M)sUH® and the boundary conditions of X%, we get |z — y| > ¢ for all 2,y € X?,

x # y, and therefore E.(X?) < +o0o. We have #N.(z) = 6 for each atom z € X2\ ((M)s1 UT,).
To see this, we take the boundary conditions of X7 and the choice of p in (3.18) into account. By

(2.3) this implies
L. (ngRZ \ ((M)5+E U Fp)) =0. (3.21)

Therefore, it remains to account for the energy contribution inside the cubes Q} (z), z € P, and
the set (M)s4e. First, note that for & € M we have that

#(X2 N Bs1(7)) < C6e. (3.22)

In fact, (M)sN X2 = () by definition and thus XN Bs(z) = 0. As E.(X?) < +oo, by Lemmav)
and a simple computation we get #(X2N(Bsyc(7)\Bs(z))) < Ce2L%(Bsi2:(7)\Bs_(7)) < Cd /e
for a universal constant C' > 0. This yields (3.22) and then by (2.3) we get

E-(X?,(M)s4e) < C4, (3.23)

where C' depends also on #M. By definition of X?, for z € P’ we have that X} = X7 in

bie(@)\ (HEU(M)s). As E.(X?) < 400, we can employ Lemma(v) to deduce that # (X2 N
(H). NQY(x)) < e 2CL((H° NQY(x))2) < C. Hence, by (2.3) we obtain

E.(X!,Q}(2)) < E-(X?,Q)()) + Ce (3.24)

for all z € P/ such that dist(Q}(z),(M)s) > . On the other hand, for x € P/ such that

’L 3

dist(Qp (z ) (M)s) < e, we use the estimate in with Z € M such that dist(Q}(z), (M)s) =
dist(Q} (), Bs(¥)) (and so dist(Q}(z), (M \ {Z})s) > ¢) and obtain

E.(X?,Q4(x)) < E-(XZ,Q%(x)) + C(e +9). (3.25)
Consequently, using ([3.20]), (3.24)—(3.25)), and Lemma iii), we obtain
D e B (X2 Q@) \(M)sie) <37, Be(X2, Q) < pllifp) (e i, vi) + Co + Ce/p,

where we have set P’ = {z € P/ : Qy(r) ¢ (M)s1e}. Here, C depends on N and #M, but is
independent of ¢, 0, and p. Thus, by choosing e small enough with respect to p (i.e., with respect

to §) we get by (3.19) that

E e E.(X?, Qh(x)\ (M)s4c) <lio(uf,u;,v;) +C6 = / ou,u™,v,) dH + C6.
TEP] TiNJy,
(3.26)
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Now, by Lemma iv), (3.21)), (3.23]), and (3.26]) we conclude

N
EE(XS) < Z Z E. (ng Z(x) \ (M)6+6) + E (ng (M)5+6) + E. (Xg,Rz \ ((M)5+E U FP))
=1 gePf

N
< Zi:l

o', u",v,)dH + ON§ = / o(ut,u",v,)dH + CNG.

I'iNJy Ju
By choosing 6 = d(¢) — 0 sufficiently slowly as ¢ — 0 we obtain x2© 5 uin L (R?) (see
Subsection for the definition of this convergence) and
lim sup B, (X°©) §/ o(uT u, vy, dH.
e—0 Ju
This concludes the proof. O

To conclude the proof of the main theorems, it remains to show Proposition 2.2} Theorem
and Proposition [3.4] This is subject to the next sections.

4. CELL FORMULA PART I: RELATION OF L!-CONVERGENCE AND BOUNDARY VALUES

In this first part about cell formulas, we show that the condition of L!-convergence as given in
the cell formula 1, see (3.5)), can be replaced by converging boundary values. More precisely, in
this section we consider ® : Z x Z x S — [0, +00) defined by

Ozt 27 ) = min{liminfinf {EE(XE,Q”(yE)): ye € R:L X, =cZ(25) on 83@”(;(]5)}:

e—0

{zF}. € Z with 2 — zi}, (4.1)

where the identity X, = e.Z(2Z) is defined in and 0FQ" (y.) in (2.7). This means that near
the boundary of the cube the configuration is contained in at most two different lattices e.Z(2F).
(Less is possible if 2= = 0.) We note that the minimum in is attained by a standard diagonal
sequence argument. Our aim is to prove the following statement.

Lemma 4.1 (Relation of ¢ and ®). Let 2*,2~ € Z and v € S*. Then
Yzt 27 v) > et 27 ). (4.2)

In Section we will prove ® (27,27, v) = p(zT, 27, v) forall 2,2~ € Z and v € S!, see Lemma
and Proposition [7.2] This along with Lemma [£.1] will conclude the proof of Proposition [3.4}

As it is customary in the analysis of cell formulas, the proof of Lemma crucially relies on a
cut-off argument which allows to construct configurations attaining the boundary values. Whereas
for problems on Sobolev spaces this is usually achieved by a convex combination of functions, our
discrete problem is considerably more delicate. In fact, on the one hand, the system is quite flexible
due to the rotational and translational invariance of the atomistic energy, cf. Lemma i). On
the other hand, the system is very rigid as small changes in the configuration may induce a lot
of energy due to the discontinuous interaction potential, see . This calls for a refined cut-off
construction.

The construction fundamentally relies on the fact that the energy of an optimal sequence in
(3.5) is concentrated asymptotically arbitrarily close to the interface. (Similar properties can be
observed in related phase transition problems, see e.g. [12, 13, [15].) As a preliminary step, we need
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to show that in the definition of b we may replace cubes by rectangles. To this end, we introduce
half-open rectangles with sides parallel to v by

h l l

<(x,v) < 5 T3 < (z,vt) < f}, (4.3)
where y € R?, and I, h > 0. We simply write Ry, instead of th(y) if the rectangle is centered at
y = 0. Recall the definition in (3.4]).

Lemma 4.2 (Density 1 on rectangles). For all z*,2~ € Z, allv € St, and all I, h > 0 there holds

Ri) =yt o B2

1
W(z*, 27, v) = inf { liminf B (Xe, R, (9.)): e € B2 lim [ Juc(e 4+ ) -t - (2)| do = o}.

(4.4)

v
Rl,h

Proof. For convenience, we denote the function on the right hand side of (4.4]) in the variables
(27,27, v,1,h) by ¥. We will use certain scaling properties of W:

Uzt 27 v, M, k) = U(2t, 27 1,0, k) for all A > 0. (4.5)
Ut 27,0, 0,k) < V(2T 27, 0,0, Ak) for all A > 1. (4.6)
Uzt 27 0,0, k) < V(2 27, v, M, k) for all A € N. (4.7)
002t 27 vl k) < LV (2T, 27 v, s, k) for all 0 < €1 < £s. (4.8)

We postpone the proof of (4.5)—(4.8) to Step 3 of the proof, and first derive the statement.
Step 1: Independence of . We start by proving the independence of the length [, i.e.,
Uzt 27, v, h) = V(2T 27, v,ul, h) (4.9)

for all 4 > 0. To this end, consider first ;4 € N. Using (4.5) and then (4.6) with A\ =y, £ =1, and
k = h/u, we obtain

Uzt 27, v,ul,h) =¥ (z+,z_,u,l,h/u) <v (z+,z_,u,l,h) i

By (4.7)) for 11 € N there holds ¥(z*, 27, v, ul, h) > ¥(z+, 27, v,1, h). Combining the estimates we
get

Uzt 27 v, ul,h) = ¥(zt, 27, 1,1, h) (4.10)
for p € N. Now substituting [ with ﬁ in the previous equation, we obtain
Uzt 27 v, h) =V(zt, 27, v,1/u, h) (4.11)

for all 4 € N and [ > 0. Hence, due to (4.10) and (4.11)), equality (4.9) holds for all u € Q.

Now, for general p > 0, we take a sequence {t, }n C Q such that p, < p,41 for all n € N and
pn — . By (4.8) and the fact that (4.9)) holds for all 1 € Q we obtain

Uzt 27 v, h) =V (2t 27 v, uul, h) < #\II(ZJF,Z*,V, ul, h).
Taking n — +o00 we obtain
Uzt 27 v, h) < U (2t 27 v, ul, h). (4.12)

This yields one inequality in (4.9). Applying (4.12)) for A in place of p and /A in place of [ we also
get

Uzt 27 v, h) =V (2t 27, v, NI/ h) > W(zt, 27, v, 1 /) h).
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If we choose A = i~ !, we get the other inequality in (4.9).

Step 2: Independence of h. Let p > 0. By first applying and then we obtain
Uzt 27, v, ,h) =V (z+7z_, v, ul,,uh) =V(z", 27,1, uh).

This yields the desired independence of the height h.

Step 3: Proof of —@. It remains to prove —.

Step 3.1: Proof of (&.5). Fix M\, f,k > 0. Let X. C R? and y. € R? be given such that
lim._, fRZ |tue(z +ye) —u?y __(x)]dz =0 and

zt,z2—
_ el v
Uzt 27, v,0,K) = III;IE(I;If ZEE (XE, R&H(ya)). (4.13)

(By a standard diagonal sequence argument the infimum on the right hand side of (4.4)) is attained.)
Set X2 = AX.. By (8.1) we get that the corresponding functions u3_, see (2.15), satisfy u3_(z) =
us(A"'z) for all z € R?%. Change of variables y = A™'z and v”, __(y) = u”, __(\y) imply

Jim b (& 4+ Aye) — w%e — (2)] dar = Tim A2 / e (y + o) — e (y)] dy = 0.
c70JRY, . ’ =0 Jry, ’

Using Lemma ii) along with (4.13]) and the definition of ¥, we obtain
_ oo v
Uzt 27, v, M, k) < hg(r)lf QE)‘E (X&i\,RM,M()\yE))
o1 y _
= IIIEII_}(I)lf ZEE (Xe, R () =V (2T, 27, v, 0, K).

By exchanging A with % and ¢, k with A, Ak, respectively, we obtain (4.5]).

Step 3.2: Proof of (4.6). Fix A > 1 and ¢,x > 0. Consider X, C R? and y. € R? such that
lim._,q fRZ N |ue(z + ye) — uls - (r)|dz = 0 and

1
+ - IR TI < v
U(z", 27, v, 0, AK) —hgi}glngE(XE,Rf’M(yg)).
By Lemma iii) and the definition of ¥ we get

_ o1 v o1 y _
Uzt 27, v,0,k) < hgn_}élf ZEE (Xs,Reﬁ(ye)) < hIEIl_)l(I)lf ZEE (Xs,R&M(yE)) =U(zt, 27, 1,0 )R).

Step 3.3: Proof of ([4.7). Let A € N and ¢, x > 0. Consider X. C R? and y. € R? such that

lim lue(z 4+ ye) —uly ,—(x)|dz =0 (4.14)
“OIRS, . ’
and
_ oo 1 v
Uzt 27 v, M, k) = hgn_gglf QEE (Xe, Ry (ye)). (4.15)

We decompose the half-open rectangle R, , (y:) into pairwise disjoint half-open rectangles of the
form
A-1

RKZ,n(yE) = Uj

where y5 = y. + %%MEVL. Now, using Lemma iV)7 we derive that there exists jo such that

1 A-1 1
Be(Xe, REL(95,)) < 5 D Be(Xes RELY7) = B (Xe, B (92))- (4.16)

_o Bin5),
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By (4.14) and the fact that u?, ,_(z) =ul, ,_(z+ tvt) for all z € R? and t € R, see (3.4), we
get that lim._,q IRZK ue(z +y5,) —uZs - (z)|dz = 0. By the definition of ¥, (4.15), and (4.16)
this yields

_ o1 y | y _
Uzt 27, v, k) < llgggf ZEE (XE,RZ,K(y§D)) < llggf QEE(XE,RM,K(%)) =zt 27, v, M, K).

This implies (4.7]).

Step 8.4: Proof of (4.8). Let 0 < ¢; < fy. Consider X, C R? and y. € R? such that
lim, g fRZ |ue(z +ye) —uZy .- ()] dz =0 and
00K

U(z", 27, 0,02, k) = liminf %Es (Xe, RY, . (ye))-

e—0 2

By using Lemma iii) along with ¢5 > ¢; and the definition of ¥ we get

U(zt, 27, 1,01, k) < liminf %EE (Xe, Ry, .(y=)) < liminf %ES (X, Ry, . (ye))

e—0 1 e—0 1

| » 14 _
= —jllgl_)l(l)leEs(Xs,Rb,K(ys)) = ﬁ\II(ZJF,z Vo, K).

This yields (4.8) and concludes the proof. O
We now proceed with the proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemmal[{.1l In view of (3.5), we can choose a subsequence in € (not relabeled) and con-
figurations X, C R? and y. € R? such that lim._,o fQ,, |ue(z + ye) — u” (z)|dz = 0 and

btz 0) = lim B (X., Q" (02)). (4.17)

We perform a refined cut-off construction and split the proof into several steps. As explained above,
the construction is quite delicate due to the fact that the energy is very sensitive to small changes
of the configurations. First, we use Lemma[4.2]to prove that the energy of X. concentrates around
a strip close to the limiting interface (Step 1). This allows us to select one dominant component
on each side of the interface, i.e., on the upper and the lower half-cube (Step 2). Here, the notion
“component” refers to a subset of a specific triangular lattice.

Our goal in the subsequent steps is to modify the configuration X, such that it coincides with
these lattices near the boundary of the upper and lower half-cube, respectively. In Step 3, we
give a precise cardinality estimate on the number of points that differ from the lattices of the two
dominant components in terms of o(¢~2). In Step 4, we select a “good layer” where we can modify
our configuration. “Good” means here that, in that layer, the configuration coincides with the
lattice of the dominant component up to o(¢ 1) atoms. In Step 5, we show that the configuration
constructed in Step 4 is an asymptotic energy lower bound for the original configuration. Finally, in
Step 6, we conclude by observing that the constructed configuration is a competitor in the definition
of ®. We will perform this construction under the assumption that in both the upper and the lower
half-cube there exist (dominant) lattices. The case of vacuum calls for small adaptions which are
described at the end in Step 7.

Step 1: The energy concentrates near the line {(v, (x — yc)) = 0}. Recall (4.3). We show that for
all § € (0,1) there holds

lim E (X, Q" (ye) \ RY 5(ye)) = 0. (4.18)
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By Lemma [3.1{iii), Lemma[4.2] (4.17), and the fact that {X.}. is admissible in the definition of ¢
on RY 5, see (4.4), we obtain
2" <liminf E. (X., RY < lim E.(X.,Q" = T2, w).
w('z ) % 7”)_ Hsn_gél 6( EaRl,é(yE))_E% 6( E)Q (i%)) ’(/J(Z y & 7”)
Lemma [3.1fiv) then implies

0 < limsup Fe (X, Q(y) \ By () = limsup (B (X Q7 (90)) = Be(Xe, Y 5(30)) )

e—0

< lim E. (XE, Q”(ys)) — liminf B, (XE, Ri(;(ys)) =0.
e—0 e—0
This yields (4.18]) and concludes Step 1.

In order to shorten the notation, we omit the dependence on the center y. and simply write ()}
instead of Q) (y:) for p > 0 and Ry ; instead of R{ ;(y-). For brevity, we also define (omitting the
center y.) the rectangles P, = Q7. \ Ry__ 5, where Q}"_ is defined below (2.6). We will prove all
auxiliary statements along the proof for the upper half-cube Q'+ only since the arguments for the
lower one are analogous. In the following, ¢ € (0, 1) is fixed sufficiently small. Without restriction,
we may suppose that ¢ < 4.

Step 2: Single dominant component in the upper and lower half. We prove that there exist sequences
{2F}. C Z such that 2 — z* and

£2 ({us 7é Zét} N P(;t:g) <CE. (Xs; QV \ R11/,6/2)v (4'19)
where C' > 0 is a universal constant independent of ¢.

Recall by (2.11]) and (2.15]) that the function u. can be written as u. = Z;’il Xas z; for pairwise
distinct {25}; C Z\ {0} and pairwise disjoint {G5}; C R*. By Proposition (more precisely,

see (3.3))), (2.4), and Lemma (iii) we have
ijl HU(O"G5 N Py.) < CE.(X.,(P},).) < CE.(X.,Q" \ RY 5 ,5), (4.20)
where in the last step we used (Pgt'g)s c Qv \ RT_(;/Q. We also define the vacuum inside ¥ by

G§ = Q¥ \ Uj’;l G5. By the relative isoperimetric inequality (see e.g. [22] Theorem 2, Section
5.6.2]), there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all j € Ny there holds

. € e . e e 1/2
min {£3(G5 N ), £2(P.\ G5)} < min {£2(G5 N P}L), L2(Py\ G} P 2Py /?
< HY(O*G5 N Py, (4.21)

where we used £2(P5+ .) < 1. (Note that the theorem in the reference above is stated and proved
in a ball, but that the argument only relies on Poincaré inequalities, and thus easily extends to the
rectangles P; .- Since the ratio of length and width is controlled, the constant is independent of §

and €.) Then, from (4.20), (4.21), and 0*G§ N P(;'E cUjo,(07G5n P(;'E) it follows
~ min {£3(G5N Py, L2(PF\G5)} < CE.(X.,Q" \ RY 4.22
ijomm{ (G5 NP, LA(Pf\G5)} < CE(Xe, Q" \ RY 55). (4.22)
We now get that there is a unique dominant component, i.e., there exists j. € Ny such that
1
L2(G5. N By > 552(3{5). (4.23)

In fact, assume by contradiction that this were not the case. Then, we get for all j € Ny

min {£2(G5 N BL), L2\ G5)} = £3(G5 N PyL).
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By using (4.22) we obtain £(P;) = 372 LX(G5NF;) < CE: (X, Q¥ \RY 5/,)- This contradicts
[.18) for & small enough. Now (4.22) and (4.23) imply (4.19) for the choice 2} = 25 .

To conclude this step, we note that the convergence lim._, fQ,, [ue(z +ye) —u?y _(x)|dz =0
along with ([4.23) also yields 21 — 27.

The rest of the proof is divided into two cases: (a) 20 # 0 and (b) 2 = 0, i.e., X, converges
to a lattice in the upper half of the cube or there is vacuum. We perform the proof for case (a).
At the end of the proof (Step 7), we indicate the necessary changes to treat case (b).

Step 8: Cardinality estimate. We prove that there exists C' > 0 such that
4 (2 (:5)DX) N PE) < CE.(X., Q" \ Rl 50), (4.24)
where here and in the following A denotes the symmetric difference of sets. First, consider some
€ (eL(zF)\ X)) N Pg;. Then, by the definition of u. in we get
ue(y) # 2 for all y € B, ja(x). (4.25)
Indeed, otherwise we would find y € B./4(2) and 2’ € X. N B, 5(y) with #N.(2') = 6 and

{2'YUN(2)) C eZ(27). The latter follows from the fact that V;E+ (') C B, 3(2"). In particular,
we have ' € e.Z(2F) and |z —2'| < |z —y|+|y—2'| < e/4+¢/v/3 < . This, however, is impossible
since |xq — 9| > € for all z1, 29 € eZ(27), 11 # zo.

On the other hand, if there exists z € (X. \ eZ(z1)) N Py, then we find 2 € eZ(2F) N P;.,
with |zg — 2| < e. Clearly, g ¢ X by (1.1) and the fact that E.(X.) < +o0o. Repeating the
reasoning in (4.25)) we find

ue(y) # 22 for all y € B ja(20). (4.26)
Note that, in this procedure, xo can be chosen for at most six z € X, independently of ¢ since
#(X. N B-(x9)) < 6 due to E.(X.) < +oo. Using (£19), £*(B./a(x) N P(;'E) > ce? for all
z € e (zr)N Py, and [.25)-([#.26) we conclude

e ((2(:H)DX) N PL) < CL ({ue # 28} N PYL) < CB(Xe,Q\ Ry 50).

Step 4: Cut-off construction. In this step, we construct a new configuration Y. C R? such that
Yoh =eZ(2F) on 0FQV, see (2.7). This construction changes the configuration in the upper half-
cube Q¥ F. Step 5 then shows that the energy of Y.* is asymptotically equal to the one of X.. The
procedure can then be repeated on the lower half-cube. We defer this to Step 6 below.

Set N, = LG%J (Here and in the sequel, we do not highlight the dependence on ¢ to save

notation.) For k € {0,...,N. + 1} we let 7, = 1 — § + 3ke and define the layers
Sk = (QLI\NQLE) \ i 5. (4.27)

For k € {1,..., N} we also define the “thickened layers” Lj = S;_; US; U S}, ;. Our goal is
to perform a transition to the lattice e.2(2F) on one of these layers. To this end, we choose a
convenient layer by an averaging argument: by (4.24)) there exists k. € {1,..., N} such that

#(2GHAX)NIL) < 5 Y0 # (2()AX) N L)

IN

3 C
v #(ELENAX)NPL) < ZE(Xe QU \ Ry gp). (428)
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Here, we used Lj, C P(;’LE for all k and 8 < C'N.e2. The factor 3 is due to the fact that we count
each strip S at most three times. Set D* := Qy, U (Q"~ \ RY ;). We now define Y.* by

eZ(zF) in (P, \ QY ) UorQ”,
v o i (5\ Q% )\ (02Q U0-Q”), .
: X.NeZ(zF) in Sp, '
X. in DU A Q.

See Figure [7] for an illustration of the different regions. We briefly explain the definition. In
D*U0 @Y, the configuration remains unchanged, and near the boundary of the upper half-cube it
coincides with the lattice e.2(21). In Si_, we use the intersection X, Ne.Z(2}). In this sense, Sj_
can be understood as a transition layer. Eventually, small regions near the boundary close to the
interface 9QV'T NAQ"~ do not contain atoms. This is convenient since in this region the energy of
the original configuration possibly does not vanish. Note that the latter ensures that |y; — y2| > €
for all y1,y> € YN, y1 # y2, and therefore

E.(Y") < +oc. (4.30)
Finally, we point out that Y.* ¢ Q¥ due to the definition of 9F Q" in (2.7)), see also Figure

(P \ Q) UorQ”

Sl

v
1,6

FIGURE 7. The different regions for Y. inside Q¥: dark gray region D° U d- Q",
gray region (R s\ QF, )\ (0FQV U - Q"), light gray region Sj_, and white

region (P;’FE \ @7, ) UOFQ". The two dashed lines enclose the region RY ;.

Step 5: Energy estimate. In this step we show that the energy of the configuration constructed in
Step 4 is asymptotically controlled by the original energy, i.e.,

liminf E.(Y.", Q") < liminf E.(X., Q") + C§ (4.31)
e—0 e—0
for some universal C' > 0. In order to obtain (4.31]), we distinguish three regions:

A =TRINQG e A=TSL0\AL,  A5=QU\(A5U43).  (432)
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Energy estimate on A7: We claim that there exists a universal C' > 0 such that
E. (Y, Af) < Co. (4.33)
In fact, due to (4.29), we have Y. N(Ry 5\ Q7 ) = (eZ(:5)NRY ;N7 QV)U(X-NRY ;007 Q).
As L3(( 16N O: Q"):) < Cde, see (2.7) and (4.3), by Lemma v) we get
#(YEN(RY\ QY. _,)) < Cde. (4.34)

Here, Lemma is applicable by - Additionally, we note that Ry s \ Q7 consists of two
rectangles and we have H'(9(RY 5\ Q7, ,)) < C4. Hence, by Lemma 3.1(v) we obtain

#((AT N\ (R \ Q) ) < C=22((RE,\N Q%) \ (RE\ Q).
< Ce '"H' (O(RY 5\ Q%_l)) < Céle.
This along with yields #(A5 NYF) < Cd/e, and therefore follows by .
Energy estimate on A5: We prove that there exists a universal C' > 0 such that
EE<YE+,A;) < (14 C/8) E-(X=,Q" \ RY 55)- (4.35)
First, the definition of Lj_ below implies (A5). C L{ . For x € Y.', we denote the neigh-
borhood of x with respect to Y.+ by /\/',3 y (), cf. . We clalm that
H#MNey () > #N.(z) — 64 (B-(z) N (X \eZ(z1))) forallw e X.NYFNAS. (4.36)

In fact, if B.(z)N(X:\e£(2F)) # 0, the right hand side is nonpositive since #N:(z) < 6, see (2.2).
Since #M. y () > 0, (4.36) follows in this case. On the other hand, if B.(z) N (X. \5.,2”( zH) =0,
by (4.29), we may have only increased the cardinality of the neighborhood by adding atoms in

e () \ Xe, e, #N. y (z) > #N(x). This again yields (4.36].
We split the sum into X, NY." and Y7\ X.. By using (2:3), A5 C L§_, Lemma 3.1](iii), and
(4.36)) we obtain

BV A5) < Copp{r e (VI \ X)) 45 3 (6 #Mer (@) (4.37)

zeY NX.
TEAS

<Cefp{ze (VINLE )\ X} 432 #(Be(2) N (Xe \ eZ(21))) + E=(X., LE,).

IEY NXe
TEAS

Note by (4.29) that Y.© C e2(2F) U X, in Lj_. Therefore, in view of (4.28), we obtain

#{re (VINL )\ X} <#{ze(eZLEHAX)NLE } < %E (Xes Q" \ Ry 5p5).  (4.38)
Exploiting once more, we get
eranXEnAg #(Be(x) N (X \eZ(21))) < C#{z € (eL (D) AX) N L5}
Cr v
< S Ee E.(X.,Q"\ R} 5/2)

Here, the first inequality holds because |z1 — x2| > € for z1,29 € X, 21 # 2, and B.(z) C L.
for all x € A5. Hence, we get that every point in (X, \ e2(zF)) N Lj_ is only accounted for at
most seven tlmes in the sum. Now, using - - L C Q” \ R1 s, and Lemma [3.1{(ii), we

obtain .

(4.39)
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Energy estimate on A5: We claim that
E.(Y.M, AS) < E.(X.,QY). (4.40)
Recalling (4.32) we get that each x € A5 N Y_" lies either in 7°¢ := (P(;fE \ Q) U (0 Q" \ Ry ;)

orin D°. If x € A5 NY.F NT¢, then also B.(z) C T°. (Here, we use the definition of A§, A$§
and ) Then, implies #MN: y (z) = 6. On the other hand, if z € A5 NY." N D?, then
X. N B.(z) =Y N B:(z), which yields N; y () = N:(z). Thus, by and Lemma iii),(iv)
we obtain . In fact, we get

E.(Y.M,A5) = E. (Y ASNT°) + E. (Y., AN D7) = E. (YN, AN D) < E.(X.,Q").

To conclude this step of the proof, it suffices to recall that by Lemma (iv)
EE(Yera Qy) - EE(Yera Ai) + Es(Y;7 AS) + EE(Yera Ag)
Then we obtain (4.31) by (4.18), (4.33)), (4.35), and (4.40).

Step 6: Conclusion. By repeating the cut-off construction in Step 4 on Q*°~ for z_,
configuration Y. such that Y. = ¢.Z(2F) on 9FQ"(y.) and

1121;151f E. (YE, Q (yg)) < llgglf E. (XE, Q (ye)) +Cé (4.41)

we obtain a

by (4.31)), where we reinclude the center y. in the notation for clarification. Since zf — 2+ by
Step 2, we observe by the definition of ® in (4.1)) that

lim inf B2 (Y2, Q"(ye)) = @(27, 27, v).
E—

By using (4.17)), (4.41) and by passing to 6 — 0, we obtain the statement of the lemma.

Step 7: Adaptions in (b). To conclude the proof of the lemma, it remains to describe Steps 3-5 in
the case of vacuum, i.e., 2 = 0.

Step 3 for case (b): Cardinality estimate. We prove that

EH#(X-NF) < CE(X., Q" \ R 5/5) (4.42)
for a universal C' > 0. In fact, if € X, has #N.(z) = 6, then u.(z) # 0 on B, 5(x) by (2.15)
and the fact that B, s(z) C ng(x)(m). Also note the B, s(x) N B.ja(y) = 0 for z,y € X, x # y.
Thus, by (2-3), (#19) (with & = 0), and Lemma [3.1(iii) we get

E#(XNP) < 2#{w € Xo NPy, #N-(x) = 6} + £ erxsmpgs (6 — #N.(2))
<OL*({ue #0}N P;E) +2eE. (X, Q" \ RY 5,5) < CE.(X.,Q"\ R;m),

where we again used that P(;; CQV\RY; /2~ This concludes Step 3 in case (b).

Step 4 for case (b): Cut-off construction. We now explain the construction of a new configuration
V" such that Y¥ = 0 on 97Q". Again set N. = | £ ]| and define S as in ([£27), as well as
Ly = S;_1 US;US;,,. Similar to (4.28), by averaging over k and using (4.42), there exists
k. € {1,..., N.} such that

€ 1 Ne € 3 ¢ v v
#(XNLE) < A Zk:l #(XNLE) < F#(Xa NP < —E- (Xe, Q" \ Risp0)-  (4.43)

g
where we again use that each strip S is counted at most three times. We define
v {@ in (P, URY )\ (QY, U0-Q") UOFQY,

4.44
© X, otherwise. ( )
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Note that, since F.(X.) < 400, we have that E.(Y.") < 4o0.
Step 5 for case (b): Energy estimate. We again split the estimate into the three sets A5, A5, and
A§ defined in (4.32)).
Energy estimate for A7: We claim that there exists C' > 0 such that
(Y, A%) < O, (4.45)

In fact, due to (4.44)), we have Y7 N (RY 5\ Q7,.) = X:NRY ;N0 Q", where, similarly as in (4.34),
#(XNRY 5N07QY) < Cd/e. As Ry 5\QY, _, consists of two rectangles with Hl(a(R’fﬁ\Q;fks_l)) <
Cd and Y satisfies F.(Y.") < +00, we obtain by Lemma [3.1(v)
#ATNY) = #((AT\ (R{ 5\ Q7)) NY) +#(X.N Ry 5N 0-Q")
< Ce?L2((AT\ (RY5\Qr,)).) +Cd/e

< Ce "M (A(RY 5\ QF,. )+ Cdje < Cde.
Then (4.45]) follows by ([2.3)).

Energy estimate for AS: We claim that there exists C' > 0 such that

€ C v v
Ee(Ys+’A2) < EEE(XE,Q \Rl,é/Q)' (4'46)

In fact, if z € Y7 N A3, then 2 € X. N L . Using (2.3) and (4.43) we obtain (4.46).
Energy estimate for A5: We observe that
E. (Y, A5) < B.(X., Q). (4.47)

Indeed, if z € Y, N (Q" \ (A5 U A3)), then M,y (z) = Nz(z), where the neighborhood of x with
respect to Y is again denoted by N y (x). Therefore, ([4.47) follows by (2.3) and Lemma (iii).

Summarizing, (4.45)—-(4.47) and (4.18) yield
liminf E.(Y.", Q") < liminf E. (X, Q") + C§,
e—0 e—0

which is the analog to (4.31). The rest of the proof (i.e., Step 6) remains unchanged. O

5. REDUCTION OF THE PROBLEM TO SUBSETS OF TWO LATTICES

In the previous section, we have seen that the condition of L!-convergence in the definition of v
(see (3.5)) can be replaced by converging boundary values, see the definition of ® in . From
now on, it will be convenient to express the problem with lattice spacing equal to 1. Recall
and observe that by Lemma the cell formula for ® can be written as

1
®(z*,27,v) = min { lim inf T inf {El (X7, Q% (yr)): yr € R?, X7 = .Z(2F) on 8#@;@@}:

T—+o00

{2F}r C Z with 2F — zi} (5.1)

for all z+,2~ € Z and v € S!. This section is devoted to a fundamental ingredient for the proof
of relation of ® and ¢, and the properties of ¢, which will be addressed in Sections [6] and [7} We
show that the minimization problem in can be reduced to configurations that are subsets of
two lattices only (or just one if either z+ = 0 or 2= = 0). For the formulation of the lemma, we
introduce two further notions: we say that a set Y C R? is connected if for each pair z,y € Y
there exists a chain (v1,...,v,) with v; € Y fori € {1,...,n}, v =z, v, =y, and |v;41 —v;| =1
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fori € {1,...,n — 1}. Moreover, given a configuration X and Y C X, we define the boundary of
Y inside Q%.(y) by

Y ={zeYNQ4(y): #N(z)NY) < 6}. (5.2)

Lemma 5.1 (Reduction to subsets of two lattices). Let 2,2~ € Z, v €S, y € R?, and T > 0.
Let X C R? be a minimizer of

min {E1 (X,Q4(y)): X = 2(+*) on an;(y)}. (5.3)
Then, it satisfies the following two properties:

(i) (Subset of lattices) There holds X = X+ U X~ on Q%.(y), where X* C L (2*) and X7 is
connected.

(ii) (Structure of boundaries) The sets 0X ™+ and X~ defined in are connected and satisfy
#N(z) <5 for all z € 9X*, as well as max, ,eox+ |z —y| > T.

Note that the minimum in exists since F; is lower semicontinuous, see and , and
the problem is finite dimensional. We also point out that XN X~ # () is possible, see e.g. Figure
i.e., the two grains described by X and X~ can have common atoms. Resolving this ambiguity
by introducing a specific choice, the grain boundary and bonds connecting the two grains can be
described in more detail.

Lemma 5.2 (Bonds between grain boundaries). Let X* be the sets found in Lemma . There
exist Y+ with X*\ 0XT C Y* € X* such that:

(i) (Partition into grains) YTUY ™ =XTUX™ and YT NY ™ NQ%(y) = 0.
(ii) (Grain and bulk boundaries) Y+ C 0X* and Y+ = Z(2%) on 8?@%(3})
(iii) (Neighborhood structure at grain boundary) There holds

| erayi #N () NYE) — 4oy *| < 2.

We thus have that on average each boundary atom has four neighbors in the same grain. As
it has at most five neighbors in the whole configuration, it has on average less than one bond
connecting it to the other grain.

From a technical perspective, Lemma [5.1] will provide an important tool to study the properties
of the cell formulas. From the physical point of view, it shows that our extremely brittle set-up,
while allowing for rebonding, does not support interpolating boundary layers near cracks. Its proof
will require some concepts from graph theory which will be only needed for this part of the article.
For this reason, it is possible to omit the proofs of Lemmas and on first reading and to
proceed directly with Section [6} As our graph theoretic description gives in fact a more precise
picture of the geometry of grain boundaries, which is of some independent interest, we summarize
these findings in Theorem [5.4] at the end of Section [5]

We now address the proof of the lemma and start by introducing some notions from graph
theory.

The bond graph: We define the bond graph of X C R? as the set of positions X with the set of bonds
{{z,y}: 2 € X, y € N(z)}, where N(z) = Ni(z) is defined in (2.I). As for configurations with
finite energy E; there holds dist(x, X\{z}) > 1 forallz € X and y € N(z) only if [z —y| = 1 < v/2,
the bond graph is planar. Indeed, given a quadrilateral with all sides and one diagonal equal to 1,
the second diagonal is V3> 1.

A sequence of atoms p = (vy,...,v,) C X is called a simple path in X if the atoms are distinct
and {vj_1,v;} are bonds for j € {1,...,n —1}. If (v1,...,v,—1) is a simple path and v,_; is
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connected to v, = v; by a bond, p is a cycle in X. We say that a configuration is connected if
each two atoms are joinable through a simple path. (Note that this definition is consistent with
the one given before the statement of Lemma ) A bond is called acyclic if it is not contained in
any cycle of the bond graph. The reduced bond graph of X is obtained by first deleting all acyclic
bonds and then all atoms which are not connected to any other atom. By a face of X we always
mean a face of its reduced bond graph. The boundary of a face is given by a disjoint union of
cycles and by a unique cycle if the reduced bond graph is connected. Such a boundary is called a
polygon and, in particular, a j-gon if it consists of j € N atoms.

Sub-configuration: We say that Z C X is a sub-configuration of X. All notions defined above are
defined analogously for any sub-configuration Z of X.

Face defect: We define the face defect of a sub-configuration Z C X by
02 =3 G-3)5(2), (4)
where f;(Z) denotes the number of polygons with j atoms in the bond graph of Z.

Strong connectedness: We say that a configuration Z is strongly connected if Z \ {x} is connected
for every x € Z. Note that strongly connected graphs with more than two atoms coincide with
their reduced bond graph as they do not contain acyclic bonds since removing one of the atoms
belonging to the bond would disconnect the configuration.

Mazimal components: Fix Q% (y). Let 2+, 2~ € Z and consider X C R? such that X = £ (2%) on
8?@%(1/) We denote the set of strongly connected subsets of lattices by

Ct={ZcXnZL(*): ZnoFQ4(y) # 0, Z is strongly connected }.

We introduce the mazimal components, denoted by M, as the maximal elements in C* with
respect to set inclusion. These sets can be written as

+ _
M* = UZGCi Z. (5.5)

Note that M+t =0 or M~ =0 if 2+ = 0 or 2~ = 0, respectively. Moreover, we point out that M+
are in general not subsets of Q%.(y). We illustrate M* N QY. in Figure

NV

Q_Q

FIGURE 8. A schematic picture of M N Q% (y), depicted in dark gray, and of
M~ NQ%(y), depicted in light gray. Their boundaries are illustrated in bold. We
depict also a curve p, considered in Step 2 of the proof below.
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Lemma 5.3 (Simple paths in maximal components). Let v = (21,...,2x) be a simple path in
X with x1,2, € M (or both in M~) such that xa,...,x5_1 & M™ (or xa,..., 211 ¢ M™,
respectively). Then k > 4.

Proof. Let v be as in the statement, without restriction with z1,xzx € M™. Recall that M+ C
ZL(27). If we had k = 3, then we would necessarily get 2o € £ (2%), as well, see Figure @ This,
however, contradicts the choice of the maximal component M. In fact, also M U {z3} would be
a strongly connected set. |

FIGURE 9. The three different (up to rotation and reflection) possibilities of paths
of length 3.

Proof of Lemma[5.1, Without restriction we assume 2% # z~. The proof strategy is as follows: we
first show that X consists of at most two connected components which contain the lower and the
upper part of the boundary, respectively (Step 1). We are then left with at most two connected
components which contain the maximal components M* defined in . Then, we prove that
these components M* do not contain holes. This ensures that OM* N Q% (y) are simple paths
(Step 2). Finally, we show that there are no parts of X that may be connected to M*, but that are
not subsets of the upper and lower lattice .Z(z*) (Step 3). Steps 1-3 are proved by contradiction,
i.e., we suppose that X did not satisfy the abovementioned properties and then we show that the
configuration can be modified in such a way that the energy strictly decreases. Some technical
estimates are given in Steps 4-5.

Fix z* € Z, v € S!, T'> 0, and y € R2. Denote by X C R? a minimizer of (5.3). Without loss
of generality we assume that

X c{z € (Qr)1: N(2) N Q7 (y) # 03U 0T Q7 (y) U oy Qr(y). (5.6)

In particular, we have X = Z(2%) on 8?@%(3;) By M* we denote its maximal upper and lower
component, respectively, given by . (Recall that MT™ =P or M~ =0 if 2T =0or 2~ =0.)
Without restriction we assume that z* = (§%,7%,1). Otherwise, we apply all arguments just to
the component ¥ with z* # 0.

Step 1: X has at most two connected components in Q4.(y) and #N (z) > 2 for all z € X N QY (y).
First, we observe that the maximal components M and M~ are either contained in one single
or in two different connected components of X. Assume by contradiction that the configuration
X consists of more than the (at most two) connected components containing M*. Then we can
remove the other connected components not containing M* and obtain a new configuration which
has strictly less energy and the same boundary data as X. This follows directly from the definition

of the energy in (12.3)).

Moreover, if there exists 2’ € X such that #N (2/) < 1, then we can consider the configuration
X \ {2’} to obtain a configuration with strictly less energy since, by (2.3)), we have

1

By(X, Q0 W) = 32, yron iy 6~ #N @) 2 By (X \ {2}, Q7(9) +2.
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Step 2: OM™ is a simple path. In this step, we show that each of the sets AM* defined in (5.2)) is
a simple path in X joining the lateral faces of Q% (y). More precisely, let

HY, (y) = {2 € R%: (@ —y),v) < ~T/2} and HD (y) = {z € B%: {(x —y),v") > T/2}.

vt +

Then there are v= € M* N HVTL’_(y) and vf € M*n Hﬂ7+(y) such that {vi,vf} UIM® is a

simple path with first element vt and last element vf

To prove this, we color each (closed) equilateral triangle of sidelength 1 all of whose corners are
contained in M™* in dark/light gray, respectively, see Figure We first show that there are no
cycles in OM™*. Since M* is strongly connected, this also yields that the colored regions inside
QY% (y) are simply connected and that M= lies on the boundary of the respective colored region.
Assume by contradiction that there exists a cycle p = (vy,...,v,) C M* with v,, = v;. Denote by
int(p) the interior connected component of the curve

n—1
Py = Ui:l [vi; vig1],
see Figure [8l Now define

b

~JZ(@T)  inint(p),
X otherwise.

Since we did not change the neighborhood of each atom = € Q%(y) \ int(p), we obtain by and
Lemma [3.1fiv)
Ei (X, Q1(y) = B1 (X, int(p) + 1 (X, Q7 () \ int(p))
< By (X, int(p)) + E1 (X, Q7(y) \ int(p)) = 1 (X, Q7(y)),

where we have used that #AN(x) = 6 for all z € X Nint(p) and that every x € p has at least as
many bonds in X as in X, while for at least one z € p the number of bonds has increased. We
have constructed a configuration X with strictly less energy and the same boundary data as X.
This contradicts the fact that X C R? is a minimizer of , and shows that there are no such
cycles in M*.

We next show that even the complement of each colored region inside Q%.(y) is connected. If
this were not the case, without restriction we assume for contradiction that there are v,w € M™TN
HVTL’ (y) such that there is a simple path with first element v, last element w, and intermediate
elements in OM ™, whose bonds together with a segment in 0Q%(y) bound a region free of dark
triangles. By the boundary conditions, we can suppose that 6 > (v,v) > (w,v) > —6, see also
Figure |8 We extend it to a cycle p by placing additional atoms in .Z(z%) N (Q%(y))e N HVTL#(y).
Our assumptions on X specified in and Step 1 guarantee that each point in .Z(z") on or
inside of p has distance at least 1 to every atom of the connected component of X that contains
M~. Now let

Z(z%) in int(p),
X={X in R?\ int(p),

0 otherwise.

Similarly as before we get E1(X,Q%(y)) < Ei(X,Q%(y)), which shows that also this situation
does not occur. We conclude that each M¥ is strongly connected and both the dark and the light
colored areas have connected complements relative to Q%.(y).

We claim that OM® has to be a simple path. Assume by contradiction that this were not the
case, e.g., for M ™. Then, since M ™ lies on the boundary of the region in dark gray being the
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union of triangles, we find x € M which is a corner of exactly two of these triangles and these
triangles share only x as a common point, see Figure Since OM ™ does not contain cycles, we
find 27,2~ € N (z) such that each path in M+ connecting ™ with ™ contains x. This, however,
contradicts the strong connectedness of M T, and shows that OM ™ is a simple path. This concludes
Step 2.

t+

FIGURE 10. A point € OM™* that would make 9M* a non-simple path.

Step 3: Comparison with subsets of the lattice. Our goal is to show that there holds X € Z(27)U
Z(27). Recalling the definition of M* in , it thus suffices to show that removing the connected
components of (XNQ4(y))\(MTUM ™) would strictly decrease the energy which clearly contradicts
the assumption that X is a minimizer. (Recall that we have already reduced to the case that X
consists of at most two connected components. Note, however, that (X N Q%(y)) \ (M UM™)
might consist of more connected components.)

This will conclude the proof of the statement: it shows that the minimizer X is indeed a subset
of L(2+)U.Z(27). Moreover, the property that 9M* N Q4 (y) are simple paths joining the lateral
faces of Q% (y) has already been addressed in Step 2. Finally, we observe that #N (z) <5 for all
x € OM*. In fact, #N (z) = 6 for some x € IM T would entail {z} UN (z) C M* as M+ C Z(z%)
is the maximal component. This contradicts (5.2)).

Now, consider a connected component X’ of (X NQ%(y)) \ (M+UM™). We want to prove that

Ei(X,Q%(y)) > E1 (X \ X', Q%(y)) + 1. (5.7)

We first introduce some further notation. By I't € M we denote the smallest connected sets

I't > N(X') N M*, where we define N'(X') := |J,cx N(z) \ X’. Define I' :== I'" UT~ and

Xt := X’ UT. Note that both I'" and T'" are simple paths in X since OM™ are simple paths, see
Figure For z € X1, we introduce the internal and external neighborhoods by

Ni(z) = N(x)N X, Ne(z) = N(z) \ X, (5.8)

i.e., the set of neighbors inside and outside of Xr, respectively. Note that X is connected. Its
reduced bond graph is delimited by a finite union of disjoint cycles. We denote by 0 Xr the union
of these cycles and by d = #9Xr its cardinality. (The notation is unrelated to (5.2).) We further
define

f;=#i-gons of Xr, =3 fi, n=n(Xr), nr=#I, n=#Xr,
br = #{{z,y}: z,yel, yeN@)}, b=#{{z,y}: z,ye Xp,yeN(z)},
Dpe = #{{x,y} acyclic: ¢,y € Xr, y € N(a:)}, (5.9)

where 1 was introduced in (5.4). Note that f corresponds to the number of faces both in the bond
graph and in the reduced bond graph of Xr. We will see that there holds

2+ d + 2bae + 1 > 3np — br. (5.10)
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We defer the proof of (5.10)) to Steps 4-5 below and proceed to prove (|5.7).

Since in the passage from X to X \ X’ the neighborhood of atoms outside X is left unchanged
and for atoms in T" the neighbors outside of X \ T' remain, in view of (2.3)), we need to check that
1 1
5D e B #N@) = 5> (6 #N(2) +# N (2) NT)) + 1. (5.11)
We can count the faces to obtain
2 — d — 2bac :ijza ifi =n+3f. (5.12)

Indeed, the first identity follows from the fact that in the summation all bonds contained in the
union of cycles delimiting the reduced bond graph of X are counted only once, the acyclic bonds
are not counted, and all other cyclic bonds are counted twice. The second identity follows from
. As the bond graph is planar and connected, we can apply Euler’s formula (omitting the
exterior face) to get n — b+ f = 1. Then, by and we derive

3n—bb>3nr —br + 1.
By the definitions in (5.8)~(5.9) and the facts that > #Ni(x) = 2b, >0 . #(N(2) NT) = 2bp
this implies
1 1
3D e (B #Ni(@) = 5 (6 #(N(2)NTD)) +1. (5.13)
Now we note that #N(x) — #N.(z) = #N;(z) for z € T and N (z) = Nj(z) for x € X7\ T, see
(5.8). This along with (5.13)) shows the desired estimate ([5.11)). To conclude the proof, it remains

to show (5.10)).

M+

FIGURE 11. The different possibilities of X’ touching M* corresponding to case
(a) on the top left, case (b) on the top right, and case (¢) in the two bottom
pictures. M is always depicted in gray, M~ in light gray, and X’ in dark gray.
I't and I'~ are depicted by the bold black lines.

Step 4: Proof of (5.10)). Recall that T' consists of the two simple paths 't and I'". We need to
distinguish three cases:

(a) T is not connected, (b) T is a cycle, (c) I is a simple path.
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Since T+ are simple paths, and the bond graph of X’ is planar and connected, we see that these
are all possibilities that may occur, see Figure [11] for an illustration of the different cases. At this
point, we also use that I' are the smallest connected sets with T > M(X/)NM* and T+ Cc OM*,

where OM® is a simple path connecting HY, _(y) N.Z(z*) and HT, LN ZL(2%).
First of all, we observe that
Case (a): nr <br + 2, Case (b): nr <br, Case (¢): np <br+ 1. (5.14)

This is due to the fact that the bond graph of ' contains I'* and a simple path containing k bonds
consists of k+ 1 atoms, and in a cycle the number of bonds equals the number of atoms. (As there
may be more bonds present if there are triangles in the bond graph, we get inequalities.)

Using (5.14)), it suffices to prove

2nr in case (a),
d+2byc +1m> < 2np — 2 in case (b), (5.15)
2nr — 1 in case (c¢),

where d, 1, nr, and b,. are defined in ([5.9). This will rely on the estimate
n>np—2. (5.16)

We first show in the three cases and defer the proof of to Step 5. Observe that if a
connected component T' of I satisfies I' ¢ dXp, then #I' = 1 and ' connects to X’ by one acyclic
bond. This follows from the observation that, whenever z € T satisfies A'(z) N X1 > 2, then  lies
on a cycle in X and thus, as an element of T, is contained in 0Xp.

Case (a): Suppose first I' C 9Xp. Since dXr is a disjoint union of cycles and T consists of two
simple paths, we get #(0Xr \T') > 2. In fact, if '™ and '~ intersect the same cycle of X, this
follows from the fact that I'" UT'™ is not connected. If ' and I'™ intersect different cycles of X,
it suffices to use that 't are not cycles. This shows d > np + 2. Then implies . If
'~ Cc Xy, 't ¢ OXr, then, as before, #(0Xr \T'~) > 1 and thus d > #I'~ + 1. The observation
below gives #I't = 1 and b,. > 1, so particularly d > np. Then again implies (5.15)).
The case '™ ¢ dXr, ' C OXr is analogous. Finally, if '™, I'" ¢ Xr, then nr = 2 and b, > 2
since I'™ and I'" cannot be connected to X’ by the same (acyclic) bond. This proves .

Case (b): Since T is a cycle, we get I' C 0Xp. Thus, we obtain nr < d and (5.16]) yields (5.15]).

Case (c): Suppose first that ' C dXpr. Since I' is not a cycle and dXr is a union of cycles, we

get #(0Xr \T') > 1. This implies d > nr + 1. Then (5.16) again yields (5.15). If I' ¢ OXr, then
npr = 1 and b, > 1, from which (5.15) follows.

Step 5: Proof of (5.16]). It remains to check (5.16]). To this end, we classify the polygons in the
(reduced) bond graph of Xt in the following way: for k > 1, we set

O-k-gon = {P polygon in Xr: #(PNT)=%k} and J-gon= Uk>1 0-k-gon,

and define Dy, = #0-k-gon. In order to estimate the cardinality of P € J-k-gon, we introduce the
following condition:

there exist z, € MT NP and x_ € (M~ \M")NP with |z, —2_|=1 (5.17)
We claim that always #P > k 4 1, while in case (5.17)) does not hold there holds #P > k + 2.

To see the first claim we note that clearly #P > k. If #P =k, then P C I" and T is a cycle,
hence P =T'. But then all bonds connecting I' and X’ are acyclic. As observed below (5.16]), this
entails #I' = 1 which, however, is not possible in case I is a cycle.
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Assume now does not hold. First, suppose that PNT C MT or PNT Cc M~. If k =1,
the statement #P > k + 2 is clear as #P > 3. If k > 2, we can choose a simple path in P such
that only the first and the last atom lie in M (or M, respectively). The statement then follows
from Lemma[5.3} On the other hand, if PN (M*\ M~) # 0 and PN (M~ \ M*) # (), then there
exist two simple paths contained in P joining M\ M~ and M~ \ M. Since does not hold,
each of these two paths contains an atom that is not contained in I". This implies #P > k + 2.

We are now in a position to prove ([5.16). By the definition of 1 and the cardinality estimate
for 0-k-gons we obtain

0 in case (a),
)

n = ZjZij(j -3)> Z;@l Dp(k+2-3)— N> ZI@ Dp(k—1) =<2 in case (b),
1 in case (c),
(5.18)

where N denotes the number of d-gons satisfying case (5.17)). We used that: in case (a) we have
N = 0 since otherwise I' would be connected, in case (b) the fact that X’ is connected and the
planarity of the bond graph imply that N < 2, and in case (¢) we get N < 1 since T is a simple
path. Finally, we claim that

nr — 2 in case (a),
Zk>1 Dp(k—1)> < nr in case (b), (5.19)
B nr—1 in case (c),

Indeed, this follows from the fact that each bond in between two successive atoms z,y € I is
contained in exactly one 0-gon and k — 1 estimates from above the number of bonds between
atoms in I' N P whenever P € 0-k-gon as otherwise P = I' and #P = k which we have excluded
above. (The estimate is strict if I' N P is not connected.) By combining (5.18)-(5.19) we obtain
(5.16)). This concludes the proof. O

Proof of Lemmal[5.3 Without restriction we assume that 2z # 2~. Let X* be as in the statement
of Lemma 5.1} i.e., X* = M*. We define

YP=X"\(0XTNoX )u{z € dX T NoX : #N(x)NXT) > #N(z) N X ")},

Y™ =X \O0XTNoX )U{z€dX T NOX : #N(z)NXT) <#WN(2)NnX")}.
Proof of (i). Property (i) is obviously satisfied by construction.
Proof of (ii). As a preparation, let us note that, if x € Xt N X~ then N(z)Nn Xt NX~ =0
since 2T # z~. Moreover, if z € Xt NX~ NQ4%(y) = 0XT NOX~, then #N(z) < 5 by Lemma

[5.1]ii). Since X* is strongly connected, we also have # (N (z) N X*) > 2. Our definition of Y+
then entails

reXT\YE = #WN(x)nXF) =2 (5.20)

This ensures Y+ = X+ = Z(2%) on 0 Q¥%.(y). Furthermore, it entails Y+ C dX*. Indeed,
y € OY T\ 0X* would give #(N(y) N X*) = 6 and #(N(y) N Y*) < 5, i.e., there exists z €
X*\ Y* with |z — y| = 1. But then #(N(z) NN (y) N X*) = 2, which yields the contradiction
#N(z)NX*) > 3.

Proof of (iii). Since X is simply connected and z € dXT \ 9Y* is only possible if # (N (z) N
X*) = 2 (see ), we get that Y * is a simple path connecting the lateral faces of Q4. (y).
More precisely, by Step 2 of the proof of Lemma there are v¥ € X* N Hfiﬁ(y) and vf €

X*tn HVTL#(y) such that {v£,vT}UAY™* is a simple path with first element v and last element
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vf The bonds between any two consecutive atoms in this chain form a polygonal line and we

denote by a(z) the (interior) angle it forms at atom x.

As the first and the last segments cross the lateral faces of Q% (y) and Y'# is strongly connected,
we have

1
Zmeayi(ﬂ —a(x)) € §{727r, —m, 0,7, 27},
Since X is simply connected, due to (5.20)), the same holds true for Y*. Hence, a(z) relates to
the number of neighbours of x within Y= by the formula
1

a(r) = g(#(N(x) NY*) - 1)m.

As a consequence we obtain

|3 s BNV =9 =25 (o) )] <2

This concludes the proof. O

We summarize our main findings on the structure of grain boundaries obtained in the proof of
Lemma[5.1] in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.4 (Reduction to subsets of two lattices). Let z+,2= € Z, 2T # 27, v € S!, y € R?,
and T > 0. Let X C R? be a minimizer of
min { B (X, Q7)) X = Z(=) on 95 Q4 (y) }.

Then X = M+ UM~ on Q%(y), where M, M~ are the mazimal components of X, see .
Coloring each (closed) equilateral triangle of sidelength 1 all of whose corners are contained in M+
in dark/light gray, yields two simply connected plain regions containing aliQ%(y), respectively,
whose boundary part inside of Q%(y) is given by a simple path of atoms.

6. CHARACTERIZATION OF SOLID—VACUUM/SOLID—SOLID INTERACTIONS

This section is devoted to establish a relation between the cell formula ® defined in and
the density ppex given in . In particular, we will analyze the situation where the two lattices
Z(27) and Z(z7), which determine the admissible configurations at the boundary, allow for
touching points, i.e., atoms zt € Z(z%) and = € ZL(27) with |[zT — 27| = 1. We start by
formulating the two results of this section.

Lemma 6.1 (Relation of ® and ey ). There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that for each
v € St and for every sequence of centers {yr}r the following properties hold:

(i) If 2zt =(0,7,1) € Zand 2z~ =0 orif zt =0 and 2~ = (0,7,1) € Z, there holds for all T > 0
1 . v v —i
‘T min { E1 (X7, Q% (yr)): X7 = 2L(:F) on 61"—LQT(yT)} — ¢nex (€ gu)’ < C/T.
(i) For all z* = (0%,7%,1), 2= =(07,77,1) € Z there holds for all T >0
1 : v v —1 —10~
T min {El (XT,QT(yT)): Xt = ,,?(zi) on 6fQT(yT)} < @hex(e 9+1/) + nphex(e 0 l/) +C/T.
Moreover, if z+ # 2, then also

1 1 . 1 .
T min {E1 (XT7 Q%(yT)) X = ﬁ(zi) on 8?@%(3}71)} > igphex(eﬂeﬂ/) + égahex(e*“g 1/) - C/T.
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Note that this lemma indeed provides a relation between ¢pex and the density ® since

_ NP
®(z*, 27, v) <liminf — min {Ey (X7, Q% (yr)): Xr = ZL(2%) on an;(yT)} (6.1)
T—+oco T

for all 2* € Z, v € S', and all {y7}7. We point out that the energy density @pex has already been
identified in [3, 20]. In our exposition, once the technical result about reduction to two lattices
(see Lemma has been achieved, the proof of Lemma (1) is rather simple compared to [20),
Theorem 2.2]. In addition, this version with convergence rate is a novel result and is needed in
order to prove Proposition 2.2]

The next lemma is a refinement which addresses the question under which conditions on the
difference of the rotation angles 7 — 0~ equality holds in (ii). To formulate this statement, recall

w = % + %\/g from Subsection We introduce the set of good angles, denoted by G4, as the
angles 8 € A which can be written as
» v
e =L with vy,vs € £\ {0}. (6.2)
Vo
Here, the division of v1,v3 € C has to be understood in the sense of complex numbers. I.e., such
angles correspond to rotations which transform one lattice point into another one. Note that Ga
is clearly countable. From an algebraic standpoint, our notion of G4 coincides with those angles 6
such that €% is a fraction of the commutative ring .Z.

Lemma 6.2 (Touching lattices). Let 2+ = (§%,7%,1) € Z be such that
D21, 27, v) < Phex (e_wf V) + Phex (e_w+ V) o/ (6.3)
for an m > 0. Then, there exists an optimal sequence { Xt} for ®(2%,27,v), see (5.1)), such that

for all T > 0 large enough, there holds Xt C £ (23) U £ (27 ), where z% = (H%JT ,1) € Z, and
the rotation angles satisfy

05 —07 =0t -0~ €Gy forall T >0. (6.4)

More precisely, €07 =07) = v Jvy for lattice vectors vy, vy € £\ {0} with |vs], [vs| < C,, where
Cy > 0 only depends on 1.

Condition means that the surface energy between sub-lattices of £ (z%) and £(27) can
be strictly less than the sum of the surface energies corresponding to each lattice interacting with
the vacuum. This indicates that there are many atoms (in a certain sense) in £ (z™) with distance
1 to atoms in £ (z7). Therefore, we speak of lattices which have “touching points”. The lemma
shows two properties of optimal sequences: (i) they can be chosen as a subset of two lattices only,
cf. also Lemma (ii) the difference of the corresponding rotation angles is constant and lies in

Ga-

We now proceed with the proofs of the two lemmas.

Proof of Lemma[6.1 For the whole proof, we fix v € S' and a sequence of centers {yz}r.

Proof of (i). Let z = (0,7,1) € Z\ {0}. We only prove the result for 2+ = 2 and 2~ = 0 since
the argumentation for the reflected boundary conditions is the same. We obtain the statement by
showing separately the two inequalities, where one is proved by a slicing argument and the other
one in a constructive way.

Step 1: First inequality. The goal of this step is to prove

%min {El (XT7 Qf"p(yT)) X = f(zi) on 8%@5‘,’«(3/71)} > <phex<e_wu) - C/T.
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Consider X C R? satisfying X = £(2) on 0] Q% (yr), Xr = £(0) = 0 on d; Q% (yr), and
By (X, Q5 ) = min {Bx (. Q4 (0)): Kr = 2G5) on 05Qum)}. (65)

By Lemma we get that X7 C Z(z) = (£ + 7). Recall the definition w = 3 + /3. We
now perform a slicing argument: for k € {1,2, 3}, we define for each y € R

Ii(p) := { W + pe®(wh)t: X e R}

the line in lattice direction e?w” passing through the line Re? (w*)+ at point pei®(w®)*+. We set

Ty = {neR: L) 0.2(2) £ 0, L) N [yr — Sv*5yr + T4},

Due to the boundary conditions, up to a bounded number of times independent of both v and T,
for each p € I we find 2 € X7 C Z(z) such that = + e?w* ¢ Xr or x — ewk ¢ X7. (Note
that a bounded number of lattice lines, independent of T, in direction e?w* and passing through
lyr — Zvt;yr + Zv+] does not intersect 8y QY. (yr).) By (2.3) this yields

B (Xr, Qiyr)) 2 Y, #Tu —C (6.6)
for a constant C' > 0 independent of T. It remains to estimate #Z;. For u € R such that
Ie(p) N ZL(2) # 0, we get I(n++3/2) N ZL(2) # 0 and I (1) N ZL(z) = 0 for all ¢/ € (u—
V3/2, 11 ++/3/2) \ {u}. Finally, we have

El (Hk([yT — %I/L;yT + %UL])> = T| v, 6zawk>|
where IT;, denotes the orthogonal projection onto Re'?(w”)L. We therefore obtain

szk |*C:E

w> 2L ety - 0

\/§| v,e
By and .f. we conclude

TEl (XT,QT yT \fzk ) e wk>‘ -C/T = gphex(e_wl/) - C/T.

This along with (6.5)) shows the first inequality.
Step 2: Second inequality. The goal of this step is to prove
1. v v —i
7 tmin {E1(X7,Q%(yr)): X1 =2(2F) on 31iQT(yT)} < hex (e V) + C/T. (6.8)

This is achieved by constructing an explicit competitor for the minimization problem: we define
X%‘ by

v JZ(z) in{x:(x—yr,v)>5}
Xr = {(Z) otherwise, (6.9)

i.e., X7 is a (discrete version of a) half space. We directly see that X = £(2) on 97 Q% (yr)
and X}' = 0 on 07 Q%(yr). To estimate its energy, we start by observing that for this choice
of X}' equality holds in with Zj as defined above, up to an error of order O(1). Indeed, if
r € ZL(2)\ X7, then either x + Ae?w® ¢ X for all A € N or x — Ae?w” ¢ X for all A € N.
Then, the equalities in and along with yield

1

9 : . .
TEI (XF, Q%7 (yr)) < 7 2221 ’(e_wu, wk>’ +C/T = @hex(e_wu) +C/T. (6.10)
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This shows (6.8). For purposes of the proof of (ii) below, we note that construction with —v
in place of v can be applied to obtain a configuration X C R? with X, = .Z(z) on 97 Q% (yr)

and X5 = 0 on 0 Q% (yr) which satisfies (6.10).
Proof of (ii). Fix 2zt = (07,77,1) € Z and 2~ = (0~,77,1) € Z. We show the first inequality by
an explicit construction. The second one is obtained with the help of Lemma [5.2

Step 1: First inequality. We define Xp = X; U X, where

i+ 1 ZET) iz (@ —yr,v) 2 5, v JZE) e @ —yror) < -5
T 0 otherwise. ’ T ] otherwise.

Then, X7 clearly satisfies the boundary conditions X7 = Z(2%) on 9 Q% (yr) and by repeating
the reasoning in ((6.10) we find

1 y 1 v - v
=Er(Xr, Qpyr)) = = (B (X7, Q4 (ym)) + B (X7, Q5 (ur)) )
< Phex (€77 V) + Prex (e v) + C/T.
Step 2: Second inequality. Consider X7 C R? satisfying X7 = .Z(2F) on 9£QY.(yr) and
Ey (X7, Q4 (yr)) = min { By (X1, Q4 (yr)): Xr = £ (%) on 0{ Q% (yr)}.
By Lemmas andthere holds X7 = X$ U X5 = YUY, on Q4(y), where Y = Z(2%) on
0F Q% (yr) and
+ +
| ngBYTi #N(x)NY) — 430Y} | <2

Since #N (z) < 5 for any = € Y+ (C 0XF), we get

1 1 1
35 evtrapion O V@) 2 TR LT - 1) - 12

So observing that Y= is a competitor in (Step 1 of) (i) above and using that Y, NY, NQ4(yr) = 0,
we find that

1 1 1 — w
7B (X, Qrlyr)) 2 SR B (Yr, Qr(yr)) + 57 B (Y, Q1 (yr)) — 1/T
1 . 1 -
Z i@hex (6—19+ V) + §<,Ohex (6_10 V) - C/T
This concludes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma[6.3 Let {Xr}r be an optimal sequence for ®(z*, 27, v) and denote by {yr}r the
corresponding centers of the cubes. Due to Lemma we may without restriction assume that
Xr = X} U X, for sub-configurations XTi satisfying X%E C .L”(z%), where z% = (9%,7%, 1) —
2zt = (0*,7%,1) as T — +oo. Moreover, the sets 9X* defined in are connected, and there
holds X7 = Z(2F) on 0 Q4 (yr). In what follows, we fix a subsequence (not relabeled) such that

by (6.3) we have
—ig™ —i0~ : 1 v
— — > . .
Phex (6 V) + Phex (6 V) T1—1>1}-100 TEI (XT? QT(?]T)) Zn> 0 (6 11)
Our strategy to show ([6.4) lies in proving

+
; - v
e0r=0r) = 7T with v, €F satisfying  |vf| = |vp| <Oy (6.12)

Ur
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for all T sufficiently large, where C), only depends on 7. From this estimate, the statement in (6.4)
easily follows. In fact, given (6.12)), since .Z is a discrete set and 9% — 0%, ei0F—67) — U;/’U; is
eventually constant and we find 67 — 6~ = HJTF — 05 € Gy for all T large enough.
Let us come to the proof of (6.12). Recall by Lemma that X7 is contained in the two
components X}' and X.. We further define the set of touching points
T4 ={r € X}: 3y € X5 such that |z —y| = 1},
Ty ={x € X;: Jy € X such that |z —y| = 1}.
Note that 7 C UIE&X% ({z}UN (z)), see definition (5.2). (T2 \0XZE # 0 is possible if X;f N X, #
0.) By (2.2)) we also observe that
#T /6 < #T7 < 64T (6.13)

We start with a brief outline of the proof. Steps 1-4 are devoted to some preliminary estimates:
we first show that the cardinality of the sets 8X7j5 and 7;? scales like T" by providing a lower bound
for 7= (Step 1) and an upper bound for X7 (Step 2). Then we show that, for the majority of
points in T:,ft, neighborhoods contain many points of 6X% (Step 3) and also elements of TTi (Step
4). Based on this, we can find quadrilaterals consisting of two points in T:,T and two points in T,
where two sides have length 1 and the other two sides are parallel to lattice vectors of the form

0% wJTr and e%r wy., respectively, for some wJTr, wr € £ with controlled norm. From this, (6.12)
can be derived (Step 5 and Step 6).

Step 1: Cardinality of touching points. We show #7}5E > 5T for T large enough. By (2.2), (2.3),
and the fact that XF = Z(z%) on 0F Q4 (yr), we obtain

1 1
BE\(Xr,Qp(yr)) 25 > (6-#W@nXH)+5 > (6-#W@)nXp)
T€XTNQY (yr) € X1 NQ7(yr)
—3#TH +#Tr)
and therefore

3HTH +#T7) = Er(XF,Q%(yr)) + B (X7, Q7 (yr)) — By (X1, Q7 (yr))-

We note by the definition of X7 that the subconfigurations X;f and X are competitors for the
minimization problems appearing in Lemma (1) Dividing by T" and passing to the lim inf along
T — +o0, by (6.11) we therefore conclude

| _
liminf —(#7;" +#Tr ) 2 n/3.

This yields liminfr_, o ~#77 > 2+ by (6.13), and concludes Step 1.

Step 2: A priori bound on the length of the boundaries. We claim that for T' > 0 large enough the
boundaries XE C Q4 (yr) (cf. (5.2)) satisfy

#(OXF UOXT) < 8T. (6.14)

In fact, by Lemma ii) there holds #N (z) <5 for all z € 3XTjE and therefore for T' sufficiently
large we get by (2.3, (6.11), and the fact that |@pex||r(st) = 2 (see (2.18))

HOXTUOXT) S oy (6= #N (@) = 2 B2 (X, Q1 (yr)

< 2T (@hex (e’i9+1/) + gohcx(e’w_z/)) < 8T.
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Step 8: Atomic density lower bound for 6X%. We claim that there exists a universal 0 < ¢ < 1
such that for all T' > r > 1 we have

#(GXTjE N B,(z)) > cr for all z € R? with dist(z, 0X7) < 1. (6.15)

To prove this estimate we assume without restriction that T" > 3r. Due to Lemmaii), ('9XTi is
connected and 5‘X7j5 \ By(x) # (0. Therefore, there has to exist a simple path in X7 that connects
some atom in X3 \ B,(x) with an atom in B;(z) and has at least cr atoms inside B, (x).

Step 4: Bounded gap between points in 7~th Given R > 0, we introduce the set of R-isolated points
by
I} p={x € T;: Br(x)NTy C Ba(z)}. (6.16)
We claim that there exists a universal ¢ > 0 such that for R = ¢/n and all T sufficiently large
#HIF p < #TH/2. (6.17)

To see this, note that due to (6.14)), (6.15)) for » = R/2 (use that dist(z,dX7) < 1 for all z € TF)
and Step 1 we have

2 C C C
“Ii § T X—:t B m Xi T “7-:|:
TR S cR z€TF (6 T R/2(9C)) = cR 0Xr < cR = e’ T

where C' > 0 denotes a universal constant varying from step to step. Here, in the second step
we accounted for possible multiple counting by using that, due to the definition of I; Ry the

intersection Bg/s(z) N Br/2(y), T,y € I%RT, can be non-empty only if |z — y| < 2. The assertion
follows if ¢ is chosen big enough.

Step 5: Bounded gap between pairs of points having the same relative position. We choose two
arbitrary lattice vectors &, & satisfying e~ &1, e=7¢ € Bog N (Z\ {0}) with R > 0 given by
Step 4. Define

D%“EQ = {(ml, y1) € Ty x Ty @ there exist zo,ya € 7'T+ such that
loy —@2| =1, |y1 —y2| =1 and @1 —y1 =&, ©2 — y2 = &2}
The set consists of pairs (x1,y1) in 75 whose difference is ¢ and which have corresponding
neighbors in ,7_T+ with difference &.

We observe by that for z, € T \ Z; p we find &, € Br N €72 with |&] > 2 and
y1 € Ty such that 1 —y1 = &. We denote the corresponding neighbors in ’TT+ by x5 and ys,
respectively. Since za,ys € 07 (& +74) and |21 —y1| = |v2 — y2| = 1, we find & € By N e
such that xo — ys = &. Clearly, & # 0 as |§1] > 2. This discussion along with implies

1 — — — 1,82
s#Tr < #(Tr \Trg) <3 o #DF% (6.18)

where the sum runs over all pairs (£1,&2) with e~0r¢) e~ ¢, € Byp N (&£ \ {0}). Choose
(CT,¢T) € (Bor N e (2 \ {01)) x (Bag N e (2 )\ {0})) such that #DS ¢ > #D5 for all
(&1,&) € (BarNe®r (£\{0})) x (ByrNe®r (£\{0})). Then, and the fact that the number
of pairs e~07¢;, e~ &, € Bog N (&£ \ {0}) is controlled by CR* yield

#Ti < CR DG (6.19)
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for a universal C' > 0. We write DCl - {zj ,yJT} for some M7 € N. We claim that there is

a universal ¢’ > 0 such that for o = ¢/n=°

there exist j,k,1 € {1,..., Mr} pairwise distinct such that 2, z] € BQ(.Z‘?). (6.20)

Assume that, on the contrary, g is such that each B,(z}) \ {2} contains at most one point

{x-T}MT. Then, it is elementary to see that we can choose {xT}(MT/ﬂ C {ij}]]ViTl such that

B2 (Z1) N Bg/g(xk) =0 for j,k € {1,...,[Mr/2]}, j # k. This along with (6.14), (6.15), and
2[Mr /2] > #D%1 < implies

[Mr/2]
M 4 32T
#4DS % <2[ T] <= Z# 0X7 N By(37)) < —#8XT <22t
co
From #TT > 5T (see Step 1), and the choice R = ¢/n in Step 4 we then get o < ¢/n~°/2
for a umverbal ¢’ > 0. The assertion of (6.20) is thus guaranteed for o = ¢/n~°. This concludes
Step 5.

Step 6: Conclusion. We denote the three atoms identified in (6.20) by x1, 2%, 23 (for convenience,
we use a different notation and labeling), and denote by yi,y?,4; the corresponding points such

. . T ~T
that (z9,y]) € D% 2 for j € {1,2,3}. In particular, recall that
ot — 2|, Joy —ai], |2} - 2] < 2. (6.21)

By the definition of Dgl < , there exist (2, yd), (22, 932), (23, y3) such that |2] — 33;| = |yl — y%\ =1,
(T =) —y), and ¢I = 2} —y} for j € {1,2,3}. Now for each j, the four points {7, z},y3,y]} form
a quadrilateral (possibly self 1ntersect1ng) with two edges of length one and two edges oriented in
¢ and ¢I', respectively. Now there are two cases to consider: (a) ¢ = (I and (b) (I # (T

Case (a): We have that x1 — yi = x5 — yd, where z} — y} = e®rv; and x2 Y = €07 vy for

v1,v2 € (£ \ {0}) N Bag. Then erv, = e“’TvQ and thus - holds for vT = v, and vy = vo
with |vf|, [v;| < 2R = 2¢/7.

Case (b): Note that two of the three quadrilaterals {x{,mé, yg,y{}, j € {1,2,3}, are necessarily
translates of each other. In fact, there are only two different quadrilaterals (up to translation) with
fixed order of the sides, prescribed side-length 1 of two opposite edges, and prescribed length and
orientation of the other two edges, see Figure

Fi1GURE 12. The two possible quadrilaterals in Step 6, where &7, &> are given unlike
vectors and v; 1,v2,1, V1 2, V2,2 denote the possible sides of length 1.

Without restriction, assume that the quadrilaterals for j = 1 and j = 2 are translates of each
other. Then we get #} — z} = 22 — 22. We write 2] = €7 (b] + 777) and a7 = €7 (b}, + 7;) for
suitable b],b% € £ for j € {1,2}. (Note that the lattice vectors depend on T' which we do not
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include in the notation for convenience.) Then 2! —z} = 22— 22 implies e (bl —b2) = 7 (b —b2).

Since z1 # 22 we have b} — b? # 0 and thus also b} — b3 # 0, and therefore

bl — b2

bl — b3

Due to (6.21)), we obtain |b} —b?| = |z — 22| < 20 and, since |b] —b?| = |bd —b2|, also |b} —b2| < 2.

As we clearly also have b} — b3,b3 — b3 € £, we derive that (6.12) holds for v} := b} — b7 and

vg 1= by — b3 with |vf|, [vr| < 20 = 2¢'n75. As explained below (6.12)), (6.12) implies (6.4), and
]

therefore the proof is concluded.

ci(07—67) _

7. CELL FORMULA PART II: RELATION OF CONVERGING AND FIXED BOUNDARY VALUES

In this final section about cell formulas we show that converging boundary conditions as in the
cell formula @, see (4.1)), can be replaced by fixed boundary values. Moreover, we show Proposition
and the properties of ¢ stated in Theorem We introduce the auxiliary function

_ I y y
(2", 27, v) := liminf T inf { By (X7, Q%(yr)): yr € R?, Xr = Z(zF) on (“)fEQT(yT)} (7.1)

T—400

for z* € Z and v € S!. The main goal of this section is to prove the following two statements.
Lemma 7.1. For each zt, 2~ € Z and v € S' there holds

Ot 27 v) =@z, 27, v). (7.2)
Moreover, for z* = (0%,7%,1) € Z with {(z,y) € L(2%) x L(27): |z —y| = 1} = 0, we have
P27, 27,V) = Qhex (e—z‘9+y) + nex (7% v).
Proposition 7.2. For every 27,2~ € Z, v € St, and every sequence {yr}r € R? there evists

p(zt,27,v) = TEI}SOO % min { E1 (X7, Q% (yr)): Xr = Z(z%) on 8%@%(3”)} (7.3)

and is independent of {yr}r. In particular, we get ¢ = @, and the statement of Proposition
holds.

We point out that Lemmal[7.1] Proposition[7.2} and Lemma[4.1] conclude the proof of Proposition
Subsection [7.1]is devoted to the proof of Lemma Afterwards, in Subsection we show
Proposition (which particularly yields Proposition and we prove further properties of the
density ¢ stated in Theorem [2.5] Then, all proofs of our main results announced in Subsection [2.3|
are concluded.

7.1. Converging and fixed boundary values. This subsection is devoted to the proof of Lemma
By definition it is clear that ®(2%, 27, v) < ¢(27,27,v) forall 2+, 2~ € Z and v € S*. To see
(7.2)), it therefore suffices to prove the opposite inequality

Ozt 27, v) > (2, 27, v). (7.4)

Moreover, we observe that if 2 = 0 or 2= = 0, then Lemma i) and the continuity of ppex
imply ®(z%,27,v) = @(z%,27,0) = prex(e7v), where 6 is the angle corresponding to z* or
27, respectively. Therefore, it suffices to treat the case z* = (%, 7%,1) € Z. To this end, it
is crucial that converging boundary values as in can be replaced by fixed ones. We split
the analysis into two steps by first addressing the rotations and then the translations. We start
with the rotations. In view of Lemma we may without restriction assume that 67 — 0~ € G,
since otherwise ® (27, 27,7) > @pex (67 ) + ppex (e 1) and follows from Lemma ii).
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Lemma already implies that the difference of rotations 6 — 65 is constant in 7. The next
lemma shows that also 0; and 67 can be chosen to be constant.

Lemma 7.3 (Fixed rotations). Consider & = (0%,75,1) € Z such that 05 — 05 = 0t — 6~ for
all T > 0 for some 07,0~ € A and 05 — 0F. Letv € Sl. Then, there holds

hmlnf— inf {E1 (XT, QT(yT)): yr € R, Xp = J(zqi«) on BliQ%(yT)}

T—4o01’

> gglfg = inf { By (X7, Q% (yr)): yr € R?, X7 = L(37) on 07 Q4% (yr)},

where 23 = (0%, 75, 1).
We defer the proof and proceed with the properties of translations. Again consider z* =

(6%,7%,1) € Zwith 6T —60~ € Ga. Recall by (6.2)) that there holds 0T =07) — oL forvy, v € ZNC
with |v1| = |va|. We consider the coincidence site lattice

LN L = {ja+kb: jk €L}, (7.5)
where a,b € e L Me? L are spanning vectors of minimal length. Then, for later purposes, we
define the fundamental parallelogram of e LNt by

P9+797 = {/\1a+)\2b: 0< A <1,0< A < 1} (76)

We will use the following uniform closedness property of the set of touching points between se-
quences of translates of two perfect lattices.

Lemma 7.4 (Closedness of touching points). Consider 2= = (0%, 7F ) € Z forn € N and

?n?

2F = (0%,7%,1) € Z such that 07 — 0~ € Gy and 7.F —)Ti. Forxe.,iﬂ( ), y € L(z7) we set
wf =t () e L), yp =yt (1 —T) €L ().

Then, there is an ng € N such that for all n > ng and all x € L(2), y € L(27) the following
implications are verified:

() |[z—yl <1l = |of -y, | <1 and (i) |z—y|>1 = |z} —y,| > 1.
In particular, |z} —y | =1 for some n > ng implies |x —y| = 1.

We again defer the proof and now proceed with the proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[71] Let z*,z= € Z, v € S'. Recalling the discussion at the beginning of the
subsection, we note that it suffices to show inequality (7.4). Moreover, we can assume that 2E =
(6%,7%,1) and that 0T — 0~ € G,.

Let {Xr}r be an optimal sequence for ® with corresponding centers {yr}r of the cubes, i.e.,

lim inf —El (X7, Q% (yr)) = ®(2%, 27, v) < +o0. (7.7)
T—+oo T’
By applying Lemma we can suppose that X7 = X+UX_ with XjE C X(ZT) and X7 = Z(z )
on 6 Q% (yr), where z% = (0%,7’71 ,1) = z*. By (6.4) and Lemma [7 . 7.3| we can also assume that
0F = 0F for all T. We distinguish the two cases (a) {( Y ELEN)x L) jlzx—y|l=1}=10
and (b) {(z,y) € L(=*) x L(z7): |z —y| = 1} £ 0.
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Case (a): {(z,y) € L(T) x L(z7): |r —y| = 1} = 0. By Lemma we can assume that
{(z,y) € L(2F) x L(27): |x—y| =1} =0 for all T. Thus, we get N'(2) N X, =0 for all z € X
and viceversa. Therefore, by (2.3)) we obtain

_ o1 v o 1 v 1 -

(=", ) = liminf Z By (Xr, Q4 (yr) = lminf (B2 (X5, Q5 (ur)) + ZB0 (X7 Q5 (ur) ).
Note that XF = Z(2%) = ZL(0%, 75, 1) on Q4 (yr) and XE = 0 on 7 Q4(yr). By Lemma
i), the energy on each sublattice X on X, can be estimated separately, and we obtain

D27, 27,1) > Phex (67i0+1/) + Phex (671‘9_ 1/). (7.8)

Then, Lemmaii) and imply (2, 27,v) > @(zT, 27, v) and p(2", 27, V) = Qhex (67i0+1/)+
Pnex (e77 V). This concludes the proof of in case (a). We also point out that the property
stated below ) holds. (In case 0 — 0~ ¢ Gy, is immediate from (6.3).)
Case (b): {(z, y) € ZL(zh) x f( Bk |x —y| =1} # 0. Our goal is to construct a new competitor
Xr = X} U Xy such that XE ¢ Z(2%), XE = Z(2%) on aliQ%+22(yT), and

Ey (XT, Q% 122(yr)) < By (X1, Q% (yr)) + C. (7.9)
Once this is established, by and we clearly get

P2t

B 1 , |
) = i 7 (5 03 0) 2 ity

—+oo

2E1 (XTa Qljl“+22(yT)) > @(ZJra 27,v).
To construct XT, we first extend Xt to XT by
Xr on Q7 10(yr) \ Ar,

Xr=q2(z) on{e: + e —yr) 220N (Qyay(yr) \ (Q410(yr) UA)),  (7.10)
0 on Ar U (R*\ Q% 34(y7)),
where Az = QY (yr + (T/2)v) U Q%o (yr — (T/2)vH) U ({|2: (v,2 — yr)| < 22\ Q410(yr))- By

definition, we get Ey(Xr) < +oo since |z —y| > 1 for all z,y € XT, x # y. Note that we can write
Xp = XFUX,, where XE € Z(2%) and X = Z(23F) on 9F Q%492 (yr). We claim that

Ey (XTaQT+32(yT)) < By (X7, Q% (yr)) + C. (7.11)

In fact, if there exists © € Xy NQY (yr) such that #(N (z)NX7) < #(N(2) N X7), then necessarily
x € (Ar)1 N Q% (yr). However, L2((Ar N Q% (yr))2) < C and therefore, due to Lemma V), we
get

#{x € Xr N Q4% (yr): #WN(2) N X7) < #N(z)NX7)} < C. (7.12)

In a similar fashion, if z € Xp N (QF 1 52(yr) \ Q% (yr)) such that #(N(z) N X7) < 6, then

necessarily € (Ar)1 N Q% 55(yr). Thus, again by Lemma v)7 only a bounded number of

atoms in Q4 45 (y7r) \ Q% (yr) independently of T has less than six neighbors. This along with
i

and ([2.3) yields .
Let us now define X7. We recall the notation in and define Xp = X}' U X; by
X; = ()A(;: +etf” (rt —7)), X, = (XT_ +e? (17 —17)).
For convenience, we denote the atoms of X by {xzf}j and the corresponding atoms of Xt by
(@Y, e, & = ol + eif* (r* —7E) if 2}, € XE . By and the choice of X, it is obvious
that XF € £(2F) and X& = Z(z%) on aliQ%HQ(yT) for T large enough. Here, the extension
Xr = Z(E) on {z: + (v,x —yr) >2}N (QF 4 34(yr) \ (QF 4 10(yr) U Ar)) is crucial in order to
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ensure that these boundary conditions hold for Xp. (The value 2 is for definiteness only. Every
value less than 5 works, provided T is sufficiently large.) To show (7.9), we prove

Eq (XT,QI%Jer(yT)) < E (XTanf+32(?JT))~
Then, the result follows from (7.11]). To this end, we need to check the following for large T':
(i) |o) —ak|=1 = |7 —ik|=1, and (i) |#, — 2% >1forall j,k,j#k (7.13)
In fact, due to (7.13))(ii), Xr is a configuration with finite energy. Moreover, (7.13)(i) shows that
zh € N(2%,) implies 7% € N (i7.), and therefore the energy can only decrease, see (2.3)).

Let us finally check (7.13]). If both atoms are in )A(IT or X}' , then it is clear by the definition
of Xr that 2%, — 2% = 3. — &%, which gives (i) and (ii) due to (7.7) and (7-1I). Otherwise, if
#, € X7 and zk € X or vice versa, (i) follows from Lemma 7.4, whereas (ii) follows from Lemma

T4, (7 and (1. 0

To conclude the proof of Lemma it remains to give the proofs of Lemmas [7.3] and [7.4]

Proof of Lemma[T.9 Let zE = (0F,75,1) € Z and v € S! be given as in the statement.
Step 1: Rotation to boundary conditions with fized rotation angles. Choose yr € R2? and X7 C R2
satisfying X = Z(2%) on 0F Q% (§r) such that

By(X7, Q4 (7)) < inf {E1 (X7,Q%(yr)): yr € R?, Xp = Z(25F) on 07 Q% (yr)} + 1/T. (7.14)
We define X5t := ei(0F =07 Xy, vp = € 0+ —0f ™y, Yot = ei(aJr*a;r)g]T, and 2t = (Gi T;E, ).

Then, by Lemmal3.1{i) and 6 — 67 = 6+ —0~ for all T, there holds X" = .Z(5) on 97 Q4 (yi")
and

Ey (X1, Q7(5r)) = Ex (X5, Q7 (yF"))
> inf {E1 (XT,QT (yT)): yr € R?, Xp = j(g«qﬂf) on 5‘fc ;T(yT)}
for all T' > 0. Therefore, in view of ([7.14)), to show the statement it suffices to prove

%glinoi‘ — mf {El (XT, QFF (yT)) cyr €R% Xp = 92”(2%) on af[Q;T (yT)}

> lim inf - Linf {E1 (X7, Q% (yr)): yr € R?, X = Z(2F) on 0{ Q% (yr)}.  (7.15)
——4o0

Note that the difference of the two formulas lies only in the fact that v is replaced by v, where
vr —vas T — +oo.

Step 2: Proof of (7.15)). Fix ¢ > 0 and let 7' > 0 be sufficiently large such that [vp —v| <. We
choose §ir € R? and X C R? satisfying X7 = Z(23) on 9 Q47 (§r) such that

Ey (X7, Q4 (7)) < inf { By (X7,Q% (yr)): yr € R%, Xp = L(55) on 07 Q47 (yr)} + 4. (7.16)
Recall (2.4) and (2.5). We set Ts = (1 + 26)T and define

T, . T T T Lo I
Af = <[3JT - 51/%;% 25 VL} U |:yT + 5 Svriir + ;VL]> \ (anTé (gr) U 0y Qr, (Z/T)>,
kTS

where £ > 1 is chosen sufficiently large later. We define the configuration X7 C R? by
) Xr i QF (i),
Xr =40 in A3\ Q7 (1), (7.17)
L(e7) in{x: £ (v, (x —gr)) 251\ (AR U QT (§r)).
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Here, x > 1 is chosen large enough (independently of T) such that |z —y| > 1 for all 2,y € X7,
x # 5. In principle, |z — y| < 1 may occur for points z € X N QY (§r) and y € R?2\ Q47 (gr) if
z € Q7 (yr) \ Q7 5(9r), £(vr, (x —yr)) > =5 and (v, (y — gr)) < —5, but for x big enough
such pairs of points are contained in Aj.

We note that 81iQ%5 (97) N QY% (gr) = 0 for T large enough since vy — v as T — +oo. Thus,

by construction we get Xy = & (2%) on 8?62515 (gr) for T sufficiently large. Therefore, we obtain

inf { By (X7, Q% (yr)) : yr € R?, Xo = L(27) on 07 Q% (yr)} < By (Xo, Q% (5r)).  (7.18)
We claim that

Ey(X7, Q4. (i) < Br(Xr, Q¥ (1)) + CrdT (7.19)

for a universal C' > 0. We defer the proof of this estimate to Step 3 below and conclude the proof

of (7.15)). Dividing (7.19)) by T5 and letting T' — +o0, we derive

R
ggggfiic&uanﬂ)sgggng4X¢7szﬂ)+c%&

This along with (7.16) and (7.18)), and the fact that § > 0 was arbitrary shows (7.15)). It thus
remains to prove (|7.19)
Step 3: Proof of (7.19). We divide the proof into the two estimates

Ey (X7, Q4 (1)) < By (X7, Q4 (§r)) + CKIT, (7.20)
EAX%Qﬁ@ﬂ\Q”@ﬂ)SCMﬂ (7.21)

for a umversal C > 0. Clearly, ([7.20)—(7.21]) and Lemma iv) imply ([7.19| - We first prove
Recall by (7.17)) and the boundary Values of X that Xp = XT in Q7" , Q7L (1) \(AF\ QYT (51)).- Thus

z € QF (yT) can have less neighbors in X than in X7 only if z € (A3)1 N (QYT (5ir) \ Q4o (7))
As dlam(A‘s) < Ck4T and therefore £2(((A3)1 N (Q4F (1) \ Q47 5 (r)))1) < C’H:(ST, this implies
by Lemma [3.1(v) that a number of atoms = € Q7T (yT) bounded by CkdT have less neighbors
in XT than in Xp. This shows 7.20) by ([2.3] . To see , again due to , all atoms
ze Xpn (Q7, (97) \ (QF (Jr) U (AT) ) have six nelghbors Hence, their energy contribution is
zero. As Xp =0 in A3\ Q;T (gr) and L2(((A%)1 \ A%)1) < OkST, this implies, as before, that

4 (% 0 ((A)) N Q% (5) \ Q4 (5r)) < CL2(((AF)1 \ A})y) < o,
Again in view of (2.3), this implies (7.21]) and concludes the proof. a

Proof of Lemma[74} Suppose first that y € Pp+ g with Py+ o- defined in (7.6). Then (i) follows
from =} — z, y, — y, and the observation that there are only finitely many pairs (z,y) €
L(z1) x (Py+ g- N ZL(z7)) with |z — y| < 1. The same argument applies to show that (ii) holds
true for all pairs (z,y) € ((Py+ 9-)3 NZL(2T)) X (Pp+ g- N ZL(27)) for large n. Choosing n so big
that also |7f — 7F| < 1 gives (ii) for all (z,y) € L(27) x (Py+ g- N L(27)).

Now, consider a general y € Z(z7). One finds v € e e £ such that y—v € Pyt g
The assertion then follows by applying the special case described above to x — v and y — v,
and by observing that (zr — v)} = 2z} — v and (y —v),, = y, — v. Finally, the implication
|z}t —y, | =1= |z —y| =1 follows from (i) and (ii) by contraposition. O
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7.2. Well definedness and properties of the energy density . This final subsection is
devoted to the proofs of Proposition [7.2] and Theorem Our proofs in this subsection follow
standard strategies. Due to the discrete character of our model, however, careful constructions
are needed. As a preliminary step, we show that in the sequence T' — 400 can be chosen
independently of the centers of the cells.

Proposition 7.5. For each 27,27 € Z and v € S' there exists a sequence {T}}; such that
Tj — +00 as j — +oo and for all {y;}; C R? there holds

1
7 min {Ey (X, Q4 ()1 X = L(=%) on 07 Q4 (u))} < @(=F,27.0) +,
J

where {n;}; C (0,400) is a null sequence which depends on z* and v, but is independent of {y;};.

Proof. First, if 2t = 0 or 2~ = 0, the statement follows from Lemma i) and the definition of
@ in for any sequence {T;};. Now consider z* = (9%, 7%,1). If 7 — 6~ ¢ G,, the statement
follows from Lemma (ii), , and Lemma for any sequence {T};};. Therefore, it remains
to treat the case 8t — 9~ € G,.

Consider a sequence S; — +o0o, {z;}; C R? and configurations {X;}; C R? satisfying X; =
ZL(2%) on 8ngj (x) such that

_ - 1 v
Bzt 2 ,y)zjgxfoo EEI(Xj7QSj(xj)). (7.22)

By Lemma it is not restrictive to assume that X; C £ (2%) for all j € N. Our goal is to find a
sequence [; — 1 such that for all {y;}; there are configurations {X;}; C R? satisfying X; = Z(2%)
on 81in”ij (y;) such that

Ey (Xjanjsj (y;)) < By (X;5,Q%,(z5)) +C (7.23)

for a constant C' > 0 only depending on z* and v. Once this is achieved, we obtain the statement
as follows: we introduce the sequence Tj := 1,5}, divide (7.23) by T}, and use (|7.22)) to get

1 1 -
ijin{El(Xa Q%(yj))i X =2(z") on 8?@5} ()} < EE1(Xj,QleSj(yj))

1 C
< @El (Xjanj (x])) + TJ

< (p(zjiz*’y) +77j7

where {n;}; is a null sequence only depending on z",z7,v, and {7}};, but independent of the
centers {y;};.

Consider any sequence of centers {y;};. We now construct X; and confirm (7.23). We choose
gj € (ZL(zt)NZL(z7)) + z; such that |y; — ;| < k, where k := |a| + |b| + 5 only depends on the
spanning vectors a, b in (7.5)), but is independent of j. Let I; := 14 4k/S;. We set

S, 1;S; S; 1;S,
Aj = ({yj;u%ng]zﬂ]) U ({ijr;l/J‘;ijrgjul‘}) .
4K 4K
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Note that afiQ;’ij (yj) N Q%,(7;) = 0 since S;l; — Sj = 4k, |y; — §;| < k, and £ > 5. We define
X; C R? by

) Xj+7;—x; in Q% (y;)\ 4,
X;j=40 in A;\ (07 Q7 s, (y;) U0y QF s, (y5)),
L(z%) in ({£(v, 2 —y;) =5} \ (45 UQY%,(5;))) VI QY s, (u):
By definition, X 4 attains the correct boundary conditions, and therefore it remains to check .
First, as 2; —9; € L(27)NL(27) and X; = Z (%) on Blngj (2;), we observe that X; = .Z(2%)
on (8%@5)_ (77) N Q%,(5;)) \ A;. This along with the definition of A; implies |z — y| > 1 for all
T,y € Xj, r # y, and thus E; (Xj, Q;’jsj (yj)) < +o00. Moreover, by Lemma i) we obtain

B (X, Q%,(15) < Br(X;, Q5 (w))) + C. (7.24)
Here, the extra term C > 0 is due the fact that we take into account the interactions of points
zeX;N Q%,(5;) N (A;)1 . Since L2((Aj)2) < Cy, for C,; depending only x and El(X ) < 400, by

Lemma V) the cardinality of these points can be controlled by C,. Then, by (2.3 we indeed
get 1-) Additionally, there holds

By (X, Qf s, () \ @5, ) <, (7.25)

where C' again only depends on . In fact, all points « € Xjﬂ(Q;’ij (yj)\ng (9;)) with dist(z, A;) >
1 Satisfy #N (z) = 6 and therefore they do not contribute to the energy. Again due to Lemma
the cardlnahty of x € X with dlSt(:E A;) <1 can be estimated by C,. This gives .
Now 7.25) along with Lemma 1f(iv) 1mply . This concludes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition[7.4 We first show that, once . has been estabhshed the result in Propo—
sition [2.2] n 2| follows. Indeed, given zo € R? and p > 0, estimate 6)) readily follows from ) for
the sequence of centers yr = (T/p)zo and a scaling argument, see Proposition ii) for e = ,0/ T,
A=T/p, and A = Q) (o).

It remains to prove (7.3). Let z* € Z, v € S!, and a sequence {yr}r C R? be given. In view of
the definition of ¢, see ([7.1)), it suffices to show

lim sup % min { E1 (X7, Q% (yr)): X1 = ZL(2F) on 8?@5«(1/71)} <@zt 27, v). (7.26)

T—4oc0

Step 1: Comparison via construction. Consider 1 < S < T. Without restriction, we can assume
that S € {T}};, where {T}}, is the sequence identified in Proposition|7. For simplicity, if S = T},
we will write 7)s instead of 7, for the null sequence given by Pr0p051t10n Define Ng 1 := |T/S].
For j € {1,...,Ngr} we set z; = yr + (=T/2 — S/2 + jS)v+. We choose X; C R? such that
X, = .f(zi) on dEQ%(x;) and
Ei(X;, Q4())) = min {E1 (X, Q4(x;)): X = ZL(2%) on 97 Q5(w)} < S(p(=,27,v) +ZS)’7)
7.2

where the inequality follows from Proposition For j = 1,...,Ngr, we introduce the set
Aj = QYy(x; + (S/2)vH) U QY (z; — (S/2)vt) and let X7 be defined by

Xj in Qg<xj) \Aja je {L“-aNS,T}v
Xr =140 in {z: [(v,z —yr)| <5} \ Q7
L(*) e £ a—yr) 25\ Q"
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where for brevity we have set Q* := UNS 7 (Q%(x4) \ Aj). Note that X = Z(2%) on 0F QY- (yr).
For an illustration of the construction, we refer to Figure [I3] We will show that

By (Xr. Q4(yr)) < [T/S) S(p(=". 2 v) +ns) + CT/S + CS (7.28)

for a universal constant C' > 0. Once this is achieved, we divide by T, take first the limsup as
T — 400, and then the limit as S — 4oo (with S chosen from the sequence {T}}; given by
Proposition [7.5). As ng — 0, this yields (7.26]) and thus the statement of the proposition.

A-

T T

F1GUurE 13. Illustration of the construction for the existence of the limit on the
left as well as the convexity in the third variable on the right. On the white region
X7 = .%(27), on the light gray region X7 = .£(27), and on the dark gray region
X1 = (. The dark gray cubes, that are cut out in order to ensure that X has finite
energy, are illustrated on the left, but they are also present in the construction
on the right. In the gray cubes, we set Xr equal to the minimizer with boundary
conditions .Z(z%). For illustration purposes, we suppose that w = 0 in .

Step 2: Proof of (7.28). It remains to prove (7.28)). First, by construction, the definition of A;,
and the boundary values of the configurations X, we get |z —y| > 1 for all z,y € X¢, z # y, and
therefore E(Xr) < +00. By Lemma iv) and ([7.27)) there holds

B (X Qlyr) = Y B(Xr,Q5(ap) + (X1, Q4 \ ) @%(2)) (7.29)

<|T/S] (S(@(ﬁ, 27, V) +1g) + C) - E(XT, Q7 (yr) \ Ujvj; Qg(l'j)>.

Here, the addend C in the brackets is due to the fact that there may be z € Xp N Q%(x;) with
more neighbors in X; than in Xp. This, however, can only occur for atoms in z € Q%(z;) such
that z € (0Q%(z;))e N {y: (y — xj,v) = 0})¢. Since E(Xr) < 400, we can apply Lemma v)
and get that their cardinality is controlled by some universal constant C'.

It remains to estimate the energy outside the union of the smaller cubes. We claim that

(XT,QT yr) \U T QY x])) <08, (7.30)
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To see this, note that an atom x € X1 N (Q%(yr) \ ?’:SiT Q%(x;)) can contribute to the energy
only if [(z — yr,v)| < 6. Since E(Xr) < 400, applying Lemma [3.1|v), we obtain

Nsr
#o e Xrn (@) \U ) @5(@): e —yrv)| <6} <C(T-S7/8) < CS,
where T'— S|T/S] controls the 1ength of the rightmost dark gray reglon in the left part of Figure

. In view of (| .7 this implies (7.30). Combining (7 and we obtain , which

concludes the proof. O

As a final preparation for the proof of Theorem we characterize the translations of lattices
with touching points. To this end, we introduce the following notation: for given § = 7 — 0~ €
Ga, we say 0 rt i s a good translation and write et i ¢ Gr(0), whenever
(t7,77) € T? are such that there exist x € (0T, 7+,1) and y € L(0~,77,1) with |z — y| = 1.
(By rotational invariance this does indeed only depend on the difference § = 67 — 0~.)

Lemma 7.6 (Properties of translations). Suppose that 0 = 61 —0~ € Go. Then Gr(0) is contained
in a finite union (of arcs) of spheres of radius 1, namely

U 8Bly—x)

where the union is taken over the all ¥’ € e“’ LN (Pp+g-)5 and y' € € L N Pyr -, where
Py+ o- is the fundamental parallelogram defined in (7.6)). (Recall also notation (2.4)).

Proof. Consider z € £(0",77,1) and y € Z(0,77,1) with |z — y| = 1. We find a shifting
vector v € " Z Ne® L such that ¥ =y —v — e 77 € ¢ ZnN Py+ g-. By defining

-0+ - N+
=x—v—e? 1t el L we clearly get

l=|y—z|= ’(y' —a') - (eie+7+ - ei‘ng_)’.
The latter identity along with |7%| < v/3 < 2 (see (2.8)) yields 2’ € e 2 n (Py+ 9~ )5 as well as
e Tt — e 1= € OBy (y — a'). O

We close this subsection with the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[2.5. Proof of (1),(il). The proof of (i) follows from the definition of ¢ and Lemma
i). For (ii), we use Lemma ii) to obtain the inequality

1 - 1 o— . .
3 Phex (6—19+I/) + 3 Phex (e"g v) <o(z,27,1) < Pnex (6—19+I/) + Phex (e_“g V) (7.31)
for all (z%,27) € (Z2\ {0})?, 27 # 2. By Lemma ¢ = ® (see Lemma [7.1{ and Proposition
[7.2), Lemma and the definition of Gr(#™ — 67), the inequality in ((7.31]) can be strict only if
0t — 60~ € Gy and € 1+ — ¢ = € Gp(8+ — 67). Clearly, Go C A is countable, see (6.2), and
Gr(6F —67) C R? is contained in a finite union of spheres by Lemma
Proof of (iii). Let v1,v5 € St, XA € (0,1). Our goal is to prove

ozt 27 A+ (1= M) < dp(z, 27, 01) + (1= Ne(zh, 27, ). (7.32)

Avi+(1—=N)ve

Assume that Ay + (1 — X)ve # 0 (otherwise the statement is trivial) and define v = o (=na] €

S!. By the positive 1-homogeneity of o, (7.32)) is equivalent to
50(2+7 277 V) S )\190(Z+5 277 Vl) + )\QCP(ZJra 277 V2)7 (733)
where A\; = \)\ul—&-(i\—)\)vﬂ ,Ag = |>\u1+1(zi>\)u2\ > 0. In the following, we will prove ([7.33).
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Step 1: Convexity via construction. We construct competitors for the problem (2%, 27, v), and
refer to Figure for an illustration. Fix n € N such that A\;, Ao < n/2. Let 1 < S < T. As
before, we assume that S € {T}};, where {T}}; is the sequence identified in Proposition For
simplicity, if S = T}, we will write g instead of nr; for the null sequence given by Proposition

Define N;(S,T) := |\;(T — (10n +5)S)/(nS)] for j € {1,2}. In the following, the indices 1, j,
and k are always chosen from j € {1,2}, i € {0,...,N;(S,T)}, and k € {0,...,n — 1} without
further notice. As usual, the orthonormal vectors to v, 11, 15 obtained by clockwise rotation about
7/2 are denoted by v+, vi-, vy, respectively. From v = A\jv; + Aav and the definition of N, (S, T)
we get

N1 (S, T)vir 4+ No(S, T)vy = Mt —w, (7.34)

where M = (T — (10n+5)S)/(nS) and w = a1vi- + aqry- for suitable 0 < ay, ap < 1, in particular,
|w] < 2. We set

2 ?

2" = (= T/2+55+S(M +10)k) v +iSvit,  af" =g + 550t +iSus,

and let X f * © R? be defined as a minimizer of the problem

min {El (X,Q3 (:czk)) : X = Z(2F) on 07QY (xfk)} . (7.35)
We recall notation (2.4)—(2.5) and define
n—1 n—2
1..10 1,k L2k 2,k oLkl 2n—1 T 1
U= ([-3vz"]), U U (=8, sy 20" 1), U U (ENas.ry @0 1), Y ([@hnismy 5771 o
k=0 k=0

where xk > 1 is chosen later. Note that U consists of 2n + 1 tubular neighborhoods of segments

whose maximal length is bounded by C'S. (Apart from the segment [z?\}:(ng); L4, this follows

directly from the choice of the points z7"* and (7.34). For [w?\,:(ng), L4, it follows from x?\}:(;?T) =
(=T/2+ S(M +10)n) v+ — Sw = (T/2—5S) vt — Sw, where |w| < 2.) We also observe that Q% \
(Ui ik Q3 (z] FYUU) consists of two connected components. The connected component intersecting
0 Q% is denoted by A and the other one is denoted by A~. Note that the cubes ng (xfk) do
not intersect &% Q4. We introduce the sets A7* = Q72 («7* + (S/2)vi ) U@ (z2F — (5/2)v;") and
let X7 be defined by
XM in QY (a1 \ A,
Xr=1{0 in (U (U @2 @H U0 Q4 U0FQY) ) LU, AT, (7.36)
Z(z%) in ATUIEQY.

For an illustration of the sets and the configuration X7 we refer to Figure Clearly, we have
X = Z(2%) on 0FQ4.

Step 2: Energy estimate on Xp. We now estimate the energy of Xp. First, due to the boundary
conditions Xg’k = Z(2%) on £ QY (xzk), one can check that for k big enough there holds |x —y| >
1 for all z,y € Xp, x # y and therefore F;(Xr) < +00. We now prove the following two sub-
estimates

E (XT, (AT UA~ UaF Q4 Uar Q) N Q;) < CnsS (7.37)
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and

: AT
B (Xr U, @) 0 (U 0 @7 UaT Q) < Z; S (e, 27 1) +1s) +C).

(7.38)

where {ns}s denotes a sequence with ng — 0 as S — +o0.

Proof of (7.37] - For x € X7 N (AT U A~ U0 Q4% Uy QY) N QY such that dist(z,U) > 1, there
holds #M (z) = 6. This follows from the boundary conditions of X7"* on every cube QY (a7™)
and the fact that X7 = .Z(2%) in AT U d;fQ¥%. Therefore, in order to obtain (737), it suﬁices
to estimate the cardinality of the atoms z € Xr lying in (U)l. As U consists of 2n + 1 tubular
neighborhoods of segments whose length is bounded by C'S, we get £2((U)2) < CnS. Therefore,

employing Lemma v), we obtain #(X7 N (U)1) < CnS. By (2.3) this implies (7.37).
Proof of (7.38): In view of (7.36)), in order to obtain (7.38)), it suffices to estimate the energy
contribution of atoms in (J; ; ,(Q (z7%)\ A2%). For each i, j, k, there holds X7 = £(2%) on
(8@?( ) \ {z: +(z -2y ;) < Ck}

Wlth a constant C' > 0 only depending on v1,v2 and v. This shows that the cardinality of X7 N

G (2% N ((AP%), U (U)1), which contains all atoms z € Xr N Q¥ (z") for which possibly
#(N(x) N Xr) < #(N(x) N X7*), is uniformly controlled due to Lemma [3.1(v). We thus obtain
E(X7,Q¢ (xfk)) < E(Xf’k,ng (mfk)) + C by (2.3). Thus, using (7.35]), Proposition and
Proposition [7.5] we get

E(Xr, Q¢ (+1") < B(X]*, Q5 (21%)) + C < (0", 27 0) +s) +C. (7.39)

For j € {1,2}, we find

#{(i,k): i=0,...,N;(S,T), k=0,...,n—1} :nQAJ’(T_(TILOS"M)S)J +1) < %

This along with (|7.39)) yields (7.38]).

Step 3: Conclusion. Noting that
min {El(X7 Qr): X = ,,Z(zi) on 8#@%} < By (Xr,Q7),
and using (7.37)—(7.38) as well as Lemma iv), we have
min { By (X, Q%): X = Z(z%) on 0F Q%Y < MT(p(zF,27,11) +ns) + CMT/S
+ XT (p(z", 27, 10) + ns) + CAT/S + CnS.

Dividing by T, letting first T — +oco, and then S — +o00, we obtain (7.33)) by Proposition
where we also use g — 0. This concludes the proof of (iii).

Proof of (iv). Let z* = (0%,7%,1), v € S', and # € A. Our goal is to prove
e((O0T+0,77,1),(07 +6,77,1),e" ) = (07, 77,1),(07,77,1),v). (7.40)

Due to Proposition n 7.2] for every T > 0 we can choose X1 C R?, such that Xp = .Z((0%,7%,1))
on 97 QY. and such that

. 1 y _
Tl—lg-loo TEl (XT, QT) = <p((9+, 1), (07,77, 1), V). (7.41)
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We set X9 = e Xp. Then X§ = Z((6F + 0,7,1)) on 8#@;9, where vy = v, Applying
Proposition [7.2] Lemma [3.1[i), and (7.41)), we obtain

- B ; o1 v
PO 40,7 10,07 +60,77,1),6%) < limind 725 (XF, Q)

= lim B (X, Q) = pl((07, 75,1, (677, 1).0)

T—+o0

This implies one inequality in (7.40). The other inequality follows by repeating the argument for
(0%, 7%,1) = (0F +0,7F,1), v = €, and § = —0. This concludes the proof of (iv).
Proof of (v). Let 2% = (0*,7%,1), v € S!, and 7 € T. Our goal is to prove

@((9"‘, T+ 4+ e_w+7', 1), (9_, T 4e 0 1),V> = @((9"', 10,0777, 1), V). (7.42)

Due to Proposition for every T > 0 we can choose X7 C R? | such that X7 = Z((6%,7%,1))
on & Q4 and such that (7.41)) holds. We set X7, = X7 + 7. Then X7 = Z((6%, 7% + e*wiT, 1))
on dQ% (7). Applying Proposition Lemma i), and ([7.41)), we get

+ .+ —ifT - = —i0~ s l T v _ : l v
@((0 s T +€ 7-71)7(9 s T +€ T, 1)’1/) S%lr_rz_‘l_rg TEI(XT,QT(T))_TETOO TEl(XT?QT)
= QD((Q+,T+, 1),07,77,1), u).

This yields one inequality of (7.42)). The other inequality follows by repeating the argument for
(6%, 75, 1) = (0%, 7F + e=i0% 7, 1) and 7 = —7. This concludes the proof of (v). O
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