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Abstract

We consider a nonnegative potential W : R? — R invariant under the action of
the rotation group Cy of the regular polygon with N sides, N > 3. We assume that
W has N nondegenerate zeros and prove the existence of a N-junction solution to the
vector Allen-Cahn equation. The proof is variational and is based on sharp lower and
upper bounds for the energy and on a new pointwise estimate for vector minimizers.

1 Introduction

This note concerns entire solutions u : R™ — R™ of the elliptic system
(1.1) Au = Wy (u),

where W : R™ — R is a smooth nonnegative function that satisfies
(1.2) 0=W(a) <W(u), ac A, ueR™\ A,

and A = {ai1,...,an} C R™is a set of N distinct points.

In phase transition theory, a function W that satisfies can be regarded as a
model for the bulk free energy of a system that can exist in N equally preferred phases
represented by the zeros aq,...,an of W.

We focus on minimizers that is solutions u : R™ — R™ of that satisfy

ul?
(1.3) Ja(u+v) > Jo(u), Jo(u)= /Q <W2’ + W(u))dw

for every bounded domain Q C R™ and any C'(Q;R™) map v that coincides with u on
of.

In the scalar case m = 1 there is a relationship [I9] between minimal surfaces and
minimizers of and many deep interesting results [I5], [9] have been obtained in the
process of understanding this relationship.

In the vector case m > 2 the situation is quite different. The lack of basic tools like the
maximum principle makes the description of the set of all bounded solutions of an
almost impossible task. To our knowledge the asymmetric layered solutions constructed
in [I6] is probably the only known minimizer that does not assume any symmetry. On
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the other hand, beginning with the triple junction of [6] and the quadruple junction of
[14] various symmetric solutions with complex geometric structure were discovered (see
[5] and Ch.6 and Ch.7 in [2]).

The simplest case is where W is invariant under a finite reflection group G

(1.4) Wi(gu) =W (u), ueR™, gedq.

and G acts both on the domain space R™ and on the target space R™. The minimization
is on the set of G-equivariant maps

(1.5) u(gx) = gu(x), x€R", g€ G

that map fundamental region F' for the action of G on R” into fundamental region ¢ for
the action of G on R™

(1.6) u(F) C .

For the triple junction case G = Z3, the group of the symmetries of the equilateral triangle,
for the qudruple junction G is the group of the symmetries of a regular tetrahedron.

Restricting to G-equivariant maps that satisfy means minimizing under a con-
straint but the key point here is that it can be shown that the very fact that G is a
finite reflection group implies that the constraint is inactive and does not affect the
Euler-Lagrange equation yielding a solution of that satisfies . This is a basic
fact since a main difficulty one has to face when dealing with the non convex minimization
of Jgq is the lack of a method for determining the regions of the domain where the minimal
solution u of is near to one or another of the zeros of W. Knowing that u satisfies
allows to overcome this difficulty. Indeed, if W has a unique zero in each ®, (1.6
implies that, in each fundamental region F', the minimizer v remains away from all the
zeros of W but one of them. This is a very important fact that, in the analysis of the
structure of u|r, allows to regard W has having a unique zero and, in this sense, to reduce
a non convex problem to a convex one and is the starting point for deriving sharp
pointwise estimates that yield precise information on the geometric structure of .

The scope of this notes is to make a first step toward removing the assumption of
symmetry. We relax the symmetry requirements and consider the problem of the existence
of multi-junction solution in R? which are equivariant with respect to the rotation group
Cn C Zp of the regular polygon with N sides. Cny has order N and N = A coincides
with the number of the minima of W which is assumed to be invariant with respect to
Chn.

Working in the context of maps equivariant with respect to Cy still helps a lot with the
proof of existence but differently from the full reflection group Zy of all the symmetries of
the regular N-gon does not allow to impose and consequently to reduce to a convex
problem. Therefore a completely new technique must be devised. Here the fact that we
work in R? plays an important role.

Our precise assumption are the following

H;, W :R? = R is invariant under Cy

2 _ o2m
(1.7) W) = W), ueR2 w= ( cos FF —smy )
SH].W COSW

where w is the generator of Cly.



Hy W > 0and A = {a,wa,...,a"""'a} for some a € R?\ {0} and the Hessian matrix
Wi (a) is positive definite. Moreover

Wy(u).w >0, for |u| > M, some M > 0.
These assumptions imply the existence of a minimizer % : R — R? of the problem

Ja(@) = min Ja (), JR(U):/R<3|Z;’|2+W(U)>CZS,

(18) VE,

oy = {v € HL . (R;R?) : Egl v(s) =ax, a_ =a, ay € A\ {a}}.
The minimizer u satisfies
(1.9) i = Wy (u).

We can assume that a4 = wa:
lim a(s) =
S, o) =
lim u(s) = wa.
s——+00
Indeed it can be shown that a; ¢ {wa,w 'a} contradicts the minimality of %. On the
other hand if ay = w™'a then wu(—-) connects a to wa.
We prove

Theorem 1.1. Assume that Hy and Hy hold. Then there exists a Cn-equivariant solution
U:R? = R™ of (1.1

(1.10) Ulwz) = wU(z), =€ R2
Moreover there are positive constant Co', k, K and 1 > (ég)Q such that
(1.11) U(z) — a| < Ke k@@ 4 ¢ Q,
where . i
Q={x=z(r,0):r>r, %<0<2ﬁﬁ—%},
r2 r2

(r,0 are the polar coordinates of x).

The solution U in Theorem [I.1]is a C'y-equivariant minimizer in the sense that satisfies
for each Cy-equivariant v. This is a consequence of the fact that U is obtained as
limit of a sequence of G-equivariant minimizers u® : Br — R of J Bp-

Theorem [1.1] can be generalized to the case where different rotation groups act on the
domain space R"™ and on the target space }Rm As before we let w be the generater of the
group Cn, N > 2 acting on R and let w», h = 1,... be the generator of the group Cpx
acting on R™. Then the same proof of Theorem with minor modification, yields

Theorem 1.2. Assume that Hi and Hy hold. Then there exists a classical solution
U:R"™ — R™ of (1.1) with the following properties:

(i) U satisfies the equivariance relation



(i) There are positive constant C,k, K and # > (éi;évﬁ such that
(1.12) |U(z) — a| < Ke #¥®99) 2 < Q,
where . .
Q={z=z(r0):r>r, g<9<;;:[—g}7

This theorem extends the result in [I], [4] to the case of equivariance with respect to
the rotation groups Cn and Cpy for general N and h.

For the classical bistable potential W : R — R, W (u) = (1 —u?)? we have N = 2 and
it is well known that assumptions H; — Hy are satisfied. Then the following theorem can
be regarded as a particular case of Theorem [1.2

Theorem 1.3. For each h = 1,... the scalar Allen-Cahn equation
(1.13) Au=u—u, zcR%

has a classical solution U : R? — R which satisfies the equivariance relation

T _gnI@
(1.14) wwhz) = —u(z), © € R?, wi = ( COSh S ) _
siny  cosy
. N
Moreover there are positive constant C, k, K and 7 > (2(;;3) such that

U(z) + 1| < Ke *d@99) - 4 ¢ Q,

where i i
Q={x=z(r,0):r>r, 5;<9<Z—\(//;}.

From it follows that, if h = 2, the solution U in Theorem is saddle shaped.
Existence of saddle solution of in R? equivariant with respect to Zy, the reflection
group of the symmetries of the square was first established in [§] and generalized to the
case of equivariance with respect to Zan in [I], see also [I7]. Existence and stability of
saddle shaped solutions of in R?" was discussed in [7]. Theorem shows that
minimizing in the larger class of maps obtained by relaxing the symmetry constraint to
the mere equivariance with respect to the rotation subgroup of Zsy still yields a saddle
shaped solution.

We give some sketchy ideas on the complex minimization process that determines a
minimizer u® of J B and the estimates necessary to define U as limit of uf? for R — +o0.

We show that, for each r > 0 sufficiently large, there exists a minimizer u, of

o]

min J,(v), Jy(v) = /0 o (" + W) ds,

in the class of 27r-periodic Cn-equivariant v. This and an accurate estimate on J,(u,)
allow the derivation of sharp lower and upper bounds for the energy Jg, (uf) of uf? (see
Section . A by product of these bounds is the estimate

R 21 )
(1.15) / / | —uf|?rdfdr < C,
0 0 87’
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with C' > 0 independent of R.

Next, in Section we derive a lower bound for the energy J,.(v) of a 27r-periodic map v
which does not satisfy certain structure requirements necessary to be a minimizer of J,(v).
From this lower bound and the lower and upper bounds for .J BR(uR) proved in Section
we obtain that the measure |X| of the set of the r € (0, R) such that the restriction of u'*
to the fiber C, (the circumference of radius r) does not have the structure of u, is small
in the sense that

(1.16) <,

for some C' > 0 independent of R.

For 7 € (0, R) \ ¥ the restriction of u’® to the fiber C, is near u, and therefore has a
layered structure with N layers that by equivariance are equally spaced. This implies that
the layer positions are approximately determined by the value of a single angle 6,. From
(1.15) and ([1.16) it follows that the map (0, R) \ ¥ > r — 6, has some kind of regularity, a
sort of Lipschitz property with jumps (cfr. Section . This and the results from Section
[] imply the existence of certain open sets . such that, see Corollary

e s\%, L={z:|z] € ¥}
(1.17) =
| (z) — a] < %,

where ¢d is a small quantity the particular expression of which comes from the character-
ization of u, in Section 4| (statements similar to ((1.17) apply to the images of . through
w).

The key point of the whole proof is to show that (1.17)) implies

(1.18) luft(z) — a| < Ke*d@07) 4 e 7.

This is a consequence of a pointwise estimate given by Theorem that we prove in
Section [5, This is a delicate point. Indeed we have no control on the behaviour of uf(x)
forz €.NY and a priori we can not even exclude that, for some = € f], uR(a;) coincides
with one of the minima of W different from a. Theorem |5.2|states that, provided |zo| and
[ > 0 are sufficiently large, if u(z) is near a or at least remains at a fixed distance from
A\ {a} for z € By(xp) \ ¥, then the minimality of u* and the bound imply that,
regardless if 29 € & or not, uf(x) must necessarily be near a.

Pointwise estimates like and the pseudo regularity of the map (0, R)\X > r — 6,
allow for the elaborate construction of a set .#, see Section that plays the role of a

diffuse interface in the sense that

lul(z) — a| < Q, r€OIT,
(1.19) =t

lul(z) — w™la| < Q, xedI™,

[P
where 0.9~ U0 T ~ 0. and p > 1.

In Section we associate to .# a curve 4™ of minimal length and using (1.19) show
that the energy of «* is mostly contained in .# and its images under w and proportional
to the length |y™| of 4™. This and the upper bound for Jg, (u’?) implies an upper bound



for [y™|. We find |y"| < R+ C with C' > 0 independent of R. This estimate gives strong
control on the shape of .# that as a result is contained in some kind of neighborhood of
one of rays of Bg. This and another application of Theorem lead to the exponential
estimate in Theorem [L.1]

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [3]we derive sharp lower and upper bounds
for Jg,(u®). In Section {4l we give quantitative estimate for the one dimensional energy
Jr of maps near 2nr-periodic C'y-equivariant minimizers u, used in the derivation of the
lower bound in Section [3] In Section [2.3] we prove two basic lemmas. In Section [5] we
prove Theorem . In Section [6] we derive detailed information on the structure of the
minimizer u* and conclude the proof of Theorem

2 Basic lemmas

The assumption on W imply
Lemma 2.1. There are constants dyy > 0, and cy, Cyw > 0 such that

|z —a|l =9, §<ow,
2.1
(21) = %C%V(s? <W(z) < %Cﬁ,éz.

Moreover, given M > 0, by reducing the value of Sy if necessary, we can also assume

N ,
5 € (0,0w] and |z| < M, min|z —w’"la| >4,
(2.2) . 7=l
= 5012,‘,52 < W(z).

We continue with a lower bound for a one dimensional problem. Set a_ = a, a4 = wa
and Tg(as) = {ax} and T'5(as) = 0Bs(as) for § > 0. If (s_,sy) C R is a bounded or
unbounded interval and v : (s_, s4) — R™ is a map in H_ we set

S+ ‘1}’2

J(v, (s—,51)) = (7 + W(v))ds.
Lemma 2.2. Let 0+ € [0,0w] and let v : (s—,sy) — R™ a smooth map such that
(2.3) lim d(v(s), s, (ax)) =0.

S—S4
Then
1

(2.4) J(,(s_,54)) >0 — §CW(53 +62),

where 0 = fR |i|? is the energy of the heteroclinic @ that connects a_ to a .

Proof. 1. For 6_ = d; = 0 (2.4) is just the statement of the minimality of . Therefore we
can assume that either _ or J or both are positive. From (2.3) and 64+ > 0, if s; = +o0, it
follows [ W (v)ds = 400 and (2.4) holds trivially. The same is true if 64 > 0, s4 < +0o0

and lim,_,,, v(s) does not exist. Indeed in this case we have f:f |0]2ds = +o00. It follows
that, if 4 > 0, we can assume sy < +00 and moreover that

(2.5) lim v(s) = vy,

S—S4



for some v, € I's, (ay). Analogous conclusion applies to the case d_ > 0.
2. If both §_ and 64 are positive and w4 is a test map that connects vy to as, the
minimality of @ implies

J(v, (s—,54)) =2 0 = J(w-) = J(ws),
where J(wy) is the energy of wy). This yields (2.4) provided we show that wy can be

chosen so that 1
J(wy) < ijéi.

3. We choose
v(s)

5

Wy = (1 - )a+ + ’yé(:i)’l}_i_, ’)/(S) = 6+6_CW(S_S+)'

it follows, using also ([2.1])

1 [t C; oo 1
St S+

2 4
+oo 02 +oo 1
W(wy)ds < vy — a+|2/ e 20w (s=s+)gg = ~Cwé3,
54 2 54 4
This and the analogous computation for J(w_) establish (2.4) for 6_ and é; positive.
Clearly ([2.4) is valid also if §_ or d; vanishes. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.3. Consider a smooth family of lines that are transversal to two distinct n — 1
dimensional surfaces S and S’. Consider a point p € S and let e be a unit vector parallel
to the line of the family through p. Let v a unit vector normal to S at p. Let dS a small
neighborhood of p in S and let dS’ the set of the intersections of the lines through dS with
S’. Finally let dQ2 the union of all segments determined on the lines of the family by dS

and dS’. Letv: O C R" = R™, O D dQ) open, a smooth map that satisfies
lv—a_| <6, €S,

(2.6) /
lv—ay| <6, z€S".

Then

Jaa(v) > (o — Cwd?) min{v - edS, v - edS'}.
This inequality still holds if (2.6]) is replaced by the condition that each segment in §)
contains a point where |[v — a| < § and a point where v — ay| < 0.

Proof. Follows from Fig. [I| and Lemma [2.2 O

3 Lower and upper bounds for J(u%).

We construct a lower bound for the energy of u* by minimizing in each fiber of radius
r € (7, R), for some fixed 7 > 0, the energy

(3.1) Jr(v) = /(0 - (%]0\2 + W(v))ds

in the class #. C H' of the map v which are 2rr-periodic and Cy-equivariant:
2

(3.2) ur(s + Nm“) = wu,(s), s€R.



Figure 1: The region w.

Proposition 3.1. There exists 7 > 0 such that r > 7 implies the existence of a minimizer
ur € V. of "
Proof. 1. Given zy € 0Bs(a), z+ # z_, set

a2
(3.3) N Cwd — Cw’
and define 4(t) = z— + L(z4 — 2_), t € [0,7]. We have
- T 1 du 5 1 /7,1
(3.4) o o 7
= ;(’“;Z" + C2827) = Cyydlzy — 2| < 20w 62,

where we have also used Lemma 2.1

2. The minimality of % implies that, for small § > 0, @W(R) N dBs(w’"ta), j = 1,2, is
a singleton (see e.g. Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5 in [2]). It follows that we can choose z1 and
determine tg, t° by setting:

(3.5)

For each & € (0,0] let u® be the map defined by

sy — | at), telo,7)
(3.6) w(®) _{ U(ts +t—7), te€[rt® —ts+7).
Note that the definition of z_ implies wu®(0) = wii(0) = wz_ = a(t®) = u(t® —t5+ 7). Tt
follows that u® can be extended to a Cy- equivariant periodic map of period N (t° —t5+7).
We have, using also (3.4))

(3.7) J(u®) = Jygy 19y(W) + Jo,r) (@) < 0 + 2Cw6°.
3. For ¢ € (0,0w] we can write & = a + én with 6 = |a —a| and n = é:gr This and
3| % P = W(a) imply
dd du
— < |—| = 2 u) <
7 Sl W (u) < Cwé,
=

1 0



A similar computation yields 0 > 9w + ﬁ In 57"" Hence

2 ow
0 —t > 0w ¢ —In —.
s+T = sw T Cow n-
. . . — N /46 2 .
From this and (3.3) it follows that, given r > r = 5 (t°" — s, + &-), there is § € (0, w]
such that

N
3.8 = —(t" —1 .
(3.8) =t —ts+7)

4. From and it follows that the set of 2wr-periodic Cy-equivariant map with
bounded energy is nonempty and therefore that the existence of a minimizer u, follows by
classical arguments of variational calculus. The minimizer u, is a solution of . The
proof is complete. ]

ANo

Lemma 3.2. Given § € (0,0w]. Assume r > rs = —53%
w0

(3.1). Then

and let u, be a minimizer of

Ur € 7/7"*’

where V¥ C ¥, is the set of maps that, after a suitable translation of the independent
variable, satisfy

2 4
v(s) € Bs(a), s € (0, % — Su,5), some S, € (0, 012/;52),
2
U(%) € Bs(d'), some d' € {wa,w ta},
- 2rr 2rr
v(s) & UgeaBs(a), s e [W — Su,85 W}

Proof. 1. Define A, 5 = {s € [0,277r) : min; |u,(s) — w/"ta| > 6}. From (3.7) and (2.2) it
follows

2rr

1
50%52\&,5\ < W (u,)ds < J-(u,) < 2No,
0

2N (o + 2Cw 6?) - 4No
2,62 2,62

= |AT75| < = 7rs.
Hence r > 75 implies the existence of 5 such that u,(5) € Bs(w’~!a) for some j €
{1,...,N}. By equivariance and modulus a translation of the independent variable we
can assume that j = 1 and § = 0. Then by equivariance we have u,(3%r) € Bs(a’) with
a' € {wa,w ta}.

2. It results
2T - - ,
WT]) NBs(a)=0, a¢ {a,a'}.
Assume instead that u,(s) € Bs(@) for some a ¢ {a,a’} and for some s € (0, ZFr). If this
is the case, Lemma [2.2] implies

ur ([0,

Jo)(ur) 20 = Cwd?,  Jig o, (ur) > 0 = Cwd?,

hence Jig 2z, (ur) > 2(o — Cwé?) in contradiction with (3.7).

3. Finally we observe that the arguments in Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5 in [2] imply
that the minimizer u,, once has entered the ball Bs(a) can not reenter in it before entering
the ball Bs(a’). This and equivariance imply that A, s is the union of N equal intervals of
size s§ < cél,i%?' This concludes the proof. O



From Lemmas and it follows that the energy of u, has a lower bound
(3.9) Jr(uy) > N(o — Cyé?),

where we have also used that u, is Cy-equivariant. From Lemma and a classical
comparison argument (3.9) can be upgraded to a sharp lower bound that depends on r.
This is the content of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. There exist r5 > 0, k>0 and K > 0 such that, for r > r3, it results
Jr(uy) > No — Ke Fr,

Proof. 1. We can assume that the constants dyy > 0 and ¢y > 0 in Lemma are such
that

(3.10) |z —a| <0 €(0,0w] = Wu(2)- (2 —a)>clz —al.

This follows from W, (z) = Wyy(a)(z — a) + o(]z — a]) and from the assumption that
Wiy (a) is positive definite.
2. Set o = |uT — al. Since u, is a solution of (1.9) Step 1. implies

d2 | 9 d2

A1 —
(3:-11) ds? 2 | * ds?

Uy - (uy — a) > Wyluy) - (up —a) > ¢ 0°.

3. From Lemma with 0 = éw, for r > 75, = ﬂéiy, we have p(0) < 5124, and
W w
o(3r — ss,,) < 0%,. This and (B.11)) imply
5W )

<5 coshew ({r — 3% — s

cosh ey (7 — 852“’ )

(3.12) o(s) <

)

where the right end side is the solution of dzv = ch that satisfies v = (5 at the extreme
of the interval (O, %\7;7‘ - 35W)

4. For s = r — =% - yields

52 % -
(17“ — Bwy < W < 26%,6W 2 e W R,
AN 2 "7 coshey (&r — 2wy — W
WAN 2

This and Lemma [2.2] imply
* 2 oW W ey Ty
Jr(uy) > No — NCw20jeW 2 e WN

s

_ _ 5
that concludes the proof with k = cy 5 and K = NC’W26‘2,VBCWTW. ]

From Lemma we immediately get

(3.13) > NoR- K ek dr

10



where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of R. We denote by C, Cy, C4, ... generic positive
constants that do not depend on R.

To derive an upper bound we choose a suitable Cy-equivariant test function ugest :
Br — R™ and obtain JBR(uR) < JBg, (Utest)-

Set Oy = %” We first define a map ftest in the whole of R? and then we identify wgest
with the restriction of st to Br. For p € (0,400] a <  we denote by S,(«, 3) the
sector defined by

Sp(a76) = {Z(’l“, 0):r€(0,p), 0 € [a75]}
1

We begin to define gt in the sector Soo(—iON, iQN) . We note that w™'a connects w™a
to a and set

0
(3.14) Tgess = w ™ a(y), |y| < tan TNCC, x> 0.

Then we extend et to the sector S (j0n — i@N,jﬁN + iGN) ,j=1,...,N —1 by
equivariance. We now observe that from the above construction tes is already defined
on the boundary of the sector Sm(iﬁN, %HN) and we have

1 1
fatest(z(r, *QN)) = w_lﬂ(Sil’l *GNT‘),
4 4
(3.15) 3 )
Test (2(7, 191\/)) = u(—sin ZQNT‘).

Based on this we define #tes in the sector Soo(%HN, %QN) by setting

and extend it by equivariance to the sector So.(jON + i@N,jGN + %91\;), j=1,...,N—1
This complete the definition of st as a continuous C'y-equivariant HllOC map. Since both
the functions on the right hand side of converge exponentially to a as r — +o00
with first derivatives that converge exponentially to 0 we have

JSoo(ieN,%eN)(ﬂteSt) S C, some C' > 0.

On the other hand from (3.14)) we have

R +oo 1
Ts(— oy o) (Trest) < /0 | GIaE + Wa)dyds = o,
and we can conclude

(3.16) JBR(UR) < JBR(atest) < NoR+ (1,

for some constant Cq7 > 0.
We remark that this and (3.13)) imply

R 27 b
(3.17) /0/0 £l Prdbdr < 2(Co+ C).

11



4 Quantitative estimate of the energy of maps near u,.

Next we derive a lower bounds for the energy of maps that do not have the structure
of minimizers described in Lemma As before let ¥, C H' the class of 2rr-periodic
Cn-equivariant maps. In the following, without explicit mention, we characterize a map
v € ¥, by the properties of a suitable translation of it.

Proposition 4.1. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that, given o € (0,1) and a number
d € (0,0w] sufficiently small, there are rs > 0, and s, € (0,024—%2) such that r > rg
implies v

ve W \Y = J.(v) > No+ 6T,

where V¥ C ¥, is the set of maps that after a suitable translation satisfy:

2mr

N
Proof. We divide ¥, \ 7,* in four parts ¥, i = 1,2, 3,4 which are defined in sequence and
satisfy

(4.1) v(s) € Besa(a), s € (0, — Su.5)

% — %0,0; %4,0 — %*7

Ve =9 U n=10,1,2,3,

/Vi—‘rl,c — nj/i,c \ nj/z'—s—l

T ' ' °
1. We define ‘
vl={ve?  v(s)¢ U;yleg(wj_la), s €]0,2mr)}.

Therefore v € %5 if and only if there are s € [0,27r) and 1 < j < N such that
v(s) € Bs(w’~ta). This and equivariance imply

%170 ={ve ¥ :v0) e E(a)},

where, as remarked before, we actually mean the set of maps that, after a suitable trans-
lation, satisfy v(0) € Bs(a).
For v € #,} from (2.1)) we have
2mr

(4.2) Jr(v) > W(v)ds > wch6%r, ve ¥l
0

2. We define

. . 2
72 = {v :v(0) € Bs(a), v(5) € Bs(w''a),for somes € (0, %),and some3 < j < N}.

If v € 7,2 equivariance and Lemma imply

(4.3) J.(v) > 2N (0 — Cy62).
Note that

$2€ — [y € ¥ 0(0) € By(a), U(L;\T) — wu(0) € Bs(wa) and
(4.4) c -

v(s) € Bs(w’'a), 3<j < Nys € (0,5))
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3. Let &' € (4, |wa — a]) a number to be chosen later. Observe that for each v € 92,
for the same translation of v considered in (4.4]), we can define

2rr

s, = inf{s € (0, W) u(s) —a| = 6"},
(4.5) 2y

s, = sup{s € (0, W) :u(s) —wal = 4§}
We set

3 = {v e ¥?°:v(5) € Bs(a) UBs(wa), for somes € (s, ,s5)}

v

To derive a lower bound for the energy of v € #3 we suppose (the case v(5) € Bs(wa) is
similar) that

(4.6) v(s) € Bs(a)

and define
§=1inf{s < s, :v(t) & Bs(a),t € [s,5,)}.

A standard computation and (2.1) shows that

So 1|2 v(s;) —v(3)[?
/ (‘2| +W(v))ds > [olsy) = v($)IF (21(13)@ - ;))‘ + %C%V&z(S; —3)
> ;g;_‘”; + 202 (s; — 8) > ewd(8 —0)

This (4.6), v(2%) € Bs(wa) and Lemma [2.2| that imply

_ 27r

JT(U, (87 W)) >0 — CW527
) ) ) _ 1 c
yield, provided we choose ¢’ = ¢ with ¢ =1 + @ T ﬁ,

(4.7) Jr(v) > N(o — Cwo? 4+ ewd(8' — 8)) > No + 61+e,

4. Observe that

2
Y3 = {v € ¥?°: v(s) € Besala), s € [0,5;), v(s) € Besa(wa), s € [s, %),

v(s) € Bs(w’ta), s € [s;, 8], 1 <j < N},

v YU

and define 4

_ o

%4:{1/6%370:83_—81) Zﬁ}
W
Then ([2.2) implies
No v e
(4.8) Jr(v) > ECW(SU —5,)0° =2No.
5. Ifr >rs = N;:;‘sga and v € 1, (4.2) yields
w

(4.9) J.(v) > No + 5T,

13



Since ¢ is a small number (4.3)) and (4.8)) imply that (4.9) is satisfied also for v € #2U¥2.
From this and (| . we conclude that . ) holds for v 6 ”// \“// . To complete the proof
it remain to show that % is a subset of ¥ *. By inspecting the expressions of ¥,7°¢,
§ =1,2,3 and the definition of ¥,* we find that, after a suitable translation, v € vbe
satisfies

2

0(s) € Boge(a), s € [0,5,),  v(s) € Begn(wa), s € (s, )
(4.10) L Ao

Sy — Sy < W
By equivariance we have

2 2
v(s) € Besn (wa), s € (s, ] & ©(s) € Begn(a), s € (s = =,0]
That together with (4.10)imply
2rr
v(8) € Besa(a), s € (sf — S ).

The translation s — s + sg, sg = 2% — s transforms this equation into (4.1)) with
Sp.s = si — s, . The proof is complete. O

Next we show that the measure of the set of the fibers where the profile of a minimizer

uft is not in #* is bounded independently of R

Lemma 4.2. Let 6 € (0,0w], a € (0,1), rs and ¥,* as before. Set ¥ = {r € [rs,R) :
uf(z(r,2)) € ¥\ #*}. Then
&
2 < 5a

where Cy = 2Cy + Cq + Nory.
Proof. From (3.16) we have

/ Jr(uR(:C(r,;)))dr:/ Jr(u(x(r, -))dr
(4.11) (ro,R) (ro,7s)

+/ Jo (Wl (z(r,~)))dr + | J-(u(x(r,~)))dr < NoR + C}.
(rs, R\ r = r

From (3.13)) and Proposition 4.1 we have
| aatn D) < Natrs = 1) - G,
(ro,rs) "

/ JT(uR(x( ,;)))dr > No(R—rs — |3]) — Co,

57
/ Ir( ))dr > (No + 6|3
This and (4.11)) conclude the proof. O
We set
(4.12) Y ={zecR?:r(z)c X},

where we have used the notation (r(x),0(x)) for the radial coordinates of x.
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5 A pointwise estimate for u”

Let u® : B — R? be a minimizer of (I.3]). Then the smoothness of W and elliptic theory
imply that we can assume

(5.1) | oo + | V]| oo < M,

for some M > 0 independent of R.
Observe that the properties of W imply

Lemma 5.1. Given 6* € (0, dy] there is 69 > 0 such that, for eachn € St, § € (0, 8] and
d > ¢ that satisfy '
a+dn € By \ U§V22B5* (wta),

we have
(5.2) Wi(a+ on) < W(a+ dn).

Next we present a result which is essential for our analysis and may be interesting in itself.
If v: B — R? is a H' map we use the polar form of v:

v=a+¢’n", on {v#a},
5.3 _
( ) q”:]v—al,nvzv aESl,
lv—al

and the identity
(5.4) [Vol? = [Vg"* + (¢°)?|Vn' 2.

We now choose the number § € (0, dy] introduced in Lemma in such a way that the
inequality (5.2) can be applied. We fix a number 6* € (0, dy] and assume § € (0, do], do
as in Lemma [5.1]

Theorem 5.2. Assume that a minimizer u : Br — R? of (1.3), a ball By(z¢) C Bgr and
a set X C (0, R) satisfy, for some constants ¢ > 0 and C' > 0,

(5.5) luft(z) — a| < 6%, x € Bj(z0) \ 2, for somea € (0,1)

where ¥ = {x € Bg : |z| € £}, and
c /
(5.6) 2| < ST for some o’ € (0,1).

Assume that
200+ a’ < 1.

1
Then there is a constant D > 0 such that for each § < D1-@e+a") there exist ls > 0 and
rs > 0 which are independent of R and such that

1> s,
(5.7) =

r(xo) > 735,
mmply
(5.8) |u(z0) — a| < 26.
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Before presenting the proof some comments are in order. The point of the Theorem is
that, if . ) holds for sufficiently large r(mo) and [, then, in splte of the fact that nothing
is a priori known on the behavior of uf on ¥, the inequality (5.8]) is satisfied also when
2o € 3, that is when the center of the ball is in ¥ . Now a comment on the proof. Suppose

we knew that
N - -

(5.9) migl lu(x) —w! " ta| > 6%, x € XN B(xg).
J:

Then we could directly invoke Theorem 5.3 in [2] or Theorem 1.2 in [10] and conclude
. provided I > 0 is sufficiently large. But we can not assume since we can not
exclude that, at some point & € ¥ N By(xp) it results u (x) =wi la for some ] > 1. In
spite of this we will see that the bound on the size of ¥ in (5.6]) together with (| allow
to overcome this difficulty and to extend the proof of the quoted theorems in order to
cover the case at hand.

Proof. In this proof, to simplify the notation, we simply write B;, Bj,, instead of B;(x), B+, (o).
By inspecting the proof of Theorem 5.3 given in Section 5.5 of [2] we see that the following
result, analogous of Lemma 5.3 in [2], can be established by exactly the same arguments

used in the proof of that lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let i : Br — R? a C%!, C-equivariant map (not necessarily a minimizer)

that satisfies (5.1)).

Given lg > 0, n > 0, assume that, for some l > Iy + 7,
|t —a] <6, on Bi(xg),

where Bj(xg) C Bpg satisfies Bj(xg) N By(wxg) = 0. Then there exists a C%', Cy-
equivariant map v : Bp — R? that coincides with @ on Br \ Uévlel(wjflwo) and satisfies
(5.10) TB,(00) (@) = JBy(0) (v) = k| Bi_y(x0) N {q" = 6},
where k = k(W,ly,n,d) is a constant that does not depend on l > lo+n and R.

In the following we will assume
(5.11) lo > %
Next we define a deformation of u” into a map @ that satisfies the assumptions of Lemma
and derive a quantitative estimate for the energy JBz+n( ) — JBH" (u®) spent in the

deformation. As in the proof of Lemma 5.4 [2], we set p*" (z) = ¢*" (z) — (¢*" (z) — 6)*
and define @ = a + qﬁn“R by, see Figure

@ " (z), for € Br)\ Uéy:Mj*lBler
P (@) + g(@)(q"" (x) = 6)*, for @€ Bryy,
(5.12)

() 0, for z € B,
g\xr) = —zo|—l -
%, for = € Bl+77 \ B;.

We remark exphcltly that in the definition of @ we have not changed the direction
vector: n* =n"

16



uR
- P L
) ~ N
n l o ] n
g

Figure 2: The maps q“R7 p“R, q" and g.

The difficulty now is that, as observed before, we can not assume and by con-
sequence we can not use Lemma to deduce, as in the proof of Lemma 5.4 [2], that
Jp, (@) < Jp,(u?). To overcome this difficulty we need to treat differently the part of 3
where holds from the rest. Note that, by definition @ # u® only in the subset where
q”R > §. It follows

(5.13) IBi, (@) = IBy, (") = ‘]Bz+nﬂ{q"R>6}(ﬂ) N JBz+nﬂ{q“R>5} ().
Let Ly = {z(r,0) : r € (0,400)} be the ray through x(r,0) and define © by

O={0:Lyn{zxeB: min |[uf(z)—wi|< s} +#0}.
acA\{a}

Set I' = (I* + |E\2)% and define
(5.14) U = UpeoLy N {x € By : ¢*" > 2c5°}.
We divide the set B4, N {q“R > 0} in three parts:
U, Vi=(Bn{¢"" >)\U, Vo= (Bry\B)n{¢"" >sH\U

and estimate separately the difference of energy of @ and u® for the three sets. See Figure
BBl for an illustration of the set U.

Lemma 5.4. Assume 2a + o' < 1. Then there exists D > 0 such that, given § €
1
(0, D1-Gat+a") ] there are ng > 0 and 7 = 75 > 0 independent of | and R which, provided

l 4]
_ > 9
T($0)— sin% + s, l_lo M’
mmply
(5.15) Ju (i) — Jy(u®) <0,



Figure 3: The construction of U. U is the union of the two curvilinear quadrilatera 1 and
2 marked with red dots.

Proof. The set U contains all points in Bj(zo) where condition (5.9) is not satisfied and
by (5.5)) is a subset of ¥. Moreover the choice of I’ ensures that, if & € Ly N By(xo) is
one of such points, then Ly N By (o) contains a point &' # £ that satisfies

lul(€') — a] = 2¢6?,

and is such that the interval with extremes £ and ¢’ is contained in U. This, the smallness
of § and Lemma [2.2] imply

(5.16) I (trestr, (0, €' — €])) > o — CTW(40252Q +6*%) > 0 — Cwé*?,
where Upestr(s) = uf(€ + séi%g‘), s € (0,]¢ — €]), is the restriction of uf* to the interval
with extreme at £ and ¢’. From (5.16) we have
1
Ju (uft) z/ (f]guRP—FW(uR))rdrdQ
(a(ro)eUy 2 Or

(5.17)
> (r(zo) — ') /@ J (ttzestr; (0, 1€ = €]))d0 > (r(zo) — I') (0 — Cw6*?)|©).

We now derive an upper bound for Jyy () and show that, if ¢ is sufficiently small and
if 1 is sufficiently large, then Jy (@) < Jy(uf). Since U C {g*" > 0}, from ((5.12)) we have

- . [6 zeUuns,
(5.18) T o4 " —5), 2 €U\ By

This (5.4)), (5.1) and ¢“" > 2¢6% on U imply (E(v) = % + W(v))

1 1 6 1
E(i) = =62V |2+ W (i) < =(—)2(¢"")2|Vn*" |2 + =CZ, 6
(5.19) X 2 ) 2'q 2
< @520—0‘)]\42 + 5O%V52 < 58207z eUNB,.
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To estimate E () on U \ B; we note that (5.6)) and (5.11]) imply

2 2 2 2
e e,
UV+1 = 20+a) (1 1) = §

2(1+a") 9], — 253+2¢
From this and (5.18) we have

(5.20) I'—1=

_ -1 M

<6+ (¢"" = 6) < 6+ —#s,

(5.21) . K o
~ R N ’LLR N

Vg'| < 5((61” —6) +75|Vg" [) < 7(1 + 75).

These inequalities and
M .

(5.22) n=1 =5 (1+7)

imply ¢ < 26 and |Vq"| < 6 and in turn, proceeding as in the derivation of (5.19)

1 1
E(n) < = 52_’_752(1704)M2+402 62
523) (@ < 5+ 5 o)
< 38207z e U\ B,.
From ([5.19)), (5.23)) and (5.6) that implies

U] =/ rdrdd < (r(zo) +1')|%[|0] < (r(zo) + l')%|@|,
{a(r,0)eU} glta

il follows
(5.24) Ju(@) < (r(xo) + 1)Ca|0]5" Eater,
From this and We have
Ju (@) = Jy (u) < (r(x0) +1)C4|©]8" ) — (1 (o) — I') (0 — Cw5*?) @),
which implies provided

r(z0) —I' 0 — Cy6*2

517(2a+a’) <
— r(xzo) + U Cy

Note that

l+ns 1 _ 15

= + 75, T5= .
. T . U P} . T
Sin N Sin N Sin N

(5.25) r(zo) >

Otherwise we have By p;(20) N Bijy, (wzo) # 0.

Since I’ < I +ns, (5.25]) implies :Eig%;éi > ;:ig Therefore, under that condition, we

see that we can secure ((5.15)) if we fix § € (0, dp] so that

1 (1 —sin %)
5.26 §< Dt-Cata) D= N
( ) - ’ 2C4(1 + sin %)

1
By increasing the value of C} if necessary we can also assume that D1-Qe+a’) < §y. Once
d > 0 is fixed, (5.20) implies that 4(I' = 1) < 7 = 75 = 47 for some constant 7 > 0
independent of [ and R. The same is true for n = s defined in ([5.22). This concludes the
proof. O
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Remark 5.5. Observe that with § > 0 fized also the bound for || given by Lemma is
a constant independent of | and R.

To estimate Jy, (@) — Jyv; (uf), i = 1,2 we proceed as in the proof of Lemma 5.4 [2].
The definition (5.12)) of ¢% implies

(5.27) ¢“=96, V¢"=0, on V.

From this and Lemma, we deduce
Jva (@) = Jv; (u™)
= [ G 6 = @B+ Wlat ) = Wa g ) ) da
<0, 1

which yields

(5.28) Jv, (@) — Jy, (uf?) < 0.

It remains to evaluate the difference of energy on Vo C By, \ B;. From (5.12)) we have
i 1
IVg"| < |V9|(un —9)+ ]g]Vq“R! < (6 +1)M, ae. onV,

From this and (5.12)) that implies ¢% < q“R on By, \ By it follows

1 ; 1
(5.29) |Val? - |[Vul)? < (5 F1)2M2 4 ((¢M)? = (¢“)D) "2 < (5 +1)2M2, a.e. on Vs.

From (5.1)) we have ¢% < q”R < M on V5 and in turn
W(a+ qﬁn“R) —W(a+ q"Rn“R) <W(a+ qﬂn“’R) < Cp, ae. onVy
for some constant Cyy > 0. This and ([5.29) imply
- 1,1
(5.30) Jvy () — Ty, (u®?) < (5(5 +1)°M? + Wy)|Va|.

From the previous analysis we conclude

Lemma 5.6. There emists 6 > 0 such that, given § € (0,0] there are n = ns > 0,
K =K;s; >0 and 7 =75 > 0 which, provided

1>y + lg = i
(5.31) =0T 0= e
r(zg) > 20+ T,
mmply
~ UR
(5.32) T510 (@) = T (W) < K|(Buyn \ Biy) 0 {a" > 6],

Proof. From (5.28)), (5.30)), (5.15) in Lemma 5.4 and (5.13)) we obtain
JBZ+7](/EL) - JB[+U(UR) S K“/’z|7

where K5 = %(77%5 +1)2M? + Wy, This and V, C Biyy \ By C By \ Bi—y conclude the
proof. O
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The estimate corresponds exactly to the statement of Lemma 5.4 in [2]. Once
(5.32) is established the proof proceeds exactly as the proof of Theorem 5.3 (pag.165 in
[2]): set I = Iy + (2h — 1)y for h = 1,... and let @y, the map @ given by Lemma [5.6] for
l=1Ip, h=1,.... Let vy the map v given by Lemma [5.3| with & = u, and | = [;,. Then,
the minimality of u® implies

0> JBthrn (UR) - JBthrn (Uh)

= JBlh+n (uR) - JBlh+n (/ah) + JBlh+'r] ({Lh) - JBlh+n(vh)

= Jp,, 1, (W) = T, ., (@n) + Jp,, (an) = Jp,, (vn)-

This (5.32) and ((5.10]) yield

(5.33) KBy N{q"" >0} < K|Bjsy\ By—n) N {q"" > 06}, for h=1,...

It is rather clear that, if g := |Bj, N {q”R > 0}| # 0, this inequality cannot hold for large
h. Indeed, if we set pup, := | By, 4n N {g*" > 6}|, for h=1,... then (5.33) yields

k
(5.34) hh-1 < ph = pp—y,  for h=1,...
and therefore
E\h
,u0<1—|——> < pp, for h=1,....

K
From this and (5.34)) we obtain
k ko h-1
(5.35) y0?<1+?> <y — pp_1, for h=1,....

Now assume that
R

q" (o) = [u™(z0) — a| > 24.

Then (b.1))implies

5<q"", for x € B (x9).
M

It follows o > |B.s (xo)|. Since:
M

ph — ph—1 < | Bl,4n \ Bl —y| < 4nly = 4n(lo + hn),

the right end side of grows linearly in h. On the other hand the left hand side
grows exponentially in A. Hence there exists a minimum value h,, of h such that
is violated for h > h,, in contradiction with the minimality of . It follows that [ > lh,,
together with the condition 7(z¢) > 2l + 7 required from Lemma imply

q“R(xo) = |uft(20) — a| < 2.

Finally we observe that [;, is actually a function of ¢ this is a consequence of the fact
that 1, po and h,, are all function of §. This concludes the proof Theorem O

From now on we assume that § € (0,9] is fixed and treat [ and 7 as fixed constants.
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Corollary 5.7. Let § € (0,6], | and 7 be as in Theorem and let u® be a minimizer of
(1.3). Assume xg € Br and d > 0 are such that

By, 4(z0) C B,
(5.36) r(xg) > 20+ 7 +d,
uf(z) —a] < 6% a € Bpg(wo) \ X

Then
(5.37) [uB(z0) — a| < 26e7,
where k > 0 is independent of R.

Proof. From ([5.36)) we have that any ball of radius [ contained in By, ,(z¢) satisfies the
assumptions of Theorem It follows

luft(z) —a| <28 = € By(xo).
This and a standard argument, see the proof of Lemma 4.4 in [2], imply the result. ]

Theorem is tailored for application to the problem at hand. We state a version of
the theorem more appropriate when rectangular coordinates are used. We let Qp C R?
a bounded smooth domain that depends on a parameter R > 0. For v € S we set
Qr-v={x-v:z € Qg}.

Theorem 5.8. Assume that a minimizer u® : Qp — R? of Jag, a ball Bi(xp), v €S and
a set X C Qg - v satisfy, for some constants ¢ > 0 and C > 0,

(5.38) luft(z) — a| < 0%, x € Bj(z0) \ 2, for somea € (0,1)

where . = {x € Qp :z-v € ¥}, and

C
(5.39) X < ST for some o’ € (0,1).
Assume that
3a+ o < 1.

1
Then there is a constant D > 0 such that for each § < D1-Bat+a’) there exists lg > 0
independent of R and such that

(5.40) 1 >1s,
implies
(5.41) [uft(z0) — a| < 26.

22



6 Analysis of the geometric structure of u%.

From Lemma r € [rs,R) \ ¥ implies that, modulo a suitable translation, it results
ult(z(r, =) € V*, 7" the set defined by (4.1) in Proposition This and equivariance
imply in particular the existence of 6, € [0,27) such that

27

W (a(r,0)) € Buge(a), 0€ (07,20 407), € [rs, B)\
(6.1) ; 2r(j —1) 27y
ul(2(r,0)) € Besa(wta), 0 € (0f + =2 =2 +0,), j=2,...,N
N N
where
0 =0, + —,
2r

4
v= 2702, ( see Proposition .
iy 0

6.1 The pseudo regularity of the map r — 6,.

We plan to show that the minimality of «f* implies a relationship between the numbers
0, and 60, corresponding to different radii r, and r € [rs, R) \ X. Actually we will show
that the map » — 6,- has a kind of Lipschitz behavior, see F igure If0,—0,,| < m
nothing can be said on the actual value of the difference 6, — 6,.,. The situation is different

if 6, — 60 > 0or 6, — 6 >0. We have indeed

Lemma 6.1. There are ¢ > 0, g € (0,1) and 7 > rs such that, if R > 7, r, € [F, R) and
r* = min{(1 + B)rs, R}, then it results

O + 2 +eln— >0 >0 > 07 -2 —éln—, refr,r)\5,
T

Ty r T
(6.2)
0F +Z e >0 >0 >0, — 2 —elnt, re (r(1—B),r]\ 5.
T T r r
and
2
, 0F <67 + =—.
(6.3) r <O Ty

Moreover if 0 does not satisfies (6.2)) then r & (ro(1 — B),7%).

Proof. 1. Let v : [ry,7] — R?, r, < r, be a smooth function. Then it results

T 2
61 e s 1) = e
(6.4) [ wop = PO
2. Consider first the case 6,7 — 6;% € (0,2 — @], where 6 > 0 is fixed and small. In this
case we have

R(x(r*,g;t + ¢)) € Bc&"‘ (a)a

u
(6.5) u®(z(r, 0;" + ¢)) € Beso (wN"ta),

for ¢ € (0,0, —0}1).
It follows
W (@ (r, 0 + ¢)) —ul(@(re, 67 + 9))| > [N = Ial = 2c6%, for ¢ € (0,6, — 6}1).

s Yr,
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This and (6.4]) imply

0, T N—-1 _ T — 9¢c8e 2
[ poapn > W D=2 )
97“* Tx Ty

In
Tx

which together with the bound (3.17)) yields

(6.6) eg—e,tgelnri @ej—ej*ggwmri,

2(Co+C — ™ )
N(|(wN—(13—I~_)a|11205a)2’ In case 0, — 60,7 € (0,3F — 6], the same

argument developed above and |(w¥ ! — Ia| = |w — I)a| leads to

where we have set ¢ =

_ R T _ _ 14 R r
(6.7) 0,. — 0 < clnE & 0 -0, > — —clnE.

Equation (6.2); follows from and (6.7). To prove (6.2))2 we observe that proceeding

as before we see that 0 — 6,5 € (0, 2% — 6] and r < r, imply
07 — 0 <elnt
r

This and the corresponding statement valid for 6, — 6,7 € (0, 23X — 6] prove (6.2)s.
3. From (6.2)), if » > 7, and r, is sufficiently large,
r T
2¢In — < 2¢ln (1 < —
cnr*_ ¢ln ( —i—B)_N,
is a sufficient condition for (6.3)). From this and the analogous condition for the case r, > r
it follows that § < 1 — e~ 2:~¥ ensures that (6.3]) holds.

4. If 6 — 07 > %r — @ and r > r, the same reasoning that proves leads to

In L > C5a
T
for some Cs > 0. Analogous conclusion holds in the cases 0, — 07 > 2T — § etc. The last
statement of the lemma follows from this after a reduction of the value of 3 if necessary.
The proof is complete. O

Corollary 6.2. Let r, € (T, R), r* and B € (0,1) be as in Lemma . Then, assuming
that ¥ has been chosen sufficiently large, the sets

S =1{z(r,0):
27 3v

3v

r r

ey >6- oln o
N o cnr*)>0 O, > r*—i—cnm7 rE [re, ™)}
(6.8)

~

S g =1{z(r,0):

27 1% v T 1% v T
—— — ———¢ln—>60-286 —+¢ln— (1 — 8),74]}.
N gy > g o F e T e (r(1=B),m)
are well defined, nonempty and it results
(6.9) luf(z) —wita| < ed® [forzew VS 5\, j=1,...,N

where )
Ly"ﬂ*ug = y”‘ﬂﬂﬁ U yr*wﬁ'
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Figure 4: The Lipschitz like property of the map r — 6, and the set ., g (N=3).

Proof. The assumption on S implies that, provided 7, > T s sufficiently large, 6,7 <
0, + & for r € (r(1 — B),r*). This means that the set ./, 5 and .7, 3 are well defined

and nonempty. From Lemma and Proposition r € (r«(1 — B),r*) \ ¥ implies
ufi(z(r,2)) € ¥;* and the inequalities (6.2) in Lemma and equivariance yield (6.9).
The proof is complete. O

The set .7;., g is illustrated in Figure Denote C,. the circumference of radius r € (0, R)
and set

3v
27y

(6.10) e =a(re, 0, & —).
Observe that pf and wp;. are the extreme of the arc 5%*75 N 5’2*75.

Next we introduce a representation of 0.7, 3. We focus on the connected component
of 9.%,, 3 that contains p;” . Analogous definitions apply to the component that contains

wp,.. .
Set
Jr, (1) = x(r, 19“(7")), 19”(7“) =0, + 23—]/ + élni, rE [re,r"),
(6.11) ) ) ; y T .
9r.(r) = a(r,0p, (1), Or(r) = 0n + 5+~ + élnf, 7€ (1= B)rer].

Note that g, (rs) = gr.(rs) = p;. and that g, ([r«,r*)) coincides with the connected
component of .7, g N .7, g that contains p;}, . Similarly g, ((1 — B)r«,rs]) coincides with
the connected component of fr*,g N ., s that contains p; .

Definition 6.3. Let (! be the half line which has origin at p;, forms equal angles with
the two tangents to 85’2“”6 at p;. and points inside 5’2“,5. We let £ the analogous half
line which has origin in p,. and points inside w—ljr*ﬁ_
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For z,y € R? we let [z,y] be the segment with extreme at x,y. If 2 and y satisfy
r(z) = r(y), that is: « and y belong to the same circumference, we let arc(x, y) denote the
shortest arc of C, with extreme x and y and d°(x,y) be the length of arc(z,y). If S C R?
and SN Cpy) # 0 we set

12 d° —  inf d&° .
(6.12) (z,5) yes}rglcm) (z,y)

Lemma 6.4. Let 7, v, > 7 and (3 as in Corollary[6.9 Then there ezist e € (0,1), n € (0,1)
such that, if T is sufficiently large,

(1)
v €S 5 L€0er] and d(x,0, 5) > 1,

= By(r) C S, 8
The same conclusion is valid if the condition d(x,0.7,, g) > 1 is replaced by
r* —r(x) > 1, and d°(x,07,8) > 1,
where, as before, r* = min{(1 + B)r., R}.
(i)

pe(0,ery] =

B
B

(5% (p) € Fr. s,
(5 (p) Cw ' T g

where p=(p) € 6 N C,,_, satisfies lim,_o p~(p) = p- .

(M)

(S}

Proof. To prove (ii) we observe that, since, by definition, ¢, forms equal angles with the
two tangents to 85%*’5 at p;i, we have approximately

A" (p), Cr,) = d(5T(p), 0S5\ Cr,) = p.

This and the analogous statement for p~(p), under the standing assumption that ¢ > 0 is
small, imply (ii). The proof is complete. O

Remark 6.5. Let o, the angle between the two lines tangent to ty?r*”g at p;. Then
1

(6.13) Sinpy, = ——————.
L+ (¢4 )2
Fiz a small number € > 0 and, for r € ((1 — €)re,rs] set I(r) = 0 — 0., = 5= + 7 +
¢In =, Let 0§12 the positive frame determined by the assumption that the & awis co-
incides with the ray Lg, . Then the definition of 5’2,"*,5 in Corollary implies that
(&1(r),&2(r)) = (recos ¥, rsind), r € ((1 — €)r«, r«] is a local representation of &5’?””3 \ Cr,
and (&1(r4), &2(ry)) = P Let ¢(r) the angle that the vector (§1(r), & (r)) tangent to 5’2”75
at (&1(r),&(r)) forms with the vector (sind, —cos?) tangent to C, at (£1(r),&2(r)). It

results
1

sin p(r) = m

This, 9'(r) = —% — % and r =7y imply (6.13).
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6.2 Construction of the diffuse interface

The properties of the map r — 6, discussed above allow for the construction of a set that

can be regarded as the diffuse interface that divide Bp in regions where u’

is near to one

or another of the zeros of W. We will be able to define the length of the interface and by
means of Theorem show that the energy of u’ is essentially contained in the interface
and proportional to its length. This and the upper bound for the energy of v allow
to control the length and by consequence the shape of the interface leading to the proof

of Theorem [L1]
We now consider a sequences of balls Br, defined by

R,=(n+1+¢c)?

where ¢; > 0 is a constant and let uf» a Cy-equivariant minimizer of .J B, -

and pj € [0,|X]], j =1,...,n+ 1 be constants to be chosen later and define

rj = (] +Cl)2 — Hj,
(6.14) ji=1,....,n+1,
Aj = clnry,

where ¢ is chosen sufficiently large to ensure

r1 > max{rs, 2] + 7},

Let ¢ > 0

rs as in Lemma and [ and 7 as in Theorem From Lemma [4.2 we can assume that,

for each j, the constant p; € [0,]X]] is such that
r; € (0,R,)\%, j=1,...,n+ 1
Lemma 6.6. The sequences {r; ;Lill and {\; ;lill satisfy
(i)

lim Tj41 —T5 = +00,

j—+oo
. Tji+1 — 15
1 Jt+ J _
(6‘15) jﬁlrfoo T 0’
)\.
lim I —=0.

r>+too T4 — Ty

17 C1 > 1S sujjicien arge ere exrist constants cy > SUuc a
(ii) If 0 is sufficiently large th jst tants co, C° > 0 such that

NI

1
rip1—rj < COr?

(6.16) cor 2 J=1...,n+1,

and we can assume

B' - Tj+1._rj S ﬁa
(6.17) Ton; 21 2 =1, n+,

Ti+17T)

where 8 is as in Lemma[6.1].
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Figure 5: The points ]5;-:, pjc, qjﬁrl and the set .7;.

Proof. The proof is a an elementary computation. O

Define (see Figure [5)):

A
p]i = ﬂf(?"j,erj + 2371; + TJ))
(6.18) j=1,...,n+1,
¢ = a(rj,0r,_, £ 52 £ L £eln i+ M),
J

2rj 1 ri—1 T

and set ﬁ;-—L = ﬁ;—; where ﬁffj is defined in (6.10). We have

R Aj
0(py) = 0(0}) = ==,
(6.19) i L
. N> 2 2 )
baf) o)) = = >0

The first equation is obvious, ((6.19))2 follows from the definition (6.18)) and (6.2)); in Lemma
with r, = rj_1 and r = r; which implies

v v v T
0, +— <0, — +¢éln—2
’I“J + 27"] = ’]"]71 + 27”‘771 + rj + cin rr‘jil
Lemma 6.7. Set a_ = w ™ 'a and a;. = a. Then

(i) There is a constant n € (0,1) independent of n such that

T € arc[p;-—L,qjj-:] =
(6.20) j=2 ...
lufin —ay| <6, on By, (z)\ 3,

(i)

+ +
xE[pj,qj_H] =
(6.21) j=1,...,n—1.



Proof. From (6.19) and (6.12)) it follows

(6.22) d°(r,05,5) 2 \j, x € arc(pj,q;-r), j=2,...,n.
Set 77 = min{(1 + 8)r;, R,}. Then we have

(6.23) TP Tk, J=2,000,m

This is obvious if r; = R, and follows from assumption (6.17); if 7; = (1 + B)r;. From
(6.23]) and (6.17))2 it follows

(6.24) ri=r(@) 2 = >N, J=2,000,n

This and (6.22)) imply that we can apply Lemma and conclude that By () C 7 5

and ((6.20]); follows from in Corollary The proof of (6.20))2 is similar.
Proof of (ii). Let g.; and .., be defined as in (6.11) with 7, = r;. The curve [rj,7j11] 3
7 — gr;(r) is a parametrization of the connected component of 0.7 s N {z(r) : r €

r;,rir1]} that contains pI. The curve [r;,r;11] 2 r — §(r) = x(r, O, (1) + ﬁ lies on the
7007 J I 0 J rj
left of gy, ([rj,7j+1]) and satisfies
o 5 r
(6.25) d°(g(r), gr; (1)) = —Xj = Aj.

Tj

From (6.19) we see that g(r;) = p;r and H(q;-r_H) —0(g(rj+1)) > 0. This and the fact that
the curve g turns its concavity toward increasing 6 imply that the whole curve lies on the
right of the segment ;r, q;r+1]. This and (6.25]) yield

do($7ayrj,,3) > )\]7 HAES [pj_vq;;rl]a

that together with (6.24]) allow to complete the proof as in case (i). This concludes the
proof of (6.21));. The same argument proves (6.21)). O

From (6.18]) and (6.15)) we obtain

+ —
i PPl
oo Tjp1 — Ty ’
j<n
2
(620 €~ 0]
lim L= 270 — 9¢

]j—><+7<;0 T’j+1 — T‘j

This implies that, by choosing ¢; > 0 sufficiently large in (6.14)), we can assume

S + -
(6.27) M<e M<3@ j=1,...,n.
Tigl — T ’ Tit1 — T ’ ’ ’
From (6.26)) it follows
(6.28) jEIPoo tan; = ¢,
i<n

where 1); is the angle that the vector qj++1 — p;r forms with Lgrj (recall that Ly is the ray
determined by 6). Let [z, xj41] be a segment that connects a point x; € arc(pj_,pj) with
a point zj41 € arc(q; 4, q;.jrl). From (6.27)), since € > 0 is a small fixed number, it follows

(6.29) [atj,:ch] C efj7 j = jo, ey,
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where #; C {x : r(x) € [rj,rj41]} is the set bounded by the union of the segments

bt a7 97 074,] and of the ares arc(py,p?), arc(qr.,q75,), see Figure[§} From (520)
and (6.28)) we see that we can also assume

(6.30) Vi <o, j=1,...,n,

where &j is the angle between [z, ;1] and the ray Loz, and o a constant independent
of n and 1 < j < n. By neglecting the first jy terms of the sequences defined in and
by renumbering via j = ¢ + jo we can assume that and hold and .#; is well
defined for j =1,...,n.

Lemma (i) does not apply for j = n + 1 and Lemma (ii) does not apply for
j = n. This together with the fact that the length of arc(p;rl,p::H) diverges to +o00 with
n can cause a significant error in the derivation of a lower bound for the energy of v/ in
the the diffuse interface that we define later. Therefore we need a new definition for the
set .7,.
+

Tn+4+1’

Lemma 6.8. Assume that n € N is sufficiently large. Let ¢ ﬁfﬂ = ﬁfiﬂ, be as in
Definition with r« = rpy1. Then

(i) [p,,jf,q,fﬂ] NeE = {q*} for some q* and there exist n € (0,1), k; € (0,1), i = 1,2,

Tn+1

independent of n such that

(6.31) kidn < rpa1 — r(qF) < ka(rnen — 7).

(i)
r€lpy,a] =
(6.32)
[ —ay| <6 on By, (z)\ X

(iii)
T € [qi,]ﬁfﬂ] and T4 —r(x)=p =
(6.33)

luftr —ai| < ed® on Bg(m)\E.

Proof. Let ¢ni1 = @i with ¢, defined as in Remark [6.5] for 7. = rpq1, pny1 is the
angle between the two tangents to .., | 5 at ﬁ;LLH. From :6.13 @ = limy, s 400 Yn41 has

sinp = \/117 Note that this and (6.28) imply ¢ = § — ¢, ¢ = lim, 1 ¥n. Note also

A+t A
that (6.26), and arc(ﬁ;+1,ﬁ:+l) - arc(p;+1,pz+1) imply limy, 400 oy ~Pos| 0.

Tn+1—Tn

These observations yield that, for large n, p; ~ p,, q: 41 and g, | are approximately
the vertices of an isosceles triangle T,, with basis 2¢(ry,+1 — r,) and height 7,41 — 7, as
indicated in Figure @ In the same approximation ﬁ; 41 = Py lies on the basis of T;,
and (£ ., forms an angle of size & (¢ = 7 — ¢) with the basis of T,,. It follows that the
points ¢* claimed in (i) exist and satisfy the right inequality in for some ko € (0,1)
independent of n.

To complete the proof of (i) we note that p+ = x(r,11, 9y, (mr1)) is the extreme
position allowed to 15:; 41 on arc(q, ¢, q;f +1)- Similarly we define p~, the extreme possible
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Figure 6: The triangle 7}, and the points ¢*. The triangle ¢, %, q' ;.

position of p,, ; on arc(q,, q:;rl). This follows from Lemma with 7. = r,. The left
inequality is determined by the limit position ¢+ assumed by ¢* when ﬁf 1= pE.
For n large ¢, p, ., = p* and g, are the vertices of a triangle which, as illustrated in
Figure |§|7 has ]q: 1 pt| =~ A\py1 and the angles in q;f 41 and in pt approximately equal to
¢ and ¥ respectively. A similar argument applies to ¢—,p,,; and ¢, ;. The lower bound
for rp41 — r(qi) is a consequence of the geometric properties of the above triangle.

From the proof of (ii) in Lemma we have that [p}, ¢’ ] is contained in .7, .
Moreover x € [p}, g, ] implies By, () C .7, 3 provided rp41 — 7(z) > nA,. From
it follows that, by reducing the value of n if necessary, we can make sure that this
condition is satisfied for every = € [p;}, ¢™]. This proves the first part of (ii). The proof of
the second part is similar.

Statement (iii) is a plain consequence of part (ii) of Lemma with 7. = r41. The
proof is complete. O

We are now in the position to give a suitable definition of the set .#,. We define .7,
to be the subset of {z : r(x) € [rn, n+1]} bounded by the union of [p,,q7], [P}, q],
(g7 Dyl [q+713;f+1]7 arc(p;,, pyy) and arc(ﬁgﬂ,ﬁzﬂ).
Define (see Figure [7))
I =749

The set .# is a kind of diffuse interface that separate regions where u™ is near to a
or to w™'a. Indeed let #Z be defined by

Brn+1 \Bm U?:l w Tl = U?:le_lﬁ'
Then
(6.34) rew % = |ufn(z) —wla| <6, r(2) g%, j=1,...,N —1.

6.3 An upper bound for the length of .#.

From what we know up to now the structure of .# can be quite complex, for example we
can not exclude that .# revolves several times around B,,. We will show that, instead,
the shape of .# can be controlled. We will associate to .# a kind of length and show that
most of the energy of u is contained in .# (and in its images under w) and proportional
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to its length. Then from the upper bound we obtain that the the difference from
the length of .# and R, is bounded by a constant independent of n. This implies a strong
restriction on the geometry of .# and eventually leads to Theorem

If (u,v), u,v € R?, is an ordered pair of linearly independent vectors we say that (u, v)
is positive if the rotation from u to v through an angle < 7 is counterclockwise, negative
otherwise.

Let I' be the family of rectifiable curves that connect x(rs,0,,) to x(r41,60r,,,) and
are contained in .#. We let |v| the length of v € T".

Proposition 6.9. (i) There exists v € I and K > 0 independent of n such that

6.35 ™| — min |y,
(6.35) ™| = min ||
and
ds
(6.36) o S e 2 g,
where s : [0, |7™|] = R is the curvilinear abscissa along ™.
Moreover
(6.37) V" (55, 8501) = "l 7=2,...n

where s; and v are defined by v =" (s;) € arc(pj_,p;r).

V=
1) Set 7, = 2——1- =2 ...,n. Then
( ) J hﬁ_l_,y;_np ] 9 9

T # T = vy €Ay,
and

o :pj_ = (7j-1,7j) is negative,

W=p = (Tj—1,Tj) is positive.

Proof. 1. Given v € I' set so = 0, sp+1 = || (s the curvilinear abscissa along ). For
J =3,...,n there exists s; € (0, |y]) such that v(s;) € arc(pj_,pj). We can assume that
s; is chosen so that s; < sj11, j = 2,...,n. From (6.29) we have

[v(s5);v(s542)] € I, G =2,...,n.
Therefore the curve 4 = U7_5[v(s;), v(sj+1] belongs to I and
(6.38) A <|l, veT.

The length |§| of 4 is a continuous function of the n — 2 points v(s;) € arc(p;,p;r),
j =3,...,n— 1. This implies the existence of 4™ € I" that satisfies (6.35)). The bound
(6.36]) follows from (6.30) with K = Cosl o This completes the proof of (i). To prove (ii)
we observe that, if 7" ¢ {pj_,pj} and 7j_1 # 7;, there exist x,y # V", x € [v]"q,7]"]
and y € [7;»”,7;11] such that [z,y] C .#. This contradicts the minimality of ¥™ since

ly—x| < |v]"—x|+[y—>}"|. This contradiction proves that v]" ¢ {pj_,pj} implies 7,1 = 7;.
The same argument applies to the case 'y]m € {pj_, pj} The proof is complete. ]
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Figure 7: The diffuse interface .#, the curve v™ and the points &F.

Let v; € R?, j = 2,...,n a unit vector orthogonal to 7; and such that (;,v;) is
positive. Given r € [rj,rj41] let Nj, = {& = 4" (r) + tv; : t € R} be the line through
4™ (r) orthogonal to 7j. For r # rj, j =3,...,n and j such that r € (rj,rj41) let [, &)
be the closure of the connected component of N;, N .7 that contains (). E denotes
the interior of E. If r = r;j and 7;_1 = 7; we have N;_1,, = N;,, and we define [§,",&] as

before. If instead, 7j_1 # 7j, we denote [E; , fr_,] and [{;,f}] the two segments that the
i T i T
previous definition yields with respect to N;_1,, and Nj, respectively. From Proposition

(ii) it follows that » = r; and 7;_1 # 7; imply that one of the following alternatives
holds

a) V' =p; = fr_]i and (5:3 — 5&,{;} - ET}) is negative,

mo_ o+ _ et — et e ety s o
b) Vit =pj = §T3[ and (frj_ ij_,grj fr;r) is positive.

A natural consequence of a) and b) is Proposition (ii) below that we prove in
detail in Section [6.5

Define

+ + + + + .
a’ﬂj = [pj aq]‘+1] Uarc[qj‘+1vpj+1]v j=1...,n—1,

0575 = [pf, ¢F) U arclg™, piL, 4.

Forj=1,...,n—1,0.9; and 6fj+ are the connected components of 8%\Ui:0,1arc[pj+i,pj+i].

0.7, and 0.%,F are the connected components of 8.7, \ (arc[p,,, p;;] U arc[p,, 1, P;,1])-
Proposition 6.10. It results

(6.39) el 0% re(r), j=2...,n—1
and
(6.40) &, &N 6,60 =0, r#1" €[ra,ran] \ {r;}] 5.
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Proof. See Section [6.5 O
Proposition 6.11. Set a_ = w™'a, a;. = a. Then
(1)
re(rj,rjy), j=2,...,n—1,
=
|uR” —ay| <0, x € Bn,\j_l(ﬁﬁt) \ 3.

(i1) There exists p > 0, 7 € (0,1), 0 < k < k' independent of n and 7 such that
Tn+1 — kJ}‘n—l < T < T'n+1 — kAn—l and

re (rp,7) =

(6.41)
lufin —ay| <6 x € By, ,(E5)\ 2,
and
pEPTny1—7T) =
(6.42)
uf —ai| < 6%, x € By(&, )\ T
Proof. See Section [6.5 -

We are now in the position to derive a sharp upper bound for the length |y™| of ™. For
each r € (rg,rn+1 — p) \ {rj}}_3 let J*(r) be the one dimensional energy of the restriction
of uft» to the segment [£,, £F]. From Proposition and the fact that, for r € (75, 7rj41),
&, &F] remains orthogonal to [v7,77,], it follows via Lemma

(6.43) o, (W) > Ny (uf) > N /O " (s,

where s € (0,]y™]) is the curvilinear abscissa along 4™ and s — r(s) the inverse of r — s(r)

which exists by (6.36]). Set

(6.44)

o
I

’

=

where ¢ is the constant in (6.14) and 7 is defined in Proposition We assume

(6.45) clnry =X\ > i,
n

which is equivalent to the assumption that the constant ¢; in (6.14]) be sufficiently large.
From (6.44)), (6.45]), Corollary and Proposition we obtain

[ufn (€4) — x| < 206 KD
— 25€EZ6—Eﬂ51nTj—l _ 25¢eRt
(6.46) EE

25 kI
ufn (¢£) — as| < =5
Tn—1

re(rj,ry), j=2,...,n—1,

, T E (rp,T).
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Instead, in the interval (7,7,41 — p), assuming also that p > %, we obtain
(6.47) [uPr (65) — ay| < 26eMeFInt1=") e (7 rpiq — p).
From (6.46)) and Lemma it follows
. 4522k
J (T’) >0 — CW 2 , e (Tj,Tj+1),
(6.48) i1
. 46262kl ~
JHr) >0 - Cw—y , 1T E (rp,T)
n—1
and
(6.49) J(r) >0 — Cyds2eMle=2F(rme1=r) - ¢ (FyTn+1 — D).

Recall that from Proposition and Lemma we have % <K, T:i - < (1+ g) and
1
Tig1 — 15 < COT‘J»Q. This and (6.48]) imply

s(rj+1) ) o B\2 0
21 / J ﬁdr < KT]+12 T < K(l +32) C ,
i1 sty dr Tj-1 rf
1 504 K(1+5)%C®
i / ds o BOH )0
Tn—1 Js(ry) dr 743

which, via (6.48)]), yields

s(rj+1) cr
[ eends 2 ostrsn) — slr) - S G =2 L

(6.50) (()) - g
/ s 2 0(s(7) = s(ra)) = -

where we have set C* = 45%2Cy KC°(1 + g)ZeQI_J . Finally, in a similar way, from (6.49) we
get

s(rnt1—p) 462 KeQH
/ T (r(8))ds = o(s(rur1 = p) = (7)) = — i ——
s(7) 2kn
(6.51) 2 2kl
- _ 46*CwKe
> o(s(ri1) = 5(7)) = Kp— ——.
2kn
By adding this estimate with the estimates (6.50)) from j =1 to j = n we obtain
/lej (r())d /S(rn+1P)J (r())d
*(r(s))ds > *(r(s))ds
(6.52) 0 s(r2)

> 0(s(rny1) — s(r2)) — Cf = oly™| = C7,

where Cf = C* 3272 L+ Kp+ % is a constant independent of n. From (6.52]),
2

(6.43]) and (3.16)) we gejt

Cr+% Ci+ %
(6.53) < Byt T < + G5 G5 = B+

This is the announced upper bound for the length of the interface.
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6.4 Existence of ('y-equivariant N-junctions

We can now complete the proof of Theorem

1. We have
Y™ = Y™ (s(r) = 2 |+ [ — " (s(r)],
Y™ (s(r) =3[ > 7 =12,
(6:54) iy = A™(s(r)] = ((rugr — reos9)? + rPsin® 0)
= ((rn41 — 7“)2 + 4r7“n+1sin2 g)%,
where
(6.55) 0 =0(v"(s(r))) — 0(vn}1)-

From (6.54) and (6.53)), after some manipulation, we get

Y — Cx? c3 c3
dsin? o < o0yt L T8 o P89y T8y 08 = O 4 1o
2 T 41 TTn41 T Tn+1
It follows 4 sin? g < 4?; for n sufficiently large. From this we conclude
Ci . _
(6.56) V< =, rE€[F,ru], n>n,
rz

where Cf > 0 and 7 > ry are constants independent of n > n, for some 7.

2. The estimate (6.56|) gives some control of the shape of v, the spine of the diffuse
interface .#, and allows to show that .# lie in a neighborhood of the ray Lg(%ﬁl) in the
sense that

J C BrUD,
(6.57)

D= {.%'(7’,9) : |6 - 6(77T+1)’ < , T € (7277471-1-1)7 r= ) }7

?J\»—" Q"

° S 2
for some constants C' > 0 and rg > 7 independent of n > n. The condition r > % in

(6.57) ensures that
(6.58) ijﬂD:(Z),jzl,...,N—l.

To prove (6.57) we estimate the thickness of .#. For r € (rj,7;4+1] let 2% € #;NC,. Then
the definition of .#; in the proof of Lemma and (6.27) imply

-
dO(z,,m‘*‘) - do(q]'+17qj‘+1) < 3érj+1 -

x* T B T; T
(6.59) 3600 o .
S 1 STv Te(rj,rj_t,_l],]:l,...,n,
r2 T2
J

where we have also used (6.16)) and % <1+ g and set C¢ = 3¢C%(1 + g)% This and
(6:56) imply (6.57) with C = Cj + C3.
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3. If uf* is a minimizer of J Bp, the map ou® (g-) is also a minimizer for each rotation
0 : R? - R?. Therefore we can assume that 6(7/", ;) = 0, for n > i and define

¢ 2r C . . (CN)?
Qu={atr0) 10 (520~ 0 e ), = N0,
r2 r2 T
Since Q,, C %, (6.34]) implies
(6.60) luftr (2) —w?™la] < 6, zew1Q,\ %, j=1,...,N—1.
This and Corollary yield
(6.61) luftn (2) — w?™tal < Ke F@0w71Qn) = o e (i=1Q, n > n,

where k is as in Corollary and K > 0 some constant independent of n.

4. The family of minimizers {u},, is uniformly bounded in C?*%(Bg,;R), for some
a € (0,1). Tt follows the existence of a subsequence still denoted {uf*"},, that converges
in compact in the C? sense to a map U : R? — R? which is a solution of U is Cn-
equivariant and, since the estimate passes to the limit for n — +oo, satisfies (1.11]).
The proof is complete.

6.5 Appendix

Proof. (of Proposition [6.10))
1. We have
Njr; 0 a‘rc[pj'_+17p;_+1] =0,
(6.62) j=1,...,n.
Njﬂ’j-ﬁ-l N arc[pj_,pj] = 07

If Njp oy NGy, = 0 (6.62)2 is trivially true. Assume instead that there is & € Nijri

Cy,;. Then 47", 77}, and ¢ are the vertices of a triangle rectangle in 77}, and it follows

N

(6.63) d°(vi" &) = 1" =&l = it — " = g — .
Since d°(y",p;) < d°(p;,p}) and (6.17) yields
|7jt1 — 1| > do(pj_,p;') =3v+2\, j=1,...,n,

(6.62)2 follows from (6.63)). The same argument applies to (6.62));.

2. It results
(664) [E:;:l:aé.;:l:] N (arc ;—1,p;r—1] U arc[p;+1vpj++1])‘

Since [(grt,g; ] C Nj_1,, and [51;,5;} C Njt1,, (6-62)2 implies
J J

J J

[ :7,5;7] N arc[p;_l,p;r_l] = 07
(6.65) ;o »

[é.;?r ’ fr_j] N arc[pj_+17p_;"—+1] °
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If 7;41 = 7; we have [ £ -1=1 *.,&,] and (6.64) follows from (6.65)). If 7j1 # 7; both
i T i
in case a) and b) it results that | +_ ¢ ] lies ([ ++,§ . ] lies) on the half plane determined

.7 J J

by Nj+1 r; (by Nj_1,;) that does not contain arc[pﬁl,pjﬂ] (arc[pjfl,pjfl]). This and

6.65) imply (6.64).

3. From 2. we have that ¢ + and £ (¢F, and §+ ) are the extreme of a subarc
Tj+1 J Tj+1
¢ C Uf?ﬁf (of a subarc %f C Uf+;18f+). This, since, by definition [£,& ],

[ ++,§_+] and [€7 ¢ ] have the same direction, implies
i Tit1 T

+ i j+1 + .
€r€<gj Ui] 18%7 T’G(T’j,rj+1),]:2,...,n*1,

that concludes the proof of (6.39)).
4. We have

(6.66) [fj,{r ] [gr”ér ] = , r, 7“, (S (Tj,?"j+2) \ {Tj+1}, j = 2, Lo, = 1.

This is obvious if 7j41 = 7;. If 7j41 # 7; and a) holds, follows from the fact that €~
and ‘@;1 have the extreme 7}, = Pit = 5’“_?11 in common. The same argument applies

if b) holds.

5. Assume that there are r € (ry,7541), 7’ € (rj,7j41) and & such that

(6.67) (& =161, &0

Without loss of generality we can assume that j > ¢. From (6.39)) it follows j < i+ 2. On
the other hand 4. implies j > i+ 1 and we conclude that j = i+ 2. This and ([6.39)) imply

(6.68) r(€) € [rj—1,75].

From (6.67)) it follows that 7;_o # 7; and therefore that at least one of the following two
possibilities holds:

Tp F Tji-1,  Tj-1 7 Tj—2-
We discuss the case (7;_1, 7;) negative. The analysis of the other possibilities is analogous.
We have

(7j-1,7;) negative = ~j"=p; ={ ..
J

This and ' > r; imply 7(£,) > r; which, since £ € [¢}, €], is in contradiction with (6.68)
and therefore with the existence of £. The proof is complete. O

Proof. (of Proposition [6.11])

1. From (6.39) and Lemma it follows that if j = 2,...,n — 2, for each x €
Ul +]1 ﬂff and, in particular for £, it results
luff —ai| < ed®, on By, \ X

This concludes the proof of (i) for j =2,...,n — 2.
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2. For r near 711, one or both the extreme of [, &] may lie on arc[ﬁ;rl,ﬁ;;l].
Since \ﬁ:{H — Ppy1| < 3v A sufficient condition to exclude this is r < 41 —p, p = 3v.

3. Assume that p = p(z) = rp41 — r(x) satisfies
(6.69) p = A4NAn—1.
Then we have By, ,(z) C By (z) and from Lemma [6.8|it follows

(6.70) T € uj:n_l,nafji and p > 4nh,—1
. = |uf™ —ag| <8 on By, ,(z)\X.
Fix 7) = 1. Then

p <4Ani,_1,

implies By, (x) C By, _, (x). From this, By,(x) C Bg(w) and Lemma.we have

x € uj:n,l,naff and p < 4nA,—1

(6.71) N i
= |Ju™ —ay| <cd%, on By,(z)\ X.

4. Let w, the direction vector of the ray Lg(,y;n+1) through 77" ; and let x,, the angle
between w,, and 7, positive if (wy, 7,) is positive. We assume x,, > 0. The same argument
with obvious modifications applies to the case x, < 0. Recall the definition of ¢  in

~ Tn+1
Lemma and define £~ by setting

§ €l
r(é_) =Tn4+1 — 477)\71—1'

Note that £ satisfies with the equality sign. We define 7 as the value of r such
that é ~ =&, that is we let 7 be determined by the condition that 4™ (7) coincides with
the intersection of {x =~ + t7,, t € R} with {z = £ +tu,, t € R}. With this choice
of # we have Ny, 7 = {x = € +tv,, t € R} and [£7,£F] = [67,&7] where £F is the other
extreme of the connected component of N, z N .# that contains v™ (7). Since £~ satisfies
with the equality sign, &, satisfies or depending on wether r < 7 or
r > 7. This and the fact that x,, > 0 implies r(£) > (&) show the existence of 7 such
that (6.41) and (6.42)) hold.

To complete the proof we recall that A, 1 — 400 as n — +oo while |7 | —p,, ;| < 37”
with v is independent of n. It follows that, by accepting an error of O(+) we can identify

1
Y1 With p ., and the circumference C) with a straight line parallelnto the tangent t
to Cy,., at v, ;. In the same order of approximation ™ (7) can be identified with the
intersection 4™ # v | of {x = v, | + t7n, t € R} with the circumference of diameter
['yﬂrl,é*] and N, ; N.# with the line through 5™ and €~ (see Figure . Under these
identifications that are equivalent to pass to the limit for n — +o0o0 we see that 7 has an
upper bound ~ 7 < i1 — kdp_1 (k & 4n) when x, = 0 (r(€7) = r(£7)) and a lower
bound that corresponds to the situation where the line parallel to t through 4™ is tangent
to the circumference with diameter [y, ;, ) I £ is the limit value of the angle between

['ygﬁrl,é*] and t we find, see Figure that 7 > rp41 — k' A1 with ¥ =~ 2(1+ 2_). This

in?®
sin 5

concludes the proof of (ii).

5. It remain to show that (i) is valid also for j = m — 1. This follows from (ii) and
Proposition [6.10] The proof is complete. O
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Figure 8: k and k' and 7.
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