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PART III: TORUS VS SPLIT MINIMIZERS

FEDERICO DIPASQUALE, VINCENT MILLOT, AND ADRIANO PISANTE

ABSTRACT. We study the behaviour of global minimizers of a continuum Landau-de Gennes
energy functional for nematic liquid crystals, in three-dimensional axially symmetric domains
domains diffeomorphic to a ball (a nematic droplet) and in a restricted class of S'-equivariant
configurations. It is known from our previous paper [12] that, assuming smooth and uniaxial
(e.g. homeotropic) boundary conditions and a physically relevant norm constraint in the interior
(Lyuksyutov constraint), minimizing configurations are either of torus or of split type. Here,
starting from a nematic droplet with the homeotropic boundary condition, we show how singular
(split) solutions or smooth (torus) solutions (or even both) for the Euler-Lagrange equations do
appear as energy minimizers by suitably deforming either the domain or the boundary data. As
a consequence, we derive symmetry breaking results for the minimization among all competitors.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The present article is the third of a series in a project on the analysis of the Landau-de Gennes
model for nematic liquid crystal. Relying on our previous results [11] 12] (see [36] for a short
overview), we pursue our investigations on the qualitative properties of minimizers of the Landau-
de Gennes functional restricted to a class of axially symmetric configurations with pointwise unit
norm (the Lyuksyutov constraint). We refer to [11} [12] and the references therein for an extensive
discussion on this model and its physical background. For the sake of concision, we shall simply
recall the main elements and basic features of the model.

As customary in LdG Q-tensor theory (see, e.g., [34, [41]), we consider .#5x3(R) the vector space
made of 3 X 3-matrices with real entries and its 5-dimensional subspace of admissible matrices

Sp = {Q = (Qij) € Msx3(R): Q = Q, tr(Q) = o} .

Here Q" denotes the transpose of @, tr(Q) the trace of Q. The space Sy is endowed with the usual
(Frobenius) inner product. As in [I1],[12], the indicator function of physical interest is provided by
the signed biaxiality parameter

tr(Q%)
QP

For a matrix @ satisfying |Q| = 1, the extremal values E(Q) = 41 occur iff the minimal/maximal
eigenvalue of @ is double which corresponds to the purely positive/negative uniaxial phase in the

B(Q) == V6 e[-1,1], Q#0. (1.1)

language of liquid crystals. In turn, the case —1 < 3(Q) < 1 corresponds to the biaxial phase, and
it is maximal for 3(Q) = 0 (i.e., maximal gap between the distinct eigenvalues).

Following [11l [12], (rescaled) liquid crystal configurations occupying a given bounded domain
Q) C R3 (with C''-smooth boundary at least) are described through Sobolev maps @ € W12(Q; S%).
The choice of the target S* C Sy, the unit sphere of Sy, encodes the Lyuksyutov constraint typical
of soft biaxial nematics [32] (see also [35]). As first suggested in [I1], the qualitative properties of
a smooth (or merely Sobolev) configuration @ : 2 — S* can be described by means of the signed

biaxiality function o @, through the biaxiality regions, i.e.,
(B<ty ={zeQ:80Q)<t}, {Bxt}:={zeQ:B0Q)>t}, te[-1,1], (1.2)

and the corresponding biazial surfaces {ﬂ = t} = {:c €q0: Eo Qx) = t}. Among these sets,
a crucial role is played by { 8 = 71}, which should correspond to the experimentally observed
disclination lines, where eigenvalues exchange occurs (see, e.g., [27, 28]).

After rescaling and under the Lyuksyutov constraint, the reduced LdG energy functional ob-
tained in [I1] takes the form

@ = [ FIVQR +AW(Q)ds. (13)

for a material-dependent constant A > 0. It reduces to the Dirichlet integral & for maps into S*
when A\ = 0. The parameter A\~/2 is known as the biazial coherence length. The functional £y
formally corresponds to a LdG energy with quartic potential in the 1-constant approximation for
the elastic energy and in the regime of zero uniazial correlation length reflecting the norm constraint
(see the discussion in [I1] Section 1]). The reduced potential W : Sy — R, when restricted to unit
norm matrices, is given by

W (Q) (1-8@) vQest. (1.4)

1
=37
Hence W is nonnegative on S*. Its set of minima is called the vacuum manifold Qi := {W =
0} NS, and VianW(Q) = 0 for any Q € Quin. The minimum of W is achieved when the signed
biaxiality is maximal, so that W(Q) = 0 iff Q € Quin = RP? C S*, where we regard the projective
plane RP? C S* embedded as the set of positive uniaxial matrices

Qmin:{Qeg4:Q:\/§(n®n—%Id), neSQ}. (1.5)
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Since Qumin = RP?, it has nontrivial topology, and both homotopy groups mo(Qmin) = Z and
71(Omin) = Z2 play a role in the presence of defects, especially in the restricted class of axisym-
metric configurations. A critical point Q) € W12(Q;S?*) of £, among S*-valued maps satisfies in
the weak sense the Euler-Lagrange equations

AQx + [VQAPQx = AVean W(Q1) (1.6)
where the tangential gradient of W at Q € S* C Sy is given by

VeanW(Q) = —(Q2 - %Id _ tr(Q?’)Q) .

The left hand side in (CH)) is the tension field of the S*-valued map Q) as in the theory of harmonic
maps, see e.g. [30].

Symmetry ansitze have been considered in several recent articles dedicated to Landau-de Gennes
models in dimension two or three, see e.g. [23] 24] 1, 22| 42] 2| 40, [4]. In the present paper, we
consider the LdG functional &, restricted to a class of S'-equivariant configurations, continuing
the analysis initiated in [I2]. As reviewed in Section 2] we identify the group S! with the subgroup
of SO(3) made of rotations around the vertical axis of R®, and we consider the induced action on
So given by Sy 2 A — RAR' € Sy. Assuming that the open set Q C R? is bounded, smooth, and
Sl-invariant, i.e., R-Q = ) for any R € S!, we restrict ourselves to maps Q: Q — Sy which are
Sl-equivariant, i.e.,

Q(Rz) = RQ(z)R" for ae. z€Q, VReS', (1.7)

with the obvious analogue definition for maps defined on the boundary. Following our notations
from [I1, [12], given an S'-equivariant Dirichlet boundary data Qy, : 9 — S*, we set

Ao, (Q) == {Q e Wh2(Q;8%) : Q = Qy on ag} :
and
AGH Q) = {Q € Ao, (Q) : Q is S*-equivariant } C Ag, (). (1.8)

We are then interested in minimizers Qx of £ over the restricted class AZ™(Q2). As already
discussed in [12, Theorem 1.1] (and reviewed in the next sections), if 9Q and @), are smooth enough,
then minimizers always exist and they are smooth up to a singular set, denoted by sing(Q@»),
made of (at most) finitely many interior point singularities located on the symmetry axis. When
present, these singular points are due either to a topological obstruction related to the equivariance
constraint or to an energy efficiency mechanism.

The main purpose of this article is to shed some light on the delicate interplay between the
geometry of the boundary and the properties of the Dirichlet boundary condition in determining
the qualitative properties of the corresponding minimizers. As initiated in [I2], we investigate
nonexistence vs existence of singularities for maps minimizing £y over the symmetric class AB’:I Q)
for a boundary data Qy, exploiting the topology of the vacuum manifold Q,;,, = RP2. In this way,
the topology of minimizers will be either of torus type or of split type respectively, according to our
qualitative description of the biaxiality regions and surfaces in [12] Section 7] and [12] Theorems 1.4
& 1.5]. For the sake of concision, we refer to [12] for the relevant definitions and the precise results.
In few words, the torus type holds whenever the minimizer @, is smooth (i.e., sing(Q,) = 0)
and our terminology refers to the fact that a biaxial surface must have a connected component
of positive genus enclosing at least a circle of negative uniaxiallity, i.e., a (invariant) disclination
ring. In turn, the split type holds if the minimizer is singular (i.e., sing(Q,) # @) and in this case,
singularities come in pairs and biaxiality equals —1 in between (i.e., there are disclination segments
on the vertical axis), while biaxial surfaces contain spheres with poles at the singular points.

For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to axisymmetric cylinder-type domains diffeomorphic to a
ball (see Definition 23], or to the model case of a nematic droplet, i.e., the unit ball Q = B; C R3.
Concerning the boundary data, a natural choice is to take it smooth (at least of class C') and
valued in the vacuum manifold, i.e., Qp, € C*(9Q; RP?). Since 90 ~ S?, every such map can be
written in the form

Qv(z) = \/g (v(:c) ®v(z) — %Id) for all 2 € 992, v e CH(9S?). (1.9)
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Since €2 is axisymmetric, such map @), is S'-equivariant if and only if its lift v is itself S'-equivariant
(with respect to the obvious action of S! on S? C R3 by rotation). Then, the topological nontriv-
iality of Q) introduced in [I2] and required here amounts to the assumption that the topological
degree deg v € Z of the lift is odd (this assumption only depends on @1, and not on a particular
choice of the lift v). For instance, if OQ is of class C? and v in (LJ) is the outer unit normal field
on 99 (i.e., v(z) = n(z)), then we obtain the so-called homeotropic boundary condition (sce (24))
which is S'-equivariant and its lift v satisfies deg v = 1, i.e., it satisfies our topological require-
ment. A main example entering in our discussion below is the case a nematic droplet Q = B;
with homeotropic boundary data. Then 7 (z) = ro7 and Qy(z) = H(z) where H is the unit-norm

3(x T 1
Hz)=1/=| —® — —=Id for all 0B 1.10
(x) \/; (|x| ® 23 ) or all z € 9By, (1.10)

which is actually equivariant in the sense of (7)) with respect to the full orthogonal group O(3).

Besides RP2-valued maps, we shall also consider more general S*-valued boundary data. Ac-
cording to [I1], 2], we shall always assume that Q and @} are smooth enough, axisymmetric, and
satisfying the conditions:

(HP)) B :=mingean B o Qu(z) > —1;
(HPy) Q is diffeomorphic (equivariantly and up to the boundary) to a ball;
(HP;) deg(v,09) is odd;

where (H P3) has to be understood in the following way. In view of (H P;), the maximal eigenvalue
Amax () of Qp(x) is simple and the function Apax : 92 — R is smooth, hence there is a well defined
and smooth eigenspace map Viax : 9 — RP? (which inherits equivariance). Since 9Q ~ S? by
(HP,), the mapping Vinax has a (nonunique) smooth lifting v : 9Q — S2, which is required to
satisfy (HP3). In the case ! = By, besides the radial hedgehog H, the main examples of boundary
data satisfying our general assumptions are the S'-equivariant harmonic spheres Wy g - S? — §4,
for positive parameters p; and po (see the full classification [12, Proposition 3.8 and proof of
Theorem 1.3]).

In [I2] Theorem 1.4 & 1.5], we have shown that under assumptions (H P )-(H P3), minimizers
of £\ over the class AG™(Q) must be either of torus type (when smooth) or of split type (when
singular), in agreement with some physical expectations based on numerical simulations (e.g.,
[14, 27, 28, 10, 21]). To complement this result, [I2, Theorem 1.2 & 1.3] provide in the case
Q = By two explicit continuous deformationd] T : [0,1] — 025 (9B1;S?) of the hedgehog map H
along which (H P)-(H P;) are preserved and such that minimizers corresponding to the final map
Qv =T'(1) are either all of torus type or all of split type respectively (see also Remark B16). Our
first main result actually shows that both type of minimizers coexist for the same boundary data
when suitably chosen at some intermediate stage of one these deformations.

Theorem 1.1. Let v € (0,1), X > 0, and T : [0,1] — C2%(0B1;S*) a continuous curve along

which (HPy)-(HPs) are satisfied. Assume that for Qn, = I'(0) and Qp = T'(1), the minimizers

of Ex over AB’:I(Bl) are all of torus type and all of split type, respectively. Then there exist
0 <t; <ty <1 such that

(i) for every 0 < t < t1 and Qy, = T'(t), any minimizer of Ex over Aj™(B1) is smooth and
thus of torus type;

hedgehog

1) for everytos <t <1 and Qp = , any minimizer of £y over 1) is singular an
/i t t <1 and It M & AB’:“ By) is singul d
thus of split type;

(iii) fort =t1 ort =te and Qp = I'(t), there exist a smooth and a singular minimizer of €y
over the class Ag:l(Bl), hence of torus and split type respectively.

As a consequence, there exists Qy, € C%% (0B1;S*) satisfying (H Py )-(H Ps ) which yields coexistence

sym\*~
of torus and split minimizers of €\ over AB’:’(Bl).

The proof of Theorem [Tl in Section B essentially relies on the interior and boundary regularity
theory developed in [11][12] and suitably presented in SectionB.Il Along with further refinements, it

1C’§§%(8B1 ;S*) stands for the subset of C%*(9B1;S*) made of all S'-equivariant maps. More generally, we shall
use the sub/supscript sym on a functional space to indicate that the mappings involved are Sl-equivariant.
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follows that both smoothness and presence of singularities persist under strong W!2-convergence
as the pair (Qp,A) varies in the space of data C%%(99;S*) x [0,00), in analogy with [3, [18]
in the case of minimizing harmonic maps into S?. Using these properties together with unique
continuation arguments, we prove in Theorem [B.14] a decomposition of the space of data into
two open sets, for which all the minimizers are of the same type (smooth or singular), and their
common boundary, where coexistence occurs. Then Theorem [[.1] follows as a direct consequence
(see Corollary 315 as the two open sets are not empty by [12, Theorem 1.2 & 1.3] and there exists
an explicit continuous path connecting them (as already mentioned). It is a natural open question
to understand if for such explicit path deforming the data used in [I2] Theorem 1.2] into the one
used in [I2, Theorem 1.3] and passing through the hedgehog H, the coexistence parameters given
in Theorem [[.T] are precisely those of the hedgehog, i.e., if Qp, = H yields coexistence of torus and
split minimizers in the class A7™(Bi).

Our coexistence property is somehow related to a similar result established in the recent arti-
cle [42], although the methods employed are completely different. As already commented in more
details in [I2, Section 7], the analysis in [42] is performed to the case Q@ = B; with boundary
condition given by the unit norm hedgehog H, and the minimization is restricted to the strictly
smaller class of O(2) x Za-equivariant configurations (the extra Zs-symmetry corresponding to the
reflection across the horizontal plane). In this restricted class, the author performs a clever fur-
ther constrained minimization which yields coexistence of minimizers of “torus” and “split” type,
although these notions are in a sense weaker than ours in [I2]. However, their energy minimality
in the full symmetric class A}™(Bi) remains unclear.

The second part of the article is dedicated to minimizers of £, over the equivariant class (L.]))
with homeotropic boundary conditions on axisymmetric domains  C R? diffeomorphic to the unit
ball. Here the goal is to show that the presence of smooth or singular minimizers and even their
coexistence depends in a subtle way on the shape of Q. To capture the essence of these phenomena,
we restrict ourselves to an explicit family of axisymmetric cylinder-type domains denoted by QfZ o
and obtained as a regularization (near the angles) of vertical cylinders of height 2h and radius ¢,
the parameter p being the smoothing parameter (see Definition [Z3]). The boundary condition Qy,
is the homeotropic boundary data given by () with v = 7 the outer unit normal field. Under
these choices of Q and Qy,, assumptions (HP;)-(H P;) above are satisfied and the results in [12]
apply. Exploiting these facts, we discuss here the nature of minimizers, i.e., smooth or singular, and
thus their type, torus or split, as the characteristic lengths A and ¢ vary. Borrowing a terminology
from physics (see, e.g., [6], for the case of Bose-Einstein condensates in trapping potentials), we
are interested in two opposite regimes, namely: (i) the case h > ¢ of long and thin cylinders,
(the “cigar shape”), and its opposite, i.e., (ii) the case h < £ of flat and very large cylinders (the
“pancake shape”). Both cases are somehow natural, as they are a mathematical idealization of the
case in which the liquid crystals occupy a long pipe or it is arranged as a thin film respectively.

We shall see in Theorem below that, in the asymptotic regime h > /¢, a 2D-reduction
phenomenon occurs and the 3D-minimizers in QZ o tend to minimize the 2D-energy on most of the
horizontal cross-sections of the domain. To present and describe this dimension reduction, it is
useful to anticipate and analyse the effective 2D-variational problem which involves maps defined
on a generic horizontal cross-section Dy of the smoothed cylinder QZ p- This 2D-minimization
problem is of independent interest and ressembles the one considered in [22] without the norm
constraint.

For simplicity, we rescale the disc D, of radius ¢ to the unit disc D, and to distinguish the 2D
from the 3D case, we shall use the notation E) (instead of £)) to refer to the LdG energy in two
dimensions. In other words, we consider for each A > 0 the 2D-LdG energy

BA@ = [ 5IVQI W (Q)do. (1.11)

defined for configurations in the class W12(D;S*). Note that in the case A = 0, the energy Ey still
reduces to the Dirichlet integral.
In the 2D-problem, we are interested in minimizers of Ey over the S'-equivariant class

sym

AT (D) == {Q € Wy (;§") : Q = H on 9D}, (1.12)



6 FEDERICO DIPASQUALE, VINCENT MILLOT, AND ADRIANO PISANTE

where H : R?\ {0} — RP? C §* is the radial anchoring map (or constant norm hedgehog), i.e.,

— 31 (™ 1 1
H(:C) = - —= (2| ® |2z | —=Id | . (113)
2\ |z|? 0 0 3

The restriction of H to 9D, corresponds precisely to the homeotropic boundary condition at the
boundary of the cross-section 0D, C 062 o where the outer normal is horizontal. We observe
that maps belonging to A%m(D) are continuous in D (see Section [2]), hence there is a natural
decomposition Asﬁym(D) = Ax U Ag (with disjoint union) according to the respective value at
the origin Q(0) = +ep, where e is the matrix given by (Z8). Indeed, teq are the only unit
norm matrices invariant under the action of S* on S*, so that equivariance, norm constraint, and
continuity imply this decomposition.

Our second main result discusses the nature of 2D-minimizers as the parameter A > 0 varies, that
is the belonging to the class Ax or to the class Ag. Note that fixing the cross-section of the sample
and varying the biaxial coherence length A~'/2 is mathematically equivalent, by rescaling, to fixing
the material-dependent length A='/2 and varying the width of the sample, which is physically more
realistic.

Theorem 1.2. There exist 0 < A\g < A < A* such that the following statements hold.
(i) The maps Q ~ u with u(z) = gg(£z) explicitly given by E34), are (positively) uniazial,
they are minimizers of Ex over An, and local minimizers of Ex over Asﬁym(ID)) for every
A > 0. In addition, these maps are the unique absolute minimizers for A € (As, 00).

(i1) If X € [0,\*) then there exist minimizers Qx of Ey over Ag. Moreover, they are local
minimizers of Ey over A%m (D), and satisfy BoQx(D) = [~1,1]. In addition, if X € [0, \,),
then minimizers over Ag are the the only minimizers of E\ over A%m(]])), and uniqueness

holds for A < \g.
(iii) If X = A, then the maps Q in (i) and Qx in (ii) are both minimizers of Ex over Asﬁym(ID)).

The previous theorem provides a purely energetic explanation of the biaxial escape phenomenon
in 2D-biaxial nematics, at least under norm and axial symmetry constraints. The escape mechanism
here is explained in a completely different way compared to [9], where complete biaxial escape in 2D
is inferred in the low-temperature limit. In our case, the boundary data[[I3]is trivial in 71 (RP?),
while in [9], its nontriviality implies that almost uniaxial extensions cannot exist, even without
the norm constraint. Indeed, according to claim (i), if A is very large (equivalently, when the size
of the sample is large compared to the characteristic length A1/ 2), then energy minimizers are
purely positively uniaxial (and even explicit, due to the norm constraint), because of the strong
penalization of the biaxial phase induced by the potential W. On the other hand, claim (ii) shows
that reducing A to smaller values (equivalently, reducing the size the sample compared to AL/ 2)
makes uniaxiality non necessarily favorable. Indeed, for A below the coexistence threshold \,, the
biaxiality parameter of minimizers attains its full range [—1, 1], and complete biazial escape occurs.

The proof of Theorem is presented in Section @ As commented in more details there,
the cornerstone is Theorem 4] which gives an energy gap phenomenon between the infimum of
Dirichlet integral Ey over the class Ax and the class Ag together with a complete classification of
the corresponding optimal maps following the lines of [12]. The main difficulties come from the
conformal invariance of the Dirichlet integral in 2D and the associated concentration/compactness
alternative with possible bubbling-off of harmonic spheres along minimizing sequences (see the
proof of Proposition ELTH]) as the pointwise constraints Q(0) = +eq are not weakly closed. This
intermediate step and Theorem [[.2] can be seen as analogues of the construction of small and large
solutions for S?-valued harmonic maps in two dimensions, see [8, 26]. Borrowing the terminology
from the S%-valued case, the large solutions @ in (i) escape from the (small) spherical cap of S*
centered at —eg containing the image of the boundary datum H, as opposed to smalls solutions
Q> in (ii) (at least for A small enough) for which the escape phenomenon does not happen.

In Section B we take advantage of the previous 2D result to describe the asymptotic behaviour
of minimizers in the 3D cylindrical domains QZ o with homeotropic boundary condition in the
regime h > ¢. Our third main result below shows that, for such long “cigar shaped” domains, any
minimizing configuration must be singular, hence of split type in the sense of [12].
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Theorem 1.3. Let A > 0 be a fired number and \g, A« the values promded by Theoremlﬂ Given
0 < 2p < ¢ and a sequence h,, — 400 satisfying h, > £, set , = Qe and let Qb be the
homeotropic boundary data on 9Q,. If, for each n, Q™ is a minimizer of Ex over A% (n)(Q ),

then the following statements hold for n large enough.

(i) (Split Structure) If £ < \/X/), then sing (Q™) # (0. As a consequence, Q™ is of split
type and B, = ﬂ 0 Q™ satisfies fn(Qn) = [—1,1].

(ii) (2D-reduction) If { < \/)\0//\ and Qq denotes the unique minimizer of Ex(-:Dy) over
Asﬁym(ID)g) then Q™ — Q, strongly in VV1 (Ce ) and in fact, locally smoothly in €° as
n — +o0o.

(iii) (Singularities Ejection) If £ < \/Xo/X, then sing (QU)N{x3 > 0} and sing (Q™) N {z3 <
0} are both nonempty, each one of them contains an odd number of points, sing (Q(")) -
{zs-azis} N {hy —a < |as| < hy — L1} for some constant o > 1 independent of n, and
Q™ = —eg on {ws-azis} N {|z3] < h, —a}. In addition, Card(sing(Q™)) remains
bounded as n — co.

This theorem shows that singularities occur purely for reasons of energy efficiency, in analogy
with the case of minimizing harmonic maps into S? first described in [I7]. Claim (i) in the
theorem above states that minimizers tend to become two-dimensional (i.e., independent of x3) on
each fixed bounded portion of the (smoothed) cylinder as the height goes to infinity. For sufficiently
thin cylinders (below the critical threshold 1/Ag/A), 2D minimizers on the cross sections assume the
value —eq at the origin by Theorem [[L.2] so that negative uniaxiality must occur on the symmetry
axis for 3D minimizers. This property, in combination with the boundary data, forces the presence
of point singularities, and thus the split structure. Finally, according to (iii), singularities have to
escape to infinity along the symmetry axis in a certain quantitative way, whereas full regularity on
each fixed bounded portion of the cylinders is inherited from the limiting map. From the presence
of singularities, we derive in Corollary [5.13] the instability of minimizers over A™/ o (©,) in the full

class AQ<n,) (Q,). As a consequence, minimizers of £, over AQ(n) (Qy) are not symmetnc and non
b b

uniqueness holds, in analogy with our previous result [12, Corollary 7.15]. Such symmetry breaking
phenomena were already proved in [3] and [16] for minimizing harmonic maps into S? (i.e., for the
Frank-Oseen model). Hence, our result is a natural counterpart for the Landau-de Gennes model,
in agreement with the numerical simulations in [10].

The proof of Theorem [[.3] relies on various energy identities leading to uniform a priori bounds
and compactness properties. But the heart of the matter is a 2D-rigidity result for local minimizers
in infinite cylinders, see Proposition [5.J0l Relying on the 2D-uniqueness property in Theorem [[.2]
we obtain x3-independence by constructing comparison maps with optimal energy growth, and to
this purpose it is crucial to assume that the cylinders are sufficiently thin. Our analysis also shows
that the number of singularities is bounded and that, near each tip of the cylinder, there must be
an odd number of them. It remains an open question whether or not there is exactly one singular
point near each tip for h large enough.

The next result describes the asymptotic behaviour of minimizers over the equivariant class in
the opposite regime h < f£. It shows that for such “pancake shaped” domains the minimizing
configurations must be smooth, hence of torus type in the sense of [12].

Theorem 1.4. Let A > 0 be a fired number. Given 0 < 2p < h and an increasing sequence
b, — 400 satisfying £n, > /2h, set Q, = QIZHP and let le) be the homeotropic boundary data
on Oy, If, for each n, QU is a minimizer of Ex over AZ;?) (), then the following statements
hold for n large enough.
(i) (Torus Structure) We have sing (Q™) = (. As a consequence, Q™ is of torus type,
B := BoQ™ satisfies $,(Q) = [—1,1], and the level set {3, = —1} contains an invariant
horizontal circle mutually linked to the vertical axis.
(i) (Asymptotic Behaviour) Q™) — eq strongly in VVI1 2(Qﬁh ) and in fact, locally smoothly in
¢h asn — +00.
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(i) (Biaziality Ejection) For anyt € [—1,1), there exist ny € N and a value dy > 0 independent
of n such that {8, <t} N Q;}n_dt =0 for any n > ny.

According to claim (ii), minimizers approach the constant map e on each fixed bounded portion
of the cylinder as the width increases to infinity. Indeed, the influence of the nonconstant part of
the boundary data, which is present only on the curved part of 9€2,,, fades as this curved part is sent
to infinity when ¢,, — +o0. Then, full regularity near the symmetry axis (and hence everywhere) is
inherited from the limiting map, whence the torus type structure. Furthermore, the local smooth
convergence to a constant uniaxial map pushes the biaxial sets to infinity, in such a way that they
remain at finite distance from the lateral boundary.

The proof of Theorem [L4] also relies on monotonicity formulae, local energy bounds and com-
pactness arguments. The first key estimate is a linear law for the growth of the total energy with
respect to ¢ obtained through comparison maps. Refining it into a sublinear estimate slightly in
the interior (see Lemma [6.8]) leads to the constancy of the limiting map and to a uniform bound
for the distance of the biaxial sets from the lateral boundary.

In our last main result, we discuss how the nature of minimizers of £, over the symmetric class
changes under deformations of the domain, in analogy with and complementing Theorem [Tl when
varying the boundary data. Theorem below refines the conclusions in Theorem [[3] & 4]
and it shows how the transition from the “cigar shape” to the “pancake shape” naturally leads to
coexistence of torus and split minimizers under homeotropic boundary data for domains of suitable
limiting size. More precisely, starting from a cigar shape domain provided by Theorem where
any minimizer is of split type, and then enlarging it sufficiently we arrive at a pancake shape
where any minimizer is of torus type by Theorem [[L4l Then Theorem shows that split and
torus minimizers must coexist in some domains of intermediate size.The proof is similar in spirit
to the one for Theorem [T and it is still based on persistence of smoothness and persistence of
singularities.

Theorem 1.5. Let A > 0 and h, £y, p > 0 be fized numbers such that 2p < £o/6 and £y < 3h. For
{20y, set Qy = Qpr and let QS) be the homeotropic boundary data on 0. Assume that every
minimizer of £y over ASng;) (Q,) is of split type (i.e., it has a non empty singular set). Then there

b
exist numbers lo > 01 > £y such that

(Q) is of split type (i.e., singular);

(i) for every by < £ < {1, every minimizer of E over AZ;;

(i1) for every £ > {o, every minimizer of £\ over 2?) (Q) is of torus type (i.e., smooth);

(i) for € € {l1,42}, Ex admits both a split and a torus minimizer over AZE?) ().

In the previous statement, we actually expect that £; = {5, i.e., only one critical size of the
domain provides the coexistence property, but it seems to be a quite difficult problem. Existence
of a singular minimizer in the symmetric class at the intermediate sizes ¢ = ¢; and ¢ = {5 indicates
once again that a symmetry breaking occurs for global minimizers of £, over the global class
A Qw® (€¢). We shall prove in Corollary [6.12] that symmetry breaking still occurs in a neighborhood

of ¢ = {1 and ¢ = {5, even for ¢ > {5 when all minimizers in the symmetric class are smooth. This
fact enlightens the difficulty of proving or disproving axial symmetry of minimizers over the full
class. For instance, it would be already very interesting to determine whether or not minimizers
of &, over Afo) () are actually S'-equivariant for £ > f large enough.

To conclude, we would like to mention that all the results presented here should have an analogue
when the Lyuksyutov constraint is replaced by the Lyuksyutov (asymptotic) regime as in [IT]
Section 4], and isotropic points playing the role of singular points. This will be the object of future
investigations.

Acknowledgements. F.D. and A.P. would like to warmly thank V.M. for kind invitation to visit
Université Paris Diderot (currently, Université de Paris) in March 2019, where this third part of
our project was initiated.
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2. AXISYMMETRIC DOMAINS, SYMMETRIC CRITICALITY, AND EULER-LAGRANGE EQUATIONS

2.1. Axially symmetric domains. In this preliminary subsection, we define the relevant class
of cylindrical domains of interest in the present paper. For geometric and topological properties
of arbitrary axisymmetric domains 2 C R3, we refer to [12] Section 2].

First, we recall that the unit circle S! is identified with the subgroup of SO(3) made of all
rotations around the vertical zs-axis (see (2.I))), so that a matrix R € #35x3(R) represents a
rotation of angle 6 around the vertical axis iff it writes

R:(lg (1)) with R := (Cose _Sine). (2.1)

sinf  cosf

Axisymmetry is defined accordingly.

Definition 2.1. A set Q C R? is said to be axisymmetric (or S'-invariant, or rotationally sym-
metric) if it is invariant under the action of S!, i.e., R-Q = Q for every R € S'. Equivalently, Q
is axisymmetric if
Q= U R-Dg where Dgq:=QnN{x2=0}.
ReSt

For such domains, it is also useful to consider the (relatively) open subsets
D;g =Dg N {.Tl > 0} and D§ =Da N {$1 < 0} (2.2)

of the vertical plane {5 = 0}, so that R, D5 = DF. Indeed, if I = QN {x3-axis} then the following
obvious identities hold:

Q\I=s'-pf, oQuIi=s'-oD;, Q=s'-Df, (2.3)

with D& C D_g C {z2 = 0}. Note that if @ C R? is a bounded and smooth open set then Dgq
(or Dé) is a bounded and smooth (resp. piecewise smooth and Lipschitz) relatively open subset
of the plane {z2 = 0}.

Remark 2.2 (homeotropic boundary data). We observe that if Q is axisymmetric and C3-
smooth (resp. C*“-smooth with & > 3), then the same property holds for the function given by
the signed distance to the boundary. Hence its gradient is an S'-equivariant map, and in particular
the outer normal field 77 (z) along 9 is C2-smooth (resp. C*~1*-smooth) and equivariant. As a
consequence, the corresponding homeotropic boundary data given by

Qb(x) := (ﬁ(z) ® 7 (x) — %m) (2.4)

is C2-smooth (resp. C*¥~1®-smooth) and equivariant.

We shall be mainly concerned with axisymmetric domains Q C R? which are homeomorphic to
a cylinder. To define properly those domains, let us first set some useful notations.

Notation (rectangles & cylinders). Let h,f € (0,00] and y € R3.
(i) The rectangle R centered at the origin and the rectangle R} (y) centered at y € {z2 = 0}
are the sets
Ry = (—£,0) x {0} x (—h,h) and R}(y) :=y+R}. (2.5)

(ii) The cylinder €% centered at the origin and the cylinder €?(y) centered at y € R? are the
sets
¢p = {x} +23 < *} x {|zs| < h}, hy) =y +eh. (2.6)
We shall refer to h as the height and ¢ as the thickness (or radius) of a cylinder.

In order to apply our boundary regularity theory in [I2] for energy minimizers under S!-
symmetry constraint, we need to consider some regularized version of the cylinders in (2.6). To
define those, we first recall that for p € (1, 00), a p-disc centered at y = (y1,0,y3) and radius p > 0
included in the vertical plane {z2 = 0} is a set of the form

D (y) = {w = (21,0,25) € B : (|21 =yl + |25 — ysl") /" < p} .
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We shall use p-discs with p = 4 to obtain inner C3-regularizations of rectangles and cylinders. The
scale of regularization p > 0 will usually be a fixed number to be explicitly specified in terms of h
and ¢ in the calculations.

Definition 2.3 (smoothed rectangles & cylinders). Let h,¢ > 0 and 0 < 2p < min{h, ¢}.

(i) For vertical rectangles R (resp. R/ (y)) as in (Z3F)), the corresponding smoothed p-rectangle
ERZP (resp. %Qﬁp(y)) is the union of all 4-discs Df,4) (2), z = (21, 23) € {2 = 0}, contained
in MY (resp. RE(y)).

(ii) For vertical cylinders €} and €} (y) as in (Z.6]), the corresponding smoothed p-cylinder QfZ o
and Qpr(y), y € R3, are defined as

= RN, ,0=y+e,.
RcS!

The radius p is called smoothing scale of 9%2 and Qﬁ?. When it is not relevant, we shall simply
speak of smoothed rectangles and smoothed cylinders.

In view of the previous definition, QZ , is axially symmetric and the same holds for QZ p(y) if
and only if y belongs to the vertical axis, i.e., y = (0,0,y3), y3 € R. Moreover, Qfgyp(y) N{xy =
0} = SQZP(y) whenever y € {z2 = 0}.

Remark 2.4. The boundary of a smooth rectangle is of class C®! by our choice of D,(Jp ) (y) with
p = 4 (more generally, it is of class CP~1! for each integer p > 2). The radius p > 0 of the
approximating discs gives the size of the region near the angles on which smoothing takes place.
In addition, it is straightforward to check that %Z o T 9%? and QﬁZ o T Qﬁ? (and similarly for their
translated counterparts) in the Hausdorff distance as p | 0 as a consequence of the elementary
inclusions (recall that 0 < 2p < min{h, £})

W), UR;PCRy, CR, ¢ uerCe;, Ce, (2.7)

and the obvious analogues for their translated counterparts.

2.2. Decomposition of Sy into invariant subspaces. In order to give an efficient description of
St-equivariant configurations, we will use the following decomposition results from [12, Section 2]
for the space Sy of admissible tensors.

Lemma 2.5 ([12, Lemmas 2.1 & 2.2, and Remark 2.3]). There is a distinguished orthonormal

D (1) (2) (2
(1) 4 §>,e§)}

basis {eo,e1 , €5 ),e of Sy given by

pf-L 00y 00 W1 00
eo=—=|0 -1 0],eP:=—100 0],eV:=—00 1],
VBl o0 2 V21 0 o V2o 1 0
L {1 0 0 L (010
e =—1|0 -1 0of,eP=— (10 0], (2.8)
2\0 0 o0 V210 0 o

such that the subspaces
Lo:=Rey, L;:= Regl) @ Regl) , Lo:= Re?) @ RegQ) ,
are invariant under the induced action of S' on Sy, namely, Sy 3 A — RAR' € Sy, and
So=Lo®L1®Ly,~RpCaC. (2.9)

Moreover, the S'-action on Sy corresponds to an S'-action on each Ly by rotations of degree k, in
the sense that the induced S'-action on R @ C @ C is given by

Ra- (t,C1, o) = (¢, ¢%¢2)  VRq €S (2.10)

As a straightforward consequence of the decomposition (29) in the orthonormal basis (Z.8)), we
derive the following explicit formulas for a tensor () and its determinant.
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Lemma 2.6. Elements Q@ € Sy are in one-to-one (linear) correspondence with elements v =
(ug,u1,uz) € RGC @ C. This correspondence, denoted as Q ~ u, is given by

) — & + Re(uz) Im(us) Re(uq)
Q=— Im(us) — % —Re(uz) Im(ui) | . (2.11)
V2 Re(uq) z)im(ul) 2%

In addition, it is isometric, i.e., |Q> = Tr(Q?) = |ul?> = u2 + |u1|* + |us|®, and

1 [2up (ud 1, 9 9
detQ=——=|—4|—=—+= — R . 2.12
Q= 5= |20 (304 Shual - fual) + Reutm) (.12
The previous lemmas yield in the obvious way a (linear, isometric) correspondence between Q-
tensor fields on 2 and maps from €2 into R® C & C. The following corollary is a direct consequence
of 28), 29), and (2II)). The proof is elementary and left to the reader.

Corollary 2.7. Let Q be an open subset of R%. Elements Q@ € W12(Q;Sy) are in one-to-one
(linear) correspondence with elements u = (ug, u1,u2) € WH2(Q;R®C®C). This correspondence,
still denoted as Q ~ wu, is given by relation ZII)) holding a.e. in Q. In addition, if Q ~ u,
then |Q2 = |ul?> and |VQ[> = |Vu|® a.e. in Q. In particular, Q € WY2(Q;SY) if and only if
u € Wh2(;§%).

2.3. S'-equivariant Q-tensor fields. We now specialize our previous discussion to S'-equivariant
@-tensor fields on rotationally invariant bounded open sets. It is natural to describe such sets
and @Q-tensor fields in terms of cylindrical coordinates (r,x3, ¢) (which of course reduce to polar
coordinates (7, ¢) in the case of horizontal discs). This description yields the following refinement
of the decomposition in Corollary 2.7

Lemma 2.8. Let Q C R3 be a bounded and azisymmetric open set and Dg its vertical section given
by @2). If Q € WL2(:80) and Q =~ u = (ug,u1,uz) € WH2(Q;R @ C @ C) is the corresponding

sym
map in the sense of Corollary [2.7, then u is S'-equivariant with respect to the action ZI0) on
RaCaC. As a consequence, for each k € {0,1,2}, ug can be decomposed as
up(x) = fi(r,zs)e™?,

for functions fi, € W1’2(D$,rdrd$3) which are C-valued for k = 1,2, and R-valued for k = 0.
Thus,

2 2
4
IVQP = [Vfol* + VA + Vol + M ae. inQ, (2.13)
where |V fil? := [0 fu]” + |0as fr7. In particular, [VQ|* does not depend on ¢, and

2 2
4
M) rdrdxs < co. (2.14)

Q

& (Q) :w/p+ <|Vf0|2+|Vf1|2+|Vf2|2+

Proof. In view of [ZI0), the S!-equivariance of @ translates into the identities

Qiau2 (.T) )

uo(Rax) = uo(x), ui(Rax) = e“ui(z), ua(Rax)=ce
which hold for every R, € S! and a.e. € Q. In terms of cylindrical coordinates, those identities
imply
uo(x) = fo(r,ws), wi(x) = fi(r,zs)e’®, us(x) = fa(r,5)e?, (2.15)
a.e. in Q. Hence fr € WY2(DJ, rdrdzs) since uy, € W2(Q) for each k € {0,1,2}.
Moreover, Corollary 2.7 yields

2 2
VQI* =Y [Vu* =) |Vf mw a.e. in €
= k = k T2 L. 9

k=0 k=0

which proves (ZI3). Finally, since the right hand side above only depends on (r,z3), applying
Fubini’s theorem leads to

/ |Vug|” dz = 271'/ IV fil” +
Q D
Then (2.I4) follows summing this equality over k = 0,1, 2. O

k2 | ful®
# rdrdxs < +00.
r
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Remark 2.9. It is straightforward to check that the previous lemma also holds in two dimensions,
ie., if @ =D, C R?is adisc of radius p > 0 centered at the origin. In this case, if Q € Dp; 80)
and Q ~ u = (up,u1,us), then

sym(

ug(w) = fr(r)e™? (2.16)
where (r, ) are the polar coordinates, and each f;, belongs to W12((0, p), rdr). In addition, (Z.I3)
and (ZI4) still holds under the forms

f 2+4 f 2
VQP = [Vul? = 75 + 14 + 1417 + LD

1 ’ 24 4|fe)?
3 [ vepd == | <|f6|2+|f{|2+|fél2+w rdr<oco,  (218)
D, 0

respectively.

a.e. inD,, (2.17)

and

The next result describes a fine property of the space W2 (D,;S?) in the 2D-case D, C R?

sym
Symmetry and norm constraints yield the inclusion W2 (D,;S*) C C°(D,;S*), a property which
will be of crucial importance for the 2D-minimization problems discussed in Section @ Up to a

rescaling, we may assume without loss of generality in the following statement that p = 1.

Lemma 2.10. Let D C R? be the unit disc. If Q € Wk2 (D;S*), then

sym
(i) Q € C°(D;S*) and either Q(0) = e or Q(0) = —ep.
Moreover, for {Q,} C Wl2 (D;S*) and Q. € WH%(D;Sy), the following statements hold.

sym
(ii) If Qn — Q. weakly in WH2(D), then Q. € WL (D;S*) and Qn — Q. in P (D {0}).
In particular, Q«|op — Qnlop uniformly on OD.

(iii) If Qn — Q. strongly in W'?(D) then Q. € Wi (D;S), Q.(0) = Qn(0) for n large
enough, and Q,, — Q. uniformly on D.
Claims (i), (ii), and (iii) still hold replacing Q, Qn, and Q. with the corresponding maps with
values into R C @ C.
Proof. (i) According to Corollary 2, we write Q ~ u = (uo, u1, uz) with ux, € Wh2(D), k = 0,1, 2.
By Remark[2.9 above, each functlon fr in ([ZI6) belongs to Wt 2((0 1), rdr). Then the 1D-Sobolev
embedding implies that f; € C’1 (( 1]), and in turn Q € Cl (]D)\ {0}) € CO(D\ {0}) by S'-

equivariance. Then it only remains to prove continuity at the origin. To this purpose, we fix
0 < p' < p < 1. Combining Young’s inequality with (m) and Remark 2.9] we compute

1@ =11+ 1100 = 1260 =| [ o ar] 4| [ 12 an

/ <|f1| + |fl| ) rdr +/ <|f2| + |f2| ) rdr
o %

P 2 2
</ <|f6|2+|f{|2+|f2’|2+7|f1| R )rdr

o

1
<= 2dx. 2.1
o MACIRE (219)

Since @ belongs to W12(ID), we have po IVQ|*dx — 0 as p — 0. Hence both £1 := lim, o | f1(7)]
and £z := lim,_,o | f2(r)| exist. On the other hand, it follows from (2.I8) that ¢; = ¢ = 0. Thus,
both f; and f» extend by continuity to elements of C°([0,1];C) with f1(0) = f2(0) = 0. In turn,
@I0) yields ux € C°(D; C) with ug(0) =0 for k = 1,2.

Finally, combining Corollary 2l with @.18)) leads to |Q(re'®)|? = | fo(r)|2+|f1(r)|? 4| f2()]? = 1.
Since f1(0) = f2(0) = 0, we have |fo(r)| — 1 as r — 0. Moreover, either fo(r) — 1 or fo(r) — —1
as r — 0. Indeed, if the limit does not exist, then liminf, ¢ fo(r) = —1 < 1 = limsup,_,q fo(r).
By continuity, it would imply the existence of r,, | 0 such that fo(r,) = 0, and leading to the
identity 1 = |fo(rn)® + [ f1(m0)|? + | f2(r2)]> — 0 as n — oo, a contradiction. Thus, fo extends
by continuity to a function in C°([0,1];R) with f5(0) = 41, and in turn u € C°(D;S*) with
u(0) = (£1,0,0). As a consequence, @ ~ u in continuous on D, and Q(0) = +e, which proves (i).
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(74) In view of (i) all the maps involved are continuous Moreover, S'-equivariance allows
us to use the continuous embedding W2((0,1),rdr) — CIOC ((0,1]) and the compact embedding
Cloc ((0,1]) = €L ((0,1]) to deduce that Q,, — Q. locally uniformly on D\{0}. As the convergence

loc
is also pointwise on D \ {0}, both equivariance and norm constraints persist, and we have Q. €

Wwki2 (D;S*) N C%D). Moreover Q.|op — Qn|op uniformly on OD.

sym

(iii) Assume now Q, — Q. strongly in W12(D). By (ii), it only remains to prove uniform
convergence in a (small) disc centered at the origin. To achieve this, it suffices to show that
Qn(0) = Q.(0) for n large enough and that the sequence {Q,} is equicontinuous at the origin. To
check these properties, we first notice that (ZI9) holds for each Q. By (), we can choose p’ =0
and any fixed p € (0,1) to obtain from (Z.19)),

‘f(") ‘ ’f(”) /|VQn|2dz (2.20)

Letting n — oo above, the same inequality holds for the components f};, k£ = 1,2, of Q..

By the Vitali-Hahn-Saks theorem (see e.g. [5, Theorem 1.30]), the strong W2-convergence of
the sequence {Q,} implies that {|[VQ,|*} is equiintegrable. Combining this fact with (Z20), it
follows that { fl(")} and { fQ(")} are equicontinuous at the origin. Moreover, there exists p > 0 such
that

3
/ IVQ,|? dx —|—/ IVQ.|* dx < —7T for n large enough .

Hence ‘f(n)‘ + |f2(")‘ 2 in [0, p] for n large enough, which in turn implies that |f0")| = in
[0, p] for n large enough. By continuity, it follows that each fé ™ has constant sign in [0, p] for n
large enough. The same property holds for f;, and the sign of fé") must be the same of f§ for n
large enough because of the pointwise convergence in D, \ {0}. This proves that @,(0) = Q.(0)

for n large enough.

Finally, combining the pointwise inequalities on fén), the norm constraint, and ([2Z.20), we have
for every 0 < p < p,

1- ‘fé")(p)r
767 G0) + 560

7§ (0) ~ 1700)] = o <0l + 870 <5 [ 1vQudr.

Hence the sequence { fé")} is also equicontinuous at the origin by the Vitali-Hahn-Saks theorem.
Going back to (ZI6), we deduce that the maps {u(™} are equicontinuous at the origin, and thus
thus the same holds for {@Q,} which completes the proof of the uniform convergence.

The final claim concerning the corresponding maps into R&Ca C follows taking scalar products
with the orthonormal basis in (Z8]). O

With Lemma 210 in hands, we can easily prove that W1 2-tensor fields on a 3D-axisymmetric
domain {2 have a well-defined trace on the vertical axis.

Corollary 2.11. Let Q C R? be a bounded and axisymmetric open set with Lipschitz boundary,
and set I := QN {x3-azis}. There is a (strongly) continuous trace operator Tr : W2 (Q;S*) —

sym
LY(I;{£eo}) satisfying TrQ = Q|, whenever Q € W2 (2;S*) N C(Q).

Proof. We first notice that for £ > 0 small enough and h > 0 large enough, the set QN &} is
(equivariantly) biLipschitz homeomorphic to a finite union of disjoint S!-invariant closed cylinders,
the homeomorphism being the identity on the vertical axis. Hence, up to a change of variables, it
is enough to construct the trace operator when the domain is an arbitrary cylinder to have a well
defined induced operator Tr : W2 (2N €};S*) — LY(I;{+eo}). In turn, the conclusion follows
by composition with the continuous restriction operator W12(Q) — Wh2(Q N &p).

Assuming now that Q = €% =D, x (—h,h) =Dy x I, then we have
Wl 2 (62,84) g L2( Wl 2 (ID)[,S4)) g Ll( Wl 2 (Dg, 84))

sym sym sym

with continuous inclusions. In view of Lemma 210 the mapping W2 (Dy;S*) > Q — Q(0) €

sym
{xep} is well defined and (strongly) continuous. Hence, by composition of this map with the



14 FEDERICO DIPASQUALE, VINCENT MILLOT, AND ADRIANO PISANTE

inclusion maps above, we have a well defined and (strongly) continuous map Tr: W2 (eh s —

LY(I;{+ep}) with all the desired properties. O

2.4. Existence of minimizers and Euler-Lagrange equations. We recall from [12] the fol-
lowing results about “symmetric criticality” and existence of minimizers over the class AB’;“(Q)
Even if the results were stated in case of 3D domain, their proofs hold with obvious modifications
in the planar case, i.e., when 2 is disc a centered at the origin.

Proposition 2.12 ([12, Proposition 6.1 and 6.2]). Let Q C R3 be a bounded and azisymmetric
open set.

i) If Qx € WL2 (Q;S*) is a critical point of Ex over WL2 (Q;S*), then Qy is a critical point
sy sy
of Ex among all maps WH2(Q; S*).

i) If OQ is Lipschitz reqular and Qi € Lip(0€%;S*) is S'-equivariant, then AZ™(Q) is not
Qb
empty and there exists at least one minimizer of €y over Ag;n(Q)

In other words, critical points of £, among equivariant compactly supported perturbations pre-
serving the S*-constraint are critical points with respect to every compactly supported perturbation
still preserving the S*-constraint (i.e., even with respect to those which are not equivariant). In
other words, they are weak solutions to (L.G).

Remark 2.13. For a map Q € W12 (€;S%), the energy functional (I3) can be rewritten in terms

sym

the correspondence Q ~ u = (fy, f1e'®, f2€'*?) in Lemma By ([21I2), we have

3= B =3vaet@=fo (53 + 1P -1 ) + 22Re(i), 221

where f := (fo, f1, f2). Combining identity (L4]) with (ZI4) yields

2 2 =
E\Q) =7T/D+ <|Vf|2 + Bl +r24|f2| +2)\1 S%f)> rdrdzs . (2.22)

If Q is a critical point of £, among equivariant compactly supported perturbations (preserving the
S*-constraint), then @ weakly solves (L8] from the proposition above. To rephrase the equations in
terms of f, we may project (L6]) onto the orthonormal frame (28] or, equivalently, take variations
in the energy functional ([Z22). The criticality condition (6] then translates into the following
nonlinear system for f = (fo, f1, f2) € WH2(Dd; S, rdrdxs), namely,

Q

0o+ 20,0+ 02, 1o =~ IVQP fo+7 (1282 = £ - 3 1AP + B0

a2f1+i3 fi+ 02 —vQJ? fl——fl V3fafi — f0f1+g(f>f1) ; (2.23)

vdS
V3

O fo+ ia fo+0; —|VQ|* fo - f + % <7f12+2f0f2 +E(f)f2> ;

with B(f) as in (Z2ZI) and |VQ|? as in (ZI3), both depending only on f = (fo, f1, f2)-

Remark 2.14 (2D-case). In Section [ (mostly), we shall consider the two dimensional case
Q=D, C R2. To differentiate the 2D from the 3D case, we shall use the notation Ex\(Q,D,)
(instead of £)) for the 2D-energy of a configuration @ € Wslyfn (D,;S*). In view of Remark 2.9,

and as in ([222), the energy of Q ~ u = (fo, f1€'?, f2¢?2?) can be written in terms of f, leading to

2 2 A
EA(Qv]D)p)W/Op (If’|2+ A ;4”2' +2A1ﬂ(f>> rdr .

36

Then the criticality condition (in terms of f) for the functional E) is almost identical to (Z23). It
is obtained from it simply neglecting in each equation the terms 8%3 and 0, in the left hand side
and the right hand side respectively.
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3. COEXISTENCE OF SMOOTH AND SINGULAR MINIMIZERS

3.1. Regularity theory. The purpose of this subsection is to gather (and slightly refine) the main
regularity results and tools obtained in [I1], 12] to have them at disposal in the most convenient
form when they will be repeatedly used in the next subsections. To this end, let us recall the usual
definition of singular set for a map ) defined on an open set (2. It is then defined as

sing(Q) := 2\ {z € Q: Q is continuous in a neighborhood of z} .

The following interior regularity theorem, even if not explicitly stated in [12], is a direct conse-
quence of the discussion in [I2] Section 6]. In particular, formula ([3.2) below is a combination of
the strong W12-convergence of the rescaled maps Q3" together with the explicit form (B of all
possible blow-up limits at a singular point. In our statement below, we require Lipschitz regularity
of the boundary only to ensure that the W12-trace operator on 9 is well defined.

Theorem 3.1 ([12], interior regularity). Let Q C R? be a bounded and axisymmetric open
set with Lipschitz boundary, and Qx € W2 (€ S) minimizing Ex among all Q € W2 (S
satisfying Q = Qx on Q. Then Qx € C¥(Q\ sing(Q))) and sing(Qx) C {x3-azxis} N Q is locally
finite in Q. In addition, for every T € sing(Q.), there exist a rotation Ry € S* and Q, € {+£Q(™}

such that

(i) QP — Q. strongly in Wb2(R3) as p — 0;

(it) HQ?IJ - Q*ch(EQ\Bl) =0(p”) as p— 0 for some v > 0;
where Q57 () := Q\(T + px) and

1 —&3 0 \/§$1
— 0 —x3  V3ry | . (3.1)

Q(a)(x) = Ra | |
. V31 V3ry 2w

1
V6
In particular,
1 1 ) 1 ) .
lim ~ S|VQAP? dz = lim =&\ (Qx, B,(Z)) = 47 for every T € sing(Q»). (3.2)
p=0p Jp,(z) 2 p=0p
Regularity at the boundary holds whenever the boundary of 2 and the boundary data are
smooth enough. In this case, the singular set is made of finitely many points inside the domain 2.

Theorem 3.2 ([12], regularity up to the boundary). Let Q C R3 be a bounded and azisym-
metric open set with boundary of class C3, and let Qy, € CH1(0Q;S*) be an S'-equivariant map.
If Qx is a minimizer of Ex over A3 (), then Qx € C¥(Q \ sing(Qx)) N CH(Q\ sing(Q.)) for
every « € (0,1) and sing(Q») is a finite subset of Q N {x5-axis}. Moreover,

(i) if Qu, € C**(00), then Qx € C**(Q\ sing(Qy));
(ii) if O is of class C** and Qp, € CH*(00N) with k > 3, then Q) € CH*(Q\ sing(Q)));
(iii) if O is analytic and Q, € C*(09), then Qx € C*(Q\ sing(Q»)).

Those two theorems rest on analytical tools that we shall repeatedly use. The first one is a
monotonicity formula for the energy on balls, and we have to distinguish between balls inside the
domain and balls centered at the boundary. Our statement below about the interior monotonicity
formula is slightly different from the one in [I2, Proposition 6.6] (in the sense that we do not
impose here a smooth boundary data), but a quick inspection of the proof (which is based on [IT,
Proposition 2.4]) reveals that smoothness at the boundary is only used to establish the boundary
monotonicity formula. Concerning the boundary case, the formula in [I2] Proposition 6.6] involve
constants depending only on A, the domain €2, and the boundary data. We provide in Proposi-
tion B.4] below a statement with a control on those constant which is transparent from the proof
of [I2, Proposition 6.6].

Proposition 3.3 ([I1} 12], interior monotonicity formula). Let Q C R3 be a bounded and

azisymmetric open set with Lipschitz boundary, and @Q» € Wsly’fn(ﬂ; SY) minimizing Ex among all
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Qe Wsly’ﬁl(ﬂ; S*) satisfying Q = Qx on 0. Then,

%& (@ B(2)) — ~ € (@x, Bo (7))

_ / 1
B,(@)\Bo(z) [T —

for every T € Q and 0 < o < p < dist(z, 09Q).

2

QA

|z — Z|

dx + 2 /p (tlg W(Q») dz> dt

By (z)

Proposition 3.4 ([I1, 12], boundary monotonicity formula). Let A,L > 0 and Q C R3
a bounded and azisymmetric open set with boundary of class C3. Let Q, € CH1(0Q;S*) be an
St-equivariant map satisfying Qvllcran)y < L. If X € [0,A] and Qx is a minimizer of Ex over
AZ(Q), then

SE\(Q0BA0)N9) — ZEn(Qr, Bo(@) 19) > ~K.(p— o)
1

P
+/ L |99 dz+2>\/ <12/ W(QA)dz> di
(Bo(2)\B. (2)) N0 |z — 7| o \t* JB,(&)na

Jz — Z|
for every T € 002 and every 0 < 0 < p < ry, where the radius r. > 0 only depends on Q, and
K. >0 is a constant depending only on A, L, and 2.

2

The second main ingredient we need to emphasize is an epsilon-regularity result, consequence of
a more general regularity theorem in [IT, Theorem 2.12 & Proposition 2.18]. Here again, we have to
distinguish the interior and the boundary case, and our statements below provide a better control
on the involved constants inherited from their proofs (see [12] Section 6] and [I1], Section 2]).

Proposition 3.5 ([I1, 12], interior e-regularity). Let A > 0 and Q C R?® be a bounded and
axisymmetric open set with Lipschitz boundary. Let X € [0,A] and Qx € W2 (2;S*) minimizing

sym

Ex among all Q) € Wsly’fn(ﬂ; S*) satisfying Q = Qx on 9. There exist a universal constant i, > 0
such that for every ball B,(xo) C Q with r small enough (depending only on A), the condition

1 in
_/ |VQ/\|2 dx < Ein
r Br(mo) 4

implies Qx € C*(B, 3(x0)), and ||VkQ>\||L°°(BT/16(zU)) < Cpr=* for each k € N and a constant C,
depending only on k.

Sketch of the proof. We consider the universal constant €;, > 0 provided by [II], Corollary 2.19].
By Proposition 3.3, @, satisfies the interior monotonicity formula which allows us to argue as in
[11l proof of Lemma 2.6] and obtain

1 1 1
sup = / §|VQ,\|2 dz < sup —Ex(Qr, B, (7))
B, (2)C B, /2(w0) P JB,(2) B, (%)C B, ja(w0) P
2 1 €in €in
< =60 (Qx, Br(z0)) < —/ IVQA|? do + =2 <
r T J B, (z0) 4 2

for r small enough (depending only on A). By Proposition 212 Q) is a weak solution of (LL6]) in €.
Hence [I1, Corollary 2.19] applies, and we conclude that Qx € C* (B, s(x0)) with the announced
estimates. 0

Compared to [111[12], we provide below a localized version (in terms of the data) of the boundary
epsilon-regularity. This statement will be of first importance when varying the domain 2. The
arguments remain essentially the same so that we only sketch the main changes. The first version
we state here holds under uniform smallness of the scaled Dirichlet integral.

Proposition 3.6 ([I1, 12], boundary e-regularity 1). Let A,L > 0 and 2 C R3 a bounded
and axisymmetric open set with boundary of class C°. Let Qy, € CH1(9Q;S*) be an S!-equivariant
map. Let X € [0,A] and Q» be a minimizer of Ex over AZ™(Q). Let v, € 9Q and r, > 0 be such
that ||Qvllc11(00nB,., (x.)) < L. There exist E,q > 0 and &k € (0,1) depending only on 0QN B, ()
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such that for every xo € 0Q N B, j4(x.) and every radius r € (0,7./4) small enough (depending
only on QN B, (z4), A, and L), the condition

1
sup - / IVQA|? dr < Epa
B,(2)CB,(z0) P JB,(z2)NQ

implies Qx € C%(Bgr(x0) N Q) N CY*(Bg,(z0) N Q) for every a € (0,1) with the estimate
IVQAll L (Bar (o)) < Cr~' and a constant C > 0 depending only on 8Q N B, (z,) and L.
In addition, if 002N B, (x4) is of class C’k’o‘_(of class C3 for k =2) and Q, € CH*(0QN B, (7))
with k > 2, then Qx € C**(Bg,2(x0) N Q) and HQ}\HC’Vva(B,ET/Q(zO)mﬁ) < C,ar for a constant
Chk,a,r > 0 depending only on v, 90N B, (x.), and ||Qvllck.@0nB,. (2.))-

Sketch of the proof. Since 051 is of class C%, we can find 6 > 0 such that the nearest point projection
mo on 00 is well defined and of class C? in the 2é-tubular neighborhood of 9Q N B, /().
Then we argue as in [II, Section 2.2], and we consider the reflection of Q) across 9Q given
by [I1, (2.22)] and denoted by Q. Then we choose r € (0,8/2) small enough in such a way
that wq(B,(y)) € 092N By (y) and oo(B.(y)) € Ba(y) for every y € 02N B,_j3(w.), where
oq = 2mwq — id is the geodesic reflection across 0.

Arguing as in the proof of [I1, Lemma 2.10], there exists a constant x € (0,1) depending only
on 0 N B, (z,) such that

sup l/ |VC§,\|2 dr < sup G IVQx|? dx + Cor < C18pg + Cor,
BG(Z)QBNT@O) o B, (2) Bp(i)QBT(mo) P Bp(i)ﬁQ
for a constant C7 > 0 depending only on 9Q N B, (z.), and a constant Cy > 0 depending only
on IN) N B,,(z«) and L. Then we choose €,q and r in such a way that Ciépg + Cor < €pa,
where e,4 > 0 is the constant provided by [11, Corollary 2.17] (note that epq only depends on
NN B, (z4)). By Proposition 212 Q) is a weak solution of (L) in Q. By our choice of epq > 0,
the proofs of [I1, Corollary 2.17 and Corollary 2.20] apply and lead to the main conclusions with
Rk := k/4. Once the gradient estimate is obtained, higher order estimates follow from standard
elliptic theory (see e.g. [15]). O

Combining Proposition with the boundary monotonicity formula in Proposition B4 we
recover the following (more usual) epsilon-regularity at the boundary, which holds under smallness
of the Dirichlet integral in a neighborhood of a single point.

Corollary 3.7 ([11, 12], boundary e-regularity 2). Let A,L > 0 and Q C R? a bounded and
axisymmetric open set with boundary of class C®. Let Qy, € CH1(98;S*) be an S'-equivariant map
such that ||Qy|lcraa0) < L. Let X € [0,A] and Qx a minimizer of Ex over AG™ (). There exist
Ehq > 0 and R’ € (0,1) depending only on @ such that for every xo € 00 and every radius r > 0
small enough (depending only on Q, A, and L), the condition

1

—/ VO dr < &)y
T JB,.(z0)NQ

implies Qx € C¥(Bgir(0) N Q) N CH¥(Bgrr(z0) N Q) for every a € (0,1) with the estimate
IVOllL=(B,,, (zo)n0) < Cr=! and a constant C > 0 depending only on Q and L. In addi-
tion, if O is of class gk’a (of class C3 for k = 2) and Q, € CH*(9Q) with k > 2, then
Q, € Ck’a(Bk’r/Q(xo) N Q) and ||Q,\HC,€,Q(BR/T/2(IO)H§) < Ck,o for a constant Cy o > 0 depending
only on Q, and ||Qv||lck.ea0)-

Proof. Using the boundary monotonicity formula in Proposition B4 we can argue as [11l Proof of
Lemma 2.6, Step 2] to show that

1 4
sup —Ex(Qx, Bp(Z) N Q) < =Ex(Qx, Br(z0) N Q) + Cyr
B, (2)C B, /6(w0) P r
for a constant C7 > 0 depending only on A, L, and 2. Hence,
1 4
sup —/ IVQx|? do < —/ IVQa|? dx + Cor,
B, (%)CB,/6(x0) P J B, (z)NQ T JB,(x0)NQ

for r > 0 small and a further constant Co > 0 depending only on A, L, and €.
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Next we set r, := 4, and we consider a finite covering of Q by balls By (2¥), k = 1,..., K.
We denoted by é’g q and Ky the constants provided by Proposition with z, = z¥. Choosing
Epg == %mink é’gd, k' = %mink R, and then 7 > 0 small enough such that Cor < &}, (depending
only on Q, A, and L), we obtain that Q) satisfies

1
sup —/ IVQa|?dx < &Yy,
B,(2)CB,/s(z0) P JB,()NQ
for an index k such that g € 92N By(x¥). Then the conclusion follows from Proposition 3.6 [
Remark 3.8 (Locally flat geometry). In the following sections, we shall consider the situation
where, for some z, € {zg-axis} and r, > 0, QN By, (x.) = s + {£x3 > 0} N Bz, (0) and Qp = €9
on 00N Bay, (24) = x4 + {x3 = 0} N Ba,, (0). According to [11, Remark 2.5] (see the proof of [12]
Proposition 6.6]), if @ is as in Proposition [3.6] then

%SA (@x, B,(z2) N Q) — %& (@x, B-(z) N Q)

0Qx
Oz — 7|

1 2

P71
:/ _ dx+2>\/ (—2/ W(Q,\)dz) dt (3.3)
(B, (2)\B. (2)) N2 |z — | o \* JB,(®)na

for every € 00N By, (x4) and 0 < p < 0 < 27, — |z, — Z|. Asin [1I} Remark 2.7], it implies that

1 4

sup —Ex(@x, Bp(Z) N Q) < =Ex(Qr, Br(70) N Q)
B, (2)C B, /6(w0) P r

for every xp € 902N B, (z4) and 0 < r < r.. Repeating the proof of Corollary B.7] we can apply

Proposition to obtain the existence of universal constants sﬁd > 0 and k¥ € (0,1), such that

for every xo € QN B,_/4(x+) and r € (0,7, /4) small enough (depending only on A), the condition

1
—/ |VQ,\|2d.T<€€)d
BT(CEo)ﬂQ

r
implies the same conclusions as in Proposition B.6lin Bi:,.(z¢) N Q.

3.2. Persistence of smoothness. We now apply the regularity theory of the previous subsection
to show that absence of singularities in energy minimizing configurations (within the equivariant
class) is a strongly W12-open/closed property.

Lemma 3.9. Let (Q+, \.) and a sequence {(Qn, An)} in Wi (Br;S*) x [0, 00) be such that Q —
Q. strongly in WY2(B,.) and N\, — A\ as n — oo. Assume that Q. is minimizing Ex, among
all Q € Wsly’ﬁl(BT;S‘l) satisfying Q@ = Q. on 0B, and that Q. is minimizing £\, among all
Qe Wslyfn (B,;S*) satisfying Q = Q,, on OB,

(i) If sing(Q+) N B, = 0, then for every 0 < p < r, there exists an integer n, such that
sing(Qr) N B, = 0 whenever n > n,.

(i1) If sing(Qn) N B, = 0 for every n, then sing(Q.) N B, = 0.

Proof. We start proving claim (i). Fix a radius 0 < p < r, and assume by contradiction that there
exists a (not relabeled) subsequence such that sing(Q,) N B, # 0 for every n. Then we choose for
each n a point z,, € sing(Q,) N B,. Extracting a further subsequence if necessary, we may assume
that x, — z, € Ep. On the other hand, since @, is smooth in B,, we can find a small enough
radius 0 < o < r — p such that

1 in
—/ IVQ.|*dx < € ,
g Bd(z*) 8

where the universal constant €;, > 0 is given by Proposition From the strong convergence of
@Qn toward Q,, we deduce that

1 in
—/ IVQ,|*dx < £
ag Bo(z4) 4

for n large enough. By Proposition 3.5 it implies that @, is smooth in B, s(x«). Since z,, — .,
we have x, € B, s(x.) for n large enough, contradicting the fact that @, is singular at x,,.

We now prove claim (ii). To this purpose, it is enough to show that sing(Q.) N B, = 0 for
every 0 < p < r. Hence we fix an arbitrary radius 0 < p < r, and we assume by contradiction
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that sing(Q.) N B, # 0. By Theorem (.1} sing(Q.) N B, C {z3-axis} is finite, and setting I, :=
B,N{xs-axis}, the trace of Q, on I, (see Corollary 211 is a non trivial piecewise constant function
with values in {+eg} (since we are assuming that sing(Q.) N B, # 0). On the other hand, @, is
smooth in Fp, so that either @), = eg or ), = —eg on I,. Extracting a subsequence if necessary,
we may assume for instance that Q| 1, = €0 for every n. By the strong W'2-convergence of @,
and the continuity of the trace operator established in Corollary Z11] we infer that Qn| I, Qx| I,
in L'(I,) as n — co. Hence Q+|1, = eo contradicting its non triviality. O

Corollary 3.10. Let  C R? be a bounded and azisymmetric open set with boundary of class
C3. Let (Qf, M) and a sequence {(Qén), An)} in G2, (89 %) x [0, 00) be such that Qén) — QF in

C?(09), and N\, — A\« as n — co. For each n € N, let Q,, be a minimizer of Ex, over AZ;I) (Q),
Q. a minimizer of Ex, over Aggn(ﬂ), and assume that Q,, — Q. strongly in W12(Q).
(1) If sing(Q.) = 0, then there exists an integer n, such that sing(Q,) = () whenever n = n..
(i1) If sing(Q,) = O for every n, then sing(Q.) = 0.

Proof. We start proving claim (i). To prove it, it is enough to show that there exists 6 > 0
independent of n such that the C'-norms of @,, are uniformly bounded in a §-neighborhood of 92
(recall that sing(@,) coincides with the discontinuity points of @),,). Indeed, in this case we have
sing(Qy,) C QN {dist(-,08) > ¢} for every n. Recalling that sing(Q,) C {zs-axis} by Theorem B}
we choose a finite covering of QN {dist(:, 9§2) > §}N{xs-axis} by open balls Bs/z(z1), - .., Bs/2(7k ).
We apply Lemma in each Bs(z;) to find an integer n, such that sing(Q,) N Bj/a(x;) = 0 for
each j and every n > n.. Hence sing(Q,,) = 0 for every n > n,.

To show that the C'-norm of @,, remains bounded in a d-neighborhood of 92, we shall make
use of the regularity estimates from Section (Il By Theorem B2l Q. is of class C1® for every
a € (0,1) in a neighborhood of 9. Hence, for a radius n > 0 to be chosen small enough, we have

1 =/
—/ IVQ.|* dx < Cbd  fop every y € 082,
nJB, ()N 2

where the constant &, > 0 (depending only on Q) is provided by Corollary Bl Next we set

A = sup, A\, < o0, and L := sup, Han)HCl,l(aQ) < oo. We now choose 7 > 0 small enough
(depending only on A, L, and Q) such that the conclusion of Corollary B.7] holds. We also set
ry := R'n with constant &' € (0,1) still given by Corollary B.7] (depending only on ), and we
consider a finite covering B, (y1),..., By, (ys) of 0Q with y; € 9Q. Since Q,, — Q. strongly in
Wh2(Q), we can find an integer n, such that

l/ IVQn|*dr < &,y foreachj=1,...,J and every n > n,.

n By (y;)NQ
Applying Corollary B.7} we infer that Q,, € C1*(B,. (y;) N Q) for every a € (0,1) and each j with
the estimate ||VQullz~(B,, (y,)n0) < Cr;! and a constant C' independent of n. Since the balls
By, (y1),..., B, (ys) cover 99, the C'-norm of @, remains bounded in a J-neighborhood of 99
for some ¢ € (0,r.).

We now prove claim (ii). Assume by contradiction that sing(Q.) # 0, i.e., Q. has at least one
singular point z, € Q, which must belong to the {x3-axis} by Theorem Bl Choose a radius r > 0
such that B,(z.) C Q. Since Q,, — Q. strongly in W12(2), we can apply Lemma B9 in the ball
B, (z,) to infer that @, is smooth in B, (z.), a contradiction. O

3.3. Persistence of singularities. By analogy with the previous subsection, we now study the
behavior of the singular set along strongly W' 2-convergent sequences of minimizers, proving that
singular points converge to singular points. The following result is the counterpart in the present

context of [3, Theorem 1.8] (see also [18§]).

Proposition 3.11. Let (Q., \.) and a sequence {(Qn, A\n)} in W2 (Br; S*) x [0,00) be such that
Qn — Q. strongly in WY2(B,.) and A\, — A\« as n — oo. Assume that Q. is minimizing &y,
among all Q) € Wslb;fn(Br;S‘l) satisfying Q@ = Q. on 0B,, and that Q, is minimizing Ex, among
all Q € Wsly’fn(BT;S‘l) satisfying Q = @Qn on OB,. Then, for every radius p € (0,r) such that
sing(Q«) N 0B, = 0 and sing(Q«) N B, = {a},...,a}}, there exists an integer n, such that for



20 FEDERICO DIPASQUALE, VINCENT MILLOT, AND ADRIANO PISANTE

every n = n,, sing(Q,) N 0B, = 0 and sing(Q,) N B, = {ay,...,a}k} for some distinct points
ay,...,af € B, satisfying |a} —aj[ — 0 asn — oo forj=1,... K.

Proof. By Theorem Bl sing(Q.) and sing(Q,,) are made of locally finitely many points in B, N
{zg-axis}. If sing(Q.) N IB, = 0, then Q. is smooth in a neighborhood of dB,. Applying
Lemma 3.9 at the north and south pole of 05B,, we infer that there exists an integer f, such that
@y, is smooth in a uniform neighborhood of 9B, for every n > fi,. Then we set X := sing(Q.)NB,
and £ := sing(Qn) N B,. We claim that ¥¢ — X in the Hausdorff distance. To prove this claim,
let us first consider a, € 3%, and prove that there exists a, € ¥? such that a, — a.. By
contradiction, assume that ¥? remains at a positive distance from a, for n large. Then we can
find n > 0 such that B, (a.) N X2 = () for n large enough. Applying Lemma in By(a.), we
deduce that By (a,) N XL = 0, a contradiction. The other way around, let a,, € X be a sequence
converging to some point a,. Since ¥f, remains at a positive distance from 0B, we have a, € B,,
and let us show that a, € ¥f. Again by contradiction, assume that a, ¢ X7. Then we can find
n > 0 such that By, (a,)NX; = 0. Applying Lemma 3.9 in Bs,(a,), we infer that B, (as) N2 = 0
for n large enough, which contradicts the fact that a, — a.. Hence X% — Y% in the Hausdorff
distance.

To complete the proof of Proposition [3.11] we shall make use of the following key lemma, giving
a lower bound on the mutual distance between singularities for minimizers, in the spirit of [3]
Theorem 2.1] for minimizing harmonic maps into S2.

Lemma 3.12. Let M,A > 0 and X € [0,A]. Assume that Qx € Wi (B1;S*) is minimizing
Ex(+, By) among all maps Q € W}2 (By;S?*) satisfying Q = Qx on 0By, and that Ex(Qx, B1) < M.

sym

Then there exists a constant k = k(M,A) > 0 depending only on M and A such that
la —b| = k for every a,b € sing(Q) ﬁEl/Q’ a#b.

Proof. We argue by contradiction assuming that there exists a sequence {Q,} in Wsls;fn(Bl;S‘l)
and A, € [0, A] such that Q,, is minimizing €y, (-, B1) among all maps @ € W2 (By;S*) satisfying
Q = Qn on 9By, and &, (Qn, B1) < M, and such that there exists two distinct points ay,, b, €
sing(Qx) N By /o satisfying r,, := |a,, — bn| — 0 as n — oo. Extracting a subsequence if necessary,
we may assume that A, — A\, € [0, A], lim,, 00 @y, = limy, 00 b, = ¢4 € El/g. By the compactness
theorem in [I2, Theorem 5.1], we can find a (not relabeled) subsequence such that @, — Q.
strongly in VV&)’CQ(Bl) for a map Q. € W2 (B1;S*) which is minimizing &y, (-, B1) among all maps

sym
Qe Wslyfn (By;S?*) satisfying Q = Q. on dB;. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition B.IT] we infer

that ¢, € sing(Q.). Setting ¢, := (a, + b,)/2, we have ¢, — ¢, and we define for z € By and n
large enough,

Qn(7) == Qulcn +rnx).
Since an, by € {ws-axis}, we have ¢, € {w3-axis}, and thus Qn € Wi (By;S*). From the mini-
mality of @, and a change of variables, we infer that (), minimizes &,z (-, B2) among all maps
Q € Wsly’fn(Bg;S‘l) such that Q = @, on 0By. Extracting a subsequence if necessary, we may
assume that p1 = (an, — ¢n)/mn = (0,0,1/2) and py := (b, — ¢u)/rn = (0,0,—1/2). Then, by
construction, p1,ps € sing(Q.,).
By the interior monotonicity formula in Proposition B.3] we have for every zy € Bs, every

t € (0, dist(xg, dB2)] and r € (0,1),

1 5 1
ggr%)\n, (anBt(SCO)) = ng,\n (Qn,Brnt(Cn + Tnxo)))
1
< &5 (On B o o o (en 7
T_|Cn+rn.’11'0—c*| An(Q [en+rnTo *|(C —+7r 1'0))
1

5/\n (Qm Br+|cn+rnmofc*\(c*)) (3-4)

S — e 4 e — Cil

whenever n is large enough. Since @Q,, — Q. strongly in Wli)f (B1) and A, — A, we have
. 1 1
lim Exn (Qna BT+‘CTL+TTLI075*|(C*)) = ;5/\* (Q*a BT(C*)) : (3-5)

n—00 1 — |Cp + TpTo — C|

In view of [B4)-[@3) with 2o = 0 and ¢ = 2, we first deduce that sup,, &2, (Qn, B2) < co. By
the compactness result in [12, Theorem 5.1], we can find a (not relabeled) subsequence such that
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Qn — Q. strongly in V‘/li(?(BQ) for a map Q. € W2 (Bs;S*) which is minimizing & (-, B2) among

* sym
all maps Q € W2 (Ba;S*) satisfying Q = Q. on 9B;.
Letting n — oo in [34), we infer from (FH]) that for every xzg € Ba, every t € (0, dist(zq, Bs)),
and r € (0,1/2) small enough,
1 ~ 1
ESO (Q*; Bt(z0>) < ;EA* (Q*, BT(C*)) . (3.6)

On the other hand, since ¢, € sing(Q.), Theorem [B.1] tells us that

1 1
lim — ~|VQ.|* dzx = 4~ .

r—=0r Br(cx) 2
Letting now r — 0 in ([B.6]) yields
1 _
ggo (Q«, Bi(z0)) < 4m  for every zg € By and t € (0, dist(zo, dB2)). (3.7)

On the other hand, p; and py are singular points of @,, for each n, and thus p1,ps> € sing(Q.)
by Lemma B9l As a consequence, Theorem [3.I] and the interior monotonicity formula in Proposi-
tion 33 imply that for j = 1,2,

%50 (Qu.Bi(p;) > 4n Vie (0,1). (3.8)

Setting y; := (0,0,t — 1/2) for t € (0,1), since Bi(p1) U Bi—+(p2) C Bi(y:), we gather (87) and
B) to derive

4 > 50 (Q*, Bl(yt)) > 50(@,” Bt(pl)) + 50 (Q*, Bl_t(pg)) > 4t + 471‘(1 — t) =4r Vte (O, 1) .
Therefore |[VQ.|?> =0 a.e. in By(y) \ (Bi(p1) U Bi—¢(p2)) for every t € (0,1). Since

Bin U (Bilw)\ (Bilpn) U Bia(p2))) = B\ o1, ]

o<t<1
we conclude that IVQ.|?> = 0 a.e. in By. Thus Q. is constant in By, which contradicts the fact
that Q. is singular at p1,ps € Bj. O

Proof of Proposition [3.11] Completed. To complete the proof, it remains to show that there exists
an integer n, > fi, such that Card £, = Card X for n > n,. Once again we argue by contradiction
assuming that for some (not relabeled) subsequence, we have Card ¥ # Card X{. In view of the
previous discussion, Card Xf > Card 2 for n large enough. As a consequence, there exist at least
two points a,,b, € ¥? such that a, # b, and lim, a, = lim, b, = ¢, for a point ¢, € ¥{. In
particular, |a, — b,| — 0. Then we choose a radius n > 0 such that B,(c.) C B,. For n large
enough, we have a,,b, € B, 2(c.). Rescaling variables, we can apply Lemma in By(cs) to
deduce that |a, —by| > kn for some constant £ > 0 depending only on sup,, %SAH (Qn By(cy)) < o0

and sup,, n°)\,, < oo, which contradicts the fact that |a, — b,| — 0. O
The following result is the global counterpart of Proposition B.111

Corollary 3.13. Let Q C R? be a bounded and azisymmetric open set with boundary of class C3.
Let (Qf, ) and a sequence {( }(3"),)\”)} in C2(09;S*) x [0,00) be such that Qén) — Q5 in

sym

C?(09), and A\, — A\« as n — 0o. For each n € N, let Q,, be a minimizer of Ex, over AZ(T) (Q),
b

Q. a minimizer of Ex, in Agg“(Q), and assume that Q, — Q. strongly in W12(Q). If sing(Q.) =

{a%,...,a%}, then there exists an integer n, such that for every n > n., sing(Qn) = {a¥,...,a%}

for some distinct points af', ..., a% satisfying |a}’ — a;‘f| — 0 as n — oo.

Proof. By Theorem[3.2] Q. is smooth in Q\sing(Q).) and sing(Q.) is a finite subset of QN{xz3-axis},
ie., sing(Q«) = {af,...,a%} € QN {wz-axis}. Let us fix § > 0 such that Bss(a;) N Bas(a}) = 0
if i # j, and dist(a},0Q) > 30. We set K5 := {z € Q : dist(z,0Q) > 0} \ U;Bs(a}), and we claim
that @, — Q. in C?(K;). Indeed, by smoothness of Q. away from sing(Q.), we can find a radius
r € (0,6/2) such that

1

—/ IVQ.|*dx < fin  for every zg € Ks ,
T BT(IU) 8
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where the universal constant €;, > 0 is provided by PropositionB.5l Choosing r smaller if necessary
(depending only on A := sup,, A, < 00), we may assume that the conclusion of Proposition
holds for every A,. Then we consider a finite covering B, ,15(y1), ..., By/16(ys) of Ks. Since
Q. — Q. strongly in W12(Q), we have for n large enough,

1 in .
—/ |VQn|2dx<€— forevery j=1,...,J.
" JB (yj) 4

By PropositionB.5] for n large enough, @, is smooth in each B, /15(y;) and ||Qnllc2(B,14(s;) < Cr
for some constant C,. > 0. Therefore @,, remains bounded in C?(Kjs) for n large enough. From
the W12-convergence of Q,, towards Q. and the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem, we deduce that Q,, — Q.
in C?(Ks).

Now we set Qs := 2\ U; Bas(a}) which is a bounded and ax1symmetr1c open set with boundary
of class C3. By our discussion above and the assumption on Qb ") the restriction of Qn to Qs
converges in the C2-topology to the restriction of Q. to 9s. Applymg Corollary 3.10/in Q5, we
infer that sing(Q,) N Qs = () for n large enough. Then we can apply PropositionlB]II in each ball
Bg(;( ) with p = 24. It shows that for n large enough, sing(Qn) N Bas(a}) = {a}} for some point
a;i — a as n — 0o. O

3.4. Coexistence results in a ball. In this subsection, we take advantage of the results above
to study the space (boundary condition) x (A-parameter). We are interested in the nature of the
sets of data leading to smooth or/and singular solutions. To motivate this question, we recall
the results in [12] showing the existence for A > 0 arbitrary of boundary conditions Qsm"“h and

Mg in 029 (0Bi;S*) such that any minimizer of £, over Ag::mth (By), resp. over A™ oeine (By), is

sym
smooth, resp. singular. To apply the results of the previous subsection, the topology fo; the space
of boundary conditions we shall working with is the C*“-topology for some « € (0, 1).

Given « € (0,1), we consider the sets

BDsmooth {(Qb, A) € ngg(aBl;S‘l) x [0,00) : sing(Q»x) = 0 for every @ € argmin SA} )
AZT(By)

BDsne .= {(Qb, A) € C20.(0B1;S*) x [0,00) : sing(Qx) # 0 for every Qx € argmin 5,\} )
AR (By)
and
BDgoexist (02 o (9B1;S%) x [0, oo)) \ (BD;mooth U BD;i“g) .

sym

As already mentioned, BD$moth =£ () and BD$"8 =£ () by [12, Theorem 1.2 & Theorem 1.3], and
more precisely,

BDE™™ 0 (C22(0B1;S*) x {A}) # 0 and BDE™8 N (C22(9B1;S*) x {A\}) # 0 for every A > 0

sym sym
The main result of this subsection is the following theorem whose proof is postponed to the end
of the subsection.

Theorem 3.14. Let a € (0,1). The (disjoint) sets BDS™°™ gnd BDM¢ gre open in C22 (0By;S*) x

sym
[0,00), and BDS®™5t coincides with their common boundary, i.e.,

aBDzmooth _ BDzoexist — GBDZi“g )

As a direct consequence of Theorem [3.14] we obtain the following corollary proving immediately
claims (i), (ii), and (iii) of Theorem [Tl With the aid of Remark 316 below, also the last claim of
Theorem [T} and hence its full proof, follows at once from the corollary.

Corollary 3.15. Let v € (0,1), A > 0, and T : [0,1] — C22,(0B1;S*) a continuous curve such
that (L(0),\) € BDS™® and (T(1),\) € BDS™°th | There exist 0 < t; < to < 1 such that

(i) (D(t),\) € BDSns for every 0 <t < ty;

(i) (T(t),\) € BDS™h for every to <t < 1;

(iii) (L(t1),A), (T(t2),A) € BDEOE.
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Proof. Consider the continuous curve I' : [0,1] — C2% (8By;S*) x [0, 00) given by L'(t) := (I'(t), A).

sym

Then ['(0) € BDS™8 and T'(1) € BDS™ooth | Consider
t1 :=sup {t € [0,1] : ['(s) € BD3" for every 0 < s < t}.

By Theorem [F14] and the continuity of T', we have t; € (0,1) and ['(t;) € 9BDSE = Bpcoexist
so that (i) holds.
Then we consider

ty := inf {t €[0,1]: F( ) € BDsmOOth for every t < s < 1}.

Clearly t; < to, and as above, Theorem [B.14] and the continuity of I' imply t2 < 1 and F(tg)
OB Dsmeoth — ppeoexist proving (i), and completing the proof. O

Remark 3.16. As already alluded in the Introduction, there exists at least one curve I' with
the properties required by Corollary B.I5l This is obtained by concatenating the curves built in
(the proofs of) [12] Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3]. Thus, the corollary shows in particular that
BDSxist g not empty, clearly implying the last claim of Theorem [T} and concluding its proof.

The proof of Theorem B.I4l rests on our regularity results together with the unique continuation
property for real analytic maps. This tool leads to the following uniqueness statement.

Lemma 3.17. Let Qx € W2 (B1;S*) be a minimizer of Ex(-, B1) among all Q € W12 (By;S")

satisfying Q = Qx on OBy. For every radius p € (0,1) such that sing(Qx)NOB, = 0, the restriction
of Qx to B, is the unique minimizer of £x over the class AB’;“(BP).

Proof. By Theorem B.J] and since sing(@Qx) N 0B, = 0, @, is (real) analytic in a neighborhood of
OB,. We fix a further radius p’ € (p, 1) such that @ is analytic in the open annulus 4 := B,/ \ B,,.
Now, let ), be a minimizer of £, over the class Azgyin (B,). We consider the comparison map

- ) Qy(x) ifxzeB,
Qa(@) = {Qk(ac) ifze B \B,,

which belongs to W12 (By;S*) and agrees with Q, on 9B;. Hence,

sym
Ex(Qp, Bp) +Ex(Qx, B1\ By) < EA(Qx, Bp) +Ex(Qx, B1\ B,)
=Ex(Qx, B1) < EX(Qx, B1) = Ex(Qy, By) + Ex(Qx, B1\ By,) .

Thus Ex(Qx, B1) = Ex(Qx, By) which in turn implies that @, minimizes EA( 1) among all
Qe Wslyfn(Bl, S*) satisfying Q = Qx on dB;. Once again, by Theorem [B1I] Q) is real analytic in
By \ sing(Q,) with sing(Q,) a locally finite subset in By. As a consequence, the map Qy — Q) is
analytic in the open set B; \ ¥ containing A, where ¥ = sing(Q,) Using(Q,) is a locally finite set
in By, and Qx — Qx = 0 in A. Thus, by unique continuation for real analytic maps, Qx = Q in
B \ ¥, which shows that Q, = @ in B,,. O

In order to apply the results of the previous subsections, we establish now the following strong
W12_compactness property of minimizers.

Lemma 3.18. Let o € (0,1) and {(Qé"), An)} be a converging sequence in C%% (9B1;S*) x [0, 00),

sym

and denote by (Qf, \«) its limit. Every sequence {Qn} such that Q. minimizes Ex, over AZ{:) (B1)

b
admits a subsequence strongly converging in WH2(By) to some Q. minimizing Ex, over ASQY;(Bl).

Proof. We consider the comparison map Q,, deﬁned by Qn(z) := (ac /|z]). A direct computa-
tion shows that sup,, Ex, (Qn, B1) < oo since Qb is bounded in the 02 “-topology. By minimality
of Qn, we have &, (Qn, B1) < &, (Qn, B1) < C for a constant C' independent of n. Applying [12]
Theorem 5.1], we deduce that for a (not relabeled) subsequence, @, — Q. weakly in W12 (B)
and Q,, — Q. strongly in W,>?(B,) for some Q, minimizing £y, over AQ* (B1). Hence it remains
to prove that Q,, — Q. strongly in W2(By).
First we notice that Q,, — Q. strongly in L*(Bj) by the compact Sobolev embedding W12?(B;) <

L*(Bj). Therefore,

)\n/QW(Qn)d:c%)\*/QW(Q*)d:c. (3.9)
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Now we fix an arbitrary small § € (0, 1), and we define for x € By,

Q*< v ) if v € B_s,

1-9

(- )a(z) () woemio

Then Q,, € Wi (B1; So) satisfies Qn = E)") on dB;. Since QE)") — Qf in C**(0By), Qn
converges to the mapping z — Qf(x/|z|) in C>*(B; \ B1_s). In particular, |Q,| > 1/2 for n large
enough which allows us to define

@n(z) =

Qn

|Qnl

Qn =

€ Ay (Br).-

By minimality of @, we have &, (Qn,B1) < &y, (@n,Bl). Since @n also converges to = +—
Qi (z/|z|) in C**(By \ Bi—s), we have

limsup &y, (Qu. B1) < lim &, (Qu, Bi—s) + lim &, (Qu. B1\ Bi-s)

n—oo
= (1= 0)1-6)2x. (Q+, B1) + Ex- (@55 (z/ |x]), B1 \ Bi-s)
Now letting 6 — 0, we deduce that

limsup &x, (Qn, B1) < Ex, (Q«, B1).

n—oo
In view of (), we thus have limsup, [, |[VQn|*dz < [5 [VQ.[*dz. On the other hand,
liminf,, [ B VQn|*dz > [ B |[VQ.|? dz by lower semicontinuity of the Dirichlet energy. Hence
lim, [ [VQu[?dz = [, |VQ.|?*dr, and the conclusion classically follows. O

Proof of Theorem [3.1) Step 1. We first prove that BDSmo°th is open. Let {(QE)"),)\H)} be a
sequence in C%%(0By;S*) x [0,00) such that A\, — A, and Qg") — Q} in C**(9B;) for some
(Qf, A\s) € BDsmeoth We aim to prove that (Qé"),kn) € BD$mooth for n large enough. By
contradiction, assume that (Qi"), An) € BDS™°t for some (not relabeled) subsequence. Then, for
each n we can find a minimizer Q,, of £,, over AZ’; (B1) such that sing(Q,) # 0. By Lemma 318,
we can extract a further subsequence such that Q,, — Q. strongly in W12(By) for some map Q.
minimizing £y, over Asym(Bl). Since (@5, A«) € BDSmoth ' we have sing(Q.) = 0, and we infer

from Corollary B.10] that smg(Qn) = () for n large enough, a contradiction.

Step 2. We now prove that BD51 is open following the same argument as above. Assume that
{(QE)"), An)} is a sequence in C2%(0B1;S*) x [0, 00) converging to some (Qf, \x) € BDS"8. Assume
also by contradiction that (Q}(D"),)\n) ¢ BD:"2. Then we can find minimizers Q,, of £y, over
AZE) (B1) such that sing(Q,) = 0. Then Q,, — Q. strongly in W2(By) for some @, minimizing
b .

&y, over Agg“(Bl) (up to a subsequence). Since (@5, \«) € BD"8, we have sing(Q.) # 0 which
is in contradiction with sing(Q@,,) = @ and Corollary B.I0l

Step 3. To conclude the proof, it remains to prove that BDS®s is the common boundary of
BDsmeoth and BDSng. Let (Qf, \) € BD®™t and Q! and Q5 be two minimizers of €y, over
Asym(Bl) such that sing(Q!) = 0 and sing(Q%) # (). By Theorem 3.2 we have Q! € C*%(B;) and
we can find a radius p. € (0,1) such that Q5 € C*%(B; \ B,,) (i.e., sing(Q%) C B,,). We fix an
arbitrary sequence {p,} C (p«, 1) such that p, — 1 as n — oo, and we set for z € IBj,

(@) = Qlper) and  QF"(2) = Q3 (pu).

Then (Qy", p2\) — (Qf, M) and (QP",p2\.) — (Qf, ) in C**(dB;) x [0,00). On the

other hand, rescaling variables we infer from Lemma [3I7] that the maps Qf : 2 — Qi(p,z)

and @5, : = Q3(pnx) are the unique minimizers of &£, over AQM( 1) and A5 (By) re-
b b

spectively. Since sing(Q%) = 0 and sing(Q3) # 0, it shows that (Qp™,p2\.) € BDsmooth

and (QY",p2\.) € BDS" for n large enough. Hence (Qf,\.) € 9BD™°™h N 9BDs"8, thus
BDeexist C gpDsmecth 0 gBPDsing. Now, to reach the claimed conclusion, it is enough to prove
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that BDEosxsts D g psmeoth y 9B Dsing Indeed, this and the previous inclusion together imply as
announced BDEoests = gp psmooth — g p psmooth " T this end, notice that C%*(9By;S*) x [0, o00)
is the union of the disjoint sets BD$mooth  BDsine and BDe*st Since the first two sets are open,
BDsmeoth |y gppeoexist and BDSne Y BD™iSt are closed, hence they must contain the closures of
BDsmeoth and BDS"8 respectively. In turn, this means that BD®t contains both 9 BDsmeoth
and OBD:"8 (indeed, BDS™°°™ and BDS"8 being open, are disjoint from their boundaries).
Therefore, 9 BD$me°th 9B Dsine C BDEOt and the conclusion follows. O

4. LANDAU-DE GENNES MINIMIZERS IN 2D

In this section, we examine a two dimensional minimization problem whose importance (be-
yond its own interest) will be revealed mostly in Section We consider the minimization of
the LdG energy among equivariant unit norm configurations defined on a two dimensional disc
D, := {2z € C: |z| < p}. We will always assume p = 1 (discarding the subscript for simplicity)
which can always be achieved by rescaling the domain. In view of Lemma and Corollary 2.7,
admissible configurations can be described as maps in the space Wslyfn (D; S*) with the two equiv-
alent forms: either in terms of tensors Q € S* C Sy, or in terms of u € S* C R® C @ C. However,
we shall mostly rely on the R & C & C-description as it is more suited for our purposes.

We consider, for fixed A > 0, the 2D-LdG energy E) as in ([LII) and we aim to minimize it
over the S'-equivariant class AY™ (D) defined in (LI2), where H : JD — RP? C §* denotes the
radial anchoring map defined in (II3]). According to the correspondence in Corollary 277, we have
F:gﬁwhere g7 : 0D — S* CR @ Ca C is given by

97 (2) == (%,0, \/7522> . (4.1)

Here and in the sequel, we make use of the complex variable z := x1 + iz, identifying in this way
R? with the complex plane C.

As we announced in Theorem and proved in the present section, the uniaxial or biaxial
character of any minimizer of E) over .Asﬁym (D) depends on A in a crucial way. More precisely,
a sharp transition in the qualitative properties of minimizers occurs through a biaxial escape
mechanism, as the strength parameter A of the confining potential W in (ILI1]) decreases.

Note that, by Lemma 210} we have Asﬁym (D) = Ax U Ag with disjoint union, and

Ax = {Q € AZ™(D): Q(0) = o} ~ {u € AY™(D) : u(0) = (1,0,0)} =: Ax, (4.2)
and
As = {Q € A2"(D): Q(0) = —eo} ~ {u € VZ;Y;(D) cu(0) = (~1,0,0)} =: As.. (4.3)

We aim to describe precisely to which of these two components the minimizers of E over A%m (D)
belong to as the parameter A varies. To tackle this question, we rely in an essential way on a gap
phenomenon for the Dirichlet energy Ej over the two components of the class A%m (D) = AxU As
which is of independent interest. This is the object of the next two subsections. By studying the
minimization problem of Fy in each class Ax or Ag, we shall prove that the corresponding infima
are different. Describing the set of minimizers for both the infima, we shall also make the energy
gap fully explicit.

4.1. Large equivariant harmonic maps in 2D. In this subsection, we classify all critical points
of the Dirichlet energy Fy in the class Asﬁym (D) satisfying Q(0) = eg. According to Proposition[2Z.12]
those are critical points of Ey over W12(D;S*), and thus equivariant (weakly) harmonic maps
from I into S* satisfying @ = H on OD. In terms of the isometric correspondence Q ~ u from
Corollary 7] we are interested in equivariant (weakly) harmonic maps u into S* C R@ C @ C
satisfying u = g7 on 0D and u(0) = (1,0,0). As recalled in the Introduction, these harmonic maps
are usually referred to in the literature as the large solutions of the harmonic map system. They
escape from the (small) spherical cap containing the image of the boundary data g given in {I)),
as opposed to the small solution discussed in Proposition 6] for which the escape phenomenon
does not hold.
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Recall that u € W12(D; S*) is a weakly harmonic map in D if u is a critical point of the Dirichlet
energy

Eo(u) ::/D%|Vu|2 dx (4.4)

with respect to compactly supported perturbations preserving the S*-constraint. If, in addition,
u = g7 on D in the sense of traces, then u is a distributional solution of the following boundary
value problem

Au+|VulPu=0 inD, 45

U= g on JD. (45)
By Hélein’s theorem [19] and the general analyticity results for elliptic systems from [33, Chapter 6],
such a map wu is real analytic in the interior. Under the Dirichlet boundary condition gz, the map
u is actually real analytic up to the boundary by [33,37]. Hence it is harmonic in D in the classical
sense. According to ([ZI6]), an equivariant harmonic map u has the form

u(re’®) = (fo(r), f(r)e’?, fa(r)e™?), (4.6)
and the Euler-Lagrange equation in (&H]) rewrites into a system of ODEs for r € (0,1] (see Re-
mark 2.14]),

1
0+ ;fc/) = —[Vul® fo,
1 1
{/+;f{:—|vu|2f1—T—2f1, (4.7)
1 4
2+ —fr=— IVl f» — =f2
Here f(r) := (fo(r), f1(r), f2(r)) € R& C® C, and by @217,
1 1
(Vuf* = 0l + — 05u* = 1" + = (1A +41£17) - (48)

In order to describe the equivariant solutions to (£3) satisfying the condition «(0) = (1,0,0),
we shall combine (L7 with the classification of equivariant harmonic spheres from [12]. Following
[12], it is convenient to use complex differentiation through the usual Wirtinger’s operators

o L(2 ;0N 5 _L1(90 .9
= 2 6:1:1 Zamg ’ = 2 8901 Zamg '

Since |Vul® = 2]0.u|” + 2]0:u|” and Au = 49;,u, the harmonic map equation ([E5) rewrites as
1
Dzou + 5( 10,ul? + 05ul* Ju=0.
Let us now recall the classical notions of conformality and isotropy.

Definition 4.1. A smooth map u: Q — S* C R @ C & C defined on an open set 2 C C is said to
be
(i) conformal if
. 1 1 i
2 2
0.t~ 0,u = ;)(azuj)? = 7 100,ul” = 2 |00,ul” = 5001 0ayu =0, (4.9)
where “-” denotes the Euclidean scalar product in R@® C @ C ~ R extended by bilinearity
to C?;
(ii) isotropic if
4
Pu-02u=> (92u;)* =0, (4.10)
j=0
where 02 = 2(02 — 02)) — L0414,

Here we shall not need the full definition of total isotropy from [20, Chapter 6], which is satisfied
by the harmonic spheres discussed in [I2] Section 3]. Actually, under ([@I)-(ZI0), it will be
automatically satisfied for the equivariant solutions to (LX), as we are going to show in the following
lemma. This extension result is the starting point of the classification of all large equivariant
solutions to (4.3]).
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Lerllma 4.2. Ifu € WL (D;S?) is a weak solution of @X), then u is real analytic and conformal
in D. Moreover, u uniquely extends to a map U € C¥(C;S*) which is equivariant, harmonic,
conformal, and isotropic in the whole C.

Proof. The map u being a weak solution to (@A), it is real analytic up to the boundary, as we
already remarked. Being equivariant, it is of the form (6], where the map f = (fo, f1, f2) satisfies
|f] =1 and solves system ([@7) for r € (0,1].

Since u belongs to W12(D), we infer from (&J]) that

1
|G e in + a1)

Hence 75 |f’(7"j)|2 + |f1(rj)|2 +4 |f2(rj)|2 — 0 for some sequence 7; | 0. Since |f|? = 1, we have
f'- f = 0. Hence, taking the scalar product of (X)) with 7?f’ and integrating between r; and r
leads to

P10 f ()7 = 11101 = 41 fa(r)]* = 7310, f(r))[* = | fu(r)|* = 41fa(ry)]* = 0 as j — oo.

Thus |9,u|* — % 0pul® = |0, f(r)|* — T%(|f1(7°)|2 +4 |f2(r)|2) = 0. On the other hand, it follows
from (@) that d,u - Ld4u = 0. Therefore u is conformal in the sense of Definition ET] since such
property is independent of the chosen orthonormal frame.

Now we solve the Cauchy problem for ([@7) with Cauchy data (f(1), f/(1)) to extend f to its
maximal interval of existence (0, rmax) 2 (0,1]. We denote by fthe maximal solution. Then fis

real analytic, and therefore it satisfies

dr
— < 0.
r

~ - 1, ~ -~
[f(r)P=1 and |f']* = T—Q(IJ‘HI2 +4|fo]?)  for every 7 € (0, 7max) , (4.11)

since these identities hold for every r € (0,1]. As a consequence of the uniform a priori bounds

induced by ({I), it follows that rp.x = +00, i.e., f solves ([&7]) for r € (0, c0).
Setting

U(Teid)) = (fo(r)a fl (r)ei¢a f2(r)6i2¢) ’
it follows by construction that U is an equivariant real analytic harmonic map from C into S,
extending u to the whole plane. Repeating the argument above on f with r € (0,00), we infer
that U is conformal in C. To complete the proof, it thus remains to show that U is isotropic,

i.e., it satisfies ([@I0). To this purpose, we adapt to the equivariant setting the strategy in [20]
Proposition 6.1]. First, we notice that

1
2.U-U = 5aZ|U|2 0,

QU -U=0.0.U-U)-0.U-0,U=0,
and )
02U - 0,U = 5az(azU -0,U)=0,

since |U|? = 1 and U is conformal. Then we consider g := 92U - 92U which is a complex-valued
smooth function. Since U is a harmonic map, we have

D=9 = 0:(02U - 92U) = 02U - 0.(20:.U) = ~02U - 0. (10U +|0:U " )U)
= (82U - U)8.(|8.U> + |0:U ") — (92U - 8.U) (|0.U* +|0:U[*) = 0,

and thus g is an entire holomorphic function. On the other hand, w.r.to the S'-action on R C@ C
given in (ZI0), the map U satisfies the equivariance property R-U(z) = U(Rz) for all R = ¢ € S!
and for all z € C. Long but elementary calculations now give
02U(2) - 02U (2) = 02 (R U(2)) - 92 (R - U(2))
= 02(U(Rz)) - 02(U(Rz)) = R*(02U(Rz) - 02U (Rz)) .
Hence g(e?z) = e **g(z). Since g is holomorphic, from the identity principle on the domain

C\ {0}, we infer that g(z) = c¢/2* for some ¢ € C. Since g is smooth at the origin, we conclude
that ¢ = 0, and thus g = 0. Therefore (.I0) holds, and the proof is complete. O
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We now are ready to classify all large solutions to ([&3]), i.e., solutions in the class .ZN. The
proof of this classification parallels the one for harmonic mappings w from C U {oo} ~ S? into S*
satisfying w(0) = e (which is a combination of [I2, Proposition 3.6, Proposition 3.8, Remark 3.11
and Theorem 3.19]). It shows that large solutions are precisely the restriction to the unit disc of
those entire harmonic maps satisfying the boundary condition and the constraint at the origin.

Proposition 4.3. If u € W}2 (D;S*) is a weak solution to [@X) satisfying u(0) = eq, then there
exists p11 € C such that

1 2
) = 5 <1 2P - slef + 2D g
1 2 lwal® | o
2mz (1-121") ,2v3z 1+ B ) @)
with )
D)= 14 P + 31+ D pope (4.13)

In particular,

~ 1
Eo(u) := /D§|Vu|2d:c:67r.

Proof. In view of Lemma[LZ u extends to a harmonic map U € C¥(C;S*) which equivariant, con-
formal and isotropic in the whole C. By equivariance, it writes U (re'®) = (fo(r), f1(r)e'®, fa(r)e?2?).

Step 1. We assume in this step that U is not linearly full, and we aim to show that (£I12)-(@I3)
hold with p; = 0. First we notice that, in this case, f; = 0 by [I2) Remark 2.4] and the boundary
condition U = gz on 0D. Hence U takes values in the unit 2-sphere of R&® {0} & C, that we denote
by S2. Setting a5 : S2 — CU {00} to be the stereographic projection from its south pole (—1,0,0),
we consider hr)
iy . idy _ 2\ i2¢
n(re'®) :=oqo0U(re'®) = 1—|—f0(7°)€ .
Since U(0) = (1,0,0), we have U(z) # (—1,0,0) for all z € C by [12, Remark 3.4]. Therefore
n : C — C is well defined, real analytic, and conformal since U and o5 are. Then, n being
conformal, it is either holomorphic or anti-holomorphic. Anti-holomorphicity is easily excluded.
Indeed, it would give n(z) = ¢/z% by the identity principle on C \ {0} for a suitable ¢ € C (since
the two functions coincide on {|z| = 1} by equivariance). But 7 is smooth near the origin, so that
¢ =0. In turn 7 = 0 which is clearly impossible because U(z) # (1,0,0) for |z| = 1. Then, 1 being
holomorphic on C, we have 1(z) = cz? for a suitable ¢ € C\ {0}, again by the identity principle
and equivariance. Therefore,
1—|c|?z|* 2¢22 )

U(z) =o3! =
(2) =05 on(2) <1+|c|2|z|4’ 1+ |cf?]z]4

Since U(z) = gg(2) for |z| = 1, we obtain ¢ = v/3 which shows that (@I2)-(@I3) hold with u; = 0.

As a consequence, we have fo(r) = f\_{_—gﬁ, and by conformality and equivariance of u,
~ 1 1 T4 2 o483
Eo(u) = / ~|Vu|*dz = / —2|8¢u|2d:c = 27r/ |f27(2r>|rdr = 27r/ S ——
D 2 DT 0 T o (1+3r1)?

Step 2. We now assume U is linearly full, and we claim that (£.12)-(@I3) hold for some p; € C\{0}.
Following [12, Section 3.3], we set o4 : S* — C U {00} to be the stereographic projection from the

south pole (—1,0,0), and we consider
i V) — o o oy _ [ J1r) s fa(r) i2¢)
(é(re ), n(re )) =0o40U(re'?) = <1 o) e’ 7 n fo(T)e .

Once again, since U(0) = (1,0,0), we have U(z) # (—1,0,0) for all z € C by [12, Remark 3.4].
Hence (£,7) : C — C? is well defined and real analytic. Notice that the conclusions of [12, Lemma
3.12] still hold in the present case (although we don’t know yet that U extends to a harmonic
sphere U : C U {oo} ~ S? — S*) because U is conformal and isotropic on the whole C by Lemma
4.2
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Now we can transpose word-by-word the argument in the proof of [12, Theorem 3.19] to show
that U extends to a finite energy harmonic sphere U € C¥(S?;S*) (indeed, the positive lift U+ .
C — CP? defined there extends holomorphically to the whole CP! ~ §? ~ CU{oo} and U = 70U+
on S?, where 7 : CP® — §* is the twistor fibration). As a consequence (compare with [12]
Proposition 3.8]), there exist u1, 2 € C\ {0} such that

D(z) 9

21z (1 lial® E |> (1+%|z|2>>, (4.14)

2, 2

D(2) =1+ il el + ol ol + B2l o (4.15)
The constraint U = (Uy,Ui,Us) = g7 on 0D first implies U; = 0 on 0D, which in turn yields
lua| = V3. Then U(z) = (—3,0,42%) = gy(2) for every z € 0D, whence py = /3. Thus,
({14)-(£13) hold.

To complete the proof, it remains to show that Eo(u) = 67 for all p1 € C in @I12)-@I3). In
view of (@R)-@II), the energy Eo(u) just depends on |py]. It is continuous with respect to p1,
and Ej (u) = 67 for u; = 0 as already computed in the previous step. Then it is enough to check
that Eo(u) is independent of |u1;| by showing that it has zero derivative for || positive. To see
this, we first notice that (u, d),,|u) = 0 since |ul> = 1, and 9|,,,|u = 0 on ID since u = gz on ID.
Differentiating under integral sign, integrating by parts and using (@3], we obtain

- 1
(9W1|Eo(u):/8W1|(§|Vu|2)dz:/Vu~V(8““|u) dz
D D

f/Au~8|m‘udx:/|Vu|2u~8“mudx:0.
D D

which concludes the proof. (]

1 2, 12 2, 4 |M1|2|M2|2 6
U(z) = L= [l 27 = [pa|” [2]" + —F—[2]"

with

4.2. Energy gap for the Dirichlet integral of maps into S*. In this subsection, we compute
explicitly the minimum values and describe the minimizers of the minimization problems

min Ey(u), (4.16)
uEAN

and _
min Ey(u), (4.17)
u€Asg

where E, is given in ([{4]), thus making explicit a corresponding gap phenomenon. The following
theorem is the main result of the subsection, and it is a direct consequence of Propositions
and [£7] below.

Theorem 4.4. The following gap holds for the Dirichlet energy ([&4):

27 = min Eo(u) < min Ey(u) = 6. (4.18)
u€As u€AN

In addition, the minimum value of EO over st 1s uniquely achieved by
4
z[7—3 24/322
ug(z) := | |4 , 0, —3 ) (4.19)
|z|" +3 |z|” +3
while the minimum value of Ey over Ay is attained at u € Ax iff u is of the form [@EI2)-EI3).

Remark 4.5 (“Bubbling-oftf” of harmonic spheres). The resolution of (£I0)-(£I7) suffers two
main difficulties: (i) the conformal invariance of the functional EO and the induced lack of com-

pactness of energy-bounded sequences; (ii) the fact that the classes Ay and Ag are not closed under
weak W12-convergence. To illustrate these facts, let us consider for 1 € C, the mapping u,,, € Ax
given by Proposition [£.3] and satisfying Eo(u,“) = 6m. As |pu1| — oo, we have u,, — ug € Ag
weakly in W12(D), where ug is given by #19). Note that ug solves (@) and satisfies Eg(ug) = 2.



30 FEDERICO DIPASQUALE, VINCENT MILLOT, AND ADRIANO PISANTE

As the convergence is smooth away from the origin, 3 |Vu,, |* do — i |Vug|? dz+ 476y as measures
on D. Finally, if p11/|pu1] — € as 1| — oo, then u,,, (z/p1) — @(2) strongly in W,)?(C; %), where

i(z) = <1|Z:z 27 0) (4.20)

1+ |22 1+ 2%

is a finite energy harmonic 2-sphere (a “bubble”), @ : C U {oo} ~ S? — $* with Ey(@; C) = 47.

To discuss the minimization problem (£I7]), we rely on existing results in the literature [25] 39],
and we actually prove that the minimality of ug holds even among non symmetric competitors.

Proposition 4.6. The map ug given by [EI9) is the unique minimizer of Eo in ng; (D;S%). As

a consequence, min, .z Eo(u) = 21 and ug is the unique minimizer of Ey over As.

Proof. We shall use the real coordinates u = (ug,...,us) € R® ~ R & C @ C, and we shall denote
by S1 = {u € S§* : ug = 0} the upper/lower open half spheres.

First, we observe that ug(D) C S*. Since ug is a smooth harmonic map (see Remark E3)), we
deduce from [39, Lemma 2.1] that ug minimizes Ey over the whole W, 2(D;S*). Now we claim
that ug is actually the unique minimizer over W;; (D;S*). Since S% is geodesically convex, the
uniqueness result from [25] tells us that ug is the unique (smooth) solution to (&H]) whose range
is strictly included in S*. Now, if u € ngﬁQ (D; S*) is any minimizer of EO, then w is a harmonic
map smooth up to the boundary. Hence it suffices to show that u(D) C S* to conclude that
u = ug. Assume by contradiction that w(z) = (ug(2),u1(2),...,us(z)) satisfies ug(z.) = 0 for
some z, € D. Then the competitor @(z) := (—|ug(z)],u1(2),...,us(2)) belongs to W;’;(D;S‘l),
and Eo(a) < EO (u). Thus, @ is also a minimizer, whence a harmonic map in ID smooth up to the

boundary. Then the function v(z) := |ug(z)| is a smooth solution in D to —Av = |[Vu[>v > 0,
with v(z) = % on JD. By the maximum principle, we have v > % in D, in contradiction with
the assumption v(z,) = 0. Therefore u(D) C S*, leading to u = ug. Finally, since ug € .»Zs, it
obviously follows that ug is the unique minimizer of EO over JZS, and a direct computation yields

Eo(ug) = 27 (see the the proof of Proposition F3). O

Concerning (£I6), we have the following result.

Proposition 4.7. It holds

min Eo(u) = 67, (4.21)
ueAn

and the minimum 1is attained at a map u if and only if u is of the form (@EI2)-@I3).

The proof of Proposition [4.7] is postponed to the end of this subsection. In contrast with the
proof of Proposition [d.6] we now have to overcome the possible lack of compactness of minimizing
sequences and concentration of energy. To this purpose, we shall construct suitable minimizing
sequences counsidering a regularization of problem ([I6)). This regularization is based on the

following subclasses of Ay,
AL = {ue Ay :u=(1,0,0)ac onD,} with0o<p<1, Ax:= ) A. (4.22)
0<p<1

As opposed to .ZN, the subsets VZ@ are closed under weak W' 2-convergence. The following lemma
relates those different classes and their corresponding minimization problems.

Lemma 4.8. The following properties hold.
(i) A% is a strongly dense subset of Ax in Wh2(DD).

(ii) inf Eo(u) = inf Eo(u)=lim inf Eo(u).
u€AN ueAY =0 e A%,

(#ii) For each integer n > 1, the minimization problem

min Eo(u) (4.23)
ueﬂﬁ
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~1
admits a solution. In addition, for any solution u, € A, we have

lim Eo(u,) = inf Eo(u). (4.24)
n—00 u€ AN
Proof. We start proving claim (i). Let us fix u € Ax arbitrary. We aim to construct u, € .»Z@ such
that u, — u strongly in WH2(D) as p — 0. Writing u(re’®) = (fo(r), f1(r)e'®, f2(r)e?®?), we first
set

€0 if r €10, p],
; r—p i ;
y(re'?) := { €0+ J—p (u(y/pe'®) —eo) ifr € [p,\/p],
u(re'?) if r € [/p,1].
Then @, € W2 (D;R @ C® C) N C%(D) and @, = g7 on ID. Moreover, @, — u uniformly in D,

which implies that |@,| — 1 uniformly in D as p — 0. For p > 0 small enough, we thus have
|ii,] > 1/2 in D, and we can define
Up(2)
uy(2) = = .
’ |t (2)]

By construction, we have u, € .Z@, and u, — u uniformly in D as p — 0. In addition,

Eo(up) = Eo(’u,p;]D)\/ﬁ\Dp) +E0(U,D\D\/ﬁ),

and
Eo(up; D5\ D,) < CEo(iip; D 5\ D,) < C(I1 = fo(v/p)* + (VD) + | f2(/P)]) — 0.

p—0
Hence Eo(u,) — Eo(u) as p — 0, which implies that u, — u strongly in W2(D).

Concerning (ii), the first equality is an obvious consequence of (i) since Ey is (strongly) W1:2-
continuous. Then we observe that p ~— inf 7, Fp is non decreasing. Therefore,
N

inf EO = inf inf E‘O = lim inf EO .
vZ(JN 0<p<1 v‘Tﬁ; p—0 vZﬁ;

~1

To prove claim (iii), we recall that Ag is weakly W!?-closed. Hence existence of solutions to (£23)

follows from the direct method of calculus of variations. Finally, (#24) is a consequence of (ii)

together with the monotonicity of p — inf z, Ep. (|
N

By the previous lemma, a sequence {u,} of solutions to [@23]) provides a minimizing sequence
for ([IG). In the next result, we provide the key step for the asymptotic analysis of such a sequence.

Lemma 4.9. Let {u,} C AY be such that u,, solves @23) for everyn > 1. Assume that, for some
(not relabelled) subsequence, u, — u, weakly in WH2(D). Then u. € AF™(D) and uy is a smooth

harmonic map in . Moreover, if u, € VZS, then there exists a further (not relabelled) subsequence
and , — O such that i, (2) == un(rnz) satisfies i, — @ weakly in W,22(C) for some equivariant
nonconstant finite energy smooth harmonic map @ : C — S*.

Proof. Using maps of the form (@I12)-@I3) as competitors, we infer from Lemma [L8] that
lim Eo(un) = inf Eo(u) < 6m. (4.25)

n—0o0 u€ AN
The class Z;%m (D) being weakly W12-closed, we have u. € Z;%m (D). By minimality, each u,, is
a harmonic map in D\ Dy ,,. Since u, — u, weakly in WH2(DD), it classically follows that u, is
a (weakly) harmonic map in D\ {0}, see e.g. [I3] Theorem 1, p. 50]. Moreover, since u, belongs

to W12(D) and the set {0} has zero capacity, u, is actually a weakly harmonic map in the whole
disc D, and thus a smooth harmonic map in D by regularity theory.

We now assume that u, € As. Recalling Lemma 210 we write
un(re®) =: (f7(r), I (1)ei®, 15 (r)e?) and ., (re®) =: (f5(r), f1(r)e'®, f5(r)e??),
so that
(£5(0), £{7(0), £57(0)) = (1,0,0) and  (£5(0), £{(0), f3(0)) = (~1,0,0).
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The functions fén) and fg are continuous in [0, 1] and taking values in [—1,1] by the S*-constraint.
In addition, we have f3(r) € (—1,1) for every r € (0,1]. Indeed, assume by contradiction that
f5@) = £1 for some t € (0,1). Then, u, = (£1,0,0) on 9D; which implies that u. = (+1,0,0)
in D; by Lemaire’s constancy theorem [29]. Then wu, = (£1,0,0) in D by unique continuation, in
contradiction with the boundary condition.

By Lemma ZI0, u,, — u, locally uniformly in D\ {0}, and thus fon) — f§ locally uniformly
n (0,1]. Since f3(0) = —1, we have

li =-1. 4.26
Jimn min £ (4.26)
Recalling that f{" (1) = —1 1 and £$M(0) =1, each function f™ must vanish on the interval [0, 1].
We can thus define
ro = min {r € [0,1]: {7 (r) =0} €

and

i — min{rE [0,1] : £§™(r )—%1111&1]‘ }E (0.1).

Since u,, € JZEI and fi(r) > —1 for every r > 0, we infer from (£20]) that

min

1
—<rp<r, — 0,
n

n—o0

whence 7, — 0. Combining Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (48] leads to

1= |f0" (rn) — n) (1/n)| </ /|0 fOn) | <A/ —1E0 (un)/log (nry,)
From the energy bound in ([@23]), we conclude that
1
re = limsup — < 1.
n—oo MNTyp
Now we set
Un(2) == un(rnz),

so that @, € W2 (D1/r,;S*), @n = (1,0,0) in Dy, , and @y, is a harmonic map in the annulus
Q= {1/nr, < |z| <1/r,}.
Setting iy (rei®) =: (f™ (r), F{ (r)ei®, ™ (r)e2?), we also have fi™ (1) = 0 by construction.
In view of ([@23]), we have for every r > 0,
lim sup Eo(ﬂn, D,) < lim sup E’O(ﬂn, Dy/p,) = limsup E’O(un, D) < 67.

n—oo n—oo n—oo

Therefore we can extract a (not relabelled) subsequence such that @, — @ in VV&)C2 (C) for some
equivariant map u € Wl1 2((C S*) satisfying Eo(u C) < 67 by lower semicontinuity of the Dirichlet
energy. By Lemma [Z10 again, @, — @ locally uniformly in C\ {0}, so that fon) — fo locally
uniformly in (0,00) where @(re) =: (fo(r), f1(r)e'®, fo(r)e?®). Then fo(1) = lim, ~én)(l) =0,
and | fo(0)| = 1 by equivariance. In particular, @ is nonconstant.

Extracting a further subsequence if necessary, we have 1/nr, — r., so that

Qn = Q= {|z] > e}

Arguing as above, we infer that @ is a weakly harmonic map in €., and hence a classical (smooth)
harmonic map in 2. Next, we claim that r, = 0. Indeed, assume by contradiction that 0 < r, < 1.
Then @ = (1,0,0) in D,, since @, — @ locally uniformly on C\ {0}. For z € ﬁl/r* \ {0},
we now consider the inverted map v(z) := @(1/z). By conformal invariance of Ey, we have
Eo(v, Diyp,) = Eo(@,9,) < 6m, and v is a weakly harmonic map in Dy /., \{0} satisfying v = (1,0,0)
on 9Dy, . Again, since {0} has a vanishing capacity, v is actually a weakly harmonic map in
the whole disc Dy, , and thus a smooth harmonic map in El/r*- Since v = (1,0,0) on 9Dy, ,
Lemaire’s theorem [29] tells us that v = (1,0,0) in D, /.. Hence, & = (1,0, 0) in €., in contradiction
with the fact that fo(1) = 0.

Since r, = 0, @ is weakly harmonic in C\ {0}, and thus weakly harmonic in the whole C as argued
above. Hence u is a smooth, nonconstant, equivariant harmonic map satisfying EO (4;C) < 67. O



TORUS-LIKE SOLUTIONS FOR THE LDG MODEL 33

Proof of Proposition [{.7 Using maps of the form ({.I2))-([I3) as competitors, we obtain

inf Eo(u) < 6. (4.27)
u€AN
We are going to show that equality actually holds, so that any map of the form [@I2)-I3) is a
minimizer. Moreover, since any minimizer is a solution of ([@Hl), it must be of the form (@I12))-([@I3)
by Proposition £3], so that no other minimizers exist.

Let us now consider a sequence {u,} C fTON such that u, solves [@23)) for every n > 1. In view
of Lemma [48 {u,} is a minimizing sequence for ([@I0). To show that equality holds in (£.27),
it thus suffices to prove that lim, Eg(u,) = 6m. By construction, {u,} is bounded in W12(D),
so that we can find a (not relabelled) subsequence such that u, — wu, weakly in W12(D). By
Lemma 9, u, € Zsﬁym is a smooth harmonic map in D.

We now distinguish between two scenarios.

Case 1. Compact case: u, € Ay. Under this assumption, we have Eq(u,) = 67 by Proposition -3
In addition, by weak lower semicontinuity of the Dirichlet energy,

6m = Eo(u*) < lim E’O(un) = ipro < 6m,
n— o0 -AN

which proves ([@2T]).

Case II. Noncompact case: uy, € .Zs. Under this assumption, we have Eo(u*) > 27 by Propo-
sition In view of Lemma 9] there exists a (not relabelled) subsequence and r, — 0 such
that the rescaled sequence @, (z) := uy,(rpz) converges weakly in VV&)C2 (C) to an entire nonconstant
equivariant smooth harmonic map u of finite Dirichlet energy. Being of finite energy, @ extends to
C U {0} ~ §? to an equivariant weakly harmonic map, and thus a smooth equivariant harmonic
2-sphere into S*. By the classification result in [12) Section 3], we thus have Eo(ﬁ, C) > 4.

Setting 77, = /7, — 0 and using the weak lower semicontinuity of the Dirichlet energy, we infer
that

67 > inf Eg = lim Eo(uy) > liminf Eo(up; D, ) + lim inf Eo(tn; D\ D, )

AN n—oo n—oo n—oo
> liminon(ﬂn;]D)T/ Jra) + Eo(u*) > EO(Q;C) + E’O(u*) > 67,
n—o00 "
which again proves ([€21). O

4.3. Uniaxiality vs Biaxiality in the 2D-LdG minimization. In the light of the previous
section, we now discuss for A > 0 the variational problems

and
Juin BA(Q), (4.29)

where E) is the 2D-LdG energy in (LII)), and Ax, Ag are the classes defined in (£2))-(@3).

Once again we rely in an essential way on the (isometric) identification Sp ~ R @ C & C and
the induced correspondence ) ~ u between @Q-tensor maps and R @ C @ C-valued maps from
Corollary 7l Recalling that tr(Q3) = 3det Q for every Q € Sy, we infer from (ZIZ) that

3v3

(1 — o (ug + g|u1|2 — 3lusl?) — TRe(ufu_g)) = W(u) forQ~u. (4.30)

1
w = —
Q=57
Setting, for u € W12(D;S%),
~ 1 N
Ey(u) := / §|Vu|2 + AW (u) dz,
D

we obtain B
E\(Q) = Ex(u) for Q~u.
fQ~uec ng;?n(]]]); S*) and u(re®) = (fo(r), f1(r)e'?, f2(r)e???), then

_ 1 ) 2+4 2 1_5
EA(Q):EA(U):W/O (If |2+|f1| 3 EEIP 3\/éf)> rdr (4.31)
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with f := (fo, f1, f2) and B(f) given in ([22I). Equivariant critical points @ ~ w of the energy
functional E) satisfy the following system of ODEs

1 ~
§ g = vl fo+7 <|f2| - B = 3IAP B
1

{41 = VUl = 5+ T2 (<VBRT — oy + B | (4.32)

1 4 A 3 >
"4 ;fé —|Vul2fa — ﬁfz + 7 (%f% +2fof2 +ﬂ(f)f2> ;

with |Vu|? as in ([£8)) depending also on f only.

In the sequel, our goal is to establish existence/nonexistence of solutions to (£28))- [@29) starting
from the gap phenomenon in Theorem [£4l In turn, we shall derive qualitative properties of
minimizers of Ey in A%m (D) = As U Ax. The main result, Theorem [[.2 is postponed to the end
of the subsection. It reveals the nature of minimizers of Ey in .Asﬁym (D) as A varies. In particular,
we shall see that biaxial escape occurs for reasons of energy efficiency.

We start with the following proposition providing the complete description of solutions to (Z28]).
Proposition 4.10. For all A > 0,

in F = 4.
Juin A(@Q) = 6, (4.33)

and the minimum is attained at Q ~ u if and only if u(z) = g (E£z) with g given by (E34) below.
The proof is essentially based on the following preliminary lemma of independent interest.

Lemma 4.11. Let Q € Ax with Q ~ u of the form [@I2)-(EI3). Then Q is positively uniazial if
and only if p1 = £V/3, that is u(z) = gz(£2) where

1
(1 +12[?)?
extends (@I to D. Moreover, if H denotes the unit norm nematic hedgehog in (LI0), then we

have g7 ~ (H o o5 Y where o5 : S\ {(0,0,—1)} — C is the stereographic projection from the
south pole of S2.

(1 — 4]z 4 )2t 2v32(1 - |z|2),2\/§,22) (4.34)

977 (2) ==

Proof. Let us fix Q € S* with Q@ ~ u = (ug,u1,u2). For a given § € R, we set @ ~ o=
(uo, £|u1|e®, [uz|e’?). From [@30), we derive that W(Q) > W(Q) with equality if and only if
u3uz > 0. Hence equality holds if and only if Re(u?uz) = |u1|?|uz| and Q = Q for some 0 € R. As
a consequence, W(Q) = 0 if and only if

0:1—u0(u%+
3 1 9 3v3
1u0<——u3§|u2|2>—(1u0 |u2|)|u2|

ur* = 3lua|*) — ——u1]

2 2
= g(uo + V/3lug| — 1) (uo + V3Jua| +2)

where we have used that |u|> = u? + |u1|? + |u2|?> = 1. Hence, W(Q) = 0 if and only if either
ug + V3lug| = 1, or ug + V3|uz| = —2.

Let us now consider @ € Ax with @ ~ u a map of the form (AI12)-@I3), and Q ~ u. If
W(Q) = 0 in D, then u?% > 0 in D which implies that u; € R. Since ug + v/3|uz| = 1 on oD,
we infer that ug 4 v/3|us| = 1 in D by continuity. Inserting [@I2)-(@I3) in this equation leads to
w1 = +v/3. The other way around, if u; = ++/3, it is now easily seen that W(Q)=0in D. (I

Proof of Proposition [[-10, Using Hoo, ' =~ g as a competitor, we infer from Proposition 27 and
Lemma [£.17] that for any Q € Anx with Q ~ u,

Ex(Hooy') = Eo(Hooyt) = Eo(gy) = 6w < Eo(u) < Ex(u) = Ex(Q). (4.35)
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Hence ([E33) holds and H is a minimizer. On the other hand, if Q € Ay is a minimizer, then
E,(Q) = 67 and all inequalities in ([£33]) are equalities. Hence W (Q) = 0 and Ey(u) = 67. Finally,
combining again Proposition 4.7 with Lemma E.1T], we deduce that u(z) = gz(£z2). O

Remark 4.12. In the previous proof, the characterization of uniaxial minimizers can be derived
in a different way. Indeed, if a minimizer @ is (positively) uniaxial, then it must be a minimizer
over the restricted class of maps Q € W, (D; RP?) with trace @ = H on dD. Combining with

the fact that the mapping II : S — RP2,
3 1
R@C2S29’U~>H(’U)\/;(’U®’U§Id) cRP2CS?,

is an isometric two-fold cover with the result in [7], one can lift any such Q to a map v € W2 (D; S?)
with trace v(z) = (0, z) on 9D (equivariance of the lift being a consequence of its uniqueness when
alift at the boundary is chosen). Then we have Eo(Q) = 3 Jo |V0|? dx. Thus, minimizing maps are
of the form @ = Il o v with v(z) = 1+\1 B (£(1 — |2]?),22), the unique minimizing harmonic maps

in the class Wt 2 (D; S?) with trace (0, z) on 9D (compare [22 Section 3.1, equations (3.5)-(3.6)]).

sym

We now address problem (£.29), and we begin with the dependence on A of the associated value.
Existence of solutions will be the object of Proposition 417l

Proposition 4.13. Setting
Y= inf E\(Q 4.36
X Qlél‘s A@), (4.36)

then 2w < ¢} < 107 for every A > 0, and the function A — ¢} is continuous and nondecreasing.

In addition, there exists \* € [ 48‘?{_\/5,52 36. \/_ 2} such that A\ — e} is strictly increasing in

[0,X*], e5 =27, and ¢§ = 107 for A > \*.

To prove the proposition, we shall need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.14 (Bubble insertion) For each p € (0,1) there exists v, € As such that v, = (1,0,0)
for |z| = p, and satisfying Eo(vp) — 4w as p — 0. As a consequence, for each u € AN, there
exists {w,} C Ag such that w, — u weakly in WH%(D), w, — u strongly in VVIOC (D \ {0}), and
Eo(wp) — Eo(u) 4 47 as p — 0.

Proof. Define
1

~ . 2
S!-equivariant, 5(0) = (—1,0,0), and Eo(3,C) = 47. We rescale the
3(2) := 0(2/4"). Then,

‘H‘laX [0,(2) (0)|/:0>0 and Eo(ﬁp,D )3477

—1,22,0),

so that 0 € W2(C;$%), ©

loc

is
map ¥ setting, for p € (0,1),

Next we consider the linear interpolation between 7, and —v(0),

By(re) if 2] < 0,

T (ret?) =4 ~ ) 2| =0 ~ (2 i . 2
Up(re'?) == 9% o(p?e'?) — W(U(O) +0p(p°e"?)) if |2] € [p%, p)]
~5(0) i 2] € [p,1].

Since max|;|—p2 |U,(2) +9(0)| — 0, we have [v,(z)| > 1/2 on 9D, for p small enough. It allows us
to define

v, = = € .As,
g |Up|
which satisfies v,(z) = (1,0,0) for |z| > p. Arguing in Lemma L8] we obtain Eo(vp,]D) \D,j2) =0,
and consequently
;l;g% Eo(v,) = ,lii% Eo(vp;Dy) = ll)nn Eo(vp,]D) 2) =A4m,
proving the first claim.
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To prove the second claim, we fix u € Ay and we apply Lemma [£8 (i) to obtain u, € .Z@
(see (£22)) such that u, — u strongly in W'?(D) as p — 0. Then Ey(u,) = Eo(u,;D\D,) —

Eo(u). Finally, we set
vo(z) if |z <p
wpy(2) = g .
uplz) if |2 € [p. 1],
and it is straightforward to check that w, € js has all the announced properties. (I

Proof of Proposition [{-13 First, we observe that for each @ € Ag, the function A — E\(Q) € R
is affine and nondecreasing. Hence A — ¢} is nondecreasing and concave, therefore continuous
n (0,00). In view of Proposition .6, we have ¢ = 27 = Ep(Qs) with Qs ~ ug given by (£.19).
Consequently,

2m < ¢} < Ex(Qs) = Ex(us) Q)Eo(us) =2m,
so that continuity also holds at 0.

Next we consider H o o5 W1th Hooy' ~ gy as in @34), and w, € As obtained by applying

Lemma {14 to gz. Then, fD (wy)dz — fD gg)dr = 0. If Q, ~ w,, it follows from
Proposition 410l and Lemma [£.14] that

& < Ex(Q,) = Bolw,) + A/DW(wp) 4 — Folgr) +4r = 107

By monotonicity we deduce that 27 = ¢fj < ¢} < 107 for every A > 0
An elementary calculation yields

I (T O M NGRSk V6 V2,
/Wus )dx = N XD —3\/6#/0 (t2+3)3dt__ LTt (4.37)

As a consequence, if ¢5 = 107 for some A > 0, then

10m = ¢; < E\(Qs) = EA(US)2W+>\< \/_ \/_ >’

. . . 482
which implies that A > PR T

To complete the proof, we are going to show that if A > 52 - 36 . ‘/Tgﬂ'Q, then E)(Q) > 107 for
every Q € As. As a consequence ¢ = 107 for A > 5236 . ‘[ 72, so that the conclusion follows

by setting A\* := min{\ : ¢} = 107} and noticing that A — e)\ is strictly increasing on [0, \*] by
concavity. To derive the previous claim, we fix @) € Ag and we observe that B := B(Q) = V6tr(Q3)
belongs to W12(D) N C(D) with

VB < 8v6(tx(@") |V Ql = 3v3VaQl.

where we used that tr(Q*) = % for Q@ € S* C Sy. From this last inequality and Young’s inequality,
we deduce that

A VA
EA(Q)>/2 VB + 3\/6(1_]3)@52T o 1/4/\/ B|VB] da

Since Q € As, we have B(D) = [~1, 1], so that the coarea formula yields

VA %y %
Ex\Q) > 9 (24 1/4/\/ B|VB|dz = — o1 1/4/ V1—tdt = A
and the conclusion follows. O

We are now ready to discuss existence of solutions for variational problem ([@29) with A > 0
The proof the proposition below is postponed as it requires two auxiliary results.
Proposition 4.15. Let \* > 0 be the constant defined in Proposition [{.13] The following holds.
(i) If 0 < X < X*, then e§ < 107 and there exists Qx € As solving [E29). In addition,
By = ﬁo Q» satisfies Br(D) = [-1,1].
(it) If A > X*, then ¢} = 107 and @29) has no solution.
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To solve problem ([£29]), we proceed as for (£I6]) constructing an enhanced minimizing sequence
for which the eventual lack of compactness is easy to describe. It rests on the following subclasses
defined for p € (0,1) by

Jz(ls) = {uejs tu=(-1,0,0) a.e. inD,}, AS

U 4. (4.38)

0<p<1

Note that, as for the class .Z@ in ([£22)), the subsets jg are weakly W12-closed for any p € (0,1).
TheNfollowing lemma is the analogue of Lemma .8 for F) restricted to Ag, instead of Ej restricted

to An. The proof being completely similar, it is left to the reader.

Lemma 4.16. The following properties hold.
(i) .Zg is a strongly dense subset of Ag in Wh2(D).

(ii) inf Ex(u)= inf E\(u)=lim inf Ej(u).
u€As u€AY =0 ye AL

(iii) For each integer n > 1, the minimization problem

min Ey(u) (4.39)
u€Ag

~1
admits a solution. In addition, for any solution u, € A&, we have

lim Ey(uy) = inf Ej(u)=¢}. (4.40)
n—00 u€As
In the vein of Lemma 0, we now aim to describe the lack of compactness of the minimiz-
ing sequence {u,} constructed in Lemma [£T6 The proof has some similarities with the one of
Lemma [£.9] and we concentrate on the main differences.

Lemma 4.17. Let {u,} C .%Tg be such that uy solves [@39) for every n > 1. Assume that for
some (not relabelled) subsequence, u, — u, weakly in WH2(D). Then u, € AY(D) and u. is a
critical point of E)\. Moreover, if u, € JZN, then there exist a further (not relabelled) subsequence
and r, — O such that i, (2) == un(rnz) satisfies i, — @ weakly in W,22(C) for some equivariant
nonconstant finite energy smooth harmonic map @ : C — S*.

Proof. In view of Proposition [£13] and Lemma .16 we have
lim Ey(up) = inf E\(u) = inf E = ¢l < 107, 4.41
Jm Bu) = if Bxw) = inf E\(Q) = (.41)

which is the key a priori bound to obtain compactness properties.
By equivariance, u,, and u, write

un(re'®) = (£ ), V), 57 (0eR) uare'®) = (F0), 7 (), f5 (r)e?)

where f(7) = (fon), fl(n), fQ(n)) and f*:= (f§, f1, f3) are continuous on [0, 1] by Lemma 210

By minimality of wu,, each f(") solves @32) in the interval (1/n,1). As a consequence, f*
solves (£32) in (0, 1). Indeed, (£ZI) implies a VVlicl((O, 1])-bound on the sequence {f(™}, hence a
W..°((0,1])-bound by Sobolev embedding. Back to the ODE [@33), it yields a C2_((0,1]) bound
on {f(™}. This is then enough to pass to the limit n — oo in [@32) for r € (0,1). Thus, since f*
solves (£32) in (0,1), Qx =~ u, is a weak solution to (L) in D\ {0}. However, Q. being of finite
energy and {0} of zero capacity, Q. weakly solves (L)) in the whole D, i.e., Q. is a critical point
of E) or equivalently, u, is a critical point of E,\.

We claim that f§(r) < 1 for every r € (0,1]. To prove this claim, we argue as in the proof of
Lemma 2 Since Ey(us) < 0o, we infer from ([@31) that there exists a sequence r | 0 satisfying
P2 |(FY (re) | + 17 (r))* + 415 (rk)]* — 0 as k — 0o. Then we multiply @32) by r2(f*)’ and
integrate between ry, and a fixed r € (0,1). Using (f*)’ - f* = 0 and letting k — oo, we obtain

2\ ~
7,2 */7,2: *T2+4 *7’2+ 1 *(p TQ.
() ()" = [f1(r)] |f2 ()l —3\/6( B(f*(r)))
Now assume by contradiction that f;(7) = 1 for some 7 € (0,1). Then f*(¥) = (1,0,0) because
|f*(7)] = 1, and the previous identity yields (f*)’(¥) = 0. By uniqueness of the Cauchy problem
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for (£32)), it follows that f*(r) = f*(¥) = (1,0,0) for every r € (0,1]. However, since u. = gz
on 9D, we have f*(1) = (—1/2,0,/3/2), a contradiction.
Let us now assume that u, € Ay. Since u, € Ag, we have

(5™ (0), 17(0), £57(0)) = (=1,0,0) and (f5(0), /7 (0). f3(0)) = (1,0,0).
Arguing as in the proof of Lemma (4.9 fé") — f§ locally uniformly in (0, 1], and

li () — 1.
S
Since fén)(O) = —1, each fén) must vanish on [0, 1] by continuity, at least for n large enough. This
allows us to define
ry = min {r € [0,1]: f{™(r) =0} € (0,1),
and

P = min {r € [0,1]: £ (r) = tnax 5 e (0,1).

As in the proof of Lemma 9] we have 1/n < r, < r®* — 0 as n — oo, and

1
re = limsup — < 1.
n—oo MNTyp

Now we set @i, (z) 1= un(rpz), so that @, € WLZ (D). ;S*), Gn(z) = —eg for 2] < =, and
Uy, is a critical point of E}wﬁ in the domain Q,, = {nin <lz| < 1/rn}. In addition, setting

Ty (re'®) =: ( ~é") (r), fl(n) (r)e?, fé") (r)e?2?), ~é") satisfies fon)(l) = 0 by our choice of r,.

By (#A4I)), we have E}m,{ (G, Dy yy,) = E,\(un) < 107m. Hence, we can find a (not relabelled)
subsequence such that @, — @ weakly in VVIEC2 (C) for a limiting equivariant map @ € Wéf (C;$%)
satisfying Eo(#;C) < 10m. Since Q, — Q. := {|z| > 7.}, we obtain that @ is a weakly harmonic
map in Q. Indeed, f,, := ( Né"), Nl("), ~2(n)) satisfies (£.32) with A2 in place of A. Using the energy
bound and the ODE as above, we derive that f(™ is bounded in C2_((r«,0)). Arguing again
as above and since A\r2 — 0, it implies that @ is a critical point of EO in Q,, i.e., @ is a weakly
harmonic map in €. The rest of the proof now follows exactly as in the proof of Lemma L3 @
is nonconstant by the normalization fo(l) =0, r. = 0 by Lemaire’s theorem, and @ extends to a
finite energy harmonic map in the whole C. O

Proof of Proposition [{-15 We start proving (i), arguing as in the proof of Proposition[L.71 We thus
assume that A < A*. We consider {u,} C .Zg be such that u,, solves [39) for every n > 1. From
Proposition and Lemma [L.16, we infer that E,\(un) — ¢y < 10w as n — oo. The sequence
{un} C As being bounded, we can find a (not relabelled) subsequence such that u, — u, weakly
in W12(D). By Lemma 17, u. € .ngyﬁm (D) and w, is a critical point of E.

Now we claim that u, € .Zs. Assuming this claim holds, we have ¢} < E)\(’U,*) < EA (up,) and

liminf,, E,\(un) = ¢} by weak lower semicontinuity. Hence equality holds, and since u, € Ag, we
conclude that Q. ~ wu, is a minimizer for ([£29). In addition, Eo Q.(0) = —1 and Eo Q. =1
on O, so that 8o Q,(D) = [~1,1] by continuity (and Lemma ZI0).

To show that u, € .Zs, we argue by contradiction assuming that u, € Ax. According to
Lemma [T7 there exist a further (not relabelled) subsequence and 7, — 07 such that @, (z) :=
U (rn2) satisfies @, — 4 weakly in Wéf (C) for some equivariant nonconstant finite energy smooth
harmonic map @. Setting r), = /7, and rescaling variables, we derive by weak lower semicontinuity
that

107 > ¢y = lim Ek(un) > lim inf E‘A(un;ID)T;L) + lim inf ’EV‘A(’U,”;D\}DTT;)

n—oo n—o0

n—oo

> lim inf Eo(tin; Dy /) + Ex(us) > Eo(;C) + Ex(u,) > 107,  (4.42)

a contradiction. The last inequality above combines the inequality E\ (ux) = 67 from Proposi-
tion IO, with Ep(@;C) > 47 from the classification result in [I2 Section 3] (@ being of finite
energy, it extends to C U {oo} ~ S? as a nonconstant equivariant harmonic 2-sphere into S*).
Hence, u, € JZS as claimed.
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To prove (ii), we first observe that Proposition {13 yields ¢5 = 107 for A > A.. Next we argue
by contradiction assuming that a minimizer Q) € Ag for ([£29) exists for some A > A\*. Since
W(Qx(0)) = W(—ep) >0, we have [, W(Qx)dx > 0. Therefore,

107 = ¢, < Ex(Qy) < Ex(Qx) + (A — )\’)/ W(Qy)dz = BA(Qy) = ¢& = 107
D
for every \* < X < ), which gives the contradiction. (I

Remark 4.18. It is an open problem whether the solution Q) ~ uy of (£29) is unique or not
for each A € (0,\*). If ur(re’®) = (f3(r), £ (r)e'®, f2(r)e?), then choosing as competitors
(fo(r), £/ ()|, | f5(r)|e2?) implies that f2\(r) > 0 (since it is positive at the boundary), and
f7 is real with constant sign. As a consequence, either f{* = 0 and in turn u, is unique at least
for A small (see Theorem [A3] Lemma [AJ] and Lemma ZI0), or f7* # 0 and both £ f{* give rise to

minimizers.

Remark 4.19. The previous proof obviously breaks down in the limiting case A = A*. In this
case, it is unknown if a minimizer of ([@.29]) exists, or if the minimizing sequence {u,} exhibits con-
centration of energy and bubbling-off of a harmonic sphere at the origin according to Lemma .17

We are finally in the position to discuss the global minimization of the energy F) in the
class (I2). To this purpose, we define for A > 0,

inf  E\(Q), 4.43
er%m(m A Q) (4.43)

and we recall that the constant A* > 0 is defined in Proposition @13 and e} is given by ({34]).

ey

Proposition 4.20. For every A > 0, we have ¢y = min{6m, e} } with ¢} given by (&30, so that

A = ey 18 nondecreasing, continuous, and concave. Moreover, there exists As € ijf\/g, 38. %7&}

with Ax < A*, such that A — ey is strictly increasing in [0, \s], and ey = 67 for A > .

Proof. Recalling that A%m(D) = As U Ay, combining Proposition 7] Proposition 10} and
Proposition LI3] we infer that ey = min{6m,e}} for every A > 0. It is therefore continuous,
concave, and nondecreasing. Choosing A, to be the unique solution to ej = 67, the rest of claim
follows from Proposition[ZI3l By obvious modifications of the proof of Proposition[£I3] we obtain
the announced lower and upper bounds on A,. O

We are finally ready to prove the main result concerning 2D-minimization, i.e., to give the full
proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[I.2. To prove (i) we argue as follows. According to Proposition 7] and Propo-
sition LT, the maps @ are uniaxial and minimizing F) over Ay for every A > 0 with E\(Q) = 6.
As a consequence, these maps are local minimizers of E) in A%m (D) because in the decomposition
A" (D) = As U Ay into open and closed sets (see Lemma [210). Finally, combining Proposi-
tions and we have ¢5 > 67 and ey = 67 for A > A, hence these maps are the absolute
minimizers of E) because of Proposition 10l

In a similar way, concerning (ii), existence of a minimizer (hence, of a local minimizer) @ in the
class Ag follows from Proposition E.I5l Moreover, we have ey = ¢5 < 67 for A < A, and therefore
Q> is a minimizer over Asﬁym (D). Uniqueness for A < A\ and A9 > 0 small enough is proved in
Theorem [A3] in the Appendix.

Finally, concerning (iii) we have Ey, (ux,) = ¢} = 67 = ex, = E), () for A = .. Hence Q and
@, are both global minimizers over the class A%m (D). O

Remark 4.21. According to Theorem [[L2] a sharp transition occurs in the qualitative properties
of energy minimizers of E over .Asﬁym (D) for A close to the critical value A.. At A = )\, coexistence
of uniaxial and biaxial minimizers occurs. For A > A, the influence of the potential energy is so
strong that it forces the uniaxial character of energy minimizers (and the explicit form (€34])),
although a biaxial locally minimizing configuration exists. For A < A, uniaxiality is no longer
energetically convenient as the effect of the potential energy gets weaker, and minimizers are
biaxial configurations satisfying @»(0) = —eg and 0 Q5 (D) = [—1,1]. In this latter case, we see
that although the boundary condition is topologically trivial in 71 (RP?) and two uniaxial local
minimizers exist, biaxial escape occurs for energy minimizers. This phenomenon of purely energetic
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nature is of definite interest, also in comparison with [9] where the biaxial escape mechanism is
essentially deduced from topological nontriviality of the boundary data.

5. SPLIT MINIMIZERS IN LONG CYLINDERS

In this section, we return to the analysis of the LdG energy &, in three space dimension.
We shall discuss qualitative properties of minimizers of £ over Ag;n(Q) for specific choices of
axisymetric domains 2 C R? and boundary data Q,. Namely, we consider throughout this section
the homeotropic boundary data on 9 as defined in (24 for a domain Q of “cigar shape”, i.e.,
Q= QIZ p I8 the smoothed cylinder from Definition 23] in a regime where the height h is large and
the width ¢ is small.

By means of an asymptotic analysis, our aim is to show that in the regime of parameters for
which the cylinders QZ p are very long and very thin (namely, (VX < 1and h > £), minimizers
must be singular for reasons of energy efficiency. In addition, we shall see that an energy gap occurs
between minimizers and any smooth configuration. This singular behavior might be surprising since
the homeotropic boundary condition admits smooth S!'-equivariant extensions, and smoothness
of minimizers can’t be ruled out by some topological obstruction. This phenomenon is clearly
reminiscent of the energy gap for harmonic maps into S? first observed in [I7]. By the presence
of singularities, minimizers in this parameter regime are thus of split type in the sense of [12]
Section 7], and their regular biaxial sets {§ = t}, t € (—1, 1), contain topological spheres according
to [I2, Theorem 1.5].

5.1. Global energy identities for minimizers. We start with the following general lemma
based on the partial regularity result from Theorems B.1] & It provides a key integral identity
to derive monotonicity inequalities and rigidity results in the present and next section.

Lemma 5.1. Let Q C R? be a bounded and azisymmetric open set with boundary of class C3, and
let Qn € CH1(0Q;S*) be an S*-equivariant map. Let Q be a minimizer of Ex over Asz:l(Q), and
Q' C R3 a bounded axisymmetric open set with boundary of class C' such that 02 and 0Y meet
transversally and Y Nsing(Q) = 0. For every vector field V € C1(R3;R3), the following identity
holds,

/gm, [(% VP +AW(Q)) divV = > (3iQ : 9,Q)0,Vi | dr =

.7
/Mm,) K% Vol +)\W(Q))V - (g_g : g_%” a2, (5.1)

where T denotes the (H2-a.e. defined) outer unit normal along d(Q N Y.

Proof. We shall derive (B.]]) through the Pohozaev multiplier argument, i.e., multiplying equation
(CH) by V - VQ and integrating by parts the result. However, since sing(Q) might not be empty,
we shall first integrate on a punctured domain, removing finitely many balls centered at singular
points, and then let the radius of this balls go to zero.

Recalling that @ € C°°(£2\ sing(Q)), the constraint |Q|?> = 1 implies that Q : (V - VQ) = 0 in
Q \ sing(Q). Hence, taking the scalar product of (L8] with V - VQ in Q \ sing(Q) yields

AQ: (V-VQ) = AV W(Q): (V-VQ). (5.2)

Direct computations lead to

div (% VQPV) = % VO divV +32(0,Q: 9,Q)V.
7
= % IVQP divV =) (9,Q: 9;,Q)0;Vi +div((V-VQ): VQ) = AQ: (V-VQ), (5.3)
]
and

div(W(Q)V) = W(Q)divV + Vi W(Q) : (V- VQ). (5.4)
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Combining (5.2)-(E3)-(@4), we obtain the following equality in Q \ sing(Q),
1
(5 VO + /\W(Q)) divv -3 0,Vi0,Q : 9,Q
4,J

1
= div [(5 VO + )\W(Q))V - —Q VQ} (5.5)
If sing(Q) = 0, then (G.1]) follows as in the general case, integrating by parts the right hand side
of (B3] over 2N Q. So we may assume that sing(Q) # 0. Since sing(Q) NI = @, we can find
og > 0 small enough that the balls { Bag,(p)}pesing(q) are disjoint and Ba,,(p) € Q2N for each
p € sing(Q) N Y. For 0 < o < 09, we consider punctured domain

QU = (Q N QI) \ Usting(Q)ﬁQ/BU(p)
which is obviously a piecewise smooth domain with 9Q, = (2 N Q') U (Upesing(Q)ner 0Bs (p))-
By Theorem 3.2 we have @ € C'(Q\ Upeging(0)Bo(p)) and Q € C¥(Upesing()0B+(p)). Hence
AQ € L>=(2\ Upesing()Bo(p)) by equation (IG). Since 99 is of class C* and Qp, € C1(99) C
W3/22(99), it follows from standard elliptic theory that @ € W22(Q\ Uyesing(@)Bo(p)) (see e.g.
[15) Theorem 8.12]). As a consequence, the vector field

1 )
o= (5 VQP + )\W(Q))V - % vQ

satisfies @ € W12(Q,;R3) N C(Qy;R?) for every 0 < o < 0g. By the divergence theorem (on a
Lipschitz regular domain), we have

/ div@dx:/ o-TAH - > / d -7 dH?, (5.6)
Qo QN 0B (p)

pEsing(Q)NLY
while (5.5)) yields
1 2 1 . I K .
i,j -

Hence (&) follows once we prove that

9Q  0Q

Tim [(%|VQ|2+)\W(Q))V-7 e

} dH2=0 Wpesing(Q).  (5.7)
o—0 9By (p)

Let us now fix an arbitrary point p € sing(@), that we may assume without loss of generality to
be the origin, i.e., p = 0. By Theorem B.1] there exists a 0-homogeneous harmonic map @, which
is smooth away from the origin, and an exponent v > 0 such that ||Q, — Q*HCQ(B_Q\BI) = O(p¥) as
p — 0 with Q,(z) := Q(pz). In addition, the explicit expression in [B.I)) yields |VQ.(z)|* = 2|z|~2
for x # 0. As a a consequence, we easily infer the following expansions as x — 0,

g% — o (2], g_g —0 (™), IVQP =2e (14 o(1)), and W(Q) = O(1).

In particular, |V — V(0)||[VQ|* = o (|z|~2) by continuity of V. Since H*(0B,) = O(c?), the
previous expansions yield

: 1 2 5@ oQ 2
5 ), G IVQF AW @)V 51— G
1 1
= lim (— IVQI* + AW(Q)) V. dH? = lim, |VQ|2 V- dH?
o=0 Jop, \ 2 9B,
o 1 2 e N 2 _
= lim - IVQIEV(0) - 7 dH? = lim — - V(0)- T dH: =0, (5.8)
and the last equality holds since |, o8, W dH2 = 0 for every o > 0. O

With suitable choices of the vector field V' in the previous lemma, we obtain the following key
identities in smoothed cylinders.

Corollary 5.2. Let Qﬁ?,p be a smoothed cylinder and Qy its homeotropic boundary data given
by @4). If Q is minimizing Ex over ASQYT(QZP), then the following identities hold.
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(i) (radial energy identity) For every ¢ <r1 < ro < h— p, we have

1 1 2 T2 q

—SA(Q,@Z,NBNH/ 1199 dz+/ —2/ 22AW(Q) dz: dr

1 ’ el N(Bry\Bry) || |0 || rn T Jep nB.
1 2 1 ) 110Q |

= —&(Q.¢! NB,,)+/ — — [Vian AW - = dH?dr. (5.9
T )\(Qv ,p 2) + /T 7"2 /agzme |:2 | t Qb| + (Qb) 9 ‘ajn :| H T ( )

(ii) (horizontal energy identity) For any 0 < s < h — p such that (0,0,+s) ¢ sing(Q) we have
&

2
| |

l\’)l»—t

3@

1
6/ |:§|vtanQb|2+>‘W(Qb) p)
o¢sn{|zs|<s}
2
Q1" oo }dz / (@ VoQ) :
¢csn{|zs|=s}

/QZ [ 0x3

where x =: (2, x3) € R? x R.

— dH?*, (5.10)

(i) (vertical energy identity) For every ti,ta € [—h+ p,h — p| such that (0,0,t;) & sing(Q) for
i=1,2, we have

1 oqQ |?
E/\(Q(.,tl),Dg)§/¢ { } Q
g’pﬁ x3=t1

d 2
8903 7

1
BRI [,
£,p M Z3=12

where Ey is the 2D-LdG energy in (LI1]).

Proof. Proof of (i). For all r € (¢, h — p| except finitely many if sing(Q) # 0, Q = Qﬁe and Q' =
satisfy the assumptions of Lemma [E.] that we use with V(z) = 2. Then V = r W on (‘Ih N aBT,
and V-7 = on GQZP N B,.. Noticing that

8—Q2

dH? 11
P | @ (511)

2

0Q 3@ oQ h
8V 8 E’ajn on(?Qte,pﬂBr,
2Q
because e =0on 8@ N B,., we infer from identity (51)),
z3
1 1 oQ |?
/ [(5 VQP? + AW(Q)) + 2AW(Q)] dz = z/ [5 IVQI? + AW (Q) — ‘a_—’ } dH?
¢l NB, oeh NB n
oo 9Q 7 12
— A — d
e[ e aw@ - | S5 o,
which rewrites as
2

1 1 d |1

—/ 29 dH2+—2/ AW (Q) dz = / L vl + aw(Q) de

rJey noB, o ™ Jep nB, dr el NB, 2

¢ 1 110Q|?
+ b [VianQu|” + AW (Qy) — 3 8Q } daH? . (5.12)
™ Jaey nB,

Integrating (5.12)) between r and ry the conclusion follows.
Proof of (ii). We apply Lemma [5I with 2 = Qfe and Q' = , for s < h—p,so that QﬁQ’ =5,
Choosing V(z) = (2/,0), we notice that V - W = 0 on 8@ ﬂ {lzs| = s}, and V-7 = £ on

d¢s N {|zs| < s}. Using that 2 6_V : % = E‘a—ﬁ— on 0€5 N {|z3| < s}, we arrive at (5.I0) directly
from identity (&.1)).

Proof of (iii). We assume that ¢; < to and we apply Lemma [B.1] with the domains Q = QIZ , and
Q =l tl)/2(0 0, (t1 +t2)/2), so that QN = QZP N{t1 < z3 < ta}. We choose the constant

20—p
vector field V(z) = (0,0, 1) which satisfies V = 7 on Qﬁ?’pﬁ{xg =ty},V =—7 on Qﬁ?’pﬁ{xg =t}
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and V-7 =0 on QQZP N{t1 < x3 < ta}. Using that 93Qn = 0 on 8@27/3 N{t1 < z3 < ta}, we
derive (BI)) once again directly from (&.T). O

Remark 5.3. It is straightforward to check that identity (5.9]) still holds for a ball B, (p) instead
of By, whenever p = (0,0,2) € Q, |z] <h—p,and ¢ <r; <rg < h—p—|z|

5.2. A priori bounds and local compactness. In this subsection, we derive the necessary
local boundedness and compactness properties needed in the asymptotic analysis of minimizers for
cylinders of divergent height.

The following result is the fundamental tool to obtain local uniform energy bounds for energy
minimizing configurations.

Proposition 5.4. Let (‘IZP be a smoothed cylinder with h — p > /2, and Qy, its homeotropic
boundary data given by 24). If Q is minimizing £y over Ag:l(efzp), then

1 1]0Q |
—va( o)) Le ,¢8 N B, +/ = |7
( ( 7"2))7“1 )\(Q e 1) Gg,pm(Bm\BTl |‘T| al |
1 3 oqQ |?
< —&(Q,¢! NB, +—/ —~| dz (5.13
Ty /\(Q £,p 2) r @meBrz 8903 ( )

for every\/i€<7’1<r2<h—p
Proof. For v/2¢ < 7y <r<re < h—p, we set

s1:=4/1? =02 € (l,h—p), s:=\r2—02€ (l,h—p), s2:=1/r3—12€ ({,h—p),

and we assume that (0,0, £s) ¢ sing(Q). By (&I0) and Young’s inequality, we estimate

1 1 2
_ / QAW(Q) dx + 14 |:§ |vtanQb|2 + )\W(Qb) — 5 ajn i| dH2

a¢;N{|asl<s)
oQ

aQ |? / , 2
= dr + - V@ 7= dH
/Q‘; BGjﬂ{zgzs}( ) 0
oQ |?

dr3
5} 1 1
</ dzw/ Lv.p d}h—/
s | O3 o€ {|zs|=s} 2 2 Joesn{|as|=s) | 0F3
Averaging (5.I1]) over t5 € [—s1, 81], we derive that for any ¢ € [-h + p, h — p] such that (0,0,t) &
sing(Q),

2
@ dH?. (5.14)

1 Q1 o, 1
E 'ata]D) <_ - dH +—5 ;Q:Sl
M@ 1D < 3 /@?,pﬁ{ms—t} O3 35, Q€0
1/ aQ|? 2,
<= —~ | dH &(Q. ¢l nB,.), (515
2 Q‘Zpﬁ{ma}:t} 8503 \/_Tl ( eP ) ( )

using €;' C QZ , N By, in the last inequality. Summing now (B.15) over ¢ € {£s} yields

€ 2|" Q' d‘i 1(5)\( (,S)) f) E)\(Q(,_S),D))
¢ ﬂ{lls‘_s} Q D +
< = 1) * 516
\/Z;,L,p {|Is\—s} 6:1;3 (g Sep B ) ( )

Noticing that (‘IZP N{|z3] = s} = 0€; N {|z3| = s}, we combine (E.I4) with (5I6) to obtain

1 1 2
- / AW (Q) dz + 6/ b IVian@b|” + AW (Q1) — 3l } dH?
H oC;N{|zs|<s} n

2
2/
dz + e/ V2
o¢siN{|z3|=s}

9Q

/
§
2 al'3

8_@2

dH? + ~=— h nB,). (5.1
O3 HE+ " 5>\(Qa¢é,pﬁ 1) (5 7)
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Next we observe that 0€; N {|z3] < s} = 8€Zp N B, and €; C Qpr N B,. Then, multiplying

(GI7) by 1/r?, integrating between r; and 7o, and then adding the resulting inequality to (5.9)
(term-by-term), we obtain

1 1 1
<1f£ (——))—&(Q,etzmemw/ —
72 (&1 el N(Bry\Bry) ||

1 r2 ] ?
T2 ’ r TP\ e 0€; "7 n{|zs|=s(r)}

8:1:3
where we write s(r) := /72 — £2. Since @Z(T) - Qﬁ?,p N By, for every r € (r1,72), we obtain by a
change of variable,

oQ |?

0Q |°
0 ||

Q

8903

2
d7—L2> d

(5.18)

oQ |?

T2 1 / 9
— —| dx+/¢ —| dH")d
/7‘1 r2 ( Qz(T) 8563 6CS(T)0{\13\—5(T)} 8563 )
11 oQ Q1> .
<|l——— — d:z:—i—f/ 7/ —| dH")ds
(7’1 7’2) /CZPHB T3 ; + 52)3/2 ( oesn{|zs|=s}) |0 )
1 1 0 L 0
< (— - —) / —Q dx + —2/ Q
1 T2 @h 8:1:3 57 82\¢S1 8903
3 aQ (5.19)
¢k NBy, O3
Combining (5.19) with (5.I8]), the conclusion follows. ([

Combining Proposition 0.4 with a comparison argument, we now derive a fundamental energy
estimate for minimizers in terms of the height h of a “cigar shaped” smoothed cylinder.

Corollary 5.5. Let (‘Ih be a smoothed cylinder with h — p > 2v/2(, and Qy, its homeotropic
boundary data given by (m) If Q is minimizing £y over Asym(Qpr), then

Ex(Q. €} ) < 2here + C1
where exp2 is defined by (@A), and C1 = C1(¢, p, A) is a constant independent of h. In addition,

29
- 8563

2

1
;5,\ (Q, (‘IZP N B,) —|—/ dr < Cy Vre (2vV20,h—p), (5.20)

h
<y ,NB

for a constant Co = Co(€, p, \) also independent of h. Moreover, the dependence of Cy and Coy on
A = 0 is locally uniform.

Proof. We define Qi := (Q?p \ Ch_p) N {%z3 > 0}, so that Q:?p = C?_p Uy UQ,, and
O0F = (Dg x {£a3 = h — p}) U (9€}, N {£as > h —p}).

Setting A := M2, we fix Q5 € AZ"(D) such that E5(Q5) = e5. Since Q5 is minimNizing E5 over
Asﬁym (D), Q5 is smooth up to JD (see Section Hl). Rescaling variables, we have Ex(Qx;D¢) = ex2
for Qx(+) := Q5(-/¢). We define a Lipschitz map Q" on Qi setting Q" (x) = Qp(z) if = €
8€Zpﬂ {+23 > h—p}, and Q"(x) := Qx(2') if x = (2, x3) € Dy x {Zx3 = h— p}. Considering the
points p* := (0,0, £(h — p/2)) € Qf, we extend Q" to the interior of Qf by 0-homogeneity from
the point p*. Then we finally extend Q" to (‘IZP setting Q" (x) = Qa(2') if x = (2/,23) € (‘I?_p.
By construction, we have Q" € AGH(EL ) N Lipoe (€], \ {p*}),

EXQ", €} 7P) = 2(h — p) Ex(Qx, D) = 2(h — p)exee ,
and
ENQ". ) < O Vean@" 172 gy +N) < Cn, (5.21)
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for a constant Cy = C1(¢, p, A) independent of h and continuous w.r.to A. If @ is minimizing £y
over AZ™ (€} ), then

Q) < &(Qh) = E(Q", C)) + EXQ", ) + EQ", Q) <2(h — pleae +2C1 . (5.22)
On the other hand, by definition of ¢yy2, we have

8@ | -

—htp

110Q
dx > 2(h — 2 — |
z (h—p)exe +/¢h7p 5 |92
£
(5.23)
Since € , N B, C ¢}”, combining (5.22) and (E23) leads to fCZ,ﬁBT |g—§3|2dx < 40 for every

r < h — p. In view of this estimate and ([2.22]), we can apply Prop’osition B4 with 7o = h — p and
=7 > 2v/20 to obtain

2
Ex(Q(-,x3),Dy) d:z:g,—i—/ oQ dx .

@Z-*P 2 81‘3

Gy

oQ |? 8
99 1r < 200 + - (5.24)

3
5
)\(Q) /Qh NBr—p 3z3

which proves (5.20) once we choose Co = 2eyp2 + 8%. Since C5 is continuous in its arguments,
hence locally bounded w.r.to A, the proof is complete. (I

1
55)\ (Qa QZP N Br) <

Combining identity (511 with Corollary 55 we obtain an energy bound as in (5.20) for arbi-
trary balls centered on the vertical axis.

Corollary 5.6. Let (‘IZP be a smoothed cylinder with h — p > 2v/2(, and Qy, its homeotropic
boundary data given by (Z4). If Q is minimizing Ex over Agj(et’gyp), then there exists a constant
C3 = Cs3(¢, p, \) independent of h such that

1
;5/\ (Q, QZ,J NB.(p)) < Cs

for every p = (0,0, z) € (‘IZP N {x3-azis} and 2v/20 <r < h—p—|z| — ¢.
Proof. Integrating (G.I1]) with respect to t1 € [z —r, z+ 7] and dividing the result by 2r, we obtain

: ) 90 |2 1 2
- ' o R d = E . t ]D) - =3
2T€A(Q;¢é(p)) Ar /@;(p) 8:1:3 X A(Q( ) 2)7 é) 2 /czpﬂ{ls_m} ‘8:@3

for every ta € [—h + p,h — p| such that t3 ¢ sing(Q). Then, integrating (5.20) with respect to
to € [—r, 7], we derive that

dH?  (5.25)

1 aQ |?
EN(@.€L,N B(p)) < £(Q. € (1)) <E(Q. ) + 5 / 91 o
ey (p) 10%3
1 oqQ |?
(@ e ﬁBT+4)+—/ —<| dz, (5.26)
( ! 2 Jep nBryjaiye 1073

since (‘IZP N B.(p) C €}(p), € C QZP N B4, and € (p) C (‘IZP N By z4+¢- The conclusion now
follows from Corollary B8 with Cs = 2C5(1 + 1/¢) and Cs given by (&.20). O

Using suitable competitors, we can now deduce from the previous corollary that the energy of
minimizers remains bounded also near the top and bottom parts of the cylinder.

Corollary 5.7. Let Qﬁ?p be a smoothed cylinder with h—2p > 44, and @y, its homeotropic boundary
data given by @Al). If Q is minimizing Ex over Asym(Qh ), then there exists a constant Cy =

Cy(¥, p, \) independent of h such that & (Q, Qte,p \ Qfé ) < Cy.

Proof. Applying Corollary 5.6 with r = 3¢ and p* := (0,0, 4t) and t := h — 2p — 4£, we infer that
Ex(Q, €5(p*)) < Cj since €(pt) C (‘IZP N B,(p*) with C3 = C3(¢, p, \). By Fubini’s theorem, we
can find a level £ € (h —2p — 40, h — 2p — 3() such that E\(Q(-,+t),D;) < Cs3/¢. We shall now
construct a competitor following an argument from the proof of Corollary First, we consider
the domains Qif := (Qfep \ €)) N {423 > 0}. We define a map Q on 0Qif by setting Q=Qon

8Qh N{+xzs =t}, and Q = @, on 89% N {+x3 > t}. Then we extend Q to the interior of Qh
by 0-homogeneity from the point ¢ := (0,0, 4(h — p — 2¢)). As in the proof of Corollary 5.5 (see
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(E210), we have SA(Q Qif) < C for some constant C' independent of h, thanks to our choice of
f. Now we extend Q to Qfé setting Q = @ in o o\ Qi In this this way, Q € Asym(Qf&IJ) is a
competitor to test the minimality of @ which leads to £x(Q, QZ uQ,) < 5,\(@, Q; uQ,) < 2C.
Since €} o\ Qfg_p C QfF U, the conclusion follows. O

The next result will be useful to turn the local boundedness in Corollaries & into
a local compactness property up to “the lateral boundary”. The arguments here are suitable
modifications of [12] Theorem 5.1 and 5.2], taking advantage of the translation invariance of the
Dirichlet boundary data. Before stating the result, let us define precisely the notion of local
minimality we shall use in the sequel.

Definition 5.8. Let Qf? be a cylinder with ¢ < co. We call lateral boundary of the cylinder Qf?,
the set

otel .= aeh N {|zs| < h} = 0Dy x (—h, k). (5.27)

An equivariant map Q € VVI1 2(@?, S*) is said to be an equivariant local minimizer of Ex in Qf? up
to the lateral boundary if for every n € (0,h), Q € WL2(€/;S*) and Ex(Q,€]) < Ex(Q,€]) for
every Q € W2 (€];S*) satisfying Q=Qon o¢].
Lemma 5.9. Let Qf? be a bounded cylinder and Qy, its homeotropic boundary data given by (Z4).
Let Aj — X and {Q;} C W2 (€} S*) a sequence such that each Q; is an equivariant local mini-
mizer of Ex; in Q;} up to the lateral boundary and Q; = Qp on 81“(‘:2‘. If sup; &y, (Qj, (‘Iz‘) < 00,
then there exists a (not relabeled) subsequence such that Q; — Q. strongly in W12(&]) for every
€ (0,h), where Q. € ng,gl(QZl;S‘l) is an equivariant local minimizer of €\ up to the lateral

boundary satisfying Q. = Qv on 61“6}

Proof. By the uniform energy bound, the sequence {Q;} is bounded in W12(€}). Hence, we can
find a (not relabeled) subsequence such that Q; — Q. weakly in W12(€}), strongly in L?(€}),
and also a.e. in €}, for some Q. € Whia (¢€};S*). By W'?-weak continuity and locality of the
trace opemtor7 Q. = Qp on 61“62. In addition, [12, Theorem 5.1] implies that Q; — Q. strongly
in Wloc( +(p)) for every p € €} N {x3-axis} and r > 0 such that B,.(p) C €. As a consequence,
given an arbitrary § > 0 with 26 < min{h, ¢}, we have Q; — Q. strongly in W'? in the set
D5/ x {h =0 < |z3] < h—0/2}. By a standard application of Fubini’s theorem and Fatou’s
lemma, extracting a further subsequence if necessary, we can find n € (h—§, h — §/2) such that the
restrictions @]i and @f of @; and Q. to €4 N {z3 = +n} satisfy @;t — @f weakly in W12(IDy)
and strongly in W'2(D;,3). By Lemma 2ZI0, we conclude that @f, Q* € C°(Dy) and @f - Q*
uniformly in Dy.

Let us now fix an arbitrary Qe Wslyfn (Q?_‘S; S*) satisfying Q=0Q, on 6(5?_6. We extend Q to
€] setting Q=Q. in €7\ €470 and we set o := ||C§;r — QT |lso + ||@; — Q7o +277 = 0 as

j — 00. For j large enough we have o; < 1, and we define v; € Wslyfn (€7;80) as

Bl G16) - Qi) < Q1) U= e <
J

0y(d s a) o= Qe 23/ (1~ ) if Jos| < (1— ;)1

Q5 (') — Qr () + Qr (2) if —n<as<—(1—oy).
(5.28)

Since the restriction of @y, to 8¢} is independent of x3, we have v; = Q1 on §'™¢€]. Hence

vj = Q; on 9€]. A simple calculation yields

—x3 + (0j — 1)77(

O'j’/]

1 ~
/(Hv)n |V, |? de < T IVQ|* dz (5.29)
¢ 75 Jey

e
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and

[ VP de < Coy [ [9QFP+ VG5 P+ [V + 9@ o
ene, 7" D,

C .~ A N
+=(1QF - QF IR + 1G5 — @7 I2) < Coy, (5.30)
J

for some constant C' = C(d,7n) independent j. By construction, we have |v;| =1 in Q;lfcj)", and
0<1—|vj] <ojin €]\ (‘Iglfaj)n. Therefore, |v;| > 1/2 for j large enough, and we can define the
competitor

Qj = ﬁ € Wym (€5 8%)
which satisfies @j = @; on 9¢]. Since Qj = v; in Qfgl_aj)n and |v;| > 1/2, we infer from (G.29)
and (530) that

~ 1 ~
/ VO, do < VOP da + Co, . (5.31)
e L—=0j Jep
On the other hand, Q; — Q. and Q; — Q a.e. in €. Then,

hm)\/ W(Q;)dx =X

J—00

W(Q.)dr and lim Aj/ W(Q,)dr =X [ W(Q)dx (5.32)
ey J7ee <7 ey
by dominated convergence. By minimality of Q;, (E31)-([E32), and weak lower semicontinuity of
the Dirichlet integral, we finally deduce that

EX(Qx, €)) < liminf &y, (Q;, €7) < limsup &y, (Q;, €7) < limsup &, (Q;, €}) = Ex(Q,€)) . (5.33)

J—00 j—oo j—o0

Since Q = Q. in €]\ €F7%, it follows that &\(Q., €%) < Ex(Q, €"~?) proving the minimality of
Q. in th 9. Moreover, choosing Q = Q. leads to lim, Ex; (Q5,¢)) = Ex(Q«, C)) which, in view
of (5:32), implies that Q; — Q. strongly in W2(€7) (and thus strongly in W2(€"~°)). The
conclusion now follows from the arbitrariness of 4. O

5.3. Rigidity in infinite cylinders and proof of Theorem [I.3l The following rigidity result
will be the key ingredient to deduce qualitative properties for minimizers of £, on expanding
cylinders QIZ , 8 h — +oo. To this purpose, we will heavily use results from Section @ to which
the reader is referred also for some of the notation employed here. We only recall from Theorem [[.2]
that in the case M? < \g, the functional E) admits a unique minimizer @g over .Asﬁym (D), and it

satisfies Q¢(0) = —eo.

Proposition 5.10. Let £ > 0 be such that M? < \o with Ao the constant given by Theorem [L2.
Assume that Q € VVI1 2((‘1 :S1) s an equivariant local minimizer of Ex in €° up to the lateral
boundary satisfying Q@ = Q1 on &, where Qy, denotes the homeotropic boundary data given
by @4). If En(Q,€F) = O(h) as h — oo, then Q(x) = Qu(z') where Qy denotes the unique
minimizer of the 2D-functional Ey over .Asﬁym (D¢). In particular, Q is smooth, independent of s,
and (Q = —eq on the xs3-axis.

Proof. We first notice that
2n+1

L (B@eom)+n@e -0m))asa@e™) <o men

Hence, for each integer n, there exists h,, € (27,2""1) such that Q(:,+h,) € W12(Dy) with
Ex(Q(+,%hn), D) = O(1) as n — oo.
We claim that

E(Q,€)m) = 2hpere +O(1) asn — 0. (5.34)
We argue as in Corollary Sto construct competitors, and we set QF = (Qﬁe \th ~Hn{£zs > 0}.
We define a map @, in ¢hm N {|ws| < hy — 1} setting Qn(z) := Qu(z). For z € 00E N {|zs| >
—1}, we set @n( ) := Q(x) and we then extend @n inside Q:F by 0-homogeneity from the point
= (0,0, £(hy, — 1/2)). As in the proof of Corollary 5.5 (see B21), our choice of h,, ensures

that Ex(Qn, Q2E) = O(1) as n — oo. Since Ex(Qn, Qf? 1Y = 2(hy, — 1)eye, the claim follows.
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In view of (5.34]), we now have

2
d$3

2hnere + /hn (E,\ (Q( . ,xs)aDé) - e,\eZ) dxs +/¢ L)o@

_ i 2 | Oz
hn £
<EAQ,€)") = 2hnere +O(1). (5.35)
Recalling that E (Q( -, x3), ]D)e) —expz =2 0, letting n — oo in (B.33) yields

2

> 10
/ (E/\(Q('ax3)a]D)€)_e/\€2) d$3+/€w§ 8—:?3 drs < 00.
4

— 00

As a consequence, there exists h,, 400 such that E (Q( ~,:|:i~zn),]D>4) — eyp2 as m — 00. Since
M2 < N, it follows from Theorem [ that Q( -, +hy,) — Qg strongly in Wh2(ID,). Indeed, by weak
lower semicontinuity of Ey, any weak limit is a minimizer of E\ over A%m (D¢) so that convergence
is in fact Wh2-strong. Convergence of the full sequence follows from the uniqueness of the limit.
In addition, Theorem also ensures that the smooth map @4 satisfies @4(0) = —eg. Applying
Lemma 210, we also infer that Q( -, :I:ﬁn) — @4 uniformly on Dy.

Finally, we construct a further competitor @n testing the minimality of ) following the construc-
tion in the proof of Lemmal5.9 We first define a sequence a map v,, as in (5.28)) with h., in place of 1,
@ and @f replaced by @e, and Q(-, :I:ﬁn) instead of @Ji Then |v,| > 1/2 for n large enough which
allows us to define Q,, = v,,/|vn|. Then Q,, € ng;,%l(ef?”;S‘l) satisfies Q,, = Q on 8@?”. As in the
proof of of Lemma[5.9] the minimality of @ implies that £,(Q, QQ”) <&y (@n, (‘:]Z") = 2hpexe +o(1)
as n — 0o. Combining this upper bound with the lower bound (E.35) with h,, instead of h,, and

letting n — oo we conclude that g—g =01in €3° and E»(Q(-,x3),Dr) = exp2. By uniqueness of @e,
the conclusion follows. O

Remark 5.11. It is not known whether Proposition [F.10still holds for M2 > )y, or if there exists
amap Q € W, 2(€5°;S*) which is an equivariant local minimizer of £ up to the lateral boundary
connecting two different minimizers Qét of E) over Asﬁym (D¢) as x5 — +0o. One may expect that

such local minimizer do exist for A2 > X, with @?(m' ) = g(£2’/f) and gz defined through
@34). We have not pursued these issues, and these questions remain open.

We are now in position to prove the main result of this section, that is Theorem

Proof of Theorem [L3. To prove claim (i), we argue by contradiction assuming that Q™) is smooth
for some subsequence. Notice that I,, := Q,, N {r3-axis} is a closed interval and that Qg") (x) =eg
for each 2 € 90, N {x3-axis} = 9I,. Hence Q) = ey on I,, by continuity, which implies that
QU (- /¢, x3) € Ax whenever |x3| < h — p. Combining Proposition B0 with Theorem [ yields
hn—p
EQ™,Q,) > / Ex(QM (-, 23),D¢) dxg > 67 - 2(hy, — p) = 2(hy — p)en, - (5.36)
—hn+p
On the other hand, £,(Q™,Q,) < 2hnere + O(1) as n — oo by Corollary 5.5l Since M2 < \,,
we have eyp2 < ey, by Proposition Hence this upper bound contradicts (B.30) for n large
enough.

Therefore sing(Q(™) # () for n large enough. According to [I2, Theorem 1.1], we then have
Bn(Q,) = [~1,1] since this property holds for the tangent map at any singular point (see also [12,
Remark 7.18]). Finally, since €2, is connected, simply connected, with boundary of class C3, and
Ql()n) is the homeotropic boundary data, assumptions (HP;)-(HPs) in [I1], 2] are satisfied and
each Q™) is a split minimizer in the sense of [I2, Definition 7.11].

We now prove claim (ii). According to Corollary 5, Q™) satisfies the uniform bound (5:20)
whenever h,, — p > r > 2v/2¢. On the other hand, for each n > 0 such that ¢) C (‘IZT; NB,, QM is
obviously an equivariant local minimizer of £, in ¢/ up to the lateral boundary, so that Lemmal[5.9]
applies. By a standard diagonal argument, we infer the existence of a (not relabeled) subsequence
such that Q™) — Q* strongly in W12(€}) for every > 0 as n — oo, where Q* € W,\?(€2°;S*) an
equivariant local minimizer of £, in €3° up to the lateral boundary agreeing with the homeotropic
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boundary data (Z4) on 9€°. Then, letting n — oo in (5.20), we deduce that £x(Q*,€") = O(h)
as h — oo. Applying Proposition .10, it follows that Q* = @e. By uniqueness of the the limit,
the full sequence actually converges to @4 as claimed.

To prove the locally smooth convergence, we rely on the regularity results in Section Bl We
fix an arbitrary n > 0, and we aim to prove that Q() is bounded in C* (@) for every k € N,
which is clearly enough for our purposes. Let us first fix an arbitrary point z* € Dy x [—n,n]. By
smoothness of Qg, we can find 0 > 0 small enough such that Bs(z*) C €3° and 15,\ (Qg, Bg( )) <
€in/16, where €;, > 0 denotes the universal constant from Proposition B.5 By the strong W1:2-
convergence of Q™ we have $Ex (Q("), Bs(z*)) < €in/8 for n large enough. By Proposition 3.5
it implies that Q™ is bounded in C*(Bj,16(z*)) for every k € N. Next we fix z* € 9D, x [—n, 7]
and a radius 7. € (0,¢). By Sl-equviariance, without loss of generality we can assume that
z* = (271,0,235) € {z2 = 0}. For n large enough, we have Q, N B, (z*) = €° N B,_(z*) and
00, NB,, (z*) = 0CFNB,, (z*), so that 0Q, N B, (z*) and the restriction of Qé") to 00, N B, (x*)
are independent of n. Accordingly, the constants €,q > 0 and & > 0 from Proposition only
depends on ¢. Arguing as in the proof of [I2] Proposition 6.9], the equivariance of Q™ implies
that for € (0,7,/4) and every ball B,(z) C B,(z*),

L[ wepw S [ wotrae,

P (Z)NCe ¢ Jp,.(a%
where C, > 0 is a universal constant and D, (z*) := €° N B,.(z*) N {xs = 0}. By the strong W2
convergence of Q™ and equivariance, the restriction of [VQ(™|? to the slice D, (z*) is strongly
converging in L'(D,, (z*)). By the Vitali-Hahn-Sacks Theorem (see e.g. [5, Theorem 1.30]), we
can find r € (0,7,/4) such that fDT(m*) |IVQ™|? dH? < (&,q/C, for n large enough. Hence,

1

sup - / IVQ™|? dz < &pa,
B,(£)CBr(z*) P (@)Neg

and we infer from Proposition B that Q™ is bounded in C* (Bgrj2(r*) ﬂ@) for every k € N. In

view of the arbtrariness of x* (either in the interior or at the boundary), by a standard covering

argument we finally conclude that Q™ is bounded in C*(€}) for every k € N.

It remains to prove claim (iii). Writing ¥, := sing(Q™) to ease the notation, we first observe
that the convergence of Q™ towards Q; established in claim (ii) implies that , N {|zs] < 1} =0
and Q™ = —ey on {xz-axis} N {|z3| < 1} for n large enough. Since Q™ (¢F) = e at ¢F :=
(0,0,+h,) and Q™ (x) € {eq, —eg} for every € (€, N {x3-axis}) \ ¥,, we deduce that both sets
P =%, N{zs >0} and ¥, := ¥, N{x3 < 0} are nonempty (recall that ¥,, is a finite subset of
QN {xs-axis}). In view of Theorem B] the restriction of Q™ to (Q, N {x3-axis) \ ¥, is constant
on each connected component and jumps from ey to —e( at each point of X,. It easily implies
that both ¥} and 3, contain an odd number of points.

Let us now set ¢ := min {|p| : p € sing(Q™)} € (0,h,). We claim that h, — t, < « for
some constant o > 0. To prove this claim, we argue by contradiction assuming that for some (not
relabeled) subsequence, we have h,, —t™" — 400. Next we consider a point p™® € sing(Q(™)) such
that |pm”“| = ¢wmin, Notlce that claim (11) implies that |[p™in| = ¢M" — oo so that the translated
domain Q, == Q,, n gatisfies Q, — ¢3° as n — oo. By CorollaryIBII, for every r > 2v/2( we
have &, (Q(") QN B ( min)) < Cr for n large enough (so that r < hy, — p — |[p™®| — £), where the
constant C is independent of n. Considering the translated map @(")( )= Q(") (z+pmin), we then
have &, (@(”), Q. N BT) < Cr. Arguing as in the proof of claim (ii), we infer from Lemma [£.9 and
Proposition 510 that @(") — @4 strongly in Wh2(€}) for every n > 0. In particular, Q(”) — Qg
strongly in W12(By). Since Qy is smooth, we deduce from Lemma B (applied in the ball By)
that sing(@(")) N Byjo = 0 for n large enough, contradicting the fact that 0 € smg(Q(" ). Hence
hy, — ™% remains bounded from above.

Next we consider 2 := max {|p| : p € sing(Q™)} € (0, hy,), and we claim that 2 < h,, —§
for some J > 0 independent of n. Without loss of generality, we can assume ¢"** is achieved at
a singular point p2®* belonging to {x3 < 0} (the other case being analoguous). To prove the

claim, we argue by contradiction assuming that 72 := h, — t™* — 0 as n — oo for some (not
relabeled) subsequence. We observe that Q,, N B,(q,) = ¢, + B} with Bf := B, n {z3 > 0},
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and Q™ = ey on 99, N B,(q;) = g, + B, N {z3 = 0}. According to Remark .8, we have
EE(QM, QN B, (4,) < FEAQ™,2.NBy(gy, ). Since 2,NB,(q,) C Q,\ €}, Corollary[5.7]
tells us that £,(Q™,Q, NB,(g;)) = O(1) as n — co. Therefore, £ (Q™, Q, N By, (g7)) = O(7y)
as n — c0o. Then we consider the translated and rescaled map Q™ (z) := Q™ (r,x + q,,) which
satisfies Q) = g on B,N{x3 = 0}. Since Q,NB,(g, ) < Qn\QfIZ*p, we deduce from Corollary 5.7
that £,z (@("), Bf) = T%SA Q™ Q,NB,(g,)) < C for a constant C independent of n. According
to [12, Theorem 5.5], there exists a (not relabeled) subsequence and Q* € W2 (Bf:S*) such that

sym
Q™ — Q strongly in W12(B;) for every r € (0,1). By continuity of the trace operator, we have
Q* = ey on By N {3 = 0}. Rescaling variables, we realize that Q™) is a weak solution of (L0)
in Bf with Ar2 — 0 in place of A. From the locally strong W'2-convergence of Q™ , we deduce
that @* is a weakly harmonic map into S* in Bj". Now we observe that (after rescaling variables),
Q™ satisfies the interior monotonicity formula from Proposition 33 in Bf with A\72 — 0 in place
of X. Once again, by the established locally strong W !2-convergence, we infer that Cj* satisfies
the same interior monotonicity formula with A = 0. In view of Remark B8 (applied to Q(™), the
same argument shows that @* satisfies the boundary monotonicity formula (33) with A = 0 for
balls centered on By N{x3 = 0}. This is then enough to apply the boundary regularity theory from
[38] (see also [11} Section 2]) and conclude that Q* is smooth in a neighborhood of By N {x3 = 0}.
In particular, we can find a radius n € (0,1) such that %50(@*,37‘7") < 8%[1/4, where sﬁd > 0
is the universal constant provided by Remark B.8 By strong W'2-convergence, we then have
%50(@("),B;{) < eﬁd/2 for n large enough. According to Remark B8 it implies that @(") is
smooth in By, N{x3 > 0} for n large enough where k* > 0 is a further universal constant. On the
other hand, by construction @(”) is singular at p,, := (p** —q;,)/™ = (0,0,7,) = 0 as n — o0, a
contradiction. This proves the upper bound ¢'** < h,, — J for a constant § > 0 that we can choose
to be equal to 1/a, taking the constant « larger if necessary.

It finally remains to prove that Card ¥, = O(1) as n — co. By inequality in (5.26) (applied
with r = (p+a+1)/2 and z = h, — 1), we have &, (Q™), (‘IZL”_’)H {lzs| > hp—p—a—1}) = O(1),
which in view of Corollary 5.7 yields &, (Q™,Q, N {|z3] > hy —p —a — 1}) = O(1) as n — oo.
Hence, there exists a constant M > 0 independent of n such that &) (Q("), Bl/a(:n)) < M for every
z € {zg-axis} N {h, — & < |z3] < hy — 1}. In turn, applying Lemma BIZ in such a ball By, (x)
shows that there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(M, A, &) > 0 (independent of n and ) such that |p—p'| > ¢
for every p,p’ € X, N By /(2q)(x) with p # p’. Since %, C {ws-axis} N {h, —a < |z3] < by — 1}, we
conclude that Card ,, < a/c. Since this holds for every n large enough, the proof is complete. [

5.4. Instability and symmetry breaking in long cylinders. To conclude this section, we
discuss two important consequences of Theorem [L3l We first present a general result about the
instability of singular configurations minimizing £, among S!'-equivariant maps. This instability is
essentially issued from the instability of singular tangent maps for the Dirichlet energy (see [30]).
Proposition 5.12. Let Q C R3? be a bounded and azisymmetric open set with boundary of class C3,
and let Q, € CHL(OQ;S*) be an S'-equivariant map. If Qy is a minimizer of Ex in the class
AST(Q) such that sing(Qx) # 0, then Qx is an unstable critical point of Ex in the class Ag, (Q).
More precisely, for every radial function n € C°(By \ {0}) satisfying 'fBl |Vnl? — ﬁnQ dr < 0
and every p € sing(Qy), there exists a small v > 0 such that for every v € S* N Ly, Qy is unstable
along the variations ®P"(x) := %7} (22) v, d.e., EY(PPT5Qn) < 0.
Proof. According to Theorem [B] if p € sing(Q»), then there exist a degree-zero and equivariant
homogeneous harmonic map Q. € C*°(R3 \ {0};S?) and v > 0 such that Q. is taking values in
LO b Ll, and

QX" — Qull 2B\ By = O") asr =0, (5.37)
where Q" (z) := Qx(p + rz). By formula B.I), we have |VQ.|? = ﬁ In turn, (5.37) implies
that [VQY"|? — # locally uniformly in R? \ {0}.

Recall that the second variation of the energy at a general map ® € C2°(€;Sp) is defined as

. B d2 Q)\ +td
Ex(@;Qn) = {@& (mﬂt_o '
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Using (6], one may proceed as for second variation formula for harmonic maps (see e.g. [31]
Chapter 1] or [I1] Section 4.3]), to obtain

E\(P:Qy) = /Q IVOr |2 — |VQA?|®7r|> + M(D*W(Q\)®7) : ®rdx, (5.38)

where &7 := @& — (Q, : ®)Q» denotes the tangential component of ® along Q. Choosing r > 0
small enough in such a way that B, (p) C Q and B, (p)Nsing(Qx) = {p}, we have ®»" € C(Q; La),
and rescaling/translating B,.(p) to the unit ball B;(0) yields

£(@P7; Q) = /B VOUL — [TQET 0% 2 + M2 (DPW (Q2)D%Y) : 0% da

Since %! = nv and Q. is taking values in Lo® Ly = Ly, we infer that %! : Q¥ — &% : Q, =0
in CL (B \ {0}) as r — 0. Hence ®%' — ®%! = 55 in CL_(B; \ {0}). Since D2W(QY") —
D?*W(Q.) in CP.(B1 \ {0}) and n is compactly supported in By \ {0}, we have

. " r _ _ _ 2
lim &, (P75 Q) = / IV (om) |2 = [VQ.* |on|* dy = & (n9;Q.) = / \Vn? = —n?dz,
r—0 B: B |‘T|

where we used the fact that |o| = 1 in the last equality. By the sharp Hardy inequality in R3 and
the last equality above, there exist radial functions n € C°(B; \ {0}) such that & (nv;Q.) < 0
(see e.g. [1II proof of Proposition 4.7]). Then, for any such function, the conclusion follows for r
small enough. ([

Combining Theorem [[3] with PropositionB.I2land the full regularity of global minimizers (with-
out symmetry constraint) from [I1, Theorem 1.1], we readily obtain the following consequences for
minimizers of £y in sufficiently long cylinders.

Corollary 5.13. Assume that M? < Xg. Let Q, := QfZ’; for varying hy, > €, h, / +o00 as
in Theorem [L.3, and Q(") = ng" the homeotropic boundary data given by (Z4). If stm and
Qél )b are minimizers of £ in the respective classes A ot Q) and AQ<n)( n), then the following

properties hold for n large enough :

(i) sing( g%l) # 0 and stm is an unstable critical point of Ex (under some symmetry breaking
perturbations);

(ii) smg(leob) =0 and nggb is not S'-equivariant. In particular, the orbit under the S!-

action {R- Qggb(Rt~)}Regl provides infinitely many Ex-minimizers in the class AQ(n,) (),
b

and nonuniqueness holds.

6. TORUS MINIMIZERS IN LARGE CYLINDERS

We consider in this section the homeotropic boundary condition for large (smoothed) cylinders,
the geometry opposite to the one in the previous section. We shall prove that for sufficiently large
cylinders, any equivariant minimizers is smooth and thus of torus type, as claimed in Theorem [L.4l
This result is the counterpart of the main result of the previous section in case of long (smoothed)
cylinders but the conclusions are in the opposite direction. In the spirit of Section Bl we shall
exploit these two extreme cases to show that smooth and singular minimizers actually coexist
for intermediate cylinders, i.e., Theorem [LE5 and deduce that symmetry breaking occurs when
minimization is performed without the symmetry constraint (see Corollary [6.12]).

The analysis in case of large cylinders resembles the one in Section Bl It essentially relies on a
monotonicity formula, the construction of suitable competitors, local compactness of minimizers,
and regularity theory. In the last subsections, we obtain the coexistence result of Theorem
applying the persistence of smoothness and the persistence of singularities for minimizers developed
in Section 3, and symmetry breaking follows by continuity w.r.t. the thickness of the infimum values
of the energy functional.
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6.1. A priori energy bounds and local compactness. In this subsection, we establish some
preliminary results starting with the following monotonicity formula.

Lemma 6.1. Let QZP be a smoothed cylinder with 2p < h < £—p and Qy, its homeotropic boundary
data given by Z4). If Q is minimizing Ey over Ag}jﬂ((‘lgyp), then

2Q |°
ol

1 1 1
L e @. ¢, nB,) = LeQ.¢l, N B,y ) + /
) ™ ¢

b N (Bry\Bry) ||

"1 " h 1]0Q
+/ — / 22W(Q) dx dr+/ — / ==
rn T < el NB, @ m T oel NB, 2 |on

for every h <ry <re <L —p.

: d#) dr (6.1)

Proof. For h < r < £—p, the boundaries 8% and 0B, are transversal and 9 B,-Nsing(Q) = 0, hence
Lemma [5.1] applies. Choosing the vector ﬁeld V(z) = « in Lemma[5.J] computations analogous to
those leading to (B.12]) yield

d |1 1 , )
dr {; /QZPHBT (5 IVQI™ + )‘W(Q)) dx} =

1 9 1 h 1]0Q|?
—/ 9Q dH2+—2/ 2AW(Q) dx + — —‘—? dm?,
T c?,pﬂaBT (9n T ch T acg,pﬂBT 2 (9n

since Q = ep and V -7 = h on 8€Zp N B,.. Integrating now over r € (ry,ry) yields (GII). O

The next result provides a first a priori estimate for the energy of minimizers in large cylinders.

Lemma 6.2. Let Qﬁ?,p be a smoothed cylinder and Qy, its homeotropic boundary data given by (2.4]).
If Q is minimizing £, over AB’S“(QZP), then Ex(Q, QZP) < KY for a constant K independent of £.

Proof. We prove the announced energy estimate by constructing a suitable competitor @ To this
purpose, we introduce the subdomains €2 := QﬁZp N{lz'| < - p} and Q) := Qpr N{lz'| > ¢ —p}.
Noticing that Q1 = ey on GCIZP N {|xs| = h}, we set Q(z) = eq for = € Q. To define Q in
Q_z’, we consider the vertical slice DQ,, defined in ([Z2). Notice that £ > 2p, so that ng, is a
translate of DF oy - Moreover, the shape of D;gg is independent of £. We set Q(z) = Qp(x) for
x € 00y N GQIZP and, since Q(z) = e for = € o n{la'| =€ — p}, we have Qe Lip(982/;S*)
and the translated map ¢ : (x1,0,23) € 87);{,2,1) — @(ml — 0 +2p,0,23) € S* is independent
of £. Since S$* is simply connected, ) admits an extension ¥ & Lip(D;gé,;S‘l). Then we set
@(ml,O,xg) = U(xy — € + 2p,0,z3) for (x1,0,23) € Dé_}" Finally, we extend Q to Q) by S'-
equivariance, that is setting @(R:c) = R@(x)Rt for every R € S! and x € D;gé" By construction
Qe Lip(@? p,S4) with a Lipschitz norm independent of £, Q is Sl-equivariant, and Q = Qp, on
GQZP. Hence, as in (Z.I4), we have

(W1 [? + 4]0

2

+ 2AW(\I})> T d.fCld.CCg < Kﬁ,
1

@) =@ =x (WF n
DQ//

for some K= K (h, p) > 0 independent of £. By minimality of @), we have &,(Q, (‘IZP) <&y (@, (‘IZP)
and the conclusion follows.

Definition 6.3. Let Qfé} be a cylinder with h < co. We call top/bottom boundary of the cylinder Qf?,
the set

o=eh = oeh n{|as| = h} =Dy x {~h,h}.
An equivariant map Q € VV1 (Ce ;S1) is said to be an equivariant local minimizer of £y in €} up
to the top/bottom boundary if for every 1) € (0,0), @ € WLE(€h;S*) and x(Q,€)) < EA(Q,Q,};)
for every Q € Wk?2 (€ S*) satisfying Q=Q on oeh.

sym
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Remark 6.4. According to Remark B.8, the regularity theory from Section B applies to an
equivariant local minimizer @ of &y in Q;} up to the top/bottom boundary satisfying @ = eg
on 8:@?. It shows that @ is smooth in the interior of sz‘ and up to 0~ sz‘ away from finitely many
points located on {z3-axis}NE€}. As a consequence, the computations from the proof of Lemma [5.1]
can be performed, and as in Lemma [6.] we infer that identity (6.I]) holds for h < r; < rs < £ and
¢h instead of QZP.

The following compactness lemma will be repeatedly used in the sequel.

Lemma 6.5. Let €' be a bounded cylinder, and let {Q;} C Wslygl(Qﬁ?,S‘l) be a sequence such
that each Q; is an equivariant local minimizer of £\ in Q;} up to the top/bottom boundary and
Qj = ey on O=Ch. If sup; Ex(Qj,€h) < oo, then there exists a (not relabeled) subsequence such

that Q; — Q. strongly in WLQ(QZ) for everyn € (0,£), where Q. € Wslyfn(th; S*%) is an equivariant
local minimizer of Ex up to the top/bottom boundary satisfying Q. = ey on 8:@}.
Proof. Since the sequence {Q;} has equibounded Ex-energy, {Q;} is bounded in W2 (€}), whence

sym

the existence of a (not relabeled) subsequence and Q. € W2 (€};S*) such that Qy] — Q. weakly
in W1’2(€2‘). In addition, Q. = eg on G:QQ by locality and weak continuity of the trace operator.

We now argue as in Lemma Fix an arbitrary r € (0,¢) and § € (0,£ — r). Extracting a
further subsequence if necessary, by Fatou’s lemma and Fubini’s theorem there exists n € (r,r +0)
such that

lim 1Q; — Q.)* dH?> =0 and / IVQ;|? + [VQ.|*dH* < C,

J—roo FT] FT]
where I'; = 0"*'¢]! (see (£.27)), and C > 0 does not depend on j. Setting v, := {(1,0,z3) : Jx3| <
h}, we observe that T’y = Upest R -vy- By S'-equivariance, we deduce that the restriction of Q;
to 7, is weakly convergent to Q. in Wh?(v,). By the compact embedding W2(v,) < C°(7,),

we infer that @; — Q. uniformly on 7,. By equivariance again, @; — )« uniformly on I';,.
We fix an arbitrary Q € W:y?n((‘lh S*) satisfying Q = Q. on 9€". We extend Q to (‘I’,; setting

Q= Q,in (‘Ih \ ¢" and we set o; = ||Q; — Q+llL(r,) + 277 — 0. For j large enough so that
oj <landr < (1 —oj)n, we define

2| = (1= aj)n a’ @' h
T Qj | /| 7Q* nm,zg +Q* T]M,:Cg le'GQ: \Q:l o)

vj(z) == B 2
Q<1_ ZEB) 1fz€€(1 o)
Then v; € W2 (€ 8), |vj| = 1 in (‘Ié‘l oy a0d v; = Q; on o€l (indeed, v; = Q; = eg on

d=¢l). Since ; — 0, we have |v;| — 1 uniformly in €7\ (‘I(l o)y and thus [[v;] = 1l oo ey — O

fr]’
In addition, v; — Q a.e. in (‘I’,; because Q(-,z3) € CO( ) for a.e. 23 by Lemma [ZT0l For j large
enough we have |v;| > 1/2 and we can define the competitor Qj = vj/|vj| € W2 (€] S*) which

' sym
satisfies Q; = Q; on GCZ. As in the proof of Lemma [5.9] we have
/ |V@j|2dx< / |VQ|* dz + Co;,
<5 e

which implies that £x(Q;, €h) — Ex(Q,€l) as j — oo. In addition, by minimality of Q; we have
lim sup; € (Q;, Q;’;) < hmsupj&(@j, Q;’;) Letting 7 — oo yields Ex(Qx, Qﬁh) liminf; £X(Q;, h)
E\(Q, th) by weak lower semicontinuity of £. Since Q = Q. in Qﬁh\Qf it 1mphes that Ex(Qx, th)
ExQ, Q:h) proving the minimality of Q. in ¢€". As in the proof of Lemma[5.9again, choosing Q = Q.
implies the strong W' 2-convergence of Q; in ¢h. (I

6.2. Sublinear energy growth and proof of Theorem [[.4l The next result is a key step in
proving Theorem [[4] in particular to control the asymptotic location of the biaxiallity sets.

Lemma 6.6. Let {; — +00 be an increasing sequence. For each j € N, let Q; € W2 (@Z;S‘l)

sym

be an equivariant local minimizer of Ex in QZ up to the top/bottom boundary satisfying Q; = e



54 FEDERICO DIPASQUALE, VINCENT MILLOT, AND ADRIANO PISANTE

on 8:€Z. If Ex(Qj, Qf?j) = O(¢;) as j — oo, then there exists a constant € > 0 independent of j
such that the following holds: for every e € (0,&), there exist d. > 0 and j. € N such that

Ex(Qj, Be;—a. N Qf?j) < Cie(ly; —de) Vi = e, (6.2)
where C, denotes a constant independent of j and €. In particular,
&y (Qj,ngj N Qﬁ?j) =o0(l;) asj— o0 (6.3)

for every o € (0,1).
Proof. By assumption, EA(Qj,QZ,) < CY; for some C' > 0 independent of j. We claim that for
every € € (0,1/2), there exists an integer je =2 1 and d. > 1 independent of j such that

f - j 2 ] )
(llgdglj) g}\(Q]? ) € Vi 2 Je

where I, := 0'%*¢" (see (5.27)). Indeed, given e € (0,1/2) and j. > 1 to be chosen, we have for
0<d</{; and j > je,

_ 1 IR EN(IR Y
C>—&(Q;, ¢\ ) _E_j/e_d (f)tdt

j
) £ )
2( inf M)i/] tdt}( inf M)Cf’
re(tj—dt;) r l; t;—d re(tj—d.t;) r 2
and the claim follows whenever we choose d. > % and j. such that ¢;, > d..

As a consequence, for an arbitrary € € (0,1/2) and j > je, there exists r§ € (¢; — d, £;) such
that

1
EA(QJ‘, FT]E) < €. (64)
J
Note that 75 — +o0 since £; — +o0. From (G4) and Sl-equivariance, we infer that for j > je,

2
i 1
T / aQ_] d.’L'3 _ . / aQ]
’77“; Tj

(9:63 (9:63
where e = {(r§,0,23) : [zs| < h}. Since Q;(r5,0,+h) = ep, we deduce (again by S'-
equivariance) that

1
dH2 < T_ESA(Q]aFT]E) <eg,
J

1Q; — eOHL“’(FT;) < Cuvhe Vi = e, (6.5)
for some universal constant C, > 0.
Next we define for j > j. and x € €.
J
/

(|ZL'/|7T;:+1) <Q] ( ]|$I| ) e0> +e0 if:L'GQ:%\Q:%_l,

= ifveceh ;.
J

V5 () =

Then v € W2 (Ch So) satisfies v5 = Q; on 9C]

sym

©4) and ©5), we obtain

’l“ I

and [v5| = 1 in ¢h. . Moreover, combining
J

/ |V§|? do < Cer§,
QhE\Qh

€1
for some constant C' independent of and J.

Now we choose & € (0,1/2) in such a way that C,vhé<1/2. Then, for ¢ € (0,&) arbitrary, we
have [1 — [v5|| < [v; —eo| < 1/2in Qﬁf; by (IBE) Thus we can define for j > je,

@j | | sym (chg ) S4)
which satisfies @5 =(@; on o¢h.  and
J
/ IVQ5|? dx < Cers (6.6)
Ch \e” =
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for a further constant C' independent of € and j. In addition, |C§j —eg| < 3Jv5 —eg| < 3C.Vhe in
¢”. once again by (6.5). Consequently,
J

W(Q5) < C'c in ¢l (6.7)

still for a constant C’ independent of € and j, by Taylor expansion of W near ey and choosing &
smaller if necessary.
By minimality of Q);, we conclude from (G.6]) and (67 that

Ex(Q), €:) < EQS, €) = Ex(Q5, € \ € _y) < Cerf,

where C > 0 is still independent of j and . Noticing that BT; N QZ C ¢, we deduce from
J
Remark [6.4] that
1
l; —d.

1
En(Q Br,—a. N €}) < —Ex(Q), Brs N €}) < Ck,

J

proving (G.2)).
To complete the proof, we fix an arbitrary o € (0,1). Then ¢; — d. > of; for j large enough,
and by Remark again,

1 1
U—KJEA(QJ»,BUQ ney,)

<—
0 —d.

Then (@3] follows from the arbitrariness of ¢ letting j — oco. O

EA(Qj’Béj—dE N QZ) < Ce.

The following rigidity result is an immediate consequence of Lemma

Corollary 6.7. Let Q € Wl’Q(QgO;S‘l) be an equivariant local minimizer of Ex in € up to the

loc

top/bottom boundary satisfying Q = eq on =€l . If £(Q,€h) = O(¢) as { — oo, then Q = ey.
Proof. Let {; — oo be an increasing sequence, and set Q); := QMI . Then @); is an equivariant
j

local minimizer of £y in Qﬁ?j up to the top/bottom boundary satisfying @ = ey on 8:%3 and
EA(QJ»,QZ) = O(¢;). According to Lemma [6.6] we have Ex(Qj, By, /2 N QIZ,) = 0o({;). Let us now
fix an arbitrary ¢ > h. From Remark [6.4] we deduce that for j large enough so that £; > 2¢,

1 1 2
0< ZS,\(Q,B@QQ:ZO) = ZS,\(Q,BZ ﬂQ:Z,) < [EA(Q]',B@],/Q ﬂ@?j) —0 asj— 00.
J

Hence £,(Q, B, N € ) = 0. From the arbitraniness of £, it follows that @ is constant, and thus
Q = e in view of its values on 9¢” . O

We are now ready to prove Theorem [L.4

Proof of Theorem[I4) Step 1. We start proving that Q™ — e strongly in Wh2(eh) for every
¢ > 0. By Lemma 6.2, we have £,(Q™),Q,,) < K/, for a constant K independent of n. Given an
arbitrary ¢ > h, we consider n large enough in such a way that ¢,, > 20+ p. Then Qf? C BynQ, C
By, - N Q. Applying the monotonicity formula (€1) we obtain

20 " 2K1¢0,,
- pg)\(Q( ),Bgn_p N Qn) < = p
In view of Lemma 6.5, we conclude that, up to a (not relabeled) subsequence, Q™ — @, strongly
in Wh2(eh) for every 0 < £ < oo, where Q. € Wb?(€h ;S is an equivariant local minimizer of
&y up to the top/bottom boundary satisfying Q. = eg on =€ . By lower semicontinuity of £y,
letting n — oo in ([B.8) yields £x(Qx, €}) < 4K{. Hence Corollary applies and Q. = eq. By
uniqueness of the limit, we now infer that the full sequence {Q(”)} strongly converges to eq in
WL2(eh) for every 0 < £ < cc.

Step 2. We now accomplish the proof of (i7) proving that sing(Q(™) = () for n large enough and
that Q™) converges smoothly to ey locally in @ To this purpose, we fix an arbitrary ¢ > h and
we consider n large enough so that £,, > ¢ + h.

Case 1: convergence near G:QQ. We fix an arbitrary point zo € G:QQ. Given aradius 0 < r, < h/2,
Ba,, (20) N, C €8 1, is a half ball for n large enough and Remark applies since Q™ = eq
on Ba,, (20) N0y, = Bay, (20) N O~€},,. We fix a radius ro € (0,7,/4) such that the conclusion

EXQ™,€}) < E(QM™, By N ,) < 7 <4K(l.  (6.8)
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of Remark 3.8 holds (it only depends on ). According to Step 1, we have £ (Q™, Qﬁ“_h) — 0 as
n — oo. Therefore, %5,\(@ ™) B, (x0) N Q) < sbd/2 whenever n is large enough (independently
of 7y € 0=€h), where E%) q > 0 is the universal constant provided by Remark 3.8 Then Remark 3.8
tells us that Q™) in smooth and bounded in C* (Bytry 2(0) NQ,) for every k € N (independently
of zy), where k! € (0,1) is a universal constant. By arbitrariness of zq, we deduce that sing(Q(”))ﬂ
{h — 0.<|x3|] < h} = 0 for n large enough (recall that sing(Q(™) C {x3 — axis}) and that Q™) is
bounded in C* (Qﬁh N{h—d6.<|x3| < h}) for every k € N with 4, := Kry/2 > 0. As a consequence,
Q™ — eg in Ck((‘lh N{h = d.<|xz3| < h}) for every k € N.
Case 2: convergence in the interior of Qﬁe. We fix a radius 0 < 71 < dx. In view of Step 1, we have
Ex (Q(") €€+6 ) < (einr1)/8 for n large enough, where €3, > 0 is the universal constant provided
by Proposition BB Choosing r; small enough (depending only on \) and an arbitrary point
zo € €MN{|zs| < h—4.}, we then have i& (Q(" v (o)) < €in/8 so that PropositionBH applies.
It shows that Q™ is smooth and bounded in C*(B,, /16(x0)) for every k € N (independently of

o). Once again, it implies that Q™) is smooth in €} N {|x3| < h — 8.} for n large enough, so that
smg(Q(" ) =0, and Q" — eq in CF(€h N {|z3| < h — d.}) for every k € N.
Step 3: proof of (i). We observe that the assumptions (H Py)-(H P3) from [11 [12] are satisfied by
Q™ for n large enough. Indeed, sing(Q™) = @ for n large enough so that (HP,) holds (recall
Theorem B.2). Since the boundary condition Qé") is positively uniaxial, (HP;) holds. Then, €,
being a topological ball and Qé") the homeotropic boundary data (Z4), (H P2) and (H Ps) trivially
hold. Hence Q™ is a torus minimizer in the sense of [I2, Definition 7.6 (for n large), and [12
Theorem 1.4] provides the announced properties of the function 8, := 5 o QM.
Step 4. Now it only remains to prove (iii). To this purpose, we fix an arbitrary ¢t € [—1, 1) and, since
3 (eo) = 1, we infer from the previous step that there is an integer n; such that {3, < t}Nek, =0
for all n > ng.

Since Q) is minimizing £y over A5 (), Lemma applies in €} _ ,» and we consider the
constant € > 0 (independent of n) provided by this lemma. We fix a value € = £(t) to be chosen
later such that

1
0<e< 5min{egd/@o  €in/(8CL),E} . (6.9)

where C, denotes the constant in inequality [6.21 According to Lemmalﬁﬂ, we can find d. > 0 and
an integer n. > n; such that

Ex(Q By, _pg.NC} ) < Cie(ln —p—d:)  Yn>n., (6.10)

Enlarging n. and d. if necessary (see the proof of Lemma [6.6), we can assume that ¢,, > 2d.+p+h
for n > n., and d. > 2h + p (so that Bop(x) N OBy, —p—a. = 0 for every x € By, —24. ).
Let us now fix a point =, € By, —24. N (Qﬁ?n_p\@gh) (possibly depending on n) that either belongs

to 8:€;}n’_p or to Q;}n_p N{|zs] < h — §,}. By Sl-equivariance, we may assume without loss of

generality that @. = (L.1,2, 7. 3) satisfies .o = 0 and 2.1 > 2h. If 2. € =€} _,, we set
s:=19 € (0,h), and s :=r; € (0,6,) if z, € Q:pr N {|zs] < h — .} (note that B, (z.) C C?nfp
in this case). Next we denote £, := x, 1 € [2h,l,, — 2d.), ¥ := Bs(xs) N QﬁZﬁp N{zy =0}, and we
consider the sets

7= |J BRy-3; and T:= |J Ry 3.

S
be(-2 ) 4<02m

Notice that Bg(x,) N Qﬁ?nip CTF and T C By, 421N QﬁZﬁp. Using the S'-equivariance and the
monotonicity formula from Lemma [61], we derive that

1 1 * n *
SOQY, Bz net ) < S8R T = 6@, T)
41 )
T ™, B ————&(Q™, Br,—p-a. N ) (611
S5 @7 B N € ) < g (@, Brpoa N€L ) - (611)

In view of (6.I0) and our choice of €, we conclude that for n > n.,

é& (@™, By(z,)n €l _,) <min{ef, /2, e1m/8} .
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As in Step 2, by Proposition 3.5 and Remark B8, it implies that |[VQ™)| < M in Bjs, (x,) if
Ty € 0~ Qfenfp, and |[VQ™| < M in B, j16(ws) if w4 € Q:lnfp N {|zs| < h — 0.}, where M denotes
a constant depending only on A and h. By arbitrariness of z, and in view of Step 2, we conclude
that for n > n.,

IVQ™| <M in By, _2q. NC} _,, (6.12)
for some constant M depending only on A and h.
We now claim that a suitable choice of € = (t) yields
{Bn <t}N(Be,—2a.NC;_,)=0  Yn>=n.. (6.13)
To prove this claim, we assume by contradiction that for n > n. (more precisely, for a not relabeled
subsequence), there exists x; € By, —a4. ﬂ@?nfp such that 8, (z;) < t. Since ne > 71y, we must have

x; ¢ ¢ . In view of , we can find a radius 7 € (0, h) depending only on ¢, A, and h such
2h° g
that 8, < 1 in By (2;) N Qt?nfp- By S'-equivariance, it implies that 8, < 1 in the set

= |J R (Brlw)ne}_,).
¢€(0,2m)

Note that the volume of T* is at least half of the volume of the solid torus e (g 9.) Ro - Br(7t)-

Setting ¢, := |z}| with z; =: (2}, 2,3), we thus have
1 1-1¢
— W(QM™)dx > n27? =:c Vn > ng. 6.14
ol LA L : (6.14)
In addition to ([@3]), we now choose € such that
)\Ct
<3,

As in (6I1)), it follows from (EEEII) and (6I4) that for n > n.,

e < &(QW) ) <

Ex (Q Bgt_;,_gh N Ql 7p)
2

<—=

by —p—de

a contradiction proving ([GI3)). Setting d; := 2d. + h and noticing that (‘I?n_dt C By, —24. N CZn_p,
the conclusion follows with n; := n..

by + 2h
5)\ (Q(n), Bén—p—dg N an*p) < Cie < Ay R

6.3. Intermediate cylinders and coexistence results. The purpose of this subsection is to
prove coexistence of smooth/torus and singular/split minimizers for intermediate cylinders. As a
first step, we establish in Propositions and the persistence of regularity and persistence of
singularities properties when changing the shape of a smoothed cylinder.

Proposition 6.8 (persistence of regularity). Let h,¢,,p > 0 be fized with 0 < 4p < £, < h,
and {,} a sequence of positive numbers such that €, > 30,. Assume that £, — £, as n — oo.

Setting ), 1= QZ o Q, = Qf’l? o and Qy 1= Qf’l? as well as (") and QY to be the corresponding
homeotropic boundary conditions given by (2.4, let Q@ and Q. be minimizers of £ over A° (n)( n)
and .Asym( «) respectively. Assume that Q, — Q. strongly in W2(£,) as n — oc.

(1) If sing(Q.) = 0, then there exists an integer n, such that sing(Q,) = 0 for every n > n..

(1) If sing(Q,) = 0 for every integer n, then sing(Q.) = 0.
Proof. To simplify the notation, we write €, /5 := CZ/Z/J' Since 9y /2 \ {|z3] = h} € @, the
restrictions @, and Q. to 9€Y,/, belong at least to 02(8Qb/2) by Theorem and Corollary 3.7]
(applied at balls centered on 09,/ N {|x3] = h}). To prove the proposition, we only have to
show that Q,, — Q. in C%(9, /2)- Indeed, once this C?-convergence is established, the conclusion
follows from Corollary in the domain €2, /5.

First, we observe that for ¢ < 24, we have €} C €, so that o€} N 9Q, = =€}, Setting
Ty 1= £,/2, it implies that for every . = (%41, Ts 2, Ts3) € 82621, the set ,, N By, (z4) is a half
ball and Qg") = e on 90y, N By, (z.) so that Remark [3.8 applies.
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By Theorem B2l Q. is smooth in a neighborhood of 99Q.. Therefore, we can find r; € (0,7,/4)
(depending on A) such that the conclusion of Remark holds and
1

:
€ _

— IVQ.|? dzx < % for every zo € 0=€4,

71 J By (z0)NQ

where the universal constant sﬁ 4 > 0 is given by Remark Then we consider a finite covering

of a:ctgem by open balls By, jo(z;), j =1,...,J, with ; € 8:(‘:’3‘%/4 and k¥ € (0,1) the further
universal constant given by Remark 3.8 Since Q,, — Q. strongly in W12(Q,), we have for n large

enough,

1
- IVQn|?dx <&l foreveryj=1,...,J.

71 J By (z;)NQn
Applying Remark[3.8] we deduce that Q,, is bounded in CQVO‘(BMTI/Q (x;)NQy,) for every a € (0,1)

and each j =1,...,J. Hence @, is bounded in the C%“-topology in

Ly =@k, 0 {h—6<|us| <h}

for some § € (0, k'r;/2).

By Theorem B2 again, Q. is smooth away from {zs-axis}. Hence we can find ro € (0,5/4) such
that )

" IVQ. | dx < e—én for every xg € ( 30, /4 \ %M) N{lzs| <h—6/2},
2 J By, (20)

where €;, > 0 is the universal constant given by Proposition Choosing 72 small enough
(depending on \), and using the strong convergence in W12(Q,) of Q,, toward Q. combined with
a covering argument (as above), we conclude from Proposition B3 that @, is bounded in the
C?-topology in (€f, sa\ ¢} 4) N {las| < h —4/2} for every a € (0,1).

To summarize, Q,, is thus bounded in the C?“-topology in the set

L5U<( b, \ €6 a) N {J2s < — 5/2}> Ls U (€h, ,\ €} ) = Ns.

From the strong W12(Q,)-convergence to Q., we conclude that Q, — Q. in C?(Ns). Observing
that 9€2, ;5 C N, the conclusion follows. O

Proposition 6.9 (persistence of singularities). Let Q,, and Q. be as in Proposition [6.8. If
sing(Q«) = {af,...,a%}, then there exists an integer n. such that for every n > n,, sing(Q,) =
{at,...,ak} for some distinct points af, ..., a% satisfying |a% — a3| — 0 as n — oo.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition[68, Q,, — Q. in C*(9€2), and the conclusion follows from
Corollary B.T3]in the domain €2, /5. O

In combination with the previous propositions, we now provide the required compactness prop-
erty of minimizers as €,, — ..

Lemma 6.10. Under the assumptions (and notations) of Proposition [6.8, assume that £, — £,
as n — 0o. There exists a (not relabeled) subsequence and Q. minimizing EA over Asym(Q*) such

that Qn — Q. strongly in W12(,) as n — oco.
Proof. Notice that, by our choice of the parameters, we have {x € Q, : {, <1 < 2(,} = Qﬁgéb \ Qf’gb

where 72 := 22 4+ 32, and the mapping ®,, : Q,, — Q, given in cylindrical coordinates by
(r,z3) ifr <4, 0 _ ¢
D, (r,23) =< (onr — T, x3) if b, <7 <20, with 0, := 1+——" and 7, := L.~y , (6.15)

(7’+7‘n,1'3) if 20, <r < Ly, ’

is one-to-one and biLipschitz, S'-equivariant and such that <I)n(Qf’2‘€b \ Qﬁ?b) % o \ Qféb
For an arbitrary map Q € AQ<TL)( n), we define Qn = Qo @1 and we observe that Qn €
Aq; (€2.). Combining the chain rule, a change of variables, and (G.I5) we obtain

Ci&(@,m < En(On, Q) < CubN(D, ) (6.16)
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for a constant C,, — 1 as n — oo depending only on ®,. In addition, we notice that, if
@ € AB’;“(QH), then @n € AB’:“(Q*) because the ®,’s are equivariant. Therefore, testing the
minimality of @, with the 0-homogenous extension of Ql()n), we infer from direct computations
that sup,, Ex(Qn, n) < 0o, and thus, defining @n = Q, o ®,! and using (6.I6) with @n = Qn,
it follows sup,, 5,\(@”,9*) < o0o. As a consequence, we can find a (not relabeled) subsequence
such that @n — Q. weakly in W2(Q,). Since @n|ag = ()} independently of n and since the
symmetry and unit norm constraints are weakly closed, we have Q, € Asym (Q). In addition, by
lower semi-continuity of the energy,

EQ4, Q) < 1irr_1>inf5>\(@n, Q.). (6.17)

On the other hand, as above we have Q, o ®,, € AZ{E)( n), and the minimality of Q,, together

with (6I6]) applied twice (once with Qn = Qn and once with @, o ®,, in place of @) yields
1 ~
C_gA(Qna Q*) < gk(Qna Qn) < gk(Q* o (I)n; Qn) < CngA(Q*a Q*) .

Since C,, — 1, taking the lim sup,, above we deduce from (6.17) that lim,, Ex(Qn, ) = Ex(Qx, ).
By the compact embedding W2(€2,) < L4(€,), we have W(Q,) — W(Q.) strongly in L*(€2,).
Hence, [, IVQy|? dz — Jo. IVQ.|? dzx so that Qn — Q. strongly in W12(€,). Since Q,, = Q, in
Q, C Q., we conclude that @Q,, — Q. strongly in W12(€,).

It now remains to show the minimality of Q.. To this purpose, let us fix an arbitrary competitor
Qe Asym( «). Once again, we observe that Q o ®,, € A® gf)( n), and by minimality of Q,, along

with (@16,

1 ~
C_S/\(anﬂ*) < SA(QnaQn> g 5/\(@ © q)naQn) g CnS/\(Qvﬂ*>

Letting n — oo, we thus obtain £ (Qx, Q) < EA(Q, Q.), which completes the proof. O
We are finally ready to prove our coexistence result for torus and split minimizers under
homeotropic boundary data.

Proof of Theorem [I.A Throughout the proof we set ¢, := £y/3 < h.
Step 1. Define

£y :=sup {E > (o : every minimizer of £ over AZ'(T) () is split for every £y < £ < E} ,
b

and observe that ¢; < oo by Theorem[[.4l We claim that ¢; > £y. Indeed, assume by contradiction

that £, = £y. Then, there exists a strictly decreasing sequence {¢,,} such that £,, — ¢y, and for each

integer n, £, admits a minimizer @Q,, over Ag(r,f‘n) (Qg,,) such that sing(Q,) = 0. By Lemma [6.10,
b

there exists a (not relabeled) subsequence such that @, — Q. strongly in W12(Qy,) where Q.
minimizes £\ over AZ’(]Z)(Q%). Applying Proposition 6.8, we infer that sing(Q.) = 0, i.e., Q. is
b
torus, contradicting our assumption on £y. Hence £1 > ;.
We now claim that £, admits both a split and a torus minimizer over A° ([1)((2@1) Indeed,

assume first by contradiction that every minimizer is split. Arguing as above with ¢; in place
of £y, it would lead to the existence of § > 0 such that for /; < £ < ¢1 + §, every minimizer is
split, contradicting the definition of ;. Whence the existence of a torus minimizer. To prove the
existence of a split minimizer, let us consider a strictly increasing sequence ¢y < ¢,, < ¢; such that
£, — f1. For each integer n, let @, be a minimizer of £, over A y([ 1 (€2¢,,), which must be split

by definition of ¢;. Applying Lemma [0, we can find a (not relabeled) subsequence such that
Qn — Q4 strongly in W12(€Qy, ) where Q4 minimizes £, over AY, o (€,). Since sing(Q,) # 0, we

deduce from Proposition [6.9 that sing(Qy) # 0, i.e., Qy is a spht solutlon
Step 2. Define

Ly := inf {E 4y : every minimizer of £, over A¥ o ' (£2¢) is torus for every £ > E_} ,
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and observe that it is indeed well defined and finite by Theorem [[4] (as the set above is not
empty). Clearly, ¢ > ¢; by definition of ¢;. Interchanging the roles of split and torus, _Wwe can
argue exactly as in the previous step to infer that there exists a minimizer of £, over A™,. o) (Q4,)

which is split (assume by contradiction it does not exist, then use Proposition [6.8 and Lemma 6.10]
along an increasing sequence ¢, — {5 to deduce that for some ¢ > 0, every minimizer of £y over
Asy(,rf; (Q) is torus for €5 > £ > ¢35 — &, hence contradicting the definition of ¢3). The existence of a

torus minimizer of £, over A¥ Qi (Q4,) also follows as in Step 1. We consider a strictly decreasing
sequence £, — {5 and correspondmg torus minimizers of £, over A® g’n) (Qg,). By LemmalG.I0 and

Proposition[6.8] we can extract a subsequence strongly converging in VV1 2(€y, ) toward a minimizer
over Ag](fz) (¢,) which must by be torus. O

6.4. Symmetry breaking in intermediate cylinders. We complete this section exploiting
Theorem to show that a symmetry breaking occurs for intermediate cylinders of thickness ¢
close to the critical values £; and ¢5. As in Corollary 513} it relies on the full regularity of global
energy minimizers [I1, Theorem 1.1] among nonsymmetric competitors, and on the continuity of
the energy infimum with respect to the thickness of the cylinder stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 6.11. Let h > 0 and p > 0 be fixzed with h > 2p. For a smoothed cylinder Qf’gyp, let Qg)
be its homeotropic boundary data given by (2.4). The functions

¢ € (2p, +00) > Val(f) := inf {EA(Q, ¢h,) Qe Ay (@’gp)}
and
(€ (2p,+00) > VaI¥™ () i= inf {£2(Q, €},) : Q € AV 5 (ch,)}
are continuous.
Proof. Let £,, — £, be an arbitrary converging sequence satifying with ¢,, > 2p and £, > 2p. Apply-
ing the Direct Method of Calculus of Variations, we can find for each n a map @Q,, € AQS’") (Qﬁ?m )
and Q. € AQS*)(QZP) such that EA(Qn,Qf’gmp) = Val(¢,) and SA(Q*,QZ’,)) = Val(4,) (see [11]).

Now, we consider the sequence of equivariant biLipschitz homeomorphisms &, (‘Ih o (‘IL}* .

from the proof of Lemma [G.I0] recalling that their biLipschitz constants go to 1 as n — oo and
that Q") o &1 = Q\) for all n € N.

We set @n =Qno®t e AQS*)(QZP) and @n =Q,0®, c Afo”)(QZL,p)' Then, ([GI6) and
energy minimality yield

Val(l.) < Ex(Qn, €. ) < Cuéa(Qn, €L, ) = CyVal(ly,)
< Cubx(Qn. €}, ) < C2EN(Q4, €L ) = C2Val(L.)

for a constant C,, — 1 as n — oo. Hence, lim,, Val({,) = Val({,.) showing that Val is continuous
at £,. The same argument applies to Val**™ since the ®,,’s are equivariant. O

Corollary 6.12. Under the assumptions (and notations) of Theorem[L1, there exists § > 0 such
that

Val(f) < Valsym(f) VYl e [fo,& + (5) U (52 — 0,00 + (5) .
In particular, for £ € (Lo, 01 + 6) U (b2 — 6,05 + &), any minimizer of Ex over AQu) (Q;}p) 15 not
A4

St-equivariant and there exists infinitely many minimizers.

Proof. By [11, Theorem 1.1], any map realizing Val({) is smooth. By definition of ¢y, ¢1, and ¢o
(see Theorem [LH), for each £ € [{y, £1]U{{l2} there exists a singular map realizing Val®™ (¢). Hence
Val(£) < Val®™™(¢) for every £ € [{p,¢1] U {{2}. By the continuity of Val and Val®™ provided by
Lemma [6.1T] it follows that Val < Val™™ in a neighborhood of [€y, £1]U{¢2}. Then the orbit under

the S'-action of a minimizer provides infinitely many other minimizers. (I
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APPENDIX A. UNIQUENESS OF 2D-MINIMIZERS FOR A SMALL

The aim of this appendix is to complete the proof of Theorem.2T], showing that the minimizer of
the 2D-LdG energy E in the class .Asﬁym (D) is unique whenever A > 0 small enough. According to
Proposition 4.6 the claim holds for A = 0 where the harmonic map ug given by (£19) is the unique
minimizer even without the symmetry constraint. In Theorem [A3] we shall prove that the same
unconstrained uniqueness holds for every A > 0 sufficiently small, and therefore in the restricted
class Asﬁym (D) as well. Our argument is inspired by the recent interesting paper [22] addressing
a similar question for minimizers of the 2D-LdG energy in a more elaborated asymptotic analysis
without the norm constraint.

We start with the following preliminary result (recall that the constant A, > 0 is defined in
Theorem [[.2)).

Lemma A.l. Let ug € Ag given by @I9), X € [0, \), and u) any minimizer of E\ over the
class Agr (D). The family {ur}o ycre C%(D;S*) is bounded, and uy — us in C*(D) as A — 0.

Proof. By Proposition and the minimality of each uy, we have

Eo(us) < EO(U,\) < EA(UA) < EA(US) Ango(us)-

The family {ux},_ )2, is thus bounded in Wh2(D). Each W2-weak limit u, along an arbitrary
sequence A, — 0 belongs to .»ZWH(D) and satisfies Eo(us) < Eo(u*) < Eo(us), again by Propo-
sition and the weak lower semicontinuity of Eo. By uniqueness of ug in Proposition 8, we
deduce that u, = ug. In addition, Ey, (uy,) — Eo(us) also yields the strong W'2-convergence of
wy, toward ug as A, — 0.

To conclude the proof, it is enough to establish a C?(ID)-bound on u) since the embedding
C?[D) — CY(D) is compact and C*(D) € W2(D) is continuous. To obtain this C2-bound, we
rely on the regularity results from [I1] in three dimensions.

We consider a fixed cylinder C = D x (—1,1) and for each 2D-minimizer u) we consider the
boundary map vy € W12(9C;S?) as the trace of uy, the latter extended to the whole C indepen-
dently of x3. Clearly, uy € Wvlf (C;S*) and it is easy to see that it is indeed the unique minimizer
because of its EA—minimality for each 3 € (—1,1). Thus, we may apply the results in [I1] to infer
full interior regularity, i.e., that uy € C“(ID;S*), and the full boundary regularity up to the lateral
boundary 9D x (—1,1), so that uy € C¥(D;S*). Finally, as uyx — us in W2(D) and in turn
in Wh2(C) we can apply interior and boundary e-regularity results on the whole family {u,}, as
the scaled energy on balls centered at # € D x {0} can be made uniformly small for A > 0 small
enough, to derive uniform C?-bounds for the minimizers {uy,} for A > 0 small enough. O

In order to discuss the uniqueness property of uy, we first recall that its energy minimality and
smoothness properties yield the criticality condition

~ [d~ (uA+t¢

E\(®;uy) == 7 )] = /D (—AuA — |Vu>\|2 uy + )\VtanW(uA)) - Pdr=0,

|U)\—|—1f(1)| =0
(A1)

together with the positivity of the second variation

d? ~ (’M)\thq)
A

E(®; = |— R
A (@) Llﬁ lux + L0

ﬂ = / VD2 = |Vuxr 2|7 P+ AD?W (uy)Bp.Bp da, (A.2)
t=0 D
defined for ® € C*(D;R & C @ C) with @7 := @ — uy(uy - P) denoting the tangential component
of @ along wy.

The following lemma guarantees injectivity of for the linearization of equations (A.)), i.e., strict
positivity of the quadratic forms (A.2)) for A > 0 small enough.

Lemma A.2. Let us € Ag be as in ([EI9), A € [0, ) and uy be any minimizer of E\ over the
class Ag_(D). Then there exists mo > 0 such that

/ V¢ — [VusPI¢? di > mo / Ve[ de, (A3)
D D
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for any ¢ € W&’Q(D;R @Ca®C). As a consequence, for A = 0 small enough we have
E'A’ / V| da (A.4)

for any ® € Hy = {\IIGWOI’Q(D;REB(C@(C):\Il-u,\EO}.

Proof. In view of (IE:QI) we have ug(z) = (fo(r), fi(r)e??, f2(r)e???), where z = re’® € D and
fo(r) = :i—lg < —1 in D. Since ug is a harmonic map we have —Afy = |Vus|® fo, where [Vug|? =

(1163;4)2 is bounded in D.
Since every ¢ € C§°(D;R @ C & C) can be written as = fo& for some £ € C5°(D;R & C @ C),

a classical integration by parts argument using the equation for fy gives

1
/IVCIQ*IVUSIQICIde:/IVfol2 €17 + £3 V€] = |Vus ] f51€) dz + 5 /Vfo V¢ da =
D D

/IVfo|2|€|2+f§|V€|2—IVUS|2f§|§|2dfc—/Afo|£|2fo+IVfo|2|§|2d:v=/f§|V§|2 dz .
D D D

The previous identity extends by density to any ¢ € VVO1 ’2(]]]); R @ Ca® C) (correspondingly, to any
£ e Wy (D;R & C @ C)), so that in particular F(¢) := Io IV¢]? — |Vus|? [¢|2dz > 0 whenever
¢#0.
Now we set
o, = inf{F ), |[¢le2 =1, e W, *(D;REC @ C)}.
By the direct method in the Calculus of Variations it is easy to check that o, is attained and it is

nonnegative. Moreover, the previous observation shows that actually o, > 0 because of the norm
constraint. Thus, for any ¢ € Wol’Q(D; R@ Ca C) we have

/ V¢ = [Vus? ¢ dz > / o> —2 / Vus|? [¢[? dr
. TasTs

so that for 7 := %y > 0 and mg == 5 inequality (A.3) follows.

Finally, inequality (A-4) follows easﬂy from (A3). Indeed, for A > 0 small enough to be chosen
later and ® € H,, so that ® = &7, (A2) can be rewritten and estimated as follows:

EY (®;uy) = / VO — |Vus* | @ + (|Vus|> — |[Vux|?)|®[2 + AD*W (u))® - @ da
D

>mo/|vq>|2 d — (|||Vus|2—|Vu,\|2||Loo(D)+)\|\D2W(-)||Lw(g4))/|<I>|2d:z:.
D D

Then, applying 2D-Poincaré inequality the lower bound ((A4) follows from the C!-convergence in
Lemma [A] for A > 0 small enough. O

We are finally ready for the main result of the appendix.

Theorem A.3. Let A € [0,\.) and ux a minimizer for the energy E,\ over the class .Zg_( ).
Then for A sufficiently small the minimizer is unique. As a consequence, uy is St-equivariant and
it is the unique minimizer of E\ over the class Asym (D).

Proof. We aim to show that for all pairs of minimizers uy, vy — ug we have ||[uy — vy|/r2 = 0 for
every A > 0 small enough. The main ingredient in the proof is equation (A) in Lemma [A2]
i.e., the uniform strict positivity of the second variation Ef\’(, uy) along tangent vector fields in
VVO1 2 for A > 0 small enough. Once uniqueness holds, then S'-equivariance of uy obviously follows
and in turn its minimality in the subclass j;yﬁm (D), because of the invariance property of jgﬁ(]]]))
under the S'-action, namely, (R * u)(z) := Ru(R'z)R® for any (u,R) € jgﬁ(D) x S, combined
with constancy of the energy functional E\ along its orbits.

We start by decomposing vy along uy as vy = wuy + wy, where in turn the difference wy is
pointwise decomposed into its tangential and its orthogonal part along uy, i.e.,

T 1 L
U\ = Uy +wy +wy, wy =

[(vxn —up) -uplun, wi :=wy—wy. (A.5)
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From now on we assume that |wy| < 1/4 uniformly on D, which is always the case for A small
enough by Lemma [A1l Note that |wy|? + |wl|*> = Jwy|> = —2uy - wy = 2|wy|, whence |wy| =

1fmandinturnwj‘:u>\(*1+m)'

Combining the uniform convergence and C'-bounds from Lemma [AJ] with (A5]),we see that
the following pointwise inequalities hold uniformly on D for every A > 0 small enough (the symbol
< will mean inequality up to multiplicative constants independent of A), namely,

oy | S [l P <1/4,  [Vux| S wX] (wi] + [Vugl) , Jwil=fwsl,  |[Vwi] < [Vws] +[wal-
(A.6)

In view of (A1) and ([A2), it is convenient to extend W to a degree-zero homogeneous function

of Re&@C @ C\ {0} and to introduce the following operator,

Ei[U] = —AV — VU2 ¥ + ADW(¥), ¥eC*D;ReCaoC\{0}), (A.7)

together with its formal linearization at u), namely,
B [uy]® = 7A<I)f|Vu,\|2<1)72(Vu,yV(I))u;nL)\DQW(uA)CI), o € C*(D;R&CEC)NH,, (A8)
so that by (AJ)), (A2) and pointwise orthogonality we have

B (®;uy) = / Ei[ua] - ®dx,  EY(Diuy) = / E"[uy]® - ® da . (A.9)
D D
for any ® € C2(D; R&C®HC)NH,y. Notice that DW (uy)-® = Vian W (1)) - ® and D2W (uy)®- & =
D?anW(uA)@ - ® whenever ® is tangent to S* at uy but, although these terms could be easily
computed from (4] and (1)), exact formulas are irrelevant, as for our purposes the corresponding
contributions will be negligible as A — 0.
Since both uy and vy are solutions, we have E}[vy] = Fj[us] = 0, hence for wy = wi‘ + w{ =
vy — uy as above and ® = wl € C?*(D;R @ C @ C) N H,y, from (AT)-(AS) we infer

0= / (B [03] — E}[us]) - wldz = / (B4 [oa] F B} Jus + oT] F B us]u] — Ei[us]) - wldz,
D D

so that
/ Vunwl - wlde = T=1II+1IT:=
D

/ (—=EA\[ux +wa] + E4Jux +w)]) - wi da —|—/ (EA[un] + EX[un]w) — E5[ux 4+ wy]) - w) dz.
D D

Combining (A9), (A4) and Poincaré inequality we obtain ||w? ||, . < I, with uniform constant

for A small enough. Thus, in order to conclude it is enough to show that 17+ 111 < o(1)[jwl ||3,,
as A — 0, to obtain w] =0 and in view of (A6) also wy =0, i.e., vy = uy for A small enough.
Concerning 111, an elementary calculation gives

Bl [un] + E{ [ux]w] — E\[uy + wi] = )\(DW(U,\) + DQW(U,\)UJ{ — DW(U,\ + w{))
|2

— |Vu>\|2 Uy — |Vu>\|2w§ — 2(V’LL)\ . sz)u,\ + |V(u,\ + wz) (ux + wz) =

)\(DW(u,\) + D*W (ux)wl — DW (uy + wf)) + Q(V’u,\ : wa)w{ + ’waf (ux +wy ).

Using the uniform C'-bounds for uy, vy and wy together with Taylor’s theorem on DW we easily
obtain the pointwise bound
2 2
|EXfua] + EX[ualwy — Effun +wy]] S (14 X) [wi|” + [Vuy ],

so that for A < 1 small enough we obtain 171 < [|w] | g ||w] %12 = o(1)||w]]|Z/12 as A — 0
because of Lemma [AJ] and (A.6).
Concerning 11, another simple calculation leads to

—E\[ux +wa] + E\[ux + wz] = Awi‘ + )\(DW(U,\ +wy) — DW (uy + w{))

+(2V(’u,\ +wi) - Vwy + ’VwﬂQ)v,\ + |V (ux + w{)’wa .
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In view of this last identity, the resulting terms in 11 can be pointwise estimated as follows. Since

wy = uy (—1 +4/1— |w{|2), by orthogonality we also have

Awy -wl = (—1+\/1—|w§|2) Auy - w] +2 (V (—1—}—\/1— |w§|2) -Vu,\> wy

so that the C?-bounds in Lemma [A]] together with (A6 yield
| Awy - wi| S JwX P (Jwl | + V], (A.10)

uniformly on D for A small enough.
Next, using the Lipschitz property of DW on compact sets in combination with (A6]) we have
the pointwise bounds

~

A(DW (ur +wy) = DW (u + wf)) - 0] Awi l[w]] S [w] [, (A.11)

uniformly on D for A\ < 1 small enough. Finally, the uniform C*-bound from Lemma [A1] together
with (AX6) also yield the pointwise bound

((QV(U,\ +wl) - Vwy + ‘wa\"Q)v,\ +|V(ur + wf)fwf\‘) -wl

Sl (IVwy |+ wy]) < Jwk P(lwX] + [Vwl]), (A.12)

uniformly on D for A small enough.
Collecting together (A10)-(AT2) we finally obtain the pointwise estimate

| (= EAlux +wa] + Bjux +wi]) - wy | S [w? (JwX] + [Vwx]) < [wx] (Jwx? +[Vwi]?) ,

so that integrating and arguing as above we easily obtain 1T < [|w] || £ ||w§||124,12 = 0(1)||w§||124,1,2
as A — 0, which completes the proof. O
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