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A COMPACTNESS THEOREM FOR FUNCTIONS ON POISSON POINT
CLOUDS

MARCO CAROCCIA

ABSTRACT. In this work we show a compactness Theorem for discrete functions on Pois-
son point clouds. We consider sequences with equibounded non-local p-Dirichlet energy:
the novelty consists in the intermediate-interaction regime at which the non-local energy is
computed.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we prove a compactness property for sequences of discrete functions defined
on Poisson point clouds. We show (Theorem 2.3) that a sequence with uniformly bounded
p-Dirichlet non-local energy admits a converging subsequence, in a suitable topology (see Def-
inition 2.2). Non local energies on discrete systems have been intensively treated, under the
variational point of view, in the last two decades, as a way of modelling several phenomena:
from fracture mechanics to image denoising and crystallization. Typical discrete variational
energies have their natural definition on regular or stochastic lattices (see for instance [5], [6],
(7], [11], [13], [14], [15], [18], [21], [22], [24], [3], [4] and references therein). In some situations
we need to account in the model for a randomness component. This leads towards a natural
extension of classical models on lattices to a more general point cloud framework. Among
other interesting features, variational energies on point clouds have been proposed also as
a tool to implement supervised or semi-supervised learning algorithms, clustering problem,
data denoising and image denoising (as a partial list of literature on the topic we refer the
reader to [19], [20], [26], [32], [33] and references therein).

We here consider point clouds as realizations of a random variable n called Poisson point
process (we refer to Subsection 2.2 for a detailed definitions). This formalism allows to account
for point clouds that are Poisson distributed, in the sense that

P(#(points in A) = m) = Po(vy|A|,m) = e_VA'(/y'il)m

where Po(t,m) is the probability mass function of the Poisson distribution of parameter t
(we refer to Definition 2.2 for a more accurate Definition of a Poisson point process). The
parameter vy is called the intensity of the process. By introducing a parameter £ we act on
the intensity of the process, obtaining a sequence of processes 7. whose realizations converge
(almost surely) to a continuum set as £ goes to 0 (in the sense that the normalized discrete
measure induced by the process 7., weak*-converges to the Lebesgue measure). For any
realization w of the process, and for € > 0, we have a point cloud 7. (w). For s. > 0 the energy
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at scale ¢ is then defined for u : 7.(w) — R on A C R? as:

d u — u\xr P
F(us A) 1= & = 0% (' (v) ”') . (1.1)
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Notice that the energy can be rephrased as

O N

% o yene(w): %
|z—y|<se
which express the fact that we are summing up the finite differences of u, up to a distance of
se: the scale of averaging. The scale {s.}c~¢ is taken as a sequence s — 0 that, here and in
the sequel, will satisfy the decay property:

.. Se
lim inf

B Z(log(e—9))1/d >0 (1.2)

with 8 < +o0.

The novelty of this work relies exactly in the assumption on the decay of s. in terms of
g, expressed by (1.2) with 0 < 8 < 4o0. The typical approach for energies defined on point
clouds (as for instance in [20], [23], [34], [35]) makes use of the hypothesis 5 = +o0o in order
to study the asymptotic behavior as ¢ — 0. In the long-range regime 8 = +00, the topology
of convergence is the strong one induced by the T'L! distance (see for instance [25] or [35]).
In contrast to the case = +oo we can consider the case f = 0. In the recent works [12],
[17] the authors deal with the short-range regime, where s. &~ Me or where nearest neighbors
interactions are the only interactions involved. In the short-range regime it is still possible,
at least in the planar case, to deduce the compactness of equibounded sequences (and thus
the asymptotic behavior of F.) but in a much weaker topology than the TL!'. In particular
the analysis that seems to be missing in literature, and that we aim to fill for what concerns
a compactness property, is when 0 < 8 < 400. As we state and prove in Theorem 2.3, when
0 < B8 < +00, sequences with equibounded energy will be compact in the topology yielding the
convergence of Definition 2.2: a stronger topology than the one accessible in the § = 0 case
but still weaker than the T'LP topology (attainable in the 8 = 400 case). These differences
in the underlying topologies, arising in the asymptotic behavior analysis, are related to the
different behavior of the stochastic geometry of the point cloud when looked at different scales.

The specialty of the comparison scale o, := 5log(5_d)1/ @ can be naively explained in this
way. Given a stochastic Poisson point process 7., and denoted by 7.(A) the number of points
of the point cloud that fall in A C R?, the expected value of n.(A) is (cf. Remark 2.1)

Al
E[ne(A)] ~ o
Thus, for a point = € 7., the expected number of point y € 7. that will interact with x at
scale s. is approximately s¢/z¢ (=~ n.(Bs.(z))). By invoking some well known properties of
Poisson distribution it is easy to see that the probability that a point x interacts, at a scale
Se, with either too much, or too few points is approximately

d d d

S 1ls _C, %€

b= P (n(B@) 225 o nBul@) < 55~
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Therefore depending on the behavior of s, compared to o. several phenomena can occur. If
Se >> 0. then p. tends to zero fast enough to guarantee that, almost surely, each point x
will always interact with approximately s¢/e¢ points, resulting in no lack of information when
approaching the continuum limit as ¢ — 0. This is precisely the approach that has been
implemented in [20], [25] to investigate energies on point clouds and that allows to deduce
convergence in TLP. If s, ~ Me then p. ~ e~ %M and thus we expect to see a fixed per-
centage of points that have the wrong number of interactions at scale Me resulting in a loss
of information. In particular, a uniform bound on the energy F., might not contain enough
information to deduce convergence, up to a subsequence, in a strong topology. Heuristically
speaking, the geometry of the point cloud at this scale, becomes closely related to the geome-
try of perforated domains: all the points with few interactions act as holes in the domain. For
the planar case, in [12] and [17], a fine analysis of the geometry of the point clouds, and the
identification of regular subclusters, is required in order to describe the asymptotic behavior
of F-. In the intermediate-regime, given by (1.2), the probability p. ~ 48 vanishes as ¢ — 0,
but not fast enough to guarantee that any point x will be well connected to its neighbors at
scale s. (as in the case § = +00). However it is still fast enough to deduce that the number of
wrong points remains under control (see Proposition 3.7). This is now similar to the study of
energies on perforated domain, where we have some controls on the size of the holes (see for
instance [8], [16]). In this sense we can deduce convergence, up to subsequences, in a stronger
way than in the case § = 0 but in a weaker sense than in the case f = 4o00.

The paper is organized as follows. We briefly introduce the main ingredient of our analysis
and the main Theorem 2.3 in Section 2. We then proceed to the study of the stochastic
geometry of a general realization of the Poisson point process in Section 3. Technically this
analysis is implemented in this way: we divide R¢ in boxes of size s. and we consider the
family of “bad boxes” that contains either too few or too many points. We show an upper
bound on the number of these boxes (Proposition 3.7) and on the volume of each connected
component of the union of the boxes (Lemma 3.6). Finally, in Section 4, we present the proof
of our main result 2.3. For u. : - N1 Q) — R we consider the averaged function

= ey 2 YW

TENe szs (I)

where Qs_(I) does not belong to the set of “bad boxes”. We then have a function

ie(x) == > ullg, (@)

Qs.(I) not a
“bad box”

We use the results of Section 3, on the stochastic geometry of the process, to build an extension
operator that extends the function 4. also on the “bad boxes” by keeping under control the
finite differences (Lemma 4.6). We then use a compactness Theorem for functions on lattices
to prove compactness for the extended functions. Notice that this argument fails as soon as
we loose control on the size of the family of bad boxes, namely if 3 = 0.

Acknowledgment. The author is grateful to Professor Andrea Braides for the many fruitful
discussions on the topics here contained. The author is grateful also to the anonymous referee
for his/her very precise report and for all the observations that helped enrich the contribution
here contained.
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2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULT

2.1. General notation. Given z = (x1,...,z,) € R, r > 0 we denote by
Qr(x):=[x1 =721 +72] X ... X [Xy — /2,21 + 7/2]

the closed cube centered at x and with side length . When r = 1 and zg = 0 we simply
write ). For a Borel set E, the notation |FE| stands for the Lebesgue measure of E. For a
discrete set S := {a,b,c,...} the notation #(S) stands for the cardinality of S. We will set,
for A C R¢,

Ts(A) := {J € sZ8n A}.
The notation 14(x) stands for the characteristic function of the set A. In all the estimates

that follow, C will be a constant independent of the crucial quantities under analysis and
that might change from line to line.

2.2. Poisson point process. Given a probability space (€2, F,P), a point process is a random
variable 77 : Q — N(R?), where N4 (R?) is the space of simple measures of R?

N,(RY) : {25%

neN

{zn}nen € RY any family of distinct points x,, # y, k # n}

In particular, for any w € Q, we have that n(w) is a measure concentrated on a countable
family of points. A Poisson point processes, or Poisson point cloud, of intensity «y is a point
process 7 :  — N4 (R?) such that

a) for all k£ € N it holds P(n¥(A) = k) := 6*7|A‘%;
b) for all By, ..., By essentially disjoint borel sets, the random variable X; : @ — N,
Xj(w) :=n(w)(Bj) are independent.

For further details on Poisson point processes we refer the reader to [28]. Given 7 a Poisson
point process we define

1e(w)(B) = n(w)(c ™' B).

Notice that 7. is just a Poisson point process with intensity ve~?. Also, for any realization,

spt(1e(w)) = espt(n(w)).
We write, with a slight abuse of notation, x € 7.(w), meaning x € spt(n.(w)).

Remark 2.1. Observe that, for a generic Borel set A C RY,

= f KP(n:(A) = el Z R AD

e Ale d\A|Z _d|A|)
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2.3. p-Dirichlet energy. Given a Poisson point cloud 7 : Q — N (R?) with intensity v and
{sc}e>0 & sequence converging to zero, we consider the p-Dirichlet energy on A of u : n.(w) —
R, at scale s. to be

P )=t Y farad, u(@)

zen: (w)NA

Ed u(y) — u(x p
£ €
yEne (w)NBs. (x)

In the sequel we omit to specify the dependence of F and 7. on the realization when there is
no ambiguity.

where

2.4. Main result. For z € n we consider the Voronoi cell to be
V(esn) :={y e R4 ||y —z| <|y—z| forall z€n\ {r}}.
For a function u. : n-NQ — R we set 4. : Ve(n:) NQ — R

Ue(x) := Z e (Y) Ly (yin.) (€)-
yENNQ
Set
= {xen : WmV(xin) > a, diam(V(x;n) < o'}
being

In(E) := sup{there exists B, C E}.
r>0

We refer the reader to Figure 2.1. The subcloud 7, has been firstly introduced in [17], where
the authors derive the continuum limit of an interface-type energy on Poisson point clouds.

For ai,e > 0 we set also ¢ := (1)z)ae, (observe that n% = en®) and, for a general subcloud
of points ¥ C 7., we define

V:(9) == U V(z;ne).
zed
We are in the position to introduce the next Definition.

Definition 2.2 (Convergence). We say that a sequence u. Ly win A if for any o > 0 it
holds

lim |Ue — u|P dz = 0.
=20y (e)na

With this notion of convergence we state our main result.
Theorem 2.3. Let {u: : 1. — R}.>0. Let A D Q be any open set containing Q) and assume

that s is a sequence satisfying (1.2). Then for almost all realization w € Q) the following
holds. Suppose that

sup ¢ F(ues A) + > ue(x)Pe? p < foo. (2.1)
>0 zEN: (W)NQ
Then there exists a subsequence {uc, ynen C {uc}yeso and a function u € WP(Q) such that

Ug,, s uin Q for all g < p, in the sense of Definition 2.2.
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FIGURE 2.1. An illustration of a Poisson point cloud 7n.(w) on the left. On
the right an illustration of V.(n) (generated by a sub-cluster n%) depicted in
dark grey.

Remark 2.4. Notice that, since the energy is non local, to have compactness on ) we need
some control also on the interactions between = € Q,y € Q¢ with |x — y| < s.. This is why
we require that the energy bound in (2.1) to hold on a slightly bigger open set A D Q. As
it will be clear from the proof, Theorem 2.3 holds as well if we replace the cube @) with a
generic open set.

3. STOCHASTIC GEOMETRY OF THE POINT CLOUD

For any realization w, given s > 0 and 0 < k¥ < 1 a parameter we set

d

S Sd
7:4(Q) = {J € 2@+ |w)@() - 25| 2 1% (3.)

Eiw):= (J Q). (3:2)
73°(Q)

The next Lemma is a standard concentration inequality for random variables (see for instance
[10, Corollary 2.11]). Again we will omit the dependence on w to lighten the notation.

Lemma 3.1 (Cramer-Chernoff concentration bounds). If X is a random variable with Pois-
son distribution then

P(IX — E[X]| > £) < exp (_@jﬁ) .

We also employ the well-known Borel-Cantelli Lemma (see [29]).

Lemma 3.2 (Borel-Cantelli Lemma). If {E, C Q},en is a sequence of events such that

Z P(E,) < +o0

neN
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then

n—-+o0o

+oo
P <limsupEn) =P ﬂ U Ep | =0.

Remark 3.3 (Chebishev inequality). Given X : Q — R a random variable, a useful way to
estimate the probability of the event A := {w € Q : X (w) > t} is the so-called Chebishev
inequality

E[X]

P(4) = /A aPw) < 7 /A X () dB(w) < /Q X () dB(w) = =

Let {X; : J € Zs(R%)} be a countable family of independent Bernoulli random variables
taking value X; = 1 with probability p. The probability P, is defined

Py( Xy, =1,..., Xy =1):=p"
and then extended to the o-algebra generated by the cylinders
A(Jy, ... k) ={Xn=1,..., X, =1}
Definition 3.4. We say that a subset of indexes J C Z,(R?) is path connected if for any

J,J' there exists a family (called a path in J), {J1,...,Jip} with

a) JJy=J, Jpy=J;
b) Jie J foralli=1,...k;
C) |Ji—Ji+1|zsforallizl,...,k—l.

For J C Z5(Q), J € J the set
U(J):={J €J : J'is connected to J through a path in J}

is called the connected component of J C Is(R?) containing J. Clearly if J' € U(J) then
U(J') =U(J) (see Figure 4.1).

We will also employ the following Bernoulli bond percolation result. Lemma 3.5 summarizes
a combination of standard results in Bernoulli bond percolation theory (see [1], [2], [9], [27],
[31]). We underline that the choice of the origin J = 0 in the following statement plays no
role. In particular (3.3),(3.4) remain valid for a generic J.

Lemma 3.5. Let {X; : J € Z,(RY)} be a countable family of independent Bernoulli random
variables taking value Xy = 1 with probability p. Then if p < p.(d), being p. a critical
value depending on the dimension only, the set {J € T,(R%) : X; = 0} is almost surely path
connected. Moreover, there exists 1, depending on p only such that, setting U(0) to be the
(possibly empty) connected component of {J € T,(R?) : X; = 1} containing J = 0, it holds

P,(#(U(0)) > N) < e N for all N > 1. (3.3)
Finally for all p < p'.
Pp(#(U(0)) > N) < Py (#(U(0)) > N). (3.4)

We now prove a statistical estimate which allows us to obtain information on those regions
of the point cloud having the wrong number of interactions.
7



Lemma 3.6. Suppose that

. €
limsup — = 0.
e—+oo Se

Then there exists a subsequence {ey }nen and a constant A such that almost surely the following
hold. For all k € (0,1) we can find ny (depending on k and the realization only) for which
(setting for shortness s, = s, ), Ls, (Q)\ I (Q) is path connected for any n > ng and it holds

sup {#(U) : U conn. comp. of I} (Q)} < Alog(s;t) for all n > ny. (3.5)

Proof. For any J € I (Q) consider U(J) to be the (possibly empty) connected component
of 7 (Q) containing J. Setting, for J € Z,_(Q),

_ 1 ifJEIg”E(Q)
Xji= { 0 otherwise. (3.6)

we have, by invoking Lemma 3.1, that

I

IsY

2&2
1+k

s
S

ps(”) = P(X,af = 1) <e

In particular, for any x > 0, p.(k) — 0. Thus, for any x we can find €9 = £¢(k, d) such that
p(k) < po < pe(d) and Z, (@) \ Zf (Q) is almost surely path connected for all ¢ < go. In
particular

By () (#(U(0)) > N) < By ((U(0)) > N) < e,

for some 1p,. Fix A’ > d and consider the subsequence {e,, }nen such that

i 1
3? d < —-
" n

Setting s, := s.,, let us then consider the events

Ay = {w €Q : exists J € T, (Q) s.t. #(U(J)) > ;vlog(snl)} .

Po
Then
P(A,) <P | <SweQ: #UW) = Allog(snl)}
JETs, (Q) Uro
< Y P({w €0 #AUW)) > Allog(snl)}>
JETs, (Q) Uro
A/
= Py () (#(U(J)) > wlog(3n1)>
JETon (Q) PO

< sNu(T, (Q) < CsN < on 2.

By invoking Borel-Cantelli Lemma 3.2 we conclude that the probability that A, occurs infin-
A/

itely many time is 0. Thus, naming A := Do W conclude. ([l
0
We will also make use of the following Proposition, providing bounds on the cardinality of

75 (Q) (up to select a subsequence {&, }nen)-
8



Proposition 3.7. Let s. be a sequence satisfying
.. Se -

Then the following hold:
a) If 8 > ﬁ, there exists 0 < kg < 1 and a subsequence {e,}nen such that, setting
Sn = Se,,, for all ko > k < 1 and almost surely we can find ng for which

#(Zg (Q)) =0 for all n > n;

b) If0 < g < ﬁ there exist two constants kg > 0, go > 0 depending on [3,d,~y only and

a subsequence {ep}nen such that, setting s, = se,, for all kg < k < 1 and almost
surely we can find ng for which
00

#(Zs (Q)) < Zid for all n > ny.

n

Proof. Set 0. := elog(e~%)". We can select a subsequence such that, setting 8, = § — +

n?
Op = Og, , We have
Sn > PBn0n-
Notice that (cf. Remark 2.1)

E[ne(Qs(J))]

s
'Y€d~
In particular, Lemma 3.1 yields

pn =P (!nsn(an(J)) — E[n., (Qs, ()] > ”72%) = oxp <_ &= §>

227y _agd Bidy 257
< exp <—(1 R loge,, Pn ) = €n a+e)

Set, for J € Z;, (Q)

wn | 1 i JeZf (Q)

Xy '_{ 0 otherwise. (3.8)
Notice that each Xj’n is a Bernoulli random variable attaining value 1 with probability p,
and 0 with probability 1 — p,, (Here we are omitting the dependence of p,, on k to lighten the
notation). Setting then

Ty= Y, Xj"=#(I5(Q)
J€Ls, (Q)

we have that

gﬁg‘“(fi)
E[T7] = #(Zs,(Q))pn < CnT

n

for a constant C' depending on the dimension only (that in the sequel may vary from line to
line). Setting

25
d
Qn(/{) = Bnd7(1 + KJ)
the previous estimate writes
. ggn(”)
E[TrF) <C <



Proof of assertion a). If 3¢ > % then, for some ng, 8¢ > % for n > ng. Then, for some
0 < ko < 1 we have g, (ko) > d whenever n > ng. Also recalling that, from the very definition

. d 1 ,Bd
of o, it holds that (j—z) > n__ we have

6@n("io)_d
E[T;°] < C"——-.
log(en™)

Consider the subsequence {&,, }jen such that

(0j(ro)—d)/2 _ 1
571]'] 0 Sﬁ

where we abbreviate g; := gy, for the sake of clarity. Define the events
g ei(r0)=d)/2
Aj(ko) i =we : THw)> %,
3 (£) MO log(ent)
Then Chebishev inequality (cf. Remark 3.3) yields
< Celeitro)=d)/2 C%'

K —1
E[T5]log(ey, )
6(@;‘(H(})—d)/2 i j

nj

P(Aj(r0)) <

In particular
ZP(Aj(HQ)) < +o0.
jeN

Borel-Cantelli Lemma 3.2 now implies that

P| () U Am(ko) | =0.

JENmM>3

Set == Q\ Njeny U Am (ko). We now observe that if w € Q' then there exists jo such

that
S’Eﬁj(lio)—d)/2
#(Z30 (Q) < ———

J log(en; )
Since 0j(ko) — d > 0 we conclude that
#(Z:° (Q)) =0 for all j big enough.
J

for all j > jo.

Since, for £ > ko we have I (Q) C Z° (Q) we conclude the proof of assertion a).
J J

Proof of assertion b). If 0 < 5% < % we have (for all n big enough)

d RQ
d > on(K) > (g) d7(12+/<;) =o(k) >0

for all x € (0,1) and then

gﬁ(”)
E[TF] <C <



Fix s € (0,1) and consider the subsequence {ey, }jen such that
1
o2 < 1
J
We define the events

o(r0)/2
Aj(ko) = {w €Q : T (w) > i i }

Then Chebishev inequality (cf. Remark 3.3) again yields

E[T70]s¢ ; 1
B(4;(m0)) < — s < C=RfP < .
n;
In particular
S B(4;(s0)) < +oc.
JEN

By invoking again Borel-Cantelli Lemma 3.2 we achieve

Pl () U An(ko) | =0.

JENmM2>j

Set Q" := O\ Njeny Upms; Am (ko). We now observe that if w € Q" then there exists jo such
that

o(ro0)/2
#(T57(Q)) < for all j > jo.
J n
Since, for £ > ko, we have Z (Q) C Zf° (Q) we conclude by setting g := o(x0)/2. O
J J

4. PROOF OF COMPACTNESS THEOREM 2.3

Let us introduce some notation needed in the proof of the extension Lemma 4.6. Given
U C J a connected component of a subfamily of indexes J C Z,_(Q) we denote

U = {J €T (Q\T |37 €U :0Qu(J)N0Qs.(J) #0}.

Notice that we allow also paths that can walk in diagonal, since our energy allows us to control
also the diagonal direction. In particular, for J € Z,_(Q) we define the set of neighbors of J
as

Ne(J) = {J" € (Q3s.(J) \ {J}) N L:.(Q)}.

Definition 4.1 (diagonal paths). We say that t(J, J') = {J1,..., Jx} C Z;.(Q) is a diagonal
path connecting J to J' if J; = J, Jy =J and J;iy1 € N.(J;) foralli=1,... k— 1.

Motivated by Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 3.7, we introduce the notion of controlled sub-
family of indexes { T, C Is, (Q) }nen-

Definition 4.2. Let {sy}nen be a vanishing sequence. We say that {7, C Z,, (Q) }nen is a
controlled subfamily of indezes if there exists ng € N, gy € (0,1), A € Ry universal constants
such that the following are in force for all n > ng:

a) Zs, (Q) \ Jn is path connected in the sense of Definition 3.4;

b) there exists 0 < gg < 1 such that #(J,)s? < s2;

c) for each connected component U C [, it holds #(U) < Alog(s,,1).
11
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FIGURE 4.1. On the left: The percolation properties of Zf (Q) stated in
Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 3.7. On the right: a depiction of a diagonal path
tou, a connected component U = U(J) of Zf (Q) and the boundary oU(J).

Remark 4.3. Up to extract a subsequence, by combining Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 3.7 we
can ensure that (for a suitable ) the family J,, = Z¢ (Q) is a controlled subfamily of index
(we refer the reader to Figure 4.1).

Lemma 4.4. Let {J,}nen be a controlled subfamily of indexes. There exists a universal
constant C' such that for any U C T, connected component of Ty, and for any J,J' € U,
we can find a diagonal path tay(J,J) C OU such that

#(tou (J, ") < C#(0U). (4.1)
Proof. Observe that the set
EU) = J Qs ()
JeU

is connected and simply connected due to properties a), b), ¢) of Definition 4.2. In particular
the set OF(U) is connected and thus connected by arc. Fix J, J € QU and pick

2y €0Q, (J)NOBU), yy € 0Qs, (J)NIEU).

Consider then an arc 7 : [0,1] — 0E(U) such that 7(0) = x5, 7(1) = 3. Since 7 € OE(U)
we can find Jy,...,Jx € OU, t1,...,tx € (0,1) such that J; = J, Jp = J and 7(¢t) € Qs, (J;)
for t € (ti,t;+1). By eventually reducing loops and repetition, without loss of generality we
can assume that 7 is a simple arc and do not passes through each J; more than once. Now
by defining toy(J, J') :== {J1,..., Jx}, by construction we have that tyy is a diagonal path.
The bound (4.1) is also immediate. t

Remark 4.5. Notice that, if property a) of Definition 4.2 fails then Lemma 4.4 is, in general,
false.

Lemma 4.6 (An extension Lemma). Let {sy}nen be a vanishing sequence. Let {J, C
Zs, (Q) bnen be a controlled subfamily of indexes in the sense of Definition 4.2. Then, for
12



any sequence of functions {uy : Zs, (Q) \ Jn — RT }pen such that

sup }: |t (J) = up (J')|Psd7P + §j [un (J)|Psd b < +o0 (4.2)
neN et (@\Tn JET o (Q\Tn
J'€Ng,, (J)

we can find a sequence of extended functions {Tuy, : Zs, (Q) — Rt },en such that

Tun =up, onZs,(Q)\ Tn
and for all g < p

sup S [Tun(J) = Tun ()% 4+ D [Tun ()|l p < +oc. (4.3)
neN |y ez, (@) JET, (Q)
|J—=J'|=sn

Remark 4.7. Notice that we assume a bound (4.2) involving interaction also in diagonal
directions and we conclude a control on the energy of T'u,, (4.3) in terms of nearest neighbors.
Bound (4.3) could, in principle, be improved to a bound involving the full family of neighbors
N, (J) (consistently with (4.2)) by carrying a careful analysis of the diagonal interactions of
Tuy,’s. However, as clarified by Lemma 4.8, bound (4.3) is already strong enough to conclude
compactness for the sequence T'u,,.

Proof. We set, for U a connected component of 7,,:

() = o 3 un().

#(0U) Jedu
We then set
_ual) T ET(Q\ T,
Tun(J) = { (up)y  if J € U, for some U connected component of 7. (4:4)

We now estimate the energy of Tu,,.

S TuD) = Tun()Ps <0 S fun(d) — ()50

J,J' €L, (Q) JJ'€Ls, (QN\Tn
|J—=J|=5n |J—=J'|=5n

+C Y Y un() = (ua)ul%s (4.5)
UcIn JedU

connected
component

Let us treat the second sum separately. Fix U C J,, a connected component and observe, by
considering the paths given by Lemma 4.4, that

1
— q,d—q _ V9 ¢4—q
2 bunl) — (el < Sy 3 )~
1 _ _
< Zmy 2 (#Eao(LINT > lun(D) = a1y
J,J'€dU Ietoy (J,J') I' €Zs,, (Q)\Tn:

I'eN., (I)
13



q/p

C _ dp_),
< o o (tant ) S funld) = un(I)Psd
J7J/68U Iet@U(‘]vjl) IIGISTL (Q)\Jn
I'€Ne, (1)
a/p
d(p—q)
Con S GtarL )Y Y D) - ua )P
> #(6 ) U n n n
J,J'edu Ietoy (J,J') | I'€Zsy, (Q)\Tn:
I'€Ne,, (1)
where we applied Jensen’s inequality with the function z — zP/9. Call
Fu,(I) := Z |t (1) — (I [PsEP.
I/GISn (Q)\jn
I,eNEn (I)
Then, an application of Holder’s inequality yields
d(p—q)
Csp ? nya—1 a/p
Z [un(J) — (un)ul?sy, 1 < W Z (#(tou (J, J")) Z (Eun(1))
Jeou J,J'edU Ietyy (J,J")
d(p—q) a/p
sn ¥ _14P=q
: C#n(aU) > FHtou (L, T) T > Buu(I)
J,J' edU Ietyy (J,J")
d(p—q) p a/p
<Csp 7 #OU)T [ Y Bun(I :
1eoU
In the last inequality we applied (4.1). In particular, by applying again Holder inequality
TS ) - ol
UcJn JeoU
connected
component

q/p
)

<o S #EU)TE (Z Eun(I

UCTn leoU
connected
component
p—gq
™ qa/p
d(p—q) pg
<sp > #U)rat SN Bu(h)
UCJTn UcJdn 1e€0U
connected connected
component component

14



By assumption (4.2) we have

q/p

> > Bua(D) < M.

UcJdn I€0U
connected
component

Moreover, by Properties b), c¢) of 7, (Definition 4.2) we can infer (since #(0U) < C#(U) for
some universal constant C')

p—q p—gq
P 2
Up=q) P94 q 1Pl d
Sn " Y #(oU)r <C|[log(s, )= Y #(0U)s
UCJn UCUn
connected connected
component component
P—q
_Pq_ e
< C (log(s; )P #(Tu)si)

Pr—aq
<C (log(szl)%«ﬁo) ’

This is enough to deduce that, for g < p,

i — qgd—q _
ngrfoo Z Z |un,(J Julisi 4=0 (4.6)

ucd,. JeoUu
connected
component

which, combined with (4.5), (2.1) is enough to conclude a uniform bound

sup |Tun(J) — Tup(J)]%s379 3 < +o0. (4.7)
neN JJ'ezsn
|J—J'| —sn

The L? norm part can be estimated in a similar way as follows.

Y Tua(Dlfsp< Y fua(Dl%sq+ Y

JEISTL (Q) JGIsn (Q)\jﬂ Cogr?e‘zg'ed
component

Observe that, recalling the notation E(U) := J ey @s,(J), we have (for some constant C
depending on the dimension only)

CTI#(0U)s5 " < P(E(U)) < C#(0U) s,
CT1#(0U)s;, < [E(U)| < C#(AU)s;,

(being P(-) the distributional perimeter). Thus, by the isoperimetric inequality (see for
instance [30])

#(U) i |EU)| 1 1/(d-1) 1/(d-1)
200 <S5 pEO) =, f:(E(U)) < C#(0U)




where C is a universal constant depending only on the dimension. Thus

3 z( S st <C ST #EUYED S (st

UCTn J€8U UCJTn JedU
connected connected
component component
Also
a/p
> lun())%sf) < sip@0) 0 (Z n(J )
JeoU Jeou
a/p
< sdr=a)/ry (o) P-a)/p ( Z |t (J)|Ps2 ) )
Jeou
Call
1/p
[unlleroury := (Z |un(J)[Psy, )
Jeou
hence
d L+u
Z # Z |t ( |qs < Cs? (r—a)/p Z #OU)T=1T Hun”?ﬁ(aU)
UCTn JGBU UCIn
connected connected
component component
e a/p
< Z #(OU) o@D gd Z Hunﬂfp(aw
UCTn UCIn
connected connected
component component
By assumption
a/p
Z HunHZ(aU) <M.
UCTn
connected
component
Moreover, by properties b), ¢) of 7, (Definition 4.2) using again that #0U < C#U we have
p—q
P
p p—q
Z #(6U)7(P*Q)(d*1)+15fé C<1og( )7@ (@ 1),990) P
UCIn
connected
component
We conclude that
i q.d pd
dim S Tu e Y )P (18)
JeTs, (Q) JELsy, (Q)\Tn
In particular, by combining (4.8), (4.2) and (4.7) we conclude (4.3). O
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The last ingredient required to the proof of Theorem 2.3 is the following Lemma 4.8, which
comes as a consequence of [5, Theorem 3.1].

Lemma 4.8. Let {u, : ,(Q) — R}scr, be a sequence of function such that

sup D Jueld) —ug(J)9sT Y fug()] %% 3 < +oo.
SER+ | 1 e (Q): JETL(Q)
|J—J"|=s

Then there exists a function u € WH4(Q) and a subsequence {s;}ien such that the piecewise
constant extension of us, :

asz (1’) = Z USZ(J)]'Qsl(J)<x)
JeLs, (Q)
converges to u in L1(Q).

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Define s.

=1 f Notice that with this choice we have

Qgslg( ) € By (x) forall x € Qs,(J). (4.9)
Notice that s. still satisfies (3.7). By invoking Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 3.7 we can find
k and extract a subsequence (still denoted by e, s]) for which 7, := I”, is a controlled

subfamily of indexes in the sense of Definition 4.2. Without loss of generahty we can also

assume that ,

I o — 8
i = B < oo
en log (En
Define uy, : Ty (Q) \ Jn — Ry
1
U (J) == PO E] > ue,(x) forall J €Ty (Q)\ Jn.
Nen, (s, €1, 0Q, (J)

If J,J' € Zy (Q)\ Jn, J' € N, (J) then we have
22d
d— d—
un(J) = un(J) [P (s5,)" 77 <Cs2d > D uea (@) = ue, (y)Psi P
" a€ne,NQy () Y€, NQsy, (J)

<Cey Y, lerad,ue, (@)
zenEansh( )

where the prefactor z—é appears because of double-counting and where we exploited (4.9).
Henceforth !
> |t (J) = un (J)[P(s,)47P < CFe, (ue,; A). (4.10)
T €Ty (Q\Tn:
J'€Ne,, (J)
In the same way
Yo Jun(NDPE)TSC D e, (z)Pel. (4.11)
JELy (Q\In TENe, NQ

17



By invoking the extension Lemma 4.6 we can find a T'u,, : Zy (Q) — Ry which has (thanks to

—_—

Lemma 4.8 ) piecewise constant extension T'u,, precompact in L? for each g < p. In particular,

due to Sobolev embeddings we conclude that m — w in LP where u € W14(Q) for all ¢ < p.
Notice that (recall the notation 3.1, 3.2) by weak compactness we also infer that

(Vfu\n)]lQ\Em, = V, for some V € LP.
Observe that
|E% | = #(Z4 (Q))(s),)*

If we are in situation a) of Proposition 3.7 (namely By > ~v~"/%) then |E% | = 0 for n big
enough. If instead case b) is in force then

|E5 | = #(Z5 (Q))(s,)? <0 — 0.
In both cases |E% | = 0. Thus Loy gx — Lg strongly in L¢ and (VTu,) 2 Vu then

(fo-@;l) ]]-Q\E"‘, ﬂ Vu

yielding that Vu = V € LP. In particular v € WP(Q) and Tun — w in LP(Q). Also

/ e, () — Tan(@)]? = Z / e, () — un ()P da
V(???)“Q\E:h

JEL, (Q\TY (@ VN9, ()
< Ce;. Z Yoo (@) = un(D)P

JEZS;.L (Q)\Z:{n (Q) xengﬂQs% (J)
2d

<o Y S () e, )P

" JET (Q\TY (Q) wyengnQ,, (J)
< OshFe, (ue,; Q) — 0. (4.12)

Hence

/ e, () — Tup(z)|? dz
VEn (n?n )ﬂE:,
a/p

< / e, (2) — Tun(@)Pde | B3|
an(nsn)mEK’ "

(p—a)

—0 (4.13)

for all ¢ < p. Observe that, due to the property (4.3) of the extended function T'u,, to the
bound (2.1) and to the very definition of 1, we can infer

a/p
/ liie, () — Tup(z)Pdz | < C (4.14)
an(nsn)mEK’

By collecting (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14) we conclude that u., — u € WP(Q) in the sense of
Definition 2.2 for all ¢ < p. O
18
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