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A QUANTITATIVE SECOND ORDER MINIMALITY CRITERION
FOR CAVITIES IN ELASTIC BODIES

GIUSEPPE MARIA CAPRIANI, VESA JULIN, AND GIOVANNI PISANTE

ABSTRACT. We consider a functional which models an elastic body with a cavity. We show
that if a critical point has positive second variation then it is a strict local minimizer. We also
provide a quantitative estimate.

1. INTRODUCTION

The role of roughness appearing onto the surfaces and interfaces of nano-structures has been
proved to be of great significance in several fields such as micro-electronics, metallurgy and ma-
terials science. For instance the roughness can strongly modify the mechanical properties of
multilayered structures as confirmed by the observation that dislocations, islands and cracks can
be generated from a rough surface (see [10]). Many efforts have been devoted to the investigation
on how to control the roughness appearing onto the surfaces and interfaces of nano-structures,
leading to the study of the so-called Driven Rearrangement Instability, i.e., the morphological sur-
faces instability of interfaces between solids generated by elastic stress. This phenomenon has been
detected, for instance, in hetero-epitaxial growth of thin films with a lattice mismatch between
film and substrate and in stressed elastic solids with cavities.

The theoretical investigation of the stability of the free surface of a planar non-hydrostatically
stressed solid has been performed in the pioneering papers by Asaro and Tiller [4] and Grinfeld
[16]. These authors showed that the free surface is unstable with respect to a given family of
sinusoidal fluctuations. They also gave a first insightful description of the phenomenon, nowadays
named Asaro-Grinfeld-Tiller instability, in which a thin film growing on a flat substrate remains
flat up to a critical value of the thickness, after which, the free surface becomes unstable developing
corrugations and irregularities. This instability is explained as a consequence of the presence of
two competing energies, usually identified with a bulk elastic energy and a surface energy. After
these results the interest of the scientific community on the rigorous mathematical study of the
morphological instabilities has rapidly grown. Starting from the paper [17] where Grinfeld follows
the Gibbs variational approach to model the morphology of thin films, it became clear that a
second order variational analysis could be successfully used. This approach has been used in the
context of epitaxial growth first for a one dimensional model in [6]. Then in [5] and [12] the
model introduced in [17], which is a more realistic two-dimensional model, corresponding to three-
dimensional configurations with planar symmetry, is studied and the problem of finding a proper
functional setting is successfully addressed. This settled the framework in which a precise and
detailed analysis of qualitative properties of regular equilibrium configurations has been carried
out by Fusco and Morini in [14] via a second order variational analysis. Indeed they prove a
sufficient condition for local minimality in terms of the positivity of second variation and provide
a sufficiently complete picture of the phenomena that occur in epitaxially-growing thin films.

Such detailed analysis is instead far from being complete in the framework of stressed elastic
solids with cavities. In this paper we perform a second order variational analysis for a two-
dimensional variational model that has been recently used to describe surface instability in mor-
phological evolution of cavities in stressed solids (see for instance [15,19,21]) with the aim of
deriving new minimality conditions for equilibria and studying their stability. The model can be
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roughly described as follows. Consider a cavity in an elastic solid, that will be identified with a
smooth compact set F' C R?, starshaped with respect to the origin. The solid region is assumed
to obey to the classical law of linear elasticity, so that the bulk energy can be written in the form

/ QE(w)) dz,
Bro\F

where E(u) is the symmetric gradient of the elastic displacement uw and @ is a bilinear form
depending on the material (see Section 2 for details). The surface energy is simply assumed to be
the length of the boundary of F. Then the energy for a regular configuration is expressed by the
functional
F(F,u):= Q(E(u))dz +H'(OF) .
Bo\F

In this framework the shape of the void plays a key role in the evolution of cavities in stressed
solid bodies, while the effects of the volume changes are negligible. Hence, one usually assumes
that the void evolves preserving its volume. The equilibria are therefore identified with minimizers
of F(F,u) under the volume constraint |F'| = d. Since admissible configurations need not to be
regular, the energy of such configurations has to be defined via a relaxation procedure. This issue,
together with the study of the regularity of minima, has been addressed (even for more general
functionals involving anisotropic surface energies) in [13] where, in order to keep track of the
possible appearance of cracks, the relaxed functional with respect to the Hausdorff convergence
has been studied. The relaxed functional can be expressed in the following form:

(1.1) F(F,u) = Q(E(u))dz +H'(Tr) + 2H (SF)

Bo\F
where F' has finite perimeter, I'z is the “regular” part of OF and X represents the cracks (see
Section 2).

The main result of the paper is a quantitative minimality criterion that relies on the study of
the second variation of the functional (1.1). To be more precise we prove in Theorem 5.1 that if
(F,u) is a smooth critical configuration and the non local quadratic form 9?F(F,u) associated to
the second variation of F at (F,u) is positively defined, then there exists a constant ¢o such that

(1.2) F(G,v) > F(F,u) + co| GAF|?

for any given admissible configuration (G, v) with G sufficiently close to F' in the Hausdorff distance
and G # F. In particular this implies not only that (F,u) is a strict local minimizer of (1.1) but
also provides a quantitative estimate of the deviation from minimality for configurations close to
(F,u) in the spirit of the recent result obtained in [1]. The minimality criterion is then applied
to the case of a disk subjected to radial stretching where the second variation can be explicitly
estimated to prove the local and global minimality of the round configuration if the applied stress
is sufficiently small.

We point out that an important open problem is how to remove the assumption of starshaped-
ness. Indeed, even the explicit form of the relaxed functional is unknown.

We conclude by outlining the structure of the paper and making some comments about the
proofs. In Section 3 we calculate the second variation of F at any regular configuration (see
Theorem 3.3) and we exploit the volume constraint to define the associated quadratic form in
a critical configuration. At the end of the section in Lemma 3.6 we prove a “weak” coercivity
property of &2 F(F,u) in a critical point, which is the first step towards the proof of Theorem 5.1.
In Section 4, as an intermediate step, we prove that the positivity of the second variation implies
the local minimality among configurations (G,v) for G close to F in the C1'-topology. The main
point in achieving this result is to overcome the lack of C':!-coercivity, which would immediately
imply the result. This is done by proving the stability of the weak coercivity with respect to a
one-parameter perturbation of the critical configuration (see Lemma 4.7). In section 5 we exploit
the regularity theory for a class of obstacle problems which arise as perturbations of (1.1) to show
that the C!!-minimality actually implies the minimality with respect to the Hausdorff distance,
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thus proving the theorem. In the last section we apply the previous analysis to the explicit case
of a disk subjected to a radial stretching.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we fix the notation and describe precisely the required background for our anal-
ysis. We are interested in cavities identified as closed sets F with H!(0F) < +o0 and starshaped
with respect to the origin. The fact that F' is starshaped allows us to describe it as a subgraph of
a function. Since F has finite perimeter, the function associated to its boundary turns out to have
bounded pointwise total variation. This will allow us to deal with functions rather than sets.

We denote by S' the unit circle in R? and by o : R = S' the local diffeomorphism defined by
o () = (cosf,sin ), by o1 its local inverse and by o+ (6) = (sin 6, — cos ) its orthogonal. We set
CZ%(R) to be the collection of functions in C*(R) that are 2m-periodic. In a similar way we shall
define the function spaces H;E(R), etc.

With a slight abuse of notation we set
(2.1)

BV4(R) :={g: R — [0, Ry] | g is upper semicontinuous, 2w-periodic and pV (g, [0, 27]) < oo},

where pV(g, [0, 27]) is the pointwise total variation of g in [0, 27] and Ry is the radius of a large
ball Bg,. For a function g € BV4(R) we define the extended graph of g as I'y U 3, where

(2.2) Ty = {po(6) € B2 | g~(6) < p < g7 (0), 0 € R}
and
(2.3) S, = {po(0) ERZ [ g7 () < p < 9(0), 0 € R} .

Here g~ () := liminf;_,, g(0) and g*(0) := limsupy_,, g(#). We shall refer to X, as the set of
cracks. -

Let us consider a compact set F' C B, starshaped with respect to the origin. Then, for o € S,
we can write

F={ro#)eR?*|0cR,0<r<ppr)},
where pp is the radial function of ' and is defined by
pr(0) :=sup{p € R | po(0) € F}.

It is clear that pr : R — [0, Ro] is upper semicontinuous. Moreover we have the following result,
see [13, Lemmata 2.2 and 2.3].

Lemma 2.1. Let F C Bgr, be a closed set starshaped with respect to the origin and let pr be the
radial function of F. Then

OF =T, UX,,.
Moreover HY(OF) < +oo if and only if pr has finite pointwise total variation.

The previous lemma rigorously shows that we may use radial functions instead of sets. Hence,
for g € BV4(R) we set

Fy={po(0) eR*|0< p<g()} and Q,:=Bg, \F,

We may think of Fy as the void and of €, as the elastic solid.
We can now define properly the space of admissible pairs. Given uy € C*°(R? \ Bg,) we set

(2.4) X(uo) ={(g,v) | g € BVx(R), v € H} (R*\ F,;R?), v = ug outside Bg,},

and we shall use the notation X (0) for ug = 0. We define also the following subspaces of X (uq)
Xvip(uo) :== {(g,v) € X(uo) | g is Lipschitz},

Xreg(uo) := {(g,v) € X(uo) | g € CF (R), v € C%(Q)}.

We are now in position to give the proper definition of convergence in X (ug).

(2.5)

Definition 2.2. A sequence (gn, vn) C X (up) is said to converge to (g,v) in X (ug) and we write

(gn>vn) = (g,0) if
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(1) sung(aan) < o0,
ne
(2) F,, — F, in Hausdorff metric,

(3) vy, — v weakly in H'(w;R?) for any open set w compactly contained in R? \ Fy,.

In view of [13, Lemma 2.6], we see that X (ug) is closed under the convergence of Definition 2.2.
The elastic energy density is defined by Q(E(u)) := £CE(u) : E(u), where C is the fourth order

tensor

Ce = ((2,u + A& + Ao 2pué12 >

: 2110 (21 + N2z + 11

and E(u) is the symmetric gradient of u
1
§(Du + (Du)T).
The constants u, A are called the Lamé coefficients and they are assumed to satisfy the following
ellipticity conditions

E(u) :=

pw>0 and A>—p.

Since Q(€) > min{u, u+ A}|€|? for every symmetric 2 x 2 matrix £, the above conditions guarantee
that @ is coercive. We also set the ellipticity constant

7= min{u, g+ A}.
For a pair (g,v) € XLip(up) we may write the value of the functional (1.1) as

/Q ))dz +H(T,).

Since this functional is not lower semicontinuous with respect to the convergence in X (ug), in
order to effectively address the minimization problem we consider the relaxed functional

F(g,v) = inf{liminf F(gn, vn) | (gnsvn) € Xiip(uo), (9> v) = (9:)}.

The following integral representation of F is proved in [13, Theorem 3.1], where the more general
case of anisotropic surface energy is also considered.

Theorem 2.3. Let (g,v) € X(ug), then
/ Q(E(v))dz +H'(T,) + 2H (Z,).

From now on we will always deal with the relaxed functional appearing in Theorem 2.3 and
with abuse of notation we will denote it simply by F(g,v). The minimization problem can now
be properly stated as
(2.6) min{F(g,v) | (9,v) € X(uo), || = d}
for some given constant d < |Bpg,|. Existence of solutions of the problem (2.6) is then ensured by
[13, Theorem 3.2].

Given g € BV4(R) there is one particular elastic displacement v which is the minimizer of the
elastic energy fﬂg Q(E(v)) dz under the boundary condition v = ug outside Bg,. We call this map
the elastic equilibrium associated to g. If (h,u) € X (ug) solves (2.6) then v has to be the elastic
equilibrium associated with h.

Assume now that a solution (h,u) belongs to Xieg(up) and h > 0, then (h,u) satisfy the
Euler-Lagrange equations

divC(E(u)) =0 in Qp,
(2.7) C(E(u)[v]=0 on I'y,
Q(E(u)) — kp, = const. on I'y,

where kj, is the curvature of I',. The first two equations are standard whereas the third one is the
first variation of the functional (1.1). This motivates the following definition.

Definition 2.4. A pair (h,u) € X,eg(uo) is said to be critical if it solves the equations (2.7).
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We remark that if (h, u) is a critical pair, then from the first two equations in (2.7) it follows that
u is the elastic equilibrium associated to h. We also point out that in the definition of a critical
point we only need to assume h to be smooth. Indeed, if we only assume (h,u) € X(ug) and
h € C>(R), then it follows from the standard elliptic regularity theory (see [2]) that u € C°(£y,).

The regularity for minimizers of (2.6) was studied in [12] and the following result holds. If the
pair (h,u) is a local minimizer of (2.6) and 0 < h < Ry then there exists an open set I C [0, 27) of
full measure such that h € C°°(I). In fact h is even analytic in I. Hence our regularity assumption
on a critical point in Definition 2.4 is not restrictive when 0 < h < Ry and the singular set is
empty.

Finally, we recall a version of the Korn’s inequality which will be used throughout the paper,
see e.g. [18].

Theorem 2.5 (Korn’s inequality). Let Q C R? be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and
v € WH2(Q;R?). There exists a constant C = C(Q) such that if

/Dvdz—/Dv dz,

Dof? dz < c/ B ()2 dz.
Q Q

then

Moreover if Q@ is an annulus A(R,r), R > r, the constant C' depends only on the ratio r/R and
C—4asr/R—0.

3. CALCULATION OF THE SECOND VARIATION

The goal of this section is to calculate the second variation of the functional F at any point
(h,u) € Xreg(uo), where u is the elastic equilibrium associated to h and 0 < h < Ry, see formula
(3.4). We then define a quadratic form for a critical pair (3.16) and give a definition of positiveness
of the second variation, see Definition 3.5.

To this aim we will introduce the following notation. Given a 27-periodic function f: R — R
we will denote by f: R?\ {0} — R? the map

For a parameter s € (—¢,¢) let (hs,us) € Xieg(uo) be a smooth perturbation of (h,u), where
ug is the elastic equilibrium associated to hs. By smooth perturbation we mean that the function
(5,0) = hg(0) is smooth and lims_q ||hs — h[|c2®r) = 0. Moreover we set he = %hs, Us = %us
and hl, = %hs. Notations @, i mean that we evaluate the time derivatives at s = 0. We explicitly

point out that h and @ depend on hg. Finally, for a given h, we define the set of functions
(3.2) A(Q) i= {w: Q — R?* | (h,w) € X(0)}.

Roughly this means that w € A() if w = 0 outside Bg,.
We will first write the equation for @. In the following we will denote by 7 the tangent unit
vector to I'y, clockwise oriented and by v the unit normal to I'j, pointing outward the set F},.

Proposition 3.1. Let (h,u) € Xyeg(uo) be such that u is the elastic equilibrium associated to h
and 0 < h < Ry. Suppose (hs,us) is a smooth perturbation of (h,u). Then the function u € A(Qp,)
satisfies

CE(w) : B(w)dz = / (h,v) CE(u) : E(w) dH*

T'n

_ /Fh div, (@, V) (CE(u)) wdH!,

(3.3) o

for all w € A(S2,).
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Proof. The proof is very similar to the one in [14]. Arguing as in [7, Proposition 8.1] we obtain a
one parameter family of C'*°-diffeomorphisms ®(-) : R? \ {0} — R?\ {0} such that ®; = id and
®,(z) = hs on OF.

Suppose first that w € A(Q;,)NC>(Qy,). We may extend w outside Qj, such that w € A(Q,) N
C>(Q4,). Since uy is the elastic equilibrium in ), we have

/ CE(us) : E(w)dz = 0.
Qn,

Differentiate this with respect to s and evaluate at s = 0 to obtain

27
/ CE(4) : E(w)dz — / hh[CE(u) : E(w)](ho(6))d = 0.
Qp 0
Using the area formula and notation (3.1) we may write

CE(d) : E(w)dz = / (h,v) CE(u) : E(w)dH?,

Qh Fh

. . . 3 _ ho+h'c™*
where we have used the fact that the normal can be written in polar coordinates as v = Nirh

The rest will follow by integration by parts and from the fact that CE(u)[v] = 0 on I'y, as in (2.7).
To obtain (3.3) for every w € A(€)},) one may use a standard approximation argument. O

Remark 3.2. Notice that the equality (3.3) clearly holds also for test functions of the form
w(z) = w(z) + Az + b, where w € A(,), b € R? and A is an antisymmetric matrix.

In the next theorem we derive the formula for the second variation of F.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that (h,u) and (hs,us) are as in Proposition 3.1. Let v be the outer
normal of T'y, = OFy,, T be the tangent (positively oriented) of ', and k be the curvature of T'y,.
The second variation of F at (h,u) is

d2

d82}'(hs,us)|s=0:—/ﬂh 2Q(E(ﬂ))dz+/ |0y (h, v)|* dH?

- [ Q) + 1) ) at

+ (@) = 1) () 7))

_ W) — <h»V>2 - 1
| @) b <<,W> + (k, >> an'.

Proof. We will treat the elastic and the perimeter part separately and write

F(hs,us) = Q(E(uy)) dz + H' (Th,) = Fi(hs, us) + Fa(hs).
th
Since hg is smooth, we notice that X, = () and denote by ®, the family of diffeomorphisms as in
the proof of Proposition 3.1.
1st Variation : We start by differentiating the perimeter part Fa(hs).

Since HY(Ty,) = fozﬂ Vh2 + WZ?df we have

d 2T g hg + B 1,
Fa(hs)

— = =l
ds o VRZ+h2

Integrate the second term by parts and obtain

27 /BN 27 " 1\2 N2 .
hs h‘s d9 — _/ < hs hs(hs) + (hs) hs > hs da
0

o JRZ+ N2 VRZ+h2  (h2+h2)32
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Then we have

d o (hE+ 202 — hoh!l meo
—Fa(hs) = hshs | = 2 =) do= hshs ks(hso) df,
s BT (o) = (heo)
:/ oy v, ) by dH.
Thy,
where ks = PeA2h—hohl i the curvature of T'p, in polar coordinates.

(h2+h2)3/2
Let us now treat the elastic part Fi(hs, us). Differentiate it with respect to s and get, as in the
proof of Proposition 3.1,

d 21 X
T Fi(heus) = CE(uS):E(uS)dz—/ hs hs Q(E(uy))(hso) dO.
s Qs 0

The first term disappears since ug satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equations (2.7) and s € A(Qy,).
Hence, we are only left with

27
(3.6) %a(hs,us) :f/o hs hs Q(E(us))(hso) df = f/r (hs,vn.) Q(E(us)) dH? .

hs

Combining (3.5) and (3.6) gives the first variation of F.

2nd Variation : We will divide the proof in two steps.

Step 1: As in [14], we begin by making a couple of general observations.
Let d be the signed distance function from I'y, i.e.,

d(z) = —dist(z,I'y) if z € Fy,

T ) dist(z,T) if z & Fy,.
Since the boundary I'j, is a graph of a C*°-function, d is C' function in a small tubular neigh-
bourhood of T'y,. Setting v(z) := Vd(z) and k(z) := (divv)(z), we observe that on I'y, v is the

outer normal to I';, and k is the curvature of I'y,.
First we claim that

(3.7) ok =—k?  onTy,.
Differentiating the identity |v| = 1 with respect to v yields Dv[v] = 0. This shows that
(3.8) Dv=D,v=kr®7 and divv=div,v, onl},.
Differentiating the identity Dv[v] = 0 yields Z?Zl(afkuiuj + 0jv;0,v;) = 0 for k,i = 1,2. Hence
we have

2 2
(0u(DV))y = > Ofvivy = = > 0juidh; = — ((Dv)?),,
j=1 j=1

for i,k = 1,2. Using the previous identity we obtain
dyk = Trace (9, (Dv)) = —Trace ((Dv)?) = —k? on I'y,

where the last equality follows from (3.8). Hence we have (3.7).
Next we claim that

(3.9) (0,7) = =8, (h,v), onTy.

Recall that ®4(z) : R?\ {0} — R?\ {0} is a one-parameter family of C'*°-diffeomorphisms such
that ®,(z) = hs on I'y, and ®g = id. Notice that we have

(3.10) (®,v) = (h,v), onTy.

Differentiating D®;7 D®T[v] = v and calculating at s = 0 gives D®~T[v] = —D®”[1/]. Differen-
tiate the identity
-7
o, - DO
[D®s " [v]]
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with respect to s, evaluate at s = 0 and use the previous identity to obtain
(3.11) v+ Du[®] = —DOT[v] + (DOT[v],v) v, onTy.
By (3.8) we have Dv = D,v™ on T'j,. Therefore, multiplying (3.11) by 7 we obtain
~(D®T[v],7) — (Dv[d],7)
= —(DoT[v),7) — (DvT[d],7)
=((-D(®,v)),7) = =0, (h,v) onT,

(o, 7y =—(D
D

and (3.9) is proven.
Step 2: Let us start with the perimeter part and differentiate (3.5)

A B

d2 27 . 27 .
hhl(ho)do+ | hi?0,k(ho)dd
0 0

27 27
+/ fLQk(ho)d9+/ hhk(ho) do.
0 0

a2l =

For the term A we have that
27

A= hhk(ha)dez/

0 Ty

(hy o) e MY = / (v div, & dH!

Tn

:—/ (0, 7) 8- (h, v) dH* z/ |0, (h, v) |2 dH*,
Tn

Tn

where we have used (3.9). For the term B, noticing that
h I hot — hWao
Oph= ——0k— ——=0,k and 7T=—1—,
«/h2+h/2 ‘/h2+h/2 /h2+h12
we may write

2m
B= hh? d,k(ho) do :/

0 Ty

(h, y>281,k:d7-l1+/ (h,v)(h, ) Ok dH*

Tn
:_/ @,u)%?d%l—/ k0. (o)) dH'.
Iy Tn

where we have used (3.7) and integration by parts. Hence, we have

d2 . .
@fz(hsﬂs:o:/ |8T<Q,V>|2d7-ll—/ (h, ) k2 dH?
(3.12) L T

—/FhkaT ((h, v)(h, T>) dH1+/ k <<h,{7u,,>>2 dH* +/Fhk<7i7 v) dH .

I'n
We are left with the elastic part. Differentiate (3.6) to obtain

d2 2T 27

—aF1(hs, us)| g =— CE(4) : E(u)hhdf — 9y Q(E(u)) h h? do
0 0

[T Q(E(u)) (h? + hh) db.
0

Since @ € A(Q,), we may rewrite the first term using (3.3) as follows

/% CE(a):E(u)hhde):/ (h,v) CE(u) : E(4)dH*
0 Tn

- /Q 20(E(11)) d-.
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For the second term, noticing that

h I
0,Q(E(u) = ——0,Q(E(v)) - ——
QB = Frrgm QB =
and using integration by parts, we get
2m

0, QUEW) hi2do = [ 0,Q(EW)) (hyv)? dH' + | 0:Q(E(w) ({hv)th,7)) dH*

0 Tn Ty

= | 9,.QEW) k) dH — | QEW)S, ((hv)(h)) di'.

Tn T'n

OrQ(E(u))

Finally we have that

dif (hs, us)| —f/ 2Q(E(w))dz — | 0,Q(E(w)) (h,v)? dH*
ds2 1\ Us )| g = o, - v uz
; ; 1 @7”)2 1
(3.13) + ) QE@: (hr)hr)) dH' — | QUEW) 5 dH
- Q(E(u)) (h,v)dH".

Combining (3.13) with (3.12) yields the formula (3.4).
O

In the formula (3.4) we considered any smooth perturbation hs of h. However, in order to be
admissible for our minimization problem, a perturbation hs has to satisfy the volume constraint
|Fh,| = |Fhl|, or equivalently

27 27
(3.14) / hZdf = / h*do  for all s> 0.
0 0

Remark 3.4. If (h,u) € X, eg(up) is a critical pair and the perturbation (h;) satisfies the volume
constraint (3.14), then the last two terms in (3.4) vanish. Indeed one term vanishes because the
term Q(E(u)) — k is constant on I'y, by (2.7). The second one vanishes since differentiating two
times the volume constraint (3.14) with respect to s we obtain

/ <<hh’ ”>>2 + (b, vy dH = 0.
r, \L,vV

Motivated by the previous observation, for any ¢ € H#(R) satisfying

2w
(3.15) /O hipdd =0,

we define the quadratic form associated to a regular critical pair (h,u)

PF(h )] =~ [ 2Q(E(uy))dz+ | |0:(,v)] dH'
(3.16) /Qh /Fh

- [ @) + ) @ an

Tn
where uy, € A(£) is the unique solution to
(3.17) CE(uy) : E(w)dz = —/ div, ((¢,v) CE(u)) - wdH", Yw e A(Qp) .

Qh Fh

We define now what we mean by the second variation of F being positive at a critical pair.
Definition 3.5. Suppose that (h,u) € Xyeg(uo) is a critical pair. The functional (1.1) has positive
second variation at (h,u) if

?F(h,u)[¥] >0

for all ¢ € Hj(R) such that ¢ # 0 and satisfies (3.15).
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We point out that if the second variation is positive at a critical point (h,u), then the formula
(3.4) and Remark 3.4 imply that for every smooth perturbation hs of h satisfying the volume

constraint ;—;}'(hs, “8)|s:0 > 0.
At the end of the section we prove the following compactness result.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that a critical pair (h,u) € Xyeg(uo) is a point of positive second variation
and 0 < h < Rg. Then there exists cog > 0 such that

O*F (h, w)[¥] = eol (&, ) I3 )
for every ¢ € H#(R) satisfying (3.15).

Proof. First we notice that the condition (3.15) can be written using the notation (3.1) as
(3.18) / (1, v)dH' = 0.
I'n

Using the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality |[{¢, v)||r2r,) < C||07 (¥, v)||L2(r,) and (3.18) we easily
see that it suffices to show that

co = inf {82;:(/1’“)[1#] |y e H;E(]R) satisfying (3.15), / |0, (1, v)|? dH' = 1} > 0.
Tn

Choose a sequence () such that v, are smooth, satisfy (3.15), fr, 07 (Y, v)[?dH' =1 and
O*F(hyu)[thn] — co.
By restricting to a subsequence, we may assume that (¢n,v) — f weakly in H'(I'y). By defining

_ J(n(0)a(8)) _ f(h(0)a(6)) ;
we see that f = (¢,v), for some 1) € H#(]R) Moreover since th fdH' = 0, the function ¢
satisfies (3.15).

Next we prove that F(h,u) has the following lower semicontinuity property
(3.19) lim O*F(hyu)[pn] > 0> F (h,u)[¢)].

Indeed, since (1,,, ) — (¥, v) weakly in H(T;,) then (¢,,,v) — (1, v) strongly in L?(T',). There-
fore we only need to check the convergence of the first term in (3.16).

First of all, the smoothness of 1, implies that u,,, is smooth. Consider the domain Q= Bs Ro \
Fy, and the map wy,(z) = uy, (2) + Anz + by, where A,, is an antisymmetric matrix and b, € R?
is chosen such that fﬁ wy dz = 0. Notice that w,, € H 1(Qh) and by Sobolev-Poincaré inequality
it holds [lwall2(q,) < ClIDwnllp2(q,)- By choosing A, such that [q Dw,dz = [ Dwy dz we
have by Korn’s inequality (Theorem 2.5) that |[Dwyl|;2@q,) < C[|E(wn)|l12(, - Moreover, since
uy,, = 0 outside Br,, we have [|[E(wn)|| 2@, ) = [|E(uy,)|[r2(0,)- By Remark 3.2 we may use w,
as a test function in (3.17) and using Holder’s inequality and the trace theorem we get

/ 9Q(E(ug,))dz = — [ divy (g, 1) CE(w)) - wn dH!
Qn 'n
(320) < H<%’ V> CE(u)”Hl(Fh)||w"||L2(Fh)

< C||<%7 V> (CE(U)HHl(Qh) HDw’ﬂHL?(Qh)

< C||<%7 V> (CE(U’)HHl(Qh) ”E(uwn)”Lz(Qh) .

Therefore
[Dwnl L2,y < ClE(up, )l L2,y < C-
However, since u,;, = 0 outside Bg, we get
|Bar, \ Br, | |An|* = / |Dwy|* dz < C.
Bary\Br,

This implies that the matrices A,, are bounded and therefore ||Duy, |[12(0,) < C.
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By the compactness of the trace operator we now have that wu,, — uy in L3(T'y) up to a
subsequence. Use uy,, as a test function in (3.17) to obtain

lim 2Q(E(uy,))dz = — lim [ div, ((n,v) CE(u)) - uy, dH'

n—oo Q’ n— oo F}
h h

= 7/1“ div, ((¢,v) CE(u)) - uy dH'
— [ 2a(E) =
Qp

This proves (3.19).
The claim now follows since if ¢ # 0, the lower semicontinuity (3.19) implies

co = lim O*F(h,u)[tn] > 0*F(h,u)[¢)] > 0.
On the other hand if ¢ = 0 then the constraint th |0 (Y, v) [P dH' =1 yields

co = lim O*F(h,u) ] = 1.

4. CY1.LOCAL MINIMALITY

In this section we perform a second order analysis of the functional (1.1) with respect to C'*+1-
topology in the spirit of [11]. The main result is Proposition 4.1 where it is shown that a critical
point (h,u) € Xyeg(uo) with positive second variation is a strict local minimizer in the C*!-
topology, and that the functional satisfies a growth estimate. We point out that, according to
Lemma 3.6, the second variation at (h,u) is coercive with respect to a norm which is weaker than
the C%'-norm. Therefore the local minimality does not follow directly from Lemma 3.6. The idea
is to prove a coercivity bound in a whole C'*!-neighborhood of the critical point, which is carried
out in Lemma 4.7. The main difficulty is to control the bulk energy, which will be done by using
regularity theory for linear elliptic systems. We prove the main result first without worrying about
the technicalities. All the technical lemmata are proven later in the section.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that the critical pair (h,u) € Xieg(uo) s a point of positive second
variation such that 0 < h < Rq. There exists § > 0 such that for any admissible pair (g,v) € X (ugp)
with g € Cy' (R), |lgllz2(0,2m)) = ||l L2(0,20)) and ||h = gllcra@) < 6 we have

F(g,v) > F(hyu) + cillh = gllF2 (0,20
Proof. Assume first that ¢ € CF°(R) and [|h — g|lc2r) < . By scaling we may assume that

12| 22 (f0,27)) = ( o h?cw)E — 1. We define

o om h+t(g—h)
C I t(g =l

so that g; satisfies the volume constraint, and set

f@) == F(ge,ve),
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where v; are the elastic equilibria associated to g;. We calculate %}' (g¢,vy) for every t € [0,1)
by applying the formula (3.4) to (g¢)s = g++s of g+ and get

2
71(6) = S Flgum) = - /Q 2Q(B() d=+ [ 10, o) P!

— /F (ath(E(Ut)) -+ ]th) <&7 Vt>2 dHl

gt

gt

+ / (QUE(v)) — k) B, (G112 (g1, 70)) dH!
I

gt
/F

Here v, is the outer normal, 7, the tangent, k; the curvature of I'y, and ?; is the unique solution
to

<Q’ Vt>2

(Q(E(ve)) — kt) ((smw)

+ <9t,l/t>> dH".

gt

/ CE(ty) : BE(w)dz = 7/ div,, ({ge, v¢) CE(vy)) - wdH', Yw € A(Qy,) .
Q r

gt gt

Remark 3.4 and Lemma 3.6 yield

d2
10 = g

It will be shown later in Lemma 4.7 that, when § > 0 is chosen to be small enough, the previous
inequality implies

F(ge,v0)|,_y = O°F(h,uw)[g] = coll{g, )11 ry) -

d2

C .
(42) f//(t) = @‘/—"(gt, ’Ut) Z 50H<&, l/t>||§_ll(1—\gt) fOI‘ ELH te [O, 1)

It is now clear that ||{g, Vt>||H1(F N2 cHgtHLQ([O ory) holds for all ¢ € [0,1]. Since fo 2do =
f h? df we have fo (h —g)%do =2 f h(h — g) df and therefore

9 1 27 9 1 2w 9 2
4. 7t || 7.2 = h—g)°dd—— h—g)°df .
( 3) ||gt||L ([0,27)) ||h—|—t(g _ h)HA[l,? /0 ( g) 4 (/O ( g) >

Since fo% (h — g)?df is very small we obtain from (4.3) that

. 1
(4.4) 91172 (10,27)) = §\|h = 9ll72(10,.20))-
From (4.2) and (4.4) we conclude that f”(t) > ¢||h — g|[3.. Since (h,u) is a critical pair we
have f'(0) = 0 and therefore
1
Flg.o) = Flhu) = £ - £0) = [ (1= 0)f"(2)d
0

1
> [~ gl2202m) / (1 tydt

¢
=3 b = gllZ2 (0,20
which proves the claim when g is smooth.

When g € C’#l’(R) the claim follows by using a standard approximation. O

It remains to prove (4.2). The proof is based on a compactness argument and for that we have
to study the continuity of the second variation formula (3.4). To control the boundary terms in
(3.4) we need fractional Sobolev spaces whose definition and basic properties are recalled here.
The function h is as in Proposition 4.1 and T, is its graph.
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Definition 4.2. For 0 < s < 1 and 1 < p < oo we define the fractional Sobolev space W*P(T'},)
as the set of those functions v € LP(T'y,) for which the Gagliardo seminorm is finite, i.e.

(4.5) oty = </F /F |Z_w1+éz)| dH (w )d%l(z)>1/p .

The fractional Sobolev norm is defined as [|v||ys.r(r,) := [|]|Lr(r,) + [V]s,p;Ts -

The space W—*P(T'},) is the dual space of W*P(I';) and the dual norm of a function v is defined
as

[ollw o) = sup{ / vudH(2) | lullwesor < 1} .
h

We also use the notation H*(I'y) for W%2(T,) for —1 < s < 1 and the convention Wo?(T},) :=
L?(Ty,). By Jensen’s inequality we have the following classical embedding theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Let —1 <t <s<1,q>p such that s—1/p >t —1/q. Then there is a constant
C depending on t,s,p,q and on the C'-norm of h such that

[vllwear,) < Cllvllwser,)-
We also have the following trace theorem.

Theorem 4.4. If p > 1 there exists a continuous linear operator T' : WhP(Qy) — W=1/pp(Ty,)
such that Tv = v|p, whenever v is continuous on Qp,. The norm of T' depends on the Ct-norm of
h and ~.

The next lemma will be used frequently.

Lemma 4.5. Let —1 < s < 1 and suppose that v is a smooth function on I'y, . Then the following
hold.

(i) If a € CY(T}),) then

l|av|lwsrr,) < Cllallcr@llvllwse@,)s

where the constant C depends on p, s and the Ct-norm of h.
(ii) If O : Ty — V(T}) is a Ct-diffeomorphism, then

v o U lwarwra)) < Cllvllwarr,),
where the constant C depends on p, s and the C'-norms of h, ¥ and U1,

We will also need to control the regularity of the elastic equilibrium. To this aim, the following
elliptic estimate turns out to be useful, see [14, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 4.6. Suppose (g,v) € X(0) is such that v < g < Ry — 7, g € C’i(R) and v € A(Qy)
satisfies

(4.6) /Q CE(v): E(w)dz = /Q f:E(w)dz for every w € A(Qy),

where f € CY(Qy; M?*2). Then for any p > 2 we have the following estimate

@)l atee) + [VEE@, -y o

< C (I1BO)llz20,32) + 1 fller@, s )

where T denotes the space of third order tensors and the constant C' depends on -y, p and the
C?%-norm of g.

(4.7)

We are now in position to give the proof of the inequality (4.2). To control the bulk energy
we use techniques developed in [14]. The main difference is that we use directly elliptic regularity
rather than dealing with eigenvalues of compact operators.
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Lemma 4.7. Suppose that a critical pair (h,u) € X(ug) is a point of positive second variation
with 0 < h < Ry and ||h||gz = 1 . Then there exists 6 > 0 such that for any admissible pair
(9,v) € Xreg(uo) with ||g|[z2 = 1 and ||h — g||c2®) < 6 we have for

o= h+t(g—h)
(g = W)l
that
d? co,,.
(4.8) T (g v) > 50||<&, vi)lltnr,,)  for all t €[0,1],

where vy is the elastic equilibrium associated to g;. The constant cq is from Lemma 3.6.

Proof. Choose v > 0 such that v < h < Ry — . Suppose that the claim is not true and there are
pairs (gn, vn) € Xreg(to) and ¢, € [0, 1] with

Ik = gnllc2®) — 0
for which the claim doesn’t hold. Denoting

.0 ( h+t(gn — h) ) and i _ ( h+t(gn — h) )
=5 b+ tgn — )llza o)\t g — Wl

this implies

1!
(49) hm ‘F (gnavn)

C
<
n—00 ||<ngn>||H1(r )

0
2 )

where by the notation F"” (g, v,) we mean

F"(gn,vn) = / dz+/
Q r

Ory (G v)|? dH

/F (D0, QUE(vn)) + K2) (g, vn)? dH
(4.10) +/F )) = kn) O, ({Gns ) (G 7)) dH

(GnsVn)?
(Q(E(vn)) — kn) <<gn,l/n>
=+ 1o+ I3+ Iy + Is.

Here v, is the outer normal to Fy,, 7, and k,, are the tangent vector and the curvature of Iy,
and v, is the unique solution to

(4.11) /Q CE(¥y) : BE(w)dz = 7/1“ div,, ((gn, vn) CE(vy,)) - wdH', Yw € A(Qy,) .

an 9n

+ <'g'n,vn>> dH’

As in Proposition 3.1 we find C'*°-diffeomorphisms ¥, : Q — an such that ¥,, : I'y, = I'y, and
¥ —id||c2(q,m2) < Cllh = gnllo2w).-

The goal is to examine the contribution of each term in (4.10) to the limit (4.9). We begin by
proving that the contribution of I, and I5 to (4.9) is zero.

Notice that the C2-convergence of g,, implies k, o W,, — k in L>(I',). Moreover, since v,, solves
the first two equations in (2.7) and sup,, [|gn||c2(j0,2x)) < C, we have by a Schauder type estimate
for Lamé system, see [14], that there is a € (0,1) such that

(4.12) sup [|vn||c1a(qr jr2y < 00, for Q), = Bry—~ \ Fy,

Next we prove the following elliptic estimate

(413) |E(uo ¥, ) — E(vn)|lwieq, mzx2)+||[VCE(uo U 1) — VCE(vn)IIH_%(an;T)
< Ok = gnlle2m),
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where p > 2 and C depends on v, p and the C?-norms of h and u. Indeed by the equations (2.7)
satisfied by v and v, and a standard change of variables we obtain

(4.14) C(BE(uo¥,') — E(v,)) : E(w)dz = fn: E(w)dz, Yw € A(Qy,,),
Qg Qq

where f,, € C1(Q,, ; M?*?) satisfies

n

I[faller,, )y < Cllh = gnllc2®)
for C' depending only on the C2-norm of . Lemma 4.6 yields the estimate

B0 W) = B@wa)llwrsa,, aees) + [VCE(wo U,Y) = VCE@) -y 1.

<C(||[E(uo¥, ) — E(vn)llr2q, me2x2y + [|h = gallc2m)) -
On the other hand, using w = uo ¥, ' — v, as a test function in (4.14), we obtain
|E(uo WY — E(vn)lli2(n,, m2x2) < Cllfallrzq,, mex2)-

This concludes the proof of (4.13).
By the trace theorem 4.4, Lemma 4.5 and (4.13) we obtain

1B (v 0 W,) — E(u) < ClIB(n 0 W) — B 110,02
< Cllgn — hlle2m)-
This estimate together with (4.12) implies v, o ¥,, — u in C1®. In particular, we have that
(Q(E(vn)) — kn) ol, - Q(E(u) —k=2X

uniformly, where A is a Lagrange multiplier. We may use this to estimate the term I5 in (4.10).
By explicit calculations one easily obtains that ||(gn, vn)||Lr < C||(gn,vn)|||72 and recalling that
the functions ¢, and g, satisfy the volume constraint, as in Remark 3.4,

<gna7/n>2 1
- + gnﬂ/n dH =0
/I‘ <977H Vn> <7 >

||H%(Fh;M2X2

9n

we get

<ginv Vn>2

=+ (Gn,vn) | dH'
(9o ) (Gn >>

<9iu Vn>2

- /F (Q(E(vn)) = kn — A) ( (gn> Vn)
< CNQE(vn)) = kn = Ml (v, ) g, va) l22(r, -

+ (G, un>> dH?

€
9n9" =907 Gince (gns ) (2) =

V92492

gnotghot
V92+gl?

|lz1(r,, ) < C we have as above that

Using the polar decomposition we have v, = and 7, =

(2,Tn)
(z,vn)

[ @) k) 0, (v 70)

< ClIQ(E(vn)) = kn — Ml ) |1{gns vl lF1 (r, -

Hence the contribution of the terms I, and I to the limit (4.9) is zero.
The remaining terms I; , Iy and I3 form a quadratic form. The goal is to show that

(2,Tn)
(z,vn)

{gn>vn)(2) and |

" O2F (h, ) [t
(4.15) i — 2 Ontn) gy, T w)lge]
7= [ Gns vl E ) 7 {8 W IEn ()

where )
_ 9Indn

e ==
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and u,,, solves

(4.16) 5 CE(uy,) : E(w)dz = — g div, ((¢n,v) CE(u)) - wdH", Yw e A(Qy,) .

Notice that 1), satisfies the volume constraint f027r hp, dd = 0 then we may use Lemma 3.6 to
conclude that

2F(h
i OF G0l
=00 |[{thn, V)| |31 1)
which then contradicts (4.9) and proves the claim.
To show (4.15) we will compare the contribution of each term in the quadratic form

02 F (h, w)[thn] = — /Q 2Q(E(uy,)) dz + / 10, (b, )2 MY — / (0, QUEw)) + k) (n, v)? dH!

h

o,

with respect to the one given by I, I and I3 in (4.10).
We first point out that since ¢, — h in C? we have that v, o ¥,, - v and 7,0 ¥,, — 7 in
CL(T'y). Therefore from the definition of ,, we get

(&, )| ()

lim - =1
n=00 |[{gn, Vn)||m2(T,,)
and the convergence of I,
[ 10ctw i an:
lim — =1
n—oo

|a7'n <97na Vn>|2 dH!

The convergence of I follows from the equations (4.11) and (4.16). Indeed, by using a standard
change of variables, these equations yield
(4.17)

J

for any w € A(Qy, ). Here
dp = div ((n, V)CE(u)) o U, 1 D, Ut — divy, ((gn, vn)CE(vy))

T

(CE(uy, o U;Y) — CE(i,)) : E(w)dz = /

(JgnE(uwno\I’le)):E(w)dz+/ dp - wdH!
Q

r

an gn an

and f, € L(Qy,; M?*?). For f, we have
(4.18) | FullLoe (o, mzxzy — 0.
By the estimate (4.13) we get

|[VCE(uo ¥, ') — VCE(v,)]| — 0.

1
H™2 (an ;T)

Therefore, by Lemma 4.5, the choice of ¥,, and from ||1§—: —1l|¢1 ) — 0 we have that

(4.19) lldnll -3 p, oy |1 vl ) = O
Choose
w(z) = (uy, oW, —0,)(2) + Az +b
as a test function in (4.17) where A is antisymmetric and b is a vector. This yields

(4.20)
/Q Q(E(uy, 0 ;' — b)) d

S CanHLoo(Qg 'M2X2)|‘E(ud)n)‘|L2(Qh;M2X2)||E(U¢n e} \I/,;l - '[}n)HLz(an;MzX?)

;i
Flldnlly 3, o 03, oy
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By Theorem 4.4 we get that
Hw”H%(F R2) = < Cllwllm o, m2x2).-
As in the proof of Lemma 3.6 we choose A such that
||’LU||H1 Q sz?) < C||E( )|‘L2(an;M2X2) = C||E(an [¢] \I/;I — i)n)HLz(an;szz),

gn >

by Korn’s and Poincaré’s inequalities (choose b accordingly). The two previous inequalities and
(4.20) yield

1B, 0 =00 |12(0,, aa22) <O (Il Fall e, a1 B lrz@unea) + a3 0 go)) -
Arguing as in (3.20) we may estimate
1B ()| L2 (@ps0252) < C[[ (80, V) |10 (1)
Therefore using (4.18) and (4.19) we deduce that
|‘E(“wn)”2L2(Qh;M2x2) - ||E(@n)|‘%2(ggn;sz2)

i — 0.
{gn> v,

This proves the convergence of I;.
We are left with the term I5 in (4.10). We need to show that

\ | 0 QU+ Gl = [ (O,QUB ) ) (s 4| eI, = O

Due to the C?-convergence of g, and the C''-convergence of fn

we just need to show
(4.21) 100, QUE(vn)) © W = B, QUE@))] -y, = O-

This will be done as [14, Proposition 4.5]. For every ¢ € H%(Fh) we have

/ ( G QB 0 1~ 2B ) v’
( (i) ~CE (g‘l)) L (B(vn) 0 Uy g dH!
CE <a> : (B(vn) o0, — E(u)) o dH*
<( v«:E () 0 W~ VCB() |, o IEw0) 0 ) Bll g o s

+ Cl|E(vn) o Wy, — E(u)|| 21y, pazx2) ||l 2 (1)

where the constant depends on C?-norms of u and h. Fix p > 2. By the definition of Gagliardo
seminorm, Hoélder’s inequality, Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.4, we obtain

||<E(U7l) o \I/n) (pl ‘H% (Th;M2%2))

< OB 0 Wl 1w a2l o,y + ONE@R) Wl nge an, o [lellircen)

< € (B0 o Wl yameay +IE) 0 Bl szt ) s e,

By repeating the previous argument for a% we obtain by (4.12) and (4.13) that
IVQUE(on)) o ¥ = VQUE@I -3 1,
(422) < C(I(VCE(A) o ¥n = VCEWI| ;- 1, o
< Cllgn — hllo2(r)-

Since v, o ¥,, — v in C!, (4.22) implies (4.21). This concludes the convergence of the term I3 and
completes the proof. O

+ 1B (@n) 0 W = B(w)||2(r, e )
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5. LOCAL MINIMALITY

This section is devoted to prove the main result of the paper, the local minimality criterion.
Namely, we show that if a critical point (h,u) € X;eg(uo) has positive second variation, then it is
a strict local minimizer in the Hausdorff distance of sets and a quantitative estimate in terms of
the measure of the symmetric difference between the minimum and a competitor holds. Due to
the sharp quantitative isoperimetric inequality, the exponent 2 in (5.1) is optimal.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that (h,u) € Xyeg(uo) is a critical pair for F with 0 < h < Ry. If the
second variation of F is positive at (h,u), then there is § > 0 such that for any (g,v) € X (up)
with |Qg| = Q| and 0 < dy(T'y UX,,T'y) <6 it holds that

(5.1) F(g,v) > F(h,u) + c|QyAQ %,
for some ¢ > 0.

The proof is based on a contradiction argument and follows some ideas contained in [14], [9]
and [1]. Assume, for a contradiction, that (h,,u,) is a sequence satisfying

| —

F(hp,un) < F(hyu) + co |, AQ|? and 0 < dy(Th, USs,,Th) < —.
n

The idea is to replace (hy,,u,) with the minimizer (g, v,) of an auxiliary constrained-penalized

problem, and to prove that the (g,,v,) are sufficiently regular to apply the C':!-minimality crite-

rion to get a contradiction. As auxiliary problem we choose

. 1
mm{}'(g,v)—i—A“Q_g|—|Qh|’—|—\/(|QgAQh|—5n)2+5n : (g,v)eX(uo),g§h+n},

where the second penalization term will provide the quantitative estimate in (5.1) and the obstacle
g < h+1/n plays a key role in proving the regularity of (g, v,).

The regularity proof is divided in three steps. In Lemma 5.6 we prove that g,, is Lipschitz using
some geometrical arguments. Then, in Lemma 5.7, we show that g, is a quasiminimizer for the
area functional which in turns implies its C''*“-regularity. Finally, we deduce the C':!-regularity
in Lemma 5.8, by using the Euler-Lagrange equation for (g, vp).

The following isoperimetric-type result will be used frequently in this section. The proof can
be found in [1, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 5.2.
(i) Let f € CF(R) be non-negative and let g € BVyx(R), then there exists a constant C,
depending only on f, such that
H1<Fg) - Hl(rf) 2 _C|QQAQf| :

(ii) Suppose D is a set of finite perimeter. Then
1
P(DU B, (z)) — P(B.(x)) = ~|DJ,
T
where P stands for the perimeter.

We will also need the following property of concave functions.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that f, € C*(R) and f € C*(R) are such that ||fn — fl|p~®) — 0. If the
fn are concave then

||fn - f||01

loc

Proof. Let R >0 and fix ¢ > 0 . Since f € C'(R) we find § > 0 such that
[ +x) = fx) > f'(2)d —&d
for every |z| < R. On the other hand, since the f,, are concave, we have

e AT

(R) — 0.
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Hence
6 — fn(0 - — fn
o) o) < LD B0+~ ()= ), o,
when n is large. The reverse inequality f/ (z) — f'(x) < 2¢ follows from a similar argument. O

We begin the study of the properties of solutions of the auxiliary problem by proving an exterior
ball condition.

Theorem 5.4. Let h € CF(R) such that 0 < h < Ro. Then for every c,e € [0,1] and n € N
every solution of the problem

1
(5.2) min{ﬂg,v) AN~ 1] + e/ (1280 — )%+ (g.0) € X(ua), g < b+ n} ,
satisfies the following uniform exterior ball condition: for every z € 0F, and for every r <

min{1/(A+1),1/||kn| .}, where Ky, is the curvature of T'y,, there exists zg such that By(z) C R\ F,
and 0B, (z) N (g UX,) = {z}.

FIGURE 5.1.

¢ 0

Proof. The proof follows the argument from [14, Lemma 6.7]. Recall that 0F, =T, UX,. Given
a ball B,.(z9) define the half circle S,(29) = 0B,(20) N {z € R? : {2z — 29, 20) < 0}. Assume that
there exists a ball B,.(z9) C R?\ F, such that S,(zo) intersects 'y U 3, in two different points
z1 = (p1,61) and zp = (p2,62). When r < 1/||k4]|, it is clear that the arc f = f(#) of S;(20)
connecting z1 and 2 satisfies f(6) < h(f) + L for 6 € (61,62). Let § be defined by g = f for
0 € (01,62) and g = g otherwise. Denote by f the arc of I'y U X, connecting z; and z; and by D
the region enclosed by f U f , see Figure 5.1.
Notice that

VU802 — )2 + 2 — (12,80 - 2)? +e
_ (125A05] — €)* = (12AQ] —¢)*
(5.3) V(IQAQ%] = €)? + e+ /(IQQAQ] — €)% +¢
< QA0 +[QAQ| — 26)(|23A0%] — [y AQ])
- Q5405 — €| + || AQ| — €
< [Q5A8Q,].
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Since 25AQ, = D and Q5 C Qg4 we see that

F(G0) + Al19] — ]| + /(1280 — )2 +<

(5.4) N
< F(g.0) + A1) — (9] + /(12 A2 — )2 + =+ H!(f) — H' () + (A +1)|D).

Moreover from Lemma 5.2 we infer that
_ 1
H' (f) — H'(f) < P(Br(20)) — P(DU B,(2)) < *;IDl .

Hence, since < 1/(A+1), the inequality (5.4) contradicts the minimality of (g,v). The conclusion
now follows arguing as [8, Lemma 2] or [12, Proposition 3.3, Step 2]. O

Lemma 5.5. Let h,c,e and n be as in the previous theorem. Suppose (g,v) € X(ug) is any
minimizer of (5.2). Then there exists Ag > 0, independent of ¢,e and n, such that if A > Ay then
€| = [€2n].

Proof. We argue by contradiction supposing that [Q4| < || for every A > 0. We observe that
there exists 0 < r < 1 such that, if we define Q) = Bg, \ 7Fy, we have || = [Q4]. Moreover,
since

7‘2 2
Q7| :WR%—?/ g* db,
0

1
TR2 — |Qh|>2
r=\-—m——— < 1.
(WR% 7]

Clearly Q) = Q,,_ for g,(0) = rg(f). Define the function v, : Q4 — R* as

we get

( (%) (éjR()) if TRQ < |Z| < RO
vp(2) =
v (%) if g, (é—l) <|z| < rRy.

Since Q4 D Qg, we see that |, AQ,| = || — |Qy]. Using the inequality (5.3) we have, for A
sufficiently large, that

Flgr,v0) + A9, ] = 128]] + ¢/ (19, AQW| — )2 + £

~ F(g,v) = AlIR] = (9] = /(12 A0 — )2 +

<[ QU A~ AR - 9] + el A
rRo<|z|<Ro
SO —r) = (A=1) (%] — [Q])
< C(12] = 1)) = (A = 1) (1Q%] — [©2]) <O,
which contradicts the minimality of (g, v). O

In the following we study convergence properties of solutions for the constrained obstacle prob-
lem (5.2).

Lemma 5.6. Let h be as in Theorem 5.4. Assume g, € BV4(R) is such that g, < h+ 1/n and
it satisfies the uniform exterior ball condition. If

(5.5) gn — hin L' and lim H (T, UX, ) =H'(T}),

n—oo
then g, — h in L*. Moreover, for n sufficiently large, the g, are uniformly Lipschitz continuous.
Proof. Here we follow an argument from [14, Theorem 6.9, Steps 1 and 2]. We claim that
sup |gn —h| = 0 as n = +00.
R

Let us first note that Iy, U3, is a connected compact set. Up to a subsequence, we can assume
that I'y, U Y, converges in the Hausdorff distance to some compact connected set K. The
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continuity of h and condition (5.5) imply that I';, C K. By Golab’s semicontinuity Theorem (see,
e.g. [3, Theorem 4.4.17]) and assumption (5.5) we see that

HYT,) <HYK) < im HY Ty, US,,) =H(Th).

This implies that H! (K \I'y,) = 0. Since K is connected, it follows from a density lower bound (see,
e.g. [3, Lemma 4.4.5]) that K =T',. Now the claim follows from the definition of the Hausdorff
metric and from the continuity of h.

From the previous claim we see that, for n sufficiently large, it holds v < ¢, < Ry — 7 for
some vy > 0 small, independent from n. Hence, since the polar coordinates mapping is a C*°-local
diffeomorphism far from the origin, the representation in polar coordinates of F,_  (still denoted
by F,, ) satisfies the uniform exterior ball condition up to changing the radius r to 7 € (0,1) by a
factor depending only on . Now we prove that g, are L-Lipschitz with L < & ||h||c1 ).

We argue by contradiction and assume that there exists 6§ and 0, — 6 such that

lim |gn(0k) — gn(0)|

8
> —||h]|cr
k—o0 \Qk — 9| -r H HC (R)

and set z = (0, 9,(0)). Without loss of generality we may assume that the sequence {0;}; € N
is monotone and g,(fx) is increasing. By the uniform exterior ball condition we find a ball
Bi(z9) C R?\ Fy, such that 9Bz(29) N (T'y, UY,,) = {z} and

M 1
VI+M? V14 M?

[[h]lcr (m)

~< 4
Zo=Z+T =
7

Let 2z’ € OBy(#p) such that

), for M >

) (VT —3 2
2 =z—T , )
C\vira Vs
We write 2’ =: z + 7 (wq, we) with
M — M2 -3 -1
=——— >0 and wo=—7==-<0
V14 M2 V1+ M2

and since B;(z9) C R? \ F,, we have g,(0 + fw1) < g,(6) + Fws. Setting §,, = supg|h — g»| and
recalling [|h||c1r)y < M/4 we get

w1

h(0 + 7w1) > h(0) — %wl > gn(0) — 0, — %wl .

Therefore we deduce

M
h(0 + Fwy) — gn(0 4+ Twy) > =6, — 7 (4w1 — w2>

:_5n+f°w<1_f{j(M_¢M2—_3))

1+

S S (1 M >>5
VI M2 4(M + vVM? =3) "

where the last inequality, which holds for n sufficiently large, gives a contradiction. O

In the next lemma we show the Cl*“-regularity of the minimizer for the penalized obstacle
problem.

Lemma 5.7. Let h be as in Theorem 5.4 and (gn,v,) € X (ug) be any minimizer of the problem
(5.6)

1
min{ﬂg,v) AN — 1] + e /(1220 — )+ 20 ¢ (9.0) € X(uo) , g < h+ n}

where ¢ € [0,1] and €, — 0. Assume also that g, — h in L' and that

n—o0

lim H'(T,, UY,,)=H"(Ty) and sup/ Q(E(vy))dz < +o00.
n an
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Then for all o € (O, %) and for n large enough g, € C»*(R), the sequence {Vv,} is equibounded
in C9(Q,,;M?*?), and g, — h in CH*(R).

Proof. From Lemma 5.6 we infer that g, is sufficiently regular to ensure a decay estimate for Vu,,.
Indeed, for zy € Ty, there exist ¢, > 0, a radius 7, and an exponent a, € (0,1/2) such that

/ |an|2 < eprition,
By(20)N8yg,,

for every r < ry,. This follows from the fact that v, minimizes the elastic energy in €, and the
boundary I'y, is Lipschitz, see Theorem 3.13 in [12].
Since gy, is Lipschitz, we may extend v,, in B, (zp) such that

(5.7) / Vit |2 < cprlt2on,
BT(Z())

where v,, stands for the extension.

For r < 1y, denote by 2, and z! the two points on I';, N JB,(zp) such that the open sub-arcs
of 'y, with end points 2., zp and 2]/, zo are contained in I'y, N IB,(2p). Setting z,. = g,(6.)c(6,.)
and z!! = g,(0/)o(0)), denote by [ the line segment joining z/. and 2! and define

_ gn(0) 0 €10,2m)\ (6,,0,)
9n(6) = {min{h(e) +L00)} 0e©.,0m),
where [(0) is the polar representation of [.
By (5.7) and by the minimality of the pair (g, v,) we have
(5.8) H'(Ty, N Br(20)) — H'(Tg, N By(20)) < Cprtt2om,
Indeed we can estimate
0> F(gn,vn) — F(Gn,0n) + A (||Qg

— [Qnl] - [1925,] = 121])

o (00,8 =20 42, = (25,80 =5, 4

>HY Ty, N Br(20)) — H' (T, N B(20)) — /B . Q(E(9y,))dz — (A + 1)7r?

> Hl(rgn N B(20)) — Hl(r.&n N Br(20)) — CnTH_Qan
We will show later that

(5.9) HY (T, N B(20)) — H' (1) < Cr*.
Now the inequality (5.9) together with (5.8) gives us
(5.10) HY(T,, N B.(20)) — H' (1) < CrtH2en

and the desired C'®-regularity follows from a classical result for quasiminimizers of the area
functional (see Theorem 1 in [20]) once we observe that

H' (1) = inf {P(F; B,(20)) : FAQ,, € B.(20)}.
The proof of (5.9) is a consequence of the C2-regularity of h and goes as follows (see Figure 5.2):

1"
r

H' (T3, N Br(20)) — H (1) < ; (3n(0))2 + (3,(0))2 — /(1(0))2 + ('(0))2 db
1T 0! 1 0!
< 7/ (@‘i—l%d@%/ (G, + 1) (g, —1)de
Y Je. v Je,
0!
< B + S [l vas
0 v Je.

where C' depends on the Lipschitz norm of g, and ! in the interval (6..,0!) and + is a positive
constant with v < ming h.
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FIGURE 5.2.

h+1/n

-

In

°0

To estimate the last term we first note that either the set {h+1/n < [} is empty or there exists
6o € (0..,0!) such that g, (6p) —'(6p) = 0 and using a second order Taylor expansion around 6

ryor
we easily get

0!
| g -ria<cr

o;.

where C' depends on the C2-norm of h.

Now we claim that g, converges to h in the C'-norm. As in the proof of Lemma 5.6 we will
work in the plane (6, p) and we recall that the subgraph of g, still denoted by Fy, satisfies the
uniform exterior ball condition. From the C!-regularity and the uniform Lipschitz estimate, in
the Lemma 5.6, we obtain sup,, ||gn||ct < co. Hence, from the uniform exterior ball condition we

conclude that at every point there exists a parabola touching g,, from above. In other words, there
is C' > 0 such that for every 6 it holds for P(0) = g, (o) + g.,(60)(6 — 6p) + C (0 — 6)? that

min(P — gn) = (P — gn)(6o) = 0.
This implies that the g, are uniformly semiconcave, i.e., for every n the function
0+ gn(0) — C6?

is concave. We may now use Lemma 5.3 to conclude the desired C'-convergence of g,,.
The convergence of g, to h in C'-norm allows us to use a blow-up method (see [14, Theo-
rem 6.10]) to infer the uniform estimate

(5.11) / |V, |* < cor'™2?
Br(z0)

for any o € (1/2,1) and for all r < rg where ¢y and r¢ are independent of n.
Once we have (5.11), we can repeat the argument used to prove (5.10), replacing (5.7) by (5.11),
to infer

H' (T, N B(20)) — H'(1) < Crit2e.

This implies a uniform estimate for the C1*-norms of g, for a € (0,1/2) (see for instance [9,
Proposition 2.2]). The C1®-convergence of g,, now follows by a compactness argument.

To conclude the proof we have just to observe that, since v,, is a solution of the Lamé system
in Q,, we can apply the elliptic estimates provided in [14, Proposition 8.9] to deduce that Vv, is
uniformly bounded in C%*(Q,, ,R? x R?) for all a € (0,1/2). O
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Lemma 5.8. Let (h,u) € Xieg(uo) be a critical point of F such that 0 < h < Ry, and let
(gn,vn) be as in the previous lemma with |Qg, AQp| = o(y/€n) if €n is not identically zero and
19y, AQ| = 0(1) if £, = 0 for all n. Suppose that Vv, — Vu weakly in L _(Qp;R? x R?) and

nh_{{.lo Q(E(vy))dz = Q(E(u))dz
Qg Qn

Then g, € CYY(R) and g, — h in CHY(R), for n sufficiently large.

Proof. From Lemma 5.7 we know that g, — h in C1*(R). Therefore for large n there exist

diffeomorphisms ®,, : Q,, — € such that ®, — id in C1®. Let Br be any ball of radius
R € (Ry — maxg h, Ry). Since
Zléll\)l {HUTLHCLQ(QQH)} < 00

by the convergence Vv,, = Vu we have that
(5.12) Vo, 0@, = Vu  in C¥Y(Qy N Bg; M?*?).

To prove the claim set I, := {0 € [0,27] | g»(0) < h(f) + 1/n =: h,(0)}. Since I, is open, we
may write I, = [J;2, (al’, b!"). Notice that
(5.13) GL(6) = I (0) = W'(6) o [0,27]\ L.

If I,, is empty, the claim is trivial. Therefore we may assume that I,, # ). Since g, € C1*(R), we
can write the Euler-Lagrange equation for (g,,v,) in the weak sense:

(5.14) kg, (0) = Q(E(0n))(0,9n(0)) + Bn(0,9n(0)) + An, 0 € L.

Here
A Qg AQy|

/3 =
" \/(‘anAQH —€en)?+en
and A, is some Lagrange multiplier. Notice that from the assumptions it follows that

sign (xo, — Xa,,)

AQ, AQ Q, AQ
(5.15) 18| = 99, A% < A 28]
V1, AQL] — €4)% + &4 VEn
Recall the Euler-Lagrange equation for (h, )
(5.16) kn(0) = Q(E(u))(6, h(0)) + Aso
We will show that A, — As. Notice that for the curvature in polar coordinates it holds that
li
gn In = = .
(97 + 9r; ) Von+ 97 Vant+ 97

Hence, multiplying (5.14) by g,, integrating over I,, and using (5.16) yield

/ {Q( (v ))(‘9 gn (0 ))Jrﬂn(e gn(a))JF)‘n} gnd@:/} kg, gn do

Il
~\

n

9n
o
gn+g> VIn+ 97
gn (M)

E'qg

-
Il

ol

< n (07 _ 9gn(ag") >+/b’ 9n do

T \VaR () +g’2(b") Voi(al) + g2(al) ar G+ 9P
( H, (b7) I, (a}) >+/b7 I 4
N R TR ) g Vi tee

1
k hd9+/ — fin
L ¢g,%+ng NGENE:

n han
|QUEw)) (0, 1(9)) + A] hd9+/I (Kn, o = ko h) + wfwg N

—
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Recall that h,, = h + 1/n. Therefore by (5.12), (5.15) and the previous calculations we conclude
that

1
lim —/ AnGn — Aochdf =0,
| Jr,

n—oo

which clearly implies A, — Ao
From (5.13) and (5.14) we conclude that g,, € C**(R). Moreover by the equations (5.13), (5.14)
and (5.16) together with the convergences (5.12), (5.15) and A, — Ao we conclude that

kg, — kn in L™,
This in turn gives us the convergence

gar —n" in L°°,

Now we are in position to prove the main theorem of this section.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Step 1: We show first that (h, ) is a strict local minimizer, i.e., we prove
the claim without the estimate on the right-hand side of (5.1).

Observe that from the results of the previous section we may assume that (h,u) is a C11-local
minimizer. The result will follow once we prove that the C''!-local minimality implies the local
minimality. Arguing by contradiction let us assume that for any n € N there exist (hy,, u,) € X (ug)
with |Qp,, | = |Q4| such that

f(hn,un) < }'(h,u) and 0< dq.[(rhn U Ehn, Fh) < —.

S|

Consider the sequence (g, v,) € X (up) of minimizers of the following penalized obstacle problem
. 1
min { Flg.0) 4 Al%] - 0]+ (5:0) € K)o g<h+ 1}

for some large A. Since (hy,u,) and (h,u) are clearly competitors, we have that

By the contradiction assumption we may assume that (h,,u,) # (h,u).

By the compactness property of X(ug) there exists (g,v) such that, up to subsequences,
(gnsvn) = (g,v) in X(ug). Let (f,w) € X(ug) with f < h, by the lower semicontinuity of F
and the minimality of (g, v, ), we get

Flg,v) + AlI] — 1920]] < timinf [F(gn, va) + AlI, ] - 24
< F(f,w) + A|lQ] = [Qn]]-

Choosing (f,w) = (h,v) in the previous inequality, we obtain that
(5.18) H(Tg) + A[|92] = Q]| < HN(Tn)
When A is sufficiently large, (5.18) and Lemma 5.2 imply that g = h. Moreover, we observe that
from (5.17) it follows that (h,v) minimizes F in the class of all (f,w) € X(ug) with f = h. In
particular v must coincide with the elastic equilibrium w.

Choosing (f,w) = (h,u) in (5.17), using the lower semicontinuity of g — H'(I',) with respect

to the L'-convergence and the lower semicontinuity of the elastic energy with respect to the weak
H'-convergence, we deduce

(5.17)

lim HY(T,, U, ) =H"(Th),

n— oo

lim Q(E(vy))dz = Q(E(u)) dz.
n—oo Qg” Qh
From Lemma 5.8 we get g, — h in C*1(R).
We only need to modify g, such that it satisfies the volume constraint. We simply define
Gn(0) := g,,(0) + 6,, where J,, are chosen so that |, | = |Qy]. By Lemma 5.5 it holds [, | > |Q4]
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and therefore 6, > 0 and Qz, C Q,, . Hence v, is well defined in Q3 and (g, v,) is an admissible
pair.
Since h > 0 and g,, — h uniformly, we have g,, > v for some v > 0 independent from n and
0, — 0. We may estimate
27

H (T5,) —H' Tg) = [ V(gn+60)2+ 92— /g2 + g/2do
0

1 2 )
<= [ 29,6, +5do
Y Jo

and

1 27 1 27
||Q§n| - |an‘| = 5/ (gn + 5n)2 - 9721 df = 5/ 2gn5n + 572L do.
0 0

Therefore whenever A > % we have
(5.19) H'(Tg,) — H' (Ty,) < A|1Q5,] — [Q.1]-
The claim now follows, since by the choice of g, and by (5.19) we have
F(Gnsvn) = F(Gnsvn) +A“Q§n| - |Qh|‘
< F(gnsvn) + A|[Qq, | = [Q0]| < F(hn,un) < Fh,u).

This contradicts the fact that (h,u) is a strict C'+!-local minimizer.
Step 2: We will now prove the theorem. The proof is very similar to the first step. Arguing by
contradiction we assume that there are (hy,, u,) € X (ug) with |Qp, | = || such that

1
F(hnyup) < F(hyu) +co |, AQ,2  and 0 < dy(Ty, U, ,Th) < ~.

Denote &, := [Q4, AQy|. Notice that dy(Is, UX,,,Ts) — 0 implies xq, — xq, in L' and
therefore €, — 0.
This time we replace the contradicting sequence (hy,, t,) by (gn,vn) € X (ug) which minimizes

. 1
min {]:(gw) + A||Qq] — || + \/(\QQAQh\ —en)2+en : (g,v) € X(ug), g < h+ n} .

By compactness we may assume that, up to a subsequence, (g,,v,) — (g,v) in X(ug). By a
completely similar argument as in Step 1 we conclude that (g,v) = (h,u) whenever A is sufficiently
large. Moreover, we have that

lim #H'(Ty, U, ) = H'(Th),

n— oo

nh—>12<> Q(E(vy))dz = Q(E(u)) dz.
Q. Qh

To conclude that g, — h in C%(R), we will prove that
Q, AQ
lim 7| I 4 =

n— 00 En

(5.20) 1

and apply Lemma 5.8.
Suppose that (5.20) were false. Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that |[Qg, AQ|—£,| > cep. Using
the minimality of (g, v,) and the contradiction assumption for (hy,u,), we obtain

Flgnsvn)+A|19, | = 1901] + 1/ (1920, A08] — €0)? + €5
(5.21) < Flhn,tn) + Von
< F(h,u) + coe? + \/en.

Now we observe that from [13, Proposition 6.1], for A sufficiently large, (h,w) is also a minimizer
of the penalized problem
Flg,v) + Al1Q] — [n]]-
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Hence we have
(5.22) F(hyu) < Flgn,vn) + Al|Qg, | — 1Q4]]-
Combining (5.21) and (5.22) we get

Ve 4 e, < \/(|QgHAQh| —en)?ten < coei + vVen,

which is a contradiction since &, — 0 proving (5.20).
Arguing as in (5.21) and by using (5.20) we obtain

F(gnsvn) + Al|Qg, | = [Qn]] < F(hn,un) + VEn — \/(IﬂgnAQh\ —en)?ten
(5.23) < F(h,u) + coe?
< F(hyu) + 2¢0 [y, AQ %,

when n is large.
As in Step 1 define g, (6) := gn(0) + 0, where J,, > 0 are such that |5, | = |23]. By choosing
A large enough we have

A
< =

(5'24) Hl(rgn) - Hl(rgn) — 2 ||Q.‘~]n| - ‘anH
Therefore since
[, A2 < 2005, AQ|? + 2105, AQ, 2 = 21025, AQ,[? + 2|12, | — Q]|
we have by (5.23) and (5.24) that
_ A
F(Gnsvn) < Fgn,vn) + §||an| - |Qh|’
A
< F(hyu) + 2¢o |2y, AQs[* — §||an| — Q]|
A 2
< F(h,u) + 4co |Qg”AQh|2 — §]|an — |Qh|] + 4cg “Qg" — |Qh|‘

S f(h, U) + 400 |anAQh|2,

when n is sufficiently large. This contradicts Proposition 4.1 when ¢y is chosen to be small
enough. O

6. THE CASE OF THE DISK

In this section we consider the particular case when a radial stretching is applied to a material
with round cavity F = B,. We prove that the disk remains stable under small radial stretching.
This result is similar to the case of flat configuration in [14]. The main difference to the flat
case, where the minimal shape is a rectangle, is that the curvature of the disk is nonzero and
therefore the second variation formula becomes considerably more complicated. Instead of trying
to explicitly write the second variation, we use fine estimates to find a range of stability.

The Dirichlet boundary condition has the form of radial stretching,

(6.1) ug(po(0)) = aRoo(0) for p > Ry,

where o € R is some constant. The region occupied by the elastic material is the annulus
A(Rg,7) := Bgr, \ B,. For ug as above we say that (h,u) € X(ug) is a round configuration if
h(0) = r and u is the elastic equilibrium associated to h.

For the next theorem we define

Recall also the definition of the ellipticity constant 7 = min{u, & + A}.
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Theorem 6.1. Let

R,
To ::sup{t§R0|(1+t2)log(tO) > }

" du

and define the function G : R — [—o00, Ry) as

Ry 2 n

G =S5 t< Rp|tl — t) > ——mmm———— ¢ .
(@) =sw {e < Ao [ e1ox () 500 > gy

If r € (ro, Ro) and o € R satisfy
(6.2) r> G(a),
then the round configuration is a strict local minimizer of F under the volume constraint.

The elastic equilibrium « can be explicitly calculated. Indeed, because of the symmetry we can
write

u(pa(0)) = f(p)o(0)
and applying the first equation in (2.7) we have

f'p)  flp
s 00 o
P p
This can be easily solved
a
for some a,b € R. To find a and b observe that

(6.3)

CE(w) = 24 f'(p) cos® 0 + L& sin 9 (f’(p) = %) sin 6 cos 0 ) <f,(p)+ f(,;)) (1 0>.

(f’(p) - M) sinfcosf  f'(p)sin®0 + L2 cos2 9

p p

Therefore, the second equation in (2.7) gives

Cu+ N f(r)+ /\@ =0.
This and the Dirichlet condition (6.1) yield
a p+A «
6.4 —=——0b and b=—.
(64) o p(r)

It is trivial to check that the round configuration is a critical point of F. To prove Theorem
6.1 we need to show that the round configuration is a point of positive second variation. To this
aim, let us explicitly write the quadratic form (3.16). By (6.3) and (6.4) we have

CE(u) = 4b(p + \) <

on the boundary 0B,. Hence, for ¢ € Hi# (R), we have
div, ((, V)CE(u)) = 4b(p + X (=&, v)v + 9, (¢, v)7)

and the equation (3.17) for uy becomes

(6.5) / CE(uy) : E(w)dz = —4b(p + )x)/ (= (b, v)(w,v) + (0- (¥, ) (w, 7)) dH".
A(R,r)

8B, -

sin? @ —sinf cos

—sin 6 cos 6 cos? 6 >—4b(u—|—/\)7'®7,

Moreover, in the case of a round configuration the elastic energy is
2

(6.6) QUE(w)) = 20+ NP + 20

and therefore, by (6.4), we get

C8(u+N)?e?
I r

0,Q(E(u)) = on 0B,.
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Hence, (3.16) becomes

?F(h,u)[¢)] = — /A(R )2@(E(u¢))dz+/ |07 (¥, V)|? dH?

1 r or2

(6.7)

where uy, € A(Bg \ B;) solves (6.5), and 9 satisfies fOQﬂ Y df = 0.

Now the goal is to prove that (6.7) is positive whenever the assumptions of Theorem 6.1 are
satisfied. The main obstacle is to bound the first term in (6.7) which will be done by using the
equation (6.5). To this aim we need the following simple lemma, which we prove to keep track of
the optimal constant.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that v € W12(A(Ry,r); R?) is a continuous map with v =0 on dBg, and
A is a matriz. Then for w(z) = v(z) + Az we have that

R
/ lw|? dH" < rlog <0> /
9B, r A(Ro,r)

Proof. Consider w in polar coordinates. Fix an angle 6 and integrate over [r, Ro]

r

2
Dv — A| dz.

o—7T

Ro
ARyo(0) — w(ro(9)) = Duw (po(6)) o(0) dp,
which implies
Ro
wira@)| < [ |Dela(®) - 5" A ap
r RO -Tr
Integrate over 6 and use Holder’s inequality to obtain
27 27 [ Ro , 2
| twtotonas< [ ([ [Dotoore) - " a]dp) at
0 0 r Ry —r

r

2
Du(po(8)) — RO_TA’ pdp> df

2 R()l R()
<o\l
0 r p T

2
— log (RO) / Dv— —" A’ dz.
r A(Ro,r) 0o—T
The inequality follows from faBr |w|? dH = r 027r lw(r, 0)|? d. O

Proof of Theorem 6.1. As we stated before, by the local minimality criterion it is enough to prove
that the second variation of F at (h,u) is positive. Suppose that ¢ € H (R) satisfies fo% Pdf =0
and 1 # 0. Without loss of generality we may assume v to be smooth. To estimate the first term
in (6.7) we claim that

(6.8) Q/A(R )Q(E(uw)) dz < 32(L)\)%erog (RO

r

) /aBr (W, ) +[0- (g, )" dH’

To this aim, choose w(z) = uy(2) + Az as a test function in (6.5) where A is antisymmetric, to
obtain

2 [ QU= b N) [ () wp) + 0w 7)) dH
A(Ro,r) 0B,

(6.9) 1/2

<a ) ( [ W ol u>|2cm1)1/2 (f o )

Apply Lemma 6.2 to w to get

R
(6.10) / lw|? dH' < rlog (0> /
aB, r A(Ro,r)

r 2
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Let Ry — oo and for every k choose an antisymmetric Ay such that

r r
Duy — —Apdz = / Dul + —— A, dz.
/A(Rk,r) YT R ARy U R-r

By Theorem 2.5 we get

/14(Rk,7“)

Together with (6.10) this yields

/ lw[2 dH < rlog <Ro> ck/ | By 2 dz.
9B, r A(Ro,r)

Since Cy, — 4 as Ry — oo we have that

4
[ <o (B0) [ Q) a-
8B n r A(Ro,r)

r

2
Dud) — ﬁAk‘ dz < Ck/

Bl de=Cy [ Bz
A(Rk,’l")

A(R,r)

Now (6.8) follows from (6.9) and from the previous inequality.
We estimate (6.7) by using (6.8) and obtain

05 (e = =320 ot AP riog () [ qwn? 4 jor P an
o

B,
8 A2 1
e, et [ (SR ) @
(611) — AB |6-r<$7 l/>|2 _ T% <y, V>2 dHl

R,
32+ A2 rlog () [ 1octwan
r dB, -
R 1
+ (T —4n~1r?log <0>> 8(p -+ \)2b? / — (Y, v)? dH".
K r B, 7
Let us first treat the last term in (6.11). For every r > o we have that

O*F(h,u)[y] > (1 — 320" (u + \)?b?rlog (?)) /8 |0, (p, ) > — %2@, V)2 dH.

Furthermore, if (6.2) is satisfied, then

1— 3207 (4 N)2b%rlog (RO) >0.

r

B,

By the definition (3.1) we see that (¢,v) = (0‘1 (é—l)) Hence, by the Wirtinger’s inequality,
we get
1 2
L, o - Gwmtant =2 [ weR - a2 o,
- 0

- - T

which concludes the proof. O

At the end of the section we study the global minimality of the round configuration. We begin
with the following remark.

Remark 6.3. Suppose that Ry and rg are as in Theorem 6.1 and fix & € R and a small € > 0.
Then for every r € [ro + &, Rp] such that r > G(a) + ¢ the proof above actually gives

2m 2m
PR Z e [ [WOF - 0OF 0+ [ wO) db,
0 0
for some small 0 < ¢; < ¢2, independent of 7. Using the Wirtinger’s inequality we get
O F (h,u)[¥] = o3 (0,2m))

for ¢y depending only on Ry, 7o, « and . This is a uniform version of Lemma 3.6.
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We can use this uniform bound of the constant ¢y to prove a uniform local C'+!-minimality of
the round configuration for r € [rg + &, Rg] with r > G(«) + €. Indeed, arguing as in Proposition
4.1 and in Lemma 4.7 we conclude that there is 6 > 0 such that for any (g,v) € X(up) with
|Fy| = |B,| and ||g — r||c11(r) < 6 it holds

f(Q? U) Z ./—"(7"7 u’r'),
where u, stands for the elastic equilibrium associated to the disk B,.

The previous remark enables us to prove the global minimality of the disk when the volume of
the annulus is small.

Proposition 6.4. Suppose that Ry is the radius of the large ball and wuq is the Dirichlet boundary
conditions as in (6.1) with fized oo > 0. There exists rgop < Ry such that for every r € (v g0, Ro)
the round configuration, with a disk B, is a global minimizer of F under the volume constraint.

Proof. We argue by contradiction and assume that there exist a sequence of radii r, Ry and
a sequence (ky,,w,) € X(up) of minimizers of F under the volume constraint |, | = |A(Ro, ry)]
such that

Flkn,wn) < F(rn,un),
where u,, stands for the elastic equilibrium relative to r,. Since (k,,w,) minimizes F we im-
mediately have that H*(T'y, U Xy, ) — 2mRg. Therefore, since Fj, is connected, we deduce that
en i =dy Tk, UZg, , Iy ) = 0 as n — oo.

n

We may calculate the elastic equilibrium

%mm<?+m@a@,

where

+ar2\ ! +A
bn_(1+“uRg> o and an:“u r2b,,.
By Remark 6.3 we have that for large n it holds

O F (rn, un)[¥] = col ¥l (08, )

for 027r 1 df = 0, where ¢ is independent of n.
We note that u, is also the elastic equilibrium in the annulus A(R,r,), for any R > Ry, with
respect to its own boundary conditions on dBg, v(R,8) = u,(R,0). For R > Ry we define

Frlg:v) :/ QEW)) dz + H (T,) + 2H'(S,)
Br\F,
and
Xr(un) = {(g,v) | g € BVg(R), v € HL (R*\ Fy; R?), v = u,, outside Br}.
Consider the estimate (6.11) for 92Fg, (1, un)[¢], i.e., replace Ry, r and b by Ry, r, and b,. By
continuity we may choose R; close to Ry such that

C
O Fr, (rnyun) 0] > S W7 08, -

for 0% df = 0. Arguing as in Remark 6.3 we conclude that (r,,u,) is a local Ct'!-minimizer
of Fg, uniformly in n, i.e., there is § > 0, independent of n, such that for any (¢g,v) € Xg, (un),
with ||g - Tn||cl,1(R) < 6, it holds

(612) fR1 (971]) Z le (T’I'Hun)'
Define

B (2) = wp(z) ifze€ BRO \ F,
" Y un(2) if 2 € A(R1, Ro).

By the assumption on (k,,w,) it holds
(6.13) FRy (knyWn) < Fry (T, tun).
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Suppose that (g, v,) is a solution of the problem

min{]:Rl(g,v) +AHF‘9| - |B7"n|’ : (g,v) € XRl(un)a g <y +€n}7

where A is large. Arguing as in Lemma 5.6, Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 5.8 we conclude that g, — Rg
in CY*(R). In particular, ||gn — 7n|lc11@) — 0.

gn
(6.

By the minimality of (gy,, v,) we have that Fr, (gn,vn)+A|[Fy|—|Br, || < Fr, (kn,w,). Defining
= gn, + 0y, such that |F;, | = |B,,| we obtain, as in (5.19), that

14) ]:Rl(gnavn) < ]:Rl (gnavn) + A||Fg| - ‘Brn|| < ]:Rl(knuﬁ)n%

when A is large enough. Moreover 6, — 0. Hence ||gn, — 7p|[c11@®) — 0 and therefore (6.12),

(6.

13) and (6.14) imply

le(rn;un) < le(gnavn) < le (knawn) < le(rnvun)v

which is a contradiction.
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