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On the asymptotic behavior of symmetric solutions of the
Allen-Cahn equation in unbounded domains in R?

Giorgio Fusco* Francesco Leonetti and Cristina Pignotti*

Abstract

We consider a Dirichlet problem for the Allen—Cahn equation in a smooth, bounded
or unbounded, domain 2 C R". Under suitable assumptions, we prove an existence
result and a uniform exponential estimate for symmetric solutions. In dimension n = 2
an additional asymptotic result is obtained. These results are based on a pointwise
estimate obtained for local minimizers of the Allen—-Cahn energy.

1 Introduction
We consider the Allen-Cahn equation

(1.1) { Au=W'(u), z€qQ,

u=g, x € 0fd.

where 2 C R” is a bounded or unbounded domain, g : 92 — R is continuous and bounded
and W : R — R is a C3 potential.
We are interested in symmetric solutions:

u(z) = —u(z), for x€Q
where for z € R? we let 2 = (—z1,22,...,2q) the reflection in the plane z; = 0. We assume:
h;— W :R — R is an even function:
(1.2) W(—u) = W(u), for ueR,
which has a unique non-degenerate positive minimizer:

(1.3) 0=W(1) < W(u), for u>0,
w”(1) > 0.

hy— There is M > 0 such that

(1.4) W'(u) >0, for u> M.
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hs;— Q C R"™ is a domain with nonempty boundary which is symmetric:
(1.5) reQ=>2cQ,

and of class C?1®. If Q) is unbounded we require that € satisfies a uniform interior
sphere condition and that the curvature of 92 is bounded in the C'* sense.

If S € R? is a symmetric set, we define St := {z € S : 21 > 0}. We first consider the
case of general n > 1 and prove the existence of a symmetric solution which is near 1 in
Q*. Note that, in general, d(Q") # (0Q)*.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that W and Q@ C R™ satisfy hi, he and hs. Assume that g : 0 —
R is symmetric and bounded as a C**(0%;R) function and satisfies

g(x) >0, for x € (0Q)".
Then, problem (L)) has a symmetric classical solution u € C%(Q;R) such that

u(z) >0, for xe QT

1.6
(16) lu(z) — 1] < Ke kd@o@0) 4 c F,

for some positive constants k, K that depend only on W,n and on the C1(Q;R) norm of
u.

(We assume that g is extended to Q as a symmetric C*% map). A similar statement is
valid in the case of Neumann boundary conditions.
We then restrict to the case n = 2 and prove the following asymptotic result

Theorem 1.2. Assume W as in Theorem [L1 and assume that Q C R? satisfies hg and is
convex in xqi i.e.

(1.7) (x1,m2) € Q= (txy,22) € Q, for [t| <1.

Let u be the solution of the Allen-Cahn equation (L)) given by Theorem [LIl Then there
exists a continuous decreasing map R — q(R), limp_, o q(R) =0, such that

(1.8) (w1, 22) = a(en)| < g(d(@,00)), for zeQ,

where 4 : R — R is the odd solution of

(1.9) V' =W'(v), seR
SEIEOOU(S) =1.

The map q depends only on W,n and on the C*(Q;R) norm of u.

A convergence result for odd solutions of (L)) similar to (L&) valid in the case Q C R™
is a half space was obtained, among other things, in [2] (cfr. Theorem 1.1). The point
in Theorem is that, even though is restricted to n = 2, applies to general domains
that satisfy (L7). Some of the ideas in the proof of Theorem [[.2] have been extended and
utilized in [I] where the restriction to n = 2 is removed and w is allowed to be a vector.

The proof of Theorems [[L.T]and Theorem is variational and is based on a pointwise
estimate for local minimizers of the Allen-Cahn energy

(1.10) Ta(u) = /A(%|VU|Z+W(U))dx,

defined for all bounded domain A C R” and u € WH2(4;R).



Definition. Let 2 C R" be a domain. A map u € VVI})CZ(Q, R) is a local minimizer of the
Allen-Cahn energy if

(1.11) Ja(u) = min  Ja(u+v),
veW, 2 (A;R)

for every bounded Lipschitz domain A C €.

In the following we denote by k, K and C generic positive constants that can change from
line to line.
The pointwise estimate alluded to above is stated in the following

Theorem 1.3. Assume W : R — R is a C? function such that

(i) 0=W(0) < W(v), for veR,

(ii) liminf), 4o W(v) >0,

(iii) W”(0) > 0.

Let Q C R" a domain and u € C1(;R) a local minimizer of the Allen-Cahn energy that
satisfies

(1.12) lu| + |Vu| < My, for x€Q

and some My > 0.
Then there is ¢* > 0 with the property that for each q € (0,q*] there is R(q) > 0 such
that

(1.13) B rg) C Q= |u(x)| <q.

Moreover R(q) can be chosen strictly decreasing and continuos in (0,q*]. The inverse map

q(R) satisfies
(1.14) g(R) < Ke ™™ R € [R(¢g"), +00),
for some positive constants k, K that depend only on W,n and the bound Mjy.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we use Theorem [[3] to prove Theorem
[L1l In Sect. 3 we prove Theorem Finally in Sect. 4 we present a proof of Theorem
[L3l The proof is an adaptation to the scalar case of arguments developed in [3] and [4]
for the vector Allen-Cahn equation.

2 The proof of Theorem [1.1]

We first consider the case of €2 bounded. Then standard arguments from variational
calculus yield the existence of a symmetric minimizer v € g+ W&;(Q, R) of Jqo; we denote
by W&’;(Q; R) the subspace of symmetric maps of Wol’z(ﬂ; R). Let g, = max(poy+ g. We
can assume

(2.1) lu| < M" := max{M, g, },
and
(2.2) u>0 on Q.



To prove (1)) we let v € g + VVO1 g(Q, R) the symmetric function defined by
u, on QFN{u< M},
(2:3) v—{ M', on QtN{u> M},

and observe that if QT N {u > M’} has positive measure, then hy implies

24)  Jo(u) — Jo(v) = /mm{ oy 1707 208 )~ W) > 0,

in contradiction with the minimality of u. The proof of ([2.2]) is similar.
From the bound (21]), the smoothness assumption on 92 in hs and elliptic regularity
we obtain that u is a classical solution of (I.I]) and

(2.5) gy < M

for some constant M” > 0. The restriction of u to QT trivially satisfies the definition
of minimizer of the Allen-Cahn energy in Q% with potential W that, by ([21]) and (2.2,
can be identified with any smooth function that satisfies W(s) = W(s), for s > 0 and

W(s) > W(|s]), for s < 0. From this and (2.5)) it follows that we can apply Theorem [L.3]
to & = u—1 with potential W (-+1) and conclude that u satisfies the exponential estimate

(2.6) lu(z) — 1] < Ke kd@o2%)  for 2 € QF,

with k, K depending only on W and M"”. This concludes the proof for 2 bounded. If  is
unbounded we consider a sequence of bounded domains €2;, j € IN, such that Q; C Q;4
and Q = U;Q;. From hs we can assume that the boundary of Q; is of class C** and
satisfies an interior sphere condition uniformly in j € IN. Therefore the same reasoning
developed for the case of bounded 2 yields

(2.7) HujHCg,a(Q—j;R) <M", for j €N,
and
(2.8) luj(z) — 1] < Keikd(m’agj), for = € Qj, jeN.

The estimate (2.7)) implies that, passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can assume that
u; converges locally in C? to a classical solution u : @ — R of (L.I)) and ([2.8) implies that
u satisfies the exponential estimate in Theorem [Tl The proof of Theorem [[.T]is complete.

Remark. Elliptic regularity implies that we can upgrade the exponential estimate in The-
orem [LT] to

(2.9) lu(z) — 1| + |Vu(z)| < Ke kd@o2%) - for 2 et

In the proof of Theorem [[.2 below we make systematic use of the fact that the solution
of (1) given by Theorem [[I] is a local minimizer in the sense of Definition [II This
is obvious when 2 is a bounded. If € is unbounded it follows from the fact that u =
lim; 4 u; is the limit of a sequence of minimizers u; : €; — R, Q; bounded, that
converges to u uniformly in compacts [7].



3 The proof of Theorem

We divide the proof in several lemmas.
For [ € (0,400] let

(3.1) By :={ve WLA(=1,1);R) : v(£l) = 0; |[v]j1; < M"},

where Wol(’ii((—l,l);R) C W12((=1,1); R) is the subset of the odd functions and ||v]|;; is
the usual W12 norm of v. Let § € W2 ((~1,1); R) be defined by

(3.2) S:={v e WE(-L:R) : v =1},

where, for [ € (0,+o0], |[v||; denotes the L2((—I,1); R) norm of v. In particular |[v]e =
vl z2w)- For v € By we write

v=qu, with ¢=|jv|;and v € S.

For w € WY2((—1,1); R) we set

L

(3.3) e1(w) = / (Gl 2+ Ww) ) das.
-1

Define Ej : B; — R by setting

Ei(v) = e(u+v) — eu)

(3.4) 1/t . l _ B
=5 | (e +ve,[" = [@s[)der + [ [W(@+0) - W(a)dz:.
—1 —1

Lemma 3.1. There exist qo > 0,¢ > 0, independent of | > 1, such that forv € By, v = qu,
we have

1
(3.5) Ey(qv) > 502(127 0<qg<q, veES,

Lo
(36) El(qy) Z 50 QO’ q0 S q, V € S

Moreover it results
(3.7) Dy Ei(qu) > ¢, 0<qg<gq VvES.

Proof. From (L9) and v(+£l) = 0 it follows

l

l
(3.8) /l(ﬂxlvxl + W'(u)v)dzy = /l(—ﬂml + W'(w))vdzy = 0.

Therefore, for v € By, we can rewrite Ej(v) in the form

Ll v2
El(’l}) = l (§WI/(H)’U2 + j)dl'l
1
+ [W(a +v) = W (@) = W@ — W (@)?|da,
-1

(3.9)

2|



where we have also added and subtracted $W" (u)v?
By differentiating (I.9]) we see that u,, is an eigenfunction corresponding to the eigen-
value A = 0 for the operator L defined by

L: WY (R) c L*(R) — L*(R),
Lw = —wg, e, + W (W)w
Since @ is increasing and odd, u,, is positive and even. On the other hand the as-
sumption W”(£1) > 0 implies, see e.g. Theorem A.2 of [6] (pag. 140), that the essential

spectrum of L is contained in [a,+00) for some a > 0. Therefore, if we restrict to the
subset of odd functions we can conclude that there exists a positive constant ¢; such that

3.10
( +02> 1 [T oo
/ ( W ()¢ + > T = 5/ (L)pdzy >} ¢*dx, forall ¢ € W i3(R).

In particular, given v € B;, we can apply (B.10]) to the trivial extension v of v to obtain

+ 02 +
(3.11) / (§W"(H)v2 + %)dwl > c%/ v?dzy, for all v e By
-l -l

Since v € B; implies v(—I) = 0, we have v*(z1) =2 [*] v(s)vs, (s)ds and therefore
(3.12) ollzos -0y < VIl llellyy < Clloly, for v € By

with C' = +v2M". Fix qo > 0 and let W" = max
x1 — (x1) € (0,1), we have

|s|<1+Cqt/? |[W"(s)|. Then, for some map

(3.13)

‘/ll(W(a +v) = W(@) - W (v — %W”(a)v?)dm = ‘/ll W (@ + 01))%3dm1

l
CWW 1/2/ vidxy, for |jv]l; < qo.
1
From (3.9), (BI1I) and B.13)), if we choose gp > 0 so small that cw"q 1/2 < 3¢c2, it follows

1
Ei(qv) = Ei(v) > 5%/1 v2dxy, for veB, 0<qg=Iv|i < qo,

that is (B.3)).

To show (B.6]) let us consider the minimization problem

(3.14) min  Ej(v).
v € B
ol = g0

It is easy to construct a smooth odd map w € B; that satisfies the constraint |Jw||; > go.
Therefore there exists a minimizing sequence {v;} C B; that satisfies ||v;||; > qo, 7 € N,
and

(3.15) El(vj) < El(w), j€IN.



From (BI5) and standard arguments from variational calculus it follows that there is
U; € By and a subsequence {vj, } such that
3.16 liminf Ey(v;, ) > Ej(v
(3.16) lim inf £y(v;, ) > E1(0),

lim J|jv;, — vl =0.

pim vi, —oull

It follows |[v;]|; > qo and 7; is a minimizer of ([BI4]). Since E;(0) = 0 and v = 0 is the
unique minimizer of E; on By, this implies F;(7;) = oy > 0, and therefore

(3.17) Ei(qv) > oy, for g > qp.

Note that «; is non increasing with [. Indeed, if I; < I and v € Bj,, then the trivial
extension ¥ of v to [—la, o] satisfies Ey,(0) = Ej, (v) and belongs to By,. Therefore, there
exists lim;_, 4 o, ;. We claim that
(3.18) lim oy =a>0.
l—+o00

Let {l;}r be a sequence of positive numbers such that [, — 400 for k — +oo. Let Ty
be a minimizer of problem ([B.14) for [ = I, and let v} : R — R be the trivial extension
of Ty, we may assume that the sequence {y} converges in L?(R) and weakly in W12(R)
to a map v which satisfies, by lower semicontinuity of E, ||U]|cc > qo and o > E (7).
Since v = 0 is the unique minimizer of F, this implies a > E(v) > 0 and proves (3.I8]).
From (B.I7)) we then deduce

1
Eyqv) > a = 56343,
for a suitable constant co independent of [. Then both (B.35]) and (B.6]) hold with ¢ :=

min{cy, c2}.
To prove ([B.7) we note that setting v = qv in ([B.9) yields

B = ¢ [

-l

1 2

<§W”(ﬂ)1/2 + %)dml

(3.19) l X

+/ [W(ﬂ +qv) — W (@) — qW'(u)v — §q2W”(ﬂ)u2 dzy,
—1

which via (8I1)) implies

l
Dy Ei(qu)|g=0 = / <W”(ﬂ)y2 + V§1>daz1 > 22
1
This concludes the proof. ]
For r > 0,1 > 0 and n € R, we denote by C}(n) the set
(3.20) Cr(n) == {(z1,29) €R? : |z1| <1, |x2 — | < r}.

In the following, whenever possible, we assume that by a translation we can reduce to the
case 11 = 0 and write simply C] instead of C](0).

The introduction of the map Ej allows to represent the energy Jor (v) of an odd map
v : C] — R that satisfies v(z) = u(x1), for x; = %I, |x2| < r in a particular form that
we now derive. We have

1 [ l r r
(3.21)  Jor(v) = 5/ / g, |2dayday + Ei(v —u)dzy +/ e(u)dxs.
—rJ—l

-r -r

7



If we set
q"(z2) = |lv(-;x2) —u(-)[; > 0

v—U

then v — u = ¢"v¥ with v? = v—a

. We observe that v, = q;,v" + ¢"v;, implies

li
l [

(3.22) / v Pdzr = g2, 2 + (¢°)? / v, Pda,
—1 —1

where we have also used f lu vWdx1 = 0. It follows

s s

323) Joro) =5 [ (P + @ Pz + [ Bavide+ [ at@de.

Assume now that w : C] — R is of the form
w(z1,x2) = (1) + q"(22)v" (21, 22);

then we have

3:24) ey (w) = 5 [ (a5 + (@R 1o doa +

T T

El(qwljv)d.%'z-i-/ el(ﬁ)dxg.

T T

For later reference we state
Lemma 3.2. Let f:[—I,l] = R be a Lipschitz continuous function satisfying
(3.25) @I+ 1F(s)] < Ke ¥l for s € (=1,1).

Then, there is a constant Cy > 0 independent of [ > 1 such that

(3.26) 1l < CallfIl?

Proof. From ([B25)) there is § € [—1,l] such that |[f(s)| < m = |f(3)], s € [-,I]. From
this and |f'(s)| < K it follows

|f(s)] >m —K|s—35|, for se[-l,{|N[s—m/K,5+ m/K]
and a simple computation gives (3.20]). O

Lemma 3.3. There exist Jo > 0, C >0, k>0 and a map (0,00) > r — I, > 0 such
that, given r >0, if l > 1, and

(3.27) C; CQ, d(C],00) > 1,
then there is a Lipschitz continuous function v with the following properties:

(i) v(z) =u(z1), forze 30;:56/22;

(ii) v(z) =u(z), forz € Cry andx € Q\ CIT(;‘S,

(iii) [Jv(-,22) — u(-, 2)l[ip5/2 < Ce =M, for x9 € [—r,7],

(IV) C[jéé\cr( ) JCLT;F&(S\CLT (u) S JO’

where § > 0 is a fixed constant.



Proof. We set

(3.28) v=u for z € C]U(Q\ Clr:(s‘s)

To define v in C’lr:f \C’_[ let S1 C R? be the sector S1 = {z: 21 >1—7, |xa| <1 —1+7}
and let (p, @) polar coordinates in S7 with origin in the vertex (I — r,0) of S; and polar
axis parallel to z1. We let z(p, 8) denote the point of S; with polar coordinates (p, ). We
define v in the trapezoid T} := (Cl’j&‘s \ C7) N S by setting
o(z(p,0)) = (1 - (1 - zﬁ() (1+6/2) + |1 - 28500 Lu(e(p,9)),
(3.29)
for p € (p1(0), p2(0)), 10] < %,

where p1(0), and po(6) are defined by the conditions x1(p1(0),0) = I and x1(p2(0),0) =
[+ 0.

In the trapezoid Th := (ijé‘s \C_[) NSy So={x:xe>1r—1, |21| <2 — 7+ 1} We
define

(3.30)

+\1_2#%\u<x<g,¢>>, for o€ (01(9), 02(9)), 9] < .

where (g, ¢) are polar coordinates in Se and 1(¢), and g2(¢) are defined by the conditions
x2(01(9),®) = r and x2(02(¢),») = r + 0. In the remaining two trapezoids we define v in
a similar way.

The maps defined by (3.28)), (3.29) and (3.30]) are Lipschitz continuous in the closure
of their domains of definition and join continuously on the boundary of Ccr+o \ C'_lr and

I+6
along the line § = 7/4. Indeed (3:29) and (3.30) yield

p=pi(0) _ v(@(pi0),0)) = u(z(pi(),9))

e=a(®) = vlei6),) = ualed), ) P

and

2(s + pi(n/4), m/4) = x(s + e1(7/4), w/4),

v(x(s + p1(r/4),7/4)) = v(x(s + o1(m/4),7/4)), s €0, \/56]

Therefore we conclude that, as defined, the map v is uniformly Lipschitz continuous on

Q2. The fact that v satisfies (i) follows from ([B:29]) and (330]) that imply

p=(pr(0) +p2(0))/2  _  v(@((p1(0) +p2(0))/2,0)) = ull +/2),
0= (01(0) + 02(¢))/2 v(z((01(9) + 02(0))/2,¢)) = ulz1((e1(d) + 02(9))/2))-

To prove (iii) and (iv) we use the estimate

(3.31) [a(s) — 1| + @' (s)] < Ke™**, for s>0,



and the estimate for the solution u established in (2.9). Set A := |1 — 2#% € [0,1],
then (3.:29) implies
(3.32) v—1=1-=XN)(@(l+6/2) — 1) + Au(z(p,0)) — 1).
This, z1(p,0) > 1 on Ty, B3I) and @9) imply |v — 1| < Ke ¥ on T; and therefore
(iii) follows. Moreover, since W (s) = O((s — 1)?) for s — 1 small, it results
(3.33) / (W) = W(u)de < [ W(v)de < Crée ™,

T1 Tl
where ~,C denote a generic positive constants independent of r and [. Differentiating
B.29) in x yields
(3.34) Vo = (1 = N@ (I + §/2)e1 + AVu(z(p,0)) — (@l +6/2) — u(z(p,0)))VA,

where e;, i = 1,2 is the standard basis of R?. Since VA is bounded on 7} with a bound
independent of 7 and [, using again ([3.31]) and (2.9) we see that ([3.34]) implies

1 1
(3.35) / —(IVv|? = |Vul|?)dz < / ~|Vol2dx < Crée .
T1 2 T 2

o—01(9)
02(¢)—01(9)
and write equations analogous to ([B:32]) and (334]). From these equations, using as before

the estimates (3.31]) and (2.9), and observing that

To estimate Jr,(v) — Jr,(u) we proceed in a similar way. We set A = |1 — 2

(3.36) 0 € (01(0), 02(¢)) = |71(0, )| > |z1(01(0), ¢)| = [|tan 4],

it follows that there is a constant Cy independent of r and [ such that Jp,(v) — Jp, (u) <
Jr,(v) < Cp. This, (B.33) and (B35]) imply

3.37 J——5 — J— < J— < 2(Cy + Croe™ "
( ) Cl’":f\C[ ) Cl’":;\(){ (u) < Cl’":;\(){ (v) < 2(Co + Croe™™)
and (iv) follows with Jy = 4Cy and [, = —% In CC—T)‘S. O

Arguments analogous to the ones in the proof of Lemma B.3] prove

Lemma 3.4. Assume that C| satisfies (321). Then there is a Lipschitz continuous func-
tion v with the following properties:

() v(z) =T(x1), foraz € {—1—5/2,0+06/2} x [—r —8/2,r + /2],

(ii) v(z) =u(x), forzeQ\(=l—=0,-0)U(,l+0)) x[-r—20,17+4],
(i) [0(72) — u,22)lissye < Ce, for @ € [-r— /2,7 + 8/,
(iv) J(v) — J(u) < Cre™,

for some constants C,~v > 0.
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Lemma 3.5. Let gy and ¢ be as in LemmaBIl Given q < qq, fix v > 0 such that

1
(3.38) 58527« > 8.Jp,

where Jy is the constant in (iv) in Lemma B3l There is [(g) > 0 such that, provided (3.271)
is satisfied with | > max{l,,1(q)}, then there exist a_ € (—r,—r/2) and ay € (r/2,r) such
that

(3.39) [u(yax) —llip5/2 < G-

Proof. Let v the map constructed in Lemma B3 For each n € [—r,7/2] let A, C R be
the set

— q
(3.40) Ayi={as € n+7/2) 1 q"(@2) = llo(s22) = Tllssy2 = 3 -
Then, we have
. 1 ,q°
(3.41) J ris2(V) = J ryss2(0) > |Ay| ze*=, for ne[-rr/2],
Ciis)z Ciis)z 2 4
where 0 be the function that coincides with v outside C{:g; and with @ inside C{:;/;.

Note that, since v coincides with 4 on the boundary of C{:;/;, v is a Lipschitz map. To

prove (3.41]), we observe that from the definition of ¢ and of Ej in ([B.4]) we have (with
w=v—1u)

1 r+46/2

Jcr+6/2 (U) — J0r+5/2 (@) = —/ 5/ \w$2]2dx1dx2 +/ El+5/2(w)dx2
1+5/2 1+5/2 2 CZT(S//2 —r—5/2

=2

1
> | Buysp(wydes 2 5|47, for g€ [-r.r/2]

where we have also used (3:40) and (35, (3:6) in Lemma Bl Then, from Lemma B3] and
B41]), it follows

(3.42)
0>J (v)—J () > |A ]10262 Jo > (| Ay 74)10262 for ne[—rr/2]
- C;:éé//22 C;:éé//; =Ty 0 972 47 K ’
and therefore
(3.43) |Ay| < g, for n e [—rr/2].

This inequality and the definition (3.40) of A,, imply the existence of a_ € (—r, —r/2)\ Ag
and a4 € (1/2,7) \ A3,/ such that

N |

(3.44) lo(; ax) = tllirsye <

This and (iii) in Lemma B3] imply (8.39) provided [ > I(q) := ¢ In %. O

Bl

Lemma 3.6. Given € > 0 there is l. such that

x€Q, d(z,00) >l = |u(z)—u(r)| <e

11



Proof. Set d. := 7 In 2& and assume that d(z, Q") > d.. Then (L6)2 and B31) imply
u(z) = u(z1)] < Ju(z) = 1] +[1 —a(z)] <e

This and the oddness of u imply that it suffices to consider the points x € Q7 which
have d(xz,09) > d. and x1 € [0,d]. Assume Z € QT is a point with these properties that
satisfies |u(Z) — @(Z1)| > €. Then from (ZX) and B3I it follows

(3.45) (@) — a(@1)] - lu(e) - a(21)] < 2pu(|a1 — #1] + |oa — F),
where p := max{M", K}. Then,
(3.46)  |u(z) — @x1)| > ; for |zy — 1] < €/Su, |z — Fa| < ¢/8p.

From this inequality it follows

1 s
3.47 . — 1 > ¢e2, f — I 8
( ) u(-sz2) — @lliys/2 > 4\/ﬁ62’ or |ry — 2| < €/8u

and thus, recalling Lemma [3.4] (iii)

1 s
3.48 ° — 1 > ——c¢2, f — Z9| < €/8u.
(3.48) [v(-s22) — alliys2 = NS or |y —Ta| <€/8u

Set ¢* := 41 €3 and g = ¢*/N where N > 0 is a fixed number to be chosen later. In the

remaining I\)/grt of the proof we consider a certain number of lower bounds for [ and we
always assume that (3.27)) is satisfied for [ > [p; where 5 represents the maximum of the
values I,.,1(q), ... introduced up the the point considered in the proof.

From Lemma B35l if N is such that § < qqg, there is r such that, for [ sufficiently large,

there exist a_ € (T2 —r,Z2 —1/2) and a4 € (T2 + r/2, %2 + r) with the property

(3.49) (-, ax) = dll115/2 < G-

Moreover, from Lemma [3.4], for { sufficiently large, the map v defined in the lemma satisfies
lu(-,a+) — v(-,a+)|li+s/2 < ¢ and therefore we have

(3.50) (- ax) = alliys/2 < 24
Let Q:=(—1—0/2,14+6/2) x (a—,ay) and let w the map defined by

v, on Q\Q,
v, on (=l —0/2,140/2) x {x2}, 2 € (a_,ay)
(351)  w= if g () < 20,
u+2qvY, on (=1 —0/2,14+6/2) x {x2}, x2 € (a—,ay)
if q”(acg) > 2q.

This definition implies in particular

82 = s <20 = 3=

w(,To) — U =— €2.

» L2 +6/2 > 24 NaJi

Then Lemma B2] provided N is chosen sufficiently large, implies
- . 2 1 .2

(3.52) lw(z) —u(Z1)| < Co )3e < e.

N4yn
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On the other hand B.51)), (3:23) and (3.24) imply
(3.53)

1 v v — v
[5(\%2\2 +((@")? =411y 52)
+Ep45/2(0"V") — Epy572(2qv")|das

> / (Eig5/2(0"v") — Eigs2(2qv")|dxs
{qv>2q}

Jo(v) - Jo(w) = /{

> / [Ers5/2(q" V") — Epg52(2qv°)]ds.
{g¢">q*}

From (3.7), for ¢ < qo, we have D, Fj(qv) > ¢%q and therefore, recalling also that ¢ = ¢* /N,
we have
4

A0 - 53)

DN | =

(354) El+5/2(q*ljv) - El+5/2(2qu) >

which via (8:48)) yields

1 4 €
E *0 _ B 2a1" >_2 *21___.
. Bussrlas) = B Carldes 2 58600~ )
Then, from 353) and ¢* = ﬁe% we obtain
2 4 4
_ > (1— —)éh,
From this and Lemma [B.4] (iv) it follows
(3.55) Jo(u) = Jo(w) = Jo(u) = Jo(v) + Jo(v) — Jo(w) > 0,

provided [ satisfies, beside previous lower bounds, [ > [* where [* is defined by the condition
Cre " = 12%22 (1-— %)64. From the above part of the proof it follows that, if we set
le = 2l and if & is such that d(z,00Q) > [, then we can construct as before the set
@ and the map w that coincides with u outside @ and satisfies ([8.52]) and (3.55]) which

O

contradicts the minimality of u. The proof is complete.

Theorem follows from Lemma

4 The proof of Theorem 1.3

5 Basic lemmas

Lemma 5.1. There exist positive constants c, ¢* such that

(5.1) W"(q) >, forq € (—q*,q");

W(q) > W(qo,9) == W(g0) + W'(q0)(q — o),

(5.2) for (qo,q) € (0,¢%) x (g0, ¢*] U (—¢*,0) X [—¢*, qo0);

(5.3) sign(q)W'(q) > sign(q)ch >0, forqe (—q¢*q");

13



Proof. The inequality (5.1)) follows immediately from hypothesis (iii). Now, the convexity
of Win (—¢*, ¢*) implies (5.2)).
To prove (B.3]) note that, for ¢ € (0,4¢*),

q
W' (q) = /0 W (t)dt > *q.

Analogously, for ¢ € (—¢*,0),

By reducing the value of ¢* if necessary, we can also assume
(5.4) W (q* - signg) < W(q) <W, for |q| € [¢%, Mo],

where W > 0 is a suitable constant. This follows from assumption (iii) and (LI2]).
All the arguments that follow have a local character. Therefore, without loss of gen-
erality, in the remaining part of the proof we can assume that €2 is bounded.

Lemma 5.2. Assume R > 0 and B;y r C 2 and let ¢ : Byy r — R be the solution of

Ap = CQQD, in By R,
(5.5) ]
Y =4q, on aBl‘o,Ra

where G € (0,q*]. Assume that u € WH2(2) is a continuous map such that
(5.6) lu| <@, for z € By g
Then there exists a map v € WH2(Q) that satisfies:

(5.7) v=u, forxeQ\ By R,
lv| <, forx € By R

and
(58)  Jau) —Jalv) = J, x(v) = I, (V)

= (W (1) = W (") = W/(6") = "))
Byg,rN{|ul>¢}

V

where " = sign(u)ep.

Proof. Let b > 0 be a number such that b < ming,¢ Bug.r P Since u is continuous the
set Ay := {x € By, g : u > b} is open and there exists a function p™ € W12(4,) that
minimizes the functional Jy,(p) = fAb(%|Vp|2 + W (p))dz in the class of functions that

. .. .. . + + . e
satisfy the Dirichlet condition p = u on 0A;. Since o |2+ £ is also a minimizer we have

pt > 0. We also have p* < ¢. This follows from (5.3) and (5.4) which imply that
min{p™, g} is also a minimizer. The map p™ satisfies the variational equation

(5.9) [ )+ W e = 0

14



for all n € Wy2(Ay) N L(A,). In particular, if we define A ={x € Ay : pt > ¢}, we
have

(5.10) [ (5 )+ W e = 0

b
for all n € WOI’2(Ab) N L>°(Ap) that vanish on Ay \ A;.
If we take n = (p™ — )" in (BI0) and use (5.3) we get

(5.11) [ (955" =)+t " = i <0,

*
b

This inequality and

(5.12) /A (V. V(0" — @) + oo™ — o))z = 0,

*
b

that follows from (B.5]), imply

(5.13) / (V0" — @) + Pt — )z <0

b

That is H"(A}) = 0 which, together with p™ < ¢ on A, \ A4, shows that
(5.14) pt <, for x € A

If we set Ay := {2 € Byyr : u < —b} and p~ € WH2(A;) is a minimizer of JA; in the

set of W12 (A,) maps that have the same trace of u on 04, , the argument above can be
applied to p~ to obtain

(5.15) p~ > —yp, forz e A .
Let v € W12(Q) be the map defined by setting

u, forx € Q\ A, U A, ,
(5.16) v =< min{u, pt}, for x € Ay,
max{u,p” }, for x € A,

This definition implies (5.7]). Moreover we have

(5.17) Jao(u) — Jo(v) = JAbuA; (u) — AUA; (v)
JAbﬁ{p+<u} (u - JAbﬂ{p+<u} (er)

)

From (53) with n = (u — p*)* it follows
RN ot V- = - [ W (p*) (u - p*)de.
Apn{pt<u} Apn{pt<u}
This and the identity
1 1
(5.19) SUVul> = [Vp™ ") = SIVu—Vp' [+ (Vp", V(u—p"),
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imply
(5'20) JAbﬂ{p+<u}(u) - JAbﬂ{p+<u} (p+)

1
- / CITu— Vo 2+ (Vp V- p)) + W) — W(p*))de
Ayn{pt<u} 2

- [ (W(w) = W(p") = W(p*)(u—p*))de
Apn{pt<u}

> / (W (u) = W () — W) (u — ))da,
Apn{p<u}

where we have used A, N {p < u} C A, N{pT < u} and the fact that the function W (-, u)
defined in (5.2)) is increasing on (0,u). In the same way one proves

(5:21) T4 - () = Ta= gy (0)
> [ (W () = W (=) = W(=)(u+ ) da
Apyn{—p>u}

This inequality and (5.20) imply (5.8]). O
Given g € (0, ¢") define

*

¢ —q

.22 R =
(522) R="r

where M, is the constant in (LI2]). For later reference we quote

Corollary 5.3. Let A > 0 be fized, assume that R > R is such that By, reas2 C Q2 and
let u € WH2(QQ) a continuous map that satisfies the condition

(5.23) lu| <@, forx € 0By, perj2-

Then, there exist a constant k > 0 independent of R > R and a map v € WH2(Q) such
that

(5.24) v=u, on Q\ By rr/2,

Ja(u) = Jo(v) = Jo,, o8 = J5,, ons(©) = KH(Ag O Bay ),
where Ag = {x € Q: |u| > ¢}.
Proof. Let & € WH2(2) be defined by

q, on By riaeN{u> g},

—q, on B:Bo,R+)\/2 N {u < _Q}’
u, otherwise .

(5.25)

>
Il
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Then, using also (5.4]), we have

(5.26) Ja(u) — Jo (1) = / (lyvu\2 + W (u) — W(q))dzx

Bzo,rya/2M{u>a}

- (5 IVl + W () — W(~))de > 0.
B

zo,R+A/2N{u<—q} 2

The map @ satisfies the assumptions of Lemma Therefore if we let v be the map
associated to @ by Lemma [5.2] (for R 4+ A\/2), from (5.26]) and (5.8]) we obtain

Jao(u) — Jo(v) = Jp

20, R+2/2 (u) — JBxO,R+>\/2 (v)

(5.27) 2 JB,y a2 (@) = IBy pinn (V)

z/ (W (@) — W(g") — W' (") (@ — o)) da,
AgNByg, R4 /2

where we have also used Az N By ryrj2 C Beg reajz N {10 > ¢}

We have p(z) = ¢(|x — o], R + A/2) with ¢(-, R+ A/2) : [0, R+ \/2] — R a positive
function which is strictly increasing in (0, R+\/2]. Moreover we have ¢(R+A/2, R+\/2) =
q and

(5.28) Ri< Ry = ¢(R1 — A, Rl) > ¢(R2 — A, RQ).
Note that = € By, r implies p(z) < ¢(R, R + A/2). Therefore for = in the subset of

Ag N By r where u > ¢ we have

(5:29) W@~ W o)~ W) a ) = [ '(6) W)
)

A(O(R+ N2, R+ )/2) — ¢(R, R+ )\/2))?,

N | —

q 1
> 02/ (q—p)dg = 562((1— ©)? >
»

where we have also used (B.I]). In a similar way we derive the estimate

(5.30) W(=q) = W(=¢) = W'(=¢)(—=q+¢) = /_q(W'(CJ) — W'(=¢))dq
-

> = [ a4 o= 5@ 0P 2 5 OR+ 2R+ A2) - SRR+ N2

valid in the subset of A;N By, r where u < —p. The corollary follows from this and ([5.29),
from (B.27) and from the fact that, by (5.28]), the last expression in (5.29]) and (B.30) is

increasing with R. Therefore we can assume
1 — — — —
(5.31) k= §c2(¢(R+)\/2,R+)\/2) - d(R, R+ )\/2))°.

O

Lemma 5.4. Let u € W2(Q) be a local minimizer as in Theorem[L.3. Let A > 0 be fized
and assume that By, iy C §) for some R > R. Assume

(5.32) AjNByyr# @
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and let S = Az N (Byy.r4x \ Bao,r). Then, there exist a constant K > 0 independent of
R > R and a continuous map v € WH2(Q) that satisfies

v=u, forxeQ\S,
(5.33) sign(u)v > q, for xz € AzN B, r
sign(u)v = q, forx € 0(AgN B

+37
wo,R—l—%)’

and
(5.34) Jo(v) — Ja(u) = Js(v) — Js(u) < KH™(S).

Proof. From Corollary 5.3 and the minimality of u we necessarily have A;N0B w0 4D # (.
) 2

Indeed, if on the contrary A; N 0B, p A = 0, then |u| < ¢ on OB
TS

2, we could find v satisfying
2

0. RED" Therefore,

applying Corollary B.3lto uw on B 5.

JQ(U) — JQ(U) = JBxO’ (U) > kJHn(Aq M BIO,R)-

SC(),R-O-%

From (£.32)), this is in contradiction with the minimality of u.
Let v € WH2(Q) be defined by v = u for x ¢ S and by

"= )sign(u)g + 1 - 2751

where r = |z — z¢|. From this definition and (I.I2)) it follows

(5.35) v=>1-]1-2

lu, for z € S,

(5.36) g < sign(u)v < |u| < My, for r€S\0B, p. 1,
0,R+5
v = sign(u)q, for xeSnN 8BIO’R+%.
Moreover, it is easy to verify that v = u on 9S. Then, v is continuous and satisfies (5.33]).
From (5.35]) we also obtain

(5.37) Vv = ‘1 - 2$‘Vu + %(u — sign(u)q)v, for x € S,

where v = —sign(1 — QTRR)%. From (£.37), (536) and (LI2]) it follows

(5.38) %(|Vv|2 — |Vul?) + W (v) — W(u)

(|Vul + %\u — sign(u)q|)* + W — W (sign(u)q)

DO =

1 2 _
< §(M0 + X(MO — )+ W, forxz €8,

where W is the constant in Lemma 5.l The estimate (5.38) concludes the proof with K
given by the last expression in (5.38)). O

Proposition 5.5. Let g € (0,¢*), A > 0 and R = % as before. There exists j,, € IN
such that, if Ry = R + (jm + 1)\, then a local minimizer u satisfies

(5.39) x€Q, d(z,00) >Ry = |ul < ¢".

Moreover the number j.,, depends only on q, A and the constants k, K in Corollary 5.3
and Lemma 0.4
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Proof. Suppose that |u(zg)| > ¢* for some xg € . Then, from (L12),
lu(z)| > q, Yz € B,

Therefore, if d(xg,0Q) > R, (LI12) implies

(540) /Hn(Aq N meﬁ) = /Hn(meﬁ) = 0yp.
Now, set
(5.41) 0; = H'Ag O By 7, 50)

for each j € IN such that d(zg,0Q) > R+ (j + 1)\

Let vjl-, UJQ- € W12(Q) be the maps defined as follows:

vjl» is the map v defined in Lemma 5.4l for By, ryy with R = R+ jA
2

v is the map v given by Corollary [5.3] when u = vjl» and R= R+ j\.

J
From these definitions, Corollary 5.3l and Lemma 5.4, we deduce
(5.42) Ja(u) = Ja(v;) > —K(oj41—0),

Jo(v)) = Ja(vF) > KH"(A;N B, 750 = koj.

By adding these inequalities and using the minimality of u we obtain

(5.43) 0> Ja(u) — JQ(’U?) > koj — K(0j41 —0j)
and therefore,
k K .
(5.44) (1 + E)%'fl <oj £ Llojn—oy), jEN,
kN\i—1 K/ — —
k cn < K . n ) ‘
= (1+ %) w0<o < v (B+G+DN" = B+4N"), jeN

where w is the measure of the unit ball in R™. For j sufficiently large the last inequality is
not satisfied and this contradicts the minimality of u. We denote j,, the minimum value
of j such that (5.44) is violated. Then, (5.39) follows with Ry = R + (jm + 1)A. O

The existence of the map (0,¢*] > ¢ — R(q) follows from the fact that all the above
arguments can be repeated with a generic ¢ € (0,¢*) in place of ¢*. We can obviously
assume that R(q) is decreasing and, by modifying it if necessary, we can also assume that
it is strictly decreasing and continuous.

For completing the proof of Theorem [[3] it remains to prove the estimate (LI4]).
Proposition and in particular (5.39) imply that we can apply Lemma to u and the
ball B, r for each z € Q such that d(z,08?) = Ry + R with R > Ry. Therefore we obtain

(5.45) u(@)| < (0, R).

We also have (see [5]) that

(5.46) $(0, R) < g*eFoR — g*ckoBo o —kod(x,09)

for some kg > 0 independent of R € [R, +00). From (5.45), (5.46) we obtain
(5.47) lu(z)| < q(R) < Koe 4@ = for d(z,8Q) > 2Ry,

This concludes the proof of Theorem [L3]
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