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RIESZ ENERGY WITH A RADIAL EXTERNAL FIELD:
WHEN IS THE EQUILIBRIUM SUPPORT A SPHERE?

D. CHAFAI, R. W. MATZKE, E. B. SAFF, M. Q. H. VU, AND R. S. WOMERSLEY

ABSTRACT. We consider Riesz energy problems with radial external fields. We study the
question of whether or not the equilibrium is the uniform distribution on a sphere. We
develop general necessary as well as general sufficient conditions on the external field that
apply to powers of the Euclidean norm as well as certain Lennard—Jones type fields. Addi-
tionally, in the former case, we completely characterize the values of the power for which
dimension reduction occurs in the sense that the support of the equilibrium measure be-
comes a sphere. We also briefly discuss the relation between these problems and certain
constrained optimization problems. Our approach involves the Frostman characterization,
the Funk—Hecke formula, and the calculus of hypergeometric functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. We consider Riesz equilibrium problems with an external field on the
whole Euclidean space R? and, unless otherwise stated, assume d > 2. The Riesz s-kernel'
Ky :R? — (—o00,00] is defined by

1
—— ifs#0
Ky(z) = szl :
—log(flz]l) ifs=0

where ||z|| := /2% + -+ 22 = \/(x,z) is the Euclidean norm. This kernel is continuous
for s < 0, singular but integrable when 0 < s < d, and hypersingular (non-integrable) for
s > d. Throughout, we assume —2 < s < d, which ensures that the kernel is integrable and
conditionally strictly positive definite on compact sets, see [7].

We assume throughout that our external field V : R — (—o0, +00] is radial, of the form

V(z) =v(r?), r:=|=z, (1.1)

where v : [0, +00) — (—00, +00] is lower semi-continuous, bounded from below, and finite
on some interval (a,b).

Let P(R%) be the set of probability measures on R%. For s < d, the energy of u € P(R?)
is defined by

L) i= [[ (Kulw—y) + V(@) + V) du()dply) € (<00, 400 (12
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LlOur definition of K, for s # 0, differs from the more traditional version in that it includes s in its
denominator. This has the advantage to produce formulas which are continuous as s = 0.
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When V' = 0, we simply write I4(1). We shall also denote by W,y the minimum of the
energy over all probability measures, which is known as the Wiener constant,
Wsy := inf [ i
s,V P (RY) s,V(:u)

When they exist, the minimizers, called equilibrium measures, are denoted by jeq. When
unique, these measures must have radially symmetric support, due to the radial symmetry
of Ky and V.

The potential of y is the locally integrable function U# : R — (—o0, +00] defined by

Ub(z) = / Ko(z — y)du(y).

We will call the quantity U + V' the modified potential of p.

We concentrate on confining potentials where the external field ensures that the support
of the equilibrium measure is compact. The following is a list of some sufficient conditions
that ensure the equilibrium measure exists and has compact support:

(a) 0 < s < d and either v(oc0) := lim v(r?) = +o0,
T o0
. s 2\ .
or v(o0) < 400 and lim_ sr (v(r) —v(0)) < —1,
: 2
(b) s =0 and 7nlgrolo (v(r ) — logr> = +o0,
(c) =2 < s < 0 and limsup srév(r?) < —275.

r—r00
Moreover, in each of these cases W,y < oo and the equilibrium measure jeq is unique.
See, for example, [16, Theorems 2.1 and 2.4], [36, Theorem 1.1.3], and [7, Corollary 4.4.16].
Furthermore, p = fieq is characterized by the variational Frostman conditions: for some finite
constant C,

Ul+V >C, qe. on RY,

(1.3)
U+V <C, on supp u,

where q.e. denotes a property holding except on sets of s-capacity zero (see [30, 7]).

1.2. Main results. In the statement of our results we use the following notation: dz denotes
Lebesgue measure in R? and op is the uniform probability measure on the sphere SC}{I =
{z € R?: ||zl = R} in R%. For R = 1, we further put ¢ := oy and S* ! := S¢~1. For an
interval I C R, a function f : I — RU {400} is C* in the extended sense on I when for each
¢ €{0,....k} and y € I, fO(y) exists as an element of R U {#o0} and is finite except at
a finite set of values in I, and 9131_121 fO(x) = fO(y), with the limit being one-sided for the

endpoints of I. When we do not specify the interval, it is assumed to be [0, 00).
Our first result below gives, as a special case, conditions when the support of equilibrium
measure [leq for the energy (1.2) cannot be a sphere.

Theorem 1.1 (Structure of pieq for s > d—3). Suppose that d—3 < s < d and v is bounded

from below, C? in the extended sense, with v" finite on (0,00), and such that Isv has a unique

equilibrium measure floq. If d =2 and —1 < s < 0, assume also that 1iI61+ p%“v’(p) = 0.
p—

With z =10, r € [0,00), and 6 € S41, let v € P(]0,00)) be such that
dpteq(z) = do(8)dv(r).

Then supp(v) is a perfect set, i.e. closed with no isolated points.
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In particular Hg—1(supp(ieq)) = 00, where H4_1 is the (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff
measure. The additional assumption for d = 2, —1 < s < 0 is necessary to rule out the
possibility of an isolated point at 0, as when s < 0, it is possible for g to be the equilibrium
measure, as shown in [12, Remark 1.1]. We also note that the conditions on v can be
weakened if we assume s > d — 2, as we show in Lemma 2.3.

When —2 < s < d — 3, a dimension reduction phenomenon may occur. In particular, the
following result addresses this possibility when the external field is a power of the Euclidean
norm. For this case, our results completely answer the question of when jieq is supported
on a sphere, as encountered in [27, Theorem 17] and [12, Theorem 1.2]. For the statement
of this result, we introduce the following constants, involving the classical hypergeometric
functions oF; and 3F9 (see Appendix B) :

d
; w; g; ) = Ffé_?z)rr(?d _2 _1)1), for 2<s<d—1.  (1.4)
2 2
Note that c; 4 > 0, ¢54 is a strictly convex function of s on =2 < s < d—1, and cpq = 1,
C4—2,4 = 1 socsq < 1for 0 <s <d—2 Fors =0, we also define, with vy denoting the
digamma function,

Csd i= 2F1(

d+1 1 1 d—1
C1o2,051) = —log(2) + 5uo(d— 1) — 5w (). (15)

Theorem 1.2 (Power-law external fields for which supp(jeq) is a sphere). Suppose that
—2<s<d—3 andV(x)= T|z|* where v > 0 and o > max{—s,0}. Define

max{ 5Cs.d 2_(5+2)(d—$—4)} s 40

1
bg := —log(2) + 1 3F2(1, 1,

2—2c5q’ 2(d—s—3
Qg = Co.d (d=s-3) . (1.6)
max{—l 2—(d_4)} s§=0
20’ (d—3) B
If o > a4, then peq = oR,, where
1
R <csvd)al+s [ T@rd-s-1) \or L
* - d—s s : ( : )
27y 20— 5 —1)

The energy is then

(a+s)2)F ([ T(EIEd-s—1) |
as rSHrd—-35-1)

1+ log(2 _

50 tog(2) + Suin(d ~ 1) ~o(%5H) s =0

Furthermore, the threshold a4 is a sharp bound for o, meaning that if max{—s,0} < o <

o 4, then for all R > 0, or is not a minimizer of Iy .

s#0

IS,V (UR*) =

The hypotheses require that a«+s > 0. When s < 0, a+s =0, and v > 1, the equilibrium
measure is a point mass at the origin, otherwise the equilibrium measure does not exist, see
[12, Remark 1.1]. The lower bounds (1.6) on the parameter « are illustrated in the four
graphics of Figure 1. The active bound in (1.6) changes at s = d —4, for which «; 4 = 2, and
as d increases the bound on « goes to 0 for —2 < s < d — 4. We remark that the properties
of ¢cg g ensure that a,q > max{—s,0} and a4 is continuous at s = 0, see the discussion at
the beginning of section 2.5.

We next provide necessary conditions for a general twice continuously differentiable radial
external field to yield or, as the equilibrium measure.
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FIGURE 1. Graphics for four values of d (see also next page). The color gives
the value of R, when the equilibrium support is S‘El, for d = 2,3,4,10. The
plots are for Riesz parameter —2 < s < d — 3 and the external field power
a > g g, as in Theorem 1.2 with v = 1. The two curves are the terms in the
maximum in (1.6). Outside the colored region the support is not a sphere.
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Theorem 1.3 (Necessary conditions). Suppose that —2 < s < d — 3 and V(z) = v(||z[]?),

where v(-) is C? in the extended sense. If Heq = OR, for some R, > 0, then the following
must hold for R = R,:

(i) B2 (R?) = =4

4
oV (R?) (s+2)(d—s—4)
>
W) By 2 ™ 4d—s_9)
(iii) if s # 0, then
-1
lim R*(u(r?) — v(R?)) > 2
Tim, (%) — o)) >
if s =0, then
li %) = v(R?) > ba.
Tim o)~ u(R?) > by
(iv) if s # 0, then
v(R?) + a Cs,d < lim (R—ZT) + v(r2)]

if s =0, then
—log(R) + bg +v(R?) < Jim [— log(R+r) + v(r2)] .

In Theorem 1.3, condition (i) arises from the requirement that R, be a stationary point
of the modified potential, while (ii) corresponds to non-negativity of a second derivative
at R.. Conditions (iii) and (iv) arise from boundary conditions at the origin and infinity,
respectively. Note that (i) may have no solutions or more than one solution, as shown in
Appendix A.2. Additionally, (iii) is trivially satisfied when lim,_,o+ v(r?) = oo, while (iv) is
trivially satisfied when s > 0 and lim, ., v(1r?) = cc.

Theorem 1.4 (Sufficient conditions). Suppose that —2 < s < d — 4, and v(-) is C? in the
extended sense, and such that v"(r) > 0 for all r € [0,00). If there exists Ry € (0,00) that
satisfies Theorem 1.5(i), then ficq = OR, .

As some examples, Theorem 1.4 ensures that peq = og, for the following external fields:

¢ Lennard —Jones type: V(z) = I|z||* — %HazH/B, where v, > 0, so that

Yoo AN B
= —pPD2 — —pPn2,
vlp) = _p 5P

Theorem 1.4 is satisfied for a« > 2 > 8 with a > 8 and R, the unique solution to

ats _ ppbts — Csd 1
R nR 2 (1.9)

e Exponential: V(z) = 0773 exp (a||xHB), where v > 0, so that
_ g
Theorem 1.4 is satisfied for &« > 0 and 8 > 2 and R, the unique solution to

R+ exp (ozRﬂ> = C;—f’yd.
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e Power law with logarithm: V(z) = v||z|*log (||z||?), where v > 0, so that

v(p) = yp? log(p).
Theorem 1.4 is satisfied for &« > 2 and R, the unique solution to

Cs,d

R (1 + alog(R)) =

e Power-law with a sink: V(z) =2 |||z|]> — R3|a/2, where 7y, Rg > 0, so that
v
v(p) = —lp— B[,
Theorem 1.4 is satisfied for o > 2 and R, > Ry the unique solution to

Rt (RQ _ R%)%’l _ Gsd
2y
In contrast to these examples, Lemmas 2.6, 2.7 and Appendix D give some sufficient
conditions that can be used when v is not convex. Appendix A discusses an example of
a Lennard —Jones type external field with 0 > « > 3, for which v(p) has a finite limit as
p — oo and hence v is not convex, but op, is still the equilibrium measure.

1.3. Connection to other works. One goal of this article is to provide more insight into
the following question introduced in [12, 11]: when does dimension reduction of the support
of the equilibrium measure occur for Riesz energies with external fields? For V (z) = ¢||z||%,
Theorem 1.2 provides a characterization of when the support of the equilibrium measure is
a sphere, which leaves open the question of whether dimension reduction occurs for other
combinations of —2 < s < d and o > max{0,—s}. Thus far, the answer appears to be
negative, with [12, Theorem 1.2] showing that for s = d — 4 and o < aj_, 4 = 2, peq has
a full dimensional component, and with [6, Theorem II.5], [11, Theorem 1.4], [27, Theorem
17], [31, Proposition 2.13], [33, Theorem 3.2, Example 3.2], and [2] (which studies the one-
dimensional setting) finding that for certain values of o and s > d — 3, the support of the
equilibrium measure is d-dimensional and connected, providing more information than our
general Theorem 1.1 in these specific cases. While this work focuses on when the uniform
measure on a sphere minimizes the energy, if the support instead has interior points, the
distribution of the equilibrium measure on the interior is closely related to the fractional
Laplacian of the external field V', see e.g. [17, 29].

The equilibrium measures for Iy for power-law external fields, V(z) = ’y@, appear
in other contexts. For instance, for s = 0, d > 1, and a = 2, the equilibrium measure is
the asymptotic spectral distribution of the vectors of eigenvalues of d-tuples of commuting
Hermitian n x n random matrices, as shown in [32]. Thus, the equilibrium measures obtained
by Chafai, Saff, and Womersley in [11, Theorem 1.4] and [12, Theorem 1.2(i)-(b)] extend to
higher dimensions the Wigner semicircular law (d = 1, Gaussian Unitary Ensemble) and the
circular law (d = 2, for the planar Coulomb gas of the Complex Ginibre Ensemble).

Wasserstein gradient flows and steepest descent flows for nonsingular Riesz energies with
external fields arising from the maximum mean discrepancy functional have been studied
in [3, 25, 26, 27, 28], in relation to the halftoning problem in image processing. In this
setting, the external field is the negative of the potential of some probability measure, i.e.
V(z) = —U¥(x), acting as an attractive sink for mass. The Wasserstein steepest descent
flows of the Riesz energy functional I, for —2 < s < 0 and an initial measure pg = dg was



8 CHAFAI, MATZKE, SAFF, VU, AND WOMERSLEY

also considered in [27], where it was emphasized that determining the direction of steepest
descent requires one to solve the following constrained optimization problem:
minimize I5(v) such that / z||%dv(z) = 1. 1.10
inimize 1, (1) [ el *av(o) (1.10)
It was further shown, in the case that o = 2, that this is equivalent to determining the initial
step of a minimizing moment scheme (Jordan-Kinderlehrer-Otto scheme):
c Y 1y
minimize [ + —W(bo, 1), 1.11
winimize 1) + ZWE(30.4) (1.1)
where W, is the Wasserstein or Kantorovich distance of order «, defined in (1.12).

For a > 0, let P,(R?) be the set of probability measures on R? with finite a-moment,
ie. [[z||*du(z) < oo, and for ¢ > 0, let Py.(R?) be the set of probability measures with
[lz]|*du(x) = c¢®. For a > 1, the Wasserstein distance of order «, denoted W, : Py (R?) x
P, (RY) — [0, 00), is defined by

1/a
Wa(p,v) == ( min / |z — y‘adW(fc,y)> . v € Po(RY), (1.12)
well(p,v) JRA xR

where II(p, v) is the set of probability measures on the product space R% x R? with marginal
distributions p and v. This set is convex and nonempty, since it contains the tensor product
1 @ v. The definition of W, can be extended to 0 < a < 1.

The constrained optimization problem (1.11) can be interpreted as an energy minimization
problem for a Riesz kernel with a power-law external field, since

Weo,w = [ e du(z).

In the following proposition, we generalize [27, Proposition 16|, showing the equivalence
of (1.10) and (1.11) for a wider range of s and «. Its proof can be found in Section 2.6.

Proposition 1.5. Consider the external field V(x) = L||z||* withy > 0 and o > max{—s, 0}.
Suppose that s € (—o0,d), s # 0, and denote by fup the pushforward of p by a map f. Then

e The energy I is minimized over 73&71(Rd) by v
SIS (V)) sia
= .

if and only if v = (c1d) gu minimizes Iy over P(R?), with ¢ = (
e The energy Is v is minimized over P(R?) by u

Q=

if and only if v = (c711d)gu minimizes I over Py 1(R?), with ¢ = (f]Rd ||a:|]°‘) .
Suppose instead that s =0 and o > 0. Then
o The energy Iy is minimized over Pa,l(Rd) by v
if and only if u = (c1d)gv minimizes Iy over P(R?), with ¢ = (%)é
e The energy loy is minimized over PRY) by p
if and only if v = (c711d) 4 minimizes Iy over Py 1(RY), with ¢ = (fRd HJUHO‘)é

The problem of finding the equilibrium of Iy for power-law external fields, such as
considered in Theorem 1.2, has a natural analogue, when replacing the Riesz kernel by

x —y||* z—y|P
osto—p = L2200 _Lemal

without the presence of an external field. This Lennard — Jones type kernel forces particles to
repel each other at short range and attract each other when far apart. The minimization of
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these power-law energies has been the subject of much study, see e.g. [5, 8, 9, 21, 13, 23, 24,
14, 10, 22]. In particular, the results of [5, Theorem 1, Remarks 1 and 2] and [8, Theorems
3.4 and 3.10] imply that for —d < 5 < 3 — d the support of any equilibrium measure cannot
have finite (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure, much like our Theorem 1.1. Furthermore,
[22, Theorem 1] shows that if the repulsion is sufficiently weak and the attraction sufficiently
strong, o is the equilibrium measure of the power-law energy, much like Theorem 1.2.

2. PROOFS

In what follows, we will always assume that the external field V is a radial function, i.e.
there is some function v as in (1.1). Since K and V are both rotationally invariant, and
since fieq is unique if it exists, the equilibrium measure must be radial, and there is some
v € P([0,00)) such that, writing x = 70 with r € [0,00) and § € S,

dpteq(z) = do(8) dv(r).

From Proposition C.1 of the Appendix, the modified potential then becomes

oo T 2
Ut () + Vi) = [ o (”rl’ ) av(r) + (],

0
where
L+ VR (5 5k - 1 ) s £0,
By (V) = A+ RENCRY
: _1og(1+ﬁ)+ﬁ31?2 (1,1,'1;1;2@; (ljg)z) s=0

To prove that feq is indeed the equilibrium measure for the energy, we need only show
that the Frostman conditions (1.3) are satisfied. The radial symmetry of both peq and the
modified potential then turn this into a one-dimensional problem. In particular, if we want
to show that op is the equilibrium measure, we need only show that R™%hs 4 (”2—‘2‘2) +o(||z]|?)

achieves its global minimum at ||z|| = R. For ease of computation and notation, we set

_ =]
A=

and check that R™%hs 4 (\) + v(AR?) has a global minimum at A = 1.

In Section 2.1, we introduce the notation that will facilitate the computation of derivatives
that are needed in our proofs. In Section 2.2 we prove Theorem 1.3 giving necessary condi-
tions for the uniform measure on a sphere to minimize the energy when —2 < s < d — 3 and
v is sufficiently smooth. We prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 2.3, showing that we should not
expect the uniform measure on a sphere to minimize the energy when s > d — 3. Section 2.4
then provides a variety of sufficient conditions so that the equilibrium measure has spher-
ical support. Each lemma in that section considers the behavior of the modified potential
UZE(x)+ V(x) for specific values of s, either outside or inside the sphere Scll{l, and provides
conditions on V that guarantee the modified potential achieves its global minimum on the
sphere. In Sections 2.4 and 2.5 we use some of these sufficiency results to prove Theorems 1.4
and 1.2, respectively. Throughout the paper, increasing means nondecreasing and decreasing
means nonincreasing.
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2.1. Notation for proofs. For —2 < s < d —1 and R > 0, we use Proposition C.1 to
rewrite the modified potential of oy as
2
Rhea (1) +o (B R?) s #0
U () + V(x) = 2 2 ,
—log(R) + ho d(llzll )+U(HIII R2> s=0

where hg g is as in (2.1). This characterization is useful due to the structure of the derivative
of h&d:

/ - _2 2F1 (1+§ 4+3_d'%;/\) A<1
s,d()‘) - —£-1 s 2+s d.d. -1 ! (22)
A TP (143, 2575 407 A1
which holds for —2 < s < d — 2. See Appendix C.3 for more details.
The modified potential for o is, as a function of A > 0,
R~ %hsq (\) + v(R2\ s#0
) = Fonnn(N) = ) , (23)
—log(R) + h07d()\) +ou(R°A) s=0

so that

f <||:L'||2> _ UO'R(:L,) + V(ZE)
Rz | ¢ )
Using (2.2) and (B.11) from Appendix B, we know that for £ > 1 and A € [0,1)
FON) = R0 + RO (R2))

24 s—d [ (2425 +s—d)(s+2)) s 2+s—d  d
=R ] Fi(o4+6 22040
20d (j—1 d+2j FiG+e—g—+t5+6))

+ R¥*y(O(R2)).

Similarly, using (2.2) and (B.12), we know that for £ > 1 and X € (1, 00)
FON) = R0 + RO (R2))

I DL = , s 24s—-d d 4 20 (0) [ 2
=R 5 A2 jl:[l(s+2j) 2F1(§+€,T,§,)\ >+R v (R7N).

(2.5)

When ¢ < d — s — 1 the limit exists and we can set
FO) := lim fO0N).
A—1

In many of our lemmas below, we will be restricting to [0,1] or [1,00). In those cases, we
will replace the limit with the appropriate one-sided limit.
For k € [0,1), let

2R 25~ 1/ (R2k1) k>0 )
905) =\ i QRS2 L/ (R%1) K = 0. (2:6)
t—0+
and 21s—d d
s s —
ys,d(K’) = _2F1 (5 + 17 Ta 57 ﬁ) (27)
and let

9(K) = gs,a.q(K) = ys,a(k) + q(k), (2.8)
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SO
g(k) = 2R°k 271 f(s71).
For all £ > 0 and « € [0,1), (B.11) yields
99 (k) = ya(w) + 4 ()

lﬁ (lj 2+2]+s—d)(s+2j+2)) §

d+2j
2+s—d d

2F1<§+E+ L= —|—€;§+€;/§> + ¢ (r),

and when ¢ < d — s — 2 the limit exists and we set

gO(1) := lim ¢ (k).

Kr—1—

11

(2.9)

(2.10)

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3 (necessary conditions). When op is the equilibrium mea-
sure, the Frostman conditions (1.3) imply that A = 1 must be a global minimizer of f on
[0,00), see the discussion at the start of Section 2. For s < d — 3, f is twice continuously
differentiable, so the following four conditions must be satisfied: f/(1) = 0, f”(1) > 0

£(0) = (1), and lim FN) = (1),
From (2.2), (B.11), (B.3), (B.6), and (1.4), we have

s—d+2 s s—d+2 d
LD = T2 R (L TR S )

2d 2 "2
1 s s—d+2 d Csd
= —— F _— ]_ —_ — )
42 1(2 2 727 ) 4
and
y (1)_(s—d+2)(s+2)(s—d+4) F (s Qﬂ Q'Q 2'1>
s,d - 4d(d+2) 251 2 ) 2 )
_(s+2)(d—s—4) P (s s—d+2d1>_(s+2)(d—s—4)cs7d
T 16(d-s—3) > '\2° 2 '2°) 7 16(d—s-3)
For the first condition f/(1) = 0, we have
0= RH, (1) + R*/(R?) = ==4R™* + R*/(R?),

which implies (i).
For the second condition f”(1) > 0, we have

(s+2)(d—s—4)csd
4(d —s—3)

Then for R > 0, v/(R?) = %4 R™72 > 0 gives (ii).
If s #0, f(0) > f(1) is equivalent to

R s 4(0) +v(0) > R 5hg 4(1) + v(R?).

Note that by (1.4), (C.5), and (2.1), hsq(0) = 1/s and hs q(1) = ¢54/s. On the other
if s =0, f(0) > f(1) is equivalent to

ho,4(0) +v(0) > hoa(1) + v(R).
Again, by (1.5) and (2.1), ho4(0) = 0 and hg 4(1) = bg. We thus obtain (iii).

0< RN, (1) + R/ (R?) = o (R2).

hand,
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If s # 0, then (1.4), (2.1), and (B.1) show us that our last condition on f is equivalent to

—S

L epa o) < Jim <v<R2A> P v (1 T/ 0(1)>>

A—00 (1 + \/X)Q A
= lim (v(r2) L BE +ST)_S> :

If s =0, due to (1.5), (2.1), and (B.2), our last condition is instead equivalent to
1

—1log(R) 4 bg + v(R?) < lim (—log(R)—log(l—i—ﬁ)—i—(’)(ﬁ

A—00

)+ v(R2N))

= lim (v(rQ) —log(R + 7“))

T—00

We now obtain (iv). O

Remark 2.1 (Alternative viewpoint). Assuming that og is the equilibrium measure, the
energy (1.2) of or, using Proposition C.2, is

—s

T s “s,ds 0
Lov(or) = 20(R2) +{ 5 70
—log(R) + b4, s=0

Treating this as a function of R, the derivative (remembering that coq = 1)
0 s
55 Lsv(on) = 4RV (R?) — csqR™71

shows that the necessary condition (i) must be satisfied at a stationary point. Moreover,
62

BV Liv(og) = 4'(R?*) + 8R*"(R?) + (s + 1)cs gR™572 > 0,

sz//(R2) > _ s+2
— 2

at a minimum, gives 7R at a stationary point, which is weaker than (ii).

2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1. In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we must consider three cases
separately. For the first, we will need the following well-known result (see, e.g., [19, Theorem
4.3.1]).

Theorem 2.2. Let A C R? be compact and s > 0. If the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure
of A, Hs(A), is finite then for every probability measure p € P(A),

/A /A Ks(z,y)du(z)duly) = oo.

In other word, if there exists some measure u € P(A) such that

/A /A Ks(z,y)du(z)du(y) < oo,

then either dimg(A) > s, or dimpy(A) = s and Hs(A) = oo, where dimpy (A) is the Hausdorft
dimension of A.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose I,y has a unique compactly supported equilibrium measure fieq and
one of the following is true:

(a) d—1<s<d and v is lower semi-continuous and bounded from below,

(b) d—2<s<d—1 and v is bounded from below and C' in the ertended sense,

() d>3,d—3<s<d—2, and v is bounded from below and C? in the extended sense
such that v" is finite on (0,00).
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(d) d=2, —1< s <0, and v is bounded from below, C* in the extended sense, and such
that h%l+ p2 T (p) = 0 and v" is finite on (0, 00).
p—

With x = rf, r € [0,00), and 6 € S*1, let v € P(]0,00)) such that
dpteq(z) = do(8)dv(r).
Then supp(v) must be a perfect set (i.e. have no isolated points).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Our claim follows immediately from Lemma 2.3. 0

Overview of the proof of Lemma 2.8. We need to rule out that there is any isolated point
in the support of v. We first address the possibility that there is an isolated point mass at
0, using that fact that K is singular at 0 in the first three cases, (a)-(c), and the fact that
the modified potential is strictly decreasing near 0 in the last case (d). We then consider the
possibility of an isolated sphere Sﬁl{l in the support of fieq, and find contradictions in each
setting.

In case (a), Theorem 2.2 immediately tells us that this contributes an infinite amount of
energy to our total energy, contradicting that we have finite energy. In the remaining three
cases, we consider the potential U%“*, which may have contributions from the support from
the interior of the sphere, the support from the exterior of the sphere, and the support on
the sphere itself.

To handle case (b), we write the modified potential as a one-dimensional function and
take a derivative. We then find that as ||z|| approaches R, the contributions to the derivative
from any support inside or outside the sphere are finite, but the contribution from the sphere
itself goes to oo as ||z|| approaches R from below, and —oo as ||z|| approaches R from above.
Since, by the Frostman conditions (1.3), the modified potential must achieve its minimum
at ||z|| = R, this means that v(||x||?) must approach —co and oo as ||z| approaches R from
below and above, respectively. This breaks the continuous differentiability of v.

For cases (c¢) and (d), we also interpret the modified potential as a one-dimensional function
and utilize the second derivative. We then see that as ||z|| approaches R, the contributions
from any support inside or outside the sphere are finite, but the contribution from the sphere
itself goes to —oo as ||x|| approaches R from below. Since, by the Frostman conditions (1.3),
the modified potential must achieve its minimum at ||| = R, this means that v”(||z||?) must
approach oo as ||z|| approaches R from below. This breaks the finiteness and continuity of
the second derivative of v.

Proof of Lemma 2.3. Let mg := v({0}). Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that s > 0
and mg > 0. Since v is bounded from below by some constant C

Iy (feq) 2 2C + m(%IS((SO) =

which contradicts I,y (1eq) being finite, and so my = 0. This means that 0 cannot be an
isolated point in the support of v.

In case (d), K, is not singular, so we may have mo > 0. Suppose, for the sake of con-
tradiction, that 0 is an isolated point in the support of v. Then our modified potential

x||~* 0 z||?
mOH H +'U(Hx||2)+/ T_Shs,d <HTJ )dl/(T),
r2

S

1S
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for some radius o > 0. We can rewrite this as

3
2

2 o)+ [ () dvir)
s o r

q(p) = mo

mo _s_ .
q(p) 2—70/) 2 1+v'(p)+/ r 2 h (T’;) dv(r).
T2

From (B.9) and (B.11), we have that oF; (% +1, 2+§*d +1; %—F 1; t) is positive and increasing
on [0,1), so for 0 < p < r3, we have that

o S 2+s—d d P
0< 2R (o1, ———+1; -+ 1;5)d
_/m?“ 21(2+ ; 5 + ,2‘1' ’Tg) v(r)

s 24+s—d d p
< 00 s=2 . p (54 1: 2 1 1:
< v([ra00))ry* 7 o (G L o L+ ,r%)
2 —d d
< rysT2 2F1<§+1,%+1;§+1;1) < o0.
Since lim,_,+ —%p‘g_l +v'(p) = —o0, we see that ¢ is strictly decreasing near 0, and

so cannot achieve its minimum at 0, contradicting the Frostman conditions. Thus 0 is not
an isolated point of suppv.

Now suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that R > 0 is an isolated point in the support
of v, so mp :=v({R}) > 0. Let 0 <r; < R < ry be such that (ry,r2) Nsupp(v) = {R} and
let 7 = v — mpdy. Then

) do(r)

PP | I K —
US (:L’) =my + T h57d
S 0
B T 2 0 T 2 ~
+mprR *hgq (HR! >—|—/T2 " *hsq <H l‘ )dlj(r).
[l ]|
R2 9

[Edls
r2

<

Analogous to (2.3), the modified potential, as a function of A\ = is then

R\ [m R?
p(A) == mo% —i—/ T *heq (7"2)\) do(r)
0

o'} RQ
+ mRRfsh&d ()\) + / Tﬁshs’d <7QA> dﬁ(r) + U(Rz)\).
T2

(2.11)

Recall that in cases (a), (b), and (c), mop =0 and 7 = v.
We now need to show a contradiction in all four cases, by showing that R cannot be an
isolated point, and proving our claim.

Case (a): Since adding a constant to the external field does not change the equilibrium
measure, we may assume, without loss of generality, that there is a constant C' such that
V(z) > C for all x € R%, and K(x — y) +2C > 0 for 2,y € supp(jeq). We then have that

o0 > Is,V(Meq) > mQ(Is(U'R) + 2C)
However, Theorem 2.2 tells us that I;(cr) = oo, which is a contradiction.

2 2
1

Case (b): With p as in (2.11), and using (2.4) and (2.5), we see that for A € (55, 1)U(1, %),

R L S ey
PN\ = R°r Ps.q 2 A dv(r) + mpR™%hg 4 (N)
0
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oo 2
+ / R*r=72hl (Ai) dv(r) + R*0'(R*))
T2

L sy s 2+s—d d r?
—*5/0 R )\ 2 2F1(§+1’T7§7ﬁ)\ )dV('I")

2
+ Q%d_d /:o R~ 208 (5 +1, W + 1 g 41 %A)dy(r)
+mpR™R, 4 (N) + R*'(R?A).
Suppose that d —2 < s < d — 1. For the first integral, (B.9) and (B.11) tell us that
oF1 (% +1, 2s=d. %; t) is positive and increasing on [0, 1), and combining this with the facts

2
2
that % < Aand r; < R, we have

LT s 24s5s—d d r?
. _s5_1 s e -1
0< Jim | ATE aF (G4 L i i A av(0)
. s s 24s—d d rf,
< Jim (0. DA E TR (54 LS i A
s 24+s—d d r}
<oFy (241,775 L

For the second integral, (B.9) and (B.11) tell us that oF; (% +1, 2+;*d +1; %—F 1; t) is positive

2
and increasing on [0,1), and since A < % and r2 > R, we have

(e} 2
: 52 p (8, 2ts—-d ,d R
0< lim o 2F1(2+1, S Tl Tl )\)dzx(r)
. —s—2 S 2 + s — d . d . R2
S)l\l_)HllV([TQ,OO))TQ 2F1(§+1,T+1,5+17g)\)
P s 24+s5—-d . d R
S’I“Q 2F1(2+1,72 —|—1,2—|—1,r%)<00.
Thus, the limits of the two integrals, as A — 1, are finite.
From (2.4) and (B.5), we see that )\lim+ Rl 4 (A) = —oo and )\lim Rl 4 (A) = oco. But we
—1 ’ —1- 7

know that p must achieve its minimum at 1, so we must have that /\lim+ p'(A) > 0 and
—1

/\linln p'(A\) < 0. This, in turn, then means that lim v'(R?)\) = oo and lim v/(R?)\) = —oc0,

e

A—1t A—1-
but then v is not continuously differentiable at 1, a contradiction.

In the case s = d — 2, we see that

1 r s
PO = L [ A ) £ RO )+ R (R

1 s
= —5Rv([, rATET 4+ RTR 4 (A) + B2 (R2)).
Since p must achieve its minimum at 1, we must have lim+ p'(A) > 0 and lim p/(\) < 0.

A—1 A—=1-
But then we must have (using (2.5))

R (m 4 v([0,m]))

1
lim R%V(R2)\) > =
o N 2

and, due to (2.4),
1
lim R%*'(R*\) < ~R™*v([0,71)).
A—1— 2

But then v is not continuously differentiable at 1, giving us a contradiction.
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Cases (c) and (d): Again with p as in (2.11) and using (2.5) and (2.4), we find that for
7"2 7’2
Ae (g D) UL, ),
S 1 2
P(\) Z%R—S(s +2)A72 72 4 / R0y, (iA) di(r)
0

2
o)

+mprR™HY 4 (A) + / R0, <)\R )dy(r) + R%W"(R?))
T2

s+2 [m s s
RN 272,F (= +2
1 /0 27 %9 1<2+ )

2+s—d)(d+s—d)(s+2) (> s
1d(d 1 2) /TQ Rt

+mprR™*h 4 (N) + RW"(R?)).

2+s—d d r?
2 "2 R?
24+s—d d R?

S
5t T2+ ﬁ/\)du(r)

Z%R‘s(s N

)\_l)dﬁ(r)

For the first integral, from 0 to r1, by (B.9) and (B.11), oF, (% +2, 2+§_d; %; t) is decreasing

2
on [0,1), so it achieves its maximum at ¢ = 0, and since % < XAand r; < R, we have

. s 24+ s—d d r}
7([0,m1]) oF1 (5 +2, 55 75

2 2 R?

T —3-9 s 24s—d d rf
_)1\1_>mly([0,r1]))\ 2 2F1<2+2, 5 o 2 )
(ST s 24s5—d d r?

: _sg s LG 1 g5
<Jim [ ATE R (542 g g )a()

< lim &([0, 71])A "2 2
A—1

= 17([0, Tl])'

For the second integral, from 79 to 0o, (B.9) and (B.11) tell us that oF; (% +2, 25=d 4 2, %—i—

2
2; t) is positive and increasing on [0, 1), and since A < % and ro > R, we have

[e'e) 2
. o4 s 24+s—d d R
0<lim [ rotoRy (S 42 T 0 D2 N du(r)

A1 Jpy 2
24s—d d R?
D B LR T

S
<l > T R (2 2 =
< lim v([ra, 00))ry *~* oF 1 (5 +2, 3 T2

2

s 24+s—d d

R2
<yt oFy +2,7+2;—+2;r—2) < .
2

2 2 2
Thus, the limits as A\ — 1 of 2 R™*(s + 2))\_%_2 and the two integrals, from 0 to r; and ry
to oo, are finite.
From (2.4) and (B.5) (or (B.4) in the case s = d — 3), we see that )\lim R (A) = —oc.
—1- 7

But we know that p must achieve its minimum at 1, so we must have that Alir{l p"(\) >0,
e

so lim v”(R2)\) = oo. But this contradicts v” being continuous and finite on (0, 00). O
A—=1—

2.4. Proof of Theorem 1.4 and more about sufficient conditions.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The result follows immediately from Corollaries 2.5 and 2.8 below,
and the Frostman conditions and uniqueness of the equilibrium measure (see the discussion
at the start of Section 2). O
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For the rest of this section, we provide a useful tool to verify that the function f := f 4 r .
from (2.3) indeed achieves its global minimum at 1, i.e. the uniform measure o on the sphere
of radius R is the equilibrium measure for I,y. Roughly speaking, when the necessary
conditions of Theorem 1.3 are satisfied, in particular the endpoint behavior at 0 (see part
(iii)), and f is increasing then decreasing on [0, 1] we deduce that 1 is the minimizer on [0, 1].
Similarly on the interval [1, 00), taking into account Theorem 1.3(iv), if f is increasing then
decreasing we deduce that 1 is the minimizer on [1,00). (This includes the straightforward
case when f is decreasing on [0, 1] and increasing on [1, 00)).

On each of the intervals [0, 1] and [1, c0) such functions are unimodal, a term originating
in probability and statistics (see, for example, [4, 34]). More precisely, for an interval I C R,
a function ¢ : I — R U {£o0} is unimodal on I if there is a point £ € I such that ¢ is
increasing on (—oo,&] NI and decreasing on [£,00) NI. Note that the degenerate cases when
¢ is an end-point of I are treated as unimodal.

Showing the unimodality of a function is not always easy. In Proposition 2.4 below, we
give a useful condition to verify unimodality in the proofs of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.4.
For convenience, we first introduce the following term: for an interval I C R and integers
ko, k with k > ko > 1, a function ¢ : I — RU {£o0} is called (negatively) half~-monotone
of order (ko, k) at a point a € I if the following conditions hold:

(1) ¢ € C*(I) in the extended sense and (—1)¥p*) < 0 on I;
(2) (=1)!9(a) >0 for all 1 < £ < kg;
(3) (=1)%%p(a) <0 for all kg < ¢ < k.
In addition, ¢ is called strictly half-monotone of order (ko, k) at a if 0= (a) # 0. We

assume, without loss of generality, that kg is the smallest integer such that these properties
hold.

Proposition 2.4 (From half-monotone to unimodal). Let ko, k be integers with k > ko > 1.
If ¢ : [0,1] = RU{=£o0} is a half-monotone function of order (ko, k) at 1, then it is unimodal
on [0,1]. If, in addition, ko = 1, then ¢ is increasing on [0,1]. Otherwise, when ¢ is strictly
half-monotone at 1 with ko > 2, then ¢ is not increasing on the whole interval [0, 1].

Proof. We have (—1)*p*) < 0 on [0,1]. Suppose for some £ € [ko, k) NN, we know that
(=11 s nonpositive on [0,1]. Then (—1)%@® is an increasing function on [0, 1].
Since (—1)fp®(1) < 0, it follows that (—1)%p® < 0 on [0,1]. Inductively, we see that
(—=1)kopk0) < 0 on [0,1], and so (—1)k0~1pko=1) is an increasing function (which is also true
if k = ko). When ko = 1, we obtain the claim.

For the rest of the proof, we only consider ky > 2, in which case ¢ is strictly half-monotone.
Since (—1)ko~1pFo=1)(1) > 0, there must be some A, _1 € [0, 1) such that (—1)k~1pko=1) jg
nonpositive on [0, A\g,—1) and positive on (Ag,—1, 1], where the former interval may be empty.

Suppose that for some ¢ € [1,kyg — 1) NN, there exists some A\;1; € [0,1) such that
(—1)“* 11D is nonpositive on [0, Aey1) and positive on (Ary1,1), and therefore (—1)¢p(®
unimodal on [0, 1], and strictly decreasing on (Agy1,1]. Since (—1)¢@0 (1) > 0, there exists
some \¢ € [0, \p11] such that (—1)%p® is nonpositive on [0, \¢) and positive on (Ag, 1). Thus,
by induction there exists some A\ € [0,1) such that ¢ is nonnegative on [0, A1) and negative
on (A1, 1), so ¢ is unimodal on [0, 1]. This completes the proof. O

is

In Corollary 2.5 and Lemma 2.6 we provide sufficient conditions for 1 to be the global
minimizer of f on [0, 1] (i.e. inside the sphere, ||z|| < R). In particular, Corollary 2.5 implies
that convexity of v, together with Theorem 1.3(i), is sufficient.
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Corollary 2.5. Suppose —2 < s < d—4 and v is C? in the extended sense on [0, R%], where
R > 0 satisfies Theorem 1.5(i). If v" is nonnegative on [0, R?], then the modified potential f
defined in (2.3) achieves its minimum on [0,1] at 1.

Proof. From (2.4), (B.9), and (B.3), we have f”” > 0 on [0, 1]. Since f’(1) = 0, the global min-
imum of the convex function f on the convex set [0, 1] is attained at 1. (See also Proposition
2.4 which implies f is decreasing on [0, 1].) O

Lemma 2.6. Suppose d —4 < s < d — 3, and for some k > 2, v is C* in the extended
sense on [0, R?], where R > 0 satisfies Theorem 1.3(i). If in addition, Theorem 1.5(ii) holds,
v (R2X) <0 for A € [0,1], and, for 3<(<k—1, fO(0) <0, that is

s 4
R2000(0) < —%(0), (2.12)
then the modified potential f defined in (2.3) achieves its minimum on [0,1] at 1.

Proof. Since d —4 < s < d — 3, we see that limy_,;- f¥)(\) = —oo due to (2.4), (B.5), and
the fact that v(*) is nonpositive at 1. Combining this with (2.4), (B.9), and our assumption
that v(¥) is nonpositive on [0,1), we have that f*) < 0 on [0,1]. Let @(\) := f"(1 — \).
Then, ¢ is half-monotone of order (1, k—2) at 1. Proposition 2.4 implies that ¢ is increasing,
or f” is decreasing on [0,1]. By Theorem 1.3(ii), f”(1) > 0, so f” is nonnegative on [0, 1].
Consequently, since f'(1) = 0 from Theorem 1.3(i), it follows that f is decreasing on [0, 1],
so the minimum of f on [0, 1] occurs at 1. O

In Lemma 2.7 and Corollary 2.8, we provide sufficient conditions for 1 to be the global
minimizer of f on [1,00) (i.e. outside the sphere, ||z|| > R).

Lemma 2.7. Suppose R > 0 satisfies Theorem 1.5(i). If one of the following sets of condi-
tions holds, then f achieves its mﬁmum on [1,00) at 1.

(a) —2<s<d—4, k€ 2NU[2,%2), v is C¥ in the extended sense on [R?,00) such that
v (R2X) > 0 for A € [1, 00), cmdfor2§€<k, fO(1) >0, that is
h{h(1) > —R¥* 0O (R?). (2.13)

(b) d—4 < s < d—3, v isC? in the extended sense on [R? 00), Theorem 1.3(ii) is
satisfied, and X — A2720"(R2)) is increasing for X > 1.

(The case s = d — 4 is covered in Corollary 2.8).

Proof. We will handle each case individually.

Case (a): In this case the conditions on v plus (2.5), (B.9), and (B.3), imply that f*)(\) >
0 on [1,00). Suppose that for some ¢ € [1,k) NN, we have that f1(X) > 0 on [1,00).
Then £ ()) is an increasing function, and since f()(1) > 0 (due to assumption (2.13) or
Theorem 1.3(i) if £ = 1), we find that f) is nonnegative on [1,00). By induction, f is an
increasing function, establishing our claim.

Case (b): We want to show that f” is nonnegative for A > 1, or equivalently that the
following quantity is nonnegative:
s+ 2 ( s 24+s—d d
2F1 Y
2 2 2’

AZt2¢(\) = R™* AT 1) + RIAST2"(R2N).

From Theorem 1.3(ii), this quantity is nonnegative at A = 1. Since R4)\2 2p"(R?)) is an
increasing function for A > 1, it is sufficient to show that oF; (2 + 35, 2+5 g 1) is also
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an increasing function, or equivalently, that oF (2 + 5 2+§ d. %; )\) is a decreasing function

on [0,1). Taking a derivative, we have
2 — 4)(d—s—2 4 — 2
d 2F1( s 2+s d‘d')\> (s+4)(d—s )2F1(3 s 4+s—d d+ ;)\>‘

d 27 2 Y 2d 27 2 72
Sinced—4<s<d—3,c=52>p="12=d 5, dw>01nequality(39)
implies the derivative is negative. Hence R™* S+2 oF1 (2 + 3, 2+S d. 2, AT 1) is an increasing

function on (1,00). Thus f is convex, and therefore 1ncreasmg function on (1,00), so its
global minimum occurs at 1. O

As a corollary of Lemma 2.7(a), we have that convexity of v, together with Theorem 1.3(i),
is sufficient on [1, 00).

Corollary 2.8. Suppose —2 < s < d—4, R > 0 and v is C? in the extended sense on [R?,00).
If v is nonnegative on [R? 00) where R > 0 satisfies Theorem 1.3(1), then f achieves its
minimum on [1,00) at 1.

Proof. The case where —2 < s < d — 4 is handled in Lemma 2.7 case (a), so assume that
s =d — 4. Then, from (2.5), we see that

R*d—2) _a 1

" _ -5 _ - 4,11 P2

F'(\) = v A3 (1 A)+Rv(RA),

which is nonnegative on [1,00). Since f; 4 4, (1) = 0, we see that fj , ; r , is nonnegative
n [1,00), 80 fg—4,4 R is increasing, giving us our claim. O

We note that in case (b) of Lemma 2.7, since A2720”(R?)) is an increasing function, and
it must be at least 0 at 1, this does tell us implicitly that v is convex outside the sphere.
However, convexity alone is not sufficient here, which is why the range d —4 < s < d—3 is
excluded in Corollary 2.8.

2.5. Proof of Theorem 1.2. For this result, we combine Theorem 1.4, case (b) of Lemma
2.7, and Lemma 2.6. The proof is mainly breaking the ranges of a and s into three cases,
and showing that each of these cases satisfies some of the results listed above.

Before the proof of Theorem 1.2, we first show that a4 in (1.6) is continuous in s,
SCS d

by showing that lims o 5=~ o= —ﬁ, where ¢, g and by are defined in (1.4) and (1.5),

respectively. On the one hand using

Ocsa 1 d—s 1 s
95 Cs,d [51/10 (T) + 5%0 (d =1 — 5) —po(d — s — 1)}
we get
dc
. 2(1 - cs,d) . 6;(1 _ d
RTINS Pl

On the other hand, ¥o(2z) = § (1/)0(2) + ¢o(z + 5)) +1log(2), see [15, Eq. 5.5.8], giving, with
z = 5
=3 (%(%) — to(d — 1)) :

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We have V(z) = v(||z||?), where v(r) = 2r®/2. If for some R > 0,
og is the equilibrium measure of Iy, then R must satisfy (1.7), due to Theorem 1.3(i).
Then (1.8) follows from (1.7) and Proposition C.2. It remains to show that op is indeed the
equilibrium measure of Iy with R is given by (1.7).
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Since o > i g

Ccs q—1
5t - #0
R*(v(0) — v(R?)) = —R® ad _ _Csd o s 5

meaning that Theorem 1.3(iii) is satisfied. Likewise, we see that

50" (R?) _ 1(0_2) - C1(s+2)(d—s—4)
v'(R%) 2

- 2 2(d-s—3)
so Theorem 1.3(ii) is also satisfied.

First we set up some useful identities. For all £ € N

-1
PV N - .
R*WO(R2\) =R A2 (e —24) (2.14)
j=1
and
q(/.i) _ RS_"_OC’YIQ_ 542—& _ C;dﬁ_s-;&
where ¢ is as in (2.6), so for all £ € N
Cs d sta 1 (1
(k) = %K—T—f(_i)fﬂ(wrwzj). (2.15)
=0

As discussed at the beginning of Section 2, the Frostman conditions (1.3) and the unique-
ness of the equilibrium measure tell us it is sufficient to show that f achieves its global
minimum on [0,00) at 1 to prove that og is the equilibrium measure. In order to do this,
we consider three cases, and for each one, we show that v satisfies certain results from
Section 2.4, which indeed gives us that 1 is the global minimum of f.

Case 1: Suppose first that —2 < s < d —4 and o > 2. Then v is C? in the extended sense
and convex on [0, 00), so the desired result follows from Theorem 1.4.

Case 2: For our second case, suppose that —2 < s < d -4 and a,qg < a < 2. Let
k = [%52]. Note that k > 3 since s < d — 4.

From (2.14), we have that (—1)*v*)(R2)) is nonpositive on [0,1]. Since k = [4*],
(—=1)* f*) is negative on [0, 1], by (2.4), (B.9), and (B.3). Combining (2.4), (1.7), (2.14), and
(B.6), we have that for 2 < ¢ < k

Cod (T (d—s—2-2))(s+2)) T

2d—s—2—) -Ilei-)

/-1 . . -1

Cs,d (d—s—2—25)(s+2) .

= 50 ) TT©2) - a).

212+1(j:12(d—8—2—j)(2j—a) )jl;[l(] )
We then see that for1<j<d*§*2’
4y (sm2mevmy 2 22
G F\2d—s—2-j)2j—a)) d—s—-2-2j ' d—s—2—-j 2 +s 2j-a

_2j 2(S+Oé)

S (d—5—-2-2j)(d—s5—2—7) (2j+5)(2j—a)

(d—s—2—275)(s+27)

which is negative, since 2 > a > —s. Thus, Nd—s—9=7) (2] —a) is strictly decreasing for

jel,k—1].
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(s+2)(d—s—4)
S 2(d—s-3)
%, so that (—1)2f®)(1) = 0. Then, since 5?55;32_2;))((;;23 is strictly decreasing,
we see that (—1)/f((1) < 0 for 2 < £ < k. Recall that (—1)¥f*)()\) < 0 on [0,1]. Now,
suppose that for some £ € {2, ..., k—1}, we know that(—1)“1 f(**1()) is negative [0, 1]. Then
(=1)°fO(N) is strictly increasing on [0, 1], and since (—1)¢f()(1) < 0 (the inequality being
strict for £ > 2), (—=1)¢f)(\) is negative on [0,1). Thus, we can conclude inductively that
f@(N) is negative on [0,1), and so, f'()\) is strictly decreasing on [0,1]. Since f'(1) =
we see that f is strictly decreasing on [0, 1], so f(0) < f(1), which is a contradiction to
Theorem 1.3(iii). Thus, we have that a > 2 — (1= "and so (-1)2f@(1) > 0.

' ' 2(d—s—3)
ét(id__sgfgfjj))g;fi)) is strictly decreasing for j € [1,k — 1], and (—1)2f®)(1) > 0, we

can now conclude that there must be some ¢y € {2 ...,k — 1} such that for 3 < £ < ¥y

Now we will show that a > 2 — Suppose to the contrary that a = 2 —

Since

ﬁ(d—s—2—2])s+2j —s—2—2j)(3—|—2j)

i 2d=s=2-j)2j—a) " 5 2[d—-5-2-j)(2 - )

and for /o < /< k-1

’:1

1:[ d—s—2—27)(s+2j) 12—1 —3—2—2j)(8—|—2j)
i d—s—2-)@—a)~ M2d—s—2-j)% —a)

.':l

This then implies that there is some ko € {3,...,l<:} such that (—1)/f©(1) < 0 for £ €
[ko, k) NN and (=1)/£(1) > 0 for all £ € [2,kg) N N. In other words, f is strictly half-
monotone of order (ko, k) at 1 (note that f/(1) = 0 due to Theorem 1.3(i)). By Proposition
2.4, the global minimum of f is at 0 or 1; however, by Theorem 1.3(iii), we know f(0) > f(1),
giving our desired result for [0, 1].

Next, consider the function g as in (2.8). From (2.15), we have that (—1)%¢* (k) is
nonnegative on [0,1]. Since k = [45%], (2.10), (B.9), and (B.3)-(B.5) imply that (—1)¥g*)
is nonnegative on [0, 1]. To be precise, we use (B.3) for when s < d —5 and s # d — 6; (B.4)
for when s =d—5 or s = d —6; (B.5) for when d — 5 < s < d —4. Combining (2.10), (2.15),
(B.7), and the fact that

s 2+s—d d Cs d
=4+, ——1) ==
2 1(2+ ) 2 72a) 27
we have that for 1 < /¢ < k

{—1 L s—92_92i)(s . -1
(-1 = ;ffl (- 11 < 2(d2_ Szi)é jﬁj 2, [I(a+s+ 2j)).
Jj=0 7=0

Since a > 2 — %, we see that

(d—s—2)(s+2)
2(d—s—3)

o+ s>

and for 7 > 1
(d—s—2—2j)(s+2j—|—2)
- 1< 2
2d—s—3—7) 2+]+ o+ s+ 2j.
Thus (—1)%g(¥(1) > 0 for all £ € {1, ...,k — 1}. This shows that —g is half-monotone of order
(1,k) at 1. Thus, g is decreasing on [0, 1] by Proposition 2.4. From (2.9) and Theorem 1.3(i),
we have ¢g(1) = 2R*f’(1) = 0, which implies g > 0 on [0,1]. Again by (2.9), f must be
increasing on [1,00), giving our desired result.
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Case 3: For our final case, suppose that d —4 < s < d — 3 and a,q < . Combining

(2.4), (1.7), (B.6), and the fact that o > a5 g > 2 — %, we have

—s—4)(s+2)
2(d—s—-3)

RSf//(l) _ Csd ((d

>3 +(a=2)) > 0.

We then see that ,
s d ’Y(OK — 2) sta
A2 p(R*N\) = RS20 2
V) 4
which is an increasing function on [1,00), since & > 2 > —s. Thus, the conditions of

Lemma 2.7 case (b) have now been satisfied.
Let k=[5]+1. For 0<A<1,and £ € {1,.. k}

d 0 o=

——v(R2N) = R* A2 [ (o — 2§),

N’ 2

so v (R?X) <0 on [0,1), and Y (R?) < co. For 3</(<k—2,0v0(0)=0< —hg?l(O).
We have that

R (1) = Cs.d ((d—s—4)(s+2) +a—2>

4 2(d—s—3)
> Cs.d ((d—5—4)(5+2) n (2_ (d—s—4)(8+2)) _2)
4 2(d—s—-3) 2(d—s—-3)
=0.
Thus all the conditions of Lemma 2.6 are satisfied, giving our desired result. g

2.6. Proof of Proposition 1.5.

Proof. Note that for V(z) = 2||z||*, minimizing I, over P(R?) is the same as minimizing
the energy over P, (R9) for each ¢, then minimizing over positive c. So, for s < d, s # 0,

: . . 7 a
f I —inf inf I 2
- s v (k) Bl i e so(p) +2-¢

—inf inf ¢ °L((cd 97 o
o s((c Id)gp) +2-c

= inf (c_s inf I (v)+ 2,760[).
c>0 v€Pq,1(RY) o

Let A = inf( d)] s(v), and assume A is finite. Taking a derivative with respect to ¢, we
vEPq,1(R

see that
—s¢ S TTA+ 29¢2 L =0

<5A>sia
c=|— ,
2y

so there is exactly one critical point (s and A are either both nonnegative or both nonpositive,
so this value is positive). Since o > —s, this also means that ¢4 4 22¢* is strictly

is equivalent to

1 1
. AN —— . . y AN —— . . .
decreasing on (O, (327) S+a) and strictly increasing on ( (‘;—7) sta00), so the minimum occurs
at this point. This proves our first claim for s # 0, and the second claim is a similar proof
in reverse.
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For the logarithmic case, we have

inf I;y(p)=inf inf  Too(p) + 9 o
et

HEP(RY) >0 pePa,c(RY)
. . _ Y
=inf inf Iy((¢"'Id —log(c) +2—c®
inf A gy ol Td)gn) —logle) + 22
=inf inf Iy(v) —log(c) + 2.
c>0peP, 1 (RY) 0( ) g( ) «
Let A = inf  Ip(v), and assume A is finite. Taking a derivative with respect to ¢, we

vEPq 1 (RD)
see that

—c 1+ 292 =0

1
()
c=|—
2v)

so there is exactly one critical point. Since o > 0, this also means that A —log(c) + 22¢”

1 1
is strictly decreasing on (0, (%) ‘1) and strictly increasing on ((%) @ oo), so the minimum

occurs at this point. This proves our first claim about logarithmic energy, and the second

is equivalent to

claim is a similar proof in reverse. O
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APPENDIX A. LENNARD — JONES TYPE EXTERNAL FIELDS

This section considers some additional examples of Lennard —Jones type external fields,
namely with o > 3, and ~,7n > 0,
o) = oot = Tlor p=lal” (A1)
We present a case where the equilibrium measure has compact support despite the fact that
v(00) := lim,_,oc v(p) = 0. This can only occur if 0 > «, in which case Theorem 1.4, which
requires v to be convex, fails. We also provide examples when there are no solutions or
multiple solutions for equation (1.9), which must be satisfied by an optimal sphere radius
R,.

Note that
Y B_ a—B Y oB_ a—B
v(p) = 5o (p"2 =m), V(o) = e ((@=2p"F" =n(8-2),  (A2)
a 2
so v has a minimum v* = —~ (%) ne=8 < 0 at p* = ne=F. Moreover, for a > 2 > j,

v"(p) > 0 for all p > 0, so v is convex on (0, 00), while for o < 2, there is a single point of

,_( 2-5)&
p= 772—CM ’

so v is convex on [0, p] and concave on [p, c0).

inflection
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A.1. A particular case with sphere radius 1. Let —2 < s <d—4, § = —b— s for some
b>2and a =—2—s, and v, > 0. The necessary condition Theorem 1.3(i) is that R, is a
solution of

R*Z . nR*b _ Ra+s _ T]RBJFS _ 6237:5 (A3)
If we choose v, > 0 such that
Cs,d

then one solution is R, = 1, for which A\ = ‘;—QQ = p, see (A.1).

Corollary A.1 (A Special Lennard—Jones Field). Let —2 < s < d —4,
Cs.d (2b+s)(2+s)}
—= 1, —— A.
7> St man {1, EEHEEI (A.5)

Cs.d

n=1-— 27,oz:—2—s and = —b — s with

s+4 1 /(d—s—2)(s+2) s+4 4+s—d d+2
b>max{2,( " —s—2>,n< . 2F1< 5 5 T ,1)—!—2)}.

Then oy is the equilibrium measure for the Lennard—Jones type external field (A.1).

Proof. 1f b > 5;—4 — s—2, then the points of inflection A = g > 1, so v is convex on [0,1] and,
by Corollary 2.5, the modified potential f attains its global minimum on [0, 1] at 1.

With ¢ as in (2.6), (A.2) and f —a =2 — b,
W (n) = (L—mw ),

s_

q(k) =2k~ 2
SO

N YO b2 men My b4
(=g 2-me7),  ¢'x)=-Tb0-2r7,

and b > 2 implies that ¢” is negative on (0,1]. With g as in (2.8), we see that ¢ < 0 on
(0, 1] as well, due to (2.10) and (B.9).
If

1/(d—s—2)(s+2) s+4 4+s—d d+2
— F . .1 2
b>77< dy 21(27 9 ) 27)+>a
then, using (2.10),

1 u—s—m@+2v s+4 d+s—d d+2 ~
—d(1) === F ; i1 —(nb—2 .

Thus, by Proposition 2.4, ¢ is unimodal, and since g(1) = 0, due to (2.9) and the fact
that f/(1) = 0, we know that there is some x € [0,1] so that ¢ is nonpositive on [0, x)
and nonnegative on [k, 1]. Again using (2.9), we see that f’ is nonnegative on [1,1) and
nonpositive on (%, o0), with the second interval being empty if x = 0. Thus, f is unimodal

on [1,00), and, with R, =1,

_ Csd _Csd 20+ (b—2) ~ lim
F1) = 0 o1 = % (S(HS)) T ey <0 Jim fO.

so the infimum of f on [1,00) is attained at 1. This then implies that peq = 01. O
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A.2. A numerical example. Let d =8, s =4,50c¢sq = % and consider the Lennard — Jones
type external field (A.1) with parameters

19

20

These values of «, 8 correspond to the classical Lennard —Jones field, see [20] for example.
Then (A.4) is satisfied, so R, = 1 satisfies (A.3), and A = 1 is the global minimum of the
corresponding modified potential, as illustrated in Figure 2 (B). These parameter values give
b = 8, the bound (A.5) is v > 2 and all the conditions of Corollary A.1 are satisfied, so oy
is the equilibrium measure. Note, however, that there is another solution to (A.3), around
R = 4.47, as illustrated in Figure 2 (A).

a=-6, f=-12, v=5 and n=_—

057 021

044
0.1

034

—0.11

0.1

— 03

—0.1-

—02- —04-

(A) Graph of R**?y”(R) — “4* whose zeros  (B) The modified potential f(X) for R, = 1

satisfy Theorem 1.3(i) for the optimal radius, defined in (2.3), with global minimum at A = 1
including R, =1

FiGURE 2. Lennard-Jones type external field with d = 8, s = 4, = —6,
ﬁ:—12,7:5and77:%

For these parameter values, but with v =1 and n = % then (A.4) is satisfied so R, =1
is a solution of (A.3), but A = 1 is a local, not global, minimizer of the modified potential,
as (A.5) and hence Theorem 1.3(iv) are not satisfied. Also, for v = 1 and 1 = 3, equation
(A.3) has no solutions. In these instances the support of the equilibrium measure is not a
sphere.

APPENDIX B. PROPERTIES OF HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTIONS

B.1. Gauss hypergeometric function. Throughout this paper, we make use of two types
of hypergeometric series,

Fi(a,b; B.1
2F1(a,bs ¢ 2) kgo ©Or k" (B.1)

and

3F2(a7 b, p; ¢, q; Z) = i Mzk

= (Ol K (B.2)
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where (a)y = a(a+1)---(a+ k — 1) is the Pochhammer symbol, which are both absolutely
convergent for |z| < 1.

B.2. Behavior at 1. The behaviour at z = 1 depends on the value of ¢ — a — b:

o If R(c—a—1b) >0, then [15, 15.4.20] (also known as Gauss summation theorem)

I'(e)'(c—a—1b)

F byc;1) = . B.
(e b l) = Fo = ore =) (B3)
o If c =a+ b, then [15, 15.4.21]
lim oF1(a,b;a + b; 2) _ F(a—i—b)' (B.A)
z=1- —log(l—2) I'(a)L'(b)
o If R(c—a—10b) <0, then [15, 15.4.23]
lim 2 l(aabLQf) — (C) (a’+b C) (B5)
21— (1 — z)ea-b ['(a)T(b)
As an immediate consequence, we have that for all kK € Ny, if s <d — k — 2,
1 S 24+s—d d
—oF =+ k ——m+ k- +k1
22 l<2+ ) 2 + 72+ 3 )
d—s—k—2 s 24+s—d d
Likewise, for all k € Ny, if s <d —k — 3,
1 s 24+s—d d
—oFi (= +k+1, —— +k; =+ k;1
22 1(2++7 2 +72+7)
d—s—k—3 S 24s—d d
= — 2, ——— 1; = ;1. B.
FEY 2 1<2+k+ , 5 +k+ ,2+k—|— ; ) (B.7)

B.3. Euler integral representation. Euler’s integral formula [15, 15.6.1], for R(c) >
R(b) > 0 and |arg(l — 2)| < =, is

c 1 ub—l —u c—b—1
oF1(a,b;¢;2) = L(e) /0 ((11_ Zu))a du. (B.8)

This formulation leads us to the following result, which is used repeatedly throughout the
text:

oF1(a,b;¢;2) >0 for ¢ >b>0and z € [0,1). (B.9)

A 3F9 can be written with a similar integral formula, involving a oF; (see [15, 16.5.2] with
p=2,q=1): For R(by) > R(ap) > 0 and |arg(l — 2)| <,

['(bo)
['(ao)T'(bo — ao

1
3Fa(ag, a1, az;bo,b152) = ] /0 2011 — )P0= 01 (ay, ag; by; 2t)dt

_log(1-2)
z

In particular, for a; = ag = 1 and b = 2 and using 9F;(1,1;2;2) = , we find

F(bO) ! ao—2(1 _ n\bo—ao—1 o _ .
zP(ao>r<bo—ao>/o £072 (1 =)0 og(1 — zt)dt. (B.10)

3Fa(ao, 1,15 00,25 2) = —
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B.4. Derivatives. The derivative of a hypergeometric function is, [15, 15.5.1],

d b
& 2F1<a,b; c; Z) = % 2F1(a +1,b+1;¢c+ 1; Z) (B.ll)

d abe
T sFa(a,b,¢p,q;2) = e sFa(a+ 1,0+ 1,c+1L;p+1,q+1;2).

We also have

di(z_“ oFi(a,bic;27 ) = —az" % L oF (a4 1,b;¢;271) (B.12)
z

which follows from [1, Eq 15.2.3].

B.5. Gauss quadratic transformation. See [18, 2.11 (5)]
4z
(1+2)?

with the series absolutely convergent at z =1 when b —a > 0.

2F1<a,b;2b; ):(1+z)2“2F1(a,a—b+;;b+§;z2), €01,  (B.13)

APPENDIX C. RIESZ ENERGY AND POTENTIAL

C.1. Legendre duplication formula for the Euler Gamma function. The Legendre
duplication formula, [15, Eq. 5.5.5], is

F(3T(22) =227 'T()T(2 + 1), for22#0,-1,-2,.... (C.1)

C.2. Funk —Hecke formula. See, for instance, [35, p. 18], [7, Eq. (5.1.9), p. 197]. Recall
that o7 denotes the uniform probability measure on S%~!, d > 2. Then, for all z € S 1,

1
L pla o) =ray [ a0 - )Tt (©2)
Sd-1 ~1
where L
1 1 £ a—1
= _1(1 —?)"2 dt = Beta(3, 452) == (23(2)2 ) (C.3)

In probabilistic terms, this means that if Y is a random vector of R? umformly distributed
on S9! then for all z € S¥!, the law of - Y has density 74_ (1 —t2 ) P ]lte[—l,l]- This is an
arcsine law when d = 2, a uniform law when d = 3, a semicircle law when d = 4, and more
generally, for arbitrary values of d > 2, a Beta law on [—1, 1].

C.3. Riesz Potential for uniform measure on a Sphere.
Proposition C.1. For -2 <s<d—1and R>0
R~ sh H»"L’“2 S 75 07
Ut () = () ol
—log(R)+h ( ) s=0.

This follows immediately from Lemmas C.3 and C.4, and as a consequence, we can easily
compute then Riesz energy of or using (2.1).

Proposition C.2. Let -2 <s<d—1 and R > 0. Then

RS_S Cs,d» S 7& 0
—log(R) +bg, s=0

Is(oRr) =
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Lemma C.3. Fors<d—1,s#0, R>0, and p %

R™s _ 4p
U%R(x) = 1 SoF; (2 1~d—1'> CA4
s (x) S (14p)77 2Fy (2 ) ) (1 +p)2 ) ( )
R~ N
—oF (3,550 + L) 0<p<1,
S IO_S 2F1 (%7%"”17%’;0_ ) P>17

Proof. For x = 0, the potential UJ% is ?.
For z # 0, using the Funk-Hecke formula (C.2) and the substitution ¢ = 2u — 1, gives

1 . B 1 »
L5 le vl donts) = [ <lle = Ryl ~*dor(o)

Rl e el w \y
= [ 5 Cr +10l? = 275 (o)) o)

/ (1+p2—2pt) 51— 3) T dt

= Td—1

—S

= 27—d71

/01 ((1 +p)? - 4pu)7% (4u(1 — u))%du

S

RS 1 4 -3 _ d—:
=427, . (1+p)_5/0 (1—(1'MJJ)2> FuT (1—u) Z du.

+p

b= _1 ,and ¢ = d—1, and (C.3) plus the Legendre
, gives (C 4). The quadratic transformation (B.13)
gives the first case in (C.5) with a = §,b: = sob—a == > 0ifand only if s < d—1.
The second case follows using the transformation u = 1/A\. U

llzll
R

Euler’s integral formula (B.8) with a = %
duplication formula (C.1) with z = 451

Lemma C.4. For s=0, R >0, and p =
[, ~1og(llz = yldan(y) =~ log(R) ~ log(1 + )+

P dtl.o 5. 4P
m 3F2 (1, L, %727d7 a +p)2) : (C.6)

Proof. For x = 0, the potential is clearly —log(R).
For x # 0, using the Funk-Hecke formula (C.2), Euler’s integral representation (B.8), and
(C.3), with the substitution ¢ = 2u — 1, gives

= [ sl ~ ylhdon(y) = - [ tog(lla ~ Ryl)de(y)
R S

:_/Sdi1 <1og(R) —log(” H2+H 2 ol ‘<H s >>d0(y)

1 1
= —T41 / X <log(R) + 3 log(1 + p? — 2pt))(1 - t2) = dt

= —log(R) — 141 /01 log ((1+ p)? = 4pu) (du(1 — W) 5 du

1 4pu d—3 d—3
—log(R) — log(1 + p) — 2% 37, /1 (1— ) T (1 —u)7 du.
og(R) — log(1 + p) Ta-1 | log i+ p2)" (1—-u)2 du
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Euler’s integral formula (B.10) with ay = % and by = d plus the Legendre duplication
formula (C.1) with z = %51 gives (C.6). O

Thus, for s < d — 1, setting
Gea(p) t1+p) 2F1< 5hd—1 '(1?_7[;,)2) s#0
s,d = )
—log(1+ p) + (el aF2 (1,1, 542,45 (11 ) s =0

and taking the derivative (and after series expansion and some algebra) we get the single
formula for -2 < s < d—2

) = — (3 d—1 . .4P>

+o=nam 1+ ;’dgld'uipp)?))

_{_d22p2F1(+s4+;d’d+2,p) p<1
et (145,257 407Y) ezt

Let us define hg 4 : [0,00) — R by,

%(1—!— V)T oF (;,d_l;d— 1; (1?\7})2) s#0

d41.9 4. 4V —0
10g(1+\/>) (1+\f2 3F2 (1a152’2?d’ (1+\/X)2> 5s=0

hs,d ()‘) =

In particular we obtain, using hs g (A) = gsyd(ﬁ), that for —2 < s<d—2
d—s—2 dts—d. d+2.
-5 2F (1+§7 > ’TvA) A<l
—IATETLE (145, 257 50 A

hyg(N) =

This expression is useful in determining if o is the equilibrium measure, since hg ¢ describes
the potential of the uniform measure on the unit sphere.

APPENDIX D. ADDITIONAL SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS

In this appendix, we gather some additional results giving conditions for which f achieves
its minimum on [0, 1] or [1,00) at 1, which are not used elsewhere in the paper, but may be
useful for the study of other external fields.

We first provide some sufficient conditions for the behavior inside the sphere.

Lemma D.1. If one of the following conditions hold, then f achieves its minimum on [0, 1]
at 1.

(a) For =2 < s <d—4, R >0, k = [%1, and v is C* in the extended sense on
[0, R?], with (—1)*v*) nonpositive on [0, R?], such that (i) and (iii) in Theorem 1.3
are satisfied. In addition, there is some ko € {3,...,k} such that for ko < { < k,
(=1)!fO(1) <0, that is

(—1)* o O(R?) > (1) R ¥n{)(1), (D.1)
and for 2 < 0 < ko, (=1)'fO(1) > 0, that is
s ¢
(- OR?) < (-1 R0 (1) (D.2)
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(b) For =2 < s <d—4, R > 0, and for some 2 < k < |452], v is C* in the extended
sense on [0, R?], with (—1)*v*) nonnegative on [0, R?]. In addition, Theorem 1.5(i)
is satisfied, and for 2 <€ <k—1, (=1)'f©(1) >0, that is

(~1)*O(R?) < (-1 R 2) (D.3)

(c) Ford—4<s<d—3,R>0, k>2, andv is C* in the extended sense on [0, R?], with
v®) nonnegative on [0, R?], such that conditions (i), (i), and (iii) of Theorem 1.3 are
satisfied. In addition, for 3 <<k —1, v (R?) < oo and f©)(0) >0, that is

Re2450(0) > —h{(0). (D.4)

(d) Ford >3, s =d—4, R > 0, and v is C* in the extended sense on [0, R?] such
that conditions (i) and (iii) of Theorem 1.3 are satisfied. In addition, there is some
A2 € [0,1) such that v"(R%\) is nonpositive on [0, \2) and nonnegative on (Mg, 1].

Proof. We handle each of the cases separately.

Case (a): Since k = [952] (note that s < d—4 means that k > 3), (—=1)% £ is nonpositive
on [0,1], by (2.4), (B.9), and (B.3). This along with (D.1), (D.2), and Theorem 1.3(i) imply
that f is half-monotone of order (ko, k) at 1 on [0, 1]. By Proposition 2.4, f is unimodal on
[0, 1]. Thus, its global minimum on [0, 1] must occur at an endpoint. From Theorem 1.3(iii),

we know f(0) > f(1), giving us our claim.

Case (b): Since k < L%j, (—1)*(®) is nonnegative on [0,1], which follows from (2.4),
(B.9), and (B.3). Thus, —f is half-monotone of order (1, %) at 1 on [0, 1], which follows from
(D.3) and Theorem 1.3(i). By Proposition 2.4, f is decreasing on [0, 1], giving us our claim.

Case (c): When k = 3, the claim follows from Lemma 2.6. Now, consider the case when
k > 4. Since d —4 < s < d — 3, we see that f9)(1) := /\lir? FON) is —oo for 3 < £ < k,
e

due to (2.4), (B.5), and the fact that v(©)(R?) < co. Combining this with (2.4), (B.9), and
the assumption v(®) (R2X) < 0 on [0, 1], we see that f*) < 0 on [0,1]. Let o()\) := f"(1—\).
Then, ¢ is half-monotone of order (k — 2,k —2) at 1. By Proposition 2.4, ¢ and also f” are
unimodal on [0, 1]. Theorem 1.3(ii) gives us that f()(1) > 0, so —f’ is unimodal on [0, 1].
This in turn implies that f is unimodal on [0, 1] due to the fact that f’(1) = 0 from Theorem
1.3(i). Theorem 1.3(iii) now gives us our claim.

Case (d): Note, from (2.4), f@(\) = R*®w®(R?)\) on [0,1]. Thus, f’ is decreasing on
[0, \2) and increasing on (Ag, 1], and since f/(1) = 0 (due to Theorem 1.3(i)), there is some
A1 € ]0,1) such that f’ is nonnegative on [0, A1) and nonpositive on (A1, 1], so f is increasing
and decreasing on those intervals, respectively. Thus, the minimum can only occur at 0 or

1, and our claim then follows from Theorem 1.3(iii).
O

We now determine some sufficient conditions for behavior outside of the sphere. In what
follows, ¢, ys.4, and g are as in (2.6), (2.7), and (2.8), respectively.

Lemma D.2. If one of the following conditions hold, then f achieves its infimum on [1,00)
at 1.
(a) For -2 < s <d—4, R >0, k = [%1, and q is C* in the extended sense on
[0,1] such that ¢*) (k) > 0 on [0,1].0 In addition, Theorem 1.3(i) is satisfied, and for
te{l,...k—1}, (=1)fg®(1) >0, that is

(—1)%q (1) > (-1 (). (D.5)

s,d
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(b) For =2 < s <d—4, R > 0, and for some 2 < k < [%5£|, q is C* in the extended
sense on [0, 1], with (=1)¢%) <0 on [0,1]. In addition, Theorem 1.3(i) and (iv) are
satisfied and there is some ko € {2, ..., k} such that for ko < £ <k, (—1)’¢)(1) <0,

that 1s

(-1)*1qO(1) > (—1)% (), (D.6)
and for 1 < < ko, (=1)¢g\O(1) > 0, that is

(-0 (1) < (-1 0). (D.7)

(c) For =2 <s<d—4, R>0, k€ 2N+ 1U |3, %), and v is C* in the extended sense
on [R?,00) such that v*) is nonnegative on [R?,00). In addition, Theorem 1.3(i)
and (iv) are satisfied, and there is some ko € {3,...,k} such that for ko < £ < k,
fO(1) <0, that is

A1) < —R*u O (R?) (D3)
and for 2 < { < ko, f(g)(l) >0, that is
A1) = — RO (R2). (D.9)

(d) Ford >3, s=d—4, R >0, and v is C® in the extended sense on [R%, 00) such
that Theorem 1.3(i) and (iv) are satisfied. In addition, ¢'(1) < 0 and there is some
ko € [0,1) such that ¢" (k) is nonpositive on [0, k2) and nonnegative on (ka,1].

(e) Ford>3,s=d—4, R>0, and v is C® in the extended sense on [R?,o0) such that
Theorem 1.5(1) and (iv) are satisfied. In addition, ¢'(1) <0, ¢'(0) > 0, and there is
some kg € [0,1) such that ¢" (k) is nonnegative on [0, k2) and nonpositive on (K2, 1].

(f) Ford>3,s=d—4, R>0, and v is C? in the extended sense on [R?,c0) such that
Theorem 1.5(1) is satisfied. In addition, there is some ko € (0,1) such that ¢"(k) is
nonnegative on [0, k2) and nonpositive on (ke, 1] and ¢'(k2) < 0.

Proof. We handle each case separately.

Case (a): Since k = [%] (note that since s < d — 4, k > 3), (=1)*¢®) is nonnegative
on [0,1], by (2.10), (B.9), and (B.3)-(B.5) (to be precise, we use (B.3) for when s < d — 5
and s # d — 6; (B.4) for when s =d—5or s =d—6; (B.5) for whend —5 < s <d—4).
Combining this with (D.5), we have —g is half-monotone of order (1, k) at 1. By Proposition
2.4, g is decreasing on [0, 1]. From (2.9) and Theorem 1.3(i), we have g(1) = 2R*f/(1) = 0,
which implies g > 0 on [0,1]. Thus, f must be increasing on [1,00) by (2.9), giving us our
claim.

Case (b): Since 1 < k < [4£], (=1)*¢®) < 0 on [0,1), by (2.10), (B.9), and (B.3).
Combining this with (D.6) and (D.7), we have ¢ is half-monotone of order (ko, k) at 1. By
Proposition 2.4, g is unimodal on [0,1]. On the other hand, we have g(1) = 2R*f’(1) = 0,
which follows from (2.9) and Theorem 1.3(i). Thus, there exists some g € [0, 1] such that
g <0on[0,x) and g > 0 on (o, 1]. Due to (2.9), f' > 0on [1,k;") and f' < 0on (kg ', 0),
so f is unimodal on [1,00). Note that we interpret g Las oo if kg = 0. Our claim now
follows from Theorem 1.3(iv).

Case (c): We see, due to (2.5), (B.9), and (B.3), that f(*) < 0 on [1,00). This could
be: For arbitrary a > 1, let ¢4(§) := f(a — (a — 1)) be a function defined on [0, 1]. Then,
¢q 18 half-monotone of order (kg,k) at 1, which follows from Theorem 1.3(i), (D.8), and
(D.9). Thus, ¢, is unimodal on [0, 1] by Proposition 2.4. This shows that f is unimodal on
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[1,a] for all @ > 1. In other words, f is unimodal on [1,00). Our claim now follows from
Theorem 1.3(iv).

Case (d): From (2.10), ¢ (x) = ¢ (k). Thus, ¢’ is decreasing on [0, x2) and increasing
on (kg,1]. Since ¢'(1) < 0, there is some k1 € [0,1) such that ¢’ is nonnegative on [0, 1)
and nonpositive on (k1, 1], so g is increasing and decreasing on those intervals, respectively.
Using (2.9) and Theorem 1.3(i), we see that there must be some A\; € (1,00] such that
/' is nonnegative on [1,\1) and nonpositive on (A1, 00), meaning that f is increasing and
decreasing on those same intervals, respectively. Our claim now follows from Theorem 1.3(iv).

Case (e): From (2.10), ¢ (x) = ¢'® (k). Thus, ¢’ is increasing on [0, k2) and decreasing
on (K2, 1]. Since ¢’(1) < 0 and ¢’(0) > 0, there is some k1 € [0,1) such that ¢’ is nonnegative
on [0, k1) and nonpositive on (k1, 1], so g is increasing and decreasing on those intervals,
respectively. By (2.9) and Theorem 1.3(i), we see that g(1) = 0, so there exists some
ko € [0, 1) such that g4—4 44 is nonpositive on [0, k9) and nonnegative on (ko, 1]. Using (2.9),
we have that f’ is nonnegative on [1, K 1) and nonpositive on (Ko ! 00), meaning that f is
increasing and decreasing on those same intervals, respectively. Our claim now follows from
Theorem 1.3(iv).

Case (f): From (2.10), ¢ (k) = ¢ (k). Thus, ¢ is increasing on [0, k2) and decreasing
on (kg, 1], achieving its maximum at x2. Thus, ¢’ is nonpositive on [0, 1], so g is decreasing.
Using (2.9) and Theorem 1.3(i), we see that g(1) = 0, so ¢ is nonnegative on [0, 1]. Employing
(2.9), this means that f’ is nonnegative on [1,00), so f is increasing, which finishes the
proof. O
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