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Abstract
In the present manuscript we address and solve for the first time a nonlocal discrete isoperimetric problem. We
consider indeed a generalization of the classical perimeter, what we call a nonlocal bi-azial discrete perimeter,
where, not only the external boundary of a polyomino P contributes to the perimeter, but all internal and
external components of P. Furthermore, we find and characterize its minimizers in the class of polyominoes with
fixed area n. Moreover, we explain how the solution of the nonlocal discrete isoperimetric problem is related to

the rigorous study of the metastable behavior of a long-range bi-axial Ising model.
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1 Introduction

Finding the set of minimal perimeter enclosing a prescribed volume is in a nutshell the classical isoperimetric
problem. As proven in for the Euclidean space R™, the unique solution of the classical isoperimetric problem is
the n-sphere.

A natural question is about the change of the optimal solutions in the presence of a nonlocal term in the perimeter.
In , for instance, the notion of nonlocal perimeter has been introduced, and the study of the corresponding
minimizing isoperimetric sets has been considered. In particular, in [10] a sharp quantitative isoperimetric inequality

for nonlocal s-fractional P,(FE) perimeters was given for the functional:

/ / dxdy
e oz —yll+e

where E C R™ and s € (0,1). As a consequence of the isoperimetric inequality given in , the n-spheres are still
the unique nonlocal minimal surface among sets with the same volume, where a nonlocal minimal surface is defined
as the boundary of a set which minimizes the nonlocal perimeter. Nonlocal minimal surfaces have been the object
of extensive research: for example, they have been shown to arise as scaling limit of long-range phase coexistence
models (see |17]), or as continuous approximations of interfaces of long-range Ising models (see @)

Moreover, the competition between short-range and long-range interactions appears in several applications in
biology and in physics, in particular in relation with the formation of patterns (see , ) In the presence of a
strong short-range attracting force (i.e., the perimeter) and a weak repulsive long-range force (i.e., nonlocal term)
it has been shown that periodic stripes are the minimizers of the functional. This problem has been studied both
in the continuum (see, for instance, [12], [7]) and in the discrete case ( [13]).

In the present manuscript, we consider a discrete variational problem for the nonlocal bi-axial discrete perimeter
Pery(P), defined as in , for a general two-dimensional polyomino P. The aim of our paper is to find and
characterize the minimizers of Pery among the sets of all the polyominoes with fixed area n € N.

Our main result is contained in Theorem stating that the set of these minimizers consists of squares,
quasi-squares or rectangles with (or without) protuberances. In particular, we will show that if a square (quasi-
square) and a rectangle with protuberances have the same area but different classical perimeter, then the square

(quasi-square) will have smaller nonlocal perimeter. On the other hand, if their respective classical perimeters are



equal, then either shape can be the minimum. Differently from the classical two-dimensional isoperimetric problem
studied in [2|, the nonlocal term will introduce an anisotropy in the system: the quasi-square minimizers with a
protuberance, for instance, must have the protuberance along the shorter side.

The choice of the fractional perimeter is motivated by the form of the Hamiltonian H* defined in of the two-
dimensional long-range Ising model with bi-azial interactions (i.e., with non-null interaction along the horizontal
and the vertical directions), studied in [5]. There is a well known relation between long and short-range Ising
models: many phenomena which appear for short-range Ising models in d dimensions appear for long-range Ising
models in d — 1 dimensions, such as phase transitions or metastability phenomena (see, for instance, [1,5,[18]).
In [5] the authors studied the question of existence of Dobrushin states in two-dimensions, which are extremal,
translation invariant Gibbs states. While it is known that Dobrushin states do not exist in two-dimensions for the
nearest-neighbour case, the authors proved that they do exist for the two dimensional long-range models, including
the bi-axial long-range interaction treated in the present manuscript.

Moreover, axial Ising models are prototypes of complex spatially modulated magnetic superstructures in crystals.
For example, in [9] the Azial Next-Nearest Neighbor Ising model (ANNNI) was used to explain the existence of
modulated phases in rare earth compounds. Furthermore, in real systems, higher-order neighbor interactions are
often present, so that extensions of the ANNNI to the third-nearest-neighbor Ising (A3NNI) have been analyzed
in |16]. Hence, the Hamiltonian H* considered in the present manuscript can be considered to be the long-range
extension of the Ising-like axial interaction.

A natural application of our result is in the context of the rigorous study of metastability for the two-dimensional
long-range Ising models. In [18] the metastability problem was solved in one dimension for a general class of long-
range Ising interactions, and the critical configurations were completely characterized. However, at the moment, no
rigorous results are known for a two-dimensional long-range Ising model. Our characterization of the solutions of the
nonlocal discrete isoperimetric problem represents a key first step for finding the typical configurations that trigger
the nucleation process. In fact, we will show in Section [4] that the solution of the variational problem for Pery
allows us to find the minimal energy configurations for the two-dimensional long-range Ising model with bi-axial
interactions, in the subset of the state space with fixed magnetization. Following the so-called path-wise approach
to metastability (see [15] and [14]), the crucial idea is finding the optimal path connecting the metastable state to
the stable one and computing its energy height. Therefore, complete characterization of the energy minimizers in
any foliation with constant magnetization (i.e., with a constant number of plus spins) is a crucial ingredient for
solving this variational problem on the entire path space.

The novelty of the paper lies in the fact that we have addressed and solved for the first time a nonlocal discrete
isoperimetric problem. The proof consists of several crucial observations. First, disconnected polyominoes have
always larger nonlocal perimeter than their connected counterparts. Then, a minimizer of the nonlocal perimeter
has to have a convex shape, so that concave polyominoes can be discarded in the minimization process. We call a
polyomino concave if it contains a vertical (horizontal) strip which is disconnected. In fact, we will use the property
that translating unit squares in the polyomino horizontally (vertically) will either leave the nonlocal perimeter
invariant, in case the lengths of horizontal (vertical) stripes stay the same, or decrease, in case we translate unit
squares in order to fill holes, by definition present in a concave shape. Finally, within the class of convex polyominoes,
by using monotonicity arguments and induction, we can characterize the set polyominoes with nonlocal minimal
perimeter.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we will introduce all the notation, define the necessary quantities,
and state the main result of the manuscript (i.e., Theorem . Section |3| contains the proof of the main theorem
which is based on several propositions. Finally, we will discuss in Section [ how our result is connected to the
rigorous study of the metastable behavior of a bi-axial long-range Ising model. We have postponed some auxiliary

derivations and proofs to the Appendix.



2 Notation and Main Result

In this section we introduce the notation used in the paper, and we state the main result.

Let Q(x) C R? denote a unit square of area one, such that the center point  belongs to Z? and corners to the
dual lattice (Z + %)2 We call eq, es the standard orthonormal basis of R2. If two unit squares, Q(z), Q(y), share a
side, then we will call the union Q(z) U Q(y) connected.

Definition 1. A polyomino P is a finite union of unit squares. The area ap of the polyomino equals the number

of its unit squares. Let M,, denote the set of all polyominos with area n € N.

Note that, equivalently to [2|, a polyomino does not need to be a connected set. The classical perimeter per(P)
of a polyomino P is the length of its boundary. By abuse of notation, we will use the term perimeter for both the
closed path and its length. In the classical case, the perimeter of a polyomino P only depends on the squares Q(x)
which share a side with R? \ P, see Figure [1| for an example. When we will refer to the Euclidean distance, we will

Figure 1: An example of polyomino with area 25 and classical perimeter 24.

write dg. Given a polyomino P we define the internal boundary 0~ P of P the set of the unit squares with centers
at distance one from Z2NP¢ ie. 0"P ={z € Z*NP : dr(x,y) = 1 with y € Z? NP}, where P¢ = R?\ P.
We define a row r and a column c the following sets of sites:

r; := Z x {i} for some fixed i € Z, ¢; := {i} x Z for some fixed i € Z.

In the sequel we will drop the explicit dependence on ¢ in the notation. For instance, with an abuse of notation,
the sum Y f(r) should be interpreted as Y ;= f(r;).

1=—00
A (horizontal or vertical) strip of P is a subset of connected unit squares with centers in P N Z? such that they

share the same column or row, i.e. there exists a z € P N Z? such that

Sy = U{Q(xk) €EP|oy=2+key € PNZ* with k € Z, and dg(zy, vp11) = 1}, (2.1)
Sp = U{Q(xk) €Play=z+key € PNZ? with k € Z, and dg(zg, vre1) = 1} (2.2)

The length of the strip S is the number of the squares in S. For clarity’s sake, we will drop the dependence on z in
the sequel.

Definition 2. We call single protuberance of P a unit square with only one unit edge shared with other unit squares
of P. A k-protuberance (or a protuberance with cardinality k) is a strip of length k, S := Ule Q(z;) C P, such
that each unit square Q(x;) composing it shares a unit edge with Q(x;41), one with P\ S, and one with P° for
i=1,...,k —1. See the center and right-hand side of Figure[3 for an ezample.



A polyomino with a rectangular shape is called a rectangle, and we denote it by %, where a,b are the side
lengths. Moreover, we call a square (resp. quasi-square) a rectangle with side length a = b (resp. a = b — 1) and
we denote it by Qg (resp. % q+1). Finally, we denote a rectangle (resp. a square) with side lengths a,b (resp. a)
and a k-protuberance attached along the shortest side by % , (resp. QF).

Recall that we can write any integer number n as either n = [? + ki or n = I(l + 1) + ky for some [, k1, ko € N
such that 0 < k1 <l —1and 0 < ky <. Let k € N such that 0 < k < a — 1. Hence, we define the following sets:

w {Qlkl € Mn} U {,%’fj’b e M, |per(%§’b) = per(a@lkl)} ifn=0+k =ab+k, 2.3)
A e Mo € Malper(#E,) = per(#f3 )} iEn =104 1) + ke = ab -k, '
M = My O{P €M, |P=2R,}. (2.4)

In Figure 2| we consider, as an example, three different polyominoes belonging to the set ..

n:l2 n:l2+k1 n:l(l+1)+k2
n=251=5 n=28,1=5k =3 n=32,1=5,ky=2

Figure 2: Examples of P € ., for different n.

Definition 3. A polyomino is called concave if there are at least two not connected strips along the same column
or row. A convex polyomino is a polyomino which is not concave. Consider a convex polyomino P and let Zqp be
the smallest circumscribing rectangle of P. If there exist two rectangles Ko and Xy p with u < b and w < a such

that they are contained in PN Xqp, then we call P a cross-convex polyomino.

See Figure [3] for an example of concave, convex and cross-convex polyomino.

Figure 3: Starting from the left hand side, a concave polyomino, a convex polyomino and a cross-convex polyomino.

We are now going to define the discrete version of a nonlocal perimeter for a given polyomino P:

Definition 4. The nonlocal perimeter Pery(P) of the polyomino P with parameter X, where A > 1, is defined as:

Pery(P) := Z

TE€Z2NP, yeEL2NPe

1

Play) (2.5)



where d(z,y) is the fractional bi-axial function defined by the relation:

1 1

1
d Mz, y) (dy (z,y))> ﬂ{ﬂﬂl:yl,zz#m} + mﬂ{xZZymﬂ?l?éyl}’
where dy (z,y) = |r2 — y2|, du(z,y) = |21 —y1], and x = (v1,22), y = (y1,92)-

We note that in the case of the bi-axial function, the nonlocal perimeter can be written as the sum of the

horizontal and vertical contributions, i.e.:

Pery(P) = Perii(P) + Per}\/ (P), (2.6)
where
1
Per{(P) = > s Wao—yo, wi 1}
©€Z2NP, yeZ2NPe (dH (.’L‘, y))
1
Pery (P) := Ny g}
z€Z2NP, yeZ2NPe (dv ()

We state now our main result in terms of an isoperimetric inequality for the discrete nonlocal perimeter.

Theorem 2.1. Fiz n € N. There exists \. > 1 such that for all X\ > . and all polyominos P ¢ M, with area
ap = n we have that:
Pery(P) > Perx(R),

for any R € .

We remark that the statement holds true for all n taking . ~ 1.78788. This value is obtained numerically from
computing the smallest value of A, such that the perimeter of a square 25 is smaller than the one of a rectangle
21 4 in the proof of Proposition For simplicity, we will work with A\, = 1.8.

In order to give an example of the calculation of nonlocal perimeter, we consider the polyomino P of Figure

whose nonlocal perimeter is:

7 o 1

o} 1 3 oo 1 5 oo 1 6 oo 1
Pem(P):221;\+IOZZT—A+GZZT—A+4;Z;\+2227A,
r= =1 r=1 =1 r=1 i=1 r=i =1 r=1
3 5

= 24C(A) +22) C(A\ ) + 12> C(A i) +6((N, 6) + 2¢(N,7),

i=2 i=4

where ((A,7) denotes the Hurwitz-zeta function, defined as

C(Aa Z) = Z (T —‘ii)k, (27)

r=0

and ((A) = ¢(\, 1) is just the classical zeta-function. Note that for A — oo we have that all Hurwitz-zeta functions
C(A, 1) with ¢ > 2 will converge to 0 while ((A\) — 1. Hence, for A — oo the nonlocal perimeter coincides with the
classical one.

Moreover, in Figure 4| we have reported the minimizers of Pery belonging to .#,, for areas n € {1,...,30}. In
particular, we see that, consistently with Theorem there are two possible candidates for the minimal shape for
the areas n € {10,17,28}. If A is small enough, the rectangular shape will have smaller nonlocal perimeter (i.e., it
will be the unique minimizer), while for A large enough the square shape with a protuberance will be in this case

the unique minimizer. The values of A, indicating the change of shape, were obtained numerically.
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Figure 4: Minimizers of Pery in ., for n € {1,...,30}.

3 Proof of Theorem 2.1]

The structure of the proof is as follows. First, in Proposition we will prove that the minimizers of the nonlocal
perimeter belong to .Z%* which was defined in Equation (2.4). The proof of Proposition is postponed to
Section[3.2] This proposition is the most involved one and it represents the major novelty of the paper. We develop

indeed an algorithmic proof (what we call the MAIN ALGORITHM) allowing us to associate to any configuration in

M\ A a configuration in M, with smaller generalized perimeter and same area. In particular, by the iterative
application of Lemmas and we exclude from the set of minimizers all polyominoes in M., \ .Z** that are not
cross-convex, e.g. non-connected or concave polyominoes. The application of the ALGORITHM FOR CROSS-CONVEX P

will further exclude cross-convex polyominoes which are in M,, \ .Z** from the set of possible minimizers.
Furthermore, via Propositions and We prove that a polyomino with area n belonging to .#\ .,
has nonlocal perimeter larger than that of a polyomino in .#,. More precisely, in Proposition (resp. in
Proposition we show that, given an area m = [2 (resp. n = I(l + 1)), for A > A, the nonlocal perimeter
of any rectangle with this area is larger than the nonlocal perimeter of the square (resp. the quasi-square) with

the same area. The proof will rely on a careful comparison of the respective nonlocal perimeter functions. The



proof of Proposition [3.2] will be given in Section [3.3] while the proof of Proposition [3:3] will be postponed to the
Appendix since it has a very similar structure. Finally, in Proposition (resp. in Proposition , given an
area n = [2 + ky (vesp. n = 1[(l+ 1) + k1), we prove that the nonlocal perimeter of the square (resp. quasi-square)
with a protuberance and area n, i.e., Ql’“ (resp. %{“ll 41), is strictly smaller than the respective nonlocal perimeter
of a rectangle with a protuberance and the same area which has a larger classical perimeter than the one of ,@lkl
(resp. %lk i+1)- The proof of Proposition will be given in Section while the proof of Proposition will be
given in Appendix

A schematic representation of the proof of Theorem [2:1]is given in Figure [f]

n=1(+1) n=02+k or n=1(1+1)+k

Figure 5: A schematic representation of the proof of Theorem We distinguish three cases according to the value
of n. We reduce the set of possible minimizers in any of the cases by each shell. The corresponding proposition
doing that is indicated in each shell.

In the following, we will formulate the precise statements of the propositions used in the proof of the main
theorem.

Proposition 3.1. There exists A. > 1 such that for A > A\., n € N\ {1} and P € M,, be a polyomino such that
P& M, we have that

P argminp,eMn{Pem(P')}.

Proposition 3.2. There exists \. > 1 such that for A > \., n € N\ {1} withn =1>=a-b, a <b and l,a,b € N
we have that Pery(Zqp) > Perx(2;).

Proposition 3.3. There exists A\, > 1 such that for A > A, n € N\ {1} withn =1(l+1) =a-b, a < b and
l,a,b € N we have that Pery(Zap) > Perx(Zii+1)-

Proposition 3.4. Let a,b,l, ky, ko, n € N be natural numbers and let ky € {0,...,1—1} and ko € {0,...,b— 1} be
two integer numbers such that ki + ko # 0. Furthermore, we assume that n = ab+ ko = 12+ k andn > 2. Then
we have argminpge pg, {Perx(P)} C My, where My, was defined in (2.3)).

In particular, we note that if k; = 0, then by [2] it follows that there are no rectangles, or rectangles with

protuberances, and perimeter equal to per(2;) = 4l. Thus, in the case k1 = 0 (resp. n = [?), by Propositions

We have argminpe v, {Pera(P)} = {2:}.

Proposition 3.5. Let a,b,l, k1, ks, n € N be natural numbers and let ky € {0,...,1} and ko € {0,...,b— 1} be two
integer numbers such that ki + ko # 0. Furthermore, we assume that n = ab+ ko =1(l+ 1) + k1 andn > 2. We
have then argminp n, {Perx(P)} C My, where M, was defined in (2.3)).

Again, it follows by [2]| that, in case ky = 0 (resp. n = I(I + 1)), there are no rectangles (different from the
quasi-square), or rectangles with protuberances, and classical perimeter equal to per(%+1) = 41 + 2. Thus, for

k1 = 0, by Propositions we have that argmingpc v, {Pera(P)} = {Z1,141}



3.1 Auxiliary lemmas about Per,(P)

In order to prove the propositions, we will need the following lemmas regarding properties of polyominoes and of
their nonlocal perimeters. For instance, Lemma will give a useful way to compute the horizontal (resp. vertical)
contribution of the nonlocal perimeter for general polyominos P by summing the contribution along each row (resp.

column). The proofs of these lemmas are postponed to Section

Lemma 3.1. Let N € N. Consider a general polyomino P intersecting m € N rows, r1,...,ry. Given a fixed
intersecting row r, let S’qgl), e SﬁN) be the N horizontal strips in P Nr defined in following the lexicographic
order. Letly,...,In be the lengths of Sﬁl), ceey SﬁN) respectively, and let dg.r) be the distance between Sﬁj) and Sﬁjﬂ)
forj=1,...,N —1. Then we have for all A > 1, that the horizontal contribution of the nonlocal perimeter is equal
to

Perfl (P) = Perf! <U{P N T}) = Z Peri (P nr), (3.1)

r

with
Perfl(Pnr)
11 N il 1+d(7) — 1 In N—1 1 i+lj+1+d§7‘)71 1
Sy PRRY FS SEIUES 35 ol (OIS S
i=1 j=2i=1 h=d), +i i=1 j=1 i=1 hmd) 4

In particular, if N =1, then

Perfl(Pnr) = 221:(@,2'). (3.2)

i=1
The analogous results hold by considering the vertical contribution of the nonlocal perimeter.

Lemma 3.2. Let P be a polyomino (or a union of polyominos) that contains two vertical (resp. horizontal) strips
at distance d > 2, and let P’ be the polyomino obtained from P by shifting one of the two strips toward the other,
and by reducing the distance by at least one. Then the nonlocal perimeter contribution of P’ along the column (resp.

the row) containing the two strips is strictly greater than the nonlocal perimeter contribution of P along the same

TOw.
Lemma 3.3. Let S1,...,Sy be N, N € N, vertical strips belonging to the same column c%; with lengths ly, ..., Iy >
1. Furthermore, let d; be the distance between the strips S; and S;y1 for every i = 1,...,N — 1. Let A; be the
set that contains the rows that intersect S; NP for i = 1,...,N. Denote by c%, c% =+ c%;, another column that
intersects P and let Sgl), ey S%ml), Sél), cey SémZ) S](\}), .. S(mN), with my,...,my € N, be the vertical strips
obtained by intersecting ¢ NP N A; fori=1,.. . If the length I} > 0, of Uml S(j) is such that I} <I; for
everyt=1,..., N, then there exists another polyommo P’ such that the nonlocal perimeter along these two columns

satisfies Pery(ch U %) > Pery(ch U ck,), otherwise Pery(ch, U ch,) = Pery(ch U c3), where c%,? are the same
columns in the polyomino P’.

Again, the analogous results hold by considering the horizontal contribution of the nonlocal perimeter.

Lemma 3.4. The following function f: N\ {1} — R defined as

a:z—i-w (z+1) 2 z2-1 2 2 +z—1 2 2242242
z+ 1) + 1-7r —-r *+r—r
r=1 r=1 r=1 r=x2+4x+1

is positive for A > 1.8.



3.2

Proof of Proposition (3.1

Let us consider a polyomino P € M,, \ .Z* and apply the following MAIN ALGORITHM which we will explain below.
The algorithm is based on the idea of investigating columns resp. rows of the general polyomino and try to fill

holes, in order to reduce the nonlocal perimeter. In case the main algorithm produces a cross-convex polyomino, we
can exclude it from the set of minimizers by applying the ALGORITHM FOR CROSS-CONVEX P which will be defined

below as well.

15, Ay 1S, A S Ay
-
2| AZ
SQ T A2 1S9 1 A2
3 Az
-T2 T2
- -
153 ; ;i Az 53 . xi Az
P Ay
< " Ay IS, - Ay 5] As

Figure 6: On the left hand side, an example of polyomino P with vertical strips S1,...,.54 and the corresponding

rows Aj, ..., Ay. The red unit squares are part of P whereas the white ones are not. In yellow are displayed the unit

squares in the rectangle that can belong to P or not, i.e. were not investigated yet. In the central figure, there is

the polyomino P’ obtained from P by a translation along the horizontal axes of the unit squares 2(x1), ..., 2(x5).

On the right hand side, we have the polyomino P” obtained from the polyomino P’ in the case that there is only

one horizontal strip in all rows with an empty square 2(z), 2(z}) which are not in the polyomino.

MAIN ALGORITHM

Step O.

Step 1.

Step 2.

Step 3.

(Initialization). Set P := P and t := 1.

(Setup). Consider the smallest rectangle %, containing P with a € N the vertical side length and b the
horizontal side length. Order the columns of %, ; according to the lexicographic order and analyze the ¢-th

column of %, .

Let N > 1 be the number of vertical strips in the ¢-th column of PN Hq», which we denote by Si,...,Sn.
Construct A; as the set of rows that intersects S; NP fori =1,..., N, see Figure @

Set k=t+1.

(Investigating empty squares (holes) in %, ). Consider the k-th column and look for empty unit squares
2(z) ¢ P in this column starting from the top to the bottom. If there is at least one empty unit square
2(x) C A; N Ry for some i € {1,..., N} such that 2(z) ¢ P, see the left hand side in Figure |§|, then go to
Step 3. If the k-th column has all unit squares present, then repeat Step 2 with £ = k + 1 until £ < b. If no

columns have empty squares go to Step 4.

(Construction of a polyomino P’ with smaller nonlocal perimeter in case of empty squares).

Let 2(z1),...,2(xm) C Uf;l A; N R b, m €N, be the empty squares in the k-th column such that
Q(x1),...,2(xm) ¢ P, see Figure @ Denote by W the union of all rows containing the empty squares
2(x1),...,2(xy). Construct a polyomino P’ from P as follows. We move m unit squares of Si,...,Sxn
belonging to W horizontally to fill the empty squares 2(x1), ..., 2(x,,) respectively. See the left and central



Step 4.

figure in Figure @ Observe that, by construction, the lengths of the vertical strips in the k-th column in P’
are equal to or greater than the lengths of the vertical strips in the first column of P. For this reason, we
obtain by Lemma [3.9] that

PerY (P') — PerY (P) =0 if all strips have the same length,
PerY (P') — PerY (P) >0 if the length of at least one strip in P’ is larger than the one in P.

We analyze the rows of W to compute the horizontal contribution.

3.1) If there are at least two horizontal strips in one of these rows, then the horizontal nonlocal perimeter
contribution is decreased along this row by applying Lemma Thus, we have P’ such that Pery(P’) <
Pery(P) and the procedure stops.

3.2) If there is only one horizontal strip in each of these rows, then the horizontal nonlocal perimeter contri-
bution is unchanged, i.e. Per{(P’) = Perf!(P). If the nonlocal perimeter is unchanged, then return to
Step 1, setting P = P’. Otherwise, we have P’ such that Pery(P’) < Pery(P) and the procedure stops.

(Rotation of P in case of no empty squares). If ¢ > 1 go to Step 5. Note that in this case all the horizontal
strips in A; have the same length equal to b —t + 1 for ¢ = 1,..., N. Then, starting from the north side of
Ky, denote the horizontal strips in the first row of Z, by S1,...,5’, J € N, and define the columns B; that
intersect S} for each i = 1,...,J; see Figure (7] If all the vertical strips in B; have the same length equal to a
fori=1,...,.J, see the left hand side in Figure 8] then go to Step 5. Otherwise, rotate the polyomino P by
—m/2 and call it P’ and repeat the same procedure from Step 1 setting P = P’.

54 5t
151 Ay
S] Al
15| As
153 AS 102 A2
By By

Figure 7: On the left, an example of polyomino P with all horizontal strips of A; having the same length, for

i=1,...,N. On the right, the polyomino P’ obtained from P by a rotation of —m/2.

Step 5.

(Reducing the chessboard of P or convetification). The polyomino P is such that the horizontal strips in A;
intersect the east side of %, for every i = 1,..., N and the vertical strips in B; intersect the south side of

Hap for j=1,...,J, see the left figure in Figure [§] We distinguish two cases:

51) N#1or J#1orboth N,J# 1.

Assume without loss of generality that N # 1. Then, we construct P’ by exchanging the first horizontal
strip in A; intersecting S; with the horizontal strip in the first row that follows the set Aj, see Figure
@ By Lemma we conclude that the nonlocal perimeter of P’ is strictly smaller than that of P, and

the procedure stops.

5.2) N =1 and J = 1. We distinguish two cases:

10



51f

AN

S5l

Figure 8: On the left, an example of polyomino P with vertical strips 51, ..., S4 and the corresponding sets A1, ..., A4.
The horizontal strips are denoted by 57, ..., S and the corresponding sets by Bj, ..., Bs. In red there are unit squares
of P. In white the unit squares which are not in P. In yellow we see the unit squares in the rectangle that are not

analyzed yet and can belong to P or not. On the right we have an example of a cross-convex polyomino.

Figure 9: On the left, there is an example of polyomino P with N # 1 and J = 1. On the right, the polyomino P’
is obtained from P as described in case (5.1). In particular, in red the unit squares of the polyominos are shown,
in white the unit squares outside of the polyominos, and in yellow the unit squares of %, ; that can belong to the

polyominos or not. We highlight in blue, the rows that we exchange when we construct P’ from P.

5.2.a) There is at least a column (or a row) of %, ; that contains at least two vertical (or horizontal) strips,
see the left figure in Figure [I0] Go to Step 1 with ¢ := ¢+ 1.

5.2.b) All columns of %, ; contain only one horizontal strip and all rows of %, contain only one vertical
strip, see the right figure in Figure [8 By assumption and by the properties of the algorithm, P is
not in .#Z*. However, in this case the polyomino P is cross-convex and then we conclude that it
cannot be a minimum by applying ALGORITHM FOR CROSS-CONVEX P with starting polyomino P,
ie,C="P.

The following algorithm generalizes, in the nonlocal perimeter context, the transformations of polyominoes
used in the proof of Theorem 2.2 in . More specifically, for any cross-convex polyomino C € M, \ .4,
the algorithm finds a polyomino with the same area but with strictly smaller nonlocal perimeter, so that C ¢
argmingpc pg {Pery(P)}.

11
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Figure 10: On the left, there is an example of polyomino P as described in case (5.2.a). On the right, the polyomino

P’ obtained from P by applying the algorithm.

ALGORITHM FOR CROSS-CONVEX P

Given a cross-convex polyomino C not in ', the following algorithm finds first two polyominos with the same

nonlocal perimeter of C but with different shape, and then it gives a polyomino with strictly smaller perimeter.

Before we start, we observe that if C is a cross-convex polyomino not in . ", then C has at least two vertical (or

horizontal) strips which are smaller than the others.

Step 0.

Step 1.

Step 2.

Step 3.

Step 4.

Step 5.

Step 6.

(Initialization). Set D :=C. Let %y, m, be the smallest rectangle containing D and let m,,, my, be the lengths

of its columns and its rows respectively. Set k:=1 and ¢t := 1.

(Construction of a polyomino D’ with the same nonlocal perimeter). We consider the vertical strip Sy in the
k-th column of D. Let Ay be the set of the rows that intersect Si. If the horizontal strips in A have not the
same length, then there exist some empty squares 2(z1),...,2(xn) € Ax N %y m,, N > 1. We consider
the unit squares of Sy in the same rows of the squares 2(z1),..., 2(xy) and we move each of them from its
position to fill the empty squares 2(z;), for i = 1,...,N. Set k:= k+ 1 and go to Step 2.

If k < m,, then return to Step 1. Otherwise, call the obtained polyomino D’ and go to Step 3. See the second
panel in the Figure |11 for an example of D’.

(Construction of a polyomino D” with the same nonlocal perimeter). We consider the ¢-th horizontal strip
S; in the t-th row of D’. Let B; be the set of the columns that intersect S;. If the vertical strips in B; have
not the same length, then there exist some empty squares 2(z}),...,2(zy/) C B NPy my, N > 1. We
consider the unit squares of S} in the same columns of the squares 2(z}),..., 2(x)y,) and we move each of
them from its position to 2(a}) for i =1,...,N’. Set ¢t :=t + 1 and go to Step 4.

If t < my, then return to Step 3. Otherwise, call the obtained polyomino D" and go to Step 5. See the third
panel in the Figure[11|for an example of D”.

Suppose without loss of generality that m, < m; and let lg,,lg, be the lengths of the first horizontal and
vertical strips of D”. If ls, > lg, go to Step 6, otherwise go to Step 7.

(Construction 1 of a polyomino P with smaller nonlocal perimeter). We remove the first vertical strip from
D" and we attach a horizontal strip of length lg, on the first horizontal strip of D", see the left figure of
Figure In this way, we obtain a polyomino P belonging to M,, with smaller nonlocal perimeter than that

12



Figure 11: On the left, an example of convex polyomino D. In the center and on the right, the polyominos D’ and

D’ obtained by applying the described procedure to D.

Step 7.

of D. Indeed,
lSU lsv
Pery(P) = Pery(D Zuz Is,CO\ m) + Y C(A4) + 15, C(A, mip + 1)
=1
mp 1
< Pery(D) —1s, ¥ — < Pery(D) — =% < Pery(D). (3.3)
— >
J=my

(Construction 2 of a polyomino P with smaller nonlocal perimeter). We remove the first horizontal strip from
D" and we attach lg, unit squares as in the right figure of Figure In particular, we order the columns
according to the distance from the horizontal strip Sj and we fill them starting from the first one until the
length of this vertical strip is m,. In this way, we obtain a polyomino P belonging to M, with smaller

nonlocal perimeter than that of D. Indeed

lsy,

Zmz — g, ¢(

where the inequality is obtained by estimating the value of the lengths with the smallest value that there can

Pery(P) < Perx(D C(A,mp) +1s,C(\ Is, + 1) +1s5,C(N, Is, + 1), (3.4)

be, see the red square in the right panel of Figure Moreover, recalling lg, > ls, + 1 and by using (A.2),

we obtain

ls, —
Pery(P) < Perx(D) —s,((A) + Z S“ I Ls, (CA Isy, +2) + C(As s, + 1) = (A, mp))
j=1
ls),
1
< Pery(D) =Y —— ot ls, C(\, Is, +2) < Perx(D), (3.5)
j= 1
where the last inequality follows by the positivity of f(z, \) defined by
Z “f COhz+2). (3.6)
Indeed, it is easy to see that  — f(x, \) is increasing in z. For z = 1, A > 1.8 we have that
1

2A

which proves the claim.

13
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Figure 12: On the left, an example of a polyomino D" with lg, < lg, and the polyomino P obtained from D"
with smaller nonlocal perimeter. On the right, an example of a polyomino D" with lg, < lg, and the polyomino P
obtained from D" with smaller perimeter. In the last picture, the red square indicates the position with minimal
lengths lg, ,ls, of the strips where it could be possible to move the unit squares of the vertical strip with length Ig,
of D”.

3.3 Proof of Proposition
Assume n = [2 = a - b. The nonlocal perimeter of the square (resp. the rectangle) can be written as sum of the
contributions along all vertical and horizontal strips. By Equation (2.6]), we have:

l

b a
Pery(2)) =413 ((A,1) and  Pery(Zap) =203 (N i)+2b> C(A0), (3.8)
=1 i=1

i=1

where 2[ is the number of vertical and horizontal strips of the square, and a (resp. b) is the number of the horizontal
(resp. vertical) strips of %, 4. By Equations (A.2) and (3.8)), we get:

Pery(2 -k
% =2%¢C(\) — 20 :TA’ (3.9)
k=1
Peryx(%a.p) -k Sa-k
AMHab) _ haRL i
— = 2ab¢ (M) akE:1 i bg:l o (3.10)

Thus, recalling [2 = ab, we obtain:

Pera(Zas) — Perx(2)) -k Sb—k Sa-k
A= * ) Pt oy 28 11
2 l; k>\ ak:l k>\ k=1 kA (3 )

We will first treat the cases [ = 2,3. Note that for [ = 2 (resp. | = 3) we necessarily have that « = 1 and b = 4
(resp. b =9). Let first consider [ = 2, then for A > 1.8 we have:

2 1 1 1

When [ = 3 we have that for any A > 1.3:
1 7 6 1

14



In the remaining cases [ > 4, we can write the difference A as the sum of two functions Fi(a,l) and Fy(a,l), i.e

A = Fi(a,l) + F3(a,l,b), (3.12)
where
12 k| Y
Fl(a,l)z (a—l—E—Ql)ZF—Z(l—a) k/\fl +T, (313)
k=1 k=a
-1 b—1
12— ak 12 —ak

Fy(a,l,b) = > Pra S (3.14)

k=a+1 k=l

We then conclude the claim once can we show that one function is strictly positive and one non-negative.
Step 1: We will first show that [ — F}(a,[) is increasing in ! and in particular that F(a,l) > 0. We write:

a—1 l
LA + 1 2(-a) 1
Fi(a,l+1) = Fy(a,1) + < ) = - “hor 2 > BT
k=1 k=a (3.15)

:= Fi(a,l) + Rest(a,l).

The function is increasing in [, if the rest-term Rest(a,l) > 0 for all [ > a+ /a =: a*. The lower bound on [ can be
deduced from the following argument. Suppose by contradiction that | < |a*|. We set | = a + k with k € N such
that k < v/a. By assumption, we have a, b, [ € N such that ab = [? and a + b = 2] + o with a € N by [2|. Thus, we
obtain (a + k)? = a(2(a + k) + @ — a), i.e., k? = aa and this is a contradiction since indeed a > k* = aa > a.
We compute further
2(l —a)

2(l —a) 4
Rest(a,l 4+ 1) — Rest(a,l) Zk)‘ T l>‘ i (e s (B P

Moreover, we note that

2~ 1 2(l—a)  2(l—a) 4 22‘1:1 4

Ekzl kA1 P10 ((+ 1)1 (4 1) > ;kﬂ AT (1)t (3.16)

Let a € {1,2,3,4} we can prove by hand that the last expression is positive for all A > 1.8 using I > a + y/a. Then,
suppose that a > 5. It follows that [ > a + v/a > a + 2. Thus, we can bound the r.h.s. of Equation (3.16) by

2~ 1 4 2 [t o1 4 2 4
z - 2 do — = I R | [ —
a,; R (e i a/l A G T e n (@t i P

Note that, assuming first that 1.8 < A < 2, we can bound
(a4 12" = 1)(a+ 321 >2a(2 - N). (3.17)

The r.h.s. and the Lh.s. of the inequality are increasing functions in a and the slope of the lLh.s. is bigger than
the slope of the r.h.s. The case A > 2 follows from similar considerations. We have proven that Rest(a,l) is an
increasing function of [ for each fixed a and I > a + 3. It remains to show that Rest(a,a + 3) > 0. We have that:

792 1 247 o3
Rest(a,a+3) = EZ AT + o (a+3 Z k:)‘ T
k=1

7 “z‘:l 17 2 2 2a 2a 8a 24

BT A @ 1)) (@t2) @1 (@t2) @43 (@t
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which is greater than
7 o da 21
o kA 1 a—|—1) (a+3)»

Note that tr1v1ally > e it remains to show that

a+3

_ —— >0, (3.18)

which is equivalent to showing (for A < 2)
(a+DMa?* =227 > 2(2 — \)d?,

22 () e

which is true for a > 4 and 1.8 < A < 2. The other case for A > 2 follows in a similar manner. We have proven that
Fi(a,l) is an increasing function in [ for all | > a+2. Let us prove that F(a,l) > 0 by showing that Fj(a,a+2) > 0.
First, we compute by hand Fi(1,3).

or

8
F1(1,3)24_27 >O7

since A > 1.8. Next, considering first A < 2, we have that:

a—1
4 1 4 4 1 4 4 [* 1 4 4
R 2) A S - Sl
(a,a+2) a kkl Ad (ot DMT T a A B aA—l—a/l RS W v
_ 4 (a27)\_1)_4(a71):é a27>‘—1_a—1 .
(2—Na a* a\ 2—-2X ar-1

Thus, it remains to show that

Assuming 1.8 < A\ < 2, it is equivalent to require

| —a 2> (1_i> (2- ),

which is true for a > 2. The other case A > 2 follows in a similar way.
Step 2: In a second step, we will prove that a ~ Fy(a,l,|l?/a]) is decreasing in a and in particular that
Fy(a,l,|1?/a]) > 0. First note that

=12 l?/al g2 _ 1-1 2 1/a 12
- I? —ak 12— ak 12— ak 12— ak
FQ(CL,Z, Uz/aJ) 2 ant(a’l) :7/ Tjdk 7/[’ k dk > / k : Ak \/l T)\adk

2
The map a > * e

k is decreasing in a. Moreover, if a increases, then the area of integration shrinks faster in a than

the area of integration of the second integral [/a(l — a). Therefore, the first term is dominant and the function is
decreasing in a. Since a <[ — 3, it remains to show that Fi"*(I —3,1) > 0. Note that F/" (I — 3,1) is decreasing in

[ by the same arguments as before. Taking [ to infinity we obtain that F{"*(I — 3,1) converges to 0 from above.
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3.4 Proof of Proposition
First, we note that by using Proposition we have that

argming e v, {Pera(P)} C argminpe yex{ Pera(P)}.

We distinguish two cases: in Case (i) we suppose that the square has no protuberance, i.e. k3 = 0, instead in Case

(i) we assume kp # 0.

Case (i). Let k; = 0. We will prove that for n = [? the nonlocal perimeter of a square is smaller than the nonlocal
perimeter of a rectangle with a ko-protuberance and the same area n = ab+ kz Suppose first that the protuberance
is attached along the shorter side. Thus, k3 < a — 1. By using Equations (3.9) and (3.10 -, we have:

Pery(#)2,) — Perx(2)) = (Pery(%ap) — Pera(21)) + 2kaC(A, b+ 1) +22g (A, )
i=1

From Equations (3.11)), (3.13) and (3.14]), we obtain that the difference can be rewritten as:

) o, e 1k 2%
Pery (%Y%) — Perx(2)) = 2F (a, l)+2F2(a,l,b)+—QZ - _22 2 2.
r=1

From the proof of Proposition we have Fj(a,l) > 0. Moreover, we can prove that Fy(a,l,b) > 0 with
b= |(I? — k2)/a] by arguing as in Step 2 of Proposition Thus, we obtain
by el
k 2 2
Pery(#2,) — Perx(21) > 2Fy(a,1) + 2Fy(a, 1, | (I — k2) /a]) + = Z M -2 Z

r=1

kQ_T—Q (3.19)

>0

(%)
In order to show that (x) > 0, note that the function

is increasing in x, where ¢ > 0 is some constant. Then, recalling ks < a — 1 we obtain

ko—1
kg*?" 2]{32 2k2
P e raE A neE

(1) 2 —
ko — 1
r=1
where the last inequality follows from A\ > 1.
Next, assume that the protuberance is attached along the longer side, thus ks < b—1 and call the corresponding

—k
polyomino %a?b. Observe that, if ko < a, then the rectangle %’Zfb with the protuberance ko attached along the
—k
shorter side has smaller nonlocal perimeter than ,@a?b. Indeed, we have

b
1
Pem(% ») — Pera(Z23) = 2ky (C(\a+1) — (A b+ 1)) =2k > >0
r=a+1

hence we conclude in this case
Pery(72,) — Pery(2)) = (Pm (@2,) — Per(72" )) + Pery(%)%) — Pery(2)) > 0.

Suppose now that a < ky < b— 1. By analogous arguments as in the bound in Equation (3.19) and using Equations
(13.9) and (3.10)), we can again write
k2
Pem(%’ y) — Pera(2) = (Perx(%as) — Pera(2)) + 2ka(Xa + 1) + 2> ((A, 1)
i=1
b1
= Pe?“,\(% ) Pem(,@l) + 2ko 2+1 oY > 0.

Finally we conclude that for the first case, when n = (2, argminpc o {Perx(P)} = {2;}.
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Cases (ii). Let k1 # 0 and consider a square with a kj-protuberance attached along one of the four sides Qlkl
and area n = > + k;. We observe that the classical perimeter of 2/ is per(2;*) = 2(21 + 1) and we will prove the
following two results.

(ii.1) Let 0 < ky < b — 1 and consider %’5% € M,, with classical perimeter greater than the perimeter of Ql’“, ie.
2(a+b+1)=220+1+C) for some C > 1, C € N. Then we have that,

Pem(%’ ) > Pery(2™).

(ii.2) Let 0 < k3 < b — 1 and consider a rectangle @Z?b € M, with a protuberance attached along the longer side
and classical perimeter greater than the perimeter of Qlkl, ie. 2(a+b+1)=220+1+C) for some C > 1,
C € N. Then we have that,
Pem(%’ ,) > Pery(27).

Recall that for general a,b, k € N,

Pery (%%, —2aZC>\z +2ngM )+ 2kC(A\, b+ 1) +2Z()\z (3.20)

i=1 i=1

Case (ii.1). Suppose that a < b and ke > 0.

The difference of perimeters can be written as
Pem(% ) — Pem(e@kl)

=4ab( (A

(A, b+ 1) —41%¢(A +4z

=1
(3.21)

—2k1C(\ T+ D).
We will treat two cases: k1 — ko < a resp. k1 — ko > a.

(ii.1.a) Suppose k; — ko < a. We will prove that this condition is equivalent to require I > a + v/a. Indeed, assume
first k1 — ko < 0. Without loss of generality suppose that a < b and we write a = — «a and b = [ + 3 for some
«, B € N. Thus, for some positive integer C' > 1, we have the following relations between the area and the

classical perimeter

a+b+1=2[+1+C B=a+C B=a+C
— —
ab+k2:lz+k1 (Z—OZ)(Z+OZ+C)+]€2:ZQ+]€1 —OZ2+C(Z—OZ):]€1—]€2.
(3.22)
In this case, we have
a>k —ky &= a>—-a*+C(l—a) <= (I—a)*>(C—1)a <= >a++/(C—1)a (3.23)

Moreover, we observe that the case C' = 1 cannot be achieved assuming k1 > ks. Indeed, let us assume C' = 1,
by (3.22) we obtain ki — ks = —a? < 0, since a > 1. Then k; < ko, and this is a contradiction since by
assumption we have k1 > ko. Thus, by (3.23)), I > a + 1/a.
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Using (3.21)), we will write for the difference of nonlocal perimeters

Per)y (%5,217) - Pem(e@lkl)

-1 b—1 -1, ka—1
~ 12 —ar 12+ ky —ar ko 3 e ko — 1
:2F1(a,l,k:1)+2< > = -3 - + = -
r=a+1 r=I r=1 r=1
a—1 ko—1
k2 a—rTr kg kQ -T
> 2F (a, 1, k1) + 2Fs(a, 1, k1) + p ; e ; S
(Eq.1.a)
where
- klaila—r il lkl—r
Fy(a,, k) = Fi(a,1) = — > =+ Z (3.24)
r=1
-1 R
~ 12 —ar S 12+ Kk —ar
Blabk)= Y ——= > —5— (3.25)
r=a+1 r=I
Indeed, it will be easy to see that (Eq.1.a) > 0, since first of all the function
Pl
" 2;” (3.26)
r=3
is decreasing for A > 1. Thus, since 1 < ks < a, we obtain
ko ke ko 1
Sip (e !
=TT P k1 (ky+ 1) T 2 (ko + 1)
1 1 1 1 1
21+2/\_1(2+2>\+2/\>—2>0, (327)

where we used a,b > ko + 1. It remains to show that
(a l kl) + Fg(a,l,kl) > 0.

First, we will show that Fy(a,[, k1) > 0 by proving that the function k; — Fy(a,l, k;) is decreasing in k; and

evaluating Fs(a, 1,1 —1). Trivially, we can write

|tk ) | Btbitt g )
- - S *+ki—ar S F+ki+1—ar
Fy(a,l,ky +1) — Fa(a,l, k) = Z — Z .
r=I r=I
Ll2+k1+1*u L12+k1+171J
& 12 + kl —ar = kl
= ¥ — > <0 (3.28)
T:L1,2-¢-k1J r=I
Then, we can consider the function Fy(a, 1,1 — 1), i.e.,
- Y -1 Y
- —ar X P+il—1—ar 12 —ar < 12 —ar
Fy(a,l,1— Z Z - = Z T Z (r+ =L
r=a+1 r=I r=a+1 T:lfl_l*le a

12

— —ar L 12 —ar
Z Y. —x >0 (3.29)
r=a r=l—|2)
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where the last inequality follows from arguing as in the Step 2 of the proof of Proposition [3.2}
We will conclude the proof of the Case (ii.l.a) by showing that F(a,l,k;) > 0. First, we show that [ —

Fi(a,l, k) is increasing in I. We write
a—1 k1—1
~ kl kl a—7rTr kl -
F; l+1,k) =F; [+1 - —= —_—
1(0" +1 1) 1((1, + )+ (l+ 1))\ a ; rA + Z rA

r=1

ki—1

kl kl aila—'l"
:Fl(a,l)—i-Rest(a,l)—i—m— ;;T+ Tz::l

k1 k1
™ + L + Rest(a,l).

kl—T'

X
= Fl(aalakl) -

Let us call

k1 + k1

2SR

where Rest(a,l) is defined in (3.15) and show that Rest(a,l) > 0. The function ! — Rest(a,l) is increasing

in [, if the term Rest(a,l) > 0 for all [ > a + v/a. Indeed,

Rest(a,l) = Rest(a,l) —

B b kR
+10> (@42 1 (I+1)

1 1 2

>k (= - .
=M <ZA+(1+2)A (z+1)A) >0, (3.30)

where we obtain the first inequality as in the proof of Proposition since by assumption I > a + /a.

Rest(a,l+ 1) — Rest(a,l) = Rest(a,l + 1) — Rest(a,l) —

(ii.1.b) Assume ki — k2 > a. We observe that if ks = 0, then %’ffb = Hq,p and its perimeter is 2(a + b). Thus, for
some positive integer C' > 2, we have

a+b=2l+1+C B=a+1+C B=a+1+C
= —
ab=1%+k l—a)(l+a+1+C)=1?+k -2+ (1+0)1l—a)=k.

(3.31)

By using (3.31) and (3.21]) with k3 = 0, we obtain
Pery(Zap) — Pem(e@kl)

=4abC (A +4ZZ——QZ(AZ —2k1C(\, 1+ 1)
I+a+C
l+a+C+1—1
2
=4 (=’ + (1+C)(1 - ) ¢(N) —2( — a) Z; -
l—o— 1l a—r —az+(1+c)(l—u) %) 1
—2(+a+C+1) —
—2(=a?+ (14+0)1—a))¢(\1+1) = 2A(l, a, O, \), (3.32)
where
All,a,C N =
l l+a+C l—a—1
9 1 l+a+C+1—r l—a—r
(—a +(1+C)(l—a));§—(l—a) ; -~ ~(+a+C+1) ; —
-1 —a?+(14+C)(I—a)—1 9
l—r -+ (1+C)(—a)—r
Ay —— . .
+21 Z:; <+ ; > (3.33)
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Let us now consider (3.22)) and (3.21)), so that we can write further for general ks:

Pery(#),) — Pera(2}) (3.34)
l+a+C k1—1 ko—1 ki1—ko—1
1 ky—r ko — 1 k1 —ky—r
=2A - - — - - o ,
(Lo,C—1,0) —2ky S +2 > - > - > - (3.35)
r=Ii+1 r=1 r=1 r=1
>0

It is easy to see that the term in the bracket is strictly positive.

Observe, that

l+a+C 3
A — — — .
(La,C=1,0) —ky Y 5 2 Ao G, (3.36)
r=Il+1
where
_ l+a+C 1
A = — — (1 - . )
(La,CA) i=A(la,C =1L, = (I—a) - (3.37)
r=Il+1
In the sequel we will prove by induction that A(L a, C,A) > 0 for each C > 2.
1st step. We prove that A(l, a,2,\) > 0. Let us write
B l+a+2 1
A — _ (] — il
(1a,2,0) =AL o, 1LA) = (1-a) 3 —
r=Il+1
l I+a+1 l—a—1
1 l+a+2—-r l—a—r
=(—a®+2(1— —— (- —( 2
(—a® +2( a));;rA (1 -« 2 - (I +a+2) ;;; -
-1 —a?+2(l—a)—1 2 I4+a+2
l—r —a?+2(l—a)—r 1
HIZTA + > - —(l-a) > > (3.38)
r=1 r=1 r=Il+1

First we will show that A(Z,a,?,)\) is an increasing function of [ and then evaluate the expression at the

smallest value of [. The difference is equal to

All+1,0,2,)\) — Al 0,2, ))
I+a+3

1 1 1
=A(l+1,0,L,0) - AL, 1LA) = Y AJr(z—o[)< S - A)
T (I+1)» (I+a+2)
I+a+3 1
>A(l+1,0,1,0) = AL, 1,A) = Y — (3.39)
r=I[+2

Recalling that k1 — ko > a, then by condition (3.22)), we have —a? + 2(I — a) > [ — a. Thus, we obtain

—a’+2(1-a) 1 I+a+2

—042—|—2(l—06) 1 2l+3—’/‘
3.39) = 2 > o
-39 I+1)>  CaZx20—a)+ip | TZEH r r:z;ﬂ r

l l+a+3
4144 —r 1
D D el D
r=l—a+1 r=[+2
Tt ety g

—a? +2(l — ) 1 1
= 2 — — S w— 4
(I+1)A * (—a?+2(l—a)+1)* T+ T:;(H_l A r:zl—:i—l A (8.40)
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Then by reshuffling and by recalling that the assumption k1 — ky > a is equivalent to [ +1 < —a? +2[ —a +1,
we have

o2 +2(—a) 1 Hat2 I+a+2 1
(3.40) = X + 2 >t Z A1 2 Z A
((+1) (a2 +2(-a)+1)* S v r=—a2+42l—a+1
l+a+3
1 1 1
—(2l+1 — —
( +)<U+a+DA+U+a+ﬂJ T;%M
—a’+2(l-a) 1 —a? 21—« 1 l 1 I+a 1
+ (20 +3) > e > = | @+ > 5 > =
r=l—a+1 r=Il+1 r=—a?+42(l—a)+1 r=—a?242l—a+1
>0 >0
L e+ 2l-a) 1 . “fz L “%FQ 1
= Py ) _ A A1 A
(l + 1) ( o + Q(Z a) + 1) r=Il+1 " r=—a?42l—-a+1 r
I+a+3
1 1 1
—(2l+1 — — 3.41
@+ )<(l+a+1)’\+(l+a+2)’\> T;ﬂr” (341

where the inequality follows by noting that the sums in the brackets contain the same number of terms, and
the first sum is greater than the second one in each bracket. We observe that the first two remaining terms

are positive and we can lower bound as follows

I+a+2 1 I+a+2 1 1 1 l+a+3 1
3.41)) = —_ =2 — —(2l+1 — —
I D S R e e D D
r=Il+1 r=—a?242l—a+1 r=[42
I+a—2 1 I+a—2 1 I4+a+3 1 —a? 42—« 1 I+a—2 r_9 I+a+3 1
=D D = D DR Sl D~ S D = = D DI sl Dl &
r=Ii+1 r=—a242l—a+1 r=I[+2 r=l+1 r=—a?42l—a+1 r=I0+2
(3.42)

If & = 1 it easy to see that the right-hand side of Equation (3.42)) is positive, indeed the second sum there
exists if and only if o > 2, since [ > 1. Suppose now that a > 2 and write

—a?+2l—a I+a—2
1+1 a 1 1 r—3
(3-42) = x T Z pu el Z X
(I+1) T T r
r=I[4+2 r=—a?242l—a+1

>0 (Eq.In0)

1 1 1 1
_(U+a—UA+U+®A+U+a+D*+U+a+%J

l+1 —a’2-a-2 1 N 1 N 1 N 1
“ 0+ (—a2+20—a+1)? (l+a-1)* (I+a)? (I+a+1)> (I+a+2)*]’
(Eq.Inl)

(3.43)

where the inequality holds because the first sum is positive and we bounded the sum (Eq.In0) with only the
first term. Trivially, we can bound

I+1 1-2
T (BqInl) > o
iy Bl = oy
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so that we find

X X -2 1 —a?+2l—a—2
Al +1,0,2,0) — A(l,a,2,)) > - 44
(+La2,0) = Al e, 2,A) > i) (o D Crdarp " (3.44)

>0

which proves the claim for that A(l,a,?,)\) is increasing in . Moreover, k1 — ko > a implies | > o2 + a,
indeed we obtain

ki —ky>a <= —a?4+2(—-a)>l—a < 1>a®+o (3.45)
We conclude the induction step by proving A(oz2 +a,a,2,\) > 0, which follows from Lemma since [ > 2.

n-th step. We want to prove that A (I,a,C 4+ 1,A) > 0 by using the induction hypothesis, i.e., A (o, C A) >
0. In the following, we simplify the notation by using A(C) for A (I, a, C, \).

l—«

A(C+1)—A(C):A(C)—A(C—1)—(Z+Q+C+I)A. (3.46)
Consider first [ — a = 1, then the difference is positive since
} 3 204042 4 —a’4+14C 1 1
A(C+1)—A(C’):—T§1T—A+ PSS PR S5
—a’+14C 4 1
—COD) + ; S IS i3 0, (3.47)
T

and A (C) > 0 by induction assumption. From now on, we take [ — a > 2. Recall that —a? + C(I — a) =
ki — ko >1—a+12>3. Then,

B |-«
(+a+C+1)>

-

=A(C)+ (I - a) Z% > o —

-1 I+a+C 1 —a?+C(l—a)—-1

COT ) Y S Y

r=1 r=1 r=1 r=1
— 2 p— —
@ +140) (a1 2+ (1+0C)l—a)—r | —«
N A C(ta+C+ 1N (3.48)
r=—a?+C(l—a)
By induction hypothesis A (C) > 0 and we can further bound
—a?+C0(l—a)-1 1 1 I+C—-1 1
AC+1)>(1-a) Z </\—/\)—(l—a) Z —
r=l—a " (’I’ ot 1) r=—a?+C(l—a) (T tat 1)
>0
—a? —a)—
+l§1 1 . +(1+ZC)(Z ) 1_a2+(1+0)(l—a)—T_ l—a (349)
Al rA (l+a+C+1)N ’

[

=

r=—a?2+C(l—a)

The first sum in the equation above is positive, hence we will drop it, we reshuffle the terms in the sums and
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get

+C—-1 1 —a?+(1+C)(I—a)—1

B49) > —(1 — a) Z GCiratl)> +(-a) Z %

r=—a?+C(l—a) r=—a?+C(l—a)
—a?4+(14+0)(I—a)—1

—a?+C(l-a) -«
+ > ; — - (3.50)
i r (I+a+C+1)
To simplify the notation we will write from now on k; — ko := k and use k = —a? + C(l — a), k > 3, and
A>18:
+C-1 k+l—a k+l—a 2
1 1 + C l—a) l—«
3.50) > — (1 — — 4+ (I - —
B30 2 - (- ; rrasy U Zk N T (+a+rCtip
I+C—k 1 l—a+1 1
- (- - S
(t=a) ; (r+o¢+k)’\+( @) ; (r+k—1)>
(Eq.S1)
gy a2+ C(l-a) l—«a
+ Y - : (3.51)

r+k—1>  (+at+tC+1p

By the choice of C, [, «, a, k, we have that:

l—a—1 2(l—a— 1) l+Cf(k17k2) 1
2 Z *> Z 0
r=1
and hence
l—a—1 1
Eq.S1) < 2(1 — -_—
(Eq.S1) <20 —a) 3 (r+a+ k)

=

r=

Then we reshuffle the sums in the following way:

l—a—1 l—at1 l—at1 0? + Ol — a)

< 1
=) Y g ) Y Tt Y ek

_ (—a2+C(l—a)) (—a2+C(—a)) (I—a) (I —a)
_<(l—a+k—1)/\ * (l—a+k—2)/\>+((l—a+k—1)/\+(l—a+k—2)f\>

o (- a) & (- w) 2t Cl—a) S (- a)
+ Z (r+k—1)> Z (r+a+k)> * Z (r+k—1)> Z (r+a+k)?

r=1 r=1

>0 >0

Ignoring the positive contributions from the last equation, and using the bound on (Eq.S1) we can lower
bound A (C + 1) further by

1 1 1
. > (I — —
Bl = (0 a)((loz+k1))‘+(la+k2))‘ (l+o¢+C’+1)>‘>

2 1
>(l_a)<(l—oz+k—2)’\_(l+a+C+1)/\)>0’ (3:52)

since —a? +C(l—a)=k>0and | —a+k—2 <+ a+ C +1 which yields the conclusion for the induction
step.
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—k
Case (ii.2). Recall that in this case the protuberance of the rectangle %a?b is attached along the longer side

b. By assumption, the classical perimeter of Qlkl is smaller than the classical perimeter of all rectangles @IZ), ie.
we have that 2(a + b+ 1) = 2(2l + 1 + C) for some C' > 1.
We distinguish three cases: ko € {0,...,a — 1}, k2 € {a,..., k1 }, and kg > max{k;, a}.

(ii.2.a) kg < a. In this case, we consider the rectangle %;”b € M,, with the protuberance attached along the shorter

—k
side a and we will show that its nonlocal perimeter is smaller than the nonlocal perimeter of %’afb € M,.
Indeed,

Pera(Z,) — Pers(#43) = ks (Cva+1) — CAb+1) = ks 3 %>0' (3.53)

The claim follows from

Pery(Zy3) — Pera(2) = (Pery(Zy,) — Pera(2"%)) + (Per(%)3,) — Perx(2}1) > 0

>0 by (3.53) >0 by Case (ii.1)

(ii.2.b) k2 € {a,...,k1}. We note that if k&; < a — 1 then this interval is empty. As before, by using ) and (3.10)
we obtain the following

Per,\(%’ ) — Pery(2;)
:(Pem(% ) Per)\(o@l 72 i C )\ 1 72(]{}17]{}2)4()\ l+1 + 2ko i
. o
>(Pery(Zap) — Pera(21)) =2 > (A i) = 2(ky — k2)¢(A\, 1+ 1)
=1
=2F\ (a,1,ky — ko) + 2Fs(a, 1, ky — ko, b), (3.54)

where the functions F, F; are defined in (3.24)) and (3.25). In Case (ii.1.a) we proved that k — F (a,l,k,b) is
decreasing in k. Since ki — kg < [ — 1, we have to evaluate Fy(a,[,] — 1,b) which is strictly positive by (3.29).

By the conditions (3.22)) and recalling ky <1 — 1 and ke > a we have that
—a?+C0(l-a)=k —ky<l—-1-a <= —(I-a)*+Ca<l—-1-a = [>a+V3a. (3.55)

Again using Case (ii.1.a) we have that for I > a 4 v/a, Fi(a,l,k; — ko) > 0 which yields the claim.

In case that ky = ki, then Fy(a,l, ki — ko) = Fi(l,a) and Fy(a,l,ky — ks,b) = Fy(l,a,b), where Fy, F, are
defined in (3.13)), (3.14), and we can conclude in the same way.

(ii.2.c) k2 > max{a,k;}. By using (3.9) and (3.10) we obtain the following

Per) (%’ ) — Pera(2/)

k?g—kl k?2_k71 k2_kl
= (Perx(Zap) — Pera(21)) =2 Y Ci) +2(ke = k)CA T+ 1) +2 Y CNi+k)+2 > ¢(A i)
i=1 i=1 i=1
(3.56)
_ B kg*k}l k‘z*kl
=2F)(a,1, ky — k1) + 2F2(a, ko — k1, D) +2 ) C(\ i+ k) +2 Y C(A0),
=1 =1
(Eq.S2)

where we again find the functions Fy, Fy are defined in (3.24) and in (3.25) respectively. Analogously to
before, we observe that F} (a,l, ko — k1) > 0if I > a + +/a. Trivially we get that [ > a + v/a also in this case.

The positivity of (Eq.S2) follows from analogous arguments.
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Ty dy — 1y

dy — xo

Figure 13: An example of a convex polyomino P, a fixed square Q(z) C P and the respective distances from the
sites in Z? N {R? \ P}.

Summarizing the results of the Cases (i) and (ii), we can conclude that for n = [2 + k;, we have proven that

argminpe v {Pera(P)} € {2 € M, } U {%ffb e M, |per(%§fb) = per(Ql’“l)} : (3.57)

3.5 Proofs of auxiliary lemmas

Proof of Lemma[3.d. From now on, in order to simplify the notation, we drop the dependence on r in dg.r). Let d;y
(resp. d2) the length of the horizontal (resp. vertical) strip containing . We define a bijection, where we identify
every unit square in Q(x) C P with the four distances between the center point z and the north, south, west and

east nearest sites in Z2 NP along the horizontal and vertical directions, i.e.,
Q) — (x1,d1 — x1,29,d2 — T2);
see Figure [I3] for an example. Thus, we have
Pery(Q(x)) = (A, 21) + (A, dr — 21) + (A, 22) + (A, d2 — 22), (3.58)

where 21 and 25 (resp. di — x1 and dy — x4) are respectively the horizontal and vertical distances between x and
the north and the west (resp. south and the east) nearest sites in Z2 N P¢. Moreover, Peri(P) can be written as

the sum of all contributions of all rows intersecting P, i.e,.
Perfl (P) = Perf (U{P N T}) = Z Perfl(P 7).

The horizontal nonlocal perimeter contribution Perf (P Nr) again can be written as the sum of all contributions

of all unit squares composing P Nr, i.e.,

1 n U it+lj—1+dj—1—1 1 ln n—1 1j it+ljp1+d;—1 1
Perf(POr) =) (A +Y D (Chi)— 3 | 2+ Y [<c- Y
i=1 j=2i=1 k=d;_1+i i=1 j=1i=1 k=d;+i
The case for n = 1 follows trivially. O

Proof of Lemma[3.3 We consider a column of P that contains at least two vertical strips, Si,...,Sy. Suppose
N = 2, and starting from the top and proceeding in lexicographic order, let [, I3 be the lengths of the first and the
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second vertical strips. Let P’ be the polyomino obtained from P by moving along the column the first strip toward
the other and by reducing the distance by d — 1. Then, the lengths of the two strips 57,55 in P’ are equal to the
lengths of Sy and Sy, i.e., [ and lo. Using Lemma [3.1 and considering first a reduction in distance of the two strips
by d — 1, we compute the difference between the nonlocal perimeter contributions along this column

PerY (81 U Sy) — Pery (S; U S5)

1y lo i+d+1;—1 1 lo 11 i+d+la—1 1
SDCOEDS (cw') - > H) DRSS <<<m) -y H)
i=1 i=1 k=i+d i=1 i=1 k=i+d
Iy lo i+d+11—2 1 123 11 i+d+ls—2 1
- lZw,z‘) +> (c(m - > M) D)+ (c(m) - > M)}
i=1 i=1 k=i+d—1 i=1 i=1 k=it+d—1
ly i+d+11—1 11 i+d+ila—1
1 1 1 1
= —— — = — ] >0.
Y 2w w)y X ()
i=1 k=i+d i=1 k=it+d
The general case for N > 2, and for the horizontal strips, follows in the same way. O

Proof of Lemma[3.3. We construct the polyomino P’ as follows. Let z1,...,z € c?, N Uzj\il A; be the middle points
of the squares that do not belong to P, and let 71, ..., 7 be their corresponding rows. We move along the horizontal
axes each unit square of ¢k N7; # ) from its position to x; for i = 1,...,k, see the right side in Figure In other
words, investigating rows in c%, every time there is a red square in ¢ but not in ¢% we move it to ¢% and call this

new polyomino P’.

c%, C%
E
i
|
i
dy I
S0 )[ ) u
94159 /12 l2 A2
2 H
do
l3:1 1S; A A
3 3 3 Sé )I lé H 3
P P’

Figure 14: On the left there is an example of a possible polyomino P. The column ¢}, consists of 3 strips of lengths
7, 4 resp. 3. Ay, As, Az are the rows that intersect the strips S, So resp. S3. The column c% has four strips which
intersect the rows in the areas A;, A, As. On the right, we see the polyomino P’ obtained from P with the same
area and such that Pery(P’) < Pery(P). The red unit squares belonging to the polyominos, whereas the white

unit squares are not in P. The yellow squares are not investigated yet and can either belong to P or not.

Note that if ¢%, N (Uf\,:1 A;)¢ =0, then Pery(ch Uc) = Pery(ch U ck,), because in this case we just swapped
the unit squares in the two columns. Suppose that there are 5 = sz\i1 m; > 0 vertical strips which do not intersect

C
with rows in Ay,..., Ay, ie., in ¢ NP N (Uf\; Ai) . In order to simplify the proof we suppose § = 1 and we
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denote by [ the length of this vertical strip, see the example in Figure Then, we have

N m; l
Pery(ch U c%) = Per), (U S) + Per)y U U 59 —i—Z (A1) — K1,
i=1j=1 i=1

where K accounts for the terms in the double sum which are counted twice due to the contribution of the perimeter

from the presence of the unit squares in S%l), N S](VmN ). In other words, the contribution of the nonlocal perimeter
of the columns consists of the contributions of the strips in these columns, which do not intersect with Ap,..., Ay.

Analogously, let S7,..., S\, (resp. Si(l), e S’i(ml), S;(l), o Sé(mQ), e S;\(,l,), e S;\(,T,”N’)) be the vertical strips in
cps (resp. ¢3,), we write

N/ N, m; l
Pery(cp Ucp,) = Pery, U Si | + Pery U U S;(]) + Z C(A 1) — Ko
i=1 i=1j=1 i=1
= Per) (U Si> + Per)y, U U SZ(J) + ZC(/\ai) — Ko,
i=1 i=1j=1 i=1

where K5 accounts for the terms in the double sum which are counted twice due to the contribution of the perimeter
from the presence of the unit squares in S:/L(l), cee S;\(,TN'). Since Ko > K7 we have that

Pem(c%;, U c%,) = Pem(c%; U c%) + K1 — Ky <0.
The case § > 1 follows in an analogous way. O

Proof of Lemma[3.4. We compute by hand f(2) and we find that f(2) > 0. Then, assume = > 3 and we simplify
the function f(z) in the following way.

z2—1 T +$ 1

_ e+ 12 —z(z+1)r 1 9 1 1
f(x)—;w\ Tt TXI:Q A r ng (r+z+1)» z (x2+2x+1)A+(x2+2x+2)>‘
22 4z—1 (w-‘rl) 2
9 +2r4+2-—r
r=x r=x*+x
We note that
z2+:1:71 2 2 22+x71
1)% — 1 1 1 1
3 vt ) —alet Ur o Y o P + >0.  (3.59)
— X ~ (r+z+1)* (@2 42z +1)> (224 2z +2)A

Indeed we consider the first term of the first and the second sum and we compare them with the term in the
brackets:

?2(x+1) 1 1 1 2?(z+1) 322
2N > - >0 3.60
x2* v ((xz—kx—i—l)A+(x2—|—2x—|—1)>‘+(x2—|—2x—|—2)’\> x2X (22 4+xz+1)> =7 (3.60)
since x > 3. Moreover
$2+Z—1 2 1 2 1 a;2+w—1 1 x—1 2 1 2 1 2 9
Z *(x+1)* —z(z+ )r_xz Z :Z(x (z+1)? 2@+ 1)(r+2°) x >
X 2\ 2 X
r=zr2+41 r r=x2+1 (T+I+ 1) -1 (T’+IE ) (7’+SC +x + 1)
- 2B —z(z+ )r .
> Z T (3.61)
Thus,
z2-1 22 +z—1 (axc—i-l)2 9
(r+1)°+1—r
@) 2 D e (3.62)
r=1 r=x2 r=x2+4x
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Let us call
z2—1 w2+w—1

g(z) =

r=1 r=x2

Next, we prove that g(x) is increasing in x.

1 1
Zm—x > A1

CR w1217

Y 5
T

r=x2+x

12+2z 1 x2+3:r+1 x2+171 1 12+3z+1 1
g+l —g@) = - D el X s X e
r=x2 r=x2+42z+1 r=x2 r=x2+4+2x+1
(Eq.Al) (Eq.A2)
(z+1)? 9 (z+2)* 2
2 (z+1)*+1-—r 2 (x4+2)24+1—r
+a? > s —(@+1) > — (3.63)
r=x24x r=x2+4+3x+2
We have the following lower bound for (Eq.A1):
m2+2x 1 m2+3m+1 1 m2+2m 1
(Eq.AL) = Z A1 Z oy v g Z A1’
r=x2 r=x242z+1 r=x24z+1
moreover,
xz—i—w—l
1 1 1 1
Eq.A2) = - — > —
( a ) Z (7')‘1 (7' + 2z + 1))\1> (

r=x2

Thus, by reshuffling the terms in the sum

22+ 3z +1)AM1 —

(22 4 3z + 1)1

%42z (z41)? 9 (x+2)? 2
1 9 (x+1)°*+1-r 9 (x+2)°+1—r
Eme Y ey EEUEIor e ST eedieios
r=x2+4+x+1 r=x2+zx r=x2+4+3x+1
2
zfz (:UQ(:E2+2:E+2) ( +1)2x2+x+571" 22(z +2) 1
= ) —\x ) 2 ) 2
T T (r+x) (2 +x) (x+1)
:r2+29:+4 2 w2+2z 2
?+zr+5-—r (z+1)*(r—=z-5)
R S A
£ r+ ) - T
r=r24+2zx+1 r=r?+r+1

since & > 3. Moreover, if r > 245 the first numerator is positive and in this case the minimal value of r is 22 4+ 2 +1

and 22 + x4+ 1 > x + 5 for 2 > 2. Then we get that

2% (z +2)

(x —4)(x +1)2

If x > 4 then, g(z + 1) — g(z) > 0. Suppose z = 3, we obtain

ST

(22 + 3z + )N

> 0, (3.64)

since A > 1. Thus, g(z) is increasing in x and « > 3. Then we can compute by hand that for A > 1.8

.1
9(3) = Z A1
r=1

29

11 1 16 17 —p
=3 a9 >0
r=9

(3.65)
r=12



4 Application to the two dimensional bi-axial long-range Ising model

4.1 Metastability problem and clusters of minimal nonlocal perimeter

In this section we would like to explain how the solution of the nonlocal discrete isoperimetric problem is related
to the rigorous study of the metastable behavior of a long-range Ising model.

Let A denote the two dimensional torus with a sufficiently large side-length L. We define a collection of random
variables (or Ising spins) o : A — {—1,+1}*. We denote with X := {—1,+1}* the configuration space, and define

the Hamiltonian of the short-range Ising in the usual way:

H""%(0) = — Z OOy — hZO'x.

x,yEN: xEA
dp(z,y)=1

For simplicity, let us denote by +1 (resp. —1) the configuration given by o = (+1),ep (resp. 0 = (—=1)zen).
We say that two configurations in X' are communicating if and only if they differ at most for the value of the spin at
one site. We consider then Glauber dynamics with Metropolis weights, i.e., a discrete time Markov chain ! € X,
for any ¢t € N>¢, with null transition matrix for non-communicating configurations and instead transition matrix

1 nong 1y_ ppan
AN =BH™"(n")—H™"(n)]+ 4.1
) = e .
pa(n,1') N (4.1)
for any communicating configurations n,n’ € X’ such that n # n’ (where, for any a € R, we let [a]4 = a if a > 0,

and [a]; =0 if a < 0). In case n =7’ we pose:

pe(nm) =1="_ ps(n,0) (4.2)
on

for any n € X. A pivotal quantity of interest is the expectation of the first excursion time 7 of the Markov chain
from the metastable state —1 towards the stable state 41, i.e., 74 ;= inf{t e N: o' = +1,0% = -1}.

Following the so called path-wise approach to metastability (see the general reference [15] and [14]), the crucial
idea is finding the optimal path connecting the metastable state to the stable one, and computing its energy height.
Along the exit path, the system necessarily visits those particular configurations, called the critical droplets, at

which the optimal path attains its maximum. Following [14], we have indeed that:

lim %m(E_l(u)) — B(-1,+1) — H™(-1),

B—o0

where ®(-1,+1) is the solution of the variational problem in the path-space:

d(-1,41) := i H™" 4.
(-L,41):= min maxH™"(n), (4.3)
where w denotes a general path of communicating configurations. The short-range Ising model has a nice continuity
property of the Glauber dynamics which greatly simplifies the solution of this mini-maz problem (4.3)). Given any
o € X, if we define:

Vy = {0 € X : |Supp(o)| =n},

where Supp(c) := {x € A : 0, = +1} is the set of sites with positive spins, we have the following foliation of the

state space:
[A]

X =]V
n=0

It is clear that, by continuity of the dynamics, every path going from -1 to 41 has to cross each one of the sets V,,.
Hence, the knowledge of the energy minimizers in the foliation is of crucial importance for solving the mini-mazx

problem in Equation (4.3). For the Ising short-range model one can find a minimizer in V; communicating with
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one in Vy41, for any k& < |A| — 1. In other words one has to find in each foliation for a fixed area the shape of
minimal perimeter. In fact, the excitation energy of a configuration o,, € V,, with respect to -1 for the short-range
Ising model

AH"Y (o) := H""(0y,) — H""(-1),

can be written in terms of the classical perimeter of the cluster of pluses:
AH""(on) = 2|per[Supp(on)])| — 2h|Supp(om)|.

In Figure we have reported the minimizers 7, of AH™™ on the foliation V,, with n € {1,...,100}. The
local minima in the figure are squares or rectangular configurations of pluses, while the local maxima (i.e., the
saddles) are configurations with a single protuberance. The configurations attaining the mini-maz are quasi-square

configurations with one protuberance, of sides I. — 1 and ., where [, is the critical length given by l. := [2/h] + 1
(e.g., in the case of Figure l.=5).

AHH.I’I
20
15

10

20 40 60 80 100 .

Figure 15: Plot of AH™"(5,) vs. n, for the short-range 2d Ising model with h = 0.41.

The metastability problem for a long-range model under Glauber dynamics with Metropolis weights has been
studied rigorously for the first time in , for a one-dimensional system. In the nucleation process of the
critical droplet of pluses, plunged in a see of minuses, has been indeed studied, showing that the long-range interac-
tion changes substantially the nucleation process, since the corresponding short-range model does not present any
metastable behavior.

Let us consider now the two-dimensional bi-azial long-range Ising model with external magnetic field h (see, for
example, the model 3 in [18]). The Hamiltonian of the model is defined as follows:

HMo)=— Y J},0.0y—h > o0, (4.4)

z,y€EAN, zeA
TFy
where ij is defined as:
1 ; _
[1—yi™ if 2o = y2, 21 # Y1,
A 1 : —
Jow =\ Tl if 21 = y1, 22 # Yo,
0 otherwise,

where @ = (z1,22) € A, y = (y1,¥2) € A, and with A > 1.
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The energy excitation of a configuration with respect to -1 is:
AH (o) := H(0) — H(-1). (4.5)

In particular, AH*(o) can be written in terms of the nonlocal discrete perimeter Pery defined in (2.5):

AH (o) = 2Perx(P[Supp(o)]) — 2h|Supp(0)| + O(L~*7Y), (4.6)
where we denote with P[A] the minimal (by inclusion) polyomino containing the set A C A. The correction of order

O(L=A=1) comes from the fact that we consider the two dimensional torus of side L instead of Z2. In order to

quantify this correction, let us consider a unit square polyomino Q(z) centered at the site z belonging to the torus
A={1,...,L}?. Hence:

L—1

4y 5 % if L is odd,
ﬁ . .

4 % 5+ ﬁ if L is even,

where we have used (3.58)). Thus, we analyze the difference with an infinite volume in case L even, the other is

similar. Note that

Pery(Q(z)) =

L

Therefore, for sufficiently large lattice side L the correction in Equation is negligible. The parameter A\ in
Equation tunes the strength of the long-range interaction. In particular, in the limit A — oo, we recover the
short-range two dimensional Ising model. We have indeed:

Jim H*(0) = H""(0),

for any ¢ € X. Our main result, contained in Theorem fully characterizes the configurations of minimal
energy on a set )V, with a fixed number n of positive spins. By Theorem it follows that the minimizers
& € argmin ., AH*(o) are such that Supp(c,,) € 4, N Z?, with .#, defined in (2.3)). Hence, according to the
value of n, ,, are droplets of pluses with a shape of a square, square with protuberance, quasi-squares, quasi-square
with protuberance, rectangles or rectangles with protuberance.

In particular, we have that:

Ql if n= l2,
7 or A2 ifn=1+k =ab+ky, at+ b+ pyozo =20+ 1,
B o if n =124k =ab+ky, a+b+ Npyope >20+1,
Supp(G,) = .
%l’lJr] ifn= l(l + ].),
Rt ov B ifn=11+1)+k =ab+ky, a+b+ Ngposo =2l +2,
Rt ifn=1(1+1)+k =ab+ ko, a+b+ Tpiopo > 20 +2.

Then, AH* (o) defined in Equation (4.6) is equal to, depending on the cases,

81 ¢\ i) — 2hn if n =12,

AH5,) = l l
SIS CON ) +4 L CO i) +AICN L+ 1) —2hn ifn=1(+1).

(4.7)

Ifn=102+k and a+b+ lp,20 =20+ 1, ab+ ky = 1> + ki, where k; € {1,...,l— 1} and k2 € {0,...,a — 1}.

l k1
AH5,) = min{sz D G ) + 4k G T+ 1) +4) (A ) — 2hm, (4.8)
=1 =1
b a k2
40 ¢ +4bD (A D) +AkaC(N b+ 1) +4) (N i) — 2hn}. (4.9)

i=1 i=1 i=1
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Ifn=1I1+1)+k and a+b+ Tg,20 =20+2 , ab+ ko =1(1+1)+ k1, where by € {1,...,l} and kp € {0,...,a — 1}

l l k1
AH5,) = min{Sl D C) + 4> ¢ ) + AL+ 1) + 4RSI+ 2,0) +4 ) C(N i) — 2hn, (4.10)
=1 =1 1=1
b a ko
40 T C(A i) 40> D) + AkaC(N b+ 1) + 4 C(Nd) — 2hn}. (4.11)

i=1 i=1 i=1

In Figure we have reported the energy excitation AH*(5,) for the minimizers &, on V, as function of the
number of positive spins n, for a particular value of the external magnetic field and of the parameter A\ (e.g.,
h = 0.41,\ = 2.4). The vertical red line denotes the number n. corresponding to the minimizer 7,, with the
maximal energy. Therefore, in analogy with the short-range model, we expect the configuration &,, to be the

critical droplet of the nucleation process, i.e., the configuration attaining the mini-max:

O(-1,4+1) := wz_r}li}n_’_l max H?**(n).

AH
120
100
80
60
40

20

100 200 300 400 500 600 WO A

-20

Figure 16: Plot of AH*(5,) vs. n, for the long-range bi-axial 2d Ising model with h = 0.41, A = 2.4.

However, the differences with the short range model are evident, with an increment of the dimension /. of the
critical configuration (critical length). As expected, the critical length for a fixed value of the magnetic field is
a decreasing function of parameter \, as we see by comparing Figure with Figure we can see indeed that
le(A=24;h=041) =14 <. (A =1.8;h =041) = 62.
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Figure 17: Plot of AH*(,) vs. n, for the long-range bi-axial 2d Ising model with h = 0.41, A = 1.8.

Furthermore, in Figure [L§ we have plotted the surface of AH*(5,) as a function of the two parametere A and
n, for a given value of the magnetic field h = 0.41. The impact of the long-range interaction is evident for values of
A smaller than 3.

AHA

~L

35

Figure 18: Surface plot of AH*(5,,) for h = 0.41.

Despite in the short-range Ising model the minimizers on the foliations V,, and V, 1 can be chosen to be
communicating configurations, this is not the general case for the long-range bi-axial model. In fact, in our model
the protuberance grows on the smaller side, differently from the short-range Ising model. In Figure [19 on the left
there is the energy minimizer G35 in the foliation Vs, i.e. a quasi-square of side [ = 5. On the right, we see the
configuration ), i.e., a quasi-square with a double protuberance on the shorter side. We have that H*(n)—H*(532) =
1/1» —1/(1 +1)* > 0. As expected, this difference tends to zero as A — oo, since in the short-range Ising model

these two configurations have the same energy.
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£

n=1l+1)+k; J

n=2321=5k =2

Figure 19: Anisotropy in the biaxial model: quasi-squares configurations with [ = 5. On the left the energy
minimizer &35 in V32, and on the right a configuration n € V3o with H*(n) > H*(532).

4.2 Critical length of the square droplets

By Equation (4.7), if we restrict our attention to the case n = [?, then the minimizer of the nonlocal discrete

perimeter is a square droplet of size [, so that:
-1
A A= 2 2 1
fa(l) := AHMGp2) = —2h1% + 8I°¢(N) + 81 Y PSR (4.12)
j=1

We can look at the maximum in [ of the function f;*(1) defined in Equation (4.12)), in order to have some information
about the scaling of the critical length of the minimal saddle configuration of the first excursion from -1 to +1.With
an abuse of language, we also call this global maximum critical length. In Figure[20]the critical length [, are reported

as function of the exponent A and of the external magnetic field h.

2.0

Figure 20: Surface plot of the [. as function of A and A.

Obtaining the scaling of [, with respect to A and h is not analytically feasible, so that the critical length I. can
only be estimated numerically. In order to visualize the effect of the long-range, we can derive the second order
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derivative of f,i‘ with respect to I. We know indeed that for the short-range Ising model
012

so that, for a fixed value of h, we expect that a plateau of the second order derivative will indicate a short-range

type of behavior of the long-range model.

By recalling the definition of the Hurwitz-zeta function given in Equation (2.7, we have that {(A,1) = (()), where
we denoted with ((A) the Riemann zeta function. Moreover, we have that:

(5'n) = —4h,

;g(A,Z) = -AC(A+1,0). (4.13)
By , f,i‘ can be rewritten as:
F(1) = —2h1% + 812C(A, 1) +81(C(A — 1) — (A = 1,1), (4.14)

for any A > 2. Its partial derivative with respect to [ can be written as:

%f,i‘(l) = —4hl + 161N\ 1) — 8PAXC( A+ 1,1) + 8 (C(A —1) = C(A — 1,1)) +8(A — D)IC(A, 1)
= —4hl — 8PAC(A 4+ 1,1) + 8I(A + 1)¢C(N\, 1) — 8C(A —1,1) +8C(A —1).
Analogously, we calculate the second order partial derivative of fﬁ\ with respect to I:

g—;f,i(n = —4h —8IAN(A+3)CA+ 1,1) + 8NN+ 2,1) + 8(A + 2)¢(\, D). (4.15)

In Figure we reported the surface plot of the second order derivative of f,i‘ with respect to [, with h = 0.4, and
for \ € [2,4]. We can see that in this parameter space g—; [ (1) < 0. In particular, the flat plateau with height —1.6
corresponds to a behavior similar to the short-range Ising model, for which:

0? i
o (@) = —4h = ~L6.

Only in the region A < 3 the effect of the nonlocal interaction is pronounced.

0
150 100 50
200 0 )
-12 —
-1.4 "
if}\_‘].G i
oF _18

~20 -

A 25

20

Figure 21: Surface plot of g—;f,i‘(l) as function of [ and A\, with h = 0.4.
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5 Conclusion and future directions

In the present manuscript we have addressed and solved for the first time a nonlocal discrete isoperimetric problem.
We considered indeed what we have called a nonlocal bi-azxial discrete perimeter for a general two-dimensional
polyomino P, and we have then found and characterized its minimizers in the class of polyominoes with fixed area.
A first natural generalization of our results is to consider different nonlocal kernels (e.g., Euclidean distance with
power-law/ exponential decay) or other geometries (three-dimensional lattices or more general graph structures).
Moreover, in our article we explained how the solution of the nonlocal discrete isoperimetric problem is related
to the rigorous study of the metastable behavior of a long-range bi-axial Ising model. The next step is to rigorously
solve the metastability problem for this model. We remark that our algorithmic proof of Proposition [3.1] can already
be used for proving a recurrence property of the process on the set of states at given stability level, in order to
control the tail of the tunneling time (see for instance Theorem 3.1 in [14]). Thanks to Proposition we were
able indeed to associate to any configuration not in .Z* a configuration in .Z** with smaller nonlocal perimeter
and with the same area. In the language of the bi-axial long range Ising model, this corresponds to associate
to any configuration not belonging to the extremal set, an extremal configuration, with lower energy and same
magnetization. With the remaining propositions we associated to any configuration in .Z** a configuration in .4,
with strictly smaller nonlocal perimeter and with the same area. The next challenge will be the characterization of

the critical droplets and of the optimal nucleation path.

A Appendix

A.1 Elementary relations

Let A,B > 1, B > A be positive integer number, then

B B—1 A—2
, B—-k A-1)—k
ZC()\J):(B—(A—U)C()\)— T—FZ% (A1)
i=A k=1 k=1
In particular, for A = 1 we find
B B-lp o
D) =B = Y =5 (A-2)
i=1 k=1
Note that for every C' > 1 we have trivially that
B+C B B C—l+i 4
D= =D Y (A-3)
i=A+C i=A i=A k=i

Throughout the manuscript, when we write >.Y__ f(r) with y < z, it means that the sum is equal to 0.

r=x

A.2 Proof of Proposition

Assume n = [(l + 1). Suppose without loss of generality that @ and ! (resp. b and [ + 1) are the lengths of the
vertical (resp. horizontal) sides of %, and Z;,+1. By Equation (3.1), we have

141 l

b a
Pers(Ziuc1) =21) ¢ i) +2(0+1)Y ((\i) and  Pera(Zap) =20 C(\i)+2bY ((Ad).  (Ad)

i=1 i=1 i=1
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By (A.2)) and (A.4), we have

I+1-k

Pery(Z1,1+1) ! B
f:%(Hl)C(A)—lZT—(ZH) = (A5)
k=1 k=1
Pery(Zap) bk Ra—k
A ab) —_ _
g SN —ad S -y (A.6)
k=1 k=1
Thus, recalling [(I 4+ 1) = ab, we obtain
Pery\(%ap) — Perx(2, I+ 1 - [ a-1
k=1 k P —

We will first treat the cases [ = 2,3 by hand and assume in the following that [ > 4. Let first [ = 2, then

1 4 3 2 1 2 3 2 1
A=2(24 ) +3— 5+ =
(+2A)+ (+2A+3 +4A+5A)

for each A > 1.3. When [ = 3 we have either a =1 and b =12 or a = 2 and b = 6. We compute A in the first case

A=b- - (pto o TnTo ottt ID S5 >0

6 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 6_ 6 36
58 6N 7TA 8 9 10 11 3r 4

for A > 1.5. In the second case, we have

for each A > 0.
For the general case, recalling that b =
two functions fy(a,l) and fs(a,l,b), i.e

l(lzl), it is easy to see that we can write the difference A as the sum of

A = fi(a,l) + fa(a,l,b),

where
I(1+1) 1 : = 1 I(l+1)—a
fl(a,l):<a+ p 21—1)Zkk_1—(l—a)zk/\ P l=a)) 5 = . (A)
k=1 k=a k=a
l b—1
I(1+1) — ak (i+1) —ak
fala,1,b) = Y o —Z P (A.9)

k=a+1

We conclude the claim once we showed that both functions are strictly positive.
Step 1: We will first show that [ — f1(a,!) is increasing in [ and in particular that fi(a,l) > 0. Let us write again:

a—1 l
fl(a,l+1)—f1(a7l)+( ) o a ) <l/\1_1+(l >_22M L4 2D
k=

1

= f1(a, 1) + rest(a,l).
(A.10)

The function is increasing in [ if the rest-term rest(a,l) > 0 for all [ > max{a + 1,4}. We compute further

3 1 1 1
rest(a,l + 1) — rest(a,l) Zk)‘ T - ( [T + (l+2))‘—1> +(—-a+1) (p\—1 — (l+2)A—1)'
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In easy to see that the last expression is positive for a € {1,2,3,4} and | > max{a + 1,4}. Thus, suppose a > 5
and observe that max{a + 1,4} =a+ 1 and

2~ 1 3 1 (l—a+1) (I—a+1) (l—a+1) (I—a+1)
a2 <<Z+1>“ * (HQ)H) * ( P <1+1>“) * (<Z+1>“ B <z+2>“>
2~ 1 3 1 1 1
>akz_:lkk—l_<(z+1)k—1+(z+2)A—1>”(l_a“)((ul)k—l_(z+2)x—1)

2L 1 1<
5;1&—1_ z+1 52

k=1

—— >0,

since ! > a+1,a >4 and A > 1.8. We have proven that rest(a,l) is an increasing function of [ for each fixed a and
[ > a+ 1. It remains to show that rest(a,max{a +1,4}) > 0. For a > 4, we have max{a + 1,4} =a+ 1 and

4 1 4 2 4
rest(a,a + 1) s k>‘ Tl P e S P 1 —|—a—/\7 (A.11)
which is greater than
a—1
4 1 6a + 4
A11) > — —_ . A.12
T sy (A12)
Lower bounding (A.12)) by
ai:l 1 3a —|—2a / 3a? —|—2a_a2_/\—1_3a2+2a>0
klkk—l k;Al S 2a+1)> T 2-2) 2(a+ 1)
since

2(a+ 1D)Ma* " = 1) > (2= V) (3d® + 20a),

which is true for a > 4 and 1.8 < A < 2. The other case for A > 2 follows in a similar manner. Next, we suppose
a < 3 and we will prove rest(a,4) > 0. Indeed,

a—1 4
10 — 2a 1 1 1 1 10
TGSt(aA)( a >ka_1 ~(5-a) (4/\—1+5,\_1)2§ w1t
k=1 k=a

For a = 1, we obtain

4
1 1 1
T@St(1,4):—4<4/\1+5)\1) -2 E F+1O>O,
k=1

since A > 1.8. The other cases a = 2,3 follow in a similar manner.
We have proven that fi(a,!) is an increasing function in [ for all [ > a + 1. Let us prove now that fi(a,l) > 0
by proving that fi(a,a+ 1) > 0. Indeed, we have that

1 1

1) e
hla,a+ af k’\ 1 (a+1)21

In easy to see that for a = 1, we obtain f1(1,2) > 0. Thus, suppose a > 2 and we approximate the previous

expression with an integral

2 41 2 1 2 1 2

1) > = dk + = — = 22 () — 4=

fila,a+ )_a/l A1 (a+ 1)>-1 (QfA)a(a ) (a+1)>‘*1+a>‘
2a+2-A 1 2

T2 a? a



where the positivity follows for each A > 1.
Step 2: In a second step we will prove that a — fa(a,l, [I(l + 1)/a]) is decreasing in a and in particular that
f2(a,1,b) > 0. First note that

-1 1 — I(141)/a 1 —
Mdk—/ wdk (A.13)
!

falad D) a)) = ) = [ T 2

(l+1)—ak . . . . . . . .
(ﬂc# is decreasing in a, moreover if a increases then the area of integration shrinks faster

The map a —
in a, namely as (I — a), than the area of integration of the second integral (I + 1)(I — a)/a. Therefore the first
term is dominant and the function becomes decreasing in a. Naturally a < [ — 3 hence it remains to show that

(1 —3,1) > 0. Note that fI™*(l — 3,1) is decreasing in I by the same arguments as before. Taking [ to infinity

we obtain fi"(I — 3,1) converges to 0 from above.

A.3 Proof of Proposition

We distinguish again two cases: in Case (i) we suppose k; = 0, instead in Case (ii) we assume ky # 0.

Cases (i). Let k;y = 0. We will prove that for n = [(l 4+ 1) the nonlocal perimeter of a quasi-square % ;41 is
smaller than the perimeter of a rectangle with a ke-protuberance attached and area ab+ ko = n. Suppose first that

the protuberance is attached along the shortest side, thus ky < a — 1.

We can use (A.7) and (A.8)) to obtain again

a—1 k‘z 1
2k —-r 2k
Pern (%) — Perx(Zi41) = 2f1(a,1) + 2F5(a, 1, ka, b) + 72 ; TA 9 Z 2 _ sz (A.14)
where
! (I+1)—ar = I(1+1)—ar
fola,l, ka,b) = — > fo(a,l,b). A.15
i R P P ( e
From the proof of Proposition [3.2] we obtain
2k ey Zk:
PBT‘)\(% ) P(—;’T)\(,%l l+1) >2f1((1 l)+2f2(a,l,b)+722 Y _2 Z 2~ 2 .
>0 r=1
(Eq.A.1)

Thus, we conclude that (Eq.A.1) > 0 by arguing in the same manner of Case (i) of Proposition Next, assume
that the protuberance is attached along the longer side, thus ko < b—1. We observe that if ks < a, then the rectangle
with side lengths a,b and the protuberance ko attached along the shorter side has smaller nonlocal perimeter than
—k
%521). Indeed, denoting by %a?b the last one, we again have that the difference is equal to
k ‘L1
Pery(#) — Pers(Zy) = k2 > >0
r=a-+1
and we conclude the claim in an analogous manner as the in the proof of Proposition [3.4]
Thus, suppose that a < ko < b —1,

we can use (A7), (A.8), (A:15) to obtain again

ko—1 b—1
2k k 1
Pera(#Y,) — Perx(%141) = 2f1(a, l)+2f2(a,l,k2,b)+—22 - —22 SN =

r=1 r=a+1
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From (A.15)) and the proof of Proposition we obtain analogously

ko—1 b—1
2k —-r ko —1r 1
Per,\(%’ 2 ) — Perx(Zi14+1) > 2f1(a, 1) + 2f2(a,l,b) + a2 § : - 2 E : 2T)\ + 2ks E = (A.16)
r=1 r=1 r=a+1

>0

(Eq.A.2)
and we can conclude by arguing as before, that argmingpg g, {Pera(P)} = {Zi141} for n =1(I +1).
Case (ii). Let k1 # 0 and consider a quasi- square with a protuberance attached along the shorter side and area

n=1I10+1)+ky, .%’l 141- First, we note that if %l 141 18 a quasi-square with a protuberance attached along the
longer side and area n = (I + 1) + kq, then

—k —k
PCT/\(%Z,?H) - Pe?”/\(%ljﬂ) =

Moreover, we observe that the classical perimeter of ‘%jlkiﬂ is per(%lkllﬂ) = 2(2] + 2) and we will prove the

following two results.

(ii.1) Let 0 < ko < b — 1 and consider %’f"’b € M,, with classical perimeter greater than the classical perimeter of

%lllﬂ,le. 2(a+b+1)=2(2l42+C) for some C > 1, C € N. Then,

Per) (%fzb) > Pery (%lkh_l)

(ii.2) Let 0 < ko < b — 1 and consider a rectangle @kzb € M,, with a protuberance attached along the longer side
and classical perimeter greater than the classical perimeter of %l ie. 2(a+b+1)=2(204+2+C) for some

C >1,C € N. Then,

J+10

Pem(%’ ) > Pem(%ﬁhﬁ.

Case (ii.1). We suppose without of generality that a < b. By using and ( we obtain

~ N ke ra—r ke 2 kg7
Per,\(%7 ) — Pem(%{fhﬁ =2h1(a,l, k1) + 2g2(a,l, k1,b) + ;2 Z T b—i — Z 27"’\ , (A.17)
r=1 r=1
where
k a r i ki —r
- k1 _ |-
hl(a7l7k1) fl(a l) a ; + Z (A18)
i+ —ar U1+ —ar
_ |-
(CL l khb) Z T>‘ - Z 7")‘ )
r=a r=I
and f1(a,l) is defined in (A.§)). Call
-1 b—1
ll—|—1 (I+1)+k —ar
ho(a,l, ki, b) z;l —Z:l - : (A.19)

and note that gs(a,l, k1,b) > ha(a,l, kq,b).
Then,

Pera(2)2) — Perx(#)1,,) > 2f1(a, 1, k1) + 2ha(a, 1, k1, b).

We conclude once we showed that both functions are strictly positive by the arguments below.

41



(ii.1.a) First of all, we show that fzg(a,l, k1,b) > 0. We will prove that ky — ho (a, Ik, LWJ) is decreasing in
k1.

~ (l+1)+k ~ (l+1)+k
h2 <(L,l,]€1 + ]-7 L(—~_Cl)—’_1J> - h2 (avl»kla L(—‘ra)—’_lj>

LA+ D+ky+1 1(1+1)+kq+1
[———]-1 [—%——]-1
. l(l—l—l)-i—kj—(l’l“ k1 0
== 2 = -2 <o
T:Ll(l+1)+k1J r=l

Then, we can consider the function ho(a,l,l —1, LWJL ie.,

-1 l(l+l)+l—1J71
~ (l+1)+k {(l+1)—ar S (l+1)+1—-1—ar
hs (a,l,l—l, L(a)q) =Y %_ 3 (+1) > (A.20)
r=a+1 r=l
-1 [ ) g
(14+1)—ar ] (14+1)—ar
D N - (a2
r=a+1 r:l_I-L;Tl

and we can conclude by arguing as in the second step of the proof of Proposition [3.3}

(#.1.b) Tt remains to show that hy(a,l, k1) > 0. We can use the results in the proof of Proposition in order to
prove the positivity of ﬁl(a, l,k1). First, we show that [ — Bl(a, I, k1) is increasing in [. We write

N k1 kil(lz_:la—r+kilklfr
(+1)* a A rr

r=1 r=1

ﬁl(ayl+ 17k1) = fl(avl+ 1)

a—1
k k a—r ki —r
:fl(a,l)#»rest(a,l)erf;lE Jrz 1 ’
r=1

3 kl kl
= hi(a,l, k1) + rest(a,l) + (14+1)> 1V

=rest(a,l)

where rest(a,l) is defined in (A.10). The function is increasing in [, if the term rest(a,l) > 0 for all I > a+ 1.

]4;1 k'l k'l kl
rest(a,l + 1) —rest(a,l) = rest(a,l + 1) — rest(a,l) — L + L + R
1 1 2

>k | = — >0 A.22

= 1<ZA+(1+2)A (z+1)A) ’ (8.22)
where we obtain the first inequality as in the proof of Proposition The positivity is due to decrease of the
function f(z) = % — (H_l for A > 1.

Case (ii.2). We distinguish again three cases:
(73.2.a) ko < ki. By using (A.4]) we obtain the following
k1—ko
Perx(%23) — Perx(#[},1) > (Pera(Zap) — Pers(Zias1)) —2 Y (i) = 2(k1 — ka)C(A, 1+ 1)
i=1

= 2%1(@,[, k;l - k2) + QBQ(G,Z,kl - kQab)7

where the functions hy, hy are defined in (A.18) and ( m We note that if kg = kl, then h1 (a,l, k1 — ko) =
fi(a,l) and hg(a,l,kl — ko,b) = fa(a,l,b) where f1, fo are defined in , (A.9). Then, we know that
ho(a, 1, k,b) is decreasing in k as we proved in Case (ii.1), and ky —ky <1—1, so hg a, l -1, lH)HJ) >0

by (A.2]] - Moreover, hl(a,l, k1 — ko) > 0 analogously to Case (ii.1).
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(73.2.b) Let k2 > k;. By using (A.4)) we obtain the following

Per), (%’”b) — Pery (9

ko—k ka—k1
> 2hy (a, 1, ky — k1) + 2ha(a, ke — k1, D) +2 ) C(\i+ k) +2 Y C(A) +4(ke — k1)C(A\ L+ 1),

i=1 i=1

(Eq.A.3)
where the functions &y, hy are defined in (A.18) and in (A.19). We observe that hi(a,l, ks — k1) > 0 as we
proved before. The proof is concluded, once we show that (Eq.A.3) > 0. Indeed,
we get that

124ky—k
-1 ——1-1

12 —ar S 2 —ar
(BqA3)> D> ——— > -

r=a+1 r=l

and conclude by arguing as in the second step of the proof of Proposition [3.3]

We have proven that for n = [(l 4+ 1) 4 k1, we have

argminpe v {Pera(P)} C {%lkjﬂ e M,}uU {%’ffb eM, |per(%§?b) = per(%lkjllﬂ)} .
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