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Abstract

We analyse two variants of a nonconvex variational model from micromagnetics with a
nonlocal energy functional, depending on a small parameter ¢ > 0. The model gives rise to
transition layers, called Néel walls, and we study their behaviour in the limit ¢ — 0. The
analysis has some similarity to the theory of Ginzburg-Landau vortices. In particular, it gives
rise to a renormalised energy that determines the interaction (attraction or repulsion) between
Néel walls to leading order. But while Ginzburg-Landau vortices show attraction for degrees of
the same sign and repulsion for degrees of opposite signs, the pattern is reversed in this model.

In a previous paper, we determined the renormalised energy for one of the models studied
here under the assumption that the Néel walls stay separated from each other. In this paper, we
present a deeper analysis that in particular removes this assumption. The theory gives rise to
an effective variational problem for the positions of the walls, encapsulated in a I'-convergence
result. In the second part of the paper, we turn our attention to another, more physical model,
including an anisotropy term. We show that it permits a similar theory, but the anisotropy
changes the renormalised energy in unexpected ways and requires different methods to find it.

Keywords: domain walls, repulsive/attractive interaction, renormalised energy, compactness,
I'-convergence.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Background

According to the theory of micromagnetics, the magnetisation in ferromagnetic materials is given by
a vector field of constant length that obeys a variational principle. The underlying energy functional
contains several competing terms of rather different natures. In many contexts, it gives rise to regions
with approximately constant or slowly varying magnetisation, separated by transition layers where
the magnetisation varies rapidly. Néel walls are transition layers of this type found in soft thin films
and are one of the most important features there.

We study a model for Néel walls derived from the micromagnetic energy functional (discussed
in detail, e.g., by Hubert-Schéfer [I12] or by De Simone-Kohn-Miiller-Otto [I0]), but including some
simplifications. Most significantly, our model depends on the assumption that all the Néel walls
are parallel to each other, and they are one-dimensional transition layers where the magnetisation
varies in-plane. As a result, the magnetisation is described by a map

m:J — St

where J is an interval. We consider two different, but closely related, problems in this paper. The
crucial difference between them is that J = (—1,1) in one case and J = R in the other case. For
reasons that are explained below, the different domains will necessitate a somewhat different set-up
of the problem, and therefore we explain the two problems separately.

1.2 The confined problem

We begin with the case where J = (—1,1), i.e., the whole magnetisation profile is confined to the
fixed interval (—1,1). Then m: (—1,1) — S! represents the in-plane magnetisation vector field,
renormalised to unit length. As we have a boundary, our problem requires boundary conditions.
For this purpose, we fix the angle
a € (0,7)
and require that
my(—1) =m(1) = cosa.

This will fix ma(£1) up to the sign as well, but we allow either sign. It is convenient to extend 4
by cos a outside of (—1,1). The energy functional depends on a parameter € > 0 and is of the form

e [ 1
E.(m) = 5/ 2 dy + 5l — o5l ey (1)

where H'/2(R) is the homogeneous Sobolev space of fractional order 1/2 and we write z; for the
independent variable for reasons that will become clear later. For details about the background of



this model, and how it is derived from the full micromagnetic energy, we refer to previous work
[8, @, 301 311, (7, 21, (16, (5] 29, B32), 18] 19, 20]. We note, however, that the first term on the right hand
side in is called exchange energy and the second term is called stray field energy or magnetostatic
energy in the theory of micromagnetics.

We emphasise that the second term in FE. is of nonlocal nature. This makes the analysis of the
problem challenging, but the nonlocal nature is also responsible for the structure of the transition
layers. When € is small, the energy favours magnetisations such that m; — cosa is small in the
H'/2-sense, but for topological reasons, it may not be able to vanish identically. Then we expect
transitions between the points (cos o, ==sin ) on S!, and these are the Néel walls that we study.

Since any continuous transition between (cos «, +sin «) requires that one of the points (£1,0)
on S! be attained, we may use the preimages of these points under m (i.e., the zeros of my) as a
proxy for the locations of the Néel walls. There are two different types of Néel walls, depending on
the sign of my at such a point. We are interested mainly in configurations with several Néel walls,
located at certain points ay,...,ax with a; < --- < ay. Thus given N € NU {0}, we deﬁneﬂ

Ay={ae(-1L,D)": —1<a; <+ - <ay <1}.

An element a = (a1, ...,ay) € Ay will typically be accompanied by d € {£1}"V, which indicates
the type of the Néel walls. That is, the pair (a,d) gives rise to the condition m(a,) = d, for
n=1,...,N. We define

M(a,d) = {m € H'((—1,1);S"): my(an) = d, forn=1,..., N and m;(—1) = m;y(1) = cosa}.

A natural question is how much energy it takes to form Néel walls of given types at given
positions. In terms of the above notation, we may pose the question as follows: what is

inf F, 2
ity (2)

for given a € Ay and d € {£1}V? The question has previously been studied by DeSimone-Kohn-
Miiller-Otto [9], whose results show that if we set

Yo = dp, — cosa (3)
forn=1,..., N, then
NP log log
inf 7, = T2n=1Tn o (108108
M (a,d) 2log ¢ (loge)?

as € N\, 0. The result was improved in our previous paper [I8]. The first observation is that the
asymptotic behaviour of this quantity is more easily expressed in

1
0 =eclog —
€

than in e itself because § is the appropriate size of the core of a Néel wall. (A Néel wall is a two-scale
object, containing a core and two logarithmically decaying tails [30} 31 [I8].) For this reason, we will
assume this relationship between € and ¢ throughout the paper and work mostly with § henceforth.
Another observation is that the problem behaves similarly to Ginzburg-Landau vortices in some
respects. In particular, similarly to the theory of Ginzburg-Landau vortices (see the seminal book
of Bethuel-Brezis-Hélein [2]), we can compute a renormalised energy that gives a lot of information
about the energy required for a certain collection of Néel walls [I8]. It is given by the functiorﬂ

IWe include N = 0 here to avoid special treatment of this case later on. The definition should then be interpreted
as follows: as (—1,1)" is the set of maps {1,..., N} — (—1,1), for N = 0, we have the unique map § — (—1,1). The
additional constraints become vacuous. So Ag is not empty.

2For N = 0, equation reads W = 0, while for N = 1, the definition of W (a1, d1) contains only the first term.



™ + 1-— (ak‘ua’n)Q
W (a,d) —fzwog (2 - 2a3) 222%%@( : (4)

= n=1k#n Q(ak’ an)

where b
b — € [0,1 5

ob,e) = T € [0,1) 5)
for b,c € (—1,1). Besides the above interaction energy W (a,d), the asymptotic behaviour of F. as
€ N\ 0 also generates an intrinsic renormalised energy e(d, ), characterising the energy of the core of
a Néel wall of sign d,, € {£1} (see [I8, Definition 26]).

Theorem 1 (Renormalised energy [18]). Let N > 0. Then there exists a function e : {£1} - R
such that for any a € Ay and d € {+1}¥,

N 2 N
W(a,d d, 1
wt B TEME | W d e ) 2
Ma,d) 2log 5 (log 5) (log 5)

While this theorem is formulated for fixed Néel walls, the quantity infy;, ) Fe is continuous
with respect to the positions of the walls encoded in a. It is not difficult to see (and is proved
nevertheless in Section below) that the following is true.

> as €\, 0.

Proposition 2. Let a € Ay and d € {+1}. Then for any ¢y > 0 there exists r > 0 such that for
any b € A, the following holds true. If |b, —an| <7 forn=1,...,N, then for any € € (0, 1],

‘ inf E.— inf

< e
M(a,d) M (b,d)

= Togoy

Examining the function W can now give some information on how the energy depends on the
positions of these walls, and therefore on the interaction between them. In particular, for every pair
ag, ag of Néel walls, we have an interaction term involving o(ay,ar), and here ¢ may be regarded
as a distance function. The interaction term in may be increasing or decreasing in o(ag, as),
depending on the sign of vy, and accordingly, we can interpret the interaction as repulsive or
attractive. Examining the expression more closelyﬂ we see that we have attraction between Néel
walls of the same sign and repulsion for different signs.

But such considerations are supported by the existing theory only as long as a lower bound
for their distances is assumed, because the estimates from our paper [I§] give no control of the
remainder term when this assumption is removed. This is one of the gaps that we fill in this paper,
provided that the transition angle « is such that |5 — | is sufficiently small. In order to quantify
this statement, we will often assume in the following that o € (0,7 — 6n), where O € [0, ) is
defined as follows: 6y = 6; = 63 = 0, and for N > 3,

arccos 7%1_1) if N is odd,
9]\/' == \/N—l)
N—1

arccos if N is even.

Obviously, 0y is nondecreasing in N and 0y — 5 as N — oo.
Roughly speaking, our first new result states that families of profiles with energy of order
O(1/]logd|) subconverge to a limiting profile. Moreover, if the energy is even bounded by

N
T 9 1
Moga] 27+ O <<log6>2>

3The function ¢ — log((l + V1 —1t2)/t) is decreasing in [0, 1) and behaves like log(1/t) as t N\, 0. Therefore, the
leading order term in is T Zn 1 Zk;ﬁn Y vn loglag — anl.




(for the numbers =, as in , determined by the limiting profile), then all the Néel walls stay
separated from one another, provided that Oy < a < ™ — GNH But in order to formulate this
rigorously, we need to introduce some additional notation first.

In the following result, we represent a continuous map m: (—1,1) — S' in terms of its lifting
¢: (—=1,1) = R, determined up to multiples of 27 by the condition m = (cos ¢,sin¢). We abuse
notation and write E.(¢) instead of E.(m) sometimes. In the limit € N\, 0, the magnetisation is
expected to satisfy m; = cos a almost everywhere. In terms of the lifting, this means that ¢ takes
values in 277 + « almost everywhere. We also expect that the limiting lifting will be in BV(—1, 1).
We therefore define the set of piecewise constant functions

& ={¢p€BV(-1,1): ¢(x1) € 2nZ £ o for almost all z; € (—1,1)}.
We define the two functions
t: ® - NU{0} and n: P — [0,00)

as follows. For b € R, let §; denote the Dirac measure in R concentrated at b. Observe that for any
¢ € ®, there exists a unique representation of the distributional derivative ¢’ of the form

L

/

¢ = E 046,
=1

where by,...,br € (=1,1) with b, < -+ < by and oy,...,01 € {£2a,+2(m — )}, and where

|oe—1 + o¢| = 27 whenever by_1 = by for £ =1,..., LE| Given this representation, we define
T L op\2
W(p)=L and n(p)= 5 ; (1 — cos EL;) .

Thus, ¢(¢) represents the number of what we think of as individual Néel walls encoded by ¢ (each
corresponding to a simple transition of angle +a or £2(m — a) between the points (cos o, % sin @)
on St). The number 7(¢) corresponds to the energy required for these Néel walls to leading order,
as identified in Theorem [Il

Our theory gives special relevance to functions ¢ € ® such that every jump has size +2«a or +2(7—
«), and thus every jump corresponds to exactly one transition between the points (cos «, % sin «)
along S. This is the case exactly when ¢(¢) coincides with the number of jumps and is equivalent
to the following condition.

Definition 3. We say that ¢ € ® is simple if there exist N € NU {0}, a € Ay, and w €
{£2a, £2(7 — o)}V such thaﬁ

N
¢ = wnba,. (6)
n=1
If s0, define d € {£1}V by
g, =4 Tl =2 @
=1 if lwn| =27 — 20,

provided that o # w/2, forn = 1,...,N. For o = /2, the jump sizes w, are not sufficient to
determine d. Instead, we then define d, = 1 if either limg, »q, ¢(z1) € 20Z — /2 and w, =7 or
limg, o, &(21) € 20Z + /2 and w, = —m, and we define d, = —1 otherwise. Then (a,d) is called
the transition profile of ¢. For simple functions ¢, we have N = 1(¢).

4This condition means that the neighbouring transitions have comparable sizes.

5This condition implies that oy and o411 have the same sign; thus, the jumps of ¢ are decomposed in a (strictly)
monotone way and the representation of ¢’ is unique.

SIf N =0, then @ reads ¢’ = 0, i.e., constant functions are simple.



We note that for any a € Ay and d € {£1}, the pair (a,d) is the transition profile of a simple
function ¢ € ®. Moreover, this function is unique up to a constant in 27TZE| If ¢ € ® is simple with

transition profile (a, d), then we may define ~,, = d,, — cosa for n =1,..., N, and we observe that
LN
n(¢) = b) Z %21
n=1

This corresponds to the leading order term in the expansion of Theorem In other words, we
see here, as already mentioned, that n represents the energy of the Néel walls encoded in ¢. This
remains true if ¢ is not simple.

We now have a compactness result for profiles with suitably bounded energy. Under additional
assumptions, we can rule out that several Néel walls collide as € N\, 0, and thus the limiting profile
stays simple.

Theorem 4 (Compactness and Separation). Suppose that (dc)eso s a family of functions in
H'(—1,1) such that ¢.(—1) = *a and ¢.(1) € 27Z % « for all € > 0. Suppose that

limsup |log €| Ec(¢.) < 0.
eNO

1. Then there exist a sequence of numbers € 0 and a function ¢g € ® such that ¢., — ¢ in
L2(—1,1).

2. For the limit ¢g from statement let N =(¢p). If 6 = elog %, Oy <a<m—0y, and

n(¢o) 1
E.(¢c) < log% +0 ((10g(1§)2> , as €\, 0, (8)

then ¢g is simple.

In other words, under condition 7 the jump points a1 < as < --- < ay of ¢g are distinct and
the size of each jump lies in (—2, 27). Without condition , the limit ¢9 may have jumps of any
size in 27Z + {0,4+2a}. In general, this will of course amount to several transitions between the
points (cos a, = sin o), so we think of this as an accumulation of several Néel walls, or a composite
Néel wall. According to the last statement of the theorem, however, a composite Néel wall requires
more energy than the sum of its individual parts if 05 < o < 7 —60y. In contrast, if is satisfied,
then the walls stay separated and during the transition, ¢. passes the set 7Z only once.

For simple limit configurations, the results from our previous paper [I8] then apply, and we can
prove the following I'-convergence result, which improves Theorem [I| insofar as no assumption of
the position of the Néel walls is required. For the I'-convergence result, there is no need of the angle
constraint Oy < a < m — 0 because we restrict ourselves to simple functions ¢y. This restriction
corresponds to the assumption in Ginzburg-Landau models that only vortices of degree £1 are
present, which is a common feature in I'-convergence results in such theories (see e.g. [I} [I5]).

Corollary 5 (T'-convergence). Let o € (0,7).

1. (Lower bound) Let (¢c)eso be a family of functions in H'(—1,1) such that ¢.(—1) = *+a,
¢c(1) € 2nZ + « for all € > 0, and such that ¢. — ¢o in L*(—1,1) for a simple ¢ € .
Suppose that (a,d) is the transition profile of ¢po and N = v(¢g). Then

N
n(60) | Spor eldn) + Wland) ( 1
1 2 2
log 5 (log §) (log §)
“If m = (cos ¢, sin ¢), then one can easily find an approximation sequence me € M(a,d) of m (i.e., me — m in
L%(—1,1)).

Ee(¢e) Z ) as € \J 0.




2. (Upper bound) If ¢g € ® is simple with transition profile (a,d) and if N = 1(¢g), then there
exists a family (¢pc)eso in HY(—1,1) such that ¢.(—1) = ta, ¢.(1) € 2rZ + « for all € > 0,
¢ — ¢o in L2(—1,1), and

(60) XN, e(dn) + W(a,d) ( 1
Ee ¢e < iU 1 + ! 3 +o 3
)= g (108 1) (o2 )

> as € N\ 0.

This result amounts to an asymptotic expansion by I'-convergence of the energy E. at second
order (see [3] for more details about I'-expansions). The first order terms tell us that 1 corresponds to

the quantised energy of the individual Néel walls and gives rise to the I'-convergence |logd|E. RN n
over the space of admissible liftings ¢ with the topology of L?(—1,1). The second order terms
include (apart from the contribution e(d) depending only on the number and types of the Néel
walls) the function W (a, d), which encapsulates the interaction between the Néel walls and governs
their optimal positions. When the energy is rescaled by (log §)2, the second order terms become the
dominant, asymptotically finite contributions in the expansion. We call them ‘renormalised energy’,
which is standard terminology in Ginzburg-Landau type theories. Sometimes, however, we apply
this name to W(a, d) alone.

A related I-convergence result has been proved in [I3], but it is at the first order and weaker
than Corollary [5| because it makes a statement about S'-valued maps rather than their liftings.

Néel walls may arise as the result of topological constraints. If we have a continuous function
¢: [—1,1] — R with fixed values on the boundary, say ¢(—1) = a (or ¢(—1) = —a) and ¢(1) = 27l +
a (or ¢(1) = 27l — ) for a fixed number ¢ € Z, then the magnetisation m = (cos ¢, sin¢): [—1,1] —
S! will have at least N Néel walls (transitions between (cosa, +sina)), where N = 2|¢| or N =
2|¢| £1, depending on the signs in the boundary data. If the number of Néel walls is exactly NV, then
their signs will alternate. In this situation, we speak of topological Néel walls. Thus if we define

diy =1, -1,1,...,£1) e {1}V and dy = (-1,1,—1,...,%1) € {1}V,

then we expect a renormalised energy given by W(a,dﬁ) for some a € Apn. Topological Néel
walls are expected when we minimise F. subject to the above boundary data (which amounts to
prescribing the topological degree). Indeed, it can be shown, with arguments similar to a related
model [19, Lemma 3.1], that there are exactly as many Néel walls for minimisers as the topology
requires and thus their signs necessarily alternate. When passing to the limit, we expect that the
positions of the Néel walls converge to a minimiser of W (-, d%) if such a minimiser exists.

The following result tells us when this is the case. The findings are consistent with the expectation
that topological Néel walls stay separated for « close to 7/2, while they tend to collide in the limit
€ \( 0 if | cos f is too large. We will shortly discuss another result which makes this more precise.

Proposition 6. Given N > 2 and d = dj\', ordy, let
(On,m—0N) if N is even,

© =1 (On_2,m—0§) if N isodd and d; =1, (9)
(On,m—0ONn_2) if N is odd and dy = —1.

Then
1. W(-,d) admits a minimizer over Ay if « € O;

2. infyea, W(a,d) = —cc if N >3 and o ¢ ©.



In the specific situation of topological Néel walls, the information provided by Theorem [4] can
be improved. We formulate the following statement for ¢(—1) = —« and ¢(1) = 27 + « with
¢ € NU{0} only (for simplicity), but the other cases allow similar conclusions, too. Here we denote

er:=e(l) and e_:=e(-1)
for the function e: {£1} — R from Theorem

Corollary 7 (Topological Néel walls). Let £ € NU {0} and N = 20+ 1. Suppose that Oy < a <
7 — On. Suppose that (¢¢)eso is a family of functions in H'(—1,1) such that ¢.(—1) = —a and
¢e(1) =27l + « for all e > 0. Leﬁ

Eo := ml(1 + cos® a) + %(1 —cosa)® and & :=(L+1)e; +Lle_.

1. Then
& &1 + infy W(a,d}, 1
Ee(¢e)21 -+ L GAng(a N)—0< 12) as € \, 0.
085 (log ) (log )
2. If
& 1
E. () < ] 01 + 0 <12> as € \, 0,
og 5 (log 3)
then there exist a € Ay, a sequence € \, 0, and a simple ¢y € ® with ¢o(—1) = —a and

do(1) = 2nl + « such that ¢, — ¢o in L2(—1,1) and

N

/

¢O = § wnéana
n=1

where w, = 2a for n odd and w, = 27 — 2a for n even.

3. If every ¢ is a minimiser of E. for its boundary data, then all of the above holds and

W(a,d}) = inf W(a,dy).
aeAy

Combining Corollary [5] and statements [I] and [2] of Corollary [7] we deduce that

min |log §|(|log 0| B, — &) — & +min W (-, df;) as e—0,
T~ AN

where Ty is the set of topological Néel walls with signs d}. Statement |3| in Corollary E determines
(asymptotically as € N\, 0) the optimal positions of Néel walls by minimising the renormalised energy
W (-,d%) when a winding number is prescribed by the boundary data. For any result of this sort,
we need to exclude neighbouring walls of the same sign (which is guaranteed by the topology in
Corollary , because they will attract each other. This is a feature of the problem and not a
shortcoming of the theory. The question of attraction and repulsion of Néel walls is discussed from
a physical point of view by Hubert and Schéfer [12, Section 3.6. (C)].

8The quantity £y corresponds to the leading order term in the energy expansion of ¢.. For example, a pair of Néel
walls of signs (41, —1) generates to leading order the energy
T

"~ [log 4|

™

2|log 8|

[(1 = cosa)? + (1 + cos @)?] (1 4 cos? a).



We also need to exclude the case of small transition angles «. This is because otherwise, the
attraction of next-to-neighbouring walls may dominate the (comparatively small) repulsion of neigh-
bouring walls. This is a phenomenon that was exploited in other papers of the authors [19] 20] (in
a somewhat different model with fixed €) to construct energy minimisers comprising several Néel
walls. For the problem studied here, a plausible consequence (not proved here) is that for small
transition angles, several Néel walls may in the limit € \, 0 collapse to a single composite Néel wall,
corresponding to a jump of more than 27 in the lifting (i.e., if @ € (0, ) is small, under the condition
(8), we may have a jump of size |w,| > 27).

1.3 The unconfined problem

If we consider m: R — S!, rather than restricting the domain to a bounded interval, then a functional
as in the preceding section will not have any nontrivial critical points; indeed, as simple dilation
of the form m(z1) = m(Azy) for A € (0,1) will decrease the energy unless m is constant. Any
nontrivial structure, including a Néel wall, is therefore inherently unstable. The situation changes,
however, if the energy functional contains an additional term modelling anisotropy.
For € > 0 and « € (0, 7), we now study the functionals
L[ 12 2 1 2
E.(m) = 5/ (elm/]? 4+ (my — cos)?) dx + §||m1 —cos ol g

— 00

for m € H} _(R;S'). The additional term arises from the combination of a crystalline anisotropy
with easy axis parallel to the mo-axis and an external magnetic field parallel to the mq-axis. For
simplicity, we call it the anisotropy energy.

We redefine several quantities in this section, including F., but as we will treat the two problems
separately, this will not cause any problems. Does this situation still allow results similar to our
previous paper [I8] and the extension from the preceding section? The answer is yes, and we will give
some of the corresponding results here. Many of the arguments are in fact similar to the confined
case. What may seem somewhat surprising, however, is the form of the renormalised energy for the
new problem. There is now an interaction between all three energy terms (exchange, stray field,
and anisotropy energy), and while the anisotropy energy contributes directly to the renormalised
energy, it also does so indirectly by modifying the contribution from the stray field energy.

For N € N, we now define

AN:{az(al,...,aN)e]RN:al<-~-<aN},
whereas for a € Ay and d € {£1}V, we define
M(a,d) = {m € HL.(R;S"): Ey(m) < oo and m1(a,) =d,, forn=1,...,N}.

Let

BT
= =25 _d4s, t>o0.
®) /0 2™

Also define -
Iy = / e %log s ds. (10)
0

This is minus the Euler-Mascheroni constamﬂ [26]. (The latter is traditionally denoted by -y, but
we use this symbol extensively for something else.) Then the renormalised energy turns out to be

N

N
s s
W(a,d) = —5102%21— 522%%1(@@ = anl). (11)
n=1

n=1k#n

9Recalling the gamma function I'(t) = [ s'~te™*ds for t > 0, we compute Ip = I(1), which is known to be
limp 00 (logn — Y 30—y ) = —y=—0.577....



Here again, given a € Ay and d € {+1}V, we set v, = d,, — cos .

It is worth pointing out that I(¢) is logarithmic to leading order again. This is not immediately
obvious here, but we will prove in Lemma 20| below that |I(t) + logt — Iy| < 7t/2 for all ¢t > 0.
On the other hand, the function I decays at the rate 1/t? as t — oo. The extra term fglofyfl for
n=1...,N in may be thought of as a ‘self-interaction’ contribution from each Néel wall.
As limgo(I(t) +logt) = Iy (by Lemma [20), there is some analogy to the definition of W in the
confined case. Indeed, the terms involving log(2 — 2a2) in the renormalised energy in may be
interpreted the same way, although it is also identified as a ‘tail-boundary interaction’ term in our
previous paper [I8]. As in the confined model, next to the interaction energy W(a, d) we also have
the terms e(d,) for every Néel wall of sign d,, € {£1}. In the following, we prove a result on the
expansion of the minimal energy in the unconfined case when the transition profile (a,d) is fixed,
similar to Theorem [l for the confined case.

Theorem 8 (Renormalised energy). Let e: {£1} — R be the function from Theorem [l For any
a€ Ax and d € {£1}, the following expansion holds as € N\, 0:

a N A2 1 al 1
inf f5, = [ &=n=LTn — ).
M) € 2log 3 + (log 6)2 W(a,d) +;e(d") o ((log5)2)

Most of the new arguments in the proof of this result concern the effects of the anisotropy
term on the limiting stray field potential. When proving the corresponding result for the confined

problem [I8], we represented the stray field energy |lm; — cos a||i-p/2(R) in terms of the harmonic

extension of my — cosa to the half-plane RZ = R X (0,00) and made extensive use of the fact
that a harmonic function w: Ri — R remains harmonic under composition with a conformal map
(especially a Mobius transform). In other words, we used the underlying symmetry of the stray
field energy. The anisotropy term does not share this symmetry, and therefore, this approach will
not work any more. Instead, we now use the Fourier transform in z; in order to turn a harmonic
function on ]R?|r into a solution of an ordinary differential equation. This will allow us to represent
the solutions as oscillatory integrals. Of course, some of the previous arguments can still be used
here, and therefore, parts of the proof of this result are given as a sketch only, emphasising the
changes relative to our previous work [I§].

The results from section [2| (in particular, Theorem 4] and Corollaries [5| and [7]) will have almost
identical counterparts for the new situation; see Theorem [31| below. But this now requires nothing
more than a combination of the arguments from the confined case and from the proof of Theorem 8]
For the convenience of the reader, we give a very brief sketch of the proof in Section [3.6]

Having found a new renormalised energy W, we may now wish to use it to determine the
(asymptotically) optimal positions of a set of Néel walls. As before, neighbouring walls of the same
sign will attract each other, and therefore, no minimisers of W(-,d) in Ay are to be expected unless
dp41 = —dy, forn=1,..., N — 1. But in contrast to the confined model, we now have to consider
the possibility of arbitrarily large distances between the Néel walls as well. We find that in some
cases, no minimum exists even though the infimum is finite. More precisely, we know the following.

Proposition 9. Let N > 2 and d = d} or dy. Suppose that © is defined as in @[)
1. If « € O, then infy, W(-,d) > —o0.
2. If N >3 and a € ©, then inf4, W(-,d) = —cc.

3. Suppose that N = 3. If dycosa € (
is not a minimiser. If dy cosa & (—

,—%), then W (-,d) has a unique critical point, which
), then W (-,d) has no critical point.

4. Suppose that N > 2 and dy cosa > 0 or dy cosa > 0. Then W (-,d) has no critical point (and
thus no minimisers). In particular, this is always the case if N is even.
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The proposition gives only partial information for N > 5 odd. The question of existence/non-
existence of minimisers is open here, except for the cases covered in statements [2] and [

Some of these observations are obviously consistent with our results [19, 20] about the exis-
tence/nonexistence of minimisers of the functional E; for a prescribed winding number. In par-
ticular, for winding numbers giving rise to the situation of statement [4] we find that F; has no
minimiser. Statement [3] however, shows an apparent contrast. In this situation, the functional E;
has a minimiser, provided that « is sufficiently small (and by symmetry of the model, this also
applies when 7 — « is small). Although our previous papers only consider the case € = 1, we expect
that similar results apply to every fixed € > 0, but no analysis has been carried out studying how
the threshold for « or the shape of the minimisers depend on e.

1.4 Comparison between the confined and the unconfined model

As we have seen, by and large, our two models permit the same sort of results. There are, however,
some subtle differences both on a technical level and in the consequences.

As mentioned previously, the confined and the unconfined model have different mechanisms to
stabilise the Néel walls. The same mechanisms also determine the transition angle a. In the confined
model, this is the result of the steric interaction with the sample edges (represented by the boundary
of the interval J). In the unconfined model, we have a combination of the anisotropy effect and an
external magnetic field instead.

The two models lead to renormalised energies with a lot of similarities but also some qualitative
differences. At close range, the interaction between any two Néel walls is essentially the same
and logarithmic at leading order for both models. But in the unconfined model, the walls can be
arbitrarily far apart, and then the long-range interaction decays quadratically to 0. The confined
model prevents this by the set-up, but the confinement is also visible in the renormalised energy in
the form of a boundary interaction term (also logarithmic).

As a consequence, the global energy landscapes of the two renormalised energies look quite
different. This is most easily demonstrated in the context of Corollary [7} where we consider m =
(cos ¢, sin ¢) with a prescribed winding number for ¢. In this situation, the number and signs of the
Néel walls are essentially given. In the confined model, according to Proposition [f] the renormalised
energy W attains its minimum among all admissible configurations for some values of « and is
unbounded below otherwise. (Roughly speaking, we have minimisers when |7/2 — a] is small.) For
the unconfined model, the question is less clear, but is discussed in Proposition [J] While the result
does not cover all possible cases, it does give a complete overview for arrays of up to four Néel walls,
and it turns out that W never has a minimiser in all cases where we know the answer.

For both models, given a € Ay and d € {+1}", we identify a limiting stray field potential
uy g RZ — R in the proofs below, the understanding of which is crucial for all the results discussed
in this paper. Near every Néel wall, this function behaves like the phase of a vortex (which is why
the theory has some connections to Ginzburg-Landau vortices), and at leading order, this is the
same for both models. The behaviour at oo is similar, too, but only in the unconfined model does
it have immediate consequences. This is what determines the decay of W in the unconfined model
as the distance between the Néel walls increases. Furthermore, the way that the limiting stray field
potential arises from F, is somewhat different for the two models. The exchange energy has only an
indirect effect on it, and thus in the confined model, where E. consists only of the exchange energy
and the stray field energy, we mostly need to study the latter. In the unconfined model, we also
have the anisotropy energy, which has a fundamental effect on uj ;. Indeed, in many of the proofs
in Section [3| l we have to consider uy ; and a limiting anisotropy energy jointly. This is somewhat
surprising, as a variant of the Pohozaev identity [19] Proposition 1.1] implies that for critical points
of E., the exchange energy and the anisotropy energy are of the same magnitude, while the stray
field energy is larger by a factor of order |loge|.

11



1.5 Comparison with other Ginzburg-Landau models

The connection between our theory and Ginzburg-Landau vortices is not obvious, but can be seen
when studying the stray field energy in terms of a stray field potential. This is a function on
Ri = R x (0, 00) that is obtained from the magnetisation m by means of a boundary value problem
(see and below) and in the limit € N\, 0 gives rise to the aforementioned function uy 4 Its
physical relevance is that its gradient corresponds to the magnetic stray field induced by m. Near a
Néel wall, the stray field potential behaves like the phase of a vortex in Ri. As the energy carried
by the stray field potential turns out to be the dominant term in the limit, the interaction between
these ‘vortices’ matters a lot.

In the context of Ginzburg-Landau type models, computing the renormalised energy between
topological singularities has become a topic extensively studied in last three decades, see, e.g., the
seminal book of Bethuel-Brezis-Hélein [2] and the further developments discussed by Sandier-Serfaty
[36]. In two-dimensional Ginzburg-Landau models, one of the key tools is the Jacobian of the order
parameter, which detects the point singularities in the shape of vortices. Many techniques have been
developed based on the Jacobian, yielding compactness results, lower bounds, and I'-convergence
(at the first and second order), see e.g. Il [6l 14} T3] 23], 24} 22] 28] 34 [35].

However, in our models, there is no topological invariant playing the role of the Jacobian, even
though we have a stray field potential that behaves like a vortex angle around a domain wall. In
fact, our problem is phenomenologically different from the standard Ginzburg-Landau model. First,
a Néel wall is a two length-scale topological object, while the vortex has only one scale. Second,
while the renormalised energy between Ginzburg-Landau vortices is generated solely by the tail-tail
interaction of neighbouring vortices, in our problem, there is a core-tail interaction as well. In fact,
the latter even dominates the tail-tail interaction between Néel walls, which is a new feature in the
context of Ginzburg-Landau problems. It also gives rise to a new phenomenon: we have attraction
for walls of the same sign and repulsion for walls of different signs, which is exactly the opposite in
the context of Ginzburg-Landau vortices.

As a result of all of this, we can use the well-known ideas for Ginzburg-Landau vortices as a
motivation for much of our theory, but they are generally not sufficient and can occasionally be
misleading. The different attraction/repulsion pattern also gives rise to an energy landscape in the
renormalised energy that is quite different from Ginzburg-Landau vortices. Some of this energy
landscape is explored in Propositions [6] and [J] above, but more work is required here.

1.6 Representations of the stray field energy

A good understanding of the nonlocal term in the energy functional, the stray field energy, is essential
for the analysis of both problems. In both cases, it is given in terms of the seminorm |- || z1/2(g)
and there are several ways to characterise this quantity. Possibly the best-known representation
involves the Fourier transform f fR —i&21 £ (1) day for £ € R. Then

1 [ P
10y = 5 [ Il de.

Our arguments mostly rely on different representations, however, one of which has a physical inter-
pretation as well. (This is the reason why H 1/2(R) appears in the problem in the first place.)
Given f € H'?(R), consider the boundary value problem

Au =0 in R%, (12)
ou
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Let Cg° (@) denote the set of smooth functions in R? with compact support in R x [0,00). If
H 1(R2) denotes the completion of C§°(R2) with respect to the inner product

<“a”>H1(Ri) = /Ri Vu - Voudz,

then there exists a unique solution u of (12), in FI*(R%). (If interpreted as a function, however,
then wu is unique only up to a constant.) If f = m; — cosa for a given magnetisation m, then u
should be regarded as a potential for the magnetic stray field induced by m. Then

Hf||H1/2 :/ |Vu|2dx
R

There exists a dual representation, which may be more familiar but has no physical interpretation.

As Au = 0, the vector field V4tu = (—%2, 597") is curl free in R%. Hence there exists v: R2 — R
such that Vv = V»tu. Because 5)7” = _872 = f" on R x {0}, we may further choose v such that
v = fonR x {0}. We then compute Av =0 in R%, so v is a harmonic extension of f. Indeed it it

the unique harmonic extension with finite Dirichlet energy. Now we may also write
2
ey
R}

Finally, we mention one more representation of the stray field energy that does not play a
significant role here, but has been used extensively for other questions about the model [I9] 20]. It
can be shown that [27, Chapter 7]

s = 5 [ [ LT

When studying the functional E., we apply these formulas to the function m; — cosa. For
the problem described in Section [[.3] this is a function defined on R, but in Section [[.2] it is
initially defined in the interval (—1,1). We therefore extend m; by cos« everywhere else. Then
[[m1 — cos | 1/2(g) can be represented in terms of the boundary value problem

Au=0 in Ri, (14)
% =-m) onR x {0}. (15)

for both problems. This problem has a unique solution v € H 1(R?‘_), which is called the stray field
potential induced by the magnetisation m.

2 Analysis for the confined problem

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem [ Corollaries [5] and [7] and Propositions [2] and [6]
Thus we consider the energy functional E. defined in and the renormalised energy defined in
([@). Furthermore, both Ay and M(a,d) (for a € Ay and d € {£1}") are defined as in Section

2.1 Compactness

We first address the compactness result, i.e., statement [1]in Theorem@ For comparison, we mention
that there are other compactness results for S'-valued magnetisations in terms of their liftings in
various ferromagnetic thin-film regimes in [33], 25| [17].
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Even though we obtain accumulation points in ® C BV(—1,1) here, there is no compactness
with respect to the BV-topology [21, Theorem 3]. We use the L2-topology for convenience, but
obviously it can be replaced by any other LP-topology with p < co.

Proposition 10. Consider a sequence (€x)ren of positive numbers with e, \( 0 as k — oo. Let
(1) ken be a sequence in H*(—1,1) such that every ¢y satisfies the boundary conditions ¢r(—1) = +a
and ¢ (1) € 20Z + . Suppose that

limsup |log x| B, (¢1) < oc. (16)

k—o0

Then {¢y.: k € N} is uniformly bounded in L°>°(—1,1) and relatively compact in L*(—1,1). Moreover,
if o is any accumulation point, then ¢y € P.

Proof. This statement is an improvement of a result of the first author [I3] Theorem 1]. In fact,
only the compactness of the S'-valued maps m. = (cos @, sin ¢.) is proved in [13], while here we
give a more precise statement in terms of the lifting ¢.. Nevertheless, we can follow some of the
same steps here, referring to the earlier paper for some of the details.

First recall that for m € H'((—1,1);S"), the H'/?-seminorm of m; — cos  is controlled by the
stray field energy. More precisely,

[lmy — cosozH%{l/z(R) < 2E.(m).

Consider my = (cos ¢x,sindy). Since my1(—1) = cosa, inequality is therefore enough to
conclude that my; — cosa in L#(—1,1).
Next we localise the large variations of mye. Since each my belongs to H*((—1,1);S'), my is a
uniformly continuous function (for fixed k). Therefore, the set
mpy ((—isina, isina))
is open and every connected component is an open interval. If (a,b) is one of these connected
components, then |mys(a)| = [my2(b)| = & sina. If they have opposite signs, then

B Hm;¢”%2(71,1)
by the fundamental theorem of calculus and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Thus, discarding all

the other connected components, we get a finite number Ny, of intervals (af,b%), 1 <n < Ny, such
that

L —1<af <bf <af <bf <. <ak, <k <+1,

2. mi2(ak) = £3 sina and myo (b)) = F4 sina (with opposite sign),

3. —isina < myy < sinain (af,b%) for n=1,..., Ny, and

4. mpa < %Sina or My > —%sinain (bﬁ,a’,‘;H) forn =0,..., Nj, where b5 = —1 and a’kaﬂ =1

(see Figure [I). Then, using a duality argument and an interpolation inequality for a well-chosen
cut-off function, we can prove that
sup Vg < 00.
keN
The details for these arguments can be found in the aforementioned paper [13].
In order to prove the relative compactness of (¢x)ren, We construct step functions ¢ : R —
277 + o approximating ¢y. To this end, if Nj, > 0, choose t* € (a¥,b%) such that ¢x(tF) € 7Z (so

n»-n

14



Figure 1: The variations of ms.

my2(th) = 0) for n = 1,..., Ny. Furthermore, set t§ = —1 and t’f\,kﬂ = 1. By properties |3 and

of the intervals (af,b}),..., (ak ,b%, ), the values of my, are restricted to one of the arcs C* =
m €S £my > —1sina} in [th_,,t%] for n = 1,..., Ny + 1. Hence if we choose ¢f € 27Z + o
such that (cos ¢, sin¢F) € C* as well and |¢F — ¢ (th)| < 7, then
ok — dpl < (17)
throughout [t* | t*]. Let x* be the characteristic function of (t* |, #*] and set
Ni+1
Ve= ) dxi-
n=1

If N}, = 0, then my, (1) € C* for all 71 € (—1,1) for one of these arcs. It follows that ¢5(—1) = ¢y (1)
and we set ¥ = ¢r(1). Since ¢r(—1) = +a, it follows that |¢px| < 7(Ng + 2) in (—1,1). Since
(Nk)ken is bounded, we deduce that (¢y) is uniformly bounded in L>°(—1,1). Moreover, inequality
implies that there exists a universal constant C' > 0 with

(r — tx)? < Cle'? — ™+ [? (18)
in (—1,1). As a consequence of properties [3[ and [4] we further have the inequality
1
| sin ¢ + sin g | = |mye + siny| > §sina

everywhere in (—1,1). Thus implies that

1 1
1

1
/ (¢ — bx)? doy < C’/ (cos ¢y, — cos iy )? doy + C/ (sin ¢y, — sintby)? dag
_ 1

1 1
< C/ (cos ¢y, — cos a)2 dxq + .43 / (sin2 ¢ — sin® 1/%)2 dx,
-1 -1

[S180aNe

16 ! )
5 (cos ¢, — cosa)* dzqy — 0
—1

§C’<1+

sin

as k — oo. The last step is due to the convergence my; — cosa in L?(—1,1) established earlier in
the proof. It now follows that any accumulation point of {¢y: k € N} will also be an accumulation
point of {¢;,: k € N} and vice versa.
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The uniform bound for Ny implies that the sequence (¢, )ken is uniformly bounded in BV(—1,1)
and in L>°(—1,1). Therefore, it is relatively compact in L?(—1,1) and any accumulation point
belongs to BV(—1,1) and takes values in 27Z + « almost everywhere. O

2.2 Blow-up of the renormalised energy

In this section we examine the behaviour of the renormalised energy W defined in when two or
more Néel walls approach each other or the boundary. This question is more subtle than it may
appear, because there are attractive and repulsive terms in the definition of W.

We will work with the quantity

1
pla) = B min{2a; + 2,a3 — a1,...,any —an-1,2 — 2an}, (19)

defined for N > 1 (although for the moment we assume that N > 2).

Lemma 11. Let N > 2, By,...,By <0, and A € R for 1 <k <l < N. Let f: Ay — R be
defined by the formula

N
fla) = ZBk log(1 — a) + Z Apelogo(ag,ar), for a € Ay,
k=1 1<k<(<N

where o 18 given in . Then the following holds true.

LIf Y gcpeoer Ake <0 for all K, L € {1,...,N} with K < L, then f(a) — oo as p(a) — 0.
As a consequence, f is bounded below.

2. If there exist K < L such that ZngdgL Are > 0, then f is unbounded below, i.e., there
exists a sequence (aD);en in Ax such that p(a™”) — 0 and f(a¥) — —c0 as i — occ.

We will apply this lemma for numbers of the form Ags = iy, where 7, is as in . In order to
verify the hypothesis in some cases, we use the following result.

Lemma 12. Let N > 2 and d = d} ordy, and let v, =dy, —cosa forn=1,...,N. Suppose that
© C (0,m) is defined as in (9).

1. If « € O, then for any K,L € {1,...,N} with K < L:

Z Yrve < 0.

K<k<(<L

2. If N >3 and o € O, then there exist K < L such that ZngdgL Yeye > 0.

We prove the two statements in Lemma 11| independently.

Proof of Lemma/[T]], statement[]. We argue by induction over N. If N = 2 and A2 < 0, then
the three terms in f(a) are positive because aj,a2 € (—1,1) and p(ai,az2) € (0,1). Assuming
that p(a) — 0, we conclude that either one of the points a; or as approaches the boundary, or
o(a1,az) — 0. In both cases, the statement is obvious.

Now suppose that the statement is true for all integers between 2 and N —1. Consider a sequence
(a);en in Ay with p(a) = 0. We may assume without loss of generality that a';’ — a,, for some
an, € [—1,1] for every n = 1,...,N. (If not, we choose a subsequence with this property.) By
the assumption that p(a(i)) — 0, either one of the limit points a; or ay is on the boundary (i.e.,
a3 = —1 or ay = 1), or at least two of the limit points aq,...,axn are equal.

We consider several cases.
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Case A. If a1 < apn, choose a partition Aq,...,A; of {1,..., N} such that ar = a, whenever
k.l e Aj, but ap <apif k€ Aj, and £ € A, for j; < jo. Note that |A;| < N for every 1 < j < J.

Case A.1. Suppose first that J = N (i.e., a3 < --- < ay) and either a; = —1 or ay = 1. In this
case, the terms in f involving log Q(aél),ag)) are uniformly bounded, while at least one boundary

interaction term in f (involving log(1 — (agi))z) or log(1 — (a%))Q)) blows up to 400 as i — co.

Case A.2. Now suppose that J < N. Then |A;| > 2 for at least one value of j. But for every j such
that |A;| > 2, the induction assumption implies that

Z By log(1 — (ag))z) + Z Apelog Q(agi), a,(j)) — 00.
k€A7~ k<t
' k€A,
All the other terms in the definition of f remain uniformly bounded from below (some boundary
interaction term in f might blow up to 400), and thus, it follows that f(a()) — oo as i — oo.

Case B. If a1 = ay, then we distinguish two cases again.
Case B.1. Suppose that —1 < a1 = ay < 1. We define o; = as\i,) — a(li) and note that o; — 0 as

i — 0o. We set () = (dgi), ... ,d%)), where

=" 1 1<n<N.

2Ui
Then @) € Ay and dgi) =0<1i= dg\i,), so a¥) is consistent with Case |A| Since all of the points in
a® and a@¥ stay in an interval of the form [c — 1,1 — ¢ for some ¢ € (0, 1), then all the boundary
interaction terms in the formulas for f(a(?) and f(@®) are uniformly bounded. Furthermore,

log(&gi) - EL,(f)) —log2 < log g(déi), EL,(;)) < log(&y) - d,(f)) —log(2¢ — ¢?)
for every k < £ and every i € N, and the same inequalities hold for a. Therefore, there exists C' > 0
such that for every i,
F@) > £@) +Y " Apelog(20:) — C.

k<t

If p(a”) — 0, then the arguments of Caseshow that f(a?) — oo asi — co. Otherwise, the values
f(a) will remain bounded. In both cases, we know that log(20;) — —oo, while > ket Are <0 by

the above assumption. It follows that f(a(?) — oo as i — oco.
Case B.2. Finally, assume that a1 = ay € {£1}. It suffices to consider the case where a1 = ay =1

(as the other case is similar). For b € (—1,1), the Mdbius transform ®;: R3 — R is defined by

z+b

It is readily checked that o is invariant under ®y. _
We set dg) =% o (al(;)) for 1 <k < N. Soa¥ € Ay and dgl) = 0. If ¢ is sufficiently large,
1

then also 1 — (d,(:))Q >1- (a,(f))2 for 1 <k < N, because aS) — 1 asi — 0o. As p is invariant under

the Mobius transform, we know that g(dgi), d,(f)) = g(ay), a,(f)). Therefore, we deduce that

Fa?) > f(@?) + By log(1 — (af”)?).
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If p(d(i)) — 0, then, as a; = 0, the arguments of Cases |A| and apply. Hence f(d(i)) — o0 as
i — oo. Otherwise, the values f(&(i)) will remain bounded. In both cases, we know that B; < 0

and agi) — 1. Thus f(a)) = 0o as i — oco.
To prove that f is bounded below, we consider a minimising sequence (a(i))ieN. Then by what

we have just proved, p(a(?) stays uniformly away from 0. Since f is bounded for p(a) > C > 0, the
conclusion follows. O

Proof of Lemma[I1], statement[4 Fix a € Ax such that ax < 0 and ar, > 0. For n € (0,1], define
am = (a{",...,al") € Ay with

) ap ifk<Kork>L
a =
na if K <k<L.

Note that 1— (ag]))2 stays away from 0 uniformly and | log g(aén), ag')) flog(ag,") fa,(cn))| is uniformly

bounded for every k < ¢ and every n € (0,1]. Thus, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

flaM <C+ Y A (loglar —ax) +logn) + Y Agelog(ar — ax)

K<k<t(<L k<{<K or
L<k<{ or
k<K<L<t
+ E Apelog(nag — ag) + E Apelog(as — nay).
k<K<t<L K<k<L</t

Now we let N\, 0. We note that log(nay — ax) — log |ax| when k < K and log(ay — nax) — log ay
when ¢ > L. Thus

lim sup f(a("))flogn Z Ak | < 0.
0 K<k<(<L

By the assumption Y- oy y<p Are > 0, we find that f(a(”) — —o0 as 1\, 0. a

Proof of Lemma[I4 In order to prove statement [T, we need to show that

Z (d, — cosa)(dg — cosa) <0 (21)
K<k<t<L

forall K,L € {1,...,N} with K < L, provided that o € ©.
If N =2, then holds true for every a € (0,7). For N > 3, we consider the sums

K—1 K-1
SE = Z ((—1)* = cosa)((—1)" — cos a)
k=0 £=k-+1
and K K
SE=>" 3" ((-1)F —cosa)((-1)" — cos )
k=1t=k+1
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for any K =2,..., N. We compute

1 K—-1K-1 K—1
SK = 3 (Z ((—1)* = cosa)((—1)¢ — cosa) — (=1)* - cosa)2>
k=0 £=0 k=0
| Ko1K | R
=3 (=) —2(~1)" cosa + cos® @) — = (1 —2(=1)*cosa + cos® a)
2 k=0 ¢=0 2 k=0
K-1K-1 K-1 9 K—1
-1 Z (—-1)F — K cosa Z (-1)" + LS cos® o — K + cos o Z (—1)F — 5cos2 a
2 k=0 ¢=0 =0 2 2 k=0 2
s 2 K—1 K
=2< (—1)’“) +(1—K)cosoz2(— )k—i-E((K—l)cosza—l).
k=0 k=0
Similarly,

SK>—71 K 1y 2 . K )k K K_1 9 )
1 *5 Z(*) JF( - )Cosa;(f) Jr?(( — )COS a — )

If K is even, then

K-1 K
PICIEDIEET
k=0 k=1

and thus

K
SK = sk = 5(([(— 1)cos? a — 1).

If K is odd, then

K—1 K
(-D)F=1 and Y (-1F=-1,
k=0 k=1
and thus
SK = %(KCOSQO& —2cosa—1)
and
SK = E(K'COSQOz—!— 2cosa —1).

2
Hence for any given N > 3, we conclude that is satisfied under the following conditions.

e If N is even, then reduces to the condition that S5 ~* < 0 and S;' ' < 0. This amounts
to (N — 1) cos?a+ 2| cosa| — 1 < 0, i.e., to the inequalities Oy < o < 7 — 0.

e If N is odd and d; = 1, we have the condition that S{¥ < 0 and S} ~? <0, i.e.,

Ncos?a—2cosa—1<0,

(N —2)cos*>a+2cosa —1 < 0.

If cosa > 0, then the second inequality is the strongest, otherwise it is the first. Thus this
case amounts to Oy_s < a < ™ — Oy
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e if N is odd and d; = —1, we have the condition that S < 0 and S’év72 <0, i.e.,

Ncos?a+2cosa—1<0,
(N —2)cos*a—2cosa — 1 < 0.

This leads to Oy < a <7 — Opn_3.

The proof of statement [2]is similar. Indeed, if N is even, then the sum can be made positive if,
and only if, there exists K < N such that S > 0 or S& > 0. By the above computations, this is
the case if, and only if, o & [On, 7 — On].

If N is odd, then it is convenient to consider the cases cosa > 0 and cosa < 0 separately.
Suppose that cosa > 0. If d; = 1 (and thus dy = 1 as well), then we require the existence of
K < N such that S& > 0 or SlK 1 > 0. It is readily checked that any of these inequalities will

imply that in particular S{Vi2 > 0. This leads to the condition o < Ony_o. If dy = —1, then we
require K < N such that SE~' > 0 or S > 0. In this case, the term SV is the greatest. It is
positive when a < 0. The situation for cosa < 0 is similar. O

We can now answer the question at the beginning of this section. If 5y < o < ™ — 0y, then
the repulsion between neighbouring walls of different signs will dominate and the renormalised
energy will blow up when two such walls approach each other or a wall (of any sign) approaches
the boundary. As discussed previously, no such conclusion can be expected when two walls of
the same sign approach each other. In fact, by , the renormalised energy tends to —oo when
two neighbouring walls of the same sign approach one another. This is consistent with the energy
landscape: after the ‘collision’ of two such walls, the number of walls decreases. Thus the total
energy, normalised by (logd)?, decreases by O(|logé|). As § \, 0, this should be interpreted as
‘—00’ in terms of W (a,d).

The above observation can be formulated as follows. Recall that for a € Ay, the quantity p(a)

is defined in .
Proposition 13 (Repulsion of Néel walls). Let N € N such that Oy < a < 7 — Oy. Suppose that
(aD);en is a sequence in Ay such that p(a')) — 0 as i — oo and (d);en is a sequence in {+1}V.
Suppose further that

Qo : (@) _ (), _ () _ 400

liminfminya:, —a;": 1 <k<N-—-1andd;’ =d; , ¢ >0.

71— 00
Then W (a®,d®) — oo as i — .

Proof. By the definition of W(a,d) and o(ag, ar), there exists a constant C' > 0 (depending on N)
such that

N

W (a,d) > fg > y2log(l—ad) + 7> vrelog o(ag, a) — C (22)
k=1 k<t

for any a € Ay and d € {£1}", where 7, = d,, — cosa. Under the extra assumption that

dV = —dgfil forn =1,...,N —1 and for every i € N (i.e., the signs d alternate in n), then

in view of and Lemma (applied to Ag; = myye and B, = —%7;7) and Lemma the

conclusion follows.

Next we consider the general case. We may assume without loss of generality that there exists
a partition Ay, ..., Ay of {1,..., N} with the property that

hminfmin{ay) —a: 1<k <0< Nand {k 0} A for j = 1,....]} >0,
o0

11—
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while ‘ ‘

lim max {af’ —af’: 1 <k < €< N and k0 € Ay} =

1—> 00
for any j = 1,...,J such that |A;| > 2. Otherwise, we pass to a subsequence with this property.
(We think of each A; as the set of indices of a cluster of points approaching one another as i — c0.)

We may further assume that dg) is independent of i.

Fix j € {1,...,J}. Then for any sufficiently large value of i, it is clear that A; comprises a
consecutive set of numbers, i.e., there exist K;,L; € {1,..., N} such that A; = {Kj,...,L;}, since
the points of each a(*) are ordered. The hypothesis of the proposition then implies that for any fixed
j, either dg) = (=1)* for all k € A; or d,(;) = —(=1)* for all k € A;. Since fy is increasing in N,
Lemma [11] and Lemma [[2] show that

Lj
- . ,
—5 2 ot = (@) +m Yy logelay”, i) = oo
h—K, K;<k<t<L;
as i — oo for every j = 1,...,J such that |A;] > 2. (Here ’yk = d — cosa.) Finally, we

observe that the condition p(a(?) — 0 implies that either ag) —1 or aSv) — 1 or there exists

j€{1,...,N} with |A;| > 2. As we have inequality (22), the claim then follows. O
Now we have all the tools for the proof of Proposition [f]

Proof of Proposition[f For the proof of statement l 1] let (a)sen be a minimising sequence of W (-, d)
over Ay. (By what we know so far, this might mean that W(a®,d) — —oc as i — 00.) Assume
by contradiction that for a subsequence (still denoted by (a(l))ZeN) we have p(a¥) — 0 as i — oo.
Then we use (22) to estimate W from below in terms of quantities that can be controlled with the
help of Lemm& and (12} . We conclude that W (a,d) — 400, which contradicts the minimising
character of (a(");ey. Thus, liminf; . p(a?) > 0. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we
may assume that a(¥ — a as i — co with @ € Ay. By definition of W(-,d), we deduce that
W(a®,d) — W(a,d) as i — oo, i.e., the infimum of W (-, d) over AN is finite and achieved by a.
For statement [2, we first use Lemma which tells us that for N > 3 and o € ©, there exist
K < L such that ., o WwYe > 0. Therefore, by Lemma there exists a sequence (a(?);ey

in Ay such that p(a®) — 0 and

N

Z Zlog(1— (af)) +7 > wlogo(al”,af’) — —oco
k 1<k<t<N

as i — 0o. Comparing with definition , we see that there exists a constant C' such that
.
i 2 (1)y2 @ @)
W(a®,d) < C - 52% log(1—(a;’)")+m Z Yiyelog o(a,”, ;).
k=1 1<k<t<N

Hence W(a®,d) — —o0 as well. O

2.3 Energy estimates

In this section we improve some of the energy estimates from our previous paper [I§]. In particular,
this will remove the need to bound the distance between two Néel walls from below.

We use several of the tools from the previous paper here. Therefore, we discuss them briefly
before giving some improved estimates. This includes in particular the construction of a limiting
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stray field potential, given in terms of a function on the upper half-plane R2 = R x (0, 00) satisfying
a certain boundary value problem.

We use the following notation. For r > 0, we set

N
QT((L) = Ri\ U Br(an70)7

n=1

where B,.(z) denotes the open disk centred at x of radius r > 0. Apart from the half-plane Ri,
which is sometimes regarded as a subset of C by the usual identification, we consider

S:{l’1+i$2€C:$1>0, 0<3’J2<7T}
and the map F': S — R given by

1 2

F w) = — = — 5 w E S
(w) coshw ev +e~w
Furthermore, we consider the function 4: S — R with

a(w) = 5 Im w
and u: Ri — R given by

u=1doF L.
This function solves the boundary value problem

in Ri,
m
5 on {0} x (—1,0),

on {0} x (0,1),
Ju

— =0 on {0} x (—oo,—1) and on {0} x (1,00).
8162

Note that |u| < Z in R% and u(z) — 0 as |z| — oo. For b € (—1,1), we recall the Mébius transform
®,, defined in (20). Observe that ®, ' = ®_,. We define

up, = uod_y.
For a € Ay and d € {£1}V, set 7,, = d,, — cosa and

N
* p—
ua,d - Tnla,, -
n=1
ai,...,apn of signs dy,

This function plays the role of a limiting stray field potential for an array of Néel walls at the points
...,dn. The renormalised energy is related to

1 a 1
— lim Vu! 2 de—7 Zlog - |,
; lim (/Qr(a)l ndl o gr>

n=1
which happens to equal —W(a,d). However, the full renormalised energy contains another term,

(23)

which turns out to be 2W (a, d), giving W (a, d) as the sum [I8] page 442]. The quantity in can
be identified as the contribution of the interaction between all the logarithmically decaying tails of
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the Néel walls, whereas the other term corresponds to the interaction between pairs of a tail from one
wall and the core of another. This relation between the two terms can surely be no coincidence, and
indeed we discover something similar for the unconfined problem below, but the reason is unclear.

In order to improve the results from the previous paper [I§], we need above all to refine some
estimates for the Dirichlet energy in ([23]). We begin with a result similar to [I8, Lemma 9], but we
prove an estimate in the half-disk B (b,0) = Br(b,0) N R% instead of the half-space R?. This is
the natural estimate in the context of Ginzburg-Landau theory, because u; behaves like the phase
of a vortex of degree 1.

Lemma 14. Letbe (—1,1) and 0 <7 < R<1—b|. Then

/ |Vup|? do < ﬂ'lOg§+E10g76.
B (6,0)\B,.(b,0) r 2

Proof. By the symmetry, it suffices to consider the case b € [0,1). The first step is to examine the
set ®_;,(B%(b,0) \ B,(b,0)). To this end, we fix p € (0,1 — b] and we observe that ®_,(07 B,(b,0))
is a semicircle centred on R x {0} by the standard properties of the Mobius transform (where
90T B,(b,0) = 0B,(b,0) NR%). In order to determine this semicircle, it suffices to compute

p

D_y(b+p) = m and ®_,(b—p) =

Y
1—b02+0bp

we then see that

: p p
Observing that T=02—bp = T=0750p°

Oy (BF(5,0) € By oy, (0), @ 4(RL\ By(5,0) SRIN\ B, oy (0).

Thus
Q,b(BE(b, 0) \ Br(ba 0)) < BE/(pb?be)(O) \ Br/(17b2+br)(0)-

Set R=R/(1 —b* —bR) and 7 = /(1 — b* + br). Using the identity
1 1
| coshw|? = 3 cosh(2Rew) + §Cos(21mw), w e C,

we see that for any p > 0,
—1(mp2 ) 1 2
F7(RL\B,(0)) CqweS: Rew < §arcosh p—2+1 ,

1 2
F~H(BF(0)) € {w €S: Rew > iarcosh (p2 - 1) } :
As conformal maps leave the Dirichlet energy invariant, it follows that

|Vuy|? do < / |Vul|? dz

/B;(b,0>\Br(b,0> BE(0)\B#(0)

<

/ ) \Vii|? dx
{wES: arcosh(2/R?—1)<2Re w<arcosh(2/?2+1)}

v 2(1 — b + br)? 2(1 —b*> —bR)?
= 5 <arcosh <r2 + 1 ) — arcosh SR 1 .

Note that for any y > 1,
1
| arcoshy — logy| = ‘log (y+ VY2 — 1) — logy‘ = log (1 +4/1— y2> <log2.
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Hence

|V |? do < glog

/ (R2(2(1—b2+br)2+r2)
B (5,0)\ B, (,0) r2(2(1 = b - bR)? — R?)
Using the inequality R < 1 — b, we obtain 1 — % — bR > 1 — 0> —b(1 —b) = 1 — b. Similarly,
1—0%+br <1—02+b(1—b)=(1+2b)(1—b). Therefore, using r <1 —band R <1 —b also to
estimate 2 and R?, we conclude that

) + mlog 2.

R 2(1+2b)%(1 —b)2+ (1 —b)?
~/B§(b,0)\Br(b,0)|VUb| dx<7rlog?+§ ( ( Z(l)—(b)2—)(1t(b)2 ) >+7T10g2
:wlog§+glog(2(1+2b)2+l)+7r10g2
S7rlog§+glog19+7rlog2
<7rlog§+ﬁlog76,
as required. O

Note that u; ; does not belong to H'(R2) because of the singularities at (a,,0). As a consequence
of the preceding inequality, however, we can regularise it near the singular points and at the same
time obtain good estimates.

Lemma 15. Let ¢ > 0 and N € N. Then there exists C' > 0 such that for any a € Ay and
d € {£1}" and for any € € (0, 3] with p(a) > cd = ce|loge|, there exists & € H'(R%) such that
§=uy 4 in Qcs(a) and such that the inequalities

sup [ug 4(71,0) —§(21,0)| <7
xr1ER

and™|
| N
2dr <mlog= > -2
/}R2 [VE|*de < 0g5n:17n W(a,d)+ C

2
are satisfied, where ~,, = d,, —cosa forn=1,...,N.

Proof. Fixn € {1,...,N}. Then Lemma |14|implies that

Vg,

/ 2dx < T log 304.
B (an,0)\Bes2(an.0) 2
Note that the function

f(x) = uq, (1 + apn, x2) + arctan il
T2

is harmonic in R% and constant on (—cd, ¢§) x {0}. Moreover, as |V f|?(z) < 2(|Vuq, |*(z1+an, z2)+
1/]z|?), we estimate
/ |Vf|? dz < mlog 1216. (24)
BJ5(0)\Bcs2(0)
We may extend the function f(z) = f(x) — f(0) to B.s(0) by the odd reflection flxy, —20) =

—f(x1, x) for (z1,25) € B*(0). Then f is harmonic in Bes(0) and so are its derivatives. The mean
value formula then gives

of
3Ii

of 16
< -
Ox; (‘T)’ - me?§? /Bc5/4(95)

10This inequality provides an upper bound for the quantity (23], because £ = u* , in Q.s(a).

(y)‘ dy
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for any x € 0B3c5/4(0). The maximum principle allows us to extend this inequality to all z ¢
B3cs/4(0). Combining the resulting estimate with and Holder’s inequality, we obtain a universal
constant ' such that

Ch
HVfHLOO(B:;/Q(())) =< o5
That is,
(T2, an — 71) Ch
Vu, —_ — 25
‘ u"(x)+(x1—an)2+x§ ey (25)

for every = € B;;/Z(an, 0).
In addition, for k # n, we obtain the inequality

/ Vg, |? dz < Vg, |? dz
B::;(akvo) B‘tn,akH,C(;(anvo)\B\an—ak|—c6(anao)

< mlog3 + glog76 = g10g684.

(Here we have used Lemma[[4]and the fact that |a, — aj| > 2¢6 for k # n.) From this we conclude,

as above, that

Cs
< Z£
Vg, ()] < 2 (26)

in B /2 (ak,0) for a universal constant Cs.

Now choose 1 € C§°(Bes/2(0)) with n = 1 in Bes4(0) and with 0 < 5 < 1 and |Vp| < &
everywhere. Set

la, (z) = (1 =n(x1 — an, T2))ua, () +n(z1 — an,xz)][ Uq,, dy.
Bis/g(amo)\ch(an,o)

As |u| < %, we have =% < @,, < 5. Moreover, it is clear that @,, coincides with ug, in R3 \

Bes/2(an,0). Thus, by Lemma 9 in [I8], we find universal constants Cs, Cy such that

/ Vi, |? dz < / Vg, |? dz + C3
R2 Ri\Bcﬁ(anvo)

T

Cycd|ay| Cyc?5?
1—a2 (1 — a2 — cdlan|)?

1 1
S7r10g5+7r10gg+7r10g(2—2ai)+ + Cs.

Since 1 — a2 = (1 —a,)(1 +an) > ¢§ and 1 — a2 — cdla,| = (1 = |an])(1 + |an]) — cdlan| >
cd(1+ |ay|) — c¢dlan| = ¢d, we conclude that

1
/]R2 |Vila, |* dv < 7log 5 + mlog(2 — 2a%) + Cs (27)

+

for a constant C5 that depends only on c.
Furthermore, for k # n,

/ Vi, - Vi, dx = Vg, - Vg, dz + Vg, - (Vig, — Viu,,)dz
R

2 2 2
+ R R

+/ (Viig, — Vg, ) - Vg, dz.
R

2
+
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L1—0n
2

Define ¢, (z) = arctan . Then we estimate

Vi, - (Vig, — Vu,,)ds = / Vi, - (Vig, — Vu,,)dz
BY; 5(an,0)

wc26? -
< 5 WVaall= 53, @0 IVEan | (8% an0)

w262

2
R

+

IVaia Lo B, y(anon | Vtian + Vinllpoe B, (@0

+ ||VaakHLoo(B:rE/z(amo))||VCnHL1(B:r5/2(amo))~

Using and and observing that

com
IVCllLr (52, @m0 = 3

)

we therefore find that there exists a constant Cs = Cg(c) such that

Similarly, we prove that

J

because ta, = Uq, on R\ Bjé/z(an, 0) and |a,, — ax| > 2¢d. By [18, Lemma 8], we obtain

(Vilg, — Vg, ) - Vug, dx = / (Viig, — Vug,) - Vi, de < Cg,

i Bj—am(ak’o)

1-— Q(akaan)Q

Q(akv an)

1
Vi, - Vi, de < | Vg, - Viua, de+2Cs = 7log ( * ) L9205 (28)

2 2
R2 R%

We now set
N
g = E ’Ynaa,“
n=1

then the desired inequality for the Dirichlet energy follows from inequalities and . The
inequality for u; ;(z1,0) — §(1,0) is a consequence of the construction. O

Under assumptions similar to Proposition where only neighbouring walls of different sign can
approach one another, we prove the following a priori lower bound for the energy F..

Proposition 16 (A priori lower energy bound). Let N € N and 0 > 0. Suppose that Oy < a <
7 — On. Then there exists Co with the following property. Suppose that a € Ay and d € {+1}V
such that forn=1,...N — 1, either an41 — an > 0 or dpy1 = —d,. Then the inequality

N
™ 9 W (a, d) - C()
> E R S .
Eﬁ(m) — ’}/n + (log 5)2

holds true for all m € M(a,d) and all € € (0,1].

The proof depends in part on the following uniform bound on the renormalised energy W (a, d),
which holds if p(a) > ¢d.



Lemma 17. Let ¢ > 0. There exist Co > 0 and Cy > 0 such that for every a € An with p(a) > ¢d
and for every d € {£1}V, if m € M(a,d) satisfies

N

W(CL, d) - éo

Y 2 +
2T T (log 6)?

2log

E.(m) <

then |W (a,d)| < Cy.
Proof. We first note that F. attains its minimum in M (a,d), as observed in our previous paper [I8|
Proposition 1]. We may therefore assume that m minimises E, in M (a,d), as otherwise, we may
simply replace it with a minimiser.

If p(a) > ¢d, then W(a, d) is of order |logd|. In particular, there exists a constant C; = Cy (¢, N)
such that E.(m) < Ilngﬁl' Thus, writing m = (cos ¢,sin ¢), by [I8, Lemma 13] and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we obtain

N an+cd N Ay +cd [ ) CQ
Z/ |m1| dzy < Z / Sin2<pdx1/ (¢")?dxy < T

a a a log K
n=1 n=1 0

n—Cco n—Cco n—Cco

for a constant Cy that depends only on ¢ and N. Set

N
r=>%
n=1

and let ¢ be the function from Lemma Note that u}; ,(-,0) is constant in (a,—1,a,) for n =
1,...,N+1 (where ag = —1 and an4+1 = 1) with a jump of size —v,,7 at a,, forn =1,...,N. The
function my, on the other hand, satisfies mj(a,) = d,,. We use the fundamental theorem of calculus
in each of the intervals (a,_1, a,), obtaining

1
ﬂ'F:/ uy 4(w1,0)m} (z1) day

—1
1 1
:/ (Uz,d(l’l,o)*f(xl,o))mi(xl)diﬂﬂr/ &(z1,0)m (z1) doy.
-1 -1
Moreover,

1 N an+cd 0271'
[ w0~z i dry <7 Y [ i any < 25
-1 n=17¢ 5

n—CO

while

1
/lf(th)m’l(xl)dxl = /R? V¢ - Vudr < ||V§HL2(R2+)\/2E6(m).

The inequality of Lemma [L5] then gives a constant C3 = C3(N,c) > 0 such that

) .
72 (F Cs > < <7rFlog(1S 2W(a,d)+C’3> (1”2 + 2W(a,d) 200),

log % 0g 5 (log )2

which implies that

_ 20,71 C3r?

272
r
m log 3 * (log 0)?

212 7TF<03 — Qéo) 4(W(a, d))2 2W(a, d)(C?, + 260) 2@003
< mle + T — + — .
log 5 (log 6)? (log0)? (log )2
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If we choose Cy > Comr — 2 , then it follows that
4(W(a,d))? < 2W (a,d)(Cs + 2Cp).
Therefore, the quantity W (a,d) is bounded by a constant that depends only on N and c. O

Proof of Proposition[16, We use different arguments depending on the magnitude of p(a)/é.

Step 1: small distances. For a fixed number ¢ < 1, depending only on N (but to be determined
later), we first show that the desired inequality holds when p(a) < ¢d.

To this end, let h = p(a) and set ¢ = 1 — cosfy. Since m € M(a,d), there exist by, by € [—1,1]
with by < by and by — by < h such that mq(b;) = £1 and mq(b2) = cos « or vice versa. Hence
ba

m} dz
by

2h

q< < Ee(m)
€

by the fundamental theorem of calculus and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. It follows that

e

2h°

On the other hand, by the definition of W it is clear that there exists a constant C; = C1(N) such
that the inequality h < ¢ will imply that

(a,d) _ Cilog 1
Z "t S IR
log 5)2 — (logd)

E.(m) >

2 log L
Thus if we choose ¢ < 1, then it suffices to show that
e _ Cilog+
1 -5 7 "°h
2h ~ (logd)?
As €| log §| = § — elog|log €|, this inequality is equivalent to

1 1 1
((ﬂog 5 eloggloglog 6) > 2C1hlog 7

It is easy to see that eloglog 1 < 6/2 for all € € (0,1). Thus it suffices to show that
2§ log + > 4Cyhlog -
q g 5 = 1 g h

for h < ¢é. But this is clear if ¢ > 0 is chosen sufficiently small.

Before we proceed to the second step, we point out that so far, we have not used the hypothesis
that ap41 — an > o or dyy1 = —d, for all n. This is necessary only when p(a) > ¢f.

Step 2: large distances. Now we assume that p(a) > ¢d. If m does not satisfy the inequality in the
hypothesis of Lemma then there is nothing to prove. Thus, by Lemma we may assume that
|W (a,d)| is bounded by a constant independent of a or d.

Due to the hypothesis that a € (Oy,7 — ) and that either a,+1 — a, > o or dpy1 = —dy,
Proposition [I3] applies. It follows that the Néel walls are uniformly separated in the sense that
pla) > Cy for a constant Cy > 0 that depends only on N. Now we can use the theory of our
previous paper [18], and in particular Theorem 28, which gives a constant C3 = C3(N, o) such that

As we already have a bound for |W (a, d)|, it now suffices to choose Cy sufficiently large. O
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2.4 Proofs of the main results

Proof of Proposition[3 Let a € Ay and set R = 1p(a). Fix d € {£1}". For € € (0,1], choose
minimisers m, of E. in M (a,d). These exist and are smooth by [I8, Proposition 1].

Given b € Ay with |b, —a,| <r < R/2for n =1,...,N, we construct a map G: RZ — R%
as follows. For n = 1,...,N, if x € B},(a,,0), then we set G(x) =  + (b, — an,0). Furthermore,
we set G(x) = z for all € Qop(a). Then we extend G to R such that it becomes bijective and
a bi-Lipschitz map, and such that G(z1,0) € R x {0} for all z; € R. We set g(z1) = G(z1,0) for
x1 € (—1,1). Now consider m, = m.og ' € M(b,d). Using a change of variable, we compute

! ~ /112 ! ‘m/‘Q / ! 112
/ ! ? dy = / l dey < 11/g/ (1) / ! |? ey
1 1

~1 gl —

In order to compare the stray field energies of m. and m., we consider the harmonic extension
Ve € Hl(Ri) of me — cosa and set ¥, = v, o G~!. Then

/|Vf)€|2dx§/ Vo ?|(DG) 12| det DG| dx
R2 R3

+
g/ |Vv6|2da:+|||(DG)_1|2detDG||Lm(Rz)/ |Vve|? da.
Qar(a)UUN_, Bf(an,0) 1 J QR (0)\Q2r(a)
Hence
inf E.— inf E. < E.(.)— Ec(me)
M (b,d) M(a,d)

1
€
<5 (/e lamcan =) [ i oy

- |Voe|?
r\Q 2r(Q

By Theorem |1} we know that m satisfies the assumptions of [I8, Theorem 28] for a constant Cy that
is independent of e. Hence, by Remark 30 and (62) in [18], together with Lemma there exists
another constant C, also independent of € (but depending on R), such that

1
C
6/ |m’|? day +/ |Voe|? dz < 5
-1 Qe (a)\Q2r(a) (log )

11/g'llL(—1,0) =1 and  [[[(DG)~"* det DG oo g2y — 1

The quantities

can be made arbitrarily small when r is small enough. Thus we obtain the inequality

. . Co
f E.— inf E. <
]\/Il(rllz,d) JVIl(r}z,d) ~ (log6)?

for an arbitrarily small ¢y > 0.

The reverse inequality is proved with essentially the same arguments, but we exchange the roles
of a, and b,. This has the consequence that instead of working with one minimiser for a given e,
we have a family depending on the position of b,. We can check that all the relevant quantities in
the resulting inequalities are uniformly bounded, and we obtain the desired estimate. O

Proof of Theorem[J} The first statement of the theorem is an obvious consequence of Proposition
Thus only the second statement remains to be proved. Suppose, therefore, that we have €, \, 0
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and ¢y € ® such that ¢, — ¢ in L*(—1,1). We may further assume that the convergence
holds pointwise almost everywhere. Since ¢y € @, there exist N € NU {0}, a € Ay, and w €

((27Z 4 {0,42a}) \ {0})* such that
N
by = Z wnba,, -
n=1

Now suppose that
1(¢o) n Co

Gk (bﬁk —
(fa) = log 5 (logdy)*

(29)

for all k£ € N, where J; = ¢ log i

Fix n € {1,...,N} for the moment. Then there exists r € (0, @] such that ¢, (an, £ 1) —
¢o(an £ 1) as k — oo and ¢y is continuous at a, + r. We know that ¢g(a, + 1) — dolan — 1) = wp,
and ¢, is continuous. If w, > 0, then we choose

L, =min{l € Z: wl > ¢o(an —7)}

n

and
L} =max{¢ € Z: ml < ¢o(an +1)}.
For sufficiently large value of k, we can choose b ,bF nit € (an —7,an+7) such that ¢, (b%,) =
ml for all £ = L,..., L;} and such that b* _ < bk . If w, <0, we choose b¥, similarly.

Let N = 1(¢) and let a* € Ay comprise all these pomts, ie.,

= (b

C b

k
PERTITN PN

NL+)

Then (cos ¢, ,sin ¢, ) € M(a*,d) for some d € {+1}¥, which will satisfy d,,_; = —d,, or |ak_; —
ak| > p(a) for n =1,..., N whenever k is sufficiently large. If fy < o < 7 — 0, then Proposition
applies. Thus we obtain a constant Cy such that

a d) 01
21o (%Z (log %) (30)

n=1

ek (¢€k —

for every sufficiently large k, where, as usual, 7,, = d,, — cosa. It is readily checked that

N
I
n=1
(indeed, the function 7 is defined with this identity in mind). Hence and imply that

lim sup W (a*, d) < oo

k—o0

According to Proposition this means that all the points of a* remain separated from one another
when k& — oco. By construction, this is only possible when N = N and |w,| = 2« or 27 — 2« for
every n =1,..., N. Hence ¢ is simple. O

For the I'-convergence result of Corollary 5, we have matching lower and upper bounds of E.
only in the case of a limiting magnetisation mg = (cos ¢y, sin ¢) for ¢ simple, i.e., when all jumps
come from individual domain walls of sign £1. This is a common feature in I'-convergence results
for Ginzburg-Landau models where the vortex points carry winding numbers £1.
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Proof of Corollary[5. For the lower bound, we consider a sequence € N\, 0 and then write mj =
(cos ¢, ,sin ¢, ). Extracting a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that ¢r, — ¢ almost
everywhere in (—1,1). We represent ¢ as in (6). Then w € {£2a,£2(r — a)}?, since ¢ is simple.
As in the proof of Theorem 4l we construct the points a* € Ay such that |a®_; — a¥| > p(a) and
my € M(a* d) for k sufficiently large. (Note that for this construction there is no need of the
angle restriction 0y < a < 7 — Oy, which is imposed in Theorem [4| for a different reason.) Since
n(¢o) = 5 25:1 72 and a* — a as k — oo, by Theorem |I|and Proposition [2, we deduce the desired
lower bound:

Eﬁk ((bfk) > inf Eek > inf Egk — 0 <1>

~ M(ak,d) ° T M(a,d) (log 0y, )2

_n(go) | oy e(dn) + W (a,d) 1

= =+ . —o| -
log 5- (log %) (log o)

The upper bound follows from Theorem [I] as follows. Given a simple ¢y with transition profile
(a,d), Theorem [1| gives a family (m)eso in M(a,d) such that

N
_.e(d,) +W(a,d 1
iy 080 Bt st (1Y
08§ (log 3) (log 3)
Next we note that m. can always be modified, without changing the energy, such that between a,,
and ap+q1 (for n = 1,...,N — 1), as well as between —1 and a; and between ay and 1, the sign

of the second component m., is the same as the sign of sin¢y. To this end, we merely replace
me by (Mme1, £|meal]), with the sign chosen appropriately in each of these intervals. Thus we may
assume that each m, has this property. Now let ¢. denote the phase of m. (i.e., such that m, =
(cos ¢e,sin ¢¢)) with ¢(—1) = ¢o(—1). Then automatically

1 . .
de(an) = 3 < lim ¢o(z1) + lim gbo(xl))
1, 'an Il\an
forn=1,...,N, and ¢.(1) = ¢o(1). Hence the only possible accumulation point for (¢.)cso in P is
¢o. The compactness of Theorem [4| then yields ¢ — ¢g in L2(—1,1) as € \, 0. O

Proof of Corollary[] For the first statement, assume that the functions ¢. € H'(—1,1) satisfy
¢(—1) = a and ¢(1) = 27f + « for every € > 0, where N = 2¢ + 1. It suffices to show that any
subsequence (e, )ken With €, N\, 0 contains another subsequence that satisfies the desired inequality.
In order to keep the notation simple, we suppress the subsequences in the following. By continuity
of ¢, we can choose a® € Ay such that m, = (cos ¢, sin¢.) € M(ae,d}). Since a € (O, 7™ — On),
Proposition [16| implies that for some C > 0,

&  Wi(as,df)-C

+

EE € Z
P o T s

for every e.

If p(a®) — 0 as ¢ — 0 (for some subsequence), then we use Proposition which implies that
W (a®, d?\}) — o0 as € — 0. This immediately gives the desired inequality. Otherwise, the points of
a® stay uniformly separated from one another and uniformly away from the boundary as € — 0. By
Proposition [2| and a compactness argument, we find a € Ay such that a. — a (for a subsequence)
and E.(¢) > infM(a,dx) E. —o(1/(log §)?) as € \, 0. Theorem [l| now gives the conclusion.

For the proof of statement 2] assume that

& 1
Ec(¢e) < log T +0 ((log 5)2> . (31)
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By Theorem E|, there exist a sequence €; \, 0 and a limit ¢9 € ® such that ¢., — ¢9 as k — oo
in L2(—1,1). We may further assume that we have pointwise convergence almost everywhere. We
claim that ¢q is simple (i.e., has jumps of size 2« and 2(7 — «) only), as required for the statement.
In order to show this, consider a jump of ¢g, of any size, at a point b € (—1,1). Then there exist
Y_, 4 € 2nZ + v and r > 0 such that ¢g = ¢ in (b—r,b) and ¢g = ¥4 in (b, b+ r). Furthermore,
we may choose r such that ¢, (b—r) — ¢¥_ and ¢, (b+71) = ¥4 as k — oo. If, say, Yy —_ = 27j
for some j € Z \ {0}, then by the continuity of ¢, , the set

{r1 € (b=r,b+7r): ¢, (21) € 7Z}
has at least 2|j| points whenever k is sufficiently large. We may select 2|j| of them, say {tgk), . té’fj)l 1,
such that cos ¢, (£) = (1) for i = 1,...,2|j] or cos ¢, (t*)) = (=1)71 for i = 1,...,2|j]. Simi-
lar statements hold if ¢, — ¢ = 27j £+ 2a (but now we have 2|j| £ 1 points). Near the boundary,
the function ¢q is constant, too. More precisely, there exists r > 0 such that ¢9 = x— in (—=1,r —1)
and ¢g = x4 in (1 — 7, 1) for two numbers x_, x4+ € 2nZ £ . If x_ # —a, say x— = 27j — « for
j € Z\ {0}, then the set

{!L‘l S (—1,7" — 1): (bek (.’1?1) S 7TZ}
has at least 2|j| points for k large enough. (We may think of this situation as a jump at the
boundary.) Again we may select 2|j| of them such that the sign of cos ¢, oscillates between +1.
Similar statements hold if x_ = 27j+«a and for the other boundary point. The prescribed boundary
conditions entail that the number of points of ¢;1(WZ) covered by the above discussion is at least
N.

Suppose first that £ > 1 (and thus N > 3). In this case, if ¢ were not simple or did not match
the given boundary data, then we could construct a(*) € Ay (from points chosen among the above
tgk) for all the jumps, including jumps at the boundary) and ¢ > 0 such that forn=1,..., N — 1,
either a(ll —a¥ > o or cos o (agﬁl) = —COS ¢, (a%k)), and such that there are exactly ¢ + 1
positive and ¢ negative signs, but p(a(k)) — 0 as k — oo. Proposition |16/ and Proposition |13| would
then give an estimate for the energy incompatible with the assumption (31]). Therefore, ¢q is simple
and there is no jump at the boundary, which means that ¢o(—1) = —a, ¢o(1) = 27¢ + «, and
there must be at least NV jumps (at least £ 4+ 1 of which are of the size 2 and at least £ of the size
2(m — «)). In particular, we conclude that n(¢g) > &. But Corollary together with , implies
that & > n(¢g), so we have equality. Therefore, ¢y has exactly N jumps. It also follows that ¢q is
of the form as described in the statement.

If /=0 and N = 1, then we take advantage of the fact that 5 = 6; = 0. In this case, if ¢q
did not match the given boundary data, we would be able to construct a*) € A; with properties
as above. If ¢y were not simple, in order to achieve that p(a(k)) — 0, we could construct a*) € A,
instead. We would then find a contradiction with the same arguments.

Statement [3]is a standard consequence of the I'-convergence result in Corollary [5] which means
that minimisers of | log 6|(|log §|E. — &) — €1 converge to minimisers of W (-, d). Indeed, if a is any
point in Ay, consider the (unique) simple function b0 € ® with the jump points @ and the structure
described in statement 2, and satisfying the boundary conditions (;50( 1) = —a, ¢o(1) = 27l + «.

By Corollary |5 l there exists a family (¢€)6>0 with gbe( 1) =—a, qﬁe( ) = 2wf + «, such that
& & +Wia,d}, 1
Fo(6) < B € 2 + (12N>+o< )
083 (log 5) (log 5)

as € \, 0, since ¢, are minimisers of E, for their boundary data. Then statement [2] applies to the
given family of minimisers (¢¢).>0, so for a subsequence, we have the convergence ¢., — ¢ for a
simple function ¢g with jump points a € Ay as in statement 2 Then the lower bound in Corollary
combined with the above upper bound for E.(¢.), yield W (a,d},) < W(a,d};) in the limit € N\, 0.
That is, @ is a minimizer of W(-,d};) over Axn. O
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3 Analysis for the unconfined problem

This section analyses the problem described in Subsection [[.3] We first derive some properties of
the function I appearing in the renormalised energy, then we derlve and analyse the limiting stray
field potential for this problem, and finally we explain how the arguments for the confined case [18]
need to be adapted for the proof of Theorem[8] We also prove a I'-convergence result in Theorem
below, which adapts the statements of Theorem [f] and Corollary [5] to the unconfined problem.

3.1 The function [

Here we prove a few statements about the function

I(t):/ € ds, t>0,
0

52 + t2
defined in the introduction. First we have an alternative representation.

Lemma 18. For anyt > 0,

I(t) = / 085 gs.
0 S+t

Remark 19. The integral in Lemma does not converge in the L'-sense, but the Leibniz criterion
for alternating series implies that it converges as an improper Riemann integral. We always use this
interpretation for oscillating integrals of this type.

Proof. Let t,R > 0. Note that the functions z — ‘;i: are holomorphic in {z € C: Rez > —t}.

Hence using contour integrals along the boundaries of the quarter disks

{z€C: Rez2>0, £Imz >0, |z| < R},

we find that o ” P ’
0:/ ¢ dsfi/ © ds+iR/ gis SPURET)
o S+t 0 s+t 0 Ret® +t
and . " P "
—is —s ™ ) —iRe™?
0= [ Easwi [ —as—in [ e ST D gy
o S+ g —is+t 0 Re=i¢ + ¢
Since

|exp(iRe'?)| = e B¢ and |Re' +t| >R

for ¢ € [0,7/2], and since there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that c¢ < sin ¢ for every ¢ € [0, ], we

deduce that , ,
/2 i /2
) exp(iRe'?) / —¢R 1
R z¢ d < cR¢ do <
! A R ¢ + t d)‘ - 0 ¢ CR

Similarly,

Re~ % +t

w/2 . —i¢p
iR/ 72¢exp( iRe )d¢| < i
0

Hence, by adding the above equalities, we obtain

> cos s Rgis 4 g—is 1 > se”*
ds = - lim ds = - lim — | ds = ——ds
0o S+t R—o0 s+t R—oo t—|—zs s 0 s2+1t2
The last integral is of course identical to I(t). O
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The next lemma shows that I(t) is logarithmic to leading order when ¢ \, 0 and decays quadrat-
ically as t — oco. We will see later that I can also be used to describe the tail profile of a Néel wall
(see below). In this respect, our decay estimate is consistent with previous estimates for the
decay of a tail of a Néel wall in [5] and [I9] Theorem 5.2].

Lemma 20. The function I is positive, decreasing, and conver with I(t) < 1/t% for all t > 0. If Iy
s the number defined in , then

t
OSI(t)—Hogt—Iog%

for all t >0 as well. In particular, I(t) =log+ + Ip + o(1) as t \, 0.

Proof. By a change of variable, we write I(t) = fooo Z‘Z;I ds > 0 for t > 0, and then we compute
o0 82e—st o0 33€—st
I'(t)=— ———ds <0 and I”t:/ ——ds > 0. 32
== HFgas<o wd 1= [ Ha (32)
Hence I is decreasing and convex. Moreover, using I(t) = fooo % ds, we see that

1~ 1
I(t)gt—Q/ se ds=t—2, t>0.
0

Furthermore, integration by parts gives
oo
I(t) = —logt + / e *log v/ s +t2ds.
0

Note that

—st

d [ * te~Ss * e
4 “SlogV/s2+2ds= | ———ds=[ < 4
dt/o ¢ logVsiHttds /0 S22 /0 2+1°

o0 —st o0
os/ ‘ dsg/ _ds 7
0 S +]. 0 82+1 2
for every t > 0. Thus,

I(]:/ e *log/s2 +t2ds
0

and

o0 ¢
g/ e—51og\/s2+t2dsglo+%, t>0,
t=0 0

which leads to the desired conclusion. O

3.2 The limiting stray field potential: construction

In this section we will redefine and compute the function u; ;: R2 — R, the limiting stray field
potential for Néel walls of sign di,...,dy at the points a1, ..., ay, for the problem with anisotropy
term. Simultaneously, we will obtain a limiting profile p; ;: R — R for the tails of the Néel walls.
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The two functions are determined through the boundary value problerf ]

Aug 4 =0 in R%,

ou; 4 . N

87;; :ua,d—ﬂ;’yn&ln on R x {0},
ou} 4 .

Txé = —(ka,d) on R x {0}.

In order to see that this is a well-posed boundary value problem (and also in order to compute
the solution later), we consider the harmonic conjugate of uy 4, L.e., the function vy ;: Ri — R,
unique up to a constant, that satisfies Vu; ;, = VLU; 4- The second boundary condition for uj ,
implies that v;d(-,()) — fty 4 1s constant. Thus we may assume without loss of generality that
v, 4(,0) = Pq.q i R; this will then also determine vy ; completely. We finally obtain the following
boundary value problem for the conjugate harmonic function:

Avt 4 =0 in R%,

*k
(%a,d

N
Oy Vg — T Z*ynéan on R x {0}.

n=1

That is, we have a harmonic function satisfying a Robin type boundary condition here. We now
give some arguments depending in part on formal calculations, but they will be justified later.

As in our previous paper [I8], we can solve this problem by superimposing the solutions of
simpler problems. We therefore consider the following:

Av =0 in R?, (33)
;—; =v—mdy on R x{0}. (34)

Let © denote the Fourier transform of v with respect to x1, i.e.,

0(&, x2) Z/ e %y (21, 10) dry, € ER, 29 >0.

Then we find that
9%v

a—x%—g%zo for x4 > 0,
9%
a—;;:ﬁ—w for o = 0.

We want a function v with finite Dirichlet energy at |z| — oo; thus we rule out solutions with
exponential growth as o — oo and find that

—|€|z2
~ e
0(&,22) = — 77 (35)
1+ ¢
1 Note_that the limiting stray-field potential u corresponding to a 180° Néel wall in the confined case (defined
on page satisfies 887"1 = —7ép in (—1,1) x {0}. In the unconfined case, an additional term /‘Z,d appears in the

o
equation for g;id, due to the presence of anisotropy. In fact, this term makes the limiting stray-field energy finite

in Ri_ \ B1(0), see Proposition
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Before justifying these formal calculations, we derive some properties of the function v implicitly
defined here. From here on, the arguments are fully rigorous again. As o(-,0) € L%(R), we deduce
that v(-,0) € L?(R) and

2 B P —_ & = Ooidg =
/R” d“*zw/R”df 2/R<1+|e>2 /o(1+€)2 ' (36)

Applying the inverse Fourier transform for every fixed zo > 0, we obtain

]_ S ei€$17|€|x2
'0(1'1,1'2)25/ deg

In order to find a more convenient representation, we use a contour integral in C. Consider the
contour consisting of the intervals [0, R] and [0,R] (the second with reverse orientation) and the
quarter circle I'p parametrised by g(t) = Re' for 0 < t < Z. Suppose first that z; > 0 and fix
x2 > 0 as well. The function z — €**17%%2 /(1 4 z) is holomorphic away from z = —1. Hence

R 6i59317|§|:1:2 R eizzlfz:@ iR eizrlfzzg 61'2951721’2
/ 7@:/ 7dz:/ 76127/ L

‘We observe that
eizml—zmz
/ R
rp 1tz

=R et dt

/”/2 exp(R(ix1 — z2)(cost + isint))
0 1+ Rett

m/2
< R/ exp(R(—xo cost — xy sint)) dt.
0

Since 29 cost + x1 sint > min{xy, z2} > 0 for ¢ € [0, T], we conclude that
eilefzxg

lim —dz=0
R— o0 Tr 1+Z

00 eifﬂvl—\f\wz 00 ,—twy—itws
/ = 2/ R
0 1+ |£| 0 1+t

Similarly, but integrating over the boundary of

and

{z€C: Rez>0, Imz <0, |z| < R},
0 i§xy —|€|ze oo —txy+itzo
/ eidg = _i/ 67.(#
oo L€ 0 1—it
; o) —itxo itxo
o) =5 [T (- )
2 Jo 1+t 1-—iat

efit:vz eitmz efitxz _ eith ‘tefitzg + eitnw 2_sin(tx2) + tCOS(tCﬂQ)
— = —1 =2
1+ 1-—4t 14 ¢2 1+ ¢2 14 ¢2

we see that

and thus

We further compute

Hence

[, sin(tag) 4t cos(txa)
v(xzy,T2) = /0 e T e dt
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for 1 > 0. Similar computations for x; < 0 show that

> in(¢ t 4
o1, x2) = / et A0L2) L 05(12) g (37)
0 +t

for all ;1 # 0 and 2o > 0. (This is consistent with the expectation that v is an even function in
21, which comes from the symmetry of the boundary value problem , ) Furthermore, by
the dominated convergence theorem, there is a continuous extension to xo = 0 (as long as x1 # 0),
given by the obvious integral. We then check that

ov
—(21,0) = v(x1,0) for every z1 # 0. (38)
8372
We now want to find the corresponding conjugate harmonic function u: Ri — R. The condition
Vo =V+u suggests tha there exist two constants c¢1, co € R such that

e t — tsin(t
sy = = [ e im R g
0 + 1

for z1 > 0 and

e t — tsin(t
w(xy, x2) = / el cos( x2i 2sm( z2) dt + ¢y
0 +1

for 1 < 0. We expect, however, that u has a limit as |2| — oo, and we may set this limit 0. Letting
x1 — 00, we see that this would imply that ¢; = co = 0. Thus

00 :  tsint
U’(ml»ZCQ) = _ e—tlxll COS( .7;2> Sln( x2)

dt. 39
] Jo e (39)

In particular, u is odd in z; and u(0,22) = 0 for every xzo > 0. Here again, we have a continuous
extension to o = 0 when x; # 0.

We now justify these formal computations. Moreover, we prove in Propositions 21] and 23] below
that u(z) = —arctan 1 + o(1) and v(z) = log ﬁ +1Ip+o(l)as x — 0 and u,v — 0 as || — occ.

Proposition 21. Formulas and define a pair of conjugate harmonic functions u,v: Ri —
R. There exists a universal constant C' with

1 1
Wlogfng/ Vo2 de < mlog - + C
r R3\Br(0) "

Jor all v € (0,1]. Moreover, |u| < % in R} and u,v — 0 as |z| — oco.

Proof. Step 1: harmonicity and limit of v. We have seen that for every fixed zo > 0, the Fourier
transform of v with respect to z; is given by . Tt is thus clear that the function z — v(x1,x2)
belongs to H*(R) for every k € N for all z3 > 0. Moreover, we see that v € L2 _((0,00), H*(R)).

loc
Integrating against a test function and using Plancherel’s theorem, we further see that the distribu-
8%

tional derivative ot satisfies
3
R2v  me2elEle e 920
— =2 iy =——
0z3 1+ [¢] 0z

Hence v is harmonic in R ..

12Thus w is harmonic in ]R%r and (,;9—;1 = v — mdp in R x {0}, so that the Fourier transform of w in z1 is given by

(€, x2) = riaye 12 for € # 0 and @2 > 0.
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Furthermore, we see that the norms |[v(-,z2)||gx®) tend to 0 as x3 — oo. In particular, by
the embedding H'(R) C L°°(R), we deduce that v(z1,72) — 0 as xo — oo uniformly in .
With the formula , it is easy to see that v(zy,22) — 0 as ©1 — £oo uniformly in z5. Hence
lim |00 v(2) = 0.

Step 2: estimate of fRi\BT(O)
and then separately in the infinite strips (s, +o0) x (0,2s) for s € (0, 1].
Fix s € (0,1]. Then in R x (s, +00), we compute

Y . o 2 > 00526—2|§|12
/] <§2<v<f,x2>>2 +(pmtea) ) dean =2 [ [ S deas,

e [T & % oleles o [ gl
= /_oo (1+|£)2/5 e T dnd =n /_w ez

0 ¢ —2¢s 00 —2t
— op? / LT e = on? / e ™ .
0 0

|Vo|? dz. We consider the Dirichlet energy of v first in R x (s, +00)

(14+¢)? (s+1)?
We note that ) p
t S S
= - =— 1 H+—. 4
(5+82 s+t (s+0)2 dt (0g(8+ )+s+t) (40)

Hence an integration by parts gives

/Oo e dt = log - 1+2/OO =2t (log(s +t) + —— | dt
5 at = log — — e S —_— )
o (s+1)2 &5 o & stt
Finally, the concavity of the logarithm yields the inequality log(s +t) <logt + 3, and thus,
o] 1 oo
/ e ?'log(s +t)dt g/ e 2 log2dt+/ e 2 (1ogt—|— ;) dt
0 0 1
e} [es] e—2t
§10g2+/ e_Ztlogtdt—i—s/ - dt
1 1

for s < 1. Noting that the right hand side is bounded by a constant, we conclude that there exists
a number C satisfying

1 o oo 1
mlog - — Cy g/ / |Vo|? dxy deg < wlog — 4+ Oy for all s < 1.
S s o S

Next we consider the strip (s, +00) x (0,2s). For 21 > 0, we find that

@( )| = > to—tan sin(txs) + t cos(txs) ”
O L1, T2)| = o e e
° t 4 2 1 [ 2
< / TV o gy — — S‘T;iefs ds.
o 147 ry Jo 7+ s>

Young’s inequality gives

1 V21 V241
st1+ 2 < —— 224+ 1+ s2 = 2 + §2).
Hence Y
ov 2+1
‘81‘1(1.171.2) - 2x
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Similarly, we find that
V2+1

21‘1

<

ov
‘ (.’1/'17.'172)

Oy

when z1 > 0. We therefore compute

2s oo 2s 00
d
/ / |Vv(:r1,x2)|2 dxidry < (g +\@> / / %dwz =3+ 2V2.
0 s 0 s Ty

Similar estimates hold for z; < 0.
Finally, we can conclude Step 2 and estimate the energy outside the disk B,.(0) as follows. Given
r € (0,1], we now apply the above inequalities for s = r and for s = r/2 and we conclude that

1 2
ﬂlog,,clg/ [Vo|* dz < wlog = + C1 + 6+ 4V/2. (41)
r R2\B,(0) "

This proves the inequalities for the Dirichlet energy.

Step 8: w and v are conjugate harmonic functions. Since curl V+v = 0, there exists a function
4: R%Z — R with Vo = V4. This function satisfies

Ai=0 inR%,
9
8:01

owing to . Moreover, we know that

/ |Va|? de < oo
R2\B,.(0)

for any r > 0. Now define w(z) = @(z/[z|?). Then w is again harmonic in R% and belongs to
HY(B}(0)) for any R > 0. We compute, for z1 # 0:

ow 1 0a (1 1 1
JRS— = —— — _— = ——= 7,0 .
014 (21,0) x? 0x1 <x1’0> x%v (xl >

=wv on (—o0,0) and (0, c0),

Note that by Lemma [20]

o et © se 1
0) = —dt = ———ds=1 < —. 42
’U(mla ) /0 1 2 /0 IL‘% 52 S (|.’171|) = IL‘% ( )

Thus %(%,0) is bounded near 0. The fact that w € H'(B](0)) prevents jumps of w(-,0).
Hence, w(-,0) is Lipschitz continuous near the origin. It follows that w (as a harmonic function
in R%) is continuous at z = 0 (see [1I, Lemma 2.13]), and hence ¢ = lim| g o0 () exists. It
is easy to check that Vu = —V1v = Vi pointwise in (0,00)? as well as in (—oc,0) x (0,00).
Since limg, 400 u(21,0) = 0 (by )7 we conclude that @ — ¢ must coincide with the function u
determined in formula (39).

Step 4: Other properties of u. An immediate consequence of the above is that u — 0 as |z| — oo.
Also, note that implies that

< 1
|u(x1,0)|§/0 mdt:g, for every z1 # 0.

Since © — 0 at infinity and w is harmonic in Ri, the maximum principle yields |u| < T in Ri. O
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Having the functions v and v given by and , we also define, for a given b € R, the
translated functions

up(z) = u(xy —b,x2) and w(z) =v(z1 — b, x2). (43)
Recall that for the unconfined problem, we define
Ay = {az(al,...,aN) eRY:q; < -+ <aN}.

Then, given a € Ay and d € {£1}", we define

N N

* *

Ug g = g Ynla, and v, 4= E YnVq,, -
n=1 n=1

Here v,, = d,, — cos a, as defined in the introduction. We also write
/“‘(‘Z,d(‘rl) = U;,d(xla 0)

3.3 The limiting stray field potential: further properties

The above functions v} ; and v}, ; have infinite Dirichlet energy due to the singularities at (a,,0) for

n=1,...,N. It follows from the inequality of Proposition however, that uj 4,v; ; € Wl’p(Ri)

s loc
for any p € [1,2) (by the dyadic decomposition argument of Struwe [37]). Indeed, given p € [1,2),

R >0, N €N, and a compact set K C R?, there exists a constant C' such that

/2 |Vug, 4P de < C
R2 MK

for all a € Ay with ap41 —a, > Rforn=1,...,N —1 and for all d € {il}N.
In contrast to , we now define

1
pla) = §m1n{a2—a1,...,aN—aN,1} (44)

for a € An. Moreover, we define

N
Qr(a) =R2\ | B (an,0)

n=1
again for » > 0 and consider

N
1. N <, 1
Wi(a,d) = 5 lim (/Q " [V 4 de +/ (uayd)z dxi — wlog Zvﬁ) . (45)

N0 —co T 1

We will prove that this limit indeed exists and is finite as well. This is an important quantity that
will appear in the renormalised energy. It is the counterpart of the contribution of the tail-tail
interaction in the confined case, cf. . The difference consists in the additional term involving
Mg 4> Which comes from the anisotropy. We will prove the following.

Proposition 22. If Iy is defined as in , then

N N
™ ™
Wila,d) = 5To ) v+ 5 > > Wi (jak — anl).
n=1

n=1k+#n
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As we prove in Lemmabelow7 the first term above (independent of a) represents the (intrinsic)
renormalised energy induced by the limiting stray field and anisotropy energy of every Néel wall.
We observe the same phenomenon as in the confined case: Wi(a,d) = —W(a, d), meaning that the
contribution of the interactions between the tails of one Néel walls and the core of another is twice
the size in absolute value but of opposite sign.

We decompose the proof of this statement into several lemmas. As before, we consider the
functions v and w given by the formulas and . We first need some pointwise estimates. The
next proposition states that like in the confined case, u behaves analogously to the phase of a vortex
of degree +1 close to the origin. But in contrast to the confined case, the error is logarithmic here.

Proposition 23. Let

wp(z) = — arctan %

for x € RE. Then
g 7800) V(@)

zeR?  log (i + 2)

||

< 00. (46)
As a consequence,

‘v(x) — log (ﬁ) - IO‘

|u(z) — wo(x)]

< oo and sup < 00.
vek? [z]log (4 +2) vekz  |allog ( +2)
Therefore, for any a € Ay, there exists C > 0 such that
1
|Vui 4(@) — 7 Vwo(z1 — an, 22)| < Clog <($1 . + 2) in B, (an,0)
form=1,... N. Moreoverﬂ
N
/ IV g do = m|logd] > vz +O0(1) as 6\0. (47)
Qg(a) n=1

Proof. We divide the proof in several steps.
Step 1: proof of . We compute, for x # OE

2 .
u 2 = /oo ot tcos(txs) — t2 sin(txs) i@t
o1 0 14¢
o0 .
_ / o—tla1] tcos(tze) +sin(twa) sin(tz) ) dt
0 1+t
/oo |z, t cOS(tx2) + sin(tzo) ’ To
= e _
0 1+12 z3 + 23
and
ou 1 [0 ey tsintae) + 12 cos(tws) i@t
)y = e
81’2 |SC1| 0 1+ 12
S h e~ tl sin(tws) = cos(t,) + cos(txs) | dt
21| Jo 1+ ¢2
- —t|zy] tsin(txs) — cos(txz) dt + x -
lz1| Jo 141¢2 x? + a3

13The term O(1) depends on a.
1Recall that for z = x1 4 izg € C with 21 > 0, we have o etz dt = %

41



Hence

Ou ) — dwo 2 = /Oo eftlwlltcos(tm) + sin(txz) it
8$1 8.13‘1 0 1 —|—t2
and _ |
al ) — % ) = K2 otz tsin(tze) — cos(txa) d.
O Ox2 1] Jo 1+ 12
Clearly

/ eft‘il?l‘Sin(t'rz) dt S/ dt :E’
o 142 o 1+£ 2

and similarly,

For the estimate of

/mefﬂmtcos(mz) & and /Ooeft\mtsm(mz) it
0 1+£2 0 1+ 2

it suffices to consider x; > 0 by the symmetry. We distinguish the following three cases.
Case A: x1 > xo. Note that

- y . % o—tlzl o —s
/ e—tlxllw dt S/ %dt:/ %ds:]ﬂxﬂ))
o 14¢ 0 1+t 0 SU1+S

o0 t sin(t
/ e—t\det < I(|z1)).
) 1+

and similarly

By Lemma [20] there exists a universal constant C' such that

T

1 1 1
I(l‘l) < min {log <1‘1> + I() + 7, 1.2} < ClOg ((El + 2> for all xr, > 0.
1

Together with the previous inequalities, this implies for all points (21, 22) € R3 with 21 > z.

Case B: 0 < x1 < x5 < 1. A substitution gives

oo o0
/ eft‘zl‘tcos(txg) g — / o—sleil/e2 szcoss ds.
0 1+¢2 0 x5 + 52

For k € N, let

Thk+4m/2
_ SCOS S
Sk:/ e slzil/z2 d
T

S.
2 2
k—m/2 Tyt

Then s; > 0 > sp41 whenever k is even. Moreover, since the function s — e=51#11/%25 /(22 + §?) is
decreasing for s > xq, we also conclude that |sgy1| < |sg| for all & € N (because x5 < 1). Therefore,

o0 oo
Z sk =) (S2k—1+s2) <0
k=1 k=1

and

42



These series converge by the Leibniz criterium for alternating series. Moreover, they correspond to
certain integrals, and therefore, we obtain

0o /2
6*5‘$1‘/12 SQCOS 82 d5 _ efs‘mll/IQ SCOS S ds 4 Z s
0 T5+ S 0 :c + 52

/2 w/2 2
</ e,smumstszdsg/ S ds = logy| 1y +1
0 5+ s o x3+s 45

and
o} 37/2 e}
SCOS S $COS S
[T R T T
0 T3+ s 0 T3t s k=2
3m/2 3m/2 2
SCOS S S 91
> / e—s‘rl‘/m272 ds > — / ———ds=—log|— +1.
0 x5+ 82 0 x5+s 4z

The same kind of estimate holds for fooo e slzl/z2 % ds. Again we have suitable estimates for all
2

the above integrals, which means that is proved in this case.

Case C: 0 < x1 < x2 and x2 > 1. Here we proceed differently. We apply the mean value formula for

the harmonic functions 57’3, J = 1,2, in the ball By 3(z). We combine the resulting formula with

the estimate for the Dirichlet energy in Proposition which yields a uniform bound for |Vu| in
R x [1,00). Thus is proved in this case as well.

Step 2: behaviour of u and v near the origin. By . the dominated convergence theorem 1mphes
that w(xzq,0) — —sign(zy fo 1+t2 = wo(0£) as 1 \, 0 or z; 0. By Lemma [20| and ([42), we
also know that v(x1,0) — log Terl — Iy — 0 as 1 — 0. Then the fundamental theorem of canlculub7

combined with (46]) and Vv = V+u, gives the second statement of the proposition.

Step 3: estimates on Vuy, ;. The desired pointwise estimate for Vuy , is an obvious consequence of

7 while ( . ) follows from Proposition O

The contribution of the tail of a single Néel wall to the renormalised energy is computed in the
next lemma. As mentioned previously, in the unconfined model, this contribution depends both on
the stray-field energy and the anisotropy energy. This also improves the estimate of Proposition

Lemma 24. The following limit exists and is given by

h 1
lim / |Vv|2dx—|—/ v*(21,0)dxy — mlog — | =y,
™0 \ JR2\B,(0) —c0 r

where Iy is defined by .

Proof. Let r € (0,1). Denote 9% B,.(0)

measure. Furthermore, we write 8—:

/ |Vu|? de = /
R2\B,(0) R2\B

T r

B, (0)NR3 and write H! for the 1-dimensional Hausdorff
V. Since v is the harmonic conjugate of u, we have

‘ee ||

[2]

\Vv|2dx = —/ @d’;‘—ll / v@ dxy.
(0) o+B,.(0) Or R\(—r,r) OT2

For the last integral, since v € L3(R) (see (36))), we know by that

/ vﬁ dx :/ v2dzy %/ 1)2(:1:1,0) dxq
R\(—rr) OT2 R\ (—ryr) —oo
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as r — 0. For the remaining integral, denoting
vo(z) = ~loglz|, = €R*\ {0},

we compute:

v dv  Ovgy dvg dvg
v—dH' = / <—> d’H1+/ - —d?—l1+/ ——
/a+B or o+tB,(0) \Or  Or 6+BT(O)(U w) or o+ B,.(0) " ar

Note that

/ w0 2% gt — rlogr.
o+5,0) 0T

By Proposition 3] we know that
lim (v(x) — vo(x)) = Ip.

z—0

Consequently,

/ (v— vo)% dH' = —1/ (v —vg)dH"' — —7]
o+ B,.(0) or T JotB,(0)

as r — 0. Finally, by Proposition [23| again,

/ (81} _ avo) dH'| < C/ |v| log (1 + 2) dH!
8+ B,.( or or 8+ B,.(0) r

1 1
<C (log -+ C’> log ( + 2) dH' — 0,
8+ B,.(0) r r

for some universal constants C' and C’, as r — 0. The claim now follows.

The contribution of the tail-tail interaction between two Néel walls is computed as follows.

Lemma 25. Let b,c € R with b # c. If vy, and v, are defined as in , then

oo

va~chdx—|—/ vp(21,0)ve (1, 0) dzy = 7I(|b — ¢l).

2 —
R+ 0o

Proof. Clearly is suffices to prove this identity for ¢ = 0 and b > 0.
Recalling , we obtain a similar formula for the Fourier transform of vy:

re—ibE—|Elz2

(&, 02) = ———(7—
Thus for r > 0, Plancherel’s theorem and Fubini’s theorem yield
2 ,—1b—2|&|x2
/ vy, av / / e de dy
R X (7r,00) 81’1 8-’171 1 + |£‘

T &S] 52 —ib§ 0 —alefa T |€|€—ib£—2|§|7‘
=T S° 2 daydE = = s d
2/ 1+ |€])2 / ¢ w2 d 4/_00 arez “

geibe-2er et N U [ Eeos(bE) e,
(/ Trer *F / (1+¢)7? >2 o TreEt

7/00 tcost o2t /b gy
T2, (b+t? '

We wish to consider the limit r \, 0, but since the function ¢ — ££% does not belong to L*(0, c0),

(b+8)?
some care is required here.
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Claim. For any b > 0,

. /oo tCOSth*Qt’”/bdt:/oo tcost2 gt
™o Jy (b+1t) o (b+1)

Proof of the claim. For k € N and r > 0, define si(r) = si.(r) + s3(r), where

sl(r) B /ka+7r/2 tcost g2 ) = /2k7r+37r/2 tcost e g,
k - 2 ) k - 2 )
skr—nj2 (O+1) skrnjz (b 1)

and define o, = o} + 02, where

2km47/2 cost
oL = / dt, o
okm—m/2 O+

N

2km+43m/2 cost
_ / dt.
okmtnj2 O+t

Since the functions t + te=2!"/%/(b + t)? are decreasing for ¢ > b, there exists kg € N such that
si(r) > |s2(r)| for k > ko. Hence si(r) > 0 for every k > ko and every r > 0. Similarly, o, > 0 for
all £ € N. We have the formulas

o teost o >
e dtzZsk(r)<oo for r > 0,
3m/2 (b+t) k=1

and@

* cost >
dt = o < 00.
/3,r/2b+t 2

The convergence of these series follows from the Leibniz criterion for alternating series, since 5,16(7") >
0 > s2(r) and |si(r)| \ 0 as k — oo for i = 1,2, and similarly, o}, > 0 > o and |o}| \, 0 as k — o0
for i = 1,2. We now consider, for r > 0, the function

1 te—2rt/b

- T grtso0
brt Groz 7

fr(t)

and claim that f, is decreasing in t. Indeed, we compute

_ 3 2rt —2rt/b —2rt/b b 2rt —2rt/b —2rt/b

For any R > 0, the inequality Re=® < 1 — e~ is easy to see. Using it for R = 2rt/b, we find that
fl(t) < 0. In particular, we have f, > lim; o fr(t) = 0.
Now we observe that

243 /2
o — sp(r) = / fr(t) costdt.
2km—7/2

By the monotonicity of f,, as we integrate over a full period of cos beginning with its positive part,
we conclude that oy > si(r) for all r > 0 and all k € N. Also, we clearly have the convergence

sk(0) = 711\1% sk(r).

As ), 0y converges, Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, applied to the counting measure,
now implies that

> si(0) = }i\%zsk(r).
k=1 k=1

15The convergence of the integral was also proved via the contour integral in Lemma

45



This completes the proof of the claim.
Finally, Propositionsandimply that g—ﬁ% € Ll(Ri). Therefore, the above claim implies

dt.

Ovy Ov (%bﬁd 7T/°° tcost
0

Z0 2 dr =1 0
w2 011 011 10 Ji () 01 01 2 ), (b+1)2

Moreover, the same computations give

Ovy Ov T [ tcost
w3 Oy Oz xzi/O ooz
as well. Thus % feost
Rinb-Vvda::ﬂ'/o Wdt.
Set u(xz1) = v(x1,0) and pp(z1) = v(z1 — b,0). Then
7r re—ibE
i) =g o O =T

Hence

o om0 e ™ [ cos(bE) . *  cost
[t =5 | G Greptr ), et

If we combine this with the previous identity, we obtain, by Lemma

oo oo t
/Rz va-Vvdx+/ pop dzy :W/O ;(ftdt:wl(bL
+ — 00

which is the desired identity.

Proof of Proposition[23. This is now an easy consequence of Lemmas [24] and [25] O

3.4 Preliminary estimates

The rest of the arguments for the proof of Theorem [8| follow the strategy of the proof of Theorem
given in our previous paper [18]. Because these arguments are lengthy, we do not repeat the details
and merely highlight the modifications where necessary.

In the first step, we prove the following result. This has a direct counterpart for the confined
problem from Section [2] see [I8, Theorem 28].

Theorem 26 (Stray field energy estimate). Let N € N, R > 0, and Cy > 0. Then there exists
Cy > 0 such that for any a € Ay with p(a) > R and any d € {£1}V, the following holds true. Let

N

r= Z(dn — cos ). (48)

n=1

Suppose that € € (0, %] with 6 < R and m € M (a,d) with

ol Cy
< .
~ 2log 3 + (log 6)2

E.(m)
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Let u € H'(R2) be the solution of and (18). Then

e/ \m’|2d$1+/(m1 —cosoz)del—i-/
R R Q5(a)

/ |Vu|2deLF1,L2'
Qs(a) log;z (logd)

Proof. We first note that it suffices to prove these inequalities for € small. Consider the function
u}; 4/|logd| and modify it near the points (an,0), n = 1,..., N, similarly to the proof of [I8]
Theorem 28]. To this end, note first that by Proposition we know that u} ;(-,0) is continuous

2

*

Vu — Vita,a
1
log 5

< G
= (logo)?

and

on (ap—1,ay) forn=2,...,N and on (—o0,a;) and (ay,o0), and the one-sided limits
mf = lim u’,(x1,0) and 7, = lim u} ,(z1,0)
1 \an 1 an
exist. Then 7% — 7, = —v,7 for n = 1,..., N (by Proposition again). For a given number

s € (0, R], we now define £, € H'(R%) such that & = uy 4/|logd| in Qs(a) and

ru’ ,(a, + scosf, ssinf + -
&s(an +1rcosf,rsinf) = ¥ ) ( T) Tn £ 70 (49)

slog% S QIOg%

for0<r<s,0<8<mandn=1,...,N. Then the inequalities of Propositions [21| and |23| imply
C Tlog  +C

/ VePdr< ot and [ Vefdes TR R (50)

N_. Bs(an,0) (log ) R2 (log )

n=1

for some constant Co = C2(N, R). Also define

'UZ d(mh 0)
o) = 2202
og 5
Using (36), we easily find a constant C = C5(N) such that

C3

—_— 51
log% (51)

¢l L2 ry <

Since mq(a,) = dy, forn=1,..., N and lim,, 4., m1(z1) = cos @, the fundamental theorem of
calculus gives the identity

an d -
[ S (e — cosa)u o, 0)) dor =y = 2omiy
Qp—1 L1

forn=2,..., N, while

a g B
/ ((m1 (1) — cos oz)uz)d(xl,O)) dxy =17

o day
and
o d y N
— ((ma(x1) — cos @)u 4(21,0)) dawy = —YNTy-
an dl‘l
Observing that a%lu:’d = a%“;,d =v; gon (R\{a,...,an}) x {0}, we find that

d

o ((m1(z1) = cos a)uy, 4(w1,0)) = mi (z1)u; g(21,0) + (ma(21) — cosa)v; 4(z1)
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away from ai,...,ay. Therefore,

[oe]

/ (m’l(xl)u;d(xl, 0) + (m1(z1) — cosa)vy 4 acl dr; = Z'yn 7)) = «Tl.

It follows from , , the definition of &;, and [I8, Lemma 29| that

u:;,d(xla 0)
log }

= [ o omitde+ [ - cosapcdn - [ (eer.0) ) o)

log 5

oo C’ )
= V& - Vudr + / (mq — cosa)Cdxy + 7451 / |m/|? day
RL —o0 log 3 /-

for a constant Cy = Cy(cr, N, R) > 0. Hence

I 045 2 2
o T < Tlog T (2Bem) = [Vullqag) = lhms = cosalfay)
+ Vs - Vudx + / (my — cos )¢ dxq (52)
R2+ —00
045
< o T (2Be0m) — IVl — s - cosallfeqe))
V& e gr )+ 1<) 1Vl gy + 1 = cos ey
C4S 2 9
< o (2Ee(m) — IVl ey - llma fcosozHLg(R))

,/7TI‘ log +C
Y [T

where C5 = Cy + C3. If we choose s such that

Tha [m1 — cos a7z ),

7TF 205

2 2 - - 772
HVU||L2(R1) + [[ma = cosallz @) = logt  (logs)?’

then we obtain essentially the same inequality as in the proof of [I8, Theorem 28], except that we
must now consider the quantities Vu and m; — cosa jointly. The argument in the proof of 18
Theorem 28] still applies and yields s > Cé for some C = C (o, R, N, Cp). We keep following the
reasoning of [I8, Theorem 28] and obtain a constant Cs = Cg(a, N, R) such that

& T Cs
Vul?d / - 2y > o 8 53
/Ri |Vul? dx + _Oo(ml cosa)®dzy > log I~ (logd)? (53)

Next we use the first inequality in again, but with s = §. Combining it with , we obtain
a constant C7 = C7(a, N, R) such that

& 7wl Cy
V£5~Vudx+/ mp —cosa)(dry > —— — .
/]Rﬁ_ 700( ' )¢ d log:  (logd)?

Furthermore, the arguments in the proof of [I8, Theorem 28] give

oo C

_ 2 _ _ )2 < 8

/]Rz |Vu — V5| dx+/_oo(m1 cosa—()*dry < (Tog 0)? (54)
2

48



*
ua,d

for some constant Cg = Cs(a, N, R). Since & = u;; ;/|logd| in Q5(a), we deduce that
2 o c
Vu — d:E+/ (mlfcosafgfdxlg 8

~/Q§ (a) —00 (log 6)2 .
Now inequalities , 7 and imply that

1 o0
Vqux=O<):/ my — cosa)? dxy.
/fjl Bs(an,0) IV (log )2 _oo( )
We may combine this with (53]). We conclude that

T 1
Vul?dz > = __ 0] < > .
/Qa(a) Vel log (log6)?

Finally, this estimate, combined with the bound on E,(m), gives rise to the remaining inequality. [

log 5

We will also need some estimates for higher derivatives of critical points of E.. These will satisfy
an Euler-Lagrange equation that is most easily stated in terms of the lifting ¢ of a map m: R — St
Suppose that m = (cos ¢,sin ¢) is a critical point of E, and let v € H'(R%) be a solution of ,

. Then

€ = (cosa —cos¢ +u')sing in R. (55)
Here we use the shorthand notation u' for %(-70). We refer to our previous paper [19] for a
derivation. Equation can be expressed in terms of ¢, too, yielding
ou , .
= ¢ sin ¢.
02, ¢ sin ¢

For the functional without anisotropy, estimates for higher derivatives were obtained in [I8]
Lemma 11]. For the case ¢ = 1 (but with anisotropy term), the same arguments were used in [19]
Lemma 3.3]. Examining both proofs, it is easy to see that the following statement is true. (We do
not repeat the arguments here.)

Lemma 27. Let 0 <r <1’ < R’ < R. Then there exists a constant C (depending only on r' —r
and R — R') such that the following holds true. Let € >0 and J = (—R,—r) U (r, R). Suppose that
¢ € HY(J) and u € H'(B£(0) \ B,(0)) solve the system

Au=0 in B (0)\ B,(0),
ou .
aixz_(b sin ¢ OTLJX{O},

€ = (cosa—cosp+u')sing in J.

Further suppose that sin¢g # 0 in J. Then
/ VP s+ (662 4+ e(0/) 1+ co® ) + (¢! P sin? 6) v
B}, (0)\B,/(0)

(=R, —r")U(r',R")
< Ce/(¢/)2dx1 +C/ |Vul|? da.
J B} (0)\B,-(0)

The following statement relies on the Euler-Lagrange equation as well, but applies to minimisers
of the energy in M(a,d). The arguments here are similar to [19, Lemma 3.1]. The result is useful
above all in view of the condition sin ¢ # 0 in the preceding lemma.
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Lemma 28. Suppose that m € M (a,d) satisfies

Then my(x1) # 1 for all x1 € R\ {a1,...,an}.

Proof. Choose ¢: R — R such that m = (cos ¢, sin ¢). Then ¢ satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation
away from aq,...,ayn. Assume, by way of contradiction, that we have b € R\ {ay,...,an}
with sin ¢(b) = 0. Consider the initial value problem

e = (cosa — cos p + ') sinep,  w(b) = ¢(b), »'(b) =0.

Then ¢ = ¢(b) is the unique solution. The function ¢ also satisfies the differential equation and the
first initial condition. But clearly it cannot be constant, so we conclude that ¢'(b) # OE Adding a
multiple of 27 if necessary, we may assume that ¢(b) = 0 or ¢(b) = w. In the first case, we define

¢: R — R by

o ) é(xy)  ifrg <O,
¢(x1) N {—d)(l’l) if xr, > b.

Then m = (cos ¢,sin @) belongs to M(a,d) as well, and E.(¢) = E.(¢). Hence /m minimises the
energy in M (a,d) and g{) is a solution of the Euler-Lagrange equation away from aq,...,ay. We can
show, however, that solutions of this equation are necessarily smooth (see e.g. [16, Theorem 1.1]),
whereas qg is clearly not smooth at b. In the case ¢(b) = 7, we can use a similar construction and

obtain the same contradiction. Hence there is no point b € R\ {a1,...,an} with sin¢(b) =0. O

3.5 Proof of Theorem

As mentioned previously, we follow the arguments from [I8], Section 6] in the proof of Theorem
without repeating all of the details. In order to help the reader follow these arguments, we mimic
the presentation of the proof as well.

We fix a € Ay and d € {+1}". Set v,, = d,, —cosa for n = 1,..., N and recall the definition
I'= Zﬁf:l 72 in . Throughout the following arguments, we use the symbol C to indiscriminately
denote various constants depending only on «, N, and a, and occasionally on the exponent of an
LP-space used in the context.

Part of the proof requires a construction where we glue a ‘tail’ profile together with a number
of ‘core’ profiles (one for every n = 1,...,N). While the tail profile comes from the previously
constructed function w; ; (and is different from [18]), we use exactly the same core profile as in
the previous paper. This may seem somewhat inconsistent, as we neglect the anisotropy there,
but in the limit the difference will be invisible. The core profiles are minimisers of an auxiliary
functional E7*, see [18, Section 4]. Hence the quantities 7+ and EZ* are the same as in the other
paper. Furthermore, we now use the symbol e for the function e: {+1} — R defined in our previous
paper [I8, Definition 26] (and also mentioned in Theorem [1f) and called the ‘core energy’. To avoid
confusion, we do not use the exponential function any more.

3.5.1 Preparation
Recall the function

wp(x) = — arctan %

16This kind of argument was also used by Capella-Melcher-Otto [4].
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defined in Proposition (The same function is defined by a different formula in [I8].) Recall that

N N
* *
ua,d = Z TnlUa,, and va7d = Z YnVa,,
n=1 n=1

for the functions constructed in Section (see and the subsequent formulas). We also set
Haa(1) = v; 4(21,0). By [#2),

N
i a(1) = wl(je1 — anl).
n=1
Let r € (0,1/2] with r < p(a) (where p(a) is defined as in (@4))). For n =1,..., N, let

Ao = Wl (lax — an)).

k#n
As T is locally Lipschitz continuous in (0, 00), we find that
|Hg.a(x1) = A =l (Jz1 — an])| < Cr (56)

for z1 € [a, — 1, a, + 7). Also define

Wn = Z ViUa,y, (an’ 0)

k#n
Then by Proposition [23]
1
[ug 4(2) — W — Ynwo(T1 — @y, v2)| < Crlog - in B (a,,0) (57)
and .
|Vug 4 — v Vwo(r1 — an, x2)| < Clog - in B (a,,0). (58)

We define Wi(a, d) as in Section and

N N
Wa(a,d) = —WZ%M = _Wz Z’Vklynfqak — apl).
n=1

n=1k#n
If W is the function defined in Section [I.3] then by Proposition 22}

N
W(a,d) = Wi(a,d) + Wa(a,d) — wlo » _ 77 = ~Wi(a,d). (59)

n=1

3.5.2 A lower bound for the interaction energy

We first want to prove that

N
T 1
liin\"iglf ((log 5)? Mi(r(fd) E, - % log ) > Z e(dn) + Wi(a,d).
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First step: use minimisers Similarly to [20, Proposition 1], we conclude that E. has minimisers
me in M(a,d). Clearly it suffices to consider these minimisers. We claim that

T 1
lim sup <(10g 8)2E.(m¢) — r log > < 0.
N0 2 1)

In order to prove this, we first consider the case where a,, € (—1,1) for n =1,..., N. Then we can
apply the results from our previous paper [18], in particular Proposition 27, which states that there
exist a constant Cy and m. € M(a,d) with m¢; = cos« outside of (—1,1) such that

1
€ 112 1 .19 [’ Co
< doy + = [ Va2 de < ,
2[1|m€| x1+2/ﬂ§2| el x_210g%+(10g5)2

+

where 4. € Hl(Ri) solves (|14)), for 7, instead of m. Let 0, € H! (R2) be the harmonic
extension of m¢ — cosa to Ri (so that 4. and 0. are conjugate harmonic functions). Theorem 28
and Remark 31 in [I8] imply (by the dyadic decomposition argument of Struwe [37]) that for any
p € [1,2), the following inequality holds true:

1
€ ~ 112 ~ 112 ¢
5[1|m2| Ao + VOl (5 0)) = Togaye:

Standard trace theorems for Sobolev spaces then imply that

! c
/_1%61 — cos a)2 dry < (Tog 32"

Hence
al’ C

< .
~ 2log 3 + (log §)2

For any other a € Ay, we may scale the domain such that we are in the above situation and
observe that the stray field energy does not change under such scaling. The exchange energy and
the anisotropy energy will change (one of them will decrease and the other increase), but only by a
factor depending on a. As both of them are of order 1/(log §)?, we still obtain an inequality of the
same form, albeit for a different constant C'.

Ee(me) < Ee(me)

Second step: prove convergence away from the walls By Theorem [26| and Proposition
we have a sequence €, \, 0 such that the functions wr = u,, log i satisfy wr — w weakly in

H'(Q4(a)) N WP (RY) for all s > 0 and p € [1,2), where w € u , + H'(R%) and 6 = ¢;log L.

ocC
Moreover, by Theorem we may choose this subsequence such that uy = (m,, 1 —cos a)log 6% — U

weakly in L?(R) for some p € L*(R).

But we have in fact better convergence: Lemma [27) and Theorem [26| imply that wy, — w weakly
in H?(Br(0) N Q4(a)) for any R,s > 0 and pr — p in the strong L> and weak H' sense in
(—R,R)\ UnNzl(an — 8,an + s) for any s > 0. (We can use Lemmaﬁ here because of Lemma )
Furthermore,

lim sup ((logék)Qek/ (o2 )? da:1> < 0.

k (—R»R)\Ule(an—s,an-i-S)
By the Euler-Lagrange equation,
: ‘ /6/ 1 \{ }
U, + COS @ — COS P = in R\ {ay,...,an}.
e <= sin o 1y+-+, AN
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It follows that w},(-,0) — pur — 0 in the distribution sense in R\ {a1,...,an}. Since by the trace
theorem, w}(-,0) — w'(-,0) as distributions in R, and since u; — p weakly in L?(R), we conclude
that w'(-,0) = pin R\ {ay,...,ay}. Clearly Aw = 0 in R%. If we write g—l_“; for the distribution

on R such that for any n € C§°(R2),

*° Jw
—ndxr; = —/ Vw - Vndz,
o) 0z2 Ri
then the equations %%;‘ = —puj, and the weak I/Vlf)f -convergence for p < 2 imply that g—;‘; = —u in

the sense of distributions.
We claim that only the function uy, 4 has these properties. In order to prove this claim, set

f=w—uj ;and h = p—p; ;. Then f € H'(R2), h € L*(R), and Af = 0 in RZ. Moreover, f' = h
in R\ {a1,...,ayx}. But since f(-,0) € H/?(R) cannot have any jumps, this implies that f’ = h
in all of R. We also know that % = —h' on R x {0} in the sense that

/ hy dxy = — Vf-Vndz
—o0 ]Ri_

for any n € Cg° (@) If g denotes the conjugate harmonic function to f such that Vg = V- f, then

/ hn' dzy = / Vtg-Vndr = lim Vtg - Vnde = — lim/ 99 (1, s)n(z1, s) dzy
Rx {0} R2 N0 JRx (s5,00) sNO J_ o 011
o an
=1i — dry = "dxy.
S0 NS 9@, s)8x1 (21, 5) das /RX{O} g e

Thus after adding a suitable constant, we find that g = h and a% g =gonRx{0}. As g is harmonic,
the last identity, combined with an integration by parts, implies that fRi |Vg|?dz = — fR g2 dx.
That is, g = 0 in R%, and hence w = u} ; and p = p} ;. As we have thus identified unique limits,
the above convergence holds in fact not just for the sequences wy and pg, but for the full families
uc|log d| and (me; — cos )| log d], in the same sense, as € \ 0.

We conclude in particular that

/ |V 4|* de < liminf | (log 5)2/ |Vu,|? dx
Q- (a) ' eNo Q,(a)

oo

and

/ (uZ,d)2 dx; < ligiiglf ((logé)Q/

— 00 —0Q0

(M1 — cos ) dx1> .
Note also that for every r € (0,1/2] with r < p(a),

Cr+o(1)
log%

VoI (1) + A
log %

‘md(an +7r)—cosa—
by and the above convergence.

Third step: rescale the cores Fix n € {1,...,N}, r € (0,p(a)] and consider the rescaled
functions m. : R — S and @, : Ri — R defined by

™
Il

me(z1) = me(rer + ayn), () = u(rey + ap, res),

S e
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Then the arguments from the first half of p. 475 in [I8] apply, the only difference being that some of
the right-hand sides of the estimates need to be multiplied by log %, due to the appearance of this
factor in (58). We then apply [18, Corollary 21] to y = d,,, with

1
v =dpvn, n=Crlog - +0(1), and ¢ =d,(An+71I(r))+Cr+o(1).

This eventually gives the inequality

antr 1 1
(log §)? e/ Im’|? dxy —|—/ |Vue|? dx | — 72 (log = — log —
an—r B} (an,0) 6 r

1 1
> 2e(dy) — 27y n — 2021 (1) + 2772 log — —Crlog——o(1)
r
1
> 2e(d,) — 2V An — 270Y2 1y — Cr log - —o(1).
(The last inequality comes from Lemma [20])

Fourth step: combine the estimates We can now adapt the arguments on p. 476 in [I§] to
our unconfined model, recalling identity . The desired lower bound follows.

3.5.3 An upper bound for the interaction energy

We now want to prove the inequality

N
lim su logd)? inf E,— 10 > < n) + Wia,d
6\0p<( gd)* inf g~ g )-

First step: glue energy minimising cores into the tail profile Define

. An + Yl (1)
" mlogy

Then we define certain profiles m. and approximate stray field potentials @, with the same formulas

as on p. 477 of [I8]. The functions ua 4 and ua 4 appearing in this construction are as in Section

while /L »and u ‘ are as in the other paper [I8]. Furthermore, the function wu,: R — R is
15)

the solution of ., for m. instead of m. In the rest of the proof, we estimate the energy of
me, showing that it provides the desired bounds.

Second step: estimate the magnetostatic energy in terms of 4. The Laplacian A4, satisfies
the same formula as in our previous paper [I§]. But in the subsequent estimates, the inequalities
(72) and (73) of [I8] have to replaced by and (58). This means that the additional factor log
appears in some of the estimates. This eventually leads to the conclusion that

Cr?/P=1log L +0(1)
log%

At ez < (60)

for any fixed p < co. We can still use [I8, Theorem 22] to conclude that

¥ log |21] < o(1

"(x1) —cosa + <
e (1) log 3 log

)
1
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for any z; € [—%,—%] U %, %] We now combine this estimate with (56) and Lemma For
z1 € [an — 3, an — 5] U an + 5, an + 3, this gives rise to:

Ja— * x
‘(1 — Ry )l (xl an) +d, kT —cosa — La’d( )
n/He/r n 1
T logg
o log [Z1=anl M+ (|21 — an C 1
= (175;) COSO{*’yfgilr +dnK'f:L*COSO[7 +’yl (|II:11 a |) + 7‘1+(i( ) (61)
0og 5 0g 5 0g 5

Tn IOg% . An +’YnIO

Cr+o(1)  Cr+o(1)
log% log% '

log % ~ log %

T
RpYn —

The next arguments are similar to our previous paper [18] again, but with two adaptations: first,
we will need to multiply some of the terms in the estimates with log %, because we use and
instead of (72) and (73) in [I§]. Second, when we restrict the functions u. and . to a half-disk in
Rf_, we need to make sure that all the Néel walls are included.

Therefore, we fix R > 1 such that ay,...,an € Br/2(0). We now have the inequality

Cr¥/r=llog L 4+ o(1)

A= ) € g (62)
for an arbitrary fixed p € (1,2), and still
0 . C+o(1)
‘ a—(u6 — Ue) S (63)

The support of A(u,—1,) is contained in Uf:[:l B (ay,0) and the support of 6%2 (ue—1e) is contained

in ngl(an —r,a, + 7). Thus we conclude that

Crlogl +o(1)

R T

)

where M (IR?) is the space of Radon measures on R?. Hence by well-known estimates for the Poisson
equation with source term in M(R?), we find the estimate

Clog+ +o(1)

e 2/q—1
IV (e ue)||Lq(B;.;(o)) < rH 10g%

for an arbitrary fixed ¢ € [1,2). By the arguments in [I8], we have the inequality

Clog 1 +o(1
||vﬁ5||Lq(B;(O)) < Rz/qu.

1
IOgE
Hence o . )
log = + o1
Vel ;. <RYe 1z _or 7 64
Vu ||L (BE(0)) = log% (64)
Setting

we now compute
/ \Vu5|2dx:/ Vﬂ€~VuEda:—/ (ue—ﬂe)i(ue—ﬂe)dm—i—/ (ue—T) Adic dz. (65)
R% RZ (—R,R)x {0} Oz R2
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By the Holder inequality, the trace theorem, and , we obtain
e = el (an-rian+ry < CT*7 2T ue = el oo (- .1y
Clog + + o(1)
log 5

Y

< Crzfz/qHVUeHLq(B;) < COr2—2/ag2/a-1

and since we have inequality , we obtain

2-2/q g L 1
7/ (ue *ﬁé)i(ue *ﬁe) dzy, < Rz/qil cr o T2+O( )
(—R,R)x{0} Oy (log )

Moreover, as the support of At is included in ngl B (an,0) C Br(0), the Holder inequality and
Sobolev embedding theorem, combined with and 7 yield

Cr2/P=(logr)? + o(1)
(log 6)*
2p

For p = % and g = e %, identity and the above inequalities imply that

/ Vu \Zda:</ Va2 do + VRSB +0(1).
R2 - Jr2 (log )2

/ (ue — ) Al dx < R*72/p
R2

2
Hence

1 [ 1 log7)? + o(1
E.(m.) < 5/ <e|m;|2 + (Mme1 — cos 04)2) dxi + 5/ |V |? do + \/ﬁcﬁ( og )" + of ) (66)
=

(log 6)*

—o0
Third step: estimate ||V1]6||L2(R3r) Identity [I8] (91)] remains true here. The subsequent calcu-
lations in [I§] still work, but instead of [18, (92)] we now obtain

Crlog L 1
(1 — k)2 |Vl |12 Crlog +o(1)

~ 2
[Viell7 - Wz oy o) + (log 0)2

(Bf (an,0)) =

By the above definition of k7, the same calculations as on p. 481 of [I8] now yield the estimate

N
1
|Vﬂe|2d:r§7/ Va2 dr + / T, [ de
/Ri (l0g0)? Jo,@) ™ n; sto)

N
B 27 (An +YuI(r))  Crlogt +o(1)
Z (log0)? (logd)?

(67)

n=1

Fourth step: estimate the exchange energy The calculations here are the same as in [I§],
but as inequality (73) there is replaced by in the current article, the first inequality on p. 482
in [I8] becomes

Cy/rlogt +0(1).

log 4 5

d *
1—k] dliz/r Ty —an ) mﬂa,d(ﬂcl)
r dxq r log%

L2(Ty)

(Incidentally, the set 77 should be defined as T = (a,, — 3, a,, — 5) U (ay + 5,an + %), not as
stated in [18].) Since the core profiles y{, used here are exactly the same as in [18], we can use [18)
Theorem 17] to estimate them. Furthermore, we have inequality . Thus we find that

E & /12 d:vl 6/7‘ 0(1)
2/_00 |2 dzy = Z/l L o+ (68)
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Extra step: estimate the anisotropy energy For the problem studied here, we need to esti-
mate the anisotropy energy as well, of course. Fortunately, this is rather straightforward. Owing to
inequality (61]), we can immediately conclude that

” (s — cosa)? day — L/Oo . 2 Cr +o(1)
/ (me1 — cosa)®dry = (Tog 3 )2 _m(umd) dxy + (Togd)Z - (69)

—00

Here we also use the fact that ¢, (in the definition of m.; in [I8]) is supported in the set Ui\[:l T,
of measure N7/2 and ||p}; 4llzrr) < C by Lemma

Combining , (67]), 7 and ( ., we obtain (using the notation of [18]):

1 2 "Yn
Es(me) S 2(10g§)2/ ( |Vuad| d:chZ lnf E/T’

n—1 My,

N
Y (A + 01 (7)) 1 > C/r(logr)? + o(1)
a nzz:l (log)? i 2(log 6)? / (13.a)*dos + VR (log 0)2 ’

Fifth step: estimate the core energy This is exactly the same as on p. 483 of [I§].

Sixth step: combine the estimates It follows that

1 1 [
ogdPEu(m) < 5 [ |Vug P dat / (1.0)" dos
Qr(a) —00
+710 g——log —i—Z n—i—Wgad—ﬂIOZ%

n=1

+ CVRr(logr)? + o(1).
Thus by and ,

(log 0)*E.(m¢) < W(a,d) + log + Z )+ CVRr(logr)? + o(1).
When we pass to the limit  — 0, this proves the upper bound and completes the proof of Theorem [g]

3.6 Renormalised energy, separation and ['-convergence

Now that the proof of Theorem [§] is complete, the theory for the unconfined model is at the same
stage as it has been developed for the confined model in our previous paper [I8]. As discussed in the
introduction, the model also permits counterparts to the further results from Subsection [I.2] For-
tunately, the proofs require few fundamentally new ideas, and therefore, we can keep this discussion
relatively short.

We also prove Proposition [0 here. For this purpose, we analyse the renormalised energy in the
unconfined case. First, we need the following result, which is similar to Lemma For a € Ay,
recall the quantity p(a), defined in (44)), as it will appear in this statement.

Lemma 29. Let N > 2 and Agp € R for 1 <k <l < N, and let f: Ay — R be defined by

f(a) = — Z Akgl(az — ak), a€ Ayn.

1<k<t<N
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LIf Y gcneoer Are < 0 for all K,L € {1,...,N} with K < L, then infs, f > —oo and
f(a) = oo as p(a) — 0.

2. If there exists K < L such that ZK<,€<Z<L Ay > 0, then there exists a sequence (a(i))ieN mn
Ay such that p(a®) — 0 and f(a'?) = —oc0 as i — oco.

Proof. We follow the arguments in the proof of Lemma pointing out only the differences (which
are concerned with the possibility that p(a) may be unbounded).

For statement [1, we proceed, as before, by induction. For N = 2, the statement follows from
the properties of I proved in Lemma In the induction step, we consider an arbitrary sequence
(a(i))ieN in Ay (not necessarily satisfying p(a(i)) — 0, because we also make a statement about the

infimum of f over Ay) and we distinguish two cases.
Case A: limsup,_, (a%) - agi)) = oo. We partition {1,..., N} into Agi) and Ag) with Agi) =
{1,...,n}, Agi) = {n® +1,..., N} such that ag()i)ﬂ - ag()i) — 00 as ¢ — oo. We may assume
that the inequalities 2 < n(? < N — 2 hold for all values of i or for none; if necessary, we pass

to a subsequence with this property. In the first case, we conclude that \Agi)\ > 2 and |A§i)| > 2.
Otherwise, they will satisfy [A”)]| =1 or [AY] = 1.

Case A.1: [AY],|AY| > 2. Then

f(a(i)) - _ Z Apel(ay @) _ z)) Z AkZI(aE,i) — a,(:)) — Z AkZI(aE,i) — a,(:)).

1<k<e<n(®) n() <k<l<N keAﬁ”,éeAg”

Since 2 < |A(z l, \A(l | < N, by induction, we know that the first two terms are uniformly bounded
below. The last term converges to 0 by Lemma E Moreover, if p(al”) — 0, then at least one of

l) or A( has points that collide as i — co. Thus, by induction, f(a(?)) — oo as i — oco.
Case A.2: |A§i)| =1or |A§i)| = 1. Without loss of generality, we may assume that |Agi)| =1 and
N > \Ag)| > 2. Then

N
Fa)y == 37 Awlay —ai’) =Y~ Aul(a)” —a”).
2<k<¢<N =2
The conclusion follows as in Case [A1]

Case B: limsup;_, . (ag\i,) - agi)) < co. As f is translation invariant, we may assume that a(l) =0
for all i € N. Then we use the arguments in Lemma since I(t) behaves like log sast—0.

For statement [2| we use the same arguments as in Lemma [T1] O

For the proof of Proposition [0} we require the following lemma.

I'(2t)

Lemma 30. The function (0,00) — (%, %), t= o is well-defined and bijective.

Proof. By , a change of variables implies

o] 2 [es} 2
/ / o S —st 25t S —st
2[(2t)—](t)—/0 32+1(e /0 <52—|—1 52+4)6 ds > 0,

/ / o o 82 —st __ —2st o 4‘92 —st
8I'(2t) = I'(t) = | 52—0—1(6 | $2+1 el ds < 0.
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Since I’ < 0 in (0,00), then % < I;,((Qtt)) < 3 in (0,00). By (32), another change of variables gives

o0 82 o0 t282 o0
31 (t) = -3 e tds = — ———e *ds — — s?e ds = —2 ast— oo,
0 52 +1 0 32 + t2 0

oo 2 oo 2 o
t]l(t) = —t/ 2S+ 1678t dS = —/ ﬁ@is dS — —/ 675 dS =1 ast — O7
o 9§ o § 0

by the dominated convergence theorem. In particular, we have lim;_,q 11'/(7(2;)) = % and lim;_, o II/,((Qtt)) =

i. By the intermediate value theorem, the function ¢ s I'(2t)/I’(t) attains every value in (%, 1).
In order to prove injectivity, we consider the function f(t) = I'(2t) — qI'(t) for a fixed q € (3, 3).
We also consider ¢y > 0 with f(t9) = 0. By computations similar to the above, we may write

flto) = /000 g(s)e 5" ds,

where
2 2

2
gs s s 9
= - 8¢g—1)—(1-2 .
96)= 5 Tt T 2 E D21 D) (8 —1) = (1 -29)s7)
We note that 8¢ — 1 > 0 and 1 — 2¢ > 0. Hence there exists o > 0 such that g(s) > 0 for s < o and
g(s) <0 for s > o. Therefore (o — s)g(s) > 0 for all s # o. Next we compute

f(to) = —/0 sg(s)e 5 ds > fcr/o g(s)e s ds = —a f(tg) = 0.

To summarise, if f(tg) = 0, then f'(¢g) > 0. Of course it follows that f can have at most one zero.
Thus for any ¢ € (%, 3), there exists exactly one ¢y > 0 such that I'(2to) /I’ (to) = g. O
Proof of Proposition[d The first two statements are consequences of Lemmas [T2] and

For statement (3] if N = 3, assume that a € As is a critical point of W(-,d). Then a satisfies
two equations: I'(az — a1) = I'(as — az) and I'(az — a1) = —221'(as — az). As I' is increasing (see
Lemma , we deduce that as — a; = az — a2 = t (i.e., the points a are equidistributed). Thus,
the existence of a is equivalent to the existence of a solution of I'(2t) = cI'(t) with ¢ = —22.

Suppose that d; = 1. By Lemma the equation I'(2t) = ¢I’(t) has a solution if, and only if,
% <c< % Moreover, this solution is unique. Hence W (-, d) has a critical point exactly under these
conditions, and the critical point is unique. Since ¢ = — % = %, the above inequalities hold true
if, and only if| —% < cosa < —%, which corresponds to the range of angles a given in Proposition @
For d; = —1, the arguments are analogous. Moreover, these critical points are not minimisers.
Indeed, W(-,d) does not have any minimiser, since statement |2| implies that inf 4, W(:,d) = —o0
for dy cosa < f%.

For statement |4} we first consider the case N =2 and o € (0, 7). By Lemma we know that
I’ < 0, so I does not have any critical point and neither does W(-,d). In the general case, we
only consider the case where dj cosa > 0, as the arguments are the same in the other case. This is

equivalent to 0 < |y1] < |7y2l.

Case A: N is odd. Then, given a € Ay, we compute
1 oW (-,d)
™y Oay

According to Lemma we know that I'(a, —a1) < I'(apt1 —a1) < 0 for 2 <n < N —1. The

assumption |y;| < |y2| then implies that either all terms of the form voI'(a, —a1) + 711 (an+1 — a1)
(for n even) give a positive contribution to the above sum, or all give a negative contribution. In

(a) = (v2I'(az — ar) + mI'(as —ar)) + -+ (v2l'(an—1 — a1) + I’ (an — a1)).

particular, %‘Z’d) # 0 for every a € Ay, and W (-,d) can have no critical points.
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Case B: N is even. In this case, we have one additional term at the end of the above sum, which is
~YoI'(any —a1). Tt has the same sign as the sum of the other terms. Thus, the conclusion holds. [

We now turn to the separation and I'-convergence result in the unconfined case (the counterparts
of Theorem W| and Corollary . Writing m = (cos ¢,sin¢) : R — S!, we recall that we sometimes
write E.(¢) instead of E.(m). Note that a finite energy configuration E.(m) has the property that
mi — cosa € Hl(R). In particular, m; — cosa as x1 — +oo. With some abuse of notation, we
express this fact as my(+o00) = cosa. This implies that mg also has a limit at +oo, which belongs
to {£sina}. Therefore, any continuous lifting ¢ of m has limits at +o00, belonging to 277Z + a.

When € Y\ 0, we expect to find limit configurations given by piecewise constant functions ¢ :
R — 277Z + « with finite total variation. A lot of the terminology from Subsection is adapted
to this situation in an obvious manner. We therefore use it here as well, including in particular the
notation ¢(¢g) and n(¢pg) for a function ¢y as above.

Theorem 31. The following holds true.

1. Compactness and Separation. Suppose that (¢c)eso is a family of continuous functions in
R such that ¢p.(—00) = o and ¢(+00) € 27Z + « for all € > 0. Suppose that

limsup |log €| Ec(¢.) < 0.
N0

Then there exist a sequence of numbers e, \, 0 and a function ¢g : R — 2nZ + « of finite total
variation such that ¢., — ¢o in L (R). If N = 1(¢o) and On < o < m—0x, and if inequality

loc

18 satisfied, then ¢q is simple.
2. Lower bound. Let (¢c)eso be a family of continuous functions in R such that ¢.(—o0) = ta,
¢e(+00) € 27Z £ « for all € > 0 and ¢p. — ¢o in LE (R) for some simple, piecewise constant

loc

limit ¢g : R — 27Z + . Suppose that (a,d) is the transition profile of ¢po and N = v(¢g).

Then
n(¢o) N Yoney eldn) + W(a,d) 0( 1 )
-
(log 5)

3. Upper bound. If ¢y : R — 27Z + « is simple with transition profile (a,d), and if N = (),
then there exists a family (¢c)eso of continuous functions in R such that ¢.(—o0) = *a,
¢e(+00) € 2nZ + , p — ¢o in L2(R) and

Buo)) < 1) | Xaly e(dn) + W(a,d) +0< L ) .
- logg (log 3)° (log 3)°

E€ € Z
% ol T g

The proof follows the same arguments as the proofs of Theorem [ and Corollary [f] Since these
arguments are based on Propositions (13| and we need to discuss why they are, mutatis mutandis,
still valid in the unconfined case.

e A version of Proposition T3] for the unconfined model can be proved with the same arguments.
The proof is now based on Lemmas [12| and [29| and the fact that I(Ja; — ar|) < 1 whenever
lag — ag| > 1.

e The proof of Proposition [16| relies mostly on theory from [I8], the counterpart of which for the
unconfined model has been developed above. The additional ingredient is the energy estimate
of Lemma (which is used in Lemma which in turn feeds into Lemma (17| and finally
Proposition [16)). The inequality of Lemma however, is easier in the unconfined case and
follows immediately from Proposition
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There is one result in [I§] that has not explicitly been adapted to the unconfined case in
this paper, but is used in the proof of Proposition (via Lemma as well. This is [18]
Lemma 13]. It is readily checked, however, that the arguments for this result carry over to
the unconfined model.

Corollary [7} on the other hand, cannot be generalised directly to the unconfined model. This

becomes evident when we compare statement [3 with the results of Proposition [0} Even if o € O,
the function W(-,d%) does not have a minimiser in general (or perhaps it never does). Hence a
result such as statement [3| in Corollary [7] is inconceivable in the unconfined model.

Of course, Theorem [31]still gives some information about topological Néel walls in the unconfined

model, but this information will be less useful than in the confined case, because we have to expect
that part of the topology will disappear at oo in the limit.
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