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STABILITY AND MINIMALITY OF THE BALL FOR
ATTRACTIVE-REPULSIVE ENERGIES WITH PERIMETER
PENALIZATION

MARCO BONACINI AND THSAN TOPALOGLU

ABSTRACT. We consider perimeter perturbations of a class of attractive-repulsive energies,
given by the sum of two nonlocal interactions with power-law kernels, defined over sets with
fixed measure. We prove that there exists curves in the perturbation-volume parameters
space that separate stability/instability and global minimality/non-minimality regions of
the ball, and provide a precise description of these curves for certain interaction kernels. In
particular, we show that in small perturbation regimes there are (at least) two disconnected
regions for the mass parameter in which the ball is stable, separated by an instability region.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this note we consider the following minimization problem among sets of finite perimeter
E c R? with fixed volume (d-dimensional Lebesgue measure) |E| = V:

min{]—}(E): ECRY |E| = v}, (1.1)

where the functional F. is a perimeter perturbation of a prototypical attractive-repulsive
energy defined via power-law kernels

F(E) :zeP(E)—i—/E/EWdazdy—i—/E/E\x—y\ﬁdxdy, a€ (0,d), 5>0. (1.2

Here P(FE) denotes the perimeter of the set F in the sense of Caccioppoli-De Giorgi. For
notational convenience we write

J-(F) = / / |z — y|? dz dy, for o > —d. (1.3)
EJE

With this notation F.(E) = e P(E) + J-o(E) + J3(E).

Introduced in [BCT18], purely nonlocal interaction energies of the form J_o(E) + J3(F)
arise in descriptions of systems of uniformly distributed interacting particles, in particular
in models of collective behavior of many-agent systems related to swarming (see e.g. [BT11,
FHK11, TBLO6]). From a physical point of view, the inclusion of a surface penalization in
swarming or aggregation models is rather natural since in most physical and biological systems
one would like to minimize the interaction between the bulk and the void. The goal of this
note is to characterize the parameter regimes (V,¢) in which the ball is stable or a global
minimizer of the functional F.
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Energies that include various combinations of the terms appearing in (1.2) have been widely
studied in the literature. For the purely nonlocal interaction energy Fo = J— + J3, in the
large volume regime, in [F1.21] the authors proved that for all 5 > 0 and 0 < o < d — 1
there is a threshold Vpan € (0,00) such that the ball with volume V is the only (up to
translation) minimizer of Fy for V' > Wyup. It is also observed in [FL21], for a € [d — 1,d)
balls are never minimizers. Concerning the small volume regime, in [BCT18] it is shown that
for 5 = 2 and a € [d — 2,d) the energy Fy does not admit a minimizer for V sufficiently
small. In [FL18] the same is proved for d = 3, & = 1, and any § > 0. In a recent joint
work with Cristoferi [BCT24], we investigate the stability and local optimality of the ball, and
characterize the exact range of volumes for which the ball is a volume-constrained stable set
for Fy (in the sense of nonnegativity of the second variation of the energy with respect to
smooth perturbations of the boundary of the ball). Moreover, we prove that the strict stability
of the ball yields its (quantitative) local minimality among sets with the same volume and
whose boundary is contained in a small uniform neighborhood of the boundary of the ball.

The energy P(E) + J-o(E), on the other hand, appears in Gamow’s liquid drop model
for the atomic nucleus [Gam30]. As a prototypical geometric variational problem, where the
competition between attraction and repulsion creates a dichotomy of existence and nonex-
istence depending on the volume constraint |E| = V, this model has received significant
interest in the last two decades (see [CMT17,Fra23] for a review). Indeed, for any a € (0,d)
and for V sufficiently small the energy P(F) + J_o(E) admits the ball as unique minimizer.
On the other hand for V sufficiently large the energy does not admit a minimizer. We re-
fer to [BC14, CR25, FEM ™15, FN21, KM14] for these results. More relevant to our work,
in [BC14,FFM " 15] the authors investigate the stability of the ball. In particular, they estab-
lish a general criterion which states that critical configurations with positive second variation
are L'-local minimizers of the energy P(E) + J_o(E) for a € (0,d). Moreover these config-
urations satisfy a stability inequality with respect to the L'-norm. As a result, this criterion
provides the existence of a (explicitly determined) critical threshold determining the interval
of volumes for which the ball is a local minimizer.

A combination of isoperimetric and attractive-repulsive energies of the form (1.2) (possibly
with fractional perimeter) has already been investigated by Ascione in [Asc22]. There the
author first proves that for d > 2, a € (0,d), 8 > 0 the problem (1.1) admits a minimizer
for € and V sufficiently large, and then establishes that there exists a constant Vy > 0 and a
function £(V') such that the ball of volume V' is the unique (up to translations) minimizer of
the problem (1.1) for any ¢ > &(V) and V' > .

In a recent preprint [RWW24], Ren, Wang, and Wei consider a similar problem in R?. For
E C R? with |E| = V, they study the stability of a single disk for the energy functional

1
EP(E)—27T/E/Elog|x—y|dxdy—|—/E/E|x—y|2dxdy.

In particular, they prove that for V' > 1/4, the disk of area V is stable for every ¢ > 0

whereas for V' < 1/4 it is stable for e > ;' (%)3/2 and unstable for £ < 7‘;1(¥)3/2, where

Yy o= (max {W n = 2})_1. Here we establish a similar result for more general

power-law kernels in any dimension d > 2.

In the following, it will be convenient to normalize the volume constraint and to work with

sets having the fixed mass |E| = wy, where wy := |B;| denotes the volume of the ball in R?

with radius 1. By a simple scaling argument this amounts to introducing a parameter m = W—Vd
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FIGURE 1. Numerical plots of the curve e(m) dividing the stability /instability
regions for the unit ball B; as in Theorem 1.1; the ball is unstable in the shaded
region. Left: the case f > 5, (d =3, a =1, = 30). Right: the case f < (.
(d=3,a=1, p=4). Here g, = 22.

in the functional F.. Namely,

AA()"0) - () e

Wd Wd
where
Fem(E) = eP(E) + mld-otb/d 7 (E) 4 mdA+0/d 7,(E) (1.4)

for E C R? with |E| = wg. This heuristically shows that for fixed (small) ¢ we expect two
disconnected regions of stability of the ball of volume V. Indeed, when m is small, the energy
Fem is dominated by the perimeter term for which the ball is the global minimizer whereas
for m large it is dominated by the attractive nonlocal energy J3 which is also minimized
globally by a ball. Precisely, we establish the following as our main result.

Theorem 1.1 (Stability of By). Let d > 2, a € (0,d — 1), § > 0. For every m > 0 there
exists e(m) = 0 such that the unit ball By is stable for the functional Fe ., if and only if
e = e(m). The function m — e(m) is continuous, £(0) = 0, e(m) > 0 for m € (0,m,) and
e(m) =0 for m > m,, where m, is defined by

ald—a)2d+2+8) J-a(B)\7 .
— lfﬁ)ﬁ*a
e = ma(d, o, B) = ( Bld+p)(2d+2—a) jﬁ(Bl)) d (5)
afld—a)2d—a)(d—1+p8) T o(By)\F .
< Bd+A)dtB)d—1—-a) jg<Bl>> 6 < b
and
8. = Bu(d,a) = S4F2H A1) (1.6)

d—1—«

See Figure 1 for numerical plots of the curve e(m) in the two cases f > (. and f <
B«. Stability in the previous theorem should be interpreted as the nonnegativity of the
second variation of the functional F; ,, with respect to volume-preserving perturbations of
By (see Section 2). The proof of Theorem 1.1 follows by combining Proposition 2.3 and
Proposition 2.9, and is based on the analysis of the sign of the quadratic form associated to
the second variation, exploiting a spherical harmonics expansion in the spirit of [FFM*15].
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In the case 8 > [, a more precise and explicit description of the function £(m) is available,
see Proposition 2.10. The case < f, is significantly more involved, since the function £(m)
is defined as the supremum of an infinite family of curves; we discuss conjectures about its
behavior that are supported by numerical evidence in Section 4.

By Theorem 1.1 we have in particular that the ball By is always stable for all m > m.,
for all € > 0; the constant m, has indeed been characterized in [BCT24] as the stability
threshold of By for the functional Fg ,,, without the perimeter perturbation. On the other
hand, denoting by €, := max;,>0 £(m), we have that B; is stable for all € > ¢, for all values of
m. For a fixed ¢ < e, there are instead (at least) two disconnected regions for the parameter
m in which the ball is stable, separated by an instability region.

As is common in minimization problems for functionals given by the sum of a perimeter
term and a bulk term, the strict stability of B is expected to imply its local minimality
among sets that are close to the ball in the L'-topology — that is, sets whose symmetric
difference with B; has sufficiently small volume. This has been established for Gamow’s
model in [BC14, FEM T 15]; for the functional Fy, due to the lack of the regularizing effect
from the perimeter term, we have shown in [BCT24] that the strict stability of B; ensures
its local minimality among sets whose boundaries lie within a small uniform neighbourhood
of the boundary of By. Nevertheless, we do not pursue this question further here.

Regarding global minimizers, we prove the existence of solutions of (1.1) for all values
of € and V (see Proposition 3.1), via a compactness result due to Frank and Lieb [FL15]
combined with the confining effect of the attraction term. Then we simply collect results
from the seminal papers by Figallli, Fusco, Maggi, Morini, and Millot [FFM"15], and by
Frank and Lieb [FL21] to obtain the following for the rescaled energy F ,,:

Theorem 1.2 (Global minimality of B;y). Let d > 2, a € (0,d — 1), 8 > 0. Then there
exists a function epan(m) = 0, with epan(m) — 0 as m — 0T, such that the unit ball By
is a global minimizer of F. ., if and only if € > epan(m). Moreover, there exists a constant
Mpal = Mpan(d, @, 5) > 0 such that epan(m) > 0 for m € (0, mpan) and epan(m) = 0 for
m = Mpall-

Denoting €} ;, = max;,>0 epall(m), we see that By is the global minimizer of F. ,, for all
e > e}y and for all values of m. If ¢ < &}, then there are instead (at least) two disconnected
regions for the parameter m where the ball is a global minimizer.

In the rest of the paper we will always assume that o € (0,d — 1) and § > 0 are fixed
parameters. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we study the second variation of
the functional F; ,, at the unit ball B; and we prove in particular Theorem 1.1. We discuss
global minimizers in Section 3, which contains the proof of Theorem 1.2. In Section 4 we
provide some additional numerical insights on the shape of the stability curve e(m).

2. STABILITY OF THE BALL

In this section we discuss the volume-constrained stability of the unit ball By for the family
of functionals F; ,, introduced in (1.4). Given a set E with finite volume and finite perimeter,
we say that E is a volume-constrained stationary set for F.,, if the first variation of the
energy at E along any volume-preserving flow induced by any vector field X € C°(R?; R?)
is zero, i.e., if

d

= Fem(@4(E))li=o = 0,
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where ®; is such that %@t(l‘) = X(Py(x)), Po(z) = x, and satisfies |®,(F)| = |E| for all
t. The set I is a volume-constrained stable set for F. ., if it is stationary and in addition
the second variation at E along a volume-preserving flow induced by any vector field X is
nonnegative, i.e., if
d2
S Fem ()i > 0

where @, is as before.
2.1. Stability of the ball. The ball By is a volume-constrained stationary set for F ,, since

OBy has constant mean curvature and the potential [ B, |x—y|? dy is constant for any z € 0B;.
In order to study the stability of B; we introduce the following quadratic form:

Qfs,m(u) =& |:/ |V7u|2 dHT — (d— 1)/ u? de_1:|
0B1 B,

o 2
+ (d-akD)/d [_/ / @) Zulo)]” g3g-1 ggqa1 +62a7831/ ? de—l} (2.1)
8B; JoB; ‘CU y’ 0B,
m(d+B+1)/d [_/ / & — P u(x) — uly)? AHI AHIT c%’aBl/ w2 d?-[dl] 7
0B, JoB, o

where

1

cop, (x) = /8 N |z —y|7|vp, (x) — vp, (y) P dHL " for all z € OBy, (2.2)
1

the symbol V. denotes the tangential gradient on 0B;, and vp, the unit outward normal
to 0B;. Notice that ci 9B, (x) is constant on 9B, and its value can be computed explicitly,
see [BCT24, Remark 2.3]. By [FFM 15, Remark 6.2] and [BCT24, Theorem 2.1], the second
variation of F. ,, at B; along a volume-preserving flow induced by the vector field X is given
by Q]:E’m(X . VBl)-

The quadratic form QF; ,,(u) can be expressed in terms of the Fourier decomposition of u
with respect to the orthonormal basis of spherical harmonics. If Sy, is the finite dimensional
subspace of spherical harmonics of degree k € NU {0}, and {Y,j}flikl) is an orthonormal basis
(of dimension d(k)) for Sy, in L?(0B;) (see for instance [Gro96]), then for u € L?(0B;) we let

al(u) = / WY dH! (2.3)
0B
be the Fourier coefficient of u corresponding to Yi so that we have
oo d(k)
ullZ20m) = Y Y (ak(w)”, (2.4)
k=0 i=1

Combining the results in [FFMT15] and [Asc22] (see also [BCT24, Section 2.3]), one easily
obtains the following:

Proposition 2.1. For u € L?(0B;) we have

oo d(k)

)= 30D e = A) + ml o iy (—a) - ()

k=0 i=1

+ m D (4 (8) — () | (ak(w)?. (25)
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Here \p, = k(k+d—2) fork>1, \g =0, and for o € (—(d — 1), 00),

F(d—;—l—a)r(%) k—1 j—g

2
S — , = (2.6)
reg | e

() = (d — Dwg_y 21+

fork>1, and po(c) = 0.

Remark 2.2 (Properties of (Ax)r and (ux(0))r). Clearly, by definition, the sequence (\g)y is

strictly increasing. By [BCT24, Lemma 2.6], for any —(d — 1) < o < 0 the sequence (ug (o))
is strictly increasing and pg(o) — pi(o) = pa(o) — pi(o) = —%ﬁ > 0 for all £ > 2. If
o > 0, on the other hand, maxy>1 pr(0) = pi(o) and py (o) — px(o) = Cqe > 0 for all k& > 2,

for some constant Cy, depending only on d and o. Furthermore, the sequence (p(0))y is
bounded, with limg_co 1x(0) given by an explicit constant. Finally, one has (o) = ¢2 9B,

where 2 op, is the constant in (2.2).

For any k > 2, we define the functions € : [0,00) — R by

m(d‘”l)/d[(ﬂk(*a) = (=) = mlF (p (8) — ”k(ﬁ))}

and, for notational convenience, we also set £1(m) = 0. Let for m > 0
g(m) = supeg(m). (2.8)

k>1

Proposition 2.3. Let m > 0, a € (0,d — 1) and 8 > 0. The ball of unit volume B; is a
volume-constrained stable set for Fg , if and only if € > e(m) with e(m) defined in (2.8).

Proof. Arguing as in [BCT24, Theorem 2.7] and [FFM ' 15, Theorem 7.1], we have that Bj is
a volume-constrained stable set for F ,, if and only if QF ;,(u) > 0 for every u € C*(0B)
with [5p udH? = 0.

Note that since fa& udH?™1 = 0, we have a}(u) = 0. Hence, the sum in (2.5) starts
at k = 2 (since each difference also vanishes when k = 1) for every u € C*°(0B;) with
Jop, wdH¥ = 0. Then simply QF; ;(u) > 0 for any u € C*(9By) with [5, udH*' =0
if and only if ¢ > (m). O
Remark 2.4. In [BCT24, Theorem 1.1] we show that the ball B[V] of volume V is a volume-

constrained stable set for the functional J_, + J3 if and only if V/wg = my, where m, is the
explicit constant defined in (1.5) depending only on d, a, and

2.2. Properties of ¢;(m). Next we would like to investigate the properties of the functions
er(m) defined in (2.7), and in turn of their supremum e(m). To this end we introduce the
following notation. We rewrite the function ex(m), for k > 2, as

ek(m) =m" (Ak — Bkmq),

where
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FIGURE 2. Left: numerical plot of the shape of one of the functions ¢ as
described in Lemma 2.5 (the function plotted is e5(m) for the values of the
parameters d = 3, o = 0.2, 8 = 15). Right: the intersection of €5 and e3 is at
the maximum point of €3, see Lemma 2.7 (here d =3, a =1, § = 24).

_ (=) — (=) _ m(B) — (B)
A = , By =——"—"""=,
Ak — A1 Ak — A1
Notice that, in view of Remark 2.2, the quantities Ay and By, are strictly positive for all k£ > 2.
As a consequence of the simple form of £;(m), we obtain some basic properties of & which
we list in the next lemma, see also Figure 2 (left).

(2.10)

Lemma 2.5. For any k > 2, a € (0,d —1) and 8 > 0, we have the following:

(i) ex(m) has two roots: m =0 and mY = (g—i)l/q.

rAy 1/q
(r+4a)Bx
(iii) ex(m) is increasing for m < mj, decreasing for m > mg, and it achieves its mazimum

value at mg:
max ex(m) = ep(ms) = (”"“)T/q < qu>
me[0,00) k A (r+ q)By r+q)’

(iv) ex(m) is strictly concave on (0,00) if @ > 1, whereas, if o < 1, e(m) is convex for
m < (ﬁ—%)l/qmi and concave otherwise.

(ii) ex(m) has one nonzero critical point: my, == (

Remark 2.6. By the results in [BCT24], see in particular the equations (2.19) and (2.21)
in [BCT24, Theorem 2.7], the constant m, defined in (1.5) coincides with the supremum of
the positive roots of the function e:
My = SUp mg. (2.11)
k>2
Furthermore, the supremum in (2.11) is attained in the limit as k — oo if 8 < f,, and is
attained for k = 3 in the case > B, where [, is the threshold defined in (1.6) depending
on d and «. Finally, by [BCT24, Lemma A.1] we also have
0_ 0
= inf . 2.12
msa }J;Q my ( )
Another important value on [0, 00) for our discussion is the intersection point of two curves
e and gy. Clearly ¢, and gy intersect when m = 0 for any k # ¢. If any two such curves
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intersect at a nonzero point, then this point is given by

A — A\ M1
= (==L 2.1
M 0 (Bk — Bz> (2.13)

We will show in Lemma 2.8 below that the sequence (Ag)g>2 is strictly decreasing. Hence the
existence of the intersection point my ¢ depends on the sign of By, — By, which might however
change along the sequence.

In the following lemma we show that the curve €3 has its maximum exactly at the inter-
section point mg 3 with the curve €3, see also Figure 2 (right).

Lemma 2.7. It holds ma 3 = m5.

Proof. We first introduce a convenient notation for the coefficients A and By, which will also
be useful later. We define

(= %, t::é—%, T::E—i—g, (2.14)
and for k > 2
k—1 k—1 k—1 k—1
ap = [JG+1-1), be=J0+1+8), a=][G+1-7), dn:=][G+1+7). (215)
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1

Then, in view of (2.10) and (2.6), it is straightforward to deduce the following expressions for
all k > 2:

_ Gk _ %k
Ay = Ko b ., By= i 2.16
B T (k1 d— 1) kS T Ykt d—1) (2.16)
for suitable positive constants x4, depending only on d and o.
We can now prove the identity in the statement. We first compute using (2.15)
b3 —az = (d+2)(d—1—«), d3 —c3=(d+2)(d—1+p).
Then by (2.16)
Ag—Ay Ay 2d+2) (ha—ap) by
As As (d + 1) (bg — a3) bo
2(d+2) (d—1—-a) d+1—-«
(d+1) (d+2)(d—1-a) (d+ 2) d+1 7 (2.17)
and by an analogous computation
Bs—B d+1
3B _d+1+h (2.18)

By d+1

Notice in particular that, from these expressions, As > Az and By > Bs. Hence by (2.13)
the two curves e2(m) and e3(m) always intersect at the point mg3 > 0. Now, by comparing
the expression of mg 3 in (2.13) and that of m§ in Lemma 2.5, we have that mg 3 = m§ if and
only if

A3—A2 (d—l—l—a) Ag

Bs—By (d+1+f8) B3’
and it is easily seen that this identity holds thanks to (2.17) and (2.18). O
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In the following technical preparatory lemma, we prove the strict monotonicity of the

sequence (Ag)gz2. Since ex(m) = Apm” + o(m”) as m — 07, where lim,, g+ %= om’) — 0, the
coefficient Ay determines the behaviour of the curve gi(-) at the origin. In partlcular, as a
consequence of the lemma, we have that ex(m) > exy1(m) for m in a right neighbourhood of
the origin, for all k£ > 2.

Lemma 2.8. The sequence (Ap)i>2 is strictly decreasing.

Proof. Notice that the inequality Ao > A3 was already established in the proof of Lemma 2.7,
see in particular (2.17). In view of the expression (2.16) of Ag, the inequality Ax > Ajyq is

equivalent to
_ Ak+1 ag

brt1 L
Khtd) = (k-1 )(kid— 1) (2.19)

where the sequences (ay)x>2 and (b)xr>2 are defined in (2.15). After some algebraic manipu-
lations, we see that (2.19) is equivalent to

(2]{3 +d— 1)bkbk+1 — k‘(k‘ + d)akbk—H + (k: — 1)(1(3 +d— 1)bkak+1 > 0,

and in turn, dividing by agbg1, to

(2k+d—1)b—k—k(k:+d)+(k—1)(k+d—1)(k+e_t)

a (k+0+1) >0,
and, finally, to
(2k+d—1) (b 2t(k+d—1)
k-1 (ak > (k+(+1)
We therefore define the sequences
2k+d—1) [ by 2tk +d—1
e = (kzl) (% — 1) and = W,

so that the conclusion Ay > A1 amounts to show the inequality nx — o > 0 for all k > 2

Notice that 1o — o2 > 0, as this inequality is equivalent to As > A3 which has already been
established, as observed at the beginning of the proof. Moreover, it is easily seen that (o%)g>2
is a strictly decreasing sequence. Therefore, if we show that n, > 9 for all £ > 3, it would
follow that np — o > 12 — 02 > 0 for all k£ > 3, which is the desired conclusion.

To conclude the proof, it only remains to show the inequality n; > 1y for all £ > 2. We
proceed by induction. After some algebraic manipulations, the inequality n; > 12 is equivalent

to
be - 2t(d + 3)(k — 1)

w T Rkrd-D(+l—1)"
Assume now that () is true for some k£ > 2, and let us prove (0);41. We have

biri [1 2t(d + 3)k k+e+t) by [1 2t(d + 3)k ]
( (

(O

|
Qo dktd+)(1+l—t)| (k+l—1t)ay 2%k +d+1)(1+0—1t)
(k+ £+ 1) 2t(d + 3)(k — 1) ) 24(d + 3)k
Zhrli—n| Tekrd-DIti-1) Tk dr )10

2% (kL) 2Ad+3)(k—1) 24(d + 3)k
Thrl—t T hti—0) @ktd—D(1l—1) @ktd+D(A+l—0)
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where we used the induction assumption ([J); in the second passage. The goal is to show
that the previous quantity is nonnegative, that is, after converting to a (positive) common
denominator, to show that

Quaak) =Q+0—-1)2k+d—1)2k+d+ 1)+ 2k+d+1)(k+¢+t)(d+3)(k—1)
—(2k+d—1)(k+£¢—1t)(d+3)k>0. (2.20)

Again by elementary algebraic manipulations we find

Qualk) =1+ t)(2k+d—1)(2k+d+1)+ (d+3)[2kt(2k+d— )= (d+1)(k+0+1)

= Adgok® + Baok + Cap,
with
Ago =41+ +2t +td) > 0,
Bio=4d(1+{—1t)+ (d+3)[2t(d—1) —d —1].

Hence the sequence of points (Qq,(k))r>2 are on a parabola whose vertex has a-coordinate

v=— Zidd’i. We can compute
1
v—2= 2Ad (_Bd,a — 4Ad,a)
= 0 [—4d(1 Y0+ (d+3)(d+1) —16(1+£) — 2t(d® + 8d + 13)]
d,«
(d+5)(d+1)
< — — A S S
< 2Ad,o¢[ 4d(1+0) + (d +3)(d + 1) — 16(1 + ) o, <O

where we used the fact that t =/ — 5 > 0 and Ay, > 0 in the third passage.

Hence the z-coordinate v of the vertex of the parabola is smaller than 2, so that the
sequence (Qq.q(k))g>2 is increasing for k£ > 2 and in particular Qg4 (k) > Qg(2) for all
k > 2. We can explicitly compute, using the definition (2.14) of £ and t and the assumption
a<d-—1,

Qa,a(2) = (d+3)[d* +3d — 2 — a(d + 3)]
> (d+3)[d*+3d—2—(d—1)(d+3)] = (d+3)(d+1) > 0.

We conclude that Qg.(k) > 0 for all & > 2. This proves (2.20) and, in turn, (O)x41,
concluding the proof of the lemma. O

2.3. Properties of ¢(m). We now qualitatively describe the shape of the function £(m),
defined in (2.8), which according to Proposition 2.3 separates the stability/instability regions
of the unit ball B; for the functional 7 ,,. In particular, in this subsection we complete the
proof of Theorem 1.1. We start by proving some general properties of the function e(m).

Proposition 2.9. Let m, > 0 be defined by (1.5), depending ond > 2, a € (0,d—1), 5 > 0.
Then €(0) = 0, e(m) > 0 for m € (0,my), and e(m) =0 for m = m,.

For each m € (0,m,), the supremum in (2.8) is attained at some finite k(m). The function
e(m) is globally continuous and is locally Lipschitz continuous in (0,m). Moreover one has
the bound £(m) < Agm =t D/d ywhere Ay is as in (2.16).
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£

FIGURE 3. The function e(m) in the case 5 > [, is just the maximum between
the first two curves e2(m) and e3(m), see Proposition 2.10 (the plot is obtained
for d =6, a =3, 8 = 30).

Proof. Obviously €(0) = 0, as €,(0) = 0 for all k. Recalling the identity (2.11), it is immediate
to deduce that, if m € (0, m.), we have m < m% for some k > 2 and hence e(m) > ez.(m) > 0.
On the contrary, if m > m, then all the functions €5 vanish at m, and therefore ¢(m) = 0.

Next, notice that Ay — 0 and By, — 0 as k — oo, as a consequence of the definition (2.10)
of Ay and By, of the fact that A\ — oo, and of the boundedness of the sequences (pup(—a))x
and (ug(B))k, see Remark 2.2. It follows that limy_ o €x(m) = 0 for any fixed m > 0, and
this convergence is uniform in [0, m.].

Let us now prove that e(m) is Lipschitz continuous in each interval [my,ma] C (0, m.).
Again by (2.11), there exists k > 2 such that ¢ := infyefmymo] €5(m) > 0. Since g(m) — 0
uniformly in [m1,ma] as k — 0o, we have Sup,,cim, m,) ek(m) < c for all k sufficiently large,
that is, in the interval [mj, ms] the supremum (2.8) defining e(m) is actually a maximum of
finitely many smooth functions. Therefore £(m) is Lipschitz in [m1, mg], as claimed.

It only remains to show the continuity of £(m) at 0 and at m,. Fix n > 0. Then, by the
uniform convergence of e;(m) — 0 as k — oo, we have sup,, ex(m) < n for all k > k,, for
some k, € N. Moreover, by (2.11), for every k > 2 there exists ¢ > 0 such that e,(m) <7
for all m € [m. — 0x,ms]. Then, taking 0 = mingcp<p, o > 0, one has ex(m) < n for all
m € [my — 0, m,] and for all £ > 2, and hence 0 < e(m) < n for all m € [m, — 0, m,]. This
shows the continuity from the left of e(m) at m..

The continuity at 0 follows by an analogous argument, using the convergence ex(m) — 0
as m — 0, and the uniform convergence £;(m) — 0 as k — oo.

Finally, the bound £(m) < Aym(*—+t1/4 is immediate by (2.7), (2.10), and Lemma 2.8. [

We can more accurately describe the profile e(m) when 8 > ., where S, is the threshold
defined in (1.6) depending on d and «. Indeed, it turns out that in this case the supremum
defining £(m) in (2.8) is attained either at & = 2 or at k = 3. See Figure 3 for an illustration.
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Proposition 2.10 (Shape of €(m) in the case 8 > f.). Assume that B > [Bi, where By is
defined in (1.6). Then

ga2(m) if m € [0, maz3],
e(m) = S ez(m) if m € [ma3z, my, (2.21)
0 if m > my,

where my is defined in (1.5), and mg3 is the intersection point of o and €3, see (2.13). The
function (m) is increasing for m € [0,m§] and decreasing for m € [m$,m.|, where m§ is
the mazimum point of the curve g9 (see Lemma 2.5). The previous points are ordered as
0 <m§ <ma3 < M.

Proof. First notice, as recalled in Remark 2.6, that by the results of [BCT24] in the case
B > B. we have m, = m$, where m is the positive root of the function e3(m). Moreover, by
(2.11) mg <m, forall k > 2.

We first claim that

ex(m) < ez(m) for all m € [0, m,], for all £ > 3. (2.22)

Indeed, by Lemma 2.8 we have Ay < As for all £ > 3. Since ex(m) = Apym” + o(m”) as
m — 0T, where lim,,, o+ om) — 0, it follows that the inequality (2.22) holds for all m in a

sufficiently small neighbouﬁllood of the origin. The two curves €3 and €}, intersect at most
once beyond the origin, at the point msj, (see (2.13)). If by contradiction mg ) < m., which
would violate the inequality (2.22), then necessarily mg > mg (or else the two curves would
intersect a second time beyond the origin). However, since mg = my as observed at the
beginning of the proof, this contradicts the inequality m? < m.. The claim (2.22) follows.

As a consequence of (2.22), we have
e(m) = max{ez(m),e3(m)} for all m € [0, m.]. (2.23)

By Lemma 2.7, the two functions €2 and €3 intersect at the point ms 3 = m§ where €3 has its
maximum. In particular e3(mg 3) > 0 and therefore mo 3 < m,. Since Ay > A3 by Lemma 2.8,
we have as in the previous part of the proof that close to the origin eo(m) > £3(m), and since
the two curves intersect only at mg 3 we obtain (2.21).

Clearly m§ < ma3, and £(m) is increasing in [0,m$] and decreasing in [m$§, mso 3], as it
coincides with e2(m) in these two intervals. Since ms 3 coincides with the maximum point of
e3(m), we have that e3(m) (that is, e(m)) is decreasing in [ma 3, m.]. O

Remark 2.11. The picture in the case 0 < § < f, is more involved, due to the fact that one
has to consider all curves e;(m) when finding their supremum and not simply the first two.
We discuss this issue more in detail, and provide some numerical insights and conjectures in
Section 4.

3. GLOBAL MINIMALITY

Before we characterize the parameter regimes where the unit ball is the global minimizer,
we prove that a minimizer of F. ,, exists for any €, m > 0. This improves the existence result
in [Asc22, Lemma 6.1] where the author obtains the existence of a minimizer only for large
values of m. For notational simplification, we state and prove the existence results for the
unscaled functional F..
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Proposition 3.1. Let d > 2, a € (0,d), f > 0. Then for any e > 0 and V > 0 the problem
(1.1) admits a minimizer.

Proof. Let (E))r be a minimizing sequence for the problem (1.1). Then Fj have uniformly
bounded perimeter. Since |Ey| = V for all £k > 1, by [FL15, Proposition 2.1], there exists a
set Ey with positive measure Vj and a sequence (ay); in R? such that for a subsequence we

have that E,, — ar — Ej locally, i.e. X(Ep, —a) — XEo In L%OC(Rd). Moreover,

Vo = |Eo| < liminf |E,, | = V.
k—o0

Now, denoting F,, — aj again by Ej, with an abuse of notation, we assume for a contra-
diction that Vp < V. Fix Ry > 0 such that |Ep N Bg,| > Vy/2, and let n := V — Vj. Then for
any R > Ry there exists Kr € N such that for any k > Kg, |Ex\Bgr| = n/2. Indeed, by the
local convergence of Ej, to Ey,

Vo 2 |Eo N Bg| = lim |E, N Bg| =V — lim |E\Bgl;

hence, limy o0 |Ex\Bg| >V — Vo = 1.
Using the uniform bound on the energy and the positivity of the perimeter and the repulsive
terms, for k£ > Kg, we obtain

C}]—}(E;Q}/ / ]my|5dxdy>/ / ]:cfylﬁdxdy
Ep JEy EkﬁBRO Ek\BR

s Von

g
Sending R — oo this estimate yields the desired contradiction. Therefore Vi = V. This
implies that no mass is lost in the limit & — oco. Hence, by the lower semicontinuity of the
energy J., Fy is a minimizer. O

> |R — Ry

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let d > 2, a € (0,d — 1), and 8 > 0. By [FFM"15, Theorem 1.3],
for any m > 0 there exists £(m) > 0 (also depending on d and «) such that if ¢ > g(m),
then the energy e P(E) + m(@—atD/d 7 (FE) is minimized uniquely (up to translations) by
the unit ball B; among all sets of volume wy. Since J3(F) is an attractive energy, it is
clear (for example via Riesz rearrangement inequality) that its global minimizer is also the
ball. Therefore, among all measurable sets of volume wgy, the unique global minimizer (up to
translations) of F. ,, is given by the unit ball for any m > 0 and € > g(m).
We define

Epan(m) = inf {6 > 0: Bj is a global minimizer of F , for all &' > 6} )

Clearly epan(m) < €(m) and B is a global minimizer of 7. ,, for all € > ep,y. It is easy to
see that, if B globally minimizes F; ,, for some € > 0, then it also minimizes F.s ,, for all
g > e. Therefore By is not a global minimizer of F. ,, if € < epan.

Now, let Vian be the volume threshold in [FL21, Theorem 1.1] that depends only on d, a,

and 8. Then, taking mp,y = (‘Z‘j;“), we obtain that when m > myqy, the energy Fo,, =

mld=et)/d 7 (B) + mdT8+D/d 75(F) is uniquely minimized, up to translations, among all
measurable sets of volume wy, by the unit ball B;. Since the perimeter term is also minimized
by the ball, again, the global minimizer of (1.4) is given by the unit ball for any £ > 0 and
for any m > myay. In particular, epan(m) = 0 for all m = mpay.



14 MARCO BONACINI AND IHSAN TOPALOGLU

" | m. "

FIGURE 4. Numerical plots of some of the functions ex(m) in the case 8 < ..
Left: d =12, @ = 9, 8 = 4. Right: d = 12, @ = 9, 8 = 40. Here S, = 86.5.
The picture on the right shows that some of the functions €, can be “skipped”
in the computation of the final profile e(m).

We eventually show that epa(m) > 0 for m € (0, mpan). Indeed, notice that if By globally
minimizes the functional F ,, for some m > 0, then it also minimizes Fg,, for m’ > m. It
follows that the ball is not a global minimizer of Fg,, when m & (0, mpan). Then necessarily
epan(m) > 0 for such m.

Moreover, since epan(m) < e(m), where e(m) is the stability threshold in Theorem 1.1, we
also have that epay(m) — 0 as m — 0. O

Remark 3.2. While the ball of volume V' is not a minimizer of the nonlocal interaction energy
J—a + Jp for any V when a € [d — 1,d) (see [FL21, Remark 3.2]), the result in [FFMT15]
covers the full-range of a-values; hence, the unit ball is also a minimizer of the energy F: ,,
for any e and for m sufficiently small when « € [d — 1,d).

4. NUMERICAL INSIGHTS

In this final section we discuss the difficulties of obtaining general properties of the function
g(m) when 0 < 8 < S, and provide some numerical insight. At the root of these difficulties
lies the fact that, in the case 0 < § < B4, the supremum of the positive roots of the functions
€k, 1.€. My = SUPg>o mg, is attained in the limit as k& — oo (see Remark 2.6). This implies
that each curve e;(m) crosses the m-axis at a point before m., that is, m? < m, for all k € N.
As a consequence the value k(m) in Proposition 2.9 where sup;, ex(m) is attained switches
infinitely many times. In other words, the curve £(m) is determined by an infinite number
of cascading curves €x(m) (see Figure 4). More precisely, we claim that there exists values
ms < mp < --- <m; <--- < my with mj; — m, and an increasing subsequence (kj)j such
that

e(m) = ex; (m) for m € (mj, mjq1).
Numerical plots indicate that for small values of 8 all curves e;(m) may be active in defining
the curve £(m) as depicted in Figure 4 (left), while as  approaches f., some functions &
are “skipped” in forming e(m) as in Figure 4 (right). This is not unexpected since when
B > B4 only the curves €9 and e3 are used in the profile of ¢ while all other e, with k > 4 are
“skipped”.

The numerics suggest that, as in the case 8 > fi, also when 0 < § < f3, the function e(m)
coincides with e2(m) for m € [0,mg3]. By Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.8 it would suffice to
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FIGURE 5. Numerical plots of the sequence Ay in (4.1), whose positivity im-
plies the inequality my 1 > my_ ;. Left: d = 10, a = 8, § = 10. Right:
d =10, a =8, § = 130. Here B, = 134.

show that ms j > m§ to establish this claim. We further conjecture that e(m) is increasing for
m € [0,m$] and has a global maximum at m$§, where m§ is the maximum point of the curve
g2 (see Lemma 2.5). In particular, numerics indicate that max,,c (g, ) €x(m) is a decreasing
sequence in k for any 5 > 0.

Finally, we conjecture that the stability separation curve e(m) is decreasing on (m$, m.).
In order to establish this, it suffices to show one of the following two equivalent claims: (i)
the curve €41 is decreasing at the intersection point of the curves €, and ex1 if it exists,
i.e. E;+1(mk7k+1) < 0 for all k > 3, or (ii) the curves ¢} and e, intersect past the positive
critical point of €41, i.e. mp g1 = m2+1 for all £ > 3. Both claims require one to establish

that

Ak;{d—a+1)Bk
Ap+1 By
under the assumption B < Bj. Indeed, if By > By, then ei1q(m) < ex(m) for all m > 0
and my, ;41 does not exist. Proving (4.1), however, does not seem to be an easy task, since
numerics suggest that the monotonicity of this sequence changes as (8 varies on (0, 3.) (see

Figure 5).

A= (d+B+1)

—(a+B)>0 (4.1)
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