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HALF-SPACE MINIMIZING SOLUTIONS OF A TWO DIMENSIONAL
ALLEN-CAHN SYSTEM

ZHIYUAN GENG

ABSTRACT. This paper studies minimizing solutions to a two dimensional Allen-Cahn system on
the upper half plane, subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions,

Au—V Wu)=0, wu: ]Ri —R? w=upon 8R3_,

where W : R? — [0, 00) is a multi-well potential. We give a complete classification of such half-space
minimizing solutions in terms of their blow-down limits at infinity. In addition, we characterize the
asymptotic behavior of solutions near the associated sharp interfaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Mathematical formulation and main results. In this paper, we investigate minimizing
solutions to the system

(1.1) Au—V,W(u) =0, u:RI —R?

where R? is the upper half plane {(z,y) € R? : y > 0}. Here W : R* — Ry U {0} is a nonnegative
potential function that vanishes at finitely many 2D points. ((1.1)) is the Euler-Lagrange equation
corresponding to the energy functional

1
(1.2) J(u, ) := /Q <2]Vu|2 + W(u)> dz, ¥ bounded open set Q C R?.

We define minimizing solutions in the sense of De Giorgi as follows.
Definition 1.1. A function u : Ri — R? is a minimizing solution of (I.1)) if
(1.3) J(u, QNR%) < J(u+v,QNR2E), V bounded open set @ C R?, Vv € CH(QNR2).
We also call u a local minimizer of the functional (1.2]).

We give the following hypotheses on the potential function W. For the hypotheses (Hs) and
(HY), we assume that one of them holds.
(Hy) W € C?(R?%[0,+0)), {z € R? : W(2) = 0} = {a1,az,...an}, VuW(u) -u > 0 if |u| > M,
and

alé? < VW (a)€ < eoléf?, i€ {1,...,N},

where M, c1, cy are positive constants.
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2 HALF-SPACE ALLEN-CAHN SOLUTION

(Hg) Fori # j,i,7 € {1,..., N}, there exists a unique (up to translation) minimizing heteroclinic
connection U;; € WH2(R,R?) that minimizes the following 1D energy:

m Un) = aj.

J(U) = /R <;!U’|2 + W(U)> dn,  lim Un) =ai, lim
Denote by o;; the minimal energy Ji(Uj;).
(H3) N =3 and the following triangle inequality holds:
(1.4) oij + ok > o, Vi, 5, k} = {1,2,3},

We refer to [4, Proposition 2.6 & Proposition 2.12] for the sufficiency and necessity of (1.4)
for the existence of all three Uj;;.

(H5) N >3 and 0;; =0 for any i # j € {1,...,N}.
A Dirichlet boundary condition will be imposed on 8Ri:

(1.5) u=uy on IR: = {(,0) : z € R},
where 1y € C?(R,R?). For ug we further assume the following:

lim up(x) =a;, lim wp(x) = as.
T—00 T—r—00

(1.6) /OO <;|u6]2 + W(u0)> dz < o0.

—00

(1.7) / || |ug| do < oo

—0o0

The energy bound (|1.6) together with Hypothesis (H;) implies that

(1.8) / lug(z) — ay|? dx +/ lup () — az|? da < oo,
0 0

which guarantees that ug converges to aj/as fast enough as |z| tends to co. The integral estimate
is a technical assumption that will be useful in the almost monotonicity formula, see Lemma
We note that it is easy to find a ug satisfying all these conditions. For example, any function
converging to ai, ag at the exponential rate e ¥ suffices.

We also assume that w is uniformly bounded. Specifically, there exists a constant M > 0 such
that

(19) ol o 2 ey + V0l o2 ey < M.

In fact, uniform boundedness of |Vu| follows from uniform boundedness of |u| by standard elliptic
regularity theory. We state in this form for convenience.

Another important notation is the following degenerate Riemannian metric on R? induced by
the Allen-Cahn energy,
(1.10)

1
d(p, q) := inf {\/5/0 Y (OIVW (1) dt v € CH([0,1],R?), 7(0) = p, 7(1) = Q} , Vp,q € R

Intuitively, d(p, q) quantifies the minimal energy needed to move from p to ¢ in the phase plane. It
is worth mentioning that d(a;,a;) = 0.
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The minimizing solution u of ([1.1)) subject to (1.5 is a diffuse analog of a half-space minimizing
partition. For v € BVlOC(Ri; {ai,...,an}) and Q C R?, define

T, Q)= Y oy H (O{v (@)} no{v T (a)} N Q)
(1.11) ISiesN

d(trv,ar) dH' + / d(trv, ag) dH*.

+ /
OQNIRZ N{z>0} OQNIR2 N{z<0}

Here trv denotes the classical definition of traces of BV functions, see e.g. [28, Chapter 2].
Definition 1.2. v € BV,.(R?; {a1,...,an}) is called a (Dirichlet) minimizing partition map if
J(v,QNRY) < J(w,QNRY),
for every bounded open set @ C R? and every w € BV ,.(R%, {a1,...an}) such that w = v on R%\ Q.
Define the blow-down map of u at the scale r(r > 1) by
up(z) == u(rz), ze€RL.

Then u, automatically is a local minimizer of the functional

1
Ir(u, ) ::/ <\Vu|2 —H"W(u)) dz,
0 2r
subject to the boundary condition
ur(z,0) = up(rz), VzeR.

Our first result classifies the minimizing solution u in terms of its asymptotic behavior at infinity
by studying the limit of u,, which can be characterized by minimal cones associated with the

functional (1.11]).

Theorem 1.3. Let u : R2 — R? be a minimizing solution of (L.1)) satisfying (L.5)-(L.9). There
exists a minimizing partition map @ € BVo.(R:;{a1,as,...,an}) in the sense of Definition
such that Vi - % =0 for any z € ]R%_, and satisfies

E
Jim luy — @l gy = 0, VK € R?,
where uy(z) = u(rz). Extend the definition of i to the boundary OR% by setting (in the polar
coordinate z = (rcos@,rsinf))
a(r,0), 0<6<m,
(1.12) a(r,0) = < ay, 0=0,
as, 0=m.
Then there exist 0 < a; < g < 7 such that if aq < ag, then there is an index i € {3,...,N} such
that
a;, a1 <0 <as
a(r79): ai, OSOSOZ:[,
as, Q9 S 0 S .

A( 9)— a;, 0<6<ay,
u(r,0) =
as, o <60 <m.

Otherwise if a1 = ag, then

Consequently, 4 must fall into one of the following three categories.
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a) Constant: a1 = a3 =0, a1 =ae =7 ora; =0, ag = 7.

b) Two phase solution: 0 < a1 < g =7, 0=a1 <ay<m, or0<a; =ay <.

c¢) Triple junction: 0 < ag < ag < .
Moreover, when aq < ag, it holds that ag — cq > %’r when (Hj) holds and a; — g > 03 when (Hg)
holds (a; = ag). Here 05 is determined by the relation

in 0 in 0 in 0
(1.13) sinth _ sinby _ sin 3’ Zei — o
023 013 012

Remark 1.1. In cases a) and b), since the blow-down limit may not coincide with a; on {(z,0) :
x > 0} and with ag on {(z,0) : < 0}, a boundary transitional layer is allowed. « may transit
from a phase a; to aj/as within a thin layer near the boundary &Ri.

For any 0 < a <, let [, denote the ray emanating from the origin in direction a:
lo == {(rcosa,rsina) : r > 0}.
Take a constant v > 0. We define the diffuse interface as
(1.14) D, :={z€R: : miin |u(z) — a;| > ~}.

Generally speaking, D, contains points that do not belong to any phase a;, which therefore repre-
sents the interfacial region that separates coexisting phases. From Theorem we know that u
resembles 4 at infinity; therefore, it is natural to expect D, to be close to the discontinuous set of
@ written as S(u) = lo, Ula,. Below we state our second main result confirming this property and
refine the profile of u near S().

Theorem 1.4. Let u: R%L — R? be a minimizing solution of (L.1) satisfying (L.5)~(1.9). Take @
as the extended blow-down map of u defined in Theorem[1.5 and suppose S(4) = lo, Ula, for some
0 <ay <ag <m. For any vy small enough, there erists a constant C = C(u,~, W) such that for
sufficiently large R,

(1.15) (DyNOBR) C {(Rcosh, Rsinf) : 0 € (& —CR™ a1 +CR ) U(aa—CR™ Y aa +CR™H)}.

Furthermore, suppose lo, C S() for some 0 < ae < m, and l, separates the phases a; and aj in the
sense that i(r,0) = a; when 0 — a—, i(r,0) = aj when 6 — a+. Set e, = (cosa,sina), el =

(—sina,cosa). Then there exists a constant h such that

(1.16) lim |Ju(re, +yel) — Uij(y — h)

Remark 1.2. and imply that for an interior sharp interface I, with o € (0, ), D,NBp is

contained in an O(1) neighborhood of /.. However, if the sharp interface coincides with the positive

or negative part of OR? , i.e. when a; = 0 or 7, then such O(1) estimate is not available. Otherwise,

suppose e, = (1,0) and lim |lu(z,y) — Ui;(y — h)[| 26 = 0, then lim_[ug(x) — a1 > 0, which
T—>+00 loc T—+—+00

contradicts ([1.8]).

1.2. Related results and outline of the paper. For the scalar case where the potential W has
only two energy wells £1, the classification of the global solution u : R™ — R for the Allen-Cahn
equation is a problem widely studied, leading to the famous conjecture of De Giorgi [11], which
proposes that any global solution that is monotonic in one variable only depends on that variable for
dimension n < 8, i.e. all level sets are parallel hyperplanes. Numerous important contributions have
been made to prove De Giorgi’s conjecture and its variants, as well as to understand the relationship
between the solutions of the Allen—Cahn equation and minimal surfaces; see for instance, [27, 6l [38],
17,12, 441, [36], B3, 45], 291, 46, [47, 19] and the expository papers [39, [10] for a detailed account. For the
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half-space scalar Allen-Cahn equation, the solution is naturally related to the half-space Bernstein
theorem for graphical minimal hypersurfaces considered in [15, [13]. The analogous rigidity results
are obtained in |16}, 32, [14].

In the vectorial case, minimizing solutions can be regarded as diffuse analog of minimal partitions.
Due to the lack of Modica’s estimate and monotonicity formula (see discussions in [4, §]) and the
non-1D nature, the structure of the solutions are far from being clear compared to the scalar case. In
general dimension, the L' convergence of Allen-Cahn solution to minimal partitions was established
by [7, 142} 20}, 24] via I'-convergence techniques. For the 2D case, recent developments have shed light
into geometric and analytic description of fine structures of the Allen-Cahn solutions. Bethuel [§]
studied the critical points of and successfully generalized results on the regularity of interfaces
from the scalar case to the 2D vectorial case with the help of a novel asymptotic monotonicity
formula. Fusco [23] studied the connectivity of the diffuse interface and showed the existence of
a connected optimal network that separates all phases. Alikakos and Fusco [3] investigated two
examples with carefully designed Dirichlet boundary data and derived sharp energy lower and
upper bounds and pointwise estimates.

As for the global solution to the vector-valued Allen-Cahn system, most of prior solutions satisfy
certain type of symmetry hypotheses. First construction of the planar triple junction (three sectors
of 120 degrees join at the center) solution is by Bronsard, Gui and Schatzman [9], where a global
solution to was constructed in the equivariant class of the reflection group G corresponding
to the symmetries of the equilateral triangle. The result was later extended to the 3D case with
a quadruple-junction structure by Gui and Schatzman [31]. More recently, Fusco [22] established
the result of [9] in the equivariant class of the rotation subgroup of G only, thus eliminating the
two reflections. Here we also mention constructions of non-1D vector-valued solutions in various
settings, see [43], (18, 40}, 21, 34 [41].

Recently, independently by Alikakos and the author [5], and Sandier and Sternberg [37], estab-
lished the existence of an entire minimizing solution, characterized by a triple junction structure
at infinity without symmetry assumptions. Such solutions were obtained by a blow-up procedure
near the triple junction of the minimizing solution of eAwu — %VUW(U) = 0as e — 0. Using
distinct methods, both studies obtained that along some subsequence R — oo, the rescaled func-
tion up, (2) := u(Ryz) converges in L} (R?) to a triple junction map @ = Z?:l a;Xp,, where
{D1, D3, D3} gives a minimal 3-partition of R?. Following these two works, the author further
established the uniqueness of the blow-down limit 4 at infinity and the almost 1D symmetry along
the sharp interface in the subsequent works [26, 25], thereby providing a clearer structure of the
triple junction solution as well as a complete classification of 2D global minimizing solutions in
terms of their tangent maps at infinity.

The half-space solution considered in the present paper (see Definition appears naturally
as a blow-up map at the boundary phase-transition point of the minimizing solution to eAwu —
1V,W(u) = 0 on a finite domain Q, where ugo has a phase segregation structure. Theorem [1.3
and Theorem [I.4] provide a complete classification of half-space minimizing solutions in terms of
blow-down limits and characterize more refined behavior along interior interfaces. We managed to
combine and generalize the techniques in [l 37, 26], 25] with efforts to deal with the boundary data
(8- on 0F2.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2f we introduce the notation used throughout the
paper and recall several basic estimates for minimizing solutions of the Allen-Cahn system, including
the variational maximum principle, the vector-valued Caffarelli-Cérdoba estimate, a rough energy
upper bound, and a I’-convergence result. In Section [3]| we classify all blow-down limits at infinity,
that is, limits of the form limg_, . u(rxz) for sequences rp — oco. We first show that every blow-
down limit must be homogeneous (radially invariant), using the key estimate in Proposition
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which establishes an almost energy equipartition property. The argument resembles [37, Section 3],
although additional care is needed to handle boundary data in the energy lower and upper bounds.
In particular, we obtain a structural characterization of the half-disk minimizing partition in Lemma
[3:3] where the interface may coincide with the flat boundary, due to a loss of the strict convexity
for the boundary. Similar ideas lead to the classification of all homogeneous minimal cones in the
half-space with prescribed boundary data, as shown in Proposition [3.7] Section [4] is devoted to
proving the uniqueness of the blow-down limit, following the method introduced in [26]. The key
idea, originating from [5], is a slicing argument that yields a sharp lower bound on the energy
and, consequently, shows that the diffuse interface remains close to the sharp interface. Finally,
in Section [5] we show that when the sharp interface does not coincide with the boundary, the
minimizer is almost invariant in the direction of the interface; moreover, on each slice orthogonal
to the interface, the map u can be well-approximated by the heteroclinic connection between the
corresponding two phases. The proof parallels the arguments in [25].

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. We introduce the following notations for use throughout the paper.
e z = (x,y) denotes a 2D point. The origin (0,0) is denoted by O.

e B,.(z) is the disk centered at z with radius 7. B, (z) denotes the upper half disk centered
at z with radius . When z is the origin, we simply write B, and B;'.

e Denote by A (z0) the upper half annulus centered at zo: Af . (20) :={z:7m1 <|z—20| <

71,72 71,72
9, 2 — 20 € B }. When zp is the origin, we simply write A . .

e In this paper, we use three different notions of distance. For the Euclidean distance of two
points z1, 2z on the domain 2, we denote it by dist(z1, z2). The Euclidean distance on the
target domain is denoted by |- |, for instance |us(z1) — a;|. Finally, we denote by d(-,-) the
degenerate Riemannian metric on R? defined in .

e 7, denotes a minimizing partition map in the sense of Definition
e For a fixed minimizing partition map @, set S; := {@"1(a;)}.

e For a € [0, 7], let I, denote the ray emanating from the origin in the direction «, that is,
lo :={(rcosa,rsina) : r > 0}.

e Without specific explanation, C' denotes a constant that depends on the potential W, M in
the uniform bound ({1.9) and sometimes also on the boundary data ug. C may have distinct
values in various estimates.

2.2. Basic estimates for vector-valued Allen-Cahn minimizers. First we recall the following
1D energy estimate.

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 2.3 in [3]). Takei # j € {1,..., N}, § < dw and s— < sy be two real numbers.
Letv: (s_,s;) — R? be a smooth map that minimizes the energy functional

S+ 1
J(s,,s+)(v) = / (2|VU2 + W(U)) dx
subject to the boundary condition
max{|v(s-) — ai], [v(s1) — aj]} < 0.
Then
J( (U) 2 Uij — 0(52,

5—,54)
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where C = C(W). Moreover, we have
d(v(s-),v(s1)) > 045 — C3°.
The following vectorial maximum principle for u will be useful in our analysis.

Lemma 2.2 (Variational maximum principle, [2]). Assume (Hy), (H2), (H3) or (H;). Let u €

I/I/IIOCQ(]R2 R2) be a minimizing solution of (1.1). There exists a positive constant rg = ro(W) such

that if u satisfies
|u(z) — a;| <7 on dD, for somer <71y, 1 <i< N, DCR2,

then
|u(z) —a;| <r, VzeD.

We also recall the following vector version of the Caffarelli-Cérdoba density estimate in [IJ.

Lemma 2.3 ([1]). Assume (Hy), (H2), (Hz) or (Hy). Let u € WE*(RZ,R?) be a minimizing
solution of (L.1)). If for some ro,A\,u>0,1<i< N, z € Q,

L2(Bpo(2) N {lu—ail > A = i, Byy(2) C RZ,
then there exists a constant C(rg, A, ;1) > 0 such that
L2(B(2) N {|u—ai| > \}) > Cr?, Vr € [ro,dist(z,0R2)].
Next we derive a rough energy upper bound for u on any disk B,(z).

Lemma 2.4. Assume (H;), (H2), (Hz) or (H;). Let u be a minimizing solution of (L.1)) satisfying
(1.9). Then there exists a constant C = C(W, M) such that

(2.17) J(u,B,(2)NR%) < Cr, Vze @ and r > 0.
Proof. We take z as the origin. The proof is similar for general z € @ Since |Vu| and W (u) is

uniformly bounded by (1.9)), it suffices to prove (2.17) for r large enough.
Define the following regions

Q=B n{(z,y) :y > 1},
Qo :={(z,y): —Vr2—=2r <z <Vr2—-2r, 0<y <1},

Qs :=A7 N {(z,y): = > ———=1,
(2.18) ’ 1 O )Ifﬂl \/r2—2r}

1
Q= {(@y) € Bf ro> VP 1 T < ),

—27‘

0= {(ny) € B o<~V - L < ).

By the definition we have

5
B -
i=1

We construct an energy competitor v in B;f. Set
v=aj on .
On o, let v vertically interpolate between a1 and ug:

v(z,y) = a1y +uo(z)(1 —y), (z,y) € Qa.
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Q3

2
o3
/
/
1
/
o)
)
\
\
\
\
\
2
N

FiGure 1. Q; fori=1,...,5

On 3, let v interpolate between a1 and u|gp, in the radial direction:

) 1
<6 <7 — arcsin

v(s,0) = (s —r+ Du(r,0) + (r —s)a;, r—1<s<r arcsin
For the domain €24, we have

894:{($70)3MS$§T}U{( r2—2ry):0<y <1}

VrZ —2 1
U{(s ! . T,s 1):7“—1 <s<r}U{(rcosf,rsinf): 0 <6 < arcsin 1}
r— r— r—

=71 Uy Uy Un.

Note that 72 C 90y and 73 C 9Q3, hence v is already defined on v2 U ~y3. 71, 74 C 9B, we set
v =wu on y; U~yy. It is not hard to check that

lv| < 2M, |0rv| < 2M on 09y.
Since €14 is a Lipschitz domain, we can extend v to €24 such that
(2.19) lv| <2M, |[Vu| < C(M) in Q4.

Finally we define v in Q5 similarly. By checking the definition of v in Q9 and 3, the estimate
(2.19)) also holds in 29 U Q3. We estimate the energy

5 5
1
J(v,B) = ;2 /QZ <2|VU‘2 + W(v)) dz < C(W,M) ;2 |Q;] = C(W, M)r.
(2.17) follows immediately by the minimality of u. O

We use the following compactness result from [37], originally stated for local minimizers in R?,
but readily adapted to the half-space setting with only minor modifications to the proof. The
argument follows the standard I'-convergence argument of [7, [24], which we omit here.
Proposition 2.5 (Proposition 3.1 in [37]). Let u : R2 — R? be a minimizing solution of (1.1
satisfying (L.5)) ~(1.9). For any sequence {r;} — oo, there exists a subsequence {r;,} and a function
u € BVloc(R?;_; {a1,..,an}) such that

U, =T, in L.(RE;R?).
Here uy;, (2) == u(rj,2) and @ is a minimizing partition map that locally minimizes Jy(-,€2) in the
sense of Definition . Moreover, for any compact set K C @, it holds that

lim J(ur, ,K) = J.(u, K).

k—o0
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3. CLASSIFICATION OF BLOW-DOWN LIMITS

In this section, we classify the blow-down limits of local minimizers of J. Let u denote a

minimizing solution of (1.1)) satisfying (1.5)—(1.9). Proposition establishes the existence of a
blow-down limit along any sequence 7; — oco. Closely following the argument of [37, Section 3],

we first show that every blow-down limit is homogeneous, i.e., invariant in the radial direction.
While [37] treats only the case of a triple-well potential W, our argument also applies to multiple
wells with equal 05, requiring no substantial modification of the proof. In addition, we also need
adjustments to account for the half-space setting. We start with the following estimate derived
from a Pohozaev’s identity.

Lemma 3.1. There ezists a constant C = C(ug, W, M) such that

d (1 1 1w 1. o e
200 — (= w > = S0l - = W - =, .
(3.20) e ( (u) dz> /a&frmRi <2 |0y 5 |Orul* + (u)) dH 2 Vr >0

r JBt - 2r
Proof. We write z = (21, z2) and define the stress-energy tensor
1 2
Tij = 8,u8]u - (51']‘ §IVU| + W(U) .
Then div(T;) = 0;T;; = Oju - (Au— V,W(u)) = 0 by (1.1). Therefore,
(3.21) / 8J(21TZJ) dz = / (SijTij dz = —2 W(u) dz.
B B B
Using the divergence theorem,

/B+ 0;(2Tij) dz = /8B+(z-T) v dH!

1 r
= /8B - r (’8rU’2 — §‘vu’2 _ W(u)) d%l o / O udyu dzy.
rRY

-r

(3.22)

Using (3.21]) and (3.22)) we derive that

d (1 1 1
— (/ W (u) dz> = / W(u)dH' — = [ W(u)dz
dr \r B I JoB.NR2 = JBr

1 1 1 1 r
= — Z10ul? = Z|orul2 + W dHY — — udbud
2r Jop, w2 <2| ol = glorul (u)> Mg | i
> ! Yo~ Yoru? s ww)) art — L[ 120 - 10vul - Baul d
—_— — u — = u u — —— z . ul - u Z1.
=2 Jop ez \2 . 5107 g2 | 1Al 1o 2 1

By (1.9) and (1.7)), we have

' '
ou] < M, (21 ||Oyu] dz1 = / ||| dz < oo

-r -r

Then (3.20) follows immediately. O
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Next we prove the following almost equipartition property of energy.
Proposition 3.2. There exists C = C(ug, W, M), Ry > 0 and o € (0,1), such that

2
(3.23) /Br ( W(u) — \}§|Vu]> dz < Crli™®, Vr > R,.

Proof. The proof follows closely that of [37, Proposition 3.3]. We therefore sketch the main steps
here, omitting minor details and highlighting the adjustment needed to accommodate the half-space
boundary condition.

For any r, using the rough energy upper bound with 2r and Mean Value Theorem, there
is R € (r,2r) such that

1
(3.24) / (vaqu + W(u)) M < C(W, M).
8BR0R1 2
The proof of (3.23) is divided into the proof of the following two inequalities:
1
(3.25) /+ <2|Vu|2 + W(u)> dz < Jr + CR'™™.
BR

(3.26) /+ V2W (u)|Vu|dz > Jr — CR*™.
BR

Here Jg is the energy of a minimizing partition map in the sence of Definition determined by
ul OB which will be defined later. It is obvious that (3.23|) follows directly from (3.25)) and (3.26))

since r is arbitrary and R € (r, 2r).

First we show that implies ul, B is “well-behaved” in the sense that it can be partitioned
into finitely many arcs, each of which is associated with an a; phase.

Let 6 = (W) << 1 be a small parameter. Define the set

Ap == {2 € 0B NRY : |u(2) — a;| > g,
This set is a finite union of open arcs. Suppose that, for some arc, there exists a point z such that
|u(z) —a;| > d for all 1 <4 < N. Since u must be within /2 neighborhood of some phase a; at
the endpoints of this arc, the energy along the arc is bounded below by a constant C'(W, ). Let
Tr denote the union of all such arcs. Then the total number of disjoint arcs in Tr is bounded by
a constant C' depending only on W, § and M, and the measure of T is uniformly bounded, i.e.,
HY(TR) < C. Consequently, the complement (9Bg NR2) \ Tk consists of finitely many disjoint
closed arcs Iy, Io, ..., I, forming an almost-partition of dBr N ]Ri. Furthermore, we may assume
H'(I;) > C for all j and some constant C(W, M); otherwise, we can absorb any arc I with small
measure into Tr without affecting the subsequent arguments.
For each arc I;, there exists an associated phase a;; such that

lu(z) —a;| <0, Vz€lj.

Vi}.

We then expand each I; to a slightly larger arc I j such that {1: j}le forms a partition of 0B RﬂRi.

Denote by vr € BV(BE; {ai1,...,an}) a minimizer of the following minimizing partition problem:
min J, (v, BY),
(Problem 1) b

VR = Z Xj,@i; on 0BRrN Ri in the sense of trace.
j=1
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Denote by
jR = J*(URuBE)‘
The existence and the structure of vg is described later in Lemma [3.3] Then we can construct

an energy competitor v based on the profile of vr to obtain the energy upper bound (3.25)). To be
more specific, take R; := R — R® for some « € (0,1). Define v\aBRl as

v(z) = ay;, forze %fj, dist(z,c?(%fj)) >1, 1<j<k

Ri - R;-
v changes from a;; to a;;, smoothly in an O(1) arc connecting Ellj Ellj_i_l, 1<j<k-1,

Near (R1,0)/(—R1,0), v transits from ug(R1)/uo(—R1) to a;, /a;, smoothly in an O(1) arc .

On the half annulus AEh > let v linearly interpolate between u|, BrAR2 and vl B, NR3 - Special care

is required near the z-axis to maintain the boundary condition v = ug on {(z,0) : Ry < |z| < R}.
This can be achieved by defining v separately in the two corner regions AELR N{(z,y) : ly| < C}
(analogous to 4 and 5 in the proof of Lemma[2.4)) and ensuring that the energy contribution from
these regions is negligible. A direct computation then gives the energy bound J(v, AEL r) < CR'~®,
We omit the detailed calculation and refer the reader to [37, (3.33)—(3.37)].

For the construction of v inside BEI, define the following rescaled version of the minimizing
partition map vpg:

VR, (2) == UR(R—lz), z € BEl.

Let S ]1 denote the set {v;zll (a;)}. From Lemma the total number of connected components of
Sl is bounded by k+2 and the total number of line segments [ C (9.5} 065}) is at most (k'52) Near
a line segment [ C (95} ﬂ@Sjl»), we set v(z) = U;;(d(z,1)) within a thin rectangle of width R* whose
long side is parallel to I. Here d(-,1) denote the signed distance function to [. The energy within
these thin rectangles is approximately Uiﬂ-ll (1). Then we glue these thin rectangles either by regions
of size O(R?) in group of three (corresponding to interior triple junction points) or connected them
to the boundary (‘3B§ through a boundary layer (corresponding to boundary jump points). One
can assign the value of v carefully so that the energy within these gluing regions is controlled by
R'~®. See [37, proof of Proposition 3.3] for a similar construction. If there is mismatch on the
x-axis, say, there exists some i # 1 such that vg, = a; on {(x,0) : 0 < z < R;} in the sense of
trace, then we construct v in the boundary layer L := {(z,y) : R* <x < R —2R"“, 0 < y < 4R%}
as follows:

Uii(y — 2R%), R <y < 3R%,
v(x,y) = { Ui(—R*) f= + uo(:r)%, 0<y< R,
Ui (RO MY 4,435 3R <y < AR
The energy J(v,LN{R* <y < 3R*}) is bounded by Roi; — O(R®), while the contributions from
the other two layers are controlled by O(R®). For instance,

o Ro2l (B Juo(a) — ] 2 o
J(0, LO{0 <y < R*}) g/a ( [ M+ Clula) — dy) dx < CR®,
where we have used the fact that |Uy;(—RY) — a1| < Ce “F" W (ug(x)) < Clug — a1|? for > R®,
and .

We have now covered all line segments in U; ;05} N 85]1, as well as any boundary mismatch
along the z-axis, by thin rectangles of size O(R®). The triple junctions and boundary jump points
are also covered by small connecting regions, which glue all the thin rectangles associated with



12 HALF-SPACE ALLEN-CAHN SOLUTION

flat interfaces. In the remaining “interior region” of each Sl-l, we simply set v = @;. Summing
the contributions, the dominant part of J (’U,BE) arises from those rectangular neighborhoods
of S} N 85’} and from the boundary mismatch layer L near the z-axis, yielding approximately

%jR ~ Jr — O(R®). The remaining energy is bounded by C(W)R'~®, where a can be chosen
even smaller if necessary. The upper bound is established.
Next we prove the lower bound (3.26). Set Ry := R+ R“. We define a function w on 8B§2 in

the same way as the definition of v[y5+ :
Ry
w(z,0) = ug(x) for — Re <z < Ry,

w(z) = a;;, forz¢€ %I}, dist(z,a(%fj)) >1, 1<j<k

R - s
w changes from a;; to a;, ., smoothly in an O(1) arc connecting %Ij RQIJ-H, 1< <k-1,
Near (R2,0)/(—Rz2,0), w transits from ug(R2)/uo(—R2) to a;, /a;, smoothly in an O(1) arc .

Then let w linearly interpolate between w|, Bp,nk2 and uly Bk in the half annulus AE R, Again

for the two corner regions of size R near z-axis, we need to make some adjustment to match with
ug. Similarly one has
+ 1-
J(w, A g,) < CR ™%

Finally set w = u on BE. If we can prove

(3.27) /+ V2|Vuw|/W (w)dz > Jr — cR™2,
Bf,

then (3.26) follows by
/+\/§]V7A\/W(u)dz:/+ \@\Vw]\/VV(w)dz—/Jr V2|Vw|/W (w) dz
BR BR2 AR,RQ

> /+ V2|Vuly/W(w)dz — J(w, Af p.) > Tr — CR'™.
B, ’

The proof is reduced to the verification of (3.27). Below we present the proof for the case N > 3
and 0;; = 0. The case N = 3 follows by a similar argument.
For convenience, we rescale the domain BEQ to BE by defining

w(z) = w(%z), Vz € Bj.

The energy becomes
R
/+\/§\vw|\/W(w) dz = R/+ V2| Vw|/W (w) dz.
B} 2 JBf,
Then (3.27) becomes
(3.28) /+ V2|V W (w)dz > (1 — RN (Jr — CRY™) > Jr — CRY™,
BR

where the second inequality holds because R® can be absorbded by R'~* when a < %
Define the open subsets of BE by

S2:={z € B : d(w(2), ;) < g} for 1 <i< N.
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S2 are all disjoint since for any z and i # j, d(W(2),a;) + d(1@(2),a;) > o. We also recall the
following property for the metric d, cf. [42],

Ved(p,q)] = VW (q), for any p,q € R%.

Using co-area formula we obtain

N
/B+ V2|V |/ W (D) dz > 2/32 V2|V | /W (D) dz
R =1 i

N

_ Z/s Vd(w(2), a:)| d

(3.29) =1

N
=Y (G - RHH (= 1 d(@(2), ai) = si),
where s; € [R*% Z]. For sufficiently large R, the inequality above implies

Z’H ({z : d(w(z),a;) = s;}) < / V2|Vi| /W () dz < CR.

Substituting this back to - yields

N
(3.30) /B+ V2|V | /W (@) dz > Z %7_[1({2 cd(w(z),ai) = s;i}) — CRS.
R i=1

Hence, inequality (3.28)) is further reduced to the following inequality if we take a < %
N
(3.31) 3 %Hl({z L d(0(2), ai) = s;i}) > Tp — CR'.

We show that {2 : d((2),a;) < s;}1¥; forms an almost partition of B}, up to a set with negligible
N
measure. Take any z1 € Br \ (U {z:d(w(2),a;) < SZ'}), by Hypothesis (H;) we have
i=1
2
W(w(z1)) =2 C(W)R™5,
which combined with the upper bound J (@, Bf;) < CR yields

N
B\ (U 2),a;) < sl}>|

CR > W (w ())dz>—
Bh 3

Therefore, we arrive at

wlot

(3.32) < CR3.

N
BE \ (U{Z sd(w(2),a;) < Si}>
i=1

Set

5\ (Ut dtie).o) < s )
0= 7 .
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We define Qg := B U{(z,y) : —R < x < R,—/1— %3 <y < 0} and let {S;,S5,...Sx} be a

minimizer of the following constraint minimal partition problem with wetting regions.

N
O' ~
o) D 1N (08N Qy),
such that U Izj cdS;, 1<i<N,

jiig=i

(Problem 2) {(z,y):0<z<R,y=— 1_7}&951,

{(z,y) : —R<x<0,y:—\/l—%} C 85,
N

Qg \ (U §z>
i=1

We introduce a half-elliptical boundary layer below the z-axis to account for the boundary
energy in and to render the domain g strictly convex. The existence of a minimizer for
Problem 2 follows from the same arguments as in [35, Theorem 3.1]. The first observation is
that each connected component C' of S’j, which does not overlap with the lower half boundary

{(z,y) : — R <z < R,y = —/1— —} must meet dBr N R with one or more I, such that

1o = j. To see this, it suffices to notice that any interior island of Sj can be “eaten” by an adjacent
phase to lower the total energy. Hence, the total number of connected components of Sy, ..., Sy is
bounded by k + 2, which only depends on W. By [35, Theorems 1.4 and 1.8], for sufficiently small
n, the configuration of Si, ..., Sy satisfies the following properties. Although the original results
are stated for the unit disk, they extend to strict convex domains without essential modification.

< nR?.

N -
e Denote by G the wetting region Qg \ (U Si>. 0S; is C11 except at jump points on 9QR.
i=1

dS;N 85} N BE is a finite union of line segments terminating either on dQ g at a jump point
or at an interior point belonging to 0G.

e For every connected component G of G, 9G consists of three arcs, each either a circular arc
with curvature x = k(n, R). Each arc can be written as 9S; N dG for some 4. If two arcs of
0G intersect at an interior point of Q2r, then they meet tangentially.

From the structure above we can easily bound the total number of connected components of G
by a constant C' depending only on W. Then we construct a map g € BV(Qg;{ai,...,an}) in
the following way: firstly set g = a; on S;; then for any connected component G C G, suppose

9G = (05; N AG) N (9S; N IG) N (9S, N G).

Pick i € {4, j, k} such that dS; N G is the largest arc among three, and set oz = a; on G. Repeat
this procedure to assign values for all the wetting regions G and finally obtain a complete partition
of Qr . Now we invoke [37, Theorem 5.4] to obtain

N

(3.33) > H' (08, NQg) >

=1

1 (0{575 (ai)} N QR) — Cn2 1 (0{55" (a;)} NQR) — CR,

Mz
||Mz

-
Il
—
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where the constant C only depends on W. The rough idea for this estimate is that the total area
of the wetting region G is O(1/x2), and the boundary measure gain for o is O(1/k). For details,
see [37].

Now 0p| B can compete with the minimizer vg of Problem 1 since the trace condition on
OBr NR2 is satisfied. Define the set My := {z € (0,R) : 9g(x,0) # a1}. For almost every
xo € My, suppose Ogr(xg) = a; for some i # 1, then 0r will transit from a; to a; along the small

vertical segments I, := {(x0,y) : —\/1 — 2—% < y < 0}, and therefore
{~_1(ai)} Nlzy # 0, a{~_1(a1)} Ny # 0.

Consequently, we have
N 2
9,1 ~—1 T 1
257{ (0{T ()} {0 < & < B, —\[1 = 55 <y < 0}) > oM (M),
i=1
Similarly, for My := {x € (—R,0) : 9r(z,0) # a2} we have
2
Z ZH 0 (@)} N {-R <z <0,—/1— % <y <0})>oH (My),

Using (3.33]) we obtain

1 (0{57 (a;)} N QR) — CRS

Mz

N o 3
> M 05N QR) >

=1 7

g
2

Il
—

HY (0{05" (@)} N Bf) + o(H (M) +HY(Mz)) — CRS,

vV
AMZ
o Q

(3.34)

o
Il

o]t

1
(0r, Bf) — CR
— CRs.

|
=

=[S

v
S

Set V; := {z € B} : d(iw(z),a;) < s;} for 1 < i < N. We now modify {V;}}¥, to obtain a
competitor {V;}; for Problem 2. By the definition of @, @(z) = a;, for = € 9Br NR? such that

dist(z,dI;) > 1. Thus (9Bg NR2)\ (U;0V;) consists of k small arcs of size O(1). For each such arc,
we add to V; the region enclosed by the arc and its secant line, where a; is one of the two adjacent
phases of this arc. The extra cost in perimeter >, H!(9V;) is O(1). Then we define

Vi, i>3,

V= Vlu{(:):,y):O<3:<R,—\/1—f2—22<y§0} i=1,
VaU{(z,y): —R<2<0,—/1-%& <y<0} i=2

By the definition of @ on {(z,0) : —R < x < R}, we have

H ({(2,0): —R <z < R} \ (Vi UWR)) < C(R3 + R%),

which further implies

=

N
. § = TNQ E = B .
(3.35) 2 2H (OV; N Q) 2 Yov;n )+CR3
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This, together with (3.34]) and the minimality of {S’Z}f\il, leads to

N N
SO SHIOVinBY) = Y SH(OViN BYy) - CR

i=1 i=1
Yo 2
> SH'(0Si N Bfy) — CR3
i=1
> Jr — CR3 — CRS,
which yields (3.31)) if we choose o < %. This completes the proof of Proposition O
Lemma 3.3. Assume vg € BV(OB1 NR2:{a1,...,an}). There exists a minimizer v of the func-
tional J.(v, BY) defined in (L.11)) subject to the boundary condition
(3.36) v =1y on 0B1 NRY in the sense of trace.

Set S; := {v™1(a;)}. Every connected component of 8S; N dS; N Bf is a line segment terminating
at an interior triple junction z € 9S; N 0S; NOSK N Bf, at 2 € 9B N R%r which is a jump point of
vo, or at z € {(—1,0),(1,0),(0,0)}. Moreover, for each triple {i,j,k} of distinct indices there exist
angles 0;, 0;, 0, satisfying

sin 6; _ sin 0; _ smﬁk, 6, +0; + O — 21

Ojk Oik Oij

(3.37)

such that if z € B s an interior triple junction between S;, Sj, Sk, then there exists v, > 0 such
that S; N By, (2) is a circular sector determined by 0;, and similarly for j, k. Finally, each connected
component of S;, which is denoted by C;, is convex. Moreover, C; N anr contains at least one arc
of 8Bf, which is either a connected arc of vo_l(ai) or one of the boundary segments on the x-axis,
{(z,0) : 2 €(0,1)} or {(z,0): 2z € (—1,0)}.

Proof. The existence of a minimizer is quite standard by compactness and lower-semicontinuity for
BV functions. To treat the boundary energy (second and third terms in J, accounting for boundary
mismatch), we consider an equivalent constraint minimization problem. Let  := Bf" U {(x,y) :
—l1<z<1,-1<y<0}. Forve BV(Q,{ai,...,an}), define

min Jo(v,Q) = > 01 (05N DS NQ),
1<i<j<N

(Problem 3) such that v=wvg on 0B1 N Ri in the sense of trace,
v=a; on{(r,y):0<z<1l —-1<y<O0},
v=ag on{(r,y): —-1<z<0,-1<y<0},

Since v is fixed on 2\ B, Problem 3 is equivalent to the original minimization problem, and
any minimizer v of Problem 3 restricts to a minimizer of J.(-, B{") on B} subject to the trace
condition . Existence of a minimizer for Problem 3 follows directly from [35, Theorem 3.1],
with the key point being preservation of the trace condition on 0B1 N Ri when passing to the limit
of minimizing sequences.

For the profile of v, most of the results follow from [35, Theorem 1.6], which is originally stated for
the unit disk. The configuration near the interior triple junctions and the intersections of interface
0S5;NIS; with 9B N Ri at boundary jump points can be adapted to the half-disk domain without
any modification. It suffices to prove the following two facts:

e A segment of 0S; N 0}, can only intersect with the z-axis at (0,0), (1,0) or (—1,0).
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e Any connected component of S; must meet 8Bfr along at least one arc on 0B H]Ri or one
of the two radii on the z-axis.
For the first fact we assume by contradiction that O := (s,0) C 95; N 9S; for some s ¢ {—1,0,1}.
Without loss of generality, assume 0 < s < 1. Then there exists a 79 > 0 such that B;f (O) can be
split into several sectors, denoted by

Cj:={(s+rcos,rsinf) : 0 <r <rg, 01 <0 <0;}, j=1,...,1,

where 0 = 60y < 6 <--- <6 =m. On each sector Cj, there exists an index i; such that v = q;; in
C;. We derive a contradiction for each of following situations.

Case 1. i; = 1 for some 1 < j < [. We first consider ¢; = 1. Moreover we can set 7,41 = 1. Then
it is clear that a small displacement of the junction point O in the direction 6 = %1 + 5 strictly
decreases the length of each interface 95;; N 9S;, , for j =1,...,l, contradicting minimality. See
Figure 2| Similarly one can derive a contradiction for other j such that i; = 1.

(5,0)

FicURE 2. Case I: move the junction inside to reduce energy.

Case 2. N =3 and ! > 2. Asshown in Case 1, i; # 1 for all 1 < j <[, so the phases az and a3 must
alternate on circular sectors C, ..., C;. Therefore, C1 and C5 correspond to the same phase, say as,
separated by a sector C occupied by az. Let A := 0C1NIC2NIB,,(0), B := 0C2N0C3NIBy, (0),
and let C’ denote the triangle ABO. Redefine v on Cy by setting v = as on €’ and v = ag on
Cy \ C'. This modification strictly reduces the energy by the triangle inequality, a contradiction.

Case 3. N =3 and [ = 2. Assume v = ag on C; and a3z on Cy. Denoted by 03 € (0, 7) the central
angle for C5. The stability of the location of the junction point O on the z-axis implies

013 = 012 + 023 cos Os.
Similarly, one-sided stability of the junction along the 65 direction leads to
(013 — 012) cos by > 023,

which, combined with the previous relation, yields a contradiction oag cos? 6y > oa3.

Case 4. N > 3 and 0;; = 0. In this case, there must be a C; with an opening angle less than Qi

Suppose without loss of generality that C; has an opening angle 6; < 2?” As shown in Figure
we can reduce the total energy by moving the junction point along the %1 direction, which again

contradicts the minimality.
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FI1GURE 3. Case 4: move the junction along the angle bisector of C

Therefore, we have verified the first fact that 0S; N 0S; can only intersect with the z-axis at
(0,0), (1,0) or (—1,0).

For the second fact, we take a connected component C of S; such that dC does not coincide
with any arc of vy *(a;) or any of two radii on the z-axis. Assume i = 1 without loss of generality.
Then modifying v within C does not violate the boundary condition on 8B1+ . When N = 3, set
OC = y2Uys where 7y; := 0CNAS; for j = 2,3. Without loss of generality, assume H'(y2) > H!(73).
If we take v = as on C, then the total energy is changed by

oM (73) — 012 (v2) — o1sH (3) < o12H (v3) — o12H (12) <0,

which contradicts the minimality. Similarly, when N > 3 with all equal 0;;, we can eliminate the
island C' by filling C' with any of surrounding phases to lower the total energy. We thus conclude
that each connected component of S; must coincide with OB~ along an arc of positive measure.
The proof of Lemma [3.3]is complete.

O

We define the quantities

W(r) = - - W(u)dz,
N o
N(r):= . /B,T 2]Vu| dz.

Using Proposition we obtain the following convergence results of W(r) and N (r).

Lemma 3.4. There exists a constant L such that

(3.38) lim W(r) = lim N(r) = L.

r—00 T—00

Proof. Take Rj as the constant in Proposition We first show that for any Re > R1 > Ry,

[N]])

(3.39) W (Ry) — W(Ry) > —CR;
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We first consider the case when Ry < Ry < 2R;. Using (3.20)), Lemma and Proposition we
have

W(Rz2) — W(R1)

R (1 1 1 C
> — 8Vu2—(9u2+Wu>d’H1— dr
/Rl <2T /BBTQR?'. <2’ " glorl () 72

1 1 . c
> _ _Z _
_/A+ o (W(u) 2|Vu| > dz 7

Rq,Ro
1 1 1 C
- W = AW () — — dz — —
=58 | VW (u) 4+ ﬁ]Vu| ‘\/ (u) \/E|Vu] z 7

Rq1,Ro

> 21R1 (2J(u,BE2)>% </B§ ( W(u) — éyvm)z dz>2 = ng

>~ L (CRryt (CRI)?
= 2R1 2 2
——CR;?.

For Ry > 2Ry, let k > 1 be the integer such that 2Ry < Ry < 2k+1R1, we compute

k—1
W(Rz) = W(R1) = W(R2) = W2 R1) + ) (W2 Ry) — W(2' Ra))
j=0
k=1 .
>—C> (2/R1)"% > —CR, 2,
j=0
which yields (3.39). The existence of lergo W(r) follows by (3.39) and the rough upper bound
W(r) <C.
Similarly, we have
IW(r) = N(r)]
<2 W) - Livup|
S u) = 5|Vul?| dz
(3.40) 1 L 2 2
<; (2J(u, B}))? (/B;L < W(u) — \f|Vu|> dz)
1 1
S;(Cr)% (Cri=*)2 <Cr7z, Vr> Ry,
which implies that lgn N (r) exists and equals to li}m W(r). O

A direct consequence of the above calculation is:

Lemma 3.5. For every 0 < A1 < Ag it holds

1
(3.41) lim —|8,u*dz = 0.
oo Ai—lr,)\Qr |Z|
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Proof. By (3.20) we have

1

_ > il

W(har) — W) > /A =
AT, Ao

1 C
(W(u) - 5\Vu|2 + |81,u|2> dz — N

which together with (3.38)), (3.40) immediately gives (3.41)). O

Lemma [3.5] implies that every blow-down limit must be a minimal cone.

Proposition 3.6. Assume u is a minimizing solution of (L.1) satisfying (1.5)—(1.9). For any
sequence {r;} — 0o, let & € BV oe(R%; {a1,...,an}) be the blow-down limit guaranteed in Proposi-

tion . Then for any i # j such that the reduced boundary I'}; := o ay)}rno{a(ay)}* #0,
F;‘j 18 necessarily a ray emanating from the origin. Moreover, there exist indices i1, io such that
(z,0) = a;, forz > 0 and u(z,0) = a;, for x < 0 in the sense of traces. In particular, G is radially
mvariant.

Proof. The proof is almost identical to that of [37, Theorem 3.6]. We omit the details.
O
Since 4 is radially invariant, it depends only on the polar angle, i.e. @ = @(6) for 6 € (0,7), in
polar coordinates. Extend u to ORi:

u(d), 0<6<m,
a(r,0) =u(f) := < aq, 0=0,
as, 0 =m.

Then u(f) € BV([0,7];{a1,...,an}). We end this section by the following proposition on the
structure of @, which provides a classification of minimal cones to (1.11)).

Proposition 3.7. The function @ has at most two discontinuity points, denoted by 0 < a1 < ag <
w. Moreover, if a1 < ag, then as — ayg > %7‘(’ when hypothesis (HY) holds and a1 — g > 63 when
hypothesis (Hs) holds, where 03 is determined by Young’s law (3.37)).

Proof. Since & € BV([0,7];{a1,...,an}), its discontinuity set consists of finitely many points
0<ar <ag <---<ap <7 If k> 2 then for every 1 < j < k — 1, there is i; suchthatﬁzaij
on (aj,a;41). Moreover, & = aj on [0,1) when a1 > 0 and @ = ag on (ay, 7] when o < 7. We
divide the proof into two cases, corresponding to (Hj) and (Hs) respectively.

(1) N = 3. We claim that for any 1 < j < k — 1, the value a;; cannot be aq or as. Otherwise,
one would contradict the minimality, as in Case 1 in the proof of Lemma [3.3] by perturbing
the junction point in the direction of %3 Consequently, we obtain & < 2 and if k = 2, then
@ = az on (a1, a9). It remains to show ay — ay > 63 when k = 2. Recall that 6y, 62,03 are
given by Young’s law . Assume by contradiction ag —y < 03, we claim that the a;-as
interface and the ao-as interface can be pinched together to decrease the total energy. Let
g := aq + ™ — 01, then we have a1 < ag < ag because 3 > m — 61. Consider perturbation
of the junction in the direction «y, the stability condition implies

o9z cos(ag — a; — (m — 01)) + 013 cos(m — 61) < o12.
This, together with and the monotonicity of the cosine function on (0, ), gives
sin 03 > sin 6y cos(ag — a; — (m — 61)) + sin O3 cos(m — 61)
> sin 6 cos(03 — (m — 61)) + sin Oy cos(m — 01) = sin b3,
yielding a contradiction.

(2) N > 3 and 0;; = 0. From similar arguments as in the N = 3 case, for any 1 < j <k —1,
we have aj1 — a; > %’T Therefore, k < 2 and oy — o > 2% when k = 2.
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The proof of Proposition is completed.

4. UNIQUENESS OF THE BLOW-DOWN LIMIT

In this section we show that the blow-down limit % is independent of the choice of sequence {r;}.
We present the proof under Hypothesis (Hj), i.e. all 0;; are equal. All the arguments work equally
well for the case (Hs).

Using Lemma [3.4}, Proposition [2.5| and Proposition [3.7] we have

: . o
7hll)n([)lo W(r) = Tlg(r)loj\/’(r) =5 oo

depending on the number of discontinuity angles for one of the extended blow-down limits 4 = ().
Henceforth, we assume that
lim W(r) = o,

7—00

which is equivalent to requiring that any extended blow-down limit 4(#) has exactly two disconti-

nuity angles. The case lim W(r) = & follows analogously, with a simpler computation.
T—>00

Utilizing Proposition Proposition and Lemma [3.5] we have that for any ¢ > 0, there
exists a R(e) such that for every R > R(¢), the following estimates hold:

g 1 1 2 9
%2 — = < - <%+ =
o 2_R/B§ <2Wul —i—W(u)) dz < ot
e 1 €
_ <= < e
1<% " W(u)dz a+4,
R,2R
1
U_ZSE f]VTu|2dz<U+Z,
R,2R
i g
lur — UHLI(B;) < DR

for some u, which depends on R, having the structure described in Proposition In particular,
there exists aq, ag and a; (i # 1,2), all depending on R, such that g — ag > 2% and

a;, a1 <0 <as,
iZ(r,G): a;, 0<60<ag, ifa; >0,
ag, 042<9<7T, if042<7T.
It follows immediately that the third phase a; remains the same for all R. Without loss of

generality, assume ¢ = 3. Now we fix € as a small parameter to be determined later. By Fubini’s
theorem and mean value theorem, we can find Ry € (R,2R) for any R > R(¢), such that

1
(4.42) 20— < / (\8Tu]2 + W(u)) dH' <20 +«.
OBp, k2 \2

(4.43) H'(0Br, NRY N {|u(z) — as| < e}) > Ro.

Let 6 = §(W) < 1 be the same constant as in the proof of Proposition Without loss of
generality, we assume that ¢ is very small compared to § and Ry is sufficiently large such that

(444 u(Ro,0) — 1| < 5. fu(~Fo,0) o] < 5.
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For 1 <i < N, define the set

— )
T; :={z € 0Br, NR% : |u(z) —a;| < =

— 2 .
By (4.44) and (4.43) we have
(Ro,0) € T1, (—Ro,0) € Tp, H'(T3) > R

This further implies that there are at least two phase transitions (ai-as, as-as) along 0Bg, N Ri.
One can derive that T; = () for all i ¢ {1,2,3} since otherwise the energy estimate (4.42)) will be
violated. We continue to define the following:

03 := min{6 : (Rocos, Rysinf) € T3},
62 := max{# : (Rycos®, Rysinf) € Tz},
61 := max{f < 63, (Rocosf, Rysinf) € Ty},
02 := min{f > 63, (Ry cosd, Rysinf) € Tp},
T1 := {(Rocosf, Rysin®) : 0 € [0,601]},
Ty := {(Rocosf, Rysin @) : 0 € [fa, 7]},
T3 := {(Rocosf, Rysin®) : 0 € [63,63]},
C13 := the open arc connecting TI and T3,
(30 := the open arc connecting Tg and TQ.

From this definition, there will be an ai-as transition on Ci3 and an ao-az transition on Chs.
Also for z € C13 U Cas, it holds that |u(z) — a;| > g for all . Thus we have

HY(C13 U Cy3) < C(W).

1
/ (yaTuF + W(u)> dH! > 20 — C6%.
C13UC32 2

This energy lower bound yields the uniform closeness of u(z) to a; on T; for i = 1,2, 3 if we choose
£ < 62, since by (#.42)) most of energy is concentrated on arcs C13 and C3z, rendering the variation
of u on T; to be small. More specifically, we have

lu(z) —a;] < C§ < 1 on Tj,
for some constant C' = C(W).

Set )
01+ 0 05 + 6
913=71—£ 3, 9322:73; 2
Then the ray lg,,(lg,,) passes through the center point of C13(Cs2), demoted by Ao, By respectively.
Also, we define vy € BV(BEO; {ai1,...,an}) as a minimizer of the following problem

min J, (v, BEO), such that

ay, 0<0<bhs,
vo(Rp cosf, Rysinf) = < a3, 613 < 0 < 039, in the sense of traces.
as, 032 <40 S T,

(Problem 4)

We now introduce the approximate location of the sharp interface, which is denoted by I'g. If
O30 — 013 > 2{, set Ty = (lgy, Ulps,) N BEO. Otherwise, let 03 := % and we can choose a point
Go on lg, N BEO that minimizes the total distance |GoO| 4 |GoAo| + |GoBol|. In the latter case, the
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segments GoO, GoAg, GoBy form angles of %’T pairwise, and we set I'g = GogO U GgAg U GoBy. We
then use the same competitor construction as in the proof of the upper bound in Proposition [3.2]
i.e. constructing the phase transitions using the heteroclinic connections within a thin rectangular
neighborhood of each branch of I'y. The corresponding energy upper bound follows from an explicit
computation, which is given by

(4.45) J(u, B,)) < oH'(To) + CRy™.
By
Ao
032
013
0] (@)
(A) Iy = l913 U l932 when 035 — 013 > 2?‘” (B) I'o =GOUGAy UGBy when 035 — 013 < %T

FIGURE 4. Definition of I'y.

We aim to derive the lower bound J(u, BEO) > oH!(Ty) — CRy ™. This estimate can be deduced
from , which is already proved in Proposition via results on a minimal partition problem
with vacuum regions. Here, however, we present a more direct proof based on a slicing argument,
which exploits the simpler structure of the sharp interface. The idea originally comes from [5]
Proposition 3.1]. The first step is to slightly modify the boundary data on 0Bpg,. Define a function
v on Bp, NR2:

ar, 0<6<63—Ry",
smoothly connecting ai, ag, 613 — Ral <60<bi35+ Ral,
v(Rgcos b, Rysinf) = { as, b1+ Ryt <0 <633 — Ry,
smoothly connecting asz, as, 030 — Rgl <0< 03+ Ral,

a2, O30+ Ryt <6 <.

Then we extend v inside BEO by setting

o(z) = linear interpolation between ”’6330 and u(%-)\ag%_l, z € AJI:Eo—l,Ro’
Ro +
u(RO_lz)v z e BRofl'

One can show that the energy in the boundary layer AJﬁo—l, R, 1s uniformly bounded by a constant
C(0,W). Thus we obtain

J(u,BEO) > J(U,BEO_l) > J(U,BEO) - C.
With this, the energy lower bound follows immediately from the following Lemma.
2
Lemma 4.1. J(U,BEO) > oH(Ty) — CRE.

Proof. The proof utilizes a slicing argument from [5, Proposition 3.1]. Here we present the detailed
argument for the case %’T < B39 — 013 < 7, i.e. I'g consists of two segments. In this case, the lower
bound becomes

2
(4.46) J(v, Bf) > 20Ry — CR;.
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The same argument applies for the case when 035 — 013 < 2{, with slightly more involved compu-
tation.
We first rotate BEO so that the as-a3 interface lg,, becomes vertical. Under this rotation, the

domain BEO is transformed into Br, N {(z,y) : y > m}, which we denote by Q. In the new
coordinates, we have
Io={(0,y):0<y < Rp}U{(rcosag,rsinag):0<r <Ry}, ap:=0i3+ g — 03 € (—g,—%].

The boundary condition of v becomes
Ry
Ry—1
ai, 0€[Z —03,% — 03+ 013 — Ry"),
On the semicircle: v(Rgcost, Rosinf) = ¢ a3, 6 € (5 — 032+ 013+ Ro_l, 5 Ro_l),
az, 0€(5+ Ry, 3 —03).

On the straight part: v(rsinfsg, r cos32) = ug( r), re€(—Rp+1,Ry—1),

On the O(1) gaps on 0 separating those arcs(segments) described above, v interpolates smoothly.
See Figure [5| for the domain € and the boundary data. In the argument below, we ignore these
small gaps and assume instead that v transitions sharply from one phase to another along 9€.
This simplification does not affect the main estimate but considerably streamlines the presentation.

as

a9 — %

ai

FIGURE 5. Red: aq, Green: ao, Blue: ag

Set the horizontal line segments v, as
v =A{(z,y) :x € R} NQy, y € [Rycosbsa, Ryl.
Define functions A1 (y), \2(y), As(y) by

_1
Ai(y) == Hl(vy N{|v(z,y) —ail| <Ry °}), i € {1,2,3}, y € [Rycos b3z, Ry.
Set
2
y*:=min{y € [0, Ro] : Aa(y) + As(y) > H' () — R }.

2
When |y — Ro| < 1, H(v,) < R§, thus the set on which we minimize to get y* is not empty. We
further define

D =QnNn{y>y"}, Q:=Qn{y<y'}
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On Q, when y € (Rgcos(m — 632), Rp), 7, intersects with 9€g at two points on the semicircle,
where v takes the value of ag at one point and a3 at the other. Thus if y* > Ry cos(m — f32), we

have
Ro
J(v, ) 2/ dy /
y* Y,

If y* € [0, Ry cos(m —032)], for y € (y*, Ry cos(m —032), 7, meets 9 at a point on the straight part,
where the value of v is close to as, and a point on the semicircle, which is a ag point. Utilizing
Lemma and (1.8), We compute

@yarv\? + W(v)) dac) > (Ry — y")o.

Y

(4.47)

J(0,0) > /y Yy ( /y y (;axvﬁ " W(v)) dx)
/yRO o) /vy <;|8mv|2 + W(v)> dz + Ro(1 — cos(m — 032))0
/

Ro cos(m—032)
-C uQ RO y — as
Ry — 1 cosfs3

*

Y

*

Y

2
) dy + Ro(1 — cos(m — 032))o

Y

(RO - y*)O' - Ca

for some constant C' depending only on W and wuy.
For the domain €9, we first show that there exists a constant C'(W') such that

(4.48) HU({y € (0,5%) : Mily) = 0, Vi £2,3}) < CR}.

For any y € (0,y*) satisfying \;(y) = 0 for any i # 2,3, by definition of y* we have

1 2
H (0 {lo(z) — ail > Ry ®, ¥i}) > Ry.
This implies

1
W(v)dx > CR§.
Yy

Combining this with the rough upper bound (2.17)) gives (4.48)). We denote by

K :={y € (0,y"): \i(y) =0, Vi # 2,3}

For any y € (0,y*) \ K, v, intersects with 0€Q at an ay point and an az point, and passes
through an a; point for some ¢ # 2,3, which leads to two phase transitions along ~,. For y €
(Ro cos(fz2 — 613),0), there is at least one aj-ag transition along 7,. Let x € [0,1] be an arbitrary
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parameter. We compute utilizing Lemma and ((1.8):

/ <1\8$v|2 +I€2W(U)> dxdy
, \2
0
() ( o+ W) ) da ) dy
(O,y*)\K RO COS(9327913
0
> / -I-/ / (\[/ﬂavl\/i)dac
(0,y*\K R cos(032—013)
_ y 9
> 20 —CR,? - C — d
_K/(O’y*)\K< 7 0 [u (R —1c08932) a2 > y

0
—|—/€/ (U—C’u( >—a12>dy
Ro COS(932—913) ‘ R[) — 1 cos 032 ‘

2(2y* - RO COS(932 - 6’13))&0’ - CRS,

In the vertical direction, set

_1
P :={z € (0,Rpsin(f32 — 013)) : |v(z,y") —ai| < Ry ®, i =2 or 3}.

For every x € P, the vertical line {(z,y) : y € R} Ny meets v,~ at an as or ag point and meets
0Q at a;. We calculate similarly as the horizontal energy to obtain

/92 (;!aym? +(1 - HQ)W(U)> dydz

- ( /()Q V21— 2)]0,0] /W (0) dy) da

2
Z\/ 1-— /€2UR0 sin(932 — 913) — CRS’ .

Combining the energy in both horizontal and vertical directions leads to

2
J(v,9) > km[%)i] {(Qy* — Ry cos(f32 — 013))ko + Ry sin(f3g — 013)\/ 1 — &20} - CR§
€

2
(4'49) = G\/R% sin2(932 - 013) + (2y* - RO COS(932 - 013))2 - CRS

= 0\/R(2) — 4y* Ry cos(f32 — 013) + 4y*? — CR5.
Add the energy estimate on € (4.47)) implies

2
(4.50) J(v,Qp) >0 (Ro -y + \/R(Q) — 4y*Rg cos(f32 — 613) + 4y*2> —CRS.

Since %’r < 39 — 013 < 7, we have

Ry — y* + \/R(% —4y* Ry COS(932 — 013) + 4y*2

>Ry —y* + \/Rg + 2y*Ro + 4y*2 > 2Ry,  for y* >0,

where the minimum is attained when y* = 0. This implies (4
When 635 — 013 < 2%, Ty has a third branch, corresponding to the a1-as interface. In such a case,
we can rotate €)g based on G so that GoBy becomes the new y-axis. All computations proceed
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similarly in this case, and the leading term oH!(T'g) in the lower bound, is obtained by considering

a minimization problem with a slightly different function of y*.
O

Remark 4.1. If we assume (H3) instead of (Hj), the proof above requires modifications to account
for the unequal partition at the triple junction. For a detailed discussion, we refer interested readers
to [B, Section 7].

So far, we have established that
J(u, Bf,) — oMM (To)| < CRY™,
for some o > 0. For v > 0, we define the diffuse interface
I, g :={z € B} : [u(z) —a;i| >, Vi=1,..,N},

which represents the region that separates coexisting phases {|u(z) — a;| < 7}. From the way
the energy lower bound is calculated, we have the following result on the closeness of the diffuse
interface Z, r to the sharp interface I'y.

Lemma 4.2. There ezists a constant C = C(v, W), such that for sufficiently small ¢ and the
associated Ry,

[e3

. 1-5
(4.51) Ty Ry C NCR;,% (To) := {z € Bf, : dist(z,Tg) < CR, 2}.

Moreover, there are constants k, K > 0 such that if z & NC (Tou BBEO), then

R(l]fa/2

) —kdist(z,(ON | 1_a/2(T0UdBE )))
min |u(z) — a;| < Ke “Ho o
(2

1—a/2>

which implies that u converges exponentially fast to one of the energy wells a;, outside the O(R,,
neighborhood of I'g U 83}50.

The proof is almost identical to the proof of [26, Proposition 6.1], with some minor modifications
adapted to our half-disk domain. The idea originates from [5, Proposition 4.2], which is based on
the following observation: when computing the energy on 21 in the proof of Lemma see ,
only the horizontal deformation term |9,v|? is computed. If the diffuse interface Z, r, N €2 deviate
largely from the sharp interface I'g N 1, which is approximately the positive y-axis in Figure
this deviation produces additional energy through vertical deformation. Adding this contribution
to the energy lower bound would then contradict the upper bound. We omit the detailed argument
here and refer the readers to [26, Proposition 6.1].

Now we are ready to establish the uniqueness of blow-down limit .

Proposition 4.3. Let u: R2 — R? be a minimizing solution of (L1)) satisfying ([L.5)~-(1.9). Then
the blow-down limit 4 in Proposz'tz'on is independent of the choice of sequence {r;}. That is to
say, there exists a blow-down limit @, with structure characterized by Proposition[3.7, such that

i Jjuy —af| gy = 0,

for any compact K € @
Moreover, there are constants C and rqo such that for any r > rq,

(4.52) = @l 1 gty < Cr2.
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Proof. We present the proof assuming (Hj). We fix Ry such that (4.42)), (4.43), (4.44) and (4.45)
hold. Rescale the approximated sharp interface I'g € BEO to the unit half disk Bf' by defining

Ig:={ze Bf : Roz € To}.

From Lemma it follows that Ty splits By into three subdomains QF, Q9, Q9 such that for
any i € {1,2,3}

@

lury(2) — ail <7, Vz € QY satisfying dist(z, Q) < CR, 2.
Let

3
UO = E a; - XQ?v
=1

Lemma [4.2] further implies

a

Jury — U0HL1(31+) < CR(;E'
Now we can select a sequence of radii {Rj}jﬁ1 such that R; € (27Ry, 27T Ry) and the corre-
sponding rescaled map up; satisfies

[e3

|ur, —Uj HL1 BH) <C’R ?,

for some U; := Z @i+ Xgy with {Qj | being a three-partition of B;" determined either by union

2
3

greater than or equal to 2%. Let F denote the interface associated with U;. upg,(z) is y-close to

of three rays formlng angles pairwise, or two rays meeting at the origin with an opening angle
one of phases a1, ao, ag if dlst(z,Fo) > CR]- 2

For any j > 0, let 913, 6%, € 0,7 denote the directions of the aj-as interface and the ag-as
interface of FJ, respectively. since ug; and ug, , are rescalings of the same function u at comparable

scales (1 ), we argue as in [26, Section 8] to obtain that

Q

[e3

’93 J+1’ < CR 2, ’9%2 J+1‘ < CR 2

which implies that {6 3} L ({83,12 721) forms a Cauchy sequence and therefore this is 013 (f32) such
that

jlgn 913 = (913, jl;r{.lo 9%2 = (932.
Moreover we have the following estimate of the convergence rate,

(o3

615 — O13| < CR; 2, [0, — 052 < CR; 2.
Combining the convergence of the a1—a3 and as—ao interfaces with the complete characterization
of blow-down limits in Proposition one can deduce via a straightforward geometric argument
the existence of a unique blow-down hmlt 1, whose discontinuity angles are 615 and B3, such that

@

1Uj = @il a5y < CR; 2.

The convergence rate (4.52)) then follows immediately. O
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Corollary 4.4. By Lemma Proposition and an elementary argument, cf. [25, Lemma 3.2],
one can derive that the diffuse interface D, defined in is contained in a C(fy,u,W)Rk%
neighborhood of the sharp interface lo, U ly, within BE, for sufficiently large R. Furthermore, we
have the following estimates for sufficiently large r:

u(r,0) — ay| < KeFrmin{lohlan=Crool=01k g o o) — Cp=a/?),
(4.53) |u(r,0) — az] < Ke_kr'min{w_al_CT’fa/Q\,locz—Cr*aﬂ—Gl}, 0 € (a1 + Cr=2 qq — C"r_o‘/z)a
‘U(T, 9) _ a2’ < Ke—kr~min{\9—o¢2—0r*a/2|7|7r—9|}’ 0 e (a2 + Cr_a/2,7r).

Proof of Theorem[I1.3 The statement in Theorem [I.3] follows immediately from Proposition [2:5]
Proposition [3.7 and Proposition [£.3] O

5. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIORS NEAR THE SHARP INTERFACE

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem which establishes the asymptotic behavior of
u near the interior sharp interface. Similarly as in Section |4, we present the proof under Hypothesis
(HY). The proof can be easily generalized to the (Hs) case.

Let u be a minimizing solution of [1.1] satisfying (L.B)—(1.9), with @(r,8) = @(¢) being the unique
blow-down limit of u at infinity. In particular, we assume 4 has the following structure:

ai, 0 c (0,041) 9
(5.54) w(f) =< a3, 6€ (a,az), forsomel <o <apx<m, ag—oay > §7r.
az, 0 € (az,m),

For the extended map @ defined in , the two discontinuity angles are o and aq, respectively.
In the two-phase case where a; = ay € (0, 7), the proof becomes simpler. Indeed, our argument
will focus on a sector containing only a single interface [, , along which we will establish the refined
profile.

By Corollary there exist K = K (u, W), k = k(u, W) such that

lu(r, %) —aq] < Ke_kr,

(5.55) u(r, Q) ) < Keh
ulr, ) — aa| < Ke .

The following lemma provides refined energy lower bound and upper bound on BE.
Lemma 5.1. There is a constant C' = C(u, W) such that for every R > 0,
(5.56) 20R — C < J(u,Bf) <20R+C.

Proof. First we apply the exponential decay result on the rays [ e, laj+ay and lay,+x to obtain
2 2

J(u, BY)

R 1
2/ / (|3Tu]2 + W(u)) dH' dr
o Jop, \2
R a1+ a9

2/ (QU—C]u(T,O;l)—aﬂQ—CW(?“,2)—a3’2—cu(7”> a2+7r)_a2‘2> dr
0

R
=20R - C / Ke 2 dr > 26R — C(u, W),
0
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which yields the lower bound.

For the upper bound, we construct an explicit energy competitor in a manner analogous to the
construction in the proof of Proposition [3.2] The idea is to build one-dimensional heteroclinic
connections in small neighborhoods of l,, and l,,, and then fill in the boundary layers by linear
interpolation to match the prescribed boundary data. The resulting estimates are essentially the
same as before, although in the present setting the construction is actually simpler due to the clearer
structure of & thanks to the established convergence results. The energy within interpolation layers
can be controlled by a constant C'(u, W) and the upper bound follows,

J(u, BY) < 20R+ C(u, W).
We leave the detailed calculation in the Appendix [A] O

Remark 5.1. In the cases a; = 0 or ap = m, the lower bound remains valid, but our present
construction does not allow the next-order term in the upper bound to be uniformly bounded. The
best estimate available is O(R®) for arbitrarily small o > 0, which is not sufficient for the results
that follow.

With Lemma ﬂ, we are able to restrict the diffuse interface D, within a O(R%) neighborhood
of the sharp interface.

Lemma 5.2. For each vy > 0, there exists a constant C = C(~y,u, W) such that the diffuse interface
D, N BE is contained within a CRY%-neighborhood of the sharp interface loy U lay. In addition,
the estimate in (4.53) can be refined by replacing a with 1.

Proof. The proof closely follows that of [25, Lemma 3.5 and Remark 3.6]. We outline the main idea
here. The first step is to reduce the proof of the lemma to establishing the following claim.

Claim. There exists a constant C(y, u, W) such that the following holds: for each sufficiently large
R, on the annulus A}, o := {|z| € R% : R < |z| < 9R}, there are two angles 67%, 6% € (0,7) such
that

(557)  DyNAfgpC {re? 0 e (0 — CR 2,08 + CR2)U (05 — CR™2,65 + CR™2)}.
Once this claim is established, we may iterate (5.57)) at scales R,3R,9R, ... and obtain that
68 —ai| < CR™2, |08 —ay) <CR 2

which together with (5.57)) directly yields the first statement of the lemma, namely, the distance of

Dy N BE to the sharp interface is bounded by CR3. Then the exponential decay estimates
can be improved accordingly.

We now turn to the proof of the claim. For fixed v, by Corollary [£.4 we can exclude the possibility
that D, N AE o intersects a small neighborhood of the real axis {y = 0}. It suffices to consider
neighborhoods of la, U la,.

For any R large enough, by Corollary 4.4, Lemma and the analogous argument as in the
beginning of Section |4} there are Ry € (%R, R), Ry € (9R,10R) and angles 015, 035, 035, 635, such
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that the following hold.
013 — 1| SCR™2, |05 —as| <CR™3, i=1,2

. C
|u(r,0) —ai| <, whenr=R;, 6¢€(0,0i5— E)’ i=1,2.
, C o Coo.
|u(r,0) —as| <, whenr=R;, 6¢€ (05+ 57932 — E)’ i=1,2.
lu(r,0) —ag| <, whenr=R;, 0€ (05 + %,w), i=1,2.

where C' depends only on v, u, and W, not on R.
1
Now we prove that |0]5 — 9%3] < C1R 2. Otherwise, suppose without loss of generality that

9%3 — 9%3 > ClR_%, for some constant C7; = C1 (7, u, W) will be determined later. Then for each
0 € (03;+CR™1,0{;—CR™1), Iy intersects with Bg, at an a; point and with dBpg, at an ag point.

Consequently,
9%3—0R71 Ro 1 C
/ (/ <|&nu|2 + TQW(U)> dr) rdf > —IJR%T,
62,+CR~1 R \2 2

for arbitrary 7 € (0,1). Utilizing (5.55)) we have the following energy estimate of the energy which
only includes the tangential variation on Agl Ry

/A+ <;|6Tu|2 +(1- TQ)W(’LL)> dz > V1 —712(20—Ce *¥)(Ry—R;) > 2v/1 — 720(Ry—R;)—C.

Rq,Ro

Combining the radial variation and the tangential variation yields

/A+ (;|Vu]2 + W(u)> d

R1,Ra
> m(%ui) {?aRéT +2vV1—720(Rs — Ry) — C’}
T€(0,

Ct
=0 TR+4(R2_R1)2_C.

We can choose C large enough to obtain

1
/+ (2]Vu|2 + W(u)> dz > 20(Ry — Ry) + 4C%,

R1,Rp
where Cy is the constant in (5.56]). We arrive at a contradiction with (5.56)). Therefore, it must

hold that |01, — 62| < CyR™=. Similarly, |04, — 62,| < C1R2.

01,462, 01, +62 . .
Set 9% = % and 0% = % It remains to show the existence of a constant C, such

that for any R € [R1, Ra),
(5.58)  D,NOBrC {Re” :0 € (08 — CR 2,08 + CR 2)U (6%, — CR 2,0 + CR 2)}.
R = Rj, Ry satisfy the above relation automatically. Define the set of angles

Or:={0:1 ﬂAJ}%,Rz N D, # 0}

By the same method of splitting the energy in the tangential and radial directions and comparing
with the sharp energy upper bound, one can obtain the following result

1Or| < Cs(v,u, W)R"2.
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Hence, there are angles 31 € (6% — CgR*%,G{%), B e (05 01 + CgR*%), B3 € (6% — CgR*%,G?}E)
and By € (08,08 + C3R™2) such that for every r € (Ry, Ry),

lu(r, 1) —a1| < %, lu(r, B3) — as| < %,
u(r, 83) — asl < 3. Julr, B) — aa] < 3.

follows immediately by applying the Variational Maximum Principle, i.e. Lemma with
r = 7 and the domain D being {re’ : r € (R1, R2),0 € (0,51)}, {re? : r € (R1, R2),0 € (B3, 83)}
and {re’ : v € (R1, Ry),0 € (Ba,7)}, respectively. The proof is completed.
O
So far we have shown that the diffuse interface D, NOBp is contained in an O(R%)—neighborhood
of the sharp interface. In order to prove Theorem [1.4} it remains to refine the distance to O(1).
Given a sufficiently large R, we define the following quadrilateral Qg.

8QR = L]_ UL2 ULSUL4)
where
aq
Ll = {(m,xtan ?) T E [OaR]}’

sin ao — sin o

Ly :={(x,y) : zcosaj; + ysinag = R, z € | R, R},

sin(ag — o)
sin ag — sin o

L3 :={(z,y) : xcosag + ysinas = R, z € [ R, R]},

sin(ae — aq)
Ly := {(z, —z cot %) cx € [—-R,0]}.

Q@R is the quadrilateral enclosed by l‘XTl (L1), lag+r (L4), and the tangent lines to Br at (R cos a1, Rsina;)
2

(L2) and at (Rcosag, Rsinag) (Lz). We now establish the same energy lower and upper bounds
for J(u,QR).

Lemma 5.3. There exists a constant C(u, W) such that for sufficiently large R,
(5.59) 20R—C < J(u,Qr) <20R+C.
Proof. If we examine the proof of the lower bound in (5.56) closely, we can obtain the following

stronger inequality
R 71'—0—2a2 1
/ / <2|Vu|2+W(u)> dordr > 20R — C.
0 Jo

This follows from the fact that the estimate only depends on the values of u along [ a1, lagt+as and
2
las+r, which induces at least two phase transitions on each 0B,. This inequality immediately gives

thé lower bound
J(u,Qr) >20R—C, VR.
For the upper bound, we first establish the following weaker form.
J(u,Qr) < 20(R+ R2)+C, VR.

By elementary geometry we have

dist(z, lay Ulay) > CRT, V2 € Qr\ B}, 1o
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which, combined with Lemma further implies

3
u(=)] + [Vu(z)| < Ce™CFY Wz € Qr\ By, e

Therefore, we can assert that the energy contribution from Qg \ B}, RARI/2 is negligible and

J(u,Qr) < J(u,B +C <20(R+ R%)+C.

R+R1/2)

Consequently, for sufficiently large R, there exists R € (R,2R) such that

1
/ <]8Tu|2 + W(u)) dH' < 20 4 o(1),
005 \2

R

which leads to the existence of two points P; = (z1,y1) € Lo and P> = (x2,y2) € L3 (where Lo, L3
are defined with respect to R) such that

l\.’)\»—‘

dist(Py,la,) < CR2,  dist(Py,la,) < CR2;
lu(z,y) — ay| < Ce Rlz=21=O) " y(p y) € Ly, 21+ C <z <R,
v(z,y)

sin ap — sin o

lu(z,y) —az| < Ce_k(u_xl‘_c), € Lo, R<xz<xz —C,

sin(ag — aq)
lu(z,y) — ag| < Ce Fle=221=C) " y(p ) € Ly, —R <z < xy — C,

sin ap — sin g

lu(z,y) — as] < Ce FlE=21=C) " y(p ) e L3, 20+ C <z < R.

sin(ag — 1)

Here C' = C(u, W), and its value may vary across these estimates. Moreover, on L; and L4 (also
defined with respect to R), u(z) is close to ay and a; respectively. With this precise estimate of
u along JQR, we can construct an explicit energy competitor in Q5 in the same manner as in
the proof of Lemma [5.1} see Appendix [A] Here the sharp interface, around which we build the
transition layers, is simply the union of the two line segments OP; and OP,, whose lengths are
controlled by

OP| <VR2+CR<R+C, i=1,2.

The total energy of the competitor is given by o(|OP;| 4+ |OP|) = 20R + C, up to additional
contributions from the interpolation layers and the interiors of each phase, which can be controlled
by a universal constant. Consequently, we obtain

J(u,Qp) < 20R+ C.

The same upper bound for general R follows immediately from J(u,Qz\ Qr) > 20(R—R) - C,
due to the same reasoning of the lower bound. The proof is complete.

O
Set e as the unit vector representing the direction of l,,, i.e.
e := (cosaq,sinay),
and et := (sinaj, —cosaj) as its orthogonal unit vector. We have the following estimate for the

directional derivative Jeu on the infinite sector of the opening angle %2 between la1 and loz1+a2

Lemma 5.4. There exists a constant C = C'(u, W) such that

(5.60) / / Ooul?r dodr < C.
0 a1

2
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Proof. Set
ap oy + Qg
27 2

Qr=QrN{re?: 0 e )}, Q% =Qr\ Q.

It suffices to show
/ |0eu?dz < C, VR,
1

R

for some constant C' independent of R. Indeed, for any R, we have by Lemma that
J(u,Qr) <20R+C.
From ([5.55)) we derive that

J

Together with the upper bound we obtain

/ |0eu|? dz < C,
Ql

R

(;’aeJ_UF + W(u)> dz + J(u,Q%) > 20R — C.

1
R

which completes the proof.

Remark 5.2. A similar argument leads to the following energy bounds on Ql}é:
(5.61) oR—C < J(u,Q%) <oR+C, VR, i=1,2.

We now use Lemma [5.4] to refine the O(R%)—distance between the diffuse interface and [,,, as
suggested by Lemma to O(1), thereby completing the proof of Theorem The argument
follows essentially [25], Section 3.3], which combines techniques from [40,[30]. Here we will emphasize
the necessary adjustments required to accommodate the half-space setting.

We simply focus on the ai-as interface l,,. To simplify the presentation, we rotate the coordinate
system by an angle «q, defining

v(z,y) = u(xcosa; — ysinag, rsina; + ycosay).
We focus on the behavior of v(z,y) within the sector:

S :={(rcosf,rsinf) : 0 [_%’ a9 g al]}‘

For any = > 0, we define the line segment

a2 — a1

a
Ay ={(z,y): —xtan;l <y < zxtan

h
which is the intersection of S and the vertical line passing through (x,0). Now (5.60) becomes
(5.62) / |0,v|*dz < C.
S
And (5.55)) becomes the following estimate on 9S,

(5.63) |v(x, z tan 2—n

) —as| < Ke™**, ]v(x,—mtan%)—allgf(e_kx, YV > 0.

This together with standard elliptic regularity argument implies

(5.64) |Vou(z, z tan 2

)| < Ke ™, |Vu(x, —ztan %)| < Ke ™" vi>o0.
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Lemma [5.2] yields that

(5.65) (D,NS) C {(z,9) : |yl < Cmax{1,27}},

35

where we still let D, denote the diffuse interface defined for v in the new coordinate system for

convenience. Lemma [5.2] also implies

(5.66) o(@,y) — ag| < Ke P0=C="") 0y s 0oz >0,
. lv(z,y) —a1] < Ke*k(‘y|*cxl/2), y < —Cz2, 2> 0.
Another useful energy estimate follows from Remark

(5.67) oR—C<Jw,SN{z<R})<oR+C, VYR>0.

To complete the proof of Theorem [1.4], it suffices to show there exists a constant hy such that

(5.68) v(z,-) — Us(- — ho)”ci;fmz;RQ) —0 as z — 00.

We note that this convergence result directly implies

(DynS) c{lyl <},

which establishes (1.15)) in the case a; € (0,7). The remainder of this section is devoted to the
proof of (5.68]). We first establish the following lemma, which is originally due to [40, Lemma 8.2]

and has been adapted to our setting with minor modifications.

Lemma 5.5. There exist constants C(u, W) and k(u, W) such that for any = > 0,

1 1
(5.69) ‘/ <2|8yv|2 — Sl + W(v)> dy —o| < Ce e,
A
(5.70) ‘/A 0, Oyv dy‘ < Ce ke,
Proof. Set

1 1
G(x) ::/ <2|8yv|2 - §|0mv|2 +W(v)> dy, H(x) ::/A 0,0 Oyv dy.

x

Direct computation implies

d d tan O‘Q;al 1 ) 1 )
_ - _ — —|0, %% d
dIG(‘T) d.’]j [/xtana21 <2’ayv| 2‘6 U| + (U)> y
o — Q1 — Q1 Qg — 0]

1
)2 - §|3mv(x, x tan

= tan

2

1
<2 |0yv(x, x tan a2 5

aq aq
2 2
2—aq
2

ztan 2
+ / (Oyv 8gyv — Opv 92,0+ DW (v) 0pv) dy
—ztan L

2

1 1
+ tan 5 <2|8yv(a:, —x tan E)P — 5\85511(3:, —wtan —)|? + W (v(x, —z tan ﬂ))

2

)|? 4+ W (v(z, z tan

)
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The first two terms can be bounded by Ce % for some constants C,k depending only on u, W,

thanks to (5.63) and (5.64). Since v solves (1.1]), the third term becomes

a2—o]
2

x tan
/ (8yv 02,0 + Opv O3 v) dy
—z tan %

G — a1

= Oyv(z, x tan ) Oyv(x, x tan a2 ; al) — Ozv(x, —x tan %) Oyv(z, —z tan ﬂ%

2

which can be bounded by Ce™** again by (5.64). Consequently, we obtain

L 6

< C’e_k””, Vo > 0.
dzx

Therefore, there is a constant GGg such that

lim G(z) = Gy, |G(z)— Go| < Ce k2.

T—00

It suffices to prove Gy = o to get (5.69). Indeed, we have

R
y/ G(z)dx — J(v,SN{x < R})| :/ |0,0|* da < C,
0 Sn{z<R}
which together with (5.67)) leads to ‘fo x)dx — oR| < C for any R > 0, and hence Gy = ¢

follows immediately.

For H(x), a similar calculation using (1.1]), (5.63)) and (5.64) implies

d T tan O‘Q;al
-2 / L () dy '
—X anT

a2 —

d
%H(ﬂﬁ)

ag —a as —
:’tan ! <Ozv(x,:ﬁtan 22 1)8yv(3:,xtan 2 1))

2
—i—tan— (6 v(x, —x tan %)Gyv(x, —x tan %))

 tan 221
+/ (62080+8v8 ) ‘

—xtan—
xtan &

< Ce k4 ‘/
ztan &L

< Ce k=,

1 1
— (—2]8yv\2 + W(v) + 2('91@]2) dy‘

2

Consequently, there is Hy such that

lim H(x) = Ho, |H(x)— Hol < Ce ke
Since [ |0,v|*dz < C and fSﬁ{m<R} |0,v|> dz < oR, it follows that there exists a sequence z; — 0o

such that H(z;) — 0. Hence Hy = 0, and the proof is complete.
O
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Next, we extend our definition of v from S to the half plane {x > 0} for convenience. The
extended function, still denoted by v(z,y), satisfies

v(z,y), (z,y) € S,
o(y) = as, dist((z,y),S8) > 1, y >0
’ aip, dist((z,y),8) > 1, y <0
smooth interpolation between as/a; and vlgs, 0 <dist((z,y),S) < 1.

One can carefully choose the interpolation function to guaranttee that
(5.71)  |v(z,y)| + |Vo(z,y)| + |V?0(z,y)| < Ce ¥ V(x,y) such that 0 < dist((x,y),S) < 1.
This further implies that
(5.72) J,(R2nN{z>0})\S)<C
Define the set of functions

U :={Us(-—h) : h € R}, is the set of all translations of Uys.

A= {w e H. (R,R?) : w(—o0) = a1, w(+00) = as, /R(;|w’|2 + W(w)) dx < oo}.

For simplicity, we shall henceforth write Uyg as U. We further define

do(w,U) = iIEIIE Hw - THLQ(R;RQ)’

di(w,U) == 71225 lw = 7l 1 (r;r2)-

We invoke the following result from [40, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 4.5, Corollary 4.6 | to show that
for most of = > 0, v|y,, which belongs to A, can be approximated by a translation of U.

Proposition 5.6. There exist positive constants € and A such that
(1) For s =0,1, if ds(w,U) < e, then there is a unique hs(w) such that

ds(w,U) = |lw = U(- = hs(w))]s,

where || |lo = || - [|L2r;r2)y and || |l1 = || || g2 (mr2). Moreover, hs is a function of class C3-s
of w for s =0,1.
(2) If di(w,U) < e, then
(5.73) Ji(w) — o > AlJw —U(- — ho(w)) |3 > Ady(w,U)?.

(3) If di(w,U) > ¢, then Ji(w) > o + Ae.
Define the “good” set
G:={z>0:di(v(z,-),U) <e}.
It follows from the energy bound ([5.67)) that
C
(5.74) HI R\ G) < 2 =0 W),

which means aside from the set of finite measure, most x belongs to G.
From Proposition there exists a function ho(x) € C?(G,R) such that

do(v(z,-),U) = |lv(z,-) =U(- = ho(2))llo, = €.
For simplicity we will omit the subscript and write ho(z) as h(z). The following identities hold.
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(5.75) /_Oo (v(z,y) = Uy = h(2))) - U'(y — h(x))dy =0, z€G,
2o Oev(@,y) - U'(y — h(2)) dy

J2o U7y = h(@))[? + U (y — h(z)) (v(@,y) — Uy — h(x)))] dy

Identity follows from the fact that U(y — h(zx)) minimizes the L? distance to v(z,-). And

(5.76|) follows from differentiating ([5.75) with respect to x.
Using (5.69)), (5.70), (5.71) and (5.73|), we have for x € G,

] [ duvta) - Uty = hia)) dy

(5.76) K (z) =

= ’/OO Opv(z,y) - (U'(y — h(x)) — Oyv(z,y)) dy| + ‘/OO O0rv Oyv dy‘
0 <[9v(. o - ol ) — U~ )|y + Ce™*

1 (1 e
3x (| 510w P + Wit 9) dy =)+ Ceb,

1
< 0pu(z, )3 +

<1+A
— 2A

Now we are in the position to invoke [25, Lemma 3.12 & 3.13] to obtain the following result.

|10zu(z, )I[F + Ce™*.

Proposition 5.7. As x — oo, the distance function dg (v(a:, -),U) — 0. Moreover, there exists a
constant hg such that h(x) — hy as x — oo.

Proof. The proof is presented in Appendix O
It follows from Proposition and Proposition [5.7] that

Jim [|o(z,) = U(- = ho)l|p2(z) = 0.

Since for any compact set K C R, v(x,-) — U(- — hg) is uniformly bounded in C*#(K) for any

B € (0,1) and sufficiently large =, the L? convergence above can be upgraded to 012 O’Cﬁ for any
B € (0,1). Thus, we have verified (5.68]), which completes the proof of Theorem |1.4]

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THE UPPER BOUND IN LEMMA [5.1]
Proof. We first prove that for any R sufficiently large, there exists R € (R, 2R) such that
(A.78) J(u, BE) <20R+C.

Let d,¢ be fixed small parameters. By the weaker energy bound (3.25), when R is sufficiently
large, one can always find a R € (R,2R) such that

1
/ <2|vu|2 + W(u)) ' < 20 +c.
BBRﬁRi

When ¢ is taken suitably small, it implies that u should be d-close to a1, as, as respectively on
three arcs which connected by two O(1)-size small arcs on 0Bg. And by Corollary those two
connecting arcs is O(R'™2)-close t0 ly,, la,, Where o is the constant in (#.53). More precisely, we
have
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(1) There are angles 0 < 0; < 3 < 03 < 6, < m such that
01 — 1| SCR™%, |02 —as| <CR™%,
08 —0;| < C(6,u, W)R™L, i=1,2.
(2) When 6 € (0,01), lu(R,0) — a1| < &; when 0 € (63,63), |[u(R,0) — a3| < §; when 0 € (62, ),
|u(R,0) — az| < 0.
Now we construct an energy competitor u; on BE such that u; = u on OBE. Consider the
5 _
partition BE = ALﬁJl Q; for ;-5 defined in the same way as in (2.18) by simply replacing r by R.
We set ut|gq, as
a;, y=1,2€[1,VR?2-2R], or x4+ iy = (R —1)e? for 0 ¢ [arcsinﬁ,@l],
u(z,y) =< a3, z+iy=(R—1)e? for 0 € [0,62],
as, y=1,2€[-VR2—2R,—1], or x +iy = (R — 1) for 6 € [y, 7 — arcsin ﬁ],

while on the small arcs {(R,0) : 0 € (61,03)}, {(R,0) : 6 € (3,02)} and the flat segment {(x,1) :
x € [—1,1]}, take u; to be the smooth functions that connect the corresponding phases.
On €, let u; vertically interpolate between ut\{yzl} and ug:

ur(z,y) = yue(x, 1) + (1 — y)up(x), =€ [—\/R2 —2R,V/R?2 — 2R], y € (0,1).

It is easy to verify that Vu; and u; are uniformly bounded in {(z,y) : x € [-1,1], y € [0, 1]}, and
therefore

J(ug, {z € [-1,1],y € [0,1]}) < C.
On the positive leg QF = {(z,9) : z € [I, VVR2 — 2R],y € [0,1]}, by (L.6) and (L.8) we have

vV R?2—2R
/ |8yut|2dxdy:/
of

R2-2R
/ \Gxut|2dxdy < / ]&Euo|2dx <C
QF 1

la1 — ug(z)|* dx < C.

/ W () dady < / lulay) — P dedy < O
Q

QQ 2
Consequently,
J(uta Q;) < Ca

and similar estimate also holds for the negative half Q5 = {(z,y) : z € [-VVR? — 2R, 1],y €
[0, 1]}, which yields
J(ug, Q) < C(u, W).

On 23, which is approximately the width-1 layer between 0Bp_; and 0Bp, let u; interpolate
in the radial direction between Ut’aBR and u|33R. Through the same estimate for (29, one can
conclude that

J(ug, Q3) < C(u, W).
We point out this estimate relies on the O(1)-size of the phase transitional layer on 0Bp.

For the corner regions €4 and )5, one can argue as in the proof of Lemma to extend wy in
Q4 U Q5 and ensure that

J(ug, QU Q5) < C.
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Finally, with the refined boundary data on 0€;, we directly adopt the construction from [5l
Appendix A] to build u; using Ujs and Usy around l,, and l,,, respectively, and ensure that it
satisfies

J(Ut,Ql) S 20’R+ C.

Combining all the estimates in ;-5 yields (A.78)). The same upper bound for R follows from

(A.78) and the lower bound on the half annulus A RE

J(u,A;R) >20(R—R) - C,

thanks to ([5.55)).

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

We first prove lim d(v(z,-),U) = 0 by contradiction. Suppose there exist £9 > 0 and a sequence
T—00

Zy — o0 such that do(v(zy,-),U) > g¢ for every n. Without loss of generality, we may assume
g9 < €, where ¢ is the constant in Proposition [5.6]

When do(v(z,-),U) > 78, Proposition implies that Ji(v(z,-)) > o + «(5%)?, and therefore
the measure of the set {x : do(v(z,-),U) > {4} is bounded by a constant % due to (5.67)) and

(39)2
(5.72)). For sufficiently large R, one may always find xp > R such that

€0

do(U(ZER, )J/{) < 10
Set
Tg:=inf{z: x> xR, do(v(z,-),U) =0},

where the existence of Zr > x g is guaranteed by the fact that z,, — co. For any = € (zg,ZRr), we
compute

d

%‘d()(v(xa )72’{)’2

d o0

:@ .

—/m(@May%%ﬂ@—hw»¢mw>«waerHy—Mm»dy

o(a,y) — Uly — b)) dy
(B.79) -
= [ uvtw) - (o(w0) - Ul — b)) dy

<2 (10rv(o. B + (vl P)

where we have utilized (5.75]). Moreover, using (5.69)) and (5.73)), if x € G,

do(oe, ), U)? < 5 (1900w, )l + Ce)
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99:2 [T [ ,
< _ .

TR

A+1
<[ <+||3xv(:r, B+ Oe’”) dn
(xR, ZR)NG 2A

1
L 10 IR+ oo ) o
(szfR)\g

Next we compute

(B.80)

TR
gc/ 1050|2 dz + 2 (2, F1) \ G| + Ce ko,
TR

Since both [ _,|9,v[*dz and [Ry \ G| are bounded by a constant C(u, W), the last line in (B.80)
goes to 0 as R — oo, which yields a contradiction. Thus, we obtain lim d(v(z,-),U) = 0.
Tr—00

It follows from Proposition that there exists x9 > 0 such that h(z) is a well-defined C®
function on (zp,00) and satisfies (5.75)), (5.76) and do(v(z,-),U) < e.
When x > z¢, the denominator in (5.76)) can be estimated by

/OO [1U"(y = h(@)* + U"(y = h(z))(v(z,y) — Uy — h(=)))] dy

—0o0

(B81) =071~ ellv” o

1
>2 U715 = €,

where we use that |[U”||o is a constant and ¢ is sufficiently small. Now we combine (5.76]), (5.77)
and (B.81)) to obtain

C (10v(, )1 +e7*) zeg,

(B.82) ’h(x)‘g{C(Hamv(%')H(Q)JF’U(ffa')—U('—h(x))H%Jrekw)v v € (20,00)\ G

where C' = C'(u, W).
We conclude the proof by the following calculation which implies the existence of lim h(z).

T—r00
[ s
zo

<C / H@zv(w,-)H%der/ v(z, ) — U(- — h(z))||? dz + ¢~ <=0
z0 (20,00\G

<o JowpPdsic (100t VB + T3 + o, ) — U — b)) |2) do + et
{z>z0} (z0,00)\G

SC (/ lascv‘Z dZ+/ Jl('l)([l},-)) dx+(’U’|’3+€)‘(x07w)\g‘> +Ce—kx0
{z>z0} (z0,00)\G

SC (/ lach‘ZdZ—F/ ’8551)‘2 dz—l—(o'—|— HU,H%""£)(-’£0,OO)\Q‘> +Ce—kx0
{e>z0} {ze{(20,50)\G}

<C(u, W),

where we have utilized (B.82), (5.69), (6.74) and [, |0zv|2dz < C.
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