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Abstract

We introduce a rigorous approach to the study of the symmetry breaking and pattern
formation phenomenon for isotropic functionals with local/nonlocal interactions in compet-
ition.

We consider a general class of nonlocal variational problems in dimension d > 2, in which
an isotropic surface term favouring pure phases competes with an isotropic nonlocal term
with power law kernel favouring alternation between different phases.

Close to the critical regime in which the two terms are of the same order, we give a
rigorous proof of the conjectured structure of global minimizers, in the shape of domains
with flat boundary (e.g. stripes or lamellae).

The natural framework in which our approach is set and developed is the one of calculus
of variations and geometric measure theory.

Among others, we detect a nonlocal curvature-type quantity which is controlled by the
energy functional and whose finiteness implies flatness for sufficiently regular boundaries.

The power of decay of the considered kernels at infinity is p > d + 3 and it is related to
pattern formation in synthetic antiferromagnets. The decay p = d + 3 is optimal to get the
flatness of regular boundaries of finite energy in the critical regime.
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1. Introduction

We consider the following class of functionals, in general dimension d > 1: for J > 0, Q C R¢
open and bounded and E C R?, let

~ 1
FipaE,Q) = @ [JPer(E; Q) — /Q /[Rd

where Per(-, ) is the classical isotropic perimeter functional relative to 2 (measuring for regular
sets the surface measure of their boundary inside ) and K is an isotropic integrable kernel
with p-power law decay at infinity (for precise assumptions see (2.13)—(2.17)).

It is since long well-established that such a type of energy competition (between short range
interactions favouring pure phases and long range interactions favouring alternation between
different phases) is at the base of spontaneous pattern formation in nature. In particular,
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experiments and simulations in different physical systems suggest that in a suitable regime in
which the competition is active (modulated in our case by the value of the constant .J) the
continuous symmetry of the functionals is broken, namely minimizers have less symmetries
than the original functionals, and moreover they are organized, far from boundary effects, into
periodic or nearly periodic structures (see e.g. [14, 5, 47, 29, 45, 4, 30, 41] and references
therein).
A long standing problem in the mathematical community is to understand rigorously the mech-
anisms that are at the base of energy-driven pattern formation. While in dimension d = 1
periodicity of minimizers is now understood under convexity (see e.g. [2, 38, 9, 43, 24]) or
reflection positivity assumptions on the kernel (see e.g. [21, 23]), in more than one space dimen-
sion the additional phenomenon of symmetry breaking makes the problem significantly more
challenging.
In general, suitably tuning the parameters modulating the competition between the short range
and the long range term, one expects to observe a variety of different patterns.
A very common pattern is that given by small droplets centered at the vertexes of a periodic
lattice. This picture is observed for example in a regime in which the surface term is dominant
w.r.t. the nonlocal term and a volume constraint is imposed. The problem of periodic droplets
formation, and the related study of the shape of minimizers in the Gamov’s liquid drop model,
has received a lot of attention and has been widely investigated, giving deep and interesting
results in low volume fraction regimes (see e.g. [I1, 12, 32, 39, 31, 6, 13, 34, 20, 33, 27, 20,
, 10] and references therein). However, the exact shape of droplets and their arrangement in
periodic structures still remains a major open problem in its full generality.
In this paper we are interested in studying the emergence of another type of pattern ubiquitous
in nature, namely the so-called stripes/lamellae. By stripes we mean phases separated by flat
and disjoint interfaces orthogonal to a given direction. Such patterns are the first one which are
expected to emerge from uniform phases once symmetry is broken and are observed for example
in a regime in which the surface term and the nonlocal term are of the same order.
In this regime, in more than one space dimension, symmetry breaking has been recently proved
w.r.t. a discrete group of symmetries (i.e. coordinate permutations). The discreteness of the
symmetry group was either due to the anisotropy of the domain (in the discrete setting of [25])
or of the interactions (in [16, 28]). In the discrete domain given by a square lattice, for kernels
with power p > 2d, striped pattern formation was first proved in [25]. On continuous domains
but for anisotropic interactions (perimeter and kernel) symmetric w.r.t. the group of coordinate
permutations, symmetry breaking was proved in [28], for powers p > 2d. For the same class
of interactions and domains, in [16] the authors proved exact striped pattern formation for
exponents p > d + 2 (see also [19]). Similar results were then obtained for screened Coulomb
kernels [18], for diffuse interface versions of the model [14, 17] (proving exact one-dimensionality
of minimizers in general dimension), and including a volume constraint [15].
In the case of isotropic interactions, there are in the literature only partial results: for Coulomb
kernels in dimension d > 2 we mention the seminal paper of Alberti, Choksi and Otto [l] in
which they prove that minimizers satisfy a uniform distribution of energy; in dimension d = 2
exact pattern formation was proved on thin domains Q = (0,¢) x (0,1), with ¢ < 1 [36]. More
recently, Muratov and Simon [12] proved that in dimension d = 2 and for kernels decaying at
infinity with power p = d 4+ 3, when considering the I'-limit as the radius of the regularization
of the kernel at the origin tends to 0 in the critical regime, minimizers exist and cannot be
disks. Such a decay (in dimension d = 2) is physically related to the energy of two identical,
but oppositely oriented dipolar patches lying in parallel planes separated by a given positive
distance. Such a model is, for example, relevant to synthetic antiferromagnets, in which the
antiparallel alignment of spins in adjacent layers is favoured by antiferromagnetic exchange
coupling through a spacer layer (see, e.g. [37]). Heuristically, the kernel behaves as in a dipolar
layer on scales smaller than the distance between the two planes, while on large scales the kernel



decays faster, thus reducing the long-range repulsion in the far field.

In this paper, we consider kernels with power law decay at infinity p > d + 3 in general dimen-
sion d.

If the kernel decays at infinity like a power p > d + 1, it is well known that there is a critical
constant .J, > 0 such that for J > J,, F Jp.d > 0 and it is minimized by the trivial sets 0, R4
(see [21]). The constant J. is given by

Je= [ IR (1.2

where (; = ((, e1). Symmetry breaking and striped pattern formation is conjectured for J < J,,
|J —J.| < 1.

Our main result (see Theorem 1.1 below) consists in proving such a conjecture. To state it
precisely, we need to introduce some further notation and to suitably rescale the functional
(without changing the structure of the minimizers). Set 7 := J. — J > 0. Minimizing F Jo—7p,d
in the class of periodic unions of stripes, one can see that for 0 < 7 < 1 the stripes with
optimal energy have width and distance of order 7~ /P~9=1 and energy of order 7(®~4/(pP—d=1)
Therefore it is natural to rescale the spatial variables and the functional so that the optimal
width and distance for unions of stripes is O(1) and the energy is O(1) for 0 < 7 < 1. Assume
w.lo.g. that 0 € Q. Then, setting 7~/ @—d=D¢/ = ¢ 771/ @—d=1)y/ — 2 and .7-"‘]c rpd(E,Q) =
r(Pp=d)/(p—d— 1)]:771,, (ETl/(p d=1) Qr1/(p—d- 1)), and rescaling the kernel K into K, satisfying
assumptions (2.13)—(2.17), one ends up considering the functional

Fepal B:2) = g | IPer(B.0) = [ [ xilo+ O = xp@l K@ dwac | (13
IRd

where
! < K (Q) < ¢ (1.4)
C max{r/(=d=1) ||¢|[}p = 77" T max{rl/—d-1) ||¢|]} ‘

and
I = / ol K-(¢)d¢  for any 6 € ST, ¢ = ((,0), ¢ = Gb + G- (1.5)

{liglI<1}

To avoid boundary effects, for I > 1 assume now that Q = [0, L)¢ and that we consider sets
E C R which are [0, L)?-periodic. Our main result is the following

Theorem 1.1. Let d > 2, p > d+ 3, L > 0. Then, there exists T > 0 such that for every
0 <7 < 7 the [0, L)%-periodic minimizers E; of Frpd [0, L)%) are, up to a rigid motion, of
the form
E,=E. xR, E, =] (@2khj,(2k +1)h}), (1.6)
keN
for some h} > 0 such that 2kh} = L for some k € N.

In [28, 16], a similar rescaling around the critical constant J. led the authors to consider the
rescaled functionals on = (0, L)? given by

FrpalB, (0, L)) = 75 [JlPeu(E,(o,L)d)— / X (z+¢) = xp(@)| K7 () ddc]|, (1.7)
(0,L)4 J R4

where Per;(E, (0, L)4) is the anisotropic perimeter functional defined by

Per: (B, (0,L)") :/8*EHVE( )1 dH (2),  l2lh —lezl (1.8)



the kernel K! is symmetric w.r.t. coordinate permutations, converges monotonically increasing

for 7 — 0 to —L. satisfies

[

C

1 1
< KO = a0 1 e

C(r/t=a=1 4 i clr —

(1.9)
and
1
Ji=/ /|@|Ki<<;)dgz-dg;-L forany i=1,....d, G = (e, C = Ger + G- (1.10)
Ri-1J 1

with e; coordinate directions.
In order to show that minimizers for 0 < 7 < 1 are close to stripes (in [28] for p > 2d and
in [16] for p > d + 2) the authors introduced the following strategy:

1. Find a decomposition of the functional into d terms penalizing oscillations of x g in each
coordinate direction plus a cross interaction term penalizing boundaries which are not
orthogonal to the coordinate directions ey, ..., ey;

2. Show that the I'-limit of .7-"T1p 4(+(0,L)%) as 7 — 0 is finite only on stripes with boundaries
orthogonal to one of the coordinate directions (rigidity estimate).

Then, in [16], exact striped pattern formation for 0 < 7 < 1 was proved by a so called stability
estimate in which it was shown that for sufficiently small 7 and for sets with sufficiently small
L' distance from stripes, stripes have lower energy.

Understanding which mechanisms are at the base of symmetry breaking and striped pattern
formation in the isotropic setting, fundamental for most physical applications, remained an
open problem.

To prove continuous symmetry breaking (namely, breaking of rotational symmetry) requires
major steps forward with respect to discrete symmetry breaking. In both cases, the goal is
to show that the normal to the boundary of the minimizers is locally constant. However,
while in the anisotropic setting there is a discrete hence disconnected set of preferred directions
{e1,...,eq}, in the isotropic setting every direction v € S9! is admissible. Moreover, one of the
difficulties in the isotropic setting is to control both small curvature deviations on large scales
and large curvature deviations on small scales. In order to do so, we first identify an integral
geometric formulation (see Proposition 3.1) for the functional (1.3) which in the critical regime
7 = 0 allows to control a nonlocal type of curvature of the boundary of sets of finite energy
(see Proposition 5.2). Such a control implies flatness of the boundaries of Lipschitz sets of
finite energy (see Lemma 5.7). Hence, to show flatness we proceed by showing regularity of the
boundary of sets of finite energy in the critical regime (see Theorem 5.3 and for more details on
the analysis in the critical regime, see the first part of Section 5). Once the symmetry is broken
in the limit 7 — 0, for 0 < 7 < 1 we proceed via a d-dimensional optimization argument.

1.1 Plan of the paper

In Section 2 we introduce some preliminary notation, classical geometric measure theory facts,
and the main assumptions on the nonlocal kernel. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is organized
following the above meta-strategy, namely: finding a suitable decomposition of the functional
bounding quantities with geometrical meaning; proving a rigidity estimate that shows that
minimizers are close to stripes as 7 — 0; showing stability estimates for 0 < 7 < 1. In Section 3
we introduce an integral geometric formulation for the functional (1.3) which will be crucial in
our analysis. Section 4 contains a series of one dimensional energy bounds and one dimensional
optimization procedures which will be applied in the following sections to the one dimensional



slices of the minimizing sets. Section 5 contains the main rigidity estimates in the critical regime
and I'-convergence results as 7 — 0. To guide the reader, at the beginning of Section 5 we give
an outline of the main steps of the proof. A part of the regularity estimates needed in Section 5
is reported in the Appendix. Finally, in Section 6 we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 by
showing exact striped pattern formation for 0 < 7 < 1.
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2. Notation and preliminaries

We denote by S%! the unit sphere in R and by B,(x) the Euclidean ball of radius r > 0. We
let (z,y) be the scalar product between z,y € R? and by ||z| the Euclidean norm of = € R%.
We let H4~Y(E) be the (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of a set £ C R? and by |E| its
Lebesgue measure. When restricting to k-dimensional affine subspaces of R and it is clear from
the context, we will use the same notation |- | to denote the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure.
We denote by wy the Lebesgue measure of the unit ball in R?. Given a Radon measure p on R?,
we denote by |u/| its total variation and by spty its support. Given a bounded set A C R? and
a point 2 € R, we define dist(x, A) = inf{||y — z|| : y € A}. Moreover, given p > 0, we define
(A), = {z € R%: dist(z, A) < p}. We denote by #A the cardinality of the set A and by A its
closure. For sets A, B C R%, we let AAB = (A\ B)U (B A) be their symmetric difference.
For every 6 € 541 we let

ot = {x eRe: (z,0) = o} (2.1)

and given Q C R? we denote by (Q)GL the projection of Q on the (d — 1)-dimensional plane 6.
Given a vector = € R? we can decompose it as a sum of orthogonal vectors z = ﬂ:j + 90, where
6 € 541, xel € 0+ and 2y € R. We define the one dimensional slice of E in direction 6 with
reference point xeL €0t as

B, = {ZE[Rd: zGEﬂ(xel—i—H[R)}. (2.2)

With a slight abuse of notation we will also identify the points in E, L with the points s € R

such that xel +s6 € E.

Given k = 1,...,d — 1, we denote the Grassmanian of k-dimensional planes in R%, by G(k, R%).

We denote the elements of G (k, R?) by 7, and by 7TkL the d — k-dimensional subspace orthogonal

to m,. We also decompose points z € R as z = Ty, + x#k, where z,, € m, and ﬂ:#k € W]i and

denote by E,1 the k-dimensional slice of E with the affine k-dimensional plane parallel to

Tk

and passing through the point ﬂ:#k We let Sfrk_l = S 1Ny, and for 6 € Sfrk_l we denote the
. . l

points in (7)5 by )k

We denote by juy, 4 the invariant finite Radon measure on G(k, R?) such that for any measurable

function f : 81 — R

/ FO)d0dpam) = [ F(6)do. (2.3)
G(k,Rd) JSE 5d—1



For a set of locally finite perimeter E C R?, we denote by Dy the associated Radon measure,
by 0*E the reduced boundary and by vg the measure theoretic exterior normal at points of
O0*E. We let OF be the topological boundary of E, where we consider a representative E such
that

sptDxp = {z € RY: 0 < |[EN B,(z)| < wgr?, Vr>0}=0E. (2.4)

In general, 0*F C OF and 0*F = OF.
We notice also that, by the blow-up properties of the reduced boundary, for every z € 9*E and
for every r > 0 it holds

‘{s €0,r]: 2+ s € E}‘ >0, forae. 6st. (vp(z)-0)<0

‘{s €10,r]: z+s0 € R\ E}‘ >0, forae. 6st. (vp(z)-0)>0. (2.5)

For z € 0*E we denote by H,,(,(x) the affine halfspace H, ) (z) :== {y € R*: (y—=,vp(z)) <
0}.
G}iven n>0,veS ! ze R we define the cone with vertex at x, base plane v+ and opening
7 as
Ky(z,v) ={y € R?: |y — x| <}

Using the slicing properties of sets of finite perimeter, for any set E of locally finite perimeter,
for a.e. 6 € S¢1 for a.e. xj € 0+, the set E$9L is a one dimensional set of locally finite
perimeter. Hence, on any compact interval [a,b] C R, #(0*E, £ N [a,b]) < 4o0.
Given a point zg € 0*E,, Ly we denote by x; and x, the points in " F, L which are closest to
xy and for which respectively x; —x9 >0, x5 —x9 < 0. For later use, we introduce also the
following notation

ro(z) := |zg — 2 |. (2.6)

We will denote by Per!P(A) the one dimensional perimeter of a set A C R, and by Per'P (A4, Q)
the one dimensional perimeter of A relative to 2 C R. Moreover, with a slight abuse of notation,
given B C R? such that B = {T +s0: s € A} for some T € R?, § € S and A C R, we define
Per'®(B) := Per'P(A). The same applies to the perimeter of a set B as above relative to a set
Qc R

We recall (see e.g. [3, 35]) the following classical slicing formula: given Q C R? and a measurable
function g : Q x S¥1 — R* such that g(-,0) is H'L(0* E N Q)-summable, one has that

[ oot w= [ g esmnag @0

Sea*E LOQ 1
Ty

Moreover,

/B*EOQ<VE(x)70>g(x 0) dH( / Z slgn(<uE(9c9 + 50),0)) g(zg + s6,0) dag-.

SE@*E LOQ L

(2.8)
Given a set of locally finite perimeter £ C R¢, and a point 2 € R, one defines the (spherical)
excess of F in the ball of radius r centered at x as

Eae(E,7,7) =~ Dl (B (2)) — | Dx(B, (@) (29)

One has that for all z € 0*E, Exc(E,z,7) — 0 as r — 0. The converse does not necessarily
hold. However, we will use in the proof the following sufficient condition, guaranteeing that



OF = O*F (see [10]). Whenever for x € OF there exist R,C1,C2,a > 0 such that for all
0 < r < R, the following holds:

Per(E, B,(x)) > Cyr®! (2.10)
Exc(E,x,r) < Cor?, (2.11)

then z € 9*E. In particular, if (2.10) and (2.11) hold for every x € OF, then OF = 0*E.
Given a sequence of sets { By, }nen C RY, we say that E, — E in L'(Q) whenever |(E,AE)NQ| —
0 as n — 0o, or equivalently if | xg, — XEllL1(Q) — 0 as n — oo.

For simplicity of exposition we fix the kernel K in (1.1) to be

1
K()=———"—7— (2.12)
max(1, [|¢[|P)
and thus the rescaled kernels (see Section 1) are
1

K- (¢) =

max (/== |||

However, the specific form (2.12) is not necessary for Theorem 1.1 to hold.
More in general, we will need the following properties, which are in particular satisfied by (2.12)
(for a proof of the last property see Section 4):

1 1
<K.(()<C . p>d+3, 2.13
aa + ooy = O = ey P 21
1
K, (¢) converges monotonically increasing for 7 | 0 to W ) (2.14)
K, is symmetric under rotations. (2.15)

Moreover, we need to assume an additional property on K. Define

K (t) := - Ki(tep +t1)dtf, teR,

and the one dimensional functional
1 N
FID B, 0,L) = (JTPer1D<E; 0.0~ [ [ el +6) — xu(s)| R (1) ds dt.) (2.16)
0,L) JR

where E C R is an L-periodic set and J- is defined in (1.5). We assume that for every L > 0
there exists 7 > 0 such that for every 0 < 7 < 7 and for every E, € argmin .FTII; 4(-+[0,L)) there
exists h} such that up to translations it holds

E, = J(2khj,, (2k + 1)R3). (2.17)
k
Thanks to condition (2.15), we will also use the notation K (t) := K;(z) for z € 9By (0), t € R.
For simplicity of notation, for t € R we will also denote K, (t) := [t|* 1K, (t).
Given a bounded open set Q C R?%, we define

1

Frpd(E,) = Q)

(#Per) = [ [ Inete+0) = x| Ko Q). 219

Notice that for any set which, up to a rigid motion, is of the form FE = E x R4, EcC R, then

fT,pyd(E7 [07 L)d) = f;,[p?,d( Aa [07 L))



In the following we will often use this notation: given a,b € RT

to denote that there exists a geometric constant C' > 0 depending only on p,d such that
respectively it holds
a<Cbh, a>Ch

3. An integral geometric formulation

In this section we provide an integral geometric formulation for the functional ¥, 4 introduced
n (1.3), which will be fundamental in our analysis.
We recall the definition of the functional 7 , ; relative to a bounded open set {2 C R4

Frpd(E,Q) = |Q|(JPer(EQ //‘XEx‘FC) X (@) K- (¢ dxdc) (3.1)

Our main result is the following

Proposition 3.1. Let F,, q be the functional defined in (3.1). One has that

Frpd(E,Q) Q/ / (E%L,S)dxj(w, (3.2)
190 et o s€O'E_| ng
where we set
+oo
ro(Eyy . s) :=/ R o= [ [ e, ) = xRl dpdu
—/ / ‘XEZQL( TXE, (u+ p)|K-(p)dpdu. (3.3)
Moreover,
1
Per(E; Q) — —— / / Per'P(E, ., Q. ) def df, (3.4)
Cr,4 Jsi el 0 0
where
Cra = / (6, e1)] 6. (3.5)
gd—1

Proof. Let us first consider the local term of F. , ;. By the rotational invariance of the kernel,
polar change of coordinates and Fubini Theorem, one has that

ppaEs)= [ [ Gl dcant @)
*ENQ J{|IClI<1}

-/ /{ 1y GBI Q) dCaH @)
-5/ | /H 101710, V(@)K () dp 46 aHI(z)
5[ [ @)l / 1K (p) dp dH9 () O
:%/Sdl/% 3 / | T (p) dpda 6, (3.6)

SG@*E ﬂQ 1
o



where in the last equality we used the classical slicing formula for the perimeter in direction 6
given in (2.7).

Let us now consider the nonlocal term. By polar change of coordinates, Fubini Theorem
and (2.7), one obtains

/Q /RJXEW +¢) — xp(@)| K- () ded =

1 +oo
:5/Sd / /‘XE = x(x + pb)[|p|"" K+ (p) dz dpdf

+o00
- 5/ / / / |XExL( TXE, (u+ p)|K-(p)dpdudzy do
Gd-1 JogL JQ L —00 6
1 +oo
:5/ / / / XEL XEL U+p|K dpdu
gd—1 JgL

s 0
+/ / |XE%L( ~XE,y (u+p)|K+(p dpdu} dzg dé. (3.7

68*E nQ |
o

Putting together (3.6) and (3.7), one obtains (3.2).
To show (3.4), which is a classical formula, one can use Fubini Theorem and the slicing for-
mula (2.7) as follows

Per(F; Q) = / lve(@)] dH (2)

/ / (i (), 0)| 9 aH ()

Cld *EmQ Sd 1

- L / / (g (), 6)] dHO () A6
CLd Sd—l *EOQ

1
= Per'®(E ., Q 1) dxd do.
Cl,d Adl AL er ( azeL? $é‘) L

O

Remark 3.2. Defining also the one-dimensional functionals
(0t [FrpaBr, ) = > 1e(Byy,s), (3.8)

SEBEIL OQIL

0 0
formula (3.2) can be rewritten as
FrpaB,Q) = / / 0, (P2 (B, Q) dag . (3.9)
" Q] Jsa-r Jor P

For every x = xe + x90 € O*E, let us also set for later convenience, with a slight abuse of
notation,
rro(E,x) = TT(E:BSL,,IQ).

Thus,
Frpal B G L [ s 0 (B.) a3 ) o
~ 2(0] Jsw1 Jorpra

1D

Frpa(B,[a,0)) # FID (B, [a,b)),

where .7-"717]3761 was defined in (2.16), since the two kernels are different.

Notice that



4. One dimensional estimates

In this section we derive one dimensional estimates, namely estimates which depend only on
one dimensional slices I, L of F.

Recall the formula for r, glven in (3.3)
+oo
ro(Eyy ) :=/ R o= [ [ e, ) = xRl dpdu

_/ / x5, () —XE,, (u+ p)|K-(p)dpdu.
s —00 0

The following proposition contains one dimensional estimates analogous to those proved along
the coordinate directions for the anisotropic functionals considered in [28, 16]. Also in this
setting the proof is very similar, though we report it here for completeness and consistency of
notation.

Proposition 4.1. There exist vp,v1 > 0 depending only on p,d such that
TT(E%L,S)> —0 + v min{|s — 7|~ (p—d—1) 1}+71m1n{|5—5+| (p=d—=1) 71} (4.1)

In particular, whenever p > d + 1 there exist 79,10 > 0 such that whenever min{|s — s~|,|s —
st} <mno and T < 70, then rr(Eys,8) > % min{[s — s7|~ P~ |5 — sF|7pmd=D) 1Y

Proof. By the estimates

S

[ Iy w p) = ey ()] du < minfps =57}, Vo0,
5= 9 9

S+

[ Iy e p) = e ()] du < minf-pos” = s}, Yo <o,
s o o

(see [28, 16]) one finds that

/01 // Xz, , (w+p) = xi, ()| Kr(p) dpdu
/ /O+OO min{|s — 57|, p} K+ (p) dp

= / (0= ls =5 NEop)dp= [ Js— s [RKelp)dp
|[s—s~| 1

and analogously
0 . st 0 .
| o= [ [ e, ) v IR dpdu
1 . “+o00o .
> [ o=ls=s DR [ ls— s Rl

s—sTt|

In particular, by property (2.13) and p > d+ 1, implying in particular the uniform integrability
of pK,(p) on the interval [1,+00), there exist 79,1 > 0 depending only on p, d such that

+oo
rr(Byy.s) Z/ (p—1Is—=s" ) E-(p)dp

s—s7|

+o0 +oo
+/ (p— \s—sﬂ)FT(p)dp—Q/l pK+(p)dp

s—st|

> —70 + i minf[s — s7[” (p~d=1) 7'+ y1min{|s — sT|” (p_d_l),T_l}.

10



The last statement in the proposition follows immediately from the fact that p > d + 1.
O

As an immediate consequence of the above proposition we show as in [28, 16] that the equi-
boundedness of the function r, on a family of sets of locally finite perimeter in R and on the set
of their boundary points which are contained in a fixed open bounded set implies compactness
of the sets in the L' topology and convergence to a set of locally finite perimeter. Moreover, a
stronger type of convergence holds, namely the sets 9*E, converge in the Hausdorff topology.
This will be a fundamental ingredient of the proof of the I'-convergence Theorem 5.13. The
lemma below is the analogue of [16, Lemma 7.5] and we report the proof here for completeness.
In the proof of Theorem 5.13 it will be applied to the one dimensional slices of F in direction

0 e 541,

Lemma 4.2 (Compactness). Let {E:};~o C R be a family of sets of locally finite perimeter
and let I C R be a bounded open interval. If

lim sup Z r+(Er, s) < 400, (4.2)

then there exists Eg C R of finite perimeter in I such that, up to subsequences, Fr — Egy in
LY(I). Moreover, if {s),... ,sgb(o)} = 0"EyN 1, then
(0)

m
liminf > re(Ey,s) > (—’YO+71|5?_5?+1|_(p_d_1)>a (4.3)

s€O*E NI =1
where vy, Y1 are constants as in (4.1).

Proof. Let us denote by {s7,...,sT

(T)} = 0*E, N1. We will also denote by
50 = sup{s cO'E,:s5< s{} and s:n(T)H = inf{s cO*E; s> s;(ﬂ}.

Denote by A the r.h.s. of (4.2). From (4.1), one has that r-(E.,s]) > —v + 7 min{|s] —
5Z+1|_(p_d_1),7'_1}. Thus, by the last statement of Proposition 4.1, there exist 7 and 7 > 0
such that for every 7 < 7, whenever

. r r -
min Sii1— S| <n
i€{0,..m(r)} st = sl

then
> re(Brs) > A
s€d*ErNI

Hence, assume there exists a subsequence 7, such that |s[t, —s*| > 7 for all ¢ < m(7). Up to

relabelling, let us assume that it holds true for the whole sequence of E.

Since min; |s7,; — s7| > 7, the convergence E; — Ey in L'(I) can be upgraded to the Hausdorff
convergence of the reduced boundaries, namely one has that there exists a 7 such that for 7 < 7,
it holds #(0*E, N 1) = #(9*Ey N I) = m(0) and sT — Y.
Then because of the convergence of the boundaries, we have that

m(0)
lim inf Z re(Er,s) > liminf Y (=59 + v min{|s] — s7,,|"@4 771}
™40 seo*ErNI 70 j=1
m(0)
>3 (0 + s — sy [T,
=1

11



From the above one can indeed show the following quantitative perimeter bounds.
Corollary 4.3. There exists 0 < 71 < 1 such that the following holds.
(i) Let I = (a,b) C R and let E C R be a set of locally finite perimeter such that

Z rr(E,s) <A< +oo, forsome0<T<T].
seo*ENIl

Then, there exists a constant n1 > 0 such that

Per(E, 1) < (1 4 ~0)—— + A, (4.4)

m

where g 1s as in the one-dimensional estimate (4.1).
(ii) Let E C R be a set of locally finite perimeter. Assume that
Frpd(E,Q) < +oo,  for some 0 <1 < T1.

Then,
Per(E, Q) < || (1 + . (E, Q)). (4.5)

Proof. (i). From Proposition 4.1, there exist 7y, 7 > 0 such that, whenever s € 9* EN1I satisfies
min{|s — s7|,|s — s*|} <m and 0 < 7 < 71, then r-(E,s) > 1. This implies that there are at
most b;—la points s € * ENI where 7 (F, s) < 1. Given that, by Proposition 4.1, r-(E,-) > —
for some universal constant g independent of 7, it follows immediately that

b—a

b—
Z r-(E,s) > =7 + max{Per(E, I — a,O}.
s€o*ENI 1 n

Hence, as claimed, (4.4) holds.
(74). For the proof of the second statement, we use (3.4), (¢) and the integral geometric formu-
lation (3.2). Indeed, one has that for 7 < 7

1
Per(E,Q) = — Per'®(E, ., Q_1)dzj df
Cl,d gd-1 JgL o o

1 (1+) i
= Cla /Sd—l /GL m UQ%L‘ - Z TT(EmOL’S)] day do

Sea*Ezé szeL

S 191(1+ FrpalB,9)).

Let us now consider the rescaled kernel

1
max(rP =[]y

KT(C) =

In the following we are concerned with the periodicity of optimal stripes for the correspond-
ing functional F; ) 4 introduced in (1.3). This is a simple extension of the periodicity of one
dimensional minimizers for functionals with reflection positive kernels, given in [21, 23].

Definition 4.4. Given 6 € S%1, let us denote by S, the family of [0, L)?-periodic sets E
composed of finitely many stripes such that vg(z) € {£0}, for all x € OE. We will say that E
18 a simple periodic set if up to rotations and translations there exists E C R, h > 0 such that

E= Urez[2kh, 2k +1)h) and E = E x RI-1,

12



The following periodicity result holds.

Proposition 4.5. For every L > 0 and every € S such that S, # 0, let us consider
E € argming, . Frp4(-[0,L)%). Then E is a simple periodic set.

Proof. W.lo.g., we can assume that 6 = eq. Thus there exists ECR (0, L)-periodic, such that
E=R"!'x Fand EN[0,L) = Urez(@2k, Tog41). Denote by

0= [ KelGh o+ ten)dci-

For any a, 8 > 0, let

«

Tow— / Gl dc= [ R (1) dt
{I¢al<La}

—Q

o= [ € de (46)
{li<lI<B}

In particular, J; 1 = J,, where J; was defined in (1.5) and fT,a > Jr o for every o > 0. Moreover,
by the integrability of the kernel and the fact that K.(¢) = ||¢|| 7 whenever 71/®=d=1) < |||,
it is not difficult to see that there exists v > 0 such that J,; = jﬂl_y for all 7 sufficiently small.
When restricting the functional to 7%, 1, we have that

Frpa(E.[0,L)%) = FI2 J(E,[0,L))

,p,d

with
N 1— N N L 400 N
LFID (B0, L)) = / 1: 11, (t)Per'P (B: [0, L)) — / / a5+ 8) — xp(s)| Rr(t) dt ds
- Y
// als+1t)— E(s)]f@(t)dtds.

It is well-known that if K is reflection positive (i.e. it is the Laplace transform of a nonnegative
function), any E as above is simple periodic (see [21, 23]). Given that for 7 = 0 the kernel K
is not integrable at the origin, it is convenient to write the functional as

1—y

L ~
LR AE0.0) = [ (IPerB0.0) - [ Iglo +0) — xplo)las ) Brle)a

14y

L
- / / o (s +6) — xa ()[R (1) dt ds
0 JR\(=14v,1—7)

It £ € S, is a minimizer, applying Proposition 4.1 to the analogous functional in which
+1 F v is substituted by +1, there exist 19,19 > 0 such that whenever 0 < 7 < 79, we have that

min{|z; — x| : i # j, x;, x5 € B*E} > 0. (4.7)
Moreover,
L —+00 Tr+1 A
/ / IXp(s +1) — xz(s) K- (t dtds—Z/ K (s —t)dsdt
0 0 Th+1
Tk+1 Tr420+1 A
-y / / (s — ) ds dt.
Eo1>1 Th+21

13



The first term on the r.h.s. of the above formula can be computed explicitly as

Tht1 +oo ~
/ / (s —t)dsdt = / min{ |z, — x4, ¢} K (2) di.
Tr+1 0

Given that (4.7) holds and for 0 < 7 < g < 1, it holds K, (t) = Ko(t) whenever ¢ > 1o, we have

that
1=y Th+1 1—v .
/ tK, / / (s —1) dsdt—/ (t — min{|zy — zp4a],¢}) Ko () dt
Th+1 0
1—v .
:/0 (t—min{\xk —ka],t})Ko(t) dt

Tk41 Tl421+1 ,\ Tl41 Tl4-21+41 A
/ / r(s—t)dsdt = / / Ko(s —t)dsdt.
Tr421 Tr+21

Thus whenever E is such that §*E = Urez{zr} with min{|z; — ;| : i # j, 25,2 € 8*@} > 1o
we have that f;];d(E, [0,L)) = .7-"0p 4(E,[0,L)). To conclude, it is sufficient to notice that for

7 = 0 the kernel I?o is reflection positive, thus the only minimizers E are simple periodic sets.

and that

O
By Proposition 4.5 one can define, for every L > 0 and for 7 sufficiently small,
b = in  FIP(E,[0,L 4.8
L E Lgalgilodic T ( ’[ ’ )) ( )
and
h* =min min FIP(E,[0,L)). (4.9)

L>0 E L-periodic

The following one dimensional Lemma will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 6.

Lemma 4.6. Let 19,7y be as in Proposition 4.1. There exists My > 0 such that for all 0 <
T < 19, h >0, E C R set of locally finite perimeter, Ay C O*E N[0,h) and Ay = {s €
J*EN[0,h) : min{|s — s7|,|s — st|} < no}, whenever F is a set of finite perimeter such that
FEFN0,h)=0*ENI0,h)\ (A9 U Ay), then

Z T (F,s) < Z (B, s) + Mo#(Ao U Ar). (4.10)

s€9*FN[0,h) s€d*EN[0,h)

Proof. By Proposition 4.1, there exist 79 > 0, 9 > 0 such that whenever r(E,s) < 0 it holds
min{|s — s*|,[s — s7|} > ny. We say that a set C C O*F is connected if there are no points
s € AgUA; and x,y € C such that x < s < y. Let C1,Cs,...,Cx be the connected components
of 0*F. It is immediate to notice that 0*F = |J; C;. Consider C; := {s1,..., 5} and denote
by Sm41 = inf{s € 9*E : s > s,,} and by sy := sup{s € 0*FE : s < s1}. From the above
we have that |so — s1|, |Sm — Sm+1| > nmo. Moreover, for any x,y € (So,Sm+1) we have that
IxE(z) — xE(Y)| = |xF(x) — xXF(y)|. From the definition of r; we have that

Sm —+o0 Sm+1
‘ZTT(E,S) r.(F,s) <2/ K (z— )dmdy+2/ / K (z —y)dzdy.
Sm+1

seCq
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Because of the integrability of K, we have that the r.h.s. of the above is bounded by a constant C
depending only on n9. Thus, by the fact that r,(E, s) > —yq for all s € 9*E (see Proposition 4.1)
and since N < #(Ao U A;), we have that

Z rr(E,s) — Z r.(F,s) > Z(Z rr(E,s) — Z rr(F, s)) + Z rr(E,s)

s€0* EN[0,h) s€0*FN[0,h) i \seC; s€C; s€EAQUA;

> —CN — 7o (Ao U A1)

> —(C+)# (AU Ap).
Finally, to obtain the desired claim (4.10), it is sufficient to take My > C + . O
The next lemma is similar to [16, Lemma 7.7]. It says that given a set of locally finite perimeter

F C R, and an interval I C R such that the minimal distance between points in 9*F NI is
bounded from below, then the contribution to the energy > g« pq; 77 (F, s), for 7 sufficiently
small, is comparable to the periodic case up to a constant C depending only on the dimension
and on the minimal distance between points in 0*F N I. Among periodic sets F', the energy
contribution on an interval I is bigger than or equal to the contribution of periodic stripes with
the same number of boundary points of F'in I.

Lemma 4.7. Let ng, 79 be as in Proposition 4.1. There exists a constant C = C(ny) such that
for all 0 < 7 < 79 the following holds. Let F of locally finite perimeter, I C R bounded open
interval, {ki,...,kn} =0"FNI. Assume that

inf ki — kil > no, 4.11
e {lgmm}l il > o (4.11)
dist(k1, o'F \ I) > 1o, (4.12)
dist(kp,, 0" F \ I) > no, (4.13)
(4.14)
and let ko, ki1, kmao € R\ I such that ko < k1 < -+ < kp, < kmt1 < kmy2 and
inf ki — ki| > no. 4.15
i,jG{Olf.l.,er2}‘ 3| > 1o (4.15)
Then, let T = [k, kmax), with
km ' is odd
Fanax = { v gmiso (4.16)
K2 if m is even
and F the ]f\—pem’odic set of locally finite perimeter such that
FNi=FnI (4.17)
O F NI ={ko ki, Kkmax_1,Fmax}- (4.18)
Then,
Yo or(Fs)= > r(Fs)-C. (4.19)
sed*FNI sco* i
Moreover,
So ) = |Fr o8, 1), (4.20)
sed*Fnl
5 . .y , L
where S is the simple periodic set of period 27#8*15&'
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Proof. Let us denote by k1 < ... < ky, the points of 3*F NI, and let kg, ki1, kmao, I, F be
as in the statement of the lemma.

To prove (4.20), observe that the boundary points of F are, by assumption, at mutual distance
larger that 79 > 27/®P=4=D Thus, K,(z) = ||z||~? behaves like a reflection positive functional
(similarly to the proof of Proposition 4.5 ). Therefore, as shown in [22] for reflection positive
functionals, (4.20) holds.

To show (4.19), notice that the symmetric difference between F' and F satisfies

FAF (@ (—OO, ]Cl — 770) U (km + 7o, +OO)

Let us assume w.l.o.g. that kpax = ko and denote by

ko =sup{s € *F\I:s<ki}, kmi1=inf{s € 0" F\I: s> ky}.

By assumptions (4.12) and (4.13), |ko — k1| > no, |km+1 — km| > mo. Using the fact that
r-(E,s) < C/6 whenever min{|s — s™|,|s — sT|} > ng (see Proposition 4.1), we have that

m+2 m m
C -
‘ZTT(F; kz) - Z TT(F,kz) < 5 + ‘ZTT(F, k‘z) — ZTT(F’ki)
i=1 i=0 i—1 i—1
:%+A+Ba (4.21)
where
m—l ki ptoo R
A= Z/ / (s — [xr(s +u) — xr(W)) K, (s)ds du
i=0 7 ki 0
m—1 ki1 ptoo R
-2/ /0 (s — [xp(s + 1) — xp(W)) B (s)ds du
=0 i

m

kiz1 0 .
=3 /k o (= el + ) = xe(u)Ro(s) dsdu

m o rkiyr 0 R
_;/k‘z /Oo(s_‘Xﬁ(S—i-u)—XF(u)’) +(s)dsdu.

Thus by using the integrability of I?T, we have that

km —+o00 N km o0 A C
| A S/ / XFAF(u—i—s)KT(s)dsdug/ / K;(u—v)dvdu < —,
ko Jo ko Jhkmtn 4

where C' is a constant depending only on 79. Similarly, |B| < C'/4.
Thus we have that

m m+2
‘ZTT(F, k)= > (P k)| <O
=1 =0

and the lemma is proved.

5. A rigidity result

Before stating the main theorem, let us define the following functional
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Fopa(E,Q) / / 6>’d7—td Y(z)ae, (5.1)
Gd—1 *ENQ T

where
ro() = |oo — . (5:2)

We recall that x = xel + Oz, where xj € 0+ and z9 € R. The point x("; € R is such that
xé + Hx; € 0*F is the closest point to = in O*E%l with x; —xz9 > 0.

Notice that, as in Proposition 3.1, one can show the following integral geometric formulation
for the functional ?07p7d:

1
Fopd(E,Q) ————— dxp df. 5.3
Op7 /Sd 1/0L S—S+’p7d 1 xG ( )

SEB*E ﬁQ 1 ‘
*o

The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. The following holds:

1. Let E C R be a [0, L)¢-periodic set of locally finite perimeter such that such that Fg , 4(E, [0, L)%) <
400, p>d—+ 3. Then, up to a rigid motion the set E is of the form

No
E=F X [Rdil, ECR, EnN [O,L) = U(3i7ti)7 Si <t < Siq1 < big1. (5.4)
=1

2. Let {E;};~0 C RY be a family of [0, L)%-periodic sets such that sup,~q Fr.pa(Er, [0, L)4) <
M < 4o0.

Then, up to subsequences, the sets E; converge in L' to a [O,L)d—pem'odic set Eg with
Fopd(Eo, [0, L)%) < +o0.

The proof of Theorem 5.1 will follow from a series of preliminary lemmas and propositions of
independent interest.

The core of Theorem 5.1 lies in the first statement of point 1. In order to prove such a rigidity
estimate, we develop a strategy which, up to our knowledge, is new in this type of problems.
The second point 2 of Theorem 5.1 can be instead proved basing on point 1., and the results of
Sections 3 and 4.

We now focus on point 1. of Theorem 5.1. Given the length and complexity of the proof, we
give an outline of the main strategy.

(i) First, we show that whenever p > 2d the functional 70,p,d controls a nonlocal generalized
version of the curvature of the relative boundary of the set F. More precisely, we show
the following

Proposition 5.2. Let d > 2, p > 2d, M > 0. Then, there exists Ry > 0,C (M) > 0 such
that the following holds: for all @ C RY bounded open sets and for every E C R® of locally
finite perimeter such that Fopa(E,Q) < M, for all 0 < r < Ry and for all z € Q such
that dist(z, 0) > 2r, it holds

_ 2 o
/ / lvete) = veWIT g3ja-1(0) ara-1(y) < COM)Fopa(E. B (2)).
0*EnB.(z) JorEnB.(z) Iz —yll?
(5.5)

(ii) We prove the following regularity result.
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Theorem 5.3. Let d > 2, p > 2d, { > 0, M > 0. There exists R > 0 such that the
following holds. Let Q C RY open and bounded and let E C R% of locally finite perimeter
such that Fopa(E,Q) < M. Then, on Qp = {z € Q: dist(z,00) > R} the set E enjoys
the following regularity properties:

1. 0FENQp =0ENQg;
2. For every x € OE N Qp the set OE N B.(x), Y0 < r < R, is given by the graph of

an (-Lipschitz function defined on a connected open subset of a (d — 1)-dimensional
affine subspace of RY.

(iii) We show that a uniform bound (w.r.t. r < 1 and z) such as
I

veRd,r<RJo*ENB.(2) JorEnB.(z) T —YlIP

(asin (5.5)) together with regularity conditions on OF as properties 1 and 2 in Theorem 5.3
imply when p > d+ 3 that OF is given by the union of disjoint hyperplanes (the fact that
they are parallel follows if the domain is a cube [0, L)? and we impose [0, L)%-periodicity).
This result is the content of Lemma 5.7. The proof of such Lemma uses a result of

Bourgain, Brezis and Mironescu [7, 8] implying that if OF can be locally parametrized by
a Lipschitz map defined on R¢~! and (5.6) holds, then vg is locally constant and then OF
is flat.

(iv) Given Lemma 5.7, in order to show that the boundary of sets of 707p7d—bounded energy is
flat we would like then to combine Proposition 5.2, Theorem 5.3 and Lemma 5.7. However,
notice that while for the validity of Lemma 5.7 it is sufficient (and indeed necessary, as a
simple computation with a C? boundary would show) that p > d + 3, for the validity of
Propositions 5.2 and 5.3 we need to assume that p > 2d, which is a stronger condition as
soon as d > 3.

Thus, the proof of Theorem 5.1 will be given first for d = 2 (where 2d < d + 3) and then
extended via a slicing argument with affine two dimensional planes to the case of general
dimension (see Proposition 5.12 and the proof of Theorem 5.1). More precisely, we will
apply a slicing formula of the functional ?gmd w.r.t. the Grassmanian of 2-planes in R?
(see Proposition 5.11), thus showing that a.e. two-dimensional slice of a set of finite energy
E is a union of stripes, which in turn will imply that E is a union of stripes in R%.

In the next Sections 5.1-5.4, we proceed to the proof of (i)—(iv). In Section 5.5 we will give a
proof of point 2. of Theorem 5.1.

5.1 (i) A nonlocal curvature bound

For simplicity of notation, define
[(ve(x), 0)] ‘
= —dd E. .
e(x) Adl ro(z)p—d-1""" x €0 (5.7)

In particular,

Fopd(E,Q) = / e(x) dH(z).

0*ENQ
Lemma 5.4. Let E C R? be a set of locally finite perimeter. The following holds

Ive(a) = vu(y)|?
ola) +ely) 2 T

, Vz,ye€d'E. (5.8)
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Proof. For every x = ﬂ:j + 290 € O*FE, y € 0*F, define the sets
Qa,|ly —=])) = {0 € ST = ro2) <2z —yl}, Q. lly—=]) = {0 €5 : roly) < 2]z —yll}.

W.Lo.g., we can assume that max{|Q(z, |ly—z|)|, |2y, |ly—z|))|} < dwq/4. Indeed, if |Q(z, |ly—
z||)| > dwg/4 one has that

oz (v (2).6)
™ Jog ly-a)nie: |vs @) 0 >1/103 2 = ylP~41

_ lvs(@) = v|?
~ =y

dé
Ve sil

where we used the fact that ||vg(z) —v| < V2 and Q(z, ||y — )N {0 : [(ve(x),0)] > 1/10} > 1
whenever |Q(z,[ly — «||)] > dwg/4. In particular, for points z,y such that max{|Q(z, ||y —
2)1, 19, lly — 2|} > dwa/4, (5.8) is proved.

Assuming [Q(z, ||y — z||)| < dwg/4, one has that

[(ve(z),0)]

= 014
Qe ly—al)N{0: (v (2).0)| 2 2a [y—all)l/ (2dwa)} 1€ = Y
2z, [ly — =)
> , 5.9
2 Ty )
The rest of the proof is thus devoted to show that
12, ly — =D + 12, |y — 2| 2 [lve(z) — ve)Il- (5.10)
To this aim, define the cones
CH(z,2lly — zf|) == {z + 50 : (vp(x),0) >0, s € (0,2[ly — )},
C™(2,2|ly — ) :={z+s0: (vg(x),0) <0, se 0,2y —=z|)},
CH(y,2lly —xl) == {y + 50 : (ve(y),0) >0, s € (0,2[ly — x|},
C(y,2lly —zl]) :=={y + 50 : (ve(y),0) <0, s € (0,2|ly —z[))}.

Notice that, by simple geometric considerations (see Figure 1),

_ _ 1
C* (@, lly==IDNC™ (v, ly=2DI+IC (@, ly=2DNC™ (v, ly—=])] = C5dwallvie(@)—ve®)lle—y|*,

(5.11)
for some dimensional constant C' > 0.
We now claim that (5.10) holds in the form (see Figure 2)
C
[, ly = 2l + 1920y, lly — 2D =2 55dwallve(z) - vey)]- (5.12)

Indeed, assume that (5.12) does not hold for some z,y € 0*F and let
C
0(z,y) = 55llve(@) —ve@)l,
Az, 8(z,y) = {0 € 51+ [(vp(2),0)| < d(z,y)},
Aly,0(z,)) = {0 € 571+ [(vp(y),0)] < d(x,y)}-
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Figure 1: The light grey regions correspond to the sets C* (x, ||ly—z|)NC~ (y, [ly—z||), C~ (z, |ly—
z) N C*(y, [ly — ).

By (2.5) and the fact that |Q(x, ||y — z||)| + |2y, [|ly — z||)| < é(x,y)dwq, we obtain

{0 : (v(x),0) <0and 25+ [0,2lly — 210 € B, 1} > [{0: (vp(2),0) < 0} \ (Qz, |y — =) U A(z, d(z,1)))|
(1/2 - 25( y))dwd

{0 : (vE(y),0) <0 and yo + [0,2]ly — 210 € B, 1} = [{0: (vE(y).0) < O} \ (Qy, |y — z]) UA(y, 5(z, y)))]
> (1/2 - 25( ,y)) dwq

|{c9 x),0) > 0 and zy + [0, 2||y—$||]9€ECL}‘ > ‘{9 x),0) >0} \ (Qz, |y—33|)UA(:E,§($,y)))‘
> (1/2- 26( ) des

{0 (ve(y),0) > 0 and yo + [0,2lly — =[|]0 € By, }| > [{0: (vi(y),0) > 0}\ (v, lly — =ll) U A(y, (. 9)))]

y)

> (1/2 = 20(z,y)) dwq

which respectively imply

C™ (2l — yl) N Bl > (1/2 = 28(z, y)wallz - y]I%,
C* (@, 2l|lz — yl) N (RN B)| = (1/2 = 28(z, y))walle — y]I%,

1C™(y, 2]z —yl) N E[ = (1/2 = 26(2, y))wallz - y]|
IC*(y. 2]z —yl) N (RI\ B)| = (1/2 — 20(z, y)walle — y]|*

By the above, one obtains

|CT(x,2]ly — ) NC™ (y,2]ly — =] < [CT(x,2]ly — 2[) N C™(y,2]ly — z[) N E|

+CH (@, 2y — z) N C (y, 2]y — z[)) N (R?\ E)|
<|CH( )N E|

+1C(y,2lly — =) N (RY\ E)|

< 46(z, y)wallz — y||*,

z,2|ly — x|

and analogously
C™(,2]ly — z[) N C*(y, 2]ly — z[])| < 46(2, y)wallz — ] *.

This, given the definition of §(x,y), contradicts (5.11), thus proving (5.12).
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Figure 2: By the blow-up properties (2.5), a difference between vg(z) and vg(y) controls from
below Q(z, [ly — z|]) and Q(y, [ly — =[]).

Before stating the next lemma, we give the following definitions: for all £k € N U {0} let

Qu(z) == {0 €3 : rg(x) € (27FFD 27} (5.13)
Qp(z) := {0 € Sa1: rg(z) < 2_k}. (5.14)

Notice that ~
Q= UjZij’ (5.15)

where the union is disjoint.

Lemma 5.5. For all E C R? sets of locally finite perimeter and for all x € O*F

(@
)2 55641 ) 5 (5.16)
k>0
|Q(x
)2 5564 ) 3 (5.17)
k>0

Proof. The proof of (5.16) follows from the same argument used to prove (5.9) in Lemma 5.4.
Indeed, since the Q(z) are disjoint,

e(r) 2

~

0 2
i>0J Ok@n{lwn(@),0)|>min{1/10,/Qx|/2} } 2~ s

To prove (5.17), we use (5.16), the disjoint union (5.15) and the following fact: there exists a
constant C' = C(p,d) > 0 such that

ST 19(@)) 22k < 037 Q) PR, (5.18)
k>0 j>k k>0
To show (5.18), we set for simplicity of notation aj := |Qk(x)|2k(p_g_l). With this nota-

tion, (5.18) reads as

ST (Y a2t < o3 al, (5.19)

k>0 j>k k>0

21



(p—d—1)

Using the fact that P>k olk=i) 5 = % and Jensen’s inequality, one has that
= 1-277 2
o (k— ‘)(P*dfl) 2 26 (k— )(P d—1)
Z(Z%Q( DTET)TL (pd1>zza2 -
E>0 >k 1-2 2 k>0]>k
. 26 (k— j)(P d—1)
B ZZ“ 2!
1-27 §>0 k=0

(+1) =g~
];a?(]t 9-(+1 )

corresponding to (5.19). O

In the next lemma we show an upper bound for the perimeter of sets of finite energy inside a
ball, which is uniform w.r.t. the centres of the balls and with respect to the family of sets of
equibounded energy.

Lemma 5.6. Let d > 2, p > 2d, M > 0. Then, there exist Ry > 0, Co(M) > 0 such that the
following holds: for all Q C R% bounded open sets, E C R% of locally finite perimeter such that
.fo,p,d(E, Q) <M, for all0 <r < Ry and all x € Q such that dist(x, Q) > r,

Per(E, B,(z)) < Co(M)ri1L, (5.20)
Proof. The claim follows immediately from the following bound:
p—d
Per(E, B, (z)) o=
<w—d “1) S Fopa(B, Bw)),

which will be an immediate consequence of the following two estimates:

Per(E, B,(z)) _ g
< wa1r ! ) ]{3d 1][ (B ()¢ DBy (Br(2)) = 1)" "z d6, - (5:21)

]{Sdl ][ ()L(Perm(EZ;’(Br(x))Z;)—1)”* dzg A6 < 10720 F g 4(E, B, (2)).

The first estimate (5.21) is a direct consequence of the slicing formula (3.4) and Jensen’s in-
equality applied to the convex function ¢ — tP~¢.

The second estimate can be deduced as follows, using the integral geometric formulation (5.3),
the convexity of the function ¢ +— ¢t~ (=41 and the fact that (d —1) — (p —d — 1) = 2d — p

1 1
Fopa(E. B Ad 1/ e e 6
s€O*E lﬂ(B (:v))

/Sdl/eL (Per'P (Bt (Br(2)), )—1)

1 1
(Per'®(E, L (B, (m))zé) —1) |5 — stp=d1

dzp dé
SS+€8*E Lﬁ(BT( )) L

/ / (Per'®(E, 1, (By(x)),y) — 1)~ r==D dzf-do

Sd 1 QL

st o (palP(E (B - 1) A e (622
sa-1.J mm)); ’ ’
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We can now give a proof of Proposition 5.2.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Let 2p < Ry, where Ry is chosen as in Lemma 5.6. We will show that,
for all z € 2 such that dist(z, 0§) > 2p,

_ 2 .
/ / lve@) = veWIT j3ia-1 () apa-1 ) < COFopalE. Bo(2)),
0 ENB,(z) JorEnB,(z) Iz —ylP

thus proving (5.5).
W.lo.g., we assume that 2p = 1. Define, for all £ > 0, and for all z € O*F

Ap(@)={y e d'E: 27" L < ||y — 2| < 27F).

Notice that

yedp(z) o L W), (5.23)
|y — ||
where Qk(az) was defined in (5.13). Then, using the equality p —2=(p—d — 1) + (d — 1), the
equivalence (5.23) and the bound (see (5.10))

lve (@) = ve(W) S Q-1 (@) + [-a(y)],  for ly —a <27F,

where Q(x) was defined in (5.14), we obtain

_ 2
/ / HVE(%’) VE_(:;/)H de—l(y) d%d_l(l') S
0*ENB,(z) JorEnB,(z) Iz —yllP

I

lve(r) - ve(y)

</, /
O ENB,(2) =g J0*Endy@)nB,(x) Iz —yllP~>

dH (y) AT ()

2
< 2(k+1)(pd1)/ lve@) = ve@)I 40 a1 ) dH (2
/a*Ean(z)kZZO OB AL (@B, () 2 FTDED () (z)

2 2
S / Z 2(k+1)(p7d71) / i |Qk—1(x7)(|k+_;(|§zk1;1(y)| dedfl(y) dedfl(x)
9" ENBy(2) 130 8* ENAy(2)NB,(2) 2

—d— Per(E, By« (x _
’S/ > 2TV (2) + [ Q1 (v)?) 2((k+1)2(dk(1))) T @),
0*ENB,(z) k>0

Now we recall Lemma 5.5 and the fact that for 27% <1 < Ry Lemma 5.6 holds, thus getting

_ 2
[ O s e
0*ENB,(z) J0*ENB,(z)

[z — y[P2
e Per(E, By« (z)) _
5/ QU+ (10, (2) 2 + Qs (y)]2) 2 Bt 2)) g o
9*ENB,(z) l; 9—(k+1)(d—1)
< Co(M) (e(z) + ely)) AR (2)
0*ENB,(z)

< Co(M)Fop.a(E, By(2)).
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5.2 (iii) Regularity and nonlocal curvature bounds imply flatness

In the next lemma, we show that the finiteness of the nonlocal curvature quantity

o 2
/ / HVE('%') VE;(:;/)H ded—l(y) ded—l(x)’
0 ENB,(z) JorEnB,(z) Iz —ylP

proved in Proposition 5.2, together with a regularity assumption on the reduced boundary of
E, implies when p > d 4 3 flatness of the boundary of E. Together with [0, L)%-periodicity this
implies then that F has boundaries given by affine hyperplanes orthogonal to a fixed direction,

namely it is a union of stripes.

Lemma 5.7. Let d > 2, p>d+3, (>0, R>0. Let Q C R? open and bounded, Qg ={z €
Q : dist(x,00) > 2R} and let E C RY of locally finite perimeter which enjoys in Q the following
reqularity properties:

1. #ENQ=0ENQ;

2. For every x € OE N Qyp the set OE N B,.(x), Y0 < r < R, is given by the graph of an
(-Lipschitz function defined on a connected open subset of a (d — 1)-dimensional affine
subspace of R%.

If moreover, for all 0 <r < R and for all x € OE N Qyp, the following holds

. 2
/ / HVE ) VE(Q)H de_l(Z) de—l(y) < +OO,
OENB(z) JoENB () |1z —ylIP

then OE Ny is given by the disjoint union of the intersections of finitely many hyperplanes
of R with Qqp.

Moreover, if Q = [0, L)% and in addition E is [0, L)%-periodic, up to a rigid motion the set E
satisfying the above is of the form

No
E=ExR"™, ECR, EN0,L)=J(si,ts), s <ti <sit1 <tij1.
i=1

Proof. The statement of the lemma follows immediately from the following two technical tools.
The first is the Area Formula applied to the bi-Lipschitz parametrization of 0E'N B, (z) given by
the graph of an ¢-Lipschitz function. The second is the following result due to Bourgain, Brezis
and Mironescu [7, 8]: given D C R%~! open and connected, g € L>°(D) such that g > ¢ > 0 on
D and f: D — R? measurable such that

) — 2
Llﬂﬁl—@ﬂﬂwwwmw<+w

[l =yl
there exists a constant ¢ € R? such that f = c a.e. on D.

Indeed, if ¢ : D C m4—1 — R is the ¢-Lipschitz function such that OF N B,(x) = {(2/,¢(2")) :
2’ € D}, by the Area Formula

‘VE ) — VE( )H2 d—1 d—1
dH z)dH >
/BEOBT /BEOBT ) [z — yllp=2 (2) ()

v _ YY([2
2 /D/D H E X ))) E((y 7¢(y )))H Jgraphqb(zl)!]graphqb(y,) dZ,dy/,

Hf—MW”

where Jgraphe is the Jacobian associated to the bi-Lipschitz map graph¢. Notice that Jgraphg >
¢ > 0 due to the fact that the graph of ¢ is a bi-Lipschitz map.
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Applying then the result of Bourgain, Brezis and Mironescu recalled above to f(z) = vg((z, ¢(2)))
and g(2) = Jgraphe(2), one has that vg(z) = v HY" 1L 9* E-a.e. inside B, (z), v € S~!. Then,
by the standard characterization of hyperplanes in geometric measure theory and the fact that
the radii of the balls on which such result holds are uniform w.r.t. x € 0E N Qyp, gives the first
statement of the Lemma.

The fact that the connected components of the boundary are all orthogonal to a single direction,
and thus E is a union of stripes, is a consequence of the [0, L)%-periodicity of E. U

5.3 (ii) Regularity of sets of finite energy

The aim of this section is to give a proof of the regularity Theorem 5.3 for sets of finite energy.
The proof of Theorem 5.3 goes through a series of preliminary lemmas. As classical in regularity
theory, we look for uniform lower and upper density bounds on perimeter and volume of sets of
equibounded energy at boundary points and for power law decay of the excess.

In the next lemma, we show uniform lower bounds on perimeter and volume at points of the
topological boundary of E.

Lemma 5.8. Let d > 2, p > 2d, M > 0. Then, there exist C1,Ci,R; > 0 such that the
following holds. For all Q C R open and bounded, for all E C R? such that ?O,p,d(Ea Q)< M,
for all0 <r < Ry and for all x € OE N Q, (where Q, = {z € Q: dist(z,002) > r})
min{|E N B,(z)|,|B,(z) \ E|} > Chr, (5.24)
Per(E, B.(x)) > Cyr® L, (5.25)
Proof. By the isoperimetric inequality, the proof of (5.25) follows immediately from (5.24).
In order to prove (5.24), let us consider w.l.o.g. a point z € O such that min{|ENB, (z)|, | B, (z)\
E|} = |EN B,(z)| and
|E N By(x)| = ¢18%7, (5.26)

for some § < 1/2, r < Ry and Rj,c; sufficiently small to be fixed later.
Then define, for y € 0*E N B,(x), the sets

Oy) == {0 €S : (Ug(y),0) <0, lyg — yy | < dist(y,0B,(z))},
V(iy) :={z€ RY: 2=y + 50,0 € Oy),s € (0, |yg — va ) }-

Notice that

V(y) C EN B.(x). (5.27)
Moreover, if ¢; in (5.26) is sufficiently small, namely
o <22 (5.28)
4
then for all 0 < 01 < 1
O(y)| = w; for all y € 0"EN B,1_g)(x). (5.29)

Indeed, by the properties (2.5) of the reduced boundary, for all § € S?~! such that (vg(y),6) < 0
the segment [y,y@L + yj@] is contained in E. Thus, if (5.29) does not hold, there exists y €
O*E N B,a—_s)(x) and |yg — yg | > dist(y, 0B, (x)) > dor for a set of § € {(vp(y),0) < 0}\ O(y)
of measure greater than $H41(S471) — @y > 2H471(S971) > wy/2, thus implying by (5.28)

Hz ER?: 2 = y+s6,0 € {(veg(y),0) <0}\O(y),s < 5r}| > |Sd*1 \ @(y)|(5r)d
> 2L (or)

> 2015drd,
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which, by the fact that for y € 0"E N B,.(1_s) ()
{z ¢ RY: z=y+30,0 € {{ve(y),0) <0}\O(y),s <dr} C EN B, (),

contradicts (5.26).
In particular, by (5.29), one has that

|V(y)| >0 Vye O*EN Br(l—é) (3:) (530)

Using (5.29), Jensen’s inequality for the convex function ¢ — t~®=4=1/d_the inequality |(vx(y),0)| < 1
and (5.30), we get for some constant C'(i1)

—= [{ve(y), >! d—1
]:07p7d(E,Br(ﬂJ))Z/8*EmBT()/ oy -dgdH T (y)

> Ca) [ ([ owyian)
9*ENB,1-s) ()N {y:[V (y)[>0} * /O(y)

d—1
zcwn/ V()| anl(y).
O*ENB(1-5)(x)

Now we use the following facts: first, since x € dE, 0"E N By (7) # () for all » > 0, then
as noticed in (5.27) V(y) C E N B,(x) and finally the isoperimetric inequality holds. Thus, we
obtain

—1

d
CART ()

p—d—1

Per(Ea Br(l—é) (.%'))
BN B, (2)| P-4 D/d

(min{| B0 By (@), | Briy—s) (@) \ EID T

?07p7d(E, B, (1‘)) > C(Ql

> C(wl) ‘EﬂB ( )’(p d—1)/d (5'31)
Now we claim that, under the assumptions (5.26), (5.28) and § < 1/2, it holds
min{|E N B,(1-5) ()|, |Bya-s (@) \ EI} = [EN By(1_g)(x)|- (5.32)
Indeed, let us assume that (5.32) does not hold and define
ENB.(x
a(r) = %7
Ars = By (2) \ Bri—s) ().
On the one hand, one has that (since |E N B,q_s)(7)| > |Byq-s)(x) \ E|)
alr(l - §)) > % (5.33)

On the other hand, by assumptions (5.26) and (5.28),

d
afr) = 0% < S
4
and thus since 0 < 1/2
|EN Br(1_5) ()] |E N B(z) a(r) 164 Wy
a(r(l=2)) 1—0)drd = (1—0)rd ~ (1-0)8 = (1-06)d 16

which contradicts (5.33).
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Hence, by (5.32) and the fact that p > 2d, the lower bound (5.31) becomes

|E N B, (@) ) =D/ (5.34)

FopalE,Br(@) = C@) (S 50 g ()

Let us now define
w(A) == Fopa(E,A), ACQ Borel.
Then, (5.34) can be rewritten as

a(r(l — 5))>(d*1)/d
a(r)
Since p < HLL(0*ENQ), u(Q) < M < 400, and by Lemma 5.6 HI~1(0* ENB,(z)) < Cop?~!

for all p < r < Ry and for all z € 0"E N (2, one has that for every 0 < v < 1 there exists
0 < R(y) < Ro such that for all » < R(vy) and for all x € Q, it holds

(B, () = Clan)( (1 -8,

w(Br(x)) < ~C(@1). (5.35)

In particular, if v is smaller than a dimensional constant,

a(r(l =9)) < a(r)( 7

d/(d-1) < 1
T=5)

< ﬁa(r).
Let us choose Ry = R(y) such that (5.35) holds for all » < R(7), where « is such that for all

§<1/2
v d/(d-1) 1
(=) =%
(1—4§)d-1 2d
Let us then rename ro := r < Ry, dg := 9, o := a(rg), 11 := ro(1 — dp), aq := a(ry). Observe
that, by assumption (5.26)
@0 _ 5d
C1 0

Using the assumption (5.28) on ¢; and the fact that dp < 1/2, we were just able to show that

1

g < ﬁao. (536)

Now define iteratively, for i € N,

5 <j_f)1/d

rit1 = ri(l —d;),
a1 = a(TZ'+1). (537)

Notice that, by (5.36), §; < %6i,1 < % and thus one can reason as before getting the analogue
of (5.36) for all i € N, namely

1
Qit1 < 5%
In particular,
lim a; =0, lim §; =0. (5.38)
1—>00 1—+400
We now claim that
dr>0: r;>r>0 forallielN. (5.39)
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Once (5.39) is proved, we can easily conclude since by (5.38) one would have that a(r) = 0,
thus contradicting the fact that z € OF and thus by (2.4) that a(r) > 0 for all 7. In order to

1/d
prove (5.39), observe that by definition of r;, and by the fact that §; < <%) Oim1 < %, one has
that there exists C' > 0 such that

i—1 0o o]
Inr; :lnro—l—Zln(l — ) > lnro—i—z& —22512 > —C > —oc.
k=0 i=0 i=0

Thus we reached a contradiction to the assumption (5.26) and thus the Lemma is proved
by (5.26) and (5.28) choosing any

0<C < %(1/2)d
and R; as above.
O

Before stating the next lemma, we recall the definition of (spherical) excess given in (2.9),
namely

Bae(B,7,7) = — [IDxs|(B, (@) ~ [Dxp(B,@)].

In order to show regularity, we will need power law decay of the excess, with uniform constants
which are independent of the point z. More precisely, we prove the following.

Lemma 5.9. Let d > 2, p > 2d, M > 0. There exist Ry,Co(M) > 0 such that for all
Q C R? bounded and open and E of locally finite perimeter such that ]_-"O,p,d(E, Q) <M, for all
0 <r < Ry and for all x € Q,,

Exc(E,x,1) < Cy(M)pp~2d)/ max{p=dd}, (5.40)

Proof. W.l.o.g. we assume that z = 0 and we denote by B, = B,(0).
We first claim that in general dimension d the following integral geometric formula holds

rd 1 Eze(E,0,7) = L/ / [(ve(y),0)| dH (y) Ao
Ci,d Jsi-1 JorEnB,

.
Cl,d gd—1

where C' g is the constant defined in (3.5).
One can deduce the above directly from the definition of the excess, from the identity

de,

[ wew.0ant )
0*ENB,

1
Izl = —/ (2,0)|d0, z€R?
Cl,d gd—1

applied to z = [,. ;5 VE(Y) dH%1(y) and the formula (3.4). In particular, by the classical
slicing formulas (2.7) and (2.8) one has that

1
d—1 1
FEzxc(E,0Q = — 1dz;dé
r xe(E,0,1) Cra /Sdl /0L g 2y

SEB*EZLO(BT)ZL
6 0
1
Cl,d gd—1

/al Z sign((w«;(z@l + s6),0)) dz(} do. (5.41)

Sea*Ezé ﬂ(Br)Zé
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In order to show (5.40), we define

|2

Ql(el) = {Z;‘ S HJ‘ : PerlD(Ezel, (Br)zel) 1
21.

Q(67) = {25 € 6+ : Per'P(E,1, (By).1)

v

Using the triangle inequality we bound (5.41) in the following way

1
ri " Exe(E,0,1) < — / 1dzp — dé
Cid Jsi Q1 (04)

/ / 2Per!P El( v )dze de. (5.42)
Cld Sd 1 QQ QL

Now observe that, as in (5.22), using the formula (5.3), Jensen’s inequality and the fact that
whenever z; € Qq(61) then Is,st € a*Ezel N (Br)zel and thus |s — s*| < r, one obtains the
lower bound

(Per'®(E_., (B,), )—1) N
Fopd(E,Br) [Sdl/r ,,apdl dzedﬂ

p—d
> 24p, (1=D)p—d) / / Per'®(E,1,(B,),4) ~1]dzdo |
sd-1 J( T)é 0 o

Hence the part of the excess relative to the second term in (5.42) can be bounded in the following

/ sign((vp(z5 + 290),0)) dzg
Q1(6+)

1
— Per'P DE_., (B —1]dz
rd_l/sdl/m(%) er 0 1, (By), )dze do < pr = 1/Sd 1/92(9L) L( )el) ]dze de
< p(p—2d4)/(p— d]_-o (B, B, )1/(p ) (5.43)

~

implying in particular (by the boundedness of the functional on ) the decay for the excess
given in (5.40).
The estimate of the first term in (5.42) is instead more involved, due to the necessity of more
precise estimates in the case of cancellations inside the second integral.
We denote by
] dé,
, 9est!

1 :/ / 1dzp —
sd=1 |/ (61)

Iy = / 1dzy —
Q1(6+)

and choose # € S%! an angle such that # € argmaxyly. Such a maximum point always exists
as the map 6 — Iy is continuous and, by Lemma 5.6,

/ sign((vg (23 + 200),0)) dzz
Q1(04)

/ sign((vg (23 + 200),0)) dz;
Q1 (64)

Iy < Per(E, B,) < rit,
Then, decompose Q;(A+) as follows:
0 (0 =Qf uar,

Qf = {z7 € U0 : (e(zf + s(27)0),0) > 0},
Qp = {z7 € U0 : (ve(zg + s(27)0),0) < 0}



Figure 3: By the blow-up properties (2.5), if the set {# € S : ry(z) < r} has small measure,
then the set £ N B,.(2) is close to H,,(.)(z) N B(2)

where by s(zG—L) we denote the point such that 0*E,1 N (Br)zei = {zg—L + s(ze—l)é}.
0

Assume w.lo.g. that [Q]| > || (the other case can be treated analogously). Notice that,
under this non restrictive assumption,

I; = 2|07 . (5.44)

The proof of the Lemma reduces to show that |Q] | < r¢=17% where a = (p — 2d)/(8d).
Assume on the contrary that
Q7| > Crd-ite (5.45)

and denote by 8 = p — 2d.
Notice that

vgp(z),0
e(z) == Ad—l %dﬂ
[(vE(2),0)]
= AGESd_l: rg(z)<r} rd=1+8 a0
2
0S¥l rp(z) <
I - ] . (5.46)

~

>C

Let now H,,(,)(2) be the affine halfspace given by {y : (y — z,vr(2)) < 0}. By the blow up
properties of the reduced boundary (2.5), whenever (vg(2),0) > 0, then (2,2 +ry(2)0) C RI\ E
and whenever (vp(z),0) < 0, then (z,z + rg(z)f) C E. By (5.46), we have that whenever
z € &*E is such that e(z) < C1Cr~%1-F/2/4 then {0 €591 rg(z) <r}| < CirPli/4,
where C] is the constant of Lemma 5.8. In particular, by the above consequences of the blow
up properties at points of the reduced boundary, there exists a cone with vertex in z and of
angles of total measure 7%/%, that we denote by C := C(z,vg(2),7?/*) such that (see Figure 3)

C
Xt 00 = XENL1 (8 < Xl < e (5.47)

On the other hand, setting I', = {z EO'ENDB,:e(z) > C’lé'r_dﬂ_ﬁﬂ}, it is immediate to
notice that

M > Fopua(E,By) = / e(z) dHE(2) > [T, |r 1512, (5.48)
0*ENB,

We then consider the following two cases:
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Case 1 Assume |I';| > [Q]|/2. In this case we have, by (5.45) and (5.48) that
CroA12 < |y [p= A2 5 oD [ 182 < o

Thus, if « < 3/2 = (p—2d)/2 this leads to a contradiction for r smaller than some uniform
R < 1 depending only on M, o — /2.

Case 2 Assume |I';| < |[©27]/2. In particular, there exist z € 0*E N Pé_f(Qf‘) N B, \ T, and
yed'EN Pé_f(Ql_) N B, \ T';, where Pé_f : RY — 6+ is the orthogonal projection map on
o+
In general, by Lemma 5.4 and the definition of I',, whenever x,y € 9*E N B, \ I';, then

lvis(z) - vey)| < rP/*. (5.49)

r),0) > 0 and
(vE®), 0} <

Moreover, for z,y as above such that x5 € Qf and yz. € Q7 , it holds (
(y%(y) ,0) < 0, thus combining with (5.49) one has that max{|(vg(z), )
NG

For x € 0*E N B, \ T',, assume now that there exists y € 0*E N B, such that dist (y -
x,0H, (2 (z)—z) > 2r1+8/(84)  Because of the volume density estimate (5.24) of Lemma. 5.8
we have that there exists Cy such that |B,1:s,sa) (y) N E| > C1r®8/8 and |B 115,60 (y) \
E| > Cyr*P/8 and by the fact that dist(y — z,0H,,)(x) — x) > 2p1+8/Bd) either
Basssay)(y) C {z: (vp(x),z —x) > 0} or Bassssa(y) C {z: (vep(z),z —z) < 0}. This,
by the blow up properties of the reduced boundary (2.5), would contradict the cone con-
dition (5.47) for H,,(,)(z) and the cone C' centered at x, provided r is sufficiently small
(being 3/8 < 3/4). Thus we have that sup,c s prp, dist(y—z, 0H, ) (z)—z) < o146/ (8d)
and then 0*EN B, C (0H,(2)()) 91458/, Where (OH,, () (7)) g,145/ ) is the 2r1+8/(84)_
neighbourhood of 9H,,,(,)(x) defined in Section 2.

To conclude it is sufficient to notice that whenever z € 9*E N Py, (Q+) N B, \ Ty,
(vg(z),0)| < rP/* and thus

vE(
s |

Py ((0H 2 (%)) 148/80)) S pd—148/8

and thus
rT O] < Pru ((0H, () (@) gpassssay) S 87 HHH/GD,

which yields a contradiction for a < 8/(8d) = (p — 2d)/(8d).
O

Proof of Theorem 5.3: In the Appendix we give a self-contained proof of the fact that uniform
upper and lower bounds on perimeter and volume, together with uniform power law decay of
the excess as in Lemmas 5.6, 5.8 and 5.9, imply the Lipschitz regularity of the boundary given in
Theorem 5.3. In particular, the boundary of E is of class C1®, with o = m. Though
this general strategy is the same used to prove regularity of quasi-minimizers, we could not find
in the literature a self-contained proof of this fact not exploiting the quasi-minimality property.

Thus we give details for such an argument in the Appendix. O

5.4 (iv) Rigidity: from d = 2 to arbitrary dimension

In dimension d = 2, whenever p > d + 3 one has that Proposition 5.2, Theorem 5.3 and
Lemma 5.7 hold. Indeed, in this case 2d =4 < 5 =d + 3, so p > 2d whenever p > d + 3. This
gives the point 1. of the rigidity Theorem 5.1 in dimension d = 2.
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Figure 4: A picture for Case 2 of Lemma 5.9, at a point x such that |(vg(z),0)| < 1.

In general dimension d > 3, to overcome the fact that 2d > d + 3 and thus p > d + 3 does not
imply p > 2d, we exploit another integral geometric formulation for the functional ?gmd on
two dimensional affine planes and we recover the rigidity result from two dimensional rigidity
on such planes.

First of all, we prove an analogue of the integral geometric formulation (3.9), by decomposing
the functional 7071,@ along the Grassmanian of two dimensional linear subspaces in R? instead
of one dimensional linear subspaces. For the notation, see Section 2.

Let us preliminarily recall some basic facts about slicing of sets of finite perimeter with k-
dimensional affine planes.

Remark 5.10. Let E C R? be a set of locally finite perimeter and m, be a k—dz’mensz’onal plane

in R%. Denote by Py, the orthogonal projection on . Then for almost any w# n 7Tk , the set

E’”#k is a set of finite perimeter. Moreover, for H4 *-almost every w#k and for Hk almost every
Ty, € 8*]17)3[),#]C one has that

v (xw ) _ Pﬂk (VE('I#]C?‘IEWI@)) ‘

#’“ g ”Pﬂk (VE(‘T#M'%'F;%))H

Proposition 5.11. Let Fg,q be the functional defined in (5.1), @ C R? bounded and open.
One has that

- 0 [(ve, oL (T7y),0)] ) gL
F E = d ) dod d
0,p,d(E,€2) / Q[Rd)/ /Sl /E o T T H (27,) dO daz, dpo a(m2)

_ / d)/ Fob (B Qs ) dr, dpis a(ma). (5.51)
2,R

(5.50)

where

VEIL2 (Tr5),0)] ! W
Q.1 u H (z, . 5.52
7p’7r2( xL W2 /;1 /; *F ek, no ok, I‘,g(‘%'wz)pidil (x 2) ( )

Proof. By the classical slicing formulas for the perimeter (2.7), Fubini Theorem and (2.3), one
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has that

[ ey GO et dmsns
- AH (2r,) A0 dzz, dpug g7
G(2,R?) Jny JSL, JorE o Ao o, ro(z,, P41 2 o, A2,d\7T2

1
- - d dfdzt d
/0(2,n%d)/7r [31 /w 0 ro(zg)p—a1 (i H2.d(r2)

2)9 g Ea*Ez T 1
(m 2)9 (7"2)9

1
/ (2,R%) [31 / Z deé df dps q(m2)

ro€EO*E LOQZL
0

1
—  _dztde
fsd 1/9L ro(zg)P=a-1 "o

B*E e

[Sd I/B*Em 95)7f9>\ A L) d.

As a consequence of the above two-dimensional slicing formula, one has that [0, L)%periodic
sets of -T:O,p,d(v [O,L)d)—ﬁnite energy are, on almost all two dimensional affine planes, periodic
stripes.

Proposition 5.12. Let p >d+3,d>2, ECR?[0,L)%periodic set of locally finite perimeter
such that Fopa(E,[0,L)%) < M < +oo. Then, for usgq-a.e. two dimensional plane ma €
G(2,R?) and for ’Hd 2.a.e. i , € 7y, the boundary of the two dimensional slice of E N[0, L)%
given by E,, x N[O, L) L ] gwen by the disjoint union of the intersections of finitely many parallel

O

lines in xx +772 with [0 L) . More precisely, for H*2-a.e. #2 there exists v, + € S9-1 such

that
ve , (y) = gL for H'-a.e. y € (9*Ex#2. (5.53)

7o
Proof. Thanks to Proposition 5.11, if Fq, 4(F, [0, L)?) < +00, then for s 4-a.e. two dimensional
plane T2 € G(2,R?) and for H? 2-a.e. z1, € 75 one has that

Fopmy (s s (0. 2)%),.1) < +o0. (5.54)
Recalling the formula (5.52), this means that if we identify the plane z:- , + m2 with R2, then
‘F07p72(E1;#27 ([07 L) )x#Q) < +0o0. (5'55)

Now we observe that for d = 2 it holds p > d+3 =5 > 4 = 2d. Hence, Proposition 5.2,
Theorem 5. 3 and Lemma 5.7 can be apphed implying that there exists R( ,) > 0 such that
for all z € x- , +m and for all 0 < r < R(z+ ,), there exists v, such that

ve  (y) =v.y for Hl-ae y € 0* Ex#Q N By(2). (5.56)

)

Moreover, since E C R? is [O,L)d—periodic

1 —
T2 7 0pd(E, [0, L)) = =5 Fopa(B, [-kL, kL)) for k> 1, (5.57)

(kL)

thus for H42-a.e. x% there exists v, € 59! such that
2

v, (y) = Fv,y  for Hl-ae. y € OB,y (5.58)

namely the connected components of the boundary of E, L, are all flat and parallel (otherwise
they would intersect in a sufficiently large cube giving an infinite two dimensional energy). [
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We are now ready to complete the proof of the point 1 of the rigidity Theorem 5.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1, point 1. Our goal is to show that there exists v € S%! such that for
HP 1 a.e. x € O*F one has that vg(x) = £v. Let us instead assume that there exist x,y € 9*E
Lebesgue points of vg w.r.t. H4"1L9*E such that vg(x) 7é iyE( ). For simplicity of notation
we will denote by 11 = vg(z), by v2 = ve(y) and by v = One can consider the following
two cases:

1. [{v,v1)| # 0 and |(v,v9)| # 0;
2. [{v,v1)] =0 and/or |(v,12)| = 0.

II:v yll

Let us now show that in both cases our assumption leads to a contradiction with Proposi-
tion 5.12.

Case 1. For a € (0,1), consider the vector

an+ (1 -
llowy + (1 = a)ve

Then it is not difficult to see that there exists a € (0,1) such that

(v, 0)] (v, 0)]
|(v1,00)] " [{ve,04)| (5.59)

Denoting by o := span {v, 6, }, because of (5.59) it is immediate to see that

PWQ(Vl) PWQ(VQ)
[Py ()| [ Py (2

are linearly independent. Moreover, there exists € > 0 such that for all 7y, 7, € G941
with |71 — 1| < € and |7y — 1a]| < &, and for all 7, € G(2,R?) with ||m2 — 75| < &, then
Pr (1) Py (72) . .
TP, ol TP, @l are linearly independent.

Let now

I':={2€0E: |vg(z) —v| <e} and To :={2€d'E: |ve(z) — | <c}.

Our goal will be to show that

%d—z({xé: ((Fl) )> 0, H'((T2), #g) >0}) >0, (5.60)
for all 7 as above. If (5.60) holds, then for every z in the above set of positive measure
VE L, takes linearly independent values on sets of 7—[1 positive measure, thus contradicting
Proposmon 5.12.
Let us first show (5.60) for mp. Since v = |x:y € mg, one has that PWQL(BT(CC)) =

llz—yll
P . (Br(y)) and has measure proportional to 742, Let B? be the two dimensional unit
ball centered at the origin in 7y and B2 the (d — 2)-dimensional unit ball centered at
the origin in 71'2 Using the notatlon Apy = Ar L one has that by De Giorgi’s structure
theorem (assuming w.l.o.g. that m5 = span{el, ...,eq—2} and my = span{eq_1,...,€eq})

XE., = XH,, in LY(B92 x B?),

X(Eo), 1 — X(Hi), o in L' (2 T, X B 2), for H 2-ae. 3: e B2,
2 2
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Case 2.

Analogous estimates hold for the blow up of F at the point y with normal v5. Moreover,
for a.e. z € B2,

lim inf Per((E, ,.),. , B?) > Per((H,,),. , B*) > C >0,
T ™ T

lim inf Per ((Ey,),.1 | B?) > Per((HV2)$l2,Bz) >C>0
T s s

where in the last inequality we used the fact that (v,11) # 0, (v,10) # 0 and v € .
Letting fy,(z1,) := Per((Ey,),. , B?), one has then that for every ¢ > 0 there exists
2

r(g) > 0 such that for every 0 < r < r(¢)

Hmfw c B2, f%r(xfm) >
Hx#g € B2 fy,r(xig) >

In particular,

I C ety > (;}( > %|Bd_2| > 0.

To obtain (5.60), we would like to substitute in the above the functions f;, and f,,
respectively with

gm,r(ffi;) = 7_[1((F1,x,r)xl M B2)’

2

gur(w,) = H (Cayr)ey, N B
This is indeed possible since one has that

fa:,r — Gz = 0, fyﬂ’ = Gyr = 0,

/Bd—2 (fm r — Gz, r) dx 5 7 0, /Bd—2 (fy,r - gy,r) dx7Jr_2 — 0,

where the last convergence follows from the following fact: since x,y are Lebesgue points
for v w.rt. HY'LO*E, one has that for every § > 0, there exists ry (depending on
x,y,6) such that for every r < ry one has that

HIYO*E\T1 N B,(z)) < &r®! and HTYI*E\T2NB.(y)) < ort!

Finally, from

C C 1

{om, € B2 gur(om) 2 50 gurlom) 2 5} 2 51B72 >0, 0<r<r,
2 ' 2 2

and from the fact that Pr,(y — z) = 0, the lower bound above translates into the lower

bound (5.60) for my. From the proof, it is evident that the above conditions are guaranteed

also on a sufficiently small neighbourhood of 75 in G(2,R?), thus proving (5.60).

Given vy # +vy, with vy = vg(z) and v9 = vg(y), then either y—z € 0H,, or x—y € 0H,,,
thus contradicting, by the blow-up at the points y and respectively z, the condition
1% 7& iVQ.

O
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5.5 [I'-convergence as 7 — 0

In this section we prove a stronger version of point 2. of Theorem 5.1, identifying the L' I'-limit
of Frpal,[0,L)4) as 7 — 0.

In order to state our main result, define Ko(¢) = ||¢]| 7P, Ko(p) = p® ' Ko(p), and to avoid the
problem of nonintegrability of Ky at the origin,

ro(Bogs) = [ (101~ /\XEL ~ X, (u+ ) da] ) o(p) dp
RCE / i, (1) = i (u+ ) du  Fo(p) dp
/ / |XEL XELU"FP‘KO )dpdu

_/ / ey () = X, (u+ )| Ro(p) dpdu.

Finally, let

JrO,p,d( [ : Ld /d ) /l (E%L,S) dmgl de
S ea*E%QOl
0 0
1 d n
Ld /Sd ) /GL ,pd E L,([O,L) )xé)dﬂfg d9 (561)
One has that
LAF 1 ! dzy df
0pa(E i T et | O

s€*E m(OL) ok
> —Per(E, [0, L)?) + LiF . 4(E, [0, L)%),

where F, 4 was defined in (5.1).
We can now state the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.13. The functionals F.p4(-, |0, L) ) I'—converge as T — 0 with respect to the
L'~ convergence to the functional Fopa(-, [0, L)) defined in (5.61).

Proof. The proof of the above I'-convergence result consists of two parts: the proof of the
I'-limsup inequality and of the I'-liminf inequality.

One can immediately see, by Corollary 4.3 and Proposition 4.1, that as the functional ?O,p,d is
finite only on stripes (as proved in the previous section), also the functional F,, 4 is finite only
on stripes.

For the I'-limsup inequality, for any set of finite energy E = E x R41 it is then sufficient
to take B, = E for all 7 > 0 and notice that r.(E,s) — ro(E,s), thus F,,4(E,[0,L)?) —
Fopd(E,[0,L)%) as 7 — 0.

Let us now show the I'-liminf inequality.

Let E. be such that sup, F,,q(Er,[0,L)?) < +oo. Then, by the bound on the perimeter
found in Corollary 4.3, we have that sup, Per(E,,[0,L)?) < +oo, so that we may extract a
subsequence, that we relabel as E,, converging in L' to some [0, L)%-periodic set E of finite

perimeter. Let us initially notice that for any 6 and for almost every x(}, one has that x(g,) | —
“o

(R). Moreover, given that

1
XE%l in L.

—lD d n
Fepal B 000 = 5 [ [ T (B (0.1)%),) daf a0,
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1D
7,p,d

and almost every zj € 6+, it holds sup,-, Fi]?, d((Eq—)xeL, [O,L)il) < C,p < +oo. This in
WU 0

and that F__ (-, ([0, L)d)xé) is bounded from below, we have that for almost every § € S9!

particular, by Lemma 4.2, implies that 0*(E; N [0, L)d)%l converges in the Hausdorff distance

to 0*(EN[0,L)%), 1~ Finally, given that whenever 0*E; to 0*F in the Hausdorff distance then

F}.?Ld((ET)xeL, [0, L)ié) — Fé?)’d(E%L, [0, L)Cflel)’ and using Fatou’s Lemma we have the desired

result.
O

6. Proof of Theorem 1.1

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1, thus showing that for sufficiently small 7 > 0
minimizers of F, 4 are periodic stripes.

By Theorem 5.1 and recalling the definition of A} given in (4.8), we know that the following
holds true.

Corollary 6.1. Let L > 0, p > d+ 3. Then, for every o > 0 there exists 7(c) > 0 such that
for all 0 < 7 < 7(0) any [0, L)%-periodic global minimizer E; of Frp.al(-, [0, L)?) satisfies

X2, — X84l L170,0)e < 0, (6.1)

for some 6 € St and some [0, L)-periodic set Sy made of stripes with boundaries orthogonal
to 6 € S, and of constant distance one from the other given by hi > 0.

In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we will show that among sets E;, satisfying (6.1) as above for
sufficiently small o, there are periodic stripes which have lower energy.

We will need a series of preliminary lemmas.

Let us now introduce some preliminary notation.

For any set E of locally finite perimeter, § € S~! and § > 0, define

{ 1 if [zg — 2| <6,

+_ —d—11"
6T7679(E$é"x6) 1= o max{mleg —wol? )

0, otherwise.
ers(E,x) ::/ |<1/E(ﬂ:),9>|6T7579(Exé,x9)d9.
Sd—l

Notice that for sufficiently small 7, by Proposition 4.1, it holds max{0, r, (E%l ,xg)} 2 67-7579(Ex9L ,Xg)-
Moreover if §1 < 02, €r.5,0 < €7.5,,6-
The proof of the next lemma is very similar to the proof of Lemma 5.4 for 7 = 0.

Lemma 6.2. There exists a dimensional constant Cs > 0 such that the following holds. For
every set B of locally finite perimeter, x € O*E, a,7 > 0, r < d and 0 < 7 < r, whenever
|(EAH,,(;)(x)) N Br(z)| > ar® it holds e, 5(E,x) > Csa?/rP~4 1,

Proof. Define the set
Qz,r) ={0 €S |wg — x| <7}
By the blow up properties (2.5) at points of the reduced boundary and the fact that [(EAH,, ()N

B,.(x)| > ar?, one has that |Q(x,r)| > «. In particular, there exist c1,co > 0 such that the set
Su(z) =1{0 € 41 |{vp(x),0)| > cra} satisfies |Q(z,7) N Sy(z)| > coa. Hence,

« 042

~ ',"p*dfl )

erolEv) 2 erp(B,) 2 [ o
’ " Q)N Sa(z) TP071

thus proving the desired claim.
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Figure 5: In the above figure x corresponds to (i) in Remark 6.3, and y corresponds to (i) in
Remark 6.3.

Below we consider sets E which are close to an halfspace in a given rectangle and list some
geometric/measure theoretic conditions at points € 0*F implying that the function e, ;(F, x)
is large (see Figure 5).

Given L,§ > 0 we denote by Ry 5 := [0, L)4"! x (=4,8), by Hps:=[0,L)%! x (=6,0).

Remark 6.3. Let § >0, L >0, 0 > 0, 7 < min{4,0'/4}. Denote by Rps:=[0,L)4 1 x (=6,6),
by Hp 5 := [0, L)% x (=4,0) and by o = (EAHL5)N RL75|. Let x,y € 0*EN Ry 5. Then the
following hold:

(i) If o < |z4|?/4 then e, 5(E,x) > c/|xq[P~¢ 1.
(i) If lve(x) — edll > 35z, then er5(E,x) > ||lvp(z) — eql| /0P—41.

(iii) If ||z — yl| < 8, then e, 5(x) + er5(y) = lee@=re@l®

To prove the first two claims it is sufficient to notice that in the ball B,(x) with r = |z4| in the
first case and r = & in the second case we have that, if v € {xu, ; = 0}, |[ENH, ()N B, (z)| <
1/4r¢ and if x € xm, s = 1}, (RN E) N (R Hy ) (7)) N B (z)] < 1/4r%. Thus, by using
Lemma 6.2, we have the desired claim. The last statement follows from directly from Lemma 6.2.

The inequality of the following lemma will be used in the proof of Proposition 6.5.

Lemma 6.4. There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that the following holds. Let p > 0, L > 0
and Q,(z) the d-dimensional cube of centre x and side length p > 0, for all x € [0,L)%. Let
fe L (REGRY) be an [0, L)%-periodic function. Assume that f[o pye fdw=0. Then,

loc
2 [OvL)d QP(‘T)

Proof. Assume that the statement of the lemma is false. Thus, there exist p, | 0 and f, €
L% (R4 RY) a sequence of [0, L]%-periodic functions such that

loc
Pln / I ][()
g [07 )d Pn ($)

s~ s@e ez [ wre @2

_ ’ ydo< L :
i~ h@E[wars D) @R 63)
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W.lLo.g., we can assume that f[o Lyd | fn(2)||? dz = 1. We can also assume that f, — fo weakly

in L2([0, L)%; RY). Let ¢ > 0 and let ¢, be a convolution kernel. Then f,, * . — fo* @ strongly
in L2([0, L)%;RY). In particular

(/‘ Hﬁl*wem»uzdm-+t/ﬁ o # pe(@)]]? da. (6.4)
[0,L)d ([0,L)4)

oo Toris

We claim that

fn % pe( )—][ @ frn*@e(z dzH dydz <
Qpn (T

oo Forio

To prove (6.5), denote first by o, = pLdXQp(O)' For every function h € Li_ one has that

][ fn(2) dzH dydzx. (6.5)
pn (T)

pr(x) h(y)dy = h *1,(x). By Jensen inequality and Fubini Theorem, we have that

/[\OvL)d f Pn ($)

2
dydx =

fnx @e(y) — ][ ( )fn * pe(2) dz

/[O,L
/[O,L

fr
o
e L1 l
[

\%w+ﬂ<%w%me:é()

fur pe(0) - f@*¢e*wmxxﬂfdydx

/ —2) = fax i, (x — ))wg(z)dzHQdydm

IN

Z) — fn *¢pn($ - Z)

2
dy] ve(2)dzdx

(z)dzdez, (6.6)

o () = ]2

By [0, L)%-periodicity,

/ / hn(x — 2)pe(2) dzdae = / hy(z) dz, (6.8)
[0,L)¢ JRd [0,L)4

thus the claim (6.5) is proved. Thanks to (6.5) and (6.4), eventually convolving with a kernel
. we can in addition assume that f, — fy strongly in L? and f, and fy are uniformly C?.
Under these regularity conditions it is not difficult to see

1
7/‘;f n@—f Fulz)dz
Pn J10,L)¢ J Qp, (2) Qpn ()

thus by using Poincaré inequality, (6.3) and the fact that || foll12(jo,1)e;re) = 1, We have the
desired contradiction. O

- f s a6

n (0

2
@%/ IV fo(@)|? de,
[0,L)d

Proposition 6.5. Let L,6,C, M, M, > 0. Then, there exist o9, 70 > 0 such that for every
0 <o <oy, 0< 7T < T, for every [0, L)%-periodic set E of locally finite perimeter with
Frpd(E,[0,L)%) < M and 0 = |EAH], 4| it holds

A*EORL,g ers(E,x) d?—[d_l(x) > M, <Per(E; Ry ) — H /*EHRH p(r)d dH~ 1 H> (6.9)
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Proof. From the uniform bound F7  4(£, [0, L)Y < M, by Corollary 4.3 we have that for every
7 > 0 there exists a constant C' such that Per(E;[0,L)?) < C whenever 0 < 7 < 7. By
[0, L)?-periodicity,

/3*EORL’5 ve(z) de_l(x) = edH A*EORL’5 vg(x) d?—[d_l(x)H (6.10)

H/ ) dHEY( H _(/ (i (x), eq) AH (z )‘
*EﬂRL5 *ENRy s

For simplicity of notation let us denote by v4(z) := e4(vg(z), eq) and by vi(z) = vg(z) — va(x)
Let now fix ¢ > 0. The range of admissible values for € will be apparent from the proof, but it
is helpful know in advance that € will be chosen in such a way that 7 < ¢ < § and op < €%
Moreover, denote by

Thus

Ay :={x € 0'E: |vg(x) —eql > I},
Ay = { = (z5,2q) € O*E : |zg| > 6}
and by
Qo :

{x € [0, : Per'P (B, (~6,0))

| |
H,_/
@)
Sc)

0= g x (=4,0)
8=y x (=9,0)

I
H,_/
=2

1
d
0 = {xdie[o,L]d—lzperlD( ,(—3,6))
1
Ly

owim ot o

In particular, we have

€ [0, L)Y Per'P(EB, 1, (=6,0)) > 2} Q3 := Q5 x (6, 4)

[ we@lant e - [ e antie)| <

&*ENRL s *ENRL 5

</ v (@) a4 (@) H/ﬁ vale) A )|
(A1UA2)CNRy, (A1UA2)NRy, 5

+2H (A1 U A9) N Ry p) (6.11)

Using Remark 6.3, we have that for every z € (41 U A3) N Ry 4, it holds e, 5(E,z) > 1/eP~4-L,
Thus,

/ ers(E,x) dHT () > e 17—Ld Y((A4 U A9) N R ) (6.12)
O*ENRy s

for some constant ¢. In particular from the above if H4~1((4;UA2)NRy 5) > epfd:MPer(E; Rrs),

then (6.9) is trivially satisfied. Thus we can assume w.l.o.g. that
6p—d—l
HN (A1 U Ag) N Ry s) < ———Per(E; Ry ) (6.13)

C

and given the uniform bound on Per(E; Ry s5) we can assume w.l.o.g. that H41((4; U A2) N
RL,&) < 1.
Moreover,

[ el @ = [ pelaie) s [ et
9*ENRy,s A1NRp s AFNRL 5
<[ ele)lant )+ 1A N R )
A1NRL s

SHTY AL N RLs) + 0HTYAS N R ) (6.14)
S (P TIM + ) Per(E; R 5) < 1 (6.15)

~
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for €, sufficiently small.
Using the triangle inequality we have that

Jypoge PN @5 [ @) a @
0* ENQS

| [ ewant e+ 5uE<x>de—1<m>H
B*Eﬂﬂ 8*EﬁQ

<[ es@lano - [ ) aHe )|
8* ENQS *Enm
+ 2/ lve(x)]| d?{dfl(x). (6.16)
9*ENQS
We now show that
1
/ ers(E,x) d?—[dil(x) > m/ lve(x)| d?—[dil(x). (6.17)
9*ENQS € o*ENQY

Notice that whenever xj € O and 5,51 € aEmdl, then

sen((ve(zg, ), ea)) # sen((vp(zg, s, eq)

Thus either (z},s) € Aj or (z7,s7) € A;. In particular, we have that either 67757ed(Emd¢, s) >
c/eP~41 or 67,5,ed(Exj73+) > ¢/eP~4=1, Hence, we have that

/ ers(E,x) dH (z) > / (ve(z),ed)lers(B,x) dHI ™ (z)
* ENQS

2 / Z eTvéved (E$é‘7 S) dxj
Q2

1 PerlD(Exja (_57 5)) -1 L
~ gpdl/ 2 dxd
Qo
1
> 1D _ 1
2 o /Q PartP(E, (<0,8) dr. (6.18)

On the other hand,

(6.19)
Given that in A we have that |vg(x) — eq4]| < J, we have that

/ el ) <2 [ o) 40 @) < [ PertP(E, . (~0.6)) da.
Q3No*ENAY Q3No*ENAY

Q2
(6.20)
Thus, combining (6.19) with (6.13), (6.20) and (6.18), we have that (6.17) holds.
Thus, by (6.16) and (6.17), the statement of the lemma is proved provided we show that

/ ()| dH1( H/ r) a1 ()| < < 1/ er s(E, ) dH ().
0*ENQS B*Emm 0*ENRy, s
(6.21)
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To this aim, let us define
0 = {de €O : (vp(x),eq) <O for x = (xf,zq) € *EN RL,(;}

and Q = P, " (A1 U Ay). Given that Q) > O and using the triangular inequality we have that

/ 6HVE( )Hd?—[d 1 H/ v ’Hd 1( )H
o*ENQS “BNQS
= /Ql\ﬁ ¢ 1+l @)/ a2 daf | [ gl ca) o +210

< [ T I @R lva@R ok 100\ @1+ 240
Q1\Q

< [ @ vt P i +2180, (6:22)
Q1\Q

where in the last inequality we used the fact that V1 + 22 — 1 < 22.
Putting together estimates (6.16) and (6.22) we have

/ V()] dHE Y H/ ) dHY H
8*ENRy s *ENRL 5

= 2/ 5 lvg (@)1 /lva(e)|? dH (z) + 210 + 2/ |ve ()| dH (z)
(Q1\Q)x (—5,5) o ENQS

2

< 2/ ) v (@)% /llva(z)|? a1 (z) + €p_d_1/ ers(E,x) A1 ().
(21\Q2)x(—9,0) 8*E0RL75
(6.23)

To estimate the first term in (6.23), define

h(xj)' v (wd,xd)/Hud(xd,xd)H iijte\Q
0, otherwise.

Notice that from the slicing formula (2.7) and from the fact that Q; \ Q C P, j(A2C)7 for every
Borel set A C €, \ Q one has that

/h(wj)dxj:/ vi(z) dHT ().
A O*EN(AX(—¢,€))

Indeed, in Ag it holds |z4| < e.
For v > e, z7 € [0,L)%71, let QL(zd) be the (d — 1)-dimensional cube of side length v and
center zd Using Lemma 6 4 and the fact that p —d — 1 > 2, one has that fore < v < 1

)
YW= Jio.pja-1 Joi )

with h = f[o,L]d—l h(zt)dzy.
Notice that

2 ~
nuh—f | et a2 [ ) B ded (620
Q+ ) 0,241

/ ) HVj(ﬂf)llz/HVd(w)llzd%d_l(fﬂ)5/ Ih(z7) = h* dzg + LA (6.25)
(21\Q2)x(—9,0) [0,L]4—1
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Let us estimate the first term in (6.25). Letting N = |logy(6/e)| — 1, 75 = 2%, i = 1,...

and recalling (6.24), it holds

zv/’ i)~ BIP darg <

1 2
S [ e —f | s azg,
i=1 Vi [0,L) 3 (1) QL (=)

N,

(6.26)

Let Q+(27) be the d-dimensional cube given by Q#(zj) x (0,7). Using the fact that v, > & > x4

for all (z7,x4) € Q1 \ , the definition of i and Jensen inequality, we have that

7[ 4G

2
@)~ F . )| do <
5 (1)

<f

O*ENQ-~, (z )

,sf f I () — vt ()2 dHE () dHE ()
0*ENQ~, (z5) J0*ENQ~, (25)

< f f Ive(e) - vl 441 (@) R ),
0* ENQ~, (25) J0*ENQ~, (25)

Thus, recalling (6.26), we would like to estimate the following quantity

lve(z) = ve(y)|? d—1 d—1 1
dH x)dH y)dzy.
/[OL“ZM//WWQ* i (&) dHI () =

Vi

2
i) - f vt ) = )| @)
O*ENQ~, (z5)

To this aim, we will use the following facts:

1. For any z,y such that ||z —y[| < and max{|zq|, [ya|} <V

d 1<sz 3$y€szd }{N’de !

(6.27)

(6.28)

(6.29)

2. By (iii) in Remark 6.3, and the fact that the largest term in an geometric series bounds

the sum,

N 2
I/E — I/E
67,5( +675 zz ” p a—1 )” X(”gg_y”,_,_oo)(’yl') for m < e.
=1

(6.30)

3. There exists 7 > 0 such that for every 0 < 7 < 7 and for almost every xj c [0, L]4!

have that
HTY O EN Q. (x7)) < 29371

(6.31)

Indeed, if (6.31) were false then there would exist 7,, | 0 and o, | 0, C;, — +o00 and a
set of 1 of positive measure such that HE(9*E, N Q.,(z3)) > 2977L, xg, — XHy s
in L' and sup, fa*EnmRL,g ers5(En,2)dH¥ 1 (z) < C < +o00. By the rigidity result of
Theorem 5.1 we have that Per(E,; Ry, 5) — Per(Hp, 5; R, 5). Moreover, for any ; we have

that Per(Ep; Q- (25)) — Per(Hp 5; Q-+, (27)) = 74!, thus getting a contradiction.
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As a consequence of (6.31),

// ers(B,7) + er.5(B,y) AH () dHI (y) =
{z,y€d* ENRy s: ||lz—yl|<vi, max{||zql],||yall }<vi}

2 era(B. ) AR (@) 4 y)
{2,y ENRyL 5 || —yll<vi, max{[|lzall,[[yal[} <7}

< 4rydt / ers(E,x) dH (). (6.32)
a*EﬂR[”(;

Using Fubini Theorem and the above facts 1., 2. and 3., we have that
/O s 12 = //Q e lve(a >f—dupf< DI 401 ) 41 ) s —
_Z i 1) //B*E /o [0,L)d—1 Qw,(zd)( )XQ%(zd (y )‘VE( )p_dilf(y)‘Q dzg dH (2) dHT (y)
lve (@) — ve(y)l? dr1

N

< Il (@) w1 (y)
~ d—1 d—1

iz1 Vi O En{zyeRy st [lz—yl|<vi, max{|[zall,llyall} <vi} i

1
“d-1 // eT,é(E7 .%') + eT,é(E7 y) deil (1’) deil(y)
N *En{z,y€RL s |lz—yll<y1, max{|lzall, llyall} <1 }
< / ers(E,x) A1 (2). (6.33)
8*E0RL75

Combining (6.26), (6.27) and (6.33), we have that
N/ Hh zt) — h|?dzy < / ers(E,x) dHT (). (6.34)
a*EﬂRL75

Recalling the second term in (6.25) and the definition of z, Given that, by (6.10), fa*EmRL 5 vi(z)dH Y (x) =
0, and that (6.12) holds, we have that ’

[y

2
= H / v (x) d‘Hd’l(w)H
*EQRL’(S\(AlUAQ)

_ H / v (z) d?—ld_l(x)Hz
*ENRy, sN(A1UAy)

< (HT1(A U A))°

< gpmd-l / ers(E,x) dH (). (6.35)
O*ENRy, s

To conclude the proof it is sufficient to take ¢ such that N > M; and e=®=4=1 > ppp
O

Remark 6.6. Notice that the statement and the proof of the above Proposition 6.5 are invariant
under rotations of an angle 6 such that stripes with boundary orthogonal to 6 are [0, L)®-periodic.
Thus, the assumption that the reference rectangle has height parallel to egq is not a restriction.

We can now give a proof of Theorem 1.1.
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A AN
AN A A R R R R R R .Y

Figure 6: In the above example we have that (z,6) € By, (y,—0) € Ba; and z € By.

Proof of Theorem 1.1: Let L > 0, My > 1 and o,d,¢,7 > 0 sufficiently small to be fixed
later. By the rigidity estimate and I'-convergence result (see Corollary 6.1), we know that if
0 < 7 < 7(0), then minimizers E, of F,, 4(-, [0, L)%) satisfy

HXET - XSQ HLl([QL)d) S 07 (636)

where § € S%~! and Sy is a [0, L)¢ periodic set made of stripes with boundaries orthogonal to
6 € 5% and of constant distance one from the other given by hi > 0. Let E = E; be a
minimizer of 7, 1 and fix d,¢ > 0. Thanks also to Remark 6.6, we can assume w.l.o.g. that
# = eq and denote by S = S,,. In particular, up to a translation in direction eg4,

L/h
asn[o,L)* = | J [0, L)*" x {ihi},
=0

where h% was introduced in Section 4. Let us denote by R; = [0, L)?~1 x [ih} — §/2,ih} + /2]

and R; = [0, L)%1 x [ih} — §,ih% + 0], for i =0,...,L/h}.
Then, define the sets (see Figure 6)

By =<z € dFE: a:gZLJRZ
Boii={(2,0) € 0B x 8" &€ Ry and f + 20 € Ry |

and for any 0 € 4! and xj € 0+ let

By i={s €0E,s : a5 +s0 € Bi}
Boig:={x€dE: (z,0) € By}
8272‘70’]),# = {8 € a*E$é‘ : .%'é‘ + 80 I~ 82,2,0} .
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Using the integral geometric formula (3.2) we have

LUF, ,a(E /d 1/L rr(E,1,8) dz df
S 0 SEO*E m [OL)d) +

— 1
_/Sd_l /0L Z rT(ExeL,s)dm@ dé

s€0 B, 1\ (B, 5,1 WU; By 1 0,01 )N(0.L)D), 4

1
* /gd—l /é)i Z T‘T(E%L, s)dzy df. (6.37)

d
681,0,909L UUi BQ,i,@,xém([O’L) )xGL

We claim that, provided, d,c and 7 are sufficiently small,

1
Ld—l /@L Z TT(ExeL;S) dzg df >

d
3681,0,%6L WU, B2,i,e,x9lm([0’L) )xel

> M /Sd_1 /@l #{s € (By g U LZJBMQ,%) N ([0, L)d)%l} dag dé. (6.38)

Indeed, on the one hand, if § is such that §~®=4=1 > A o < 1(6/2)% and 7 < 7(0) as in
Corollary 6.1, one has that whenever z € By, 0 < (dlst(ac 09))¢ thus one can apply point (i)
of Remark 6.3 to get

/ / v (B, . s) dag d0 > M, / #{5 € B, y,e N ([o,L)d)xL} dat do.
Sd 1 GL Gl U, g 9

gd—1
EIS 191LO[OL)d

(6.39)

Notice that, by Proposition 6.5, whenever ¢ < sigmag and 7 < 7 are sufficiently small,

/<9*EOR¢ ers/2(E, ) d?—[dfl(m) > M, <Per(E; R;) — ‘/*EmRi ve(x) d?—[dl(x)D. (6.40)

Since

{x c*ENR,;: 677579(E$6+,$9) > 0} - 8271'79,

the bound (6.40) gives
/ / l/E |67-59(ExL,$9)d/Hd_1($) do >
S1-1 /By ;0 ‘
/ / (@), O)erss(E, . g) M (z) d6
sd-1 .Jo* ENR; o
— [ espBa)ant @)
0*ENR;
> M, (Per(E; R;) — H / ve(x) d’Hdil(x)H
*ENR;
2 M1 / / <Per1D(ExL, (Rl)xL)) — mOdQ (PerlD(ExL, (RZ)Z,L)) ) dm‘é‘ do
gd-1 JgL 0 0 0 0

> 2M1/ #B, ; 5o dag do. (6.41)
gd—1 JgL 7l
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Hence, since by Proposition 4.1

rr (E$9L, S) > =Y + 716775,9(E$9l7 8)7

and M; > 1,
/ / (B ., s)dzy df > M, / #{5GUBM@mLﬂ([O,L)d)xL}dxeldH,

gd-1 /gL 0 gd-1 Jgt < ety 7

6 i 2 0,z lm([OL)d 6 7
(6.42)
and thus (6.38) is proved.
In particular, (6.37) becomes
1
d 1
fT,p,d(Ev [O7L) ) 2 ﬁ [éd—l /9L Z TT(E:BQL“S) dxg d@

sea*Ewé\(Bl’e’%L oy, BQ’Z.MQL)m([o,L)d)%L
d 1

Now notice that, due to the [0, L)%periodicity of E, both the r.h.s. and Lh.s. of (6.43) are
invariant if we substitute [0, L)% with [~kL, kL)%, for any k € N.
Let us fix £ > 19, 0 < ¢ < 1 and define the set

Gte = {(0,27) € ST x (=KL, kL))« [([FRL, kL)) 1| > £, [{vs,0)] 2 e} (6.44)

It is immediate to see that
/ / [1 - xg,,.(0,77)] dzg dO S €471 + (kL) e, (6.45)
Sd—1 J([—kL,kL)d)+ o

Let now (0,25) € Gry. By using Lemma 4.6 with £ = E v AgU A = Blﬁwé U, 827@9,963’
and F,1 such that O*Fmel N ([0,L)%), L= =0"E, + \ (4o U Al) we have

3 rr(E,yrs) = ~Mo#{ (Byg .y U U Baioay) N (kL L)), }

d
sEaExé ﬂ([*kL,kL) )xé\<81’9’xé UUi BQ,i,@,xé

+ Z TT(erL,S).

s€OF_ | N([~kL,kL)d) |
0 6

We now want to apply Lemma 4.7 to F' = F,., I = ((0, L)d)$el Given {kl, ook} = 0%F, LNl
notice that Vi = 1,...,m there exists s; € 3S$0l such that |s; — k;| < QCOS'y < hj /cos~, w1th
v = (0, eq) and thus |k; — k;j| > ng. We then choose ko, kmi1, km+2 in the following way. Let
ko = sup {s € (95335 \I:s<kH —6/cosv}
l;:erl = inf {5 € (9533# 08> ky + 0/ cos 7}
km+z = inf {s € 05,1 5> ki1 }

]’%m+3 = inf {S € 852:; PS8 > ];:m—f—Z}-
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We now distinguish four cases:

#0"F, N1 €2N and #aSm[ko,/%m+1]62N
#0"F, N1 €2N and  #0S,1 N [ko, k1] € 2N + 1

(6.46)
(6.47)
$O°F, NI +1 and #3S,: O (ko k1] € 2N+ 1 (6.48)
#0"F, wp NI E€2N+1 and #85Lﬂ[kzo,k 1] € 2N. (6.49)

If (6.46) holds, then choose . )
kmt1 = kmy1,  kmey2 = kmqo;
if (6.47) holds, set 3 3
kmi1 = Fmi1,  Kmg2 = kmys;
if (6.48) holds, let 3
kmt1 = Emi1;
and finally if (6.49) holds, then choose

km—i—l = km+2 .

In this way, on I = [ko, kmax] as in Lemma 4.7, both the extension F' of F' = F, + and the simple
periodic set S, L have an odd number of boundary points, thus they are both ]f |-periodic.
Define also S'x L as the simple periodic |1 - el\—periodic set on xel + RO with the same number of

boundary points of F on I, as in Lemma 4.7.
By Lemma 4.7,

Z ’I"T(erL,S) > Z rr(F,s) —C

seanglﬂ([—kL,kL)d)zol s€d*Fnl
T

> Z TT(S%L,S) -C

568*5‘ lﬁf L

= ’I l’F (Sanel7 ~$é‘) - C.

7p7

Moreover, since Per(S . xl) < Per(S, . $L) the distance h x between boundary points in

S x is greater than or equal to the dlstance h,, L between boundary points in S ko which is in

turn greater than or equal to hj /cosy > hj. Then notice that for A > h7 the energy of simple
periodic sets with boundaries at distance h is a strictly increasing functlon of h. This can be
seen by the classical explicit computation of such an energy for 7 =0 (see e.g. [28, 16]), which
is equal to h=' 4+ ch~ =9 and the fact that, as seen in Proposition 4.5, for boundary points
at distance greater than some given constant 79 and 7 sufficiently small, the energies F,, 4 and
Fo,p,a coincide on simple periodic sets.
Thus,

]I L‘F

7p7 7p7

where equality holds if and only if Per! (S Lo Ly [ )= Per! (Sx j’j - GL) and thus the two stripes
coincide.
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From the above (denoting by B; and Ba; the corresponding sets on [—kL,kL)4! instead of
[0, L)%), and recalling that from Proposition 4.1 r.(E,s) > —~, one has that

E 1
sl S

5€0* B, 1\ (B, .4 UU; 62,¢,9,1L)ﬂ<[—kL,kL>d>za

+M1/ / s € 1WUUBQM [~kL,kL)%), }dxedﬂl
gd-1 JgL ”

cYold + cyoe(kL)4

Frpd(E,[—kL, kL)

- (L)’
My — M,

+/g %LWO)#{(BLQ,% UUBMG%L) ([—kL, kL)? )a }dxe 46

k,l,e y

! T 1
+ W g |I J‘|‘F1 J)d(s‘z’é" mé)dxe déo

C

kL (6.51)

Sending k — +o00 and then & — 0, since F, , o(E, [~kL,kL)?) = F, , 4(E, [0, L)?) and |G ¢.c|/(kL)?
{0 : |(vs,0)| > e} as k — 400, one obtains

Frpa(E,[0,L)) > F; ,a(S, [0, L)%), (6.52)

with equality if and only if Blﬂ,xé Ul 8271'79@5 = and E$0L = S%L for all 6, xel, namely £ = S.
O

Appendix

Given Lemmas 5.6, 5.8 and 5.9, the proof of the Lipschitz regularity of the boundary as in The-
orem 5.3 follows from uniform upper and lower bounds on perimeter and volume and power law
decay of the excess, similarly to the classical De Giorgi’s regularity proof for quasi-minimizers.
We give here a self-contained proof of this fact, without exploiting further properties of our
class of sets.

In the following, the upper and lower bounds for the family of sets we consider are assumed to
hold locally with uniform constants in the whole R?. Thus, also the regularity results we prove
will hold on the whole RY. However, since the proofs depend only on the local behaviour of the
sets, this extends trivially to sets E whose upper and lower bounds hold on the balls contained
inside any given open and bounded set € (as is the case for the sets of ?07p7d(" 2)-equibounded
energy). The choice to work on the whole R? is done for simplicity of notation and in order to
facilitate the reader.

Proposition 6.7. Let d > 2, .F a class of subsets of R? of locally finite perimeter for which
there exist constants Cy, C1,Co,C1 > 0 and o, Ry > 0 such that for every E € F, for every
x € O*F and for every 0 < r < R3 the following holds:

Per(E, B,(z)) < Cord™! (6.53)

Per(E, B, (z)) > Cyr®! (6.54)
min{|E N B, (z)|,|B,(z) \ E|} > C (6.55)
Exc(E,z,r) < Cayr (6.56)
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Then, there exist 0 < Ry < Rz, 0 < ¢ < ¢1 < 1 such that the following holds. For every
r€EIE, 0<r <Ry let

. o VE(Y) dHT (y
O(z,r) = M7 v(z,r) = fa me ) ) dfl( ) ) (6.57)
lv(z,r)] fa*EmBr(m) lve|(y) dHI1(y)
and let
Cyl(ﬂ:,cr, 9($,T‘)) = {Z € [Rd : Hzel(xW) - xé_(x,r)n <cr, |Z€(:v,r) - xG(m,r)| < CT}’ (658)

where ¢ is such that Cyl(z,cr,0(x,r)) C By(z), co < ¢ < c1. Then there exists an affine
halfspace H with exterior normal vy = 6(x,r) such that

2
(f X6 (:) — x(2) dz) S Bae(B,2,), (6:59
Cyl(z,cr,0(z,r))

Proof. Step 0: Preliminary excess estimates Let v(z,r) and § = (x,r) € S¥ ! be as
in (6.57). We also introduce the orthogonal decomposition

ve(y) =ve(y)0 + v5 (y), v €R

and define
Per(E. By (@) = [ Jnly)| aHT ),
0* ENBy(x)
Perf (BB (@) = [ )l K ).
0* ENBy(x)
The goal of this step is to show that
Perj (E, By(z)) < r@ Y (Bxc(E, x,r))/? < pd-1+a/2, (6.60)
The excess in the ball B,(x) can be rewritten as follows
¥ Bae( o) = | Vi) + g P ) - | vo(y) AHI(y).
0* ENByr(z) 0* ENByr(x)
(6.61)

By Jensen’s inequality applied to the convex function [0, 400) %[0, +00) 3 (z,y) — /22 + y2, (6.61)
gives

r* Ege(E, x,r) > \/PGI‘@(E, B, (2))? + Pery (E, B, (x))? — Perg(E, B,()).
Now notice that, by definition of excess and the estimates (6.54) and (6.56),
[z, )| = 1< e

This fact, together with the definition of 8, vy, implies that for 0 < r < Ry < R3 and z € 0*F,

Pery(FE, B, (z)) >

/ vo(y) AR (y)
0* ENBy(x)

/ vis(y) dAHE ()
0* ENBy(x)

> |[v(z, r)||Per(E, By (z))
> i1 (6.62)

>
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Hence, expanding the function y — /1 + y2 — 1 up to second order and using (6.62) and the
fact that Pery (E, B, (x)) < Per(E, B,(x)) < Cor®"!, one obtains

ri  Eze(E, z,r) > \/Perg(E, B,.(2))? + Pery (E, B.())% — Perg(E, B,(2))

ery r\T
= Pery(F, B, (x)) <\/1 + llzergg((g,gr((x))))j - 1)
TdilPerel(E, B, (z))
~ Pery(E, B, (z))

2
5

In particular, by (6.53) and (6.56), the estimate (6.60) holds.

Step 1: Estimate of the excess for polyhedral sets

Assume from now on that E is polyhedral and that H?~'({z € 0*E N B,(x) : vg(z) = 0}) = 0.
Indeed, if we show that (6.59) holds for polyhedral sets with sides whose normal is not orthogonal
to 6, then it holds by approximation for the sets of the given family .%.

Define B := (B,(z))y and let N(zp) = PeI’lD(Ezel,(Br(ﬂT))Zel), flzg +s0) = %,
0
Qo ={zp € B: N(25) =0}.
One has that
1 Bae(Boar) = | Vi) + I ) - | vo(y) dHI(y)
0*ENDB,(x) 0*ENBr(x)

:/B[ Z \/1+f2(2’é‘+89)

{s: zeLJrs@Ga*Ezé ﬂ(Br(iB))ZGL }

1
dZ@

- Z sign(vg(z5 + s6))

{s: zé—l—seea*Ezel ﬁ(Br(x))ZeL }

> /B\Qo _<{ Z \/1 + f2(zp —i—s@)) — 1] dzg

st zel—f—seea*EzeL ﬂ(Br(ﬂU))ZQL }

r N(Zé‘)
-/ (Z ¢1+uvm<zei>u2> —1] az,

B\Qo | \ =1

where h; : 4; C B \ Q9 — R parametrizes the leaves of the boundary of E in an open set

A;, and whose gradient is locally constant by the fact that E is polyhedral. Defining h(zel) =
€

Zi]i(fe ) hi(z(}) and applying Jensen’s inequality to the convex function y — /14 ||y||2, one

has that

ri 1 Ezc(E, z,r) > /
B\

[N G2+ 9h()I12 - 1] dsf

Notice that, given a cylinder C'yl(z, cr,6) as in the statement of the lemma, setting B, = {29l :
sz - xGLH <ecr}, N(zel) = PerlD(EZOL7 (zg — cr,xg + cr)), Qo = {zel € B, : ]V(zel) = 0}, one
has that

(VNG + VA2 = 1] dag (6.63)

rdilExc(E, x,r)) > /
BCT\QO

Step 2: Closeness of OF to a single graph inside the cylinder
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We first decompose B as follows: Be, = QUQ U, Uy, where Qy = imt{zel € B, : N(zel) =
0}, Q1 = int{z} € B., : N(zf) =1}, Qo = int{z} € B., : N(zj) > 2}. By the fact that E is
polyhedral, H41(Q) =0 and Qo, 1, Qo are sets of finite perimeter in By,

Moreover, let us decompose €27 as follows:

Oy = O LOr,
Qf = {zeL €O ‘Ezel N [zg — cr,h(zgl)]\ = ’EZQL N [zg — cr,xg + cr]|},
Ql_ = {zé‘ €O |E20¢ N [h(zé‘),xe +er]| = |E20¢ N [xg — cr,xg + crl|}. (6.64)

The goal of this step is to show the following: there exist C' > 0, R4 > 0 such that for all E € .Z,
for all x € 0*E, either

|Ber \ Q| < Cré - Eae(B,z,r)Y?, VO <r <Ry (6.65)

or
|Ber \ Q7| < CrétExe(E, x,r)Y?, Y0 <7< Ry. (6.66)

The estimates (6.65) or (6.66) will be an immediate consequence of the following facts: there
exists C > 0,0 < Ry < 1st. Ve €0E, 0<r < Ry

Q| < Cri'Exc(E, z,r) (6.67)
Q| < Cri - Exc(B, x,r)'/? (6.68)
min{|Qf], |7} < CrdY(Bxe(E, x,r))Y2. (6.69)

Proof of (6.67):

The upper bound (6.67) holds by (6.63) and the bound (6.56).
Proof of (6.68):

We now aim at proving (6.68).

Let

Qo = 0F UL,
QS‘ = {zé‘ €Qo: |Ezé N [zg — cr,xg + cr]| = 2er},

Qy = {277 € Q- |Ez9L N [zg — cr,zp + cr]| = 0},

and assume w.l.o.g. that [QFf| > |Qg .
For every t € [xg — cr,xg + cr], let By = ENCyl(x,cr,0) N{zg = t}. Then, by (6.56), (6.60)
and disintegration in direction #, one has that

pd—1ta/2 pe 7“d_1Exc(E,x,7“)1/2 pe Per(}(E, Cyl(z,cr,0))

xg+cr R
= / Per(Ey, B, + t0) dt.
T

g—cr

In particular, letting
A:={t € [xg — cr,xg + cr] : Per(By, By 4+ 10) < Cr@2Eac(E, z,r)"/?},

one has that 1
> _ -
|A| = er (1 C')' (6.70)

On the other hand, notice that by definition

QF| < |Ei|, for ae. t € [xg—cr,ag +cr]. (6.71)

52



Since, by the isoperimetric inequality,
min{|E|, |(Ber + 1) \ Et\}% < Per(Ey, Ber +t0),  for ae. t € [xg — cr,zo + cr], d > 3,
min{|Ey|, |(Ber +10) \ E} < rPer(Ey, Ber +t6),  for ae. t € [xg — cr,zg + cr], d = 2,
in order to show (6.68) it is sufficient to show that
[{t € A:min{|E|,|(Ber +10)\ Ee|} = |Ei|}| > 0. (6.72)
Indeed, if (6.72) holds, choosing ¢ € A one has that

d—

Q0] < 2|1Q5| < 2|E:| £ Per(Ey, Ber + t0) 2 < r4 ' Bac(E,z,r)Y?  if d > 3,
Q0| < 2(Q8] < 2|E| < ¥ Per(Ey, Ber +10) < rd ' Bae(E, x,r)Y?  ifd =2.

,_‘

Let us assume then that the converse to (6.72) holds. Then, using also (6.70), one has that if
d>3

1 - - 1 .
W/A‘(Bcr‘i‘te)\Et’“dtS WAPGY(Et’BCT+t6)dt

ri 1 Exc(E, z,r)/?

S
A

< ri2Eze(E, x, 7")1/2.

As a consequence,
|Cyl(z,cr,0) \ E| < (er)Y[zg — cr, zg + cr] \ A —i—/ |(Ber +t0) \ Ey| dt
A

Per(E}, By + tH)% dt

/,
/ d-1+a
A

S {— + CExc(E, x, r)1/2]rd. (6.73)
If d = 2, one analogously obtains
1
|Cyl(x,cr,0) \ E| < 7" + Cri Bae(B, x,r)'/2. (6.74)

Both (6.73) and (6.74), by choosing C sufﬁ(nently large and then r sufficiently small, contradict
the density estimate (6.55). Thus, (6.68) is proved.

Proof of (6.69):

Assume by contradiction that for some x € 0*F, r sufficiently small,

min{|§~2f|, |Qf|} > Cri ' Exc(E, z,r)'?, (6.75)
where C' is sufficiently large, to be fixed later. W.l.o.g., we can assume that
min{|Qf], Q7 [} = Q7 ]. (6.76)
Fix 0 < e « 1 and decompose further Qi as follows
Of =Qf . uOf, vl
Q) = QL6 U Ql_,k6 U Q;’(E’l Y
Qfs = {zel € Qf : |h(zel) (xg —cr)| < ecr},
Qfl—e = {zel € Qf : |h(zel) (xg + cr)| < ecer},
Qfs = {zp € QF : dist(h(zp), {zg £ cr}) > eer}.

1,(e,1—¢)?
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One has that, by (6.75) and (6.76),

max{lgle ‘Qfl 5’ ‘Ql (51 5

On the other hand, since by (6.67) and (6.68) €] = 41,

C
]} > grd_lEmc(E,x,T)l/z.

d—1
max{|QF [, 171|197 ., )} >er
for some geometric constant ¢ independent of x, 7.
Notice that
zel—}— a:g—cr—i—ecr,xg—}—crHC[Rd\E, forze 6915,

Zé_‘i‘ xg—cr,xg—i—cr—scrHC[Rd\E,

Zé_‘i‘ xg —cr,xg + cr —ecr|d C E,
Zé_‘i‘ xg —cr +ecr,xg +cr|d C E,
zgl—i- xg —cr,zg —cr +ecr|d C E,

2g + [xe — cr,xg — cr +ecr]d C R\ E,

zel—}— a:g—{—cr—ecr,xg—}—crHC[Rd\E,

[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]

zgl—i- xg+cr —ecr,xg +cr|d C E,

For simplicity of notation, let

w _maX{|le| |QI1 €| |Qiel €)|} er = max{|Q | |Qll €| |Q+51 5)|}

for zz EQM e
for zz EQM e

for 2 € QO

l,e’

+
for Z@ S Ql (e1-e)

for Za € Ql_(al ey

for 25 € Ql (e1—e)

for z5 € Q;(e 1—e)’

Now we want to show that if C' is sufficiently large (depending only on the uniform constants
appearing in the density, perimeter and excess bounds in the statement of the lemma), we find

a contradiction in the following cases:

‘ﬂ@J 10 1
T =10, =107, |,

SN i | wt = 10F],
=19 1g) =19 1o
M}1J ot = |0,

= Q7 = |Qf L(ea—e)l

= ’Qil—a‘7 wh = ‘91,1—51-

Since the proof is analogous in all the above cases, we consider only one of them, e.g. (6.87).
If (6.87) holds, then recalling (6.82) and (6. 86), for ¢t € [xg + cr — ecr,xg + cr] one has that

|Ee > |7, | = w™ and |(Ber +10) \ Be| > |2

(%) ecr Bre(E, z,r)Y? < /

[xg+cr—ecr,xg+cr]

(e, 1—¢)

| = w™. Thus, by (6.77) and (6.78),

min{| By, |(Ber + 10) \ Ey[} 1 dt <

g/ Per(E,, B, + t0) dt
[xg+cr—ecr,xg+cr]

< Perg (E, Cyl(x, cr, §))

< C_’rd_lExc(E,x,r)l/Q,
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that for € fixed and C sufficiently large leads to a contradiction.
The only two cases which are not included in (6.88)-(6.93) are the following

w” = |Qi€|, wt = |§~2f17€|, (6.94)
wT =107 ], wt =10, (6.95)
together with respectively
. . . - c .,
max{‘9171_5’7 ‘917(57175)‘7 ’Qi5‘7 ’Qi(e,lfe)‘} < grd 1E-%'C(E, x, 7”)1/2 (696)
L ~ - C
maX{|QL€|’ |Ql,(6,1—6)|’ |Qi1*€|’ |Qi(5,1—6)|} < grd lExC(E’ z, T)1/2' (6'97)

Notice that, by (6.79)-(6.82) and by the density estimate (6.55),

= ~ EnCyl(z,cr,0)) L, (1=0Cy)
+ < ’ Y s €1y < d—1
|Ql,€| + |Ql,17€| ~ (1 . 6)07“ = (CT) 1—¢ ' (698)
< ~ Cyl(z,cr,0) \ E| L (1-0Cy)
+ | < ’ Y ) O < d—1
|Ql,1—e| + |Ql75| ~ (1 B E)CT = (CT) 1_¢ ~. (699)

Choose ¢ > 0s.t. (1—C1)(1—¢) < 1—2§ for some small § > 0. Choosing then r > 0 sufficiently
small, due to (6.96), (6.97), the bounds (6.56), (6.67) and (6.68) it holds
|§~2i€| + |Qi17€| > (er)1(1 = 8) > (er)T 11 - 26) (6.100)
Q7|+ 197 > (er)TH 1 = 6) > (er)? (1 - 26), (6.101)
thus contradicting (6.98) and (6.99).

Step 3: Lipschitz extension of u on By
By step 1 (assuming that (6.65) holds), one has that

r4 1 Exe(B,x,r) > /~+ [,/1 +|IVh(zh)]2 — 1} dzg, (6.102)
Q

1

where Q" was defined in (6.64).
The aim of this step is to show that there exists a Lipschitz function ¥ on B, with Lipschitz
constant independent of z,r such that |{z;* € Qf : 9(z5) # h(z3)}| < r¢ ' Exc(E, x,r)"/? and

Exc(E, z, 7)1/ z/ [ 1+ V()2 — 1] dzg. (6.103)

cr

Define first the BV function

~

v:B, =R, w(zp)= |E29¢ N [zg — cr,xg + cr]], (6.104)

and notice that
h=wv a.. on Qf
Given A > 1, define now the set

~ Dw|(Be(ys
Ay = {zoleﬁf: sup ) Mg)}.
€>0,Be(yy )32 ,Be (Y5 ) CBer

By classical estimates on maximal functions, Ay C QIL is a closed set and

‘DU‘(BCT’)

QF\ A, <
Q7 \ Ay| < ;y

(6.105)
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Clam 1: It holds R
|Dv|(B.) < Pery (E, Cyl(z, cr, 8)), (6.106)

and thus by (6.105) and (6.60)

71(E1’C(E,1’,7“))1/2 1 d 1+a/2
A S )\

_ d
O\ Ay < (6.107)

Let us now prove Clam 1. Given a monotone increasing sequence of functions ¢, € C!([xg —
cryxg + cr];[0,1]), ¢, T 1, one has that

‘DU‘(BCT) = sup A ¢(Z@l) . dDU(Zgl)
$ECH(Ber,RY), [ <1| Ber

= sup / div,. V(25 )v(zp) dzp

1/1€Cc1 (BCTvkd)7‘w‘S1

— sup / div, s ¥(z5) (sup/%(ze)xjgzL (2p) dz9> dzft
YECY (Ber,RY),|<1] Ber . y

| div. 6z o (z0) i (20) dzg
er o [wg—crxgtcr] 0

< sup lim
YECH (Ber RY),JpI<1 "

< sup
YECH (Ber RY),[$|<1,6€C ([zg—cr,zo+cr]) | ¢|<1

/ / }divzelw<zé>¢<zQ)xE<z)dedzé
or To—Cr,xo+-cr

(Vo)(y) - vy (y) AH ™ (y)

= sup
YECE (Ber,RY), || <1,6€CE ([xg—cr,zo-+er]),|¢|<1

/a*EﬂCyl(m,cr,G)

< sup T - vy (y) dH  y)

TeCH(Cyl(w,er,0)iR),|T|<1

v ()| dH (y)

/(9* EnCyl(z,cr,0)

/8*E'ﬂCyl(:v,cr,9)
= Pery (E, Cyl(z, cr, 0)).

Claim 2: The function v has a representative ¥ which is Lipschitz with constant of order A on
Ay. To this aim, for rg > 0 and k£ € N, we define the sets

Bemk = {zeL € B, : dist(zj,@fy’cr) > 7’02*’?}, Bk(ze ) = B, o- k(Zé_)

and the functions
LB 1y 1 1
Vg B = R, wg(zp) = ][ v(yp ) dyp -
Bi(zg)

We first claim that {vgx A)\} is a Cauchy sequence w.r.t. uniform convergence on open sets
W CC B,. Given W CC ch and k € N such that v,, is well defined on W for all m > k, for
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all 279l € Wn Ay, m > k one has that

][ v(yy) dyg — ][ v(yy) dyg
Bm(ZeL) Bm+l(zé)

)~ f, vt
m\Zg

’Um(zé)l) - Um—f—l(zé)l)‘ =

dyg

1
< —_
—= 7002—(7)14’1) /;m+1(zé)

ro2” ™ ][
< —_

| Dv|(Bm (23 )
(ro27m)*=2 7

dyg

o)~ f, vt
m\Zp

<2 (6.108)

where in the last equality we used Poincaré inequality in BV.
Using now the fact that 2:9l € Ay,

Dv|(B (2
Dol Brz)) gy 9om. (6.109)

1 1
[m (257) — vms1(29)] < 2 (ro2-m)&-2 =

thus proving that {v,} is Cauchy in CO(W N Ay).
Define then in B, the function (representative of v)

O(zp) = lillgnvk.
We now show that ¢ is Lipschitz on A, with Lipschitz constant of order A.

Let yeL, zj € Ay, |y9L —z9L| € [ro27F1, 7927*] for some g > 0, k € N and such that Bk_l(ygl) -
Ecr. One has that

[5(yg) — 0z )| <

3y —f o (i) dwg
Bi_1(yz)

+

3(e) f (g )dws
By (z7)

][ v(wy )dwg — ][ v(wy )dwy
Bi_1(yg) B (z7)

By the estimate (6.109), one has that

+ : (6.110)

Bys) — vk—1(yg)| < Aro2 M < A\|yg — 2|

o) - f | vlwd)dug
Br_1(ys)

and an analogous estimate holds for the second term in (6.110). The last term in (6.110) can

be estimated as follows:
< 2][ o(wi) _][ o(td) dit
Bj_1(yg) Bj_1(yg)

][ v(wy )dwy — ][ v(wy )dwy dwy
Bi_1(yg) B (z7)
| Dv|(Br—1(y5))

<2 (TOQ—k—f—l)d—Q
< 2)\7“027k+1
< 8\lyy — 27, (6.111)
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where in the first inequality we reasoned as in (6.108). Thus, putting together (6.108), (6.110)
and (6.111), v is Lipschitz on Ay with Lipschitz constant smaller than 16.

By Whitney’s Theorem we can now extend ¥ to a 16 \-Lipschitz function v of By,

Finally, recalling the bounds (6.102), (6.107), (6.67), (6.68), (6.56) and the fact that h = ¥ a.e.
on Ay, the estimate (6.103) holds. Indeed,

141 Ere(E,z,r) > [ 1+\|Vh(z9i)||2—1} dzf

+
1

1+ V812 = 1] azg

A

LV
m\b\:g\J

L+ [ Va2 = 1] dzg = /T (T6X2(1Q0] + Q] + 197] + 9 \ 4x])

{ 1+ [|[Vo(z1)]]? — 1] dzit — CA ™ Exe(B, x, 1)
BCT

\

Step 4: Conclusion Applying to (6.103) Jensen’s and Poincaré inequality, is r is sufficiently
small so that Exc(E,x,r) < 1, one has that

ri 1 Exe(B, x,r)/? > 1+ |[|[VozH)|12 = 1| dzp
< . 9 7

cr

2
1+ <][ \|W(w9i)||dw9l> -1
BCT

2

2 rd-lmin{ . Ivatud)jdu, (f HW(wé)Hdwé> }
cr BCT

>t min{l][ dyp , 12 (][

,rl AC’I‘ cTr

In particular, by the bound (6.56), if 0 < 7 < R < 1 then

2
1
Euvc(E,uv,r)l/2 e 2 <][ dyé) .
BCT

Now observe that, since |B,, \ Ax| < r* 1Exze(E, z,r)Y/? and since 5] < r, then

V)
r2’BCT’2 Bcr\AA

On the other hand, for a.e. yp € Ay, 9(yp) =
h= JCBCT #(wg)dwg and H as the halfspace H =

r /
T2’Bc ’2 AA
BT‘ /
|Ac | A)\

2 Tdfl

o) —]é 3w )

o) - f, otut)dug

2
dyé) S Exce(E,z,r) Sre.

a(u) —f 3w )dwt

v(yy) = E, LN [xg — cr, g + cr]|. Thus, defining
{z: 2z § h}, it holds

2
dyé) ~

][ X 1 (Yo) — X7 (ye) dyo
[xg—cr,xg+er] y9

) — . ot )dug

2
dyj) .
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Now we use the fact that Ay C QIL and thus for all yeL € Ay

]{mg —cr,xg+cr]

XE | (ye) — X7 (ve)| dye,

Yo

][ XE , (Yo) — X (yo) dyo
[xg—cr,zp+cr]

Yo

thus getting

2
Eae(E,z,r)"2 > (7[0 . 9)|><E<z>—><g<z>|dz)
yl(z,cr,

as desired.

As a consequence of the above proposition, one can control the uniform L' distance of E from
the halfspace orthogonal to the measure theoretic exterior normal. More precisely, one has the
following

Corollary 6.8. Let % be a family of sets of locally finite perimeter as in Proposition 6.7.
For every € > 0 there exists Rs(e) > 0 such that for all E € F, for oall x € O*FE and for all

0 <r < Rs(e)
]i’yl(x,r,uE(m))

where Cyl(z,r,vp(z)) = {z € RY: szE(m) — xle(m)H <1 Zup(a) = Top(@)| <7}

xe(2) — xu

(2)|dz <e, (6.112)

vi(z)

Proof. First we prove that there exists R5(e) > 0 such that for all E € .Z, for all z € 9*F and
for all 0 < r < Rj(e) .
dist(xz, H) < er, (6.113)

where H is the affine halfspace of Proposition 6.7. Indeed, assume dist(m,f[ ) > er. Then,
B..(x) € R\ H, hence by Proposition 6.7 and the uniform bound on the excess (5.40),

|E N BET(x)| < ||XE - Xf{”Ll(Cyl(m,cr,@)) < TdExC(Eax’T)1/4' (6114)
On the other hand, by the volume density estimate (6.55)
|E N Bep(x)] > Ci(er)?, (6.115)

hence by (6.114) and (6.115)
Cretrd < rdExc(E, T, r)1/4,

that for 7 < Rs(e) < 1 leads to a contradiction. )
Let now H(x) be the affine halfspace with boundary parallel to OH (i.e. orthogonal to 6(z,))
and passing through the point 2. By (6.59) and (6.113), one has that for r < Ry(¢) < 1

f X
Cyl(z,r,0(z,r))

Now recall (see e.g. [10]) that for the uniform lower bound on the perimeter (6.54) and the
uniform power law decay of the excess (6.56), for every € > 0 there exists R5(e) such that for
every E € .7, for every x € 0*E and for all 0 < r < Rs(e) it holds

g(z) — Xf@)(2)|dz <e. (6.116)

10(z,7) —vp(@)| <.

Hence, up to reducing further Rj(e), Rs(e) into 0 < Rs(e) < 1, we can substitute H,, (2)(x) to
H(z) and vg(x) to 8(z,r) in (6.116), thus getting (6.112). O
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The above uniform control of the L!-distance of the set E to the halfspace determined by the
measure theoretic exterior normal gives Lipschitz regularity of 0*FE. More precisely, let now
0<{<1,z¢€d*FE and define the cone Ky(z,vp(z)) = {z € R*: (2 — 2, vg(x)) < £}. One has
the following

Lemma 6.9. Let % be a family of sets as in Proposition 6.7.
For every 0 < £ <« 1, there exists Ry > 0 s.t. VE € #,Va € 0*E, V0 <r < Ry it holds

O"E N By(x) C By(x) N (x 4+ Ky(z,vE(x))). (6.117)

Proof. Let 0 < ¢ = ¢(¢) < 1 sufficiently small to be fixed later. Let R5(¢) as in Corollary 6.8
and let Ry such that Ry(1+¢) < Rs(e).
Let now 0 < r < Ry and assume 3y € 0*E N (B,(z) \ (z + K¢(x,vg(z)))). In particular,

Bly—alje(¥) € Bly—ofj14e)(x) "R\ H (o) (). (6.118)

Applying Corollary 6.8 on By, _,¢(y), since ||y — z||¢ < Rel < Rs(e),

B0 Bly-ste )] > (; - ) (ly — 210, (6119)

Applying the inclusion (6.118) and Corollary 6.8 on Bj,_y|1+¢) (), since ||y — z(1 +¢) <
Ry(1+£) < Rs(e),

\E N Byt < |EN Bjy_sjaro(@) "R\ H, () (2)]
< IxE = XH,, 0 @) 121 (B ay 100 @)
<elly — | %(1 4 0)¢ (6.120)

Hence, (6.119) and (6.120) lead to a contradiction provided ¢ = ¢(¢) < 1. O

Moreover , as a consequence of Proposition 6.7 and Corollary 6.8, the following holds

Corollary 6.10. Let F be a family of sets as in Proposition 6.7. Then, there exists Rg > 0,
B :(0,Rg) — (0,400), limgjo 5(s) = 0 such that for all E € F and for all x,y € 0*E with
|z — y| < Re it holds i

lve(z) —ve)l < B(lz —yl).
We omit the proof of the corollary since it is a direct consequence of the flatness condition of
Corollary 6.8.
If OF = 0*F, Lemma 6.9 and Corollary 6.10 immediately imply that OF is locally given by a
single Lipschitz graph, on balls of uniform radii w.r.t. z € OF, E € .%#. Indeed, one has the
following

Corollary 6.11. Let % be a family of sets as in Lemma 6.7. Then, for all £ > 0 there exists
Ry > 0 such that for all E € ., for all0 < r < Ry, B,(z) C R?
I*ENBy(z) Cy+ Ky(z,vg(x)), Va,y€ d"ENB,(z).

In particular, for any x € 0* ENDB,(2) there exists a Lipschitz function ¢y, o : © C (Br(z))le(w)
R such that 0*E N B, (z) is the intersection of By(z) with the graph of ¢ ; .

Moreover, if 0*E = OF and above we choose x = z € OF, one has that 1 D (Bm(z))le(gc) for
some ¢y > 0 depending only on £.
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Let now

F ={E C R?: E is of locally finite perimeter in R? and Fopa(E,Q) < M}

Thanks to Lemmas 5.8 and 5.9, 0*E = OF for all E € .7 (see e.g. [10]).

Moreover, thanks to Lemmas 5.6, 5.8, 5.9, the class .% satisfies the assumptions of Propos-
ition 6.7 with R < min{Ro, R1, R2} and « as in Lemma 5.9. Thus, the regularity results
contained in this Appendix can be used to conclude the proof of Theorem 5.3 at the end of

Section 5.4.
O
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