arXiv:1711.10825v1 [math.AP] 29 Nov 2017

PERIODIC PATTERNS FOR A MODEL INVOLVING SHORT-RANGE AND LONG-RANGE INTERACTIONS

MOUHAMED MOUSTAPHA FALL

Abstract. We consider a physical model where the total energy is governed by surface tension and attractive screened Coulomb potential on the 3-dimensional space. We obtain different periodic equilibrium patterns i.e. stationary sets for this energy, under some volume constraints. The patterns bifurcate smoothly from straight lamellae, lattices of round solid cylinders and lattices of round balls.

1. Introduction and main results

In this paper, we are interested with a class of periodic stationary sets in R^3 for the following energy functional

P_γ (Ω) := |∂Ω| + γ ∫ Ω ∫ Ω G_κ(|x − y|)dxdy, (1.1) where κ, γ > 0 and G_κ(r) =^1_r e^{−κr} is the repulsive Yukawa potential (or the screened repulsive Coulomb potential). The Yukawa potential G_κ(x) = G_κ(|x|) satisfies

− ΔG_κ + κ^2G_κ = 4πδ_0 in R^3 . (1.2)

It plays an important role in the theory of elementary particles, see [54]. For this energy P_γ , comprising short-range interaction (surface tension) and attractive Yukawa potential, a stationary set Ω may separate into well ordered disjoint components. This gives rise to formation of patterns in the limit of several nonlocal reaction-diffusion models from physics, biology and chemistry. Indeed, systems with competing short range and Coulomb-type attractive interaction provides sharp interfaces to the Ohta-Kawasaki model of block polymers and the activator-inhibitor reaction-diffusion system, see for for instance [22,35,52] and the references therein. The paper of Muratov [29] contains a rigorous derivation of (1.1) from the general mean-field free energy functional, with γ ≈ κ^2 and γ, κ → 0. Equilibrium patterns such as spots, stripes and the annuli, together with morphlogical instabilities have been also studied in [29]. At certain energy levels, (1.1) provides the sharp interface for the Ohta-Kawasaki model of diblock copolymer melt, see Muratov [28] and the work of Goldmann, Muratov and Serfaty in [20, 21] for related variant of Γ-convergence on the 2-dimensional torus.

In [34], Oshita showed that (1.1) is the Γ-limit for a class of activator-inhibitor reactiondiffusion system, see also Petrich and Goldstein in [39], for the two dimensional case.

The question of minimizing P_γ has been also raised by H. Knüpfer, C. Muratov and M. Novaga in [36], for physical and mathematical perspectives. They speculated that bifurcations from trivial to nontirival solutions can be expected. Moreover they predict the

Key words and phrases. Screened Coulomb potential, short-range, long-range, Polymer melt, equilibrium periodic patterns. 1

”pearl-necklace morphology” (or string-of-pearl) exhibited by long polyelectrolyte molecules in poor solvents, [15, 19]. In a geometric point of view, this is alike the cylinder-to-sphere transition, and known as Delauney surfaces (or unduloids). The unduloids are constant mean curvature surfaces of revolution interpolating between a straight cylinder to a string of tangent round spheres. Here, we will consider the limit configuration, and we prove existence of stationary sets for P_γ formed by a periodic string of nearly round balls.

It is known, see for instance [17, 29], that a stationary set (or critical point) Ω for the functional P_γ satisfies the following Euler-Lagrange equation

H_{∂Ω}(x) + γ ∫ Ω G_κ(|x − y|)dy = Const. for all x ∈ ∂Ω, (1.3) where H_{∂Ω} is the mean curvature (positive for a ball) of ∂Ω. Here and in the following, for every set Ω with C^2 boundary (not necessarily bounded), we define the function

H_Ω : ∂Ω → R

given by

H_Ω(x) = H_{∂Ω}(x) + γ ∫ Ω G_κ(|x − y|)dy, for every x ∈ ∂Ω. (1.4) In this paper, equilibrium patterns are sets Ω ⊂ R^3 for which H_Ω ≡ Const on ∂Ω.

Our aim is to construct nontrivial unbounded equilibrium patterns Ω. These sets are multiply periodic and bifurcate from lattices of round spheres, straight cylinders and slabs. In particular, we obtain stationary sets for P_γ made by lattices of near-spheres centered at any M-dimensional Bravais lattice. When M = 1, these are adjacent nearly-spherical sets centered at a straight line with equal gaps between them. The cylinders, result from the 2-dimensional existence of spherical patterns with the corresponding Yukawa potential given by a modified Bessel function. These configurations appear for all γ ∈ (0, γ_N ), for some positive constant γ_N . Finally, we obtain lamellar structures (modulated slabs) bifurcating from parallel planes. The bifurcations of these modulated slabs occur as long as^κ √ κ^2+1 √ κ^2+1−κ < 2πγ < (κ^2 + 1)^{3/2}.

We first describe our doubly periodic slabs. We consider domains of the form,

Ω_φ = { (t, z) ∈ R^2 × R : −φ(t) < z < φ(t) } ⊂ R^3 , (1.5)

where φ : R^2 → (0, ∞) is 2πZ^2-periodic and satisfies some symmetry properties. Indeed, we let C^{k,γ}(R^2 ) denotes the space of C^k(R^2 ) bounded functions u, with bounded derivatives up to order k and with D^ku having finite Hölder seminorm of order α ∈ (0, 1). The space C^{k,α}_p (R^2 ) denotes the space of functions in C^{k,α}(R^2 ) which are 2πZ^2-periodic. Finally, we define C^{k,α}_{p,R} = { φ ∈ C^{k,α}_p (R^2 ) : φ(t_1, t_2) = φ(t_2, t_1) = φ(−t_1, t_2), for all (t_1, t_2) ∈ R^2 } . The spaces C^{k,α}_{p,R} and C^{k,α}_p (R^2 ) are equipped with the standard Hölder norm of C^{k,α}(R^2 ).

Our first main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let κ > 0. Then for every γ satisfying 1 2π 1 1 κ −^{1√}_{κ2+1} < γ < 1 2π 1 1 (κ^2+1)^{3/2}

, (1.6)

there exists λ_∗ = λ_∗(κ, γ) > 0 and a smooth curve (−s_0, s_0) → R_+ × C^{2,α}_{p,R}, s → (λ_s, φ_s) with the properties that λ_0 = λ_∗ and Ω_{φs} is an equilibrium pattern satisfying, for all s ∈ (−s_0, s_0), H_{Ωφs} (x) = 2πγ arcsinh(2λ_s/κ) for every x ∈ ∂Ω_{φs} .

Moreover, for every s ∈ (−s_0, s_0) and (t_1, t_2) ∈ R^2 ,

φ_s(t_1, t_2) = λ_s + s ( cos(t_1) + cos(t_2) + v_s(t_1, t_2) ) , with a smooth curve (−s_0, s_0) → C^{2,α}_{p,R}(R^2 ), s → v_s satisfying ∫ [−π,π]^2 v_s(t) cos(t_j) dt = 0 for j = 1, 2,

and v_0 ≡ 0.

The domains Ω_{φs} in Theorem 1.1 bifurcates from the same slab {−λ_∗ < z < λ_∗. For γ satisfying^1_{2π}^1_{1κ − 1√κ2+1} < γ (see the lower bound in (1.6)), the constant λ_∗ is the unique zero

of the function λ → 1 − 2πγ { 1 κ − 1 √ κ^2 + 1 − exp(−2λ √ κ^2 + 1) √ κ^2 + 1 − exp(−2λκ) κ } . (1.7)

The Crandall-Rabonowitz bifurcation theorem is the main tool we have used here to prove the existence of the branches s → (λ_s, φ_s). It provides a bifurcation result from a unique simple zero eigenvalue.

We now discuss the condition (1.6). If γ ≤^1_{2π}^1_{1κ − 1√κ2+1} then the only solutions bifurcating

from Ω_λ, for λ > 0, are the trivial ones. This follows from the fact that all eigenvalues of the lienearization of φ → H_{Ωφ} at λ are positive. However, equilibrium patterns with different morphology (undulated cylinders), boundary of Delauney-type surfaces, exist for γ <^1_{2π}^1_{1κ − 1√κ2+1} , see [23]. Now if γ ≥^1_{2π}^1_{(κ2+1)3/2} , we do not know the number of zero

eigenvalues of the linearized operator of φ → H_{Ωφ} about the straight slab Ω_{λ∗} , while the uniqueness of the trivial eigenvalue is crucial in our analysis.

We describe next our (modulated) lamellae. For ε ∈ R_∗ close to zero, we consider the lamellae made by the slices of the slabs Ω_ψ above:

L^ε_ψ = Ω_ψ + 1 |ε| Ze_3 = ⋃ p∈Z ( Ω_ψ + ( 0, 0, p |ε| )) , (1.8)

where Ω_ψ is as defined in (1.5). It is easy to see that for small |ε|, the set L^ε_ψ is as smooth as ψ. Moreover the straight lamellae L^ε_1 is an equilibrium pattern. More precisely, H_Lε_λ ≡ Const for every λ > 0 and |ε| <^1_{2λ} . We establish the existence of nontrivial periodic patterns bifurcating from L^ε_{λ∗} , with λ_∗ given by Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. Let κ, γ, λ_s > 0, φ_s and s_0 > 0 be as in Theorem 1.1. Then there exists ε_0 > 0 and a smooth branch (−ε_0, ε_0) × (−s_0, s_0) → R_+ × C^{2,α}_{p,R}(R^2 ), ε → (λ_{ε,s}, ψ_{ε,s})

such that the set L^ε_{ψε,s} := Ω_{ψε,s} +^1_{|ε|} Ze_3 defined in (1.8) is an equilibrium pattern, with H_Lε_{ψε,s} (x) = H_Lε_{λε,s} for every x ∈ ∂L^ε_{ψε,s} , where, λ_{0,s} = λ_s, ψ_{0,s} = φ_s. Moreover, for every s ∈ (s_0, s_0), ε ∈ (−ε_0, ε_0) and (t_1, t_2) ∈ R^2 ,

ψ_{ε,s}(t_1, t_2) = λ_{ε,s} + s ( cos(t_1) + cos(t_2) + v_{ε,s}(t_1, t_2) ) with ∫ [−π,π]^2 v_{ε,s}(t) cos(t_j )dt = 0 for j = 1, 2.

As mentioned earlier, we are also interested on the cylindrical and spherical stationary set for the energy P_γ . These surfaces are obtained by perturbing balls in R^N , with N = 2, 3, centered at any M-dimensional Bravais lattice for 1 ≤ M ≤ N. The perturbation parameter is a scaling parameter which makes the distance between the lattice points sufficiently large. Let M ∈ N with 1 ≤ M ≤ 3. Let {a_1; . . . ; a_M } be a basis of R^M . We consider the Mdimensional Bravais lattice in R^3 :

L^M = {_M ∑ i=1 k_ia_i : k = (k_1, . . . , k_M ) ∈ Z^M } ⊂ R^3 .

Here and in the following, we identify R^M with R^M × {0_R3−M } ⊂ R^3 . Obviously L^1 = cZ, for some nonzero real number c.

We define the perturbed cylinder C_φ := { (r, θ, t) ∈ R_+ × S^1 × R : r < φ(θ) } , where φ : S^1 → (0, ∞) is an even function. For ε > 0 small, we consider the lattice of perturbed cylinders centered at the lattice points L^M given by

C^ε_φ := C_φ + 1 ε L^M . (1.9)

We obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let L^M be an M-dimensional Bravais lattices, with M = 1, 2. Then there exists γ_2 > 0 such that for every γ ∈ (0, γ_2), there exists a smooth curve (0, ε_0) → C^{2,α}(S^1), ε → φ_ε such that for every ε ∈ (0, ε_0), the lattice of perturbed cylinders C^ε_{φε} given by (1.9) is an equilibrium pattern, with H_Cε_{φε} (x) = H_{C1} (·) for every x ∈ ∂C^ε_{φε} .

Moreover φ_ε = 1 + ω_ε with ω_ε even and ‖ω_ε‖_C2,α_{(S}1_) ≤ e^{− c}ε as ε → 0, for some positive constant c depending only on κ, α, γ and L^M . When M = 1, the function ω_ε is not constant.

We emphasize that Theorem 1.3 results from a two-dimensional study. Indeed spherical equilibrium patterns in 2-dimension with the corresponding 2-dimensional screened Coulomb potential (given by the second of modified Bessel function 2K_0(κr)) yields cylinderical patterns in 3-dimension with the Yukawa potential G_κ(r). In [10], Chen and Oshita showed that among all 2-dimensional Bravais lattices of near-balls, the hexagonal one provides least possible energy.

We expect that the perturbation ω_ε is not constant on S^1. We are able to prove this fact only in the case of lower dimensional lattice, M = 1, see Section 5.3 below. The fact that the perfect 2-dimensional lattice of cylinders C^ε_φ := C_1 +^1_ε L^2 is not an equilibrium pattern remains an open question. However, numerical simulations give evidence that they are not constant, at least in the hexagonal configuration, see Muratov [29], for 0 < γ = O(κ^2) ≪ 1.

To introduce the sphere lattices, we consider the M-dimensional Bravais L^M as above, with M ≤ 3. Here, S^2 is the 2-dimensional unit sphere. We consider the perturbed ball

B^3_ϕ := {(r, θ) ∈ R_+ × S^2 : 0 < r < ϕ(θ)},

where ϕ : S^2 → (0, ∞) is an even function. For ε small enough, we consider the following disjoint union of perturbed balls

B^ε_ϕ := B^3_ϕ + 1 ε L^M . (1.10)

We have the following result.

Theorem 1.4. There exists γ_3 > 0 such that for every γ ∈ (0, γ_3), there exists a smooth curve (0, ε_0) → C^{2,α}(S^2), ε → ϕ_ε such that for every ε ∈ (0, ε_0), the set B^ε_{ϕε} defined by (1.10) is an equilibrium pattern, with

H_Bε_{ϕε} (x) = H_B3_1 (·) for every x ∈ ∂B^ε_{ϕε} .

Moreover ϕ_ε = 1 + w_ε with ω_ε even and ‖w_ε‖_C2,α_{(S}2_) ≤ e^{− c}ε as ε → 0, for some positive constant c depending only on κ, α, γ and L^M . When M = 2, the function w_ε is not constant.

The constants γ_N , for N = 2, 3, in Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.3 depend only on the eigenvalues of the linearized operator of the map w → H_BN_w , see Lemma 5.4 below.

In the case of near-sphere lattices also, we are able to prove that w_ε is not constant on S^{N−1} only in the lower dimensional lattices, M ≤ 2, see Section 5.3 below. It is an open question to know whether for M = 3, the function w_ε is not constant i.e. H_Bε_1 is not constant on ∂B_1.

Related to results in the present paper are the works, for κ = 0, of Ren and Wei in their series of papers [40–50]. Among many others, they build equilibrium patterns of type lamellar, ring/cylindrical, and spot/spherical solutions. See also [37, 38] and the references therein.

Next, we emphasize some similarities between equilibrium patterns derived here and the structures of Constant Nonlocal Mean Curvatures (CNMC) sets recently discovered. The notion of nonlocal mean curvature was recently introduced by Caffarelli and Souganidis in [9]. See Caffarelli, Roquejoffre, and Savin [8], it arises from the Euler-Lagrange equation for the fractional perimeter functional which in turn is a Γ-limit of some nonlocal phase transition problems, see [51].

The long range interaction in the expression of H_Ω is, up to an additional constant, a weighted average of all ”+1” in Ω and all ”-1” from outside Ω, since,

H_Ω(x) = H_{∂Ω}(x) + γ 2 ∫ R^3

(1_Ω(y) − 1_R3_{\Ω}(y))G_κ(|x − y|)dy + c, (1.11) for x ∈ ∂Ω, where c =^1_2 ∫ R^3 Gκ(|x|)dx = 2π κ^2 . Similarly, for α ∈ (0, 1), the fractional or

nonlocal mean curvature function H^α_Ω : ∂Ω → R is given by

H^α_Ω(x) := − 1 − α |B^2| ∫ R^3

(1_Ω(y) − 1_R3_{\Ω}(y))|x − y|^{−3−α}dy

(positive if Ω is a ball). The factor^{1−α}_{|B2|} implies that H^α_{∂Ω}(x) converges to the mean curvature H_{∂Ω}(x) as α → 1, see [1, 14].

We can parallel the recently constructed CNMC sets and the equilibrium patterns obtained here. Indeed, by [6,7], CNMC bands exist, and from which 1-periodic CNMC slabs can be derived. Modulated CNMC slabs are found in [27]. Finally from [5], there exist CNMC near-sphere lattices from which CNMC lattices of near-cylinders can be derived. Finally, we point out that resemblance between phase structures in diblock copolymer melts, and triply periodic constant mean curvature surfaces was also observed several years ago, see e.g. [4, 53].

2. Preliminary and notations

We let K_ν be the second kind of modified Bessel function of order ν ∈ R. See e.g. [16], for ν ∈ R, there holds K^′_ν (r) = − ν r K_ν (r) − K_{ν−1}(r) and K_{−ν} = K_ν for ν < 0. Therefore

K^′_0(r) = −K_1(r), (rK_1)^′(r) = −rK_0(r). (2.1)

See also [16], for ν ≥ 0, K_ν (r) ∼ √ π √ 2 r^{−1/2}e^{−r} as r → +∞ (2.2) and K_0(r) ∼ − log(r), K_ν (r) ∼ 1 2 Γ(ν)(r/2)^{−ν} as r → 0. (2.3)

We now collect some useful formula, where most of them can be found in [24]. In the following, we let α, β, δ ≥ 0 and κ > 0. By [24, page 491, ET I 16(27)], we have ∫ R cos(βr)G_κ (√ r^2 + α^2 ) dr = 2K_0(α √ κ^2 + β^2). (2.4)

See also [24, page 719, WA 425(10)a, MO 48], we have ∫ R cos(βr)K_0(r √ κ^2 + α^2)dr = π √ κ^2 + β^2 + α^2

. (2.5)

By computing, we have ∫

R^2 G_κ (|x|) dx = 2π κ . (2.6)

From [24, page 722, ET I 56(43)], we get ∫ R cos(βr)K_0 (√ r^2 + δ^2 √ α^2 + κ^2 ) dr = π exp(−δ √ β^2 + α^2 + κ^2) √ β^2 + α^2 + κ^2

. (2.7)

Combining (2.4) and (2.7), we obtain ∫ R^2 G_κ (√ |x|^2 + δ^2 ) dx = 2π exp(−δκ) κ . (2.8) For a finite set N , we let |N | denote the length (cardinal) of N . It will be understood that |∅| = 0. Let Z be a Banach space and U a nonempty open subset of Z. If T ∈ C^k(U, R) and u ∈ U, then D^kT (u) is a continuous symmetric k-linear form on Z whose norm is given by ‖D^kT (u)‖ = sup_{u1,...,uk∈Z} |D^kT (u)[u_1, . . . , u_k]| ∏_k j=1 ‖u_j ‖_Z . If, L : Z → R is a linear map, we have

D^{|N |}(LT_2)(u)[u_i]_{i∈N} = L(u)D^{|N |}T_2(u)[u_i]_{i∈N} + ∑ j∈N L(u_j)D^{|N |−1}T_2(u)[u_i]_{i∈Ni≠j} . (2.9) We let T be as above, V ⊂ R open with T (U) ⊂ V and g : V → R be a k-times differentiable map. The Faá de Bruno formula states that D^k(g ∘ T )(u)[u_1, . . . , u_k] = ∑ Π∈P_k g^{(|Π|)}(T (u)) ∏ P ∈Π D^{|P |}T (u)[u_j ]_{j∈P} , (2.10)

for u, u_1, . . . , u_k ∈ U, where P_k denotes the set of all partitions of {1, . . . , k}, see e.g. [26]. 3. Perodic slabs 3.1. Doubly periodic slabs. In this section we construct equilibrium patterns with period cell given by a doubly periodic slab. That is domains of the form Ω_φ := { (t, z) ∈ R^2 × R : −φ(t) < z < φ(t) } ⊂ R^3 , where φ : R^2 → (0, ∞), with φ ∈ C^{2,α}(R^2 ). Recall that for x ∈ {−1, 1}, the mean curvature is given by H_{∂Ωφ} ((t, φ(t)x)) = −div ∇φ(t) √ 1 + |∇φ(t)|^2 . Moreover, by a change of variable, the Yukawa interaction takes the form ∫ Ω_φ G_κ(|(t, φ(t)x) − X|)dX = ∫ R^2 ∫_{φ(s)} −φ(s) G_κ(|(t, φ(t)x) − (s, z)|)dzds = ∫ R^2

∫_1 −1 φ(s)G_κ(|(t, φ(t)x) − (s, φ(s)y)|)dyds = ∫ R^2

∫_1 −1 φ(s)G_κ(|(t, φ(t)) − (s, φ(s)y)|)dyds. Next, we define the open set O := {φ ∈ C^{2,α}(R^2 ) : φ > 0} and the map F : O → C^{0,α}(R^2 ) by

F(φ)(t) := −div ∇φ(t) √ 1 + |∇φ(t)|^2 + γ ∫ R^2

∫_1 −1 φ(s)G_κ(|(t, φ(t)) − (s, φ(s)y)|)dyds, (3.1) so that, for every x ∈ {−1, 1} and t ∈ R^2 , H_{Ωφ} ((t, φ(t)x)) = F(φ)(t). Our aim is to apply the Crandall-Rabinowitz bifurcation theorem to solve the equation F(λ + u) = const for λ > 0 and u ∈ C^{2,α}(R^2 ) is small. We will achieve this by solving the equation F(λ + u) = F(λ). (3.2) We note that by some computation and (2.8), we have F(λ) = γλ ∫_1 −1 ∫ R^2

G_κ( √ |r|^2 + λ^2(1 − y)^2)drdy = 2πγ arcsinh(2λ/κ). (3.3) Let us study the linearized operator DF(λ), for λ > 0. We consider the map O → C^{0,α}(R^2 ), F_1(φ)(t) := ∫ R^2 φ(s) ∫_1 −1 G_κ((|t − s|^2 + (φ(t) − φ(s)y)^2)^{1/2})dyds. We have the following result.

Lemma 3.1. The map F : O → C^{0,α}(R^2 ) is smooth, with ‖D^kF(φ)‖ ≤ c(1 + ‖φ‖_C2,α_{(R}2_))^c, for some positive constant c = c(κ, α, δ, k). Moreover for every φ ∈ O and w ∈ C^{2,α}(R^2 ), DF_1(φ)[w](t) = ∫ R^2

(w(t − r) − w(t))G_κ((|r|^2 + (φ(t) − φ(t − r))^2)^{1/2})dr + ∫ R^2

(w(t − r) + w(t))G_κ((|r|^2 + (φ(t) + φ(t − r))^2)^{1/2})dr. (3.4) In particular, for every λ > 0, DF(λ)[w](t) = −Δw(t) − γ ∫ R^2 (w(t) − w(t − r))G_κ (|r|) dr + γ(w(t) + w(t − r)) ∫ R^2 G_κ ( (|r|^2 + 4λ^2)^{1/2} ) dr. (3.5) Proof. We notice that F(φ)(t) = −div ∇φ(t) √ 1 + |∇φ(t)|^2 + γ ∫ R^2 φ(s) ∫_1 −1 G_κ((|t − s|^2 + (φ(t) − φ(s)y)^2)^{1/2})dyds. (3.6) The regularity of the map C^{2,α}(R^2 ) → C^{0,α}(R^2 ), φ → div ∇φ(t) √ 1 + |∇φ(t)|^2 is easy, we therefore consider the second term. Fro every δ > 0, we define O_δ = {φ ∈ C^{2,α}(R^2 ) φ > δ}.

Let us first compute the formal derivative of this map which we will show that it is smooth. Once this is done we can easily deduce the regularity of F_1 and hence of F. We have

DF_1(φ)[w](t) = ∫ R^2 w(s) ∫_1 −1 f(y)dyds + ∫ R^2

∫_1 −1 (w(s)y − w(t))f^′(y)dyds, (3.7) where f(y) = G_κ(|(t, φ(t)) − (s, φ(s)y)|) which satisfy f^′(y) = φ(s)(φ(s)y − φ(t))G^′_κ(|(t, φ(t)) − (s, φ(s)y)|). Integration by parts give

∫_1 −1 (w(s)y − w(t))f^′(y)dy = − ∫_1 −1 w(s)f(y)dy + (w(s)θ − w(t))f(θ) | |^{θ=1}_{θ=−1}. Inserting this in (3.7), we deduce that

DF_1(φ)[w](t) = ∫ R^2 (w(s)θ − w(t))f(θ)ds | |^{θ=1}_{θ=−1} = ∫ R^2 (w(s) − w(t))f(1)ds − ∫ R^2 (−w(s) − w(t))f(−1)ds = ∫ R^2 (w(s) − w(t))G_κ(|(t, φ(t)) − (s, φ(s))|)ds + ∫ R^2 (w(s) + w(t))G_κ(|(t, φ(t)) − (s, −φ(s))|)ds. This gives (3.4) after the change of variable s = t − r. We now have

DF_1(φ)[w](t) = ∫ R^2 (w(t − r) − w(t))G_κ(|(|r|^2 + (φ(t) − φ(t − r))^2)^{1/2}|)ds + ∫ R^2

(w(t − r) + w(t))G_κ(|(|r|^2 + (φ(t) + φ(t − r))^2)^{1/2}|)ds = ∫ R^2 w(t − r) − w(t) |r| G_{κ|r|} (( 1 + (Λ_0(φ, t, r))^2 )_{1/2}) dr + ∫ R^2

(w(t − r) + w(t))G_κ((|r|^2 + (φ(t) + φ(t − r))^2)^{1/2})dr, (3.8)

where Λ_0 : C^{2,α}(R^2 ) × R^4 → R is given by

Λ_0(φ, t, r) =

∫_1 0 ∇φ(t − ϱr) · r |r| dϱ. For every fixed w ∈ C^{2,α}(R^2 ), we can define J_i : O_δ → L^∞(R^2 ) by

J_1(φ)(t) := ∫ R^2 w(t − r) − w(t) |r| G_{κ|r|} (| | | ( 1 + (Λ_0(φ, t, r))^2 )_{1/2}| | | ) dr and J_2(φ)(t) := ∫ R^2

(w(t − r) + w(t))G_κ(|(|r|^2 + (φ(t) + φ(t − r))^2)^{1/2}|)dr.

Therefore by (3.8) DF_1(φ)[w] = J_1(φ) + J_2(φ). (3.9)

Thanks to (2.9) and the fact that the integrand in J_2 is bounded away from zero, it becomes straightforward to see that the map J_2 : O_δ → C^{0,α}(R^2 ), is smooth and for every k ∈ N, ‖D^kJ_2(φ)‖ ≤ c(1 + ‖φ‖_C2,α_{(R}2_))^c ‖w‖_C2,α_{(R}2_), (3.10) where c = c(κ, α, δ, k) > 0. Next, we prove the regularity of J_1 : O_δ → C^{0,α}(R^2 ). For |r| > 0, we consider the function h_r(x) = G_{κ|r|} (( 1 + x^2 )_{1/2}) . We observe for every k ∈ N, there exists a constant c = c(κ, k) such that |h^{(k)}_r (x)| ≤ c G_{κ|r|}(1/2) for every x ∈ R, r ∈ R^2 \ {0}. Letting K_1 = C^{2,α}(R^2 ) × R^4 → R, given by K_1(φ, t, r) := G_{κ|r|} (| | ( 1 + (Λ_0(φ, t, r))^2 )_{1/2}| | ) . We can use (2.10), g(x) = h_r(x) and T (φ) = K(φ, t, r) to get the following estimates. For every (t, r) ∈ R^2 × R^2 , ‖D^k_φK_1(φ, t, r)‖ ≤ c(1 + ‖φ‖_{2,α})^cG_{κ|r|}(1/2), with c = c(α, κ, k) > 0. Since also ∫ R^2 |r| −1G_{κ|r|}(1/2) < ∞, by using (2.9), we get, for every k ∈ N, ‖D^kJ_1(φ)‖ ≤ c(1 + ‖φ‖_C2,α_{(R}2_))^c ‖w‖_C2,α_{(R}2_), with c = c(κ, α, δ, k) > 0. This then shows that J_1 : O_δ → C^{0,α}(R^2 ).

From this together with (3.10) and (3.9), we deduce that DF_1 : O_δ → B(C^{2,α}(R^2 ), C^{0,α}(R^2 )) is smooth. Hence F is smooth in O_δ and

‖D^kF_1(φ)‖ ≤ c(1 + ‖φ‖_C2,α_{(R}2_))^c, for some positive constant c = c(κ, α, δ, k). In addition, we have that D^kF_1(φ)[w](t) = ∫ R^2 w(t − r) − w(t) |r| D^k_φK_1(φ, t, r)dr + ∫ R^2 (w(t − r) + w(t))D^k_φK_2(φ, t, r)dr, where K_2(φ, t, r) = G_κ(|(|r|^2 + (φ(t) + φ(t − r))^2)^{1/2}|). Since δ was arbitrarily chosen, this proves the smoothness of F_1 on O.

Finally, letting φ ≡ λ in (3.8), we obtain (3.5). We now study the spectral properties of DF(λ).

Lemma 3.2. For every λ > 0 we define the linear operator L_λ := DF(λ) : C^{2,α}_{p,R} → C^{0,α}_{p,R}. (3.11) Then the functions e_k ∈ C^{2,α}_{p,R}, given by

e_k(t) := 1 π 2∏ i=1 cos(k_it_i), (3.12) for k ∈ N^2 , are the eigenfunctions of L_λ and moreover L_λ(e_k) = σ_{λ,γ} (|k|)e_k, (3.13)

where |k| = √ k^2_1 + k^2 and for every ℓ ∈ N, σ_{λ,γ} (ℓ) = ℓ^2 − 2πγ { 1 κ − 1 √ κ^2 + ℓ^2 − exp(−2λ √ κ^2 + ℓ^2) √ κ^2 + ℓ^2 − exp(−2λκ) κ } . (3.14)

In particular,

∂_λσ_{λ,γ} (1) < 0 for every γ, λ > 0 (3.15) and lim_{ℓ→∞} σ_{λ,γ} (ℓ) ℓ^2

= 1. (3.16)

Proof. By direct computations using Fourier decomposition, we have σ_{λ,γ} (|k|) = |k|^2 − γ ∫ R^2 ( 1 − 2∏ i=1 cos(k_ir_i) ) G_κ (|r|) dr

+ γ ∫ R^2 ( 1 + 2∏ i=1 cos(k_ir_i) ) G_κ ( (|r|^2 + 4λ^2)^{1/2} ) dr. (3.17)

By (2.4), we have ∫ R cos(k_2r_2) ∫ R cos(k_1r_1)G_κ ( (r^2_1 + r^2)^{1/2} ) dr_1dr_2 = 2 ∫ R cos(k_2r_2)K_0(r_2 √ κ^2 + k^2_1)dr_2

and by (2.5) ∫ R cos(k_2r_2)K_0(r_2 √ κ^2 + k^2_1)dr_2 = 2π 2 √ κ^2 + |k|^2 . We then deduce that∫ R cos(k_2r_2) ∫ R cos(kr_1)G_κ ( (r^2_1 + r^2)^{1/2} ) dr_1dr_2 = 2π √ κ^2 + |k|^2 . Moreover, taking k = 0 in the above expression, we have ∫ R^2 G_κ (|r|) dr = 2π κ . From the two qualities above, we deduce that ∫ R^2 ( 1 − 2∏ i=1 cos(k_ir_i) ) G_κ (|r|) dr = 2π κ − 2π √ κ^2 + |k|^2

. (3.18)

By (2.4) and (2.7), we get ∫ R^2 2∏ i=1 cos(k_ir_i)G_κ ( (|r|^2 + 4λ^2)^{1/2} ) dr = 2π exp(−2λ √ |k|^2 + κ^2) √ |k|^2 + κ^2

(3.19)

and letting k = 0, we have ∫ R^2 G_κ ( (|r|^2 + 4λ^2)^{1/2} ) dr = 2π exp(−2λκ) κ .

Using this with (3.18) and (3.19) in (3.17), we get the desired expression of σ_{λ,γ} (|k|) in (3.14).

Next, we give some qualitative properties of σ_{λ,γ} .

Lemma 3.3. Let κ > 0 and let γ be such that 1 2π 1 1 κ −^{1√}_{κ2+1} < γ < 1 2π 1 1 (κ^2+1)^{3/2}

. (3.20)

Then there exists a unique λ_∗ = λ_∗(γ, κ) > 0 such that σ_{λ∗,γ} (1) = 0, (3.21) σ_{λ∗,γ} (0) = 4πγ exp(−2λ_∗κ) κ > 0 (3.22) and σ_{λ∗,γ} (ℓ + 1) > σ_{λ∗,γ} (ℓ) for every ℓ ≥ 1. (3.23)

Proof. We first note that, by elementary calculations, the strict inequality 1 1 κ −^{1√}_{κ2+1} < 1 1 (κ^2+1)^{3/2}

is equivalent to (κ^2 + 1)^2 − (κ^4 + 2κ^2) > 0, which holds true for every κ > 0. Therefore we can always pick γ as in (3.20).

In view of (3.14), we have

σ_{λ,γ} (1) = 1 − 2πγ { 1 κ − 1 √ κ^2 + 1 − exp(−2λ √ κ^2 + 1) √ κ^2 + 1 − exp(−2λκ) κ } . It is easy to see that lim_{λ→0} σ_{λ,γ} (1) = 1 + 4πγ √ κ^2 + 1 > 0. Now if γ satisfies the lower bound in (3.20), we have that lim λ→+∞ σ_{λ,γ} (1) = 1 − 2πγ { 1 κ − 1 √ κ^2 + 1 } < 0. Therefore (3.21) follows, for a unique λ_∗ = λ_∗(γ, κ) thanks to (3.15). We now prove (3.23), where the assumption on the upper bound in (3.21) will be used.

Indeed, we consider the smooth function g_{λ,γ} : [1, ∞) → R, given by g_{λ,γ} (x) = x^2 − 2πγ { 1 κ − 1 √ κ^2 + x^2 − exp(−2λ √ κ^2 + x^2) √ κ^2 + x^2 − exp(−2λκ) κ } . Then g^′_{λ,γ} (x) = 2x ( 1 − πγ (κ^2 + x^2)^{3/2} − πγ exp(−2λ √ κ^2 + x^2) (κ^2 + x^2)^{3/2} − 2πγλ exp(−2λ √ κ^2 + x^2) κ^2 + x^2 ) .

We want g^′_{λ,γ} (x) > 0 for every λ > 0 and x ≥ 1, which holds true provided πγ < 1 sup_{λ>0x≥1} (_1

(κ^2+x^2)^{3/2} + exp(−2λ √ κ^2+x^2) (κ^2+x^2)^{3/2} +

2λ exp(−2λ √ κ^2+x^2) κ^2+x^2 ).

But since the (maximized) function in the denominator is decreasing in x and λ, this is equivalent to πγ < 1 2 (κ^2+1)^{3/2}

which is our assumed upper bound in (3.20). It is now clear hat as long as γ satisfies (3.20), we have that g^′_{λ,γ} (x) > 0 for every λ > 0 and x ≥ 1. This completes the proof of (3.23) since σ_{λ,γ} (ℓ) = g_{λ,γ} (ℓ) for every ℓ ≥ 1.

We will consider the subspaces of Sobolev spaces which are invariant under the rotations

R(2) := {( 0 1 1 0 ) , ( −1 0 0 1 )} . In the following, for j ∈ N, we define H^j_{p,R} := { v ∈ H^j_{loc}(R^2 ) : v is 2πZ^2-periodic and v(Mt) = v(t), M ∈ R(2), t ∈ R^2 }

and we put L^2_{p,R} := H^0_{p,R}. Note that L^2_{p,R} is a Hilbert space with scalar product (u, v) → ⟨u, v⟩_L2_{([−π,π]}2_) := ∫ [−π,π]^2 u(t)v(t) dt for u, v ∈ L^2_{p,R}. Then the functions e_k in (3.12) form an orthonormal basis for L^2_{p,R}. Moreover, H^j_{p,R} ⊂ L^2_{p,R} is characterized as the subspace of all functions v ∈ L^2_{p,R} such that ∑ k∈N^2 (1 + |k|^2)^j ⟨v, e_k⟩^2_L2_{([−π,π]}2_) < ∞.

Therefore, H^j_{p,R} is also a Hilbert space with scalar product (u, v) → ⟨u, v⟩_Hj_{p,R} := ∑ k∈N^2 (1 + |k|^2)^j ⟨u, e_k⟩_L2_{([−π,π]}2_)⟨v, e_k⟩_L2_{([−π,π]}2_) for u, v ∈ H^j_{p,R}.

We consider the eigenscapces corresponding to σ_{λ,γ} (ℓ), given by V_ℓ := span{e_k : |k| = ℓ} (3.24) and P_ℓ : L^2_{p,R} → V_ℓ be the L^2-orthogonal projection on V_ℓ. We will denote by V^⊥_ℓ to L^2- complement of V_ℓ, which is given by V^⊥_ℓ := {v ∈ V_ℓ : P_ℓv = 0}.

Obviously, the direct-sum ⨁ ℓ∈N V_ℓ provides a complete decomposition of L^2_{p,R}. More precisely for any v ∈ L^2_{p,R}, we can write it as v = ∑ ℓ∈N P_ℓv.

Moreover, by (3.13), we have L_λ(v) = σ_{λ,γ} (ℓ)v for all v ∈ V_ℓ. (3.25) It is easy to see that V_1 ∩ C^{0,α}_{p,R} = span{v} = Rv with v(t_1, t_2) = cos(t_1) + cos(t_2). (3.26) We also consider the nonlinear operator F defined in (3.1), and we note that F maps O∩C^{2,α}_{p,R} into C^{0,α}_{p,R}. Consider the open set U := {(λ, u) ∈ R × C^{2,α}_{p,R} : λ > 0, u > −λ} ⊂ R × C^{2,α}_{p,R}. The proof of our main theorem will be completed by applying the Crandall-Rabinowitz bifurcation theorem to the smooth nonlinear operator G : U ⊂ R × C^{2,α}_{p,R} → C^{0,α}_{p,R}, G(λ, u) = F(λ + u) − F(λ). (3.27) We have the following Proposition 3.4. Let γ satisfy (3.20). Then there exists a unique λ_∗ = λ_∗(γ, κ) > 0 such that the linear operator L_{λ∗} = D_uG(λ_∗, 0) has the following properties.

(i) The kernel N(L_{λ∗} ) of L_{λ∗} is given by N(L_{λ∗} ) = V_1 = Rv, v(t_1, t_2) = cos(t_1) + cos(t_2). (3.28) (ii) The range R(L_{λ∗} ) of L_{λ∗} is given by R(L_{λ∗} ) = C^{0,α}_{p,R} ∩ V^⊥_1 . (iii) Finally, ∂_λ | |_{λ=λ∗} Lλv = ∂λ | |_{λ=λ∗} σλ,γ (1)v ∉ R(Lλ_∗ ). (3.29) Proof. For γ satisfying (3.20), by Lemma 3.3, there exists a unique λ_∗ = λ_∗(γ, κ) > 0 such that σ_{λ∗,γ} (1) = 0 and σ_{λ∗,γ} (ℓ) > 0 for all ℓ ∈ N \ {1}. Hence by (3.25), we have that L_{λ∗} v = 0 if and only if v ∈ V_1. This with (3.26) prove (i).

We now prove (ii). We pick f ∈ C^{0,α}_{p,R} ∩V^⊥_1 ⊂ L^2_{p,R} ∩V^⊥_1 . Then using Fourier decomposition, (3.25), (3.16) and (3.23), we have a unique w ∈ H^2_{p,R} ∩ V^⊥_1 , such that L_{λ∗} w = f in R^2 .

The proof of (ii) finishes once we show that w ∈ C^{2,α}_{loc} (R^2 ).

By Morrey’s embedding, w ∈ H^2_{loc}(R^2 ) ⊂ C^{0,α}_{loc} (R^2 ), for every α ∈ (0, 1). We then have − Δw = γw(t) ∫ R^2 G_κ (|r|) dr − γw(t) ∫ R^2 G_κ ( (|r|^2 + 4λ^2)^{1/2} ) dr − F (t), (3.30) where F (t) := ∫ R^2 w(t − r)G_κ (|r|) dr + ∫ R^2 w(t − r)G_κ ( (|r|^2 + 4λ^2_∗)^{1/2} ) dr.

Then for every t ∈ R^2 |F (t)| ≤ ‖w‖_C0,α_{(R}2_) (∫ R^2 G_κ (|r|) dr + ∫ R^2 G_κ ( (|r|^2 + 4λ^2_∗)^{1/2} ) dr )

≤ C‖w‖_C0,α_{(R}2_). It is also easy to see that for t, t ∈ R^2 |F (t) − F (t)| ≤ C‖w‖_C0,α_{(R}2_)|t − t|^α. We then obtain that F ∈ C^{0,α}(R^2 ), for every α ∈ (0, 1). Now by (3.30) and standard elliptic regularity theory, w ∈ C^{2,α}_{loc} (R^2 ) for every α ∈ (0, 1). Hence (ii) follows. It remains to prove (3.29), which follows from (3.15) and the identity ∂_λ | | λ=λ_∗ L_λv = ∂_λ | | λ=λ_∗ σ_{λ,γ} (1)v. (3.31)

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Thanks to (3.4), we can apply the Crandall-Rabinowitz Theorem (see [13, Theorem 1.7]), to have

Proposition 3.5. There exists s_0 > 0, only depending on κ and γ, and a smooth curve

(−s_0, s_0) → (0, ∞) × C^{2,α}_{p,R}, s → (λ_s, u_s) (3.32)

such that

(i) For every s ∈ (−s_0, s_0)

G(λ_s, u_s) = F(λ_s + u_s) − F(λ_s) = 0. (3.33)

(ii) λ_0 = λ_∗. (iii) u_s = s ( v + v_s ) for all s ∈ (−s_0, s_0), with a smooth curve (−s_0, s_0) → C^{2,α}_{p,R}, s → v_s satisfying v_0 = 0 and ∫ [−π,π]^2 vs(t)v(t)dt = 0. 4. Periodic lamellae and proof of Theorem 1.2 For ε ∈ R \ {0}, with |ε| small, we define

L^ε_ψ = Ω_ψ + 1 |ε| Ze_3 = ⋃ p∈Z ( Ω_ψ + ( 0, 0, p |ε| )) ,

where as above ψ ∈ C^{2,α}_{p,R} ∩ O. For x ∈ {−1, 1}, the mean curvature takes the form H_{∂L}ε_ψ ((t, ψ(t)x)) = −div ∇ψ(t) √ 1 + |∇ψ(t)|^2 , (4.1) and by a change of variable, the nonlocal part takes the form ∫ L^ε_ψ G_κ(|(t, ψ(t)x) − ξ|)dξ = ∫ R^2

∫_1 −1 ψ(s)G_κ(|(t, ψ(t)x) − (s, ψ(s)y)|)dyds

+ ∑ p∈Z_∗ ∫ R^2

∫_1 −1 ψ(s)G_κ(|(t, ψ(t)x) − (s, ψ(s)y) − (0, 0, |ε|^{−1}p)|)dyds. Now using the fact that Z_∗ = −Z_∗ and the change of variable y to −y, we see that ∫ L^ε_ψ G_κ(|(t, −ψ(t)) − ξ|)dξ = ∫ L^ε_ψ G_κ(|(t, ψ(t)) − ξ|)dξ. This implies, in particular, that for every x ∈ {−1, 1}, t ∈ R^2 and |ε| <^1_{2λ} , H_{∂L}ε_ψ ((t, λx)) = γλ ∑ p∈Z ∫ R^2

∫_1 −1 G_κ ( (|r|^2 + (λ(1 − y) − |ε|^{−1}p)^2)^{1/2} ) dydr. Namely L^ε_λ is an equilibrium pattern for every λ > 0, with |ε| <^1_{2λ} .

Recalling (3.1), we get

H_Lε_ψ ((t, ψ(t)x)) = H_{∂L}ε_ψ ((t, ψ(t))) + ∫ L^ε_ψ G_κ(|(t, ψ(t)) − ξ|)dξ

= F(ψ)(t) + ∑ p∈Z_∗ ∫ R^2

∫_1 −1 ψ(s)G_κ (| |(t, ψ(t)) − (s, ψ(s)y) − (0, 0, |ε|^{−1}p) | |) dyds, (4.2)

where F : O → C^{0,α}(R^2 ) is as in the previous section, is given by

F(ψ)(t) := −div ∇ψ(t) √ 1 + |∇ψ(t)|^2 + γ ∫ R^2

∫_1 −1 ψ(s)G_κ(|(t, ψ(t)) − (s, ψ(s)y)|)dyds. (4.3) We now define ^F : R \ {0} × O → C^{0,α}(R^2 ) by ^F(ε, ψ)(t) := ∑ p∈Z_∗ ∫ R^2

∫_1 −1 ψ(s)G_κ (| |(t, ψ(t)) − (s, ψ(s)y) − (0, 0, |ε|^{−1}p) | |) dyds. (4.4)

By similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 3.1, we can deduce that D ^F(ε, ψ)[w](t) = ∑ p∈Z_∗ ∫ R^2

(w(t − r) − w(t))G_κ((|r|^2 + (ψ(t) − ψ(t − r) + |ε|^{−1}p)^2)^{1/2})dr

+ ∑ p∈Z_∗ ∫ R^2

(w(t − r) + w(t))G_κ((|r|^2 + (ψ(t) + ψ(t − r) + |ε|^{−1}p)^2)^{1/2})dr.

Let U_λ be a neighborhood of λ > 0 in O. Then there exists ε, c > 0, only depending on U_λ and κ, such that for |ε| ∈ (0, ε) and ψ ∈ U_λ, we have

G_κ((|r|^2 + (φ(t) − φ(t − r) + |ε|^{−1}p)^2)^{1/2}) ≤ G_κ (( |r|^2 + c^2|ε|^{−2}p^2 )_{1/2}) .

Therefore by a change of variable and (2.8), if |ε| ∈ (0, ε) and ψ ∈ U_λ, then

‖D ^F(ε, φ)[w]‖_C0,α_{(R}2_) ≤ 4‖w‖_C0,α_{(R}2_) ∑ p∈Z_∗ ∫ R^2 G_κ (( |r|^2 + c^2|ε|^{−2}p^2 )_{1/2}) dr

≤ 4c‖w‖_C0,α_{(R}2_) ∑ p∈Z_∗ |ε|^{−1}|p| ∫ R^2 G_{κc} |p|_{|ε|} (( |t|^2 + 1 )_{1/2}) dt ≤ 4c‖w‖_C0,α_{(R}2_)|ε| ∑ p∈Z_∗ |p|^{−1} exp ( −κc|p||ε|^{−1} )

≤ 4c‖w‖_C0,α_{(R}2_)|ε| exp ( − κ 2 c|ε|^{−1} ) . Up to decreasing ε and choosing a smaller neighborhood of λ, we can easily see that ^F extends to a smooth function (−ε, ε) × U_λ → C^{0,α}(R^2 ) with D^k ^F(0, ψ) = 0 for all ψ ∈ U_λ and k ∈ N. In view of (4.3),(4.4) and (4.2), we define N_λ : (−ε, ε) × U_λ ∩ C^{2,α}_{p,R} → C^{0,α}_{p,R} by (ε, ψ) → N_λ(ε, ψ)(t) := F(ψ)(t) + γ ^F(ε, ψ)(t) = H_Lε_λ ((t, ψ(t))), (4.5) In the following, we let γ satisfy (3.20),

Instead of applying the Crandall-Rabinowitz Theorem [13, Theorem 1.7], we will use the same argument of its proof, mainly based on the Implicit Function Theorem. More precisely, we apply the latter theorem to solve the equation M = 0, with the function M : (−ε, ε) × (−λ_∗/8, λ_∗/8) × (1/2, 3/2) × C^{2,α}_{p,R} → C^{0,α}_{p,R}, given by M(ε, s, δ, v)(t) := N_{λ∗} (ε, δλ_∗ + s(v + v))(t) − N_{λ∗} (ε, δλ_∗) s (4.6) = ∫_1 0 D_ψN_{λ∗} (ε, δλ_∗ + ϱs(v + v)))[v + v](t)dϱ. It is clear that M is smooth in (−ε, ε) × (−λ_∗/8, λ_∗/8) × (1/2, 3/2) × B_C2,α_{p,R} (0, 1/8). Now from Proposition 3.4(i), we have that M(0, 0, 1, 0) = L_{λ∗} (v) = 0. We also have that D_vM(0, 0, 1, 0) = L_{λ∗} : C^{2,α}_{p,R} ∩ V^⊥_1 → C^{0,α}_{p,R} ∩ V^⊥_1 is an isomorphism by Proposition 3.4(ii). Moreover, by Proposition 3.4(iii), D_δM(0, 0, 1, 0) : R → V_1 is an isomorphism. From these, we can now apply the implicit function theorem to get s_0, ε_0 > 0 and a smooth curve (−ε_0, ε_0) × (−s_0, s_0) → (1/2, 3/2) × C^{2,α}_{p,R} ∩ V^⊥_1 , (ε, s) → (δ_{ε,s}, v_{ε,s}) with δ_{0,0} = 1 and v_{0,0} = 0 such that M(ε, s, δ_{ε,s}, v_{ε,s}) = 0 on C^{0,α}_{p,R}.

From this together with (4.6) and (4.5), we conclude that, for every t ∈ R^2 , F(λ_{ε,s} + s(v + v_{ε,s}))(t) + γ ^F(ε, λ_{ε,s} + s(v + v_{ε,s}))(t) = F(λ_{ε,s}) + γ ^F(ε, λ_{ε,s}) (4.7) where we have set λ_{ε,s} := δ_{ε,s}λ_∗. This ends the first part of the proof of Theorem 1.2. It follows from the uniqueness, inherent to the construction, that λ_{0,s} = λ_s and v_{0,s} = v_s, for all s ∈ (−s_0, s_0), where λ_s and v_s are given by Theorem 1.1.

4.0.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2 (completed). The existence of the smooth curve of equilibrium patterns L^ε_{ψε,s} follows from the identity (4.7). Obviously ψ_{0,s} = φ_s as a consequence of the uniqueness form the Crandall-Rabinowitz theorem.

5. Periodic lattice of near-cylinders and near-spheres 5.1. Some preliminary and notations. Let M ∈ N with 1 ≤ M ≤ N. Let {a_1; . . . ; a_M } be a basis of R^M . We recall from the first section the M-dimensional Bravais lattice in R^N :

L^M = {_N ∑ i=1 k_ia_i : k = (k_1, . . . , k_M ) ∈ Z^N } ⊂ R^N . (5.1)

Throughout this paper, we will put L^M_∗ := L^M \ {0} and Z^M_∗ := Z^M \ {0}. We let S^{N−1} be the unit sphere on R^N . We denote by S_k the finite dimensional subspace of spherical harmonics of degree k on S^{N−1}, and by (Y^i_k )_{k∈N, i=1,...,nk} an orthonormal basis of S_k. It is well known that n_0 = 1 with Y^1_0 (θ) =^1√_{|SN−1|} and n_1 = N with Y^i_1 (θ) =^{θi}√_{|BN |} , for each i = 1, . . . , N. We recall that −Δ_SN−1 Y = k(k + N − 2)Y , for every Y ∈ S_k. Moreover for a function f : (0, 2) → R_+ , with

∫_2 0 f(t)(t(2 − t))^{N−3}2 dt < ∞, by the Funck-Hecke formula, see [16, page 247], for k ≥ 1 and θ ∈ S^{N−1}, we have ∫ S^{N−1} (Y (θ) − Y (σ))f(|θ − σ|) dσ = μ_kY (θ), for every Y ∈ S_k, for some real number μ_k ≥ 0. From this, we deduce that

μ_k = 1 2 ∫ S^{N−1} ∫ S^{N−1} (Y^i_k (θ) − Y^i_k (σ))^2f(|θ − σ|) dσdθ for every i = 1, . . . , n_k.

For a function w ∈ L^2(S^{N−1}), we can decompose it as w = ∑ k∈N n_k∑

i=1 w^i_kY^i_k , with w^i_k = ∫ S^{N−1} w(σ)Y^i_k (σ) dσ. For j ∈ N, we define the Sobolev spaces

H^j (S^{N−1}) = { w ∈ L^2(S^{N−1}) : ∑ k∈N n_k∑

i=1 (1 + |k|^2)^j(w^i_k)^2 < ∞ } (5.2) and H^j_e(S^{N−1}) = {w ∈ H^j (S^{N−1}) : w is even}. (5.3)

We define also Hölder spaces C^{j,α}_e (S^{N−1}) := { ϕ ∈ C^{j,α}(S^{N−1}), ϕ(−θ) = ϕ(θ) }

endowed with usual Hölder norm of C^{j,α}(S^{N−1}).

Following [5], for a fixed e ∈ S^{N−1} and a Lipschitz continuous map of rotations S^{N−1} → SO(N), θ → R_θ with the property that S_e := {θ ∈ S^{N−1} : θ · e ≥ 0} ⊂ {θ ∈ S^{N−1} : R_θe = θ}. (5.4) Example 5.1 ( [5]). Consider the map θ → R_θ defined as follows. For θ ∈ S^{N−1} with θ · e ≥ 0, we let R_θ be the rotation of the angle arccos θ · e which maps e to θ and keeps all vectors perpendicular to θ and e fixed. We then extend the map θ → R_θ to all of S^{N−1} as an even map with respect to reflection at the hyperplane {θ ∈ R^N : θ · e = 0}.

It is easy to see that |R_θσ − θ| = |e − σ| for all θ ∈ S_e and σ ∈ S^{N−1}. (5.5) Moreover, the Lipschitz property of the map θ → R_θ implies that there is a constant C > 0 with ‖R_{θ1} − R_{θ2} ‖ ≤ C|θ_1 − θ_2| for all θ_1, θ_2 ∈ S^{N−1}, (5.6) where, here and in the following, ‖ · ‖ denotes the usual operator norm. We put D := {ϕ ∈ C^{2,α}(S^{N−1}) : ϕ > 0}. For every φ ∈ D, we let F_φ : R_+ × S^{N−1} → R^N , F_φ(r, σ) := rσφ(σ). (5.7) The map F_φ defines a parameterization of the set B^N_φ := F_φ([0, 1) × S^{N−1}). (5.8) We will denote S^{N−1}_φ := ∂B^N_φ = F (1, S^{N−1}). See e.g. [5], the unit outer normal of B^N_φ at a point F_φ(1, σ), σ ∈ S^{N−1}, is given by

ν_φ(F_φ(1, σ)) = ϕ(σ)σ − ∇φ(σ) √ ϕ^2(σ) + |∇φ(σ)|^2

(5.9)

and for every continuous function f on R^N , we have ∫ S^{N−1} φ f(y) dV (y) = ∫ S^{N−1} [f ∘ F_φ(1, ·)](σ)Γ_φ(σ) dσ with Γ_φ = φ^{N−2} √ φ^2 + |∇φ|^2.

(5.10) Moreover letting A(φ) = ∫ S^{N−1} Γ_φ(σ) dσ, then differentiating A, we get DA(φ)[v] = ∫ S^{N−1} H(φ)(σ)v(σ) dσ, where H(φ)(σ) = H_SN−1_φ (φ(σ)σ) is the mean curvature operator of ∂B^N_φ = S^{N−1}_ϕ and is given by H(φ) = −div φ^{N−2}∇φ √ φ^2 + |∇φ|^2

+ (N − 2) φ^{N−3} √ φ^2 + |∇φ|^2 + φ^{N−1} (φ^2 + |∇φ|^2)^{−1/2}

. (5.11)

5.1.1. From 2D near-balls to 3D near-cylinders. We define the perturbed cylinder C_φ := { (r, θ, t) ∈ R_+ × S^1 × R : r < φ(θ) } = B^2_φ × R. (5.12) We then consider the lattice of cylinders

C^ε_φ := ⋃ p∈L^M ( C_φ + p |ε| ) = ⋃ p∈L^M ( C_φ + ( p |ε| , 0 )) , where φ : S → (0, ∞) is an even and L^M is the M-dimensional Bravais lattice, with M ≤ 2. We note that the integral of the Yukawa interaction G_κ in the t direction gives 2K_0 which is the 2-dimensional screened Coulomb potential. Our problem is therefore reduced to find spherical lattices of equilibrium pattern in R^2 . Indeed, for a point Z_0 = (φ(θ)θ, t) ∈ ∂C_φ, the Yukawa interaction takes the form ∫ C^ε_φ G_κ(|Z_0 − Z|)dZ = ∑ p∈L^M ∫ C_φ G_κ(|Z_0 − Z − p |ε| |)dZ

= ∫ C^ε_φ G_κ(|Z_0 − Z|)dZ + ∑ p∈L^M ∫ C_φ G_κ(|Z_0 − Z − p |ε| |)dZ

= ∫ B^2_φ ∫ R G_κ(|(φ(θ)θ, t) − (y, s) − p |ε| |)dsdy + ∑ p∈L^M ∫ B^2_φ ∫ R G_κ(|(φ(θ)θ, t) − (y, s)|)dsdy. By (2.4), ∫ R G_κ ( (r^2 + δ^2)^{1/2} ) dr = 2K_0(κδ), where as before K_0 is the modified Bessel function of the second kind of order 0. We then deduce that ∫ C^ε_φ G_κ(|Z_0 − Z|)dZ = 2 ∫ B^2_φ K_0(κ|(φ(θ)θ) − y|)dy + 2 ∑ p∈L^M_∗ ∫ B^2_φ

K_0 ( κ|(φ(θ)θ) − y − p |ε| | ) dy. Since the mean curvature H_{Cφ} does not depend on t, from the computations above, H_Cε_φ does not depend on t. We are therefore reduce to find near-ball lattices B^2_φ +^1_{|ε|} L^M in R^2 with Yukawa potential (or screened Coulomb potential) 2K_0. We will therefore treat simultaneously the 2D and 3D cases. For that, we define G_{κ,N} (r) := { 2K_0(κr) for N = 2

G_κ(r) for N = 3.

(5.13)

5.2. Lattices of perturbed balls in 2D and 3D. For |ε| small and ϕ ∈ D, we then define B^ε_ϕ := ⋃ p∈L^M ( B^N_ϕ + p |ε| ) = B^N_ϕ + 1 |ε| L^M . We will consider in this section the Yukawa potential G_{κ,N} defined in (5.13). For Z_0 = θϕ(θ) ∈ ∂B^N_ϕ , we have

H_Bε_ϕ (Z_0) = H_{∂B}N_ϕ (Z_0) + γ ∫ B^ε_ϕ G_{κ,N} (|Z_0 − Z|)dZ. (5.14) The Yukawa interaction takes the form ∫ B^ε_ϕ G_{κ,N} (|Z_0 − Z|)dZ = ∑ p∈L^M ∫ B^N_ϕ G_{κ,N} (|Z_0 − Z − p |ε| |)dZ

= ∫ B^N_ϕ G_{κ,N} (|Z_0 − Z|)dZ + ∑ p∈L^M_∗ ∫ B^N_ϕ G_{κ,N} (|Z_0 − Z − p |ε| |)dZ. We define the following maps D → C^{0,α}(S^{N−1}), F_0(ϕ)(θ) := ∫ B^N_ϕ G_{κ,N} (|Z_0 − Z|)dZ, (5.15)

R \ {0} × D → C^{0,α}(S^{N−1}), F_p(ε, ϕ)(θ) := ∫ B^N_ϕ G_{κ,N} (|Z_0 − Z − p |ε| |)dZ (5.16) and F : R \ {0} × D → C^{0,α}(S), F(ε, ϕ)(θ) := ∑ p∈L^M_∗ ∫ B^N_ϕ G_{κ,N} (|Z_0 − Z − p |ε| |)dZ. (5.17) We observe that for any neighborhood U of 1 in D, there exist constants C, ε_0 > 0 (depending only on κ and L^M ) such that for every |ε| ∈ (0, ε_0) and any p ∈ L^M_∗ |F_p(ε, ϕ)(θ)| ≤ C|p|^{−1/2}|ε|^{1/2} exp ( −κ|p| 2|ε| ) , for every φ ∈ U and θ ∈ S^{N−1} and ‖F(ε, ϕ)‖_C0,α_{(S}N−1_) ≤ exp(−c|ε|^{−1}), for every φ ∈ U and θ ∈ S^{N−1}, (5.18) for some c > 0 depending only on α, N, κ and L^M .

It follows that F extends smoothly in a neighborhood of (0, 1) in R × D. Now we define the mean curvature operator H : D → C^{0,α}(S^{N−1}) (computed in (5.11)) by H(ϕ)(θ) = H_{∂B}N_ϕ (ϕ(θ)). (5.19) We define Q : R × D → C^{0,α}(S^{N−1}) by Q(ε, ϕ) := H(ϕ) + γF_0(ϕ) + γF(ε, ϕ) (5.20) and we note that from (5.14), H_Bε_ϕ (θϕ(θ)) = Q(ε, ϕ)(θ).

Our aim is to apply the implicit function theorem to solve the equation Q(ε, ϕ) − Q(0, 1) = 0. (5.21) Let us then study the linearization of D_ϕQ(0, 1).

Lemma 5.2. The map Q : D → C^{0,α}(S^{N−1}) is smooth. Moreover for every λ > 0 and w ∈ C^{2,α}(S^{N−1}), we have D_ϕQ(0, 1)[w](θ) = −Δ_SN−1 w(θ) − (N − 1)w(θ) − γ ∫ S^{N−1} (w(θ) − w(σ))G_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|) dσ + γw(θ) ∫ S^{N−1} (1 − θ · σ)G_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|) dσ. (5.22) The proof of this result is not immediate (at least for N = 2). We therefore postpone its proof to Section 6 below.

Lemma 5.3. We define the linear operator L := D_uQ(0, 1) : C^{2,α}(S^{N−1}) → C^{0,α}(S^{N−1}).

Then the spherical harmonics Y^i_k are the eigenfunctions of L and moreover L(Y^i_k (θ)) = σ_γ (k)Y^i_k (θ), with eigenvalues σ_γ (k) = λ_k − λ_1 − γ(μ_k − μ_1), (5.23) where λ_k = k(k + N − 2) and, for i = 1, . . . , n_k, μ_k = 1 2 ∫ S^{N−1}×S^{N−1} (Y^i_k (θ) − Y^i_k (σ))^2G_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|)dθdσ. Proof. Using Fourier decomposition in spherical harmonics, see Section 5.1, we easily deduce that σ_γ (k) = λ_k − (N − 1) + γ ∫ S^{N−1} (1 − θ · σ)G_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|) dσ − γ 2 ∫ S^{N−1}×S^{N−1} (Y_k(θ) − Y_k(σ))^2G_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|) dθdσ, for every Y_k ∈ S_k. We have that ∫ S^{N−1} (1 − θ · σ)G_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|) dσ = 1 2 N∑ i=1 ∫ S^{N−1} (θ_i − σ_i)^2G_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|) dσ

= |B^N | 2 N∑ i=1 ∫ S^{N−1} (Y^i_1 (θ) − Y^i_1 (σ))^2G_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|) dσ

= N|B^N | 2 ∫ S^{N−1} (Y^i_1 (θ) − Y^i_1 (σ))^2G_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|) dσ.

Since the integral on the left hand side above does not depend on θ, integrating the above equality and using that |S^{N−1}| = N|B^N |, we get ∫ S^{N−1}×S^{N−1} (1 − θ · σ)G_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|) dσdθ = 1 2 ∫ S^{N−1}×S^{N−1} (Y^i_1 (θ) − Y^i_1 (σ))^2G_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|) dσdθ

= μ_1.

The following result will be useful in order to study the invertibility of the linearized operator on the space of even function.

Lemma 5.4. We let

γ_N := min ( λ_1 μ_1

, inf_{k≥2} λ_k − λ_1 μ_k − μ_1 ) . (5.24)

Then for every γ ∈ (0, γ_N )

σ_γ (k) > 0 for all k ≥ 2, σ_γ (0) < 0 (5.25) and lim_{k→∞} σ_γ (k)

k^2

= 1. (5.26)

Proof. We observe that, for N = 3,

μ_k ≤ μ^0_k := 1 2 ∫ S^{N−1}×S^{N−1} (Y^i_k (θ) − Y^i_k (σ))^2G_{0,N} (|θ − σ|)dθdσ, and μ^0_k is the eigenvalues of the well known hypersingular Riesz operator on the sphere ( [17, Section 7]). In this case, we have that lim_{k→∞}^{λk}_{μ0k} = ∞, see e.g. [17, Section 7].

For N = 2, we have Y^1_k (cos(x), sin(x)) =^{cos(kx)}_{π1/2} and Y^2_k (cos(x), sin(x)) =^{cos(kx)}_{π1/2} . Moreover K_0(κr) ≤ C| log(κr)|. Therefore, we can estimate

μ^0_k ≤ C ∫_{2π} 0 (cos(kx) − cos(ky))^2| log(|κ √ 1 − cos(x − y)|)|dxdy ≤ C ∫_π 0 ∫_π 0 | log(κ √ 2| sin(x − y)|)|dxdy, with C independent on k. Since μ_i ≠ μ_j for i ≠ j, we can therefore define

γ_N := min ( λ_1 μ_1

, inf_{k≥2} λ_k − λ_1 μ_k − μ_1 ) . It follows that for every γ ∈ (0, γ_N ), we have σ_γ (0) < 0 and σ_γ (k) > 0 for every k ≥ 2.

We then have the following result.

Lemma 5.5. Let γ ∈ (0, γ_N ). Then the linear map L_e := L | |_{C2,αe (SN−1)} : C^{2,α}_e (S^{N−1}) → C^{0,α}_e (S^{N−1}) is an isomorphism.

Proof. By Lemma 5.4 the elements of the Kernel of L correspond with the eigenvalue σ_γ (1) which is the eigenvalues corresponding to the first non-constant spherical harmonics Y^1_1 and Y^2_1 which are odd. This implies that the kernel of L_e is {0}. By Lemma 5.4, for every f ∈ Y ∈ L^2_e(S^{N−1}), there exists a unique w ∈ H^2_e (S^{N−1}) such that L(w) = f. Since 2 ≤ N ≤ 3, by Morrey’s embedding theorem, w ∈ C^{0,α}(S^{N−1}) for every α ∈ (0, 1). We define F (θ) = ∫ S^{N−1} (w(θ) − w(σ))G_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|)dσ so that L(w) = −Δ_SN−1 w(θ) − λ_1w(θ) + 2γμ_1w(θ) − 2γF (θ) = f. (5.27) Then for every θ ∈ S^{N−1}, |F (θ)| ≤ C‖w‖_C0,α_{(S}N−1_) ∫ S |θ − σ|^αG_{κ,N} (|θ − σ|)dσ ≤ C‖w‖_C0,α_{(S}N−1_). (5.28) We fix e ∈ S^{N−1} and R_θ be given by Example 5.1. Thanks to (5.5), a change of variable gives F (θ) = ∫ S^{N−1} (w(θ) − w(R_θσ))G_{κ,N} (|e − σ|)dσ. By (5.5) and (5.6), for all θ_1, θ_2 ∈ S_e and σ ∈ S^{N−1}, we have |(w(θ_1) − w(R_{θ1} σ)) − (w(θ_2) − w(R_{θ2} σ))| ≤ C‖w‖_C0,α_{(S)} ∫ S min(|e − σ|^α, |θ_1 − θ_2|^α). We assume that |θ_1 − θ_2| ≤ 1/4. Then by (2.3), we have |F (θ_1) − F (θ_2)| ≤ C‖w‖_C0,α_{(S}N−1_) ∫ S^{N−1} min(|e − σ|^α, |θ_1 − θ_2|^α)|e − σ|^{−1}dσ ≤ C‖w‖_C0,α_{(S}N−1_) ∫ |e−σ|<|θ_1−θ_2| |e − σ|^{−1+α}dσ + C‖w‖_C0,α_{(S}N−1_)|θ_1 − θ_2|^α ∫ 1>|e−σ|≥|θ_1−θ_2| |e − σ|^{−1}dσ ≤ C‖w‖_C0,α_{(S}N−1_)|θ_1 − θ_2|^α(− log(|θ_1 − θ_2|)).

From this and (5.28), it then follows that F ∈ C^{0,β}(S^{N−1}) for every β ∈ (0, 1). Now from (5.27), we can apply standard elliptic regularity estimates to deduce that w ∈ C^{2,β}_e (S^{N−1}).

5.2.1. Proof of Theorem 1.3 and 1.4 (completed). We recall that the function

Q : R × C^{2,α}_e (S^{N−1}) ∩ D → C^{0,α}_e (S^{N−1})

is well-defined and smooth in a neighborhood of (0, 1) ∈ R × C^{2,α}_e (S^{N−1}) ∩ D. Moreover, by Lemma 5.5, the linear map D_φQ(0, 1) = L_e : X → Y is an isomorphism. We can therefore apply the implicit function theorem to obtain a constant ε_0 > 0 and a smooth curve (−ε_0, ε_0) −→ X, ε → ω_ε (5.29) such that ‖ω_ε‖_C2,α_{(S}N−1_) → 0 as ε → 0 and

Q(ε, ω_ε) = Q(0, 1) on C^{0,α}_e (S^{N−1}). (5.30) Moreover it is easy to see from (5.18) and (5.30) that

‖ω_ε‖_C2,α_{(S}N−1_) ≤ ‖L^{−1}_e (F(ε, 1 + ω_ε))‖_C2,α_{(S}N−1_) ≤ e^{− c|ε|} , (5.31) for some positive constants c.

5.3. Remarks on the perturbations of near-cylinders and near-balls. The aim of this section is to show that the perturbation φ_ε and ϕ_ε from Theorem 1.3 and 1.4 are not constant in the respective lower dimensional lattice M = 1 (for cylinder) and 1 ≤ M ≤ 2 (for the balls). This is equivalent to show that C^ε_1 and B^ε_1 are not equilibrium patterns, for small ε. Proposition 5.6. Let φ_ε and ϕ_ε be given by Theorem 1.3 and 1.4, respectively, and let 1 ≤ M ≤ N, with N = 2, 3. Then

φ_ε(θ) = 1 − L^{−1}_e (U_ε)(θ) + ε^{5/2}O ∑ p∈L^M_∗ |p|^{−3/2}e^{−κ |p|ε} and ϕ_ε(θ) = 1 − L^{−1}_e (V_ε)(θ) + ε^2O ∑ p∈L^M_∗ |p|^{−1}e^{−κ |p|ε} .

Here (L_e)^{−1} : C^{0,α}_e (S^{N−1}) → C^{2,α}_e (S^{N−1}) denotes the inverse of L_e (see 5.5). Moreover

U_ε(θ) = ∑ p∈L^M_∗ cosh ( κ θ · p |p| ) ξ_ε(|p|), V_ε(θ) = ∑ p∈L^M_∗ cosh ( κ θ · p |p| ) ζ_ε(|p|), with

ξ_ε(ℓ) = c_2 √ π √ 2 ε^{3/2} ℓ^{5/2} e^{−κ ℓε} , ξ_ε(ℓ) = c_3 ε ℓ e^{−κ ℓε} , where c_N := ∫ B^N e^{−κy·e1} dy. Moreover if M = 1 then φ_ε is not constant and if M ≤ 2 then ϕ_ε is not constant.

Proof. We consider the function f_ε : S^1 → R, given by

f_ε(θ) = ∫ C^ε_1 \C_1 G_κ(|θ − y − p ε |)dy = 2 ∑ p∈L^M_∗ ∫ B^2_1 K_0(κ|θ − z − p ε |)dz. For ε > 0, we write |θ − z − p ε | = |p| ε (1 + m_ε)^{1/2} = |p| ε ( 1 + 1 2 m_ε + O(ε^2/|p|) ) , where m_ε = ε^2|y − θ| + 2ε(y − θ) · p |p|^2 . Therefore |θ − z − p ε | = |p| ε ( 1 + ε(y − θ) · p |p|^2 + O(ε^2/|p|) ) . By (2.2),

K_0(r) ∼ √ π √ 2 r^{−1/2}e^{−r} as r → +∞. We then deduce that, as ε → 0, 2 √ 2 √ π K_0(|θ − z − p ε |) = |p|^{−1/2} ε^{−1/2} ( 1 − ε(y − θ) · p 2|p|^2 + O(ε^2/|p|) ) e^{−κ |p|ε} e^{−κ (y−θ)·p|p|} e^{O(ε)} = ( ε^{3/2} |p|^{5/2} e^{−κ |p|ε} e^{−κ (y−θ)·p|p|} + O(ε^{5/2}|p|^{−3/2}e^{−κ |p|ε} ) ) e^{O(ε)}

= ( ε^{3/2} |p|^{5/2} e^{−κ |p|ε} e^{−κ y·p|p|} e^{κ θ·p|p|} + O(ε^{5/2}|p|^{−3/2}e^{−κ |p|ε} ) ) . We define c_2 := ∫ B^2 e^{−κ y·p|p|} dy = ∫ B^2 e^{−κy·e1} dy and ξ_ε(ℓ) = c_2 √ π √ 2 ε^{3/2} ℓ^{5/2} e^{−κ ℓε} . (5.32)

To see that f_ε is not constant, it suffices to check that the map θ → U_ε(θ) := ∑ p∈L^M_∗ e^{−κ θ·p|p|} ξ_ε(|p|) is not constant. Since L^M_∗ = −L^M_∗ , we deduce that

U_ε(θ) := ∑ p∈L^M_∗ cosh ( κ θ · p |p| ) ξ_ε(|p|). We then conclude that

f_ε(θ) = ∫ C^ε_1 \C_1 G_κ(|θ − y − p ε |)dy = U_ε(θ) + ε^{5/2}O ∑ p∈L^M_∗ |p|^{−3/2}e^{−κ |p|ε} . (5.33)

Provided M = 1, we may assume that L^1 = Z × {0} ⊂ R^2 the subspace of R^2 = span{e_1, e_2} with e_1 = (1, 0) and e_2 = (0, 1). Therefore we have that e_2 · p = 0 and thus U_ε(e_2) = ∑ p∈Z_∗ ξ_ε(|p|). However U_ε(e_1) = cosh(κ) ∑ p∈Z_∗ ξ_ε(|p|). This implies that U_ε(e_1) > U_ε(e_2). That is H_C ε_1 (e_1) ≠ H_C ε_1 (e_2), for ε > 0 small.

We now turn to the sphere lattices and provide Taylor expansion of ϕ_ε in Theorem 1.4, and prove that it is not constant for M ≤ 2. We adopt the same strategy as a above. We consider the function F_ε : S^2 → R, given by

F_ε(θ) = ∫ B^ε_1\B^2_1 G_κ(|θ − y|)dy = ∑ p∈L^M_∗ ∫ B^2_1 G_κ(|θ − z − p ε |)dz. Using the Taylor expansions as above, we get G_κ(|θ − z − p ε |) = ε |p| ( 1 − ε(y − θ) · p |p|^2 + O(ε^2/|p|) ) e^{−κ |p|ε} ( 1+^{ε(y−θ)·p} |p|2 +O(ε 2/|p|) )

= ε |p| e^{−κ |p|ε} e^{O(ε)}e^{−κ(y−θ)· p|p|} (1 + O(ε^2/|p|)) = ε |p| e^{−κ |p|ε} e^{−κ(y−θ)· p|p|} + O ( ε^2 |p| e^{−κ |p|ε} ) . We define c_2 := ∫ B^3 e^{−κy· p|p|} dy = ∫ B^3 e^{−κy·e1} dy and ζ_ε(ℓ) := c_1 ε ℓ e^{−κ ℓε} . (5.34) Letting V_ε(θ) := ∑ p∈L_∗ e^{θ·p|p| κ}ζ_ε(|p|), it follows that

F_ε(θ) = ∑ p∈L^M_∗ G_κ(|θ − z − p ε |) = V_ε(θ) + ε^2O ∑ p∈L^M_∗ |p|^{−1}e^{−κ |p|ε} . (5.35)

Since L^M_∗ = −L^M_∗ , we deduce that

V_ε(θ) := ∑ p∈L^M_∗ cosh ( κ θ · p |p| ) ζ_ε(|p|) = ∑ ℓ∈N_∗ ∑ p∈E_ℓ cosh(κθ · p ℓ )ζ_ε(ℓ), where E_ℓ := {p ∈ L^M_∗ : |p| = ℓ}. We are therefore reduced to prove that V_ε is not constant. Now if M ≤ 2, then e_3 · p = 0 and thus V_ε(e_3) = ∑ ℓ∈N_∗ |E_ℓ|ζ_ε(ℓ).

We have V_ε(e_1) := ∑ ℓ∈N_∗ ∑ p∈E_ℓ cosh(κe_1 · p ℓ )ζ_ε(ℓ). It is clear that for some ℓ ∈ N_∗ , we must have ∑ p∈E_ℓ cosh(κe1 · p ℓ ) > |E_ℓ|, since e_1 cannot be perpendicular to both a_1 and a_2.

It follows from the construction, via the Implicit Function Theorem, of near-cylinder and the near- sphere lattices that, φ_ε in Theorem 1.3 has the following Taylor expansion

φ_ε = 1 − L^{−1}_e (U_ε) + ε^{5/2}O ∑ p∈L_∗ |p|^{−3/2}e^{−κ |p|ε} .

and ϕ_ε in Theorem 1.4 Taylor expands as

ϕ_ε = 1 − L^{−1}_e (V_ε) + ε^2O ∑ p∈L_∗ |p|^{−1}e^{−κ |p|ε} .

Here L_e is given by Lemma 5.5 (with the corresponding dimensions N = 2, 3) and

U_ε(θ) = ∑ p∈L^M_∗ cosh ( κ θ · p |p| ) ξ_ε(|p|), V_ε(θ) = ∑ p∈L^M_∗ cosh ( κ θ · p |p| ) ζ_ε(|p|),

with ξ_ε and ζ defined in (5.32) and (5.34) respectively. The above expressions of φ_ε and ϕ_ε follow from (5.33) and (5.35) without any restriction on M, the dimension of the lattices.

6. Appendix: Proof of Lemma 5.2 We prove the regularity of the map Q : D → C^{0,α}(S^{N−1}). We note that H and F are smooth in D and (−ε_0, ε_0) × D, for small ε_0, respectively. We will only consider F_{0,N} in the following. Recalling the notations in Section 5.1, we have the following result.

Lemma 6.1. The map F_{0,N} : D → C^{0,α}(S^{N−1}) is smooth. Moreover for every ϕ ∈ D and w ∈ C^{2,α}(S^{N−1}), DF_{0,N} (ϕ)[w](θ) = ∫ S^{N−1} (w(σ)σ − w(θ)θ) · ν_ϕ(σ)G_{κ,N} (|F_ϕ(θ) − F_ϕ(σ)|)Γ_ϕ(σ) dσ, (6.1) where F_ϕ := F_ϕ(1, ·).

We first make a formal proof of (6.1). Then we prove regularity estimates for the map ϕ → DF_{0,N} (ϕ)[w], for every fixed w. This will end the proof of the lemma. For every δ > 0, we define

D_δ := {ϕ ∈ C^{2,α}(S^{N−1}) : ϕ > δ}, (6.2)

Let ϕ ∈ D_δ and w ∈ C^{2,α}(S^{N−1}) such that ‖w‖_C2,α_{(S}N−1_) < δ/2. We recall our definition of F_φ in (5.7) and S^{N−1}_ϕ := ∂B^N_ϕ for every ϕ ∈ D_δ. Using polar coordinates, (5.9) and (5.10), we have DF_{0,N} (ϕ)[w](θ) = d dt | | t=0 ∫ S^{N−1} ∫_{ϕ(σ)+tw(σ)} 0 G_{κ,N} (|F_{ϕ+tw}(θ) − rσ|)r^{N−1}drdσ = ∫ S^{N−1} G_{κ,N} (|F_ϕ(θ) − σϕ(σ)|)ϕ^{N−1}w(σ)dσ + ∫ S^{N−1} ∫_{ϕ(σ)} 0 G^′_{κ,N} (|F_ϕ(θ) − rσ|)w(θ)θ · (θϕ(θ) − σr))r^{N−1}dr = ∫ S^{N−1} σw(σ) · ν_ϕ(σ)G_{κ,N} (|F_ϕ(θ) − F_ϕ(σ)|)Γ_ϕ(σ) dσ − ∫ B^N_ϕ ∇_yG_{κ,N} (|F_ϕ(θ) − y|) · θw(θ) dy, where Γ_ϕ, ν_ϕ are defined in Section 5.1. Using the divergence theorem in the last integral, we obtain DF_{0,N} (ϕ)[w](θ) = ∫ S^{N−1} (w(σ)σ − w(θ)θ) · ν_ϕ(σ)G_{κ,N} (|F_ϕ(θ) − F_ϕ(σ)|)Γ_ϕ(σ) dσ, which is the expression in (6.1). We will now prove that F_{0,N} is smooth by deriving regularity estimates for DF_{0,N} (ϕ)[w] computed above. By (5.9) and (5.10), we have (θ − σ) · ν_ϕ(F_ϕ(σ)) Γ_ϕ(σ) = −(θ − σ) · ∇ϕ(σ)ϕ^{N−2}(σ) + (θ − σ) · σϕ^{N−1}(σ), so that DF_{0,N} (ϕ)[w](θ) = ∫ S^{N−1} (w(σ) − w(θ))G_{κ,N} (|F_ϕ(θ) − F_ϕ(σ)|)ϕ^{N−1}(σ) dσ + w(θ) ∫ S^{N−1} (θ − σ) · ∇ϕ(σ)G_{κ,N} (|F_ϕ(θ) − F_ϕ(σ)|)ϕ^{N−2}(σ) dσ (6.3) + w(θ) 2 ∫ S^{N−1} |θ − σ|^2G_{κ,N} (|F_ϕ(θ) − F_ϕ(σ)|)ϕ^{N−1}(σ) dσ, where we have used 2(θ − σ) · σ = −|θ − σ|^2. To prove the regularity of ϕ → DF_{0,N} (ϕ)[w](θ), for a fixed w ∈ C^{2,α}(S^1), it is enough to consider the first term. In fact, we will prove a stronger result than needed.

For β ∈ (0, 1) and δ > 0, we consider the open sets A := {ϕ ∈ C^{1,β}(S^{N−1}) : ϕ > 0} and A_δ := {ϕ ∈ C^{1,β}(S^{N−1}) : ϕ > δ}. We define the function (the first term in the expression of DF_{0,N} (ϕ)[w](θ)) given by A_δ → L^∞(S^{N−1}), ϕ → h(ϕ) := ∫ S^{N−1} (w(σ) − w(θ))G_{κ,N} (|F_ϕ(θ) − F_ϕ(σ)|)ϕ^{N−1}(σ) dσ. (6.4)

Recalling the notations in Section 5.1, by a change of variable, for every θ ∈ S_e, we get h(ϕ)(θ) = ∫ S^{N−1} (w(R_θσ) − w(θ))G_{κ,N} (|F_ϕ(θ) − F_ϕ(R_θσ)|)ϕ^{N−1}(σ) dσ. (6.5) Once the following proposition is proved, Lemma 6.1 follows immediately. Proposition 6.2. For every ε ∈ (0, β), the map h : A ⊂ C^{1,β}(S^{N−1}) → C^{0,β−ε}(S^{N−1}) is of class C^∞. Moreover ‖D^kh(ϕ)‖ ≤ c ( 1 + ‖ϕ‖_C1,β_{(S}N−1_) )_c ‖w‖_Cβ_{(S}N−1_), for some positive constant c depending only on κ, β and ε. In addition if N = 3, we can take ε = 0. In particular F_{0,N} is of class C^∞ in D.

We now distinguish the two case N = 2 and N = 3. We start with the Case N = 2.

Here, h takes the form (recall (2.4)) h(ϕ)(θ) = ∫ R ∫ S^1 (w(R_θσ) − w(θ))G_κ(|(F_ϕ(θ), 0) − (F_ϕ(R_θσ), 0) + t^2e_3|)ϕ(σ) dσdt. We have |F_ϕ(θ) − F_ϕ(σ)|^2 + t^2 = Λ_0(ϕ, θ, σ)^2 + ϕ(σ)ϕ(θ)|θ − σ|^2 + t^2.

Then with the change of variable ρ =^t_{|θ−σ|} , we get h(ϕ)(θ) = ∫ R ∫ S^1 (w(R_θ σ) − w(θ))K(ϕ, θ, R_θ σ, ρ)ϕ(R_θ σ) dσdρ, where K : A_δ × S^1 × S^1 × R → R is given by K(ϕ, θ, σ, ρ) := G_{|θ−σ|κ} ( Λ_0(ϕ, θ, σ)^2 + ϕ(σ)ϕ(θ) + ρ^2 ) , with Λ_0(ϕ, θ, σ) = ϕ(θ) − ϕ(σ) |θ − σ| . See e.g. [5], there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all σ ∈ S, all θ, θ_1, θ_2 ∈ S_e and all ϕ_1, ϕ_2 ∈ C^{1,β}(S^1) we have |Λ_0(ϕ, R_θσ, θ)| ≤ C‖ϕ‖_C1,β_{(S)}‖ϕ‖_C1,β_{(S}1_). (6.6) and |Λ_0(ϕ, R_{θ1} σ, θ_1) − Λ_2(ϕ, R_{θ2} σ, θ_2)| (6.7) ≤ C‖ϕ‖_C1,β_{(S)}|θ_1 − θ_2|^β . We follow the arguments as in [5], where a more singular kernel was considered. Lemma 6.3. For every e ∈ S^1, k ∈ N, δ > 0, there exists a constant c = c(κ, k, δ, α) > 0 such that for ϕ ∈ A_δ, ρ ∈ R, θ, θ_1, θ_2 ∈ S_e and σ ∈ S^1, we have ‖D^k_ϕK(ϕ, θ, R_θσ, ρ)‖ ≤ c(1 + ‖ϕ‖_C1,β_{(S)})^c exp(−κ|σ − e|(δ^2 + ρ^2)) and ‖D^k_ϕK(ϕ, θ_1, R_{θ1} σ, ρ) − D^k_ϕK(ϕ, θ_2, R_{θ2} σ, ρ)‖ ≤ c(1 + ‖ϕ‖_C1,β_{(S}1_))^c |θ_1 − θ_2|^β exp(−κ|σ − e|(δ^2 + ρ^2)).

Proof. We have K(ϕ, θ, R_θσ, ρ) := G_{|σ−e|κ} ( Λ_0(ϕ, ϕ, θ, R_θσ)^2 + ϕ(R_θσ)ϕ(θ) + ρ^2 ) . In view of the arguments in [5], it suffices to have some estimates related

x → G_a((x + ρ^2)^{1/2}) = exp(−a(x + ρ^2)^{1/2}) (x + ρ^2)^{1/2} for every x > δ^2, ρ ∈ R and a ∈ (0, 2κ). Now elementary computations show that ∂^m_x G_a((x + ρ^2)^{1/2}) ≤ c_{κ,δ,m} exp(−a(x + ρ^2)^{1/2}) for all x > δ^2, ρ ∈ R, a ∈ (0, 2κ). (6.8) As in [5], combining this estimate together with (6.6), (6.7), and eventually with the Faá de Bruno formula (see e.g. [26]), we get the estimates in the lemma.

In the following, for a function f : S^1 → R, we use the notation [f; θ_1, θ_2] := f(θ_1) − f(θ_2) for θ_1, θ_2 ∈ S^1, and we note the obvious equality

[fg; θ_1, θ_2] = [f; θ_1, θ_2]g(θ_1) + f(θ_2)[g; θ_1, θ_2] for f, g : S^1 → R, θ_1, θ_2 ∈ S^1. (6.9) The next step is to have estimates of all possible candidates for the derivatives of h. This is the purpose of the following Lemma 6.4. For β ∈ (0, 1) and δ > 0, we let ϕ ∈ A_δ, with δ > 0. Let k ∈ N. Let also W, w ∈ C^β(S^1) and ψ_1, . . . , ψ_k ∈ C^{1,β}(S^1). Define the functions ~h : S^1 → R by ~h(θ) = ∫ S^1 (w(R_θσ) − w(θ))W (R_θσ) D^k_ϕK(ϕ, R_θσ, θ, ρ)[ψ_1, . . . , ψ_k] dσdρ, Then for every ε ∈ (0, β) there exists a constant c = c(N, β, k, δ, ε) such that ‖~h(θ)‖_Cβ−ε_{(S}1_) ≤ c ( 1 + ‖ϕ‖_C1,β_{(S}1_) )_c^k∏ i=1 ‖ψ_i‖_C1,β ‖w‖_Cβ_{(S}1_)‖W ‖_Cβ_{(S}1_). (6.10)

Proof. Let θ_1, θ_2 ∈ S^1_e and σ ∈ S^1. We first note that

|W (R_{θ1} σ) − W (R_{θ2} σ)| ≤ C‖W ‖_Cβ_{(S}1_)|R_{θ1} σ − R_{θ2} σ|^β ≤ C‖W ‖_Cβ_{(S)}|θ_1 − θ_2|^β, (6.11)

|(w(R_{θ1} σ)) − w(θ_1)) − (w(R_{θ2} σ) − w(θ_1))| ≤ C‖w‖_Cβ_{(S}1_) min(|σ − e|^β, |θ_1 − θ_2|^β ) (6.12) and |(w(R_θ σ)) − w(θ))| ≤ C‖w‖_Cβ_{(S}1_)|σ − e|^β . (6.13)

Using inductively (6.9) together with Lemma 6.3, (6.11), (6.13) and (6.12), we get the estimate |[~h; θ_1, θ_2]| ≤ c ( 1 + ‖ϕ‖^c_{C1,β (S1)} ) ‖w‖_Cβ_{(S}1_)‖W ‖_Cβ_{(S}1_) k∏ i=1 ‖ψ_i‖_C1,β_{(S}1_) × ( |θ_1 − θ_2|^β ∫ R ∫ S^1 |σ − e|^β exp(−κ|σ − e|ρ)dσdρ + ∫ R ∫ S^1 min(|σ − e|^β , |θ_1 − θ_2|^β) exp(−κ|σ − e|ρ)dσdρ )

= c ( 1 + ‖ϕ‖^c_{C1,β (S1)} ) ‖w‖_Cβ_{(S}1_)‖W ‖_Cβ_{(S}1_) k∏ i=1 ‖ψ_i‖_C1,β_{(S}1_)× ( |θ_1 − θ_2|^β ∫ R ∫ S^1 exp(−κr) |σ − e|^{1−β} dσdr + ∫ R ∫ S^1 min(|σ − e|, |θ_1 − θ_2|) exp(−κr) |σ − e| dσdr ) . (6.14)

For all θ_1, θ_2 ∈ S, we then have ∫ S^1

min(|σ − e|^β , |θ_1 − θ_2|^β ) |σ − e| dσ ≤ ∫ |e−σ|≤|θ_1−θ_2| |σ − e|^{β−1}dσ + |θ_1 − θ_2|^β ∫ |θ_1−θ_2|≤|e−σ|≤2 |σ − θ|^{−1}dσ ≤ c|θ_1 − θ_2|^β + c|θ_1 − θ_2|^β| log(|θ_1 − θ_2|)|.

We thus deduce from (6.14) that for all ε ∈ (0, 1) |[~h; θ_1, θ_2]| ≤ c|θ_1 − θ_2|^{β−ε} ( 1 + ‖ϕ‖^c_{C1,β (S1)} ) ‖w‖_Cβ_{(S}1_)‖W ‖_Cβ_{(S}1_) k∏ i=1 ‖ψ_i‖_C1,β_{(S}1_).

6.0.1. Completion of the proof of Proposition 6.2 for N = 2. We consider h(θ) = k∑ i=1 ∫ R ∫ S^1 (w(R_θσ) − w(θ))ϕ_i(R_θσ)D^k_ϕK(ϕ, θ, R_θσ, ρ)[ψ_1, . . . , ψ_k]dσdρ

+ k∑ i=1 ∫ R ∫ S^1 (w(R_θσ) − w(θ))ψ_i(R_θσ)D^{k−1}_ϕ K(ϕ, θ, R_θ σ, ρ)[ψ_j ]_{j=1,...,kj≠i} dσdρ. Then by Lemma 6.4, we have ‖h‖_Cβ−ε_{(S}1_) ≤ c ( 1 + ‖ϕ‖_C1,β_{(S}1_) )_c^k∏ i=1 ‖ψ_i‖_C1,β ‖w‖_Cβ_{(S}1_). (6.15)

We can now follow step by step the arguments in [5] to deduce that h : A_δ ⊂ C^{1,β}(S^1) → C^{0,β−ε}(S^1) is of class C^∞. Moreover, by (2.9), we get D^kh(ϕ)[ψ_1, . . . , ψ_k](θ) = h(θ).

Now, we pick a w ∈ C^{1,β}(R), with ‖w‖_C1,β_{(R)} < δ/2. Then for ϕ ∈ A_{δ/2}, we have

[F_{0,N} (ϕ + w) − F_{0,N} (w) − h(ϕ)](θ) =

∫_1 0 [h(ϕ + w) − h(ϕ)](θ) dϱ = ∫_1 0 ϱ ∫_1 0 Dh(ϕ + ρϱw)[w](θ) dρdϱ, recall the expression of h in (6.5). Since ϕ + ρϱw ∈ A_δ for ρ, ϱ ∈ (0, 1), it follows from Lemma 6.2 that ‖F_{0,N} (ϕ + w) − F_{0,N} (ϕ)−h(ϕ)‖_C0,α_{(S}N−1_) ≤ ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 ‖h(ϕ + ρϱw)[w]‖_C0,β_{(S}N−1_) dρdϱ ≤ c ‖w‖^2_{C0,β (R)}(1 + ‖ϕ‖_C1,β_{(S}N−1_) + ‖w‖_C0,β_{(S}N−1_))^c.

From this, we conclude that F_{0,N} is differentiable on A_{δ/2} with F_{0,N} (φ)[w] = h(φ). The C^∞-character of F_{0,N} on A now follows from the one of h and the fact that δ is an arbitrary positive number.

6.0.2. Completion of the proof of Proposition 6.2 for N = 3. As we will see, this case is much easier because ∫

S^2 |σ − e|^{−1}dσ < ∞. (6.16) Here, h takes the form (recall (2.4)) h(ϕ)(θ) = ∫ S^2 w(R_θσ) − w(θ) |σ − e| K_3(ϕ, θ, R_θσ)ϕ^2(R_θσ) dσ, (6.17) where K_3 : A_δ × S^2 × S^2 → R is given by K_3(ϕ, θ, σ) := G_{|θ−σ|κ} ( Λ_0(ϕ, θ, σ)^2 + ϕ(σ)ϕ(θ) ) , with, as above, Λ_0(ϕ, θ, σ) = ϕ(θ) − ϕ(σ) |θ − σ| . Moreover by (6.8), (6.6) and (6.7), we have the estimates ‖D^k_ϕK_3(ϕ, θ, R_θσ)‖ ≤ c(1 + ‖ϕ‖_C1,β_{(S}2_))^c and ‖D^k_ϕK_3(ϕ, θ_1, R_{θ1} σ) − D^k_ϕK(ϕ, θ_2, R_{θ2} σ) ≤ c(1 + ‖ϕ‖_C1,β_{(S}2_))^c|θ_1 − θ_2|^β , which holds for every e ∈ S^2, k ∈ N, δ > 0, ϕ ∈ A_δ, ρ ∈ R, θ, θ_1, θ_2 ∈ S_e and σ ∈ S^2. We define

ĥ(θ) =^k ∑ i=1 ∫ S^2 w(R_θσ) − w(θ) |σ − e| ϕ(R_θσ)D^k_ϕK_3(ϕ, θ, R_θσ)[ψ_1, . . . , ψ_k]dσ

+ k∑ i=1 ∫ S^2 w(R_θσ) − w(θ) |σ − e| ψ_i(R_θσ)D^{k−1}_ϕ K_3(ϕ, θ, R_θσ)[ψ_j ]_{j=1,...,kj≠i} dσ. Then, from the estimates of the kernel K_3 above and (6.16), we can deduce that

‖ĥ‖_Cβ_{(S}2_) ≤ c ( 1 + ‖ϕ‖_C1,β_{(S}2_) )_c^k∏ i=1 ‖ψ_i‖_C1,β ‖w‖_Cβ_{(S}2_). (6.18)

Now similar arguments as in the case N = 2, show that h : A_δ → C^{0,β}(S^2) is of class C^∞ and D^kh[ψ_1, . . . , ψ_k](ϕ)(θ) = ĥ(θ). The proof of Proposition 6.2 is then completed.

References

[1] N. Abatangelo, E. Valdinoci, A notion of nonlocal curvature, Numer. Funct. Anal. Optim. 35, (2014), 793–815.

[2] E. Acerbi, N. Fusco, and M. Morini, Minimality via second variation for a nonlocal isoperimetric problem, Comm. Math. Phys. 322 (2011), pp. 515-557.

[3] G. Alberti, R. Choksi, F. Otto, Uniform energy distribution for an isoperimetric problem with long-range interactions. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 22, 569-605 (2009).

[4] F. S. Bates, G.H. Fredrickson, Block copolymers designer soft materials. Phys. Today. 52, 32-38 (1999). [5] X. Cabré, M. M. Fall, T. Weth, Near-sphere lattices with constant nonlocal mean curvature. Math. Ann.

(2017). https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-017-1559-6.

[6] X. Cabré, M. M. Fall and T. Weth, Delauney hypersurfaces with constant nonlocal mean curvature, J.

Math. Pures Appl. (2017) https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpur.2017.07.005.

[7] X. Cabré, M. M. Fall, J. Solà-Morales, T. Weth, Curves and surfaces with constant nonlocal mean curvature: meeting Alexandrov and Delaunay, to appear in J. Reine Angew. Math.

[8] L. Caffarelli, J.-M. Roquejoffre, O. Savin, Nonlocal minimal surfaces, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 63 (2010), 1111–1144.

[9] L. Caffarelli, P. E. Souganidis, Convergence of nonlocal threshold dynamics approximations to front propagation, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 195 (2010), 1–23.

[10] X. Chen and Y. Oshita, An Application of the Modular Function in Nonlocal Variational Problems. Arch.

Rational Mech. Anal. 186 (2007) 109-132.

[11] R. Choksi, X.Ren, On the derivation of a density functional theory for microphase separation of diblock copolymers. J. Statist. Phys. 113 (2003), no. 1-2, 151-176.

[12] M. Crandall and P. Rabinowitz, Bifurcation, perturbation of simple eigenvalues, and linearized stability.

Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. (52) 2, 1973, 161-180.

[13] M. Crandall and P. Rabinowitz, Bifurcation from simple eigenvalues. J. Functional Analysis 8, 321-340 (1971).

[14] J. Dávila, M. del Pino, J. Wei, Nonlocal s-minimal surfaces and Lawson cones, arXiv:1402.4173. [15] A. V. Dobrynina, M. Rubinsteinb, Theory of polyelectrolytes in solutions and at surfaces. Prog. Polym.

Sci. 30 (2005) 1049-1118.

[16] Erdclyi et al. (Eds.), Higher Transcendental Functions, Vol. 2, McGraw-Hill, New York 1953-1955. [17] A. Figalli, N. Fusco, F. Maggi, V. Millot, M. Morini, Isoperimetry and stability properties of balls with respect to nonlocal energies, Commun. Math. Phys. 336, 441-507 (2015).

[18] R. FitzHugh, Impulse and physiological states in models of nerve membrans, Biophysics J. 1 (1961), 445-466.

[19] S. Förster, V. Abetz, and A. H. E. Müuller, Polyelectrolyte block copolymer micelles. Adv. Polym. Sci., 166 173-210, 2004.

[20] D. Goldman, C. B. Muratov, S. Serfaty, The Γ-Limit of the Two-Dimensional Ohta-Kawasaki Energy.

Droplet Arrangement via the Renormalized Energy Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 212 (2014), no. 2, 445-501. [21] D. Goldman, C. B. Muratov, S. Serfaty, The Γ-limit of the two-dimensional Ohta-Kawasaki energy. I.

Droplet density. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 210 (2013), no. 2, 581-613.

[22] R. E. Goldstein, D. J. Muraki, D.M.Petrich, Interface proliferation and the growth of labyrinths in a reaction-diffusion system. Phys. Rev. E (3) 53 (1996), no. 4, part B, 3933- 3957.

[23] G. F. F. Gounoue, Delauney-type domain patterns in screened diblock copolymer melts. Forthcoming. [24] I. S. Gradshteyn, I. M. Ryzhik, Table of integrals, series, and products. Seventh edition. Elsevier/Academic Press, Amsterdam, 2007.

[25] A. L. Hodgkin and A.F. Huxley, A quantitative description of membrane current and its application to conduction and excitation in nerve, J. Physiol. 117 (1952), 500-544.

[26] W. P. Johnson, The Curious History of Faá di Bruno’s Formula, Am. Math. Monthly 10 [27] I. A. Minlend, A. Niang and E.A. Thiam, Doubly periodic slabs with constant nonlocal mean curvature.

Forthcoming.

[28] C. B. Muratov: Droplet phases in non-local Ginzburg-Landau models with Coulomb repulsion in two dimensions. Comm. Math. Phys. 299, 45-87 (2010).

[29] C. B. Muratov: Theory of domain patterns in systems with long-range interactions of Coulomb type.

Phys. Rev. E 66, 066108, pp. 1-25 (2002) [30] S. Müller, Singular perturbations as a selection criterion for periodic minimizing sequences. Calc. Var.

PDE, 1, 169-204 (1993) [31] J.S. Nagumo, S. Arimoto, and S. Yoshizawa, An active pulse transmission line simulating nerve axon, Proc. IRE 50 (1962), 2061-2071.

[32] Y. Nishiura and I. Ohnishi, Some mathematical aspects of the micro-phase separation in diblock copolymers. Physica D 84 (1995) 31-39.

[33] T. Ohta, K. Kawasaki, Equilibrium morphologies of block copolymer melts. Macromolecules. 19, 2621- 2632 (1986).

[34] Y. Oshita, Stable stationary patterns and interfaces arising in reaction-diffusion systems. SIAM J. Math.

Anal. 36, 479-497 (2004).

[35] Q. Ouyang and H.L. Swinney, Nature 352, 610 (1991).

[36] H. Knüpfer, C. Muratov and M. Novaga, Low density phases in a uniformly charged liquid. Commun.

Math. Phys. (2016) 345: 141.

[37] X. Kang, X. Ren, Ring pattern solutions of a free boundary problem in diblock copolymer morphology.

Physica D 238(6), 645-665 (2009).

[38] X. Kang, X. Ren, The pattern of multiple rings from morphogenesis in development. J. Nonlinear Sci.

20(6), 747-79 (2010).

[39] D.M. Petrich, R.E. Goldstein: Nonlocal contour dynamics model for chemical front motion. Phys. Rev.

Lett. 72, 1120-1123 (1994).

[40] X. Ren, J. Wei, Wriggled lamellar solutions and their stability in the diblock copolymer problem. SIAM J. Math. Anal. Vol. 37, No. 2, pp. 455-489 (2005).

[41] X. Ren, J. Wei, Triblock copolymer theory: Free energy, disordered phase and weak segregation. Physica D 178(1-2), 103-117 (2003).

[42] X. Ren, J. Wei, Triblock copolymer theory: Ordered ABC lamellar phase. J. Nonlinear Sci. 13(2), 175-208 (2003) [43] X. Ren, J. Wei, Many droplet pattern in the cylindrical phase of diblock copolymer morphology. Rev.

Math. Phys. 19(8), 879-921 (2007).

[44] X. Ren, J. Wei, Single droplet pattern in the cylindrical phase of diblock copolymer morphology. J.

Nonlinear Sci. 17(5), 471-503 (2007).

[45] X. Ren, J. Wei, Spherical solutions to a nonlocal free boundary problem from diblock copolymer morphology. Siam J. Math. Anal. 39(5), 1497-1535 (2008).

[46] X. Ren, J. Wei, Oval shaped droplet solutions in the saturation process of some pattern formation problems. Siam J. Appl. Math. 70(4), 1120-1138 (2009).

[47] X. Ren, J. Wei, A toroidal tube solution to a problem involving mean curvature and Newtonian potential.

Interfaces Free Bound. 13(1), 127-154 (2011).

[48] X. Ren, J. Wei, A double bubble in a ternary system with inhibitory long range interaction. Arch. Rat.

Mech. Anal. 208(1), 201-253 (2013).

[49] X. Ren, J. Wei, Asymmetric and symmetric double bubbles in a ternary inhibitory system. SIAM J.

Math. Anal. 46(4), 2798-2852 (2014).

[50] X. Ren, J. Wei, Double tori solution to an equation of mean curvature and Newtonian potential. Calc.

Var. Partial Differ. Equ. 49(3), 987-1018 (2014).

[51] O. Savin and E. Valdinoci, G-convergence for nonlocal phase transitions, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal.

Non Lineaire 29 (2012), no. 4, 479-500.

[52] M. Seul, D. Andelman, Domain shapes and patterns: The phenomenology of modulated phases. Science 267 (1995), no. 5197, 476-483.

[53] E.L. Thomas, D.M. Anderson, C.S. Henkee, D. Hoffman, Periodic area-minimizing surfaces in block copolymers. Nature 334 (1988), no. 6183, 598-601.

[54] H. Yukawa, On the Theory of Elementary Particles. 1. Prog. Theor. Phys. Supplement (1955) 1 1-10.

African Institute for Mathematical Sciences in Senegal, KM 2, Route de Joal, B.P. 14 18. Mbour, Senegal.

E-mail address: mouhamed.m.fall@aims-senegal.org