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METASTABILITY AND LAYER DYNAMICS FOR THE HYPERBOLIC
RELAXATION OF THE CAHN-HILLIARD EQUATION

RAFFAELE FOLINO, CORRADO LATTANZIO, AND CORRADO MASCIA

ABSTRACT. The goal of this paper is to accurately describe the metastable dynamics of
the solutions to the hyperbolic relaxation of the Cahn—Hilliard equation in a bounded
interval of the real line, subject to homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions. We
prove the existence of an approzimately invariant manifold Mo for such boundary value
problem, that is we construct a narrow channel containing My and satisfying the fol-
lowing property: a solution starting from the channel evolves very slowly and leaves the
channel only after an exponentially long time. Moreover, in the channel the solution has
a transition layer structure and we derive a system of ODEs, which accurately describes
the slow dynamics of the layers. A comparison with the layer dynamics of the classic
Cahn—Hilliard equation is also performed.

1. INTRODUCTION
The celebrated Cahn—Hilliard equation,
up = A (—52Au + F'(u)) ,

where ¢ is a positive constant and F' : R — R is a double well potential with wells
of equal depth, was originally proposed in [8] to model phase separation in a binary
system at a fixed temperature, with constant total density and where u stands for the
concentration of one of the two components. Among the phase transformations involved
in phase separation, a peculiar one is named “spinodal decomposition”, which indicates the
stage during which the mixture quickly becomes inhomogeneous, forming a fine-grained
structure (cfr. [7, 22, 27]). In order to model the early stages of spinodal decomposition
in certain glasses, some physicists [20, 21, 26] proposed the following hyperbolic relazation
of the Cahn—Hilliard equation

TUug +ur = A (—EQAU + F’(u)) , (1.1)

where 7 is a positive constant. In particular, the hyperbolic version (1.1) has been firstly
proposed by Galenko in [20], following the classical Maxwell-Cattaneo modification of the
Fick’s diffusion law [12]. Many papers have been devoted to the study of the dynamics

of the solutions to (1.1). Without claiming to be complete, we list the following papers:
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for the long-time behavior of the solutions and the limiting behavior as 7 — 0 in the one-
dimensional case see [13, 31, 32, 4] and references therein; for the multidimensional-case
among others, we mention [24, 25].

In this paper, we are interested in studying the metastable dynamics of the solutions

to the one-dimensional version of (1.1)

Tuy +w = (—€%ugy + F'(u)), z € (0,1),¢t>0, (1.2)
subject to homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions
Uz (0,t) = ug(1,1) = Upae(0,8) = Upge(1,8) =0,  VE >0, (1.3)
and initial data
u(z,0) = up(z), we(x,0)=ui(x), x € [0,1]. (1.4)

Precisely, we are interested in describing the behavior of the solutions to the initial bound-

ary value problem (1.2)-(1.3)-(1.4) when the parameter € is very small and the function
F € C*(R) satisfies

F(£1) = F'(£1) =0, F'(£1) >0 and F(u) >0, for u#+1. (1.5)

The simplest example of function satisfying (1.5) is F(u) = (u® — 1)

The existence and persistence for an exponentially large time of metastable states with
N transitions between —1 and +1 for the IBVP (1.2)-(1.4) has been proved in [18] by
using an energy approach firstly introduced in [6] to study the Allen—Cahn equation

Up = E2Upy — F'(u), (1.6)

and subsequently used in [5] to prove existence of metastable states for the classic Cahn—

Hilliard equation

u = (—€%uge + F'(u)) ze(0,1),t>0. (1.7)

xx’
Here, we investigate the metastable properties of the solutions to (1.2) by using a different
approach, the dynamical approach proposed by Carr and Pego in [10] and Fusco and Hale
[19] to study the Allen-Cahn equation (1.6) and used for the Cahn—Hilliard equation (1.7)
in [1] and [2, 3]. The dynamical approach gives a more precise description of the dynamics
of the solution to the IBVP (1.2)-(1.4) and allows us to derive a system of ODEs which
describes the evolution of such solution.

Before presenting our results, let us briefly describe the dynamics of the solutions to
the classic Cahn—Hilliard equation (1.7) with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions
(1.3) and recall some previous results on the metastable behavior of the solutions. First of
all, notice that any constant function is a equilibrium solution to (1.7)-(1.3) and that, by

integrating the equation (1.7) and using the boundary conditions (1.3) one finds out that

b
the total mass / u(z,t)dr is conserved. A linear analysis of the equation (1.7) about
a
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a constant solution shows that spatially homogeneous equilibria in the spinodal region
(where F” < 0) are unstable [22]. Moreover, it is sufficient to take an initial datum which
is a small perturbation of a fixed constant in the spinodal region and the corresponding
solution exhibits the phenomenon of spinodal decomposition: after a relatively short time,
the solution to (1.7)-(1.3) is approximately close to +1 or —1 (the positions of the global
minimum of F') except near a finite number N of transition layers. The first mathematical
treatment and rigorous verification of such phenomenon is performed in [22]. After the
spinodal decomposition, the solution, which has a N-transition layers structure, evolves
so slow that the profile appears to be stable. On the other hand, it is well-known that the

Cahn—Hilliard equation (1.7) possesses the Lyapunov functional

E.[u] = /ab [fui -+ F(u)} dx, (1.8)

and the solutions converge as ¢ — +00 to a stationary solution [30]. The problem to
b

minimize the energy functional (1.8) among all the functions satisfying | wdx = M (the

total mass being conserved), has been investigated in [9] for the one—dimgnsional case and
in [28] for the multi-dimensional case. In particular, in [9] it has been proved that if ¢ is
small enough and M € (—1,1), then all the minimizers are strictly monotone functions.
Therefore, the solution to (1.7)-(1.3) converges to a limit with a single transition and, as
a consequence, we have an example of metastable dynamics: the solution maintains the
(unstable) N-transitions layer structure for a very long time 7; and then converges to the
asymptotic limit with a single transition. Precisely, the evolution of the solutions depends
only from the interactions between the layers, which move with an exponentially small
velocity as € — 0; it follows that the lifetime T of a metastable state with NV transitions
is exponentially large as € — 0, namely T, = O (eC/ 8) where C' > 0 depends only on F'
and on the distance between the layers.

As it was previously mentioned, there are at least two different approaches to study the
metastable dynamics of the solutions, which have been proposed in the study of the Allen—
Cahn equation (1.6). The energy approach of [6] is based on I'-convergence properties of
the functional (1.8) and it has been applied to the Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.7) in [5]; it
permits to handle both Neumann (1.3) and Dirichlet boundary conditions of the type

u(0,t) = £1, wu(l,t) ==+l and Uzg (0,1) = ugx(1,t) =0, Vt>0. (1.9)

On the other hand, the dynamical approach of [10, 19] is performed in [1], where the
authors consider the case of an initial datum with a 2-transition layer structure and in
[2, 3], where the general case of N +1 layers (N > 1) is considered. This approach permits
to describe in details the movement of the layers. In the two layer case, for the conservation

of the mass, we have that the layers move in an almost rigid way (they move in the same
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direction at approximately the same exponentially small velocity); when the layers are
more than 2 the situation is more complicated and we will describe their dynamics in
Section 4.

Fach of the previous approaches has its advantages and drawbacks. The dynamical
approach gives more precise results: it gives the exact order of the speed of the slow
motion, and allows us to accurately describe the movement of the layers, but permits to
study only the case of homogeneous boundary conditions and the proofs are complicated
and lengthy. The energy approach is fairly simple, it provides a rather clear and intuitive
explanation for the slow motion and permits to handle both Neumann (1.3) and Dirichlet
(1.9) boundary conditions, but it gives only an upper bound for the velocity of the layers.
We also recall that the energy approach permits to study the vector-valued version of (1.7),
that is when u takes value in R™ and the potential F' vanishes only in a finite number of
points (for details, see [23]). Finally, we mention that both the dynamical and the energy
approach can be applied to study the metastability for the following hyperbolic variations
of the Allen—Cahn equation

Tuy + g(u)uy = 2z, — F'(u), (1.10)

for any positive function g € C1(R) (cfr. [14, 15, 16, 17]).

In this paper, we apply the dynamical approach to the IBVP (1.2)-(1.3)-(1.4). The
well-posedness and the asymptotic behavior as ¢ — 400 of the solutions to such IBVP are
investigated in [13]. A fundamental difference with respect to the classic Cahn-Hilliard
equation (1.7) is that the homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions (1.3) do not imply
conservation of the mass; as we will see in Section 2 the solution to the IBVP (1.2)-(1.3)-
(1.4) conserves the mass if and only if the initial velocity u; is of zero mean. Therefore, to
apply the dynamical approach we need a further assumption on u1; however, by using the
energy approach, it is possible to prove the metastable dynamics of the solutions without
the assumption of zero-mean for u; (for details see [18, Remark 2.7]).

The main idea of the dynamical approach introduced by Carr and Pego in [10] is to
construct a family of functions u”, which approximates a metastable states with N + 1

transitions located at h = (hq, ha, ..., hy11), consider the decomposition
u(z, t) = uP® () + w(z, ), (1.11)

for the solution u and study the evolution of the remainder function w and of the transition
points hy,ha,...,hyy1. By inserting the decomposition (1.11) in the equation (1.6) and
imposing an orthogonality condition on w, it is possible to derive an ODE-PDE coupled
system for (h,w) and prove that the solution u is well-approximated by u® as ¢ — 0
and evolves very slowly until either two transition points are close enough or a transition

point is close enough to the boundary points of the interval (0,1). In other words, with
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the dynamical approach it is possible to prove the existence of an approximately invariant
manifold M, consisting of functions with NV 4 1 transitions between —1 and +1: if the
initial datum wug is in a particular tubular neighborhood of M, then the transition points
move with an exponentially small velocity and the solution remains in such neighborhood
for an exponentially long time. Then, since the remainder w is very small as ¢ — 0, by
using the approximation w ~ 0 in (1.11) one can derive a system of ODEs for h, which
accurately describes the movement of the layers, and so the evolution of the solution w,
until the transition points are well-separated and far away from 0 and 1.

This strategy has been applied to the integrated version of (1.2)-(1.3) in [2, 3] and gives
a precise description of the metastable dynamics of the solutions. In the following, we
will show how to adapt this strategy to the hyperbolic version (1.2) and we will analyze
the differences with respect to (1.7). In particular, we will prove the existence of an ap-
proximately invariant manifold Mg contained in a narrow channel for the initial boundary
problem (1.2)-(1.3)-(1.4): if the initial datum (1.4) is in the channel, then the solution
u remains in the channel for an exponentially long time. Moreover, in the channel the

following estimates hold:

Al Al
lu — u|] o < Ce™/2exp <—£> : \h/| < Ce 2 Y2exp (—i) , (1.12)

where A := \/min{F”(-1), F"(+1)}, f* := min{h;—h;_1} and |-| _ denotes the maximum

norm in RY. Furthermore, we will derive the following system of ODEs
th" +h +7Q(h,h') = P(h), (1.13)

which describes the movement of the transition layers and has to be compared with the
system h’ = P(h), which describes the dynamics of the solutions to the classic Cahn-
Hilliard equation; for the formulas of P and Q see Section 4.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give all the definitions,
the preliminaries and we construct the approximate invariant manifold Mg following the
ideas of [10], [2]. Section 3 contains the main result of the paper, Theorem 3.3, where we
prove that the manifold M is approximately invariant for (1.2)-(1.3), by constructing a
slow channel which contains Mg and where the solutions stay for an exponentially long
time and satisfy (1.12). Finally, Section 4 is devoted to the description of the movement
of the layers. We will derive the system of ODEs (1.13) and we will analyze the differences
between the classic Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.7) and its hyperbolic relaxation (1.2).

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we collect some results of [10], [2, 3] we will use later and we introduce
the extended base manifold My, which is, as we shall prove in Section 3, approximately

invariant for the boundary value problem (1.2)-(1.3).
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2.1. Approximate metastable states. The aim of this subsection is to construct a
family of functions with N + 1 transitions between —1 and 41, approximating metastable
states for (1.2). Such construction was firstly introduced by Carr and Pego [10] to describe
the metastable dynamics of the solutions to the Allen-Cahn equation (1.6), and then
it has also been used to study the metastability for the Cahn-Hilliard equation [2, 3]
and for hyperbolic variants of the Allen—Cahn equation [17]. Here, we briefly recall the
construction of the family and some useful properties we will use later, for details see [10].

For fixed p > 0, we introduce the set
Qp = {hERN+1 t0<hi < <hyp1 <1, hj*hjfl >6/pf01“j:1,...,N+2},

where we define hg := —hy and hyy2 := 2 — hy41, because of the homogeneous Neumann
boundary conditions (1.3). In what follows, we fix a minimal distance 6 € (0,1/(N + 1))

and we consider the parameters € and p such that

€ 1
0< d o< — <
e<eép an p NIl

(2.1)
for some g9 > 0 to be chosen appropriately small.

We associate to any h € €2, a function ul = uM(x) which approximates a metastable
state with NV 4 1 transition points located at hi,...,hxyy1. To do this, we make use of
the solutions to the following boundary value problem: given ¢ > 0, let ¢(-,¢,+1) be the

solution to
L) = —p + F'(¢) =0, ¢(—30) = 6(3¢) =0, (2.2)

with ¢ > 0 in (=3¢, 1¢), and ¢(-, ¢, —1) the solution to (2.2) with ¢ < 0 in (—3¢,2¢). The
functions ¢(-, ¢, £1) are well-defined if ¢/¢ is sufficiently large, and they depend on ¢ and

¢ only through the ratio £/¢. Moreover, we have
max |¢(-, £, +1)| = |¢(0, £, £1)| = My (¢/e) and max | ¢, (-, £, +1)] < Ce™ L,
x x

where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on the function F'. In particular, My tends to
+1 as /¢ — 0 (more details in Proposition 2.1).

The family of the approximate metastable states is constructed by matching together
the functions ¢(-, £, £1), using smooth cut-off functions: given y : R — [0, 1] a C*°-function
with x(z) =0 for z < —1 and x(x) =1 for x > 1, set

¥ (x) ::X<x_hj> and  ¢(z) = ¢ (x — hj_12,h; — hj—1, (—1)),

13
where
hj+1/2 = %(h]‘f—h]_i,_l) ]:0,,N+1,

(note that hy/9 =0, hyy3/o = 1). Then, we define the function uP as

ut = (L=xd) @+ X0 i L= [hyaye byl (2:3)
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for j=1,...,N + 1, and the manifold
MAC = {uM h e Q).

In [10], the authors show that the manifold MAC is approximately invariant for the Allen—
Cahn equation (1.6). On the other hand, the extended manifold

MPC = MAC X {0} = {(",0) : uP € MATY

is approximately invariant for the hyperbolic variant (1.10), see [17].

To get an idea of the structure of the function u® defined in (2.3), we recall that, if
p > 0 is sufficiently small and h € €, then uP ~ +1 away from hj for j=1,...,N +1,
and uP(z) ~ @ ((z — h;)(—1)?"!) for = near hj, where @ is the unique solution to the

problem

LAC(D) := —2P,, + F'(D) = 0, lim ®(x) = Foo0, ®(0) = 0.

T—Fo00
For instance, in the case F(u) = %(u? — 1)2, the unique solution is ®(z) = tanh(z/v/2¢).

In conclusion, we say that u’ is a smooth function of h and z, which is approximately

+1 except near N + 1 transition points located at hy,-- - , hy1; moreover, LAC (uP) =0
except in an e-neighborhood of the transition points h;. Precisely, we have
uh(o) = ¢(Oa 2h17 71) < Oa uh(hj+1/2) = ¢ (Ov hj+1 - hj, (71)]4_1) ) (2 4)
ut(h;) =0, LAC (W) =0 for |x — hj| > €, '

forany j=1,...,N+ 1.

Central to the study of the metastable dynamics of the solutions to both the Allen—
Cahn and the Cahn—Hilliard equation is an accurate characterization of the quantities
u(hjzr/2) = ¢ (0,hjp1 — hy, (—=1)7T) and F (u”(hjyq/2)), because the motion of the
transition points hq,...,hnyy1 depend essentially on these quantities. Since ¢(0,¢,+1)
depends only on the ratio r = £/¢, we can define

ax(r) = F(4(0,4,+1)), Be(r) :=1F ¢(0,£,£1).
By definition, ¢(0,¢,+1) is close to +1 or —1 and so, ai(r),B+(r) are close to 0. The

next result characterizes the leading terms in a+ and 4 as r — 0.

Proposition 2.1 (Carr-Pego [10]). Let F' be such that (1.5) holds and set

1
A3 = F(+£1), Ky =2exp {/0 ((QF(Ijj))l/? el i t) dt} .
There exists rg > 0 such that if 0 < r < rg, then
ay(r) = %KiAi exp(—Ai/r) {1 +0 (7“_1 exp(—Ai/27“))},
Bi(r) =K+ eXp(—Ai/Qr){l +0 (1"_1 eXp(—Ai/Zr))},

with corresponding asymptotic formulae for the derivatives of ax and PB+.
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For j=1,...,N + 1, we set
9
lj = hj+1 —hj, Tj = f’
J

and

(el godd, . [Biry) jodd,
ol = B =
a_(rj) j even, p_(r;) J even.

Remark 2.2. Let h € Q, with ¢, p satisfying (2.1) and let I* := min{h; — h;_1}. Then, the
quantities o/ and 3/ are exponentially small in £, namely there exists C > 0 (independent
of €) such that

, Al h

0< ol <Cexp <_€l]> < Cexp <—A£> , (2.5)
, Al; All

0< B <Cexp (—]> < Cexp (—) , (2.6)
2¢e 2¢e

where A := \/min{F”(—1), F”(+1)}. Moreover, assuming that F is an even function and

so that a4 = a—, from Proposition 2.1 we get
al A
J S Cexp <—€(l] — lz)) y
for some C' > 0. Hence, if [; — I; > « for some x > 0, we deduce
. A .
ol < Cexp (—ﬁ> o' (2.7)
€

Therefore, if I; > [; then ol < o, and for ¢/k < 1, o/ is exponentially small with respect

to ot.

Now, let us introduce the barrier function

N+1 N+1
U(h) =Y (LAWH), k0 = Y (o7 — ad)?, (2.8)
i=1 j=1

where £4¢ is the Allen-Cahn differential operator introduced above and the functions k']h

are defined by
, ) , x—hj—e¢ T —hjy1+e
K (@) = = (@)ul(z),  with 7/ (z) = x (; ) [l - X (J“ )] :

€
By construction, k:;‘ are smooth functions of x and h and are such that
kP (z) =0 for ¢ [hj_1/2, hjt12];
k;‘(aj) = —ul(2) for € [hj_1/9+2e,hj11/9 — 2¢].
Such functions are fundamental in the study of the metastability for the Allen—Cahn

equation (1.6) and for the hyperbolic Allen-Cahn equation (1.10) (see [10] and [17], re-
spectively), and play a crucial role in the study of the metastability for the hyperbolic
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Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.2). We recall that there exists C' > 0 independent of ¢ such
that
6P + el kR < 72, where kP := 9, k. (2.9)
For the proof of (2.9) see [10, Proposition 2.3].
In conclusion, we collect some useful properties of the derivative of u? with respect to

h; we will use later; we will use the notation

h oul h 92yl
U; = Y u-i = .
/ 8}1] J ah]ah@
Lemma 2.3. The interval [hj_1 — €, hj11 + €] contains the support of ug‘ and
(9 (5_1ﬁj_1) ) T € [hj,l + g, h’j—l/Q]’
uh(:c) _ —ui’(m) +0 (5_1 maX(Bj_l’ﬁj)) ) x € Ij,
! O('p), x € [hjt1/2, hyjr1 + e,
0, otherwise,

forj=1,...,N+ 1. Moreover, there exists C > 0 such that

ellul . + 2 < C, j=1,...,N+1. (2.10)

For the precise formula for u;’ and the proof of Lemma 2.3 see [10, Sections 7-8].
Thanks to Lemma 2.3, we can state that if we neglect the exponentially small terms,
h

then v} is equal to —ulin I ; and it is zero for « ¢ I;. We will use such approximation in

Section 4 to derive the ODE describing the motion of the transition layers Ay, ..., hyy1.

2.2. Base Manifold. In this subsection we define the base manifold for the hyper-
bolic Cahn—Hilliard equation (1.2). Integrating the equation (1.2) in [0,1] and using

the homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions (1.3), we obtain that the total mass
1
m(t) := / u(y, t) dy satisfies the ODE
0

1

1
" (t) + m/(t) = 0, m(0) = ; up(y) dy, m'(0) = /0 ui(y) dy.

Then, as a trivial consequence, m(t) = m(0) + 7m’(0)(1 — e */7) and the total mass m is

conserved if and only if

1
/0 u1(y) dy = 0. (2.11)

From now on, we will assume that the initial velocity satisfies (2.11) in order to have
conservation of the mass, and we also assume that the initial profile ug has mass equal to
M, for some M € (—1,1). It follows that

1
m(t) = / uo(y)dy = M € (—1,1), for any ¢ > 0. (2.12)
0



10 R. FOLINO, C. LATTANZIO, AND C. MASCIA

Since the total mass is conserved, we introduce the manifold
1
MCH = {uh € MAC . / uP(z) do = M}
0

In [2, 3], the authors study the dynamics of the solutions to the Cahn—Hilliard equation
(1.7) in a neighborhood of M®H and show that such manifold is approximately invariant

for (1.7). In this paper, we will show that the extended base manifold
CH ._ CH _ h .. h CH
MCH = M x{O}—{(u,O).u e M }

is approximately invariant for the hyperbolic Cahn—Hilliard equation (1.2). From now on,
we drop the superscript CH and we use the notation M = M and MOCH =M,.
The following lemma of [2] is crucial in the study of the metastable dynamics of (1.2)

in a neighborhood of M. For reader’s convenience, we report here below its proof.

1
Lemma 2.4. Let M (h) := / uM(z)dz, for h € Q,. Then, M(h) is a smooth function
0

of h and
oM

o, = 2(—1)7 + O (e 'max(p’~ 1, §7)).

Proof. By differentiating the function M (h) with respect to h;, and by using Lemma 2.3,

we infer

1

= u"(hj_1/9) — u"(hji1/0) + O (e max (871, 7)) .
for j =1,...,N + 1. From (2.4) and the definition of 37, it follows that
uP(hjiaye) = (=177 + (=1)/67, j=0,...,N+1 (2.13)

Therefore, we can conclude that

oM . . A
—— =2(=1)/ + O (" max(5'", 5)),
Oh;

and the proof is complete. O

The previous lemma shows that the manifold M can be parameterized by the first N
components (h1,...,hy) of h. Indeed, if u® € M, applying Lemma 2.4 and the implicit
function theorem, we can think hyy; as a function of (hi,...,hyN), namely there exists
g : RY — R such that

hN+1 - g(h17 .. '7hN)7
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and we have

Ohyy1  OMJOh;  2(—1) + O (e max(871, p7))

oh; — OM/dhn.  2(—1)NH1 4+ O (e~ max(BN, pNFL))

=(-DVN T4+ 0 (5‘1exp <—A€lh>) ,

where we used (2.6). Hence, we introduce the new variable &, consisting of the first

(2.14)

N components of h, and we will denote u? € M by ué. Moreover, we denote by G :
RN — RN+ the function G(§) = (&1,...,¢n,9(&1, ..., €N)), and in the following we will
interchangeably use & and h, meaning h = G(&). Finally, we have that

& 8u5 8uh 8uh 8hN+1
J

YT 98 T oy T Ohway Ohy

for j=1,...,N, and using (2.10) we get
elfus ]| + €2 (uS] < C, j=1,...,N. (2.15)
Following the previous works [1, 2, 3] on the metastability for the classic Cahn—Hilliard

equation (1.7), we will consider an integrated version of (1.2). If u is a solution to (1.2)

with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions (1.3) and initial data (1.4), with u;
satisfying (2.11), then a(z,t) := /1 u(y,t) dy satisfies the integrated hyperbolic Cahn—
Hilliard equation ’
Tl + Uy = —€Uggan + F (g s, ze(0,1), t>0, (2.16)
with initial data
u(z,0) = ap(z), t(z,0) = a1 (z), z € [0,1],

and Dirichlet boundary conditions

@(0,8) =0, a(l,t) =M,  iup(0,t) =ige(l,t) =0,  Vt>0, (2.17)

where M € (—1,1) is the total mass of the solution. Here and in all the paper we use
the following notation: given a function w : [0,1] — R, we denote by 4 : [0,1] — R the

function

Rewrite (2.16) as the system

{at =0 (2.18)

0 = L(T) — D,

where we introduced the integrated Cahn—Hilliard differential operator

ﬁ(’lj) = _52'L~Lmzmx + (F,(ﬂm))

o
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Observe that p
L(1) = —CTLAC(U), (2.19)

x
where £AY (u) := e2uy, — F'(u) is the Allen-Cahn differential operator introduced in the
previous subsection. Since £A¢(uf) = 0 except in an e neighborhood of the transition

points h; (see (2.4)), we have that the same property holds for £(@¢), namely

L(as(z)) =0, for |z — hj| >e,  j=1,...,N+1.
More precisely, one can prove that (see [2, Lemma 5.1])
N+1 ' ' Alh
1£(a8)]| < Ce™t Z ot —od| < Celexp <_5> , (2.20)
j=1

for some positive constant C. Hence, the L?>norm of E(&é ) is exponentially small in €.

We will study the dynamics of the solutions to (1.2)-(1.3) in a neighborhood of M, by
considering the integrated version (2.18) and using the decomposition @ = @& + @, where
uf € MYH is defined in (2.3) and @ € H for

H:— {weH4(0,1) @ = e = 0 at = 0,1 and (@, ES) =0, forjzl,...,N},
(2.21)

where Ef are linear functions of 71? and 71? ',1 to be determined later. By using the formula

of Lemma 2.3, Proposition 2.1 and Remark 2.2, we obtain

0, z < hj_3/9,
- v O(e=c/e), x€lj_q,
() ::/0 ul(y) dy = ()t b (B 3) + O(e—l7), e 127
—uP(hj1/2) + ul(hj_1/2) + O(e %), T > hjyy/0,
forj=1,...,N, and
. 0, z < hy_1/2,
W@ = [ uha)dy = § O ve Iy,
0 —uM(z) + uP(hngr2) + O(e°/%), x € Ingq.
Here and in what follows c is a generic positive constant independent on €. Using (2.13),
we deduce
0, r < hj_g/9,
iy =00 relo 2.22)
—ul(z) + (=1)7 + O(e=¢/?), z €I,
2(—1)7 + O(e™/°), x> hjy1/0,
forj=1,...,N, and
0, r < hy_1/2,
Wl (2) = § O(e=/°), vely, (2.23)

—ul(z) + (~1)NH + O(e=/%), x € Iny1.
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Since uf =al + Nﬂa}gzﬂ for (2.14), (2.22) and (2.23), we get

0, z < hj_3/9,
O(e°/%), x € lj_q,

i$(z) = { —ub(x) + (~1) + O(e™*/*), z eI, (2.24)
2(—1)7 + O(e=¢/%), z € [hji1/2, hngayal,
—uf(2)(~)NT + (=1)7 + O(e™/*), x € Inga,

fOI‘jzl,...,N. Letw] :a?+ﬁ‘7+17.7:177N7 Onehas

0, z < hjg)o,
w(x) _ O(G_C/E) S ijl, (225)
’ —uf(z) + (=1) + O(e™7), r € ljUljy,
0(670/5% x 2 hj+3/2.

Then, the functions w; are either zero or exponentially small outside of I; U I;41. Now,

we can define the functions Ef introduced above:

B (2) = wj(z) — Q;(w), (2.26)
where
Qj(w) = (—g2° + 327 — 32) i (0) + (2 — @) (1) + 2w; (D).
As it was shown in [2, Section 3, formula (54)], the terms wj(0), w
exponentially small as ¢ — 07. Hence, Q; are exponentially small functions introduced so
that Ef satisfies

(1) and w;(1) are

ES(x) = E5,,(z) =0, forz=0,1, j=1,...,N.
The functions Ef are good approximations of the first N eigenfunctions of the eigenvalue
problem
LEfu = — 2uppps + (F”(ug)ux> = Au, in (0,1),
x

u(z) =u"(z) =0, for x =0,1,

where L¢ is the linearized operator of £ about %¢. Indeed, in [2] it is proved that L& has
N exponentially small eigenvalues and that all the others are bounded away from zero
uniformly in ¢ (see [2, Theorem A]). From (2.25) and the fact that @); are exponentially
small functions, we obtain
(@) = {_uefm) + (=1)7 + O(e~c/?), x€l; glj+1, (2.27)
O(e°/%), otherwise,

fori=yj,...,N.

We conclude this section recalling that the existence of the coordinate system @ = 44w
with @ € H in a neighborhood of M has been proved in [3, Theorem A.7]. For Lemma 2.4

and the subsequent comments, in the following result we can use & and h interchangeably.
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Theorem 2.5. There exists pg > 0 such that if p € (0, po) and @ satisfies

W(0) = Tz (0) = e (1) =0, @(1) = M, and i — |0 < €2
for some k € Q,, then there is a unique hc 1, such that

h i, with (0,E5) =0, j=1,...,N.

=g

U=

Moreover, if ||u — a . = inf{lla—a*||.. : ke or some h* € Q,, then there
L L p P

exists a positive constant C such that

|h—h*| < Clla— @] e, and i — @, <Clli— @

o0

3. SLOW DYNAMICS IN A NEIGHBORHOOD OF THE BASE MANIFOLD

The aim of this section is to study the dynamics of the solutions to (1.2)-(1.3) in a
neighborhood of the manifold M, and to prove that M, is approximately invariant for
(1.2)-(1.3). To do this, we will consider the integrated version (2.16)-(2.17). Since

[ Py (7] P (3.1)

if [|u — uP|, . is sufficiently small for some h € €,, we can use Theorem 2.5 and the

decomposition @ = @" + @ introduced in Section 2.

3.1. Equations of motion and slow channel. Let (@, ) be a solution to (2.18) with

@ = ¢ +w and 1w € H, where H is the space defined in (2.21); it follows that the variables
(w,v) satisty

Expanding we get
1
L(ué + ) = L(a8) + LED + (fow?)e, where  fo := / (1 — s)F" (a8 + sw,) ds,
0

and L¢ is the linearized operator of £ about ¢, that is L0 := —e2Wgppe + (F”(uﬁ)u?w)

Hence, we obtain the following system for (w0, ):

p

N
~ o~ ~& ~1
Wy =0 — uzg,
RIS (32)
7j=1
Ty = L(08) + LED + (f2u02), — 0.
In order to obtain the equation for & = £(t), we make use of the orthogonality condition

(W, ES) =0, forj=1,...,N, (3.3)
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where the functions Ef are defined in Section 2 and satisfy (2.27). By differentiating with
respect to ¢ the conditions (3.3) and by using the first equation of (3.2), we infer

N
(@, E5) = €E£§l+ZwE£ Vel=0, j=1,...,N, (3.4)
=1

where we introduced the notation Efz = (‘3,]5]g Rewrite (3.4) in the compact form

D(&,w)€ =Y (& v), (3.5)
where
Dji(€ @) i= (@, B) = (@, E5;),  and  Yj(£,0) = (5, E}).
Therefore, combining (3.2) and (3.5) we obtain the ODE-PDE coupled system

N
fo=i- Y
j=1
T3 = L(4¢) + L8 + (fod2), — ¥,
D(& w)&' =Y ().
Now, let us define the slow channel where we will study the dynamics of (3.6). Let & such
that h = G(§) € Q, and @ € C?(0,1) with @w = 0 at = 0, 1; define

(3.6)

1
A8(D) = — (L@, w) :/ [gwgw + F”(u’i)wﬂ da,
0

1
B(w) ::/ [5211192“ —l—u??c] dzx.
0
We recall the following lemma of [2].

Lemma 3.1. For any @ € C%(0,1) with w =0 at x = 0,1, we have
@], < B(w), (3.7)
ellwel? .. < (1+e)B(w). (3.8)
Moreover, assume that F satisfies (1.5). There exists pg > 0 such that if p € (0, pg) and
h = G(&) € Q,, then for any w as above and satisfying the orthogonality condition (3.3),

we have
CAS(w) > ?B(w), (3.9)

for some positive constant C independent of € and .

For the proof of this lemma see [2, Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2]. Let us define the energy

functional

E&i, 9] = = A& () + g||@||2 + &0 (w, ), for 0 > 0,



16 R. FOLINO, C. LATTANZIO, AND C. MASCIA

and the slow channel

2., = {(ﬂ, ?) s a=ab4+w, (0,0)eHxH?0,1), £ is such that h = G(¢) € Q,,

and E¢[w, ] < F52\11(h)},

for I', p > 0, where the space H and the barrier function ¥ are defined in (2.21) and (2.8),
respectively. Studying the dynamics of the solutions to (2.18) in the slow channel Z.  is

equivalent to study the dynamics of the solutions to (3.6) in the set

Z. = {(w,@,g) . (w,0) € H x H*(0,1), & is such that h = G(§) € Q,,

Tp

and E&[w, 0] < I“a?\I/(h)}.

Hence, we will study the dynamics of (3.6) in the set ZAnp. The first step is the following

proposition, which gives estimates for solutions (w0, v, &) € ZARP to (3.6).

Proposition 3.2. Let us assume that F € C*(R) satisfies conditions (1.5). Given N € N
and § € (0,1/(N + 1)), there exists eg > 0 such that if €,p satisfy (2.1), 6 > 1, and
(0, 0,€) € Z,. , then

r,p?
¢ - e - 2 2AIM
A% (w) < CES[w, 0] < CTe “exp | — ) (3.10)
201,512 =112 £ = -2 2A1M
ol . +llol7, < CES [, ] < CTe“exp | — ) (3.11)

for some positive constant C > 0 (independent of €, T and 0).
Moreover, if (w0,v,€) € ﬁw is a solution to (3.6) fort € [0,T], then

h
&', < Ce 277 Y2 exp <—A£> : (3.12)

Proof. Let us prove (3.10). Using Young inequality, we infer
2w, 0)| < ¥ ||@)13. + 18],
and so, for the definitions of A% and E¢, we have
E(-\ _ om€ls <12 0/~ ~ £ 2011, 1|2
AS (W) = 2E°[w, 0] — 7||9]]* — 2&"7(w, 0) < 2E°[w, 0] + eV (|0 ., -
Using (3.7) and (3.9), we deduce
10 < B(®) < Ce™2A%(w),

and then
A8 (1) < 2E8[w, 0] + C2O V7 A8 (w).
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Since 0 > 1, we can choose &¢ so small that Ce20-Dr <y < 1fore e (0,£0), and conclude
that

A8 () < CES[w, 7).

The second inequality of (3.10) follows from the facts that Eé[w, ] < T'e~2W¥(h) in Z

T.p
and that the definition of the barrier function ¥ (2.8) and (2.5) imply that
2A1"
U(h) < Cexp <— . ) , (3.13)

for some C' > 0 independent of €. The proof of (3.11) is similar. From (3.9) and Young

inequality, one has
Er5 ~ 2.~ T =12 20 11,12 _ T =112
BEw, 0] 2 Ce”B(w) + S [|o] — e rfl@]” — 29l
Hence, for (3.7) we get
- ~ T~ 0 ~ 09— ~ T~
B4, ) > O[], + Z10l? — ¥ rlal?. > (€ —207Vr) 22, + Tl

and we obtain (3.11) choosing ¢ sufficiently small (again since § > 1) and using (3.13).

It remains to prove (3.12). Let us consider the equation for £ in (3.6) and the matrix
D(&,w) of elements D;;(§,w) = (ﬂf, Ef> — (w, Ef]> These elements have been already
studied in [2, 3] and one has

(=1)"41;11 + O(e), i>7,

0(e), i< (3.14)

Q5 = (ﬂ?,EZ) = {

where I := hj — h;_1 is the distance between the layers (see formulas (4.27) in [3]), and
HEEJH < Ce~1/2. These results can be obtained by using the formulas (2.24) and (2.27)
for @f and Ef In particular, the bound for HEf]H can be easily obtained by differentiating
with respect to &; the formula (2.27) without the exponentially small terms and by using
(2.15). From (3.11), it follows that

0 1 - Alh
(i, ;)] < [[]|[| S|l < Ce™/*exp <‘> '

Hence, for ¢ sufficiently small, we have

4l 0 0 ... 0
—4l3 4l3 0 e 0
D(S, ’II)) = 4ly —4ly 41y ce 0 + 0(6),

()N "Uinyy (DN 24y (DN 34y L Ay
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and its inverse

1
— 0 0 0 0
B
— =0 0 0
4l 4l
D7Y(g, ) = R o o |ToE
4l 4y
2 1
000 4y Ay

Let us rewrite the equation for £ in (3.6) as
¢ =D& w)Y (€9).
Since
Y5(&,9)] = |3, B5)| < 9] E5 | < ol
where in the last passage we used the formula (2.27) for Ef, we deduce
€'].. <CIDH(E @)l 15,

where || - ||, denotes the matrix norm induced by the vector norm |-|_. To estimate such
matrix norm, we use the assumption h € §,, which implies [; > ¢/p for any j. Therefore,
we can conclude that

€'].. < Ce7Hall, (3.15)
and the proof of (3.12) follows from (3.11). O

3.2. Main result. Thanks to the estimates (3.10), (3.11) and (3.12), we can state that
if (w,v,€) € ZAF’p is a solution to (3.6) in [0,T], then the L®-norm of @, the L? norm
of ¥ and the velocity of & are exponentially small in e. This implies that if u = u® + w
is a solution to (1.2) such that (4,%) € 2, , for t € [0,T], then the L*-norm of w and
the velocity of the transition points (hi,...,hx11) are exponentially small. Indeed, to
estimate the norm of w, we use (3.8), (3.9) and (3.10) and we get

Dl = 820 < O V2B < o202 < O ep (20
for some C' > 0 independent of €. On the other hand, the velocity of the transition points
(h1,...,hn) is exponentially small for (3.12) and the fact that h; =¢; fori=1,...,N; to
estimate the velocity of hyi1, we use (2.14) and the relation

N N
oh . _ Alh
3\/”4—1 = a];i;'l h;- = Z [(—1)N I+ O (g 1 exp <—)>} h;-. (3.16)

j=1 j=1 ¢
From (3.16) and (3.12) it follows that

A h
\h'NH(t)| < Ce=2771/2 exp (—i) .
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Therefore, we can state that if u = u® + w is a solution to (1.2) such that (@, ;) € Z.,
for t € [0, 7], then

||u — uhHLoo < Ce b2 exp <—A{jh> , B < Ce 27712 exp <—A£h> ,
for t € [0,T]. In other words, there exists a neighborhood of the manifold M, where the
solution u to (1.2)-(1.3) is well approximated by u”; thus, u is a function with N + 1
transitions between —1 and +1, and the velocity of the transition points is exponentially
small. Let us focus the attention on a lower bound of the time 7T, taken for the solution
to leave such neighborhood of M,,. To this aim, we observe that a solution can leave the
slow channel Z,.  either if h = G(§) € 09,, meaning that two transition points are close
enough, namely h; — hj_; = ¢/p for some j, or if the energy functional is large enough,
precisely E¢[w, 8] = T'e~2¥(h). We will prove that solutions leave the slow channel only
if two transition points are close enough; then, since the transition points move with
exponentially small velocity, the time taken for the solution to leave the slow channel is

exponentially large. Precisely, we will prove the following result.

Theorem 3.3. Let us assume that F € C*(R) satisfies conditions (1.5) and consider the
IBVP (1.2)-(1.3)-(1.4) with uy satisfying (2.11). Given N € N and § € (0,1/(N + 1)),
there exist €9,0p > 0 and 'y > T'y > 0 such that if €, p satisfy (2.1), 0 > 0y, T’ € [I'1,T9],

and the initial datum (ug,u1) is such that
(iig, 1) € 2y ,= {(i1,8) € 2., : h = G(£) €Q, and E&[w,v] < Te2U(h)},

then the solution (u,w) is such that (i, @) remains in 2. , for a time T > 0, and for any
t € [0,7.] one has

AlP Alb
Ju = < €= exp (<41, Wl < Cetr o (<25, @an)

where A = \/min{F"(-1), F"(+1)}, {* := min{h;—h;_1} and |-| . denotes the mazimum

norm in RN . Moreover, there exists C > 0 such that
T. > Ce2r1 2 (MO — ¢ /p) exp(Ad /e).

The proof of Theorem 3.3 is based on the following proposition, which gives an estimate

on the time derivative of E&[,d] along the solutions to the system (3.6).

Proposition 3.4. Let us assume that F € C*(R) satisfies conditions (1.5). Given N € N
and 6 € (0,1/(N + 1)), there exist €9,0p > 0 and I'y > T'y > 0 such that if €, p satisfy
(2.1), 0 > 0y, I € [I'1,T'2], and (w,0,&) € Zi’np is a solution to (3.6) fort € [0,T], then
for some n € (0,1) and p > 0, we have

%{Eé [@, 8] — Te?U(h)} < —ne"{E*[w, 3] — Te 2¥(h)}, fort €[0,T). (3.18)
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Proof. In all the proof, symbols C| ¢,n denote generic positive constants, independent on
e, and with € (0,1). Let us differentiate with respect to ¢ the three terms of the energy
functional E€. For the first term, direct differentiation and the first equation of (3.6) give

G5 @ ) =g {Guton | = o) + G0

N N
o - 1 £ -
= —(L8@,0) + ) G(LED,T) + 5 D G(F" ()i, a3).
j=1 j=1
Using the self-adjointness of the operator L& and inequality (3.15), we infer

N N
D I6(E8m, a6)| = 3 15, L6a5)| < Ce ] ]| max || L4
j=1 =1

For the last term of the latter inequality, we have that

) 9 . n Ohns O .

L£ h - h + h

o, LN = g )
o 0 oh o 0

_77£AC’ hy N+1 7£AC h
a0 )T Ton b ot (W)

and from [2, Lemma 5.2], it follows that

h
IS8 | < Ceexp (—éi) < Cetexp (—Aé> :

where we used (2.1). On the other hand, the formula (2.24) and the inequalities (3.8),
(3.9) and (3.15) yield

N
Y EHE" )i, i) | < ClE| b oo H@xHZmJaX |a$|l < Ce~*B(w@)| |
Jj=1

< Ce A8 (w)]|0].

Therefore, for the first term of the energy we conclude

% {;Aﬁ(w)} < — (L&, B) + Ce™® exp(—c/e)||0]| @] + Ce™ A8 (w) 9] (3.19)

For what concerns the second term in the energy E¢, the second equation of (3.6) gives
dfr 2 é £ 02 0.0
{51012} = (ronv) = (£(@) + Lo + (f222), — 0,9)

< (L8, 0) + | L@ [0l + ((f203),,, 0) — [|]?

< (L*w, ) — %Hﬁll2 +OlL(@) + ((f203) ,,9)-
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By expanding
(fo07), = (f2) 07 + 2 foi0y s
= / (1 )P 4 5150+ 07) s+ 2 o
we deduce the estimate 0
((fo@3), 0)] < | (foid), llI7] < C (szIIlelum + Wy || + ||wx||Loonm||> gl
<C {5—13@) ( 14 1B )1/2) +e732B(w )} 15|, (3.20)
< C{e 4T A8 @) 2] 5] 4 (@),
where the estimates (3.8), (3.9),
I, = llugll < Ce™, and | du® < €72 B(w).
have been used. Hence, we obtain
LT N0} < (280,5) — 1P + CIL@) | + € {1+ A8@)Y?} o) A¢().
(3.21)

Finally, the time derivative of the scalar product (w,7v) can be bounded by

d N
@, 70) = 0| — 7 Y&k, 0) + (@, L(@) + Lo + (fa), — 0)

< 7| + 7I€ L NEE B ] + 1B L@ — AS(@) — (b, 8) + (i, (f2053),,)-
where we used that AS(w) = —(w, L¥). By using (2.24), (3.15) and estimating as in
(3.20), we infer

d - e - -
59dt (W, 78) < —e’AS(@) + ’7(1 4+ Ce™)|3]* - — (@, 79) +&0|a|[[|£(a®)
+C {1+ A8 (@)1} )| A ().
For Young inequality, we have
¥ llalI£(@®)] < Ce®||w|* + C||L@)|* < CeCD A% (@) + C||L (@))%,

and we can estimate the third term of E¢ as

59%@, 70) < — e’ A% (@) — ‘f@,m +elr(1+ CeH|o])* + Ol £ ()| 3.2
+ 020607 A8 (i )+c{1+s L A8 (@ )1/2}59—4\|w||A€(w).
Collecting (3.19), (3.21) and (3.22), we deduce
Sr¥10,0) < = a5@) - (- e+ 0 ) ol - S anre) + CLG
+ Ce20~D A8 () + RE[w, D),
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where
R8[w, 0] := Ce™ exp(—c/e)|[0]l||]| + Ce~*A% (@) |3
+ CemH {1+ 7 A8 @) 2} {|jall + 1o |} A ().
Choosing 6 > 2 and gg so small that
Cel~lr< - -, (3.23)

for any € € (0,¢¢), we obtain

d 5 ~ g 5 o
%Eg[ 7] < —ne’ A% (w) — n|9)|* — —{@,77) + C||lL(@®)||* + R [w, 7.

Therefore, we conclude that there exists ;1 > 0 (independent on ¢) such that
d
B, 9] < —net BE [, 0] — nl|5]* + C|IL@)|* + R [w, 7],
for some 7 € (0,1). Indeed, the condition (3.23) implies €/ /7 > Ce?*~! and, since 6 > 2,
we can choose u > 26 — 1.
Now, let us use that (w,0,€) € ZAW for t € [0,T]; from Proposition 3.2 it follows that

there exists €9 (dependent on I' and 7) such that
RE&[w, 0] < Cexp(—c/e)Te 2W(h),
for any e € (0,2¢). Since, for (2.8) and (2.20) one has
1£(a%)|* < C=7*W(h),

we infer
d Er~ ~ E1~ ~ ~12 -2
&E [w, 0] < —net ES[w, 0] — n||o|| + Ce™*¥(h). (3.24)
Now, let us compute the time derivative of the barrier function V. Direct differentiation
gives
N+1
S5 =2 3 (LAC (), KA (), K + (LACul k) L
i,j=1
where LAC is the linearization of £A%(u) about u®, i.e.

LA = 2wy, — F' (uM)w.

Using the estimates provided by inequalities (2.9) and (3.15), we deduce

(LA WP, K hi| < IR LA9 @M IR < Ce=2)1L4C @) [l

(LAl kRG] < IR JRPIILACUl ] < C exp(—c/e)loll,

oo

where in the last passage the inequality ||LACuP| < Ce™1/2 exp(—Al"/¢) has been used
(see [11, Proposition 7.2]). Thus, since

(LAY ("), k)| < =249 (M)
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we deduce the bound
A

dt

< Ce V{72 LAC WM | + exp(—c/2) }ILAC M) o]

It is well known (see [10, Proposition 3.5]) that

N+1
ILACWM)[1P < Ce Y o/t = oI P < Ce(h), (3.25)
j=1
where we used the definition of ¥ (2.8). Therefore, we obtain
av —3/2,1/2 1/2
I‘% < OT{e??U'? + exp(—c/e) }|v]| ¥

< o] + CT2{ 3202 4 exp(—c/e) } 0.

Hence, observing that ¥ < C' exp(—c/ 5), we end up with
FE < nlv||* + CT* exp(—c/e) V. (3.26)
Combining (3.24) and (3.26), we obtain that if (§,w,0) € Z:’np is a solution of (3.6), then
d
%{Ei[w, 3] —Te 2V(h)} < —ne" B4, 9] + C(e72 + I exp(—c/e)) ¥,
for some n € (0,1). Therefore the estimate (3.18) follows from
Cexp(—c/e)[? —net I + Ce2 <0,

and the latter is verified for " € [I'1, '], provided € € (0,e¢) with gg sufficiently small so
that n?e — 4C%e? exp(—c/e) > 0. O

Remark 3.5. Regarding the role of the parameter 7 and its possible dependence on €, we
observe that Propositions 3.2 and 3.4 are valid if the condition (3.23) holds. Therefore,
the parameter 7 can be chosen of the order O (5*’“) for some k& > 0 and the results of this
section hold true by choosing # > max{2, k+ 1}; in particular, the estimate (3.18) is valid
with g = 6 + k. On the other hand, if either 7 is independent on € or 7 — 0% as e — 0T,
we can choose any 6 > 2 and the estimate (3.18) is valid with pu = 6.

In general, if 7 = 7(¢) for some function 7 : RT™ — R, then we can prove the results of

Propositions 3.2 and 3.4 by working with the energy
R _ o
E4[, 0] := S AS(@) + 2|0 + f(e)r{a,3),
where f : Rt — R is a function such that f(¢)7(¢)/e — 07 and f(¢)/e? — 0" ase — 07.

Now, we have all the tools to prove our main result.
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Proof of Theorem 3.3. Let (g, 1) € %F’p and let (4,7) € Z,., fort € [0, T¢] be the solution
to (2.18). Then, @ = @ +w and (0,9, €) € E:’w solves the system (3.6) for ¢ € [0,7.]. We
have already seen that the property (3.17) holds. Assume that 7. is maximal and apply
Proposition 3.4; from (3.18), it follows that

%{exp(ns“t)(Es (@, 5] — rﬂ\p(h))} <0, te 0, 1]

and so,
exp(nett) {Eﬁ[w,ﬁ] - rg”\y(h)} (t) < {Eﬁ[w,@] - PE*Q\IJ(h)} 0) <0, telo,T].
Therefore, (i, ) remains in the channel Z.  while h = G(§) € 09, € Q, and if T, < +o0
is maximal, then h(T.) € 052, that is
hi(Ty) — hj—1 (1) =¢€/p for some j. (3.27)
From (3.17) it follows that for all ¢ € [0, T¢], one has
hi(t) — hj(0)] < Ce™ 272 exp(—AIMD Je)t  forany j=1,....N+1,  (3.28)

where 1*®) is the minimum distance between layers at the time . Combining (3.27) and
(3.28), we obtain

e/p > M0 — 2027712 exp(—A/p)Te.
Hence, using (2.1) we have
1. > C(ﬂh(o) - 5/p)527'1/2 exp(A/p) > C(Eh(o) - 5/,0)527'1/2 exp(Ad/e),

and the proof is complete. O

4. LAYER DYNAMICS

As we have seen in the previous section, there exist metastable states for the hyperbolic
Cahn—Hilliard equation (1.2), that are approximately equal to +1 or —1 except near N +1
transition points moving with exponentially small velocity. The aim of this section is to
derive and study a system of ODEs describing the movement of the transition layers.
Precisely, after deriving a system of ODEs from (3.5), we will compare such system with
the one obtained in the case of the classic Cahn—Hilliard equation (1.7) by studying, in

particular, the limit as 7 — 0.

4.1. Equations of transition layers. In order to derive the system of ODEs, we use

the approximation (w,?) ~ (0, Zjvzl 5}&5), substituting @w = 0 in (3.4) we get

S (@S B = (v, ES),  j=1,...,N.
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In order to eliminate the variable v, let us differentiate and multiply by 7 the latter

equation:

T ((ah, BS) + (af, E)) flmrz i, E5)e!

= —(L(at), B%) — (v, B%) +rZ<v,E§l>§,’, j=1,...,N.
=1

s

S, we obtain

Using the approximation v ~ Z;V:

TZ (af, B5)el + Z (af, B5) @MZ (i, BS)&g) = (L(if), ES), (4.1)

i,l=1

for j = 1,...,N. In order to simplify (4.1), let us compute the terms a;; = (ﬂf,Ef},
(b E’€> and <£(ﬂ5),E]§). The formula for a;; is given in (3.14) and implies that the

Uip»
matrix (a;;) € RV*N has the form

4l 0 0 cee 0
—4l3 4l3 cee 0
(aij) = Aly —4ly Aly .0 | +o),
(DN "My (DN 24y (DN iy . Al
with inverse
1
@ (1) 0 0 0
— — 0 0 0
) 4y 4l3
() '= o Lo Lo g g | +0O6)
413 4ly
% :
o0 0 4y Ay

Next, for Lemma 2.3, (2.19) and the definition Ef (2.26), we have
(L(a), ES) = (L7 (uf), ulf + uly — Q) = (L47(uf), ult + ultyy) + Oe™ %)
= / <52ugx(x) — F’(uh(a:))) ul(z) dz + O(e=¢/) (4.2)
I'UIj+1
=/t —od + O(e™/7),

for j = 1,...,N. Finally, let us compute the terms <afl,Ef), by using the formulas
(2.22) and (2 27) for uf* and Eg, respectively. In what follows, we omit the tedious, but

straightforward computation of the derivatives of the exponentially small terms, because
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one can prove (using the bounds in [2, 3, 10, 11]) that they remain exponentially small in

€. Therefore, differentiating the identities

Oh oh A
?—1_ a%-f—l 6];’;:_1’ and a];;jl — (_1)N—Z + O(e—c/s)’

we obtain
~ ~h N—-Il~h N—i~h i+l ~h -
@& = al + ()Nl + (DN TR (1) AR v+ O(e).

From (2.22) and the formula for u? of Lemma 2.3, it follows that

ih(z) =

uft(x) + O(e™*), x € I,
O(e°/?), otherwise,

and @l (x) =e,i#1, fori=1,...,N + 1. Hence, we have

h /e LUI
ﬂg({tj): Ux(mi)_'_o(e )7 T € zL'J N+1, forizl,...,N, (43)
O(e=/), otherwise,
_ 1)t P —c/e
i(z) = ( ),c/eu’c () +O(e™5), © € Inv1, fori#1.  (4.4)
O(e™%), otherwise,

Thanks to the formulas (2.27), (4.3) and (4.4), we can compute the quantities (ﬂfl, Ef>
Let us start with the case i =1 = j # N; for (2.27) and (4.3), we deduce

. b hivise i —c/e
@555 = | @ pf@d = | @ [ -] e+ o)

hit1/2

+ O(efc/E) -2+ 0(676/5)7

hi_1/2
fori=1,...,N —1. Inthecase i =1l =j = N, we have
1

1
(i5on ER) = /0 iy () B () do = / ul(z) [(—1)N -~ uh(x)] dz + O(e~/%)

hn_1/2

+0(e™) = O(e™°).

hn_1/2

The latter equality together with the expression for (a;;)~! and (4.2) gives the equation

for £ in the case N =1 (two layers): equation (4.1) in the case N = 1 becomes

1
T£/l+€/ — @(043 _ al).
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Consider now the case i =1 = j+1, j # N with N > 1; for the formulas (2.27) and (4.3),

we infer

~ 1 _ hj+3/2 . _
g ) = [ @B @ = [ @) (17 i) e+ 0@ )
0 hjt1y2
1 , 2 |hi+as2
-5 [V —aw] | T o) =2+ 0,
hjyi1/2

If j # N and either ¢ =1 # j,j + 1 or i # [, then all the terms <a§l, Ef) are negligible for
(2.27) and (4.4). In conclusion, for j # N, we have

-2, i1=1=7,
(G, B5) = O(e™) +{ 2, i=1=j+1,
0, otherwise.

Hence, the first N — 1 equations of (4.1) become
N

D7l + Ea + 27 |(€40)° - (6)7] =0 -,

i=1
for j =1,...,N — 1. The last equation of (4.1) is more difficult because the functions ﬂfl
and E]’£V are not negligible in Iy;;. We have already seen that <ﬂ§VN, E§V> = e, for the

other terms we have

1
(i, BY)) = /O @ @de= [ @) [0~ @) do+ 0

1 2
=5 [(-)Y ) FO( ) = 24 0P,
hnyi1/2
fori=1,...,N —1, and
1 1
@58 = [ @B @ =0T [ ) [(-)Y - i) do + O )
0 hnii/2
)it 2|1 A
= C e @) | o) = 2 o),
hnyi/2
for i #£ [. Therefore,
0, i=1=N,
(@, BS) = O(e™/%) + < 2 i=1#N
1[7 9 - ’
2(—1)H, otherwise.

It follows that the last equation of (4.1) becomes

N N-1
S+ &ay +27 | Y (6) + ()| = a2 - o,
i=1 i=1 17l
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Since
N-1 N— 1 2 N-1 '
STE)+Y (-1t = < f§>-+%&§j@nNJ&
i=1 il i=1 i=1
N N '
(Z )N — ) (Z(—l)N‘%H&v),
i=1 i=1

we can rewrite

N N 2
Z(Tf +&)ag + 271 (Z nHh- ’g) — (ffV)Q — N2 N

i=1 =1

By applying the inverse matrix (aij)_l, we obtain the following equation for &:

Tﬂ+d+lQ%£D=HWL

-
€l 6 QU 6 1)+ 57— Q61,8 = Pa(h) + (R,
1=2,...,N—1,
T a ;
TEN +EN T3 Q(fNaéN 1)+ m@ Z(_l)N_]fé'af;V = Py-1(h) + Pn(h),
j=1
where we introduced the functions
1 . .
Q(x,y) == x> — and Pi(h) == —(a'T? — ), i=1,...,N. (4.5)
4l
Therefore, we derived the equation for & = (§1,...,&nN); recall that the transition points
are located at h = (h1,...,hn, hyy1) and that & = h; for i = 1,..., N; the position of the
last point hy 41 is determined by the other points (hq,...,hy) for the conservation of the
mass. In order to write the equation for h = (hq,...,hn, hn+1), which is more natural,

symmetric and easy to handle, we use (3.16) by neglecting the exponentially smallest

terms; thus, we consider the approximations

N N
~ N—j ~ N—j
b = (DN, S S
j=1 j=1
We can now write the equation for h = (hy,...,hy,hnyy1). In the case N = 1 (two layers)

we have

1
Th + b = —(a® — o),
4l

Dbl =—(a®—ab).

(4.6)
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In general, for N > 2 the equations are

ThY + Iy + i@( L, 1) = Pi(h),

Th;/_‘_h;_}—%Q( ;’ 2—1)_}— Q( {L'—‘rl? ;):Plfl(h)_F‘P’l(h’)? i:2,"'7N,

241

T Q(hly 41, hy) = Pr(h).

Thiy g1 + By +
2IN+1

(4.7)
Equations (4.6) and (4.7) imply the following equations for the interval length [; (remember
that I; = hy — hg = 2hy and Iyy2 = hyyo — Ayt = 2(1 — hN+1))- For N =1 one has

"o i 3 1
Tl + 1 = T (a” —a),
Tly +15 =0, (4.8)
1 .
Tl + 15 = —272(043 —al)
For N = 2:
T 2 2 L3 1
Tl’ll-i-l/l + E (h/2) — (hll) = 272(04 —a),
r 1
T+l 4+ — [(By)* = (hy)*] = ——(a* - a?),
203 L 4l3 (4.9)
T 2 27 1 '
Tl + 15 — TR (h'2) - (h'l) | = —472(043 - al),
r 1
U+ 1 — = (1) — (h)*| = —-(a* — a?)

Iy L

In general, for N > 3:

Tl 1+ QU 1) = 2Py (B)

T

75 + 15+ —Q(h%, he) = Py(h),

2
T+l + ﬁQ( 1 hg) — 2;7162( i 1,hi_g) = Pi(h) — Pi_s(h), i=3,...,N,
i i—
-
N1 + g1 — mQ( N> hiy_1) = —Pn_1(h),
" T

Tlyyo + Uvye — mQ( N1 hiy) = —2Pn(h).
(4.10)
Observe that [1/2 and [y12/2 are the distances of hy and hy41 from the boundary points

0 and 1, respectively. Let L_ and L4 be the length of all the intervals where the solution
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is approximately —1 and +1, respectively; namely

I ._l1+NZ/2l, I _N/QZA INg2 N
=5 2 2i+1, + = ; 2 + 5 1 1s even,
L= ll+(Ni)/2l 1+ D2 L —(Ni)/zl : if N is odd
-i=5 2 241 5 L= 2 %5 i is odd.
It follows that these quantities satisfy
Tl + L, =0. (4.11)

4.2. Comparison with the classic Cahn—Hilliard equation. In this subsection, we
study the equations describing the movement of the transition points derived above, and
we analyze the differences with the corresponding equations valid for the classic Cahn—
Hilliard equation (1.7). Rewrite the equations (4.6) and (4.7) in a compact form: in the

case of two layers (N = 1), see equations (4.6), we get
Th” + h' = P(h), (4.12)

where h = (hy, hy) and P : R? — R? is defined by

3

ol —a
Pi(h1, he) == s — )’

1
i=1,2.

In the case of N + 1 layers with N > 2, we rewrite (4.7) as
th"” +h +7Q(h,h') = P(h), (4.13)

where h = (hq,...,hyy1) and P : R¥+L 5 RN+1 g defined by

b — ol
4(ha — h1)
3_ 41 4.2

O — o —

A(ha —hy) (kg — ha)

P(h) = f : (4.14)
aN+1 _ o N-1 . aN+2 _ N
4(hN — hN—l) 4(hN+1 — hN)
aN+2 _ N

4(hny1 — hy)
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and Q : RVt x RN+L 5 RN+ jg
(h)? — (h))?
2(hy — hi)
(hy)? — (h))?  (hy)? — (hy)®
2(hy — hy) 2(h3 — hs)

Q(h,h) := z : (4.15)
(h)? = ()" | (Ryar)” = (B)?
2(hn — hn_1) 2(hn+1 — hy)
(Wysr)” = (W)
2(hn41 — h)

Both in the case (4.12) and in the case (4.13), taking formally the limit as 7 — 0" one
obtains the system describing the motion of the transition layers in the classic Cahn—
Hilliard equation (1.7) (see equations (4.36) in [3]). Indeed, in [3] the authors derived the

following system of ODEs to approximately describe the motion of the transition points

h1, ha, ..., hys1 when they are well separated:

1

hll = 472(043 - 041)7

N SR 2 ;

h’j:E(O‘ -« )‘i‘m(a —a?), j=2,...,N (4.16)

J J
1
hiN+1 = 4lN+1 (aN+2 - aN)'

Let us briefly describe the behavior of the solutions to (4.16) when F' is an even function
and h;, h;—1 are the closest transition points at time ¢ = 0, namely assume that there
exists a unique ¢ € {1,..., N + 2} such that

1;(0) <1;(0), j#i, j=1,...,N+2

In this case, we can use Remark 2.2 and from the estimate (2.7) it follows that o’ > o/
for all j # 4, and the terms o/ with j # i are exponentially small with respect to o as
e — 0%. As a consequence, we can describe the motion of the transition layers in the case
of the Cahn—Hilliard equation (1.7) as follows. In the case N = 1, the two transition points
hi and hy move to the right (respectively left) if I3 = 2(1 — hg) < I3 = 2hy (respectively
I3 > 11) and we have h) &~ h}; thus, the points move together in an almost rigid way, they
move in the same direction at approximately the same speed. In the case N = 2, we have
two transitions points moving in the same direction at approximately the same speed v,
while the speed of the third one is exponentially small with respect to v, and so, the third
point is essentially static. Finally, consider the case N > 3 with ¢ € {3,..., N}; the term

o' appears in the equations for h;_s, h;_1, h; and h;; 1, and so we have four points moving
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at approximately the same speed, while all the other layers remain essentially stationary
in time. Precisely, we have
By >0, bl >0, B <0, k<0, B, =0 <e—0/5h;) for j & {i —2,i —1,i,i+1}.

Roughly speaking, the system (4.16) shows that the shortest distance between layers
decreases: the closest layers move towards each other, each being followed by its nearest
transition point from “behind”, at approximately the same speed, until the points h; and
hi;—1 are sufficiently close. Hence, the loss of the mass due to the annihilation of the
transitions at h;_1 and h; is compensated by the movement of the nearest neighbor h; o
and h;y1. This property, due to the conservation of the mass, is a fundamental difference
with respect to the Allen-Cahn equation (1.6). For such equation, Carr and Pego [10]

derived the following equations for the transition points h;:
hy=Ce (/! — ), j=1,...,N+1,

where C' is a constant depending only on F. Then, in the case of the Allen—Cahn equation,
the closest layers move towards each other at approximately the same speed satisfying
|hl| = e|a’™! — o], while all the other points remain essentially stationary in time.

As it was already mentioned, system (4.16) was derived in [3, Section 4] in order to ap-
proximately describe the movement of the transition layers for the Cahn—Hilliard equation
(1.7) until the points are well separated, with distance I; > ¢/p. A detailed analysis of
the motion of the layers for (1.7) can be also found in [29], where the authors studied in
details layer collapse events and presented many numerical simulations confirming that the
layer dynamics is closely described by (4.16). However, system (4.16) provides an accurate
description of the motion of the points corresponding to the annihilating interval and its
two nearest neighbors, but it may be slightly inaccurate for other layers. For example, in
[29] it is showed that if (h;_1, h;) is the annihilating interval for some ¢ € {3,..., N}, all
the points h; with j ¢ {i — 2,79 — 1,¢,% + 1} move at an algebraic slower speed in ¢ than
hi. In contrast, we saw that for (4.16) the points h; move exponentially slower than the
collapsing layers. Apart from that, system (4.16) provides a good description of the layer
dynamics for the classic Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.7).

In the case of the hyperbolic Cahn—Hilliard equation (1.2), the movement of the layer is
approximately describe by equations (4.12) and (4.13), and so, we have to take in account
the inertial term 7h” and the quadratic term 7Q(h,h’) (when N > 2). In the following,
we shall compute some numerical solutions in order to analyze the differences between
systems (4.7) and (4.16). To do this, we use Proposition 2.1 choosing A; = A_ = /2
and K} = K_ = 4, which corresponds to the choice F'(u) = +(u® — 1)?; then, we use the
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approximation

o’ ~ 16 exp <_\/§(h3_h3_1)> '

3

The values of the initial data for the ODEs (4.7) depend on the choice of the initial
datum (ug,u;) for the PDE (1.2); precisely, we assume that ug = u"" for some h® € Q,,
and so h(0) = h® represents the positions of the transition points at time ¢ = 0, while
the first N components of h/(0) satisfy the third equation of (3.6), and hx41 is given by
(3.16) (for the conservation of the mass). Therefore, we have

Mh(0) = gy (s B) + O(e (i, BD)),
1;(0) = TR (W, BS 1) + M(al,E§> +O(elin, E5)), j=2,...,N
a0 ZahN“ {0) = 5. B + Ofelan,
B (4.17)

As we have previously done for the ODEs (4.7), we consider equations (4.17) without
the smallest terms O(s(&l,Ef}). By reasoning as in the computation of (4.11), we get
L' (0) =0, and so L4 (t) = 0 for all ¢ and this is consistent with the mass conservation. In
particular, let us stress that in the 2 layers case (N = 1) we have h}(0) = h%(0). Finally,
notice that choosing @1 = L(iig) we deduce that h’(0) satisfies (4.16).

We want to focus the attention on the role of the parameter 7 and we consider the same
initial data for (4.7) and (4.16); in particular for (4.6)-(4.7), we choose h;(0) satisfying
(4.16), meaning that h’(0) satisfy (4.17) with @1 = L(t). Let us start with the case
of 2 layers. Observe that ly = hy — hy satisfies (4.8) and since h(0) = h%(0), we have
l2(t) = 12(0) for any time ¢. In the first example, we choose ¢ = 0.07: in Table 1 we
show the numerical computation of the difference hj(¢) — h1(0) for different times ¢ and
for different values of 7 (7 = 0 corresponds to system (4.16)); since I3 is constant in time,
we get ha(t) = s(t) + he(0); in Figure 1 we show the graph of hy for 7 = 0 and 7 = 50.

TIME t | s(t), 7=0|s(t), =51 s(t), =150
300 —0.0128 —0.0126 —0.0113
600 —0.0534 —0.0497 —0.0364
665 —0.1240 —0.0830 —0.0475

TABLE 1. The numerical computation of s(t) = hi(t) — h1(0) for e = 0.07
and different values of 7. The initial positions of the layers are h;(0) = 0.31,
ha(0) = 0.66.
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FIGURE 1. The graph of hy(t) for € = 0.07 in the case of systems (4.16)
(left) and (4.6) (right) with 7 = 50.

We see that the greater 7 is, the slower the movement of the layers is. In particular, in
Figure 1 we see that the behavior of h; is the same, but the time taken for h; to reach
the position 0.1 is greater in the case of system (4.6) with 7 = 50.

Now, we consider an example with 6 layers. For € = 0.008, in Tables 2 and 3 we
numerically compute the difference h;(t) — h;(0) for ¢ = 1,...,6 in the case 7 = 0 and
T = e~ =125, respectively, and, in particular, we see that in the case 7 = 125 the layers

move slower than in the case without inertial terms.

5i(t) t =10° t =10% t=10° t = 1.55 % 10°
s1(t) | 2.99%1077 | 3.00x107° | 3.13%10°% | 49610~
so(t) | 213%107% | 2.19%107% | 3271073 | 1.36% 1072
s3(t) | 1.54%107% | 1.60x107% | 2.64% 1073 | 1.25% 102
54(t) | —2.03%107% | —2.09 % 10~* | —=3.09 x 1073 | —1.26 x 102
s5(t) | —1.79% 1070 [ —1.85% 107 % | —2.82 %1073 | —1.21 x 102
s6(t) | —=4.76 1075 | —4.75% 1075 | —4.62% 107> | —6.99 x 10~°

TABLE 2. The numerical computation of s;(t) = h;(t) — h;(0) in the case
of system (4.16) for ¢ 0.008. The initial positions of the layers are
0.18,0.32,0.45,0.57,0.71,0.86.

In the previous computations we choose the same initial velocities for (4.16)-(4.7) and
the only difference is that in the case of system (4.7) the layers move slower than (4.16).
On the other hand, choosing different initial velocities, according to (4.17), we can ob-
serve different dynamics. For instance, in the case of system (4.7) the points can change
direction: in Table 4 we consider the same ¢, 7 and initial positions of the Table 3, but
with opposite initial velocities, namely, we choose 1 = —L(1g) in (4.17). We see that the

points change direction and after that we have the same behavior of Table 3.
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TABLE 3. The numerical computation of s;(t) = h;(t) — h;(0) in the

5i(t) t =102 t =10? t=10° t =1.55 % 10°
s1(t) | 2.99%1077 | 3.00x107° | 3.13%10"% | 4.94%10°*
so(t) | 213%107% | 2.19%107% | 3261073 | 1.27%1072
s3(t) | 1.54%107% | 1.60x10~% | 2631073 | 1.17% 1072
s4(t) | —2.03%107% | —2.09 % 10~% | —=3.08 x 1073 | —1.18 x 102
s5(t) | —1.79% 1070 [ —1.84%107% | —2.81 %1073 | —1.13 %102
se(t) | —4.76 % 1075 | —4.75% 1075 | —4.62% 107> | —7.09 x 10>

case

of system (4.7). The values of the parameters are ¢ = 0.008 and 7 = 125;
the initial positions of the layers are 0.18,0.32,0.45,0.57,0.71,0.86.

5i(t) t =10 t=2%10? t =10? t=10° t =1.55 % 10°
s1(t) | =011 107C [ 1.4%107% | 293%107° | 3.12x10°% | 4.94x107%
59(t) [ —0.80% 107 % 9.7x1077 | 2.14%107% | 3.25%x1073 | 1.22% 1072
s3(t) [ —0.58 %1076 | 7x107Y 1.56«10~% [ 2.62%1073 | 1.12% 1072
s4(t) | 0.76 %1070 | —9.3%1077 | —2.04%10~* | =3.07x 1073 | —1.14 %102
s5(t) | 0.67%107% | —8.2%1077 | —1.80% 107 [ —2.80 % 1073 | —1.09 * 102
se(t) | 0.02%107% | —2.3x 10710 —4.63%107% | —4.61%107° | —7.06 * 10~

TABLE 4. In this table we consider the same initial positions and the same
values of £ and 7 of Table 3, but initial velocities with opposite sign respect
to Table 3.

We conclude this paper by comparing the solutions to systems (4.7) and (4.16) as
7 — 07. Let us rewrite system (4.13) in the form

h' =mn,
{m’ =P(h) —n—-72(h,n), (419)

and system (4.16) in the form
h' =n,
n=P(h),

where P and Q are defined in (4.14) and (4.15). Notice that the functions P and Q

are not well defined when h; = h;;1 for some j, but here we are interested in studying

(4.19)

the system (4.18) when [;(t) > ¢ for any ¢ € [0,7] and any j for some positive 6 and T,
because system (4.18) describes the movement of the transition points when they are well
separated for the hyperbolic Cahn—Hilliard equation (1.2). Therefore, in the following we
consider system (4.18) for t € [0,T] where T is such that [;(t) > § > 0 for any ¢ € [0, 7]
and any j € {1, N +2}. Denote by (h,n) the solutions to (4.18) and (h.,n.) the solutions
of (4.19), and set

E(t) = [h(t) = he(B)] + T[n(t) — ne(t)]-
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A general theorem of Tihonov on singular perturbations can be applied to systems (4.18)-
(4.19) to prove that if (h,n) is a bounded solution of (4.18) for ¢ € [0,7] and £-(0) — 0
as 7 — 0, then h — h, uniformly in [0,7] and n — n. uniformly in [t1,T] for any ¢; > 0
as T — 0.

Proposition 4.1. Fiz €,p satisfying (2.1) with o sufficiently small. Let (h,n) be a
solution of (4.18) and (hc,mc) a solution of (4.19), with h(t), h.(t) € Q, for anyt € [0,T].
Then, there exists C' > 0 (independent of T) such that

(1) < C(&(0) + 1), fort € [0,T). (4.20)
Moreover,
T
| im0 —nctoae < 0 +7) (4:21)
()~ n()] < CE©O) +7),  Jorte [t,T] (4.22)

for all ty € (0,T).
In particular, from (4.20), (4.21) and (4.22), it follows that, if £:(0) — 0 as 7 — 0,

then
T
lim sup h(t) — ho(®)] = lim [ [n(t) - ne(®)lde = lim sup_|n(t) - ne(t)] = 0,
7—0 t€[O,T] 7—0 0 T—0 te[tl,T]

for any t; € (0,7T).
Proof. For t € [0,T], define
Bu(t) = h() — he(t),  8a(t) = n(t) — n.(0)

Since h(t), h.(t) € Q, for t € [0,T], by using Proposition 2.1 and using that [; > § > 0,

we get

C C
P(he)| < 5 exp(-A/e) TP(he)] < <y exp(—AD)<),
C c
Plhe +8n) ~ P(ho)| < s exp(~A6/e)l6nl.  |QUhym)| < Sl
(4.23)

for all t € [0,7]. Here and in what follows, C' is a positive constant independent of 7

whose value may change from line to line. We have
8, =1m — Ne, 78, = P(h.+ 0.) — P(he) — 0y — 7Q(h,n) — TJP(h)P(he).
)
|6
inequality, we obtain

d
Since %’5’ = for any §(t) € RV*! using estimates (4.23) and Cauchy-Schwarz

d d
AOn <18l T 18| < Clon] 89| + O
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Summing, one has
d
7 (I0n] 4+ 7|65]) < Clén| + CT,
and so,

%&(t) <C(EM) +7), for t € [0, 7. (4.24)

Integrating (4.24) and applying Gronwall’s Lemma, we obtain (4.20). In particular, from
(4.20), it follows that

|0n(t)] < C(E-(0) + 1), for t € [0,T7. (4.25)
Substituting (4.25) into the equation for &y, we obtain
d
T 10n| < —[0n] + C(&7(0) + 7),
and integrating the latter estimate we infer (4.21); moreover, we have

i (707 180(0)]) < CLE0) 41l

and so
eft/T
[0n(t)] < C(€-(0) +7) + E-(0)——,
for t € [0, T]. Therefore, for any fixed ¢, € (0,T), we obtain (4.22). O
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