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PHASE TRANSITION OF PARABOLIC GINZBURG-LANDAU EQUATION
WITH POTENTIALS OF HIGH-DIMENSIONAL WELLS

YUNING LIU

ABSTRACT. In this work, we study the co-dimensional one interface limit and geometric motions
of parabolic Ginzburg-Landau systems with potentials of high-dimensional wells. The main result
generalizes the one by Lin et al. (Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 65(6):833-888, 2012) to a dynamical
case. In particular combining modulated energy methods and weak convergence methods, we
derive the limiting harmonic heat flows in the inner and outer bulk regions segregated by the sharp
interface, and a non-standard boundary condition for them. These results are valid provided that
the initial datum of the system is well-prepared under natural energy assumptions.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the work of Keller—Rubinstein—Sternberg [32} [33], they created a general gradient flow theory
in the descriptions of fast reaction and slow diffusion, and established its relations to the mean
curvature flow (MCF) and the harmonic heat flows into manifolds. These works involve some
formal statements associated with the multiple components phase transitions with higher dimen-
sional wells. Such statements are also refereed to as the Keller—-Rubinstein—Sternberg problem.
More precisely they investigated the vectorial Allen—Cahn equation (also called Ginzburg-Landau
equation)

o, = Au, — e 20F (u,), (1.1)
where u.(z,t) : Q2 x (0,7) — R" is a mapping depending on a small parameter e > 0 and  C R? is
a bounded domain with C! boundary. Here F(u) is a double equal-well potential with ground state
being the disjoint union of two smooth closed submanifolds my C R”, and 0F'(u) is the differential
of F' at u. The Keller—-Rubinstein—Sternberg problem is concerned with the limiting behavior of
u. as ¢ tends to zero. In the work of Lin—Pan—Wang [25], they set up an analytic program to
rigorously justify the formally asymptotic analysis given in the aforementioned works of Keller—
Rubinstein—Sternberg. To be more precise they considered the minimizers of the Ginzburg—Landau
functional

Atw)i= [ (Gl + Lr ) a (12)

that satisfy well-prepared boundary conditions on 0f€2. They established the co-dimensional one
interface limit of (LZ), which essentially generalizes the I'-convergence of Modica—Mortola [29]
to vectorial cases (though they did not state their main theorems in such an abstract manner).
More importantly, they showed that the limits of u. in the bulk regions correspond to minimizing
harmonic maps into my, and they derived a non-standard boundary condition (also called the
minimal pair condition, cf. (I9) below) which services as a constraint on the limiting harmonic
maps when restricted on the interface. Such a boundary condition is a new feature that arises due
to minimization of surface tensions in vectorial cases. Note that such a condition holds trivially in
the case of scalar Allen-Cahn equation.

In this work we shall try to generalize Lin—Pan—Wang [25] to the parabolic system (I.I]) by proving
the following statements: Firstly, for well-prepared initial datum, as € tends to 0, the solution
gradients of (LI]) will undergo phase transitions across a moving interface 3; that propagates
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according to (two-phase) MCF. Secondly, in the two bulk regions Qf segregated by the interface
>, the solutions will converge to harmonic heat flows mapping into m4 respectively. Finally, the
one-sided traces of the limiting harmonic heat flows on 3; must satisfy the minimal pair condition
firstly derived in [25].

Our first result is a vectorial analogy of the co-dimensional one scaling limit of scalar parabolic
Allen—Cahn equation to the MCF, i.e. the special case of (1)) when my are two distinct points
at € RY. There have been major progresses in the scalar case over the last thirty years, made
under different frameworks. Here we mention two classes of results and leave the discussions of
some others in the sequel. One is the convergence to a Brakke’s flow by Ilmanen [19] using a
version of Huisken’s monotonicity formula together with tools from geometric measure theory.
See also [6], 18, B7, 31, B0, 34] and the references therein for further renovations. Despite of its
energetic nature, a major difficulty of such an approach is the control of the so called discrepancy
measure, and in every existing literature in this direction the method relies crucially on a version
of Modica’s maximum principle [28]. There have been attempts to generalize such a method to
vectorial cases. However, it is not clear whether Modica’s maximum principle holds for elliptic
system. Another approach, which relies more on the parabolic comparison principle, is the global
in time convergences to the viscosity solution of MCF. These are weak solutions to the MCF built
independently by Chen—Giga-Goto [7] and Evans—Spruck [12]. Concerning the convergence of scalar
Allen—Cahn equation to such solutions, we refer the readers to the work of Evans—Soner—Souganidis
[11], the work of Soner [35] and the references therein. These two approaches both give global in
time (weak) convergences to weakly defined solutions of MCF's up to their life spans. However, as
their technics involve parabolic maximum principle and comparison principle in one way or another,
it is not clear how to use them to attack vectorial cases in general. It is worth mentioning that
for radially symmetric initial datum and when my are two concentric circles, Bronsard-Stoth [4]
obtain global in time convergences to MCF of planar circles.

To the best of our knowledge, there are mainly two approaches to rigorously justify the conver-
gences of the vectorial Allen—Cahn equations, both assuming that the limiting interface propagation
problem has a (local in time) classical solution. Compared with the aforementioned methods which
lead to global in time (weak) convergences, they have quite different natures. One of these meth-
ods is the asymptotical expansion technics developed by De Mottoni-Schatzman [9] and later by
Alikakos—Bates—Chen [I], which has been used recently in [13] [14] for matrix-valued cases of (L.I]).
In particular, Fei-Lin-Wang-Zhang [I3] studied the case when my = O*(n), the n-dimensional
orthogonal group. By inner-outer expansions together with a gluing procedure, such an approach
reduces the convergence problem to a linear stability problem given that the limiting system (not
merely the limiting interface motion) is strongly well-posed. The major challenge of this approach
is the analysis of the spectrum of the linearized operator at the minimal orbits (also called optimal
profile) or their variants. Indeed, one of the novelties of [13] is to devise the so called quasi-minimal
orbits, overcoming the lack of minimal orbits in the bulk regions, and to derive the spectrum sta-
bility of the linearized operator at such orbits making use of the minimal pair condition. Finally
we refer Lin-Wang [26] for a general theory for the strong well-posedness of the limiting system.

Another approach, which also assumes a regular solution of the limiting interface motion but
not the limiting harmonic heat flows, is the relative entropy method developed by Fischer—Laux—
Simon [16], motivated by Jerrard—Smets [20] and Fischer—Hensel [I5]. A generalization to matrix—
valued case has been done by Laux-Liu [22] to study the isotropic-nematic transition in Landau—De
Gennes model of liquid crystals. More recently, in [27] the author used these methods, together
with those developed by Lin-Wang [24], to investigate the convergence problem of an anisotropic
2D Ginzgburg-Landau model.
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Now we introduce a minimum amount of terminologies necessary for stating the main result of
this work. Let

m4 be two disjoint smooth, closed, connected submanifold in R”. (1.3)

For technical purposes we assume 0 € m_. Let F' : R" — [0,00) be a smooth function with m
being its double equal-wells:

Argmin F =m:=my Lm_. (1.4)

We assume that F'(u) only depends on the distance from u to m. That is,

F(u) = f(dg(w)), (1.5)
where dy, (u) is the distance (see ([2.14)) below for the full definition), and f(s) € C?(R*, RT) satisfies

{f(s):.s if0<8<58,
P>

f(s)=28 ifs>282. (1.6)

In (IG) dp > 0 is a small number so that the nearest-point projection Py from Bsys,(m), the
20p-tubular neighborhood of m, to m is smooth.

We consider the following initial boundary value problems on a bounded domain Q C R% with
C' boundary:

du. = Au, — e 29F (u,) in Q x (0,7), (1.7a)
u, = u? in 2 x {0}, (1.7b)
u. =g on 092 x (0,7). (1.7¢)

Here OF (u) is the gradient of F(u), and g : Q +— m_ is a given smooth mapping. Our main result
is concerned with the asymptotical behaviors of solutions to (IL7)) for well-prepared initial datum.
To give an analytic characterization of such initial datum, we need to set up the geometry of the
interface motion. To this end, we assume that

Y= U Yy x {t} is a smoothly evolving closed hypersurface in €, (1.8)
te[0,T

starting from a closed smooth surface ¥y C 2. We denote by Qfﬁ the domain segregated by >,
and by

dy(,t) the signed-distance from z to the set 3; taking positive values in Q;, (1.9)

and taking negative values in (2, = Q\Q_Zr In other words,
Qf = {z € Q| dx(z,t) = 0}. (1.10)

To avoid contact angle problems, we assume that X stays at least 49y distant away from 0f2.
Following [20, 15 [16], we define the modulated energy (also called the relative entropy energy)
by

E.u[S](t) = /Q (5 Vuc( )+ 2 F(ua(,8) ~ € wa«,t)) d. (L11)

Here £ is an appropriate extension of the unit normal vector field of ¥ (see ([2.26]) below), and 1.
is the scalar function

Ye(z,t) = dp oug(x,t) (1.12)
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with dp defined by (2I7]) below. As we shall see later on, the integrand of (I.II]) is non-negative,
and enjoys several coercivity estimates including controls of discrepancy and calibration of the
Ginzburg-Landau energy (L.2)). We also need the surface tension coefficient

Cpi— 2/02 V2FO0)d), (1.13)

where disty, is the Euclidean distance between m and m_, and another modulated energy control-
ling the bulk errors:

Blu|X](t) := /Q (CFX —cp 4+ 2(¢e — cF)_)n odydr + /Q (e — cp) T |nods|da. (1.14)

In (CT4) x(-,t) = 19? — 19; and g* denotes the positive /negative parts of a function g respectively,
and 7 is an appropriate truncation of the identity function (cf. (8.8])). In particular, (nods)x =0
holds in € due to our convention on the signed-distance function, and thus the two integrands in
(LI4]) are both non-negative. We refer the readers to the proof of Theorem below for more
details on the positivity of (LI4]).

The main result of this work is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that the family of hypersurfaces ¥ (L&) evolves by mean curvature flow
during [0,T]. If the initial datum of (LX) is well-prepared in the sense that

elluz(+,0)[|zee + Blu|Z](0) + E:[uc[X](0) < Cie (1.15)
for some constant C1 that is independent of €, then there exists Co independent of € so that

sup E.[u.|X](t) < Cae, (1.16a)
te[0,7
sup Blu|X](t) < Cae, (1.16b)
te[0,7
sup / Ve — crlg+|dr < Coe'/?, (1.16c¢)
te[0,T] JQ ¢

Moreover, for some subsequence € | 0 there holds

u,, koo, weakly in L*(0,T; HL (QF)), (1.17)
where ut are weak solutions to the harmonic heat flows into my respectively and
ut € L™ (0,7; HY(QF;my)),  9pu™ € L2 (0,T; L (9F)) . (1.18)
Furthermore, for everyt € (0,T),
lut —u|gn(z,t) = distm  for HY1- ae. z e %, (1.19)

A few comments are in order. Firstly, in (II5) the L bound of the initial datum is used
(together with (I.6])) to obtain an uniform in space-time L*°-bound of u., i.e.

[uclzoe@x (0,1)) < €0 (1.20)
for some e-independent constant cy. Such an estimate, derived by applying the maximum principle
to (L7al), enables us to avoid several technical complications in the passage of the limit ¢ | 0.
Indeed, even in the case when d = 2, severe difficulties arise in the anisotropic model considered in
[27] where an estimate like (I.20]) is not available. Secondly, if we denote the second fundamental
forms of my at points p™ by A*(pT)(,-), respectively, then the theorem above claims that the
pair of mappings

ut (1) QF s my CR® (1.21)



KELLER-RUBINSTEIN-STERNBERG PROBLEM 5

satisfy the following system in the weak sense:

Ou* — Aut = A*(u)(Vut, vot) i | F x {1},

te[0,7 199
lut — u|gn(z,t) = disty for H - ae x €Yy, (1.22)
u =g, on 0f2.

The first equation in ([L22) says that u™ are (weak) harmonic map heat flows from the moving
domains Qfﬁ to the target manifolds my respectively. The second equation in ([22]) is referred to
as the minimal pair boundary condition (cf. [25, 26]), and in the last equation g : Q v m_ is a
prescribed smooth mapping.

To make the main theorem applicable, we shall show that the class of initial datum fulfilling the
condition (LI is geometrically rich. This is stated in the following result.

Theorem 1.2. For any § € (0,8y) and any pair of mappings u’* € Hl(Qac;mi) with

|u’f — u|gn (z) = disty, for HT - a.e x € X, (1.23)
there exist u? € HY(Q;R™) N L>®(QY) and a constant C = C(5,ul*) so that
u” =u?f in QSE\B%(EO), (1.24a)
E.[u"S0] < Ce, (1.24b)
B[u™|%g] < Ce. (1.24c)

The rest of the work will be organized as follows: in Section 2 we shall recall fundamental
results that will be employed throughout the work. These include the compactness and closure
of special function with bounded variation (cf. [3, Chapter 4]), the theory of minimal connection
developed by Sternberg [36] and Lin-Pan—-Wang [25], the elements of differential geometry used
in the description of interface motion, and finally the relative entropy method by Fischer-Laux—
Simon [16]. In particular, in Subsection 2.5 we shall adapt this later method to system (L.7), and
then derive a differential inequality, i.e. Proposition This proposition, when combined with
Chen—Struwe [8] along with results in Section [3] leads to the convergences to harmonic heat flows
locally away from the moving interface ;. Another important consequence of Proposition is an
L'-convergence rate estimate of 1)., obtained in Theorem This theorem will be used to derive
fine estimates of the level sets of 1. in Lemma [3.4] as well as convergences of some corrections of
u. up to the moving interface ;. All of these will be done in Section B, and we shall use them
to derive the minimal pair boundary condition (LI9]) in Section Ml and thus finish the proof of
Theorem [T} Finally we prove Theorem in Section [0

We end the introductory part by introducing some notations and conventions that will be em-
ployed throughout this work. Unless specified otherwise C' > 0 is a generic constant depending
only on the geometry of the interface 3 (cf. (L)) and that of the wells m (cf. (L3))), but not on
g ort € [0,T]. The value of such a constant might change from line to line. In order to simplify
the presentation, we shall sometimes abbreviate the estimates like X < CY by X < Y for two
non-negative quantities X, Y.

We provide a list of symbols for the convenience of the readers:

e A: B is the Frobenius inner product of two square matrices A, B, defined by tr AT B.

e 0; =0, (0 < i< d) with the convention that 9; = Jp.

o Vf = (O1f, - ,04f) is the (distributional) gradient of a function f with variables x =
(:El, ce ,:Ed).

o OW = (0y,W,--- ,0,, W) is the gradient of a function W = W (u).
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e Odp(u): the generalized gradient of dp (cf. (2Z35]) below).

e OU: measure-theoretic boundary of a set U of finite perimeter with measure-theoretic outer
normal vector v.

dist(u, A): Euclidean distance from u to a set A C R™.

For two vectors u,v € R", |u — v| is their Euclidean distance |u — v|g,.

disty: the distance between my in R™, namely disty := inf scy, [P — P |gn-

dm(u): the distance from u € R" to m = my Um_ (cf. ([214) below).

Bs(U): the d-(tubular) neighborhood of a set U in the corresponding Euclidean space. In
particular, Bs(z) is the open ball centered at x.

e dy(x,t): signed distance from z to X; (cf. (I9).

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Special function of bounded variation.

Definition 2.1. We say that u € BV (Q;R™) is a special function with bounded variation and we
write u € SBV (Q;R™), if the Cantor part of its distributional derivative V©u vanishes, i.e.

Vu=Vaull+ (uh—u)@ve H7'L Jy (2.1)

where V@ denotes the absolutely continuous part of the distributional derivative (with respect to
Lebesgue measure L) and Jy is the jump set of u with measure theoretical outer normal vector vy.

The following two results will be used to obtain convergences up to the free boundary. We refer
the readers to the monograph of Ambrosio—Fusco—Pallara [3] for the proofs.

Proposition 2.2. (Closure of SBV') Let ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00] be lower semicontinuous increasing
functions and assume that limy_, o W) — 0. Let Q C R™ be open and bounded, and let {u;} C

¢
SBV () such that

SUP/ @ (|V*ug|) d$+sup/ luj —u, | dHT < oo (2.2)
K Jo k

Uk

where V*uy, is the absolute continuous part of the distributional gradient Vuyg, and (u;,u,;) are
the approxzimate one-sided limits on the jump set Jy, . If {u,} weakly-star converges in BV (Q) to
u, then the following statements hold

u € SBV(Q).

Ve, weakly converge to Vou in L'(1).

The jump part of the gradient Viuy, weakly-star converge to VIiu in .

For any convex function ¢, there holds

/@(!V“u\)daz < liminf/ o (|Viuy|) dx. (2.3)
(9] k—o0 9]

Proposition 2.3. (Compactness of SBV ) Let ¢, be as in Proposition[2.2. Let {u;} C SBV ()
be satisfying [2.2)) and assume, in addition, that ||uk||LOO(Q) s uniformly bounded in k. Then, there
exists a subsequence

u, 2% g e SBV () weakly star in BV (£2). (2.4)
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2.2. Minimal connections. We shall briefly describe some basic properties of minimal orbits.
For any p™ € my, we define their minimal connection

_ . 1 n
ol op)imint { [ S OF + Pl e |y € L RN A(20) = p* emaf. (29
We also introduce the centralized potential, which is the even function
; 2
_ £ (st 4 ) if A <0,
F()) = ( o )2 _ (2.6)
f (T“‘ — )\) it A>0,

and the associated scalar-valued minimal connection problem

. 1 2 | = is
¢ = min {/R <§ |V (s)]” + F(’y(s))) dt ‘ v € H (R),v(£o0) = j:d%} . (2.7)
The following result was obtained in [17, [36].

Lemma 2.4. It holds that
disty disty

- ::2/ 2 F)ay = ep :2/ 2 B0 | (2.8)
0 0

Moreover, there exists a minimizer «(s) of 27 that satisfies

a(s) e C™ (R; (—%, dls%)) s odd and strictly increasing in R. (2.92)
—a"(s)+ F'(a(s)) =0, seR; aftoo)= o distn (2.9b)
o/ (s) = \/2F(a(s)), V seR. (2.9¢)
o/ (s)| + |e(s) F dls%‘ < Ce Bl as s — +o00. (2.9d)

We need an equivalent condition to the minimal pair one stated at (LI9). To this end, we
introduce

Mt .= {p+ emy |Ip” €m_ sit. ‘p+ — p_‘ = distm}, (2.10a)
M~ :={p em_|3IpT emyst. |p"—p |=distn}. (2.10Db)
Lemma 2.5. [25, Theorem 2.1] The function Cr(-,-) defined by (2.0) satisfies
Cript,p ) =cr  VpT €my. (2.11)
Moreover, we have the following equivalence for a pair p* € my.:
° Cr(pt,p7) is attained by a minimal orbit ~. (2.12a)
° pt e M*E, |pt —p | = disty. (2.12b)

Furthermore, assuming one of the above two conditions hold, the corresponding minimal orbit ~
attaining the minimum of Cr(p™,p~) is
+ - + -
p"+Dp P —Pp
t) = ——+a(t) ———
v(®) 2 +alt) disty

where o € HL _(R) is a solution to Z1) (and equivalently to (2.9D)).

teR, (2.13)

Seemly more complicated, the condition (2.12al) is more compatible with the variational structure

of the functional (L2) than (2.120).
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2.3. Quasi-distance function. We define the distance from u to m according to its relative
distance to its two components:

dm(u) =

disty
{dm+ (W when dy, (u) < %=, -

dm_ (1) when dp_(u) < U8tm,

In general such a function is not C! unless u is close to but not in m (cf. [2I, Section 4.4]). We
assume that the nearest point projection Py : Bs,(m) — m is smooth. Using this, we have
dm(u) := |u — Py(u)|, V ue€ Bs,(m). (2.15)
Such a function is C! in Bs,(m)\m, and this motivates the following unit vector field:
u— Pm(u)
0 Vuem.

Note that such a normal vector field is in general not continuous up to m unless m4 are hypersurfaces
of R™,

With these preparations, we introduce the quasi-distance function
dm (u)

V2F(A2)d)  if dp (u) < st

dp(u) = %CF if dm(u) > dis%’ (2.17)
dm (u) )
cF—/ V2F(2)dX  if dp (u) < DSt

dls
where cp =2 [; 2 \/2f(A\?)d) is the surface tension coefficient (cf. (LI3]). Such a function is a
modification of the one used in [30, [I7]. We list some of its important properties here.

Lemma 2.6. The function dp : R™ — [0, cp] is Lipschitz continuous in R™, and satisfies

|0dp(u)| < \/2F(u) a.e. u€R", (2.18)
_ 0 if and only if uwuem_,
dp(u) = { cp if and only if u e my. (2.19)
dp € C*(Bjs,(m)), and adF\B%(m)(u) =0 if and only if u € m. (2.20)
Moreover, giigzg‘ is a continuous unit vector field in Bs,(m)\m so that
OdF(u)

— = Yue B . 2.21
]Z?dp(u)\ Vm(u) u 80 (m)\m ( )
Proof. 1t is obvious that dp is continuous in R", and is Lipschitz in each subdomain where it is
defined. It suffices to check the Lipschitz condition across adjacent regions. If dy(u;) > @ and

dn_ (u2) < diszt“", then

distm

0 < dF(ul) — dF(UQ) = 2f()\2) dA
dm_ (u2)
dm_ l-11
\/ )\2 d)\ C|d )—dmi(UQ)| <C|UQ—U1|.
dm_ (u2)

Other cases can be treated in a similar way. The inequality (2.I8) and the formula (219 follows
directly from the definition (2I7]).
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To show dr € CY(Bs,(m)), it suffices to write it as a function of d which is smooth up to m.
Indeed, by (.6 one can verify that

s1/2
h(s)::Jé V2f(A2) dX € C10, 00). (2.22)

As a result, dp(u) = h(d2) in Bs,(m_), and a similar argument applies to Bs,(m). The rest
assertions are due to dy, € C1(Bs, (m)\m).
O

2.4. Geometry of interfaces. Under a local parametrization ¢;(s) : U — ¥; on an open set
U c R%1, the MCF equation writes

8t90t(3) = H’(‘Pt(s)vt)n(svt)v (2’23)

where & is the mean curvature and n is the inward normal. For § > 0, the d-neighborhood of ¥, is
the open set

Bs(3) :={z € Q: |dn(z,t)| < d}. (2.24)
We shall choose the dy (first appeared in ([6])) small enough so that the nearest point projection

Pz)(',t) : B450(Et) — Et

is smooth for any ¢ € [0,7], and the interface (L8] keeps at least 49y distance away from the
boundary of the domain 0€2. Analytically we have

Py (z,t) =z — Vdx(z,t)ds (z, t).

So for each fixed ¢t € [0,T], any point = € Bys,(X;) corresponds to a unique pair (r,s) with
r =dx(z,t) and s € U, and thus the identity

ds(pe(s) + rn(s,t),t) =r

holds with independent variables (r, s, t). Differentiating this identity with respect to r and ¢ leads
to the following identities:

Vdx(z,t) = n(s,t), —Ody(x,t) = Orpr(s) - n(s, t) =: V(s,t). (2.25)

These formulas extend the inward normal vector n and the normal velocity V' of ¥; to Bys,(X).
Now we come to the definition of £ in the modulated energy E.[u.|X](¢t) (LII]). This is done by
extending the inward normal vector field n through

d t
a%w:¢(¥?l>mhuﬁ. (2.26)
0
Here ¢(x) > 0 is an even, smooth function on R that decreases for = € [0,1], and satisfies
¢(z) >0 for |z| <1,
d(z) =0 for |z| > 1, (2.27)

1—4a? < p(x) <1—32%  for |z < 1/2.
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To fulfill these requirements, we can simply choose

1
o(z) = em 11! for |z] <1 and ¢(z) =0 for |z| > 1. (2.28)

We also need to extend the curvature of ¥; to the domain Bys,(X:). To this end, choose a cut-off
function

no € C°(Basy (X¢)) with ng =1 in Bs,(X), (2.29)
and we define
H(z,t) = kVdy(z,t) with k(z,t) = —Adx(Ps(z,t),t)no(x,t). (2.30)
By (2:29]), H is extended constantly in the normal direction. So we have
m-VH=0and (§-VIH=0 Vte[0,T], € By, (X¢). (2.31)
E=0and H=0 Vte[0,T], z € IN. (2.32)

We end this part by the following identities which will be employed to prove the modulated energy
inequalities:

V-E+H-£=0(dy), (2.33a)
Odx(z,t) + (H(z,t) - V)ds(z,t) =0 in Bs, (%), (2.33b)
DE+H-V)E+(VH) € =0 in B (%), (2.33¢)
Q& + (H- V) € =0 in Bs,(5), (2.33d)

where VH := {0;H;}1<; j<q is a matrix with ¢ being the row index.
Proof of [2.33)). Recalling (2.26), ¢o(7) := #(§;) is an even function. So it follows from ¢(0) = 0

and Taylor’s expansion in dy that

V- € = |Vds*¢j(ds) + ¢o(ds)Ads(z,t)

= O(dyx) + ¢o(dx)Ads(Pr(x,t),1),
and this together with (2.30]) leads to (2.33al). Using (2.25]) and (2.30]), we can write (2.23]) as the
transport equation (2.33D)):
—0udy = Oppi(s) - n(s,t) = k(pe(s),t) =H-Vdy in Bs,(2;).

This equation implies that the following two identities hold in By, (2):

9 Vdy + (H- V)Vdy + (VH)"Vdy = 0,

dro(ds) + (H - V)go(ds) = 0.
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These two equations together imply (2:33d)). Finally (2.33d)) is a consequence of (2.33D)). O

2.5. Modulated energy method. As the gradient flow of the Ginzburg-Landau energy (L2,
the system (L7al) has the following energy dissipation law

T
Ac(u(-,T)) +/ / glopu.|* dr dt = A.(u.(-,0)), for all T > 0. (2.34)
0o Jo

For initial datum undergoing a phase transition across the initial interface ¥g, due to concentrations
of Vu. on %, the dissipation law (2:34]) is not sufficient to derive quantitative convergences of u,
not even away from ¥,. Following a recent work of Fisher-Laux-Simon [I6] we shall derive an
inequality which modulates the concentrations and leads to compactness of {u.} in Sobolev spaces.

We shall start by discussing the differentiability of ¢ (z,t) = dp ou.(x,t) (cf. (LI2])). It follows
from Lemma that dp(-) is a Lipschitz function in R™ with dp(0) = 0 under the assumption
that 0 € m~. Following Laux—Simon [23], for every (z,t) € 2 x [0,T], we consider the restriction
of dp(uc(z,t)) to the affine space

T;‘j = u.(x,t) + span{dpuc(z,t), -+ ,0quc(z,t)},

denoted by dp|zu:. By the generalized chain rule of Ambrosio-Dal Maso [2], dp|ue is differentiable
at uc(x,t). Now we denote the orthogonal projection from R™ to the subspace T;j — uc(z,t) by
IT¥:,, and define the generalized differential by

x,t

ddp(u) =0 (oleT;i ) oy ° T (2.35)
Then we have for 0 < ¢ < d that
8dF(u5) . 8i11€ =0 (dF’T;j) w (ot . 8i11€ = 8,(dp o U_E) (236)

where the second equality is due to the directional derivative at u.(z,t) pointing to d;u.(z,t). This
proves the generalized chain rule

Oite(z,t) = Ojuc(x,t) - Odp (us(z,t)) for 0 <i<dandae. (z,t). (2.37)

Moreover, the point-wise differential inequality (Z.18)) is valid for the generalized differential (2.33)):

|0dF(us)| < 2F (ue). (2.38)

Note that the above inequality, rather than its classical version (ZI8]), will be used to prove the
modulated energy inequalities.

To proceed, we define the phase-field analogues of the normal vector and the mean curvature
vector respectively by

Ve :
na(x7 t) — [Ve| ($7 t) if V7p€($v t) 7£ 07 (239&)
0 otherwise.
H.(z,t):={ (eAu. - 20F(u.)) - i i Vue(a,1) #0, (2.39D)
’ 0 otherwise.

Note that in (2.39h)), the inner product is made with the column vectors of Vu, = (d1u, - - - , dgue).
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Using (2.16) and (2.21]) we define the linear projection

Oiug - Up(ug)vym(ue) if u € Bs,(m),
ddp(us) \ 0dp(u.)

' |8dF(u5)|> |0dF(u:)|

0 if u. ¢ Bs,(m) and 9dp(u.) =0

I, 0iu. = <8iu if u. ¢ Bs,(m) and ddp(u.) # 0, (2.40)

where Odp is interpreted as the generalized differential (2.35]) in case dp is not classically differen-
tiable at u..

Lemma 2.7. The following two identities hold:

VY| = [Ty, Vu.||0d F (u.)| a.e. (2,t), (2.41)
_ Vi .
HUEVue = W@dp(u{f) ® ng Zf 8dF(u€) ;é 0, (242)

where in (242) the projection applies to each column vector of Vu.

Proof. Concerning (2.41]), we distinguish two cases:
(a) When u. € Bs,(m), then according to (2.20)), d is C' and the generalized differential (2.35))
coincide with the classical one. Thus on the set {z | uz(z,t) € Bs,(m)\m}, we have

ddp (ue)

em,
Ofe "= 9dr (w)]

oiu |0dp (ue)| = 0iue - Um(ue)|0dr (ue) |. (2.43)
This together with the first case of (Z40) leads to (241]). On the set {z | u.(z,t) € m}, we have
from (2:20) that ddp(u:) = 0. By (2.37), both sides of (2.41]) vanishes.

(b) When u. ¢ Bs,(m): if 0dp(u.) # 0, then owning to (2.37) and the second case in (2.40),
we obtain (2.41); if ddp(u.) = 0, then by (237), we have Vi, = 0 too. This finishes the proof of
(&41).

Now we turn to the proof of the formula (242]) under the assumption that ddp(u.) # 0. It holds
when V. = 0 because (Z:41]) then implies IT,,. Vu. = 0. When V. # 0, then

V] ZEm odp(w.)
Bdp(ug) Po0r () @ =0 G T © VY
od c
zm ﬁ ® (Vu, - dp(u,). (2.44)

We distinguish two cases:

(1) When u, ¢ Bs,(m), the last term of (2.44]) is exactly the second case defining II,,_ Vu,. (2.40).

(2) When u. € Bs,(m), by ([2.20) we have u. ¢ m (under the assumption ddp(u.) # 0). So by
(ZZI), the last term of (Z44) simplifies to (Vu. - vm(u:)) ® vm(u:). This coincides with the first
case of (2.40) defining IT,_Vu.. This finishes the proof of (2.42)). O

As we shall not integrate the time variable ¢ throughout this section, we shall abbreviate the
spatial integration fQ by [ and sometimes we omit the dz. The following lemma gives various
coercivity estimates of E.[u.|X] (ILII)). It was due to [22], generalizing the one by [16] to vectorial
cases. We present the proof for the convenience of the readers.
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Lemma 2.8. There exists a universal constant C' > 0 which is independent of t € [0,T] and € such
that the following estimates hold for every t € [0,T]:

[ (51vu+ 2rta) = 190} do < Efulsl (2.450)
€ / |Vu, — Iy, Vu.|? dz < 2E.[u.|%)], (2.45b)
1 2
/ <\/§ M, Vu.| - — \8dF(u€)]> do < 2E.[u.|5]], (2.45¢)
/ (% Vuol 4 Fu) + \way> (1- € n.) dv < CE.[u.]s], (2.45d)
/ <§ Vu.|? + %F(ue) + |V¢€|> min (dZE, 1) dz < CE.[u.|%)]. (2.45¢)

Proof. Using (2.39al), we obtain Vi, = |Vi.|n.. Note also that (240]) implies
Ve = Ty, Ve + [Ty, Ve = [V (2.46)
Altogether, we can write
Va2 F() — € V.
= SIVAL 2 [V + V6|1 - € o)
= 5 VU~ . Va4 Ve[ (1 - € )
+ S Va4 2 () - [V
This combined with ([2.38) and (2.41)) yields
Va4 ZF(u) — € Ve
> 2V, — o Vel + [Vl (1 - € no)

2
- loaru)) (2.47)

1
+ 5 <\/E|Hu5Vu€| — \/,

This inequality implies (2.45a)), (2.45D]) and (2.45d).
Combining (2.45a) with E.[u.|X] > [ (1 — £ n.) |V¢.| and 1 — € -n. < 2 yields (2.45d)). Finally,
by 221) and dp € (0,1) we have

d d2
1—€¢é-n.>1-¢ (5_Z> > min <—2522 11— ¢(%)> > Cy 5, min(d%, 1). (2.48)
0 0
This together with (2.45d)) implies (2.45¢l). O

The following result was first proved in [16] in the scalar case, and was generalized to a matrix-
valued model in [22]. We present the proof in Appendix [Al for the convenience of the readers.
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Proposition 2.9. There ezists a constant C' = C(X) independent of & such that

d 1 1 2
%Ea[ualﬁ] + % / (2|0puc|* — [HL|?) dz + % / ‘Ha —¢|Vu.[H| dx

1 2
+ac / ‘c?atue —(V-&)0dp(u.)| dr < CE.|u.|X]. (2.49)

3. ESTIMATES OF LEVEL SETS

The main task of this section is to derive the convergence rate estimate (ILI6d) and use it to
obtain fine estimates of the level sets of ¥.. We start with a corollary of Proposition 2.91

Lemma 3.1. There ezists a universal constant C' = C(X) such that

1
sup / <E IVu.|* + —F(u.) — &- Vw5> dx < Ce, (3.1a)
te[0,T] /2 2 €
T
sup / (]VuE — HuEVu€]2> dx +/ / (!@ua — Hugatu€\2) dzdt < C, (3.1b)
te[0,7] /O 0 JQ
sup Ac(uc(-t)) + sup [[V(,t)|lp1q) < C, (3.1¢)
te[0,7T] te[0,T
sup / (IVpe| — & - Vb)) dx < Ce. (3.1d)
tef0,7] /2
Moreover, for any fized 6 € (0,0dy), there holds
1 1
sup / <—]Vu5]2 + —2F(u€)> dx < 672C, (3.2a)
tef0,1] JoF\Bs(z) \2 €
T
/ / |0yu,|? dedt < 572C. (3.2b)
0 JO\Bs(5)

Proof. To prove (B.1al), we need to show that the first integral on the left-hand side of (2.49]) is non-
negative so that the Gronwall’s lemma can be applied. It follows from (2.49]) and the assumption

(LI5) that

T
sup lEe[u€|z](zs)+€i2/o /Q‘68tu5—adp(ug)(v-ﬁ)‘zdxdt

te[0,T] €
1 T 2 2 2 2
+ 2 e”|0pu|” — |He|” + ‘He —eH|Vu.|| | dxdt
0 Q
< L0410 g 157(0) < e ICE). (3.3)
g

Now we show the third term on the left-hand side of (8:3]) has a non-negative integrand. By (L 7al)
and (2.39D) we have H. = —cd;u, - ‘g%. Using this formula, we can expand the integrand of the

el

third term on the LHS of (B3] and then apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain

2 2 2 2
e°|Opuc|” — [He|” + |He — eH|[Vu,|
= &20pu.|? + 2[H|*|Vu. > + 2¢2(H - V)u, - dyu,
> 20, + (H- V)u .
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This together with ([B3]) implies
/OT/Q |Oyu. + (H - V)u,|? dedt < ITNCE), (3.4)
On the other hand, it follows from (2.21]) and ([2:40]) that II,,_0;u./0dr(ue). So we can decompose

2 2 2
edpu. — Odp(us)(V - E)‘ = ‘Eﬁtua — elly_ Opu. .

+

elly, Opu. — Odp(us)(V - &)
This together with (B.3]) yields

1 /T
—2/ / ‘68tu5 — elly, Oru,
€ Jo Ja

The above estimate and (2.45b]) imply (3.1ID]). Concerning ([B.1d),

&2 1
/ Vil de < / <E|Hu5Vu€|2 " —|8dp(u5)|2> d
Q Q 2 2¢e
(2.40), 2.33) @39
< Ac(u:) < Ac(uc(-,0)).
The estimate (3.1d)) follows from (2.45d)). Finally, (3.2al) is a consequence of (2Z45el) and when it is
combined with ([3.4) leads us to (3.2h]). O

We shall use ([B.2]) together with the method of Chen—Struwe [8] to show that the weak limits
of u. are harmonic heat flows from the bulk regions Qfﬁ to m4 respectively. However, the bulk
potential F'(u) (cf. (LH])) depends on the relative distances to these two manifolds, and we must
find a quantitative way to distinguish them. This is done in the following;:

2 < c1FTC(E) (3.5)

Theorem 3.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [, there exists Cy > 0 independent of € so

that
sup Blu|X](t) < Cae, (3.6a)
t€[0,T]
sup / Ve — crlos|de < Cye'/?, (3.6b)
te[0,7] JQ t

Proof. Within the proof, h* will denote the positive/negative part of a scalar function h. And we
shall use the decomposition h = ht —h~. For h € W11(Q), we have the following formula (cf. [10),

pp. 153]):
Oy (W(x))" = (02, 1(2)) 1 g (z)>0y (x)  for a.e. . (3.7)
The proof will be done in two steps.
Step 1: Derivation of differential inequalities. Let x(-,t) = lor — 1o~ and let n(-) be the
truncation of the identity map

x when z € [y, dol,
n(x) := do when x> dy, (3.8)
— when 2 < —dp,

and ¢ :=|n|. It follows from (240) and the generalized chain rule (2.37) that
e =(Opu- + (H-V)u.) - 0dp(ue) — H- V. (3.9)
Motivated by the decomposition
2. —cp = 2(¢e — cp) T+ cp = 2(¢e —cp) 7, (3.10)
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we shall establish differential inequalities of the following two energies which sum up to Blu.|X](t)

(cf. (@LId)):
ge(t) :== / (Ve — CF)+ (odydur, (3.11a)
he(t) ::/ (ch—cF+2(¢€ —CF)_>T}Od2 dx. (3.11b)

Since 9. > 0, we have (). — cp)~ € [0,cp| and thus cp — 2(¢). — c¢p)™ ranges in [—cp, cp]. In view
of B8], we have cpxn o dy > 0, so the integrands of these two energies are both non-negative.
Moreover, (LI5) implies that

9:(0) + he(0) Se. (3.12)

Now we proceed in the derivation of Génwall’s inequalities of g. and h.. Using (3.9)
a0 [ (@t (B V)u) 0de(u(d)
{w5>cF}
[ HVes) + [ o) o)
{w5>CF}
@/ (Bpue + (H - V)u.) - dp(u)C(d)
{w5>cF}
- [H V- en)t o)~ [ (- en) HA V()
+ [ @ig(ds) + B VC(ds) (0 - r)*

Finally by an integration by part, we can merge the second and the third integral in the last display:

Z33)
a0 < /
{ws >CF}

" / (div H) (¢ — ep)" C(ds) + / (BrC(ds) + H - V¢(ds)) (1 — cp)*

8dF(uE)

(8tu€ + (H ’ v)ue) ’ |8dp(u€)|

2F(uc)| ¢(dx)

(2.33B)
< /6‘8tu5 +(H-V)u.

2 + / éF(uE)Cz(dE) + Cye(t)

2459 2
< /5‘8tu€—|—(H'V)u€ + CE [u.|X] + Cyc(t).

In view of ([3.4]), we can apply Gronwall’s lemma and obtain g.(t) < Ce.
Similar calculation shows h.(t) < Ch.(t). For simplicity we denote

cpX — cF + 2(Ye —cp)” =i we.
Using 9;xn(dy) = 0 (in the sense of distributions), we find

Oiwen(ds) = 20;Y 1y, <cpyn(ds)  for a.e. z. (3.13)
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So by the same calculation for g. we obtain
! adF
hL(t) < 2|(Oue + (H-V)ue) - \/
{Ye<er) [0dp (uc)|
+ [ muantas) + [ (tas) + 1 Vias) )
é/a‘@tua +(H-V)u.

and h.(t) < Ce follows from the Gronwall lemma, and we thus proves (3.6al). Finally,

2
+ CE:[u.|X] + Ch.(t),

/ 202 — cp — erx|C(ds)

EIm
< /2(1/15 —cr)T¢(ds) + / ‘CF —2(¢e —cr)” —crx|C(ds)
= 2g. + he < Ce. (3.14)

Step 2: Pass to the unweighted inequality. We first note that (3.14]) implies (3.6D]) with Q replaced
by Q\Bs,(X¢). So we shall focus on the estimate in Bs,(X;). We shall use the following elementary

estimate
o0
(["1rw1a)
0

Let x. = wsci;CF It follows from (L20) that ||xc|/cc is uniformly bounded. For each fixed p € ¥,
and y € [—do, o], we have |dx|(p+yn(p),t) = |y|. So we can apply the above inequality to estimate

2

)
< 2|/l /0 FW)lydy VF € L (0,60). (3.15)

2

</050 IX(p+yn,t) — xe(p + ym, t)| dy>

d0
<2(1+ [xelloo) /O (P + 1, 1) — Xe(p + ym, 8)] |dss|(p + ym, £) dy.

So by area formula,

2
(/ Ix(z,t) — xe(z,1)] daj)
Bsy (3t)
40 2
B (Zj:: /zt /0 X (p£yn,t) — x-(p £ yn, t)| dde(p))

do
< C/Z / X (p+yn,t) — xe (p+ym, )| |ds| (p + yn, t) dydS(p)
t 7 —00
= [ @0~ xele 0] st ) da
By (X¢)

This implies the estimate in Bs, (2¢). O
Corollary 3.3. There exists a sequence of €, | 0 and u™(xz,t) so that

ut € L0, T; L>®(Q) N H..(Q;my)), 0u® € L2(0,T; L3 .(QF)), (3.16)
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and
e, £ gpu® weakly in L2(0,T; L2 (QF)), (3.17a)
Vu, k2oo, Gut weakly in L>(0,T; leoc(ch)), (3.17b)
u,, N strongly in C([0,T}; L%oc(ch;mi)). (3.17¢)

Proof. Tt follows from (L20)) and ([B3.2]) that, for any § € (0,dp), there exists a subsequence g =
er(6) > 0 such that

u., koo, ut weakly-star in L>°(0,T; L*°(Q)), (3.18a)
Biu., 22 g weakly in L2(0, T; L2 (QF\Bs(0))), (3.18b)
Vu, LmiN Vai weakly-star in L°(0, T; L*(QiF\ Bs(21))), (3.18c¢)

and ut = @5 ae. in Uy (9) := Uselo,7] (Q;t\Bg(Et)) x {t}. By the arbitrariness of § we deduce
ut € L®(0,T; HL.(QF)) with 9;u € L*(0,T; LL (). (3.19)
Moreover, by a diagonal argument we obtain (3.I7al) and (317D, and also ([B.I7c) by the Aubin—

Lions lemma.
It remains to show that u® are mappings into m+. Using ([317d), (3:2al), and Fatou’s lemma,
we deduce that F(u®) = 0 a.e. in Q. In view of ([4) we deduce that the images of u® lie in

m =m,; LUm_. Owning to (BI7d) and (20,

Yey I drou,, koo dpout strongly in C([0, T]; L2 .(QF)). (3.20)
This together with (3.60) and (ZI9) yields that u* maps into my respectively. Combining this
with (3.19) yields (B.16]). O

Lemma 3.4. For any & € (0,8), there exist by € [5,20] s.t. the sets
{z e >cp— b} and {z : . < by} (3.21)

have finite perimeters and

‘7—[‘1‘1 ({z: e = cp —bf}) — %d—l(zt)( < 0V, (3.22a)
[HO (e = 7)) = 1IN (S| < VA (3.22b)

Proof. For any ¢ < 0p < cp, we denote (within the proof of the lemma)
Qi’é ={xeQ:cp—20 <(x,t) <cp—0d}. (3.23)

We shall also denote the d-Lebesgue’s measure of a set A by |A|.
Using (B.Id) and the co-area formula (cf. [I0, section 5.5]), we deduce that for almost every
€ (07 50)7

EID
Ce > /6(|w5|—g-w€)d$ (= 0)
%

_ /CCF_5Hd—1 ({2 9. = s}) ds — /a

=26

£ vip. dHIT + / (div &)tpe d.
Q0 o
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where v is the outward unit normal of the set under integration, defined on its (measure-theoretic)
boundaries. Note that |||/ is uniformly bounded due to (L.20). So we can estimate

cp—90
‘ / HI ({z: e = s}) ds — / - vip. dHI!
cr—26 a0s°
< Cle + [l 5°]) < CEV2. (3.24)

where we use the Chebyshev inequality and (3.6D)) in the last step. On the other hand, applying
the divergence theorem and adding zero,

/ £ vip. dHYY = (cp — 26) / div & dx + (cp — 5)/ div & dx,
905° {4pe>cp—26} {pe<cp—5}

~OHIN(E) =~ (cp ~20) [ divede— (e —0) [ divedn,
Q] Q,

Adding the above two equations and substituting into ([8.24)), we obtain

/CCF_a HO ({2 o = s)) ds — 57‘[6[—1(215)‘

=26

<C (61/2 + ‘QjA{x D) > cp — 25}‘ + ‘Q;A{a: D) < cp — (5}‘) , (3.25)

where AAB = (A— B)U (B — A) is the symmetric difference of two sets A, B. We rewrite the last
two terms by

o%
|

= Qm{x:zpamF—za}(
- {$er:¢€<cF—25}\+({er;:¢€>cF—25},

ro o= Q;A{x:1[1€<cF—5}‘

L)

= {l’GQt_ZT/Ja>CF—5}‘+‘{x€QZr:wa<cF—5}‘.

Now using the Chebyshev inequality and ([B.6h) we get = +r+ < Ce'/2. Substituting this estimate

into (3:25)) leads to

cp—0
'%/ ’ HIT ({z 9. = s}) ds — ’Hd_l(zt)‘ < Cel/?25 L, (3.26)
CF—25

So the existence of bf € [6,20] satisfying (3.2Za) follows from Fubini’s theorem. The inequality
(322h) can be done in the same way and we omit the proof. 0

Proposition 3.5. Let ¢, | 0 be the sequence in Corollary[3.3. Then there exists bf € [5}/6, 25]1/6]
so that the sets

Qf’+ ={z e Q¢ (,t) >cp—bl}, (3.27a)
O = {z e Q: o, (z,t) < b} (3.27b)
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have uniformly bounded perimeter. Moreover, up to the extraction of a subsequence, we have

HL0akE) — 1o ()| < ce?, (3.28a)
1Q§,i LN Lo+ weakly-star in BV (Q), (3.28Db)
8Qf’i 2y, under Hausdorff metric . (3.28c¢)

Finally there exists K1 € NT so that for any k > K, the solution u., satisfies
u., (27%) C By, (my), (3.29a)

) T
sup / dm—i—/ / ‘atp (u.,)
tefo,T] Jop*t 0 Jok* e

Proof. Choosing § = §;, := 6,16/6 in Lemma [3.4] yields b} € [6,16/6, 26,16/6] so that

2
dzdt < C. (3.29b)

VPy(ue,)

I (e = e =) — N[ < (3.30)

This leads to the ‘plus’ case of ([B.28a]) and the ‘minus’ case can be done in the same way. By

m)?

1{x:w5>r:F—bk+.} =0, Loy strongly in L'(Q), for each fixed k. (3.31)
By a diagonal argument, we find a subsequence of ¢ (without relabeling) so that
1o 27255 1. strongly in L'(€2). (3.32)
t

This combined with (B3.28al) implies the ‘plus’ case of (3.28b]). The ‘minus’ cases can be done in a
same way. The convergence (3.28d) is a consequence of the Blaschke’s Theorem (cf. [5, Chapter
7). By 2I7), (Z19) and bf — 0, there exists K7 > 0 so that for any k > K there holds

dpou,, >cp— b,i' implies u,, € Bj,(my),
dr ou., < b, implies u, € Bs,(m_),

and thus ([3:29al) holds.

It remains to use (3.29al) to derive (3.29b)). So we shall always assume k > K;. If we denote the
co-dimension of m to be £ € N*, then as the nearest point projection Py, is smooth in Bs,(m), any
vector u € Bj,(m) can be written as

)4
u = Pyt + d(W)rm(u) = Pou+ Y d;j(u)v;(Pyu) (3.33)
j=1

where {v; }§:1 is an orthonormal frame of the normal space at Pyu and {dj(u)}§:1 is the coordinate
of u., — Pyu,, in such a frame. So we have

l
d2(u) =) di(u) and 9d;(u) =v;(Pyu), Vu € Bs,(m). (3.34)
j=1

Note that {dj}§:1 C CY(Bs,(m)) and dy(u) € C(Bs,(m)\m), and in general dy, is not differentiable
on m. On the (open) set {z | u,, (z,t) € Bs,(m)}, we can differentiate (3.33) and get

14 V4
Op e, = O, (Putic,) + > dj(ue,)00,v5 (Prttz,) + > 9p,d;(uc, )v(Pous,) (3.35)
j=1 Jj=1
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for 0 < i < d. Note that the first two terms are tangential to m while the last one is orthogonal to

m. So we have

2
)4

|6-'Eiu€k|2 > |8ﬂci(Pmu€k)|2 + Zawidj(u%)yj(Pmu%)
j=1
14
+ 285% (Pmuak) : Z dj(uak)axiyj(PmuEk)
j=1
V4
= |0, (Pmuek)|2 + Z |8-'Eidj(u€k)|2

j=1
l
+23 7 dj(ue, ) A(Paue,) (9, (Pauie,), O, (Pau,) )
Jj=1

where A(Pyuc,)(, ) is the second fundamental form of m at Pyu,,. This combined with the second
formula of ([3.34]) yields

l
|8ﬂciu€k |2 > (1 - 050)|6-'Ei(Pmu5k)|2 + Z |8ﬂciu€k ’ Vj(PmUEk)|2 ’ (3'36)
j=1

where C > 0 is a constant depending on the geometry of m. On the other hand, by the first case

of [2.40) and B.33),

’Huskaxiuak’2d1%‘l(u5k) = ‘81'1'11519 .Vm(uak)dm(uak)P

2
0
= Zdj(u%)a:viuag vj(Pnuc,)
=1
0 l
< Zd?(uak) Z laxiuak ) Vj(Pmuak)F .

J

Using the first equation of (3.34]), we obtain [l 0x,u., 12 < Z?:l |0z, 1, - Vj(Pmuek)|2- Subtract-
ing this inequality from (B.36]), and using orthogonality of the projection (2.40), we obtain

(1= C60)|0a,(Puuc,)|* < 0p,ue, — Iy, 8p,uc, |, 0<i<d. (3.37)
Choosing ¢y sufficiently small in (3.37) and using (3.IL)), we obtain (3.290)).

[y

j=1

O

Theorem 3.6. The mappings
vt ) OF x {t} o my (3.38)
te[0,7
obtained in Corollary [3.3 are weak solutions of harmonic heat flows that satisfy
ut € L2(0,T; HY(QF; my)) (3.39)
additionally. Moreover, with the notations in Proposition [3.3, the functions

Vi(t) i= ) Pay o, (1) Lo (3.40)
+
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satisfy the following properties for a.e. t € [0,T]:

vi (-t LN Z u ot weakly-star in BV (), (3.41a)

k—00

Vi —— IQiVu weakly in L' (Q), (3.41b)

Vv
Z/ \Vut (-, 1) > dx < hmlan/ t)|? da. (3.41c)

Here in (B.41d) V®vy is the absolute continuous part of the distributional gradient V.

Proof. The sequence vi(+,t) is bounded in L*(€), and by (B8.29b]) we deduce that their distribu-
tional derivatives have no Cantor parts. Moreover, the absolute continuous parts and the jump
sets enjoy the estimates (3.29bl) and (B3.28al) respectively. So it follows from Proposition 23] that
{vi(-,t)} is compact in SBV(2): there exists v € SBV(Q) so that v, — v weakly-star in BV (Q)
as k — oo, and the absolute continuous part of the gradient

VVk =Y VPu, (us) Loss k200, oy weakly in LY(Q). (3.42)
+

To identify v, we combine (8.28h) with (BI7c) and deduce that v = ", lggtujE a.e. in €, and
thus (B.41a) is proved. The lower semicontinuity of SBV functions (cf. (22])) implies (3:41c)), and
thus we can improve the spatial regularity in (816]) to (8:39). Finally combining (8:2)), (317) with
Chen-Struwe [§] imply that, u* are weak solutions to harmonic heat flows respectively. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

We first recall that the estimate (II6al) is proved in Lemma B1] (cf. (3Ial)). The estimates
(LI6h) and (LI6d) are obtained in Theorem The convergence (L.I7)) is obtained in Corollary
B3l The limit u® being harmonic heat flow with regularity (IIS) has been done in Theorem
It remains to prove the minimal pair boundary conditions (I.I9). To this end, we introduce the
semi-distance function

at

Gy = it [ EONEFED) (4.1)
gEH ((a—as)R™)

for any —o0o < a— < a4 < oo. Note that the above definition is independent of the choice of a4

(cf. [25]). Such a function can be used to define a semi-distance between closed sets S1 C R™:

dp(Sy,5-) = inf dp(vy,vo). (4.2)
vV+ESYL
Let Py, be the nearest point projection to my. For any subset S; C my, we define
N(S:bp) = U N(u:tvp)v (43)
ut €St

where N (uy, p) is the ‘normal sphere’ of radius p centered at uy € my under the metric dy:
N(ug,p) :={ueR":dp(u,us) = p,Pnou=uy}. (4.4)

Inspired by [38], we introduce a function x : my x m_ x [0,1] — R by

K(ug,u_, p) _dF(N( S(wy) Nme, &) N(Bp(u_)mm_,ao))mao—CF, (4.5)
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where crp =2 [y 2 \/2f(A?)dA (cf. (LI3)). It is obvious that « is continuous w.r.t all its variables
and non-increasing w.r.t p. Note that N/ (B p(ug) Nmy, 50) can be visualized as a tube of thickness

8o centered at B,(ui) Nmy.

Lemma 4.1. k(uy,u_,p) is non-negative. Moreover, k(uy,u_,0) = 0 if and only if (uy,u_) €
my X m_ s a minimal pair.

Proof. 1t is easy to check that d},(v4,v_) is continuous, and it vanishes if and only if either v, = v_
or v4 both lie in one of my. So if we identify the sets m4 as two points, the resulting quotient
space (R"/m4,d},) is a metric space.

For any v4 € N (Bp(ui) Nmy, 50), by triangle inequality

A (v, vo) 4200 = dp (v, vo) + O dp(vi, Pavi) > dp(Pavy, Pavo) = cp.
+

Minimizing vy implies that x(us,u_, p) is non-negative.
If (uy,u_) is a minimal pair, then the line segment T_u; meets my perpendicularly. Let
vy =u_uy NN (uy,dp). Then

K(up,u_,0) =dp(vy,vo) + Zd;‘(vzbu:t) —cp =0.
+

Now we assume (uy,u_) is NOT a minimal pair, i.e. |uy —u_| > disty,. We claim that
N(ug,iep) NN (u_, 3cp) = @. (4.6)

If ([@86) were wrong, there would exist u € NiN(uy, scp). It follows from (£4) that Scp =
d}(u,us) and Py u = uy. For any curve &4 : [0,1] — R"™ with £4(0) = u and £4(1) = uy, by the
co-area formula, we have

1
/0 VEZEE®)[E 1) dt
1
5 / x/2f(d?n(€(t)))‘%dm(ﬁ(t))‘dt

dm “-1 ui|

\/ (\2) d\ = V2f(02) d.

dm(ui)
Note that the last step is due to Pyn,u = u4. Taking the infimum among all such curves we find
dlstm

[lu—u4|
V2f(A2)d\ < dp(u,ug) —cF —/ V2f(A\2)dA.

0

This implies that [uy — u| < 2disty, and thus [uy —u_| < disty by triangle inequality. This leads
to a contradiction, and the claim (48] is proved.
Using (4.6]) and the continuity of d., we deduce

df (NM(ug, icp), N(u_, 3cp)) =: 8> 0.
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This combined with the triangle inequality yields
dy (N (u, do), N (u-—, o))
< dj (NM(ug,d0), N (uy, icr))
+djp (NM(uy, 3ep), N(u_, iep))
+djp (N (u_, 3ep), N(u_,&))
=cp —20p + 0.

This implies (ut,u—,0) =5 > 0.
O

Lemma 4.2. There exist constants Co = Co(m) and pg = po(m) which only depend on the geometry
of m so that the following holds:

for any curve v € H'([—9,6], R™) with v(£5) € Bs,(m), (4.7)
and any p € (0,pp), there holds
min { Cop?, i Puv(9), Puv(=0),p) }

max{e, 0} (48)

/61 ’!2+1F() 1(d ) =
P gl - Cdrey

Proof. For any curve ~y satisfying (A7), we define its first exit time of Bs,(m_) and last entrance
time of Bg,(my) respectively by

t— =inf{t € (=6,9) : v(s) € Bs,(m_) for se€ (—d,t)},
ty =sup{t € (—0,9) : v(s) € Bs,(my) for se (t0)}.

We shall estimate three integrals

Lenrro(f YA /6) (31 + SFen - Laaroy). (49)

For s € (=4,t_) U (t4+,0), we have v(s) € Bs,(m). So we can define the normal projection of ~/

by Iy = 4" - Un(¥)Vm(v). Recall that vy(vy) / 0dr(v) (cf. @2I6) and [22I)). By a similar
calculation as ([B3.37)), we obtain

' = T2 > (1= Coo)[(Pay)[2 on (=6,6-) U (t4,0). (4.10)

Here C is a constant depending on the geometry of m. Choosing dy < 1 so that 1—Cdg =: 2¢g > 0,
we find

1 /9 1 2
7, B0 5/ <|‘r’|2 + = |0dp(v)[* — =0dr(v) "Y/>
ty € <

)

2

2
= Iy — I/ + (Hw’ - éadF(v)(

123
° 2
> e [ 1P
t4

o

5= |Fnv(te) = Py (9)
— it

The same calculation of I_ leads to I > 05| Pay(t-) — Puy(—6)|2.

For p € (0,pp) with pg = po(m) being sufficiently small, we have at least one of the following
three cases:

>

‘ 2
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(1) I ~y(ty) ¢ N(Bp(Pm'y(é)) ﬂm+,50), then |Pny(t4+) — Pay(9)| = Cip for some C; that only

depends on the geometry of m. Thus I, > ﬁi.

(2) If y(t_) ¢ N(B,,(mey(—é)) N m_,50), then I_ > £2%.

t_

(3) If neither of the above cases happen, i.e. y(t+) € N(Bp(Pm'y(i5))ﬂmi, (50>, then it follows
from Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, (A1) and ([2.I7) that

1 [t drpo~y(ty) —dpo~(t_
t

B g

> Lyt A1) - E 20

> L4 (A (B Par(3) 1 00.) X (B Prr(-) ) ) — E 20
=2 ém(va(é),va(—é),p)-

0

Proof of (IL19]). We shall argue for every ¢ € [0,T] without mentioning each time in the sequel. We
first use (BI7c) to deduce strong convergence of u., on almost every slices. More precisely, there
exists a null set N C [0, 6], namely £'(N) = 0, so that

k—00

u., (p£n(p)) > uF(p + én(p)) strongly in L?(%) Vo ¢ N. (4.11)

Here n(p) is the normal vector of p € 3;. Note that the limit in (£II]) makes sense due to (3.39)
and Sobolev’s trace theorem. Moreover,

ut (p £ on(p)) — ur(p) strongly in L*(%;) as § [ 0,6 ¢ N. (4.12)
Combining (4.11]) with (412]) and a diagonal argument, we find a sequence J; | 0 so that
u., (p £ 0kn(p)) LmiN u® (p) strongly in L*(%;). (4.13)
It follows from (B.Ial), (2.206) and the orthogonal decomposition V = Vy, 4+ nd, that

1
sup / <E|v2u€k|2 -+ E|anu€k|2 + _F(uek) _ 5 . n8n¢€> dr < Ce.
t[0.7) J Bsy () \2 2 -

Owning to ([2.27) and (2:45€)), we have

1 1 1
sup / <§|8nu€k|2 + 5 F(ue,) — —8n¢€k> dx
t€[0,7] J B, (3+) € €

<C+e ! sup / <1 — ¢ (C;—Z>> Ve, | dx
te[0,T] J Bs, (34) 0

< C+Ce™! sup / min(d%, 1)| V., | dz
te0,7] J By, (%)

<C <1 +e sup Eg[u€k|E]> .
te€[0,T
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If we write ug, (x,t) = u,, (p + ™n(p),t), then by the area formula, we deduce that

sup / / < 0, u,, |? —|— ! —F(u,) — 1& (dpo uek)> drdS(p) < C. (4.14)
te[0,1] /5 =
::®k(p7t)
For each fixed p € ¥; and k, we consider the curves
’yk(T'p) = uak(p—i—Tn( )) : [_5k76k] — R™. (4.15)

Assume that there exists ¢ € [0,7] and a compact subset Ef C ¥; with H4~(E}) > a for some
a € (0,1/2) s.t. the pairs (u®(p),u™ (p))perr C my x m_, obtained by taking the one-sided trace
of (3:39), are not minimal pairs. Then it follows from Lemma [4.] that

k(ut(p),u”(p),0) >0, Vpe Ef. (4.16)

By @I3) and Egorov’s theorem, there exists a compact subset F; C Ef with H(E) >
0.9HY(E}) > 0.9« s.t.

Ve (£0k;p) = ue, (p £ dxn(p)) LEiN u® (p) uniformly on F. (4.17)

As a result, u®(-) are continuous on E; because u., (p & dxn(p)) are continuous on ;. As a result,
there exists K > 0 so that

Ye(£0k; p) = ue, (p £ 6pn(p)) € Bs,(m4) Vk > K,p € E;. (4.18)
The continuity of u®(-) and ({@35) imply that
k(ut(-),u(),-) : By x [0,1] = [0, 00) is continuous.
So we deduce from (£I6) that there exists p € (0, pp) s.t.
u®(p),u”(p),p) =: 26 > 0. (4.19)

Note that f is independent of k. Owning to (A7), the continuities of £ and that of the projection
P, there exists K > 0 s.t.

inf R(Pm(ék;p),Pm’m(—ék;p),p) >, Vk > K. (4.20)

pEE:

By (I8]), the curves 7x( - ;p) satisfy the condition (A7) so that Lemma applies to the 1D
integral Oy defined in (EI4):

inf k(
peE:

- . 2 . B ]
max{er, 0] min {Cop 7/€<Pm'7k((5k,p), Pruyi( 5k,p),p)}

min{00p27 ﬁ}
- max{sk,ék} ’
However, this would contradict ({I4]) and we thus finish the proof of (LI9]). O

Vp e Bk > K.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [[.2 CONSTRUCTION OF INITIAL DATA

We shall first modify and extend u?* in the transitional region Bas(Xo) so that we can glue
them into a new mapping that fulfills the desired properties in Theorem To this aim, let
\I/f;t : QF U Bs(Z0) ~ QF be global C! diffeomorphisms up to the boundaries which result from

gluing the identity mapping in Q(j)E\ng(Eo) and the projection mapping Py, in Bs(Zo):

\I’(:St($) = { on(iltx) E ggt(\zgz);(zo) (5.1)
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We extend uf* by defining

uy = ul o U5 € HY(QF U Bs(Zo), my). (5.2)
This combined with (L.23]) implies that

(ug (2),ug (%))|ze s () are minimal pairs. (5.3)

We shall construct u?* by gluing u0 To this end, we define a cut-off function

ns € C°(Bs(Xo), [0,1]) with ns = 1 in Bss(20). (5.4)
Recall the optimal profile « (2.9). We define
Se(w) = ms()ar (222D 1 (1 - np(2)) 2 (10 () — 1 (@) (5.5)

It is easy to verify that S. is a smooth function (as the discontinuity caused by 19§ is cut off by
ns). We write

So(w) = o (=E0) - 8. (), (5.6)
where 5*5 is the tail term
Se(@) = (1= n5(@) [o (=22 ) — Bt (104 () — 1 ()] - (5.7)

By Rademacher’s theorem, dx(z,0) is Lipschitz continuous in 2, and |Vdx(z,0)] < 1 a.e. in Q.
This combined with (2.9d)) yields

1Se] oo @) + 11V S| ooy < Cem /5. (5.8)
and thus
<d2(”” 0) ) (e C/%) in Q, (5.92)
VS:(x) = 8( 9y +0(e %) ae. inQ, (5.9b)
Se(x) £20, dis > <IQ§ (x) — Lo- (x)) a.e. in Q. (5.9¢)
Using (5.2)) and (5.5), we define u® by
i (z) = W@ | g (i (o)t () (5.10)

We claim ([24al) holds. Indeed in the domains QF \325(20), we have ns = 0 and thus

. + — .
uin & witwg digte (10 — 1) s = Zuo r i Q5 \Bas (o). (5.11)

O dlstm

This combined with (B.]) yields

uf_:”(aj) = ug? o \I’fst(:n) = ulf(aj), Vo € QB—L\B%(EO), (5.12)

and ([.24al) is proved.
Now we turn to the proof of (L.24D]). Substituting (5.9al) and (5.90) into (5.10), we obtain

in Vug—i-Vug Vds _//dsyug —ug
Vu" = + = O‘(?) distm

4 a(?ﬁ)M + O(e_c/a) (]Vug] + |Vuy |+ 1) a.e. in ). (5.13)

disty
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5.1. Proof of (L.24D): Estimate near Y. By (5.3)
(uf (z) — ugy (x)) Lgn Tu(j)[(m)mi, Va € Bs(Xo). (5.14)
As uac are mappings into m_ respectively, we have VugE (x) € Tyt (@M. So
(uf (z) —ug () - Opui(z), ae x€ Bs(Xo), 1<i<d. (5.15)
The square of the second term on the right-hand side of (513)) is

£

-2
Vs o/ (ds ) U4~y
€ 5 distm

G - (a’(d2)>2 in Bs(2o). (5.16)

This together with (5.I5]) enables us to compute the square of (5.I3]) by

Vui? =2 <a'(d?2))2+ [ o(dn) T 2

disty
+0(e™9%) (IVug > + [Vug | + 1) in Bs(Zo). (5.17)
By (59al) and (5.10), we have
] u, u, + 3

F(u™) = F <% +a(dz)t—t ) +O(e ) mQ (5.18)

To compute the RHS of (5.18]), we first deduce from (2.9]) that

S R

Y(s) 1 R B5M0 4 (s5) 2ot (5.19)

- + —
parametrizes the line segment uy uj with v(0) = Yoot +u° the middle point. For z € Bs(Z) N Q,
we have a(dz(w)) > 0 and by (2.9al), the distance from ~( 2( )) to m equals to the distance between

’y(dET(m)) and uf € m;. So
+_ p—
an (M350 1 () 520 | =

on Bs(X0) N, and thus

di d uf —uy | B3I
lsztm_a(?z) 0 —Yo p

disty

dishn _ o (d2) (5.20)

F (B3 4 o(d) S )
m@f< 2) 29 r (a(%2)) . (5.21)

Similar calculation leads to the case when x € Bs(Xg) N, and altogether we have (from (5.I8])

and (5.21)) that

dis2tm _ Oé(d?z)

F(@):i( (?E)) L0 %) in Bs(). (5.22)

Now we compute & - V(dg o ul):

a / o€ - V(dp ouim) B / div(ns€)dp o u?”
Q Q

+ = +_
&0 /Q div(ns€)dr (M50 + 8. Mme ). (5.23)
Using (5.9al) and the Lipschitz property of dr, we can write

- [t Vr o) = [ diving)ar (M5 4 a() M) £ 0. (520)
Q Q
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To evaluate dp on Bs(X;), we note that a line segment inside a minimal connection will not involve

the 2nd case defining dp (cf. IT)). As a result, at any @ € Bs(Xo) N Qg since a( =) > 0 and
(uf,uy) is a minimal pair (cf. (5.3)), we have

Fias
dF <u0 2“0 ta (?2) dlstm )

dm (B o4z 2t )
(]z:m)CF_ 2 ¢ ) distm 707
0
it (%)
6 . S V2F(02) d)
0
AN s 2F(\)d\ Vo € Bs(Xo) N Q.

=)

Similar calculation applies to Bs(Xg) N Q2 and oz(d?z) < 0:

+ —
dF (u() uO + ( £ )u(ohst:o )

+ —
Uy —4y

Uy +“o ds
(IZEZI)/d‘"< +al7) " distm

) V2f(A\2)d\
) dis%‘m(d?z)

= V2 (A2)dA

= ' 2F(X) d\ Vo € Bs(3o) N Q.

To summarize, we have

dlstm

/ \/2F Vo € Bs(20) N Qg
o (st -
/dt V:EEB&(E(])QQE.

“’|M m|M

(5.25)

Recall from (5.4]) that s vanishes outside Bs(Xg). So substituting (5.25]) into (5.24)) and integrating
by parts yield

/ng.V(dFoug"):/Qs i€ - Vsl (42), [2F (a(%2)) de + O(e=F%). (5.26)
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This combined with (5.22]) and (m yields
1 in|2 F(um) in
[ (Gvure+ T55 - 26 vidr o)) us

— 2L s dy -2 =)) — e72¢ . Vdwo/ (42 ds

—/Q<z—: 2(@(5)) +e F((E)) €€ Vdsd/ () 2F((E)) s
1 ug u, ug — u72

+/Q§né‘m+a(d?z)%

4 O(e—c/s)/ (14 [V + [Vug ) s, (5.27)
Q

By (2.9¢) the first term on the right-hand side above simplifies to
- 2 @20) d2 @3
[ g vas) (22) [ o (@) Foe.  62s)
Q Q

The above two equations together implies

1 ; F(u

[ (3 + 28 Lo v ul”)) "
Q 9

1 Vul +Vug ds\ Vul —Vuy
— _ ~ 0 T Y0 EEyrX-0_ Y -0
- /Q 2776‘ 2 —|—Oé( & ) distm

i 0(5)/ (14 [Vt 2 + [Vug 2) ns. (5.29)
Q
5.2. Proof of (1L24DL): Estimates away from Y. Using (2.9d)), we have
o/ (22)] + a(22) = B (10, — 10| < Cem in Q\Byya(So). (5.30)

Applying the above estimates to (5.13)) yields

n _ Vu8L+Vua dist Vuar—Vua
Vu' = —o— + S5 (g — 1o- ) —qmn -

+0(e9/%) (1 + ]Vuarllgg + \Vug\lﬂa)
= Vuglgs + Vug g
+O(e=C/%) (1 + Vg [1g: + \vuguﬂa) ae. in ©\Bja(%0). (5.31)
By (5.4) the function (1 — ;) vanishes on Bjs/(¥o). So multiplying this function to (5.31) yields

(1 —ns)|Vu™ > = (1 — n5) Z ]Vui\ngi

e~C/e (1 + Z qu¢]219§> a.e. in €. (5.32)
Similar but easier calculation of (5.I8]) yields
(1 —n5)F(u™) = O(e~9/%) in Q. (5.33)

By (5.10), the Lipschitz continuity of dp and (5.9al),
dp Ouén —dp (uo +uy +S£u —ug )

distm
= dF (u() +u0 + «

dlst

) 4+ 0(e" ) in Q. (5.34)
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This combined with (5.30) implies that

dpoul =dp <uo++ug + dis%(lgg - 1Qg)u§is_t:a) +0(e™)
— dp <uo+1ﬂ(T +ug 190,) +0(e™ %) in O\By ().
As uf are mappings into my (cf. (5.2)), we have from (ZIT) that
dpoul” = crlgs + O(e™%)  in Q\Bj/a(Zo). (5.35)
Since (1 — ns) vanishes on Bj/5(X0),

in @ID

div (1 — 15)€) dp o u” div (1 = ns)€) erlos + O(e= /9. (5.36)

So we have
- /Q(l —n5)€ -V (dpoul)
[ aiv (1= ng) dr ol
[ div (@ - m))er + 0@
;
ED /E (1= np)é - vdHO + O(e=C/%) = O(e~C7e). (5.37)
Putting (£.32), (533]) and (5.37)) (‘jcogether, we obtain
[ (31 + 280 Lo viroun) 0 -
_ Z/ I uE 2+ 06 ) + (e Z/ Va2, (5.38)
Combining this with (5:20) leads to

[ (3 + 280 Lo viapout)
Q 3

1 Vs =
=/Q—na\M+ a(de) T +Z/ — PV +06).  (5.39)

2

This leads to (L.24D). Using a(%2) =0 %(193 —15-) ae. in Q, we can apply the dominated
convergence to the first integral on the RHS of (5.39) and get

: Lo inpe, Ful") in) 2
gl_% <§\Vu€ \ —i—T E V(dp oul ) Z/ |Vug |~ (5.40)
5.3. Proof of (L.24d). Recall from (I.I4) that
B[ui”IEo] 3:/ (CFX —cp+2 (dF o ui" — CF)_ )77 ody dx
Q

+ / (dpoul — cF)+ |n o dy| dz, (5.41)
Q
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distm

where x = Lot —1g: and 7 is defined by (3.8). We also recall from ([2.8) that cp = 2 [, 2 2F (\)dA.

Concerning the first integral of (5.41]), we first deduce from (5.35]) that its integrand is of order
O(e=¢/%) on Q\Bj/2(X0). So it suffices to estimate the integral in the transitional region Bs(¥o):

by (6:34)), (5.25) and a change of variable

/ (CFX—CF+2(dpouf:"—cF)_)nodgd:E
Q4 NBs(Xo)

distm
2 ~ nody _C
= 25/ / \/2F(\) dX dz + 0(e¢/%) < Ce.
f NB5(Z0) < a(22) e

In a similar way

/ (CFX_CF+2(dFOuén—CF)_)’OOdgd:E
Qo NB5(Xo)

ds
e = nody
= —25/ / 2F(\) dX dz + O(e~“/%) < Ce.
QyNB;(o) \ /—digm W € ( :

Similar calculation shows that the second integral of (5.41)) is of order O(e). All together we finish
the proof of (I.24d).
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

As we shall not integrate the time variable ¢ throughout this section, we shall abbreviate the
spatial integration fQ by | and sometimes we omit the dx.

Lemma A.1. The following identity holds
/VH (€ ©n.) |V da — /(V-H)&-quedx

:/VH (€ —n.) ®n. |Vib| do + /H CH|Vu.| da

1
# [0 m (Svup s ) - () o+ [ V(0] - € T0) o
d
— Z /(VH)ij e (Oju; - Oju.) dx +/VH : (n: ® ng) |Vbe| du. (A.1)
ij=1
Proof. We introduce the energy stress tensor (71%);; = (%]Vuglz + %F(ug)) 0ij — €0ju, - Oju.. By

[2.39h), we have the identity V - T. = H.|Vu.|. Testing this identity by H, integrating by parts
and using (Z32), we obtain

/He-H|Vu€|dx: —/VH: T, dx

5 1
= — / V-H <§|Vu€|2 + EF(UE)> dx + Z /(VH)W 15 (82'115 . Ojue) dx.
27]
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So adding zero leads to
/VH :n. @n, Vi | dx
- /HE-H|Vu€|d:L"+/V-H <%|Vu5|2—|—éF(u€) - |w€|> d$+/V-H|V¢€|dx
- Z/ (VH),; & (dyu. - 9; ua)da:+/(VH) : (0. ® n.) |V| da.
This easily implies (A.I)). O

The second lemma gives the expansion of the time derivative of (LII).

Lemma A.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 11, the following identity holds

d 1
GBS+ o [ (210 - L) o
2 1 2
+2—E/‘68tue—(v-£)8dp(ue) dx+2—€/‘He—s\Vu€\H dx

1 2
= / (V- ©)0dp(u) o + [T, Vu. H| dr (A.22)
+ % / H|?* (|Vu.|* — [y, Vu.|?) dz — /VH (& —n)®% |V | da (A.2b)
+ / (V-H) <§\Vu£]2 + éF(ug) - \VzM) dx (A.2¢)
+/(V-H)(l—g'ne)lvwa\dx—k/(ﬁ+J€2)da:, (A.2d)

where J, J2? are given by
J!:=VH :n. ®n, (|Vepe| — e|Vu.|?)
+eVH : (n: ® n.) (|Vu€|2 - |Husvu€|2)

— Y e(VH);(0uc — My, 0uc) - (jue — Ty, d5u.), (A.3)
.J
J2 = (atg F(H-V)E+ (VE)T 5) Vi (A.4)

Proof of LemmalA.2 The proof here is exactly the same as in [22] Lemma 4.4]. Note that in the

statement of this lemma, the term o L (52 |Bu.|* — |H€|2> dz is missing, but the proof of the

identity there is correct (cf. see [22, equation (4.33)]).
We shall employ the Einstein summation convention by summing over repeated Latin indices.
Using the energy dissipation law (2:34]) and adding zero, we compute the time derivative of the

energy (LII) by

%Es[usm]+6/|8tu5|2d:n—/(v-E)@dF(uE)-&gugd:n

:/(H-V)g.wedx+/(VH)Tg.weder/Jde- (A.5)
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Due to the symmetry of the Hessian of 1. and the boundary conditions (2.32]), we have

/V-(£®H)-Vzbedx:/v-(H®£)-V1[)€dx.

Hence, the first integral on the right-hand side of (&) can be rewritten as
[ ¢ vois
:/V-(§®H)-V¢€dw—/(V'H)E'V¢sd$
= /(v-g)H.vwedx+/(§.V)H.vwedx—/(V-H)g-wedx.

Therefore

dt
:/(V-E)H-Vwada:—i—/(ﬁ-V)H-Vl/zada;—/(V~H)§-V1/z€da;

iEa[ua\Z] + E/ |Ou,|? do — /(V -€)odp(u;) - Qe dz

—I—/VH:(£®n€)|v¢€|dw—|—/,]fd:n.

Using (A.1]) to replace the 3nd and 4th integrals on the right-hand side above yields

%Ee[ugm] —|—€/|6tu€|2dx—/(V-E)@dp(ue)-atue da (A6)

:/(V-E)H~Vq/zadx+/(£~V)H~Vzpedx+/VH:(§—n€)®n€]V¢€\da:
+/H€-H|Vu€|d$+/v-H<§|Vu€|2+§F(u€)— |V¢€|> dx
+/V-H(|V¢€|—£-V¢)€) dx—/(VH)ijs(aiug-ﬁjue) da

+/VH:ne®ng\V¢E] da;+/J3da;.

We claim that J! arises from the 2nd and 3rd to last integral. Indeed, when ddr(u:) # 0 and
u. ¢ Bs,(m), then it follows from (2.40]) and (2.37) that

T, du. - 1'[1158ju€|8dp(u€)|2 = 0;:051. = n'n |y, Vuc|?|od p(u.)|?,
where (nl)1<i<cq = n.. This implies
Iy 0iu, - Il Oju. = nznZ\HUEVuEP. (A.7)

In other cases defining (Z40), the equation (A.7) also holds. Using the orthogonality of (2.40),
adding zero and using (A.7)), we find

VH : n. ® n. |Vi,| — (VH);; € (0;u. - Oju,)
=VH : n. @ n. |Vi.| — e(VH);; (Il 0;u. - I, 0ju.)

— (VH);; E((@iug Ty, u.) - (9ju. — nusajua)) = JL,

and this finish the proof of the claim.
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Now we write the sum of the integrands of 2nd and 3rd integrals on the right-hand side of (A.6])
into a quadratic term of the difference: using the definition (2:39al) of n. and VH : (€ ® &) =0

(due to (2:26]) and (231])), we have

(- V)H-Vi¢.+ VH : (€ — n.) @ n.|Vi,|
=& -V)H 0|V |+ VH: (§ —n.) @ ne|Vie| = VH : (§ ® §)| V|
=VH : (n: @ §)|Vye| + VH : (§ —n.) @ ng V)| = VH : (§ ® §)|V)|
=—VH: (£ —n.)%?|Viy|.

Using this identity, we can merge the 2nd and 3rd integrals on the right-hand side of (A.G):

%EE[uE]E] = —E/ |0u,|? dx + /(V -€)0dp(u;) - O do

—i—/(V'E)H-Vngdw—i—/HE-H\Vua\dm — /VH: (€ —n.)®? |V, | dx
4 [0 8) (5IVal 4 2P - (Vi) de

+/(V~H)(1—£-n5)\V¢a!da:+/(J€1—i—Jf)dx. (A.8)

Now we complete squares for the first four terms on the right-hand side of (A.§]). Reordering
terms, we have

_5‘8tua‘2 + (V : 5)8dF(ua) -Ou, + (V : E)H -V + H. - H‘Vua‘

<\58tu5\2 _ 2V - £)ddr(u.) - edu, + (V- E)zlﬁdp(ua)\Q)

1

2
1 1

= 5o ledme + (V- €)%(0dr (ue)[* + (V- ©)H - Ve

1 1

— oo (L — 22| Vu [H. - H+ Va2 HP) + o (L + 22V P HP)
1

= —5|e0m. = (V- )0 (u.)

2 1 2 1 S B
—i‘HE—s\Vua\H‘ ~ 5led? + - [HL|
1 2 2 217712

+ 52 (V- ©%0dp(w) [ +25(V - §) Ve - H+ [oIL, VP H|

g
+3 (IVu.|? = [y, Vuc|?) [H

Using (2.39al) and the chain rule (2.41]), the terms above form the last missing square. Integrating
over the domain  and substituting into (A.8)) we arrive at (A.2).
g



36 YUNING LIU

Proof of Proposition [2.9. We first estimate the right-hand side of (A.2]) by E.-[u.|X] up to a constant
that only depends on ¥;. We start with (A.2al): it follows from the triangle inequality that

/‘E_l/Q(V~£)]8dp(u5)]n5—i—\/E\HuEVuE]H‘zda:
< [|ov-& (=21 - vEL V) n[ a
+ [ v ovem vl - ¢ ds

X

#1090+ ) vE, Vel e

The first integral on the right-hand side of the above inequality is controlled by (2Z45c). Due to
the elementary inequality |£ —n.|? < 2(1 —n. -€), the second integral is controlled by (2.45d)). The
third integral can be treated using the relation H = (H - £€)€ + O(dx(z,t)) and (2.33a). So it can

be controlled by (2:45¢]).

The integrals in (A.2D]) can be controlled using (2.45bh) and (2.45d)). The integrals in (A2d)
is controlled by (2.45al). The first term in (A.2d)) can be controlled using (2.45d). It remains to

estimate (A.3) and (A4). The last two terms defining J! can be bounded using ([2.45h]). Therefore,
(2.435)
/Jg dr < /VH D (0 ® (0 — &) (VY| — e[ Vue]?) da

+ /(E -V)H - n. (|V¢.| — | Vu.|?) dz + CE.[u.|x]

&30
5 /‘na — 5‘ (E’VUEP - E’Husvua’2) dx
4 / Ine — €] ey, Vue | — [Vaie|| de

+ /min (2,1) (V4] + eV ?) dr + E.fu[S).

The first and the third integrals in the last display can be estimated using (2.45D]) and (2.45¢)
respectively. Then we employ (2.41)) and yield

/Jg de < /!na €] |e[My, V2 — V|| di + Efu.|s)]

— / 0. — ¢)VElT,, Vu.|

Finally applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then (Z.45d) and (2.45d), we obtain

[J} £ E.u.|X]. As for J? (A4), we employ ([233d) and ([Z45€) to obtain [J2 < E.[u.|X].
Altogether, we prove that the right-hand side of (A.2]) is bounded by E.[u.|X] up to a multiplicative
constant which only depends on ;. O

V2|, V.| — 5_1/2]8dp(u5)\‘ dx + E.[u.]3).
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