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A UNIQUENESS THEORY ON DETERMINING THE NONLINEAR
ENERGY POTENTIAL IN PHASE-FIELD SYSTEM

TIANHAO NI, JUN LAI

ABSTRACT. The phase-field system is a nonlinear model that has significant applications in
material sciences. In this paper, we are concerned with the uniqueness of determining the
nonlinear energy potential in a phase-field system consisted of Cahn-Hilliard and Allen-Cahn
equations. This system finds widespread applications in the development of alloys engineered
to withstand extreme temperatures and pressures. The goal is to reconstruct the nonlinear
energy potential through the measurements of concentration fields. We establish the local
well-posedness of the phase-field system based on the implicit function theorem in Banach
spaces. Both of the uniqueness results for recovering time-independent and time-dependent
energy potential functions are provided through the higher order linearization technique.

1. INTRODUCTION

Grounded in thermodynamic theory, the phase-field method utilizes differential equations,
mainly the Cahn-Hilliard(CH) equations [I] and Allen-Cahn(AC) equations [2], to describe
the dynamic evolution process of a system that is driven by diffusion, ordering potential,
and thermodynamic driving forces [3l [4]. Due to the capability to handle arbitrary and
complex morphological evolution and achieve multi-field coupling without explicitly tracking
interfaces, the phase-field method has a vast number of applications in the field of material
sciences. In this paper, we focus on the inverse problems associated with the phase-field
system that couples the CH and AC equations.

This coupled system has found extensive applications in the design of alloys, which play
a crucial role in areas requiring resistance to high temperature, complex stress, and sur-
face stability [5l, [6l [7]. To predict the long-term behavior of these alloys under extreme
environments, it is essential to understand the creep mechanism. While traditional experi-
mental approaches for exploring creep mechanisms are both expensive and time-consuming,
the phase-field method has emerged as a promising alternative by offering a rapid and cost-
effective means of investigating alloy creep behavior [8,[9] [10]. However, recovering the elastic
energy in the phase-field model poses a significant challenge, primarily due to the model’s
inherent nonlinearity as a function of the concentration field. In order to achieve precise and
efficient simulations of alloy creep behavior, it becomes crucial to explore whether inferring
elastic properties or the elastic potential function is feasible by observing the concentration
field distribution within the material. If the potential function can be reconstructed through
such measurements, one can utilize the phase-field model to simulate the precipitation pro-
cess of different phases, as well as the microstructure evolution and deformation during creep,
which provides important insights for more reliable designs and optimizations of alloys.

Given the significance of the phase-field model, extensive research has been conducted on
the forward problems in the literature. The existence and uniqueness of weak solutions for
the CH equation and AC equation under Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions were
established in [I1] and [12], respectively. Moreover, the existence of non-negative solutions for
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the CH equation has been investigated in [I3]. The well-posedness of weak solutions for the
coupled systems with logarithmic nonlinearities were also investigated, including the system
coupling multiple CH equations [I4] and the system coupling CH and AC equations [15].
The uniqueness of weak solutions for some special phase-field systems has been addressed in
[16, [I7). However, less attention has been paid to the local well-posedness of fourth-order
semilinear systems with periodic boundary conditions, which have been widely used in the
numerical simulations [18] 19} 20], although there have been some findings regarding the local
well-posedness of semilinear parabolic systems [21], 22].

Compared to advancements in the forward problems, much less progress has been made in
addressing the inverse problems within phase-field systems and related nonlinear equations.
In [23], the uniqueness of determining energy function has been demonstrated by employing
the weak formulation of CH equation. In [24], the inverse problem for the coupled Cahn-
Hilliard-Chemotaxis system has been investigated from the perspective of optimal control
theory. However, these efforts primarily concentrate on the inverse problems of determining
the constant coefficients of nonlinear components. In this paper, we focus on the inverse
problems associated with a phase-field system coupling the CH and AC equations, where the
unknown energy potential is highly nonlinear. The experimental measurements often provide
information solely about the concentration field. Under such circumstances, the uniqueness
of inverting the nonlinear potential independent of the space and time has been established
in [23]. However, studies regarding uniqueness in more general settings, particularly those
involving energy with variable elastic potentials [4] remain absent. Hence, determining the
spatially and temporally varying nonlinear potential of the phase-field system based on the
concentration field measurements is both imperative and challenging.

From this perspective, we consider two inverse problems:

(IP1) Determining the time-independent nonlinear energy based on the concentration mea-
surement within the material at a single time point.

(IP2) Determining the time-dependent nonlinear energy based on the concentration mea-
surements within the material at multiple time points.

A more precise description of these two problems will be given in the next section. We first
establish the local well-posedness of the CH-AC system under periodic boundary conditions,
by relying on the implicit function theorem in Banach spaces and the existence of weak
solutions for CH equations. Subsequently, the uniqueness results for both inverse problems
are studied by employing the higher order linearization technique, which was first introduced
in [25] to study the inverse problems in the Einstein scalar field equations. This technique has
also been successfully applied to the system of mean field games to establish the uniqueness
of nonlinear coefficients and source terms [22].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides the mathematical for-
mulation and the physical background for the phase-field system. The main results are also
presented in this section. In section 3, we establish the local well-posedness of the phase-field
system. Section 4 demonstrates the uniqueness of the inverse problems (IP1) and (IP2),
respectively. The paper is concluded in section 5 with a discussion on the future work.

2. MATHEMATICAL FORMULATIONS AND MAIN RESULTS

We focus on the Cahn-Hilliard-Allen-Cahn system for modeling the phase morphology
evolution in the Ni-Al binary alloys [3, 10]. The system is defined in a domain §2 = [~1,1]%,
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with d = 1,2 or 3, in the form of

dre(x,t) = —MaA%c(x,t) + MA <(;—IZ> , in Q,
Ouns(at) = LBA(2,1) — L—F i 21,23, i 0
t1i\ T, - i\, 57h(£,t)7 t=1,2,9, 11 9 (1)
c(z,0) = po(z), on {2,
ni(x,0) = ¢i(x), i =1,2,3, on {2,

where Q = 2 x [0,T], A is the Laplacian operator with respect to the z variable and %—IS
means the variation of F(c) with respect to ¢(z,t). In this system, the variable ¢ represents
the concentration field, indicating the presence of the so called 4’ precipitate phase [26]. The
quantities 71,72, and 73, represent three long-range ordered parameters that characterize the
ordering of the 7/ phase. These variables are subject to periodic boundary conditions (PBC)
at the boundary ¥ = 92 x [0,7]. The parameter L represents the kinetic constant, M
represents the diffusion mobility, and a and (3 represent the gradient energy coefficients for ¢
and 7;, respectively.

The evolution process of alloys is driven by the energy potential functional F', which can
be decomposed as

F($,t,C, 7) = /Qflocal(g 7) + fe]as(ﬂf,t, C) + fpl(x7t7 C)dx

The local chemical free energy density fiocal is typically expressed by Landau polynomial [3].
The elastic strain energy fe, and plastic strain energy f, are derived from the theory of
micro-mechanical elasticity and dislocation slip, respectively, and both are dependent on the
concentration ¢ [3, 27]. The initial values ¢q(z) and ¢;(z) are given as small perturbations
under periodic conditions. In general, finding an explicit expression for elastic and plastic
strain energy is challenging due to the complex interactions involved in the energy potential
function. Various numerical methods and approximation techniques were proposed to esti-
mate the variations in elastic and plastic strain energy [28] [29]. However, the development
of a comprehensive theory for determining these nonlinear energy functions is still missing.
This paper is devoted to partially address this gap by investigating the uniqueness theory.

To facilitate our analysis, let us introduce some periodic functional spaces. For any 1 <
k € N, denote L’; (2), H;f((?) and C’;,“(Q) the functions satisfy PBC on X associated with the
norm

1/k
lallzg ey = lullpegay = (o lulFda) /",
1/2
k() = Iullae(2) = 2 :
lall gy = Il AL

lullex @) = luller@y = 22 sup [D%ul.
|a| <k ze2

For periodic vector functions such as the gradient of u, we define the norm as
1/k
Vellegior = IVulsioy = ([ (90 ul2az)
Q

1/2
For brevity, we also denote £F = L2(0, T; H;,“(Q)) with the norm [ju|| » = <f0T Hu||qu(9 dt) :
P

)
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To extend the applicability of our methods to other systems with different forms of chemical
energy [14], we express (Il) in a more general form

Opug = —c1 A%ug + A (folx, t,ug, ut, ug, uz) + g(x, t,up)), in Q,
Opu; = coAu; + fi(x, t, ug, uy, uz, ug), in Q,
uo(x,0) = ¢o(z), in £2, (2)
u;i(z,0) = ¢ (x), in £2,
uo(x,t),u;(x,t) satisfy PBC, on X,

where ¢ = 1,2,3, and ¢; and co are positive constants. Correspondingly, ug is the con-
centration field and (uj,us2,u3) are three long-range ordered parameters. The nonlinear
functions g and f; are variations of the energy operators with respect to ug and u;. Denote

= (v0, ¢1, P2, p3) and U = (up, uy,uz,us) and rewrite f;(x,t, ug,uy,us,us) as fi(z,t, 7)
for : = 0,1,2,3. Besides the periodic requirement on X' for g and f;, for further analysis, we
also require these nonlinear functional to satisfy the following admissible conditions.

Definition 2.1 (Admissible Conditions).

1. The function g(x,t,y) : @ x R — R is analytic with respect to (x,t) € Q for ally € R.
Moreover, there exist analytic coefficients g(e) (x,t) such that

g (x,t)
g(x,t,y) Z Z. (3)
2. The nonlinear function fo(x,t, 2Z) can be written as:

(2,1, 7 Z Z Clolilals (m,t)zéozilz?zé?’j (4)

s=1 """ lo+l1+la+lz=s

where 7 = (20, 21, 22, 23) and the coefficients ciyi,1,15 are analytic in Q. For the case
lo+1 +1la+ 13 =1, only cro00(z,t) £ 0.
3. Fori=1,2,3, the functions f;(z,t, 7) :Q x R* - R can be expanded as

fi(z,t, 7) =bi(z,t)z + Z Z b; 1011121326 zlllzézzilf, (5)
=1 "o+l Hlo+Hz=s
where bi(x,t) is analytic in Q and b; 000 = 0 for all ly € N. In addition, when
li + 1o+ 13 =1, only by 15100, b2,15010, b3,10001 Z O for all ly € N.
4. The functions g(z,t,y) and f,(m,t,?), 1 = 0,1,2,3, are Lipschitz continuous with
respect to y and Z. Namely, there exist constants L and L;, 1 = 0,1,2,3, independent
of x and t such that:

|9z, t,y) — g(x,t,0)| < Llyl,

‘fi(x7t7 ?) - fl(‘rat70)’ < LZ’?’7 i = 07 17273'
Remark 2.2. The admissible conditions 1-4 are consistent with many existing phase-field
models. For example, the commonly used double well potential satisfies these requirements

[B]. These conditions also ensure that under the zero initial condition, equation ([2l) admits a
unique zero solution. Proof is provided in the appendiz.

Given all these preparations, the forward problem can be described as follows:

(P1) Assuming the nonlinear functions f;, i = 0, 1,2, 3, and ¢ satisfy the admissible condi-
tions 2.1] find U that solves system (2) with a given initial condition 3

We establish the following local well-posedness result for the forward problem (P1).
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Theorem 2.3 (Local well-posedness of (P1)). Under the admissible conditions [21), for an
even integer ¢ > 1+ d/2, assume the initial condition 2 satisfies

3
3
N5 = {3 € Hg"‘Q(Q) X (Hg-i-l((z)) : H‘POHH;{*Z(Q) + Z H(,OiHHgﬂ(Q) < (5},

i=1
with § > 0 sufficiently small. Then the solution to (P1) is given by ug € LI and u; € L2
fori=1,2,3. Moreover, the solution satisfies the energy estimate

3
ol gavs + Y il gave < C3,
=1

where C' is a positive constant that depends only on 2 and T.

Remark 2.4. By the Sobolev embedding theorem [32], when q¢ > 1+ d/2, we also have
u € L*0,T;Cp(£2)) and u; € L*(0,T; C2(2)), fori=1,2,3.

For the inverse problems, in general it is difficult to determine ¢ and f;, i = 0,1,2,3
simultaneously. In this paper, assuming f;, i = 0,1,2,3, are given, we are interested in
recovering the nonlinear term g(z, ¢, ug) from measurements of the concentration field ug at

ﬁ
single or multiple time points. Define the single-shot measurement M4(g) and the multi-shot
measurement M ,,(g) as

{]zs(g) - [UO('vtl)vatuo('vtl)]v
Mm(g) = [UO('vtl)vatuo('vtl)v T 7u0('7tN)7atu0('7tN)]7

where ug is the solution to equation (2)), and ¢;,--- ,¢y are distinct time points within the
interval (0,7]. We reformulate the two inverse problems mentioned in the introduction as:

(6)

e (IP1): Assume g; and go are independent of time, namely, g; = g;(z,y), j = 1,2. For
any initial value ?, if there holds

M(g1) = Mo(gs), (7)

does it imply g1(z,y) = g2(z,y)?
e (IP2): Assume g; and go are dependent of time, namely, g; = g;(z,t,y), j = 1,2. For
any initial value @, if there holds
— —
My (g1) = Mm(g2), (8)
does it lmply 9n (‘/Ev t, y) = 92(‘/177 t, y)7
We give a positive answer to (IP1), which is stated as follows:

Theorem 2.5 (Uniqueness of (IP1)). Assume that g;(z,y), j = 1,2, are admissible functions
with the form

x 0,
g,y =S 2 ﬁ( Ly (9)
/=1

%
and the initial value 3 satisfies the condition in Theorem[Z.3 Let M 4(g;) be the measurement
of the semilinear system

Orujo = —c10%uj0 + A (fo(x,t, @) + gj(x,uj0)),  in @,
Opuj; = colAuj; + fi(x,t, 173—), i=1,2,3, in Q,
ujo(z,0) = po(), in 0,
uji(x,0) = @i(x), i=1,2,3, in 0,
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7\1 g — 7\1 q

for any @, then ggé) (x) = géé) (), £ > 1, almost everywhere in (2.

Regarding the inverse problem (IP2), due to the limited measurements available at finitely
many time points, we can only infer the local properties of the function g(z,t,y) during the
inversion process. Specifically, the result for (IP2) is stated as follows:

Theorem 2.6 (Uniqueness of (IP2)). Assume g;(x,t,y), j = 1,2, are admissible functions
given in t_h)e form of equation [B) and the initial value ? satisfy the condition in Theorem
(223 Let M,,(g;) be the measurement of the semilinear system ([IQ)). If

Mm(gl) = MM(QQ)

for any &, then gg) (x,t5) = gy) (x,tj), £ > 1, almost everywhere in §2 fort,--- ,ty € (0,7,
and
Q) Q) Ce
sup g ‘T7t -9 .Z',t S77vx7t eQa
with Cp > 0 depending on T and H(‘)ivﬂgj(.é)HLoo(Q) forj=1,2.

Remark 2.7. Our result can be extended to the case when c¢1 and co are positive functions
on Q). We omit the details for conciseness.

3. PROOF OF LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS ON (P1)

In this section, we establish the local well-posedness of system (2]) by utilizing the implicit
function theorem in Banach spaces [30].

Lemma 3.1 (Implicit Function Theorem for Banach Spaces). Let X, Y, and Z be Banach
spaces and suppose the mapping f : X XY — Z is continuously Fréchet differentiable. If
(x0,y0) € X XY satisfies f(xo,y0) = 0 and the map y — Dy f(x0,y0)(0,y) is a Banach space
isomorphism from'Y to Z, then there exist neighborhoods U of x¢ and V' of yo, and a Fréchet
differentiable function g : U — V such that f(x,g(x)) = 0 if and only if y = g(x), for all
(x,y) €U X V.

We also require the following lemma to prove the analyticity of a map, as described in [31].

Lemma 3.2. Let f: U — F be a mapping, U be a subset of a complex Banach space E, and
F be a complex Banach space. The following two conditions are equivalent:

(1) f is analytic on U.
(2) f is locally bounded and weakly analytic on U, where weakly analytic means that for
any xo,x € U, the mapping
A= f(xg+ Ax)
s analytic in a neighborhood of the origin in the complex plane.

We first recall the global well-posedness of linear parabolic equations in [12] and then prove
the global well-posedness of the linear Cahn-Hillard equation under the PBC.

Lemma 3.3 (Global Well-posedness of Linear Parabolic Equations). Consider the initial-
boundary value problem for a parabolic equation given by

Ut+L1U:p($,t), n Qa
u(z,0) = ¢(z), on 12,
u satisfies PBC, on X,
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where L1 denotes a second order partial differential operator defined as

n

n
Liu=— Z i () Uy + Zbi(az,t)uxi + c(z, t)u.
ij=1 i=1
The coefficient a;j(x) is uniformly elliptic and symmetric, and a;j, b;, ¢ € C°(Q). The
source term and initial value satisfy @ € HgH(Q), % € L97?* fork =0,...,q/2, with an
even integer ¢ > 0, and the compatibility conditions hold:

drlf
#0 = ¢ € Hy(2), 01 1= [(0) = Lugo € Hy (), 04 = oy

Then there exists a unique solution u satisfying u € LI72 = L*(0,T; Hg”(())).

(0) — Ligg1 € HL(9)

To prove the well-posedness of the linear Cahn-Hilliard equation, we equivalently reformu-
late it as a coupling of two second order equations, and show the following theorem.

Lemma 3.4 (Global Well-posedness of the Linear Cahn-Hilliard Equation). Consider the
wiatial-boundary value problem for the reformulated linear Cahn-Hilliard equation given by

ur + alAv — A(b(z, t)u) = p(x,t), in Q,

v = Au, mn Q, "
u(z,0) = (a). (z.0) = Av(@), on 2, ()
u, v satisfy the PBC, on X.

with coefficients satisfying a > 0, b € L*>(0,T; H;(Q)) The source term p and the initial
value ¢ are assumed to be i € H2(§2),p € L*(0,T;LX(82)). Then there exists a unique

solution (:j) to () satisfying

O € L*(0,T:H, ' (£2)), we L>(0,T; Hy(R2)), v e L*0,T;H)(12)),
where H, " ($2) is the dual space of H,(2), and the energy estimate holds
10cull L2 0,715 2)) T 1ell oo 0,153 (2)) + [0l 200,151 (02)) <
where C' is determined by $2,T, a, [|bl| o 0,7,m1(2)), 1V 72(2) and [Pl 220,715 (02)) -

Remark 3.5. For convenience in subsequent discussions, we assume the constant a = 1,
otherwise we can replace the variable x by x* = x/+/a.

Remark 3.6. The weak solution of equation ({I1l) is given as follows

(Oo, ) = (Yo, V) + (V (b, ), Vo) + (), )
(v,w) + (Vu, Vw) =0,

for each w € H}(£2) and almost every time t € [0,T], where (-,-) denotes the inner product

in L2(£2) and (-,-) denotes the inner product in the dual space of H}($2) and H,*(12).

To prove Lemma B4 we utilize the Galerkin method to construct the weak solution of
eqaution () and establish its existence, uniqueness, and stability through the energy esti-
mate.

Proof of Lemma [3.4) The proof is divided into three steps.
Step 1: Let {wy}32, be a set of smooth functions that form an orthogonal basis in H;(Q)
with wy = 1. For instance, in case when {2 = [—1,1], we can choose the Fourier basis

{wr}pe, = {{cos(2kmx)} 32, {sin(2kmz) } 22, }.
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Consider functions wp,, vm, : [0,7] — H}(£2) defined as follows

m m
U (t) =D ampB)wr, V() = B p(t)wp. (13)
k=1 k=1
These functions satisfy the equations

(14)

(Opti, wi) = (Vm, Vwg) + (V(Po (b(2, 1)) ), Vwi) + (Pm(p), wi),
(Vm; wi) + (Vm, Vwy,) = 0,

for all wy,. Here, the coefficients oy, x(t) and B, i (t) are determined by the ordinary differential

equations and initial values with u,,(0) = Py, (¢(x)) and v, (0) = Py, (A(x)), where Py, is

the projection operator onto the space W,, = span(wsi, -+ ,wy,). The Cauchy—Peano theorem

[33] and the smoothness of b(x,t) allow us to deduce the existence of au, 1 (t) and S, i (t).
Step 2: In (I4]), we take v,, and Oyu,, as test functions, which gives

(O, Vi) = vamuig(g) + (V(Pr (b(z,1)) ), Vo) 4 (P (p), Um),
(Vm, Optiy) + (Vttm, O Vuy,) = 0.

Similarly, using u,, and v,, as test functions, we have

%% ‘umH%%(Q) = (V’Um, Vum) + (V(Pm (b(‘rvt)) um)? vum) + (Pm(p)aum)y

Combining them yields

1d
ST (HUmH%g(n) + ”Vum”%%((z)) +lomllZz (o) + VomlZae)

=/ V(P (b(2,)) wm) - V(tm — vm) + P (p) (t, — vy )d.
(9}
By applying the Cauchy inequality, it holds
[ 9P (0,1)) ) - V= )
2

1
<e1|[V (P (b, ) um)|Z2(0) + EHV(Um = vm)llZ2(0)

1
<2e; (HPm (b(x, 1)) VUmH%g(Q) + [tV (P (b(x,1))) |’2Lg(9)> + 2, <”V?Jm|’2Lg(Q) + HVumH%,z,(m)
1
<2C1e <HVUmHQLg(9) + Hum\\%g(n)) o (HV’UmHig(n) + HVUmHQLg(Q)> )
(15)
where Cy is determined by [|b(z, t)|| Lo (0,7,11(02))- and
/ P (p) (Um — vy )d
0
<[P (0} 310 + 7=l — ol B3 (16)
P 4eq P

1
<el|Pm(®)ll2(0) + 5= (lumlizo) + lvmlizo)) -
2 1o, @) 2@
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By selecting €1 = g9 = 2 in (&) and (I4]), it yields
d

2 2 2 2
7 <||Um||Lg(9) + HVUmHLg(Q)) +llomllz2 @) + IVmlizz @) an

<Ch <||Um||%g(g) + ||Vum||%g(9)> + Cs,
where Cy and C3 depend on |[b(x,1)[|L(0.1;m1(2)) and |[p(z,1)[|Le(0.1;22(2))- Integrating

both sides of (IT) over [0, s|, we get

||Vum(8)”%g(n) + ||Um(8)”%g(9) + HUmH%2(o,s;Lg(Q)) + vamH%?((],s;Lg(Q))

S
<Ca [ (Iemlyien + [ VumlEyey) dt + Cas.
0 P P
By the Gronwall inequality, there exists Cy such that:
[ttm | oo (0,7), 113 (22)) + 1vmllL20,7m3(2)) < Cia- (18)
Based on the estimate above, choosing k£ = 1 in equation (I4]), we can deduce that
10vuml 20,7511 < C-

Step 3: According to the energy estimates for u,, and v,,, we have the existence of a
subsequence satisfying:

Uy, — w in L(0,T; H)(£2)),
Oyt — Oyu in L2(0, T H, M (12)),
vm — v in L2(0,T; H;(Q)),
where u, Oyu, v satisfy the weak form (I2)) and initial value u(z,0) = ¥ (x),v(z,0) = AY(z).

Since the subsequent proof follows the standard technique (e.g., as discussed in [12] for
parabolic equations), the proof is completed. O

When the coefficient b has a higher order regularity, we can establish the existence and
uniqueness of the global strong solution to equation (IIJ).

Lemma 3.7. Under the assumptions of Lemma[33), if we further assume b € L>(0,T; H2(12)),

then there exists a unique global strong solution <Z> to equation (I1]) with

u e L®(0,T; Hy(2)) N L*(0,T; Hy (£2)).

Proof. First, we take {wy}?2, as an orthogonal basis in HI‘,‘(Q) for the expansions u,, and
U, in equation (I3)). Then consider the elliptic equation under periodic boundary conditions

At (-, 1) = vm (-, 1) in 2, ¥t € [0,T]. (19)

According to the regularity theory for elliptic equations, it holds u,, € L?(0, T’ H;’(Q)) since
Um € L*(0,T;HJ(£2)) by the proof of Lemma B4l Further, considering A%u,, as a test
function in (I4]), we have

<atum, A2um> = _(Avma A2um) + (A(Pm(b($v t))um)a A2um) + (Pm(p)v A2um)' (20)
Substituting (I9) into (20) and applying the integration by parts, we get
1d

o7 /Q(Aum)zdx + HAzumHig(m = Ri + Ro,
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where Ry = (A(Pp(b(x,))tum, A%um)), Ry = (Pm(p), A%uy,). By the Cauchy inequality, it
yields

1
Ry < _||A2um‘|%2 + C5‘|Aum||ig(n) + Cs,
R2 —||A2UmHL2 + 057

where C5 depends on HbHHg(Q), HumHH;(Q) and HpHL%(Q). Since HumHH;(Q) is bounded by the
inequality (I8]), we have

d

g (Aum) dz + |yA2um|yL2 < 205\\AumuL2(Q + 2Cs. (21)

Integrating (21]) over [0, s yields
HAUm(S)H%g(Q) + HAzumHzm(o,s;Lg(m) < 205/0 HAUmH%%(Q)dt + 2Css + HPm(Al/J(fC))H%g(Q)-

Using the integral form of Gronwall inequality and considering the supremum over [0, 7],
there exists Cg > 0, such that

2
[ Atia| o< 0,7, 12(2)) + [A%Um | 220, 02(2)) < Cé-
By combining the estimate above, there exists a constant C% such that
[[tim | oo (0,712 (22 (0,113 (2)) < C-
Letting m — oo, we deduce that there exists a unique solution u satisfying equation (IIl). O

Remark 3.8. When the source term and initial conditions have a higher order reqularity, we
can infer that u also possesses a better reqularity by induction. In particular, if ¢ € Hg”((?)

and % € L972k for an even integer ¢ > 0 with k = 0,--- ,q/2, we have u € LI,
Now we are ready to give the proof of Theorem
Proof of Theorem[2.3. Define the spaces and sets as follows

= {u e L u(-,0) € Hg+2((2),8tu € LI Vue LT3 Ay e L9772 A% e ﬁq} ,
= {u e L2 u(-,0) € Hg“(()),@tu € L9, Vue LI Au e £q} )

and

Uo

{7 = (’LL(],’LLl,’LLQ,’LLg) S V1 X (V2)3},
{# = (w0, 01,00, 09) € HE(2) x (HF(@2)°}
Uy = {7 := (po,p1,p2,p3) € (ﬁq)4},

where ¢ > 1+ d/2. We also define the error operator as

Ui

E:U0><U1—>U2><U1,
with

E(W; @) = [Eo, By, By, E3; I, I, Iy, T3],
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where @ € Uy and 3 € Uy, and each component is defined as follows

Ey = dyug + 1 A%ug — A (folw,t, ) + gla,t,ug)),

E; = dyu; — co Ay — filw,t, ),

Iy = uo(+,0) — ¢o("),

Ii = ui(-,0) — i),
for i = 1,2,3. To show that the error mapping F is well-defined, we need to demonstrate that
Afo(x,t, ), Ag(x,t,up), and fi(x,t, W) are in L9 = L*(0,T; HL(12)). Let’s take Ag(x,t,uo)

as an example, we need to prove the following condition holds based on the admissible
conditions 2.1k

i% A (9w, b)) € . (22)
/=1

This can be proved by expanding A (g( )(x t)uo) as

A (0" @)
:u0($7 t)Ag(Z) (337 t) + g( )($7 )AUO(x7 t) + ZVQ(Z) ($7 t) : Vug(x, t)7
which leads to the following inequality
14 (@, tyuf (@, 1)) lies
<2llg® (e, Ol gava (s 1) o + | Auth 1) o + ([t 1)
<2[|g“ (@, t) || garelug || g+

<219 (&, )| avelluo | zase-

Since ug € L£974, which implies that |ug||q+2 is bounded, we have

>4 (e )| <23 [0

where C'is a constant depending only on the uniform upper bound of H g H ra+2- Hence
the condition (22 holds. The proof for Afy(z,t, @) and f;(x, t, @) follows a Slmllar argument.

In order to show the local well-posedness of equation (2]), we will apply the implicit function
theorem to the error operator E. Before that it is necessary to prove F is analytic. By Lemma
321 one has to show E is locally bounded and weakly analytic. Specifically, the nonlinear part
of E must be weakly analytic. We also take g(x,t,ug) as an example. Due to the admissible
condition for g(x,t,-), for any ug1,u2 € Vi, let us consider the map

HU() ”iq+2
L£a+2 £

< Cexp ([[uollgar2),

L

A= A(g(x, t,uo,1 + Aug2)) -
It holds

99 (z,t) u01+>\u02 ¢
g(gj)tvuo,l —|—)\’LL(]2 Z )

)

which can be written as a polynomial of A\. Because of the boundedness of ug 1, ug2, and
g9 it implies that there is a neighborhood of the origin in the complex plane that makes
the series convergent, which proves that E is analytic.
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Recall that E(ﬁ7ﬁ>) = 0 according to the Remark We proceed to calculate the

Fréchet derivative of E with respect to U at ﬁ Letting ﬁ) = (ho, h1, he, h3) € Uy, we have
E(H:0) = E(0;0) = [0ho + 1A%y — A (9@, t)ho + cro00 (2, )ho ) + No(7),

Othi — caAhy + by (z,t)hy + N ( h)

Buhs — caAhy + bo(w, O)ha + No(T)

Bihs — caAhs + by, O)hs + Ns(T) |

ho(z,0), hi(z,0), he(x,0), hs(x,0)]

—[Ao(R ), A (R, As(), As(H)] + [No(T ), Ny (T ), Na(R ), N (R )],

%
where Al(ﬁ) :Up — Uy x Uy and N;(h) : Uy — U x Uy are the linear and nonlinear maps
of h respectively. It holds

W), No(1), Na(R

%
N
IHI-0 | Al
%
fori=0,1,2,3. When || h || — 0, the operator X = [Ap, A1, Ag, As] is an isomorphism if and
only if the following two equations are globally well-posed

O+ 1 A%u — A g(l)(x, t)u + cro00(z, t)u] =pi(z,t), inQ,

u(z,0) = ¢(zx), in 2,
u(zx) satisfies PBC, on X,
and
0w — coAv + bi(x, t)v = pa(x,t)  in Q,
v(x,0) = ¢(z) in 2,
v(x) satisfies PBC, on X,

where ¢ € HIP2(02),¢ € HIM (2),p1,ps € L7 and ¢1gp is given in equation (@) of the ad-
missible conditions 2.1 Their well-posedness follows from Lemmas [B.3] 3.4}, B:7, and Remark
B8 Hence, we obtain that A i is an 1som0rph1sm

Combining the fact that E( 0 I ) = 0, and making use of the implicit function theorem
given by Lemma B3Il we conclude that if

3
Ns = {2 € Uy; ”900”113”(9) + Z ”‘Pi”Hg“(Q) < 5} )
i=1
for a small & > 0, then there exists function ? : Ny — Uy satisfying E (?, ?(?)) = 0, which

implies the existence to equation (2]). Finally, due to the local Lipschitz property of
have

3
luoll gavs + Y il gave < C3,
i=1
where C' is a constant depending on 7" and {2, which ends the proof. O

4. UNIQUENESS PROOF ON THE INVERSE PROBLEMS

In this section, we will employ the higher order linearization method [25] to deal with the
nonlinearity and coupling properties of the phase-field system (), and subsequently provide
uniqueness proofs for inverse problems (IP1) and (IP2).
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4.1. Higher order linearization. In the proof of Theorem 23] we obtain the smooth de-
pendence of the solution @ on the initial value 2 Therefore, for any n > 1, assuming the
initial value 3 is a polynomial of a small parameter e of degree n, % must be smooth with
respect to e. More specifically, let us assume that the initial value of equation (2 can be
expanded as follows

up(,0) = o (x) = ; ol (),

j (23)
ui(x,0) =0, i =1,2,3.

In order to ensure the well-posedness of equation (2]) as stated in Theorem 2.3 we choose
that

n
G . 1 .
ZEJH‘P(()”HH,?“(Q) <4, with cp(() ) Z0in (2, (24)
j=1
where § > 0 is a small parameter introduced in Theorem
Now, let us express the solution of equation (2] as a function of e:

ug(€) = ug(z,t,¢€),
u;(€) = ui(x,t,e), i =1,2,3,

U (€) = [uo(e), u1(e), uz(e), us(e)],

(1) ._ dug
u(()l) T Oe le=0?
. Ou; s
ug =Gy 1=1,2,3,

with 7 (0) = 0 and define

(1) (1)

where u;’ and u; ' satisfy the PBC on Y. For the time derivative 0;u;, we have

8(8tu2) — lim 8t (UZ(JE, t) E) B Ui(ﬂf, t7 0)) — at lim Ui(ZE, t) E) _ 8{&51) (25)
Oe  |._g 0 € e—0 €
Meanwhile, for the nonlinear function fi, it holds
dfi(x,t, )
Oe e=0
iy DL T )= A0, 70)
e—0 (26)

lo l l l
=b1(z,t)u +21_I>% B Z Z bl,lollbls(xat)uo( )ull( )u22( )u33( )
=1 """ lo+li+lo+lz=s

=b1($,t)ug )+ b1,0100u§1)-
One can analogously find the derivatives of fy and f3 with respect to e. We then differentiate

both sides of equation (2]) with respect to € and let e = 0. It yields that ugl) satisfies the
following equation:

atugl) = CQAugl) + bl(x,t)ugl) + bl,omo(x,t)ugl), in Q,
ulV (2,0) =0, in 0, (27)
ugl)(x,t) satisties PBC, on M.

Note that ugl)(:n, t) = 0 is a unique solution to equation ([27]) by Lemma B3] Similarly, it also
holds that ugl)(:n,t) = ugl)( ,t) = 0.
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For the nonlinear functions fy and g, we follow the same approach to find

M‘ =lim — Z Z Clol11213(x7t)u100 (e)ulll (E)ulz( )u?( )

Oe o€ =1 "o+l Hlo+Hz=s
o0 1 s
= Z —'Csooo(x, t) lim ’LLO—(E)
— S! e—0 €
=C1000u(()1)7
and
dgo(z, t,uo(e))| =1 (o ug ()
Oe _ _Zﬁg (@, t)l—lgtl) €
=0 =1
=g (z, tyull.

This leads to the equation for u(()l):

atu(l) —61A2 (1) + A <61000(:E t)’LL

u§? (2,0) = ¢,

u((]l) (x,t) satisties PBC,

& gV(a,t )u81)>, in Q,
in (2, (28)

on X

For the second order of 7, we can define

(2) . 9%ug
{’LLO T 0€2 le=0?

2 02w, .
ul? =P ¢ i=1,2,3,

where u(()2) and u§2) satisfy PBC on Y. Take the second order derivative with respect to € for

equation (2)). Similar to equations (25]) and (26]), we end up with equation
8tu§2) = CQAU& ) (bl(x t) + by 0100(33 t)) ug ), in @,

in (2,

on X.

ugz) (z,0) =0,
u(()z) (z,t) satisties PBC,

It holds u&z) (x,t) = ugz) (x,t) = u§2) (z,t) =0 in Q and uéz) satisfies

atuff’ = —clAQu((f)
) @, 1@ (1) :
+ A [(9 (z,t) + cro00(z, t)) 3 (9 (z.t) + Czooo(x,t)) (uo > ] , In @, (20)
(2) (.Z' O) 07 in Q,
uéz) (x,t) satisties PBC, on Y.

In general, we can consider the ¢th-order linearzation with respect to e for 1 </ <n

() ._ 9%
{’LLO T 9€l le=00

0 ._ 8w
e=0’

uf) = g i=1,2,3,

where u(()é) and u(é) satisfy PBC on Y. We assert that u(é) =0,7=1,2,3, in Q by the
same argument as before. Following the same calculations as (23]) and (20]), we have that u(z)
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satisfies the equation:
8tu0 = —01A2u0

dpCmy000(2, 1) < (1)) , (IL((]Z—I))Z"*1
ERECAS +4 1ig_1=t

dig™ (e, 0) () ()] e,

11 +2i9+-- +Z 1)ig_1=¢L

in £2,
u((f) (a;,t) satisties PBC, on Y.
/—1
where my = )" i; and dy is a coefficient independent of x and t.
j=1

4.2. Proof of uniqueness on (IP1). We are now ready to prove Theorem for the
unique determination of g that is independent of time. In order to establish the uniqueness,
our main tool is the higher order linearization method introduced in the last subsection. This
involves applying higher order linearization to the initial values, and using integration by
parts to establish a connection between the measurements at a given time and the nonlinear
coefficients ¢(¥). Details are given in the following.

Firstly, under the conditions of (IP1), g9 depends solely on z for all £. Let us consider

the measurement M (g) given by

%
M(g) = [uo(x,t1,€), Opup(x, t1,€)],

for some t; € (0,T] with initial value @ (e) given by equation (23)), so that the fth-order
linearization of M(g) is

]\7&5)(9) = 85]\73(9)‘620 = [afuo(x,tl, e)|. O,OEOtuo(x,tl,e)L:O]
= [uéz)(m,tl),(‘)tué)(w,tl)} ,

forl1 </ <n. .
To prove that we can uniquely determine g(l)(az) with the measurement M gl), we denote

uj 0, the solution for system () with energy g;, j = 1,2. One can make use of equation (28]
(1)

to derive the equation for the first order linearization u; of u;o:

atug-lg = —01A2u§-7lg +A (g](l)(m)uglg + clooo(w,t)ug-}g) , in Q,
ul(@,0) = i (2), in 12, (31)
u§8 (x,t) satisties PBC, on Y.
The two systems with 7 = 1,2 have the same measurement, i.e.
Ugl())(%tl) = Ugl())(l"atl)a 8tuf()](:r,t1) = atug())(%tl)-
Let o) = ugl()) ug()] Then it holds

v (z,0) = v (2, t1) = g0V (2, t1) = 0, for all z € 2. (32)
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Choose a function w that satisfies the equation
Aw = ¢, in £2,
(33)

w satisfies PBC with / wds =0, on 012,
o1

where ¢ is a smooth function compactly supported in 2. By the theory of elliptic equations
[12], there exists a unique solution w € CZ(£2) to equation (B3).

By subtracting equation (B1]) with j = 1 from the same equation with j = 2 and multiplying
both sides by the function w in equation (33]), we then integrate over 2 to obtain

/ wdwVdx :/ —cwA?M 4 wA <g§1)(x)v(1)>
2 Q

+wA< (1)( )ug()] gé )( )ugl())) dz.

Substituting ¢ = ¢; in the integral and using the condition ([B82]) lead to

| wa (6@ - o @) . t)] az o

To simplify the notations, let u((]l)(:n,tl) = u%(x,tl) = ug()](x,tl). Applying integration by

parts, we obtain

/Q (6" @) = 6" (@) uf (@, 1) Awda = 0.

Finally, since Aw = ¢ is an arbitrary compactly supported function in {2, by the fundamental
lemma of the variational calculus [34], we conclude

(97 @ =g @) u (@) = 0 ae. in 2,

which implies g%l)(x) = ggl)(x) a.e. in the support of u(()l)(:n, t1).

We assert that the support of u((]l)(az,tl) is 2. According to the unique continuation
theorem for CH equation [35], if there exists an open set ' C {2 with non-zero measure
such that u(()l)(a:,tl) =0 for all € 2, then uél)(a:,tl) = 0 in (2. Based on the backward

uniqueness of the CH equation [36], we have gpél) = 0 a.e. in {2, which contradicts the

assumption (24)). Thus the support of u(()l)(w,tl) is £2, so we have g&l)(w) = gél)(x) in (2.
Let us denote gV (z) = ggl)(x) = gél)(x). Analogous to the proof of determining the first
(2)

order coefficient, using (29) one can show the second order linearization u; satisfies
2
Oy 58 —61A2u§73
1 2 .
<( + Clooo(x t)) (2) + E (g](?) (m) + Cgooo(x,t)) (uél)) ) , in Q,

( ,0) =0, in 2,
“o(x,1) satisties PBC, on Y.

(34)

for 7 = 1,2. The two systems have the same measurement, that is,
u%(m tl) ; )(a;,tl), 8tu170(a:,t1) = Z?tuzo(x,tl).
Let v? = u% ug()] Then we have

0@ (z,0) = v (2,t1) = 90 (2,t1) = 0, for all 2 € 2. (35)
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By subtracting equation ([B4]) with j = 1 from the same equation with j = 2 and multiplying
by the function w that satisfies equation (B3]), we integrate over 2 and substitute ¢t = ¢; in
the integral:

/Q wA [<g§2> (z) — g (x)> (ugn(:g, m)z] dz = 0. (36)

Following the same argument, we conclude that

2
(g?) (x) — géz) (az)) (u(()l)(x,tl)) =0V e £, (37)
which implies g§2) (x) = géz) (z) in 2. We thus denote g(® = g&z) = géz) in £2.
We make use of mathematical induction to prove the uniqueness of inversion for (¥, ¢ > 2.
Assume that ¢, ..., g1 have been uniquely determined through measurements M, (95)s
j =1,2. To determine ¢g¥, we consider ug% and ug% as the solutions associated with the

coefficients gg) and gy), respectively. Specifically, we have the following systems as derived

from equation (B0):

atug?) = —61A2u§»’())
- o, 1w NN
+ A <g(1) (ﬂj‘) + Clooo(ﬂj‘,t)) u;g + E (g]( )($) + CZOOO($7t)> (u(() )) :|
+A4 > deemgoon (, tyud ™l T
i1+2ig+- -+ (0—=1)ip_q=¢
1Al
+ A Z dpg™9) ()™ ,”u(()é—l)ﬂ'g,1 7 0.
i142ig4- -+ (E—1)ip_1=£
i1 £l
uée) (.Z',O) = 07 in 97
u%(m,t) satisfies PBC, on 5.
. _5_1_ © sfv th o
where me =, 12% and Uy, U satisty the same measurement at ¢ = ¢y:
]:

)

Following the same argument, we obtain the integral equation

¢ ¢ 1 ¢
| @f36@) = o3t () @.1)) " Auda =0,
where w satisfies equation ([B3]), which implies gf())(x) = gé% (x) in £2.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated the uniqueness of the coefficients g(g) within (2, where
1 < ¢ < n for arbitrary n > 1. This ends of the proof of Theorem

Remark 4.1. For some phase-field models that have energy terms independent of space
and time, i.e., the coefficients g0, ¢ > 1 are constants, these coefficients can be explicitly
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determined. For example, the solution for the coefficient gV can be found by

g(l) _ 8tu(()1)(1171, tl) + 01A2u(()1)($1, tl) — A(CIOOO (:El, tl)u(()l)(xl, tl))

Au((]l) (l‘l, tl)

I

where 1 € (2 such that Augl)(xl, t1) # 0. Moewover, if fo(x,t, W) = fo(), we can explicitly
invert g\© by measuring ug(z,t1,€) only (without dyug(x,ty,€)). Let us consider £ =1 as an
example. One can transform equation (28]) into

orug) = =1 A%ufl) + A (croo0ul!’ +9Mug”) (38)

with initial value gp((]l). Applying Fourier transform to both sides of equation (B8] yields

ouF (ug?) = = (crlél® + cromlél? + gVl F (uf),

F(u) (€.0) = F (¢ (©),

where F(-) means the Fourier transform, and £ is frequency variables. The solution to equa-

(39)

tion (39) s
F () (66) = F (&) © exp [ (crlel* + cromlé? + 9Ple2) ¢ . (40)
Substituting t = t1 in equation (AQ) yields
(1)
Fleo) (&)
g =1 () tal ™,

F (Ut()l)) (&1,t1) exp (ert1|&1]* + cro00t1/€1[?)

where &1 # 0 satisfies F (Uo > (&1,t1) # 0. The other coefficients can be found by a similar

fashion.

4.3. Proof of uniqueness on (IP2). In the (IP2), the coefficients ) depends on both z

and ¢t for all £. To determine the coefficients at time ¢; using the higher order linearization

method, we follow a similar approach as (IP1). Consider the measurement M m(g) given by
ﬁ

Mm(g) = [’LL(](x, t1, 6)7 at’LL(](x, t1, 6)7 T 7u0($7 tn, 6)7 8{&0(!17, tn, E)]v

%
for t1,--- ,tny € (0,T], so that the fth-order linearization of M ,(g) is

— —
M{(g) = 0! Moml(g)|,_,
= [aEUO(xytla )|€ 0,658tU0(l‘,t1,6)| —0 ,8ZUO(£E,75N,E)‘EZO,afatU()(l‘,tN,E)|€:0:|
= [uge)(x,tl),(‘)tué)(x,tl),--- ug)(x tn), 8tug)(x,tN)} ,
forl1 </ <n.

Suppose that the coefficients gil)(az, t) and gg )(a: t) determine the solutions ug()) and ugl()),

respectively, under the systems
atuglg =—C N2 glg _|_A< ( )(:E t) g(% +61000(:E t) §8> in @,

ufi(@.0) = ¢ (@), in 22,
u%( ,t) satisties PBC, on X.
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for 7 = 1,2. These two systems have the same measurement at ¢ = t;, that is,

u%(az,ti) = ug())(a:,ti), 8tu%(a;,ti) = atug())(a:,ti), 1=1,--- N.
By employing the same procedure as in (IP1), we deduce that

gV (@, t;) = g (@, t;) in 2,

fori =1,--- ,N. The uniqueness proof of ¢¥),¢ > 2, also follows the argument before, which
gives

gg)(w,ti) = géz) (z,t;) in 02,

fori=1,---,N.

In the end, we can interpolate ggé) (z,t) and gy) (x,t) with the N-th order polynomial with
respect to time. Then based on the Cauchy remainder of polynomial interpolation [37], we
deduce that

Cy

|0 - @)y < ey @D E2x0.T)

N+1
8t

where Cy is determined by || gg) | 2o (@) [N+ gy) | zo< (@) and T'. In conclusion, Theorem

has been established.

5. CONCLUSION

In this work, we establish the existence and uniqueness of weak solution for linear Cahn-
Hilliard equations under the periodic boundary conditions. We also prove the local well-
posedness of the Cahn-Hilliard-Allen-Cahn system. We then discuss two inverse problems
related to the unique determination of nonlinear energy function using different amount of
measurement data, namely, the measurement of the concentration field at a fixed time point
and the measurements at multiple time points within the material. These measurements
allow us to uniquely recover the nonlinear energy functions that are time-independent and
time-dependent, respectively. Our method can be generalized to the inverse problems in
phase-field models with other boundary conditions.

However, there are still lots of challenges remaining. First, the inverse problems for simul-
taneously recovering all the energy terms in equation (2)), including g and f;, ¢ = 0,1, 2,3, are
still open. Second, it is difficult to measure the time derivative of the concentration field in
general. Although we have discussed some special cases in remark [£.1] the uniqueness theory
based on the field only (without time derivative) for general cases is still unknown. Third,
the numerical implementation for recovering the energy terms is highly nontrivial, due to the
nonlinearities in both forward and inverse problems. We leave these discussions for future
work.

APPENDIX A. PROOF ON THE UNIQUENESS OF SYSTEM () UNDER THE ZERO INITIAL
CONDITION

Here we discuss the uniqueness of the solution for the phase-field system (4I)) under zero
initial values. We only consider the uniqueness of solutions satisfying ug € £3T* and u; € £972
for i = 1,2,3, where ¢ > 0 is given in Theorem 23]
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Theorem A.l. Let U = (ug, u1, ug,u3) € LI x (£q+2)3 satisfy the following equation:

(Dyug = —c1 A%ug + A (folz,t, W) + g2, t,ug)),  in Q,
Opu; = coAu; + fi(x,t, 7), in Q,
uo(x,0) =0, in {2, (41)
u;i(z,0) =0, in {2,
uo(z,t),u;(x,t) satisfy PBC, on X,

where g and f;, 1 = 0,1,2,3, satisfy admzsszble conditions [21. Then there exists a unique
solution to equation (), which is U = 0.

Remark A.2. Through condition 4 in the admissible conditions[21], we can derive the Lip-
schitz continuity of f; and g with respect to U as

lg(@, t,uo0)ll Lo (0,7:22(02)) < Lllwoll oo 0,1:22(2))
||fi($,t77)||Loo(o,T;L2( o)y < Li 132 || oo (0,1522(2)), ¢ = 0,1,2,3.

For the derivation, let us take g(x,t,up) as an example, which holds

loGe sy = s [ bt o)
< sup / L% |ug|?dz
tefo,1] /2
2
= L*[|uo|| 2= (0,7,12(2))
where we have made use of the fact g(z,t,0) =0 by equation (3]).

Proof. In system (@Il), we use uy and wu; as test functions, respectively. After performing
integration by parts, we obtain

/ wodptio + 1 (Aug)da — / (fola,t,T) + g(a, t, ug)) Augda,
(P4 (93

/ wiOpu; + c2|Vug|*de = / u; fi(z,t, W)dx, 1=1,2,3.
(9} 2

Summing over these four equations yields

3
2dt (HUOHLz(Q +ZHUZHL2 ) + 1| Auol 7z +C2ZHVU¢H%§(Q)

i=1
3
:/ (fo(m,t, ) + gl t,up)) Augdz + Z/ wi fi(z,t, 0 )dz
0 =179
The right-hand side can be bounded by
/ (folz,t, W) + gz, t,up)) Augdz

0

1
< esllfole, t. @) + gz, t,u0) |72 + EHAUOH%ZQJ(Q)

1
< 2e3 (Hfo(fl?,t, )| + Hg(x,t’uo)H%g(Q)) + 4—6?)”4”0”%5)(9)
3

< Ciez Y llujllraee) + —HAUOHLz
7=0
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and

/Quifi(a;,t, 0)dx

1
<eallfi(w,t, D)5 (o) + EHUZ'H%E)(Q)

3
1 .
§C2€4Z lujllzz (o) + 4—€4HWH%,2,(9)= i=1,2,3,
J=0

where C7 and C5 depend on L and L;, and e3,&4 are arbitrary positive number. By setting
g3 = &4 = 1/(2¢1), one can derive that

3 3
d
7 \wolZaio) + X luillizio) | + AuolZao) + D IVuilizo)
i=1

=1
3
<Cs | lluollEz (o) + D lluill 720
i=1

Integrating both sides over the interval [0, s], we have

3
Z ||uj(‘73)||%§(9) + ||AUOH%2(O,S;L§(Q)) + Z HVWH%%O,S;L]%(Q))
j=0

i=1
s 3

§C3/0 D llujl7a o) dt.
=0

Finally, utilizing the integral form of Gronwall inequality, we conclude

3
Z ”Uj(‘as)”%g(n) =0,
§=0
for any s € [0, 7], which completes the proof. O
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