arXiv:2406.14793v1 [math.AP] 20 Jun 2024

THE DISCRETE DISLOCATION DYNAMICS OF MULTIPLE
DISLOCATION LOOPS

STEFANIA PATRIZI AND MARY VAUGHAN

ABSTRACT. We consider a nonlocal reaction-diffusion equation that physically arises from
the classical Peierls-Nabarro model for dislocations in crystalline structures. Our initial
configuration corresponds to multiple slip loop dislocations in R™, n > 2. After suitably
rescaling the equation with a small phase parameter € > 0, the rescaled solution solves a
fractional Allen—Cahn equation. We show that, as ¢ — 0, the limiting solution exhibits
multiple interfaces evolving independently and according to their mean curvature.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the fractional Allen—Cahn equation

1
(1.1) e’ = m(sfn[us] —W'(u®)) in (0,00) x R™, n > 2,

where € > 0 is a small parameter, Z,, = —cn(—A)% denotes up to a constant the square root
of the Laplacian in R™, and W is a multi-well potential, see (1.2) and (1.3) respectively.

Equation (1.1) is a rescaled version of the evolutionary Peierls-Nabarro model for atomic
dislocations in crystalline structures. In this article, we initiate the mathematical analysis
of the evolution of multiple slip dislocations according to (1.1). Our initial configuration
corresponds to multiple slip loops, namely simple closed curves embedded in the same plane,
with each loop enclosing the next within its confines. We show that, as € — 0, the curves
move independently and according to their mean curvature. To the best of our knowledge,
we are the first to consider the movement of multiple fronts in R™, n > 2, (the physical
dimension being n = 2) in this setting. Furthermore, our results are new even for the case
of a single curve and completes the work of Imbert and Souganidis in [29].

Before further discussing the Peierls-Nabarro model for slip loop dislocations, let us for-
malize our problem mathematically.

1.1. Setting of the problem and main result. The operator Z, is a nonlocal integro-
differential operator of order 1 and is given by

(1.2) Zyu(z) =P.V. . (u(z+y) —u(x) —

reR"™ mneN,
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where P.V. indicates that the integral is taken in the principal value sense. For further
background on fractional Laplacians, see for example [14,49]. The potential W satisfies

W e C*P(R) for some 0 < <1
W(u+1)=W(u) forany ueR
(1.3) W =0 onZ
W >0 on R\ Z
[ W7(0) > 0.

We let u® be the solution to (1.1) when the initial condition u§ is a superposition of layer
solutions. The layer solution (also called the phase transition) ¢ : R — (0, 1) is the unique
solution to

CnTa[¢] = W'(9) in R
(1.4) ¢ >0 in R
where Z; is the fractional operator in (1.2) on R and the constant C),, > 0 (given explicitly
in (3.1)) depends only on n > 2. Further discussion on ¢ will be presented in Section 4.
For a fixed N € N, let (2§), be a finite sequence of open subsets of R" that are bounded,
satisfy QBH cC Qg and have smooth boundaries Fg = 896. When n = 2, the curves Fg can

be understood as the initial dislocation loops in the crystal. Let dg(x) be the signed distance
function associated to €2, ¢ =1,..., N, given by

(L5) &0 () = {

For our initial condition to be well-prepared, we let ug be the N-fold sum of the layer solutions

¢(d?(x)/e), see (1.7) and Figure 1.

d(x,Tf)  ifzeQf
—d(z,T) otherwise.

(A) Initial sets in R™ (B) Initial condition ug for small € > 0

FI1GURE 1. Initial configuration for N = 3 in dimension n = 2

We show that the evolution of the surfaces I‘é, denoted by (Fi)tzo, corresponds to interfaces
moving independently by mean curvature. Specifically, (I'})¢>0 move in the direction of the

interior normal vector with scalar velocity

_070‘57172‘
2 n-—1

n—1
(1.6) U:#ZHJ', T > 0,
j=1

where k; are the principal curvatures and ¢y > 0 is explicit (see (4.1)). In dimension 2, T}
can be interpreted as the dislocation loop at time ¢ > 0 evolved from I'f. To handle possible
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singularities for large times ¢ > 0, we use the level set approach. Roughly speaking, consider a
solution u!(¢, ) to the mean curvature equation (see (2.2) with  as in (1.6)) whose positive,
zero and negative sets at time ¢ = 0 respectively are Qf, T'§ and (Qf)¢. If TQf, I'i, and
~Qi respectively are the positive, zero, and negative sets of u!(t,-) at time ¢t > 0, then we
say that the triplet (TQ%, T, ~Q%);>( denotes the level set evolution of (2§, T'§, (2§)¢). Since
Qi cc QF, one has that tQITt cc +Qf and ~Q cc ~QiT for all times ¢t > 0 such that
QL # (. See Section 2 for definitions and details on the level set approach to motion by
mean curvature.
We now present the main result of our paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let u® = u®(t,x) be the unique solution of the reaction-diffusion equation
(1.1) with the initial datum uf : R™ — (0, N) defined by

(1.7) () = Nl " (d%”)) ,

3

7
where ¢ solves (1.4), d? are given in (1.5), and N > 1. Then, as € — 0, the solutions u°
satisfy

ut — N in TQN,
s =i an NI i=1,... N -1,
ut =0 in QO

where (TQ% T ~Q) denotes the level set evolution of (Q, T, (976)0) with velocity (1.6).

Ficure 2. Convergence result for N = 3 in dimension n = 2

As illustrated in Figure 2, Theorem 1.1 says that the solutions u® converge to integers
“between” the interfaces I';. For the case in which the sets I'} do not develop interior, i.e.
T} = 9(TQ}) = 9(7), the limiting function in Theorem 1.1 makes integer jumps on the
surfaces I'} and satisfies

N 1& N .
lim u® = +2; (nmi - n(@)c) in ((0,00) x R™)\ | J (U{t} X rg)

i=1 “¢>0
where 1 denotes the characteristic function of the set 2 C R"™. However, it is well known that
I'; may develop interior in finite time, even if I'jj has none. In this situation, the discontinuity
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set at time ¢ of the limiting function is contained in the sets I}, but we cannot say exactly
where the jumps occur within these sets.

Theorem 1.1 for N = 1 has been addressed in the literature in the local case when W is
instead a double-well potential. For instance, the classical Allen—Cahn equation for which
(1.1) is instead driven by the usual Laplacian A was studied famously by Modica—Mortola [32]
for the stationary case. Chen studied the corresponding evolutionary Allen—-Cahn problem
and proved that the solution exhibits an interface moving by mean curvature [9]. See Section
2 for more on the phase field theory. In the fractional setting and again for a double-well
potential, the stationary case was studied by Ambrosio-De Philippis-Martinazzi [1] and
Savin—Valdinoci [47] and the evolution problem was considered by Imbert—Souganidis in the
preprint [29]. Our result is not included in and does not follow from [29,47]. Indeed, our
problem deals with N > 1 interfaces and a multi-well potential.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on the abstract method introduced in [4,6] for the study
of front propagation. For this, we construct new barriers that are strict sub/super solutions
to (1.1), see Section 6. We found that a superposition of the corresponding barriers in [29]
cannot be applied as one cannot control the errors associated with the nonlinear potential.
Loosley speaking, our barriers are a superposition of layer solutions ¢ (d;(t,z)/e) where d;
is the signed distance function associated to the front T'?. Since the equation is nonlocal, an
added difficulty arises in dealing with d;(¢, ) when (¢, x) is far from the front since d; may
not be smooth at such points.

In the actual construction of the barriers, we add lower-order correctors to control the
error as € — 0. We use a superposition of solutions ¢ = 1% to the linearized equation

(1.8) —CoTa[Y] + W (¢)h =g

for some right-hand side g = g¢ depending on ¢ > 0 and on the signed distance function d;.
The explicit form of g is somewhat technical and is given in Section 4. In [29], they assume
the existence and uniqueness of correctors with derivatives bounded independently of €. It
was left as an open question whether such correctors exist. In this paper, we prove both
existence and uniqueness of the solution . In addition, we have found, via delicate analysis,
that ¢ = 9 can only be bounded independently of ¢ > 0 near the front T'.. In general,

it holds that ¢ = O(E_%Hna]_l). See Theorem 4.8 for detailed properties of i) which are
sufficient to prove Theorem 1.1.

A further novelty of our work is the addition of two heuristical derivations in Section 5.
First, we provide heuristics for the evolution of the fronts I'; by mean curvature in Theorem
1.1 in order to give an intuitive explanation of the behavior of the fronts. Second, we write
a heuristical derivation for the equation of the corrector (1.8) which clarifies the choice of g.

1.2. The Peierls—Nabarro model for slip loop dislocations. We now describe how
(1.1) with initial data (1.7) arises from the Peierls-Nabarro model for slip loop dislocations.

Dislocations are line defects in crystalline materials whose motion is responsible for the
plastic behavior of metals (see [25,26] for more details). The dynamics of an ensemble of
dislocation lines all contained in the same plane (the slip plane) can be described at different
scales by different models:

atomic scale (Frenkel-Kontorova model),

microscopic scale (Peierls-Nabarro model),

mesoscopic scale (Discrete dislocation dynamics),

macroscopic scale (Elasto-visco-plasticity with density of dislocation).
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Several changes of scales exist in the literature. The passage from the Frenkel-Kontorova
model to the Peierls-Nabarro model is performed in [17]. In the evolutive models, further
changes of scales are only known when the dislocations are straight, parallel lines (i.e. one-
dimensional models): Gonzalez—-Monneau [23] passed from the Peierls-Nabarro model to the
discrete dislocation dynamics (see also [31,41,43,44] for the case of dislocations with different
orientation); the passage from the discrete dislocation dynamics to the elasto-visco-plasticity
with density of dislocation is done in [18,30]; finally, a direct passage from the Peierls-Nabarro
model to the elasto-visco-plasticity with density of dislocation is performed in [39,40]. We
reference the reader to [15,24] and the references therein for more on the dynamics of edge
dislocations in one-dimension.

For different models for straight dislocation lines, we refer to [2,3,19,20] and the references
therein.

In reality, dislocation lines are rarely straight and often form loops, see [48]. The dynamics
of an ensemble of curved dislocation lines lying in the same slip plane is described by the
above models in dimension n = 2. Our main result, Theorem 1.1, is a passage from the
Peierls—Nabarro model to the discrete dislocation dynamics in any dimension n > 2. Differ-
ently from the one-dimensional case where lines move according to an interaction potential
(see [23]), here the line tension effect is stronger than the interaction between the curves,
and we have a movement by mean curvature as established in Theorem 1.1. See also the
work of Garroni-Miiller [21] and Garroni-Conti-Muller [11] for variational Peierls-Nabarro
models in dimension two. We also mention that Monneau and the first author in [35] studied
homogenization of the Peierls—Nabarro model in any dimension to find an effective plastic
law for density of dislocations at the macroscopic scale. See [28,42] for related results.

We next briefly review the Peierls—Nabarro model for a dislocation loop. For the original
model, we refer to [36,37,46]. A slip dislocation occurs when a portion of atoms slides
over another along a particular plane, called the slip plane, and is the curve created by the
boundary between the shifted and unshifted regions. In Cartesian coordinates zizox3, we
assume that the slip plane is the x1x9o-plane. The movement of the dislocation is determined
by the so-called Burgers’ vector b. For slip dislocations, the Burgers’ vector is contained
within the slip plane, so we assume it to be in the direction of the xi-axis, say b = e;.

There are two types of slip dislocations that correspond to straight lines in R?: edge and
screw. An edge dislocation is formed when an extra half-plane of atoms is included in the
crystal. In this case, the Burgers’ vector is perpendicular to the dislocation line and the
motion of the dislocation line is in the direction of b. A screw dislocation instead creates a
spiral or helical path around the core. Here, the Burgers’ vector is parallel to the dislocation
curve which means that the dislocation line moves parallel to the direction of b. It is probable
that most slip dislocations are not straight lines and thus exhibit components of both edge
and screw dislocations. These are called mixed dislocations. Slip loops (or loop dislocations)
are slip dislocations in the form of simple closed curves. Since the Burgers’ vector is fixed for
a given slip loop, the type of dislocation changes from point to point along the dislocation
curve, see Figure 3. Depending on the orientation of the curve with respect to b, the slip
loop will either shrink or expand.

The Peierls—Nabarro model is a phase field model for dislocation dynamics which incorpo-
rates the atomic features of a crystalline structure into continuum framework. In the phase
field approach, dislocations are interfaces represented by a transition of a continuous field: a
phase parameter ®(x1,x2) between 0 and 1 is used to capture the disregistry of the upper
half crystal {3 > 0} from the lower half crystal {z3 < 0}. In particular, the dislocation loop
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(A) In the slip plane z1z2 (B) In R? (inspired by Fig. 3.11 in [33])

FiGURrE 3. Dislocation types in a slip loop dislocation with fixed Burgers’
vector

is the set Iy := {® = 1/2} C R?, and the phase parameter satisfies ® ~ 1 inside the loop
and ® ~ 0 outside the loop (as indicated in Figure 3).

Next, let U = U(x1, 22, 23) be the distance between an atom at location (x1,x2,x3) in
the upper half crystal and its rest position. Let ®(x1,x2) = U(x1,x2,0) be the displacement
on the slip plane. Most of the mismatch of atoms from their perfect lattice structure occurs
within the slip plane. To quantify this, we use a multi-well potential W satisfying (1.3). Here,
the periodicity of W reflects the periodicity of the crystal while the minimum property on Z
captures how the energy penalizes atoms which are not aligned with the lattice structure. In
the Peierls—Nabarro model, the total energy is the elastic energy for bonds between atoms
plus the so-called misfit energy due to the nonlinear atomic interaction across the slip plane:

g(U) = 1/ |U(SL‘1,ZL‘2,$3)|2 dxq drg drs + W((I)({I,‘l,l‘g))diﬂl dxs.
2 JrR2xR+ R2
The equilibrium configuration is obtained by minimizing the energy £ with respect to U
under the constraint that ® ~ 1 in the loop and ® ~ 0 outside the loop. The corresponding
Euler-Lagrange equation is

To[®] = W/(®) in R?

where T is the fractional Laplacian of order 1 in R2.

We are interested in the evolution of multiple loop dislocations in the same slip plane, with
the same Burgers’ vector. For this, we use a single parameter u(t, ) defined for x in the slip
plane R™, n > 2, the physical dimension being n = 2. The dislocation dynamics are then
captured by the evolutionary Peierls-Nabarro model:

Owu = Ip[u] — W'(u) in (0,00) x R™.

At the microscopic scale, we assume that the dislocations curves are at a distance of order
1/e from each other. This can be represented by the initial condition

al d?(ex)
u(0,z) = qu <15> for z € R", € >0,
i=1

where ¢ solves (1.4) in R and dY is the signed distance function associated to the loop T'}.
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In order to understand the movement of the dislocation curves at a larger (mesoscopic)
scale, we consider the rescaling

W (t, z) :u<

Here, € > 0 represents the scaling between the microscopic scale and the mesoscopic scale.
The presence of the factor |lng| is well-known in physics, see [7,13,25]. Roughly speaking,
it arises from an integrability condition for the kernel of Z,, in (1.2). See also [47]. One can
easily check that u® solves (1.1) with the initial condition (1.7), so that Theorem 1.1 indeed
describes the evolution of the dislocation curves (I'});>o.

t T
— T, — t 0 R" 0.
) G0 €000 xR £>

1.3. Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. First, in
Section 2, we provide the necessary background pertaining to motion by mean curvature and
the level set approach. Section 3 contains preliminary results on fractional Laplacians. Then,
we establish preliminary results pertaining to the phase transition ¢, the corrector ¢, and
other auxiliary functions needed for the rest of the paper in Section 4. Section 5 contains
heuristics for the evolution of fronts in Theorem 1.1 and heuristics for the equation for the
corrector. The construction of barriers is presented in Section 6. Section 7 contains the proof
of Theorem 1.1. Lastly, since the proofs of some of auxiliary results in Section 4 are rather
technical, we write them in Sections 8, 9, 10, 11.

1.4. Notations. In the paper, we will denote by C' > 0 any universal constant depending
only on the dimension n and W.

We let B(zo,r) and B(zg,r) denote respectively the ball of radius 7 > 0 centered at
zo € R™ and its closure, and let S™ denote the unit sphere in R"+1.

For 3 € (0,1] and k € NU {0}, we denote by C*#(R) the usual class of functions with

bounded C*# norm over R. The class H %(]R) is the set of functions g € L?(R) such that

) — 2
/R/R‘Q(W)?—;(?’y” dydzr < oco.

1
For multi-variable functions, we let Cg p (R) and HZ(R) denote the classes C*B(R) and
H %(R) in the variable ¢ € R, respectively.

Given a function n = 7(¢, z), defined on a set A, we write n = O(e) if there is C' > 0 such
that |n(t,x)| < Ce for all (¢t,z) € A, and we write n = o-(1) if lim._,0 n(¢, ) = 0, uniformly
in (t,z) € A. Given a sequence of functions u®(¢,x), we write

liminf ,u® (¢, x) = inf {lim infu®(te, xe) @ (te,e) — (¢, x)}

e—0 e—0
and

lim sup *u®(t, z) = sup {limsup u(te, ze) @ (te, e) — (t,x)} .

e—0 e—0
Given matrices M, N, we denote by M ® N the usual tensor product of M and N. For a
vector p € R"™, we write p = p/ |p|.
For a set A, we denote by 14 the characteristic function of the set A.

2. MOTION BY MEAN CURVATURE

In this section, we present the necessary background and preliminaries regarding the mean
curvature of an evolving front.
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2.1. The level set approach. Here, we review the level set approach for the geometric
motions of the fronts. For a smooth function u = u(t, z), consider a level set I'; = {x € R™ :
u(t,z) = L} of u(t,-) at level £ € R and assume that I'; is bounded and Vu does not vanish
on I't. Let d(t,x) denote the signed distance function to {u > ¢}:

it z) = d(z,I'y)  foru(t,z) > ¢

" —d(x,Ty) for u(t,x) < £
Note that n(t,x) := Vd(t, z) is normal to I'; and satisfies |Vd| = 1 in a time-space neighbor-
hood N of T';. Then, as theorized by Osher—Sethian [38] and justified by Evans-Spruck in

[16], the level set I'; moves in the normal direction with velocity v(¢,x) proportional to its
mean curvature, i.e.,

olt, ) = —pdiv(n(t,z))n(t, 2)
= —pAd(t,x)Vd(t,z) in N,
where p > 0 is a constant, if and only if u is a solution in N to the mean curvature equation

(2.2) 0w = ptr ((I —Vu® %)DQU) .

(2.1)

Consequently, if v is smooth and Vu # 0 in an open region O C (0,00) x R™, then u is a
solution to (2.2) in O if and only if all its level sets move according to their mean curvature
(2.1) in O.

However, level sets that move by mean curvature may develop singularities in finite time.
Indeed, observe that equation (2.2) is degenerate, and it is not well-defined when Vu = 0.
To overcome these difficulties and develop a weak notion of evolving fronts, they use in [16]
the theory of viscosity solutions (see [12] for more on viscosity solutions). More precisely, for
a bounded, open set Qg C R", set I’y = 9§ and consider the initial triplet (Qq, To, (Q0)).
Focusing on the zero level set of the solution, let ug(z) be a continuous function such that

Qo ={z:ug(x) >0}, To={x:ug(r) =0} and (Q)°={z:u(z) <0},

and wu is a constant outside a ball. Then, there exists a unique continuous viscosity solution «
to (2.2) in (0, 00) x R™ with initial datum (0, x) = ug(x), and such that w is constant outside
a ball of (0,00) x R™. By our previous discussion, the zero level sets of u move according to
their mean curvature, at least in the region where u is smooth and Vu # 0. Set

(2.3)  TQy={z:u(t,x) >0}, Ty={r:u(t,z)=0}, and ~ = {z:u(t,z) <0}
The triplet (T, s, ~Q¢)>0 is called the level set evolution of (Qp, o, (2)¢). As shown in
[16], Tt does not depend on the particular choice of ug but only on I'y.

If (+(~2~t,f‘t, *Qt)tzo denotes the level set evolution of (Qo,f‘o, (QO)C) with T = 09, and
Qo CC Qp, then TQ, cC TQ; and ~Q; cC ~€ for all times ¢t > 0 such that TQ; # 0, see
[16, Theorem 7.3].

In the special setting in which I'; is smooth for t € [to, to + h], the signed distance function
d is a solution to (2.2) in {(¢,z) : t € [to,to + h], € I'+}. More generally, if u solves

Owu = ptr ((I —Vu® %)D2u> +o
in a neighborhood of I'; for some o = (¢, x), then d solves

o _ - - 2 g _ (o2 .
(24)  Od=pt ((I Vd® Vd)D d) F g = 1A te[tL1€J+h}{t} x Ty,
0,l0

where the last equality follows from |Vd| =1 in {t} x I';.
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We remark that around the same time as [16], Chen—Giga—Goto independently estab-
lished a level set approach for degenerate parabolic PDEs [10]. Shortly after, Barles—Soner—
Souganidis rigorously connected the level set approach and the phase field theory for reaction-
diffusion equations [5].

2.2. Generalized flows. A different approach for defining the weak evolutions of fronts was
considered in [6] and [4]. We present a slight variation of the definition in [4] (see also [27]).
Let F(p, X) be given by

(2.5) F(p,X) = —ptr (I —p®p)X)
and the lower and upper semi-continuous envelopes of F' be denoted by Fi and F* respectively.

Definition 2.1. A family (D;)i>o (resp., (Ei)¢>0) of open (resp., closed) subsets of R"
is a generalized super-flow (resp., sub-flow) of the mean curvature equation (2.2) if for all
(to, o) € (0,00) x R™, h, r > 0, and for all smooth functions ¢ : (0,00) x R™ — R such that

(i) (Boundedness) for all t € [to,to + h], the set
{z e R": p(t,x) >0} (resp. {x € R": p(t,x) < 0})
is bounded and
{x € B(zo,7) : p(t,z) >0} (resp. {z € B(wg,r): ¢(t,z) < 0})

is non-empty,
(ii) (Speed) there exists 6 = d(¢) > 0 such that

dvp+ F*(Vo,D%p) < =6 in [to, to + h] x B(zo,7),
(resp., Oy + Fu(V, D*p) > 6)
(iii) (Non-degeneracy)
Ve #0 on{(t,z) € [to,to + h] x B(zo,7) : p(t,z) = 0},
(iv) (Initial condition)
{z € R" : p(to,z) > 0} C Dy,
(resp., {x € R" : p(tg,z) <0} C R"\ Ey,),
(v) (Boundary condition) for all t € [tg,to + h],
{z € R"\ B(zo,r) : p(t,x) > 0} C Dy
(resp., {z € R" \ B(zo,r) : p(t,z) <0} CR"\ Ey),
then
{x € B(zo,r) : p(to + h,z) >0} C Dyyin
(resp., {z € B(xo,7) : ¢(to + h,x) <0} CR"\ Ey4p).

In this paper, we will implement the abstract method developed in [4]-[6]. Precisely, for
i=1,..., N, let ) be the open sets defined in (1.5). We will show that there exist families
of open sets (DY)y>p and (E})¢>0, i = 1,..., N, such that the following hold: (D});>o and
((E})¢)¢>0 are respectively a generalized super and sub-flow of the mean curvature equation
with p as in (1.6), Q4 € Dj, ()¢ C Ej, and

uf(t,x) —i ifx € DinET.
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Therefore, if (TQ% T, ~Q%);>0 denotes the level set evolution of (02, TY, (Gﬁ)c), by [4, Theo-
rem 1.1, Theorem 1.2] (see also [6, Proposition 2.1, Theorem 2.4]),
T C Dl CcTOIUTE and QL C Bl C TQLUTL
In particular, if the sets (I't);>o do not develop interior, then
TQ=D! and ~Q!=E]
Our main result, Theorem 1.1, immediately follows.

2.3. Extension of the signed distance function. Recall that the signed distance function
d = d(t, ) associated to the front I'; in (2.3) is smooth in some neighborhood @, = {|d| < p}
of the front, provided I'; is smooth. However, in general, d is not smooth away from the front.
Throughout the paper, we will use the following smooth extension of the distance function
away from I.

Definition 2.2 (Extension of the signed distance function). For t € [tg, to + h], let d be the
signeq distance function from a bounded domain €2; with boundary I'; and let p > 0 be such
that d is smooth in

Q2p = {(t,ﬂ?) € [t07t0 + h] x R™: |CZ(t,ﬂj‘)‘ < 2/)}
Let n(t,x) be a smooth, bounded function such that
n=1in{ld <p}, n=0in{ld>2p}, 0<n<l

We extend d(t, ) in the set {(¢,z) € [to, to+h] xR" : |d(t,z)| > p} with the smooth bounded
function d(t, x) given by

/

d(t, in Qp = {ld(t,2)| < p}
d(t, x)n(t, x) +2p(1 —n(t,z)) in {p <d(t,x) < 2p}
d(t,z

d(t,x) =  d(t,2)n(t, ) —2p(1 —(t,z)) in {-2p <d(t,x) < —p}
2p in {d(t,z) = 2p}
—2p in {d(t,x) < —2p}.

Notice that, in {p < d < 2p}, the function d satisfies
d=2p+ (d—2p)n>2p—pn>p,
and, in {—2p < d< —p}, the function d satisfies
d=—2p+(d+2p)n < —2p+pn < —p.

3. PRELIMINARY RESULTS ON THE FRACTIONAL LAPLACIAN
In this section, we recall a few basic properties of the operator Z,, that will be used later
on in the paper. First of all, by using that
d
P.V./ Vu(z) -y — =0,
{lyl<R} [yl
for any R > 0, we can write

dy dy
Tou(z) = u(x —u(x) — Vu(z) - y) —— u(x —u(x)) ———.
(x) /{ oy ) ) = Vue) ) /{ ) —ut)
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In particular if u is smooth and bounded, both integrals above are finite and we can bound
Z,u as follows,

R
where we used the following lemma whose proof is a direct computation in polar coordinates.

| Znu(z)] < C <HDQUI|ooR + Hu”oo> :

Lemma 3.1. There exists Cy, Co > 0 such that for any R > 0,

/ %:C&R and / %:@
(z1<ry 2] (=>Rry 121 R

We will frequently use Lemma 3.1 throughout the paper without reference.
The next is an auxiliary lemma that allows us to view one-dimensional fractional Laplacians
of functions defined over R equivalently as n-dimensional fractional Laplacians.

Lemma 3.2. [45, Lemma 3.2] For a vector e € R" and a function v € CHL(R), let ve(z) =
v(e-z):R" — R. Then,
Lnlvel(z) = le|lCnTh[v](e - z)

where
1
3.1 C :/ —dy.
o to el e
Consequently,
dz
le|CrnZy[v](§) =P. V. A (U(£+6-2)—v(5))7‘2’n+1a £ eR

4. THE PHASE TRANSITION, THE CORRECTOR, AND THE AUXILIARY FUNCTIONS

In this section, we will introduce the phase transition ¢ and the corrector . Along the
way, we will also define the auxiliary functions a. and a. and exhibit their relationship with
fractional Laplacians and the mean curvature equation, respectively.

4.1. The phase transition ¢. Let ¢ be the solution to (1.4). For convenience in the
notation, let ¢y and « be given respectively by
W//(o)

(4.1) ' = / ()P d¢ and o=
R Ch
where C), is defined in (3.1), and let H(&) be the Heaviside function.

Lemma 4.1. There is a unique solution ¢ € C*P(R) of (1.4), with B as in (1.3). Moreover,
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

1 C
(42) ]qb(&) _H(g) + afj <o frlelz
and
. C . C C
43 <) < —, << <. >1
43 G SHO< o OIS 5@ G ke

Proof. Existence of a unique solution ¢ € C%#(R) of (1.4) is proven in [8], see Theorem
1.2 and Lemma 2.3. The regularity of W in (1.3) implies that ¢ is actually in C*#(R), see
8, Lemma 2.3]. Estimate (4.2) and the estimate on ¢ in (4.3) are proven in [23, Theorem
3.1]. Finally, the estimates on é and ¢ in (4.3) are proven in [34, Lemma 3.1]. O
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4.2. The auxiliary functions a. and a.. Now, we will introduce two auxiliary functions
that are necessary for our analysis. Let €; be a bounded domain with smooth boundary I,
for t € [to,to+ h]. Throughout this section, let d = d(t, z) and p be such that d is the smooth
extension of the signed distance function d to Ty outside of @, as given in Definition 2.2. We
also introduce a new parameter 0 < v < 1.

Define the function a. = a-(§;t, z) by

(44)  a.= /{|z<v} <¢> (5 UL 626) - d(t’x)) — (€ + Vd(t,x) z)) |Z|df+1,

where (§,t,x) € R X [tg,to + h] x R". By Lemma 3.1 and by the regularity of ¢ and d, the
integral in (4.4) is well defined. We note that the integral is taken over {|z| < 1} instead
of R™ so that a. is sufficiently small for (¢,z) close to I'; and large & (see (4.14)) and its
derivatives in ¢ and z remain bounded (see the proof of (4.7)).

The corresponding function a. = a.(t, z) is given by

(4.5) as(t, ) |1n€|/aE &tx) o(§) dE.

One of the main observations in [29] is that a.(¢,x) converges, up to constants, to Ad(t,x)
in the neighborhood @Q,, and therefore to the mean curvature of I'; at points x € I'y, see
[29, Lemma 4]. In our setting, we use the recent result in [45].

Theorem 4.2. Fort € [tg,to+ h], let Q be a bounded domain with smooth boundary I'y. Let
d be as in Definition 2.2. Then,

1 |Sn 2|
2n—
uniformly in (t,x) € Q, where p >0 is in (1.6).

Ad(t z) = pcy ' tr ((I ~Vd® %)D2d>

lim a.(t, z) =
e—0

Proof. This is [45, Theorem 1.3] (see also Remark 1.1 there) when v = +o00. For 0 < v < 1,
the proof is the same after making a minor adaptation to [45, Lemma 4.1]. O

We will also need several estimates on a., a. and their derivatives, none of which are proven
in [29]. First, we have the following general estimate. The proof is delayed until Section 8.

Lemma 4.3. There exists C > 0 such that, for all (§,t,z) € R X [tg,tg + h] x R",

1
(46) lacll ez < CeF,
4.7 0 v <01 D? < ¢
(7) el o3z, 1Vatellozqay < Clinel,  [1D20clcgqm) < <
(45) 0 Et,2)], [ae (Et2)] < —
. € 1Y ) € 1Y - 1+ ’£|7
C C
Oas (&t,2)|, |Veae (&t,2)| < ———=, |Dia- (&t,2)] < ,
’ C C
a ] ;t7 ) Vx atv S 2NV Da; 7t7 =
e (€ 2) s IVate (G8.2)| < Sy [Pate G560 < Gy
Consequently, for all (t,x) € [to,to + h] x R™,
C
(4.10) |ac(t, )| < —
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and

C

¢ B
e2|lne|’

(4.11) [Ouac(t,2)], [Vaae(t,2)] < —, |D2a.(t,z)| <

We also have the following refined estimates near the front I';. The proof is in Section 9.

Lemma 4.4. There exists C > 0 such that, for ({,t,x) € Rx[tg, to+h]|xR"™, if |Vd(t,z)| # 0,

then
. . Cellne
aa(&: 4, 2)), Jac(s )]s Jie (6, 2)] < ol mEL
(4.12) Vd(t, z)|
| a(ta) < —S
P9 )]

Moreover, if (t,x) € Q,, then
|ata€(£; t, LL‘)|, ‘Vwas(£7 t, x)‘a |V1a€(£7 t, $>| < Cv
4.13 _ _ c
1 ouac(t.0)], Vaae(t0)| <
and, there exists g = eo(7y), with v as in (4.4), such that for 0 < e < ey,
Cy

4.14 ac(&tx)| < ———.

It is also important to notice that when £ = d(¢,x)/e, morally, a-(d/e) is the difference
between an n-dimensional and a 1-dimensional fractional Laplacian of ¢(d/c). This is made
precise in the following lemma whose proof is delayed until Section 10.

Lemma 4.5. There is C = C(v,p) > 0 such that

(#00) - o (40 o (1)

for any (t,x) € [to,to + h] x R".

4.3. The corrector . The linearized operator £ associated to (1.4) around ¢ is given by

(4.15) LIY] = —=C,Ti[yp] + W (@)1

In the constructions of barriers, we will need the corrector ¥ = 1(§; ¢, z) that solves

£fv] = X 0 ) (7~ acta)) 45 (W7 (6(6) - W(0)) € € R

(oost, z) = 0,

(4.16)

where o € R is a small constant and & is such that 0 = W”(0)d. See Section 5 for a formal
derivation of (4.16).
To prove existence of the solution of (4.16), we will use the following result from [23].

Lemma 4.6. Let g € H%(]R) be such that
| )it s ~o.
Then, there exists a unique solution v € H%(]R) such that [ w(f)(ﬁ@) d§ =0 of
LY]=g inR.
Moreover, if g € C*P(R) with B as in (1.3), then ¢ € C>(R), and
(4.17) [¥llessry < CUlgllezsm + [ llLem®))-
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Proof. The proof of existence of a unique solution v € H %(R) satlsfylng Jz ¥( )B(E) dE =0
is contained in the proof of [23, Theorem 3.2]. If g € C>#(R) N 3 (R), then for all p > 2,

gl rmy < C

and the boundedness of 1 follows from [23, Corollary 5.16]. The C®# regularity of 1 and
(4.17) are a consequence of the regularity of ¢ given by Lemma 4.1 and [8, Lemma 2.3]. O

Lemma 4.7. Let

@18)  alita) = D 4 b (@) (0 - aule) + 6 (8 (66) - W(0).
Then,
(119) [ stest.ayice) s = o

1
Moreover, g € HZ (R) N CE’B(R) with B as in (1.3), uniformly in (t,z) € [to,to + h] x R™.

Proof. Recalling that o = W”(0)&, we compute

/ 9(&t,2)6(€) S = /( g (1 )—¢(§)Coas(t:$)> d(€) de
+ [ (wod (€ + 507 (0(0) ~ o) o(6) ds.

Using the definitions of ¢y and a. in (4.1) and (4.5), respectively, we get

1 . . 1 .
| (e Gt =6 ©aaten )i©d = [ ac6ta)d0)d - autea) =0
Then, we use that W’ is periodic, ¢(co) =1 and ¢(—o0) = 0 to find that

d
dg

and again the definition of ¢y to see that

/R S (H(E)) D(E) d = & / LW (o(e))] de = W (1) — W'(0)] = 0

/R (cood€) — ) d(€) d = cur /R SEPde —o =0,

as desired. This proves (4.19).
Next, from (4.2), (4.3) and (4.8) we have that

W ($(€)) = W"(0) = O(6(€)), ¢ (£), ac (&:t,2) € HE(R),

1
which implies that g € H/ (R), with [|g| < C. for all (t,z) € [to, to+ h] x R™. Moreover,

1
HE (R)

from the regularity of ¢ and W and (4.6), it follows that g € C’?’B(R) with HgHCQ,B(R) <.,
3
for all (t,z) € [to, to + h] x R™. O
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Theorem 4.8. There is a unique solution ¢ = (& t,x) € C3B(R) to (4.16) with B as in
(1.3), and C > 0 such that, for all ({,t,x) € R X [tg,to + h] x R"

C
L WD, G <
. C
(4.20) O (&5 t, )|, | Va0 (&t 2)|, [Vap(§5t, )] < P
2, (¢ B
|Dzp (&5t 2)| < 2[lne|’
and
C
(4.21) (&5t )| < elInel(1+ |€)

Moreover, if (t,z) € Q,, then

(&t )], V(&) [t a)| < C,

(4.22) 10(E:t, )|, |Vab(E:t,2)|, |Vatb (& t,2)| < C

ellnel

and, there exists g = €o(7y), with v as in (4.4), such that for € < ey,
Cvy

4.23 wEtr)| < — 1

(423 WELITS T ey

with v as in (4.4).

1
Proof. First the existence of a unique solution ¢ € H/ (R)N Cg’ﬂ(R) to (4.16) satisfying

f]R (&t x) 5) d¢ = 0 follows from Lemmas 4.6 and 4.7.
Let us show (4.20) for ¢. Let g be defined as in (4.18). We first notice that by (4.6) and
(4.10), we have that, for all (t,z) € [to,to + h] x R”

C

(4.24) lg(st, 2)llcepmy < ———-
e2|lnel

Suppose by contradiction that there is a sequence e — 0 as k — oo such that if ¢, is solution
to (4.16) with e = e, then for some (t,zx) € [to,to + h] x R™,

1
(4.25) 9ok (s s i) || Loo ) 2

Ek]lnek]bk
with 0 < b, — 0 as k — oo. Deﬁne the function t(£) := Vi (5 oy ) /1900 (5 s ) [ oo ()
Clearly, ||1/JkHLoo(R =1, |5 U(€)p(€) d€ = 0 and 1y, solves

LlYr] = gr inR,
with (6:t.2)
- g(&t,x
) = ot imie
Notice that by (4.24) and (4.25), gr — 0 in C*5(R) as k — co. By (4.17) the sequence of
functions wk is uniformly bounded in C®#(R). Therefore, up to a subsequence, it converges
in C3(R) to a function 1y, € H2( ) N C3B(R) which is solution to

L] =0 inR.
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Moreover, [ Voo (£)P(€) d€ = 0. Indeed, by the uniform convergence of ¥y, to s and using
that ¢(—o0) =0 and ¢(c0) =1, as k — oo,

JENGIG &‘Vw ds = [ dn(© oﬂ

g|¢%-¢anm®>/"¢@>ds

Hd)kz_woo”Loo — 0.

The uniqueness of the solution guaranteed by Lemma 4.6 implies that 1200 = 0 which is in
contradiction with ||1/;oo” reo®) = 1. This proves (4.20) for . The estimates for ¥ and 9 in
(4.20) then follow from (4.24), (4.17) and (4.20) for v, just proven.

Next, we establish (4.20) for the time/space derivatives of ¢. From (4.19) it follows that,
fori,j =1,.

t/@gftx =0, [ dngl&itd©de =0, [ . alita)ile) s =o.
Moreover, from (4.3), (4.7), (4.9) and (4.11), the functions g, 0,9 and 8%1,%,9 belong to
the space Hé (R)N C’?’B(R) uniformly in (¢,x). Thus, it is easy to see that 0y, 0., and
1 .
8;%1/1 exist and are the unique solutions in HZ(R) such that Jz 0p(&t, 2)p(€) dE = 0,
Jo O (&t 2)(€) d§ = 0 and [, 0Z, (&L, 2)9(€) d§ =0, to
Lo = dug, ﬂ@ﬂ%ﬂ%% L1074 =07,9 R,

respectively. Therefore, as above, from (4.7), the estimates in (4.20) for 9,4, V.1, V.4 and
D2y follow.
Now, we prove estimate (4.21). By (4.2), (4.3), (4.8) and (4.10), for || > 1,

C

(4.26) lg(&;t,2)] < Jnelle]

For a > 0 let us denote ¢4(&) := ¢ <§> Then, ¢, solves
CoTi[da] = éw’(%) in R,
Therefore, recalling (4.1) and that W’ (0) = 0, for £ < —1, by (4.2) (note that H(&) = 0),
1" 1 !
Llal(§) = W(0(€))¢a(€) — —W'(¢a(€))

:wwm%@—””>%@+owm+owb

M%Qm@—a%@0+0(;>

—1 1
=G +O<@)

Choose a = 3. Then, there exists Ry > 0 such that,

20 1 20 1 C
) Loy =", 0(l=)1=""a0 = 77”7 f —Rn.
(4.27) 9al(8) ===~ + <£2> g " <£2>:>\a oré < o
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Choose Ry so large that for £ < —Ry, by (4.2),

C C
W (0(€) 2 W(0) = Co(€) 2 alh = 15 2 55" >0
Then, the operator £ satisfies the maximum principle in (—oo, —Rp). By (4.20) and the
monotonicity of ¢,

for £ > —Ry.

(4.28) (&t x) < Ce> ¢ ¢,(_RO) < G99

< )
gllne| ~ ¢|lne] 3 el lne|

Choose K > C, with C as in (4.28), such that, if we denote ¢(&) = Ia{ﬁ“n(j), then by (4.26)
and (4.27),

L[p](§) = g(&t,x)  for £ < —Ry.
Since in addition by (4.28),

Y(&t,x) < 6(€) for & > — R,
the maximum principle implies that

C

)< dE) < —— f -
P&t w) < ¢(§) < T ell€] or £ < —Ry
Comparing 9 with —gZ) we also get
C
it,r) > ——————  f —Ry.
1/1(57 7$) - E|1H€H€| or § < 0

Similarly, choosing a < 0 and using the periodicity of W, one can prove that
C
P&t )| < ———— for £ > Ry,
W& el

Estimate (4.21) then follows.
Next, we prove (4.22). For (t,z) € Q, = {|d(t,z)| < p}, recall that |Vd(t,z)| = 1. By
(4.2), (4.3), and (4.12), we have

lg(&t,x)| < C forall { € R and (t,z) € Q).

By the above arguments for the proof of (4.20), we can show (4.22) for ¢. The estimates for
¥ and ¢ then follow. With (4.2), (4.3), and (4.13), we find (4.22) for 0y1p, V31, V1) in the
same way as above for (4.20).

Lastly, we check (4.23). By (4.2), (4.3), (4.14), and (4.12), for [{| > 1 and (t,z) € Q,,
_&r
elnellg|

Then, following the above arguments for the proof of (4.21), we obtain (4.23). O

l9(&5t, )| <

We conclude this section by stating the following estimate for the n- and 1-dimensional
fractional Laplacians of . The proof is in Section 11.

Lemma 4.9. There is C = C(p) > 0 such that
‘ﬂn [1/1 <d(t€’ ');t, )] (z) = Cpa[ (58, 2)] <d(t"r)>' < ¢

€ B \lnes]%

for any (t,x) € [to,to + h] x R™.
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5. HEURISTICS

5.1. Derivation of the mean curvature equation. We believe it is helpful to view the
heuristical derivation of the evolution of the fronts I'! by mean curvature in Theorem 1.1.
For simplicity, we present the case N = 2.

For the following formal computations, assume that the signed distance function d;(¢, z)
associated to ' is smooth and that |Vd;| = 1. Moreover, we assume that there is a positive,
uniform distance p between I'} and I'z.

Consider the following ansatz for the solution of (1.1)-(1.7)

dq(t do(t
(1) it = o (M) g (B2
€ €
with ¢ the solution of (1.4). Plugging the ansatz into (1.1), the left-hand side gives
(5.2) eOpu’ ~ ¢ ( ) Oidy + gb ( > Oids.

On the other hand, we use the equation for ¢ and estimates on a. (see Lemma 4.5) to write
the fractional Laplacian of the ansatz as

e (5] (2]
- (@]o(2)]-em(2)) + (#]o(2) ] -oma(2))
oxAr) (C?>+cnzl <d>
(2o (w2

Freeze a point (t,x) near the front I'}. Let £ = dy(¢,7)/e and assume separation of scales.
That is, assume that £ and (¢, x) are unrelated. In this regard, let n := da(t, z) with |n| > p.
Since the ansatz u® is a solution to (1.1), we can multiply the equation by gb({ ) and integrate
over £ € R to write

(5.4) /R O H(E) dE ~ /R (eToluf] — W (u)) (€ de.

For convenience, we will consider the left and right-hand sides separately again.
First, the left-hand side of (5.4) with (5.2) gives

| o d16)d = duds(v.0) [ (9P de + auda(e o) [ 6(2) b6 e

g lnel

>~ CO Otdl(t l‘) +8td2 t 1‘ < >/¢
~ calatdl(t,:c),

where we used (4.1), (1.4), and the asymptotics on ¢ in (4.3).
Then, we look at the right-hand side of (5.4) with (5.3) and write

e|11nar /R [eZa[u] = W' ()] $(6) d€
= iy [ o @+ e (2) +w @00 + w7 (6 (2))] ey ae

3



THE DISCRETE DISLOCATION DYNAMICS OF MULTIPLE DISLOCATION LOOPS 19

¢(2)) é(6) de.

Using that ¢(—o0) =0, ¢(c0) =1 and that W is periodic, we have

- 6‘11’1€| R

)] d§ = 0.

c ‘1n€| R w (é(&)) ¢(§) df = c ’1H8| R Clig

Next, we use again (1.4), the asymptotics on ¢ in (4.2), and that W’(0) = 0 to expand W’
around the origin and estimate

ellne| Jp e - cllnel Jp - _H(g)) ¢(§) dg
: und/ Wi+ o) (o (1) - 1 (7)) dte)

e ( >/¢ s =0

For the remaining W’ term, we expand around ¢(§) and use similar estimates to obtain

ellne| Jr (b(g)) o(e) d
e LW (c@+o (D) - (1) de
uid/ W0 €) + W (6 (¢(

]1n€|

) [ e de) ae

Lastly, for the nonlocal terms, by (4.8),

dfm/ﬂgae (1) de) de ~ “ng, < >/¢ )de ~ 0

and by Theorem 4.2,

’1n5| &) dé = a(t,x)

~ ey tptr ((I le( z) @ Vdi(t, a:))D2d1 (¢, x))
Combing all these pieces, (5.4) for the ansatz gives
cot0udy (1, 2) ~ pcy ((I Vdi(t,z) ® Vdy(t,2))Ddy(t, x)) .

The computation for (t,x) near T'? is similar. We conclude that the fronts move according
to their mean curvature:

Ody (t,x) ~ ptr ( (I — Vd/(\ ) ® le( x))D?dy(t,x)) mear T}
Oyda(t,x) ~ ptr ( (I — Vd/(\ ) ® Vdg( 1))D%ds(t,x)) near I'Z.
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5.2. Derivation of (4.16). It is actually necessary to add a lower order correction to (5.1)
for the ansatz to solve the fractional Allen-Chan equation (1.1). This was already observed
in the one-dimensional case in [23, Section 3.1]. In order to showcase the equation for the
corrector, for o € R, let v be the solution to

1
. € _ In g _ 1(,.,€ _
(5.5) 0w e (eZpv® — W' (v9)) — o,

with initial condition (1.7). Consider the simplest case in which N = 1 and assume that
d(t,z) = di(t,x) is smooth with |Vd| = 1 and satisfies

(5.6) Od = pAd — coo ~ coac(t, ) — coo,

in a neighborhood of I'}. Consider the new ansatz

() ~ ¢ (d“&i“”)) +eflne|y (d(tj)> ~ ellnel5,

where the function ¢ and the constant & are to be determined. Assume that ¢ is smooth and
bounded with bounded derivatives. This in particular implies that the estimate in Lemma
4.9 holds true.

Plugging the ansatz into (5.5), the left-hand side gives

(5.7) O ~ ¢ <d> dyd + ¢ |Inel 1) (d> Opd ~ ¢ (d> Oud,
3 € €

where we used that ¢ and 8yd are bounded. Next, we look at the right-hand side of (5.5) for
the ansatz. First, we use the equation for ¢ (see (1.4)) and Lemmas 4.5 and 4.9 to find that

= o (O] o ¢
-t (3 (] -0 ()« oo (9
(o ()] - (9) o2
e () () o 2

On the other hand, we do a Taylor expansion for W’ around ¢(d/¢) to estimate
(5.9)

= i () o ( () (- (2)]
- () 0 o () (e () -]

Equating (5.7) with (5.8) and (5.9), the equation for the ansatz gives

o(2) o= e (2) + o (%)
(o (2) o (E) o (o (2)) -

Rearranging and using (5.6), we see that 1 satisfies

et (2 v (6(2) ()

(5.10)
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1 .
——a. 4 _ 0] d od+W" (¢ 4 - o
gllne| € € €
1 d . (d . (d d
a: | — | —& | =) cots 4+ cood | — +ow” o — — 0.
gllne| € € € €

Evaluating the equation when |d(t, z)| >> ¢, from (4.2), (4.3), (4.8) and (4.10), if ¢»(+o0) = 0,
we see that & must satisfy

12

1

aW"(0) = 0.
This shows that the corrector ¢ = ¢(&;t, x) is solution to (4.16).
Note that for equation (4.16) to be solvable, the right hand-side g = g(&; ¢, x) must satisfy
the compatibility condition (4.19) guaranteed by Lemma 4.7. Indeed, multiply both sides of
(4.16) by $(¢) and integrate over R to write

(5.11) /c ¢)d¢ = / (&, 2) (&) dE.

Since 7 is self-adjoint and ¢ satisfies (1.4), the left-hand side of the equation gives

(5.12) /£ Jodé = / CII +W (¢)¢)wd§

= [ 4 (<Gl + W (@) wde =0,

Finally, note that in view of (5.11) and the above computations, the addition of the correc-
tor ¢ in the ansatz for the solution of (1.1)-(1.7) does not give any additional contributions
in the derivation of the mean curvature equation obtained in Section 5.1.

Remark 5.1. Notice that 1) depends on the signed distance function d(¢, x) through a. and
ae. Hence, when N > 1, we have a finite sequence of correctors, denoted by t1,...,¢n,
depending on the signed distance function d;(¢, x) to the front I'}, i = 1,..., N.

6. CONSTRUCTION OF BARRIERS

We now construct local and global strict subsolutions (supersolutions) to (1.1) needed
for the proof of Theorem 1.1. We will focus on the construction of subsolutions as the
construction of supersolutions is analogous. We will start with the global ones.

6.1. Global subsolutions. Fix ¢y € [0,00) and h > 0. For i =1,..., N and ¢ € [to,to + h],
let 2} be bounded open sets with boundaries I'} := 09} such that

(6.1) QftccQl fori=1,...,N—1.

Let d;(t,z) be the signed distance function associated to the set Qi then Tl = {z € R" :

di(t,z) = 0}. Assume that there exists a p > 0 such that, for all 1 < i < N, d;(t, x) is smooth
in the set

(6.2) Q4, = {(t,z) € [to, to + B] x R™ : |d;(t, )| < 2p},

and let d; be the smooth, bounded extension of Jl outside of Q; as defined in Definition 2.2.
Assume in addition that there exists o > 0 such that

(6.3) Ohd; < pAd; — coo in Q.

Let & > 0 be such that 0 = W”(0)5. By (6.1), and perhaps making o smaller, we can assume
that, for all t € [to,to + h],

(6.4) {x e R" : |di(t,z)| <a}n{z eR" : |[d;j(t,x)| <} =0 i#j.
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We define the smooth barrier v°(t, z) by
N - N -
di(t,x) — o di(t,z) — & .
6.5 S(t,z) = Gt — 9 1 (ST T ) — Gelinel
©9) e =20 (MED) e S (ATt ) —sepine

Lemma 6.1 (Global subsolutions to (1.1)). Let p and ~y be respectively as in Definitions 2.2
and 4.4. Assume (6.3) with p as in (1.6) and (6.4), and let v¢ be defined as in (6.5). Then
there exists eg = eo(p,y,0) > 0 such that for any 0 < & < &g, v° is a solution to

(6.6) 0 — (eZa 0] — W' (7)) < —g in [to,to + h] x R™.

1
e lnel

Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that, for € < &g,

C
(6.7) v°(t,z) > N — 26¢|lne| in {(t, x) € [to,to+ h] x R" : dn(t,x) — 6 > 571 }
ollne
Proof. We will break the proof into four main steps. First, we estimate the equation for
v(t,x) for any (¢,z). Then, we will show that v*(¢,z) satisfies (6.6) when (Z,z) is near a
single front T}° and then when (¢, ) is far from all fronts T';, i = 1,..., N. Lastly, we prove
the estimate in (6.7). For convenience, we use the following notation throughout the proof:

b (di(t,x) —a>

Vi = (di(t%) - &;t’!E)
(6.8) = <di(t,m) - 5) g <di(t,x) - 6—>
9

a. := a.(t,x) corresponding to a.

We note that it will be important for the reader to remember the dependence of v; and a.
on the variables ¢,z and & = d;(t,x)/e when taking derivatives in ¢, z.

Step 1. Computation for v*(¢,z) in (1.1) for an arbitrary (¢,z) € [to, to + h] x R™.

First, the time derivative of v® at (¢,z) is given by

N N
e (t,x) = Z b; Opd;(t, ) + ¢ |Ine| Z [@Btdi(t, x) + 58,51#1} :

i=1 i=1
By (4.20) for ¥; and p;,

NI

N N
(6.9) 0 =Y i Oudi(t, ) + O(e2) + O(e|Ine|) = > i Ohdi(t, ) + O(e2),

i=1 i=1
Next, we consider the nonlocal term. For each i = 1,..., N, we use that ¢ satisfies (1.4) and
apply Lemma 4.5 to find

T [0l(0) = Tlo)o) - Cuilo] (HED 2T ) w0
= i +0(0) + W' ().
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Also, using that v satisfies (4.16) and Lemma 4.9, we find that

<L, [0](0) = <L luil(o) - Cutafu] (MU= gy (M)

a’L

= O(/ne|™2) - - gy T 90 (@ —0) =& (W (90) = W(0) + W (6) .

Therefore, the fractional Laplacian of v* can be written as

N
=> [l +0() + W' (¢:)]
i=1

7

+¢1CO( 0’)

+5|lne\2[ ln5| 2 %e

e |lne|

=& (W (¢5) = W"(0)) + W (¢) i

Recall the definition of i introduced in (6.8). Since W is periodic, we have that W’(¢;) =
W'(¢;) and similarly W”(¢;) = W”(¢;). Using this and rearranging, we equivalently write

N
e [of)(z) = Y W'() + O(e) + O(e| ne]7)
(6.10) =1 N
N [W"(&i)wi +dico (@i — o) — & (W”(&i) - W"(O))} .

i=1
Then, with (6.9) and (6.10), the equation for v® at (¢,x) can be written as

1

Eqn(v®) := edp®(t, x) — Z[ne]

(eZalv® (t, )] (x) — W' (v°(t,2)))

1

5 +Z¢zat tZE)
=1

|ln8|

{ZW’ $:) + O(c) + O(e| Ine|2)

S W (@i + dieo (@ — o) — & (W(&) - W"(0))]

=1

N N
-w (Z ¢i +¢|lne Zwi — o€ ]1n5|> }
i=1 i=1
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Grouping the error terms, the ¢; terms, and the nonlinear terms together, we have

N

Eqn(v®) = O(]lne|™ 2 Z — ¢ (aé —0)]

=1

N N
(6.11) “m'{ (Z +€|ln5];wi—&5 ]1ns|>

1

_i( W'(6) + = el [W"(Gi)esi — & (W"(6:) = W"(0))]) }

=1

Fix an index ig € {1,..., N}. For the remainder of Step 1, we will conveniently isolate every
term indexed with iy to help with Step 2. First, we do a Taylor expansion for W’ around ¢;,
to obtain

N N
W,<Z§Ez +¢|lne¢l Zwi — e ]ln5|>
i=1 i=1

(6.12) W (¢ig) + W (i) Z ¢; +¢|lneg| Z 1y — Ge|lne|
i#£ig
2
+0 Z¢,+€|ln5|zwz—a£|lne\
i1#10

By (4.20) for 1;, we have that

2

1
7 1 T 1
5|ln5|0 Zqﬁ +5]na|zw ge|lnel

= ol

1#£ig

) +O(|ne|™) + O(e [ng|).

Hence, with (6.12) and grouping error terms, we can write (6.11) as

Eqn(v®) = O(|lng|™ 2 —I—Z ( n 8,)—1—2@ [0vd;(t,z) — ¢ (at — 0)]

110

+

£ |lne|

{ ((]5,0 )+ W qﬁlo Z:<Z>Z+E]llle|z:1/1Z — ge|lne|
i#i0

- (W’(q?)io) +elngl [W”(qgio)wio —0 (W"(@'o) - W”(O))D

=3 (W'(&) + e el [WGi)s — 5 (W"(d0) - W"0))]) }

i#i0
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where in the last two lines we extracted the g term. Cancelling the W’(¢;,) and W” (s, )14,
terms then distributing 1/(e|lne|), we simplify to

Eqn(v®) = O(|lne|™ 2 +Z ( |lne\>+z¢l [0di(t, z) — ¢ (8l — 0)]

110

iig

+ W(iy) (Z . ‘f’rjg, + D vi- &) +6 (W) - W"(0))

> [W/ O e (e W”<0>)] .

IIne|

Next, we do a Taylor expansion for W’ around 0 and recall that W’(0) = 0 to write

W' (i) = W'(0) + W (0)s + O((¢:1)?) = W"(0)di + O((:)*).
With this, we now have that

Eqn(v®) = O(|lne|™ 2 +Z ( |lnz—:\>+z¢l [0di(t, z) — ¢ (al — 0)]

i#ig

+ W (i) (Z . \ﬁia! + ) vi- &) + 6 (W) - W"(0))

W// - i . .
_;; [ |ln€| + W (¢i)hi — 6 <W (ps) =W (O))] .

We rearrange to group the terms with W”(¢;,) — W”(0) together

Eqn(v®) = O(|lne|™ 2 +Z ( |1n8’>+2¢1 [0di(t, z) — g (al — 0)]

1740
(6.13) + (W (i)~ W (0) ; . ﬁg\ — GW(0)
> (W) = W"(60)) v+ (W () = W' (0)) ]
Looking at the last two nn; for i # ig, note first that (W”(¢s,) — W”(0))¢; = O(¢;) and

then Taylor expand W around 0 to find
(W (i) = W)t + & (W'(6:) = W"(0)) = O(ws) = & (W ()i + O(}))

= O(i) + O(¢).
Eqn(v®) = O(|lng|™ 2 )+ Z ( |ln5|) +O(¢z)]
(6.14) N 7

+> 61 [0udi(t,2) — o (@l — 0)] — o
=1

Therefore, (6.13) can be written as
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where we used that o = W”(0)g5.
Step 2. v°(t, ) satisfies (6.6) when (t,z) is near the front T'°.

Assume that |d;,(t,z) —&| < |In 5|_1/2 for some index 1 < iy < N. Then, by (6.4), for &
sufficiently small,

\d;(t,2) — 5| > |lne|"2  for all i # ip.
We begin by estimating the error terms in (6.14) for ¢ # ig. First, we use (4.2) to estimate

~ dit,x —0 dit,:t —0
1=l (4005 ()0
3 €
from which it follows that B
|9l -1
= 1 .
£ lnel O(|ns| 2)
Similarly, from (4.21), for ¢ # i,

C £ 1

7 < = 1 75) .
il < ellne||d;(t,x) — ] 0 (| nel

Combining the above estimates in view of (6.14), we have

3 (0 (8‘;%8’) +0(¢i)> ~0 (|1ngr%) .

i#i0

9

1
e — 1 2
— |d1(t,$)—0~'| O(€|n€|2)’

Next, we check the terms with the auxiliary functions @’ and al. For i # i, we use that
d; is smooth, (4.3) and (4.10) to obtain

(6.15) > i [Oudi(t,x) — co (al — 0)] <Z< )2 - —0 ().

iio €2|1n€|

For i = ig, we use that ¢;, > 0, (6.3), and Theorem 4.2 to estimate
bio[Oediy (t, ) — co(@ — 0)] = oy, ([Oedio (t, ) — pAdsy (t, ) + coo] + [uAd;y (t, ) — coa?])
< i (0 + 02(1)) = 0-(1).
Consequently, in (6.14), we have that
Eqn(v®) < o.(1) — 0.
Taking ¢ sufficiently small, (6.6) holds.
Step 3. v°(t, z) satisfies (6.6) when (¢,z) is away from all fronts I';.
Assume that foralli=1,... N,
|di(t,z) — | > |lne| "2
Then, we estimate exactly as in Step 2 but we include i = ig in (6.15) to obtain
Eqn(v) < o.(1) — 0.
Taking e sufficiently small, (6.6) holds.
Step 4. v°(t, x) satisfies (6.7).
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Let p := =% for C' > 0 to be determined and & > 0 sufficiently small. Fix (,z) such

&|lne]

that dy(t,z) — & > p. Then,

di(t,x) —a>p foralll <i<N,
and by (4.2) and (4.21),

V() > N+§: <¢ (‘“”?‘") - H (‘”“?‘“)) —cidi(t’;_& — Ge|lne|

1=

al € Ce? al €
>N — -CY ———— —5¢ll
=T (a(di(t, ) —5)  (dta) = 5)2) ; G —5 oclmel
C Ce?
>N— = - 5eflne]
PP
> N — 26¢|In¢]
for C' sufficiently large in the choice of p. This proves (6.7). O
6.2. Local subsolutions. We now construct local subsolutions to (1.1). For i = 1,..., N

and t € [to,to + h], let 2 be bounded open sets satisfying (6.1). Assume that there exists
R, p and zp € R™ such that the signed distance function d;-(t, r) associated to the set Q! is
smooth in the set Q5,N ([to, to+h] x B(zo, R)) (recall (6.2)). Let d; be the bounded extension
of d; outside of Q; as defined in Definition 2.2, then d; is smooth in [to, to + h] X B(zg, R).
Assume that there exist ¢ > 0 and 0 < r < R such that,

(6.16) Ovd; < pAd; — oo in Q, N ([to, to + h] x B(wo,7)).

As before, let & > 0 be such that ¢ = W"”(0)a, then, by eventually making o smaller, we can
assume that, for all ¢ € [to, o + h], (6.4) holds true.
The following lemma is the local version of Lemma 6.1.

Lemma 6.2 (Local subsolutions to (1.1)). For 0 < r < R, let p and 7 be respectively as
in Definitions 2.2 and 4.4 be such that 0 < p,v < R —r. Assume that d; is smooth in
[to, to + h] x B(xg, R) and that (6.16) with p as in (1.6) and (6.4) hold. Let v¢ be defined as
in (6.5). Then there exists €9 = €o(p,7y,0) > 0 such that for any 0 < € < &g, v° is a solution
to

1 o .
e — | (eZn[v°] — W' (7)) < -5 [to, to + h] x B(xzg, ).

Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that, for e < &g,

(6.17) v°(t,x) > N —26¢|lne| in {(t,m) € [to,to+h] xR" tdn(t,2) — 6 > ~|lcng|}
b

Proof. The proof of the lemma is exactly as the proof of Lemma 6.1 except that we now only
consider points (t,z) € [to, to + h] X B(xg,r). Note that if 0 < v < R —r and = € B(xo,7),
then d(t,z +¢(+)) is smooth at all points in the domain of integration of a. and all estimates
in Lemma 4.3 and Theorem 4.8 hold true. In addition, the smoothness of d(t,-) in B(zo, R)
and its boundedness in the whole R™ are sufficient to guarantee that for 0 < p < R — r and
x € B(xg,r), Lemmas 4.5 and 4.9 hold true, see Sections 10 and 11. O



28 S. PATRIZI AND M. VAUGHAN

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Proof. We apply an adaptation of the abstract method in [4,6] as described in Section 2.2.
Begin by defining the families of open sets (D) | and (E%), by

. S(t,x) —i
D :Int{(t,x) € (0,00) x R” : liminf , (6%~ 5 0} C (0,00) x R"

e—=0 e lnel

. Clt ) (i 1
EZ:Int{(tw’U)G(O,OO)X]R":limsup*u(’m) (i—-1)

<0p C(0,00) x R™.

To define the traces of D’ and E?, we first define the functions Xi, X' : (0,00) x R® — {—1,1},
respectively, by 4 '

X' =1pi — 1(piye and X = I giye — 1gi.
Since D' is open, Xi is lower semicontinuous, and since (E;) is closed, X* is upper semicon-
tinuous. To ensure that X¥* and Xi remain lower and upper semicontinuous, respectively, at
t =0, we set

X'(0,2) = liminf x'(t,y) and X'(0,2) = limsup X'(t,y).

t—0, y—oz = t—0, y—z
Define the traces D and Ej by
Di={xecR": Xi(Oja:) =1} and E}={z cR":x(0,z) = —1}.
Note that Dé and Eé are open sets. For ¢t > 0, define the sets D and E} by
Di={zc€R":(t,z) € D'} and E}={xcR":(t,z)<c E'}.

We need the following propositions for the abstract method. Their proofs are delayed until
the end of the section.

Proposition 7.1 (Initialization). For eachi=1,...,N,
QL c Dy and ()" C E.

Proposition 7.2 (Propagation). For eachi=1,...,N, (D¥)y>0 is a generalized super-flow,
and ((E}))i=0 is a generalized sub-flow, according to Definition 2.1.

By [4, Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2], it follows from Propositions 7.1 and 7.2 that

T DiCcTOIUTE and QI C Bl TQLUTL

The conclusion readily follows; we write the details for completeness.

First, since TQ! C D}, we use the definition of D} to see that

(7.1) liminf ,u®(t,z) >4 for z € TQL
e—0

Using that *Q?l C EE'H, we similarly get
(7.2) limsup *u(t,z) < (i+1) —1=1i forze QL

e—0
Therefore, for i =1,...,N — 1,
lim w®(t,x) =i in TQIN QL
e—0
Now, since constant functions solve (1.1) and 0 < uj < N, by the comparison principle, we
know 0 < u® < N. In particular,

0 <liminf,u® and limsup*u® < N.
e—0 e—0
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Together with (7.2) and respectively (7.1) we have

limuf(t,z) =0 in ~Q} and limu(t,z)=N in QY.
e—0 e—0

It remains to prove Propositions 7.1 and 7.2.

7.1. Proof of Proposition 7.1.

Proof. We will prove that Qéo - Déo for all 1 <ip < N. The proof of (ﬁéo)c C Eéo is similar.
Fix iy and a point zg € QF. To prove that zo € Dy, it is enough to show that, for all
(t,x) in a neighborhood of (0, z¢) in [0,00) x R™,

us(t, ) — i >0

lim inf
e0 e |lng|
For this, we will use (6.5) to construct a suitable (global in space) subsolution v® < wf,
depending on a small constant ¢ > 0.
For 0 < & < dY(zp), where d? is defined in (1.5), let 7; > 0 be given by

(7.3) ri =dY(z0) — &, i=1,...,ip.
Note that B(zg,r;) CC Qé, and since the sets I‘é are separated, for & small enough,
(7.4) ry —rip1 = df (z0) — dfyq (w0) > d(T, Tg™) > 4.

For a constant C' > 0, to be determined and for ¢ < r;,/(2C) < r;/(2C), let d;(t,z) be the
signed distance function associated to the ball B(xg,r; — Ct), namely
di(t,x) =1, — Ct — |z —x0|, i=1,...,1p.
Then, by (7.3) and (7.4),
(7.5) d(z) — 6 > di(0,2) > di1(0, ) + 46.

For 0 < p < r;,/4, let d; be the smooth, bounded extension of Jz outside of

Q= {(to) e [0, 28] xR" 1 |di(t,2)| < p},

2C
as in Definition 2.2. Then, for (t,x) € QZ, we have that d; = d;, |z — 20| > 74, /4 and
1 - —
ddi(t,x) = —C, D3d;(t,x) = — (I ()@ (w2 :vo))
|z — ol |z — o
from which we find that
- ~1
(7.6) O,d;(t, ) — pAdi(t,x) = —C + p—r <—C+4p” < —cyo
|z — 2o Tig

for C' > 0 sufficiently large, with o = W”(0)6 and p as in (1.6). Moreover, we can assume,
by eventually making & smaller, that p > 25.
Let v® = v*(t, ) be given by
10 ~ 70 -
di(t,z) — & di(t,z) — & -
“(tyx) = — 1 | —————t,z) — e lne|.
v¥(t,2) qu( ' )+e|ns|i21¢z< N=0:40) - e el
Note that v® is the same as (6.5) except we only sum over 1 < ¢ < ip. By (7.5) and the
fact that the balls B(xg,r; — Ct) shrink with the same constant velocity, condition (6.4)

is satisfied in the time interval [0,r;,/(2C)]. Since in addition (7.6) holds true, we are in
position to apply Lemma 6.1 (with N = ip) to conclude that v® is a solution to (6.6) in
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[0,75,/(2C)] x R™ for € small enough. We claim that choosing 7 in (4.4) sufficiently small
(but independent of ), and e sufficiently small,

(7.7) v°(0,2) < uf(0,2) = ug(z) for all x € R",

with uf as in (1.7). We break into two cases: we first consider the case when x is near the
boundary of one of the balls, say dB(xg,r;) for some j, and then when x is far from the
boundaries of all balls 0B (xg,7;), i =1,..., .

Case 1: There isa j € {1 .yi0} such that |d;(0,2) —&| < ﬁ—‘)&‘ for Cy > 0 to be determined.
For € small enough, “ €| + 0 <206 < p, so that 0 < d (0,z) < 26 < p. Hence, recalling
the Definition 2.2 of d; and by the second inequality in (7.5), we have that

dj(oam) = Jj(07$)v
di(0,x) —6>6 fori=1,...,5—1,
di(O,x)—&g —0 fori:j—i-l,...,io.
Therefore, by (4.2) and (4.23),

Ce
d;(0,2) — & d;(0,2) — & 1+ — fori=1,...,5—-1
€ € — fori=j+1,..., 10,
and by the monotonicity of ¢, (4.2) and (4.22),

5 (W) +e[Ine|y; <W;O’x) : ¢<

<1-

+ Ce |lneg|
el lne|
Cell
5’00“5’ + Ce|lne].
From the last two estimates, we deduce that, for € small enough,

1
v(0,0) < j - S
0

+ Ce|lng| — de|lne| < j— Cellne]|,

if Cp is sufficiently small.
Similarly, by the first inequality in (7.5), (4.2), and using that ¢ > 0,

¢<d?(:1:)>> 1-% fori=1,...,j—1
€ — 10 fori=j5+1,...1,

and since dj(x) > d;(0,2) + 6 > 7,

¢<d<>> o Ce
9 o

Putting it all together, we infer that, for € small enough,

0
v°(0, x)<j—Cs|ln5|<]—i<Z¢<d( )>:uo(x),

=1

which proves (7.7) in Case 1.
Case 2: |d;(0,z) — 5| > ‘ foralli=1,.
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Recalling the Definition 2.2 of d;, if |d;(0, )| < p, then d;(0,z) = d;(0,z). In this case, by
the first inequality in (7.5) and the monotonicity of ¢, we have that

o (H00=0Y  , (202)

W5 (di(o’x)_a;(),m)’ < CHe|lnel.

9

and by (4.23),

ellne|

If instead, d;(0,z) > p, then d;(0,z) > p and d)(x) > d;(0,2) > p, and by (4.2),
. _ 5 0
¢<dz(0,a:) 0> <1<4 dz(x)>+C’€'

3

Finally, if d;(0,2) < —p, then d;(0,2) < —p and
o (U0 Z0) O (B, C2
£ p € p
For |d;(0,z)| > p, by (4.21) we also have

i (di(o’ z) 5;0, 90)
I3

Putting it all together, we infer that, for € small enough,

e |lne|

v(0,z) < wup(x) + Cyellne| — de| lne| < ug(z),
choosing v < 6/C. This proves (7.7) in Case 2.
By (7.7) and the comparison principle,

u®(t,x) > v°(t,z) for all (t,z) € { ,%] x R".

Since 20 < p, note that {z : d, (t,z) > 26} = {x : d;,(t,2) > 26}. Consequently, by (6.7)
(with N =1ip) and the inequality above, for ¢t € [0,r;,/(2C)] and

v e {x:diy(t,x) > 25} = {|z — xo| <14y — Ct — 25} O {\x—xo\ < %— 5},
we have
(¢t s (¢ o
liminf, B =0 o g BT Zlo s
e—0 g|lnel e—0 gllnel
Letting ¢ — 0, the result follows. O

7.2. Proof of Proposition 7.2.

Proof. Fix 1 < g < N. We will show that (Dio)t>0 is a generalized super-flow. The proof
that ((E{°)%)s0 is a generalized sub-flow is similar.

Let (to,z0) € (0,00) x R™, h, r > 0, and ¢;, : (0,00) x R" — R be a smooth function
satisfying (i)-(v) in Definition 2.1 in [tg, o + h] with F' given in (2.5) and g in (1.6). Then,
there exists h’ > h such that ¢;, satisfies (i)-(v) in [tg,to + A'], with an eventually smaller §
in (ii). For ¢ € [to,to + h'], let us denote

Qio = {x eR" : (Pio(t7x) > O} and Fio = aQiO'

By (iii) there exists R > r such that Vi, # 0 on ' N B(xg, R') which is therefore a smooth
(and by (i) a non-empty) set. Let d;, (¢, z) be the signed distance function associated to Q;°,
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and let Q19 = {(t,) € [to, o + I'] x R : |di, (t,z)| < p} for p > 0. Then, there exist pg > 0
and 1’ > r such that d;, is smooth in Q% N ([to, to + '] x B(xo, R')) and by (ii) (recall (2.4)),

(7.8) Oudiy < pAd, — 2 in QI 11 ([ 1o + W) x Blao. ).
Next, for i =1,...,i9 — 1, and & > 0, define
= {z e R":d;(t,x) > —4(ip —i)5} and TI'i =90
Clearly, Qit1 ¢ Qi, and if d;(t, x) is the signed distance function associated to QZ, then
(7.9) di(t,x) > diy1(t,x) +46 foralli=1,... 49— 1.

Moreover, by (7.8) there exist R, p, & > 0 such that if d;(¢,z) is the bounded extension of
d;(t, x) outside of QZ as in Definition 2.2, then d; is smooth in [tg,to + h'] X B(xo, R) and

Oyd; < pAd; — cgo  in Q; N ([to, to + '] x B(zo,r)) foralli=1,..., i,

where o = W”(0)&. Then, after taking p perhaps smaller and ~ in (4.4) such that 0 < p, v <
R —r, Lemma 6.2 (with N = ip) implies that the function

() = f}z) <d(t”)> e lnel sz <)&;t,x> P

is a solution to (6.6) in [to,to + R'] x B(xo,r). We now show that for & < p/2 and ¢, v small
enough,

(7.10) ve(to, ) < u(tp,x) forall z € R"
and
(7.11) vE(t,x) < u(t,z) for all (¢,z) € [to, to + '] x (R™\ B(x,1)).

We start with (7.10). Since g;, satisfies (i) and (iv) in Definition 2.1, for & small enough we
have that Qf cC D;? for all i = 1,... 4o, and there is a compact set K C D;? such that
(7.12) dy (z) — 26 > di(tg,z) foralli=1,..., i

where di denotes the signed distance function from K.
The proof of (7.10) is broken into three cases: we first consider the case when z is close to

one of the sets Fgo,
in K.

Case 1: Thereis aj € {1,...,ig} such that |d;(to, z)—&| < |ln€| for Cy > 0 to be determined.
Like in Case 1 in the proof of Proposition 7.1, we can show, for €, Cy > 0 small enough

v¥(tog,z) < j— Ce|lne|.
Since d;(to,z) > 0 for € small enough, and by (7.12), we know that © € K C Dig. Since K
given dy > 0, for € small enough and y € K,

then when z is in K but far from all sets I'} , and finally when x is not

to?

is compact and by the definition of D

to’

u®(to,y) — o
1 — 77— > .
(7.13) | lne =%

In particular, for dy < C,

u®(tg, x) > ig — 0pe|Ine| > j — Cellne| > v°(tg, x).
Therefore, (7.10) holds for Case 1 for sufﬁciently small € > 0.
Case 2: z € K and |d;(to, z) — 5| > | foralli=1,.
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s <di(t0,x) - &> <1

3

We note that

and then estimate v; as in Case 2 in the proof of Proposition 7.1, to find
ve(to, x) <ip+ Cryellne| — de|lne|.

On the other hand, since x € K, we know that (7.13) holds for given dp > 0 and e small
enough. Choosing v < &/(2C) and dp = 7/2,

u®(to, x) > ig — doe|Ine| > v°(to, )
for € > 0 small. We now have (7.10) in Case 2.

Case 3: z ¢ K. .
Since dg (to,x) < 0, by (7.12), we have that d;(to,z) < —25, for all i = 1,... 0. If
—p < di(to,l‘> < —20, then di(to,l‘) = di(to,x). By (4.2) and (4.21),

di to, —0 d7, to, —0 ~ 5
o) <(O$)U) + el lnely (m)a;tg,x) —oellne| < g + % —oellnel <0
3 € o o
for € > 0 sufficiently small. If d;(to, ) < —p, then d;(to, z) < —p and we similarly find

® (W) + ¢l lnely (di(t(]’:)_a;to,x> —oellne| < C; + C:: —gellne| <0

for small € > 0. In particular, we have shown v°(tp,x) < 0. Now, since the zero function is
a solution to (1.1) and u§ > 0, the comparison principle implies u®(tg, z) > 0. Therefore,

u®(to,x) > 0> v°(tg, x),
and (7.10) holds for Case 3.

This proves (7.10). Inequality (7.11) follows with a similar argument using that ¢;, satisfies
(i) and (v) in Definition 2.1. With (7.10) and (7.11), the comparison principle then implies

(7.14) ut(t, ) > v°(t,x) for all (¢t,x) € [to,to + k'] x R™.
By (6.7) (with N = 1g), we have that, for all ¢ € [to,to + h'],

u(t,x) — g - ve(t, z) — g

C
> =20 i R"™ : d;, (¢ -0 > .
ellnel T  ellneg] 7 m {$€ ot x) =6 2 }

Letting € — 0, it follows that, for all ¢ € [tg, to + h'],
- L us(tx) — 1 .
(7.15) {z e R" : d;y(t,x) — 6 >0} C {ZL' eR": hl;n—}élf*(s\lrl)glo > —20} .

Now, let 1 € {x € B(xo,7) : wi,(to + h,x) > 0}, so that d;,(to + h,z1) > 0. Then,
there exist 1 > 0 and 0 < 7 < h’ — h such that for |t — (tg + h)| < 7, it holds that
B(zi,m) C {x € B(xo,7) : di(t,z) > 0} and by (7.15), for 6 < r1/2,

e(¢ s
[to+h—T,to+h+7]xB (:L‘l,r—l) Cs(tx): liminf*w > —2G.
2 e—0 e |lnel
Taking 6 — 0, we see that (to + h, 1) is an interior point of the set
e (¢ s
(t,x) € (0,00) x R"™: liminf*w >0,
€0 e lnel
namely, it belongs to D%. This proves the desired inclusion

{z € B(xo,7) : piy(to + h,x) > 0} = {x € B(wo,7) : dig(to + h,x) > 0} C D .
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8. PROOF OF LEMMA 4.3

First, note that by the regularity of ¢ and d, there is some 7 € (0,1) and C' > 0 such that

'¢> (5 + d(t’“g? - d(t’@) — G+ Vd(tx) - 2)
d(t,x + e2) — d(t, x))
15

(8.1)

< é (5 +(1—7)Vd(t,z) - z+7 Ce|z|%

8.1. Proof of (4.6) and (4.10). To prove (4.6), we will show that for all (¢,¢,2) € R x
[to, to + h] x R™,
(8.2) lac(&;,2)| < Ces.

The same estimate for d, de and @'. will follow similarly by replacing ¢ in expression (4.4)
by ¢, ¢ and ¢, respectively.
Begin by writing

itn) = [ (o (60 ML) oy Va9 ) o

2 z|
d(t,x+¢ez) —d(t,x dz
+/1 (¢(§+ ( ) )>—¢(§+Vd(ta$)'z)>n+1
e 2<|z|<ye! € |Z’
= I+1I.
For the long-range interactions,
d
2> 2 |2]
For the short range interactions, we use (8.1) to estimate
dz 1
) 1
Il <C el -1 = Cez
|2l<e™2 2|

Estimate (8.2) follows.
Consequently, using the behavior of ¢ at +00 in (1.4), we estimate

Cez [ . C

ez |ln5|’

1 )
B3)  Jalta)| € o [ laelit o)l o) < -
which gives (4.10).

8.2. Proof of (4.7) and (4.11). We first show the estimate for Oia. in (4.7). For this, we
write

{¢ (g L dltat 5,28) —d(t, :c)) dy(t,x + 6,25) — dy(t, z)

drac(§5t, w) = /

-
|z]<Z

. d
— d(E+Vd(t,x) - 2) Vdy(t, ) - Z}Wil

_ /|z|<v(' ) +/W<Z|<w(...) — 111
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Beginning with I, we write

I /z|<7 {¢ (5 N d(t,z +ez) — d(t,m)) di(t,x +e2) — di(t,x) — Vdi(t,x) - (£2)

9 9

4 <¢s (5 L dbwtes) - d“’”) —d(E+Vd(t, ) - z)> Vdy(t,) - Z}‘z,dqil

3

With the regularity of ¢ and d, we have

1| <C { |di(t,x +ez) — di(t,z) — Vd(t, x) - (€2)]
2| <~ €
g 1t e2) Al n) Nt 2) C2 g, 4,0y L2
€ |Z|n+1
2 3 dz
<C (5‘Z| +€|Z| ) SC’V&SCHng"

|z|<y |z’n+1

Next, we estimate 1. By the regularity of ¢ and d, we have

d
11] < 0/ 2] —— = C|Ine|.
y<|z]< ‘Z|n+1

Combining the estimates for I and 11, we have (4.7) for d;a.. The estimate for V a. in (4.7)
follows along the same lines.
We now check (4.7) for D2a.. For ease, we drop the notation in ¢ and write

D}a.(& )

[ { ; <§ L te) - d(x)) (Vi +22) = Vd(a)) © (Vda +22) ~ Vda)
|2l <2 € c

— ¢ (E+ Vd(z) - z) D%d(z)z @ D*d(z)z
(x+e2) —d(z)\ D?*d(x +ez) — D?d(x)
€ ) €

+<;5<§+d

G+ Vd(x) - 2) D3d(x)z.}’2’df+1.
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Using the regularity of ¢ and d, we estimate to find
(8.4)

| DZac (& @)
< {’¢<§+ x—i—szg)—d(a:)) (Vd(z 4+ e2) — Vd(x)) ®

— 2
|z\<7 3

(Vd(z 4 ez) — Vd(x)) ‘

+ ¢ (£ 4+ Vd(z) - z) D*d(z)z ® D?*d(z)=

n <¢ <§ L d@tez) - d(x)) - é(f)) D%d(z + £2) — D2d(x)
e

3

+| (96 + V(@) - 2) - 9(9)) DPd(x)>
+lae <D2d(x +ez2) — D%d(x) B D3d(a:)z> ‘} dz

c |Z|n+1

< C/ { ’Vd(x + 52)2_ Vd(x)P + ]ng(:n)z ® DQd(fL‘)Z|
|z|<2

e

n |d(z + ez) — d(x)| |D?d(x + £2) — D?d(x)|
£ €

+ |Vd(x) - z||D3d(x)z|

D%d(z +ez) — D%*d(x) 5 dz
+ ’ 6 — D°d(z)z }Mm_l
cof oL
|2]<2 |2|™ €
With (4.7), we estimate as in (8 3) to obtain
Cllne
ot < i [ 1t taior s < S oo

and similarly for V,a. and Dxaa. This gives (4.11).

8.3. Proof of (4.8). By (4.6), we can assume that |£] > 1.
Choose k > 0 such that

1
(8.5) IVdljoor < -
Then, for |2| < |¢|, we have that |Vd(t,z) - z| < |¢]/4 and 122t dE] < gq| 12| <
€|/4. In particular, by (8.1) and the estimate (4.3) for ¢,

(5.6 o (¢4 MBTED M) o ek vatn)-2) <

Now, we write

CCLOR (o (g4 A=) g vatn ) -))

:/ (...)+/ (...)
{lzl<rlel}n{l=l<2} {lz1>wl€l}n{l=l<2}
= 1+1I.

Celz|?
€12
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1) < CE/ dz  _ Ce
TR Sqai<nieny |27 L€

By (8.6),

Next, we have
dz C

1 <2 / O
(eswteny 12177 1€

Estimate (4.8) for a. then follows.
Estimate (4.8) for a. is proven in the same way, just replacing ¢ by ¢.

8.4. Proof of (4.9). By (4.7), we can assume that |£] > 1.
Choose k > 0 satisfying (8.5). We split

Orac (&5t x) = /{ . {¢ <5 N d(t,z + 625) - d(t,x)> di(t, x4 e2) — dy(t, )

3

. d
— G (E+ Vd(t,z) - 2) Vdy(t, z) - z} ‘ZWZH

:/ (...)+/ ()= I+II
(=l<nlglin{z1<2} el>wlglinglsl<2)

Beginning with I, we write

I / {¢ (5 N d(t,x +¢ez) — d(t,x)) di(t,x +ez) — di(t,x) — Vdi(t, z) - (e2)
{lzl<rlél}nflzI<T} € €

4 (g‘s <§ L dberez) - d“”””) —d(E+Vd(t,z) - z)) Vd(t,) - z}‘z‘dnil.

3

As in the proof of (4.8), by the estimates (4.3) for ¢ and ¢, if |z| < k|¢| and |z| < 2, then

0<¢<§+d(t,x+€z)—d(t,x)>§02
€ €]
and p p o
: t,x +ez)—d(t,x .
]¢<s+ (totez) —d ))—¢<f+w<t,x>-z> <
€ €| €]
Therefore,
C / , o dz _C
Il < elz]” + |z < —.
d 1€]2 {\z|<l{\§|}< 2+ 1 )\Z|”+1 €]
Regarding I1, we have
d
<o () i = 5 o e < 7
{I=|>rlg[}n{l=l<2} [z[m+T (elnlely 1217~ elg]

From the estimates of I and 11, (4.9) for 0;a. follows.

The estimate for V a. can be proven in the same way.

We next check (4.9) for D2a.. As before, if x satisfies (8.5) and if |z| < k|¢[, then, by (4.3)
for <z5 and &,

'é<£+d(t,x+5zg)—d(t,x)> e £Vt 2) |, 36 < ‘50’2
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Therefore, recalling (8.4),
C’ d

|Dzac (&5t 2)| < 3 ’Z‘Q nz+1

{l=l<rleln{]= |< 2|

5 dz
|z’n+1

z
/{|Z>ﬁ|§|}ﬂ{z|<3}
<£ +C/ dz <L
1€ Jqz<nien 12 |" [T €2 Jypasngey 1217 T €]

The proof of the second line in (4.9) is proven the same way, just replacing ¢ with .

The proof of Lemma 4.3 is then complete.

9. PROOF OF LEMMA 4.4
9.1. Proof of (4.12). For ease, we drop the notation in ¢. Note that

d(z +ez) —d(x)
5
If |Vd(z)| < Cpe, with Cy > 0 to be determined, then

la (¢ 2)| < C= /

— Vd(x) - = +£0(|2P).

as desired.
Next, let us assume

(9.1) c1 = |Vd(z)| > Cpe.
Let T be an orthogonal matrix such that if z = Ty, then
(9.2) Vd(z) -z =Vd(z) - Ty = c1yn.

With the change of variables ez = Ty and using the monotonicity of ¢, we obtain

L C1Yn O(\y!2)>_ qyn} dy
as(ﬁ,x)_s/ﬂy'q}{qz»(u R ¢>(5+ : ) e
cyn | Clyl? C1Yn dy

<e [ foler e O ) co(er ) it

Fix r > &, to be chosen. For y = (¢/,y), we write

a=(§%) / (..)+/ (.)
€ {1/ [>r}0{Jyn|>r} ('] lyml<e}

+/ (...)+/ (...).
{lynl<r}nfe<ly’|<r}) {lv'|<e}n{e<lynl<r}

=1 =11

dy dy C
/ (o) < 2/ T S
(1>} {lyal>ry 1Yl (>} Yl r

d C d
/ (< s [ Pt
('l luml<e} 1Y e Jyl<va 1yl

Since

and



THE DISCRETE DISLOCATION DYNAMICS OF MULTIPLE DISLOCATION LOOPS

we have

(9.3) “E(? Y <o)+ 0 <i) +T+11.
Next, we will show that

(9.4) I< Z!lne.

For this, we will make the change of variables
(9.5) t = ‘y—’}’ and o =0p, 0cS"2
Y

Indeed, changing variables first in ¢ for a fixed 3/, we have

I:/ dy// dyn n+1
{e<ly’|<r} {lynl<r} ([Y']% + lynl?) 2

n C / n
{¢ (5+Clj +5(\y2+\yn|2>> —o s+ )}

_/ dy’/ dt
{e<lyi<ry 91" S oy (1 442)"F

{éf) (5 + |yl|01t+ C’|y;|2(1 +t2)> — 6 (f + |3/;|01t> }

€

Then, we change to polar coordinates in v’ to write

sr=2Je DT <y (L442) 2

2

{¢> <§+pclt+cp(1+t2) —¢(§+@t) }
& & 19

We split

i[O ae [ a [P a)—hen
Sn—2 e P7 J{t<1} Sn—2 e P {1<ltl<z}

If [t| < 1, then 1 + ¢ < C. With this and the monotonicity of ¢,
T d 2
Ilgc/ 720/ {¢<§+mt+cp>—¢(£+mt)}dt

e D7 J{t<1} € € €
r 1 2 2

—C/ d];/ dt/¢<§+pclt+CpT>pdr
e D7 J{<1} 0 € € €
r 1 2

~S [ [ar [ afo(erPheactT)| S

€ Je 0 {lt|]<1} € € pc1

r 1 2 2
_¢ dp/ d7{¢<§+m+01”>_¢<5_m+0107>}
c1Je P Jo € € € €
C|lne|

<

c1
This shows that

(9.6) I < C|lne|

C1

39



40 S. PATRIZI AND M. VAUGHAN

Next, estimating I, we use that the integrand function is positive to find

" dp dt { < pcy,  Cp? 9 > pc1 }
L <C — _— 715 14+t —1 .
2= /g p? /{|t|>1} (1+2)"5 At 1+ ¢<€+ = )

Let r satisfy
(9.7) >,
so that ¢;/p > 1 for 0 < p < r. Then we can split

12<0/ dp/ ..)+C/ dé’/ dt(...)
{It1>/<Ly e P7J{i<tl< /)

=:J; + Ja.

We will show that
C|lne|
C1 '

(9.8) Ji, Ja <

For J;, we estimate

"d dt C
Jlﬁc/ g/ Wzn/ 2dp</ <*Ihﬂel
e P? Jqes /a2y 1t e Je

Estimating J2, we find

d dt ! Op? 2
Jz—C/ p/ o ¢<§+mt+ (1+t2)>p(1+t2)d7
{1<|t|< 93 (1+12)% € £

Now, if
e<p<r, 0<7<1l and 1§|t|§1/0—1,
p
then
12Cprt| < 2Cp, /— =2C /c1p < 2C\/err,

where we can assume C' > 1 in the last inequahty above. Choose

(9.9) "= 0
then (9.7) is satisfied, and choosing Cyp = 16C? in (9.1) we also have that r > e. Moreover,
c1+ 2Cptt > ¢ — 2C\/eir > %1

Then, integrating by parts, we get

r 1
TR S
cal: pJo {1<ltl<\/3} t]

2
= dp/ n—l/ ¢<§+pclt+0 T(1+t2)>tdtn
{1<ltl<y/SH) [t] [¢]

¢>< per, , CP° (1+t2)) :1/71

|t|n71
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+<¢><£ = 02(1+t2>> 1 ]
1

dp
/ /

e ] In 5\
=
Hence, we obtain (9.8). The desired estimate (9.4) follows from (9.6) and (9.8).
It remains to estimate II. First, we make the same change of variables as in I to write

cd dt
gn—2 0 P7UE<p<zy (1+12) 2

pe1 p? pei
{gb <§+ Plivcta +t2)> o &+ —t) }

With the regularity of ¢ and d, we have

€ 2
0 D7 J{E<pl<t}y € (14+12) 2

C [ dt
< — dp i
e Jo {1<fti<zy It]

C 3
< 5/ (Inr —Inp)dp < C|Ine|.
0

Combining the previous estimate for IT with (9.3), (9.4) and (9.9) we get
a:(&; ) < 9+ C|lne| < C\lne\.
r C1 C1

Similarly, one can show
a:(&; ) > _C’ Ine| .
5 - cl
This proves (4. 12) for a.. The estimates for a. and d. are proved in the same way, just
replacing ¢ by é and ¢, respectively. Lastly, (4.12) for a. follows from the estimate for a..

9.2. Proof of (4.13). We will only prove the estimate for V,a., the estimate for d;a. and
Va. will follow similarly. Moreover, (4.13) for the derivatives of a. follows from the estimates
for the derivatives of a.. For ease, we continue to drop the notation in t¢.

We perform the same Taylor expansion as above but we make the error term explicit,

d(x +ez) — d(z)
€

1
=Vd(z) -z + 5/ D2d(z + 7ez)(1 — 7)dr 2 - 2.
0

Recall that by Definition 2.2, d is the smooth signed distance function from the front I'; in
the set {|d| < p} . Therefore, |Vd(x)| =1 for all x in that set. As in (9.2) (with ¢; = 1), let
T be an orthogonal matrix such that if z = Ty, then

(9.10) Vd(z) -z =Vd(x) - Ty = yp.
With the change of variables z = Ty, we obtain, for all z € {|d| < p},
d 1
a-(&x) = / Y {qb <§ + yn + 5/ D?d(z + 1eTy)(1 — 7)dr Ty - Ty> -+ yn)} )
{ 0

<2y [yl
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Therefore, for i =1,...,n,

dy
O, a: (&) = / n+1¢ <§+yn —1—6/ D?d(x + 7eTy)(1 — 7)dr Ty - Ty)
(<2} vl

5/ D?dy, (z + 7eTy)(1 — 7)dr Ty - Ty,
0
from which we deduce that

)

dy
Or,0:(&;7)] < 5/ — =
ol <e | on5

as desired.
9.3. Proof of (4.14). For ease, we continue to drop the notation in ¢.
If z € Q,, then, recalling Definition 2.2, |[Vd(z)| = 1. Estimate (4.14) is then a consequence

of estimate (4.12) for a. when |£| < v~2 for ¢ small enough. Therefore, we assume |£| > v~ 2.
We will show that

(9.11) ac(§;w) < sl

= e

Performing first the change of variable ez = Tz with T" as in (9.10) and then the change of
variable in (9.5), we get

" d dt
as(&; ) :6/,5‘”2 d9/0 ;29/{|t<\/;§_1} (1+t2)”7“
{gi) <§+pt+pQO(1+t2)) —¢(§+Qt) }
3 & &

By the monotonicity of ¢, for some Cy > 0,

ac(&; ) <C€/ /{|t< J;m{gﬁ(& t+C (1+t2)>—¢<§+§t>}.

If |€] > 2ve~ (1 4 2Cp), then for 0 < p <y < 1 and [t| < 1,

t C Colpt
>|5r—@—0*p— G > 121+ 200) >

’§+ t+C (1+¢%) ‘g'

and by (4.3), for some 7 € (0, 1),

Cop 2 PN p,  Cop? 2\ Cop? 2
¢(§+ Br g =8 (1+t)>—¢(§+€t>—q§<§+gt+78(1+t))(1+t)

9
C Cop?
N p Cop? 2 2 (;p (1+t2)
€+ 2t + S22 (14 2)
CP2 2
< TP 42y,
EERR

Therefore,

\5!2/ /{t|< (1 +t2 \5!2 (7+/ dp/{1<|t|< \t>
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C g Cy _ Ce
1 1 d
|£|2< / (lny = lnp) p) G

where we used that |£] > 2ye71(1 4 2Cp) in the last inequality. This implies (9.11).
Next, let us assume y~2 < [£] < 2ve~1(1 + 2C)). We split,

(9.12)

lgin) _ [T dp o P ) o (er ) )
- SC/O pg/{t|<;}(1+t2)n;1 oL+t ——(1+1) ¢<§+€t)

N C/o7 Z}; /{|t<1}(' R 0/07 Z]; /{1<t|<;}(

= I+1I.
As in the proof of (4.12), for Cy; = 2Cy,

1 2 2
(9.13) ISC/OWZ)/U <¢<§+§+le7>—¢<§—§+01§ T))df.

We next observe that

C 2
(9.14) PLOPT Bl e = el¢] ,
£ £ 2 14+ /14 2C el
and since |¢] < 2ye1(1 + 2C)),
(9.15) celé] < 1 < Cele].

Since the integrand function in (9.13) is positive, we can write

1 P1 1 max{vy,p1}
ISC/ dT/ dp(...)+C/ dT/ dp(...)=:J1+ Jo.
0 0 0 p1

By (9.14) and (4.3), if 0 < p < p1,
C1p? C1p? C C
oex 2 OFTY g (62 A7) b Cp
(lel - 2

€ € _ Cip? 7’)2 5|§|2'

Therefore, using (9.15) and that |¢] < 2ye~1(1 + 2C)),

c M Cp? Cy
Jlﬁ/ pdp < —5 < Ce < .
elgl? Jo el¢f €]
Next, again by (9.15),

J2 < C/ @ < CmaX{%Pl} b1 < ﬁ
D1 p b1 5|€‘
Putting it all together, we obtain

Cvy
9.16 < —.
(6-16) T

Let us now estimate 7 in (9.12). By the monotonicity of ¢,

, ler) (o)
</ /{1<|t|< ‘t‘n—'—l{gb <§+ € " € N €
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" dp " dp
/ /{1<t< } / /{ Lot 1}

=11+ 1.

We are only going to estimate I since the estimate for Il follows with a similar argument.
Thus, we assume below that ¢ > 1. Observe that

t C 242 ' 2 (1€l — 2
o17) PO g e it <<= (1)
1+ /1+4Cie (] - 3l¢)
and
4 .
(9.18) B> lel+qlgl i tp>pai= e (6] + 1)
Notice that for |¢] < 2ye~1(1 +2Cp) and 0 < v < 1,
(9.19) celé] < p1, p2 < Cel]
and
2
9.20 0<po—p1 <el€||1- + Cen[€] < Crel€].
(9.20 _ ||< — HO(V)) Tlel < Ol

Therefore, if 0 < tp < p1, by (4.3) and (9.17),
pt  Cip*t? pt C pt? Cp*t?
(9.21) ¢(§+ o) el D) < — 3 <
(il i)

e~ er?lgl*
and if tp > py, by (4.2) and (9.18),

pt CIP2t2>_< Pt) I PSR D O
(9-22) ¢<£+ £ o) =t g+ 2 Sv\&!'

Assume v > po. The cases 7 < p1 and p; < < p2 can be treated similarly. We split

111g/Om(...)+/p2(...)+/7(...) .

p1 p2

We further split

P1 g a d P g
le/ ?;/pdt<...>+/ p/ / p/ dt(...)=JH +J: +J3.
o P J1 0o P?

By (9.19), (9.21) andfor6<’y,

P 2 C P1 %1 dt C D1
- 872]5\2/ / t” n—1 = 572‘&2/0 dp/l i 5')’2|§’2/0 (Inpy — Inp)dp
_ Cp;
ey’ lEP Ty | | = a|§y
By (9.19) and (9.20),

P

Prd Pldp [ 11 _
JE < 2/ / th < / P/ _/ <2 B 2) dp — (p2 pl)(1271 + p2)
& 0 P b3 p1Dp5

<
- €|£!

SIS
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By (9.19), (9.22) and since |¢| > v72,

J /Pl dp/ /Pl dp/ _ /m dp 0p1 < C - ﬂ
] | w83 ¢ T lépE T evlE? T el

Therefore,

Cv

i
elél’

Next, by (9.19) and (9.20),
P2dp [ di PPdp . p2—p1 _ Cy
J2<2/ / thrl— / 720 < oo
m p P pipz el

Finally, if po < p < and ¢ > 1, then tp > py. Hence, by (9.19), (9.22) and since |£]| > 72,
v 00 v
dp/ dt dp < C < C < Cv

vm v gt = fy|§r pe P Elp2 = eylE T elel’
From the last three estimates, we infer that
Cvy
5[]1 <
5}
Similarly, one gets the same upper bound for €/l and thus
Cvy
ell <
3

which together with (9.12) and (9.16) gives (9.11). The lower bound for a.(&;z) is obtained
with a similar argument. Estimate (4.14) follows.

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.4. O

10. PROOF OF LEMMA 4.5

Lemma 4.5 follows from the next four lemmas.

Lemma 10.1. Let d be as in Definition 2.2. If |d(t,x)| < p, then there is C > 0 such that

o (H102) - (o (24 - i ()&

Lemma 10.2. Let d be as in Definition 2.2. If |d(t,x)| > p, then there is C > 0 such that

(d(t, ) ) ‘ Ce
Qe ,t,l’ S - .
e p

Lemma 10.3. Let d be as in Definition 2.2. If |d(t,x)| > p, then there is C > 0 such that

2 b o]

Lemma 10.4. Let d be as in Definition 2.2. If |d(t,x)| > p, then there is C > 0 such that

A0 (‘“tj)ﬂ <&
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10.1. Proof of Lemma 10.1. First, we write a. = a. (d(t,x)/e;t,x) as

agzP.V./n <¢ <W> ¢<d(t6 ))) ‘ |Cflz+1
w5 &
_/z|>g <¢ (W) —¢<d(t€x) +Vd(t,x) - )) A

Recalling that 0 < ¢ < 1, we first estimate
dz < 2/ dz  Ce
\ntl = |z|>% |z’n+1 :

/Zw ¢<d(t’x+gz>>_‘Z’<d(tex)+w“ % ) " y

5

Since e = Vd(t,x) is a unit vector when |d(t,z)| < p, by applying Lemma 3.2 to the second
integral in the right-hand side of (10.1) and a change of variable in the first integral, we
obtain

i (225 o (8) i (209) o
—<7, |o ()] @) - ol (42 ) 4o (2).

10.2. Proof of Lemma 10.2. The lemma is an immediate consequence of (4.8).

10.3. Proof of Lemma 10.3. We drop the notation in ¢. For ¢ = ||Vd| s, we write

()] mrn [ ((5) ()
[ () e (1) o (1) T )
’ /z|>2”c <¢ (Ci(xem) —¢ (d(;)» Jbil

=1+4+11I.

Looking first at the long-range interactions, we use 0 < ¢ < 1 to estimate
dz C
|II|§2/ T =
=>4 2| p
For the short-range interactions, fix z such that |z| < p/(2¢). Then, by Taylor’s theorem,

(1) (1) (1)
- T TZ T TZ X TZ . T TZ 2 T TZ
_1<¢(d( + )>Vd( +72) @ Vd(z + )+¢<d( + )>Dd( + )>Z.Z

€ g2 €

2
for some 0 < 7 < 1. Since

d(z+72)
5

S @) el o P ’.
- ¢ € e 2¢ 2e
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we can apply (4.3) to estimate

‘¢( x+72)>|§052 and ’qﬁ(d(ﬂﬁLTZ))‘ch

P £

Therefore, with the regularity of d,

‘¢< w—i—z)) 6 <d(x)> _¢<d(x)) Vd(x) -
5 5 5
Thus, we have that . c
dz
I <= 2 ==,
I < p? /Z|<;; o |2 p

The conclusion follows by combining the estimates for I and I1.

10.4. Proof of Lemma 10.4. From (1.4), the periodicity of W and W’(0) = 0, we see that

00 (242) - o o(82) - v (4(22)) o ()

where, as usual, ¢(§) = ¢(€) — H(E) and H is the Heaviside function. Therefore, by (4.2),

d(t,x) Ce Ce
Thlp ( ) < < —.
N S e =
The proof of Lemma 4.5 is then completed. O

11. ProOOF oOoF LEMMA 4.9

Lemma 4.9 is a consequence of the following three lemmas.
Lemma 11.1. Let d be as in Definition 2.2. If |d(t,x)| < p, then there is C > 0 such that
d(t, - d(t,x C
<z [0 (M%) | @ - cm ) (152 <
€ € |Ing|2

Lemma 11.2. Let d be as in Definition 2.2. If |d(t,x)| > p, then there is C > 0 such that

Ty (5t 2)] <d(tj)>’ = |1nce|p'

Lemma 11.3. Let d be as in Definition 2.2. If |d(t,z)| > p, then there is C > 0 such that

o (22| =

[nelzp

11.1. Proof of Lemma 11.1. For simplicity in notation, we drop the dependence on ¢t. By
Lemma 3.2 and the fact that |Vd(z)| =1 if |d(x)| < p, we have

oz, o ()| @ - ity (s (1)

by ( (dﬂc+52 6Z>¢<C@+Vd(m)'2;$>)p|617il
=P.V. < (d +sz €z>_w<d(:)+Vd(x)'z3x+€z>>|j¢i1
+PV/n <¢<d: Vd(z) - Z§x+52>—¢<c@+Vd(x)-z;x>>pTl7i_l

= I+1I.
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First, let us estimate I. We will show that

C
11.1 I <
(11.1) 1< G
Notice that
(11.2) ‘w (HEZ)J: + ez) — (d(:) + Vd(z) - z;x + az)‘ < O]l oogl2|?,

so we can actually write

= () o (2 )

I—/ 1()+/ 1(...)::I1+IQ.
{lzl<e™2} {lz[>e72}
By (11.2) and (4.20) for v

From here, we split

. dz Ce _1 C
Bl Celdlloe [, iy < ge =
{zl<e~ 3} |2] e2|Ine] |Inel

and from (4.20) for 1,
1
dz €2 C
1| < wuoo/ < =<
(o> 3y |2" géflnzs] [Inel

This proves (11.1).

Next, using that P. V. f{‘ <Imeld} Vb (d(:p ) 'Z‘erirl =0, we write

7= /{| o {w (Cl(e) +Vd(z) - z;x—i—ez) — (d(f) +Vd(z) - z;x)

v <() + Vd(z) - z;x) : (52)} ,Zﬁil

i /{z|<|1na%} {vw <d(:) + Vile): Zﬂ:) — Vay <d(j)v$>} (e2) \zldnzﬂ

d(x) . LG .
Sy 07 (70 e ) = (B2 49020 i
=1L + 11+ I1I5.

By (4.20) for D21,
dZ C 2‘ 1 C

18] < C|D2]s® | < et = <
TN Jsi<ime 2y 1217 T €2 Ine] IIne|

By (4.22) for V),

. d C C
L < Vad(io)le [ S5 < el =
{21<|ine|2} |2] el lne| |Ine|z
Finally, from (4.22) for v,
dz c
18] < 29 [ <
(el>Ime 3y 12" 7 nel2
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This proves that

(11.3) < ¢

|Ine|2

From (11.1) and (11.3), we have Lemma 11.1.
11.2. Proof of Lemma 11.2. From (4.16), (4.2), (4.3), (4.8), (4.10) and (4.21), for [£| > 1,

T ()] ©)] < O @) + SRy on aww1de) + Cloe)

e lnel
< ¢ .
e[ Inel[¢]
In particular,
d(t, ) C c
. < < .
o o) () | < ey < ey
11.3. Proof of Lemma 11.3. For convenience, we drop the dependence on t and begin by
writing
d(- d(- d(x
oz, o ()| @ = e [o ()| @ - Ivalc e (o (22
(11.4) i)
+ Vo nl (o] (1),

With Lemma 3.2 and as in the proof of Lemma 11.1, we obtain

oz, o ()| @ - e, s ol ()

_pV ( (‘”*52 gz>_¢<@+Vd(x).z;x+ez>>’ZTZ7;

+PV/H <1j)<d Vd(z) - z;:x+6z>—@b<d<&_x)+Vd(x)-z;x>>|zﬁil
= 1+1I,
with c
= |Ing|’

Vo (42 - 2 r = 0. we write, for ¢ = |Vl

Next, using that P. V. f{‘ <|ne[~3}
z ne

1= /{z|<|1ns—é} {¢ (Cl(é_) + V() s+ sz) — <d(:) +Vd(z) - z;x)

V1 <<j) + Vd(z) - z;:E) : (52)} |z’d7irl

! /{|z<|1ns|%} {qu/) (Cl(:) + Vd(z) - Z;x> . V) (d(j) >} . (5’2);7;11
- /{|1ne| 3 clal< 2t {d’ <d(:) + Vd(z) - z;x+5z> — <d:) +Vd(z) Z;$> } |z|d:+1

2ce
o,
{lzI>55

{d} <d()+w($)'2?$+52) —1/1<d(?+vcz(x)‘z;z>}|zldél

€

2ce
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=: IIl -+ IIQ =+ IIg —+ II4
By (4.20) for D21,

d
18] < C|D2]s® | IR O TN S S
{lal</tmel "3} |2] e’ Ine] el
By (4.20) for V),
- = _C C
8] < Vbl [ < G -
{lel<Imel =%} [2] e lne|?

Next, note that if |d(z)| > p and |z| < 5, then ]@ + Vd(x) - z| > L. Therefore, by (4.21),

]ILJ,’SCS/ .
ellnel p {]z|>|Ine|”"2} 2] |[Ine|zp

Finally, from (4.20) for ),

dz Cez
18] < 2] [

(a5 |27 7 [Inelp

We conclude that

d(- C
7 [ (") | @ - waie. s ol <
< [Inelzp
Moreover, by Lemma 11.2,
C
d CnT “ < .
Ve €T ()] < e
Recalling recalling (11.4), the lemma then follows.
The proof of Lemma 4.9 is then completed. U
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