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ABSTRACT. In the present article we study diffuse interface models for two-phase biomembranes.
We will do so by starting off with a diffuse interface model on R™ defined by two coupled phase
fields u,v. The first phase field u is the diffuse approximation of the interior of the membrane;
the second phase field v is the diffuse approximation of the two phases of the membrane. We
prove a compactness result and a lower bound in the sense of I'-convergence for pairs of phase
functions (ue,ve). As an application of this first result, we consider a diffuse approximation of
a two-phase Willmore functional plus line tension energy.

1. INTRODUCTION

The rigorous variational framework for the diffuse approximation of the area of a hypersurface in R" is
the well-known analysis by Modica and Mortola [MM77}, [Mod87]: To a smooth function on Q C R", one
associates the Van der Waals-Cahn-Hilliard energy

M. (u) = /Q <%|Vu|2 + @) dz. (1.1)

Here W is a non-negative double-well potential with exactly two zeros, for example W (u) = (1 — u?)?.
The integrand above will be called “Modica-Mortola integrand” in the sequel. In the sharp interface limit

€ — 0, I. converges in the sense of I'-convergence to a multiple of the perimeter functional

Per E  if u = xg for some set of finite perimeter
Plu) =

+00 else.

In the last decades this result has been generalized in several directions. For example we mention [Bal90]
for the multi-phase case, [Bou90] where heterogeneous fluids which may undergo temperature changes are

taken into account, [BF94] [OS91] for anisotropic models, and [ABCP03, [BZ09, [CFG23], [CFHP19, [Mor20),

[Mar23] where the interaction between singular perturbations and homogenization is considered (see also
[BMZ23], [BEMZ23] for the homogenization of Ambrosio-Tortorelli functionals).

With certain applications in biophysics in mind, we are going to call boundaries of sets of finite perimeter
membranes in the sequel. In some of these applications, one is interested in models for membranes that
themselves possess two different phases (with different physical properties), and the interface between such
phases should again be associated to an energy measuring its length. We will call such membranes two-
phase membranes. A concrete example are the Jiilicher-Lipowsky energies [JL.96] associated to a membrane
OE C R3,

£S5 = / (it — H)* + KK) d#® + a/ 1,
o127/ 0E r
where the membrane OF is decomposed into the two phases S1,S2, with common boundary I, H denotes
the mean curvature of 0F, Hg, 7 = 1,2 are different reference values for the mean curvature, K denotes

Gauss curvature of OF, kf , 4,5 = 1,2, are phase dependent elastic moduli, and o is the interfacial energy
density.
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Similar to the manner in which we approximated the interior of the membrane OF by a phase function
u, we may now wish to approximate the two phases Si, S2 by a phase function v, defined on 9F.

Such an effort has been undertaken in [OR23|, where diffuse interface energies of Modica-Mortola type
have been considered on (generalized) hypersurfaces. Using the concept of generalized BV functions on
currents from [ADS96], the paper [OR23] contains a compactness result and lower bound in the sense of
I-convergence for the Modica-Mortola functional evaluated on sequences of current-function pairs (S, ve).
As an application of that first result, it also contains a compactness result and a lower bound in the sense
of I'-convergence for the diffuse approximation of a two-phase Willmore functional combined with a line
tension energy (for the case n = 3). Other noteworthy research efforts concerning the variational analysis of
multiphase membranes are [CMV13| [Hel12l [Hel14] for the rotationally symmetric case, and more recently
[BLS20] in a more general setting.

In the present article, we study the diffuse approximation of a two-phase membrane starting from a
pair of phase functions (u,v). The diffuse surface energy of the membrane is (L)), while the diffuse
interfacial energy between the two phases of the membrane is given by the integral of the product of the
Modica-Mortola integrands for u and v,

I(u,v) = /Q <%|VU|2 + @) (%mﬁ + @) dz. (1.2)

In the first main contribution of the present paper, we will consider a sequence u. of phase fields such

1+u
that +Ue converges strictly in BV towards the indicator function HT" = x e of a set of finite perimeter £

in R™. We assume that the diffuse energies M. (uc)+ I (ue, ve) are uniformly bounded, and show that there
exists a phase function v that has values in {—1,1} H"~! almost everywhere on the reduced boundary of
E, and a subsequence of (ue, ve)e such that this sequence of pairs converges in a suitable sense to the pair
(u,v).

Our second contribution is a translation of the compactness result and the lower bound in the sense of
I-convergence for the two-phase Willmore functional plus line tension from [OR23| to the setting of pairs
of coupled phase functions (u,v).

To explain this second result of the present paper in slightly more detail, let us consider the diffuse
approximation of the Willmore energy for the phase function u in R3,

Fo(u) = /R . (WT(“) —5Au>2 de.

It has been shown in [BP937 RSO6] that M. + F. converges to the sum of the area functional and the
Willmore functional as ¢ — 0, in the sense of I'-convergence. We will consider couplings of the phase field
v the diffuse Willmore energy density,

M= [ 1 (M,

13 13

where a(v) can be thought of as a phase-dependent elastic modulus. Adopting suitable variants of the
hypotheses from [OR23|], we make the assumption that J. is uniformly bounded in a way that allows for
an application of the Li-Yau inequality [LY82], and which hence guarantees strict convergence in BV of a
subsequence of H% to the indicator function xg of a set of finite perimeter £ C R3. We show that there
exists a further subsequence such that the pairs (ue,ve) converge to a limit pair (u,v) as in our first result,
and prove that the associated energy functionals (which in the limit is the two-phase Willmore functional
with line tension) satisfy a lower bound inequality in the sense of I'-convergence in the limit £ — 0.

In the proof of our results we make extensive use, on the one hand, of the analysis of Modica-Mortola type
functionals on current-function pairs from [OR23|, which in turn is based on the theory of BV functions
on currents from [ADS96], and on the other hand, of the analysis of the diffuse Willmore functional from
[RS06]. Our first main result is obtained by a slicing argument: To each of the slices we may apply the
compactness theorem and the lower bound from [OR23]. It then remains to show that the limit is the same
for each of the slices, which is achieved by a blow-up argument (see Step 2 in the proof of Proposition B.6]).
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In the application of the first result to the diffuse approximation of a two-phase Willmore functional, we
rely crucially on the estimates for the “discrepancy measures”

€ = <£|Vug|2 _ M) 3
2 5

from [RS06]. It is shown there that || — 0. We may use this result to control the behavior of the
push-forward of measures
W (ue

under the graph map = — (z,u.(z)), and show that this yields sufficiently strong convergence of the
3-tuples (pe,ue,ve) (see Lemma [£0) in order to obtain our result from standard lower semicontinuity
theorems for measure-function pairs.

In order to obtain full I'-convergence statements, we would have to supply upper bound constructions
matching the lower bounds provided by Theorems [3.1] and LIl However, we refrain from treating the
general construction in the present paper. We only construct upper bounds (corresponding to the situation
encountered in Theorem EI) for the case of limits given by a smooth two-dimensional surface in R*
possessing a smooth one-dimensional interface between the two phases defined on it. For this case, the
generalization of the constructions from [BP93] is relatively straightforward, and is carried out in Appendix
[Al The question how to generalize this construction to non-smooth limit surfaces is left open for future
research.

The plan of the paper is as follows: In Section[2lwe introduce some notation and preliminaries concerning
BV functions, Sobolev spaces and BV spaces on rectifiable currents, oriented varifolds and measure-
function pairs. In Section [J] we state and prove our first result, Theorem [3.J1 Our second result, Theorem
411 will be stated and proved in Sectiondl The upper bound construction for the smooth case is contained
in Appendix[A]l whereas Appendix[B] contains some properties of Sobolev spaces with respect to measures.
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section we collect some notation and recall some results that will be useful throughout the paper.

2.1. Notation.

(a) m,m > 2 are fixed positive integers;

(b) £™ and H""* denote the Lebesgue measure and the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure on
R"™, respectively;

) for every A C R™ let xa denote the characteristic function of the set A;

) € is an open subset of R";

) M(RQ) is the space of finite Radon measures on ;

) BV (Q) is the space of functions with bounded variation on € (see Section [2Z2));

) B.(x) denotes the open ball in R™ of radius r > 0 centered at z;

) Ak(R") and A®(R™), 0 < k < n, are the space of k-vectors and k-covectors, respectively, in R™;

) D*(Q), 0 < k < n, denotes the space of all infinitely differentiable k-differential forms Q — A*(R™)
with compact support in Q, and Dx(2), 0 < k < n, is the space of k-currents on € (see section

23).
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2.2. Functions of bounded variation. We say that a map u € L. (Q) is a function of bounded
variation if

|Du|(Q2) := sup{/ udivgda : ¢ € CHHR™), [|¢llpe @) < 1} < 00.
Q

We denote by BV (£2) the set of such maps. In this case, Du is a vector-valued finite Radon measure and
|Du| is the total variation of u. If u € W'(Q), then Du is just the weak gradient of u.

We say that a set E has finite perimeter in Q if xg € BV (Q) and we write Per (E,Q) := |Dxg|().
When ©Q = R" we simply write Per (E).

Definition 2.1. We say that a sequence (ue)e>0 converges strictly in BViee.(R™) to w if u. converges to
win L. (R™) and |Duc|(R™) converges to |Du|(R™).

Definition 2.2 (Measure theoretic boundary). Let E be a set of finite perimeter and = € R™. We say
z € 0+ F, the measure theoretic boundary of F if

LB, ()N E)

lim sup 0
r—0 rm
and
limsup 2 BrENE)
r—0 T

Proposition 2.3. Let E be a set of finite perimeter. For H" ™' a.e. x € 8.F, the generalized normal to
E:

ve(z) := lim 7f3(z’r) D
r—0 fB(z,r) |Dx £

exists and |ve(z)| = 1.

The family of sets with finite perimeter can be identified with the space BV (€;{0,1}), that is, the
space of functions in BV (Q) taking values in {0, 1} almost everywhere. Indeed if v € BV (£;{0,1}) then
u=xg with £ ={z € Q: u(z) = 1} and

Du(B) :/ vy dH™ T,
BNJy

for every Borel set B C R", where J, is the set of approximate jump points of u which, up to H™ '-
negligible sets, coincides with 0.F N 2 and v, is the external normal to J, which coincides with vg
H" 'a.e. Moreover

Per (E,Q) = [Du|(Q) = H" ' (J.NQ).

In a similar manner any v € BV (£2; {—1, 1}) is of the form u = 2xg — 1 for some set of finite perimeter E.

Proposition 2.4 (Co-area formula for BV-functions). If u € BV (Q2), then for every non-negative mea-

surable function g we have that
/ gd|Du| = // gdH"dt.
Q R J o, {u>t}

2.3. Currents and BV functions on currents. For 0 < k < n, we denote by Ax(R"™) the space of all
k—vectors and by AF(R™) the space of all k—covectors. The Hodge star isomorphism is denoted by

wot Ap(R™) = Ak (R™).

For Q C R™ an open set, we denote by Dk(Q) the space of all infinitely differentiable k—differential forms
Q — A®(R™) with compact support in Q. The dual Dy (Q) of D*(Q) is the space of k—currents on Q. The
boundary 0T € Dy_1(Q2) of a current T' € Dy () is defined as:

(T, w) = (T, dw) for all w € D" (Q).
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Definition 2.5. The mass of a current T € Dy () is
Mo(T) = sup{(T\,w) : w € D*(Q), ||w||r= < 1}.
Moreover we say that a sequence (Th)nen € Di(Q2) converges to T € Dy(2) in the sense of currents, and
we write T}, — T, if
(Th,w) = (T,w), for all we D*(Q).
If Mq(T) < 400, then by the Riesz representation theorem there exists a Radon measure |T']| on £
and a ||T'||-measurable function 7.0 Ak (R™) such that |?| =1 ||T| a.e. on Q and

(T,w) = /Q(w7 T d||T| for all w € D*($2).

For a k-rectifiable set M C R", for H"-a.e. 2 € M there is measure theoretic tangent space To M. A
map 7 : M — Ay (R") is an orientation on M if 7 is H"-measurable and for H*a.e. x € M, 7(x) is a unit
simple k-vector than spans T, M. For a k-rectifiable set M C Q, T an orientation on M and p : M — RT
a locally H*-summable function, we define the rectifiable k-current 7 := [M, 7, p] € Di(Q) as:

(T, w) = /M<W,T>pdﬂrz’“ . VweDHQ).

The function p is called multiplicity of 7. We denote by R () the set of rectifiable k-currents, and
by Z(€2) the set of integer rectifiable k-currents, i.e., the set of rectifiable k-currents with integer-valued
multiplicity p. A current T € Z(2) with 0T € Zp—1(Q) is called integral.

In the context of graphs over sets in R™ it is convenient to identify R™*! = R” x R, for which the
standard basis is (e1, ..., en, ey) and the corresponding coordinates are (z,y) = (z1,...,Tn,y).

2.3.1. BV functions over currents. For a rectifiable k-current T' = [M, 7, p] and a function v : M — R we
introduce the set between the graph of v and 0:
Eur={(z,y) e M xR:0<y<u(z)if 0<u(z),u(x) <y<O0if u(z) < 0}.
and for every (z,y) € Ey,r an induced orientation:
—ey ANT( if y >0,
alayy) = { AT
ey A T(x) if y <O0.

We define the k + 1—current X, 17 := [Eu,1,q, p o p] with p(x,y) = z for every (z,y) € R™ x R and we
obtain the generalized graph of u over T":

Gur = —8EU7T +T ® do.

where T' ® do is defined as (T' ® do,w) = (T,w(-,0)). We now recall the definition of BV functions over
integer rectifiable currents [ADS96] Definition 2.5].

Definition 2.6. We consider a rectifiable k-current T' = [M, 7, p] and v : M — R. We say that u is a
function of bounded variation over T if the mass M (G, 1) of the generalized graph is finite. The set of
the functions of finite bounded variation over T is denoted by BV (T'). Moreover, we denote by BV (T’; A)
the set of functions in BV (T') taking values in A C R H* a.e..

2.3.2. Sobolev spaces with respect to currents. We define Sobolev spaces with respect to currents based on
the above definition of BV spaces. Let S = [M, 7, p] be as above, and u = ||S||. For #*L_ M almost every
x € M, we may define P(z) as the the projection onto the tangent space of M at x. For such z we set

Vuu(z) := P(z)Vu(z).
For p € [1,00) and u € C°(R"™), we define
lull e sy = lullLe @y + 1Vl Lz @n) -

The Sobolev space H"?(S) is defined as the closure of C2°(R™) with respect to the norm lull g1e(s)-
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Remark 2.7. The definition of Sobolev spaces with respect to measures is a delicate issue that we will not
treat in any depth here; we refer the interested reader to [BBS97, [BBFOT) [FM99]. Our definitions (the
one of H?(S) above, and the definition of IA{i'f (R™) below) are slightly different to the one used in these
references and we cannot apply the theory developed there. The only property of these spaces that we
will prove (paralleling Proposition 2.1 in [BBS97]) is the uniqueness of the tangential gradient Vg v for

a given v € H"P(S) or of the gradient Vv for a given v € I;[i'f(]R"L which does not immediately follow
from the definitions. As a straightforward consequence, one obtains that the spaces H'?(S), Igli’f (R™) are
reflexive. However, since the only fact that will be of importance for us is that every element in these
spaces can be approximated by smooth functions (a fact that is implicitly exploited by appealing to [OR23],
Theorem 1] in the proof of Proposition below), we have relegated the proof of the uniqueness of the
gradient to the appendix, see Lemmata and [B.3]

2.4. Oriented Varifolds. We use the notations and definitions of [OR23, Section 2.2] and [Hut86]. We
denote the set of k—dimensional oriented subspaces of R" by G°(n, k). We can identify this set with the
simple unit k-vectors in Ay (R™).

Definition 2.8. An oriented k-varifold V' is an element of M(R" x G°(n,k)):
Ve = [ (2,6 4V (,)
R X GO (n,k)

for every ¢ € C2(R™ x G°(n, k)).

For a k—rectifiable set M with orientation 7 and 6+ : M — RT locally #"-summable such that
0+ + 60— > 0 we define v(M, 1,60+) as the following k-dimensional rectifiable oriented varifold:

o(M, 7,0+) () :/M(0+(x)<p(x,7(x))+9,(x)<p(x,—7(x)))dH’“.

If the multiplicity functions 6+ are N-valued, then v(M, 7, 6+ ) is an integral oriented k—varifold. We denote
the set of k-dimensional oriented varifolds by Vi (R™), the set of k-dimensional oriented rectifiable varifolds
by RVZ(R™), and the set of k-dimensional oriented integral varifolds by IV} (R™).

To an oriented k-varifold V' we can associate the k—current:

W= [ e v,

Hence, the convergence as oriented varifolds implies the convergence of the associated currents.
The first variation of a varifold V € V3(R™) is the R” valued distribution 6V defined by

SV(X) = —/VX . PpdV(z,T) for X € CHR™;R™),

where Pr denotes projection to the tangent plane orthogonal to T' € G°(n, k) in matrix form. If there
exists Hy € LﬁVH(R”;R”) such that

sv(x) = [ Hv XV,

then we say that V' possesses generalized mean curvature Hy. If A C R™ is k-rectifiable and ||V| = H*L_ A
for some V' € IV{(R™) possessing generalized mean curvature Hy, then we also write Ha = Hy'.

2.5. Measure-function pairs. We recall the definition of measure-function pairs from [Mos01] (see also
[Hut86]). Let @ C R™. If 4 € M(R"™) and f € Li,. ,(€;R™), then we say that (y, f) is a measure-function
pair over ) with values in R™.

Definition 2.9 (Convergence of measure-function pairs). Let {(u, fx): £ € N} and (y, f) be measure-
function pairs over 2 with values in R™, and 1 < ¢ < co.

(1) We say that (ug, fr) converges weakly in L? to (u, f) and write

(Mk7fk)—\(u7f) in L*
if = pin M(Q), el fe = gl f in M(;R™), and kaHLﬁk (o:zmy is uniformly bounded.
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(#1) We say that (ux, fx) converges strongly in L? to (p, f) and write

(1o fie) = (u, f)  in L7
if for all ¢ € C2(R™ x R™),
dm [ ol fula) dim(e) = | oo 1) dute).
and
lim |fe|*dpr =0  uniformly in &,

j—ro0
k.j

where Sy,; = {z € Q: |z] > j or |fu(x)] > j}.
3. SETTING OF THE PROBLEM AND FIRST RESULT

In this section we describe the setting of the problem we are considering. Afterwards we state and prove
our first main result: Theorem [3.1]

We let W: R — R be a double well potential, i.e., a continuous function, such that for some T, ¢ > 0,
p > 1 it holds

- 1
W0 ={-1,1}, cltf <WE) < [t Vit >T. (3.1)
Let ¢ : R — R be defined by
t
o(t) = / V2W(s)ds, (3.2)
-1
and set
o =o(1). (3.3)
For £ > 0, let u. € WL (R™) be such that
e i= <%|Vug|2 + 571W(ue)) Lt
is a finite measure.
For p € [1,00) and v € C°(R"™), set
ol gip ey = 0llLp, @y + 1VOllLe @nmn) -
We define I:[}L’Ep as the completion of C¢°(R™) with respect to HUHI:[LP(R'"')'
e

we show that this definition yields a unique gradient Vv for every v € Hi'f (R™).

The above definition of the Sobolev spaces with respect to the measure u. has been chosen such that
we may perform a slicing procedure with respect to the level sets of u., and obtain on every slice a Sobolev
function on the associated current, see Lemma [3.3] below.

For n > 2, & > 0 we consider the family of functionals I.: (Ll (R™))? — [0, +-00] defined by

I (u,v) = / <M 4 %mﬁ) <@ 4 §|w|2> dz, (3.4)

£

In Lemma [B.3]in the appendix

if e Wh2(R"), and v € HL2(R™), and 400 otherwise. We denote also by M. : L. (R") — [0, +00] the
classical Modica-Mortola functional, i.e.,

Moy [ (Wéu) + §|Vu|2) dz = pe(R"), (3.5)

if u € WL?(R™), and 400 otherwise.

In this model the variable u has to be understood as a regularization of a piecewise constant function
2xe — 1 where the surface OF represents a bio-membrane, whereas the variable v is a phase-field variable
modelling the phase separation on the membrane itself.

We now state the first main result of this paper.

Theorem 3.1 (Lower bound and compactness of I.). Let I. be defined as in 84). Then the following
hold:
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(1) Compactness. Let ((ue,ve))es0 C (Lise. (R™)? be a sequence such that sup Ie(ue,ve) < +oo.
Assume also that there exists uw € BVige. (R™;{—1,1}) such that ue — u strictly in BViec. (R™) in
the sense of Definition [2l Then there exists v € BV (S;{-1,1}), with S = [Ju, *vu, 1], such
that, up to subsequence,

(IV(poue)| L ve) = (oH " L Jy,v) in L (3.6)

as measure-function pairs for every q € [1,p), where ¢ is given in ([B.2).
(2) Lower bound. Let ((te,ve))eso C (Lipe (R™)? be a sequence and (u,v) € BVie (R™;{—1,1}) x
BV (S;{-1,1}) with S = [Ju, *vu, 1], such that u. — w strictly in BV and the convergence (3.6

holds. Then
imi > .
luen\%lf I (ue,ve) > I(u,v), (3.7)
where I: (Li,.(R™)? — [0, 4+00] is defined as
Iuv) = 0*H2(0) (3.8)

with o as in B3), if (u,v) € BVioc(R™;{—1,1}) x BV (S;{—1,1}), and is equal to +oco otherwise.

Proof of Theorem[31. The proof is the consequence of two upcoming propositions. Proposition gives
the compactness part of the theorem. Moreover, we obtain that for a.e. ¢t € [0, ], we have that

/ o(z,v)dH" " — o(z,v) dH" " for every p € C2(R™ x R),
8, Bt Ju

where E! = {¢ ou. > t}. This additional property is the assumption of Proposition B which provides
the lower bound. (]

3.1. Proof of Propositions and 3.7 We first recall [OR23l Theorem 1] which will be used to obtain
compactness in the proof of Proposition once we have performed a slicing procedure.

Theorem 3.2 ([OR23| Theorem 1). Let a family (E:)e>0 of finite perimeter sets in R"™, whose boundaries
carry the currents Se = [0.E,*vg,, 1] and a sequence (v.). € H“2(S:) be given.

Assume that for some set E of finite perimeter xg, — X strictly in BV (R"). Letv' = vp : 0.E — S"™*
denote the inner normal of E and set S' = [0.E, %', 1], u = H" 'L O.E. Let us further assume that for

some A" >0
W) | eor2)q
—= 4+ = dps < A.
[ (s it <
Then there exists v € BV (S;{—1,1}) and a subsequence € — 0 such that the following holds:
(s, vl) = (p,v) as measure-function pairs in L for any 1 < g <p.
Moreover, [{v = 1},x',1] is an integral (n — 1)—current and we have the lower bound estimate
B 3 W(vel:) € 712 / n—2
lim inf wive) | € dul > ),
im in /n< = IVl Jdpe 2 o1 ()
where J, = supp 9[{v = 1},x',1].

Next we give a lemma clarifying the relation between the different notions of Sobolev spaces over
currents and measures that we are using:

Lemma 3.3. Let ¢ > 0, u. € WL (R") such that p. = (5|Vue|> + "W (u)) L™ is a finite measure,
El={z € R":u.(z) > t}, and
Vue

Seyt = [[&{ug > t},*m7 1]] .

Ifve I:[}L’EZ(R”), then v € HY?(S: ) for almost every t.
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Proof. Assume that v; € C°(R™) with v; — v, Vv; — Vo in L7_(R™). Then writing Uz = ¢ ou., we have

[VU:| < %|Vug|2 + e W (ue)

and hence
0= lim /"Uj —v]? + |Vv; — Vol* dpe
J*)OO
> lim lvj — o> + |Vo; — Vol*|VU.(z)| dz
J—0 Jrn
oo
>dim [ [y ol e - Vo a0
I ) o «{Ue>t}
where pe,t = ||Se,t]]. Our claim follows from the fact that ¢ is a homeomorphism. O

As a preparation of the proof of the compactness statement in Theorem [3.I] we introduce two preliminary
lemmata.

Lemma 3.4. Let A > 0 and let Gy, : [a, b] — [0,00) be a sequence of measurable functions with k € N such
that

b
sup/ Gr(t)dt < A.

kEN
Then, for every k € N, there exists hy, : [a,b] — [a,b] such thal
Vto € (a,b), AC(A,to) > 0 such that for a.e. t € [a,to], supGr(hi(t)) < C(A,to) (3.9)
keN
and
Vto € (a,b), there exist a < s1 < s2 < b such that for every k € N, s1 < hy(to) < s2. (3.10)
Moreover,
b b
/ f(hi(t))dt = / f®)dt  for every f non negative and measurable. (3.11)
Proof. For simplicity of notation, we will prove the statement for [a,b] = [0, 1].

We fix 0 < § < % and k£ € N and use a recursive argument. Since

1
/ Gr(t)dt < A
0

there exists a set A} C [$,1 — ¢] such that

A
149 >1-6 and Vie A, Gk(t)g%,
Hence, we can find a compact set BY C [%, 1-— %] such that
A
BY=1-6 and Vte B, Gk(t)g%,

We then define the function:
hy: 0,1 —6) — By,
t— inf{s € B}, [{z € B}, = < s} > t}.

Analogously, there exists a compact set Bj C [—%71 — %] such that:

BiNBy =0, |Bi= and Vte By, Git)<

N>
=|Z

We define the function:
hi: [1-5,1-%) — B}

t— inf{s € B, {x € BL, 2 < s} >t — (1—d)}.
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Carrying on in the same way, we can find a family of sets { B}, }ien and a family of functions {h} }ien such
that:

o {Bj}ien is a family of pairwise disjoint compact subsets of [0, 1] with | U; Bj| = 1, satisfying

i J i d .
|BY| =104, |Bk|=§7 BkC[WJ—W] Vi>1,
and
A i
with K == (277! +1)4;
o {hi}ien is a family of functions
R :[0,1—28) — By, hi:[1— 2i‘i1,1—%)—>3,1 vi>1

defined as
hy(t) := inf{s € By, |{z € By, = < s}| > t},
i . i i 4
hi(t) :==inf{s € By, {z € B, x < s}/ >t — (1 - 22-—,1)}-

Hence, we define the function hy: [0,1) — [0, 1] as

0 h2(t) ifte0,1—0)
hk t) = . .
hi(t) iftel—F5,1-2),i>1

Thanks to the definition of hk, for every 0 < to < 1, there exists i € N such that to < 1 — %. Hence,
for every k € N and every ¢ € [0, to] we have that

Grlhi(t) < (2 4+ 1)

ol

= C’(A7 to) .
By construction, ([BI0]) is satisfied. Moreover, for every s € [0, 1],
[{t €0,1], hi(t) < s} =D |{t € [0,1], hi(t) < s and hx(t) € Bi}|
iEN
= >, s) = k.
iEN

Thus, by density, for every measurable function f : (0,1) — R4, we also deduce the third property.
|

In the following lemma, we will consider a set X with a notion of convergence denoted by “—”". All
that we require of the “notion of convergence” is that it maps the set of sequences in X to the space X
with an additional symbol, reserved for non-convergent sequences, such that the following two properties
are fulfilled:

(i) If % — z, then xx, — x for every strictly increasing sequence (k;)iey C N
(ii) If zx # =, then there exists a strictly increasing sequence (k;)ien C N such that no subsequence
(K, )men satisfies Tk, > T

Lemma 3.5. Let X be a space with a notion of converging sequence and Fy : [0,1] — X with k € N such
that:

(1) For a.e. t €(0,1] and for every strictly monotone sequence (ki)ien C N, there exist F; € X and a
subsequence (ki)ien C N of (ki)ien C N such that Fy (t) — Fy € X.
(2) If for a strictly monotone sequence (ki)ien C N we have that

Fkl (t1) — Ftl and Fkl (tz) — th s (3.12)
then Ftl = Ft2.
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Then there exist F € X and a strictly increasing sequence (ki); such that for a.e. t € [0,1]:
Fkl (t) — F.

Proof. We choose a strictly monotone sequence (k;);en C N such that ﬁkl (t) — F, for a specific ¢t € [0, 1].
We assume by contradiction that there exists a set of positive measure 3 C [0,1] such that for every

s € X, ﬁkl (s) is not converging to ﬁt. Thus, for a.e. s € X there exists a subsequence (kj)iey C N of
(ki)ien C N, such that for no further subsequences of (Fis(s))ien is converging to F. But, by assumption,

for a.e. s € ¥, we can extract from (ﬁkz (s))ien a subsequence converging to Fy € X. By [BIZ), this is a
contradiction.
]

We are ready to state the compactness result of Theorem [3.11
Proposition 3.6 (Compactness). Let ¢ | 0, and (uc,,ve, ) C (L' (R™))? be a sequence such that
sup Ie, (Ue,, v, ) < +00.

Assume also that there exists u € BV (R";{—1,1}) such that us, — u strictly in BVio.(R™). Then there
exists v € BV (S;{—1,1}), with S = [Ju, *vu, 1], such that, up to subsequence,

(IV(poue, )L vey,) — (oH "L Ju,v) in LY (3.13)
as measure-function pairs for every q € [1,p). Moreover, we also have for a.e. t € [0, 0] that
/ o(x,ve)dH" ™! = oz, v) dH"™" for every ¢ € C2(R™ x R), (3.14)
O« E Ju

where EX = {¢ ouc > t}.

Proof. We restrict ourselves to a subsequence (that we do not relabel) such that I., (ue,,ve, ) converges
to the liminf in (B37]).
In order to alleviate the notation, we will write ux and vi instead of u., and ve,,

Ur = ¢oue, .
For the superlevel sets of Uy, we introduce the notation
E;:={z €eR": Uy > s}. (3.15)
Step 1: Slicing over uj. By the chain rule and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with ey,
IVU(@)] < VIV ar (@) Ve ()] < 2 [Vuf? + o W ()

Hence, using the coarea formula,

A > I, (ug,vi) > / <—W(vk) + E—k|Vfuk|2> |VU| dz
Rn €k 2
+oco
_ / <W(Uk:) +€_k|vvk|2> dH7l71 ds.
— o0 *Ei €k 2

Step 2: Equality of the limit on slices. We begin with the following observations:

(3.16)

O.1 By the coarea formula 24 for a.e. t € [0, 0], the set Ef is a set of finite perimeter for every k € N.
0.2 For a.e. t € [0,0], XBt = 2xu — 1 in L. (R™). By lower semicontinuity of the perimeter and the

fact that

/ Per(EL)dt — oH" ' (Ju),
0

we have that FL converges strictly in BVioe.(R™) to 2x. — 1 for a.e. t € [0, o).
0.3 By [MSZ03, Theorem 1.1], for a.e. t € [0,0], H" (U, ' (t)AD.EL) = 0 for every k € N for the

precise representative of the Sobolev map Uy, .
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We define S C [0,0] as the set of ¢ € [0,0], such that one of the previous properties does not hold.
Hence, we have that |S| = 0.

We claim the following: If, for some t1,t2 € [0,0]\S, t1 < t2, there exists a subsequence (k;)ien and
v' v'2 € BV(S;{~1,1}) such that

(H" 'L 0By u) = (H" 'L Jy,0") in L7, V1< g<p, forl— oo (3.17)
as measure-function pairs for ¢ = 1,2, then v** = v*2 for "' a.e. = € J,. In order to alleviate the
notation, we will assume that the subsequence is the sequence itself, such that the assumption becomes

(H" Lo By u) — (" 'L Jy,0") in L%, V1<qg<p, fork—oo.
We introduce
Bi={z € Ju:v" () # 07 (2)} = {z € Ju: ¢(v" (2)) # (v (x))} .

We will prove our claim by contradiction: Assume that H"~*(B) > 0. Assume also, without loss of
generality, that

Bi={z e B:v" (1) = 1,0%(2) = —1} = {w € B: 6(v" (2)) = 6(1), 6(v"*(x)) = B(~1)}
satisfies H7“1(§) > 0. Let 6 > 0. By the properties of sets of finite perimeter under blow-up (see
e.g. [EG92, Chapter 5.7]) for H" ! a.e. z9 € B, we can find po > 0 such that for every 0 < p < po it holds:
{u =1} N B (x0)| > 4[B,(w0)| - 6 and [{u = 1} 1 B} (w0)] < 4,

anl(Ju a) Bo(l’o)) (318)

1-0<
~ w(m,n—1)pr 1!

<1+9,

where B (z0) are the half-balls separated by Do, the (n — 1)-dimensional unit disk of radius p, of center

xo and orthogonal to vy (z0) and w(m,n — 1) is the measure of the n — 1-dimensional unit ball. By (O.2)),
H (DL Ef N Bpy(xo)) = H" ' (Ju N By(xo)), fori=1,2. (3.19)

This together with (3I8) imply

H (0B} 0 By(0))

1-2§ <
- w(m,n—1)pn~1

<1425, fori=1,2 (3.20)

for k € N large. By the Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem, up to possibly taking po smaller, we also have
that:
H"1{z € Ju N By(xo), v (x) > 1—6})

w(m,n —1)pn—1

>1-94, (3.21)
and
H" ' ({x € Ju N By(z0),v2(z) <6 —1})

>1-94.
w(m,n—1)pn1 -

Moreover, by the strong convergence ([B.I7) we have:
/ o(x,vp(x))dH" " — oz, 0" (@) dH" ™", fori=1,2
8. By Ju
for every ¢ € C2(R™ x R). Hence, by a density argument we obtain
H ' {x € 0.El 0 By(z0),vk(z) > 1= 6}) = H" "({z € JuN By(wo),v" () > 1—8}),
and
H* ' ({z € 0E2 N By(xo),vi(x) <6 —1}) = H* ' ({z € Ju N By(x0),v™2(z) <5 —1}).
Therefore, for k large enough and using (B.18)), (319) and (321 it holds
HP (0. B 1 By(wo) N {on() > 1))
H 1 (0L 1 By(o)

>1-26 (3.22)

and
H (0. 0 By(wo) N foi () < 5 — 1))

H"=1(0.Ef2 1 B, (x0))

>1-26. (3.23)
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By the Li,. convergence of Xpti to (1 +wu)/2 for i = 1,2 and B.I8), for k large, we have:
k

. 1
|Ey N Bf (z0)] > 5|Bo(z0)| =26, fori=1,2.
By Fubini’s theorem we have:
t; + _ n—1 .
B3 0 B )l = [ 0 / oo Xt VAN @), fori= 1,2,

Hence, for § chosen sufficiently small, we obtain that

H" ' ({z € Do,z + Ruy(xo) intersects E}' N By(xo) for i = 1,2}) > %w(mn — 1)t
In a similar way, the estimate
|Ey N B, (z0)] <20 fori=1,2
implies that
H" ' ({z € Do,z + Ruy(z0) intersects (E,*)° N By(zo) for i =1,2}) > gw(mn —1)p" !,

where (E}*)¢ denotes the complement of E}‘. Hence,

H ! ({z € Do, 2 + Ruy(z0) intersects OE,* N By (zo) for i = 1,2}) > %w(ﬁ,n —1)p"h

Since Uy, is a Sobolev function, Uy is absolutely continuous on x + Ruy(x0) for H" ! ae. z € Dy and we
get

H ! ({z € Do,z + Ruu(wo) intersects U, ' (ti) N By(zo) for i =1, 2}) > %w(ﬂ',n —1)p" !
By (O.3)) it follows:
H ! ({z € Do, + Ruy(20) intersects 0. E}' N B,(xo) for i = 1,2}) > %w(w, n—1)p" " (3.24)

Let us call D; the set of points 2’ € Dy such that x’ + Ruy (x0) intersects
{x € 0B} N By(xo),vk(x) >1 -8} and {x € 0.E? N By(xo),vi(z) <6 —1}.
Then, for k large enough, by [B:22), (323)) and ([B:24]), we obtain that
HL(Dy) > %w(ﬂ”,n — 1)t

We are ready to prove the contradiction. We have

A > I, (ug,ve) > /

{t1<Uk<t2}

Ek Ek

(M + %’“kaf) Wlue) g

Since 0 < t1 < t2 < o, we have that
W (o~ (t)) > e(W, t1,ts) for t € [t1,12].

Thus,
A At W) / (—W(”’“) + i|wk|2> dz
B €k {t1<UR<t2} €k 2
C(tl,tz,W)

/ IV (6(en))| da
€k {t1<UR<t2}NB,(z0)

ti, o, W ) ) Nt s
A ) [ [ o vnnsnmon @ + yaao) (60 + yran))| dy dH™ @)
Dy JR

t1,to, W , ) net1,
AT [ Xt vnrninmon @ + v 2,600+ o)) dydH™ ™ ).
D, JR

%

€k
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Then, by integrating over y and by definition of D; we obtain
0(2517 t27 W)

Ek D,

A> d(1—6) — (6 —1)da’.

This last quantity goes to 400 when k — oco. Hence, ’H"*l(B) = 0, which proves the claimed equality
t1 _ gt2
vl =v2.

Step 3: Existence of a convergent subsequence. We claim that there exists a strictly monotone
sequence (k;)ien C N and v € BV(S;{—1,1}) such that for a.e. t € (0,0):

/ o(z,vp) dH" " — o(z,v) dH" " for every ¢ € C2(R" x R). (3.25)
O+ Ef 0+ E

Indeed, we apply Lemma [3.4] with:

Gk(t) = / (M + %'V,Uk'?) d’}‘ln717
0. E} €k

for every t € [0, 0]. Hence, there exists a sequence of functions (hx)ren mapping [0, o] into itself such that
for a.e. t € [0, o]:

iléll\)!/é)*EZk(t) <%:k) + %|Vvk|2> dH" ' < 4oo0. (3.26)

Moreover, for a.e. ¢t € [0, 0], there exist 0 < s1 < hi(t) < s2 < o Vk € N, such that Xgit and Xg2
converge to 2x, — 1 in Li. (R™) when k — +oco. Since Xg:2 < XEZ’C“) < Xt XEZ’C“) — (14+u)/2in
Li. (R™). By lower semicontinuity of the perimeter and the fact that

/ Per(EZ’“(t)) dt = / Per(E}) dt — oH" ' (J.),
0 0

we have that Ellz"(t) converges strictly in BVige.(R") to 2x, — 1 for a.e. t € [0,0].
Next we will apply Lemma Using the notation from the hypothesis of that Lemma, we set X =

M(@R™ 1) and as convergence “—” on X is the we take the weak-* convergence on M(R™ ™). The map
F :[0,0] = X = M(R™!) is defined by

/ e d(Fi(t)) = / o(x, vr) dH" ™ for every p € C2(R™ x R).
R™ xR o.Epk®

By Lemma [33] (326) and the strict convergence of E,];f(t) in BVige.(R™) to (1 4 u)/2, we can apply
Theorem [3:2] (JOR23| Theorem 1]) to the sequence (Fj(t))ren for a.e. ¢t € [0, 0] and for any subsequence.
Hence, (Fi)ren satisfies the first assumption of Lemma By Step 2, it also satisfies the second
assumption.

Therefore, by Lemmal[35] there exist v € BV (S;{—1,1}) and a strictly monotone sequence (k;);en C N
such that for a.e. t € [0,0] :

/ iy oz, v, ) dH" " — . o(x,v) dH" " for every ¢ € CY(R™ x R).

In order to prove [3.25] it remains to get rid of the rearrangement hy. To do so we observe that by the
third property of (hx)xen in Lemma B4 we have that for every ¢ € C2(R™ x R), and for every I € N, the

quantity
I;{ = /
0

Il::/U
0

dt

/ ey oz, v, dH" " — / o(z,v)dH" !
o.E,] 8.E

is equal to

dt.

/ oz, vg, ) dH" ! —/ oz, v) dH"
9. B},

o+ E
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But for a.e. t € [0,0],
[ emnaw = [ e an| < ol (PertEt) + 007 ()
*Ekl O+ E

and .
/ lpllee Per(EL,) — ool M ().
0

Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem, . 1121 IL = . lifrn I = 0. Thus we have shown that for all
—>+ 00 —+00

© € C2(R™ x R), the sequence of functions

t— o(z, v, (x))dH" ' ()

0.5},
converges in L' (0, ) for I — oo to the constant function
t— oz, vg, () dH " (z).
O.E

Taking further subsequences that converge for almost every ¢ € (0,0) for a dense countable subset of
functions ¢ € C2(R™ x R) and extracting a diagonal sequence yields the subsequence fulfilling B12l

Step 4: Measure-function pair convergence. Finally, we prove that the sequence from the previous
step also fulfills B I3l We first have to prove that the strictly monotone sequence (k;)ien C N and v €
BV (S;{~1,1}) obtained in Step 3 satisfy for every » € C3(R" x R):

lim p(x, vk, (2))| VU, | daz = 0'/ o(z,v(z))dH" .

l— o0 RN “

Indeed, by the coarea formula, we have that
/ o(z, v, ()| VU, | dz = / / oz, v, (x)) dH" " dt .
n R *E)tel
For a.e. t € (0,0),

/ o(x, vk, (z)) dH" !t = o(x, v(x))dH" ",
a*E; Ju
and for a.e. t ¢ (0,0),

/ p(x, vy, (z))dH" ' = 0.
E

t
ky

Moreover,
[ el o) dn " < ol Per(EL)
2.5},
for a.e. t € R
Jim [l Per(EL,) = [llze Per (B)x(o1 ()
and

lim / lpll~ Per (L) dt = ]| Per (E).
l— o0 R

Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem,

lim oz, vk, (2))| VU, | dz = 0'/ oz, v(x))dH" .

l— o0 R7 “

It remains to show lim; ;e fSk vk, |9 VU, |dz = 0 uniformly in [, where Sy, ; = {& € R" : |z| >
13

*

j or |ug, ()| > j}. Since |VUg, |L™ = o H™ 'L J,, we have by Prokhorov’s theorem (see [Bog07, Theorem
8.6.2])

lim |VUg,|dz =0 uniformly in [ € N.
I700 Ja:|2|>5}
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Hence (supposing ¢k, € (0, 1))

limsup/ [vg, || VU, | dz
{z:|z|=3}

Jj—oo
a/p 1—q/p
< limsup </ |vkl|p|VUkl|dm> </ |VUkl|d1:>
J—roo {z:|z|>3} {z:|z|>3}
a/p 1—-q/p
w w
< Climsup / W) (Eﬁ|Vukl|2 + M) dz / VU, | dx
j—oo \J{az:la|2} Eki 2 €k {@:]|>5}

1—q/p
< C'limsup A%? </ |VUkl|d1:>
J—roo {z:|z|=3}

=0 uniformly in [ € N.

Furthermore, using again the same estimates,

lim sup/ |v, || VU, | dz < lim suqufp/ [vi, [PV Uy, | dz
{wivk, ()25} G0 {wivk, ()25}

j—ro0

<limsupj? PA.

Jj—oo
This completes the proof of ([BI3]). O
We next prove the liminf inequality.

Proposition 3.7 (Lower bound). Let ((u-,v:)) C (Lo (R™))? be a sequence that converges to (u,v) €
BViee. (R™;{—1,1}) x BV (S;{—1,1}), with S = [Ju,*vu, 1] in the following sense: u. — u strictly in
BVioe.(R™) and for a.e. t € [0,0]:

/ o(z,v)dH" " — o(z,v)dH" ™" for every ¢ € C2(R" x R), (3.27)
e 14 Ju

wheTG Eé‘ - {(b O Ueg > t} Then
i i € ey Ue > ) .
lll“ﬂ\lnf I (u (% ) ](u 'U)

Proof. Combining the Modica-Mortola trick with the coarea formula,

o) = [ (B4 v (HD 4 29 ao

z/ |VUE|<M+£|V1;E|Q> dz
R™ 13 2

> / / (M + £|va|2> dH™ 1.
0 Bt 3 2
By Fatou’s lemma,

liminf/ / (M + £|V1}g|2> dyn! 2/ liminf/ (M + £|V’U5|2> dx"t.
e—0 0 Bt 3 2 0 e—0 8. Bt 3 2

The assumed convergence implies in particular that
XEt = X{u=1} strictly in BVige.(R™)

for every ¢t € (0,0) \ T, where T is a null set. For such a ¢, if

liminf/ (W(vg) + E|V’Us|2> dH" " < 400
0. Bt 2

e—0 3
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we obtain by Theorem [3.2] the existence of v* € BV (S;{—1,1}) such that

e—0

lim inf/ <M + E|VUE|2> dH"71 > 0’7—[”72(@,7:)7
8, Et € 2

and

/ o(z,v)dH" " — o(z,v") dH" " for every p € CJ(R™ x R).
8. Bt Ju

By assumption [B27), for a.e. t € [0, 0] we have v = v'. Moreover, if
lim inf <M + E|va|2> A" ! = +o0,
=0 Jo, Bt € 2

then oH™2(J,) < +oo.
Hence,

hmmf/ / <M + §|V'UE|2) dHn71 2/ hmlnf/ <M + £|V,U€|2> dHn—l
e=0  Jq Bt 5 2 o 0 Jo.m e 2

2 O'ZHniz(Jv) ,

which proves the claim. O

4. SECOND MAIN RESULT

In this section we state and prove our second main result. We stress that from now on we restrict the
analysis to functionals corresponding to the specific choice n = 3 and

W(t) = W(t) = (1-t>)>. (4.1)

As in the previous section we use the notation

o(s) = /jl \/2W () dt

o= ¢(1)
Uec =¢ou..

We introduce the function a®: R — R given by
a®(t) == w®t)ar + (1 — o(t))az, (4.2)
with a1,a2 >0, 0 € C(R), 0 <® <1, @(—1) =0 and @(1) = 1. For later convenience, we observe that
min{ai, a2} < a®(t) < max{ai,a2} Vt€ER. (4.3)

For ¢ > 0 we consider the family of functionals J.: (L'(R*))? — [0, +o0] given by

Te(u,0) = /R Lo ) (W;(“) —5Au>2 dz, (4.4)

3 &

if (u,v) € W22 (R?) x L},.(R?), and +00 otherwise. Our second main result is the following.

Theorem 4.1 (Lower bound and compactness of I. + J.). Let n =3 and W be as in @1). Let I, J-, M
be defined as in B4), @4) and BH) respectively, where we assume W (t) = W(t). Then the following
hold:

(1) Compactness. Let ((ue,v:))e C (Liye.(R*))? be a sequence such that

sup(Ie (e, ve) 4+ Je(te, ve) + Me(ue)) < 400,
Je (e, ve) < o(87 min{ay, a2} — 9), (4.5)
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for some & > 0. Then there exists (u,v) € BViee.(R*{=1,1}) x BV(S;{-1,1}), with S =
[Ju, *Vu, 1], such that, up to subsequence,

ue - u  strictly in BV

((%|Vue|2 +5*1W(u6)) 53705) S (0H L Juyv) i LY (4.6)

for every q € [1,4) as measure-function pairs.
(2) Lower bound. Let ((us,ve))e C (Line (R®))? be a sequence and (u,v) € BVige. (R {-1,1}) x
BV (S;{-1,1}) with S = [Ju, *vu, 1], such that (£8) holds. Then

lim\i(r)lf(fg(us, ve) + Je(ue,ve)) > I(u,v) + J(u,v), (4.7)
where I is as in BR) and J: (L (R?))? — [0, 400] is defined as
T(u,v) = a/ (m L 2+ azl‘T”) \H, |2 dH?, (4.8)

if (u,v) € BVioe. (R {—1,1}) x BV(S;{—1,1}), and is equal to +oo otherwise.

4.1. Proof of Theorem [4.1] In the proof of our second theorem, we are going to rely heavily on the
analysis from [RS06]. In the following, we summarize the results from that reference that will be useful
for our purpose.

Notation 4.2. For u. € W12 (R") let
Le = (%|VUE|2 + 671W(u5)) L
g = (51Vuel = W(us) ) £
We omit the dependence of pc, & from u. from the notation. No confusion will arise from this.
In all of the remaining statements of the current subsection, it will be assumed
pe = p o in M(R?)

sup/ 1 (571W’(u5) — sAug)z dz < +00.
e>0 Jr3 €
Proposition 4.3 ([Ton02 Proposition 4.3] and [RS06] Proposition 4.9]). Under the above assumptions,
€] = 0 in M(R?).

In the statement of the following proposition we identify G°(3,2) with the set of simple unit elements
Of AQ (RS)
Proposition 4.4 ([RS06, Proposition 4.10]). Let Vi € M4 (R® x G°(3,2)) be the oriented varifold defined
by

Vite) = [ | ol s Ve @)/ Ve @)

Then the first variation of Ve is given by
(Vo) (p) = — /(—5Au5 + &7 'W (ue)) Vue () - pda

Vue Vue 1,3, 3
: — dé&. C.(R%;R%).
+/Vs0 V.| ® V.| § forp e Cc( )

Theorem 4.5. [RS06, Theorems 4.1 and 5.1] There exists a rectifiable 2-varifold V' with the following
properties:

(i) There exists a subsequence (no relabeling) such that Vo =V in M(R™ x G°(3,2)). In particular
VIl = p.
(i) The varifold V has generalized mean curvature Hy € LﬁVH,loc‘(Rg;Rg) satisfying

/|Hv|2d||V|| gliggiélfe’l/ (—eAue + &~ W ()2 da.
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(ii3) The varifold o=V is integral.

As in [OR23], we are going to use the Li-Yau inequality [LY82] [KS04] to obtain the crucial property
that the limit surface is of density one. In order to state the Li-Yau inequality, suppose that V € RVg(R3).
The two-dimensional density of ||V|| at = € R® is defined by

Sy = i IV(Br(2))
O2(z, V) = }g% W )
with w(2,7) the volume of the ball of radius 7 in R?. This limit exists ||V |-almost everywhere. The Li-Yau

inequality states that if 1% possesses a mean curvature vector Hy € LﬁVH (]RS) then

1 2 =
02 < o [ 1o Q7.
In particular, if Ve IV§(R?), the inequality implies
/|H‘~,|2 d[V|<8r = 6;=1 |V| — almost everywhere. (4.10)

We divide the proof of Theorem [£1] into several steps. The next proposition is the Compactness part
of that Theorem.

Proposition 4.6 (Compactness). Let n = 3. Let I., J., M. be defined as in (34), (£4) and B.5) respec-
tively. Let ((ue,ve))e C (Lioe. (R?))? be a sequence such that

sup(Ze (ue, ve) + Je (te, ve) + M (ue)) < +00,

Je (e, ve) < o(8r min{ay, a2} — 9), (4.11)
for some § > 0. Then there exists (u,v) € BV(R? {—1,1}) x BV(S;{—-1,1}), with S = [Ju, *vu, 1], such
that, up to a subsequence,

us —u  strictly in BVloc,(RS) ,

((%|VUE|2 + e*IW(us)) 53,%) 5 (oH>L Ju,v) in L° (4.12)
as measure-function pairs for every q € [1,4). Additionally we have the measure-function pair convergence
(IVpoue|L? v:) = (cH*L Ju,v) in LY, (4.13)

again for q € [1,4).

Proof. We will show the convergence ([@I3]) using Proposition [3.6] Indeed, (@I3) follows from that propo-
sition if there exists u € BV (R®;{—1,1}) such that, up to subsequence, u. — u strictly in BV (R®). Since
M. (u.) < A, there exists u with u(z) € {—1,1} a.e. on R® such that u. — u a.e. on R®. We define the set
of finite perimeter E C R* by writing u(z) = 2xr(z) — 1. From the Modica-Mortola trick, we have that

/ [V (¢ oue)ldx (4.14)
R3
is uniformly bounded.

We have that ¢(t) = ffl |1 — s?|ds, and hence |¢(t)| < C(|t|* + 1). Let K C R® be compact. We may
assume ¢ € (0,1). By [, |uc|* < C(K)( [, W(ue)dz+1) < C(K)(A+1), we get that [[uc||za(x) < C(K, A)
for every ¢ < 4. In particular, [|¢ o uc|p1x) < C(K,A), independently of . Combining this with (ZI4)
and the compactness theorem for BV functions, we can find a subsequence and U € BV (R®) such that
pou. — U in Li,. (R®) when ¢ — 0. Hence, for a.e. 2 € R pou(z) = U(z) and u € BV(R?). Thus, up
to a subsequence, us — u in BV (R®).

Let pe be as in @) and let v.: R® — dB;(0) be a Borel-measurable function extending Vu./|Vu.| on
{VuE = 0}. We define V; := pu. ® v. to be the corresponding generalized varifold, that is

/ o(z,S)dVe(z, S) = / o(x, %ve(z)) dpe(z)  for p € C’S(R3 x R),
R3XG(3,2)

R3
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where we identify S € G°(3,2) with the simple unit vector in A(3,2) orienting S. Then as ||V:| = pe

and pe = p € M4 (R®), we obtain by Theorem that there exists V € M (R® x G°(3,2)) possessing
generalized mean curvature Hy € Lﬁvu (R3) such that

Ve 2V in My (R® x G°(3,2)),
o MV =H L,

T7/ 2
/ |Hv|2d||V||§11minf/ 1 <M—5Au5> dz.
R3 N0 rR3 € £

We write V = ¢~V Since H;, = Hy, we obtain
[ 1o alv) < sx -3,
R3

with & = 2. By @I0), V is of density one. Therefore S := ¢(V) = [Ju, *Vu, 1] and from [OR23, Lemma
1] we have that

/ (M + %|w5|2) dz = M(c(V2)) = M(c(V)) = oH*(Ju) = o|Du|(R?) .
R3 £

By the weak convergence ue — u in BV (R®) we have
o|Du|(R?) < limsup | Duc|(R?)
e—0
= limsup |D((uc))|(R?)
e—0

= lim sup/ 2W (ue)|Vue| dz
R3

e—0

< limsup/ <M + i|Vu5|2) dz = o|Du|(R?)
R3 1> 2

e—0

which in turn implies |Duc|(R*) — |Du|(R?). Hence we infer that ue — wu strictly in BV. This proves

@13).

To show ([@IZ)), we can observe that for every ¢ € C2(R® x R),

< ol (@) - [ 19011 a0)
R

< [l oo (g3 €2 (R?)

‘/ w(wyvs)dus—/ o(z,v:) VU | dz
R3 R3

where we have used (a® + b%) — ab = (a — b)? < |a® — b?| with a = /£|Vu.| and b = \/2W (u.)/e. The
right hand side above goes to 0 thanks to Proposition [£3}
It remains to show lim [ |ve|? dpe = 0 uniformly in [, where S. ; := {z € R™ : [z| > j or |ve(z)| > j}.
j—o0 YCe,j

As in the Step 4 of the proof of Proposition B8] since p. — oH" 'L J,, we have by Prokhorov’s theorem

lim pe({z:|z| >j}) =0 uniformly inl € N.
j—oo
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Hence

limsup/ |ve|? dpe
i=oo Jailel2i)

a/p 1-q/p
< lim sup </ |ve[? dus> </ dus>
J—roo {z:|z|>5} {=z:|z|>5}
a/p 1-q/p
< C'lim sup </ e W (ve) (£|V7.L5|2 + 671W(u5)) dx) </ du5>
imoo \J{azlz|>} 2 {w:]2]25)

1-q/p
< C'limsup AYP / dpe
J—roo {z:|z[>5}

=0 uniformly in [ € N.

Furthermore, using again the same estimates,

limsup/ ve|? dpe < limsuquf”/ |ve|” dpie
i=eo J{wwe(@)25) oo {wve(2)24)

< limsupj? PA.

Jj—oo
This completes the proof
|

Proposition 4.7 (Lower bound). Let n = 3. Let I.,J., M. be defined as in B4), @A) and BI)
respectively. Let ((ue,ve)) C (Libe (R®))? be a sequence that converges to (u,v) € BV (R?*{-1,1}) x
BV (S;{-1,1}), with S = [Ju, *vu, 1], in the following sense:

ue —>u  strictly in BVlOC,(R3) ,

((%|Vug|2 + 5*1W(u6)) 537%) — (oH>L Ju,v) in L° (4.15)
as measure-function pairs for every q € [1,4). Then
lim\i(r)lf Ie (ue,ve) + Je(ue,ve) > I(u,v) + J(u,v), (4.16)
where T is as in B3) and J: (L (R?))? — [0, 4+00] is defined as
T(u,v) = a/ (m L 2+ azl‘T”) \H, |2 dH?, (4.17)

if (u,v) € BV(R%{=1,1}) x BV(S;{—1,1}), and is equal to +oo otherwise.

In order to prove Proposition [£.7] we prove an intermediate result with an additional dimension. Given
(ue)e>o0 as above, let

E!={zeR®: u.(z) >t}
for every € > 0 and ¢t € R. Furthermore define fi.; € M(]RS) by fiet := 7—l2|_8*£77§. Let (. € M(R4) be

defined by
[ a@nac@n = [ [ a@odi@ar.

for every g € C2(R? x R).

Lemma 4.8 (Higher dimension). Let (uc)s>0 be as in Proposition[{. Then there holds

lim | el V(@) - 2 (8)] dCe(z,8) = 0.
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Proof. By Proposition (4.3}

fim [ S wu? = W) g 0. (4.18)
=0 Jpa |2 €
W (ue
Multiplying the integrand with — (ue) < 1 leads to
W(ue) + ﬁ|vus|
£ 1V - W) | W(“Z) z=0. (4.19)
e—0 Jp3 |2 € W (ue) + 55| Vue|

The above integral can be rewritten as

VW) | & Gy /W () dx:/ V|| YV () Wue) | (4.20)
R3 € V2 R3 V2 e|Vue|
Now combining ([£I8)-(@20) and using the triangle inequality we find
lim/ Ve || £ V| - YV |
e—0 R3 2 \/_
< lim |Vu5| W (u o) _ VW(u) dz + lim/ E|Vu5|2 _ W) dz=0.
e—0 |V7_L5| \/5 e—0 R3 2 g
Finally by the coarea formula
lim [Vue| E|Vu5| — W( dz = hm// —|V <l - W) A"t dt
=0 [p3 2 \/5 e—0 . Bt \/_
:hm// = 5|——V dfie.e(z)dt =0,
e—0 Jr JRr3 2 \/5
and thus we conclude. |

We prove the following convergence of the pair (ue,ve):

Lemma 4.9 (Strong convergence). Let (ue,ve)e>0, and (u,v) be as in Proposition [{.74 Then for every
© € C2(R?® x R) we have

i [ eAVu @)l v () Ao 1) = 0 / (e, v(x) dH: (@),

Proof. By Lemma 48] it is sufficient to show that

timy [\ (et ve(@) dGelant) = o / (@, 0(x)) dAH2(),

for every f € C2(R?® x R). By definition of (., and choosing g(x,t) = /2W (t)¢(x,ve(x)), we have

/R4 \/mso(ws)d@ =/\/W(t)/ o(z,v:) dfie,¢ dt
/\/7/ Er (z,ve) d?—l dt

By combining coarea formula and strict convergence,
/ H2(0.EL) dt = |Du.|(R®) — |Du|(R®) = / H?(8.E") dt,

with OE" = {z € R® : u(z) > t}. Hence,

H2LJ, forae. te(—1,1)

M(R?).
0 for a.e. t € R\ (—1,1) n ME)

H*Lo.E! i{
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Thus we obtain

llg(l)/y/ / p(z,ve) d’H dt_;%/ \/2W /*Ef (z,ve) dH de

= a/ oz, v)dH?,

u

with v from Proposition 6] concluding the proof.

Lemma 4.10. With the above notation,
(zs|Vug|2£37 Va®(ve)) — (07—[2 Lo, E,v/a®(v))
in LY as measure-function pairs, for every q € [1,00).

Proof. Let ¢ € CS(R® x R). Using the coarea formula, we obtain

[ oo VECT eVl e = [ [ ol V] 4 @)

= [, el VaTlor@el Ve )] o).
Hence by Lemma [£9]

iy [ ol V@)l Vel e = o [ ot a0 .

It remains to show
lim |v/a®(ve)|%|Vue | dz — 0 uniformly in € > 0,

Jj—roo p
e,

23

where S ; = {x € R3 : || > j or |\/a®(ve(z))| > j}. We note that the proof of this estimate is easier to
achieve than in the proof of Theorem [BI]in Step 4 thanks to the trivial L> bound va® < max( /a1, /az2)-

Indeed, since E|Vug|2[,3 < e A a'?-12|_Ju7 it follows from Prokhorov’s theorem

lim e|Vu:>dz =0 uniformly in € > 0.
I700 J{@i||>5}

By the L*°-bound on va®, we obtain

lim e|Vue|*a® (v:)|Y?dz =0 uniformly in e > 0.
I700 M|l >3}

The remaining estimate

lim e|Vue[*a® (v:)|7?dz = 0 uniformly in & > 0

T2 J{ai/a® (ve (2)) 25}
holds trivially by the boundedness of v/a*.
We are now ready to prove Proposition (.77}
Proof of Proposition[{.7} By Proposition B it readily follows that
lim inf Ic(ue, ve) > I(u,v) .
e—0
Thus it suffices to prove that

hmme (ue,ve) > J(u,v) .

e—0

By Proposition 4] and Theorem (i), there exists a subsequence (no relabeling) such that

Vue (@ - EAug) L2 A oM Hy L J, in M(]RB).
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Following [RMOS|, we rewrite this as
2 MW/ (ue) — eAue Ve

3 * _4.2 : 3
e|Vue| V] |Vug|£ oH*HyL J, in MR"). (4.21)
Additionally,
—11777 _ 2 x7! 2
/ €|VU5|2 e W (UE) EAUE do — / 671 M _ EA'LLE dz
R3 e|Vue| R3 €
< J(uew) (4.22)
min(a1,az2)
<A.

By @Z1) and @.22),

V_Vl(us) Vue
(== — cAue) Az
e|Vue|

weakly as a measure-function pairs in L? for every ¢ € [1,00). By [MosO1l Proposition 3.2], the weak
convergence from (23] and the strong convergence from Lemma [£10] can be combined to obtain

<E|VUE|2LS7 ) — (oH’LJu,Hy,) (4.23)

% —eAu:) Vue

(v Vo) T ) = H L )

(% —eAug)
e|Vue|

weakly in L' (say) as measure-function pairs. Since /a®(v) is uniformly bounded in
Lg‘vus‘gﬁg (R?), we have

(Wue) _ cAw.) Va

(7w Vo e ) e Ve

weakly in L? as measure-function pairs. The conclusion follows from the lower semi-continuity result for
convex functionals with respect to weak measure-function pair convergence [Hut86, Theorem 4.4.2 (ii)]. O

APPENDIX A. UPPER BOUND IN THE SMOOTH CASE

In this section we briefly discuss the construction of the recovery sequence when (u, v) are such that Jy,
and J, are smooth. We give details for the upper bound construction only in the setting of Theorem [AT]
being the construction in the setting of Theorem B1] i.e., for n > 2 and any potential W satisfying (B.1]),
exactly the same.

Proposition A.1 (Upper bound). Let E,F be smooth subsets of R® with F C OE. Let u = 2xp — 1 €
BViee. (R {=1,1}) and v = 2xr — 1 € BV (S;{—1,1}) with S = [OE, *vu, 1]. Then there exists a sequence
(e, ve)) with ue € W22 (R?), v. € f[ﬁf(R% N L= (R®) such that ue — u strictly in BV,

(|V(¢ o us)|£nyv5) — (O'HnilLJu,v) in LY
for every q € [1,4), and
lim sup Ie (ue, ve) < I(u,v),  limsup Je(ue,ve) < J(u,v).

e—0 e—0

Proof. Tn order to ensure u. € W2:>(R*) we follow the argument of [BP93].

Let (u,v) = (2xg — 1,2xF — 1) where F, E are smooth subsets of R® with F' C dE. Let d(z) :=
dist(z,R* \ E) — dist(x, E) be the signed distance to OE. Letting distsr denote the geodesic distance
on the smooth submanifold OF, we may define the signed geodesic distance to OF on OF by dg(y) :=
distoe(y, OB\ F) —dister(y, F') for y € OE. Since OF is smooth, for a > 0 sufficiently small the projection
m: {x € R®: |d(z)| < o} — OF is well defined. For z € E; := {d(z) =t} we can write 7(z) = z — d(z)v(z)
with v(z) = sgn(d(z)) \2:153\ the normal to E: at . Moreover v(z) coincides with the unit normal to E

at m(z). We have that

Vr(z) = P, pae) — d(z)V(z),
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where P pac) denotes the projection onto the tangent space to EY®) at 2. We recall that d and dg are

C? in a sufficiently small tubular neighborhood of OE and dF respectively, |Vd(z)|,|V?¥dg(y)| = 1 (where
VP denotes the tangential derivative) and

t s ki T X
~Ad(z) = H'(z) =) W , (A1)

i=1

where H'(x) denotes the sum of principal curvatures of the level set E; in € E; and ki1(2), ..., kn—1(2)
the principal curvatures of OF at z.
We recall also that the function w(t) = tanh (v/2t) is a solution to the minimization problem

min{/+oo(W(w) + %(w’f)dt: w € W2 (R), w(o0) = :tl} ‘

loc.
—oo

Thus, in particular,

/f:o(v‘c/(w) o)) di = /j: J2W ()| dt = /jl oW (s)ds = o, (A.2)
[Oo (o2 dt = /;OO 2 (w)le | dE = o, (A3)

and
w”’(t) — W (w(t)) =0 VteR. (A.4)
Set T := |loge| and define w.: R — R as
w(t) ift € [0,T.],
pe(t) ift € (Te,2T¢],
we(t) =
1 if t € (2T%,+00),
—we(—t) ift € (—00,0),

where p.: [T:,27.] — R is a third degree polynomial chosen in such a way that w. € C"'(R) N C°(R\
{£T.,£2T.}). Set also w.(t) := we(t/e). One can verify that
[ @2 (1 2my = 0(€%), 167 [|Loo (1 2my = 0(%), [lw = el oo (me 27y = 0fe) - (A.5)

We use we, d and dg to construct ue: R? — R and 7.: OF — R, precisely, we set

ue(x) == we(d(x)) = we(d(x)/e) and v (y) := we(dg(y)) = we(de(y)/c) -
Then we let v.: {x € R®: dist(z,dF) < a} — R be given by ve(x) := v.(r(z)) and take any extension
in R® such that v. € W,\7 (R3).
We claim that the sequence ((ue,ve)) satisfies the thesis. By construction ue. — w strictly in BVloc,(R3)
and

(IV(poue) L ve) = (eH" "L Jy,v) in LY
as measure-function pairs for every ¢ € [1,4). Moreover (v.) satisfies
lim sup/ <E|Vﬁg|2 + M) dH" ' (y) < oH' (OF). (A.6)
e—0 OFE 2 3

For convenience we introduce the localized functional

I (uc,v., A) :—/ <£|Vu5|2 + M) <£|V’u5|2 + M) dz,
A \2 € 2 5

with A C R® open. Thus we have
I (e, ve) = Ic(ue, ve, {|d(z)| < €T%}) + Ic(ue, ve, {eTe < |d(x)] < 2eT:}).
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Using that |Vd(z)| = 1, the coarea formula, and the change of variable z = y + tv with y = n(z) € OF we
have

Te(uesue, {jd(w)] < eTe}) = /{\d(x)\< eT.} < ’w (d(: )’ + ( (@») (EWU (@)l + W(U;(x))> dw
/ /E € (% l g )) (% )PV (a)* + M) dH™ ! (z)dt
= ot [ 2 (5 (2 )\ w(u(t)))a / ( i)+ D) ey

<o) [ (5950 + W LD ).

£

This together with (A.6) yields
lim sup I. (ue, ve, {|d(z)| < eT:}) < > H*(OF) = o> H*(J,) .
e—0

Similarly, from (A.5]), one gets
I (ue,ve, {eT: < |d(z)| < 2¢T:})

<200 [ (photop + dwan) an [ (Somor+ TEDY ae) g

< gETg7
€

from which
lim sup I (ue, ve, {eTe < |[d(x)| < 2¢T:}) =0.
e—0

Hence we infer limsup,_, Ic(ue,ve) < I(u,v). It remains to prove the upper bound for Je(ue,v:). As
before we write

Je(te, ve) = Je(ue, ve, {|d(x)] < eTe}) + Je(ue, ve, {eTe < |d(x)] < 2¢T:}).

By (A1) and (A4) it follows
w —eAuc(z) = w - 6(1212((1(37)) + w;(d(x))Ad(:c))

+wi(d(z)/e)H' ()

_ W (w(d(z)/e)) _ wl(d(z)/e)
3

€
= wi(d(z)/e)H' (x).
From (A)) and the fact that ||H|| L sp) < +00 one can deduce that
H'(2) = H(x(2)) + od(z)) = H(n(x)) + ofc|logel) ¥ € {|d(x)] < eT.}

Hence we get

Je(ue,ve, {|d(z)| < eT:}) :/{ law(”s) (w;(@)>2 ‘Ht(x)yz dx

ld(z)|<eTe} &
- /{\d(z>\<sm éam(’ﬁs(w(x))) (wl(@D ('H(”(xmz +o(e”|log 6|2)) dz
- 5/4 (w(£)> /E aD(as(W(x)))(|H(w(x))|2 +o(?| log€|2)) dH" () dt

—aom! [T (D)) @t [ amn (W oose) o),

By (A.3) we find
eT: 2 Te
1 / (w’(z)) dt = / |wl|2 dt<o. (A.9)
€ —eTe € —Te
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Whereas
tiwsup [ a®(@ ) ([HO) + o og=) dW ' (0) < [ a0 [HW) a4 () = J(uv).
e—0 OFE OFE
(A.10)

Combining (A)—(ATI0) we get

lim sup Je (ue, ve, {|d(z)| < eT:}) < J(u,v)

e—0
Finally from the second equality in (A5]) one can easily deduce that
lim sup Je (ue, ve, {eTe < |[d(x)] < 2¢T.}) =0,

e—=0

and the proof is concluded. O

APPENDIX B. UNIQUENESS FOR THE GRADIENT IN SOBOLEV SPACES WITH RESPECT TO MEASURES

As in Section 2.3, let M be a k-rectifiable, 7 : M — A*(R™) an orientation of M, p: M — [0, 00) locally
H*L_ M integrable, and S = [M, T, p]. In the proof of the uniqueness of the gradient for u € H"?(S), we
will use the following lemma:

Lemma B.1. [ADS96l Corollary 2.10(ii)] Let S = [M,7,p] and uw € BV(S). Then there exists a
Ap—k+1(R™) valued measure R(S,u) whose components R”(S,u), v € A(n,n —k + 1), are given by

(p, R7(S,u)) = /M u(v AV@) pdH*  for all p € CH(R™).

In the upcoming lemma, we write u := ||S||. We will assume that S = 0, since this is the case that we
are working with, and this alleviates the calculations.

Lemma B.2. Assume that S is as above with 8S = 0. Let (vj)jen C C°(R™) such that
Jgﬂolo lvillLe gny =0 and ilégIIijlng(Rn) <0,
then Vuv; — 0 in LL(R™).
Proof. Let ¢ € C°(R™). Then R(S, ¢) is in C°(R™; Ap—k+1(R™)), and for v € A(n,n — k + 1) we have
that
0= lim [ RY(S,@)vjpdH" = — lim [ R(S,v;)ppdH"

Jj—oo Jar Jj—oo M
Since R(S,v;) = v AV,v; and by the boundedness of (V,v;);en in L, (R™;R™), there exists a subsequence
(no relabeling) and w € L% (R™;R™) such that V,v; = w in Lf,(R™;R"™), and

lim RY(S,v;)ppdH" = /(V AV ,0;) ppdHF

J—0o0 M
= /(V Aw) ppdH".

Since V,v; is orthogonal to v, the same holds for w, and hence w = 0 follows since ¢ can be chosen
arbitrarily. |

Lemma B.3. Let ¢ > 0, W : R — [0,00) as in Theorem B4, p. = (§£|Vuc|> +e 'W(u)) L". If
(vk)ken C CE(R™) is such that

Jim loellzp @y =0 and i‘ég”vvk”Lﬁs(R") <C,

then Vv, — 0 in LL_(R™).
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Proof. 1t suffices to show that for any subsequence, there exists a further subsequence for which the
gradient converges weakly to 0 in Lf,_. So let us start with an arbitrary subsequence. By boundedness of
the sequence in Lf,_, we may choose a further subsequence that is weakly convergent to some limit f,

Vo, = f in Lf_.
Here and in the following, we do not relabel when we take subsequences.

Suppose that —1 < t; < t2 < 1. Then

ta
/ / log | dH™ " dt = / |k || Vue | dz
ty w{ue>t} {t1<uc<t2}

Ve (| W)y, 200
C(W, t1,t2) {t1<uc<ts} €

€||v“€||L2(]R")

C (W, t1,t2)
Therefore, there exists a subsequence such that for almost every si,s2 with t1 < s1 < s2 < t2, we have
that {s1 < wue < s2} is a set of finite perimeter and

IN

H”kHifLE @®ny =~ 0 ask — +oo.

/ log|dH"™ ' =0 ask — 4oo fori=1,2. (B.1)
Ox{uc>s;}

For every ¢ € C§°(R™) we can apply the Gauss-Green theorem:

/ Vi - pda = / v div pda —|—/ (@, vy ) AH™ T
{s1<uc<sa2} {s1<uc<s2} O0x{s1<us<s2}

The last term converges to 0 by choice of s; and s2. Moreover, we have

/ lve|? da < ;/ Mmﬂf dz
{s1<uc<s2} C(W,S1,Sz) {s1<us<s2} €

S — YA}
= C(WSMSQ) k LﬁE(R")

—0 ask— +oco.
Thus,
/ Vog -pde -0 as k — +oo.
{s1<us<s2}

This implies that f = 0 on {z : s1 < u.(z) < s2}. Since we may choose t1, s, arbitrarily close to —1, and
t2, s2 arbitrarily close to 1, we obtain f =0 on {z: —1 < u.(z) < 1}.

With the same arguments we can prove that f =0 on {z : uc(z) < —1} and on {x : u-(z) > 1}. Since
we({z : ue(xz) = £1}) = 0, we obtain that f = 0 p.-almost everywhere, which completes the proof of the
present lemma. O
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