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Abstract. We study a singular parabolic equation of the total vanmatigpe in one dimension. The
problem is a simplification of the singular curvature flow. 8tf®w existence and uniqueness of weak
solutions. We also prove existence of weak solutions to #mei-gliscretization of the problem as
well as convergence of the approximating sequences. Thiedistretization shows that facets must
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their asymptotic behavior. We notice that our qualitatiesults may be interpreted with the help of a
special composition of multivalued operators.
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1 Introduction

Many free boundary problems involving the Gibbs-Thomsdatien may be considered as a driven
weighted mean curvature flow coupled through the forcingiter a diffusion equation (see [CR],

[Rd], [L] [AW]). We have a considerable body of literaturencerning this problem for the Euclidean

curvature of the interface, including the question of medaeegularity of solutions treated by Escher,
Pruss, Simonett and Mucha, see [EPS]|[ES],/[Mu]. On therdihad, less is known if the curvature

appearing in the Gibbs-Thomson relation is singular, sge [Ry]. This line of research has been
initiated by Taylor, [[T], and independently by Gurtin, [AGHlowever, just solvability of equations of

the singular curvature flow is interesting. Existence offtber was obtained by Bellettini, Novaga,

Paolini [BNP1], [BNP2] and by Chambollé [Ch]. Driven singulcurvature flow was studied by

M.-H.Giga, Y.Giga and Rybka, see [GG], [GR1], [GR2].

In fact, the existence and properties of solutions to thguar weighted mean curvature flow

V= on (@), (1.1)

are interesting in itself even in the plane and without fagciespecially when the anisotropy function
(also called ‘energy density function’) is singular, i.ast convex. Herel'(¢) is the unknown curve
andx denotes the weighted mean curvature related to the undgryiisotropy function andl is the
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velocity of surfacel’(¢). Our ultimate goal would be to study existence and behavigplutions to
C.3).

In its full generality problem[(1]1) for an arbitrary initiaurve is rather difficult. One source of
difficulties is the geometry of the system, it is already prasn the two-dimensional setting. Here,
we want to concentrate only on the purely analytical diffiesl appearing if(1l1). This is why we
will restrict our attention to a simplified equation, whiaktains the singular character of the original
problem.

Here is our postulated equation

A= %%J(s +As) inSx(0,7),
A(s,0) = Ap(s) onS, (1.2)
A(2m,t) = A(0,t), t>0,

here S is the unit circle parameterized by interjal 27r) and A is the sought function. Compared
with (.1) our new system has one analytical advantage. Nathe domain of definition of\ (-, ¢)
is independent of time.

We present a justification of this equation in the Appendixerd{ we explain our notation. The
variable s plays the role of the arclength parameter, the subsegrg#notes the differentiation with
respect tes. We frequently refer tp = A + s as the angle between the axis and the outer normal
to the curve. Such an interpretation helps drawing pictumessthe relation to the actual angle is rather
loose.

We make a specific choice of corresponding to the surface energy density functions. \Afet w
to study a situation which is already very singular yet tiatg. In many instances of a great physical
interest an anisotropy appears, which is merely convexewuen strictly convex (understood in a
proper sense). As a result, we chodsevhich is convex and piecewise linear. This is an independen
source of difficulties. In order to avoid further technicaldubles we will choose/ corresponding
to the situation where that curve minimizing the surfacergyéwhich is the Wulff shape of the
anisotropy function) is a square. We must stress againibatdrrespondence is at the level of ideas,
because[(1]2) imot a curvature flow, but its caricature. However, the obtaineldalrior of solutions
to (1.2) is almost the same as for the equation] (1.1) with thgo#&ropy function corresponding to a
square,[[Ch].

Thus, we pickJ which suffers jumps of equal heighBtat the equi-spaced angles

A:{ak:—%—kk‘Aa: k=0,1,2,3, WithAa:g}. (1.3)
Specifically, we put

T 3 T T 3
5t0) = 7 (lo= S +le = Jl+ 1o+ Fl+ 1o+ ). 1.4)
SinceA is defined over the unit circle its graph oviis a closed curve. The meaning of the spacing
betweeny,’s can be explained by looking at the equation

0 d
%%J(S‘i‘AS) = 1,

considered in [MRy] — see subsection 3.2, too. Roughly spgakhe spacing between, anday, 1
corresponds to the length of facets having the normal vactwith the normal anglev,. The size
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of the jump of%J(s + A;) corresponds to the angle between the normals to the curvehgha
solution to the above equation, at a corner.

The chosen anisotropy functidn (I1.4) is nowhere regularc@eve can expect nonstandard effects
requiring new analytical tools. This has been observed bgarechers working on the total variation
flow, whose simplification is

Ut — 50(“1’)“1’1’ =0 (1.5)

augmented with initial and boundary data. Hekgis the Dirac measure concentrated:at
We noticed so far two main types of motivation to study thalteariation flow,

uy — div <|§—Z|> — 0. (1.6)

The first one is the image denoising and reconstructiondotted by Rudin and Oshelr, [RC], [ROF].
The second one is evolution of the facets of crystals. Thk diithe papers (seé [ABC1], [ABC?2],
[BCN], [GK], [GGK], [ACM], [Mao]) uses the theory of nonlineasemigroups to establish existence.
The last paper is particularly interesting, because itddeath the anisotropic total variation flow.
Moreover, the notion of entropy solutions was introduceddal with uniqueness of the total variation
flow (see [ABC1], [BCN]). The tools of convex analysis wereefus to make sense out df (1.5).
The authors, mentioned above, paid special attention ttiepise constant initial data and they were
interested in the asymptotic behavior, in particular thgrgstotic shape was identified. M.-H.Giga,
Y.Giga and R. Kobayashi, [CK]|_[GGK], also calculated thesp of flat facets. No matter what is
the approach, it is apparent that the most important inféonas located in set§u, = 0}, where the
singular dissipation starts to play a role and where thesdabkmultivalued theory of function loses
the meaning.

Our approach differs in many aspects. We prove existencedmyudarizing procedure and passing
to the limit with the regularizing parameter, this approacs used, e.g. by Feng and Prohl, see [FP].
The main difficulty is associated with studying the limit 6ktnon-linear terms. We present a more
detailed analysis of regularity of solutions permittingtascall them *almost classical’. For generic
data, our solutions are twice differentiable with respect £xcept a finite number of points (for fixed
time). This will be explained in detail below. We mention é¢hat we use the tools of the convex
analysis, in particular we rely on the fact that for a conuaxction the subdifferential is well-defined
everywhere. However, the classical theory of multivaluedctions is not sufficient. We have to
introduce a new definition of the composition of two multivadl functions to describe the meaning
and qualitative properties of solutions to systém](1.2) al @ class of theJ-R functions, where
regularity is described from the point of view of the propestof the function/. In our opinion the
results we prove contribute to better understanding péicabgstems with measure coefficients.

Our technigue requires a new look at the regularity of fomgi We will generalize the meaning
of the convexity defining a class dfregular functions preserving some important propertighe
convexity. Our main qualitative result says that any sudfidy regular initial curve evolving accord-
ing to system[(1]2), will eventually reach a minimal solatiavhich is called the asymptotic profile
in the area of the total variation flow. The geometric intetation is that the solution reaches its
asymptotic shape, i.e. the square in our case. This may hdppgefinite of finite time depending
upon initial data. If this event occurs in finite time, thersequently, the solution shrinks to a point.
This behavior can be illustrated by the pictures below. Tieeipe meaning is contained in Theorem

5.1



Timet =0 Timet =t

The evolution is determined by motion of facets defined bygulisrities of theJ-function (the
arrows show the direction of the evolution). In finite time @l@ain a convex domain, which becomes
a square converging to a point in finite time.

Timet =ty Timet = t3 Timet =t g

We have to underline that the illustrated evolution hidesribvel idea of definition of singular
termdg (u, )u,, being a multiplication of two Dirac deltas (as In{IL.5)), rexer the nonlocal character
will allow us to define this object. Additionally, by the unigness of solutions to our system we show
that our novel definition is the only admissible. Formallye tdissipation caused the Dirac delta
coefficient is so strong that the changes of regularity &pnearance of the facets) happen instantly.

We will state our results in the Section below, the proofd kbl presented in the further Sections.
Here, we present the outline of the rest of the paper. We shevexistence of weak solutions in
Section[ 2, uniqueness is the content of that Section, toe dtalitative analysis is based on the
semi-discretization which is performed in Sectidon 3. Ourlgs to make some of the properties more
apparent. Namely, we want to show that facets (i.e. intenwdlerep, = A, + s has a constant value
equal to one of they;’s) form instantaneously. In Sectiéh 5, we show further gewim properties of
solutions, namely the curve becomes convex (i.e. the anddecomes monotone) in finite time. In
addition, we show that solutions become fully faceted inditime, i.e. the solution is composed only
of facets. These two events are not correlated in time. lgjnaé show that our solutions converge to
a special solution which we call minimal.



2 The main results

Here, we present our results. We begin by noticing that i§ given by [1.4), then the meaning of
(T.2) is not clear at all because its right-hand-side folyrizécomes

3
T
A= ;)akg_;?(s + Ag)Ass.

Hence the above equation can be viewed as a generalizatequafion[(1.5).

We will use the tools of the convex analysis to interpret ilelo convexity of/ its subdifferential
is always well-defined. Since in genefd)J(¢) is not a singleton it is necessary to find its proper
selection, in particulaf (112) takes the form,

A € 2QDJ(AS +3s), InSx(0,7),
A(s,0) = Ao(s), ons, :
A(2m,t) = A(0,t),  fort >0,

whereS is the unit circle.
In other words, we have to find (weakly) differentiable sttets of9,J (A + s). Thus, we are
lead to the following notion of a weak solution fo (11.2).

Definition 2.1. We say thatA € C([0,7]; L2(S)), such thatA; € L (0,7;TV(S)) is a weak
solution to [2.1), if there exists a functiéh< L (0, T; W (S)) such that(s,t) € OI(A, + s) a.e.,
and for any functiorh in C*°(S) it holds

/SAth:—/S(Q—s)her/Sh.

With this definition we can show the following existence fesu

Theorem 2.1. Let us suppose that is defined by(1M)Ao € L1(S) andAy s € TV (S) , then there
existsA € C*(0,T; L2(S)) with o > 0, additionally

As € Loo(0,T; TV (S)) and Ay € L2(0,T; La(S))
such that it is a unique weak solution ffo {2.1).

The proof will be achieved through an approximation procedit is performed in Section 3.
Moreover, we show uniqueness of the solution constructeg] tigs is the content of Theordm B.1 in
Section 3.

However, our main goal is to describe precisely qualitapxeperties of solutions t¢ (2.1). As a
motivation, we present a special type of solutions, whichwilecall minimal solutions which are
given explicitly, one of them is given here, (see also 8§3.2),

A(s,t) = /OS o(u) du +t,

where
_ T

3
@(s) = ZX[O,%)(S) + ZX[%,N)(S) + X[,y (8) + ZX[STW,%)(S)- (2.2)



Iltis a matter of an easy exercise to see thdefined above with)(z,t) = z is indeed a weak solution
to (2.1). In fact, this an asymptotic profile, which can becheal in finite time.

We will keep in mind this example while developing the proplass of regular solution. The idea
is that we want to extend properties of convex solutions t@eergeneral class, hence we introduce a
class of J-regular function, where restrictions on regiylatepend on function/ from (1.4).

Firstly, we define the space of functions which are helpfudascribe the regularity of the deriva-
tive of our solutions. We recall that any functigne T'V is a difference of two monotone functions.
Thus, we shall call a multifunction : [0,27) — 2% amaximalTV functionif it is a difference of
two maximal monotone multifunctions and one of them is curdgus.

Definition 2.2. We say that a maximal'V. multivalued function : [0,2r) — R is J-regular, i.e.
¢ € J-R[0, 27), provided that the set

E(¢) ={s€[0,2m): ¢(s) > ap for k=0,1,2,3}

consists of a finite numbesf connected components, i.e. we allow only isolated imtisror iso-
lated points. Additionally, on any connected sub8e?r) \ Z function ¢ takes its values in interval
(o, ax + 5) for somek = 0, ..., 3, modul®r — seel(113).

For eachp € J-R|0, 2w) we define a functior : J-R[0,27) — N by the formula

K (¢) = the number of connected components of the=§e}).

Additionally we put
1#]l5-r[0,27) = [[Bll7v(0,27) + K (D).

Let us note that thd-R class does not form a Banach space. It is not a linear spacgdén to
formulate the meaning of solutions, first we define¢bmposition ofi-R functions withd.J. Because
of the complex structure the definition is long.

Definition 2.3. We define thecompositionoJo A,
0JBA : [a,b] — [e, f],
whereA : [a,b] — [¢,d] is anJ-R function andd.J : [¢, d] — [e, f] as follows:

To begin with, we decompose the domé&inb| into three disjoint part$a, b] = D, U Dy U D,
where
Ds ={s € la,b] : A(s) = [cs,ds] andec, < dg};
(2.3)
Dy = {U(ar, by) : A\(ak,bk) = ¢, Wherec isaconstant, D, = [a,b] \ (Ds UDy).
Then, the composition is defined in three steps:
1. For eachs € D, the setA(s) is a singleton, thus the composition is given in the cla$siey

0JoA(s) =0J(A(s)) for s e D,. (2.4)

2. In the cases € Dy the definition is “unnatural”. For a given séiy, b,) C Dy we have
Al(ay ) = k- I J(cy) is single-valued, then for € (ax, by) we have,
dJ

0JoA(s) = @(Ck)}-



However, if0.J(ci) is multivalued, i.e.0.J(ck) = [ax, Bk, then the definition is not immediate.
We have to consider four cases related to the behavior offtmdtion A in a neighborhood of interval
(ag, br). The regularity properties of theR class imply the necessity to consider the following four
cases (for smal > 0):

(i) Aisincreasing, i.eA(s) < ¢ for s € (ax — €,ax) andA(s) > ¢ for s € (b, by + €);

(i) Ais decreasing, i.ed(s) > ¢; fors € (ar — €,a;) andA(s) < ¢, for s € (b, by, + €);

(i) Ais convex, i.eA(s) > ¢ fors € (ar, —€,ax) andA(s) > ¢ for s € (bg, by, + €);

(iv) Ais concave, i.eA(s) < ¢ fors € (ar — €,a;) andA(s) < ¢ for s € (bg, by + €).
The case (i) we put

OJBA(t) = xp(t — by) + yr(t — ak) for t € (ag,bg), (2.5)

wherez, = —%_ andy, = &

ak:bk bk —ap "
For case (ii) we put

8J5A(t) = xk(t — bk) + yk(t - ak) for ¢t (ak, bk), (2.6)
wherez), = akﬁ_‘“bk andyy = ;%
When we deal with case (iii) we set
8J5A(t) = Bk for t (ak, bk) (27)

Finally, if (iv) holds, then we put
8J5A(t) = for t € (ak, bk) (28)

3. In the last case, if € D, our definition is just a consequence of first two steps. Siete s
D, consists of a countable number of points we consider eadieaf separately. We hav(dy) =

[€k, fk] with e, 75 fk, then
0JoA(dy) = [limsup 0JoA(t),liminf 0JoA(t)]. (2.9)

t—d; t—dt
Definition[2.3 is complete.

Thanks to theJ-R regularity of A, the above limits are well defined. As a result, we are able to
omit point fromD; in (2.3). We note that the above construction guaranteés tha

0JoA : [a,b] — [e, f] is aJ-R function.

After having completed the definition we make additional cwents on step 2. Formulde (R.5)-
(2.8) are immediate consequences of the pointwise appatxim of the considered function by
smooth functions. The presented composition agrees wathebults from/[MRY], where a stationary
version of the problem has been considered. In particulardefinition follows from a requirement:
if A is maximal monotone then we expect

A1 A = Id.

Moreover, the composition of two maximal increasing fuoieti is maximal increasing. Another
point, which should be emphasized, is the nonlocal charattite above definition. Step 3 depends
on step 2, so steps 1 and 2 should be performed at the verynliregin

Now we are prepared to introduce the main definition.



Definition 2.4. We say that a functioA : S — R is an almost classical solutioto system[(1]2) ifA
is a weak solution witli2 = 0J5[As + s], As + s € Lo (0,7 J-R[0, 27)) and

A= %&]6[1\3 +s]in [ x ((0,T)\ N)|\ Upcrer OZ(As(-, ) +5) x {t},

A’tzo = AO on S, (210)

whereN is finite anddE denotes the boundary of skt

The main point of Definitiom 213 is to determine the compositappearing on the RHS of the
equation on sets, where the solution ghfl are singular. Note that equatid@.10), is fulfilled in
the classical sense except for finite number of point for ¢aeh(0,7') \ N. This is so due to the
definition of set=(A4(+,t) + s) implying that its boundary consists of finite number of psintt is
easy to see that the minimal solutiohs [2.2) fulfills Defon{2.4.

The main result of our considerations is the following.

Theorem 2.2. Let Ay be such thah, s + s € J-R[0, 27), then there exists a unique almost classical
solution to system (21 1) conforming to Definition12.4.

In fact this is a statement about the regularity of weak smhgt Theoreni 212 is a result of the
semi-discretization of systerh (1.2). At this level, we viié able to show that facets must appear,
as suggested by the pictures in the Introduction. The ségoiatization will determine the RHS of
(2.10) on sets where the solution falls into the singulat p&f.J. We will obtain that on these sets
the termd.J is constant on each connected part (or time dependent fexthationary system). Next,
by the elementary means we will show that the semi-disattiz tends uniformly to the solutions
obtained by Theorefn 2.1. However, performing a rigorousfiittat we indeed constructed an almost
normal solution requires more work on the structure of wedlkts®ns, which is the content of Section
[B. Thus, it will be postponed until the end of this part.

At the end, in Sectiohl5, we deeply go into the qualitativelysis of the evolution showing the
convexification effect and convergence to the minimal sohst Since we know that facets must
appear and the solutions are unique we are in a position tstromh quite explicit solutions. We
are able to follow their qualitative changes. This is madecise in Theorern 5.1. In particular we
show instantaneous creation of facets. For the sake oftilily sve show a comparison principle in
subsectiorn5.1. Moreover, we show that the evolution oftfasegoverned by a system of ODE'’s
which are coupled if the facets interact, this is explaime8eéctiorib. A conclusion from our analysis
is existence of a sequence of instances at which our solgets simplified before it gets the final
form of the asymptotic profile, i.e. the minimal solution.

3 Existence of solutions

In this Section we show an existence and uniqueness of wéatioss of [1.2). We use the tools of
the convex analysis to interpret it. In particular, we simadlke the gradient flow structure ¢f (I..2)
transparent. However, the existence is shown by the methregjolarization. Some of the statements
are easier to interpret if they are written in the languagthef'angle’ o = A, + s. Here,y plays
the role of the angle between the normal to the curve andthaxis. Thus, for convex closed curves
© must be increasing, but we shall not require that, insteaddmeit o being a functions of bounded
total variations, i.e.p(-,t) € TV(S), in particularp € L*°(.S) and it may be discontinuous though.



3.1 The proof of the general existence result

We present a proof of our existence result, Thedrern 2.1 lllb@iachieved through an approximation
procedure. For any > 0 we set

J(x) = J * pe(x) + §$2, (3.1)

wherep, is a standard mollifier kernel, with support(ire, €). Let us note properties of the approxi-
mationJ¢:
(@) Je € C=(R);

(b) 4L J< is strictly monotone;
© ) >

(d) L J¢(z) — ex = &L J(x) for 2 such thatz — ay| > e for k = 0,1,2,3.

We start with existence of the regularized system.

Lemma 3.1. Let us suppose that is defined by{(311) and is smooth an@r-periodic. Then, for
anyT > 0 there exists a unique, smooth solution to the regularizetllem,

0 d

A; = a_d_Je(AE + 3) in S X (O,T),
A%(s,0) = AG(s), ons, (3.2)
AS(s+2m,t) = A(s, 1), for t>0.

Proof. By properties (a), (b) (c) and (d) of¢, see[(3.11), the existence and uniqueness of smooth
solutions to[(3.R), is guaranteed by the standard theonahmwlic systems, see [LSU]. O
We now study properties of established solutions.

Lemma 3.2. Let us suppose tha¢ is a smooth solution t@ (3.2).
(a) If for a,b € R and the initial datum satisfies< (Af ,(s) + s) < b, then, for allt < T' we have

a < (A5(s,t)+s) <b.
(b) If moreover,(A§ ((s) + s)s € L1(0,2m), then, for alk < T' we have

(AS(s,t) + 8)s € Loo(0,T5 L1(0,27)).

Proof. We use the maximum principle. First of all, we differenti§e2) with respect t,

€ d 82J6 € €
N5 = 5 (Gt A+ 49 )

We notice(s + AS); = AS,. We setw = (s + AS), hence we obtain the equation for

wy = %(a(sﬂt)ws)a (3.3)



where by[(3.11) we have(s,t) =

(a).
To prove (b) we note that fronh (3.3) we obtain

2
wa = ey lals, ). (3.4)

By Lemma 3.1l our solutions are smooth. In oder to finish thefood (b) it is enough to integrate
(3.4) over set§w, > 0} and{ws < 0} to reach,

i/ wsdr <0 and i/ wsdz > 0. (3.5
dt {ws>0} dt {ws<0}

O
Having established this Lemma, we will obtdig, estimates for the spatial derivative of solution

@ I (s+AS) > € > 0. Hence, by the maximum principle we obtain

A.
Corollary 3.1. There is a constaritl independent of andT such that

oM Lo (5x(0,1)) < M, o)l Lo 0,77V [0,20)) < M.

Proof. The first part follows from Lemmla 3.2 (a) directly, because= AS+s. The second part is the
result of Lemm&_3]2 (b), combined with the properties of agimation of 'V functions inL;. [
We want to show that the estimates fgrwill persist after passing to the limit with

Lemma 3.3. Let us suppose thatc converges weakly i*(S x (0,T)) to A. If (AS + s)s > 0 in
D'(S), then(As + s)s > 0 as well inD'(S).

Proof. Indeed, ifh € D(S) is positive, therd < [((A§ + s)h,. The inequality holds after taking the
limit. O

Lemma 3.4. There is a constant independenkuch that
T 27 21
/ (A)? dwdt < M, / [(AS)? + (A9?) dadt < M.

Proof. The bound onf0 °T(A%)? is trivial, due toL> estimates established in previous lemmas.

Similarly, the bounds in Corollar’[’a 1 imply thgng 2m (AS)? < M. We shall calculate the last
integral with the help of integration by parts,

2 T 27 d T d
//(Ag)2dsdt :—/ A;t—JE(AZ—Fs)dsdtJr/ AL oA 1 8) =2 g
o Jo 0o Jo d o dy
27
=/’fwm»w—ﬂfw@ﬂMs
+ [ 00 (s +2m - L) a

Here, we also exploited periodicity of. We notice that the differencgéJE(Ag(O,t) + 2m) —
%JE(Ag(O,t)) equals exactlRr. Hence,

/ M) dsdt < /zw J<(00(s)) ds + 2r(A%(0, T) — A“(0,0)) < M
0 0
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due to the Corollari 311. O

Remark. We want to stress that the above estimate\giis one of the most important differences
between[(I11) and{2.1).

Now, we have enough information to select a weakly convdrgahsequence, with properties
announced in the theorem.

Proposition 3.1. There exists a subsequenieg } converging to zero, such that
(@A —~ AinW3(S x (0,T));  ¢% — ps as measures ifi x (0,T).

Proof. The first part of (a) is implied by Lemnia 3.4. The second pafapfollows frome® = A€+ s,
and Lemmak_3]2, 3.4. Part (b) follows from Lemimd 3.2[and 3cktlae embedding theorem (we have
already proved\¢ € Ly (0,T; W4 (0,27)) N WL(0,T; L1(0, 27))). O

The next step is to show that that the limit is indeed a satutitn particular, we have to pass
to the limit in the non-linear term. First of all, we shall ctgge the notation in order to make more
transparent what we are doing. We want to fingk, ) such thatw,(s,t) = ¢(s,t). By a simple
integration of this formula and the definition of we can see

1
w(s,t) = 582 + A(s,t),

where we setw(0,t) = A(0,t). Hence,ws, = ¢ and we can re-write the evolution problem as a
gradient system

we e Losw,),  inSx(0,7),

ds
w(s,0) = 332 + Ao(s), fors e S, (3.6)
w(s,t) — %sz is periodic for ~ t € (0,7).

If ©(-,0) is increasing, then due to Lemrhal3.2 (b) and Lemim&&-3t) is increasing as well,
hencew(-,t) is convex. Obvious changes are required to write the systenthé regularization
we(s,t) = 352 4+ A(s, ).

Proposition 3.2. For any fixedt > 0 and a sequencgy} converging to zero there exists its subse-
quence(e; } (not relabeled), such that for eaete [0, 27) the limit

ti (7)) . 6) = 1)

exists. Moreovel)(z,t) € 0J(¢(z,t)) for almost every: € [0, 27).

Remark. It is important for us to make the selection of the subseqaiémdependently of.

Proof. Indeed, once we fix > 0, we may recall thap(-,t) € TV as well as%Jf(wﬁ)(:n,t) €
TV. Hence, by Helly’s convergence theorem there exists a gubseer;, such that these sequences
converge. Using the new notation, we write,

: € _ : d € € _
lim (2, 1) = we(,¢),  lim —@J (wi(z,1)) = Qz, t).
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Now, we shall show that for each pointthe numbeK(z, t) belongs tad.J (w,(z,t)). Since the
functions.J¢ are convex, we have the inequality

2

€ € € € n d € €
; J(ws(x,t) + hy(x)) — J(ws(x, t)) do 2/0 %J (wi(x,t))hy(z) de,

for eachh € C§°(0,27). We know thatw® and %Jﬁ(w;(x,t)) have pointwise limits, which are
bounded, hence after passing to limit our claim will follow,
2m 2w
J(wg(z,t) + hy(z)) — J(wy(x,t)) de > Q(z, t)hy(z) dx. O
0 0

We finish theproof of Theoreni_2]1.By previous Lemmas there exists a sequenéewhich
converges weakly ifivs (S x (0,7)). In particular, ifh € C§°(0,27), t > 0 andr > 0 is arbitrary,
then we see

t+1 t+1 t+7
/ /Aehdsdt —/ ——JE(AG—I—S Yhdsdt' = / /—J6 (AS + s)hs dsdt'.
. g 0s 0p '

Since%JE(Ag + s) is bounded, it converges weakin L, ((0,27) x (0,7)) to Q2. We have to show
thatQ(s,t) € 0J(As + s). First we notice that we may pass to the limit in the abovegirateidentity,

t+7 t+1
/ /At s, t")h(s) dsdt’ = / /Q s,t")hs(s) dsdt’.
t

By the Lebesgue differentiation theorem we deduce,

/ Ao(s, O)h(s) ds = — / Q(s, )ha(s) ds (3.7)
S S

for a.e.t € [0, 7] for h € W}(S) (we used the fact thdkis not distinguished o8). In principle, the
setG = {t € [0,7] : (3.4) holdg depends upon, i.e. G = G(h). We shall see, that in fact we
can choosé: independently of.. Let us recall that¥; (S) is separable and let us suppose thas
a dense, countable subsetitif (S). Of courseG = (e, G(h) is a set of full measure. Let us then
taket € G andh € C*°(.S). Let us suppose thdt,, } is a sequence i6">°(.S) converging ta: in the

W4 (S)-norm. Then,
/At(s t)h /Q s,t)( s)ds
s

forall t € G. We may pass to the limit with on both sides, thus we reach,

/SAt(s,t)h(s) ds = —/SQ(s,t)hs(s) ds.

In other words,[(3]7) holds for all € C*°(S) and allt € G.
If we now fixt € G, we next apply Proposition 3.2 to deduce tkdk, ) € 0J(Ag(s,t) + s).
Hence the limitA, is indeed a weak solution. O
Now, we are going to prove uniqgueness.

Theorem 3.1. If A%, i = 1,2 are two solutions with\'(s,0) = A2(s,0), thenAl(s,t) = A2%(s,t),
fort <T.

12



Proof. If A%, i = 1,2, are weak solutions, then by the definition of weak solutieashave

/Ag‘hds:—/(Qi—s)hsder/hds,
S S S

wherew' € —d.J andh is in H!. We subtract these two identities fa® and A!, then we take
(A! — A?) as a the test function. Finally, the integration o{@rt), < 7T yields

/ / 57 (A 2 dsdt = / / — A?), dsdt.

Monotonicity of 9.J implies that(|A! — A2HL2(S)(Z) < 0. Hence,||A! — A2|y%2(s)(i) = 0 for any
t<T. O

3.2 Minimal solutions

It is well-known that important information about the stedlisystem is provided by special solutions,
like traveling waves, self-similar solutions and other syetry solutions. We can not talk about self-
similar solutions because our systems lacks direct gearakinterpretation, however we may look
for special ones, which we named minimal solutions.

In the theory of curvature flows it is natural to anticipatéseence of curves such that their cur-
vature is constant, but may change in time. Here, we ask itkgists such a solutiop to (1.2)
that

d
gaJ(ga) >k, hencedJ(p) 3 ks + s™, (3.8)

wheres* is appropriately chosen, e.g: = 7 and|k| = 1. The last restriction is of geometric nature,
namely we want that for any € R the image ofS by 0.J be contained in an interval no longer than
2.
In fact, we may come up with explicit formulas. One for= 1 is provided by formula{212). It is
then obvious that
(s) = (@) (s + %), (3.9)
as in [MRy] and in Section 2. Moreovefoz’T @(s)ds = 212 = foz’rsds. By the reversal of the
orientation, we immediately obtain the solution foe= —1,
_ s 5%3 3
P-1(8) = 7 X10,5)(8) + T X15m)(8) + X[ 3y (8) + X[Sﬂ 2m)(5)-
We chooses(s) := @1 (s), which is given by[f(ZlZ) because we prefer to haan increasing function.
As aresultA defined byA (s, t) = [ ¢(u) du+F(t) is indeed2r periodic ins and it is a solution
to (1.2). Here, we must také(t) = A + . One can check in a straightforward manner that indeed
solves[(3.D). This is indeed so, because we have fasil= A;(s) + s and2 is a section 0DI(p),
namely,(2(s,t) = s, which satisfies[(3]9). If we takd = 0, then A satisfies the initial condition:

0) = fos o(u) du
4 The semi-discretization
In this part we examine the semi-discretization[of(2.1)r Gaals are not only to establish existence
for the presented scheme, but also to show qualitative piepef the obtained solutions. In partic-

ular our considerations will explain the appearance oftkac€inally, we prove the convergence of
solutions of the semi-discretization to the solutions wigd in Section 3.
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We define the semi-discretization in time of systém](2.1p#ews

Ni(s) = Xi=1(s)  d k

. € E@J[Ah,s(s) + s (4.2)
and\F(0) = A¥(2m) and (\))s = ¢ for k = 1,...,[T/h]; or equivalently equatiori{4.1) can be
stated

d
M (s) — hEGJ[AﬁS(s) + 5] 3 A 1(s). (4.2)
We establish existence of solution to this problem.

Lemma 4.1. Let us suppose that an absolutely continuous functiae such thatv, = ¢ €
TV|0,2m), then there exista € AC([0,27)) such thatus € TV, which is a solutions td_(4.1),
ie. J
_ h— s 4.3
U=V €h 0J (ug) (4.3)

with u(0) + 1(27)? = u(2r) and the following bound is valid

llus||7v < ||vs||Tv- (4.4)

Remark. Our understanding of(4.3) is the same as thalof (2.1),there existso € W ([0, 27)),
such thatv(z) € 0J(us) andu — v = hitw.

We also note that andv appearing in this Lemma need not be periodic, on the othet hant)
and\f(-) are periodic.

Proof. Let us notice that if: is a solution to[(4.13), thedibelongs to the subdifferential of the functional
2 1
T(u) = / (1T (us) + 5(u—0)%), forue AC(0,2x), us € TV,
0

i.e. u is a minimizer of 7. To be precise, we defing on Ly(S) by the above formula for €
AC([0,2))r with us € TV and we put7 (u) = +oo for u belonging to the complement of this set.
In order to solve[(4)3), we consider a family of regularizediglems,

2T
T = [ ) + 5 =),

where.J, is the same regularization dfthat we used in(3]1).

The functional. is well-defined, convex and coercive on the standard Solspagell’Z(0, 27),
thus it possesses a unique minimizér Now, we apply again the methods used in Section 3.1 to
show existence of a weak solution of the evolution proble)(1The regularization of systern (4.3)
leads to the following equation

€ d2 aJE € € €
Ugg — @(a—wg(us)uss) = Ugg-

By repeating the argument fdr (8.4),we det,||r, < ||[v||z,. Passing to the limit witk — 0
yields [4.3).

In addition we have the following bound§™ (u¢)? de < M, [™(u$)*>dz < M. In order to
prove them we follow the lines of reasoning of Corollary] 3ntddemmd 3.4. These bounds suffice
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to show existence of a subsequereg} converging to zero, such that
(@) us — win Wy (0, 27); ugk — ugs @S measures.

Subsequently, by Helly’s theorem we conclude existencaapbintwise limits (for another sub-
sequenceey }, not relabeled)

lim ¢(x) = ug(z), lim iJe(uflc(:n)) = Q(z).

t—00 t—00 d(p

Moreover,Q)(z) € 9J (uy(x)) for eachx € [0, 27).
Now, we show uniqueness of solutions, constructed in Lemfa 4

Lemma4.2. Letv e AC([0,27)), vs € TV([0,27)), then there exists at most one weak solution
u e AC([0,27)), us € TV(S) to problem[(4.B)

Proof. Let us suppose that there are two solutiongtgl (4.3); = 1, 2. By the definition, there
are two functionso; € 9.J(ul), i = 1,2, such that

ut— v =h—uw;, i=1,2.

ds

After subtracting these two equations and multiplying them:; — uy and integrating ovejo, 2)

we see
1,22 rod d 1,2
—u’||* — h(—w1 — —w2)(u" —u*)ds = 0.

s 0 ds ds

The integration by parts leads us to
2w
0= |lu! —u?|? +/ h(wy — wa)(ul —u?)ds > |Jul —u?|? > 0.
0

As aresultu! = u?. O

In order to finish our preparations, we introduce the setgefigored orientation which dominate
the behavior of solutions. Let us suppose, thas absolutely continuous and, € TV, then at any
point s, the left derivativew; , as well as the right derivative; are well-defined, hence we may set

ow(s) = {rwy + (1 — 1w : 7€[0,1]}. (4.5)

If w is convex, therdw is the well-known subdifferential af.
Now, for eachl = 0, 1, 2, 3, we set

Ei(ws) = {s € [0,27] : w is differentiable at andw;(s) = ax or ) € dw(s)} (4.6)

Furthermore, we s&(ws) = [, Zi(ws).
The result, delivering the main properties of solutionghesfollowing.

Theorem 4.1. Let¢g = A?L’s + s € J-R[0, 7). Then a solutiof \}'} to problem[(411) exists, it is
unique and it satisfies the following bound

1N s + sll3ro2m) < [ Aos + 8l15-R[0,20)- (4.7)
Moreover, we have

EMi—1s+9) CENL +s) and K(X +5) < KX +5) (4.8)
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and
sup sup [Ef\EFTY < C(V(h) + 1), (4.9)
k 1=0,1,2,3
whereV (s) — 0 ass — 0 andV is determined by the initial datumy. Moreover, on connected
components of the s&t*~1 \ (U;_, ZF \ E )
d

d—é)J [)\h s+ s] Isconstant. (4.10)

Proof. By Lemmad 4.l and 4.2 we conclude existence of the sequenseluifons to the semi-
discretization, the solutions are such thdtbelong to7T'V(S). It is enough to restate the equation
(4.2) as follows:

d
u— hEC‘)J[us] =v (4.11)

with uw = A} + 152 andv = A} ! + 12, and boundary condition(0) + 272 = u(27).

The set, where functiod|[u;] is singular, i.e =(us), plays the key role. Our first task is to prove
the inclusion from[(4.18). Note that in a neighborhood of aninps ¢ =(u) function 0.J[us(-)] is
constant, hence we gets) = v(s). Thus, we point the first feature of solutions[to (4.11)

u(s) =wv(s) for se(0,2m)\ E(us). (4.12)

From [4.12) we deduce thatif¢ =(vs), thens ¢ =(us). Subsequently, we g&(vs) C =(us)
which proves the inclusion froni (4.8). Thus, the isolatezhednts stay isolated or merge with other
elements. From this we obtain th&t(vs) > K (us) what ends the proof of liné_(4.8).

By properties[(4.12)[ (418) and the estimate from Lemma)(4v& immediately deduce estimate
(4.1). In particular, what we gain is a uniform boundzig,(S) on {)Jfl’s}.

The set=(u;) is defined as the sum dgjfzo =1(us), thus without loss of generality we can con-
centrate our attention on one of them, e.g. on thessét,;) — see((4.6). From th&R-regularity of
us Set=s(ug) is a sum of closed intervals, so we take one of them, say,
T
e
Recalling the required regularity of the functions in th&-class, we find > 0 such that one of the
four following possibilities holds:

[CL_, a+] - EZ(US) andus‘(a,,mr) = (4.13)

(Z) us|(a,—e,a,) > %7 |(a+,a++e) < %7
(ZZ) us|(a,—e,a,) < ga sl(at,ar+e) = %7 (4.14)
(Z.ZZ) u8|(a,—5,a,) > D |(aJr ay+e) >
(ZU) u8|(a,—5,a,) < %7 |(a+,a++e) < %
Subsequently, we integrafe (4111) over — e, a + ¢) to get
ay+e ay+e
/ uds — h(0Jus] |2+ T6) = / vds. (4.15)
After passing withe — 0%, we obtain — according to the above four cages (4.11) — thanfivig
identities .
(1) fa, uds —hg = [ wvds (convexity),
(i) [* uds +h% = [* vds  (concavity), (4.16)
(#74) and (iv) fjj uds = fc‘f vds (monotonicity).
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In our present analysis, we essentially use the fact tha¢itleegy density functiory is defined
by a square. Due to the definition df see[(1.14), formuld (4.16) exhausts all the possibilitiethe
behavior ofus. For more complex polygons, we would have to discuss morsilplestypes of facets
— here, there are just four of them.

We keep considering the internvial_, a ] C Zs(us), seel(4.1B). Let us introduce a set

II'= ([a—, a] N E(vs)) \ (Zo(us) U E1(us) UEZs(us)) (4.17)
then by the properties of se& we deduce that
(u—v)|m = Cy is constant (4.18)

The sign of constant’, is determined by the geometrical properties of casds ibj4\We have

Cp >0 for (i), Cy <0 for (i) and Cp, =0 for (siz)and(iv). (4.19)
Also identity [4.18) and equatioh (4]11) yield
Dostud] =<0 and Lo, 0. (4.20)
ds n h ds (0,2m)\Z(us)

Thus, we proved (4.10).
Next, we are going to studj (4.9). From the analysis of (4.W&)conclude that

T
[lu = vllLy(s) < h5 K (o). (4.21)

Additionally, from [4.8) we have also that v € WL (S), thus simple considerations lead us to the
following bound

[lu = vllz(s) < BY2C(e0). (4.22)
In order to measure the s€f(us) \ Z;(vs) we split it into two parts
Ei(us) \ Zr(vs) = [(E(us) \ Ei(vs)) NE(vs)] U (Ei(us) \ E(vs)) = I UL, (4.23)

Let us considefl;. On this set we watch the evolution of the intersection oéfacThanks to the
full information about the direction of this facet, we dedummediately that

T | < C(po)h*/? (4.24)

The number of possible intersections is controlledibiy ).
To estimatdly, let us note that this set is a subse&gh ; + s), thus in the general case we can
say only
| < V(h), (4.25)

whereV (s) — 0 ass — 0 andV is determined by the initial datum. Assuming strict contexif
initial domain we would obtaiv (h) ~ h'/3 — see the example at the end of subsedflon 5.2. [
Theoreni 4.1 is proved.

Next, we show that sequenc{asﬁ} converge to solutions of the original problem. We will com-
pare solutions given by Theordm 2.1 and Lenima 4.1, in péaticall assumptions of Theorem 2.1
are not required. We follow the standard procedure whichlisifor parabolic operators (seée [MRa]).

Our next task is to show the following lemma.
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Lemma4.3. LetA and{\}} be solutions to problemb(2.1) afd {4.1) respectively, then

(T/h]
[[A(s, ) Z M ()X Oy 12005y = 0 as h—07. (4.26)

If the initial datum fulfills the assumptions of Theoréml4.&, Ao s € TV (S), then
[T/h]
I|A(s, 1) Z M) Ol w2y 0 as b =07 (4.27)
for anyl < p < oo ande > 0.

Proof. From the properties of solutions to problem{2.1), we knoat ty € Lo(0,T'; Lo(5)). It
follows that

A — A(s,t —
H () = Als,t=h) oy 50 as h— 0% (4.28)
h Ly (hT5L2(9)
For fixedh > 0 we denote
Ry 1) = DD RNy (4.29
then the equation (2.1kan be restated as follows
/ Als:t) = 2(8”5 =) s = — / (s, t)ms + Ry(s, t)mds (4.30)
s S

for eachr in C*°(S x (0,T)) and each selectiof}(s, ¢) of multivalued functiond.J[As(s,t) + s].
We want to compare the above system with the semi-dischietizgiven in Section 4.

/S)\z(s) _h)\k_l(s)ﬂd.s: —/Sw(s,t)wds (4.31)

wheret € [kh, (k + 1)h) andw(s, t) is any section of)J[)\ﬁﬁ(s) + s].
Let us define
AF(s,t) = A(s,t) — Xi(s,1), (4.32)

providedt € [kh, (k + 1)h), then from [4.3D) and (4.81) we deduce

/ Ab(s, 1) = A st =) _/ (Qs,t) — w(s, )} s + Ry(s,t)mds.  (4.33)
s h 5

Taking in [4.33) as a test functiof® (¢, s), we get
f(o o) |AF(s,t)|?ds = f(o o) AF(s,t) A1 (s,t — h)ds

—h Ji0.0m) (s, 8) — w(s,1)) (As(s,t) - A’}is(s,t)) ds (4.34)
+h f(0,27r) Rh(s7 t)Ak(37 t)d37
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but the monotonicity ob.J implies
/ (s, 1) — (s, 1)) (Ao, t) ~ Ab(s.1)) ds > 0. (4.35)
(0,27)

So, defininga®(t) = \]A’f(-,t)]\LQ(S), by the Schwarz inequality, we get froin (4129) the following
inequality
of(t) < a7t — h) + hr(t) for t € [kh, (k +1)h), (4.36)

whererf () = || Rx(-,t)|| 1, (0,2r)- Thus [4.3B) yields

k
of(t) <al(t—kh) + > hrj(t— (k—1)h) with ¢ € [kh, (k+ 1)h). (4.37)
=1

Integrating [(4.3I7) over € [kh, (k + 1)h), we get

(k4+1)h h T
/ ak(t)dtg/ aO(T)dT—i—h/ |RA (-, )] 1y (0,27t (4.38)
kh 0 0

for T > (k + 1)h. Introducing functiona(t) = Zfzo o () Xpn,(+1)m) (t) with L = [T'/h], from
(4.38) we get

T
/0 a(t)dt < h2T)|A¢| Ly 0 72100200 + TR Ly (0.7:La(0.20) (4.39)

because the first term of the right-hand-side (RHS) of {4is38)onsequence of the following estimate

1 h 0 1 h t
1 / aO(t)dt < & / l / A7) Ly 0.2 dE
h 0 h 0 0

1 h h (4.40)

< 2 a0 2[R o amy) < OB o tat020)

Hence, from[(4.39) and (4.28) we concludén||., o,r:1,(0,2-) — 0 as h — 0% and we get
(@.28). From the interpolation estimates and the resulfhebreni 211, we deduce that for gny: co
ande > 0 the convergencé (4.27) is valid. Lemmal4.3 is proved. O

5 Analysis of solutions

The semi-discretization process proves that the%aﬁ s) grows withk. One can show that the
set{J,~o E(un,s(-, t)) may be estimated from below to show that it survives the iigiprocess as
h — 0. This may be achieved by the analysis of the semi-disctaizgrocedure, but this seems
tedious. We propose an alternative approach by the cotisimuaf an explicit solution to[(1]2) for
data inpg € J-R. By uniqueness result, see Theorlen 2.1, this is the solution

We shall assume in this Section that= w, belongs taJ-R and this is the case for the initial data
o of system[(2.11). As a result of the definition of thek class we see

3 No
E(po) = |J Zulwo) = & &1, (5.1)
=0 k=1
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where
& <& and g <&y, k=1, (52)

(with the understandingy, ,, = & + 2m). Moreover, each interva[El;,glj] is a connected com-
ponent of one of the set;(yy), | = 0,1,2,3. We shall also adopt the convention tiha ¢;” and
possiblyéy, > 2w, butéy, —2m < &7

If [5,;,5;] is one of the connected components=fy), then we will call by afacetthe set
F=F(&.8) = {(z,y) e R?: y=w(z), z € [§,§]}. Theintervalg; , & will be called
the pre-image of facef;,. Let us stress that we adngif = g,j, i.e. a facet degenerated to a point as
well asf,j_l = ¢, , i.e. we expect interaction of facets. We shall see that émegc initial data lead
to the facet creation (from the degenerate ones) and ttienaiction. We show that facets are formed
instantaneously from the data. At this point we mention tiaition of interacting facets leads to
additional difficulties and this process is handled sep#rat

We will come up with an explicit formula. Once we check thadleed this formula yields a
solution to equation(211), we will be assured that this éuhique solution we seek. Subsequently,
we shall see that solutions get convexified, i.e. after sonifiime the angle becomes increasing,
hencew becomes convex. Finally, we study interaction of facets.viligorove thatw(-,¢) becomes
a minimal solution at the limit time.

It will be also convenient to say that a facék(fk‘,glj), haszero curvature if [Sk_,f;j] is a
connected component &(y) and there exists an open intenal, B), containing[gg,g,j] such
thatw, is not monotone on any intervéd, b), satisfying

6,65 € (a,b) C (A, B).

Furthermore, we say that a fadgt = FJ, (¢, , f,j) is regularif §,~ < f,j. Otherwise, we say that
Fy. is degeneratelf w, € J-R is such that the graph af contains degenerate facets, then we say that
facets are created in solutions fo (2.1).

Finally, we say that facet$;, ..., F;., for » > 0, interact (or areinteracting if Fj N Fy1,
k=1,...,l+r—1,is asingleton. We call a single facE} non-interacting if it is not true that it
interacts with any other facet.

Thus, we have the total of eight combinations, we will tresttecase separately.

5.1 A comparison principle

We are going to establish that solutions to equation (2.jgyetihe expected comparison principle.
This result is interesting for its own sake but also it is afuis®ol analysis. We will apply it to show
creation of interacting facets.

We first recall the basic result (see, eld. [S]).

Proposition 5.1. Let us suppose that, us are smooth solutions to a strongly parabolic equation
u = (a(x,uy))y NS x(0,T)
andusy(x,0) > ui(x,0), thenug(z,t) > ui(x,t) forallt € (0,T). O
With this result we may deduce the following comparison giphe.
Proposition 5.2. Let us suppose that;, A, are weak solutions té (2.1) and (z,0) < As(z,0),

thenAy(z,t) > Ay (x,t) forallt € (0,T).
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Proof. SinceA;(x,0) < Ax(z,0), we deduce that\{(z,0) < AS(z,0), whereAS, i = 1,2 are
solutions to the regularized systeim (3.2). Applicationhef preceding result yields

(2, 1) < AS(, ).

Since the point-wise limit exists we conclude that our psifian holds. O
We stress that no information abduy, ¢ = 1,2 is needed in the proof of the above result.

5.2 Facet formation

We shall see below that the evolution of a faggtseparated from other facets is governed by an ODE
for its end-points, seé (5.114) below. In the case of intargdiacets their evolution is described by a
system of ODE’S[(5.19).
As we mentioned we admit facet§, degenerated to a single point at the initial instafice- 0.
In this case the single ODE_(5]11) and system ODE (5.19) bewingular. While we can resolve
satisfactorily the singularity of the single ODE, the as@éyof the system is more difficult. In fact,
we circumvent this problem by using the comparison primctplshow creation of interacting facets.
We shall use the notions and notation introduced above. ditiad, in order to facilitate our
construction we shall write

T ag(r — sg) + 7 = (T, 58, k),
whereay, € A, s € E(¢), 7 € R.

Theorem 5.1.  Let us assume thaty = wy s € J-R andw is the unique solution t¢ (2.1). We also

assume that the se(wy s) = fjgl[g,;o, &'] fulfills conditions [(5.1) and (5]2). Then, there exists a
finite sequence of time instances< ty < t1 < ... < tyy < oo and a finite sequence of continuous
functions

f]:gt sty tiv1] — R, 1=0,...tp—1, k=1,...N;,
& [ty 00) = R, k=1,...Ny =4,
WhereNole >...> Ny =4.

The functions;; (-), & (+) satisfying [(5.2) have the following properties:
(@)&; (0) = &y

(b)0< & (1) < & () < & (1) < —<t]>V E5(0) < & +2m L € [t tin);
(c) fort € [t;,t;11) we have = U , and each intervak; (t),&F (t)] is a

connected component of one of the @lt(szp( )) 1=0,1,2,3.

There exist functionsy, : [t;,ti+1) — R, i = 0,...ty, k = 1,... N;, andty;41 = co. They
are such that the unique solution [fo{2.1) with initial data,0) = ¢o(z) is given by the following
formula fort € [t;,t;+1),i=0,..., M

iz ) = | wo@) if € 0,2m) \ U, [6 (1), & ()
(’“‘{ (s &F (1), 70(0)) + w(€f (1) 1) ifw € [ep (.65 (D) k=1o... N O3

Moreover,w, (-, t) is well-defined a.eQw defined byl(4.15) belongs bR and
low(-,t)]l3-r < [|Owo||s-R-
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In addition, at each time instatit i = 0, ..., M, one of the following happens:
(i) One or more zero-curvature facets disappear, i.e. iffapet disappears &t then

EE (1) <& (1) < &E (1) <& (1), forty <t <ti

and
lim & () =& (i), lim &, (8) = & (ti),

i1 =t
where[¢; (ti+1), ffg(tiﬂ)] is a subset of a connected componerEgfp(t;+1)), as a resuliN;; <
N;.

(ii) One pair or more pairs of facets begin to interact, {e.,(t) < & (t) fort; <t < t;+1 and

lim & (8) = & (tig1) = & (tigy1) = lim & (¢).
t—=t =t

The proof is achieved in a number of steps. Its major partseparated as Lemmas. We start
with constructing th&;~’s. We first consider non-interaction during creation ofefiag i.e.

if & =&, then & | <& andg < €t (5.4)
However, the lemma below is valid without this restriction.

Lemma5.1. Let us suppose that, = ¢ € J-R and[{,, g,j] is a connected component &f(p)
andsy, is its member. We assume that(¢, , &) is not a zero curvature facet.
(a) If f,j < &1, then for sufficiently smalf,; of a proper sign, there exisf(rk) such that

w(&e (m)) = (& (), &, ) + (&) andg(0) = & (5.5)

Moreover, the functionsy — & (r;.) are Lipschitz continuous, provided that(&;°) # . Other-
wise, g,f(m) are locally Lipschitz continuous. In addition,
dé;; 1 de; 1

(Tk) = ws(é_lj) _ ak, di (Tk) = m fOI’ a.e. |7'k-| € [0, E). (56)

At

(D) IF & < &1 < &L = &an < &' = §L5--- < &L < &G40, (in particular we admit
& = &R, — 2m), then

w(&h )+ o1 (& (T ), &1 Tim1) = w(ED) + (& (T, Tt 1)) &4 Tr) (5.7)

fork =141,...,l+r. Moreover, the functionry, Tj11) — f,f(rk,rkﬂ), k=1+1,...,l4+7r—1
are Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. Before proceeding to the formal proof we will explain theiation by drawing a picture (where
the subscript: is suppressed). The graph«of-) and the line containing’ (¢, &™) moved vertically
by 7 intersect atr = £~ (7) and atz = 7 (7).

(a) SinceF}, is not of zero curvature then by the fact thate J-R it follows thatw in a neigh-
borhood of[g,;,g,j] is either convex or concave. Let us consider the case bking convex on
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(a,b) D [g,;,g,j], the other case is similar. By convexity, any chord is abtnxegraph ofw. Thus,
the linely (-, &, ) + w(&;) for sufficiently smallr, > 0 intersects the graph af at exactly two
points, i.e. forr, > 0 equation[(5.b) has exactly two solutions. One of them, wlidreater tha@j

is called;” (), the other one, smaller th&p is dubbedt, (7;). The function

= w(x) — (z, &, ) —w(El) = Ff (z) (5.8)
is increasing for: € [é,j, b) and this interval is maximal with this property, while theétion
z = w(@) — (@, &, ) —w(§) = Fy (2) (5.9)

and decreasing far € (a,¢; | and again this interval is maximal with this property. Ona sae this
by taking the derivative of (518) and (5.9), because we have

%(u}(m) —lp(z, &5, ) = w'(2) — g > W' (§F) — g, > 0 fora.e. z € [¢,D)

and

d _ _ _

%(w(aj) —lp(z, & ) = w' (@) — o < W'(§) — g <O fora.e. z € (a,§. ]

Thus, the functiori¢;”,b) € z — Ff(z) (resp. (a,&, | — F, (z) has a continuous inverse. As a
result, for anyr; belonging t0[0,6) C F;f([&F,0)) N Fy ((a,&,]), 6 > 0, we may set; (1) =
(FN)~H(m) andg;, (1) = (F,, )~ (7). Moreover,

ﬁ(m) = T 1 ,  a.e.
dty, ws (& (Th)) — g
This formula combined with monotonicity af; yields,
1 d&it 1 1 de; ‘ 1
— < Tr) < ; < Tk)| < ——=
mw®) S dn Y G ) e w@ e dn ™S e ) —

(5.10)
for a.ery. If wy(&) # ay, then it follows that; (-) is Lipschitz continuous oft), €], for somee > 0.
A similar statement is valid fof, (-).

(b) Functionst;" (17, 7141), - - - ,&,_1 (Tigr—1, 14-) @re defined as unique solutions to the decou-
pled system of linear equatioris (5.7) for any given . ., 7,.,.. This is indeed possible becausg #
ag4+1. The solutiong;” depends linearly upon, 7;.41. Subsequently, we S€f. | := & (7k, Tht1),
k=1,...;0+r—1. O

Remark. In the case (a) the derivativ%#kg,f are never zero. They may converge to infinity at ¢;,
as well as at = ¢; + t*, if at that time instanceus(glf) = ay.

The lemma above expressed the evolution of the pre-imagéacefts in terms ofy, i.e. the
amount of vertical shift of the ling,(-,£~, w(¢7)). However, in order to render (5.3) meaningful, we
have to figure out the time dependenceof At the same time we have to constréctWe begin with
an explicit case.
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Lemma 5.2. Let us suppose thdi, (&, , 5,;“) is neither of zero-curvature nor interacting and it may
be degenerate. Then there eXist, Q,‘j € 0J(ay) and a unique solutiory, : [t.,ts + Tiaez) — R tO
the equation

dry, Qf —Qp
Tk _ E (k) =0, (5.11)
dt &5 (k) — & (1h)
They are such that the function
Qf—Q _ _
Q,t) = Tk (z— & (1) +Q (5.12)

IRHOENG
andw defined byl(5.13) satisfy

88—1:(8,75) = g—g(s,t) fort € [tu,ts + Timaz), SE€E ({,;(Tk(t)),flj(m(t)).

Proof. The non-interaction assumption implies that
ap_1 = ap — Aa < was(f_) < < w{{s(fﬂ < gyl = g + A

or
ap—1 > wy (§7) = o = wi (§7) > gy

Keeping this in mind we set

0. 0.
QFf = lim  —~(woz(z)) Q. = lim —(woz(x)). (5.13)
b eyt O M s ) Op

Of course(?, , Q,‘j € 0J(ax). We notice that both quantities are well-defined for regatawell as
degenerate facets.

Now, we turn our attention to equation (5.11), we notice tha equation states that the time
derivative ofr;, equals the slope of the straight line passing trough thep@p, (&, ) and(&;", (&)
. This line provides a section éfJ, necessary to construct solutions[to [2.1).

The numerator of (5.11) is constant and jf(-), &, (-) are Lipschitz continuous arg}" (7;) >
& () for all the values ofry, then [5.11) has a unique solution. If howevegf,(0) = & (0),
then [5.11) is singular and this equation requires speti@hon. A similar situation arises when
ws(f,:f) = «ay,. Fortunately, due to a simple structure[of (5.11) we maylvesihese issues.

The ODE [5.111) governing the behavior of a non-interactimget 7}, is obtained by taking the
time derivative of[(5.b),

Ll (1)~ n (1) = Sm(e), (G () — kG () = Sm(t). (514)

In reality, we do not assume thatis differentiable everywhere, but its one-sided deriegido exist
at each point. Due to monotonicity @lif the one-sided derivatives suffice in the formula above.
By the definition of{,;IE we rewrite [5.111) as follows

(FD) ™ ) = (FD) 7 mw) -, = Ay
Here, due to the definition of and [5.18), we have

AQ=AQ, =0T —Q =

b | 3
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Sincef,j(rk) > & (1) as long asr, # 0, then we deduce that, the primitive function of
(FN)"Hm) — (F,)~*(7x) such thatG(0) = 0, is strictly increasing. Thu§(5.111) takes the form

d

2 (Glm) = A9

or G(x) = AQ¢t. As a result functiorry, is given uniquely by the formula
(t) = GTHAQL)

and7(0) = 0.

If we now set(2 by formula [5.12), then by the convexity of the gef(«y), we conclude that
Q(z,t) € 0J (o). Moreover, forw defined by[(5.B), the following equality holds by the defiitiof
Q andry,

Oow di Q]—l_ — Q]; o9
oot = ) —& (1) ox (%)
fort € [te,ts + Tnax), © € (& (£), & (1)).

We note thaft?, which we so far constructed, belongswa([o, 27)) for eacht > t.,, if however
the facet does not degenerate, thiEn t.) € Wi ([0, 27)) too.

]

We can infer the following observation from Lemmal5.1 dnd 5.

Corollary 5.1.  Letus suppose that, is increasing (resp. decreasing) in a neighborhood of tie pr
image[¢; , &) of a non-interacting facet. Then, there exists a posjaich that fot € [ty t;,+T):

(@) if&F < &, then£& (7(t) > 6 > 0 ae. (resp&;f (7 (t)) <5 < 0 ae.).

(b)if & | < &, thendé, (m.(t) < 6 < 0 a.e. (respL&, (7(t) > 6 > 0 a.e.).

+
Proof. The chain formula yieId%g,:r = Z%% a.e. Inthe case (a), by the geometry of the problem,

+
we deduce thailcfr—z > 0 (seel(5.b)) as well aéd% > 0 (see[(5.Il1)). Moreover, formulas (5.6) and

(5.11) imply that none of the factors may vanish, in fact they separated from zero.
The remaining cases are handled in the same way. O

We shall state a result corresponding to Lemma 5.2 for a settefacting facets. It will be
somewhat more tedious.

Lemma5.3. Let us suppose that non-degenerate faggts. ., F;,., r > 0 interact, While§l+_ 1 <
& andgl, < ¢, Then, there exist continuous functiogi : [t..t. +T) — R, k =1, ...,

1 + r, such that they are locally Lipschitz continuous(ent.. + T') satisfying [(5.19) below and there
areC' functionsry, : [t.,t. +T) = R, k=1,...,1 +r, andQ(-,t) € W} (& (1), &, (t). They are
all such thatv defined by[(5.13) satisfies

Q
%—zf(s,t) = g—s(s,t) fort € [tu,te + Trmaz)s s € (§ (8),&,.(1)). (5.15)

Remark. The above Lemma includes the case when th&'s&(wy ) consists of a single component.

Proof. By our assumption the pairs of facets_;, F; and Fy,., F;1,+1 do not interact. Thus, the
evolution of the end point§™ andglfw is determined as for a single non-interacting facet. Thisaie
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applicable, unless(ws(-,t;)) = [0, 27). We proceed as in Lemrhab.2, but we have to deterlzfm.e
Ti4ir @ = 1,...,r andQ simultaneously. We keep in mind thgt , = ¢, _,,i =1,...,7. In order
to obtain their time evolution, we differentiafe_(b.7) wittsspect to time. This yields,

&l + T = 1§ + Tt (5.16)

The equation for, should be similar td(5.11), if so we have to sel@ﬁi, 1 =1,...,7. We define
Q; and®, asin[5.IB), i.e.
oJ oJ

Qf, =  lm  ——(wys()), Q = lim —(wox(x)). (5.17)
BT e () O L s ) O

We have to define the remainilﬁgf’s while keeping in mind2;" = Q.. Bythe properties of deriva-
tive g—;(gp) and the subdifferential /(o) the numbef);” is one endpoint of the interval/ («ay ), thus
we inductively define2;” as follows,

Q+

{ Q. if the facetF}, has zero curvature
k41 =

the other endpoint of the interval/ (o), otherwise.

We have to check thﬂl—:—r defined in this way agrees with (5]117)We prove this by induction with
respect tor, the number of interacting facets. /if= 1, then the claim follows from the preceding
considerations. Let us suppose validity of the claim for sen> 1, we will show it forr + 1. Let
us suppose thaty corresponds to a group of+ 1 interacting facets satisfying the assumptions of
the Lemma. We consider such a mollificatiaf of wq in a neighborhood of;,, = ¢, ., that
wfy = wy for z satisfying|z — ¢, | > € andwf is smooth. Moreover, we require that , andw§
are simultaneously increasing or decreasing. Thus thesfaceresponding tevj are f7, .. B,
Fl+r+1 We notice that faceﬂ+r+l is of zero curvature iff facek}, . ; is of zero curvaturez, =0,1.
Moreover, facetsFlM, Fl+r+1 do not interact. By the inductive assumptlﬁjtrl = QF -+ Is equal
to Q. ;. Atthe same timeé)", = Q. , is determined fronf)," , , = Q' ., andwo as in
Lemmd5.2. The two ways of course coincide, due to formllgE3{5 Our claim follows.

We now write equations for,, k = [, ...,l + r, they are ad(5.11),

dre _ -0y
dt &) — & ()’

Since we do not admit degenerate facets, these equatiomoiasingular. We combine them with
(5.13) and after writing) = (¢, ..., &), we arrive at

Tk(ts) =0 for k=1,...,0+r (5.18)

An = B(n), (5.19)
where ) )
a —ogpr 0
Ao 0 —Oé.z+2 0 |
—Q4r—1
i 0 0 Qlyr—1
B(n)k:_Ql—:_Q;ﬁ-Qk—’_l Q’;“, k=1+1,...1+r—2,

T _ ¥
M — Mp—1 77/1c-|-1 - nk
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dor Vo=, U9
B(n)l+r—1:al+rﬁffﬂrr— _’-_H“ +r +r +r

+ + F
Mtr—1 = Mgr—2 5H—r M1

Under our assumptions, there is a separate equatio(%{;ﬁrrr i.e. (5.11). Due to the assumption of
absence of degenerate interacting facets, this systenigsaliy solvable orit., t. + T).
We have to defin€, it will be a continuous piece-wise linear function,

Q(z,t) = Ui = (x— &) + 9, (5.20)
fl—:z(t) - §l_+l(t) o o
Moreover,w andS? satisfy [5.15). O

We claim in theoreni 5]1that the number of facets decreastsén The result below explains
that certain phenomena are forbidden. Namely, no facetmaithzero curvature may degenerate.

Proposition 5.3. In any group of interacting facels,, k = [,...,l +r,r > 0 only a facet with zero
curvature may degenerate.

Proof. Let us suppose thdt, ..., Fi,, » > 0 is a maximal group of interacting facets with non-
zero curvature. For the sake of definiteness, we will progdgite assuming that, is increasing on
(a,b) O [, &3, ]

Step 1.Let us observe that for a facéj, to disappear, it is necessary, (but not sufficient) that dne o

dre _

neighboring facets moves upward faster thani.e. eitherVi; = dTgt“ > g =VrorVi =
dngl > dd%k = V.. Indeed, the position of}, is defined by the intersection of the lines containing
Fy., Fr..1 moved vertically byr;, and respectively by;. . and the intersection of lines containitg,
Fj,_1 moved vertically byr;, and respectively byy_;. Thus, if the lines containingy, and Fj,_,
are moved up so much that their intersection is above thecbnéiningF;, moved vertically byr,
then facetF}, is going to disappear. This situation may occur onlyif; > Vi, or Vi_1 > V.

Step 2.Let us suppose that faceky, F),_ interact, hence by (5.19)

oy — ap_1&p—1 = Tr1 — Tk (5.21)

By the monotonicity assumption an,; we notice that,_; and7, are positive. If the length af},
which is equal tof;, — &1, stays bounded oft.,t. + T') while the length ofF}_; vanishes at
t = t, + T, then in a neighborhood of + T we haver;,_; — 7, < 0. Thus, by[(5.2]1) we can see that

a1 (€ — Ep—1) + (o — a—1)& < 0

and by [5.1B) the left-hand-side (LHS) converges-ts whent tends tot, + 7. Since), — &1
must be bounded from above, we deduce ghat 0 for ¢ close tot, + T'.

Step 3.Since always;_; < 0 and¢}, _, > 0 (unlessZ(p) = [0,27)), we conclude that not all
of the facets vanish simultaneouslytat ¢, + 7. As a result we may assume the lengtth;_,) of
F,_, is greater tha > 0 on [¢;, 7). Thus, we conclude by step 1, that fotlose tot, + 7" we have
Vi > V;_1. By induction we obtain that

Viet1 > Vi, k=1,....7+r—1. (5.22)

We notice that we have the following possibilities for faégt .. (a) there is an adjacent zero-
curvature facef, .y 1; (b) &, is defined agF}% . |) " (74-41) (see the proof of LemniaB.1). In
case (a) we can see that, 1 = 0 while in (b) 774,41 > 0.
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The condition[(5.22) combined with (5J18) implies that

+ - + -
gl - gl > > 5r+l+1 - 5r+l+1'

Hence, the endpoints &, k = (,...,j + r — 1 converge to a common limjt. But by step 2

() > &5 (0 > & (8) > &1, ().

This is a contradiction, our claim follows. O
This observation shows that the initial timg= 0 is special. If the data are poor from the view-
point of dynamics, but still acceptable, then they get imiatedly regularized. That is all non-zero
curvature degenerate facet become regular.
We are now ready for the proof of the main result.

Proof of Theoreml 5]1PART A. We start with data free from degenerate interacting fact¥e set
to = 0, we have to define time instanecgi = 1, ..., M postulated by the theorem. We shall proceed
iteratively.

It follows from Propositio 513, that degenerate, non-zewovature facets are possible only at
t = 0, i.e. at the initial time instance.

Let us suppose thd¢; (¢;), & ()] is a connected component &f(w,(t;)). We have six possi-
bilities for Fj, = Fi, (&, (t:), & (t)):
(a) Fy, is regular, does not have zero curvature, is non-intemgctin
(b) F}, is regular, does not have zero curvature, is interacting;
(c) Fy, is regular, has zero curvature, is non-interacting;
(d) F;, is regular, has zero curvature, is interacting;
(e) Fy, is degenerate, does not have zero curvature, is non-ititegac
(f) F}, is degenerate, has zero curvature, is non-interacting.

Cases (a) and (e) are solved in Lenima 5.2, where correspg)f@iare constructed.

The construction offki corresponding to (b), (d) is performed in Lemima 5.3. We sttiat in all

these cases;, is given by [G.111).
The definition ofg,j:IE is simple if (c) or (f) holds, we just set

We have to defin€). By the very definition of zero-curvature facets the intetiem 0.J (f,j +e)N
dJ (&, — e)is asingleton{} for any positivec < min{¢,,, — &5, & — &7, }. Moreover,a € A,
hence we set

Qz,t) =a, forz e [& (1), & ()] (5.24)
Thus, we have specified evolution @* for every configuration. In all these cases the functions
&5 k=1, ..., N; are defined on maximal intervals, t; + T;]. The numberd- are defined as

follows.

In (a) and (e) the positive numb@¥’ (resp.T}) is such that; (t) < & () (resp.&_ (1) <
& () fort < t; + T;F (resp.t < t; + T}), while equality occurs at= T;' (resp.t = T} ), i.e. the
facet begins to interact with its neighbor. By Corollaryl S'F,i are finite.

If a group of interacting facet$;, ...F;., does not contain any zero-curvature facet, then by
Propositior 5.8 it may not vanish and its maximal existefmoe is defined as in (a) faf;,.. Thus,
at T;;l the group begins to interact with another facet. On the dihaed, if this group of interacting
facetsf, ...F, contains a zero-curvature facet, Sgy thenT][jr is defined as the extinction time of
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Fpie. &, (t) <&t (t)fort € [ty t; +T,7), while &, (t; + T,7) = £ (t; +T,7). Thus, the number of
facets drops by one.

Cases (c) and (f) do not contribute to the definitiont;qf, becausd (5.23) is valid for all> ¢;.

We have to define als@(z,t). An attempt to do so reveals another difficulty related to-con
struction of¢; starting from¢ = 0. Let us consider two interacting facels (&, , &), Fir (64, &),
where

[gk_aé]j] - El(wO,s)v [5,},5,:7] - ET(UJO,S)' (5-25)

It is obvious that for any € [¢;, &) ands’ € [¢;,, ;7] the intersection
0J(wo s(s)) NOJ (wo s(s))

is non-empty if and only ifl — r| = 1. If the above intersection is non-empty, we can construet th
desired)(x,t). On the other hand, if this intersection is void, then we hawehance to construct a
Wi section ofd.J (ws).

Let us suppose then that (5125) holds &hd | = p + 1, p > 0. Let us suppose for simplicity
that! < r. Thus, a single poing is a connected component&f(wo ), j = 1,1+ 1,...,r,i.e.

E=¢ =€, j=ll+1,...n

In other words, we have a number of degenerate, interaciicets at. The system of ODE'§ (5.19)
is singular. The problem of evolution of interacting degate facets shall be dealt with below in Part
B of the proof. It occurs only at= 0.

Finally, we check thatv(z, t) andQ2(z, t) fulfill the conditions postulated in the definition of the
weak solution. They satisfy the equation

and the initial and boundary conditions are satisfied. hatiedentity in Definition 2.1 follows.
PART B. After finishing part A, i.e. the case of data satisfyingdj5we consider the interaction
of facets during creation, i.€._(5.4) is no longer valid. Veedatwo cases to consider:

(9) F}, is degenerate, with nonzero curvature and interacting;
(h) Fy is degenerate, with zero curvature and interacting.

We begin with (g). Let us suppose thag violates [5.4) at somg. Thus, we are dealing with the
situation when one sided derivativeswaf differ até, i.e.,

wy 4(§) < ag < wafs(é’)

for somea; € A. It may as well happen that the reverse inequalities ocawgkier for the sake of
definiteness we shall stick to the above choice.
We shall construct two functions, w* such that their derivatives belong R, w.(z) <
wo(x) < we(z) and
(we(z) —wo(@)], |w(z) —wo(x)| <e. (5.27)
We set
w(z) = max{wo(2), l(z, & wo(§) + )},

whered > 0 is so chosen to guarantée (5.27). We also define

we(r) = max{wy(z) — € ly(z,§, wo(§) + 0)},
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whered € (0, €) is arbitrary. Of course[(5.27) holds.

If the newly constructedv® andw, do not satisfy[(514), we repeat the above process until they
do. Subsequently, we apply the results of Part Avstoandw.. We deduce from that existence of
interacting facets &t. By the comparison principle, the non-zero interactingfa@xist fort > .

Finally, we study (h). We notice that at such an instahgeannot interact with two neighboring
facets, because this would mean that ; andF}., ; lay on the same line, that i$}, is their common
end point. Thus, the three facets_;, F; and Fy; form a single facetF}, with the pre-image
(€1 g,jH]. On the other hand it may happen tliatis a degenerate, zero curvature facet interacting
with just one neighbor, sa¥j.. 1. Sincef}, is degenerate, i.eg,ir = ¢, =: &, due to its interaction
with Fi 1 we have$, | = &. Moreover,was(fk) = ay_1 andwats(fk) = oy, Wwhereay_1, oy, €
A and we may assume tha,_; < ay, (the other case is handled similarly) and(¢; |, &) C
(ag—2, ax—1). A similar situation occurs whefy, interacts withFj,_.

In order to determine the evolution of the system we haveke iato account ifFy, has zero-
curvature or not. In the former casg,; = 0, hence we set;, = 0. In latter case we havg,,; > 0
(it may not occurr 1 < 0). Thus,Fy, disappears instantly. As a result, we agree to disregaahd
diminish Ny by 1.

PART C. We have to deal with the points outside &fw; (-, t))
of =(ws(+, t)), its complement is open

UM (€0, €. By the definition

Z

[07 277] \E(ws('at)) = (61;’_75];_1)

1

where(¢3 , £y, 1) should be understood &8y, , 27]U[0,&; ), (with the understanding that< & <

2m, k =1,..., N;). Using again the definition &, we come to the conclusion that,sdifbelongs to
any of the intervalg¢;’, £41), then eithen,(, t) exists orwf (z,t) # wy (z,t). In either case, the
setow(z, t) (seel(4.b)) does not intersedt Sincedw(z, t) is an interval, we deduce that there exists
ay, € A such that

-
Il

Ow(z,t) C (o, Q1) (5.28)

We have to make sure that the choiceagf, in the formula above, depends only on the interval
(5,;“,5,;1), but it is independent from a specific pointe (g,j,g,;+1). Indeed, by the definition of
theJ-R classow = M — f orow = f — M , wheref is a continuous increasing function andl a
maximal monotone operator. Thus, the imagés’, &, ,) andM (&, ¢, ;) are connected intervals,

so is the imagé)w({‘,j, §i41)» Which is disjoint fromA. Our claim follows.
As a result, our definition of(x, t) for z & =(ws(+,t)) is as follows,

w(z,t) = w(z,t;) and 9(53775):%(1”3(?477519)) forz € (6, ¢71)-

wherey € (&, &7, ,) is any differentiability point ofw (-, #;,).
PART D. We have to defing, . ;. We do this inductively. Oncg, is given, we set
ti1 =ty + min{min 7,7, min 7} }.

Thus att;1 two facets begin to interact, due to the shrinkagé¢pt §;,1) to a point or due to the
disappearance of a facet. By Proposifiod 5.3, we know thgtzero-curvature facets may disappear.
We set

Nit1 = N; —m,
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wherem is the number of removed degenerate, interacting, zenmtune facets at=¢;;.

The last thing to show is the estimafevs(-,t)|;-r < ||ws(-, $))||5-r, Whenevert > s. By
the construction above, the number of connected compowésw;(-,t)) drops at time instances
tk, k = 1,..., My, henceK (ws(-,t)) < K(ws(+,s)), whenevers < ¢. It remains to show that
lws(-t)l7v(s) < llws(+, 8)llrv(s), where we denoted bf ||z the total variation of functiory
over sett.

We first consider the case > s such that=(ws(-,t)) # S, we know that we always have
E(ws(-,t)) D E(ws(-,s)) for s < t. By the general properties of the total variation, we notice
that

lws(s ) llrv(s) = llws( O)llrvEe) + lwsC Dllrvis\e@)
where we wrote (o) for Z(w;(-, o). Now, by the definition ofv(z, t), we notice that

|ws (- ) lrvs\z@)) = lws(s $)lrvis\ae)) < llws( 8)llrvs\ags)-

We turn our attention tdws (-, )|l 7vz@))- On the intervals forming(t) functionws(-, t) is piece-
wise constant. The jumps occur at the endpoint of theseviiter They are no bigger and no more
numerous than the jumps af;(+, s). Thus our claim follows in the considered case .o fact, the
case oft such tha&E(t) = S is not much different. Finally, we can see thatis a difference of two
monotone functions and one of them is continuous, the otheranaximal monotone operator.

Our theorem is proved. O

We close this subsection with a formula, which might be ckllaorphing a circle into a square”.
Example. Let us suppose thaty(s) = s or wy(s) = %32. Due to the high symmetry of the problem,
it is sufficient to consider just formation of one facet. Therz,t), the unique solution td_(2.1), is
given by the formula,

52 s €0, (VI (1), 5],

1
w(x,t) = 2 2
(2,1) { Ts T n(t) se e (1.6 ().

2/3
Here,&” = § + /27 andr = (%t) . Let us note that af} = 72/26 we haveQ™ — O~ =
¢+t — ¢, sofor later times- = 1.

We can make this observation more general.

Proposition 5.4. Let us suppose that the assumptions of Thedrein 5.1 are estisfhen, there
existTy,, such that ift > Ty,, thenw(-,t) is fully faceted, i.e.w(-,t) is piece-wise linear. More
precisely, for=(ws(-,t)) C [0,27) fort < T, and=(ws(-,t)) = [0,27) fort > Ty,

Proof. Let us consideny. It is fully faceted or not. If not, then by the proof of Theor&.1, we
deduce that after at somg we have=(t;,) = [0, 27) and our claim follows. O
5.3 Convexification

We show that after some depending upon the initial data, dh#ien becomes such that, = ¢ is
monotone decreasing or increasing. We shall call this gobg convexification.

Proposition 5.5. Let us suppose that the assumptions of Thedrein 5.1 are estisthen, there
existT,,, such that it > T.,, thenwg(-,t) is monotone, while this is not true for< T,.
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Proof. If wy s is monotone, then we are done. Otherwise, let us supposg; isahe largest time such
that att; a zero curvature facet disappears. Since the zero-cuevistcets cannot persist because their
endpoints necessarily move, it follows that, = ¢; has the desired properties. O

Remark. All possibilities can be realized., > T}, as well aslt, < TY,.

5.4 Asymptotic behavior of facets

Here, we consider the last stage of evolution, whent ,; and Ny, = 4. In this case, itis sufficient to
specify onlyglj, k =1,2,3,4. Furthermore, the system for interacting facéts, (5.1/8sdhe form,

a1l — apby =11 — 1y

asés — by =Ty — 73

asés — auby =75 — 174 (5.29)
sy — &y =1 — 71

Ce(ty) =&k, k=1,2,3,4.

We notice that the stationary points 6f (5.29) are such that ... = 74. This occurs if and only
if Q,j — QO =& — &-1, k= 1,2,3,4, where by¢, we understand,. Moreover, due to our
assumptions od we haveQ,j -Q =AQ0k=1,23,4.

Additionally, system[(5.29) possesses a Liapunov funetioNamely, let us write

4
F(E) =) (& — &-1)*%,

d -

This derivative vanishes if and only § is the only equilibrium point. Thus, we have a complete
picture of the asymptotic behavior &f

Theorem 5.2. Let us assume that, € J-R andw is the corresponding unique solution fo {2.1).
Then, there exist$|, max{T.,, T, } < T1 < oo with the following property:

(@) If Ty < oo, theng;(t) = —%’T + 5l +a, for somea > 0,1 =0, ..., 3, and > T1, in other words,
w IS the minimal solution fot > Ty;

(b) If Ty = oo, thenlimy_oo §(t) = —2F + Zl + a1 =0, ..., 3 for somex > 0.

5.5 Proof of Theorem 2.2

In the course of proof of Theorem 5.1, we exhibited a quitdiexgonstruction of the weak solution
with such initial data thapy € J-R. Now, we have to show that is has all the postulated propertie
of the almost classical solution. We have already noticathth = A; + s belongs to the J-R class,
furthermore||ws (-, t)[|;-r < |lws(+,0)||3-r. The key point, however, is to realize that

Q = dJsdw, (5.30)
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wheredw is the multivalued map whose sectionus. We definedw in (4.5). Checking thaf(5.30)
indeed holds requires recalling the steps of constructidn, eve will do this below. Finally, after we
setN = {0,t1,...,ty} we see that

0, .
Ay = EOJO(AS + s),

holds for allt € (0,4+00) \ N in the L' sense, more precisely it holds pointwise except
0,27) \ {& : i = 1,...,N;}. Indeed, the definitions (511, (5118), (5.23)7ft) were such
that &7, (t) = %2 Moreover,%‘t\ = 47,(t), see Lemma5]2, Lemnia’.3 and dq. (5.26). We recall
that by def|n|t|on functlongk( -) are continuous oft;, t;+1] and differentiable ir{¢;, ¢;1). Moreover,

the right derivative ofr(¢) is well-defined for allt, except possibly = ¢. Hence,% is defined
everywhere, except the points i = 0,..., M, but the right time derivativé’g—; is defined for all
t>0.

We will check below thaf2, constructed in the course of proof of Theorem 5.1, coiridéh
0Joow, — seel(5.1R)[(5.20), (5.P4), whete (s, t) = A4(s,t) + s. In order to see that we examine
the steps of the construction @fand compare it with the definition of the compositionLet us fix
t € (tg,tr+1), at the end we will consider= ¢, 1, then we composéw(-,t) : [0, 27| — [a, b] with
d0J : R — R. We have to identify the set®,, D; andD, appearing in the Definition 2.3. For our
choice oft we have

Dy(t) = {s € [0,27] : w) (s,t) # w} (s,t)}.

In particular,Ds(¢) contains all pointi;t(t), i=1,..., Ny. We can see that

Ng

Ds(t) = |J (& ). (1),

i=1

i.e., itis the sum of interiors of intervals containedzitw; (-, t)). Finally, by the definition

Dr(t) = [0,27] \ (Ds(t) UDy(t)).

We shall consider these cases separately.

1° caseD,. If s € D.(t), thenw is differentiable ats and ws(s,t) ¢ A. Thus, by [(2.4)
0Joow(s,t) = jj(ws(s t)). We notice thatD,.(t) C [0,2n] \ =(ws(-,t)), hence by Part C of
the proof of Theorer‘rfqll we immediately see hdbow(s, t) equals(s,t) onD,.

2° caseDy. By its definitionDy(t) is the sum of interiors of pre-images of facets, as noticed
above. Moreover, on each intenv@l (¢), & (¢)), the setbw(z, t) is a singleton equal tday } C A.
Then, the cases of the Definitibn R.3, see formulad (Z.5)-{fave their counterparts in the formulas
(5.12), (5.2D) and (5.24).

3° caseDs. We notice that, ift > 0, then the seE(ws(+,t)) has no component, which is a
singleton. Thus, it € Dy(t), then the sebw(s, t) does not intersect. As a result, formulal(2]9)
for the composition yields a singleton, because on the RHB.8j the limit of constant functions are
taken. This in agreement with the discussion of Part C.

Finally we have to deal with the case= ¢;;. On one hand)(-,t;.) is defined by the left time
continuity of(2, on the other hand we have to check that 0Js0w.

By the very definition oft;,; (see Part D of the proof of Theordm b.1), at this time instant a
zero-curvature curvature facet disappears or two facefis be interact or merge, i.e.,

m & () =a= lim & 4(¢).

t—)t];L1 t—)tl;rl
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We have then two possibilities, either= & (tx11) = &5, (trer1) O a € (& (try1), & (teg))

J+1
where this interval is a connected componenEol, (-, tx11)). Once we realize this, it is clear that
Q('7tk+l) = a']éaw('vtk-l-l)' O
6 Appendix

6.1 Motivation of equation (1.2)

Here, we consider closed curves, we view them as graphs oseoath, convex reference closed
curve M. We do not make here any attempt to consider non-smootherefercurves, which is
reasonable because this would add up difficulties while mrt@ advantages.

Let us suppose thay(s) is an arc-length parameterization bt ande;(s), e, (s) are unit tangent
and normal vectors, respectively, such that(s), e;(s)) is positively oriented. Then all points in a
neighborhood of\1 can be uniquely written as = z((s) + e, A, as a result we can parameterize our
curvel'(t) as

x(s,t) = xo(s) + en(s)A(s,t).

Since M is convex we may write,, uniquely ase,(¢(s)) = (cos¢(s),sin¢(s)), wherey is the
measure of the angle between theaxis ande,,. Moreover,

disen((’p(g)) = —et(cp(s))fl—f = —re(p(s)).
We note P
a_i(s’t) = e;(1 — kA) + e, Ay,

becausdi(s)] = 1. With this formula at hand, we can write the expression fer tdingent and
normal toI'(t), they arer = -(e/(1 — KA) + e,A), n = H(—Ase; + (1 — kA)ey,), where
W? = (1 — kA)? + A2. Hence, the LHS of(1]1) takes the form

dx 1
BV = ﬁE ‘n= W(l — KA Ay

The RHS of [(1.1) is di¥V¢y(§)|e=n. In our paper[MRYy], we have shown that it is equal to

K= % (%Ie(sﬁ)> :

We definedly(¢) as follows, () = y(n(p)) + [ di ff ¥(n(t))dt. We noted that this function

is convex iff the stored energy functionis convex. However, in generd} does not enjoy higher

regularity properties. It is not differentiable at anglesresponding to the normals to the Wulff shape.
Finally, equation[(1]1) takes the form

et = 1 (a-ufa). (6.1)

wherea is the measure of the angle between:thexis andn.
One may study evolution of convex curves defined by theirapgrameterization. We notice
a = p+1), wherey) is the measure of the angle betweesinde;. We notice that-e,, = siny = AW
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T-€p, = COSY = % Thus, we see that = Arg(7-e,+i7T-e,), in fact we have) = arctan <1/}'A) .
Thus, [1.1) takes the form

d (0 Ag
6n-e, A = I <8—¢[9 <<p + arctan <ﬂ>>> .

This equation is rather involved, we prefer to simplify itdéopping the terms which at this stage we
deem not important, thus we comefto (1.2).

6.2 Other choices of functionJ

We may also consider any properly chosen piecewise lineavex./,

N
Ti(p) =D bilep — ail. (6.2)
i=1

We require thatV > 4, b; > 0andag < ag < ... < ay < ag+2m, we will write S = [ag, ag+27).

In order to stick to geometrically relevant data, we alsodsgthe condition th@f\il b; = m, which
guarantees that/(S) is an interval of lengtt2z. In addition, we assume that the following function
yields an angle parameterization of closed curve, whiclompasses a convex region. Namely, we
set

j N
Q=>bi— > b, j=0...,N, (6.3)
i=1 i=j+1

with the convention that the summation over an empty set k#maters yields zero. Then we define
® : [, ap + 27) — R by the formula

N
¢(8) = ZQZ'X[O{Z',O[Z'+1)7 (64)
1=0

(with the conventiorey 11 = ag + 27) is an angle parameterization of closed curve. We notice tha
our assumptions imply th&, + 27 = Q.

The analysis of behavior of solutions presented in Setliisnvalid also for.J given by [1.4) and
Ji, however the actual calculations fdr are more lengthy. In addition we may show existence of
weak solution for a general, piecewise smooth, conyebut in this case we cannot offer detailed
analysis of solutions, yet.
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