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CONVERGENCE OF A MASS CONSERVING ALLEN-CAHN EQUATION
WHOSE LAGRANGE MULTIPLIER IS NONLOCAL AND LOCAL

MATTHIEU ALFARO AND PIERRE ALIFRANGIS

ABSTRACT. We consider the mass conserving Allen-Cahn equation gexpmn [8]: the
Lagrange multiplier which ensures the conservation of tiassicontains not only nonlo-
cal but also local effects (in contrast with [14]). As a paeden related to the thickness
of a diffuse internal layer tends to zero, we perform formsjraptotic expansions of the
solutions. Then, equipped with these approximate solstiae rigorously prove the con-
vergence to the volume preserving mean curvature flow, thderssumption that classical
solutions of the latter exist. This requires a precise aiglgf the error between the actual
and the approximate Lagrange multipliers.

1. INTRODUCTION

Setting of the problem. In this paper, we consider. = u.(xz,t) the solutions of an
Allen-Cahn equation with conservation of the mass propas¢&l, namely

VIR PR Ry e
(1.2) 8tu€—Ag+€2 (f( <) /AW AW ( 8)) in Q x (0,00),

supplemented with the homogeneous Neumann boundary moralit

Oue

(1.2) o

(x,t) =0 0ondf x (0,00),
and the initial conditions
(1.3) Ue(z,0) = g-(z) inQ.

Here() is a smooth bounded domain Y (N > 2) andv is the Euclidian unit normal
vector exterior ta)$2. The small parameter > 0 is related to the thickness of a diffuse
interfacial layer. The term

o fluclat) dx
Jo VAW (ue(z,t)) da

can be understood as a Lagrange multiplier for the massraamtst

d

dt Jo

Let us notice thaf{Z14) combines nonloealdlocal effects (see below).

The nonlinearity is given by (u) := —W’(u), whereW (u) is a double-well potential
with equal well-depth, taking its global minimum valuewat= +1. More precisely we
assume thaf is 2 and has exactly three zered < 0 < +1 such that

(1.6) f(£1) <0, f(0)>0 (bistable nonlinearity)

(1.4) AW (ue(x,t))

(1.5) ue(z,t) dx = 0.

2010Mathematics Subject ClassificatioB5R09, 35B25, 35C20, 53A10.

Key words and phrasesMass conserving Allen-Cahn equation, singular pertuobativolume preserving
mean curvature flow, matched asymptotic expansions, estionates.

The authors are supported by the French Agence Nationake Redherche within the project IDEE (ANR-
2010-0112-01).

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.3553v1

2 M. ALFARO AND P. ALIFRANGIS

and thatf is odd, which implies in turn that

+1
a.7) f(u)du =0 (balanced nonlinearity)

—1
The condition[(T.6) implies that the potenti&l(u) attains its local minima at = +1, and
(1) implies thatV (—1) = W(+1). In other words, the two stable zeros fifnamely
+1, have “balanced” stability. For the sake of clarity, in tlegsel we restrict ourselves to
the case where

(1.8) Fu) = u(l— ), W(u)= 3(1 _ ),

This will slightly simplify the presentation of the asymfitoexpansions in Sectidd 4 and
is enough to capture all the features of the problem.

The initial datag. arewell-preparedn the sense that they already have sharp transition
layers whose profile depends enThe precise assumptions gnwill appear in Theorem
[Z.3. For the moment, it is enough to note that

—1 inthe region enclosed hy,

(1.9) lim g. = . .
e—0 +1 inthe region enclosed betweéf andly,

wherel'y CC Q2 is a given smooth bounded hypersurface without boundary.
Our goal is to investigate the behavior of the solutiansf (T.1), [1.2),[1.B), as — 0.

Related works and comments.It is long known that, even for not well-prepared initial
data, the sharp interface limit of the Allen-Cahn equatipn. = Au. + =2 f(u.) moves
by its mean curvature. As long as the classical motion by noeavature exists, it was
proved in[12] and an optimal estimate of the thickness ofriduesition layers was provided
in [2]. Let us also mention that, recently, the first term o tictual profile of the layers
was identified[[B]. If the mean curvature flow develops siagities in finite time, then a
generalized motion can be defined via level-set methods sedsity solutions/[18] and
[15]. In this framework, the convergence of the Allen-Cahnation to generalized motion
by mean curvature was proved by Evans, Soner and Sougdhijlisrid a convergence rate
was obtained in[1].

The above results rely on the construction of efficient sulgt super-solutions. Nev-
ertheless, when comparison principle does not hold, ardifftemethod exists for well-
prepared initial data. It was used e.g. by Mottoni and Schatz[24] for the Allen-Cahn
equation (without using the comparison principle!); Alka, Bates and Chehl[4] for the
convergence of the Cahn-Hilliard equation

(1.10) Opue + A (EAUE + éf(ug)> =0,

to the Hele-Shaw problem; Caginalp and CHen [10] for the @lfiatd system... The idea
is to first construct solutions. ;, of an approximate problem thanks to matched asymptotic
expansions. Next, using the lower bound of a linearizedatpearound such constructed
solutions, an estimate of the erfor. — u. || .» is obtained for somg > 2.

Using these technics, Chen, Hilhorst and Lodak [14] comsidiehe Allen-Cahn equa-
tion with conservation of the mass

1 1
(1.11) Opue = Au, + = (f(ua) ] /Q f(ua)) ;

proposed by[[25] as a model for phase separation in binaryungix They proved its
convergence to the volume preserving mean curvature flow

1
(1.12) Vn:—m—i——/ kdH™ ! onT,.
IT:| Jr,
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HereV,, denotes the velocity of each pointldf in the normal exterior direction andthe
sum of the principal curvatures, i.&/ — 1 times the mean curvature. For related results,
we also refer the reader to the works [9] (radial case, enestipnates) and [22] (case of a
system).

In a recent work, Brassel and Bretinl [8] proposed the massarwing Allen-Cahn
equation[(T.1) as an approximation for mean curvature flothh wénservation of the vol-
ume [T.IP). According to their formal approach and numédomputations, it seems that
“(LI) has better volume preservation properties thanflj1.1 et us notice that, as far as
the local Allen-Cahn equation is concerned, such an impneve of the accuracy of phase
field solutions, thanks to an adequate perturbation terrs,alr@ady performed i [20] or
in [21].

In the present paper we prove the convergende af (1.[) f@)1C0bserve that ii(1.11)
the conservation of the mags {{1.5) is ensured by the Lagnaniplier _ls_ll\ Jo flue)
which is nonlocal, whereas in the considered equalion ¢hel) agrange multiplief£{I14)
combines nonlocal and local effects. On the one hand, thisnake the outer expansions
completely independent of the inner ones, and will cancektbrder terms of all expan-
sions (see Sectidd 4). On the other hand, this makes the pfddfeoreni 2.8 much more
delicate since further accurate estimates are neededubsecsioi 611). In other words,
in the study[[14] of[T.1]1), it turns out that the nonlocal tagge multipliers “disappear”
while estimating the error estimaig — u. ;. This will not happen in our context and our
key point will be the following. Roughly speaking, our estites of subsectidn 8.1 will
make appear an integral of the erar the limit hypersurface which must be compared
with the L? norm of the error. If the former is small compared with thadathen the
Gronwall's lemma is enough. If, as expected, the error comates so that the former
becomes large compared with the latter, then the situasidaviorable: a “sign minus”
intends at decreasing the? norm of the error (see subsectionl6.1 and Rerhark 6.2 for
details).

To conclude let us mention the work of Golovaty|[21], wherelated equation with a
nonlocal/local Lagrange multiplier is considered. Thevagence to a weak (via viscosity
solutions) volume preserving motion by mean curvature @&/@d via energy estimates.
As mentioned before, our method is different and allows fotwa a fine error estimate
between the actual solutions and the constructed approxisotutions.

2. STATEMENT OF THE RESULTS

The flow (T.I2) Let us first recall a few interesting features of the averagedn curva-
ture flow [1.12). It is volume preserving, area shrinking amdry Euclidian sphere is en
equilibrium. The local in time well posedness in a classiahework is well understood
(see Lemm&2]1 for a statement which is sufficient for our psep. It is also known that
local classical solutions with convex initial data turn éwbe global. Additionally, there
exist non-convex hypersurfaces (close to spheres) whosedlglobal. For more details
on the averaged mean curvature flow (1.12), we refer the réad®9], [23], [16] and the
references therein.

Lemma 2.1(Volume preserving mean curvature flowhet2, cC 2 be a subdomain such
thatT'y := 99 is a smooth hypersurface without boundary. Then thef@'i¢* € (0, co]
such that the averaged mean curvature f@wl2) starting fromI'g, has a unique smooth
solutionUp<;<7ma= (I'y x {t}) such thafl’, cc €, forall ¢ € [0, 7).

In the sequel, fofy as in [1.9), we b0 < T' < T™** and work on[0, 7']. We define

I' := Up<i<r (T x {t}),
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and denote b2, the region enclosed Hy;. Let us define the step functian= u(x, t) by

-1 inQy
2.1 u(x,t) = . —  forallt €[0,T],
21 (. 1) {+1 ST 0.7]

which represents the sharp interface limittefase — 0. Letd be the signed distance
function toI" defined by

Ao t) = {—dlst(x,l“t) forxz € Q;

(2.2) . _
dist(x,T;) forxz e Q\ Q.

Main results. We rewrite equatior (111) as
1 .
(23)  Ou.—Au. - (f(us) e (t) 4W(u€)) =0 inQx(0,00),

by defining
— B
(2.4) ex(t) = ol Jpue— v

TRV Jal e

Our first main result consists in constructing accurate @yiprate solutions.

Theorem 2.2 (Approximate solutions) Let us fix an arbitrary integek > max(N,4).
Then there existue i (2, 1), Ak (t))zeq, 0<t<7 SUCh that

1 .
(2.5) atu&k — Au&k — [—:—2 (f(u&k) — EAa,k(t) 4W(u87k;)) = 5&,1@ in Q x (O,T),

with

(2.6) (1621l L= (% (0,7y) = O(eF)  ase — 0,
and
(2.7) Ot (z,t) =0 ondQ x (0,T),
14
d
(2.8) — [ ucp(x,t)de =0 forallte (0,7T).
dt Jo
Observe that by integrating(2.5) overand using[(Z]7) and(2.8), we see that
ek O k+2
(2.9) Ao (t) = 2 W) L OET)

fQ VAW (ue k)

Then we prove the following estimate, in thé norm, on the error between the approx-
imate solutions:. ;, and the solutions..

Theorem 2.3(Error estimate) Let us fix an arbitrary integek > max (N, 4). Letu. be
the solution of(1.1), (1.2), (1.3) with the initial conditions satisfyin¢f.9) and

(2.10) ge(x) = ue (2, 0) + de(x) € [-1,1], /Q@ =0, [I¢cllz2) = O("2).
Then, there is” > 0 such that, for > 0 small enough,
sup [|ue (1) — ue (- t)|| p2(q) < Ce¥ 3.
0<t<T

Let us notice that, sincel < g. < 1, it follows from the maximum principle that
—1 < wu. < 1. Also sinceg. # 1 andg. # —1, the conservation of the mass implies
ue # 1 andu. # —1, which shows that the definition ef\.(¢) in (Z.4) actually makes
sense.

As it will be clear from our construction in Sectibh 5, the apgmate solutions satisfy

[tk = ll oo ({(a0): jd(t) > 02 = O(E"?),  ase =0,
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with @ the sharp interface limit defined ib_{2.1) via the volume preig mean curvature
flow (I.12) starting fronT'y. We can therefore interpret TheorEmi2.3 as a result of cenver
gence of the mass conserving Allen-Cahn equatfiod (1.1)eo/¢fume preserving mean
curvature flow[(T.12):

sup [|ue(-t) — a(, )| p2) = O(*), ass — 0.
0<t<T

Organization of the paper. The organization of this paper is as follows. In Secfibn 3 we
present the needed tools which are by now rather classit@ectiori 4, we perform for-
mal asymptotic expansions of the solutidas(z, t), A (¢)). This will enable to construct
the approximate solution(. (. t), Ac x(t)), and so to prove Theordm 2.2, in Secf{idn 5.
Last we prove the error estimate of Theorlen] 2.3 in Sefioméatticular and as men-
tioned before, a precise understanding of the error betiWeeactual and the approximate
Lagrange multipliers will be necessary (see subseEfidn 6.1

Remark2.4. Through the paper, the notatign ~ ., £'; represents asymptotic ex-

pansions as — 0 and means that, for all integer ). = S-F ey + O(ehH1).

3. PRELIMINARIES

For the present work to be self-contained, we recall heravapf®perties which are

classical in the works mentioned in the introduction) [28I, [24], [10], [11], [14], [22],

and the references therein.
3.1. Some related linearized operators.We denote by (p) := tanh(%) the standing
wave solution of
00" + f(6o) =0 onR,
{ fo(—00) = =1, 6o(0) =0, 6o(o0) =1,

which we expect to describe the transition layers of sohstia observed in the stretched
variable. Note that, for all: € N,

(3.1) D™Mbo(p) — (£1)] = O(e~ V27l asp — +oo.

We then consider the one-dimensional underlying linedriggerator arouné,, acting
on functions depending on the variabléy

(3.2) Lu = —up,, — f'(0o(p))u.
Lemma 3.1 (Solvability condition and decay at infinity)Let A(p, s,¢) be a smooth and

bounded function ofR x U x [0, 7], with U c R¥~! a compact set. Then, for given
(s,t) € U x [0,T1], the problem

Ly = =1y, — f'(00(p))Y = A(p,s,t) ONR,
¥(0,8,t) =0, (,s,t) € L=°(R),

has a solution (which is then unique) if and only if

(3.3) [ Alp.s080' () dp =

Under the conditior3.3), assume moreover that there are real constatitsand an
integer: such that, for all integersn, n, [,

(3.4) D7D DY A(p, s,t) — AT] = O(|pl'e™V2IFl)  asp — +oo,
uniformly in(s,t) € U x [0,T]. Then
+
: D™D D! - — O(|p|ie Ve +
85)  DyDIDI(p. 1)~ ) = Ople™™) asp 4o

uniformly in(s,¢) € U x [0, T].
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Proof. The lemmaiis rather standard (s€e [4], [2] among others) @whly give an outline
of the proof. Multiplying the equation b§y,” and integrating it by parts, we easily see that
the condition[(313) is necessary. Conversely, supposehtsatondition is satisfied. Then,
sinced,” is a bounded positive solution to the homogeneous equatipn- ' (6o(p))y =

0, one can use the method of variation of constants to find tbeessolutiorn) explicitly:

P [e’e}
sty ==00p) [ (700 [ At 5,000 o) d )
0 ¢
Using this expression along with the estimafes](3.4) arl),(8ne then proves(3.5). O

Note also, that after the construction of the approximaitgisms. j, we shall need the
estimate of the lower bound of the spectrum of a perturbaifdhe self-adjoint operator
—A — 72 f"(u. ) proved in [18]. This will be stated in Sectigh 6.

3.2. Geometrical preliminaries. The following geometrical preliminaries are borrowed
from [14], to which we refer for more details and proofs.

Parametrization around I". As mentioned before, we cdll = Up<;<7(I's x {t}) the
smooth solution of the volume preserving mean curvature {@2), starting froni’y;

we also denote b, the region enclosed by,. Letd be the signed distance functionlio
defined by

(3.6) d(z, ) = —d!st(x,rt) forec®
dist(z,T'y) forz e Q\ Q.

We remark thatl is smooth in a tubular neighborhoodIofsay in
N3s(Ty) :={zx € Q: |d(x,t)| <35},

for somes > 0. We choose a parametrizationlof by Xo (s, ), withs € U ¢ RV ~1, We
denote byn(s,t) the unit outer normal vector o2, = I';. For any0 < ¢ < T', one can
then define a diffeomorphism frofr-34, 3) x U onto the tubular neighborhoddss (T';)
by

X(r,s,t) = Xo(s,t) + rn(s,t) = x € Nas(I'y),

whose inverse is denoted by= d(z,t), s = S(z,t) := (S'(z,t),--- ,SN"1(x,1)).

ThenVd is constant along the normal lines Iy, and the projectiory(z, t) from = on

Ty, is given by X (S(z,t),t) = x — d(z,t)Vd(z,t). Forz = X(s,t) € T', denote by
ki(s,t) the principal curvatures df; at pointz and byV (s, t) := (Xo):(s,t).n(s,t) the
normal velocity ofl"; at pointz. Then, one can see that

(3.7) K(s,t) := z_: Ki(s,t) = Ad(Xo(s,t),t),

N-1
(3.8) bi(s,t) == > Ki’(s,t) = —(Vd.VA)(Xo (s, 1), 1),
(3.9) Vs, t) := (Xo)e(s,t).n(s, t) = —de (X (r, s,1), ).

In particular,d;(x,t) is independent of = d(x,t) in a small enough tubular neighbor-
hood ofI';. Changing coordinates forix, ) to (r, s, ?), to any functiong(z,t) one can
associate the functiop(r, s, t) by

o(r,s,t) = ¢(Xo(s,t) +rn(s,t),t) or ox,t) = o(d(x,t),S(x,t),t).
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The stretched variable.In order to describe the sharp transition layers of the snigt:.
around the limit interface, we now introduce a stretchedde. Let us consider a graph
overI'; of the form

I ={X(r,s,t): r =che(s,t),s € U},

which is expected to represent the 0 level set, at tinod the solutions... We define the
stretched variablg(z, t) as “the distance from to I'{ in the normal direction, divided by
e”, namely

d(x,t) —eho(S(z,t),t)

. .
In the sequel, we usg, s, t) as independent variables for the inner expansions. The link
between the old and the new variable is

(3.10) pla,t) =

2= X(p,s,t) = X (e(p+ he(s,1)),5,1) = Xo(s,) + £(p + ha(s,))n(s, t).
Changing coordinates for(a;, t) to (p, s, t), to any functiory(z, t) one can associate the
functiony(p, s, t) by

(3.11) P(p;s,t) = (Xo(s,t) +e(p+ he(s, t))n(s, 1), 1),
or 1(x, t) = op(Lel=ch=(5(0.0) g ) 1). A computation then yields

2O — A) = — Y, — (V + Ad)y),
(3.12) + &[0l ) — Alp — (8 he — AT )i,

+ EQ[QVFhE.Vriﬁp — |vrha|2¢pp]-

where
N-1 N-1 N-1 N-1

Of =0+ Y Sioy, VI =Y VS0, A= > AS 0+ Y VS VS,
i=1 i=1 i=1 i,j=1

Here Ad is evaluated atx,t) = (Xo(s,t) + c(p + he(s,t))n(s,t),t), so that[(3.J7) and
(3.8) imply
Ad = Ad(Xo(s,t) +e(p+ he(s, t))n(s,t),t)

(3.13) ~ (s, t) = e(p+ he(s,0)bi(s,8) — D ' (p+ he(s,1))bi(s. 1),
i>2
whereb; (s, t) (i > 2) are some given functions only dependinglon
Last, define
eJ*(p,s,t) := 0X(p,s,1)/9(p, )
the Jacobian of the transformatighso that, in particulagz = eJe(p,s,t)dsdp. Then,
forallp e R,s € Uand0 <t < T, we have
N—-1
(3.14) T (p,s,t) = [] 11 +e(p+h(s,6)mi(s, ).

=1
4., FORMAL ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSIONS

In this section, we perform formal expansions for the sohagiu.(z,t) of (23). We
start byouter expansion® represent the solutions “far from the limit interfacdieh make
inner expansions describe the sharp transition layers. Last, expansibtieemonlocal
term \.(¢) are performed. In the meanwhile we shall also discover tipamsions of the
correction termé.. (s, t) defined in[[(3.1D).

We assume that the solutiong(z, t) are of the form

(4.1)  wue(z,t) ~ub(t) =41 +eui(t) +eui(t)+--- (outer expansions),
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for 2 € Q; (corresponding ta._ (t)), z € Q \ Q; (corresponding ta.} (¢)), and away
from the interfacd’;, say in the region whergl(z,t)| > /= as we expect the width of
the transition layers to b@(<). Near the interfac&;, i.e. in the region whergl(z, t)| <
V&, we assume that the functieh(p, s, t) — associated withu. (x, ¢) via the change of
variables[(3.111)— is written as

(4.2) 1i(p,s,t) = uo(p,s,t) +cui(p,s,t) +2us(p,s,t) +---  (inner expansions).
We also require the matching conditions between outer ameriexpansions, that is, for
alli e N,

(4.3) u;(+00,s,t) = u(t) (matching conditions)

forall (s,t) € U x [0,T]. As we expect the set= 0 to be the 0 level set of the solutions
(see subsectidn 3.2) we impose, foriadl N,

4.4 u;(0,s,t) =0 (normalization conditions)

forall (s,t) € U x [0,T].
As far as the nonlocal terth. (¢) is concerned we assume the expansions

(4.5) Ae(t) = No(t) + e (t) +e?Xa(t) + -+ (nonlocal term)
Last, the distance correcting tefim(s, t) is assumed to be described by
(4.6) ehe(s,t) ~ ehy(s,t) + e%ha(s,t) +--- (distance correction term)

forall (s,t) € U x [0,T].
In the following, by the (complete) expansion at order 1 weame
{d(z,t), \o(t),u1(p, s,1),u(t)} (expansion at order 1)
and by the (complete) expansion at order 2 we mean
4.7)  {hici(s,t), M1 (), uilp, s,t),u(t)}  (expansion at order> 2).
Let us also recall that we have chosen

fu) =u(l —u?), Wu)= i(l —u?)?,

4.1. Outer expansions. By plugging the outer expansioris (#.1) and the expan&id) (4.
into the nonlocal partial differential equatidn_(2.3), wet g

(4.8) 2(ud) (1) = uz () — (u (1))* = eAc () (1 — (u (1))?).
Sinceu® (t) ~ 3,50 'u; (1), whereug (t) = +1, an elementary computation yields

sAsu)(l(uf(t»%Z( PIERYODY uf(wuﬂt)) e,

i>1 \ p+q=i,q#0 k+l=q
and
WP =D | D upt) Y wp®w (1) ] £
i>0 \ptg=i k+l=q

Hence, collecting the terms in [48), we discover = ui (t) — 3u (t)(u (t))? so that

ui(t) = 0. Next, an induction easily shows that

ut(t)y=0 foralli>1.
Therefore the outer expansions are already completely kraow are trivial:
(4.9) uf(t) = +1.

In other words, thanks to the adequate form of the Lagrandéptier, the outer expan-
sions are independent of the expansion of the nonlocal t&iis is in contrast with the
equation considered in 1L4].
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4.2. Inner expansions. It follows from (3.12) that, in the new variables, equati@d) is
recast as
(4.10) Ue pp + the — (1) = e (t) (1 — (dc)?) — e(V + Ad)iic,
+e2[0f e — AMtie — (8f he — AV )uic )]
212V he Vi, — |V R 2 ).

The £ terms. By collecting the=" terms above and using the normalization and matching
conditions [4.B),[(4]4) we discover thag(p, s,t) = 0o(p), with 6, the standing wave
solution of

(411) { 90// + f(90) =0 onR,

fo(—00) = =1, 6o(0) =0, bo(o0) = 1.
Formally, this solution represents the first approximatiénhe profile of the transition

layers around the interface observed in the stretched twies. Note that sincg(u) =

u — u3, one can even computg(p) = tanh(\%).

The ¢! terms. Next, sincei.(p, s, t) = >~ ui(p, s, t)e’, whereug(p, s, t) = 0o(p), an
elementary computation yields B

(4.12) A () (1 = (dc)*(p, s, 1)) Z(Z Ap(t) B p,st)) 1,

i>0 \p+q=i
where
00%(p) — 1 if g=0
BQ(pv 5, ﬁ) = { .
Zk+l:quk(pasat)ul(pvsvt) If q Z 17
and also
(413) (ﬁ8>3(pasat) %Z Z up(pasat) Z uk(pasat)ul(pasat) €
i>0 \ p+q=i k+l=q

Hence, plugging the expansidn (3.13)A{ into (4.10) and collecting the terms, we
discover

(4.18)  Luy = —ury, — ['(B0(p))ur = (V + £)(s,)00"(p) — (1 = 5> (p)) Mo ().

For the above equation to be solvable (see Lefnma 3.1 fors)eitdas necessary that, for
all (s,t) e U x [0,T7,

[ 2o (0)dp =0
R
which in turn yields

Jo(1—607)00

(4.15) V(s,t) = —k(s,t) + aXo(t), o= 5
fR 00’

As seen in subsectign 3.2 the above equation can be recast as

(4.16) di(z,t) = Ad(z,t) —oXo(t) for z eT,.

Now, in view of (411), we canwrite = [*_ (60" + f(60))00" = [~ (60" — W' (60))60"

and find the relation — 6> = v/26,’, so thair = v/2. Plugging this and{4.15) int6 (4.114)
we see thatu; = 0. Therefore, the normalizatiam (0, s,t) = 0 implies

(4.17) ui(p, s,t) = 0.

Again this is in contrast with the equation considered’ir.[14
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The ¢ terms (i > 2). Now, taking advantage afy(p, s,t) = 0o(p) and ofu; (p, s,t) =0
we identify, fori > 2, thee? terms in all terms appearing i (4110). In the sequel we omit
the arguments of most of the functions and, by conventi(mstrmzz is nullif b < a.

Using [4.I38) we see that thé term inu;pp + i — (u.)?is

(4.18) — Lu; — 0y Z Upli_f — Z Up Z UR Uy (term 1)

p=2 k+l=i—p
In view of (4.12), thes’ term ine . (¢)(1 — (u.)?) is
(4.19) Aio1(1—6%) — Z Ap Z uply (term 2)
p+q=i—1,q#0 k+l=q

In order to deal with the term-c(V + Ad)ui. ,, we first note tha{(3.13) ant.(4.6) yield
the following expansion of the Laplacian

(4.20) Adm k=Y (bihi+8;)¢'
i>1
with
(421) 61' = 5l(pa S, t) = Z Ck(S, t)pk
k=0

a polynomial function irp of degree lower tham, whose coefficientsy(s,t) are them-
selves polynomialinthy, ..., h;—1) which are part of the formal expansions at lower orders,
and in(by, ...b;) which are given functions. Among others, we hdyép, s, t) = b1 (s,t)p
anddz(p, s, t) = ba(s,t)(p + hi(s,t))?. Combiningu., ~ 6" + c?uz, + - - - and [4.20),
we next discover that the term in—e(V + Ad)i. , is

(422) blh 190/ + 6; 190/ — (V + Ii) U(i—1)p
+Z 1 (bihy 4+ 6p) wiim1—p)p (term 3)
We see that the’ term ine?[0] . — A, — (0f he — ATho)ii ] is given by
1—3
(4.23) (9] — A"ui—o — (0F = AD)hi10' = (0f = AV)hyugio1_p),  (term4)
p=1
Note that
eV he? = 2V + Y (2V he YV hi oy + 1) €
i>3
where
ni = ni(s,t) = > V1 (5,8).V by (s, t)

p+q=i—2,p#0,97#0
depends only on the derivatives/of,...2;—2. Combining this withi. ,, =~ 60" +2uz,,+
, we discover that the' term in—¢2| V' h. %4, ,, is
1—3
4.24) = Bi(V'h .V hi1)00" — [V b1 Pugi—ay,, — D okuikg,  (term 5)
k=0
whereay, = «ai(s,t) depends only on the derivativesiof,...h; 2 andf8y = 0, 3; = 2 if
i > 3.
Last, sinceV'i., ~ e?V uy, + - - -, we see that the' term ine2[2V! h.. Vi, ] is
i—2
(4.25) 23 V' hi .V ug, (term 6)
k=2
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Hence, in view of the six terms appearing(in (4.18). 4.18P%), (4.28),[(4.24)[(4.25),

when we collect the’ term ¢ > 2) in (£.10) we face up to

(4.26)

Lu; = (M hi_1)00" — (1—00") i1+ Bi(VE bV hi—1)00” + V' ha|*ui_a)pp + Rica
whereM! denotes the linear operator acting on functibfs t) by

(4.27) M'h =0 h— A"h — byh,

and whereR;_; = R;_1(p, s,t) contains all the remaining terms. Since it is important
that R;_1 does not “contain’;_,, we have to Ieav@VFh1|2u(i_2)pp for the case = 2,

but with a slight abuse of notation we can “inself" 11 |?u(;_2),, IN R;—1 fori > 3. As
an example, foi = 2 we see that

(4.28) Ri(p, s,t) = =01(p, 5,)00" (p) = —b1(s, 1) pb’ (p),
so that we infer that, for all integers, n, [,
(4.29) D7D DY[Ri(p, s.t)] = O(|pleV2Il)  asp — +oo,

uniformly in (s, t). Now, for: > 3, we isolate the “worst terms” —which are thgs— in
R;_1 and write
i—3
(430) Ri—l = —61'_190/ — Z 6pU(i,1,p)p + rio1,
p=1
wherer;_1 = r;_1(p, s,t) contains all the remaining terms.

Lemma 4.1(Decay ofR;_;). Leti > 2. Assume that, for any < k < i — 1, there holds
that, for all integersmn, n, [,

(4.31) Dy D2 Difur(p, 5,1)] = O(lp|* 1™ V2) asp — to0,
uniformly in(s,¢) € U x [0, T]. Then, for all integersn, n, |
(4.32) Dy DEDYRi—1(p. s, 1)] = O(|p"'e™V2#l)  asp — oo,

uniformly in(s,¢) € U x [0,T].
Proof. Let us have a look at expressidn (4.30)[df ;. By a tedious but straightforward
examination we see that_; (p, s, t) depends only on

V(s,t), £(s,1), bi(s,1), ..., b;(s,t) which are bounded given functions

Ao(t)s s Ai—a(t)

hi(s,t), ..., hi—a(s,t) and their derivatives w.r.k andt

uo(p, s,t) = 0(p),ur(p,s,t) = 0,...,u;—1(p, s,t) and their derivatives w.r.tp,
s andt

in such a way that it i€)(|p|'~2e~V2/#l) asp — +o00. Concerning the term

i—3
_61'—1 (pa S, t)HO/(p) - Z 6p(p7 S, ﬁ)u(iflfp)pv
p=1
the fact that it behaves like (4132) follows fron (4.31) ahd fact that,(p, s, t) grows
like |p|?, as seen iM(4.21). O

Now, in virtue of Lemm&3]1, the solvability condition foreation [4.26) yields, for all
(s, 1),
(M By 1) (s, t)/ 00’ — )\i_l(t)/(l 86260 + / Rio1()5,6)0 = 0.
R R R

Note that the term-43;(V''h1.V h;_1)6," does not appear above sinfed,”6," = 0.
Note also that the term | V' 2;|?u(;_2),, does not appear for the same reason-f 2,
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and because it can be “hidden” Ity_; for i > 3 without altering the fact thak; _; does
not depend or;_,. The above equality can be recast as

(4.33) (MVhi_1)(s,t) = oXi1(t) — a*/RRi,l(p,s,t)eO'(p) dp,

with o defined in[ZI5) and* := ( 90’2)71. Note that, thanks to — 6> = /26, we
haves = /2 (as seen before) and alsd = 2+/2.

Let us have a look at = 2. From [4.28) and the fact thaf, p90’2(p) dp = 0 (odd
function), we see thaf (4.B3) reduces to

(4.34) (MEhy)(s,t) = oA (1).
Assume thah, satisfies the above equation. Then singe= 0 trivially satisfies [4.311),
LemmdZ.1 implies thaR, (p, s, t) together with its derivatives ax@(|p|e~V2*!) asp —
+oo. It follows from Lemmd31L that
(435) Luy = (Mrhl)eo/ — (1 — 902))\1 + |Vrh1|290” + Ry,
admits a unique solutions(p, s, t) such thatux(0, s,t) = 0, which additionally satisfies
DD Di[uz(p, 5,1)] = O(|ple~ V7).

Now, an induction argument straightforwardly concludes ¢bnstruction of the inner
expansions.

Lemma 4.2 (Construction by induction)Let: > 2. Assume that, forall < k£ <i—1
the termu, is constructed such that

(4.36) DD Difur(p, 5,1)] = O(lp|" T~ V2l) asp — too,

uniformly in (s,t) € U x [0,7]. Assume moreover that;_(s,t) satisfies the solv-
ability condition (4.33) Then one can construet;(p, s, ¢) solution of (4.26) such that
u;(0,s,t) = 0and

(4.37) Dy D Dilui(p, s,1)] = O(|p| " e™V?l)  @sp — oo,

uniformly in(s,t) € U x [0, T].

Remark4.3. Note that the cancellatiom; = 0 implies that the termu;(p, s,t) appearing
in the expansion of the solutions ¢f(lL.1) behaves {i}(¢p|i—1e—\/5|f’|), where the term

ui(p, s,t) appearing in the expansion of the solution§of (IL.11) behikeO(|p|'e~ V27l
(seel[14]).
4.3. Expansions of the nonlocal term\. (¢) and the distance correction termh.(s, t).

By following [14, subsection 5.4] with/s playing the role of, we see that an asymptotic
expansion of the conservation of the massl(1.5) yields

d
(438) 0: - ’UJE(IL',t)dt%Ilﬁ*IQﬁ*Ig,

dt Jq
wherel; = 0, since in our caseX (t) = +1, and
(4.39) I = / of iz (p,s,t)eJ®(p,s,t) dpds,

lol<1/vz=
(4.40) I3 = / (—=V — €0} he)(s,t) Dptic(p, s5,t) I (p, 5,t) dp ds,
lpl<1/v/

Combiningd} := 9; + SN " Sid,: with ug(p, s,t) = 6o(p) anduy(p, s,t) = 0, we
see that

8u€ (p,s,t) = ZE 8t+ZS gk Jui(p, s, t).

i>2
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In view of the above inner expansions, this implies

o (p,s,t) ~ Zgio (|p|i*16*\/§\/1\) ,

i>2

whereO (|p|i‘1e“/§|f’|) depends only on expansions at ord€rs— 1. By plugging this
into (4.39), we get
Ir ~ Z £';_a,

i>3
wherey,; o = v;_2(t) depends only on expansions at ord€rs — 2.
We now turn to the ternis. We expand

(—=V — €0} he) (s,t) = di(Xo(s, 1), ZsaF
i>1
and
Dpti(p, s,t) = 0y (p +Z€8UZ 0,8, 1).

i>2
Expanding the Jacobian (3]14) and usingl(3.7), we get
T (p,s,t) ~ 1+ Ad(Xo(s,1),t)e(p+ (s, 8)) + D',
i>2
whereu;—1 = u;—1(p, s, t) depends only on expansions at orders— 1. Multiplying the
three above equalities, we see that the integrardg expands as
90/dt + 5901 I:—atrh,l + h;lthd + pthd} =+ Z Eieol(*atrhi =+ hzthd + ’Uifl),
i>2

wherewv;—1 = wv;—1(p, s,t) depends only on expansions at ordersi — 1. We inte-
grate this oves € U and|p| < 1/+/¢ and, usingprl/fHO ~ [z 00 (p)dp = 2 and

Jip1<1//z P9 (p) dp = 0 (0dd function), we discover
1
L /dt(s,t)ds—i—s/U(—(’)fhl+(thd)h1)(s,t)ds

+> ¢ U (—F hy + (d Ad)Ry) (s, t) ds + w“] ,

i>2

wherew;_; = w;_1(t) depends only on expansions at orders — 1. Using [4.16) to
substituted,, (4.34) to substitut®! h;, (£.33) to substitut®! h,, we have

1
5]3 ~ / (Ad — 0’)\0) ds + 5/ (—Arhl — b1h1 — 0’)\1 + (thd)hl) ds
U U

+ Z {/ (=AVh; — bih; — o )i + (dAd)hy) ds + Ci1] ;
1>2

where¢;_1 = (;—1(t) depends only on expansions at orders — 1.
Last, usinng ATh; ds = 0, we see thal, + Is ~ 0 reduces to

(4.41) oXo(t) = Ad(, D)
(4.42) oM (t) = —[b1(~8) — de (-, (-, DR (1)
(4.43) oNi(t) = —[01(~ ) — de (-, DA, R (4 8) + Aia(t) (i > 2),

whereg(-) := IU\ J;; ¢ denotes the average overT’; (parametrized by/), andA;_ (t)
depends only on expansions at orders — 1. Moreover if we plug[(4.41)[{4.42) and
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(4.43) into [4.16),[(4.34) and(4.83), we have the followalgsed system fod, h1,.., h;
onU x [0,T]:

(4.44)  d, = Ad—Ad(-1)

(4.45) Oy hy = A hy + bihy — [b1(, t) — di(-, £) Ad(-, t)]ha (-, )

(4.46) O hi = ATh; +bih; — [b1(,1) — de( )AAC, )i (- 8) + Aia(t) (i > 2).

5. THE APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONSU &, e,k

In order to construct our desired approximate solutions @iode Theoreni 212, let
us first explain how the previous section enables to deteryrah any order, the outer
expansion[(4]1), the inner expansi@nl4.2), the expandidmeononlocal term[{415), and
the expansion of the distance correction tdrm](4.6).

First, as seen before, the outer expansianl (4.1) is alreathpletely known since
ut(t)=0foralli> 1.

Recall thaf” = Up<;<7(T"¢ x {t}) denotes the unique smooth evolution of the volume
preserving mean curvature floly (1112) starting frbpnc C 2, to which we associate the
signed distance functiof(z, t). Hence, defining\o(¢) as in [441L) and.; (p, s,t) = 0 as
in (4.117), we are equipped with the first order expansion

(5.1) {d(z,t), Mo (t), u1(p, s,t) = 0}.

Next, sincel’; is a smooth hypersurface without boundary, there is a unsgueoth so-
lution R (s, t) to the parabolic equatiol (445). Assumihg(s,0) = 0 for s € U, we
see thath;(s,t) = 0, which combined with[{4.42) yielda,(¢) = 0. Notice that these
cancellations are consistent with the observation bf [8t tfl.1) has better volume pre-
serving properties than the traditional mass conservidgnACahn equatiod (1.111)". In
Section[%, we have defined:(p, s,t) as the solution of {4:35), which now reduces to
Lus = —bi(s,t)pb’ (p). This completes the second order expansion, namely

(5.2) {h1(s,t) =0, A1 (t) = 0,ua(p, s, t)}.

Now, fori > 2, let us assume that expansiofis,_1 (s, t), \x—1(t), ur(p, s, t)} are con-
structed for all2 < k < 4. Therefore we can construdt; ;(¢) appearing in[(4.46).
Assumingh;(s,0) = 0 for s € U, there is a unique smooth solutidn(s, t) to the para-
bolic equation[(4.46). This enables to construigt) via (4.43). Now; (s, t) satisfies the
solvability condition [[4.3B) at rank so that Lemm&4]2 provides;(p, s,t), the solu-
tion of (4.28) at rank + 1 with u;,1(0, s,t) = 0. This completes the construction of the
1 + 1-th order expansiofih; (s, t), \i(t), wir1(p, s, t)}.

Note also that, from the above induction argument, we alsiickethe behaviof (4.87)
for all thew;(p, s,t)’s.

Proof of Theorem[2.2.We are now in the position to construct the approximate &nist
as stated in Theoreln 2.2. Let us fix an integer max(V,4). We define

k42

. 1 7 d&,k(wat)
per(,t) = - d(z,t) — ;e: hi(S(x,t),t)| = -,
) k+3 )
u?fk(xvt) = 90(p8,k(x7ﬁ)) + Z{;‘lui(pg,k(l’,ﬁ), S(‘Ta t)vt)a
=1

ug“,j(x, t) :=a(x,t),
k42

A (t) == Xo(t) + > _ &' Ni(t),
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wheret is the sharp interface limit defined [ (2.1). We introducenasth cut-off function
¢(z) = ¢-(z) such that

((z) =1 if 2] < Ve,
(e)=0 |z 25
0<2¢'(2) <4 if e <|z| <2¢/E

Forz € Qand0 <t < T, we define

u? x(@,t) = C(d(@, )u (@, 8) + [1 = C(d(x, £))]ull (2, 1).
If e > 0is small enough then the signed distard¢e, ¢) is smooth in the tubular neighbor-
hood\j;, z(T), and so isu’"y, (x, ). This shows that; , is smooth.
Plugging(u;  (x,1), A< (t)) into the left hand side member &f(2.5), we find a error term
62 x(x,t) which is such that
e 0%, (x,t) =0o0n{|d(x,t)| > 2\/c} since, thenu? , = u?y = +1,
o |02 illLe = O(¥?) on {|d(x,t)| < v/} since, thenu?, = ul", and the
expansions of Sectidd 4 were done on this purpose,
o 167 pll= = O(e*"), for any integeik*, on{\/z < |d(z,t)| < 24/} since, then,
the decaying estimateS(B.1) aid (4.37) imply thaf — w2 = uf, — +1 =
V2
O(e 2v#), valid also after any differentiation.
Hence||0% , [l = x0,r)) = O(e"+?), which is even better thai(2.5). Alsg , clearly
satisfies[(2]7).
Now, to ensure the conservation of the mass of the approgis@ttions, we add a
correcting term (which depends only on time) and define
L
1 Jo
which then satisfied (2.8), and stil[(2.7). Note also thdtssetiol 4B implies that the
correcting term

t
/(u:k(x,O) —ulp(z,t)de = —/ / ol i (z,7)drdz
Q ' aJo ’

is O("2) together with its time derivative. Hence, when we plug. = u? , + O("?)
into the left hand side member df (P.5), we find a error tétm whose L> norm is
O(e"). O

u&k(x, ﬁ) = u;,k(xv ﬁ) (u:,k(xv 0) - u:,k(‘ra t)) dz,

6. ERROR ESTIMATE

We shall here prove the error estimate, namely Thedrein 2d. e&se of notation,
we drop most of the subscriptsand writew, A, ug, Ak, 0k fOr ue, Ao, Ue i, Acy Oc ke
respectively. By - ||, || - [[2+p We always meat| - (| z2(q), || - [|L2+r(q) respectively. In
the sequel, we denote lfy various positive constants which may change from places to
places and are independentor 0.

Let us define the error
R(z,t) = u(z,t) — ug(x,t).

Clearly || R|| .- < 3. It follows from the mass conservation propertlesi(158)2and the
initial conditions [Z.ID) that

6.1) / Rlz,t)dz =0 foral0<t<T, ||R(-0)]=0O(%).
Q
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We successively subtract the approximate equalfioh (208) &quation[(T]1), multiply
by R and then integrate ovér. This yields

li RZ = _ |VR|2+i2/f/(uk)R2
62 e o 2 Jo 1
53 [ () = flur) — f () )R [ SR~ A,
where
(6.3) A =A(t) = / [EA1 —u?)R — ep(1 — up®)R].
Q

Since(f (u) — f(ur) — f'(ur) R)R = —3up R? — R* = O(R?*?), wherep := min(+,1),
we have

1 1 1
= [0 1) FIRE| < SCIRIEE < ZCIRPIVAP,

where we have used the interpolation resulf [14, Lemma 1]. ase have| [, 6 R| <
18k [|oo | RIl = O(e¥) || R]|, s0 that

d 1
IRIGIRN <~ [ 1R+ 5 [ R
Q € Ja

(6.4) : 1
+ SCIRIPIVR? + O |R] ~ A,

We shall estimate\ in the following subsection. As mentioned before, this tésnthe
main difference with the case of a strictly nonlocal Lagmrangultiplier: its analogous for
equation[(T.T1) ige A — e\y) [, R which vanishes, seg[l4].

Sincek > max(N,4) we havek — 5 > £ = ﬁ so that the second estimate in
(6.3) allows to define. > 0 by "

(6.5) t. .= sup {t >0,Y0 <7 <t||R(,7)| < (201)*1/%4/10} .

We need to prove that = T and that the estimaté(c*/?) is actually improved to
O(¢k~2). In the sequel we work on the time interval .].

6.1. Error estimates between the nonlocal/local Lagrange mulgliers. It follows from
(2.9) that the term\ under consideration is recast as

A Ak O(EkJrQ)

. A=—=-F—-—F E
(6 6) B Bk k+ Bk k>
where
Ak = Ak(ﬁ) = / f(uk), Bk = Bk(ﬁ) = / 1-— qu, Ek - Ek(ﬁ) = / (1 - qu)R,
Q Q Q

andA, B, E the same quantities with in place ofuy.
Lemma 6.1(Some expansions)\Ve have, as — 0,

Ay =?a+0(3), By =cef+0O(?),
where

a=at):= /U z_: Ki(s,t) ds/Rpf(Ho(p))dp, B :=2V2|U]|,

and
Ej, = O(Ve|R])).
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Proof. We have seen in Sectibh 5 that = u} + O(c*2) so itis enough to deal witi,
B; andEj. The lemmais then rather clear from the expansions of S€dtiéVe have

AZ:/ fui) (@, t)d:ri/ Fu) (@, t) dz + O(e™ %)
D=2V d(et)| < VE
// f(Oo(p) + O(e%))e I (p, s, )dsder(Q(e*%)_
|<1/\/_

Using J<(p, s,t) = 1+ ep Sn " ki(s, 1) + O(e andprl/\/gf(Go(p))dp =0 (odd
function), one obtains the estimate . The estimate foB3; follows the same lines and
is omitted. Last, the Holder inequality yieltls,| < ([, (1—ux?)?)'?||R|| = O(VE| R|)
since, againdx = e.J¢(p, s,t) ds dp.

As a first consequence of the above lemma, it follows friom) (Gét

A A,
7 AN=—-F—-—E .
6.7) 5E - 5B+ 0| R|

Next, in view of the above lemma,= uy, + R and|| R|| = O(*/?), we can thus perform
the following expansions

A:Ak+/(1—3uk2)R—3/ukR2—/R3
Q Q Q

— A+ 38, -3 [ wk 4 O(IRI3).
Q

since [, R =0,
1
B!'=RB,! (1 _ 2fQukR _ fQ RQ)
By By
2 R R /2 R\’ 3
—5. 1+ fQ Uk fQ n fQ Uk Lo IR 7
Bk Bk Bk 63
and

B =B -2 [ wk+ ORI
It follows that, usingE, = O(/2||R||) and Ay = O(¢?) (see LemmABl1),
AE = A By — 2Ak/ w B2 + O(||R|2T) + 3E,2 + O(VE|RIP)
Q
+ O(VE|RI|RII315) + O(EIRI®) + OIRI") + ORI | RII5)

+O(IRIZEVEIRI + ORI IRIP) + O RIS

=ALE) + 3E,% — 3Ek/ upR? — 2Ak/ ueR? + O(%||R||512) + O(||R|®),
Q

Q
sinceHRHgig = O(||R||?). Then, using Lemma@.1 and a methodical grading o
(the typical used arguments beiH@Hgig = O(||R||?) and, e.g.||R||* = O(V2||R||?) b
the definition oft.), we arrive at
A Ag 1 9 / 5 Ap /
—F - —FE, =B Ey* —3F —F 2
5 B,k k[gk SkQUkR+BkaUkR

24 [ Wk + ORI + ORI,
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which in turn implies

A Ay, E SEk —3E; fﬂ ukRQ :Ek fQ 2upR
By,

2ukR2 +O(e|RIBEE) + O |R|1?).

A
By

Using Lemmd&®J1 again, this |mpI|es

A Ay, 3Ek + —&Ek f(z 2upR Ak

ZE-ZEE, = | 2u KR
(6.8) B~ B, " By, B
O(el|R[310) + O | R||® )-

The termf’g—’; Jo 2u; R? is harmless since it will be handled by the spectrum estimate
Lemmd®6.B. Let us analyze the fraction which is the worst té¢far M > 1 to be selected
later, defing| R|| 7, || R| 7, the L? norms ofR in the tubeT := {(z,t) : |d(z,t)| < Me},

the complementary of the tube respectively:

|\R|\27:=/ R*(z,t)dz, ||R|3 ;=/ R*(x,t) da.
{ld(z,t)| <Me} {ld(xt)|>Me}

Observe that thé(¢) size of the tube allows to write

VT“R‘ = (/T“)/ ( /T RQ)W < CVE|Rl-

Hence, using Lemnfa@.1, cuttirfg = [+ [, we get

Ay,

2 b / mR\ <Ce|By|(VEIR|7 + | Rll7)

<CeVe|Bx| || Rl|l7 + C*/P B2 + Ce¥%||R| 7.

As aresult
2 Ay
3B + 5By [o2urR (3 — Ce?/5)EL? — Cev/E|Ex| |R||T 3/5|( o2
> — C*%|| R 3.
6.9) By By
Ey,* — Cev/e|Ex| | Rl T
> 5 - 0| Rl

for smalle > 0. Now, observe that

0 if |E| > Ceve|| R 7
—C2%||R||F i |Ey| < CevE|RT

Remark6.2. The above inequality is the crucial one. One can interprasifollows.
Following [8, Proposition 2], we understand thigt behaves like the integral on the hy-

persurfacd’;:
€ / R(z,t) do.
d(z,t)=0

If By = | [,(1 — w®)R| is large w.r.tO(e /2| R||7) thenE,,* — Cev/c|E;
which has the good sign to control tié norm of R. In other words, if the error “intends”
at concentrating on the hypersurface, the situation isedfaitorable. On the other hand,
if |Ex| = Uﬂ — ug? R\ is small w.r.t. O(e+/2||R||7) then we get the negative control
—O(e?||R||%>) (after dividing byB;;) which is enough for the Gronwall’'s argument to work.

(6.10) Ey* — Cev/e|By| | R >
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Putting togethel (6] 7) (8.8 (6.9, (6110) aBd = 2v/2|U|ec 4+ O(£?), we arrive at
A Ak R
(6.11) By

+ (9(5 2)|IR| + ORI + OERIP).

7o — Ce*|R|IT

6.2. Proof of Theorem[Z.3. Equipped with the accurate estimdie (6.11), we can now con-
clude the proof of the error estimate by following the liné§laf]. Combining [6.4) with

(6.11) and using the interpolation inequal|1t§£||§ig < C||R|IPIIVR|]? ||R||7 < ||R| and

|R|| = O(£?) (thanks to the definition of.), we discover

A
RIS R) < - /WW+—/(ﬂm+J%Qm
Q By,
1
+;%WMMWMF+;&WWM&
+C||R|* + O %) R|.

Sincee? (— Jo IVRI? + & [o,(f (ur) + %Quk)RQ) < —&%|VR|* + C||R||?, we get

IR IR] <1 - ) </WMH—/<(Q+%MOW)

- EQIIVRHQ + —201||R||”||VRH2

(6.12) +5 053/5||R||Tc +C|R|]? + O("=%)|R||

<(1—¢?) < /|VR|2+—/< (k)Jr%ZQuk)RQ)

+?C§ﬂmhu+ﬂmW+O@’%Mw

in view of the definition of. in (&3). In the above inequality, let us wrifg, = fT + fT
In the complementary of the tube, observe that

A
/ (f'(uk) + B_I;QUk + 053/5) R? = /{ld( s (f/(uk) + (’)(53/5)) R,
‘ x,t|>Me

is nonpositive ifM > 0 is large enough; this follows from the form of the constrdcte
uy, in Sectior b — roughly speaking we haug(z,t) = 6 (%) + O(e?)—
Oo(£o0) = £1 andf’(il) < 0. As aresult we collect

613 ”R” s(l-e )(—/TIVR|2+€_12/T (f/(uk)-i-%ZQUk) R2)

+C||R|* + O %) R|.

In some sense, the problem now reduces to a local estimate gie linearized opera-
tor —A — e 2(f"(ug) + %ﬁQuk) arises when studying the local unbalanced Allen-Cahn
equation

Dyue = A + 5_12 (f(ug) - %’;(1 _ ug)) 7
whose singular limit is “mean curvature plus a forcing ter(s&e, among others,1[2]).
To conclude we need a spectrum estimate of the unbalan@stitted operator around the
approximate solutiong,, namely—A —e=2(f/(ux) + %;321%). This directly follows from
the result of[[18] for the balanced case. For related resultdhe spectrum of linearized
operators for the Allen-Cahn equation or the Cahn-Hilliagdiation, we also refer tol[7],

[5.16], [24].
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Lemma 6.3 (Spectrum of the unbalanced linearized operator araynfil3]). There is
C* > 0 such that

1 Aj
—/ IVR]> + 5 / <f’(uk) + 2k 2uk) R% < C*/ R?,
T 13 T Bk T

foral0 <t <T,all0<e<1,al Re H(N).
Proof. Observe that

{eo(d“w)w( 2) if |d(x, t)| < VE
ug(x,t) = )
+1 4+ O(h+1) if |d(z,t)] > E.

LemmdB.] yieldsz: = 5% + O(e?) so that we can writg” (uy,) + 552ux = [ (W),
for someuy, such that

T 1) = 0o (dkg,t)) — 2, (dm t)) +0(2) if |d(x,t)] < VE
+1+ (’)(5) if |d(x,t)| > \/57

wheref; = 1. In particular [, 61(6¢")2 f"(60) = [z(60")*f"(69) = 0 (odd function) so
thatwy has the correct shape far]13] to apply: see [4 shape (3@pevof of Theorem
5.1], [14, shape (16)] o[22, Section 4] for very relatedlangnts. Details are omitted [

Combining the above lemma arid (6.13), we end up with
LIIR| < CIIR| + O+
The Gronwall's lemma then implies that, for alk< ¢ < ¢.,
IRC, B < (IR(,0)]| +572)e = O(e"72),

in view of (.1). Sincet — § > 2, this shows that. = T and that the estimat®(*/7) is
actually improved ta)(s*~z). This completes the proof of Theorém2.3. O
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