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Abstract

We consider a modification of the so-called phase-field crystal (PFC) equation intro-
duced by K.R. Elder et al. This variant has recently been proposed by P. Stefanovic
et al. to distinguish between elastic relaxation and diffusion time scales. It consists of
adding an inertial term (i.e. a second-order time derivative) into the PFC equation.
The mathematical analysis of the resulting equation is more challenging with respect
to the PFC equation, even at the well-posedness level. Moreover, its solutions do not
regularize in finite time as in the case of PFC equation. Here we analyze the modified
PFC (MPFC) equation endowed with periodic boundary conditions. We first prove
the existence and uniqueness of a solution with initial data in a bounded energy space.
This solution satisfies some uniform dissipative estimates which allow us to study the
global longtime behavior of the corresponding dynamical system. In particular, we
establish the existence of an exponential attractor. Then we demonstrate that any
trajectory originating from the bounded energy phase space does converge to a unique
equilibrium. This is done by means of a suitable version of the Lojasiewicz-Simon

inequality. A convergence rate estimate is also given.

Keywords: phase-field crystal equation, existence and uniqueness, dissipative esti-

mates, exponential attractors, convergence to equilibrium.
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1 Introduction

The so-called phase-field crystal (PFC) equation has been recently employed to model and
simulate the dynamics of crystalline materials, including crystal growth in a supercooled
liquid, dendritic and eutectic solidification, epitaxial growth, and so on (see [7.]], cf. also

[3537]). In the phase-field crystal approach, the number density of atoms is approximated
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by using a phase function ¢. This function tends to minimize the following (dimensionless)

free energy functional over a spatial bounded (and usually periodic) domain @

50) = [ (316 = Vo + F(@)) (1)

where ) )
F(¢) = 5 6452 + Z¢4'

The parameter € is a constant with physical significance proportional to the undercooling,

ie., € ~ T, — T, T, being the equilibrium temperature at which the phase transition
occurs [11].

The evolution of ¢ is thus governed by a (conserved) gradient flow generated by the
Fréchet derivative of E (cf. [7,]]), that is,

¢ =A{[—e+ (1+A)?]p+ ¢} (1.2)

in dimensionless units, where the spatial coordinates are measured in units proportional to
the lattice constant. The PFC equation (L2)) is a sixth—order partial differential equation
preserving the total mass, which can be viewed as the analog of the (fourth-order) Swift—
Hohenberg equation (cf. [43]). Equation (2] describes the microstructure of solid-liquid
systems at inter-atomic length scales and provides a possibly accurate way to model crystal
dynamics, especially defect dynamics in atomic-scale resolution. For more details about
the modeling based on the phase-field crystal approach, we refer to the recent review [12]
(see also [11.37]). However, one major disadvantage of equation (L2)) is that it fails to
distinguish between the elastic relaxation and diffusion time scales (see, e.g., [7,41]). In
order to overcome this difficulty and to incorporate both fast elastic relaxation (e.g., in a
rapid quasi-phononic time scale) and slower mass diffusion, a modified phase-field crystal
(MPFC) model was recently proposed in [41] (cf. also [1920,42] and [12] Section 3.1.1.2]):

Bou+ ¢ =AM [—e+ (1 +2)%o+¢}, (1.3)

where [ is a (positive) relaxation time. On the other hand, in the context of phase field
techniques applied to fast phase transitions, equations like (IL3]) have been derived in [I8] to
take large deviations from thermodynamic equilibrium into account. We observe that the
presence of the inertial term is not a minor modification from the mathematical viewpoint.
For instance, contrary to the parabolic equation (I.2]), solutions to (L3]) do not regularize
in finite time.

The modified phase-field crystal (MPFC) equation (L.3]) has been recently studied from
the numerical analysis point of view, in [4,[46], while the corresponding literature on the
simpler PFC equation (L.2]) is more abundant (cf., e.g., [3L5,10,22,[31,/48]). In particu-
lar, the authors derived different types of unconditionally energy stable finite difference
schemes based on a suitable convex splitting for the free energy E. On the theoretical

side, to the best of our knowledge, the only available results are the existence of a weak



solution and of a unique strong solution to the MPFC equation (I3]) up to any positive
final time T' > 0. They were both proven in [45] by using a time discretization scheme
and taking the initial value of ¢; equal to zero in order to ensure mass conservation (see
Section 2). The authors observe: Because of the presence of the second order temporal
derivatives, the establishment of a global strong solution and smooth solution for (L3 is
very subtle (see [45], Section 2.3]). Indeed, the existence issue has been investigated only
partially so far. For instance, no existence result is available for the so-called energy solu-
tions (see Definition [2.I1below). Such solutions are natural in the sense that they are only
required to have finite free energy and they are more general than the weak ones. Besides,
uniqueness has been proven only for strong solutions in [45]. Uniqueness of energy (or
weak) solutions is not straightforward because of the spatial regularity gap between ¢ and
¢¢. On the other hand, the analysis of the longtime behavior of solutions to (3] is a
further important issue that has not been explored so far. Due the dissipative nature of
([I3]), one would expect to find a global attractor as well as an exponential attractor. Also,
the convergence of a trajectory to a single equilibrium turns out to be nontrivial, since
the stationary set can have a quite complicated structure (see, e.g., [36] for an analysis of
the stationary one-dimensional equation).

The goal of the present contribution is to establish first the well-posedness of (3]
in the energy space without any restriction on the initial value of ¢;. A consequence of
this is that the mass is conserved only asymptotically and the corresponding (dissipative)
dynamical system is no longer a gradient system (i.e. there is no Lyapunov functional).
Well-posedness is proven by combining standard (e.g. a Galerkin-type approximation
scheme) and nonstandard arguments. Then, we demonstrate the existence of global and
exponential attractors as well as the convergence of single trajectories to single stationary
states. Such results are based on the (uniform) precompactness of solutions, which is
obtained through a suitable decomposition of the solution (due to the hyperbolic-like
nature of the equation, see Section 5). Besides, the related proofs require some care also
because the system does not possess a Lyapunov functional. In order to overcome this
obstacle, we shall treat the autonomous system (.3 by using some techniques employed
for non-autonomous evolution equations [28H30] (see Section 6).

For the sake of convenience, we rewrite (I3]) into the following form
Bou+ ¢ =AM+ 206+ f(9)l,  in Qx (0,+00), (1.4)

where
f(0) = F'(¢) = ¢* + (1 —€)g. (1.5)

Here, @ = (0,1)" is a unit cube in R™, n < 3, without loss of generality. The MPFC

equation (L4) is considered in the periodic setting and is subject to the initial conditions

Pli=0 = ¢o(x), Ptlt=0 = ¢1(), T € Q. (1.6)



We note that the choice of periodic boundary conditions is realistic since in the crystalline
materials the patterns of the nanostructures statistically repeat throughout the domain,
which is much larger than the length-scales of atoms. Nevertheless, our theoretical results
also hold for homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, as well as for mixed periodic-
homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions.

The plan of this paper goes as follows. In Section 2 we introduce a notion of bounded
energy solution for the MPFC equation (L4]) with (I6]). This solution is more general than
the weak solution considered in [45] (see Definition 2T). A somewhat similar situation
happens in the case of the modified Cahn-Hilliard equation (see [25-27], cf. also [21]51]
for the one-dimensional case). However, the latter equation is technically a bit more
challenging. For instance, in the present case, the sixth-order spatial operator ensures
that the weak solutions are globally bounded in three dimensions. This is not true for the
modified Cahn-Hilliard equation. Then, in Section 3, we provide some (formal) a priori
global dissipative estimates that will be useful in the sequel (cf. LemmasB.Iland [3:2)). The
well-posedness is proven in Section 4 so that we can define a dissipative semigroup acting on
the energy phase space (cf. Theorems [4.1] and [4.2)). The existence of the global attractor
(Theorem [5.1]) as well as of an exponential attractors (Theorem [£.2) are established in
Section 5. The final Section 6 is devoted to prove the convergence of energy solutions to
single equilibria (Theorem [G.I]) by using a suitable adaptation of the Lojasiewicz—Simon
inequality (cf. Lemma [6.7]).

We conclude by observing that an interesting open issue is the construction of a robust
family of exponential attractors with respect to the relaxation time (3 (see [33 Section
3.3]). More precisely, the goal is to show that the existence of a family of exponential
attractors depending on 5 > 0, which is (Holder) continuous with respect to 5. Such
a result essentially says that the non-transient dynamics of the MPFC equation (3] is
close to the one of the PFC equation (2] in a quantitative way. The result can be
obtained by using, e.g., the argument devised in [32] for the damped semilinear wave
equation. Nonetheless, in the present case, there is an additional difficulty related to the
already mentioned high (spatial) regularity gap between ¢ and ¢;. This seems to require
the construction of a more regular invariant set with respect to what is needed here (see
Proposition [5.0]) in order to estimate the energy norm of the difference between the solution
to the MPCF and the PFC equations, respectively. The corresponding analysis will be

carried out in a forthcoming paper.

2 Preliminaries

Notations and functional spaces. Let V be a real Banach space with norm || - ||y, and
denote V* its dual space. By < -,- >y« y we indicate the duality product between V'
and V*. We denote by L(X;Y") the space of all bounded linear operators from a Banach
space X into a second Banach space Y, and we simply write L(X) = L(X; X). Next, we



denote by H}*(Q), m € N, the space of functions that are in Hj/,(R") and periodic with

loc

the period Q. For an arbitrary m € N, H}"(Q) is a Hilbert space for the scalar product
(W V)m = Djj<m fQ DFu(x)D"v(z)dz (k being a multi-index) and its associated norm
|w|lm = v/ (t, u)m. For m =0, H)(Q) = L2(Q) and the inner product as well as the norm
on Lg(Q) are simply indicated by (-,-) and || - ||, respectively.

The mean value of any function u € L2(Q) is denoted by (u) = |Q|™! fQ udx and we
set w = u — (u). For the sake of simplicity, we assume || = 1 hereafter. The dual space
of Hy'(Q) is denoted by H,™(Q), which is equipped with the operator norm given by
ITNl=m = SUP|u,,=1, uerp (@) |7 (w)|. For m = 1, we introduce an equivalent and more

convenient norm associated with the inner product

(u,0)—1 = (Vebu, Vo) + (u){v),  Vu,v € H'(Q),

where 1, (respectively 1) is the unique solution to the elliptic equation in @) subject to

periodic boundary conditions:
—Atpy, =u— (u), with (¢,,) = 0.
We denote by HIT(Q) = {u € H(Q) : (u) = 0} the Sobolev spaces for functions with
zero mean. For any u,v € L?,(Q), we have
(u,0)—1 = (Vbu, Vo) and luf—1 = [V ||.
Then we observe that
Ag=—-A:H}— L2(Q)
is a positive operator so that its powers A§ (s € R) are well defined. In particular, for
s =—1,
_1 _1 _1
(w,0)-1 = (A5 "0,0) = (u, A5 '0) = (A 2, Ag?v) and |1 = [|4; 7.

We also need to introduce the product spaces

Xo = Hy(Q) x Hy'(Q), X1 =Hy(Q)x LQ),

Xo = Hy(Q) x Hy(Q), X3 =Hy(Q) x H(Q)
endowed with the graph norm.

Mass conservation. We recall that an important feature of the (parabolic) PFC equa-

tion (L2)) is that it enjoys the mass conservation property, namely,

(o(t)) = (o), Vt=>0.

However, the mass conservation may fail for the (hyperbolic) MPFC equation (L.4). Nev-
ertheless, it still obeys a conservation law of different type. To this end, we (formally)

integrate (L4]) over @ and using the periodic boundary condition, we find
B{ou) + (¢r) = 0, (2.1)

which yields the following conservative property after integrating it with respect to time:



Lemma 2.1. Let (¢, ¢t) be a reqular solution to problem (L4)—([L6l). Then we have

Bloe(t) + (o(t)) = B(¢1) + (do), Vt=0. (2.2)

For the sake of simplicity, we denote
M = B(¢1) + (¢o) and A(t) := ($1)e 7.
By solving the ODE system (2.1)-(2.2) for ((¢(t)), (¢+(t))) with initial conditions (¢(0)) =
(¢o) and (¢p¢(0)) = (¢1), we have the following explicit expressions of (¢) and (¢;):

|

(¢e(t)) = At), Vt=0, (2.3)
(p(t)) = M —pBA(t), Vt=0. (2.4)

Remark 2.1. It is easy to see that if (¢, dt) is a solution to problem (L4l)—(L6l) with
initial data ¢y satisfying the zero-mean assumption (¢p1) = 0, then (¢:(t)) = 0 and, in
particular, the mass conservation (p(t)) = (¢o) holds for all t > 0 (cf. [45,[46]).

Energy dissipation. Another important property of the PFC equation (L2]) is that its
total energy E(¢) (cf. (1) is decreasing with respect to time, namely,

d
—E(¢) = —||¢:]*, 0.
9 5(6) = 2, <0
As far as the MPFC equation (I4) is concerned, in the special case such that (¢;) = 0,

one can introduce the following “pseudo energy” to problem (L4)—(L6]) (cf. [45])

E) = Nou0)]2 + B((1), (25)

which is also nonincreasing in time, i.e.,
d ~
—E) =—lalZ, <0. (2.6)

We note that the theoretical results in [45] were only obtained under the specific assump-
tion ¢; = 0 that yields (¢1) = 0.

Hereafter, we shall not imposed any restriction on the mean of ¢;. Therefore, the
dissipative property (28] no longer holds if (¢1) # 0. In this more general situation,
problem (L4)—(L6) does not have a Lyapunov function. In order to study the long-time

behavior of the system, we need to introduce a modified “pseudo energy” to problem

(L4)—-(T6) instead of (2.5, i.e.,
e(t) = gll@(t)llz_l + E(o(t))- (2.7)

It is easy to check that the energy functional £(t) coincides with £(t) (cf. (Z3])) provided
that (¢) = 0.

Notion of solution. In order to distinguish the solutions according to their regularities,
we introduce the following terminology (reminiscent of [25], in which the Cahn-Hilliard

equation with inertial term was considered).



Definition 2.1. Let T > 0 be given (possibly T = +o0).
(1) A pair (¢, ¢t) is called an energy solution to problem (LA4])-(6) , if

(¢, d1) € L=(0,T5X0), ¢ € L®(0,T; H;M(Q)), €€ L®(0,T) (2.8)
and the following relations hold

ATV (Bou + d1) + A2p + 286 + £(0) — (f(4)) =0,
in D(Ag'), a.e. in (0,7), (2.9)

Pli—o = do in HAQ), ili—o = é1 in H, ' (Q). (2.10)

(2) We say that an energy solution to problem (L4)—(L6]) is a weak solution, if
(¢, 1) € L>(0,T;X1) and ¢y € L>®(0,T5 H,3(Q)). The relation ZI) and initial condi-
tions (2.10Q) can correspondingly be interpreted in a stronger sense.

(8) We say that an energy solution to problem (L4)—([L6) is a strong solution, if
(¢, ¢¢) € L>(0,T;X3) and ¢y € L*>°(0,T; LI%(Q)). In this case, ¢ satisfies the equation
([T4) almost everywhere in Q x (0,T).

Remark 2.2. We remark that the initial conditions in ([2.10) make sense, since the reg-
ularity of (¢, ¢r) in ([2.8]) ensures the weak continuity (¢, ¢r) € Cw(0,T;Xo). Here, we
denote Cy,(0,T; X) (X being a Banach space) as the topological vector space of all weakly
continuous functions f :[0,T) — X.

Remark 2.3. For the sake of simplicity, in this paper we only treat the nonlinearities f
of the physically relevant form (LH)). Moreover, in the subsequent analysis, we do not have
to impose the restriction o := 1 —¢€ > 0 as in [45,[46,[48]. Actually, our results hold for
more general (possibly non-convex) nonlinearities. For instance, we can take f satisfying

the following assumptions:

(H1) f e Chl(R;R), f(0) =0,

loc

(HQ} liminf‘s|_,+oo f/(S) > 0,

(H3) liminfy) o0 1 = oo,

s

Only in the final section we shall further require f to be real analytic in order to prove
the convergence to single equilibria. Note that the physically relevant nonlinearity f(y) =
v+ (1 — €)y with € € R also satisfies (H1)-(H3).

3 A priori dissipative estimates

In this section, we first derive some a priori dissipative estimates for the solutions to prob-
lem (L4)—(L6). Such estimates will be crucial in the subsequent sections. The following

calculations are performed in a formal way. However, they can be justified by working



within a suitable Faedo—Galerkin approximation scheme (cf. Section 4 below) and then
passing to the limit.

From now on, the symbols ¢ and ¢; (i € N) will denote positive constants depending
on f,B,¢,|Q|, but independent of the initial datum and of time. Their values are allowed
to vary even within the same line. Analogously, Q; : R — R stand for generic nonnegative
monotone functions. Capital letters like C' or C; will be used to indicate constants that
have other dependencies (in most cases, on the initial datum). The symbol c¢g will denote

some embedding constants depending only on the domain Q.
Lemma 3.1. Suppose (¢, ¢¢) is a reqular solution to problem (LL4)—(LG). Then the fol-
lowing dissipative estimate holds:
¢
o013 + 16 ()12 +/0 e P ([ Gi(s)]I21 + [1¢(5)][3)ds
< Qi(llgoll, l¢1ll-1)e™" + pa, ¥Vt >0, (3.1)

where the positive constants p1, p2 may depend on B, {(¢p1), M and |Q|, but they are inde-
pendent of ||poll2, ||é1]|—1 and time t.

Proof. We first rewrite (I4)) into the following form

Bow + or = —AO(A2¢ +2A¢ + f(6) — (f(9)))- (3.2)
Testing (B.2]) by Ay L%, and Ay L8, respectively, we get
d — _
7 (S17IE + 20)) 102, = 0) [ fopis (33
and
d - - L= 2 2 Y 2
o (8@ + 51812, = I + 1a0lP + [ s@as =2190l%. G
Q

Multiplying (3:4]) by a small constant > 0 (to be determined later) and add the resulting
equation to (B3], we obtain that

%M@+m@gnw% (3.5)
where
W) = DIEI+ B6) + 08 ) + LB,
Dit) = (L—nB)lGel, +nllAgl? +n /Q 1(8)(6 ~ M)da,
Ri(t) = (1—nB)AW) /Q F(8)da + 20|V o .
Using integration by parts and the CauchySchwarz inequality, we get

1
IVell* < laglllgl < Z A + ] (3.6)

8



Then by the expression ([L3]), the Young inequality and the Sobolev embedding Hg(Q) —
L>*(Q) (n < 3), we have

1
C(ll¢llz) > E(6) > leﬁqbll2 +ol? = 1. (3.7)
It follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality that

0Bl B)-1| < DIEI2L + 281812 (3.8)

As a result, for n € (0, %), we obtain

— — 1 —
OB, 1olle) = Ma(6) 2 S, + 086 + 1617 + B2, — 1 (39)

Next, it follows that

/ £(6)(6 — M)dz
Q

Y

eallé— M + e /Q F($)dz — ¢4

Y

—2¢3|¢|1% + 63/ F(¢)dz — (cq + 2M3). (3.10)
Q
Thus, for n € (0, %), we deduce

1
D) = g+ Al ey [ F@)e = el — niei+20%). (31)
By the definition of Y (t) and (3.8), for certain small ¢5 > 0, we get

1 _
5D1(t) = s (t) — col B2y — 2nea]| @] — nleq +2M3). (3.12)

Next, for k > 0 satisfying 4k|(¢1)| < necs, using the Young inequality and (B.6]), we can
see that

Ra(t)

IN

A®)] /Q F(6)]dz + 20| Vo

IN

B [ Pyt + o]+ JI80lE + 2l

where ¢, depends on k and ). Collecting the above estimates together, we infer from
inequality (3.3 that

d _
Eyl(t) + 27 (V1 (E) + [ e]1% 1 + 19113) < eslll|® + co, (3.13)

where c7, cg, cg may depend on 3,1,Q, M and [(¢1)|. Then, by the Young inequality and

B1), we get

d _

Eyl(t) + er(V1() + |61 + [1913) < o, (3.14)
which yields that

cr

t
Vi(t) + /0 e~ ([ G(s)|2 1 + l6(s)|3)ds < M(0)e 7+ 22 vi>0.  (3.15)

Thus, we can deduce our conclusion from (B.9). The proof is complete. O



If the initial data are more regular, higher-order dissipative estimates can be obtained,

namely, we have

Lemma 3.2. Suppose (¢, ¢i) is a regular solution to problem (LA)-(LG). Then the fol-

lowing estimate holds:

t
||¢(t)||§+\|@(t)\|2+/0 e U (|lg(s) 113 + 1166 ()11*)ds
< Qllolls: I41])e™ + ps, ¥t >0, (3.16)

where the positive constants ps, pa may depend on §, (¢1), M and |Q), but independent of
llpollz, |1l and time t.

Proof. Testing (3.2) by ¢;, ¢, respectively, we obtain

d (B,—., 1 9 2 1 / 2 L
it (510 + 9201?1201+ 5 [ F@IvoPas ) + )
1 — 1
! /Q 76|V 6Pauda + SAW) /Q IRONL R (3.17)

and
d -— = L =2 2 a2 2
5 (2 30 B0 5101 ) IV A0 = 81512 + 2080 + [ f0)d0d. (318

Multiplying BI8) by n" € (0, %) and adding the resulting equation to ([3IT), we obtain
that J
EJ@ (t) + Da(t) < Ra(t), (3.19)

with
Bz L 2 2 1 / 2
W(t) = Z|lol” + =||VAg|* — ||Ad||”+ = | f(o)|Ve|d
A1) = GIFI+ IR 80l + 5 [ F(@)IoPd
N e T
v | G+ 131 (3.20)

Doft) = (=BG + |V A, (3.21)
_ 1 " 27~ 1 " 2
Rat) = 5 [ POIV6RTr A0 [ (@)volds

2 | A 4 /Q £(6)Add. (3.22)

The uniform dissipative estimate (B.I]) together with the Sobolev embedding H?(Q) <
L>*(Q) (n < 3) yields the (uniform) global boundedness of ¢, that is,

[8]|700 < cQ1(l[doll2, [[f1l-1)e™""" + cpa.

As a consequence, thanks to (LH) and the Young inequality, we have

(BllGel® + lI¢lI3) — cll¢ll3 (3.23)

]

Q(lI8lls, l[@el)) > Ya(t) >

10



Then, using the Sobolev embeddings once more, we are able to estimate the terms in Ra:

3 | S OFoEads < QG+ 1@ Vol
1
< 1B+ Qsllollue) Il (3.24)
lAt/ " \v4 2d < 1 —% " \v4 2
AW [ FONOPd < S0 I @ Vol
1 _2t
< Os(ligllz=)ligllz + gl én)Pe™ 7, (3.25)

21/ || Agl® + 77’/Qf(¢)A¢d:E < e (18113 + 1F (@)1I*) < Qa(lI9l2)- (3.26)

Thus we deduce from the expressions of Js, Dy and R that the following inequality holds

d 1 2t
EJ& + c11da(t) < Os([|oll2) + E|<¢1>|2€ A, (3.27)

where Qj is a continuous monotone function satisfying Qs(0) = 0. Applying the Gronwall

inequality and the dissipative estimate (3.1]), we conclude that

A

' 2s
) < a0+ [ (Qullotoll) + gglionte ¥ )i

0
C(lidolls, ll@r)e™*" + 1,

IN

which combined with (3] easily yields estimate ([B.16]). The proof is complete. O

4 Existence and uniqueness of energy solution

In this section, we shall establish the existence and uniqueness of energy solutions to
problem (L4)—(L&). Namely, we prove

Theorem 4.1. For any initial data (¢, ¢1) € Xo, problem (LA)-([6) admits a unique
global energy solution (¢,d:). Moreover, any energy solution satisfies the strong time

continuity property
¢ € C*([0, T H, (@) n CH([0, T Hy (@) N C([0, T); Hy(Q)), (4.1)

as well as the following energy identity, for all s, t € [0, T] with s < t,

E(t) = £(s) - / ()21 + / A7) /Q F(é(r))dudr. (4.2)

Before giving the proof of Theorem [4.1] we first establish an auxiliary result which will
be useful to establish the time continuity (£I]) and the energy identity (42l for energy

solutions.

11



Let us consider the following linear equation
Bou + e — A% — 20%) + Ay = G, in @ x(0,T), (4.3)
subject to the periodic boundary conditions and the initial conditions
Yli=o = Yo(x),  Yilimo =¢1(z), 2 €Q. (4.4)
Here, A is a sufficiently large positive constant and G is a given function satisfying
G e C(0,T); H,' (Q)). (4.5)
We have

Lemma 4.1. For any (¢o,%1) € Xo and any function G satisfying [EH), there exists a
unique global solution ¢ € C([0,T}; HZ(Q)) N CH([0,T]; H, 1 (Q)) N C*([0,T]; H,4(Q)) to
the linear problem (A3)—(A4]). Moreover, the following energy identity holds

() n(t) = Eoluorthr) — /0 [T (I ydr

¢ 1 1
+/0 /QA(;EG(T)AO 2o (T)dzdr, Vte[0,T], (4.6)

where

— 1 A —
0(t ) = D2 + SIAwI? — IV + 3 112 (47)

Proof. The proof of existence can be done through a density argument combined with
the semigroup theory. We first approximate G and the initial data with the following

sequences
{G™} CC(0,T]; Hj(Q), G™—G strongly in C([0,T]; H, ' (Q)),

{(w(r]n,win)} C X17 (w(r]n’w{n) — (1/}07¢1) Strongly in X0-

Let us denote by U™ = (™, ff*) a possible solution to the following linear Cauchy

problem

d
Sy LT =G,

{ a g (4.8)
v = (¢6n7¢?1) € Xb

with

B 0 —p7 m 0
£_<—A3—A2+AI B > g _<A<¢m>+0m>'

For sufficiently large A > 0, it is easy to verify that £ is a m-accretive operator on X;
with D(L£) = X3. As a consequence, the linear problem (4.8) admits a unique (global)
strong solution ¥™ € C([0,T];X3) N CY([0,T];X1). Let us now write (3] for the couple
of indices m and m’. Then we take the difference, setting ¢ = ™ — ™', (p = Yt — 1/)6”l,
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G =y — 1[){”/, and we test the difference equation by Aj 1¢,. Integrating the resulting

equation in time over (0,¢) for 0 < ¢ < T, we get

t t 1 , 1
&«4»+AHQMMT:&@mn+Af%%Gm—wﬂAw@m. (4.9)

We infer from the definition of &y that for sufficiently large A > 0, there exist ¢, > 0
such that

B
c(lll3 + 192l121) > Eo(w, ) > € l]15 + 5”%(’5)”2—1- (4.10)
As a consequence, it follows from (£.9) that

(ﬂmm@+émwmg+§énaﬂwa

1 [t ,
< C(IICo\|§+\|C1II2_1)+§/ |G™(T) = G™ (1)||? 1 dr. (4.11)
0

Moreover, since (G™) = 0 (m € N) by assumption, recalling (23] and (2.4]), we easily see
that for ¢ € [0, 7]

(G) = (e s, (4.12)
€Y = BG)+ () — BlG)e P (4.13)

Thus, taking the supremum with respect to ¢ € [0, 7] in (£11)-(Z13)), we deduce that {1p"}
is a Cauchy sequence with respect to the norm of C([0,T]; Hg(Q)) N ([0, T7; Hp_l(Q)).
Note that at this stage we only need G € L?(0,T; Hp_l(Q)) instead of (435]). Besides,
the convergence of ¢} can be proved by comparison in (43]). Therefore, {¢™} strongly
converges to a (unique) solution v fulfilling (A1) and the equation (43)) is satisfied in the

following sense
A (B + b)) + A%+ 2A¢ + AA Y = AJ'G in D(A41), ae. in(0,7).

On account of the above strong convergence, it is not difficult to show that v satisfies the
energy identity (£.6]). Such an identity can be (formally) obtained by multiplying equation
@3) by Ag'4,. The proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem [4.7] The proof relies on a suitable Faedo—Galerkin approximation
scheme. We consider the eigenvalue problem —Aw = Aw subject to periodic boundary
conditions. It is well known that there exist two sequences {\,}n=12 . and {wy,}n=12, .
such that, for every n > 1, A\, > 0 is an eigenvalue and w, # 0 is a corresponding
eigenfunction, the sequence ), is nondecreasing, tending to infinity as n — 400, and
the sequence {wy} is orthonormal and complete in L2(Q). We notice that A = 0 is an
eigenvalue, whence A; = 0, and that any non-zero constant is an eigenfunction (i.e., w; =
1). For every i > 1, w; cannot be a constant and (w;) = 0, whence \; = fQ |Vw;|?dx > 0.
Moreover, as w1 = 1 is a constant and {w,} is orthonormal in L2(Q), we easily deduce

that Aglwi = )\i_lwi for every i > 1.
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For any n > 1, we introduce the finite-dimensional space W,, = span{ws, ..., w,}
and II,, the orthogonal projection on W,. It is obvious that W,, C C*°(Q). Then we
consider the approximate problem (P,): looking for ¢, > 0 and & € C?([0,%,]) such that

d"(t) == > & (t)w; solves

ATHBOL + ¢}) + A2 4+ 286" + TL,(f(¢™) — (F(6™))) = O, (4.14)
" =0 = o (x),  @f|i=0 = Hpo1(x), (4.15)

where both relations are intended as equalities in W,,. It is easy to verify that Problem (P,)
admits a unique global solution, which satisfies the energy estimate (cf. ([8.I])) uniformly
with respect to n and time ¢. Standard compactness arguments (e.g., the Aubin-Lions
lemma) permit to take the limit of (£I4)-(4.I5) at least for a subsequence. Thus, as a
consequence, we obtain existence of a global energy solution (¢, ¢;) to problem (L.4)—(L.4).

The regularity of energy solution is not sufficient for us to prove the uniqueness directly
using the energy method. To this end, we use a non-standard argument developed in
[39] (cf. also [26]). Let (¢,¢:) be any energy solution to problem (L4)-(L6) on [0,7],
which is the limit of proper subsequence of the approximate solutions (¢",¢}"). Define
(@™, ®F) = I1,(¢, ¢¢). Then consider the projection of equation (I.4) which, written for
the difference (v™,v}') = (®" — @™, B} — ¢}), reads

At (BoR + o) + A% 4 2A0"
= —II.(f(¢) = (f(#)) — f(¢") + (f(¢"))), (4.16)
'Un’tzo = O, ’U?‘t:o =0. (417)

It is obvious that the conservative relation holds so that
(W"(t)) = (v (t)) =0, Vt>0. (4.18)

Since (v",v]) are regular, we can test (EIB) by Ay'vp. This entails

d
& (BIeE2 4 U702 = o122 ) + 1
= [ ) — @A R [ 170 — £(0) 45 7
< @) = F@) T |2+ 1F(@") = £ 47 (4.19)

We recall that the L>°(0,7;Xp)-norm of (®",®}) and (¢", ¢}) are bounded (uniformly
with respect to n) as well as (¢, ¢;). Therefore, we have
1
/ /(76" + (1 =7)@")(¢" — @")dr
0

< Clf Iz @lv" s
Clve|

1F(") — F@)] < c‘

A

IN
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and

17(™) = F(@)] -1 [[of |1
< / P78 4 (1— 1))@ — d)dr|| ,  (I1BP]-1 + [ bell-1)
L3 (Q)
< Cf iy lle" - ol
_1
< o0 - gy
< CA;%,

where the constant C' in the above estimates is independent of n. Using the Young

inequality and the Poincaré inequality (cf. (£I8])), we infer from the above estimates that
d (B np2 1 2 2 L g2 2 -3
— | SlvElZe + S IV 7 = [0 121 ) + Sllof 122 < O Vo™ |[" 4+ CAn? (4.20)
dt \ 2 2 2

and integrating with respect to time, we get

B n 1
Sl @I + 51V @17 + Hvt (7| odr

IN

t

0/ Vo™ (7)||2dr + CAn 2t + ||v"(t)||2_1. (4.21)
0

Observe now that

@2 < CloOlllv" #)]]-2

ot ([ 1eoizaar)’

1 t
VO +Ct [ @l VeebT) @2

IN

IN

Thus we infer
Bin |
ST @)2 5 + 7o (1))
1\ [t ¢ -1
< <Ct - 5) / |loR (7)||2 9dT + C/ Vo™ (7)||2dT + C\, 2t
0 0
LB 2 1 2 -3
< C(1+ t)/ <§va(7)H_2 + ZHVU"(T)H > dr +C\, %t
0
and by the Gronwall inequality we deduce

1 _1
gW(UHZ + ZHV@"(t)HQ < ON, 210+
Therefore, we obtain that for n — 400

(v",vy") — 0, strongly in L*°(0, T} H; (Q) x Hp_2(Q)). (4.23)
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Since we already know that (®", @) — (¢, ¢;) by definition, it follows by comparison that
(o™, ¢7) — (¢, ¢¢). Hence, the whole sequence (¢", @) converges to (¢, ¢y) as n — +oo.
This indeed entails the uniqueness of energy solution (¢, ¢;).

Observe now that the unique energy solution can be seen as a solution to the linear
equation (£.3]) with

G = Ao((f(9)) — f(9)) + Ao, (4.24)

where A > 0 is sufficiently large. From a well-known embedding theorem due to J. Simon
[40] we see that the energy solution ¢ has the continuity property ¢ € C([0,T]; H2(Q))
for 0 < 0 < 1, which implies that G € C([0,T; Hp_l(Q)) (here we have used the Sobolev
embedding Hg_"(Q) — Ly°(Q) for n < 3 and o small). Thus, we can conclude from
Lemma (] that (4.1)) holds. On the other hand, using a similar approximation procedure
as in the proof of Lemma [Tl we also infer that ¢ fulfills the following energy identity

Eo((t), pe(t)) = 80(¢(3)7¢t(3))_/ G2 ()11 17

+/5 A)AgéG(r)Agéﬁ(T)dxdT, Vs, t€[0,T], s <t, (4.25)
where G is given by (4.24). On the other hand, we have
/ /Q AT2G(r) AT 2 n(7)dudr
t _ A A
= [ [ @eem - e + ZIE0° 5156
- - /Q Fo(t)dz + | Fio(s)de+ | 4 /Q £(6(r))dadr

A= A=
+5 18I - S I8P,

so that (4.2) follows from ([€.25]). The proof of Theorem (.1l is complete. O
The dynamical system. We can now associate with problem (L4)-(L6) a semiflow
S = (X, S(t)) where S(t) : Xo — X is the semigroup defined as follows

S(t)(do, 1) = (9(1), ¢:(t)), V>0,

¢ being the energy solution given by Theorem .11

From the energy identity satisfied by the energy solution, we are able to check that
S(t) is indeed uniformly Lipschitz continuous on bounded balls of Xy, for any fixed ¢ > 0.
Let us consider two pairs of initial data (¢o;,¢1;) (j = 1,2) in a bounded set of Xy and
write the corresponding equation for (5 = ¢1 — ¢2, ¢; being the solution corresponding to
the initial datum (¢o;, ¢15). Then, we can take advantage of the associated energy identity
with G := Ao((f(01)) — (f(#2)) — f(81) + f(#2)) + A(dy — by) as a source term in (AE)
so that

(). A1) = Eoldo.dr) — /0 15e(r) 21 dr + /0 /Q A5 2 G(7) Ay * o) dadr
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. t 1
< 50(¢0,¢1)+C/0 |4 2G(7)|*dr
~ ~ t ~
SEM%¢Q+C/HMﬂﬁM

< <%¢1+c/eo @<(h+0/\ ))[2dr.

On the other hand, we have (¢(t)) = 5(¢1) + (po) — ﬁ(qbl)e_%. As a consequence, we

obtain
&@w@mnﬂ@wW+/WEmmﬂT
< &ldo.d1) +Cl (& P+c/a) () + () 2dr.

Thus, by the Gronwall inequality, (I0) and the fact (¢(t)) = B(d1) + (o) — B(¢1>e_%,
we conclude that
t
161 = 6260 = ) ()1, + [ (00 = ) (DI sr

< Lie™"||(¢10 — do0, d11 — d21)[I%, s (4.26)

where L1, Lo are positive constants depending on the Xg-norms of the initial data as well
ason (3, €, @ and f.

Next, due to the dissipative estimate in Lemma [B.I] we can state some dissipative
properties of the dynamical system defined on a suitable phase space. Recalling the

conservative property (2.2)), we have to work on the following subset of Xj:
KoM = {(u,v) € Xo 1 18(0) + (w)| < M, |(v)] < M'}.

Theorem 4.2. The semiflow S is uniformly dissipative on the phase space Xé\/l M, amely,
there exists a constant Ry independent of the initial data such that, for all bounded set
By C XéW’M,, there exists a tp, > 0 such that, for all (¢o,$1) € XSJ’M/,

[S(t)(do, d1)lxy < Ro, Vit 2> tpg,.

For more regular initial data, for instance, (¢g, ¢1) € Xy, we can deduce from Lemma
and a similar Galerkin approximation scheme the existence and uniqueness of weak
solutions to problem (L4)—(T.6]) as well as the existence of an absorbing set. More precisely,
the following results hold:

Theorem 4.3. For any initial data (po, ¢1) € Xy, problem (LA)-([L6) admits a unique
global weak solution (¢, ¢y).

Theorem 4.4. The semiflow S is uniformly dissipative on the phase space

XM = {(u,0) € Xp 0 [B0) + ()| < M, [(v)] < M'}.
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Namely, there exists a constant Ry independent of the initial data such that, for all bounded
set By C Xiw’Ml, there exists a tp, > 0 such that for all (¢o,¢1) € Xiw’Ml,

“S(t)((bqusl)“Xl S R17 Vi Z tBl’

5 Global and exponential attractors

In this section, we study the (global) longtime behavior of the semiflow S associate with
the MPFC equation (L.4])—(LG]).

5.1 Global attractor

The existence of the global attractor of problem (L4)—(L6l) in the phase space Xé\/l M
is given by
Theorem 5.1. For each 3 > 0 and M, M’ > 0, the semiflow S defined on the phase space

Xéw M has a connected global attractor Ag, which is bounded in Xj.

The basic step in the proof of Theorem [5.Tlis to show certain (pre)compactness property
of trajectories in the phase space Xg. We have to overcome the difficulties from the
hyperbolic nature of the system. To this end, we establish a proper decomposition of the
semigroup S(t) into an uniformly asymptotically stable part and a compact part. We note
that this decomposition also entails that the attractor Ay is bounded in the more regular
space Xy. This fact will be further exploited for constructing an exponential attractor.

Let (¢, ¢¢) be the unique energy solution to problem (L4])—(L8) given in Theorem [£.1]

We split this solution into two parts, namely,

(¢, 00)(t) = (8% 3 () + (6%, 85)(2),

where

A (B, + o) + A26% + 2807 + fr(0?) — (fu(6%)) =0, (5.1)
o = ¢o(x),  Bllimo = d1(), (5.2)

and

AGH (B, + ) + A2 + 206° + fr(d) — fr(d — ¢°)

—(fr(9)) + (fe(d — ¢9))
ko — k(o). (5.3)
?“li=0 = (Po(x)), Pfli=0 = (P1(x)). (5.4)

Here, we set
fi(®) == () + ko

with k£ > 0 being a sufficiently large constant to be chosen later. In particular, we require

that fi(s) is monotone and nondecreasing in R.
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Lemma 5.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem [4.1] hold. Then there exists a sufficiently
large k such that

1(6%(1), ¢ ())llx, < C(I(J0 (), b1(2))llx, Je ™™, ¥t =0, (5.5)

where k > 0 is a small constant.

Proof. For any positive constant k, the existence and uniqueness of a global energy solution
(¢(t), ¢(t)) to problem (EI)-(52) easily follows through the same argument used to
prove Theorem LTl Moreover, due to the zero-mean assumption on the initial data (5.2]),

we conclude that
(6%(t)) = (¢f(t)) =0, Vt=0,

which also yields ¢%(t) = ¢2(t) and ¢f(t) = QS_f(t)
Testing (5.1) by ¢¢ and ¢?, respectively, we have

d 1
& (B2, + S1a6? — v o + / R(@hie) + 62, =0, 6.9
and
d d .d Loape dy2
4 (Bt o1+ 102 ) - slofl2,
agt —2]ve? + /Q fil6h)¢dz = 0, (5.7
where "
Fi(eh) = 7o (917 4 (69",

Multiplying (B.7) by n > 0 and adding it to (5.6)), we get
%y{l(t) + D) <0, (5.8)
where
M) = GIGIE + I IV + [ R
(6, 6") -1 + 16",

i) = (1 —nB)eflI21 +nllAd| - 20|V + 77/ka(¢d)¢ddx-
Recalling ([B.6]), we take k > 0 sufficiently large and 7 > 0 sufficiently small such that

1 k
O 16%2) = D) = oI+ JUA6Y2 + 51617 (59)
1
DIO) 2 316812+ DIA0 + 3 [ fulohods,
Q
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and
rY(t) < DI(t),

where £ is a (small) constant independent of ¢% and time t. As a result, we have

d
SV + Y1) <0, (5.10)
which implies
Vi) < Yi(0)e. (5.11)
We infer from (5.9]) that (5.5]) holds. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 5.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem [[.1] hold. Then we have

1(@°(8), £ ()12 < Cll(d0; p1)lx5), V&= 0. (5.12)

Proof. Let the constant k be the one we choose in Lemma[5.Jl For the initial data (¢g, ¢1)
belonging to a bounded set in Xg, it follows from the uniform estimates (B.1]) and (5.5)
that (¢¢, ¢f) also belongs to a bounded set in X, i.e.,

1(@°(8), 97 (1)l < C(ll(¢0, 91)llsz), V£ = 0. (5.13)

To prove the fact that (¢°(¢), ¢£(¢)) is indeed more regular, we perform some higher-order
calculations that can be justified rigorously by working within a proper Galerkin scheme
as before.

Testing (5.3) by Ag¢p§ and Ag¢c, respectively, we get

d ﬁ =2 1 ) c2 k cl|2 Ic||12
& (S1mme + Jivas - 1ag? + SV ) + 157

= [ AG©) - 10— 6)dide— [ Ao (5.14)
Q Q
d/ _ _
E(mwwﬂ+;wwﬁ—ﬁwm%HWAwW—MAwW+MW¢W
— [ 40~ 1o~ #NAgd k[ onsd. (5.15)
Q Q

Multiplying (B.I5]) by 71 > 0 and adding it to (5.14]), we deduce

SYE) + DE() < R (), (5.16)

— 1 k _ .
Vi) = DB+ SIVAFI ~ IAKI2 + SIver|? + B @) + LI,
Di(t) = (L—mB)FI + mIVAS — 2| A2 + mkl|Ver]?.
R{(1) =L/AU@%—f@—¢ﬂ%%x+m/kﬂ@—f@—wwAWw:

Q Q
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—k‘/ Apdidr — nlk/ oA PCdz.
Q Q
First, for sufficiently large k and small 7;, we can easily see that
C 1 c 4 ic c
Di(t) > SIIG51° + K Vi) > CUIG I + Ve [l32), (5.17)

where ' > 0 is a small constant.
Due to the Sobolev embedding H?(Q) — L*°(Q) (n < 3), the remainder term R can
be estimated by using the uniform estimates of (¢, ¢;) and (¢° ¢§) in the Xp-norm (see

B) and (GI3)) such that
RE() < IBEIIAGE@) — F&— 6Nl +mllf(6) — (6 - )A¢]
FRIAGIIGE + mk ol A6
SIGEIR + 1A @) — £(6— 9D + R Ag]?
bmlF(8) — £(6 — 6 MAS] + mHslAs]
< SIFEI+ CUlla, o)

1
< §II¢§H2 + C([[(¢0, ¢1)lx0)-

The above estimate combined (5.16]) and (5.17)) yields that

IN

LV +WIEE) < O (00 61l (518)

As a result, we find

({0, 1)l )

K

VE() < Y§(0)e ™t + ¢ . VE>0. (5.19)

On the other hand, the choice of initial data (5.4]) indicates that }§(0) = 0. Then, from
(GI7) and (5.19) we conclude that (5.12]) holds. The proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem [5.1] We have shown that a given trajectory originating from X
is a sum of an exponentially decaying part and a term that belongs to a closed bounded
subset of the more regular space X;. Therefore, the trajectory is precompact in Xg. On
the other hand, on account of Theorem [4.2] the semigroup S(¢) has a bounded attracting
set in Xé\/l M (for any 8 > 0). Hence, the conclusion of Theorem [5.1] follows from a well-
known abstract result for infinite dimensional dynamical systems (see, e.g., [44, Theorem
1.1). O

5.2 Exponential attractors

In what follows, we proceed to prove the existence of an exponential attractor for the
semiflow S consisting of energy solutions to problem (L4)-(L6]). For the importance of
this notion the reader is referred to [33] and references therein. More precisely, we will

prove
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Theorem 5.2. For each 3> 0 and M, M’ > 0, the semiflow S defined on the phase space
Xé\/l M dmits an exponential attractor Mg, which is a positively invariant, compact subset
of Xo with finite fractal dimension with respect to the Xg-metric and bounded in Xi, such
that, for any bounded B C XSJ’M/ there exist K > 0 and yg > 0 such that

distx, (S(t)B, Mg) < Kge 8% (5.20)
where distx, denotes the Hausdorff semidistance of sets with respect to the Xo-metric.

We note that by its definition an exponential attractor Mg contains the global attractor

Ao obtained in Theorem 5.1l As a consequence, we have
Corollary 5.1. The global attractor Ag has finite fractal dimension.

Different approaches can be employed to prove the existence of an exponential attractor
M, to problem (L4)—(LG6l). Here, we shall use the simple constructive method introduced
in [9, Proposition 1]. The procedure consists of three basic steps.

Step 1. Confining the dynamics on a regular positively invariant set in X;. Our

previous results yield the following preliminary observations:

Proposition 5.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem[5.2 are satisfied. Then:

(i) there exists a bounded set By in X; that exponentially attracts any bounded set of
Xéw M ith respect to the Xg-metric;

(ii) there exists a bounded positively invariant set Vi in Xy, which absorbs the set By
and, consequently, exponentially attracts any bounded set of Xé\/l M ith respect to the

Xg-metric.

Proof. The conclusion (i) is a simple consequence of Lemmas [5.1] and As far as (ii)
is concerned, we first recall Lemma [B.2] which gives a dissipative estimate on By (cf. also
Theorem [£4]). This entails the existence of a positively invariant and X;-bounded set Vy,
which eventually absorbs any Xi-bounded set of data. In particular, V; absorbs By, and
by the definition of By in (i), we arrive at (ii). The proof is complete. O

Step 2. Fxistence of a smoother exponentially attracting set in Xi1. Let us take initial
data lying in the (regular and positively invariant) set V; constructed in Proposition 5.1
Notice also that it is not restrictive to assume V; to be weakly closed in X;. We now show

the asymptotic smoothing property and Hélder continuity of the semigroup S(t) on V.

Lemma 5.3. Denote z = (¢, ¢y). There exists t* > 0 such that, setting S = S(t*), we
have

Szo1 — Szo2 = D(zo01, 202) + K (201, 202),

for every zo1, zp2 € V1, where D and K satisfy

[D(201, 202) [0 < Alzo1 — 202llx0, 15 (201, 202) lxx; < Allzo1 — 202[I%0, (5.21)

for some A € (0,%) and A > 0.
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Proof. For any 21, z02 € Vi, we simply denote (¢;, ¢i)(t) = S(t)zp; (i = 1,2) the weak
solutions to the MPFC equation (I.4)) with corresponding initial data and

z(t) = S(t)zo1 — S(t)z02 = (v, ¥e)(t), 20 = 201 — 202 = (Yo, Y1)
As before, we write the difference of solution (¢, ¢;) as follows
(o, ) (8) = (¥, 9 (1) + (¥, D) (1),
where

AFT(BYE + o) + A% 4 2897 + By =0, (5.22)
im0 = Po(x),  @Flimo = P1(), (5.23)

and

A (BYf, + ¥F) + A%+ 280° + f(¢1) — (f(¢1))
—f(¢2) + (f(42))
= k(yp —v°), (5.24)
UFli—o = (Po(2)),  Yflimo = (1 (). (5.25)

Here, k > 0 is again a sufficiently large constant (not necessarily the same used in the
previous decomposition). For large k, it is easy to show the decay of Y%, which can be
viewed as the solution to the linear problem (5.22)—(5.23)):

[ @O3 + Bllwf ()21 < Cll(Wo(@), dr (@) [F,e ™, V>0, (5.26)
Next, testing (5.24]) by Agy§ and Agypc, respectively, we get
d (B =2 1 2 2 L Kioen2 —112
7 (S + SIVAweI? — 2wl + SIT0eI? ) + 1]

- /Q A(F(d) — (F(61)) — F(b2) + (F(62)))TFde — & /Q AGTEdr,  (5.27)

° (ﬁw_f, 7+ %Wn?) BT + [V AGE? — 2| AP + k[ V|
- /Q (F(61) = (F(61)) — F(2) + (F(62)))AvEde — k /Q YA de. (5.28)

Similar to (E.I6]), we have
d
7772 (1) + Da(t) < R3(), (5.29)

where 72 > 0 and
C ﬁ ~c 1 c c k c Ic e 7=
Vi) = IR+ S IVAGI — |AGIR + SIVHIP + mb (W, 79) + 2 e,
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D) = (1—mB) T2 + mall VAN — 2| AgE[? + mak]| V912,
R§(t) = / A(F (1) — (F(60) — F(d2) + (F(62))) T — K / AyEds
Q

1 /Q (F(61) — (F(61)) — F(d2) + (F(62)) ACda — mph /Q PAYEd

The argument used to get (.17 easily yields that, for sufficiently large k and small 7,

1_ 12 C
Ds(t) > = |[JF]1° + HWCHQM%() CUIPFNI + IVY°] F2)- (5.30)

Finally, using the uniform Xg-estimates of (¢;, i) and (¢, ), the remainder R§ can be
estimated by

c 1 c n k c
R5(t) < IR+ S IVe P + Clllnlle, 2 ll2)l113,

which implies
d I
Y2 () + £ Y5(1) < C(llén 2, [ p2]l2)l[113- (5.31)

Integrating (5.31)) with respect to time, we infer from the choice of initial data and the
Lipschitz continuity estimate (4.26]) that

Ys(t) < y§(0)+/0 Cll¢1(9)ll2; lI2(s)ll2) 1 (s)[I3ds
< C) (o, 1) 1%, - (5.32)

Due to (5.26), for any fixed A € (0, 1), we can choose t* sufficiently large such that
1), 0 () llsce < Al (o (@), 1 ()15, (5.33)
Fix such t* and set
S=5(t"), D(zo1,z02) = (W ("), 0(t)),  K(z01,202) = (WO(t°), 05 (1))
It follows from (0.32]) and (B:33) that (2T holds. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 5.4. Denote z = (¢, ¢¢). For any t* > 0, the map (t,z) — S(t)z : [t*,2t* ] xV} —
Vi is %—H(')'lder continuous in time and Lipschitz continuous in the initial data, when V;

is endowed with the Xg-topology.
Proof. For any t,7 € [t*,2t*] satisfying t > 7 and 21, 20 € Vi, we have
IS(t)z1 = S(T)z2I%, < 2[S(t)21 — S(t)z2|%, +2[1S(t)22 — S(7)22|%,» (5.34)
where the first term on the right-hand side can be easily estimated like in ([4.26]), i.e
1S(t)z1 = S(t)z2]1%, < Ce|lz1 — 2f%,-
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Let us set z9 = (20, ¢21) and S(t)zo = (¢2(t), d2:(t)). Recalling that the initial datum is
in Vi, we have the uniform estimate (cf. (3.10)

15(®)22llx, < C(ll22llx,),

which also implies || (t)||_3 < C. Concerning the second term on the right-hand side of
(E34), we infer that
1S(t)25 — S(r)=all2,
63(8) — B3 + e (t) — da (P12
< Clla(t) — o 162() — da()I1F + Cllda(t) — (7
FCF20() — a1 (8) — ()2 + [an()) — (a1 ()2

_ C<[m@dww§§+c<ﬂ”@g@w%@>%

il (5 —eF)’
< C@H|t— 5.

A

As a consequence, from the above estimates and (5.34]) we conclude that
* 1
ISz — Sz, < O (121 — 2l + 1t~ 71¥)), (5.35)
where C(t*) is a constant depending on t*, ||21]|x, and ||z2|/x,. This ends the proof. [

Based on the asymptotic smoothing property (Lemma [5.3)) and the Holder continuity
of the semigroup S(t) on V; (Lemma [5.4]), from the abstract result [9 Proposition 1] we
deduce the following

Proposition 5.2. There exists a bounded set My C V1, closed and of finite fractal di-
mension in Xg, positively invariant for the semigroup S(t), such that, for some vy > 0
and Ky > 0, there holds

distx, (S(t)V1, Mop) < Koe ot (5.36)

Step 3. Enlarging the basin of attraction. In what follows, we aim to show that (5.36])
actually holds for any bounded subset B C XS/I’M/ instead of the more regular set V;, but
with different constants Kp and 5. In other words, we have to prove that the basin of
exponential attraction coincides with Xéw M (recall (2.20)). For this purpose, we recall
the transitivity of exponential attraction (cf. [I3] Theorem 5.1]), that is,

Lemma 5.5. Let X be a metric space with distance function denoted by dist. S(t) is a

semigroup acting on X such that
dist(S(t)z1, S(t)z2) < CoeXoldist(z1, 20)  for some C, K > 0.
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We further assume that there exist three subsets By, Bo, By in X such that
diStx(S(t)Bl, BQ) < Cle_alt, diStx(S(t)BQ,Bg) < C2e—a2t‘

Then we have
distx(S(t)Bl, Bg) < C'/e_o‘lt7
where C' = CoCy + Cy and o = Kotantas-

Proof of Theorem Consider any bounded set B C XS/I M ith radius given

by R = sup(s,.6,)e8 (0, #1)llx,- For any z01 = (10, #11), 202 = (¢20, ¢21) € B, by the
Lipschitz continuity (£.26]), we have

15(8)201 — S(t) 20l < L2322 201 — 200l (5.37)
Besides, it follows from Proposition 6.1l that
distx, (S(t)B, V1) < M(R)e . (5.38)
Then we conclude from (5.36)—(5.38]), Proposition 5.2l and Lemma [5.5] that
distx, (S(t)B, Mg) < Kge 8¢,

where
Y0

1
Kp=LEM(R)+ Ko, 5= 1.
' 5Lz +7+70

Therefore, the set My has Xg/‘[ M 25 basin of attraction. The proof of Theorem [(.2] is
finished. [

6 Convergence to equilibria

In this section, we investigate the longtime behavior of a single trajectory (¢, ¢;). More
precisely, we show that each (energy) solution does converge to a single equilibrium. The

main result is as follows

Theorem 6.1. For any initial datum (¢o, P1) € Xo, the unique (energy) solution ¢ to

problem (LA])—([L0Q) fulfills
Jm 60, 1) = Gooll2 + [|¢e ()] -1 = 0. (6.1)

Here, ¢o is a stationary solution to problem (L4)-([LG), i.e., a solution to the following

elliptic equation subject to periodic boundary conditions with an average constraint:

(6.2)

A2¢oe + 2A¢00 + f(¢oo) = Const., x € T™,
(Poc) = M = B{¢1) + (¢0)-
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Moreover, the following convergence rate estimates hold

(1)) — M| < Bl{(@n)]e 7, [(e(t))] < [(d1)]e 7, (6.3)
13(t) = Bollz + [Be(t)]| -1 < C(1+1) T, (6.4)

for all t > 0, where C is a constant depending on ||(¢o, $1)|x, and on the coefficients of
the system, while 6 € (0, %) may depend on .

First, we show the decay property of ¢, the time derivative of the phase-field.

Proposition 6.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem [61] hold. Then we have

Jm e (#)]-1 = 0. (6.5)
Proof. Tt follows from (2.3]) that
Jim (9()) = 0. (6.6)

Recalling the energy equality (4.2)), using the uniform estimate (3.I) and the Sobolev

embedding theorem, we have for t > s > 0

S(t)—S(s)—i—/ u@(f)u%lmgc/ e Har (6.7)

As we have seen before, £(t) is bounded from below by a constant (depending on @). Thus

(67)) yields
oo
/0 [ Ge(t))| 1 dt < +00. (6.8)

On the other hand, since ¢y € L>(0, +o00; H,*(Q)), we have that

tH1
/ [ pee(s)||—ads < C, Vit >0. (6.9)
t

As a result, the function v(t) := ¢; is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in H, 4(Q). This
and (6.8) imply that |¢¢(t)]|—4 — 0 as t — +oo. Since the trajectory is precompact in Xg
(recalling Section 5), we then have |¢;(t)||—1 — 0 as t — +o0. Together with (6.6), we
arrive at ([6.5]). The proof is complete. O

Thanks to Proposition we can define the w-limit set of (¢, ¢1) as follows

w(¢0, $1) = {($o0,0) : b0 € HY(Q), T tn /400, [|6(tn) — dooll2 = 0}

Next, we give a characterization of the w-limit set. For any M € R, we set Sy = {¢ :
1 satisfies problem (6.2])}. It is standard to show that the energy functional E(¢) admits at
least one minimizer ¢» € H2(Q) with (1)) = M, which solves ([6.2). As a consequence, the
set G is nonempty. Moreover, by standard elliptic estimate combined with a bootstrap

argument, we see that the solution to problem (6.2)) is indeed smooth. Then we have
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Proposition 6.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem [6.1] hold. The w-limit set of (¢po, P1)

1s nonempty and is given by

w(90,91) = {(¢0,0) : Poo € Gpr, with M = B{¢1) + (¢o)}-
Moreover, the energy functional E(¢) is constant on w(¢o, ¢1)-

Proof. For any M € R, we introduce the auxiliary functions

fu(y) = fly+ M) and Fy(y) = F(y+ M). (6.10)

Setting M = B(¢1) + (¢o), we note that, for any solution ¢ to problem (L4)—(L6]), the

following relation holds
f(@) = fu(o—Blpr)e 7). (6.11)

Then we rewrite equation (I4]) in the following form

B + by + Ag(A%h + 200 + far(d) — (far(D)))
= Ao(fm(9) — (fu(d)) — f(®) + (f(8))). (6.12)

Testing (6.12) by A~'¢;, we obtain

d (B Lo om > 5
& (51502 + 10317 - V312 + / Fu(@de) + [,

= (fm(9) — f(), br)- (6.13)

Using the uniform estimate (3.I]), the right-hand side of (6.13]) can be estimated as follows

(Fu(@) — £(9), 30)
= (1@ — 1@ - Blove 7).%)

t 1 — J— t _
— Bl ( [ it - s>(¢—ﬁ<¢1>e‘6)>ds,¢t>

IN

t 1 — — t
1B(én)]e S /O For(sB+ (1= 8)(F — Blon)eF))ds

[fell-1
1

1, — 2t
< &P +Ce 7.

As a result, we have

d — 1. .- — — 3,— _2t
& (5180204 31031 - 1V8P + [ @) + 2@, <o ¥, o0
Q
Define
G(t) = (43" %0, A7 (A%G + 280 + far(B) — (D)) _, - (6.15)
Thanks to Proposition and uniform estimate (3.I]), we see that
t_li?oo gt)=0. (6.16)
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Differentiating G with respect to time and recalling (6.12]), we get

%g(t) = (Ay"0u, A (A% + 280 + fu (D) — (fu(9))))_,
+ (A5 0, AT (A0 + 206, + f1()d ) —{ M(E)@))_l
_ _%(Agla, (A% + 200 + fu (@) 9N))_y

—%||A5+ 286 + fa(®) = (fu (@)

+% (Fnr(®) — F(0), A5 (A% + 283 + (@) — (@),

o2y = 200l 2e + (A5 e A7 (fas (@) e — (Far(@)d0))) - (6.17)

Using the uniform estimate ([B.I]), the Holder inequality and Young’s inequality, we deduce
that

d 1 — — — — — _2t
%g(t) + %H&Zﬁ +20¢ + fu(9) — (fur(@)12o < Chllde]|* + Ce 7. (6.18)
Let us introduce the function

W(t) = Bligel?y + A6l — 2Vl + 2 /Q Fy(¢)dz + vG(t). (6.19)

where v > 0 is sufficiently small so that Civ < %
From the above estimates (6.14]) and (6.18)), it follows that

d

GO+ B+ S1A5+ 285+ Fu(@ — Uu @), < O, (6.20)

2
where the term on the right-hand side e is integrable on [0, +00) and
o0 2s

lim e Bds=0.
t——+o0 t

Similarly to (6.1), we have
t 27
W(t) — W(s) < C’/ e Bdr, (6.21)
for 0 < s <t < 4o00. This yields that there exists Wy, € R such that

lim W(t) = Wa. (6.22)

t——+o0

Since the trajectory is precompact in Xy, we can find an unbounded increasing sequence
{tn}>2, in RT such that ||¢(tn) — Poollz = 0 as n — 400, for some ¢, € Hg(Q). Thus
the set w(¢o, ¢1) is nonempty.

We now show that any possible limit point ¢, belongs to the set Gj,. First, it easily
follows from (2.4]) that (¢o) = M. Without loss of generality, we may assume t,,11 > t,+1
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for n € N. Integrating (6.20) with respect to time on the interval [t,,t,+1], we infer from

(622]) that
1 —_—
/ | Ge(tn, + )| dt
0

1
+% /0 1A%G(t + ) + 286 (tn + 1) + far (6(tn + 1)) — (far ($(tn + 1)) 2dt

tn+1 o o o o o
< / H@(swﬁl+%HA¢><3>+2A¢<s>+fM<¢<s>>—<fM<¢<s>>>u%2ds
< W) Wt +C [ e s
tn
— 0, asn— +oo. (6.23)

Then we have ||¢(t, +t1) — ¢(tn + t2)||-1 — O uniformly for ¢1,¢5 € [0,1] as n — +oo.
Thus, from the definition of t,, we see that for ¢ € [0, 1], |[¢(t, +t) — ¢pooll2 — 0. By the

Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we deduce from (6.23]) that

1A% G0 +2A¢00 + far(Poc) — (far(doo)) -2 = 0. (6.24)

Recalling the definition of fj; and the fact (poo) = M, we easily see that ¢, solves the
stationary problem (6.2]).
It follows from (6.7) that £(t) converges to a certain constant E., as t — +o00. Since

we have shown the convergence of ¢; (cf. (6.0])), we see that

Jim E(g(t)) = Beo. (6.25)
As a consequence, E(¢) is constant on w(¢g, ¢1). The proof is complete. O

We are now able to prove the convergence of ¢ to a single equilibrium ¢,. This is
not a trivial issue since the energy functional F(¢) is in general nonconvex (for instance,
when e > 0 is large). Therefore we do not expect uniqueness of solutions for the stationary
problem (6.2]). More precisely, the w-limit set is a subset of &j;, whose structure might be
complicated (e.g. it can be a continuum), we do not know whether the phase-field ¢ will
converge or not as time goes to infinity, although the sequential convergence holds due to
the precompactness of the trajectory.

To overcome this difficulty, which is typical of pattern formation models (cf. e.g.,
[1L2LT4H16123128][38,47.[49,50] and references therein), we shall make use the well-known
Lojasiewicz—Simon approach (see, for instance, [29]). For any M € R, we consider the

functional

Far(v) = /Q <%|Av|2 v+ FM(U)> dr, Ve HX(Q). (6.26)

Remark 6.1. It is obvious that Ep(v) = E(v+ M) for any v € Hg(Q). Moreover, if v
is a critical point of Epr in HE(Q), then ¥ = v+ M is a critical point of E in the space
{¢ € H2(Q) : (¢) = M} and vice versa.
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Then we establish a convenient Lojasiewicz—Simon type inequality, namely,

Lemma 6.1. Let v* be a critical point of Eyf(v) in Hg(@). Then there exist constants
0 € (0,1) and 6 > 0 depending on v* such that, for any v € Hg(Q) satisfying ||lv—v*||2 < 9,
there holds

1A%0 + 280 + far(v) = {far (W))l|-2 = [Enr(v) = Epr(0*)]' . (6.27)

Proof. Our hypotheses entail that Eys(v) € CQ(HE(Q);R). Observe that, for any v,u €
Hg(Q), we have

< Ey(v),u >Hg2(Q),H§(Q)

— / [AvAu — 2V - Vu + far(v)u] de
Q
— /Q [AvAu —2Vv - Vu+ (far(v) — (far(v)))u] de.

Then it is easy to check that any solution v* to the stationary problem (G.2]) is a critical
point of the energy functional Ejs(v) in Hg(Q) such that E,(v*) = 0, and conversely,
any critical point of Fj/(v) is a solution to (6.2). Let

B (0)] ) = M) = A% — 280 + fiy(v) — (fur(v) : HHQ) — L3(Q).

Thanks to the Sobolev embedding H2(Q) — Ly*(Q) (n < 3), we have that M(v) €
CY(H}(Q); L2(Q)) is analytic (cf. [34]). For any u,v,w € H,(Q), a direct calculation
yields

(M (w)v,u) = /Q [AvAu —2Vv - Vu + (fi(w)v — (fi(w)v))u] dz.

Observe now that, for any w € Hl‘f(Q), L(w) = M'(w) is a bounded linear self-adjoint
operator from Hg(@) to Lg(@). The leading order term of the linear operator L(w) is
A2 H;,l (Q) — LIQ,(Q) and its corresponding symmetric bilinear form is given by

a(f.g) = /Q AfAgdz, ¥ f.ge H2(Q).

The remaining part of £(w) is a compact operator from H;l(Q) to LI%(Q). As a con-

sequence, for any w € Hf;(Q), L(w) is indeed a compact perturbation of a Fredholm

operator of index zero from H,(Q) to L2(Q). We note that £ = E”|H4(Q)' Then, for any
P

U, v, W € Hg(@), we have

< Efj(w)v,u > H72(Q),H2(Q) = /Q [AvAu —2Vv - Vu+ (fi(w)v — (fi(w)v))u] da.
For any critical point v*, it follows that KerE”(v*) C HI‘,‘(Q and its range is closed in
2 72 * . 2 _ * ) (H2 * =
L2(Q) and (H,(Q))*, respectively, so that L:(Q) = KerE"(v*) ®@ RanL(v*), (H,(Q))* =
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KerE"(v*) @ RanE" (v*). Here, (Hg(Q))* is the dual space of Hg(Q), which is the space

of classes

[f] = {f+g7 g € Hp_2(Q)7 < gvh >H;2(Q)7H12,(Q): 07 Vh € HE(Q)},

endowed with the norm ”[f]”(Hg(Q))* :=||f — (f)||l—2. Therefore we are in a position to
apply the abstract result [6, Corollary 3.11] to conclude that there exist constants 6 € (0, %)
and d > 0 depending on v* such that, for any v € Hg(@) satisfying [[v — v*||2 < 4, there
holds

1B ()2 ) = 1B (v) — Eas ()",
which yields (627). The proof is complete. O

For every (¢oo,0) € w(pg, p1), we set v* = ¢poo — M, then (v*) = 0. By Lemma [G.T]
there exist some § and 6 € (0, %) that may depend on v* such that the inequality (6.27))
holds for v € Bs(v*) := {v € Hg(Q) Do —v*|l2 < 0} and |Ea(v) — Epr(v*)| < 1. The
union of balls {B;s(v*) : (v*+ M,0) € w(¢o, 1)} forms an open covering of w(¢op, ¢1). Due
to the compactness of w(¢gg, ¢1) in Xp, we can find a finite sub-covering {Byg, (v}) }i=1.2.....m,
where the constants d;,0; corresponding to v] in Lemma are indexed by i.

From the definition of w(¢g, ¢1), we know that there exists a sufficiently large ¢y such
that ¢(t) € U == U, By, (v]) for t > t. Taking § = min],{6;} € (0, 1), we infer from
(625]), Remark [6.1] and Lemma [6.1] that, for all ¢ > ¢y,

IA%5+ 283+ fur@) — (@2 = [Ew (@) - Bl ™. (6.28)
Let us now set
200 = (Il + 5185+ 205 + (@) - <fM<$>>||2_2)% et (629)
From (G20) and [622) we infer that
/t T e < W) — W + O E (6.30)

On the other hand, using the Lojasiewicz—Simon inequality (6.28]), the uniform estimates
BI) and the fact ﬁ < 2, we deduce that, for all t > ¢,

W) = Wee| < Blléel2 1 + 1B (9) — Esc| +vG(t)

1

< el + 1A% + 286 + far(d) — (fm (D)) 15
+C|[be)|-11|1A%G + 286 + far (@) — (far(9)) ]| -2
< C'||EH§ + | A%¢ + 286 + fur(¢) — (fM(5)>||§- (6.31)
This gives
/:OO Z(r)2dr < CZ(t)1=0, Yt >t (6.32)

Recall now the following result (cf. [I7, Lemma 7.1], see also [30, Lemma 4.1])
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Lemma 6.2. Let 6 € (0, %) Assume that Z > 0 is a measurable function on (0,400)

such that Z € L*(R1) and suppose that there exist C > 0 and ty > 0 such that

1

—+00
/ Z(1)%dr < CZ(t)T=9, for a.a. t > t.
¢

Then Z € L!(tg, +00).

As a consequence, we infer from (6.32), the definition of Z (cf. (6.29)) and Lemma[6.2]
that

+o0
/0 [ ()] -1dt < +o0. (6.33)

This entails the convergence of ¢(t) in Hy 1(Q). Due to the precompactness of the trajec-
tory in X, we see that there exists a steady state ¢, € Gjs such that

i [[3(t) — Fucll2 = 0. (6:34)

Since we already know the convergences of the mean value of ¢ (cf. (24])) and ¢; (cf.
Proposition [6.1]), we conclude that w(¢g, ¢1) = (¢o0,0) and (6.1) holds.

Finally, it remains to prove estimates (6.3]) and (6.4]) on the convergence rate. The
former is a direct consequence of (2.3 and (2.4). Concerning the latter, observe that

inequality (6.20) implies that (cf. also (6.21]))

W(t) = W(t) + ?e‘% W >0
fulfills P 1
aW(t) + el + BIIAE + 208 + far(9) — (fu(9)) |2 <0, (6.35)

Thus, W(t) is decreasing in time and recalling (6.22)) we have lim; | W(t) = 0. More-
over, for t > t(, we infer from (6.3I]) and (6.35]) that

W)= < C(HEHQ_l+%HA5+2A5+J”M(5)—<fM(5)>|!2_2)+Ce_%t

N

d —~ _2t
< —Co W)+ Ce 5, (6.36)
which yields the decay rate of W(t), namely,

0<W(H) <CA+t) 125, Vit>0.

Thus it follows from (6.35]) that, for any t > ¢,

2
/ el —dr
t

. o B - - )
t2 </t (||¢t”2_1 + %HAqb—l— 200 + fa(9) — <fM(¢)>H2_2)dT>

CtaW(t)?

=

2

IN

IN
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< O+t T,

As a consequence, we have (recall (6.33]))

too 400 ity
[ @ =3 [
t =072

it

+oo
< O (@) TE <C(L+1) T, Vit
=0
which gives
— N 0
[6(t) — dcll-1 < C(A+1t) =20, Vi >0. (6.37)

In order to obtain the decay rate in Xy norm, we test (32)) by Ay Lo, Ay b — boo),
respectively. We thus obtain

d

_ 1 -
& (B1BI2 + 518 - 6P = V60 - 61 ) + 12,

—L}f@)—fwm»$m$

< 17(6) = 1@ I
< SIBl1+ Cll6 — oncl, (6.39)
and
(B85~ T+ 315 =T ) = BRI + 1806 - 00l
=~ [ U0~ 0@ ~ G + 2190~ 6
< COllo - ¢oollt. (6.39)

Multiplying (6.39]) by a sufficiently small constant n > 0, adding the resulting inequality

to ([6.38]), using interpolation and Young’s inequality, we arrive at

IN

Cllé — dooll*s
< Clléd = dooll>1 + Cl{9) — (doo)|?

20

C(l+1t) T2, (6.40)

d
%y(t) +CY(t)

N

IN

_ 1 _
V) = DB+ 1A — 6l ~ IV — 6uc) I +1B(B0 G — o)
+ 218 — Bacll.
Note that, for properly large C; > 0, we have

V() + C1llé = dooll21 > Calld — docll + [l6e]|2). (6.41)
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On the other hand, (6.40) gives

Y(it)<C(1+ t)‘%e.

Combining (6.37) with (6.41]), we conclude that (G.3]) holds. The proof of Theorem [6.1] is

now complete. [
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