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EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTION FOR MEAN CURVATURE FLOW
WITH TRANSPORT TERM AND FORCING TERM

KEISUKE TAKASAO
DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS/HAKUBI CENTER, KYOTO UNIVERSITY,
KITASHIRAKAWA-OIWAKECHO SAKYO KYOTO 606-8502, JAPAN

ABSTRACT. We study the mean curvature flow with given non-smooth transport term and
forcing term, in suitable Sobolev spaces. We prove the global existence of the weak solutions
for the mean curvature flow with the terms, by using the modified Allen-Cahn equation
that holds useful properties such as the monotonicity formula.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let d > 2 and ) be the torus, that is,  := T¢ = (R/Z)4. Assume that U; C €2 is an open
set with a smooth boundary M; := 90U, for ¢ > 0. A family {M,};>¢ of hypersurfaces in
is called a mean curvature flow (MCF) with transport term and forcing term if the normal
velocity vector v of M, satisfies the following:

v=h+(u-v+g)v on M, t>0, (1.1)

where u : Q x (0,00) — R? and g : Q x (0,00) — R are given functions, - is the inner
product in R h and v are the mean curvature vector and the inner unit normal vector of
M, respectively. In [21] 22], they considered the MCF with transport term (g = 0) to study
the incompressible and viscous non-Newtonian two-phase fluid flow introduced by Liu and
Walkington [23]. The MCF with forcing term (u = 0) corresponds to the crystal growth
(see [7, [14], 32]).

In the case of u = 0 and g = 0, Brakke [5] defined the general weak solution (Brakke flow)
for (L) via the geometric measure theory and proved the global existence. Ilmanen [17]
also showed the global existence of the Brakke flow by the phase field method. Recently,
Kim and Tonegawa [20] showed the global existence of the multi-phase MCF in the sense
of the Brakke flow(see also [38]). For other weak solutions, it is well-known that [§] and
[12] proved the existence of the global unique solution in the sense of viscosity solutions. In
addition, about the global existence of the MCF, we also mention [3| I8, 24].

In the case of u £ 0 or g # 0, Liu, Sato and Tonegawa [21] proved the global existence
of the weak solution for (II)) with ¢ = 0 in the sense of the Brakke flow as long as the
given transport term u belongs to Lf ((0,00); (W'P(Q))?) for p > (d +2)/2 and d = 2, 3.
Takasao and Tonegawa [36] also proved the existence for more general settings, that is,
d > 2 and u belongs to L ((0,00); (W'P(Q))?) for ¢ € (2,00) and p € (dgq/2(q — 1), 0)
(p > 4/3 in addition if d = 2). On the other hand, Mugnai and Réger [28] showed the global
existence of the weak solution called L2-flow for (L)) with u € L2 ((0,00); (L>(2))?%) and

loc

g € L2 ((0,00); L>(Q)) for d = 2,3 (see [28, Section 5.2]). As explained later in this section,
the existence of the weak solution can be expected for g under the same conditions as [36].
One motivation in this paper is the generalization of the function space of ¢ in the existence

theorem for (I.1)).
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Let € € (0,1). In [I7], to show the existence of the weak solution for (ILI]) with u = 0
and g = 0 in the sense of the Brakke flow, the author studied the following Allen-Cahn

equation [2]:
W/ (’06
{wfzsw—#, (5,1) € 2 x (0,00), 1)
¢ (2,0) = ¢5(2), z € Q,
where W is the double-well potential, such as W(s) = (1 — s%)?/2.
Set dy; = %(e‘vwz(x’tw+W(¢Z(m’t))) dr and dfi§ := £|V©(z,t)|* dz, where o = fil V2W (s) ds.

These measures correspond to the Hausdorff measure H* ! | v, where Mf = {z € Q| ¢*(z,t) =
0}. By integration by parts, we have

d
& o= [ Voute— ol P+ [ oudui torany o€ CH2x (0,000 [0.00).
Q Q Q

—Ap*—W'(¢%)/?  Vg*

IVes| V| ] o )
the mean curvature vector for M;. Formally we obtain the limit M, = lim._,o M; and the
following Brakke’s inequality(see [17]):

to t2
< / / V- h— @|h|* + ¢ dH " dt (1.3)
t=t1 t1 M,

for any 0 < ¢, <ty < o0 and ¢ € C}(Q x [0,00);[0,00)). Note that [, ¢|h]*dH*" <
liminf. o [;, ¢|h°|* dp§ implies the inequality of (L3). The Brakke flow is the weak solution
characterized by (LL3). If the solution is smooth, then the definition of the Brakke flow
and the MCF are equivalent (see [38, Proposition 2.1]). In addition, for any initial data
My, there exists the trivial solution {M,};>q defined by M; = @) for t > 0. Therefore, it is
necessary to ensure that the weak solution obtained is non-trivial. One advantage of the
existence theorem via (L.2) is that one can prove the existence of non-trivial solutions, since
{z € Q| lime_yo ¢°(z,t) = 1} is a C'2 function with respect to ¢ (see [36, Proposition 8.3]).

The above discussion requires lim,_, 1y = lim._,o iy as Radon measures, so the following

property is important:
/ elVes(z, t)]* ~ W(p'(x,1))
Q 2 €

for a.e. t > 0. The property (L4) is called the vanishing of the discrepancy measure (see
Definition 211 below) and is also important to show the rectifiability of the limit measure
lim, o p$ (see [I7, Section 9.3]) and the existence of the L>-flow. To prove (IL4)), llmanen [17]
showed the non-positivity of the discrepancy measure, that is,

elVes(a,t)P  W(p(x,1))

2 €

for (C2)) under several suitable assumptions. Using (LLH]), one can obtain an estimate called
monotonicity formula, that is,

%Aﬂdmmmmg@gfg<%ﬁﬁm—Wwyﬁwwgu (1.6)

Here

where h® = The vector-valued function A° is the approximation of

(b de*l
My

de —0 asel0 (1.4)

<0, (2,t) €Qx[0,00), (1.5)

1 _Jz—yl? d
— e 460 t<s, xr,y € R
(Ar(s—1t)) =

and, ¢° and i are extended periodically to R?. The function p is called the backward
heat kernel. Note that p converges to the Dirac delta function §, for a (d — 1)-dimensional

p%S('x’ t) =
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surface as t — s. Assume that D := sup.¢ (g #5(£2) < oo. The non-positivity (L.3) and the
monotonicity formula (L6 implies that there exists C' > 0 depending only on D such that

s—6 1 5 2 €
. [ e ATE@AL_ W)
50 Jo  s—t Jo 7 2 3

dzdt < C (1.7)

for any (y,s) € R? x [0,00). Roughly speaking, if (L4]) does not hold, then the left hand
side of (I7) is unbounded for some (y, s), since [ - dt = co. Therefore (LF) is important
property in this discussion. In this paper, we use the results of [29, Proposition 4.9] to
obtain (L4) (see Theorem below and note that the result needs d = 2 or 3). So we do
not use this argument in this paper, but (LI) is still important in the case of d > 4, and to
estimate [ pdus and the upper bound of the density for the measure u¢ (see Theorem [B.1]
below).

In [211, 136], to consider the MCF with additional transport term, they studied the follow-
ing:

W/ €
{ e = eAyp® — # —eu® - V¢©, (z,t) € Q x (0,00), (1.8)
" (2, 0) = ¥5(x), z €9,

where u® is the smooth approximation of u. In [28], they considered the following Allen-Cahn
equation with forcing term:

{ g = eApf — -G, (z,t) € Q x (0,00), (1.9)
©°(x,0) = p5(z), x €4,

W'(¥%)

where G is smooth and satisfies sup,. fOT Joe ' |Ge|Pdzdt < co. Let g° be the smooth

approximation of g. Note that substituting eu®- V¢ + ¢°1/2W (¢?) into G¢, we obtain (L.T])
as € — 0 in the sense of L*-flow (see [28, Section 5.2]).

In the case of u® # 0 or ¢° # 0, the property (LH) does not hold for (L&) and (T3,
generally. Therefore, the proof of (L)) in [I7] is not applicable to (L) or (L9). To prove
(T4), 28] used the result of |29, Proposition 4.9] (see Theorem below). On the other
hand, in [21], 36], they used weaker estimates than (LH) to obtain (L7)) and (I4]). However,
we can not apply the technique for the case of g° # 0 directly (see Remark below).
Another motivation for this paper is to propose the new phase field method that has the
property (LX) even when there are transport term and forcing term.

Let ¢° = ¢°(r) be a solution for

€)2 €

5(‘12”) - Wiq ) ER, g(doo) =41, ¢(0)=0, and () >0, reR. (1.10)
For example, if W(s) = (1 — s%)?/2, then ¢°(r) = tanh(r/e) satisfies (LI0). Set T > 0.
In this paper, we consider the following modified Allen-Cahn equation with transport term
and forcing term:

W/ g
{ ep; = eAp® — # —eu® - Vo — (g°+ Lore)\/2W (¢?), (z,t) € Q x (0,T),
©°(,0) = 5 (z), r €,

(1.11)
where

If = (2 sup  |VuS(x, t)|+  sup IVge(%tﬂ)
(zt)

€Nx(0,T) (z,t)eQx(0,T)
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and r¢ = r¢(x,t) is given by ¢(z,t) = ¢°(r(x,t)). Note that if there exists (x,t) € Qx (0,7
such that |p°(z,t)| = 1, then r° is not well-defined. However, that case does not occur under
suitable conditions (see Proposition .2 below). Define

foi=—=W - Vr) —g° — Lre.
We remark that by (ILI0), the first equation of (LIT]) is equal to

S = Ay — @ + 52 (). (1.12)

By adding the forcing term —L°r®\/2W (¢?), we can obtain (LH), because if the term is
added to the phase field method, then an argument similar to that in [I7] (the maximum
principle for w® := |Vr¢|>—1) can be used (see Lemma3]below). In addition, the additional
term is very small in the framework of the phase field method under several assumptions (see
Remark 4.7 below). Roughly speaking, the reason is that r* & 0 near the zero level set of °.
Therefore we can obtain the monotonicity formula and the convergence of the solutions for
(CII) to the global weak solution for (L), with d = 2,3, and u € L ((0, 00); (W1P(Q2))4)

loc

and g € LL ((0,00); WLP(Q)), where ¢ € (2,00) and p € (dq/2(q — 1),0) (p > 4/3 in

loc
addition if d = 2). The precise statements of the main results are described in Section 3.

The condition p € (dq/2(¢ — 1),00) is natural in the following sense (same argument is

mentioned in [36]). Let A > 0 and consider the standard parabolic rescaling, that is, # = %

and t = % The functions u and g correspond to the velocity of M;, therefore rescaled

functions should be @(7,t) = Au(x,t) and §(7,t) = A\g(w,t), since 7 = A$. We compute

|8

(/OOO ( » |Vw|pdx>%dt>% _ )\%+§—2</0°° ( ) |Vizb|pd§g>%df>%’

where w = w or g. The condition p € (dq/2(q—1),00) is equivalent to % + % —2 < 0. Hence
the transport term and forcing term can be regarded as perturbations.

About the phase field method for the MCF, there are a huge number of results and we
mention [6], 9, 111, 14] 30], B33, 34] and references therein.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we set our notations and definitions.
In Section 3, we explain the main results of this paper. In Section 4, first we show the
non-positivity of the discrepancy measure and the monotonicity formula. Then we prove
the upper bound of the density of x (Theorem B]) and the existence theorem for (ITI)
(Theorem [B.5). In Section 5, we explain the several theorems used in this paper as a
supplement.

2. NOTATION AND DEFINITIONS

Throughout this paper, we consider the case of Q = T¢ = (R/Z)?. For r > 0 and y € R*
we define B¥(y) := {z € R* ||z — y| < r}. Set wy := L*(B5(0)). We denote

D(t) ::max{l,,ui(Q), sup ML@}, t € [0, 00).

Bi(x)cQ Wd-1T"

Definition 2.1. Set o := f_ll V2W (s)ds. Let ¢° be a solution for (LII). We define a
Radon measure p; and & by

pE(g) = %/QQS@)(&\VQO;@JH N W(¢e;x,t)))dx
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and

01 =1 [ ot (TE W),

for any ¢ € C.(€2). The measure & is called the discrepancy measure.

In this paper, we suppose that a function W satisfies the following:

W :R — [0,00) is smooth and W (£1) = W'(+1) = 0. (2.1)

For some a; € (—1,1), W' <0 on (a;,1) and W' >0 on (—1,a). (2.2)
There exist ay € (0,1) and x > 0, such that W”(s) >0 for any as <|s|<1. (2.3)
There exists C; > 0 such that (¢ (s))*W(s) < C; for any |s| < 1. (2.4)

Here q is a solution for (ILI0) with e = 1 and ¢! is the inverse function of ¢q. For example,
W(s) = (1 — s?)?/2 satisfies (21)), (Z2), [23), and [Z4). We remark that ¢(r) = tanhr in
the case of W(s) = (1 — s%)?/2.

Next we recall several definitions and notations from the geometric measure theory and
refer to [II, 5 3] 15, B1, B8] for more details. For a set U C Q) with finite perimeter, we
denote the reduced boundary by 0*U, and the total variation measure of the distributional
derivative x is denoted by ||[Vxy||. Let u be a Radon measure on €2. We call o k-rectifiable
if p is represented by p = OHF | M, that is, [,ndu = [,, 70 dH" for any n € C.(Q) (see [I
Section 3.5] or [31], Section 15]), where M C Q is a H*-measurable countably k-rectifiable
set, and 6 € L. _(H¥| M) is a positive valued function HF-a.e. on M. In addition, if 6 is
positive and integer-valued H*-a.e. on M then we call p k-integral. Especially, if 0 = 1,
we say p has unit density. Let 7" be a hyper plane in R with 0 € 7" and v be the unit
normal vector of 7. We also use T to denote the orthogonal projection R? — T, that is,
T =1d — v ® v, where Id is the identity matrix.

Assume that M is a countably (d — 1)-rectifiable and H? !'-measurable subset of {2 and
0 € L (H*Y(M)) is a positive function. For a Radon measure p := M|, h is called

loc
a generalized mean curvature vector if

/divMCDdu:—/th)d,u
Q Q

holds for any ® € C}(Q;R?) (see [5, Section 2.9] or [31], Section 16]).

The following definition is similar to the formulation of the Brakke flow [5]:

Definition 2.2 (L*-flow [27]). Let T > 0 and { }1e0,1) be a family of Radon measures on
Q. Set dp = dpydt. We call {pie}re(or) an L*-flow if the following holds:

(1) py is (d—1)-integral and has a generalized mean curvature vector h € L?(u; R?) a.e.

te(0,7),
(2) and there exist C' > 0 and a vector v € L*(0, T; (L?(u;))?) such that
v(x,t) L Ty, for p-a.e. (z,t) € Q x (0,7) (2.5)
and
T
[ [+ w0 v duat| < (2:6)
0o Jo

for any n € C}(2 x (0,T)). Here T, is the approximate tangent plane of u; at x.
In addition, the above vector v € L*(0, T’; (L?(p:))?) is called a generalized velocity vector.

Remark 2.3. If {i }1e(0,r) 1s an integral Brakke flow, then it is also L?-flow (see[d], Section
2.5]).
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3. MAIN RESULTS

In this paper, first we show the non-positivity of the discrepancy measure and the upper
bound of the density for the measure ;.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that T >0,d > 2,2 < g < o0, p € [%,oo) N (%,oo), and

1
0<vy< 5 (3.1)

Suppose that ¢° is a classical solution for (LII) with max,ecq |¢§(z)| < 1 and
el V(@) Wigh(@)

<0, zef,
2 €
and u® € (C*°(Q x [0,T]))¢, g° € C>=(2 x [0,T]) with
LF=2 sup |Vui(z,t)|+ sup |Vg(z, 1) <e77, (3.2)
(2,)eQx (0,T) (2,)eQx (0,T)
HUEH%q([oﬂ;(wm(n))d) + ngHiq([O,T};Wlm(g)) < 00, (3.3)
and there exists Dy > 0 such that
D(0) < Dy. (3.4)

Then the following hold:
(1) The non-positivity (L) holds for any (z,t) € Q x [0,T).
(2) There exist D; > 0 and € € (0, 1) such that
sup D(t) < Dy, €€ (0,¢). (3.5)

0<t<T

Remark 3.2. Similar result about the density bound has been obtained in [21], [36]. The
difficult part of the proof of the density bound is the estimate of the positive part of the
discrepancy measure. Therefore, one of the advantages of this paper is that the phase field
method for (L)) with the non-positivity (LH) was obtained. The property is also useful
for obtaining the monotonicity formula and the vanishing of the discrepancy measure (see
Lemma (.9 below). In addition, in the case of ¢g° # 0, it will be difficult to obtain the
estimate of the discrepancy measure via the phase field method without the additional term
—Lere\/2W (¢®) (see Remark .5 below).

Remark 3.3. For the regularity corresponding to (3.2)),

sup |uf| <& and  sup |Vuf| <e OV
ax[0.7] Qx[0,7]

are assumed in [36], where v € (0,1). In Theorem B}, the estimate of SUPq o) [u°] 18 not
required. However, the assumption for supq, o 7 |Vu?| is stronger than that in [36].

Remark 3.4. The assumption (3.2)) is used to prove that the additional term —L°r®/2W (¢#)
converges to 0 (see Remark 7)), and (3.3)) is mainly necessary for the L*-estimates of trans-
port term and forcing term (see Lemma and Lemma [£.T0).

Set

74»98 V 25 .
V¢ = IVsotEI [Vee| it V| #0,
0 otherwise.
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Let W5 € C°(Bs(0)) be the Dirac sequence, and {d;}5°, and {T;}:2, be positive sequences
with §; — 0 and T; — oo as i — oo, respectively. Forvy € (0,1), u € L{ ([0, 00); (W1P(2))4),

and g € LI ([0, 00); W'P(Q)), we choose a positive sequence {g;}$°, such that &; — 0,

loc

sup |Vu'| <e;”, and sup |Vgi| <e " for any i > 1, (3.6)
Qx1[0,T;] Qx[0,T3]

where u® := Us, * u, and ¢° := Uy, x g. Note that
([0,00); W'P(Q))7) and g% — g in Lj

loc([oa OO)? WLP(Q))'

For the solution ¢ for (LI]) with € = ¢; and T' = T;, we define ¢ (z,t) = 1 if t > T},
for the following theorem. By using Theorem B.1] we show the vanishing of the discrepancy
measure and the existence of the weak solution for (I)):

Theorem 3.5. Let d = 2,3 and u € L}, ([0,00); (W'P(Q2))¢) and g € L], ([0,00); WP(Q)).
Let {8;}3°, {e:}52, and {T;}:°, be positive sequences such that (3.6) holds. Assume that
for any ¢ > 1 all assumptions of Theorem 3.1l hold with € = ¢;, T'= T;. Then there exists a

subsequence (we denote ;; by € for simplicity) and the following hold:

&g : q
ut —u in Ly,

(1) There exists a family of (d — 1)-integral Radon measures {/i }1cjo,00) On €2 such that
(la) pu® — p as Radon measures on €2 x [0, 00), where du = dpdt.
(1b) p — p¢ as Radon measures on € for all ¢ € [0, 00).
(2) There exists ¢ € BVj,.(2 x [0,00)) N C2.([0,00); L*(2)) such that
(2a) o —2¢p —1 in L, (2 x [0,00)) and a.e. pointwise.
(2b) ¢ =0or 1 a.e. on Q2 x [0, 00).
(2¢) [|[VY(-,t)[[(¢) < ui(p) for any t € [0,00) and ¢ € C.(€2;]0,00)). Moreover
spt ||V (-, )| C spt g for any t € [0, 00).
(3) & — 0 as Radon measures on § for a.e. ¢ € [0, 00).
(4) For any ® € C.(Q2 x [0,00); RY) we have
liml ue-q)e\Vgoe\zd:cdt:/ u-ddu.

€200 Jax(0,00) Q% (0,00)

(5) There exists a vector valued function g € L2 (0, 00; (L?*(11¢))?%) such that
1

lim — GV 2W (pf)V - O dadt = / g-®du
€200 Jax(0,00) Q2x(0,00)
for any ® € C.(Q x [0, 00); R?).
(6) {fu}te(0,00) is an L*-flow with a generalized velocity vector
v(z,t) = h(z,t) + (Id = Top)u(z, t) + g(z, 1), (3.7)

where h is the generalized mean curvature vector of p;, T, is the approximate
tangent plane of u; at x, and

lim ve - Ddut = / v-®du (3.8)
£20 Jax(0,00) Qx(0,00)

for any ® € C.(Q x [0,00);R?). Moreover spt § C 9*{¢p = 1} and there exists a
measurable function 0 : 9*{¢) = 1} — N such that

g= %gl/ He%a.e. on O {(x,t) | ¢(z,t) =1}, (3.9)

where v(+,t) is the inner unit normal vector of {¢(-,¢) = 1} on O*{¢(-,t) = 1}.
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Remark 3.6. The assumption for d comes from Theorem 5.2l In the case of d > 4, then we
may need several arguments similar to that in [I7, [36]. The term (Id — T, p;)u corresponds
to (u-v)v if u; is given by a smooth hypersurface.

Remark 3.7. In [28 Section 5.2], they showed the existence theorem with
u € L% ((0,00); (L®(2))4) and g € L2 .((0,00); L=(2)) for d = 2,3. As mentioned in
Section 1, natural function spaces are considered in Theorem [B.I] and Theorem

In the case of g = 0, the existence of the weak solution for (L)) in the sense of Brakke
flow with u € L{ ([0, 00); (W'P(Q))?) and d > 2 has already been proven in [36]. Here, a
family of (d — 1)-integral Radon measures {/i }+cjo,o0) is called a Brakke flow with transport

term w if
| o
Q

holds for any ¢ € C}(Q x [0,00);[0,00)). Note that the regularity of the Brakke flow is
also known (see [19, 37]). The main differences of the phase field methods between [36]
and this paper are having or not having the proofs of the estimates of the positive part
of the discrepancy measure, and the additional forcing term —L°r¢,/2W (°). Because the
term is very small in the sense of the Brakke flow (see Remark [A.7), it is expected that
same existence theorem of the Brakke flow in [36] (d > 2) will be obtained via the phase
field model (LII)). In addition, (IH) would make it easier to prove the vanishing of the
discrepancy measure than that in [36].

However, in the case of g # 0, it is difficult to consider the weak solution for (LI]) in the
sense of the Brakke flow, since weak convergences of v° and h® are insufficient to make sense
of the convergence

"< / [0 =0m)- (et () + ot

/gi)gal/8 -hEdi; — /gbgl/ ~hdp; for any ¢ € C.(Q x [0,00)),

e _ Vo° e _ _A‘PE"'W,((ps) e ~e _ € €12 : :

where 1v° = 5, hf = — 7, and djif = £|V¢®|?dz. In particular, when p, is not
a unit density measure, the treatment of the orientation of v is a problem. On the other
hand, this problem does not occur when L2-flow is considered, because the computation of
the inner product is not necessary in the definition of the L?>-flow and the characterization

of the generalized velocity (3.7).

Remark 3.8. Regarding energy estimates, there is no difference in the handling of transport
term and forcing term. However, regarding convergence, the forcing term converges with

respect to the measure ||V (-, t)| (see (444])). The function # in (B.9)) is the inverse of the

Radon-Nikodym Derivative dllvdwilft)ll

4. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREMS

In this section, we assume all the assumptions of Theorem .1l First we prove the well-
posedness of the phase field model (ILI1]). Next we show the monotonicity formula via the
arguments in [17] and the upper bound of the density of u$ by using the arguments in [21), [36].
The upper bound estimates, Theorem [5.3] and standard measure theoretic arguments imply
the existence theorem.

4.1. Well-posednes of (L. IT).
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Let § € (0,1) and r§ : R — R be a C*° function such that

() (=1+8) -1 ifs<—1,
r5(s) =< (¢°)71(s) if se[-1+9,1—4],
() '1-6)+1 ifs>1

From the definition of ¢ in (LII), we need the a priori estimate ¢°(z,t) € (—1,1) for
any (x,t) € Q x [0, T). Therefore first we consider the following modified equation:

W/ £
{ gt = et — ) i g (g 4 LNV, (20) €< 07),

#(2.0) = gil), req.
(4.1)

The estimate ¢° € (—1, 1) can be obtained as follows from the maximum principle.

Lemma 4.1. Let 7> 0 and a € (0,1). Then there exists § € (0, 1) such that the following
hold: Let ¢° be a classical solution for (£.1)) with § > 0 and max,cq |¢§(z)| < 1 —a. Then
SUP (. eaxfo,r) |97 (2, 1)| < 1 — 0. Moreover, ¢ is also a solution for (LII]) in Q2 x [0, 7).

Proof. Let ¢° be a classical solution for (A1) with § > 0 and max,cq|¢§(x)] < 1 — a.
By the definition, r§(¢°(x,t)) = ro(z,t) if |¢°(z,t)] < 1 —3J. So we only need to prove
SUP (5 yeaxo,r) |97 (@, 1) < 1 —0.

By the maximum principle, we obtain sup,cq e |¢°(7,t)| < 1 easily. Assume that
there exists (x,t) € Q x [0,T") such that ¢°(z,t) = 1. Then T} := inf{t € (0,T]| p(z,t) =
1 for some x € Q} < T. Note that 7°(z,t) = (¢°) "} (¢°(x, t)) is well-defined for any (x,t) €
Q x [0, Tl)

Set h(q) := \/2W (q) for ¢ € R. By (L.I0) we obtain
qe _ M and £ _ <h<q6))7’ _ h’q(q6> € (42)

r o e c qr'

5 5

By (LI0), (A1), and (4.2) we have
Gri = GO+ g, Ve — g, — (u® - Vrf)gE — (97 + Lrf)g;

h
= A G ) — (VN (6 L)
for any (x,t) € Q x (0,77). Thus we obtain
h
Tf:Ar5+?q(|VT€|2—1)—u5-VT5—g5—L5r§ in Q x (0,Ty). (4.3)

Set M := =" maxq<1 |he(s)| + sup,caepm) 9°(2,t)]. We remark that @ < Mc* by
SUD,cq e |9°(2,1)] < 1. From the definition, r§ > 0 in Up = {(z,t) € Q x (0,1} —
b) | re(z,t) > 0} for b € (0,71/2). Therefore we have

h
< AF + <—qw‘€ _ u) Vi i U,
€
where 7 := r® — M¢®t. By the maximum principle, we obtain

Sat) < e(x.0)| + METy. 4.4
e X T (z, )_Igggv (z,0)] + 1 (4.4)

The definition of 7} implies limy o maxyecq cpon—57°(z,t) = oo. This contradicts (4.4)
and ¢(z,t) < 1 for any (x,t) € Q x [0,7). Similarly, we obtain ¢°(z,t) > —1 for any
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(z,t) € Q x [0,T). In addition, max,cq |[r(z,0)| < (¢°)"*(1 — a) imply

(o)) < ¢ ((¢) (1 — a) + M°T) < 1.
it O S T ) £ MD

Thus sup, neaxo.r) |¢°(2,t)| <1 — 4§ holds for sufficiently small 6 > 0. O
By Lemma [4.1] the standard parabolic PDE theory shows

Proposition 4.2. Let 7" > 0 and ¢° be a smooth function on  with max,cq |¢5(x)| < 1.
Then there exists a unique solution ¢ for (ILII]) with initial data ¢f and sup,eq iejo) 9% (7, )| <
1 for any t € (0,7).

4.2. Non-positivity of the discrepancy measure.
eV (@, H)?  W(g(x,t))

Set & (x,t) ==

for the solution ¢° for (L.I]). One of the key
£
lemmas of this paper is the following:

Lemma 4.3. Assume that |Vr®(z,0)| < 1 for any x € Q. Then we have |Vr®(z,t)| <1 and
& (z,t) <0 for any (z,t) € Q x [0,T). Moreover & is a non-positive measure for ¢ € [0, 7).
Proof. By (LI0) we have
€12 2

eVl < |Vré|? on Qx[0,7T).

W(p?)/e
Therefore, if |[Vre| <1 then & < 0 and & is a non-positive measure. Thus we only need to
prove that |Vr¢| <1 on Q x [0,7).

By an argument similar to that in (£3]), we obtain

ry = Ar® + @(|V7°5|2 —1)—u - Vrf—g° — L°r®, (4.5)
€
where h(q) = 1/2W (q) for ¢ € R. We compute
V(—u® - Vr® —g¢°— L°rf) - Vre
1 1
< — éue V|V 2+ Ve 2| Vs | + §|Vg€\(1 +|Vre|?) — LF|Vre? (4.6)

1 1
S — 5’&6 . V|VT€|2 + 5[/6(1 — ‘VTE‘Q).
By (45) and (4.6]), we have
2h u®

2
O, |Vre|? <A|Vre]? — 2|V |2 + erE - Vh,([Vre]? = 1) + <?qu6 — 5) V| Vre)?

1
+ §L€<1 — |VT€|2).

(4.7)
Set w® := |Vr¢]? — 1. By (&71) we obtain
2h € 2 1
Ow® < Aw® + (TqV'r’a — %) - Vw® + (EVT‘E -Vhy — 5[}5) w*. (4.8)

By the assumption we have w®(-,0) = |[Vr¢(-,0)]> =1 < 0 on Q. Therefore by (£8) and
the maximum principle we obtain w® < 0 on € x [0,7). Hence we have |Vr¢| < 1 on
Qx[0,7). O
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Remark 4.4. In the case of the volume preserving MCF, that is, u* = 0, L = 0, and
9° = g°(t) be a non-local term of ¢, similar estimates (including the monotonicity formula
below) have been proven in [35].

Remark 4.5. To obtain the estimate for £, a method of applying the maximum principle

directly to & with some additional term is also well known ([10} 2], 26} 36]) in the case of ¢° =

elVe(a,t)P  W(p(a,t)
2 €

0. In [36], they considered the maximum principle for £° :=

Gl (2, 1))

to show the following estimate:
Ve, ) W(p' ()
2 3
where ¢° is a solution for (L), 3 € (0,3) and G is a function such as G(¢°) = %<1 -
(" — a1)2>. Clearly, (49) is weaker than (LH), and the key of the proof of (£9) is that

£° satisfies

<10e?  in Qx[0,T], (4.9)

O +uf - VE — AE < F(e, W', G, G", V¢, Vi)
for suitable F' (see [36l (4.32)]). However, in the case of g # 0, it is not known whether
similar estimates can be obtained in this way, because F' < 0 is not necessarily and the
control of the term geée is more difficult than that of the term u° - Véﬁ, from the viewpoint
of the maximum principle.

4.3. L*-estimates of transport term and forcing term.
The following estimate corresponds to the L?(u$)-estimate of f¢.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that |¢°| < 1 and |Vr¢| < 1in Q x [0,7), p € [2d/(d + 1),00), and
0 < LfF <e77 for v > 0. Then we have

€ (5 € €,.€ QWSOE €12
/Qe<(u~V<p)+(g +L7’)f d:c_Q/\f\ (4.10)

<Co(D(O)(lu (-, ) Fyro) + 1197, O o)) + 777,
where Cy = Cy(d, p, W, |2]) > 0.
Proof. We compute

/ (( V<P)+(9€+L€T€)%>2dx:2/g(ue-VT€+gE+L€T€>2@dx
_2/ TRl <6/| 2 W) o —|—6/(g) Wffe) dx+6/<L€r€)2@dx,

(4.11)
where |Vr¢| < 1 and V¢ = ¢EVre = e~ /2W (p°)Vre are used.
Next we show that there exists C' > 0 such that
/(L€7“€)2M dx < Ce'™%. (4.12)
Q 19

We remark that ¢°(r) = q(r/¢) and r® = eq~(¢°). Thus we have

W £
[ de < [ g pwen o < seyal
where (2.4)) is used. Hence we obtain (Z.I2]).
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Finally we show that there exists C' > 0 such that

2 W(¥) .
[ WP do < oD@ O e (4.13)
Let {#;}; be a partition of unity on 2 with ¢; € C°(Q), diam (spt ;) < 1/2 and ||¢;]|c2 <

c(d) for any i. First we consider the case of 2d/(d+ 1) < p < 2. Set s :=p(d —1)/(d — p).
Note that s > 2 and p satisfies (5.3]). By (5.2]) we have

[P e < ([t a)
<(30c | ot ans) ai)!

EIN)

(4.14)
<(Sceuzp@( [+ vl ds)) @0
i spt ¥;
<CDM)[[w (-, 1) [fyrp(e)-
For the case of p > 2, we compute
A g A RET e
Q
(o [ wara) ) 2n(e)?
(4.15)

S(ZCCMzD(t)/ |u6|p+|U€|p_1|Vu6|dx>%(2D(t))1_%

spt s
<CDO) (1) By
where (5.1) with p =1 is used. By (£I4) and (£I5) we have (£I3]). Similarly, we have

[P E o < o0l ¢ 0 (4.16)

Therefore by ([@I1)), ([A12), (AI3)), and (£I6) we obtain (AI0). O

Remark 4.7. The estimate (£I12) means that if ||Vu®, V|| < 77 for v € [0,1/2), then
the additional term —Lr¢y/2W () vanishes as € | 0 in the framework of the phase field
method of this paper (see (£.33)).

4.4. Energy estimates and monotonicity formula.

Next we show the standard energy estimates and the monotonicity formula for the Allen-

Cahn equation (ILITI).

Lemma 4.8. Let p € [2d/(d+1),00) and 2 < ¢ < co. Then there exists C3 = Cs(d, p, ¢, W, |Q]) >
0 such that for any 0 < t; <ty < T we have

1 t2 W () 2
sup p;(Q) + 2—/ /8<Ag0€ — #) dxdt
te[ta,ta] 0 Ju Ja €

_2
<pg, () + 03{(t2 - tl)l ¢ (HueH%Q([tl,tg};(wlm(ﬂ))d) + ”96H%q([tl,tg];wlm(ﬂ))) sup D(t) (4.17)

te(ty,t2]

+ (tg - t1)€172’y}.
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Proof. By (LI12) and the integration by parts, we have

d 1 W(e* W
€ g _ < — € .
G+ oo [ (o - ar< o [P (4.18)

Integration of (LIK) over [t1,to] with ([EI0) gives GE:ZI) O
To localize the backward heat kernel p, we fix a radially symmetric cut-off function
§(2) € CX(Bia(0) with =1 on BL,(0), 0<n<1,

and we define p, s(x,t) := n(x — y)pys(x,t). The following estimate is the monotonicity
formula for the modified equation (L.IT]).

Lemma 4.9. Assume that d > 2, T" > 0, ¢° is a solution for (ILII) and the initial data
satisfies |pf(z)| < 1 and |Vre(z,0)| < 1 for any = € Q2. Then

d 1 S
@/Rd py,s(x, 1) dpg (z) S%/Rd py’s(x’tﬂfs(x’t”zwdx

1
<5 [ Pl 01 O dii (o)

(4.19)

and

d [ T 5
@/Rd Py,s(2, 1) dpg () S%/ Py.s(@, 0| f5 (1)
+ Cae” 5= Nt(B1/2(?/))

forany y € R4, 0 <t <s<Tande € (0,1). Here Cy = Cy(d) > 0, 5 and f¢ are extended
periodically to RY.

AU
(4.20)

Proof. In this proof, we regard all functions and measures as periodically extended on R?.
Set p = py s(z,t). By an argument similar to that in the proof of Proposition 2.7 in [35], we
have

d 1 1 W (p°)
— dpg de&; + — P—"=da. 4.21
By Lemma (1.3 and (@ID, we obtain
d ! ( SR
- d i €2 < € 2d €
i = T O IR

Therefore we have @Itﬂ) In the Computatlon (@]ﬁl) with p instead of p, we obtain additional
terms with the differentiation of 7. Note that the integration of these terms are estimated
by c,ut(Bf/Q(y))e*m with ¢ = ¢(d) > 0 because |0,,p| < c(j, d)eiWIS*t) for any x € Q
with |z —y| > 1/4 and j = 0, 1. Therefore we obtain (4.20). O

The following estimates are given in [36]. Thus we skip the proof.

Lemma 4.10. Let 2 < ¢ < oo and p € [%700) N (2(;1111)’

Cs(d,p,q) > 0 such that for any 0 < ¢; <ty < s < T we have

/ / Py.s|u? dpsdt < Cs(ta — t)P||uf ||Lq (11,42l V2 (B )y SUP D(t) (4.22)

te(t,ta]

o0). Then there exists Cy =

and

to
/t; /Rd ﬁy75|g€|2 d/l/tdt < C5(t2 - tl) ||g€||%q([tl,tQ};Wl’p(B;i/Q(y))) Sup D(t), (423)

te(t1,ta]
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Where p is given by p = %jdq > 0 when p < d, p < q 2 can be taken arbitrarily close to

22 (however ¢ depends on p in addition), and p = T When p>d.

4.5. Proof of Theorem 3.7

In this section we prove the upper bound of the density of u; via the monotonicity formula.
The proof is based on [21] [36].

Lemma 4.11. Assume that 2 < ¢ < co and p € [d+1,oo) N (%, 00). Then there exist
¢>2,cd >0 and e; > 0 with the following property. For 0 < t; < to < T with t5 —t; < 1,

suppose D(ts) = ¢D(t1) and D(t) < D(t3) for t; <t < ty. Then for any 0 < & < €, we have

(ta = 1) (10" 2 ey ooty + 19 o er apwrngey) = € (4.24)
where p > 0 is as Lemma E.I0l

Proof. Set A := [|u®||q 1, ooty T 1971 2ot ia)winiey - Let € > 2 and assume D(ty) =
¢D(ty) (¢ will be chosen later). We consider the following three cases. First we consider the

case of D(ty) = pg,(2). By (17) we have
D(ty) <D(t;) + 03{(752 — 1) TAD(ty) + (ts — tl)eHV}.
Therefore we obtain
5 A p = 1-2 1-2
D(t1)<C—CC3<t2 —t1>pA— 1) S D<t1><0—003(t2 —tl) 1A — 1) S 038 fy,

where p < 1 — % is used. Thus, we have (£24]), for sufficiently large ¢ > 2 and sufficiently
small € > 0.
1, (Brn( ))

Next we consider the case of D(t3) = lim,,_, » Then there

with lim,,_,. 7, > i.

—17 n

€ ‘BTn
exists n > 1 such that r,, > % and D(ty) — Wlo < M Therefore we have
d—1Tn

Wd—1 Wd—1 c
— 1 D(t) — 51.100 < 1z, (€2).

Hence, by an argument similar to that in the first case, we obtain

v Wi—
D@l)( 55 - cCs(tQ—tl)pA—l) g@)é—%ij_

Thus, we have ([£24)), for sufficiently large ¢ > 2 and sufficiently small & > 0.

Finally we consider the case of D(ty) = lim, &”;(_‘l?) with lim,, o7, < i. Then
Wd—1Tn

there exists n > 1 such that 0 < r, < i and

1 _m (Br,(y))
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Set R=17r, and s =ty + RTQ. We compute that

1 le—yl?
Py,s(x, 1) dpg (x) < _1/ e G-t dus
L et @) < e [ ;

_ ‘2
i (e 0 > k) dk
(4m—t1 / " (4.26)
e L P ) @
1
< =1 / D(tl)wd_l(\/él(s — tl) lOg kf_l)dil dk S C@D(tl),
(Ar(s —t1))z Jo
where Cg > 0 is depending only on d. By (2.4]) we have
/ / s(L°re) d dt </ / 2, (a7 (%))W (¢°) dadt
- - (4.27)

SQ\/_ClE 2'y/ (8 — t) 2 dt S 2\/%0151_2’y(8 — tl)%(tg — tl),

t1

where [, (47(s — ) 2pdz =1 is used. From 0 < R < tand n(y —x) =1 on Bi@)’ we
obtain

]_ \x—y\2 1 \x—y\2
Dy.s(T, 1) dps, = —r)—————€e R’ du; > ————¢ & du
/Rd Py.s(, ) dpss, /Rd'rz(y )W%Rd_1 fiy = /BR(@,) = H,

1 1
> 7671 d e _ - B .
_/BR(y) %5t pa-1 Hey = = i th( r(Y))

(4.28)
By (.20), (£.22), @.23), (.26), [{.27), and (£28) we have
1 y5,(Br(y)) " .
e < / el 1) di (@)
t2
< [t @+ [ o [ ol or D)
t2
+Cy / e T (B o () dt (4.29)
t1 :
<OsD(ty) + Cre' =2 (s — t1) 3 (ty — 1)) + Cye 60 (ty — t,) sup D(t)
te[t1,t2}

+ Cs(ty — t1)PA sup D(t)

te(t1,t2]

<CsD(ty) 4+ C1V2e'™ + Cy(ty — t1)D(ts) + Cs(ty — t1)PAD(ts),
where s —t; <ty + RTQ —t; < 2is used. By (4.25]) and ([4.29) we have

1 ; 1
D(tQ{é(E — Cilts = t1) = Cs(t = 1)’ A) = Co | < C1V2e1 72 + e (430)

Thus, we have ([£.24]), for sufficiently large ¢ > 2 and sufficiently small € > 0. O
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Proof of Theorem[3.1. We only need to prove (2). Choose T; € (0, 1) such that
B < ¢, (4.31)
where B := ||u®|)3, (o.1:wie@a) + 197 74 (0.3:w1.0(y)- Note that T, depends only on d, p, g,
and B, by Lemmam Defi ne
D, = Dot/ Tt
where D; depends only on d, p,q, B, T, Dy and Dy > 2D by ¢ > 2. Assume that € € (0, ¢;).
Note that we only need to check that
D(t) < Do/DI+t ¢ e [0, 7). (4.32)
Suppose that there exists ¢ € (0,7] such that D(#) > Dyélt/T+1 Then there exists
€ (0,7) such that D(t) < DB+t < Dy for any t € [0,7] and D(7) = Dyél7/Bl+1,
Assume 7 € (0,7;). Then we have D(r) = ¢Dy and supeo, D(t) < ¢Dy. Thus (£24)
implies 7°B > ¢/, where we used Lemma EL.I1] with ¢; = 0 and t, = 7. But this contradicts
7 < T, and [E3I)). Therefore we have 7 > T,. If 7 € [T}, 2T;), then D(7) = Dyc* and
D(t) < Dyc for any t € [0,T,). Hence there exists 7/ € [T}, 7) such that D(7') = éDy and
7 — 7 < T, By Lemma LI1 with ¢t; = 7/ and t, = 7, we have (7 — 7/)PB > . But this
contradicts 7 — 7' < T, and (431]) again. Repeating this argument, we obtain 7 = 7" and

E32). O
4.6. Proof of Theorem
Finally, we show the existence theorem for (II)) in the sense of L*-flow. We can easily show

the existence of a L2-flow by the result of Theorem 3.1 in [28](see Theorem [E.3)). However,
we need to prove v = h + (u - v)v + gv in addition.

Proof of Theorem|[33. Fix T' > 0. Because T; > T for sufficiently large ¢ > 1, so we may

assume T; > T for any i > 1. By a standard argument similar to that in [36, Proposition
8.3] we obtain (2).

Set G®(x,t) := f(x,t)\/2W (¢*(z,t)). Then Lemma 4.3 and (3.3) imply

/ /Q€|G€|2d wdt = / /|f5|2 ) dwdt

<Co(D(T) (w122 o,y wro gy + 197 HLQ((O,T):WLP(Q))) +e7T), e € (0,¢).
Note that the right hand side is uniformly bounded, regarding ¢ € (0,¢). In addition, we
have u5(€Q2) < Dy for any € > 0. Therefore p§ and ¢° satisfy all the assumptions of Theorem
53l TheoremB3limplies (1) and there exist v, G € L2 (0, 00; (L2(p1¢))?) such that {1t Hego,00
is a L2-flow v = h + G with 38), by taking a subsequence € — 0. Here G satisfies
1 .
lim — -GV - ddxdt = / G-Pdu (4.33)
Qx(0,T)

200 Jax(o,)
for any ® € C.(Q x [0,T); RY). We remark that

1 T € (5
- / —GEV* - @ dadt = / / (w- Ve ) Ve @) djiit
0 Jax(,1) 0 Jan{|ves(-t)£0} (V| 7\ [V e

T 5
+ / / 2 B dpcdt (4.34)
o Jangvestoizor Ve

1 /T
+ —/ LEre/2W (¢*)V© - @ dzdt,
o Ja

o
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where dfi; := |V 2 dx and dji§ == 1,/2W(¢°)|V¢©|dz. We compute the third term of
the right hand side. We have

’E/T/Larax/WV@a-@dxdt’

—||<I>||oo / /LH d:pdt //5|Vgp |2da;dt
—||<I>||oo / /L€ ) d:zcdt) (/0 2D()dt>

Hence, (3.5) and (£12) imply
lim — / /L6 V2W (92)V e - ddxdt = 0. (4.35)

e—=0 0

Now we show (3). The estimates (3.5) and (AI7) give

/
sup/ / Ap® — Wi >) dzdt < oo
e€(0,e

for any € € (0,¢€). Hence Fatou’s lemma implies

1(, A€ 2
lim inf/ E(Agos(x,t) - M) dr < oo, ae.te(0,7).
Q

e—0 52
Therefore, by Theorem [£.2] & — 0 a.e. . Thus we obtain (3).
Next we show (4). Fix 6 > 0 and ¢ > 1 such that |u® —
i == u¥. For any ® € C.(2 x [0,T); R?) we have

1
’/ w-®dp — —/ ua-(I)5|ch€|2dxdt’
Qx(0,00) Qx(0,00)
1
§||(I>||OO/ |u—u|d,u+’/ (IJdu——/ -<I>5|Vg0€|2dxdt’
Qx(0,T) Qx(0,00) Qx(0,7)

1
<C(5+‘/ i q)du——/ u-<I)5|V<p€\2d:cdt‘ (4.36)
Qx(0,00) Qx(0,1)

U2 s ov gy < 0 Set

1
+‘—/ €L~<I>6\Vg05|2dxdt——/ u5~<I>5|V<p5|2da:dt‘
0 Jax(,1) 0 Jax(0,T)
::05+Il+12,

where (5.2) is used and C' > 0 depends only on d,p,q, D(T), ||®|l«. By & — 0 a.e. t,
dii; := £|V¢F|’de — dp, ae. t. Thus I; — 0 as ¢ — 0. Moreover, for sufficiently small
e > 0, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives |I5| < C9, where C' > 0 depends only on
D(T),||®||s. Hence we obtain (4).

Next we prove (5). First we show that i — p; as Radon measures for a.e. . We compute
2
Ve \/sw & \/W
v &
: VIV | <

Therefore £&§ — 0 implies i — p; a.e. t. By (B3] and (5:2) we have

T
sup / /|ge|2dﬂf < 0. (4.37)
e€(0,e) JO Q

€|V<p > W(¥)
2 € ’
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Hence there exists a vector valued function g such that

T 3
lim / / L / G- ®du (4.38)
20 Jo  Jan{|ves(-t)|0} Ve Qx(0,T)

for any ® € C.(Q x [0,7T); R?) (see [16, Theorem 4.4.2]). Thus we obtain (5).

Finally we show (6). By (d33)), (£34), (£35), and (£38]), we only need to prove (8.9,
spt g C 0*{¢ =1}, and

T T
. Ve Ve N
hm/ / u® - - P d,usdt:/ / Id—T.p)u-®dyu (4.39
=0 Jo  Jan{|Ves ()0} ( |V<P€|> <|V<P€| ) ' 0 Q( % (4.39)

for any ® € C.(Q x [0,T);RY). Set v° := %;—;. We compute

T
/ / (u® - %) (v° - @) dpsdt
0 Joan{ves (020}

T
:/ / (v — (Id — v* ® v°)u®) - P dp;dt.
0 Jan{|Ves(-1)|#0}

Note that by the definition of the varifold and integrality of p, [(Id — v° @ v°)U dp5 —
[ TV dpy for any W € C.(Qx[0,7);RY). By using this and an argument similar to (Z30),
we have (£.39).

Set k(s) := [; /2W (7)dr. Recall that 1) = lim._,o 5(¢°+1), ¢* = £1 a.e. on 2x (0, 00),

and

S

@

lim k(%) = lim | /2W(s)ds = o—(w - %) ae. on 2 x (0,00). (4.40)

e—0 e—0 0

By ({40), for any ® € C1(Q;R?) and ¢ > 0, we have

lim | div®k(¢®)dr = /

e—0 R4 R

1
ddiv®0(¢—§> dx = —O/Rd(I)-l/d||V¢(-,t)||, (4.41)

where v(+,t) is the inner unit normal vector of {¢(-,¢) = 1} on O*{¥(-,t) = 1}.
§ =

Fix 6 > 0 and ¢ > 1 such that ||g% — g||%q([O,T];WLp(Q)) < d. Set g%. For any
d e CHQ x [0,7); R?) we have
1
/ g-Pdu = lim — 9"V 2W (p=)V ° - O dxdt
Qx(0,T) 200 Jax(,1) (4.42)
1 1 '
=lim — g°VEk(p®) - ®dadt = — lim — k(p®)div (¢°P) dxdt.
£200 Jax (o) =200 Jax(o,r)
By (441)), the Radon-Nikodym theorem, we have
1 1
— lim — k(p®)div (gP) dxdt = / g=v-ddu (4.43)
200 Jax(,1) axor) 0

for any ® € CH(Q x [0,T);RY). Here 0 : spt u — N is defined by

Lt
00 otherwise,

g L (AT i ) € 0 = 1),
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where % =0if = oo, and W is the Radon-Nikodym Derivative. We compute

1
‘ / gv - ®d||V(-, )| dt — —/ G 2W (F) Vg - @dxdt‘
Qx(0,T) 0 Jax(0,1)
1 1
:‘ / g=v-®dy — —/ 9o\ 2W (p5)V 7 - q)dxdt}
Qx(0,T) 0 0 Jax(0,T)

. ! 1 - .
<ol [ g-dldut| [ ggrevdu—o [ AWV Rdad
Qx(0,7) Qx(0,7) Qx(0,7)

g

. ! 1 1o
<ol [ lg=dldut| [ ggredut o [ ke)div(gR) dec
Qx(0,T) Qx(0,T) Qx(0,7)

g

1 1
+|- —/ k(°)div (§) dadt — —/ o VR (Vi - B dads
0 Jax(o,1) 0 Jax(0,T)
:ZJl + JQ + Jg.

By (5.2) we have J; < (9 and (443) implies J, — 0 as ¢ — 0. By (5.2)) and the integration
by parts, we have

Jy < Cngi - QH%Q([QT};WLP(Q)) < 0(5 + ||g€i - g”%tl([QT};WLP(Q)))v
where C' > 0 depends only on d, p, q, D(T),||®||o. Therefore we obtain

1 1
/ gy.q>d|yw<-,t)”dt:/ Sy B dpy = Tim © G2V (V" - @ dadt.
Qx(0,7) axor) 0 =00 Jax(o,1)
(4.44)

By (£42) and ({£.44)) we have [3.9) and spt g C 9*{v = 1}. O

5. APPENDIX

5.1. Meyers-Ziemer inequality.

Let 4 be a Radon measure on R? and f : RY — R be a given function. To define p-measurable
f as a trace function, we use the following inequality:

Theorem 5.1 (Meyers-Ziemer inequality). For a Radon measure pu on R? with
D = Sup,~ ycpd % and 1 <p < d,
d—1

p(d—1) P
/ k= d,LLSCMZD(/ \Vf\pdx) (5.1)
R4 R4

for f € CH(RY). Here cprz = carz(d, p). See [25] and [39] for p = 1.

Set iy := lime o p and Dy := Supyco 1) r>0,0crd %’igﬂ). Note that, to make sense of the

Brakke’s inequality or the convergences (4)—(6) in Theorem 3.5, we only need to define the
transport term and forcing term as functions in L2 (u; x dt). By Holder inequality and

(BI) we have

2(d=p)
p(d=1) p(d=1) pd+p—2d
P = ([ 155 )™ a5
R R

pd+p—2d

2(d—p) 2
<(eazDr) 7o ( / V117 de ) (uspt £)) 5D
Rd

(5.2)
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for any f € CH(R?). To justify (52), we need ps%_pl) > 2. So we need to assume

2d

> - 5.3
b= (5:3)

for (5.2)).

5.2. Existence theorem for L*-flow.

Let U C R be an open set, ¢* € C?(U) for e € (0,1) and {&,}2°, be a positive sequence with
e = 0. Define p*(9) = L [, oL + WD) dv and €5(9) := L [, o (55 - WD) a,

where o = fjl \/2W (s)ds. The following theorem is useful for showing the vanishing of
the discrepancy measure and the integrality of the limit measure:

Theorem 5.2 ([29]). Assume that d = 2,3 and

g\ 2
liminf 1*(U) < oo, liminf/ 5i(Ag05i _ Wy )) dr < oo
U

1—00 1—00 5?

and
u°t — - as Radon measures.

Then the following hold:

(1) || — 0 as Radon measures.
(2) pis (d — 1)-integral.

reeiy )\ 2
(3) fU |h|?dp < ilim inf; .o fU 5z~<Ag0€i — %) dx, where h is the generalized mean
curvature vector of .

The following theorem is also useful for prove the existence of the weak solutions for the
MCF with forcing term, in the sense of L*-flow.

Theorem 5.3 (Theorem 3.1 in [28]). Let d = 2,3 and ¢ be a solution for the following

equation:
W' (p°
{ e = eAp® — W) +Ge, (z,t) € Q x (0,00). (5.4)
©°(z,0) = p§(x), x €.
We assume that there exists € > 0 such that
1

sup (uS(Q) +/ —(G*)? d:pdt) < 0

£€(0,€) Qx(0,T) €
for any 7" > 0. Then there exits a subsequence € — 0 such that the following hold:

(1) There exists a family of (d — 1)-integral Radon measures {4 }+c[0,00) on € such that
(a) u® — p as Radon measures on € x [0, 00), where dy = dp,dt.
(b) uf — py as Radon measures on €2 for all ¢ € [0, 00).

(2) There exists G € L2 (0, 00; (L2(11))?) such that
1

lim — —G°V¢* - D dadt :/ G- Ddu
200 Jox(0,00) Qx(0,00)

for any ® € C.(Q x [0, 00); RY).
(3) {ut}te0,00) is an L*-flow with a generalized velocity vector v = h 4+ G and

lim v€-¢du€:/ v-®du
£20 Jax(0,00) Qx(0,00)
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for any ® € C.(Q x [0,00); RY), where h is the generalized mean curvature vector of

1y and
o — T e i [Vef| #0,
0 otherwise.
Remark 5.4.

(1) The assumption for d comes from Theorem (.2

(2) The boundary conditions of (5.4)) of the original theorem are Neumann conditions.
However, we may also obtain same results for periodic boundary conditions, with
minor modification of the proof (see [27, Remark 2.3]).
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