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Abstract

In this paper we study the global well-posedness of the Allen-Cahn Ohta-Nakazawa model with two fixed
nonlinear volume constraints. Utilizing the gradient flow structure of its free energy, we prove the existence

and uniqueness of the solution by following De Giorgi’s minimizing movement scheme in a novel way.
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1. Introduction

Ohta-Nakazawa (ON) model was originally introduced in H] and has drawn much attention in materials
science, particularly for the study of phase separation of triblock copolymers. Due to their remarkable ability
for self-assembly into nanoscale ordered structures E], triblock copolymers have generated much interest in
materials engineering. Triblock copolymers are chain molecules made by three different segment species,
say A, B and C species. Due to the chemical incompatibility, the three species tend to be phase-separated;
on the other hand, the two species are connected by covalent chemical bonds, which leads to the so-called
microphase separation. The ON model can describe such microphase separation for triblock copolymers by
the ON free energy functional:

1
EON(¢1, d2) = /11*3 E(|V¢1|2 + |Va|? + Vo - V¢2) + 2—€WT(¢17¢2)} dx

+ Z % /T3 {(—A)_% (f(¢i) —wi) x (—A)—% (f(95) _Wj):| dz (1.1)

i,7=1

Here T = ]2, [~ X, X;] € R? denotes a periodic box, and 0 < € < 1 is an interface parameter that
indicates the system is in the deep segregation regime. Phase field label functions that represent the density
of A and B species are denoted by ¢; = ¢;(x), i = 1,2, respectively. Meanwhile, the concentration of C
species can be implicitly represented by 1—¢1(x)— @2 () since the system is considered to be incompressible.
The triple-well potential W is of the form

Wr (1, ¢2) == W(g1) + W(g2) + W(l — ¢1 — ¢2),
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with W (s) = 18(s? — s)%. It is noted that Wr has three minima at (1,0,0), (0,1,0) and (0,0, 1), which
corresponds to the phase separation between the A, B, C species. It is also worth pointing out that the first
integral in (LT]) represents short-range interaction accounting for the interfacial free energy of the system
and favors large domains with small surface area, while the second integral term in (IT]) describes long range
interaction between chain molecules. We denote v;;, 7, 7 = 1, 2 the strength of such long range interactions,
and the constant matrix [7;;]2x2 is assumed to be symmetric and positive definite.

The newly introduced term

fldi) =307 =267,  i=1,2 (1.2)

is adopted to mimic ¢;, as the indicator for the A and B species, respectively. In our earlier work B, @], a
similar term has been introduced to some binary system with long-range interaction in order to study the
associated L? gradient flow dynamics and maintain a better hyperbolic tangent profile for the solution and
preserve its maximum principle at both continuous and discrete level. Meanwhile, we impose as usual fixed
volume constraints 1

) == ] /T f(os(x))dz =w;,  i=1,2. (1.3)

For technical reasons (see the proof of Proposition 2T), we assume
w; 20,1,  i=1,2, (1.4)

namely, no any single species occupies the entire region of T2. The operator (—A)’%u is the square root of
the operator (—A)~!u with periodic boundary condition. Note that u has to be zero mean to well define
the operator (—A)~tu, we will take (—A)~!u := (—=A)~!(u — @) when u is not zero mean. In other words,
removal of the zeroth Fourier mode for u will make (—A)~'u always well defined. Besides, hereafter for any
function u, we always set (—A)~u and (—A)~2u to be with zero mean.

In order to study the equilibria of the ON model, we consider the L? gradient flow d;¢; = —5E/d¢p; —
Aif'(¢;) generated by the ON energy functional

Ou = ety + L LOWT S AV (f(n) — i) F(60) — M (60, (1.5)

(bi(I,O) = ¢i0($)7 (1'6)

for (z,t) € T x (0,+00), i,j = 1,2 and i # j, subject to the volume constraints
1
fli(t)) = 9] /3 f(pi(t,x))dx = w;, Vite[0,400), w; #0,1. (1.7)
T

Here w; are given constants and \;(¢) are the corresponding Lagrange multipliers to (L1):

S =22 f(¢) d
o 17/(60) 2 d

Hereafter, we will refer (L3)-(L6]) to as Allen-Cahn-Ohta-Nakazawa(ACON) equations. If (¢1(z,t), d2(x, 1))
is a solution of the ACON dynamics (LH)-([LH), it is well known that it satisfies:

A = (1.8)

2

ON
oL dz <0, (1.9)

01

d

FEN o) = [

2 5EON
‘ do




which implies that the ON energy is decreasing along the solution trajectory (¢1(z,t), ¢2(x,t)). This is the
so-called energy dissipation law for the general gradient flow dynamics.

The contribution in this work is that we prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution for ACON
system by following the De Giorgi’s minimizing movement scheme in a novel way. Different from all existing
literature in utilizing this classical implicit Euler scheme to derive the Euler Lagrange equations at the
discrete level, we identify the limit curve first and use an approximation of this limit curve to establish the
nonlinear terms caused by the nonlinear volume constraints in discrete Euler Lagrange equations.

De Giorgi’s minimizing movement scheme E, B], which is also referred to as the Rothe’s method, is an
implicit Euler scheme specialized at gradient flows in separable Hilbert spaces (later extended to general
metric spaces). Given a gradient flow dyu = —V F(u), where the energy F' is coercive and lower semicontin-
uous, this very scheme provides an energy-driven implicit-time discretization to solve the evolution equation
within a natural framework. Considering the gradient flow (2.2)) with the nonlinear volume constraints (L),
the great advantage to apply De Giorgi’s minimizing movement scheme is that it ensures the preservation
of such volume constraints at each discrete step. Nevertheless, to prove the existence of solutions to (22))
there are still essential difficulties arising from ([7): after acquiring a discrete sequence (4%, 5 ), usually
the next step is to establish the Euler Lagrange equations for this discrete sequence; however, if we follow
the standard procedures the denominators in the corresponding Lagrange multiplier terms caused by (7))
cannot be ensured to be nonzero. To solve this issue, alternatively we identify the limit curve (¢1(t), ¢=2(t))
of the piecewise constant interpolation functional (¢1,(t), ¢2-(t)) as 7 — 0 first, based on the uniform
bounds achieved in Lemma 24 The assumption (4] together with the refined Arzela-Ascoli theorem in
H] ensures that the quantities [1o |f/(¢(2))|?dx, i = 1,2, related to the limit curve, stay away from 0, which
plays the crucial role to further derive the Euler Lagrange equations of the discrete sequence as well as the
uniform bound of the discrete Lagrange multipliers. To the best of our knowledge, this has been the first
time that the De Giorgi’s minimizing movement scheme is used in such a manner. Meanwhile, we also want
to point out that the success of such derivation might be undermined due to the non-integrability of certain
terms in the discrete Lagrange multipliers. Therefore, instead of using the limit curve directly, we shall
perform approximations first by virtue of the classical resolvant operator Jy = (I — AA)~! for sufficiently
small A > 0.

Some conventional notations adopted throughout the paper are collected here. We will denote by || - ||
and || - ||+ the standard norms for the periodic Sobolev spaces L2, (T?) and H3,,(T?). The standard L?

inner product will be denoted by (-, -).

2. Existence and Uniqueness of the Solution of ACON system

Without loss of generality, throughout this section, we consider ¢ = 1 in ([[I]) and |T3| = 1. Accordingly

EON is replaced by an energy functional E:

E(¢1,092) = / B (|V¢1|2 + |Va|> + Vo - V(bg) + %WT(%,@)} dx
T3

2
D / [(=2)73(£(60) = wi) x (~A) 7 (f(&5) = wj) | dz. (2.1)

i,7=1



The associated L? gradient flow dynamics (ICH)-(LE6) is replaced by

2

0us = gy + T2 - 15T - D= (00— 6) - NOF @) (2

(bi(I,O) = (biO(‘T)v (2'3)

for (z,t) € T x (0,+00), i,j = 1,2 and i # j, subject to the volume constraints (7). Here \;(t) are the
corresponding Lagrange multipliers to (7)) by replacing E°N by E:

T 5 (bz dx
A = Jr g Jdz. (2.4)
fTS |f (bl | d.’I;
2.1. Implicit Euler Scheme
We define functional spaces
H. = {u € H'(T%), flu) = wi} . i=1,2, (2.5)

and start the argument from the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. For any ¢; € H&,i,i = 1,2, one has

H@H%{l(m) <A4AE(¢1, ¢2) + 2. (2.6)
Proof. Using Young’s inequality, we get

¢ Gigi 1) | _HRGi-1?¥2

2 _ P (s — 1) @2
¢i§z+1— 1 1 f @i

1.
2+

Hence

/ 65(2) 2 dz < / (67 — 6:)2de + 2|T%) = / (@ — g)2dr +2< [ W(er)dr+2.
T3 T3 T3 T3

Note that the energy F(¢1, ¢2) can be rewritten as

Blon.on) =5 | [3|V¢1|2+W<¢1>} + |51V + W ()| + 5190 = 61— 00 + WL - 1 = 60)] @

+ Z 71] / % ¢z) _Wi) % (—A)_

3,7=1

[V

(F(6) —wy)] da

and the positive definiteness of [;;] implies the nonnegativity of the second part of E(¢1, ¢2), the proof is

finished by using (Z1I). O
Next, for any fixed time step 7 > 0 and (¢}, ¢5) € L*(T?) x L*(T?), we consider the functional

¢1 = i ll720ps) + 62 — D517 2 sy
Fr(é1, b2 8%, 0%) = E(b1, ¢2) + 161 = ¢5 1172 (xs) 27-” 2 = 0517213 |

and prove the existence of its minimizers. To this end, we need to derive the following inequalities first.

¢; € HL (T%), i=1,2. (2.7

Lemma 2.2. Let w € L5 (T3) and U = (=A)~*w = Gxw, where G is the Green’s function for the Laplacian
operator coupled with periodic boundary condition. Then there exists a generic constant C' > 0, such that

(2.8)
(2.9)

L8(T3y’

Hwnm <cnw||L e



Proof. Since ¥ satisfies
—AV = w,
Jps ¥ () dz =0,
we multiply both sides of the first equation above by ¥, and then integrate over T3. It yields

V172 pe) = /1r3 w(z)¥(z)dr < ||\I]||LG('J1‘3)||7UHL%(T3) < O Y| araersy ||| ) S ClIVE| L2crs) [|w]|

L8 (T3 L8 (T?)

in which the last inequality is due to Poincare’s inequality and hence ([2.9)) is proved. Furthermore, (2.8)
comes directly from the Sobolev inequality ||W||ze(rs) < C||¥| g1 (1s), Poincare’s inequality and @3). O

By Lemmas 2.1] and 22] it is immediate to check that
Lemma 2.3. The functional Fr has a minimizer in H&,l X H}JZ.

Proof. First, F; is nonnegative thus there exists a minimizing sequence {(¢1n, ¢2,)} in H) x H}, satisfying

1
0< inf FT ’ S FT n> n S inf F‘r ’ -
< wilenH&,i (1, 92) (P1ns P2n) ot (%1, 92) + —

Wi

Hence E(¢1,, ¢2,) is bounded. By Lemma I {(é1,, ¢2,)} is bounded in H*(T?) x H*(T?), and (up to a
subsequence) we get ¢, — ¢; weakly in H'(T?), ¢s,, — ¢; strongly in LP(T?), for p € [1,6) and i = 1,2.
Hence ¢; € H&w and we can further derive

/ (IVé1]* + [Voa|> + Vo - Vo) da
T3
1 2 1 2 1 2
= §|V¢1 + Vol da + §|V¢1| dx + §|V¢2| dx
T3 T3 T3

1 1 1
<liminf | =|Véin, + Vo, |> dz + liminf / ~|V¢in, |* dz + liminf / ~|Van, | dz
T3 2 k—o00 T3 2 k—o00 T3 2

k— o0
oo Jr3

and
kli{{olo Wr (¢1’ﬂk ) ¢2nk) =Wr ((bl’ ¢2)

Besides, denoting Wiy, = G * (f(¢in,) —wi), Ui = G = (f(¢;) — w;), by @), it yields

0< i [[Vin, = Vil sy < C i [1F(in,) = F@)I] 8 ) = O
which implies V¥, — V¥, in L?(T3). As a consequence, we have
Jim [ (=) 72 (f(dim,) = wi) X (=A) 7% (f(bn,) —wy) da
bade el T3
= lim VUi, - V¥, dz = VU, - VU,de
k—o0 J3 T3
= [0 — ) x () (f05) — ) o
T
To sum up, we conclude that
E(¢1,¢2) < likﬁ_l}iolng(%nk s D2ny )5
and henceforth
FT(¢17 ¢2) < lim inf FT(¢1nk ) ¢2nk) = inf FT(¢17 1/)2);
k—o00 IZJZ'EHi,i
which finishes the proof. O



As a consequence, for any initial data (¢10, ¢20) € H} X sz, using Lemma[Z3 one may define a discrete
sequence {(¢%_, #5 )} recursively by

(69, 89,) = (10, $20),

( ]fjlu 15:_1) _ngmlnF(¢l7¢27¢lT7¢2T) VkZO

(2.10)

Correspondingly, we consider a piecewise constant interpolation ¢ € [0, +00) — (@1, (), d2,(t)) by

(61-(t), 62-(1)) = (8h,.0h,) for k7 <t< (k+ D) (2.11)

Then we can collect the following estimates for the piecewise constant functional (¢1.(t), d2r(t)).

Lemma 2.4. For anyT >0, 7 € (0,1) and 0 < s <t < T, the piecewise constant interpolation functional
(p1+(t), d2r(t)) satisfies that for i =1,2,

tes[up | Gir ()] 11 (13) < VAE(b10, P20) + 2, (2.12)
E(¢17(t), p2- (1)) < E(p1r(5), d2-(s5)) < E(¢10, P20), (2.13)
|Gir (t) = dir (8)||Le(13) < C(P10, P20,p)(t — 5+ T)SZ_Ppa Vp € [2,6). (2.14)

Proof. First, since ( Ifjl, K1) is a minimizer of F, with (¢3, ¢3) = (¢F,, ¢5 ), we know that

2
B ) 5 (164 = 04y + 105 = 0 ey ) < B@h0h), ¥E>0,  (215)
which implies that for V¢ € [0,T] it holds
E(¢1T(t)7¢27'(t)) — ( 1T7¢2T) = E(¢107¢20)'

As a consequence, it follows from Lemma 2.1] that
H¢i7’(t)Hi{1 (19) < AE (¢17(t), ¢2- (1)) + 2 < 4E(¢10, d20) + 2.
Moreover, V0 < s < t < T, let us denote m = |s/7], n = [t/7]|. Repeated use of (213 directly yields
B(¢1r(t), ¢2r (1)) = B(¢1, ¢5,) < E(¢17, d57) = E(91-(s), d2r ().

Meanwhile using Hélder’s inequality and summing (ZI8) over k = m,--- ,n — 1 we obtain

165 = 672 Loy <ZH¢’“” il gy < VR —m Z||¢>’“+1 2

< V2t —2rmy\/E(¢10, ¢20), i=1,2

which further indicates

||¢z‘r (t) - ¢i7(5)||L2 (T3) = \/2E ¢107 ¢20)\/t —S+T. (216)
Therefore, using Sobolev interpolation, (Z12) and (ZI0), we have that for Vp € [2,6)
||(;5“_(t) - ¢iT(5)||LP('ﬂ‘3) < C||¢i7( ) ¢z7—( )” ']1"%)||¢z‘r( ) (251‘-,—(8)”%3)

3p—6

< C”Qbir(t) - Qbm'( )”L 11‘3)||¢Vr( ) (biT(S)HHTP('ﬂ*S)
<Ct-s+71) = (4E(p10, d20) + 2)32—;6
which leads to (Z.I4I). O



It immediately follows from Lemma [Z4] that

Proposition 2.1. There exists a sequence {1,} \ 0T, such that

¢17’n (t) — ¢1 (t) ) P
{¢27n (1) = éa(t) strongly in LP(T>), YVt €[0,T], Vp € [2,6), (2.17)

where ¢1,¢o € C([0,T]; LP(T3)) N L>°(0,T; HY(T?)). Besides, for Vt € [0,T] and i = 1,2
T = gy [ J(t) do = (2.18)
L5t anf ar =36 [ @300 - 60,0 dw > 5, (2.19)
'JI‘3 ']1"3

where > 0 is a generic constant.

Proof. To begin with, using (ZI2), [I4), the compact embedding of H!(T?) into L?(T?), and a celebrated
refined version of the Ascoli-Arzela theorem (see ﬂ, Proposition 3.3.1]), we can extract a subsequence
Tn \¢ 07", such that

G1r, (1) = O1(t) S
{¢27n (£) = bo(t) strongly in LP(T?), Vt € [0,T], Vp € [2,6), (2.20)
and
$; € C([0,T]; LP(T?)), i=1,2. (2.21)

Moreover, it is easy to check ([ZI8) is also valid.
To prove (219), suppose there exists ¢ € [0, 7], such that

f/(¢l(£7 .’II)) = 6(¢1(£7 :E) - (b%({v .’II)) =0 ae in T3'
That is, ¢;(f,z) = 0 or 1 a.e. in T3. Approximating f’ by bounded functions, we deduce V f(¢;(t,z)) =
f'(¢i(t,2)) Vi = 0 a.e. in T2, Hence f(¢i(f)) is constant a.e. in T%. Since f(0) # f(1), so either ¢;(f,z) = 0
a.e. in T3 or ¢;(f,x) = 1 a.e. in T3. But neither case results in (ZI8) because w; # 0,1 in (7). Therefore,

Jps |f’(¢i(t,x))|2da: > 0, Vt € [0,7]. Thus 2I9) is valid due to the fact that ¢ € C(]0,T]; LP(T?)), for
2 <p<6. O

2.2. Euler-Lagrange Equations for the Discrete Sequence

Before the derivation of the Euler-Lagrange equations for the discrete sequence {(¢’f7n , ¢§Tn)}, we need
to first establish from (2I9]) the following result concerning the approximation of the limit curve (¢1, ¢2) by
more regular functions. Such approximation is necessary, otherwise some terms in the Lagrange multipliers
could not be kept under control (see Remark (2:2)) below for details)

Proposition 2.2. Let (¢1, ¢2) be the limits in Proposition[21, then there exists &1, &, € C([0,T]; WP (T?)),
Vp € [2,6), satisfying

/TB | (&(t,2)) — f’(@(t,x))fdx < 1%, Vte[0,T],i=1,2. (2.22)

Proof. Tt suffices to prove for i = 1. First, it is easy to check —A : W2P(T3) — LP(T?3) is an infinitesimal
generator of a linear semigroup of contractions. For any A > 0, we consider the resolvent operator Jy =
(I —AA)~1. Then J, is a linear bounded operator from LP(T?) into itself, and (see [20, Lemma 2.2.1])

[x] <1, VA>o0. (2.23)



Since ¢; € C([0,T]; LP(T?)), Ve > 0, there exists § = d(¢) > 0 such that
- € o
l¢1(5) — d1(3) || e (rsy < 3’ whenever |s — §| < 0. (2.24)
Choosing K € N sufficiently big such that T/K < 4, and letting

By [20, Lemma 2.2.1], there exists & = () > 0 such that

||J>\¢1 (tm) - (tm)HLp('ﬂ-s) <=, VO<A<d 0<m<K. (2.25)

Wl ™

In all, for any ¢ € [0,T], there exists some ¢; (0 < j < K), such that |t —t;| < &, hence we get from

2.23), @29) that

[ Ixd1(t) — d1(D)l| e (rsy < [[Ia@1(t) = a1 (ts) || Lo(rsy + (1 Ixd1(t5) — d1(t) | Lo(rsy + 1 P1(ts) — d1 (D)l o (rs)

< i (t) = d1 (@)l pe(rsy + [[Iad1(t) — d1 ()| pe(re) + |01(E5) — d1(E) | Lo (re)
e & &
< 4Z4Z<
=3 + 3 + 356
provided A < §. Note that ¢ (¢) € C([0,T]; LP(T?)) and Z23)) implies Jy¢1(t) € C([0, T]; W2P(T3)).
Finally, choosing A\ sufficiently small and setting &1 = J)¢1, we finish the proof. O

To proceed our proof, we shall show that along the decreasing sequence {7}, the minimizers to F,

satisfy the following Euler-Lagrange equations provided n is sufficiently large. To simplify the notation, we
denote N, = [T/7].

Remark 2.1. It is worth mentioning that we only consider the rest of the sequence {1,} as n becomes
large enough because it ensures the denominator in the lagrange multipliers will be kept away from zero, see

@30) below.

Lemma 2.5. There exists N = N(5) € N, such that ¥Yn > N, we have

¢frtl - i‘cm Logrr e Lo 1oy ke Loy k+1 k+1
[P - CAGKTT - SAGKE — SAGE + SW(BE) - (L - gkt — bt
T3

Tn 171 27Tn iTn iTn 171 2Tn
2
) v (A TG = w) F @) + A () Jvi(@) de = 0,
j=1
YO<k<N,—1, Vv € H(T?), i=1,2, (2.26)

where )\f;: L is given by @32). Further, it holds

1 1 1 1 1
|5AGE + SAGEH! + SAGKT — SWI(9hH) + W/ (1 ¢l - ohiT)

Ty 2 iTn, 17y, 2T

L2(T3)

2
=D (=) (@) = i) () = NP ()|
j=1

k
- it — ok ll2rs)
< .

, VO<k<N,—1,i=1,2. (2.27)



Proof. First of all, by (ZI7) and (ZI9), there exists N = N(f) € N, such that ¥n > N and V¢ € [0, T],

/}f gb”nta:|d> /|f¢)”nt3: f(gbltx|d3:<1i (2.28)

which together with Proposition 22 gives
NG (62)) = £ (&l )| da
"dir (7)) — F(dilt,2))| dz ’-x—’-xzxﬁ
<2 [ 17 @ (t.) = ot do 2 [ (£t - Fea)Pde < 4.
As a consequence, by (ZI0), Vn > N, V0 < k < N, it turns out that
[, 76k, @) 6z da
= [ £k, @ dr [ 76k, @I b - £, @0)] do
'ES

:/ ‘f/((bﬂ'n (Tnka I))| dz + / f/(¢i7n (Tnkv ‘T) [f/(gl(Tnkv ‘T) - f/(¢i7-n (Tnka I))] dz
T3 T3

I Gir, (7 2) = ['(i(rk, )|

> [ 17 G (b ) do = [0 ()

L2(T?) L2(T?)
S E By L8
8 8 2 8
Therefore, given each ¢fm € H} , let us choose
wiy, (@) = f'(&(Tak, 2)), (2.29)
which yields
f(¢fjnl( Nwi (z) da > g, Yn>N, Y0<k<N, -1 (2.30)

Consequently, we derive that (bf;; ! satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation (see the appendix for details)

k+1
¢z7’n - d)zrn

0= W/((bic;rl) _ lwl(l _ k+1 ¢k+l)} ( )dI
T3 Tn 2 " 2
k+1 k+1 k+1 k+1 )
[Z% (6D =) @5 + A (k) i) da
+/T3 [ Veitt + - v¢k+1 + %vqﬁfﬂ - Vo; dz (2.31)

where the corresponding Lagrange multiplier is given by

1 1 1
= — ft1 kbl g k1 | gkl | Uektl) vkt d
Y Elme%ﬁW bt ot g [ (VoL + T+ VAL Vel o
1
T e P  da /TF3 (W (ei1) =W/ (1 = ¢S — g5t D]wi ! do
T3 ZT 1
1 —
STl d / [Z%J A)TH(f(5h —wj)f’(sbf#)}wf# dz (2.32)
f'ﬂ‘?’ ¢z7’n x JTs =1



Meanwhile, note that (¢3 ' — 6%, )/7a, W/(@51), W/(L=01 1 =051 h), (=A) 7 (F(@511) —w)) [/ (@11,
ARFL g1 (qﬁf:;l) are all in L?(T?), hence At + Aght! + A¢f;:l € L?(T3) and ([220) is derived.

iTn 11y, 27y
To proceed further, for sufficiently small ¢ > 0 we denote n;,c € H?(T?) the unique solution (see for
instance, ﬂﬂ, Proposition 7.1]) to the elliptic problem

1 1
e — GAT]ie _ —A¢k+l + —A¢k+1 + = A¢k+1 W/((bf,;:l) + W/(l _ ¢k:+1 _ ¢k+1)

17y 2Tn 17y, 2Tn
- Z Y (=)D = w) G5 = NG (O1)-
It follows from classical result (see for instance, [21l, Proposition 7.2]) that as e — 0"

e — SAGKE+ SAGKT + SAGKT W) + (1 - ok — k)

17, 2Tn 11y, 27Ty
—va LF@EEY —wi) G = N (6 in LA(TP). (2.33)

Moreover, by choosing v; = n;. in (Z20) we get after integration by parts that

(bf‘j;l B (b”'n ||¢f7:tll B 'm'n ||L2 (T3)
i oy + el ey = = [ 2Py ) < A2 =2 Il (239

7l n

Hence ([227)) is proved by combining ([2:33)) and (2:37]). O

Remark 2.2. The main motivation to use the approximate & given in Proposition [2.9 is due to the term
/ Vvt = / VIV & (Tnk + T0) — & (Tak + 70)]
T3 T3

in the Lagrange multiplier (2Z32)). If we simply use ¢; instead of &, the RHS above might not be integrable.

From now on in this Section and the Appendix, when we say “ for n > N 7, it is always the N = N(3)
given in Lemma

For each fixed n > N, based on the Lagrange multipliers \*
interpolation ¢ € [0, 7] — (A1r, (), A2r, () by

1 =1, 2, we introduce a piecewise constant

iTn 0

Xir, (1) = Af, for 7k <t < 1 (k 4 1), (2.35)

where )\ﬁn are given in (Z232)). Then for the piecewise-constant interpolation functional sequence {(d1+, , P27, )}
(n > N) defined in ([ZI1), one may further retrieve the following a priori estimates.

Lemma 2.6. There exists a constant C > 0 that may only depend on T, ¢i0, P20, w1, w2, B, and ;;
(i,7 = 1,2), such that along the sequence {7}, it holds that for¥Vn > N

T
/||¢>ifn(t)||§12@3)dt§0, i=1,2. (2.36)
0
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Proof. Consider (ZZ1) for any fixed n > N. Summing over k from 0 to N,, — 2, we get from (ZI5) that

NpTn
[ |5800 0 + 5800, 1) + 5 8in ()= W/ (61, () + WL = 611, (8) = 62, 1)
2
—Zm )7 (105 1) =3 £ (61 (1) = N, () 0ir, D), .,

gy (k+2)T" k+1 1 k+1 k+1 1 kA1 / k+1 k+1
<y SAGETT 4 SAGKH 4+ LAGET (k) + WL - o - o))

k=0 (k+1)7,

2
—Zvu (PO = @) =N @D, o,

N, —2 k+1 _
S T”"H“””) < 2B(6l,,. 6%,,) = 2E(10. ). (2.37)

k=0 "

From (Z.8), Holder’s inequality and (m) we obtain that for Vn > N, V¢t € [0,7] and j = 1,2
H ¢J7—n( )) - wj)f/(¢i7'n t HLZ(TS)

S||C;>k (ban HLG ']1-3)||f d’m’n( ))||L3('JI‘3)
< Clf(9jr,. (1) — wa||L5(T3 (Iir, (Ol 2y +1)
<C(¢10, 20, w1, w2), (2.38)

Furthermore, in (Z32) let us denote

k+1 k+1
k;+1 f’JI‘3 1Tn z‘rn ) dx

iTh - k+1 whtt
Jps f d:E

lTn ZTTL

It is easy to infer from (ZF)), 24),(2Z30) that for Vn > N,0 <k < N,, — 1, it holds

A =S < [(nwizt}nm + V5 122) [V oo
=W O e+ W' (1= @h5T = 655 a) ok s
+Zm 16 (£ = )| o175 s w2
O(¢10,¢20,w1,w2,[3,%17%‘2)-
Using (230) we have

sy o 8 gt — ||L2||wfq—t1”L2 ot — ok |lr
| T, |— T = ( )7_—
Henceforth we obtain
Np7n , 2 Np—2 (k+2)7’n k 2 kJrl 2
/ H)‘imf (¢zfn (t))HLz('ﬂ*B») dt < Z / (|)‘wn B )‘wnl wn )Hf iTn )HL2(11‘3)(hf
Tn k=0 (k"’_l)Tn
gy ||¢f:;l - ZTnHL?('JI‘?’)
< C(¢10, P20, w1, w2, B, i1, vi2) + C(B) Z -
k=0 "
C(T, $10, P20, w1, w2, B, Vi1, Vi2)- (2.39)

11



In all, summing up Young’s inequality, 212)), Z37), (Z38), (Z39), we conclude that

NyTn
/ |Ab1r, (8) + Adar, (8) + Adur, (O] 2 g,

n

N,Tn
< 16E(¢10, 920) + 16/ W/ (¢ir,, (£) + W' (1 = 17, (t) — G2r, (t))Hiz(Ts) dt

2
j=1 T

n

Tn
N1y
(-

A)il (f(¢]‘rn (t)) - wj)f/((biTn (t))HiQ('ﬂ‘?’) dt

NpTn
+16 / [ Air, £ (ir (t))H;(w) dt

n

< C(T, 10, P20, w1, w2, B, i1, Viz)- (2.40)

Therefore, using Young’s inequality and (Z40), we have

N,Tn 9
[ 1800 0o

n

1

NnTn
= § / H2 |:2A¢1Tn (t) + A¢2rn (tﬂ - [2A¢2rn (t) + A(bl‘rn (t)] HiZ(TS) dt

n

2
9

8

NypTn
5 / 24017, (t) + Adsr, (t)H2L2(']1’3) dt +

< C(T, ¢10, P20, w1, w2, B, 711, V12, V22)-

IN

NpTn
/ 128027, () + Adrr, ()] 2 0o,

n n

and the estimate for fTN"T" Adar, (t)H;(w) dt can be established in a similar manner, which together with
[1I2), and monotone convergence theorem leads to (Z.30). O

2.8. Convergence to the limil curve

After collecting all the a priori estimates and the Euler-Lagrange equation (2.26]) established in the
previous subsections, in this subsection we shall show that the limit curve (¢1, ¢2) retrieved in Proposition
21 indeed solves the equation (Z2)).

To begin with, for V0 < t < T, ¥n > N, denote N,, = |t/7,|. Summing k from 0 to N,, — 1 in (Z28),

using (2.10), 2.I1) and 2.35), it is easy to check that
/TS [Gir, (t,7) = ¢io ()] vi () da
]\7"7'"+7-n 1
:/ / 3 [Aéf)lrn (5,2) + Adpar, (5,7) + Adir, (5,2) — W' (¢ir, (s, 3:))} vi() dads
Tn 'JIS

Nn7n+7n 1 , 2 . ,
e[ [ EW o = o) - 3 A i 5.2 = ) G 0,2 ()

n

NaTon+7n
—/T /JI‘3 [Aim (S)f/(@rn(s,x))]vi(x) dads, i=1,2. (2.41)

By equation (Z41]), Proposition 2] Lemmas 2426 we are ready to prove the main theorem regarding to

the existence result.
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Definition 2.1. We call (¢1(t, ), p2(t,x)) a global weak solution to problem (Z2)-(T70), if for VT > 0,
(¢1, ¢2) satisfies

¢i € C([0,T]; LP(T*)) N L>=(0, T; HS,) N L*(0,T; H*(T%)), i =1,2,

the initial condition [Z3)), and the volume constraint (7)), for ¥t € [0,T]. Further, for ¥t € (0,T), any
test functions wy,ws € L*(T?), it holds

& atom@ar = [

1 1 Lo 1, 1o
s 5 [2A¢1+2A¢2+2A¢1 SW/(80) + W' (1= 61— 62)

2
- Z%J‘(_A)fl (f(@5) — w;) [ (d:) = Aif'(¢5) |wi(x) da (2.42)
i=1

in the distributional sense in (0,T) fori=1,2.

Theorem 2.1. For any wi,ws € R that satisfy (LA), (¢r0,¢20) € H, x HZ,, there exists a unique
global weak solution (¢1,p2) to problem [Z2)-23) with volume constraint [(LT). Further, the free energy
E(é1(t), p2(t)) is decreasing as time evolves.

Proof. Existence: To begin with, using (Z12), [2:30]), we can further get up to a subsequence (for simplicity
we shall not distinguish the sequence {7,,} and its subsequence now and later) that

bir, (1) = ¢s(t), weak x in L>(0,T; H(T?)),
Gir, (1) = ¢i(t), weakly in L*(0,T; H*(T?)), (2.43)
From now on in the proof, we will take the test functions v;(z) € H'(T?) with better regularity than
wi(x) € L*(T?) in (ZZ42), then by a classical density argument, it is easy to check that Z54) below is valid

for any test function w; € L?(T3).
As a consequence, passing n — +oo in (Z41]) we get by (Z20) that

/TS [(bm.n (t,z) — (;510(:1:)]111(:1:) de — . [(bi(t, x) — gbio(:z)]vi () dz. (2.44)

Meanwhile, using ([2.12)), (2:20) and dominated convergence theorem we get

NoTn+7n t
/ W (01, (s, 0))es(o) dads = [ [ W/(x(s,0))us(z) dads, (2.45)
P T3 0 JT3

n

NpTot+7n t
/ W' (1 — ¢1,, — Par, )vi(x) dzds — / W' (1 — ¢1 — ¢2)v;(x) dads (2.46)
T, T3 0 JT3

n

It is worth pointing out that in (ZZ5]) and (Z40) the bordering time integral can be ignored because the
above bordering time integrand is bounded in L>(0,T; L(T?)).

To proceed, note that ([2:36]) and ([243]) together imply that
A¢ € L(0,T; L*(T?)), (2.47)

and henceforth we know from (Z43) and ([247) that

NpTn+7n t
/ Air, (8, x)v;(z) dads — / A (s, x)v;(x) dzds. (2.48)
T T3 0 J13

n

It is worth mentioning that bordering time integrals can be neglected for the same reason as in (2.45).
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Next, using dominated convergence theorem, we derive from ([2J)), (Z12) and ZI7) that

'Jl‘g f(@jr,) = wj) f' (ir, Jvi(z) dods _/ /11‘3 f(®5) —wj) f'(di)vi(x) dads

/43

< / 16 % (F(Dm (5)) = S5 o rsy 17 B ()| o il 2 dis

F(@jea) = FGT (@in, Juil@)| + | (= 2) 1 (F(05) = i) [f'(6ir,) = F/(60)]vi(w) | dads

[ 16 (063060 =) o 170, (1) = £ 6D ey i o O

sc/o Hf(éf’jrn(s))—f((bj(s))HLg(Ts)dS*'O/o 1765(5)) = 3l g oy 1 (Gims () = £ (i) ) s
—0,

for j = 1,2. Note that the H' regularity of the test function v;(z) is to bound ||v; 3(rs) in the above
estimate. Hence we get (after ignoring borderline time integrands) that

NoTn47n
Z%J A /T (D) (G (5,2)) = 03)f (D1, (5, 2) i) s

%Zw [ [ s ) = ) 6165,y s (2.49)

Finally, let us consider the convergence of the last term on the RHS of [241). By 2I2)), (217), and the
dominated convergence theorem we get

y I (bir, (8, 2))vi(x) do — . I/ (¢i(s,x))vs(z) dx strongly in L?(0,T). (2.50)

Moreover, in a similar manner as in the proof of Lemma we obtain

T—7n k+2 B _
/ |Xir,, ( \ dt < Z/ A =N PN ) dt

n (k+1)Tn
N2 [ttt = ok Il s
< C(T, dr0, $20, w1, w2, B, 711,112, 722) + C(B) » - - )
k=0 "
< C(T, ¢10, 20, w1, w2, By 711, V125 V22), (2.51)
which together with monotone convergence theorem implies
Nir, (8) = \i(s) weakly in L?(0,T), where \;(s) € L*(0,T) (2.52)

In all, (Z50)-252) give
/TNMW /T [Aim(S)f’(cﬁm (s,w))} vi(z) deds — /Ot /T [Xi(s)f'(¢i(s,2))]vi (@) dzds. (2.53)

n

In conclusion, summing up the convergence results in ([2.44), (243), (2.46), 248), 249), 2353), we
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manage to establish V0 < ¢ < T the equation
¢ 1 1 1 1 1
[, ot = s ao = | /T 3 [—Am + 580+ 3AG — SW(6) + 5W (1= 61— 62)
- Z%a F(5) = wi) F'(83) = Aaf' () [vi(x) dwds,  (2.54)

Hence we obtain a weak solution to the problem (Z2))-(Z3)]) in its integral form, which is equivalent to (22
by [22, Lemma 1.1, Chapter 3]. Further, to establish (Z4), we multiply both sides of (Z3) with f'(¢;) and
then integrate over T3. Note that (7)) and ([2I9) can be utilized.

Uniqueness: Suppose there are two global weak solutions, namely (¢1, ¢2), (¢7, ¢5) to problem (Z.2)-(Z3)).
First of all, we know that

bi, ¢F € L°°(0,T; H'(T?)) N L?(0,T; H*(T?)), 1<i<2,

/|f (¢5)(t,2))* dz > B; > 0, /|f Yt z)>de = B; >0, Vtel0,T)].

Let us define ¢; = ¢; — ¥, 1 =1,2, then (J)l, J)Q) satisfies

- - Ads
0ds = g+ S - 3 (T - ) - Zm (F(60) = ) (61) = (~8) (160 — )£ (67)]
=X () + A F(6]), 1<4,j<2, i (2.55)

subject to periodic boundary condition and the initial conditions
6:(0,2) =0, i=1,2 (2.56)

Multiplying equation (Z55]) with 2(;31», and summing over i from 1 to 2, after integrating over T3, we get

G L (0o + ldalt.a)P) da
2
= —2/3 (|V(231(t,3:)|2 + |V(;32(t,3:)|2) dx — 2/T3 Vi1 - Vs(t, ) do — ;/11*3 [a(;/ZZT - %%T}qu(t,x) dx
2 ~
=23 [ A (00 — FED) (60t ) do
ik=1
/ ik (—A) L (F(01) — wi) [£/(80) — F(61)] (2, 7) da
~ 2 ~
- Z A / (6) = ()] dilt, ) dz = > [Nilt) = A; (#)] / F(67)pi(t,x) da
i—1 T3
E —2||v¢1 Mie =2/|Va(t, M|re + I+ -+ Is. (2.57)
We shall estimate I, - - - , I individually. First, it is easy to check
< Vot )|[;s + ([0t )] (2.58)
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Next, using mean value theorem, interpolation inequality and Young’s inequality we know that
I < O||63 + 63 + 61" + 65 + 1| 1 (191174 + 19211Z4)
- - 1 - -
< C(llont Mz + llga(t, IZe) + 7 (IVer(t, )17 + [Voa(t )l72) (2.59)

To proceed further, by mean value theorem and (2.8]) we have

I3 <2 Z Iy l|| (— br) — f(¢2))HLs(Ta)||f'(¢z‘)||L3(Ir3)||éz‘||L2(1r3)

i, k=1

oS

< > @) = S, ¢ o 19120y
ik=1
2

< Y Ol m)leslldillze  where ni € (61, 67)

ik=1
7 2 7 2
< C(llga(t, )ze + llp2(t, ) z2)- (2.60)
At the same time, by mean value theorem, (2.8 and Young’s inequality, one can show that

2

<23 bl [|(=2) 7 (F(@R) = )| pollF (@) = £/ (6021 il s

i,k=1

2
< > ClF@R) = wrll g llF" )l psllill s dill s where i € (¢4, 7)

i,k=1

2
< S (1L + 16i02)

i=

< (1312, s + 1t 3= + (196183 + [V a(t, ) E2) (2.61)

[

We proceed to estimate I5 as follows
2 ~
I < Y IO () = £1(97)]] 2l il 2
i=1
2 ~ ~
< Z N @O i) || olldill allill 2 where i € (¢4, 97)

< Zcu MGillzz (16015160 + 11122

< C+ 0P + Pa®F) (1616132 + 16202132
+ 7 (19616 )2 + 196266, )132) (2.62)

16



Finally, to deal with I, first we estimate |\;(¢t) — Af(¢)| for i = 1,2. By (24, we see that

AL(t) = AL(t)
_ Joa |7 (01)1PA2 [0 Vo1 £ (¢1) A + [ro |/ (01) 1P [0 [V £ (97) dae
fqrs |f'(¢1) |2dxfT3 If"(¢7)2dz
f’ﬂ‘3 |F(D)Pdz [1a(V o - Vo) f (1) dz — [ |f/(01)Pda [1a (VT - Vo3) 7 (¢7) da
2 Jps [/ (¢1)12dw [ | f/(67)[Pda
S 1P @1)Pda [ W (1) [ (¢1) do — [is | f/(91)Pda [ W' (01) ' (41) da
2 [1s | F/(@1)Pd [1s | (¢7)]2d

n Jpa 1£/ (@D Pda [0 W1 — d1 — §2)f'(¢1) dx — [1a [f/(d1)Pde [ra W'(1 — 67 — ¢3)f'(¢7) o
2 Jpa [f1 (@) Pz [ [ f/(67)Pda
Z Jps [P @DPd Jrs v (=2) " (f (dr) — wi) f'(¢1) dw
Jrs [1(1)Pda [ [ f/(67)d

(91)
qurslf (61) 2z [ys yin(=A) "1 (f(8)) — wi) £'(81) da
Jps [£/(@1)Pdz [r 1 f/(¢7)12d

gy

Note that

Jos (IF"(@0) 7 = [F(¢D)?) dz [ [V [* £ (¢1) d
f'[r3 |fl ¢1 |2dqu1"§ |f ¢1 |2d$

f'ﬂ‘S |F(6D)? Az [ra (Vo1 f"(91) — [V@T12f"(67)) da
f']rS |f ¢1 |2dxf'ﬂ‘3 |f ¢1 |2dx

Ji =

= Jia + Jib,

where using interpolation inequality we get

|J1a|sﬁ16*/ 1F(61) = F/@D|1F(60) + F(60) \dx/ £ (60) [V ? da
_M*/ a1 (61) + 1(67) }d:v/ F(60)[Véi[2de  where 1 € (1, 6)

< O\l zrsy | " (1) Lo ey IV b1l 2 crey | Vi || Loy
~ 1 1
< C||¢1HL2(11‘3)(”V(blez(TS)||A¢1sz(1r3) + HV¢1HL2(T3))
1 -
< C(l + ”A(bl”zz(TS))||¢1||L2(11‘3)7

and

1
0l < | [, (%0 = aiP) o+ [ 905 (7(00) - 100 ao

<c / IV 1(1V61] + [V11) (1) da + C / 16:11V61 P de
T3 T3

< O (@l (IVoLl s + V3 129) IV SLll 2 + 161 ] 22 V51174
< C(L+11A¢uI7: + A1 1172)IVHrllzz + C(L+ [|AG]]| =)l [ 2.
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In all, we have

1] < C(1+ 186117, + 186117 ) IVl + C(1+ 1Al 22 + 11 A65 112 ) 1 ]2

Similarly to the estimate of Ji, we get

[T < C(L+[|AGTN12: + [ Adll72) (IVdillzz + [ Vdallz2) + C(1+ [ Adillzz + |A¢a | 22) |1 22
Besides,

|J3] <

L (r@DR =1 @nR) ds [ wions (o da

_Bﬁl
1

- / (W'<¢1>f'<¢1>—W’<¢’f>f’<¢>1‘>)d$

<c| [ (- rien) (76D + o) a

+C

/L (W (61) = W'(61)) (0) + WD) (/(60) — F/(6))

< Clldll =l £ ) e | £ + £/ @0 o + Cldr oz W ()21 (@0)]] o
+ Ol W/ () sl £ ()| o where m € (61, 67)

< Olldallz (L + 1 1ll= + 16l )

< OO+ | Ad1 |2y + 16T 2) 11l -

Similar to J3, we have

1 ok ol ~ ~
[Tl < C(L+ 1A 172 + [AGTI172 + 1A65]172) (l91]lz2 + 2] 22)-
Meanwhile, it is easy to check from (2.§]) that

|J5+J6|§B%m/Trs‘f/(¢1) "D (¢1) + F(07) |dl’Z/ Ivie|(— (f(or) — wi)||f/(¢1)| da

1 2
- pi k=1 /11‘3 hlkH(_A)
5 Z / [ranl (=) (F(67) = wn)||f(é0) = /(1) da
pi =17T° g !

2
< Clnllez +C Y [[F(@r) = F( @il g 1 (@)l g + Clidnllza
k=1

)|dx

2
< Clnllez +C Y If m)llesldellce  where my € (¢, 67), 1<k <2

< Cl 12 + Clidall 2.

Summing up all the above estimates from .J; to .Jg, after using Young’s inequality we conclude that

2 2
[A(t) = AT (H)] < C[ Z [A¢k|lL2 + ||A¢Z||L2)} > (ke + IV;lIz2), (2.63)
k=1 k=1
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while the estimate for [A2(t) — A5(¢)] is identical to (Z63]).
As a consequence, by (Z.63) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

1

2
16<c[1+2||A¢k||Lz+||A¢>kHL2}an Mas + 5 30 I9x(t ) (2:64)
— k=1

In conclusion, summing up (258)-(2.62) and 264, we arrive at the inequality

dtZHm Moo < O+ SO + 18600l + 1867 ||L2}Z||¢k s (265)

k=1

Note that A (t), Agk(t, ), Agi(t, ) € L*(0,T; L*(T?)) for 1 < k < 2, hence a direct application of Gronwall’s
inequality to (256) yields ¢1 (¢, ) = ¢2(t,-) = 0, which finishes the proof. O

Remark 2.3. Theorem[Zlis still valid if T3 is replaced by any smooth and bounded domain in R?, provided
that homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed. Besides Theorem [21] is also valid for two-
dimensional case.

Remark 2.4. While Theorem [Z1] is in regard to the wellposedness of the ACON system in Lagrange
multiplier form, a direct application of the De Giorgi’s minimization movement scheme can also lead to the
wellposedness of the ACON system in penalty form as follows:

00, = A+ 52— OIS ()7 (o) — ) 00 = M [ (7(6) )i 700, (2:66)
LR 3

where M > 1 is the penalty constant. Indeed, in the penalty form, one does not need to handle any singu-
larity arising from nontrivial denominators, which makes the application of the De Giorgi’s minimization
movement scheme much more straightforward.

Remark 2.5. The wellposedness of the Allen-Cahn-Ohta-Kawasaki (ACOK) equation ﬂ/, the binary coun-
terpart of the ACON system, either in the Lagrange multiplier form or penalty form, can be similarly
established by following the De Giorgi’s minimization movement scheme.

3. Concluding remarks

In this paper, we prove the global well-posedness of the ACON system with two fixed nonlinear volume
constraints. Different from the standard De Giorgi’s minimizing movement scheme, we identify the limit
curve first and use an approximation of this limit curve to establish the nonlinear terms caused by the non-
linear volume constraint in the discrete Euler Lagrange equation. This special treatment can be potentially
use to study the well-posedness of other L? gradient flow dynamics with nonlinear constraints.

4. Appendix

In the appendix, we shall derive Vn > N the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation for the minimizer

( lf;:ll, ]2“;:1) to the functional

1 — 17'nHL2('J1‘3 + 92 — ¢]2€Tn”%2(1r3)
27 ’

FT[¢17¢2;¢11€7'"7¢]2€T”] :FT[¢17¢2]+ (41)
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in the admissible set H} x H} . This is an adapted version of , Theorem 2, Section 8.4], but for the

sake of completeness we provide all details here. In the sequel the index ¢ ranges from 1 to 2.

Step 1. Let v1,v2 € HY(T?) be two independent functions. By (Z28), we know that
f’((bf;;l) is not equal to zero a.e. within T3, i=1,2.

And by the choice of [2:29)), we have

f (¢ (@) wi ™ (z) da # 0, Vn>N,YO<k<N,—1. (4.2)
Let us consider the followmg two functions
(6,0 = / [F(8551 4 b+ oul?) — ] o (4.3)
T3
Then it is clear that
50,0 = [ [k~ w] de o (14)
T3
Besides, j is C' and satisfies
0j;
2 (6.0) = / £+ 6v; + 0wk vy (2) da, (4.5)
T3
0j;
L (5,0) = / £+ 60 + owk ) wh 1 (z) da. (4.6)
T3
Note that ([@2]) implies
0ji
55 (0,0) #0.
As a consequence, using implicit function theorem, there exist C'' functions 7; : R — R satisfying
7;(0) =0, (4.7)
7i(8,m;(8)) =0, for all sufficiently small |§] < do, (4.8)

for some &y > 0. Then we obtain after differentiating both sides of ([A.g)) that

() + S 6m5))(5) =0,

which together with (£H) and (6] gives

f'ﬂ"ﬂ fl( f:;l Jvi(z) dw

k 1 k41
f’]l"g ( z;; rrJr (I) dx

1 (0) =
Step 2. Next let us define
1(8) := Fr[¢h !+ 6o+ m()wit!, 53! + 6va + ma(6)ws) ' 61, 61, -
By @X), ¢/ + 6v; + m(é)wf;:l € H. V|| < dp, i =1,2. Thus the C" function I(-) takes the minimum

value at 0, which yields 0 = I’(0). Since v; and v are independent, we get after expansion

d)]lcjl ¢17- /C-‘rl 1 / k-‘rl k-‘rl k-‘rl
0= /TS - o =+ W (¢hr, ) — §W (L= o1t — st )| [v1(@) + 01 (0)wy ' ()] da

/T Zw LF(@E) — ) /(@51 [or () + m, (O)wk, ()] da

=1

1
+ [ (vete+ 5v¢’;:}) [vr(2) + 1} (0wl ()] da.
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and

Tn

goil — b 1 1
OZ/TQ[ o T WO — g W= o = 0 | [va(e) + (Ol (2)] do

Jr/T D (=A) TG — ) £ (@55 ) [va() + mp(0)wh,, (2)] da

* =1

1
+ /3 (ng’;jj + EngIfjfnl) [vg(x) + 77/2(0)1012“;1 (x)} dz.
T
Define )\f:; ! as in (Z32), then the above two equations lead to the Euler-Lagrange equations (Z31)).
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