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Abstract

The statement and the proof of a technical lemma in [1] turn out to
be incorrect. Nonetheless, the main result of the paper remains valid,
and in this Corrigendum we give an alternative approach which provides
a correct proof of [1, Theorem 2.1].

1 Introduction

In [1], a lower bound for the number of solutions of the Van der Waals-Cahn-
Hilliard two-phase transition equation has been given in terms of some topo-
logical invariants of the underlying manifold, i.e., its Lusternik-Schnirelmann
category and its Betti numbers. This result is achieved through a variational
setting, looking for the critical points of the functional F., and the so-called
photography method.

In spite of the fact that the central result of [1] remains valid, recently a
mistake in the statement and the proof of [1, Proposition 4.14] was discovered.
The result of this proposition would imply that the photography map takes
values in sublevels of the energy functional that are arbitrarily close to the
infimum. This statement is not correct. Note that, for every fixed volume V',
the photography map sends every point zy of the manifold in ®. y (o), which
is a Modica approximation of the geodesic ball centered at zy and with volume
V. Since the value of E.(®. v (x0)) is strictly related to the scalar Riemannian
curvature at xo, it is not possible to ensure that the whole image ®. (M) is
contained in a sublevel arbitrary close to the infimum of E.. Moreover, the
subsequent technical lemmas, that were needed to prove that the barycenter
map is well defined, require a reformulation which takes into account sublevels
corresponding to higher values of the energy functional.

The aim of this Corrigendum is to provide the correct description of the
image of the photography map, and an alternative approach to the construction
of the barycenter map, proving that the main theorem, namely [1, Theorem



2.1], still holds. In fact, it is possible to give an upper-bound for the minimal
sublevel that contains the image of the photography map and to prove that the
barycenter map is well defined on such sublevel, assuming that the parameters
¢ and V of our problem are sufficiently small. Such property allows to fully
employ the photography method, and to prove [1, Theorem 2.1].

What is relevant to prove is that the barycenter map is well defined on
the smallest sublevel that contains the image of the photography and that the
functions on that sublevel are L'—close to “almost-isoperimetric” regions of small
volume. In the previous version of the paper, only isoperimetric regions were
considered, which originated the problem. However, even if not necessarily
of a small diameter, “almost-isoperimetric” regions have most of their volume
inside a small ball. This is all we need in order to make the barycenter map
work properly in combination with the photography map. Starting from this
observation, we did the necessary modifications to obtain a complete and correct
proof of [1, Theorem 2.1].

This Corrigendum is organized as follows. In order to make the text self-
contained, in Section 2, we give a brief description of the setting and the nota-
tions employed in the state and proofs of the new lemmas. In Section 3, we give
the correct statement of [1, Proposition 4.14] (now Proposition 3.1), together
with its proof, and we discuss some remarks. In Section 4, we present the new
lemmas and the new proof of [1, Theorem 2.1], which is now consistent with the
new formulation of Proposition 3.1.
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2 Main setting and notation

Let (M, g) be an N—dimensional compact Riemannian manifold without bound-
ary, and let W: R — [0, +oco[ a C? (symmetric) double well potential (in the
sense of [1]). For fixed &, V' > 0, our goal is to give a lower bound for the number
of solutions (uc v, A:,v) € H' x R of the following problem, known as Van der
Waals-Cahn-Hilliard two-phase transition equation:

—& Aus,v + %W/(usvv) = )\Eyv,

(2.1)
/ ue v dvg = V.
M



For every V €]0, +o0], let us denote by 91" the set of H' functions on M with
volume V', namely

mv — {ue HY(M) : /Mu(x)dvg V},

where dv, denotes the Riemannian measure associated with the metric g. The
solutions of Problem (2.1) are the critical points of the energy functional E. : 9" —
R, defined as follows:

E.(u) = %/M IVu)? dv, + é/M W (u(z)) duy.

For the reader’s convenience, we restate here the main theorem of [1].

Theorem 2.1. Let W be a double well potential (namely, it satisfies the same
assumptions of [1, Theorem 2.1]). Then, there exists V* = V*(M, g) > 0 such
that for every V € |0, V*[ there exists e* = *(V,M,g,W) > 0, such that for
every € € 10,*[, Problem (2.1) admits at least cat(M) + 1 distinct solutions.
Moreover, if for some given V and € as above all the solutions of Problem (2.1)
are nondegenerate (i.e., they correspond to nondegenerate critical points of E.)
then there are at least 2P, (M) — 1 solutions.

We briefly present here the main idea of the proof of Theorem 2.1, which is
based on the photography method (see [1, Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 4.9]). For
every c¢ € R, let us denote by zm;{c the sublevel of the functional E., hence

imgc ={ueM" :E.(u) <c}.

The photography method works if there exist ¢ € R, ®.y: M — zmg{c (the
so-called photography map) and g: E))TXC — M such that go ®.v: M — M
is homotopic to the identity map of M. For every V €]0,vol(M)[, we define
.y M — MY in terms of the Modica approximation (see [1, Definition 3.4]);
more precisely, for every xy € M, the function ®. v (x) is a Modica approx-
imation of the characteristic function of the geodesic ball centered in xo with
volume V, that we denote by By(xq,rv). The function g: MY, — M is defined
through the barycenter map in an Euclidean space R! where the manifold M is
isometrically embedded using the Nash embedding theorem. More formally, we

define the barycenter map £*: MY — R! as follows:

*(u) = —meu(w)dvg(x) _ 1 zu(z) dv,(z
0= ) 7 )

If ¢ is sufficiently small, the nearest point projection m: Rl — M is well defined
on 3*(9MY ), namely

distre (M, 5*(u)) < 73(M), Yu € MY

€,¢)

(2.2)



where 7;(M) is the normal injectivity radius of M in R! (see [1, Definition 4.16]),
and we can define g: MY — M as g :== 7o B*.

As a consequence, to obtain a proof of Theorem 2.1, it is essential to show
that, if V and e are sufficiently small, there exists ¢ € R such that both
P v(zg) € MY, for all 2y € M and (2.2) holds. This is proved by giving
an upper-bound on the smallest ¢ such that EDTXC contains the image of the
photography map (cf. Proposition 3.1) and proving that the function g is well

defined on EIRX o

3 On the photography map

Let us denote by P, the perimeter function in M, defined on all the subsets of M
that are measurable with respect to the Riemannian measure (see [1, Definition
3.2] for more details). Let Ip: [0,vol(M)[ — [0,4o0[ be the isoperimetric
profile function of (M,g), where I (V) is, roughly speaking, the minimum
value of P, among all the subsets of M with fixed volume V' (see [1, Definition
4.13] for more details). Moreover, we set

a:/ol\/Mds.

The following result replaces [1, Proposition 4.14], which presented the error
we discussed above.

Proposition 3.1. There exists a constant w = w(M, g) > 0 and Vo = Vo(M, g,w) €
10, volg(M)[ such that for every V €]0,Vy[ there exists eg = eo(M,g,w,V) >0,
such that for every e € 10,e9[ we have that ®. v carries M into the sublevel

v
M. ., where

c=o0ly(V) FwV N

Proof. Recall from [1, Section 4.2] that the map ®.y at some point zy € M
is defined in terms of Modica approximations for the characteristic functions of
balls centered at xy with volume V. We denote the radius of such a ball by ry .
By [1, (ii) in Proposition 3.3|, we have that

limsup - (D..y (o)) < 0Py (9B, (w0,7v)). (3.1)

e—0+

Let us denote by Scy(xo) the scalar Riemannian curvature of the metric tensor
g at the point zg. By [4, Corollary 2|, as V — 0% we have

Py(0Bg(xo,1v)) = cNV¥ — AyNch(xo)V¥ +0 (VNJ¢3> (3.2)
and N1 N1 Ni3
Iny(V)=cnV' N —n rré%({ch(m)} Vv +0 (V N ) , (3.3)



where ¢y is the Euclidean isoperimetric constant and vy is a constant which
depends only on the dimension N. By (3.2) and (3.3) we obtain

@

Py (0B, (20,7v)) = Ins (V)7 max {Sc, (@)} V' =y Se (20)V 5 +0 (V)

N+41 N+3

<InyWV)+n (;%%;{ch(a:)} - gélj\l} {ch(x)}> Vv +0 (VT) . (3.4)

Hence, setting w = w(M,g) > 0 as

o = oy g {5y ) — mig (S, (o)} +1)
there exists Vo = Vp(M, g,w) > 0 such that for every V €]0, V5[ we have
Py (0B,(z0,7v)) < Int(V) + §v¥, Vo € M.

Since the last inequality is strict and M is a compact manifold, by (3.1) we
deduce that for every V' € 0, Vy[ there exists eq(M, g,w, V) > 0 such that for
every € €]0, o[ we have

E.(®.y(20)) < oIy (V) +wV %, Vg€ M. O

Remark 3.2. By the previous proof, in particular by (3.4), we notice that one
can actually choose any w such that

W > o <;Iéa15}{ch(x)} — min {scg@c)}) .

If M has constant scalar curvature then one can use the next term of the asymp-
totic expansion for the perimeter of small volumes geodesic balls, hence there
would exist w > 0 such that for every V and e sufficiently small one has

E-(®.y(20)) < oIy (V) +wV ", Vg€ M.

Moreover, if M is flat, then for every V €]0, vol,(M)[ and for every ¢ > 0, if € is
sufficiently small the photography map carries M into the sublevel Sﬁgc, with
Cc = O'IM(V) + 0.

Remark 3.3. The continuity of ®. v : M — zmgjc can be proved as in [1, Propo-
sition 4.14].

Setting w = w(M,g) > 0 and Vo(M, g,w) as in Proposition 3.1, we define
the function dy :]0, Vo(M, g,w)[— RT as follows:

N+41

(5(](‘/) =wV v,

(3.5)



4 On the barycenter map

The following results replace the ones of [1] that rely on the wrong statement
of [1, Proposition 4.14], hence Lemma 4.21, Lemma 4.22, Lemma 4.23, Lemma
4.24, Lemma 4.26 and Corollary 4.27. We remark that all those results were
correct, but inessential for the new proof of Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 4.1 (cf. Theorem 4.1 of [4]). There exists u = p(M,g) > 0 such that
the following holds. For every almost isoperimetric sequence (€2;);en C Cq(M)
(where Cy(M) is the class of all subsets of M with finite perimeter) with volumes
Vi =V,(Q;) =0, ie.,
Q,
lim ng(vfi) = cn,
1—00
‘/i N

where ¢y is the Euclidean isoperimetric constant, there exists a sequence (p;)ien C

M such that
1
lim — / xa,dvg | =0.
intoo Vs ( M\ By (pi,uV;'™) !

Remark 4.2. Tt is worth to note that [4, Theorem 4.1] is stated and proved in
the case of a non-compact manifold with bounded geometry. However, for the
compact case the same result was already proved in [2].

In the compact case, the previous lemma can be

Recalling the definition of the function dy given in (3.5), we have the follow-
ing result, which is analogous to [1, Lemma 4.22]. Its proof follows the same
scheme and the main difference is the following: here we take full advantage
of Lemma 4.1, working with almost isoperimetric regions, while in [1, Lemma
4.22] only true isoperimetric regions were considered.

Lemma 4.3. For every a €]0,1[, there exists Vi = Vi(M,g,w,a) > 0 such
that for every V' €]0, V1| there exists e1 = e1(M, g,w, a, V') €]0, &0 such that for
every e €]0,e1[ and for any u € MY, with ¢ = oIy (V) + 6o(V) there exists a
point p, € M such that

/ luldvy < aV, (4.1)
M\Bg (pu,uV/N)

and
/ luldv, < (1+ a)V. (4.2)
By (pu,nV/N)

Proof. We start by proving first (4.1). We argue by contradiction. Hence there
exists a sequence V; — 07 such that for every i € N there exist two sequences
(6i;); € RT and (u;;); C zmgfz with ¢; = olp (Vi) + do(Vi) such that
gi; — 07 as j — oo and

,31Ci?

/ |ui jldvg > aVi,  Vpe M, VjeN. (4.3)
M\Bg(p,uV1/N)



For every i € N, we can apply [1, Proposition 4.20], with E* = ¢;. Hence for
every i € N there exists a finite perimeter set {2; such that

||ui7j - XQzHLl(M) — 07 as .] — 00, (44)

up to subsequences. Since (u; ;); is converging to a characteristic function, (4.4)
implies that for every 7 there exists j; such that

/ |ui,j,
M

Moreover, voly(€;) = V; and by [1, Proposition 4.20] we have also that

— xo;dvg < %Vi- (4.5)

Tar(Vi) < P,(0%) < T (Vi) + ~o(V5).

As a consequence, the following equality holds

lim L(fgi)
1—+00 sz N

= CN, (46)

and by Lemma 4.1 we obtain that

1
lim — / xa,dvg | =0.
ivtoo Vi ( M\By (piaV; /™) !

Hence, there exists i1 > ig such that for every i > i; we have

«
dv, < =V. 4.
/M\Bg(pi,uViI/N) XQ,; Vg < 4V (4.7)

By (4.5) and (4.7) we obtain

— Xgi)dvg

| j;

dv, = (u .
M\Bg(PhMVi )

+/ xa,dv
M\By(pi,uV;"/™) !
o
S/ (|ui7ji _XQi)dv9+/ XQz‘dvy < §V“
M

M\By (pinV;/™)
which is in contradiction with (4.3).

As a consequence, we obtain the existence of V; = Vi(M, g,w,a) > 0 such
that for every V €]0, V[ there exists &, = &, (M, g,w,a, V) €]0,ep[ such that
for every e €]0,&1[ and for any u € MY . with ¢ = gIp (V) + do(V) there exists
a point p,, € M such that (4.1) holds.

It remains to show that, choosing &1 €]0, &1 [ if necessary, one can also ensure
that (4.2) holds. Using again a contradiction argument involving [1, Proposition

/ M\By (pi,u V')




4.20], for every V €]0, V4| there exists €1 = 1 (M, g,w,, V) €]0,&;[ such that
for every € €]0,e1[ and any u € E)JTXC there exists a finite perimeter set Q C M
of volume V' such that

llu = xallz, < aV. (4.8)

Indeed, if the previous result does not hold, for every V' €]0, V1| there exist two
sequences (g;); C R* and (u;); € MY ., with ¢ = alp (V) + 6o(V) such that
g, — 07 as i — oo and

||Ui_XQ||L1 >aVv7 Viaj€N7 VQGCQ(M)a/MXQdUg:V

As a consequence, (u;); does not converge to any finite perimeter set of volume
V, while E¢, (u;) < ¢ for every i, and that contradicts [1, Proposition 4.20].
Therefore, by (4.8) and the triangle inequality we obtain

/ uldoy < [ Juldey <l xalo. +xalle, < (1+ )V,
By (pu,uV/N) M

and we are done. O

Remark 4.4. By the previous proof, we can notice that Lemma 4.3 holds for
every function &y : |0, vol,(M)] — R* such that

5o(V) = o(Ins(V)) = o(V'F ), asV —0,

since that suffices to obtain (4.6) and then to apply Lemma 4.1.

Recalling that r;(M) is the normal injectivity radius of M in R (see [1,
Definition 4.16]), and denoting by inj,, > 0 the injectivity radius of M, we give
the following result, whose proof is essentially along the same lines of [1, Lemma
4.24].

Lemma 4.5. For everyr €]0,7;(M)][ there exists Vo = Va(M, g,inj,,, 7, diamg: (M)) €
10, V4] such that for every V €]0,Va], there exists ea = eo(M, g,w,r, V) €]0,21],

such that for every e €]0,e2[ and any u € MY ., with ¢ = oIy (V) + 60(V), we

have distg: (8*(u), M) < r.

Proof. Define p(u(x)) == % and fix

T
o< —
2D’
where D := diamp:(M). By Lemma 4.3, there exists V; = V4 (M, g,w,a) > 0

such that for every V' € ]0, V1| there exists e; > 0 such that for every e €]0,¢;]
and for any u € SJTXC there exists a point p, € M such that

/ plu(2))dv, < a.
M\B.q (pu”uvl/l\f)



From this last inequality and by (4.2), we deduce

18°(w) — pul = /M<m—pu>p<u(x>>dvg

< |f (2 — pu)plu(z))dv,
By (pu,nV/N)
+ / (z = pu)p(u(z))dv,
M\Bg (pu,uV/N)
< ﬁVl/N/ |u(x)|dvg + Do
V Bg(PuvlLvl/N)
< u(l+a)VVN 4 L

2
Hence, we have

% r
8% (u) = pul < p(1+ )V + 2,

and the proof ends by setting Vo €]0, V4| such that
1+ a)uVN < g YV €0, Val,
and choosing
e =e3(M,g,w,m, V) =e1(M,g,w,a, V) > 0,

where g7 is given by Lemma 4.3. 0

Remark 4.6. Notice that in the previous proof we used the following inequality:

/ (& — pu)p(u(2))du,
By (pu,nV/N)

which holds by (4.2). However, it can also be proved by noticing that the set
By (pu, pVYN) is a subset of the Euclidean sphere in R! of radius pVYNIn
particular, considering p(u(z))dv, as a probability measure, the above integral
belongs to the convex hull (in RY) of By (p,, pVYN)—p,, namely to the Euclidean
sphere centered at the origin and of radius xV'/V, obtaining the following better
estimate:

< (14 a)VIN,

/ (z — pu)p(u(e))dv,
By (pu,uV/N)

Recalling the properties of V) and €y ensured by Proposition 3.1, we obtain
the following result, whose proof goes along the same lines of [1, Corollary 4.27].

Corollary 4.7. There exists 1o = ro(M,g) > 0 such that for any r € |0, 70|,
there exists V3 = VZ;(M,g,w,ian,r, diamRz(M),V) > 0 such that for every



V €10, V3| there exists e3 = e3(M, g,w,r, V) > 0 such that for every e € ]0,e5]
we have
dg (’]T o ﬁ* o q)g’v(.’to),.’to) < ian, Vao € M.
In particular, mo 3* o ®. v is homotopic to the identity map of M.
Proof. For every r €]0,r;(M)], let us set
VES = min{‘/()(Ma g7w)> V2(M>g7 ian[? T, diale (M))} > 07

and

ez = min{eg(M, g,w,V),e2(M, g, w,r,V)} > 0.
Choose V €]0, V5[ and € €]0,e3]. By Proposition 3.1, for every xo € M we have
B,y (w0) € MY, with ¢ = alp (V) + (V). Hence, by Lemma 4.5 we have that

distp: (ﬂ* (@E,V(wo)),M) <, Vg € M.

As in Lemma 4.5, if we choose 7 small enough depending only on the second
fundamental form of the isometric immersion of M in R' and the injectivity
radius of M, since M is compact it is possible to see that we have dy(m o 8* o
D, v(z0),z0) < C(||ITm||oo)r0 < injps, where inj,, is the injectivity radius of
M. To understand this standard argument of extrinsic Riemannian geometry,
the reader can look up [3, Lemma 2.1].

Let us now define the homotopy F': [0,1] x M — M as follows:

F(t,xg) = exp,, (t exp;ol(w o (P v (20)))).

From the very definition of F' it is easy to check that F(0,29) = xo and
F(1,z9) = mo * o . y(xg) for every 29 € M. Checking the continuity of
F with respect to xg is a standard fact of Riemannian geometry about the
exponential map using Remark 3.3 (continuity of ®. ) and [1, Lemma 4.17]
(continuity of barycenter map). O

We are finally in the position to prove Theorem 2.1, by using the same
arguments employed in [1].

Proof. Choose r €]0,7¢[ and set V* = V3(M, g,inj,,, r, diamg: (M)) > 0. For
every V €]0,V*[ set e* = e3(M, g,w,V) > 0 and choose £ €]0,e*[. By Corol-
lary 4.7, the map 7o 8* o @,y is homotopic to the identity map of M. As a
consequence, we obtain the functions f = ®.y and g = 7 o 8* required to
apply [1, Theorem 4.4] (i.e. the photography method) to X = M, J = E¢|pmv,
9 = MY and then the conclusion follows.

The last assertion of the theorem follows directly from [1, Theorem 4.9],
using the nondegeneracy assumption. O

We finally notice that, always due to the error in [1, Proposition 4.14], the
statement of [1, Lemma 5.1] should be corrected as follows.

Lemma 4.8. Let W satisfy [1, Assumptions (2.2),(2.3)and (2.4)]. Then, for
every V €]0,V*[, € €]0,e*[, there exists ¢ = é(N, g,¢,V, s0, VV‘[OJO]) > infgypv F,
such that the sublevel ES is homotopically superjacent to M (see [1, Remark
4.11]).

10
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LUSTERNIK-SCHNIRELMAN AND MORSE THEORY FOR THE
VAN DER WAALS-CAHN-HILLIARD EQUATION
WITH VOLUME CONSTRAINT
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LUIS EDUARDO OSORIO ACEVEDO AND PAOLO PICCIONE

ABSTRACT. We give a multiplicity result for solutions of the Van der Waals-Cahn-Hilliard
two phase transition equation with volume constraints on a closed Riemannian manifold.
Our proof employs some results from the classical Lusternik—Schnirelman and Morse the-
ory, together with a technique, the so-called photography method, which allows us to ob-
tain lower bounds on the number of solutions in terms of topological invariants of the
underlying manifold. The setup for the photography method employs recent results from
Riemannian isoperimetry for small volumes.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Van der Waals-Cahn-Hilliard two phase transition equation (2.1) has attracted the
interest of physicists, analysts, and geometers. This is a variational equation, obtained as
the Euler-Lagrange equation of the energy functional E. defined in equation (2.6), which
has the classical form of a kinetic term plus a double well potential. Historically, the
energy I/, was already proposed in 1898 by Van der Waals in [vdW&8] for the transition
liquid-vapor phase. In 1958, J. W. Cahn and J.E. Hilliard in [CH58] used it to model the
transition of phase in some binary alloy. Ginzburg-Landau used the same functional to
model ferromagnetic behaviour of materials [Pre09]. A quick search through the literature
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shows the ubiquitous nature of this equation. For instance, for applications to Biology the
interested reader can consult the book of Murray [Mur(9].

From the theoretical physics viewpoint, various attempts were made to derive equation
(2.1) as limit of some microscopically consistent model of statistical mechanics, however,
this goal is yet to be completely achieved. Along this line, in the papers [GL97], [GL98] a
more complicated non-local equation is derived from a microscopical model whose prop-
erties have analogies to the properties of equation (2.1), and which constitutes a first order
approximation. Let us also mention the paper [BLO97], in which (2.1) is obtained as the
hydrodynamic limit of the Ginzburg Landau equation. For a complete account of statisti-
cal mechanics studies of these problems the interested reader can also consider the book
[Pre09].

A quite complete mathematical analysis of the positive functions realizing the minimum
of E. was carried out in the work of Modica [Mod87]. Following this seminal paper, many
other authors gave results about the minimization of F., see for example [Bal90] for the
case of multicomponent mixtures etc.

In the present paper we consider a constrained variational problem for the functional
E.. More precisely, we develop techniques to determine a family u., € € ]0, €¢], of critical
points of E. under the volume constraint S A Ue = V, with V' > 0 fixed and small, i.e.,
each u, is a solution of problem (2.1) below. It follows from [HT0O, Theorem 1] that,
under mild conditions, u. converges as € goes to 0, in an appropriate geometric measure
theoretic sense, to a characteristic function of a finite perimeter set. This set has reduced
boundary whose regular part is a constant mean curvature (CMC) smooth hypersurface,
and it is relatively open and dense into this boundary. However, in this singular limit,
multiplicity issues may occur, and this affects the optimal regularity of the limit. It was
only recently that a more advanced regularity theory became available, thanks to the works
[BW18] and [BCW19]. To our knowledge, this more advanced regularity theory is only
available for the unconstrained problem (as in [CM18]). In this setting, it provides an
alternative to the regularity of the limit interface, after the work of Y. Tonegawa and N.
Wickramasekera, and based on Wickramasekera’s regularity theory for stable minimal hy-
persurfaces, which was generalized to stable CMC hypersurfaces in [BW 18], [BCW19].
Under a different perspective, in [PR03] Pacard and Ritoré showed that every smooth con-
stant mean curvature boundary can be suitably approximated by solutions of (2.1). These
circumstances open new perspectives as to the search of CMC boundaries using this PDE
approach, which is the objective pursued in this research project. We will address the limit
procedure and the geometric consequences in a forthcoming paper. As a partial result in
this direction it is worth mentioning that using the very recent work [BW20], it is imme-
diate to show that a sequence of critical points with low-energy produced by our method
converges to at least an almost embedded CMC boundary in the sense of [BW20] enclos-
ing a small volume. This is possible because our solution at low-energy have uniformly
bounded energy and have uniformly bounded from above Morse index, by the dimension
of the ambient manifold fulfilling the conditions required by [BW?20]. In this way we give
an alternative proof of existence of at least one almost embedded CMC boundaries in the
small volume regime. It seems to us that the theory of convergence developed in [BW20]
does not permit easily to maintain the lower bound on the solutions when we pass to the
limit to get the same lower bound on the limit CMC almost embedded boundaries.

In view of Yau’s conjecture for minimal hypersurfaces and the result of Pacard-Ritoré,
it is reasonable to expect that our lower bound estimate is not optimal. It is conceivable that
minimax methods may prove the existence of infinitely many solutions of the Cahn-Hilliard
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equation for small values of the temperature parameter € and any values of volume, using
the limit problem for minimal (or CMC) hypersurfaces. However, this approach would
require proof of Yau’s conjecture for CMC boundaries, which at present is unforeseen, and
also a further assumption on nondegeneracy, which only holds in a generic case. For a
minimal (or CMC) hypersurface, nondegeneracy means that there are no nontrivial Jacobi
fields in the kernel of the linearized operator associated with the second variation of the
area functional. Such assumption is needed to apply the result of Pacard and Ritoré, which
provides the link backward from a minimal (CMC) hypersurface and solutions of the Cahn-
Hilliard equation. For what concerns related results of existence of CMC boundaries by
other methods it is worth to mention [PX09, Nar(9, Nar14] using the implicit function the-
orem and the isoperimetric problem for small volumes, [ZZ19a, Dey19, Dey20, ZZ19b]
using the min-max construction. The convergence of the Allen—-Cahn-Hilliard energy
to the perimeter functional was recently used to construct minimal hypersurfaces in any
closed Riemannian manifold [Gual8, GG18] as an alternative approach to min-max meth-
ods [Pit81]. The main results of the present paper are built upon a theory of multiplicity of
solutions for semi-linear variational elliptic equations based on topological and nonlinear
methods, along the lines of [BCI1], [BCPI1], [BCY94], [Ben95], [BBMO7]. In the last se-
ries of papers the authors treated a quite different kind of nonlinear problems. A first essay
to apply to the Cahn-Hilliard equation these abstract topological argument was achieved
in a previous work (of three among the four authors of the present work) in [BNP20].
However in [BNP20] was considered a different setting, i.e., the potential had absolute
minima at different levels (what we called asymmetric potential) the problem was studied
in a compact set of the Euclidean space and the way in which the hypothesis of the abstract
method were proved were completely different. In fact they were involving the theory
and regularity of some suited auxiliary variational inequalities not related to the methods
employed in the present paper. In this paper we treat for the first time in the literature
(at the best of our knowledge) the Cahn-Hilliard equation on a compact manifold (having
symmetric potential) with the afore mentioned topological methods combining with a fine
understanding of the Riemannian isoperimetric problem for small volumes which use tools
from geometric measure theory. More precisely, in order to establish a lower bound on the
number of solutions of problem (2.1) we employ a method from Lyusternik—Schnirelman
and Morse theory, that will be referred to as the photography method, see Section 4 for
details. Roughly speaking, a lower bound on the number of solutions that belong to a
suitable sublevel of the associated energy is given in terms of topological invariants of the
underlying manifold. A correspondence between the topological invariants of the energy
sublevel and those of the underlying (finite-dimensional) manifold is produced by two con-
tinuous maps going in both ways, and whose composition is a homotopy equivalence of
the finite-dimensional manifold. The map from the finite-dimensional manifold to the sub-
level is a sort of photography map, which associates to each point a bell-shaped function
around the point. This map reproduces a copy (the photography) of the underlying man-
ifold inside the energy sublevel. The map going backwards, i.e., from the sublevel to the
finite-dimensional manifold, is given by a barycenter map, which associates to each func-
tion, a suitably defined point in the domain around which most of the mass of the function
is concentrated. This construction is interesting when it can be made in such a way that
the barycenter of a photography map is the identity map, up to homotopies. In this case,
by an elementary topological argument the Lysternik—Schnirelman category and each Betti
number takes on the energy sublevel a larger value than the value it takes on the domain
manifold, and the desired estimate follows from standard variational theories. We use the
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photography method to prove the existence of multiple solutions of our constrained varia-
tional problem; such solutions come in two classes: low energy solutions, and high energy
solutions. By high energy solutions, we mean that we do not have an a priori estimate of
the energy. The result is obtained under suitable assumptions on the potential function W
associated to the problem, including a certain growth condition at infinity, see Section 2 for
details. It is important to observe that such asymptotic growth assumption can be weak-
ened significantly in order to obtain the existence of low energy solutions. This will be
discussed in Section 5.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains the formulation of the PDE prob-
lem, with all technical assumptions on the potential function needed for the variational
setup, and the statement of our main results. Section 4 is the core of the paper. After
recalling some generalities on Lusternik—Schnirelman theory and Morse theory, we give a
detailed description of the photography method, and its concrete application for the varia-
tional problem considered here. We prove the Palais—Smale condition, and we establish the
properties of the photography map and the barycenter map. As to the photography map,
our definition relies heavily on some geometric measure theoretical result proven by Mod-
ica in [Mod87] in the case of domains of R™. For the development of our theory, we will
need a formulation of the results in the context of Riemannian manifolds, and the details
of this formulation are given in Section 3 and in Proposition 4.20. We point out that some
formulations of Modica’s result in the context of Riemannian manifolds have previously
appeared in the literature - for the nonstationary case, see for instance Proposition 5.10 in
[PP16]. For the barycenter map, we employ a non-intrinsic approach by resorting to Nash
embedding theorem, and we use several extrinsic Riemannian geometry results combined
with results obtained by the second author in a series of papers culminated in [NOA 18]
co-authored by the forth author too. In particular, our approach requires several technical
results from isoperimetric theory that establish an estimate on the diameter of isoperimetric
regions of small volume as can be found in [MJOO] and in [NOA18].

2. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM AND MAIN RESULTS

In this section we will give the description of the nonlinear PDE problem, and we will
formulate the main result concerning the multiplicity of its solutions. Let us assume that
W: R — [0, +oo[ is a function of class C? and that (M, g) is an N-dimensional compact
Riemannian manifold without boundary; precise assumptions on W will be given below.
For fixed £, V' > 0, we are concerned with the existence of multiple pairs (ue v, Ae,v) €
H'(M) x R such that the following equalities are satisfied:

—& Aug’v + éW’(u&V) = )\s,V;
J Ue vV d’l)g =V.
M

As to the assumptions on W, we will consider a double well potential, i.e., a map satisfying
the following assumptions:

2.1)

(a) W(s) has only two global minima, at s = 0 and at s = 1, and a unique local

maximum at s = 5; moreover
2.2) W(0) =W'(0)=W(1)=W(1)=0 W"0),W"1)>0;
(b) there exist positive constants A, B such that
2N
(23) |[W'(s)| < A+ Bs”™', forsomep < =2* (p<oif N=1,2);

N -2 ’
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(¢) for some § > 0:
2.4) W'(s) >0, Vse]l,1+46];
(d) there exists ¢y, co, tg > 0 such that:
(2.5) alt|Pr < W(t) < e2|t|P?,  when |t| = to,

and where 2 < p1 < 2, p1 <p2<2(p1—1),with2:%2*+1<2*+1.

Y

|
|
I
|
|
0 1 1 S
2

FIGURE 1. The typical shape of the symmetric double well potential W
considered in Problem (2.1).

The solutions of Problem (2.1) are the critical points of the following energy functional

E.:H' (M) — R,

e

1
(2.6) E-(u) = JM [Vul® dv, + - JM W (u()) do,,

under the constraint

J udvg, = V.
M

Here, dv, denotes the volume density of the metric g.

Consider the following topological invariants of the manifold M. Given a topological
space X, let us recall the definition of some topological invariants of A’:

e cat(X) is the Lusternik—Schnirelman category of X, see Definition 4.1,

o (i (X) is the k-th Betti number!' of X. Similarly, if Y < X is a subspace,
Br(X,Y) is the k-th Betti number of the pair;

o Pi(X) = >, Br(X); this is the value at 1 of the Poincaré polynomial of X’ (see
Definition 4.5).

The main result of the paper gives a lower bound on the number of solutions of Problem
(2.1) in terms of these topological invariants of M.

IRecall that the k-th Betti number of X’ is the dimension of the k-th Alexander-Spanier cohomology vector
space of X’ with coefficients in R
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Theorem 2.1. Let W satisfy assumptions (a), (b), (c) and (d) above. Then, there exists
V* =V*(M,g) > 0such that for every V € |0, V*[ there exists e* = &*(V, M, g, W) >
0, such that for every € € 10,e*[, Problem (2.1) admits at least cat(M) + 1 distinct
solutions. Moreover, if for some given V and € as above all the solutions of Problem (2.1)
are nondegenerate (i.e., they correspond to nondegenerate critical points of E.) then there
are at least 2P (M) — 1 solutions.

The nondegeneracy assumption in the last part of the statement can be omitted, pro-
vided that a suitable notion of multiplicity of solutions is taken into consideration, see
Definition 4.8.

Notations and terminology. Given a Riemannian manifold (M, g), we will denote by
N e N\{0} the dimension of M, vol, the volume function of the metric g, by inj,,
the injectivity radius of (M, g) (which is well defined and strictly positive when M is
compact), 7'~ is the (N — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure associated to the distance
induced on M by the metric g, and by diam, the diameter function of sets induced by the
metric associated to g.
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3. GEOMETRIC MEASURE THEORETICAL PRELIMINARIES

For the development of our theory, we will need a Riemannian counterpart of some
results that were originally obtained by Modica in [Mod87] in the case of domains in
Euclidean spaces. Although Modica’s main ideas carry over to the geometrical setup with-
out major difficulties, for the reader’s convenience we will give here a detailed proof of
[Mod87, Proposition 2] stated in our Riemannian context. Let us first recall some defini-
tions.

Definition 3.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension N, U € M an open
subset, X.(U) the set of smooth vector fields with compact support on U. Given a function
u e L(M, g), define the variation of u by

3.1 |Du|(M) := sup{f udivg(X)dog : X € X.(M), || X || < 1},
M

where || X || = sup{|X,|, : pe M} and |X, ]|, is the norm of the vector X, in the
metric g on T, M. We say that a function u € L'(M,g), has bounded variation, if
|Du|(M) < oo and we define the set of all functions of bounded variations on M by
BV (M,g) := {ue L*(M,g) : |Du|(M) < +o}. A function u € L (M) has locally
bounded variation in 1/, if for each open set U € M,

\Du|(U) = Sup{f wdivy(X) dvy : X € Xo(U), | X]0 < 1} < o0,
U
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and we define the set of all functions of locally bounded variations on M by BV},.(M) :=
{ue L}, (M) :|Du|(U) < +o0,U € M}. So for any u € BV (M, g), we can associate a

loc
vector Radon measure on M, V9u with total variation |V9ul.

Definition 3.2. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension N, U < M be an
open subset, X.(U) the set of smooth vector fields with compact support in U. Given
E <© M measurable with respect to the Riemannian measure, the perimeter of F in U,

Py(E,U) € [0, +x], is
(3.2) P, (E,U) := sup{f xedivy(X)dvy : X € X.(U), || X || < 1},
U

where || X || := sup {|X,|s : p € M} and | X, is the norm of the vector X, in the metric
gonT,M. If Py(E,U) < +oo for every open set U cc M, we call E alocally finite
perimeter set. Let us set P, (E) := Py(E, M). Finally, if P,(E) < 400 we say that E is
a set of finite perimeter. We will use also the following notation Py (E, F) := |Vxg|s(F)
for every Borel set I < M.

Proposition 3.3 (Riemannian version of [Mod87, Proposition 2, p. 133]). Let (MY, g) be
a complete smooth Riemannian manifold, let A and §) be open subsets of M with 0 A a non-
empty, compact, smooth hypersurface, and with Hév “L0A n 0Q) = 0. Assume that Q is
compact with smooth boundary (possibly empty). Given real numbers «, 3, with o < f3,
define the function vy : 1 — R by

(z) a, ifreA,
YMIT 8 e e O\A.

Then there is a family (v.)_. o of Lipschitz continuous function on M such that v. con-
verges to vy in L'(Q) as e — 07, a < v. < Bforeverye > 0, and

(i) §ovedvg = vodvg = AN Q + BIQA|, Ve >0,
(ii) limsup E.(v.) < Py(A, Q) o(a, B), where o(a, B) = Sg \/2W (s)ds, and E. is as
+

e—0

in (2.6).

Proof. Let us define the function d 4 as

—dist(z,0A4) ifx € A
da(z) = . .
dist(x, 0A) if z ¢ A.
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FIGURE 2. Level sets of a typical example of the signed distance func-
tion for a subset A < M.

It is well known (see for instance [Mod87, Lemma 4] that d 4 is Lipschitz continuous,
that |Vyda(x)|, = 1 for almost all z € M and that, if Sy := {x € M : ds(x) = t}, then

(3.3) lim HY (S n Q) =HY T (0AN Q).
Define the function ¢ : R — R by
qt)=a ift<0, q)=p ift=0,

and let v () = qo(da(x)).
Now, let us consider functions q. satisfying the ordinary differential equation:
€ a

1
(34) 3007 = —W(a:() + 5

these functions give an approximation of gg, and will be employed to define the desired
maps (ve ). Let us explain why this equation. We want approximate the two-valued function
go by a Lipschitz continuous function g., which interpolates between « and 3 and, at the
same time, minimizes the one-dimensional Van der Walls-Allen-Cahn-Hilliard gradient

phase field energy functional
€ .5 1
= -Ww dt.
JR [qu + - (qs)]

The corresponding Euler equation is e2¢” = W’ (q.); multiplying by ¢. and integrating,
we obtain %q? = W (qe) + c.. To avoid the constant trivial solutions, the constant c.
cannot be set equal to zero. On the other hand, we need c. » 2 to make ¢. fill the gap
between « and 3 as quickly as possible (note that ¢”> > 2c. /%)), and for that reason we
choose ¢, = ¢3/2 /2. To construct the functions ¢., consider for a fix ¢ > 0 the function

a<t<p

w0 - | T

where 1. = . (5).
Let G- : [0,m:] — [«, 8] denote the inverse of )., see Figure 3.
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FIGURE 3. Graph of ¢..

Since W is non-negative,
(3.5) 0<n <ei(f—a);

and, by the continuity of W, ¢. is of class C L and

(3.6) eqL(t) = /€32 + 2W(q.),

for0 <t < ..
We now extend the definition of ¢ to the entire real line by setting

g:(t) =a fort<0, ¢()=p fort>n,,

so that ¢. is a Lipschitz continuous function on R. Note that, for every ¢ € R, g-(t) < qo(t)
and . (t +m:) = qo(t). Thus, there exists 0. 4 v € [0, 7] such that

3.7 J G- (dA(:c) + 5€7A,V)dvg = J go(da(z))dv, = J vo(z)dvy.
Q Q Q
Finally, we define g (t) = G (t + 0., 4,v) fort € R and

Ve, AV (T) = ¢ (da(7)) = Ge (da() + 0c,4,v)

for x € Q.

We now prove that v, 4,1y — vg in L. Notice that each Ve, 4,V 1s a Lipschitz continuous
function and o < v 4,y < B.

By Lemma 4 of [Mod87] and the co-area formula for Lipschitz functions (see for in-
stance [Fed69])

(38) j F () [V () dug = fRﬂt)Hff N({zeQ:ulx) = 1) dt,

which holds for any Lebesgue measurable function f and any Lipschitz continuous func-
tion u, we get the following

j o a — vo] du, = f 16 (0 (2)) — ao(da ()] [Vyda(2)]ydlv,
Q Q

Ne—0c, A,V v
[ 0 - wi s

—6c,4,v

< n:(f — «) sup "H_f]v_l (S: n Q)

[t|<ne

< 6%(5 - a)zc(M,g, QvA)a
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where S; = {x € M : d4(x) = t}, and we obtain the last inequality applying (3.5). Then
we conclude that v. 4 v, converges to v in L'(Q) ase — 0.
To prove (ii) we call
Yev = sup HY (S n Q).
[t|<ne

We again employ the coarea formula (3.8), obtaining

B (vepy) = fR [;q;(t)Q + éw (qa(t))] HN1 (S, ~ Q) dt

naf(ss,A,V E,q 9 1 -
< Ve J [Qqs(t + 55’,47\/) + EW (qs(t + 557,47\/))] dt

765,A,V

e 1 1/2
<o [ |G+ 2w + 5
0 5 2

and, recalling (3.6),

1
Ne 5

Eo(vear) <0 | (2W@0) +2)" Loy

0

5 1
_ %J (20 (s) + £9/2) 3 ds.

[

Since Lemma 4 of [Mod87] implies
Hm . = H) 1 (0A N Q) = Py(A,Q),

e—0*t

we conclude that

B
limsup E. (ve,4,v) < Py(A, Q)J V2Wds = Py(A, Q)o (e, B),

e—0*t

and the proposition is proved. |

Definition 3.4. Given sets A,{) < M and a function v, as in Proposition 3.3, a family
(ve )e=o of functions as in the statement of the Proposition will be called a Modica approx-
imation of vo. When the set {2 is not specified, it will be implicitly assumed 2 = M.

4. THE PHOTOGRAPHY METHOD

In this section we discuss a technique, originally due to Benci, Cerami, and others, (see
[BCPY1] or [BCY94]) which is a twist over the classical Lusternik-Schnirelmann theory and
Morse theory. We will call this technique the photography method, for reasons that will be
clear along the way. A formal statement of the results generated by this method is given in
Theorems 4.4 and 4.9.

4.1. General setup. We start off by recalling a few basic definitions.

Definition 4.1. Let (X, 7) be a topological space and Y = X be a closed subset. We define
the Lusternik-Schnirelmann category of Y in X , denoted by catx (Y), as the minimum
number k£ € IN such that there exist open subsets U;, ..., U, < X satisfying Y < J, U;.
If no such finite family exists, then one sets catx(Y) = +oo. Furthermore, one defines
cat(X) = catx (X).
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Definition 4.2. Let 90 be a C?-Hilbert manifold, J : 9 — R a C* functional, and (u,,) a
sequence in 90t. We say that u,, is a Palais—Smale sequence (a PS-sequence for short), if

4.1 J(un) — ¢,

4.2) |dJ (un, — 0.

)HT,fnsm
Definition 4.3. Let 9 be a C2-Hilbert manifold, J : 9t — R a C" functional. We say that
J satisfies the Palais-Smale condition, if every Palais-Smale sequence has a convergent
subsequence.

Classical results of Calculus of Variations relate the number of critical points in a sub-
level of the energy functional with suitable topological/homological/cohomological invari-
ants (category, Betti numbers, cuplength, etc.) of the sublevel. However, it is in principle
rather involved to have a good topological description of subleveles of an abstract func-
tional, which typically are the closure of arbitrary open subsets of infinite-dimensional
manifolds.

The photography method is a technique that allows us to estimate, when the functional
space consists of real-valued functions on a manifold, the value of the topological invariants
of the sublevels in terms of the analogous invariants associated to the underlying manifold.
The estimate is obtained by reproducing a copy of the underlying manifold in a given sub-
level (the photography); this is done by means of a continuous function which associates
to each point of the manifold, a map in the function spaces which concentrates its mass
around the given point. The technique works when such operation can be made in such a
way that the photography of the underlying manifold is sufficiently ample in the sublevel,
i.e., when the sublevel can be continuously retracted to the image of the photography. In
many situations, such retraction is obtained as a barycenter map. This is formalized using
continuous maps and homotopies, as follows.

Theorem 4.4. Let 9N be a C?-Hilbert manifold, J : M — R be a C' functional, and
Je={veM: J(v) < c}. Assume that

(i) inf {J(u) : u e M} > —c0,
(ii) J satisfies (PS) condition,
(iii) there exist ¢ > inf J, a topological space X and two continuous maps

f:X—-Je
g:J°—> X
such that g o f is homotopic to the identity map of X.

Then, there are at least cat(X) critical points in J¢. Furthermore, if W is contractible and
cat(X) > 1, there is at least one critical point u ¢ J°.

Proof. See [BCP91] or [BCY%4]. O

The above result can be made slightly more accurate (at least in the nondegenerate case)
by using Morse theory.

Definition 4.5. Let X be a topological space; the Poincare’s Polynomial P;(X) of X is
defined as the following power series in the variable ¢

(4.3) Pi(X) =) Ba(X)t".
n=0



12 V. BENCI, S. NARDULLL L. E. OSORIO, P. PICCIONE

4.6. Remark. If X is a compact manifold, we have that H™(X) is a finite dimensional
vector space and H"(X) is trivial for sufficiently large n. So the formal series (4.3) is
actually a polynomial.

In the following definition, we give the notion of Morse index of a critical point, which
is necessary in our treatment to establish a relation between the Poincare’s polynomial
P, (M) and the number of solutions to the Euler equation associated to a given functional
J. In this work we use the approach to Morse theory developed in [Ben95], which is
suitable in problems arising from PDE’s.

Definition 4.7 (Morse Index). Let 9t be a C2-Hilbert manifold, J : 9t — R a C! func-
tional and let u € 901 an isolated critical point of .J at level® ¢ € R. We denote by i, (u) the
following formal power series in ¢

+00
(4.4) i(w) = Y Br(Je T\ {u})t".
k=0

We call i;(u) the (polynomial) Morse index of u. The number iy (u) is called the multi-
plicity of u.

If J is of class C? in a neighborhood of u and .J”[u] is not degenerate, we say that u is
nondegenerate. In this case we have that

4.5) iy (u) =t

where (u) is the (numerical) Morse index of u, i.e., the dimension of the maximal
subspace on which the bilinear form J”[u](-, -) is negative-definite. This fact suggests the
following definition.

Definition 4.8. Let 91 be a C?-Hilbert manifold, J : 9 — R be a C' functional and
let uw € 90t be an isolated critical point of J at level c. We say that u is (topologically)
nondegenerate, if i;(u) = t*(*), for some natural number p(u) € IN.

Theorem 4.9. Under assumptions (i), (i), and (iii) of Theorem 4.4, there exists c; > ¢
such that one of the two following conditions hold:
(1) J° contains infinitely many critical points.
(2) J€ contains Py (X) critical points and J°'\J¢, contains P (X ) — 1 critical points
if counted with their multiplicity. More exactly we have the following relation

(4.6) Y, i) = B(X) +[P(X) — 1] + (1 +D)Q(1),
ueCrit(Je1)

where Q(t) is a polynomial with nonnegative integer coefficients, and Crit(J)
denotes the set of critical points of J in the sublevel J'.

In particular, if all the critical points are nondegenerate there are at least P; (X) critical
points with energy less or equal than ¢, and at least P; (X)—1 with energy between ¢ and
Cy.

4.10. Remark. If we count the critical points with their multiplicity, then by Theorem 4.9
it follows that there are at least 2P, (X) — 1 critical points. Namely, when the critical
points are isolated, the result follows from the Morse’s relation (4.6), otherwise there are
infinitely many of them.

2This means that J(u) = ¢, dJ(u) = 0, and there exists a neighborhood ¢ of w in 9 such that the only
critical critical point of J contained in ¢/ coincide with u.
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4.11. Remark. Given topological spaces X and Y, we say that Y is homotopically super-
Jjacent to X if there exist continuous maps f: X — Y and g: Y — X such that go f
is homotopic to the identity map of X. Thus, assumption (iii) of Theorem 4.4 (and of
Theorem 4.9) says that the sublevel J¢ is homotopically superjacent to X. When Y is
homotopically superjacent to X, then the induced map f, in homotopy or homology is
injective, which implies that cat(X) < cat(Y"), and that for all n € IN, 5,(X) < 5,(Y).
This is the reason why the estimates on the number of critical points in Theorem 4.4 and
in Theorem 4.9 are given in terms of the topological invariants of X.

4.2. The photography method in our concrete setting. In this section we will define the
objects needed for the setup and the proof of Theorems 4.4 and 4.9; an analysis of these
objects will be carried out in the following sections.

The objects M, J, X, ¢, f: X — J¢and g: J¢ — X that appear in the statement of
Theorem 4.4 in our concrete setting are described below.

o M = MY, where
mY = {ueHl(M):f u(x) do, —V},
M

o J = E.|gnv, where

1
= EJ |Vul|® du, + *J W (u(z)) doy,
2 Ju & Jm

e X =M, f =&y :M—> E M = M,
oen Iy (V) + 6 where

oc=0(0,1) = L \V2W (s) ds,

& > 0 is a suitable small constant that will be specified later (Lemma 4.24), and
Py M — MY is defined by:

(47) (I)s,V(xO)((E) = UegV,zo ({E) )

where U, v,,: M — IR is the function obtained in Proposition 3.3 assuming
a=0,6=1,Q:=M,and A := M\B,(zo,rv) where By(xo, 7y ) is the metric
ball of volume voly(By(xo,rv)) = V. We observe that U v 5,0 M — Risa
Lipschitz continuous function with the following properties:

e as it is easy to see, by construction we always have

E.(u)

where ¢ = ¢(e,V) =

Supp (US,V,IQ) E Bg($(), ry + 55,M\BQ(:1;0,7'V),V)7

where 0. an\B, (z,ry),v > 0 is defined as in Proposition 3.3. Then for small
V « 1 and small € « 1 we have that for every x( it holds

inj,,
Bg(x07TV + 5&,M\Bg(xo,rv),V) E Bg (.’E(), ‘]2M> .

o the family (Ua,v,xo ) .~ 1s @ Modica approximation (see Definition 3.4) of the

characteristic function of the geodesic ball B, (zo,ry) of volume V. Here,
for V €10, V,, [ with:

C1 < Vg = voly (By(zo, 5 injy,)) < Ca(M, g),
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where C := voly,_ (Byyv
N,

_)(07 % ln.]M)) and
02 = V019b+ (B(M[évJr ,gb+)(07 % ln.]M))a

(Mi\’ , g) is the simply connected space form of constant sectional curvature k €
R, and b~,b" € R are such that b~ < Sec, (0, z) < b* for every 2-dimensional
subspace 0 < T, M and for every x € M, with Secy(c, ) being the sectional
curvature of the 2-dimensional subspace o with respect to metric g. The existence
of the functions Uy, v is proved in Proposition 3.3.

(I)E,V(Ig) (I)E,V(xl)

E,V(mo)

FIGURE 4. The image of the photography map is a (photography) of
the underlying (finite-dimensional) manifold in the infinite dimensional
functional manifold H'(M).

e assuming that the Riemannian manifold M is isometrically embedded in some
Euclidean space R! (Nash embedding theorem) § := 7o 3 : SDTZC — M,
where 7 is the nearest point projection given in Definition 4.15, the barycenter
map 3*: MY, — R,

M g

We will next show that the above objects are well defined, and that they satisfy the assump-
tions required in the photography method.

4.3. The Palais—Smale condition. First of all we need to prove the Palais—Smale condi-
tion for the functional F, :

Proposition 4.12. For every €,V > 0, the functional E. satisfies the Palais-Smale condi-
tion on MV .

Proof. Assume that (u,,) is a Palais-Smale sequence for E. in mY; by density, we can
suppose that 1, is at least of class C? for all n. Observe that Equations (4.1) and (4.2)
written explicitly are

2
4.9) < f |Vu,|> do + f W (up(z))da — ¢
2 Ju M

(4.10) —&2 Ay, + W (un) = Ay + T,

where (\,,), is some sequence in R, and 7}, — 0 strongly in H~1(M).
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Then, by (4.9) and using the assumptions (2.2), (2.3) we have
2
c+1= % J Vu,|* dz + JW(un(x)) dx

2

(L)

Hence, |Vu,| is bounded in L2 By Poincaré inequality on compact manifolds with-
out boundary we know that there exists C = C(M,g) > 0 such that |u, — @,[, =
|y, — Vy < C|Vuy|y. Thus, u, is bounded in H' (M), so that there exists u € H* (M)
such that, up to a subsequence, u,, — u, in H*(M). Now the point is that we need to show
that u,, — wu strongly in SITIZC.

By (2.3), for some p < ]\2,]f2, the map u — W/ (u) of left composition with W' gives a
bounded nonlinear operator from LP(M) to L9(M), with & + I = 1; thus ¢ > 335 > 2.
By the Sobolev embedding theorem, the inclusion H!(M) < LP (M) is compact, and thus
we get a compact nonlinear operator H' (M) 3 u — W’(u) € L9(M). This implies that,
up to subsequences W' (u,,) — W' (u) strongly in L¢(M) < H~1(M). Multiplying (4.10)
by u,,, integrating by parts the corresponding identity, and using the constraint § u,, =V,
we get that A, is a bounded sequence. Whence, up to a subsequence we can assume
An — A A HY(M) — H~1(M) is an isomorphism onto its image when restricted to

the subspace of functions orthogonal to the constants. Note that taking ¢ = —+ we
voly (M)

get that u,, + ¢ is orthogonal to the space of constant functions and A(u,, + ¢) = Au,, is
H~1(M) convergent and therefore u,, + c is strongly convergent in H*(M) and so u,, is
also strongly convergent H'(M). g

4.4. Continuity of the photography map. This is the map f that reproduces a copy of
the finite-dimensional compact ambient manifold M ¥ inside the infinite functional space
which is the domain of the energy functional. For the definition of f, see Section 4.2,
formula (4.7).

Let us start by looking more closely at its definition and by proving the continuity of the
photography map stated in the following proposition which to be stated needs the classical
definition just below.

Definition 4.13. The isoperimetric profile function of (M" , g) (or briefly, the isoperimet-
ric profile) I (s, 4) : [0, V(M)[ — [0, +-0], is defined by

Ing(V) :=inf {A,(0Q) : Q € Tag,voly(Q) =V},

where 7, denotes the set of relatively compact open subsets of M with smooth boundary,
where A, is the (N — 1)-volume form of 02 induced by g.

Proposition 4.14. For every V € 10, vol,(M)[ and for every 6 > O there exists €1(V,0) >
0, such that for every ¢ € 0,e1[ we have that .y carries M into the sublevel Y

£,¢’
where ¢ = oIy (V) + 6, and ®. v : M — MY is a continuous function.

Proof. Recall from Section 4.2 the map ®, y at some point zog € M is defined in terms of
Modica approximations for the characteristic functions of balls centered at zy with volume
equal to V, see formula (4.7). By (ii) in Proposition 3.3 and the asymptotic expansion
for small volumes of the area of the geodesic balls with respect to the enclosed volume,
it follows that E.(®. v (z0)) < olp (V) as e — 0, uniformly with respect to 2o and V/,
where I/ (V) is defined below in Definition 4.13. Thus using this and the compactness of
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M, the proposition is proved if we show that ®. y is continuous. To this aim, we will first
prove the following estimate:

(4.11) ||<I)5,V(x0) - (I)E,V(xl)Hle?(M) < C[Hhxo — by |0 + |5s,zo,V - 56,:61,V|]
+ C[||IVhay — Vha,||0]

where hy(-) = dop,(z,ry (2))(+) (see Figure 5), C = C(e,V, M, g, W|[0’1]) > 0 and
Oe,x0,V = 0c M\B, (x0,rv),v> Where By (zo,7v) is the small geodesic ball enclosing vol-
ume V, see formula (3.7). It is worth to notice here that for small volumes V' « 1, we have
that 0B, (xo, ry) is smooth. The desired continuity property of ®. y will follow from this
inequality,

A 7/

\\ 7/
vt \/W(IO’ )
//\\

// \\

7/ AY
‘/ \‘

o I

FIGURE 5. Geometric illustration of the continuity of the photography
map, because Vdap, (x,ry () (") = —Vdg(z,-).

observing that:
o [z, — ha:lHWLOC(M) — 0, as x1 — xo;
e z — 6., v is a C! map, as it can be seen easily applying the implicit function
theorem in (3.7).
Thus, [0 50,V — 0e,2,,v| — 0as xg — x; for any fixed €, V > 0. In order to prove (4.11),
we proceed as follows:

1®.v (20) = Pe,v (@1) [fyr.2(ar) =

@ (2) + 8o ) Vg (2) = @y () + By )V, ()2
| Nl ) + ) = el (@) + B )Py

2L [ 1Vhey @) = Vha, @) do,

# 2L [y ) = o @ + 5y = B )l

(3.6)
< C (HVhﬂCo - Vhlngo + HhIO - hIlHQOO + ‘65,931,‘/ - 6879007‘/'2) )
where

. inj
2Hq;|‘§OVOIQ(‘BQ('7 QM))

C**(57 W‘[O,l])c*<Mag) > 07

C= C(€7KM797W|[0,1])

\%
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since 2|L[%, = C**(e,Wl|j,1)) > 0, being g, the solution of the one-dimensional
problem. From this estimate the continuity of @, follows easily and the theorem is
proved. U

4.5. The barycenter map. In this section we will show that the baricenter map (4.8) is
well-defined and continuous. We start with the following:

Definition 4.15. Given an isometric embedding i : (MY, g) — (R!,£). We define the
normal injectivity radius r;(M) as the largest nonnegative number r such that the normal
exponential exp, s : vM — Rl is a diffeomorphism of a neighborhood of the zero section
of vM into M, where M, := {x € R! : d¢(x, M) < r} < R! and vM denotes the normal
bundle induced by i on M. Let us denote by 7 : M, pry — M the canonical projection
associated with the canonical projection 7 : vM — M.

4.16. Remark. Notice that M is a retract of M,,i(M), and r;(M) > 0, since M is compact.
For the reader’s convenience, we give a proof of the following simple result.

Lemma 4.17. The map B* : H'(M)\{0} — R! defined in (4.8) is continuous. In partic-
ular, their restrictions to MY are continuous for every V € R.

Proof. Let us prove the continuity of *.
For all w € H (M), set ju,, := §,, w(x) dvg(z). We have the following estimate

Sprzul@)dug(z) — §y av(z) dug(2) || ]oo J Hu
— U— —v
SM u(x) dvg(x) SM 'U(x) d”g(x) H M Moy

where ||2||o 1= supgep{lzlri} = C(i) < +0, because M is compact. Here |z|g: is
the Euclidean length of the position vector and i is the isometric embedding of M in R!.
It is easy to show that the right-hand side of (4.12) goes to zero when v — w in L?(M)
(Lebesgue’s dominated convergence, Holder inequality). g

4.12)

dvg,

4.18. Remark. In order to apply the abstract theory of Theorems 4.4, 4.9, in our concrete
setting, a crucial point to be shown is that for fixed small £, V' > 0 and for c close to the
minimum of E. in 9", the image 3* (M) is contained in a tubular neighborhood M,
of M in R!, whose thinckness r > 0 is small enough to make the nearest point projection
M, — M well-defined and continuous. The proof of this fact is rather involved, and
it requires notions and nontrivial results about the isoperimetric problem in Riemannian
manifolds.

We recall here a very classical notion of measure theory that will be useful in the proof
of Proposition 4.20.

Definition 4.19. Let u, (u,, ), be measurable functions on a measure space (X, X, ). The
sequence wu,, is said to converge globally in measure to u, if for every € > 0, it holds

Jgrolop{x € X :|u(z) —uy(x)| = e} = 0.

We need a Riemannian formulation of another result from [Mod87]. It is worth point-
ing out that it is natural that Modica’s compactness argument can be carried out in the
Riemannian setting. We also mention that Riemannian versions of the proof have ap-
peared in the literature. For instance, in the aforementioned result of A. Pisante and F.
Punzo [PP16]. Compare also with the one in A. Pisante and M. Ponsiglione [PP10], where
the proof is carried out for specific choices of nonlinearities W, in the hyperbolic space,
whereas following the same strategy.
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Proposition 4.20 (Riemannian version of [Mod87, Prop. 1, Prop. 3]). Under assumption
(d) in Section 2 for the potential W (see (2.5)), assume also that there exist constants E* >
0,tg>0,0<c¢; <3 2<p1 <2,p1 <pa<2(p1—1), with2 := %—l—l, a sequence of
positive numbers such that €; — 0%, and a sequence of functions u., € H' (M) satisfying

(4.13) E. (u.,) < E*,Vie .
Then, there exists a subsequence still denoted (e;); such that (u.,); converges to a function
Uy € BV (M) in LY(M). Moreover; there exists a finite perimeter set ) such that u., =

xq such that Pg(Q) = |Duc|(M) = §,, [Duy| < ET*, where o = Sé A/ 2W (s)ds. In
particular, §,  uc,dvg — voly ().

Proof. Let ¢ be the primitive function of (2W)% with ¢(0) = 0, i.e.,

o(t) = f (2W(s)? ds,

0
and set v, () := ¢ (ue, (x)). We claim that the family (ve,). . is bounded in L' (M). In
fact if (2.5) holds, it is not restrictive to assume that ¢y > 1, and we easily have that

t

ot) — J 0(2W(s))%ds+f (@W(s))? ds

0 to
fo V2¢ v
< J QW (s))? ds + 2-Y=2 ¢ +1
0 P2+ 2
Moreover, py < 2(p; — 1) implies that £2 + 1 < p;; hence

o(t) < dy + W (), Vt=0,

. V= t.

for some real constants ¢4 and ¢j. One can prove an analogous estimate for ¢ < 0, so we
get
6(t)] < e3 + caW(t), VteR,

for some real constants c3 and c4. Then,
J |ve, |dvg < esvoly (M) + C4J W (ue, (z)) dug
M M
< cgvolg (M) + cagi B, (ue,)
thus

f [ve, |dvg < csvoly(M) + ¢4 E*,Vie N,
M

for some real constant ¢4, and from this we conclude that (v.,) is a bounded sequence in
L'(M). Since the functions u., (and hence v., ) have better regularity, by the chain rule
we obtain easily that

Vo, — (2W(u.,))? |V,

= ‘QS/(uEi)qui

From the elementary inequality ab < % + % valid for every n > 0 and a,b € R but

nontrivial only when a - b € ]0, +o0[, putting 1 := &;, a = |Vug,|, b = /2W (u,,) we get

1
J- |Vog,|dvg < J <€Z-Vu€i
M M \2

(4.13)
(414) < Efi(UEi) < E*'

1
24 6W(ug)) dug



VAN DER WAALS-CAHN-HILLIARD EQUATION WITH VOLUME CONSTRAINT 19

Applying the compactness theorem for bounded variation functions, (cf. [AFP00O, The-
orem 3.23] or [MPPP(O7, Proposition 1.4]), there exists a subsequence also denoted by
(ve,); and an a.e. pointwise limit function vy, € BV (M, g) that is the L' (M, g) limit of
the v.,, which satisfies

| Dveg | (M) < lim inf [Voe, | o) < B,

where as customarily we denote by Dv,, the Radon measure representing the distributional
derivative of vy, and by |Duvg| is its total variation. We now return to the study of the
original functions u.,. Since our potential W € C?(R) is nonnegative and vanishes only
at 0 and 1, we deduce that ¢ is at least C'! (actually ¢ is C*) and a strictly monotone
increasing function. Let 1) be the inverse function of ¢ which always exists and it is strictly
monotone increasing as well. By the implicit function theorem we get that 1) inherits
the same regularity of ¢. Let us define us(z) = 9 (vgo(x)), from the chain rule for
BV functions we also obtain that u,, € BV (M). By (2.5) then ¢’(to) > \/ﬂtgl/2 for
every |t| = to; hence v is Lipschitz continuous on | — o0, ¢ (—to)]([¢ (o) , +o0[ and
so uniformly continuous on the entire real line. From this combined with Theorem 2 of
[BJ61] we infer that u., = v o v., converges in measure on M to uy as €; — 07 so a
Jortiori also u., converges pointwise a.e. on M to uq as e; — 0%; since

J [ue, P dug é_[ o dvg + J- W (ue, () dvg
M

<ty Volg (M) + €ZE (ue,)
c1
< 181 Vol, (M) + %E*

we conclude that (u.,) is bounded in LP' (M) with p; > 2. This implies (via Holder
inequality) uniform integrability of the sequence (u., ),. Hence by the classical theorem of
Vitali (compare Theorem 2.18 of [ADPM11] or Theorem 4.5.4 of [Bog07]), we know that
uniform integrability and convergence in measure (which implies pointwise convergence
a.e.) that (u.,) actually converges in L (M) to u.,. The remaining part of the proof goes
along the same lines of the proof of [Mod87, Proposition 1]. In fact, by Fatou’s Lemma
and (4.13) it holds

0< f W(uw)dvg < liminf | W(ue,)dvy < hm infe; E
M —00

7—00 Z\/[
4.13)

< liminfegE* = 0.
i—00

The last chain of inequalities shows that W (u.,) = 0 a.e. on M which in turn implies that
U (M) = {0,1} a.e. As already observed above u,, € BV (M) and so the sets u'(0)
and u_! (1) are of finite perimeter in M, moreover we can apply Theorem 3.96 of [ AFP00]
and formula (3.90) of [AFPO0] to get by the Fleming-Rishel formula

1 (4 14) p*
@15) MY (@* ugt (1)) = [Dus| (M) = J \Du| — f Do, 2 E
M g g
where 0 = 0(0, 1). This yields the proof of Proposition 4.20. O

Lemma 4.21. Let (MY, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold. For every 1 > 1 > 0,
V e 10,volg(M)[, 6 > O there exists ¢g = eo(g, W,n,V,0) > 0 such that for every
0 < & < e and for any w € MY, with ¢ = c(W,V,0) = oIy (V) + 8 > 0, there
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exists Qv a finite perimeter set of volume V' such that ||u — xay., ||z () < 1 and
PQ(QV,u) < 5

(e

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that the conclusion does not hold. Then there
exist 1 > 7 >0,V € ]0,volg(M)[, § > 0 asequence &; — 0, u., € MY . such that for
every {2y finite perimeter set of volume V' we have

(4.16) ||u5i — XQVHLl(M) >n> 0.
If we assume furthermore that holds (2.5) we can apply Proposition 4.20 with E* := c.

This provides a subsequence still denoted (¢;);, a finite perimeter set Q2 of volume V' such
that Py (Qv, (4. ),) < < and

||U'Ez' - XQV,(“Ei)i ||L1(M) - 0) as ¢ — +00.
This last equation contradicts (4.16) and in turn completes the proof of the lemma. g

Observe that we can choose § sufficiently small and refine the result of Lemma 4.21
in order to have that {2, v as above is actually an isoperimetric region; this yields the
following concentration lemma for functions with energy close to the minimum energy
level.

Lemma 4.22. Let (M"Y, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold. For every 1 > 1 > 0,
V €10, voly(M)], there exist 6o = do(n,V, M™,g, W) > 0 such that for every 0 < § <
8o there exists g = eo(g, W,n,V,08) > 0 such that for every 0 < & < g and for any
u € zm;{c with ¢ = ¢(W,V,8) = oIy (V) + 6 there exists Qv isoperimetric region of
volume V' such that ||[u — xay. ||z (vr) < 7

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that the conclusion does not hold. Then there
exist 1 > 7 > 0,V € ]0,voly(M)[, a sequence §; — 0T a second sequence e; — 07, a
sequence of functions (uc, ); satisfying u., € pe=eVo=alu(VI+0  onV quch that for
every {1y isoperimetric region of volume V' we have

4.17) l[ue, = xavllL1(ary >n > 0.

If we assume furthermore that (2.5) holds, we can apply Proposition 4.20 with E* := ¢;.
This provides a subsequence, still denoted by (g;);, a finite perimeter set Qg/l)
V such that Pg(Qg/l)) < % and

(4.18) H’LLEi - XQ<V1)HL1(M) — 0, as ¢ — +00.

of volume

To this subsequence we apply again Proposition 4.20, now with E* := co. In this way we
obtain again a new subsequence, still denoted (¢;);, a finite perimeter set Qg ) of volume
V such that Pg(Qg)) < /0 and

(4.19) l[ue, — Xo® llz1(ary — 0, as i — +o0.

The sequence appearing in (4.19) being a subsequence of the sequence appearing in (4.18)
readily gives that Qg ) = Qg) by the uniqueness of the limit. Continuing this process and

applying a standard diagonal argument we get the existence of a subsequence still denoted

(€i)i, a finite perimeter set Qy = Qg) = QE,Q) = QE}%) = ..., of volume V' such that
(4.20) Py(Qy) < 2 Wie NN,

g
and

4.21) HuEL — XQVHLl(Jw) — 0, as 7 — +o0.
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From (4.20) we conclude immediately that Py(Qy) < I5/(V') and so a fortiori we can as-
sert that 2y, is an isoperimetric region of volume V. This last fact combined with equation
(4.21) contradicts (4.17) and in turn completes the proof of the lemma. Il

Lemma 4.23 ([MJ00, Theorem 2.2] and [NOA 18, Lemma 4.9]). Let (M¥, g) be a com-
pact Riemannian manifold. There exist two positive constants p* = p*(M,g) > 0 and
v* = v*(M,g) > 0 such that whenever Q0 = M is an isoperimetric region of volume
0 < v < v* it holds that
diamgy(Q2) < o

Lemma 4.24. For any n € 0, 1] sufficiently small and any r € ]0, %inj M[ there exists
Vo = Vo(MN,g,n,7) > 0s.t. for all V € 0, Va] there exists 5o = 6o(n, V, M™ , g, W) >
0 such that for every & € 10, do[ there exists €3 = £2(g, W,n,V, §) > 0 such that for every
e € 0,2 and for any u € MY . with ¢ = «(W,V,6) = oIy (V) + 6 there exists Qy,y,
isoperimetric region of volume V such that ||u — Xq., ., || 1 (m) < 1. In particular for any
7 €10,1[ (close to 1) there exists p,, € M such that

(4.22) J luldvg = J udvg = V.

Bg(pu,r/2) Bg(pu,r/2)
Proof. By [NOA18, Lemma 4.9] reported above as Lemma 4.23 we know that there exists
vg = vE (N, k,injy,, ) > 0 such that for every isoperimetric region  of volume V'
smaller than v is contained in a geodesic ball of radius r/2. Furthermore, by Lemma 4.22
we get the existence of a isoperimetric region (y-,, such that

llu = xav.. L ) < 7-

This implies

f udvg < f |uldvg <,
M\Bg (pu;r/2) M\Bg (pu,r/2)

V= J udvg + J udvg,
M\Bg (pu,r/2) By (pu,r/2)

from which we deduce
J udvg =V —n.
Bg (pu »T'/Q)

From this it is straightforward to choose a suitable Vo := Vo(M¥Y g, n,7) < vy and to
deduce (4.22) for small 7, and thus we finish the proof of the lemma. |

furthermore

4.25. Remark. Notice that in Lemma 4.24 if n is small enough we can ensure that % <
{0 u(@)dug
SM [u(z)|dvg
when we replace the barycenter 3* by other notions of barycenter as listed bellow
zu(z)dv x|u(z)|dv
B (u) = SMig’ B (u) = SMig’

Sar [u(@)]dvg $ar u(@)ldvg
_ §as zlu(z)|dv,

§ o u(@)dug

Let us denote by diamp: (M) the diameter of M as subset of R'.

< 1. With this observation it is easy to conclude that in our results remain true

B (u)

Lemma 4.26. Forr € ]0, % ian[there exists Vo = Va(N, g, vf,inj,, r, diamp: (M)) >
0 such that for every 0 < V. < Vj, there exists 4 = €4(g, W, V) > 0,0 < € < &4, and
every u € MY . we have $*(u) € M,.
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Proof. Define p(u(z)) := SMzgii))dvg' By (4.22) for every V € ]0, V5[ we obtain a point

pu € M such that {, (Duir/2) p(u(x))dvy = 7, where 0 < 77 < 1 will be chosen later.
From this last inequality we deduce

6% (u) = pu| =

S

(z — pu)p(u(z))dv,

(z — pu)p(u(z))dv,
o (Pur7/2)

N
o}

+ (@ = pu)p(u(z))dvg

—

M\Bg(pu,r/2)

< +D(1_ﬁ)7

N3

where D := diamp: (M ). Choosing 7j close to 1 such that D(1 — 7)) < 7 and applying
Lemma 4.24, with ) = 7, and § €]0, o[ we conclude the proof of the lemma. O

Corollary 4.27. There exists ro = ro(M) > 0 such that for any r € 10,7¢][, there exists
Vs =Vs (N, k,vf,inj,, r, diamp: (M)) > 0 such that for every V' € 10, V][, there exists
g5 = e5(V') > 0 such that for every e € 10, e5[, we have dy(mof* oD, v (z0), o) < injy,.
In particular 7w o 3* o ®. v is homotopic to the identity map of M.

Proof. As in Lemma 4.26, if we choose 7y small enough depending only on the second
fundamental form of the isometric immersion of A in R! and the injectivity radius of
M, it is easy to see that we have dg,(m o 5* o O, v (z0),z0) < C(|[IInm]|o)T0 < Injyy,
because M is compact. To understand this standard argument of extrinsic Riemannian
geometry, the reader can look up [Narl8, Lemma 2.1]. Let us now define the homotopy
F:[0,1] x M —> M,

F(t,20) 1= expy, (texpg, (1 0 5*(®e,v (20)))).

From the very definition of F' it is easy to check that F'(0,29) = zo and F(1,x¢) =
mo f* o &, v (x0) for every zyp € M. Checking the continuity of F' with respect to zg is
a standard fact of Riemannian geometry about the exponential map using Proposition 4.14
(continuity of ®. v ) and Lemma 4.17 (continuity of barycenter map). g

We are finally in position to prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof. Set V* := min{Va, V3, V4, V5} > 0, then fix 0 < § < dp, with Jp as in Lemma
4.24, and set ¢* := min{eg,e1,€2,3,64,65} > 0, ¢ = alp (V) + 6. Then for any
V € ]0,V*[ and € € ]0,e*[, by an easy application of Proposition 4.14, Lemma 4.26
and Corollary 4.27 we obtain the functions f := &,y and g := 7 o 8* required to apply
Theorem 4.4to X = M, J = E_|gpv, M = MY . The conclusion then follows readily.
The last assertion of the theorem follows directly from Theorem 4.9, using the nonde-
generacy assumption. O

5. DROPPING THE SUBCRITICAL GROWTH CONDITION

We will now show how to deal with the case where one does not assume the subcrit-
ical growth of the potential (2.3). The idea is to show some a priori estimates on the
solutions (and for the corresponding Lagrange multiplier), and then consider a perturbed
problem that satisfies the growth condition, whose solutions are also solutions of the origi-
nal problem. Towards this goal, we need two auxiliary lemmas that have their own interest.
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Recalling Remark 4.11, a careful inspection of the proof of Theorem 2.1, Corollary 4.27,
Lemma 4.26 reveals that

Lemma 5.1. Let W satisfying assumptions (2.2), (2.3), and (2.4). Then, for every V €
10, V*[, € €]0,e*[, there exists ¢ = é(N,g,e,V,so,VV‘[O’SD]) > infoyv E., such that
for all ¢ € linfoyv E.,¢|, the sublevel E¢ is homotopically superjacent fo M (see Re-
mark 4.11). O

The proof of the following result goes along the same lines as the proof of [Che96,
Lemma 3.4]. Before giving its statement, it will be useful to make a remark.

5.2. Remark. Let us observe that from the quadratic growth condition obtained integrating
two times W (t) = ¢o > 0, V|t| = to, on the interval [to, s] we obtain W (s) = W (to) +
(s —to)W'(to) + %(s — to)%co from which we conclude that there exists t; > tg, ¢, > co,
such that W (s) > $s2c{), for every s such that |s| > t;.

Proposition 5.3 (Lagrange Multiplier Estimates). Let &y, V, and € €]0, + o[ be fixed, and
assume that (u.) ce]0,z] is a family of solutions for the equation

(5.1 —div (eVue) + 1W' (ue) = =X, in M,J- u. =V >0,
M

where W satisfy (2.2), W"(1) > 0, W"(s) = ¢o > 0, if |u| = to for some co > 0 and
to > so > 0, i.e., large quadratic or super quadratic growth such that

(5.2) 0 < E.[u.] < &,Ve€]0,2].

Then there exist positive constants ¢1 = c¢1(N, g,voly(M),V, &, o, co, W|[7t0vt0]) >0
(c1 > 0large) and e = €9(N, g, voly(M),V, o, to, VV|HOJD]) > 0, (g9 > 0 small) such

that for any é €]0, 9] we have c¢1 < €1, ¢ = ¢1(N, g, voly(M),V, &, to, co, W|[_toyt0]) >
0 with
|)\§(Ué) < C1E§(Ug)
< 1 Be(ue)
< Gé.

5.4. Remark. The assumptions of Proposition 5.3 are satisfied in the case of the classical
symmetric Van der Waals-Allen-Cahn-Hilliard potential that is a positive polynomial of
fourth order with just two absolute minima at which the potential is zero.

5.5. Remark. Roughly speaking, Proposition 5.3 says that the constants involved in the
statement of our results depend on the geometry of the problem, on an upper bound of
the energy, on the behavior of the potential over a compact interval, and on the index
of quadratic and super-quadratic growth at infinity, which is represented by the constant
co > 0.

For the needs of the proof of Proposition 5.3 we need the following, by now, standard
notion of mollification kernel and of mollification of a function defined on a Riemannian
manifold. Along the past decades this central topic has been treated by many authors.
At the best of our knowledge the first appearance in the literature, of an intrinsic treat-
ment of mollifier kernels on a smooth Riemannian manifold, dates back to the work of H.
Karcher [Kar77] while for an extrinsic treatment the earliest reference that we found is the
celebrated work of John Nash [Nas56]. The treatment presented here is borrowed from
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[Fuk06]. Let U —cc M be an open set (this includes the case U = M if M is a closed
differentiable manifold). Define the injectivity radius of U by

inj(U, ) = inf inj, (z),
where inj g(:c) is the injectivity radius of © € M with respect to the metric g.

Definition 5.6. We say that a function ¢ : U x M x (0,inj(U, g)) is a mollifier kernel, if

(1) ¢ C*(U x M x (0,inj(U,g))). _
(2) ¢(x,-,p) : M — Rhas its support in By(x, p).
(3) §,; 0(x,y,p)dvg(y) = 1 forevery x € U and p € (0,inj(U, g)) fixed.

Define

1
D(z,y,p) = (T i dist(z,y) < p < (U, g),
0, if dist(x,y) = p.

The function ¢ belongs clearly to C*(M). Now, let us set

)(x,y,p)
§ar (@, p)dvg (y)

5.7. Remark. Notice that ¢(z, -, p) has its support in Bgy(z, p).

Y(z,y,p) =

7¢p(z7y) = 7/’(17;,%P)

It is not difficult to see that the function v defined above satisfies the properties of a
mollifier on (M, g) and it will be called the standard mollifier.
For every f € L, (M) the mollified function f, is defined as follow

fol@) == (F =)z jwyp y)du, ().

It is easy to see that f, € C*°(M).

Some steps in the proof of Proposition 5.3 rely on basic properties of this mollifica-
tion construction performed on Riemannian manifolds (such as [GT01, Lemma 7.23]) —
concretely, the estimates for C'! and L norms of . ,, and the upper bound for ||u., , —
Ue| L2(M)> Where uc , is a mollification of u. (see inside the body of the proof below for
the precise definition of u. ,). These properties follows mutatis mutandis in a straightfor-
ward manner from the corresponding Euclidean ones, for this reason we omit the proof
here.

Proof of Proposition 5.3. We can assume w.l.g. that 0 < £ < 1. Looking at the equation
(5.1) we want to give a uniform estimate with respect to € of ).y depending only on the
energy of the associated solutions. With this aim in mind, we will make use of an auxiliary
function ¢ , : M — R given as the unique solution to

Athe p = Ue,p — Ue,p, in M,

53

(5:3) f Ye pdvg = 0,

with ue () = (ue *1,) (7) 1= SM Y(z,y, p)u=(y)dvg(y), where Y, (z,y) = (z,y, p)
is the standard mollification kernel satisfying { ¢, = 1 defined above and

Vv

Ue., := VOl M71J Ue pdVg = ————.
3P 9( ) M PG VOlg(M)
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By a direct computation coming from the very definition of u. , we get

lueplloar = [(ue = 1) + 1] % Yp|loo, 1

N

L+ sup Dp (. y) |[us(expy o (— expy g (y))] — 1] dvg(y)
zeM By(“‘?ﬂ)

Holder N
< 1+ Cp 7 |[|ue| — 1|21

1+ C\/Ee2p =,

N

where the last constant C' = C/(N, g). The last inequality is an immediate consequence of
(5.4) f (lue| — 1)% dvy < Ce&o,
M

where C' = C(g, W_, ,.;:¢0) > 0.
In order to show (5.4) we start by considering the Taylor expansion of W near the point
s = 1 on the s-axis, which gives the existence of € between 1 and s such that

W(s) = W(s) — W(1) = W(1)(s — 1) + 5(s — 1W(6,) = 5(s — 1)’W"(0,).

N =

N

From this we easily obtain that for [s — 1| < § < %

W”(QS) = 770(57 I/I/l[l—é.,lJré]) >0,

because by assumption (2.2) we have W” (1) > 0 and W is of class C2. For D := {s €
R||s — 1] = 4, s € [—to, to]} we have that the function g defined as

2W (s)

g(s) = W"(0,) = m

>0,9: D —> R,

is continuous and stays away from zero on a compact interval. Hence infsep{g(s)} =:
(6, W|p) > 0. Finally for |s| > to it is immediate to get W”(6s) > ¢o > 0. This
argument implies readily that there exists 72 = n2(W|[—f,0,t0] ,¢o) := min{ng,m1,co} >0
such that

1 1
j (lue] — 1)° < j (e — 1) < —[E-[ue] — Z||Vuel3] < —<&o.
M M 2 2 2

From the last inequality we infer quickly (5.4) setting C' := 7712 Analogously it is not too
hard to see that from the very definition of the mollifier and the theorem of derivation under
the integral sign we get

_N
2

(5.5 Nue,pllerary < C(Vgyh, volg (M), W), co)eop (1 +e7p™ %),

—to,tol’
where & = max{+y/&p,1}. Thus by classical Schauder’s elliptic estimates, applied to
(5.3), taking p small enough we conclude

(5-6j|¢e7p‘|CQ(M) C”us,p - ﬁs,pHCl(M)

<
< C (lJuepllorany + e plloran)

—~
[

5 N
< C(g, V¥, V,voly (M), Wit 11, co)0p™ (1 + % p”

Nl

N
2

).
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Now we come back to our uniform estimates on A. and multiply (5.1), by the function
©e.p i= (V1. p, V), then we integrate over M and use the divergence theorem obtain-
ing

1
f Pe,p(—Ac)dvg :J Pe,p (— div(eVu,) + W’(u5)> dvg

M M €

1
=& JM (Ve p, VU8>9 dvg + - JM W/(Ue)<v¢a,p7 Vue)gdug

€ 1

= ~ | Vue|? div(Vp, ,)dv, — fj W (ue) div(Ve ,)dv
5.7 JM 2| | ( ) dvg sy (ue) div( p)dvg

. 1 .
<[ (5Ivur+ I ) a9,
M S

<Hw5 PHC2(M)EE(“E)

(5.6) 1 _N
2

< Cgop (1 +e2p7 2 )Ee(ue)

where C(g, V g1, voly (M), Wii_¢, 1], o) > 0. We will explain in great details in the next
paragraph the identity displayed in the third line of (5.7). With this aim in mind observe
that an integration by parts gives

1 1
(5.8) f (Ve p, Vueydvg = —fJ U A pdvg — = f Ve, pAucdyy.
M ' 2 Jm ' 20

Remembering of the following standard equality
V{X,Y )y =divg(X)Y + divg(Y)X,

valid for any pair of smooth enough vector fields X, Y, and applying it to our specific case
with X = Vu,, Y = Vi) , it holds

Ape p = 28, pAue +(VAY. p, Vueyg + VAU, Ve p)g.

Thus
1
—3 U A, pdvg = —
M

1
3 J (2ue At pAue + VA, p, uVueyg + VAU, uVe ,)g) dvg
1

= -3 J (2ue At pAue — At , div(uVue) — Au, div(u Ve p)) dug
1
3 f (

— 2u A, pAue — A¢57P|VUE|2 — 2u A, p,Aue — Au(Vu, V¢57p>g) dvg

= J A¢57p|VUE|2 + AulVue, Vw57p>g) dvg.

Hence substituting in (5.8) we get

1 1
f Ve, p, Vue)gdvg = *f (Alﬂa p|Vu8|2 + AuVue, Vipe p>g) dvg — *J e, pAucdug
M ' 2 Jm ' ’ 207
1

- f (A¢57P|Vug|2 + <p€7pAuE) dvg —
M

1
5 = J Ve pAusdug
M

2

1
ff Ate ,|VuPdv,.
2 Jm
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The last identity readily proves the third line of (5.8). An integration by parts on the left-
hand side of the above inequality (5.7) yields

f (Vipe p, Vugygdv, = J ue div(Vpe ,)dvg
M M
= J U Ae pdvg
M
b f Ue (Ue,p — Ue,p) dvg
M

= J Ue (Ue,p — Ue) dvg + J (u2 — 1)dv,
M M
+voly (M)(1 — a2) + volg (M)t (e — te,p)-

Recall here that @, = W € 10, 1[ when V' €]0, voly(M)[; using the equality (z —
1)2 4+ 2(z — 1) = 22 — 1 and an application of Holder inequality we obtain

J [uZ — 1|dv, < f lue — 12dv, + ZJ lue — 1ldvg
M M M

)

< Ce&y + 24/ Ce&yvoly(M)?

< O/

for the last inequality in (5.9) we have taken & =&+ 2v/ Eovoly (M )% > 0, assuming
without loss of generality ¢ € ]0, 1[ and C' > 1. In order to verify

(5.9)

_ _ Holder 1
(5.10) |tie,p, — | < volg(M)™2||uc, — uel|2,m

(5.11) < Cyp,

where we used (5.13) whose proof is independent of that of (5.10), (5.11). At this stage, it
is convenient to introduce a new auxiliary function w, defined by w. = W o u. where

W(s) L 2B,

F(t) :=min {W(t),1+[t|*} =1, VteR.
Notice that w. € W11 (M) and

J \Vw, | dv, = f \/2F (uz) |Vue|do, < J ee (ue) dvg = E.[u.] < &,
M M M

where e.(u) = £[Vu|? + LW (u) is the energy density. Furthermore, by the structural

properties of W, there is a positive constants ¢ > 0, depending only on the structural
assumptions on W, such that

(5.12) |51 — 5o’ <CT’W(51)—W(82) ,Vs1,82 € R,

and

— 2
JM e,y — el dvg < jM ng(zvp) o (¥) e (expy o (— exp7 (1) — ue @) dug(v) dug ()

5.12
L[ [
M IBg(z,p)

Fubini 4

< b |
cy .[Bg(z,p) p(y) "

Riemannian version of [GTO1, Lemma 7.23] *
< C]PHV"UE(‘)HLM < Cp,

we(expg o (= expy 4 (1)) = we ()| dvg (y) dvg (z)

(5.13)

we (expy, o (— expy (1) — we (@) dvg(2) dvg (v)
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where C' = C(g, &y, volg(M)) > 0. From the last inequality and (5.10) we obtain easily
(5.11). Note that

[z [ =1+ voan,
M M
and then we use (5.9) to give the following estimate on the L? norm of u.
(5.14) J u? < C&g\/e + voly (M),
M
which implies by an application of Holder inequality that

J Ue (Ue,p — Ue) dx
M

< ||u5\|2||u5,p _uEHQ

(5.10)—(5.14)

(5.15) Y0\ CEoE + vol, (M) B = CEE .
So

(5.16) JM ue div(Vpe ,)dx
— 2 A
661 (1 - (\f()lgV(JW)) > — Céy(vE) — C(1 + ENF.

Now combining (5.7) and (5.16), for sufficiently small £ and p, depending only on the
relevant quantities g, NV, voly (M), V, &, to, co, and W\ _,, .o;» We deduce that

050,0_1(1 + 5%/)_%)Ea(ua)
=P .
voly (M)(1 — (%(M)) ) — Céon/e— C(1 + E5)/p

(5.17) [Ae v <

So taking ¢ such that

1 Vv 2 . voly (M) V ?
(5.18) voly(M) (1 - <m1g(z\4)> ) “Chves = <1 B (volg<M)> ) ’

and p such that

%volg(M) (1 - (mlgV(M))Q> —CL+&)Vp < %(M) (1 - (mf(M))z) ,

we conclude that N LN
2C0Ep (1 + e2p~ 2 )E.(ue)

vol, (M) <1 - (v1V<M>)2> |

5.8. Remark. In Proposition 5.3 we do not require any subcritical growth condition, just
that the second derivative of the potential is bounded from below by a positive constant in
a neighborhood of infinity.

|>\6,V| <

In our next result we generalize Theorem 2.1 by dropping assumption (2.3), and replac-
ing it with a quite more general one. The price we pay is a weaker estimate on the lower
bound on the number of solutions than the one determined in Theorem 2.1. In fact, our
proof gives only the existence of low energy solutions. We conjecture that the following
result remains true also for high energy solutions, but at the moment we are unable to
give a complete proof. Thus under the assumptions of the preceding lemma we state the
following theorem.
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Theorem 5.9. For every W € C%(R) satisfying (2.2) and W" (1) > 0, W"(s) > ¢y >
0,VY|s| = t1 > 1 > 0, for some large ty, then for every V € 10, V*[ and ¢ € |0, e*[, Prob-
lem (2.1) admits at least cat(M) distinct solutions. Moreover, assume additionally that for
given V € 10, V*[ and € € ]0,*[ all solutions of Problem (2.1) having energy less than
or equal to the constant ¢ defined in Lemma 5.1 are nondegenerate (see Definition 4.8).
Then, Problem (2.1) has at least Py (M) distinct solutions.

Proof. Let V* be the constant determined in Theorem 2.1, and assume in the rest of the
proof that V' € ]0, V*[. We can suppose that TV satisfies
(5.19) lim sup W' (s) = +o0, and liminf W'(s) = —c0,

§—+00 §—=>—0
because otherwise W’ would be bounded, and so W would satisfy a growth condition as
in (2.3), falling under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1. Now, using (5.19) it is easy to see
that there exists §~ < —t1, §* > ¢; such that

(5.20) —IW'(s7) =M >0,
and
(5.21) —IW'(sh) + 2 <0,

where 0 < V < V* \* = )\*(N,g,volg(M),E,V,807t0,é,VV|[7tlrt1]) := c1¢ > 0 with
the notations of Lemma 5.1 and Proposition 5.3. Consider the quadratic truncated problem
(5.22): for fixed positive constants V and ¢, find u € H'(M), and A € R such that

—e2Au+ W'(u) = &),
J u(z)dr =V,
M

with the same M as in the statement of the theorem and W € C2(R) satisfying W (s) :=
W(s), Vse [§7,51], (2.3),

(5.23) —1W'(s) = A* >0, Vse]-uw,5],

(5.22)

(5.24) —LW'(s) + A* <0, Vse[5", +oof.

Observe that it is always possible to find such a W. It is straightforward to check that
Problem (2.1) satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 5.3. Furthermore by
the very definition of W we have VV\[ = VV‘[Q S We claim that all the solutions

st,57]
with energy (w.r.t. W) less than or equal to ¢ of Problem (5.22) are also solutions of Prob-
lem (2.1) with energy (w.r.t. W) less than or equal to ¢. Suppose that (41, 5\1) is a solution
of Problem (5.22) then again standard elliptic regularity theory (compare Theorem 6.19
of [GTO1]) shows that u; is of class C’li’ca(M) and using Lemma 5.1, Proposition 5.3, in-
equalities (5.23), and (5.24) combined with the maximum principle, it is easy to check that
@iy € [87,5%], s0 (@1, A1) is also a solution of Problem (2.1), since W and W coincide on
the interval [$7, §1]. With this last argument, we conclude the proof of the theorem.  [J
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