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GENERIC NONDEGENERACY FOR SOLUTIONS OF THE

ALLEN-CAHN EQUATION UNDER A VOLUME CONSTRAINT

IN CLOSED MANIFOLDS

GUSTAVO DE PAULA RAMOS

Abstract. Let Mn be a connected closed smooth manifold with n ≥ 2. We
adapt the techniques in [MP09] and [GM11] to prove the generic nondegener-
acy for solutions of the Van der Waals-Allen-Cahn-Hilliard equation under a
volume constraint in M .
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1. Introduction and main result

Let (Mn, g) be a connected closed smooth Riemannian manifold, where n ≥ 2.
Let W : R → R be a function of class C2. Fix ν, ǫ > 0. A pair (u, λ) ∈ Hg(M)×R

is a solution for the Van der Waals-Allen-Cahn Hilliard equation under volume
constraint ν when

(PW,ν,ǫ,g)

{

−ǫ2∆gu+W ′(u) = λ
∫

M u dµg = ν
,

where µg is a measure induced by g defined on the Borel subsets of M and Hg(M)
is a convenient Sobolev space of functions defined in section 2.

In [BNAP20], the authors establish lower bounds on the number of solutions for
(PW,ν,ǫ,g) in function of topological invariants ofM for sufficiently small ν, ǫ > 0 and
under specific hypotheses on the potential function W . In particular: if (PW,ν,ǫ,g)
only admits nondegenerate solutions, then Morse theory may be applied to prove
that it admits at least PM (1) solutions, where PM (t) is the Poincaré polynomial of
M .

Our main result is that under suitable growth conditions for W ′ and W ′′, this
is indeed the case generically with respect to (ǫ, g) ∈]0,∞[×Mk, where 1 ≤ k < ∞
and Mk is the space of Riemannian metrics of class Ck on M :

Theorem 1.1. Fix g0 ∈ Mk. Suppose that (1) and (2) hold. Then

D∗
W,ν =

{

(ǫ, g) ∈]0,∞[×Mk : any solution (u, λ) ∈ Hg0(M)× R

for (PW,ν,ǫ,g) is nondegenerate
}

is an open dense subset of ]0,∞[×Mk.
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This result is obtained by the application of an abstract transversality theorem
through an appropriate adaptation of the techniques in [MP09] and [GM11] to the
context of this article.

More precisely, we say that a solution (u, λ) ∈ Hg(M) × R for (PW,ν,ǫ,g) is
nondegenerate when the only pair (v,Λ) ∈ Hg(M)× R which solves the linearized
problem

(QW,ǫ,g,u)

{

−ǫ2∆gv +W ′′(u)v = Λ
∫

M v dµg = 0

is the trivial one (v,Λ) = (0, 0).
In fact, this notion coincides with the Morse theoretic notion of a nondegenerate

critical point for the functional JW,ǫ,g : Hg(M)× R → R given by

JW,ǫ,g(u, λ) =

∫

M

ǫ2

2
g(∇u,∇u) +W (u)− λu dµg − λν.

Indeed, JW,ǫ,g is a functional of class C2 for which (v,Λ) is a solution for (QW,ǫ,g,u)
if, and only if,

∫

M
v dµg = 0 and (v,Λ) ∈ kerHess(JW,ǫ,g)(u,λ). Therefore, (u, λ)

is a nondegenerate solution for (PW,ν,ǫ,g) precisely when (u, λ) is a nondegenerate
critical point of JW,ǫ,g such that

∫

M u dµg = ν.
For Differential Geometry, interest for the Van der Waals-Allen-Cahn-Hilliard

equation under a volume constraint is justified by the results of [PR03], where
Pacard and Ritoré showed that one can approach constant mean curvature hyper-
surfaces by the nodal sets of critical points for JW,ǫ,g,λ as ǫ → 0+. If we consider
critical points without the volume constraint, these sets approach a minimal hy-
persurface.

Acknowledgement. The author thanks Paolo Piccione for suggesting the topic
and discussing drafts of this article.

2. Preliminaries

Basic constructions. Fix 1 ≤ k < ∞. Denote by Sk the Banach space of sym-
metric 2-covectors on M of class Ck. The space Mk of Riemannian metrics on M
of class Ck is an open convex cone in Sk.

Consider any (ǫ, g) ∈]0,∞[×Mk. (ǫ, g) induces the following inner products on
C∞(M):

〈u, v〉g =

∫

M

g (∇u,∇v) + uv dµg;

Eǫ,g(u, v) :=

∫

M

ǫ2g (∇u,∇v) + uv dµg.

Hg(M), Hǫ,g(M) are, respectively, the Hilbert spaces endowed with 〈·, ·〉g, Eǫ,g

obtained as completions of C∞(M). Similarly: given 1 ≤ q < ∞, Lq
g(M) is the

Banach space obtained as completion of C∞(M) with respect to the norm

‖u‖q,g :=

(
∫

M

|u|
q
dµg

)1/q

.

One may check that the norms induced by 〈·, ·〉g, Eǫ,g on C∞(M) are equivalent.

In particular, this implies Hg(M) = Hǫ,g(M) as sets and that the canonical inclu-
sion Hg(M) → Hǫ,g(M) is an isomorphism of Banach spaces. The same holds for
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the canonical inclusion Hg′(M) → Hg(M) for any g′ ∈ Mk. For details, we refer
the reader to [Heb00, Proposition 2.2].

Considered setting. Suppose that

(1) ∃K1 > 0 ∀t ∈ R,
∣

∣W ′(t)
∣

∣ ≤ K1(1 +|t|
p−1

);

(2) ∃K2 > 0 ∀t ∈ R,
∣

∣W ′′(t)
∣

∣ ≤ K2(1 +|t|
p−2

);

for a certain p ∈ ]2, pn[, where pn = ∞ for n = 2, pn = (2n)/(n− 2) for n ≥ 3.
Fix g0 ∈ Mk. Consider any (ǫ, g) ∈]0,∞[×Mk. Due to the Kondrakov theorem,

the canonical inclusion iǫ,g : Hǫ,g(M) → Lp
g(M) is a compact operator. Set p′ :=

p/(p − 1). We define Aǫ,g as the adjoint of iǫ,g while considering the canonical

Banach space isomorphisms (Lp
g(M))′ ≃ Lp′

g (M) and Hǫ,g(M) ≃ (Hǫ,g(M))′:

Definition 2.1. Aǫ,g = i∗ǫ,g : L
p′

g (M) → Hǫ,g(M).

Remark 2.2. Aǫ,g is a compact self-adjoint operator andEǫ,g

(

Aǫ,gu, v
)

=
∫

M
uv dµg

for any u, v ∈ Hg(M).

For details on lemmas 2.3 and 2.4, we refer the reader to[MP09, Lemmas 2.1, 2.3].

Lemma 2.3. E : ]0,∞[×Mk → Bil
(

Hg0(M)
)

is a map of class C1, where
E(ǫ, g) := Eǫ,g. In particular,

dE(ǫ,g)[η, h](u, v) = 2ǫη

∫

M

g (∇u,∇v) dµg + ǫ2
∫

M

bg,h (∇u,∇v) dµg+

+
1

2

∫

M

(

trgh
)

uv dµg,

where bg,h is a symmetric 2-covector on M of class Ck given locally by
(

bg,h
)

ij
=

(

trgh
)

gij/2− giqhqlg
lj .

Lemma 2.4. A : ]0,∞[×Mk → B
(

Lp′

g0(M), Hg0(M)
)

is a map of class C1, where

A(ǫ, g) := Aǫ,g. In particular,

dE(ǫ,g)[η, h]
(

Aǫ,gu, v
)

+ Eǫ,g

(

dA(ǫ,g)[η, h]u, v
)

=
1

2

∫

M

(

trgh
)

uv dµg.

W ′ : R → R is a function of class C1 with suitable growth conditions, so
Hg0(M) ∋ u 7→ W ′(u) ∈ Lp′

g0(M) is a Nemytskii operator of class C1. For de-
tails on this argument, we recommend the reference [Kav93]. This implies:

Lemma 2.5. The Nemytskii operator BW : Hg0(M) × R → Lp′

g0(M) given by

BW (u, λ) = λ+ u−W ′(u) is a map of class C1. In particular,

d (BW )(u,λ) [v,Λ] = Λ + v − vW ′′(u).

In the next definition, we identify the space of constant real-valued functions on
M with R:

Definition 2.6. Let FW : ]0,∞[×Mk× (Hg0(M)\R)×R → Hg0(M)×R be given
by

FW (ǫ, g, u, λ) =

(

u−Aǫ,g ◦BW (u, λ),

∫

M

u dµg

)

.
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Using remark 2.2, we can prove that the set of solutions (u, λ) ∈ (Hg0 (M)\R)×R

for (PW,ν,ǫ,g) is a level-set of FW :

Remark 2.7. (u, λ) ∈ Hg0(M) × R is a solution for (PW,ν,ǫ,g) if, and only if,
FW (ǫ, g, u, λ) = (0, ν).

Lemma 2.8. FW : ]0,∞[×Mk × (Hg0 (M) \ R) × R → Hg0(M) × R is a map of
class C1. In particular,

d (FW )(ǫ,g,u,λ) [η, h, v,Λ] =

=
(

v −Aǫ,g ◦ d (BW )(u,λ) [v,Λ]− dA(ǫ,g)[η, h] ◦BW (u, λ),

,

∫

M

1

2

(

trgh
)

u+ v dµg

)

3. Proof of main result

Consider the following abstract transversality theorem:

Theorem 3.1. [HHL05, Theorem 5.4] Let X,Y, Z be real Banach spaces and U, V
be respective open subsets of X,Y . Let F : V ×U → Z be a map of class Cm, where
m ≥ 1. Let z0 ∈ im F . Suppose that

(1) Given y ∈ V , F (y, ·) : x 7→ F (x, y) is a Fredholm map of index l < m, i.e.,
dF (y, ·)x : X → Z is a Fredholm operator of index l for any x ∈ U ;

(2) z0 is a regular value of F , i.e., dF(y0,x0) : Y ×X → Z is surjective for any

(y0, x0) ∈ F−1(z0);
(3) Let ι : F−1(z0) → Y ×X be the canonical embedding and πY : Y ×X → Y

be the projection of the first coordinate. Then πY ◦ ι : F−1(z0) → Y is σ-
proper, i.e., F−1(z0) =

⋃∞

s=1 Cs, where given s = 1, 2, ..., Cs is a closed
subset of F−1(z0) and πY ◦ ι|Cs

is proper.

Then the set {y ∈ V : z0 is a regular value of F (y, ·)} is an open dense subset of
V .

The first step to prove our main result is the lemma that follows, in which we
restrict ourselves to nonconstant solutions:

Lemma 3.2. Fix g0 ∈ Mk. Suppose that (1) and (2) hold. Then

DW,ν =
{

(ǫ, g) ∈]0,∞[×Mk : any solution (u, λ) ∈ (Hg0(M) \ R)× R

for (PW,ν,ǫ,g) is nondegenerate
}

is an open dense subset of ]0,∞[×Mk.

Its proof consists of a direct application of the abstract transversality theorem.
Specifically, we considerX = Z = Hg0(M)×R, Y = V =]0,∞[×Sk, U = (Hg0(M)\
R)× R, F = FW and z0 = (0, ν). We verify that its hypotheses hold in section 4.

After analysing the constant solutions for (PW,ν,ǫ,g), we refine lemma 3.2 to prove
our main result:

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let (ǫ, g) ∈]0,∞[×Mk and U be a neighborhood of (ǫ, g) in
]0,∞[×Mk.

D∗
W,ν ∩ U is not empty. Indeed, let (ǫ, g) ∈ DW,ν ∩ U . If

(

Pν,ǫ,g,W

)

does not

admit constant solutions, then (ǫ, g) ∈ D∗
W,ν ∩U . Otherwise, the volume constraint
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shows that the unique constant solution is ν/µg(M). This is a degenerate solution
if, and only if, (QW,ǫ,g,u) admits a nontrivial solution. This only happens when
there exists j = 1, 2, ... such that

(3) ǫ2 = −
W ′′(ν/µg(M))

αj(g)
,

where Eg =
{

αj (g) : j = 1, 2, ...
}

is the set of nonzero eigenvalues of −∆g. Eg is a
discrete subset of ]0,∞[, so there exists ǫ̂ > 0 such that (ǫ̂, g) ∈ DW,ν ∩ U and (3)
does not hold for any positive integer j. This implies (ǫ̂, g) ∈ D∗

W,ν .

D∗
W,ν is an open subset of ]0,∞[×Mk. Indeed, let (ǫ̂, ĝ) ∈ D∗

W,ν . If (PW,ν,ǫ̂,ĝ)
does not admit constant solutions, the result is a corollary of lemma 3.2. Otherwise,
note that Mk ∋ g 7→ W ′′(ν/µg(M)) ∈ R and Mk ∋ g 7→ αj(g) ∈ R are continuous
maps for any positive integer j, so (ǫ̂, ĝ) admits a neighborhood V in ]0,∞[×Mk

in which the constant solutions are nondegenerate. To conclude, V ∩ DW,ν is a
neighborhood of (ǫ, g) in ]0,∞[×Mk for which the respective Allen-Cahn equation
does not admit degenerate solutions. �

4. Technical steps

For a pair (ǫ, g) ∈]0,∞[×Mk, let FW,ǫ,g : (Hg0(M) \ R) × R → Hg0 × R be
given by FW,ǫ,g(u, λ) = FW (ǫ, g, u, λ). We adopt similar notation when fixing other
variables.

In lemma 4.2, we shall verify that the first hypothesis of theorem 3.1 holds. With
that objective in mind, consider the following preliminary result:

Lemma 4.1. Let g ∈ Mk, Cg : Hg0(M) → R be given by Cg(v) =
∫

M v dµg and

Tg : Hg0(M) × R → Hg0(M) × R be given by Tg(v,Λ) =
(

v, Cg(v)
)

. Then Tg is a
Fredholm operator of index 0.

Proof. Cg is a linear functional, so codim kerCg = 1 in Hg0(M). This implies

codim Tg(kerCg × R) = 2

in Hg0(M)× R.

Tg(kerCg × R) ∩ Tg(R(1, 0)) = 0,

so

codim [Tg(kerCg × R) + Tg(R(1, 0))] = codim Tg(kerCg × R)− 1 = 1.

Hg0(M)× R = (kerCg × R)⊕ (R(1, 0)),

so codim im Tg = 1. kerTg = {0}×R, so Tg is a Fredholm operator of index 0. �

Lemma 4.2. Given (ǫ, g) ∈]0,∞[×Mk, FW,ǫ,g is a Fredholm map of index 0.

Proof. Fix (u, λ) ∈ Hg0(M)×R and let KW,ǫ,g,u,λ : Hg0(M)×R → Hg0(M)×R be
given by

KW,ǫ,g,u,λ(v,Λ) =
(

Aǫ,g ◦ d (BW )(u,λ) [v,Λ], 0
)

.

d
(

FW,ǫ,g

)

(u,λ)
= Tg − KW,ǫ,g,u,λ, where Tg was defined in lemma 4.1. There-

fore, it suffices to prove that KW,ǫ,g,u,λ is a compact operator to conclude that
d
(

FW,ǫ,g

)

(u,λ)
is a Fredholm operator with index 0. This is indeed the case, be-

cause Aǫ,g is a compact operator. �
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Let us examine the second hypothesis of the abstract transversality theorem.
Let (ǫ, g, u, λ) ∈ F−1

W (0, ν). To conclude that d (FW )(ǫ,g,u,λ) is surjective, it suffices

to show that

(4)
[

im d
(

FW,ǫ,g

)

(u,λ)

]⊥

⊂ im d
(

FW,ǫ,u,λ

)

g
,

which we shall prove in lemma 4.4.
The following defines an inner product on Hg0(M)× R:

〈

(u1, t1) , (u2, t2)
〉′

ǫ,g
= Eǫ,g (u1, u2) + t1t2.

This allows us to establish the characterization:

Remark 4.3. Let (ǫ, g) ∈]0,∞[×Mk and (u, λ), (v,Λ) ∈ Hg0(M)× R. Then

(v,Λ) ∈
[

im d
(

FW,ǫ,g

)

(u,λ)

]⊥

if, and only if, (v,−Λ) is a solution for (QW,ǫ,g,u).

We use this characterization to prove inclusion (4):

Lemma 4.4. Let (ǫ, g, u, λ) ∈ F−1
W (0, ν). Let (v,−Λ) ∈ Hg0(M)× R be a solution

for (QW,ǫ,g,u). If
〈

d
(

FW,ǫ,u,λ

)

g
[h], (v,Λ)

〉′

ǫ,g
= 0

for all h ∈ Sk, then (v,Λ) = (0, 0).

Proof. Due to lemmas 2.3, 2.4 and 2.8, the equation on the statement is rewritten

(5)

∫

M

ǫ2bg,h (∇u,∇v) +

(

trgh
)

2

[

(

W ′(u)− λ
)

v + Λu
]

dµg = 0,

where we recall that bg,h is a symmetric 2-covector on M of class Ck given locally
by

(

bg,h
)

ij
=

(

trgh
)

gij/2− giqhqlg
lj .

An argument with normal coordinates centered at arbitrary x ∈ M which con-
siders specific perturbations of g proves that

(6) g (∇u,∇v) = bg,h (∇u,∇v) = 0 ∈ L1
g0(M)

for any h ∈ Sk. For details, see [GM11, Lemma 12].
Taking h = ϕg for arbitrary ϕ ∈ C∞(M) shows that (5) and (6) imply

(7)
(

W ′(u)− λ
)

v + Λu = 0 ∈ L1
g0(M).

On one hand: integrating the equation above (7) yields

(8)

∫

M

(

W ′(u)− λ
)

v dµg = −Λν.

On the other hand: taking into account (6) and the fact that u is a weak solution
for −ǫ2∆gu+W ′(u) = λ,

∫

M

W ′(u)v dµg =

∫

M

λv dµg.

ν 6= 0, so the last equation and (8) imply Λ = 0. Due to (7), Λ = 0 implies
(

W ′(u)− λ
)

v = 0 ∈ L1
g0(M).

If λ−W ′(u) ≡ 0, then u is a weak solution for −ǫ2∆gu = 0 – which only happens
with a constant u. We do not consider constant solutions, so λ −W ′(u) does not



GENERIC NONDEGENERACY FOR SOLUTIONS OF THE ALLEN-CAHN EQUATION 7

vanish identically. Due to proposition 4.5, u, v are functions of class C1. Therefore,
λ−W ′(u) is a continuous function which does not vanish identically.

In particular, v vanishes in a nonempty open subset of M . In this context, we
can use strong unique continuation ([PRS08, Theorem A.5]) in problem (QW,ǫ,g,u)
to conclude that v = 0 ∈ Hg0(M). �

Proposition 4.5. Fix (ǫ, g) ∈]0,∞[×Mk and α ∈]0, 1[. If (u, λ) ∈ Hg0(M)×R is a
solution for (PW,ν,ǫ,g), then u ∈ C1,α(M). If it also holds that (v,Λ) ∈ Hg0(M)×R

is a solution for (QW,ǫ,g,u), then v ∈ C1,α(M).

Proof. Regularity is a local problem, so we fix a coordinate system ρ : Ω → R
n where

the gijs are bounded and Ω is the coordinate open subset of M . Let ũ : ρ(Ω) → R

be the local expression of u. Note that ũ is a weak solution for

−ǫ2∂i

(

gij∂j ũ
)

+ ǫ2bi (∂iũ) +W ′ (ũ) = λ,

where bi = ∂j
(

gij
)

+ gijΓk
kj for any i = 1, ..., n.

A slight adaptation of [Str10, Lemma B.3] shows that ũ ∈ Lq
(

ρ(Ω)
)

for every
q < ∞. Arguing as in [Jos13, Theorem 12.2.2], one may show that given q > 1,
W ′ (ũ) ∈ Lq

(

ρ(Ω)
)

implies u ∈ H2,q
(

ρ(Ω)
)

. To conclude, we use the Sobolev
Embedding Theorem. �

The third hypothesis is proved analogously as[GM11, Lemma 11]:

Lemma 4.6. πY ◦ ι : F−1
W (0, ν) → Y is σ-proper, where πY and ι are defined in

theorem 3.1.

Proof. Given s = 1, 2, ...; let

Cs =
(

[1/s, s]× Bs × I(0, s) \B(R, 1/s)× [−s, s]
)

∩ F−1
W (0, ν),

where Bs, I(0, s) are respective open balls in Sk, Hg0(M) centered at 0 with radius
s and

B(R, 1/s) =

{

u ∈ Hg0(M) : inf
v∈R

‖u+ v‖Hg0

< 1/s

}

.

Fix a positive integer s. Let us prove that πY ◦ ι|Cs
is a proper map. Let

{

(ǫn, gn, un, λn)
}

n
⊂ Cs be a sequence such that limn gn = g ∈ Mk, limn ǫn = ǫ ∈

[1/s, s] and given n, (un, λn) is a solution for (PW,ν,ǫn,gn).
We claim that

(

(un, λn)
)

n
has a convergent subsequence. Due to the Kondrakov

theorem, the canonical inclusion iǫ,g,t : Hǫ,g0(M) → Lt
g0(M) is a compact operator

for any t ∈ ]2, pn[, so (un)n converges in Lt
g0(M) up to subsequence to a certain

u ∈ Lt
g0(M). (λn)n is bounded, so it converges up to a subsequence to a certain

λ ∈ [−s, s]. Arguing as in lemma 4.2, we see that limn Aǫ,g ◦ BW (un, λn) = Aǫ,g ◦
BW (u, λ). We can use the Mean Value Inequality and lemma 2.4 to prove that, in
fact, limn Aǫn,gn ◦BW (un, λn) = Aǫ,g ◦BW (u, λ). �
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