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FRONTS UNDER ARREST II: ANALYTICAL FOUNDATIONS

JAMES H. VON BRECHT, SCOTT G. MCCALLA, AND EUN HEUI KIM

ABSTRACT. We study a class of minimal geometric partial differential equations that serves as a framework to understand
the evolution of boundaries between states in different pattern forming systems. The framework combines normal growth,
curvature flow and nonlocal interaction terms to track the motion of these interfaces. This approach was first developed to
understand arrested fronts in a bacterial system. These are fronts that become stationary as they grow into each other. This
paper establishes analytic foundations and geometric insight for studying this class of equations. In so doing, an efficient
numerical scheme is developed and employed to gain further insight into the dynamics of these general pattern forming
systems.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the motion of non-degenerate planar interfaces undergoing geometric dynamics governed by a combination
of curvature, constant normal growth and nonlocal forcing. To be precise, let T' = {71,...,7m} denote a finite
collection of closed, planar curves. We consider a family of models where each curve ; : T! x [0, 7] — R? in this
collection evolves in time

(D) Oyy; = vy for all i€[m]:={1,...,m}

according to a family of normal velocities v; : T! x [0,7] — R that determine the flow. The normal velocities we
consider take the form

v = K + ¢+ fi
where ; denotes the signed curvature along «; and ¢; € R specifies a constant growth rate or death rate in the normal
direction. We then select a family G = {g;;(s) : (¢,j) € [m] x [m]} of kernel functions and set

@ fa )= [ o (éw,w - w(y,m?) 553, 2) dy
j=1

for the nonlocal force acting on each curve. The kernels g;;(s) encode the interactions between interfaces in the
system.

Models similar to (I)) describe a wide variety of natural systems characterized by interfaces that evolve in a pre-
dictable fashion [[19, [18} 112} [7, [8]. Prototypical examples occur in materials science and metallurgy, where the inter-
faces between different system states evolve under a mean curvature flow [[17,|3]. Such models also describe complex
systems whose dynamics reduce to an interfacial evolution between the boundaries of different phases. Early examples
of this type of reduction typically exhibited a local flow for the evolving interface. For example, a balance between
a fast reaction term and a slow diffusion term in bi-stable equations, such as the Allen—Cahn equation or Fitzhugh—
Nagumo equation, can lead to the formation of domain walls that will then evolve according to a mean curvature flow
together with a constant normal forcing. The reduction of a reaction-diffusion system may also lead to effective non-
local interactions between interfaces. As a simple one-dimensional illustration, consider a singularly perturbed system
that exhibits a single fast variable in conjunction with some number of slow variables. On a long-enough time-scale,
the full dynamics may reduce to a set of coupled ordinary differential equations

i =a+ Z(—l)jg (i — ;)

for the transition locations z;(t) between the two states of the fast variable. This is a one-dimensional instance
of (1), where the slow variables are now implicitly included through the nonlocal interaction kernel. In the planar
case, these transitions regions are fast fronts that evolve with respect to an approximately constant slow field. Their
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FIGURE 1. Colonies of P. dendritiformis appear to exhibit nonlocal effects as they grow. In the first
figure at far left, a single colony leads to self arrest in the interior boundary as it grows [7, [15]. In
the second figure, the colony is repelled from the orange barrier on the left through its own toxin
emission (experimental results courtesy of Jason Zeng and James Wilking). In the third [7} [15]]
and fourth figures [[1} [15], sibling colonies interact and arrest each others’ growth creating complex
patterns . In each figure, time slices of the evolution (T)) are superimposed over the evolving colony.

dynamics exhibit motion by mean curvature in conjunction with a normal motion, and nonlocal interactions represent
a correction to the slow fields. Following [12], these can be accounted for in the planar case with the additional
assumption that the shape of the front is approximately constant for small curvatures of the boundary. This assumption
then leads to the nonlocal terms only acting in the normal direction at each point on the evolving interface. By contrast,
the semistrong regime for singularly perturbed systems is characterized by different components exhibiting strongly
different asymptotic decay rates. Certain fronts might then have a fast component that is exponentially localized but
whose evolution experiences algebraic corrections due to the slow components interacting strongly. In this case, the
dynamics of fast fronts can sometimes be reduced to normal growth plus a nonlocal interaction [[10} [20]. In this way,
the evolving interface models (T) can be seen as a reduction from a standard reaction-diffusion formalism.

The model (I) can also arise in more general physical settings that are not tied to an underlying reaction-diffusion
dynamic. These models can be taken a priori as a modeling paradigm wherein almost any interaction kernel could
conceivably be used. For example, such a nonlocally forced curvature flow was introduced in [[L5] to capture bacterial
colony formation for a subtype of Paenibacillis dendritiformis that diffuses a toxin called sibling lethal factor (SIf)
[7,18]. This compound prevents the growth of the other competing colonies and leads to self-inhibition which amounts
to a repulsive interaction between the colonies. The interfaces then can approach a stationary front when their forward
motions are dominated by these repulsive interactions, and this stationary structure is called an arrested front: see
Figure[T] . The numerical scheme is detailed in Section[7). Even for this simple experimental system, a wide range of
phenomena from self and boundary interactions to full nonlocal interactions between different colonies is exhibited.
A similar model can also arise from studying interfaces between particle types in a collisional model [16].

The promise of this modeling approach motivates us to develop an analytical foundation for the rigorous analysis of
general nonlocal curve flows. While the mathematical properties of curvature flows and related evolutionary interfacial
systems have been well studied, the class of these models that allow for different interfaces to interact with each other
has received relatively little attention. To illustrate the need for such an analysis, we recall the situation for a pure
motion by mean curvature where the long-term behavior of solutions is very well understood. Initially embedded
curves in the plane remain embedded for all time [6l [14], eventually become circular and shrink to a point (the Gage—
Hamilton—Grayson Theorem, c.f. [[11} [13} 6]) while their distortion (in the sense of Gromov) converges to that of
the standard circle. By contrast, under motion by mean curvature a generic non-embedded curve will form curvature
singularities in finite time. We therefore have a nearly one-to-one correspondence between embeddedness of the initial
datum and global well-posedness of the dynamic. Such broad statements fail dramatically when we include nonlocal
effects. The curves driven by (I)) can grow, intersect, and establish stationary complex shapes that do not necessarily
become circular, in sharp contrast to the curve flow by mean curvature. Moreover, some embedded curves may lose
embeddedness in finite time, while even for the same choice of model parameters, others may not. In other words, it is
unlikely that an analogous dichotomy can be established between “globally well-posed” and “finite-time singularity”
initial conditions. Nevertheless, it is precisely this variety of dynamic behaviors that makes these systems useful for
modeling real world phenomena.

We therefore wish to develop some broadly-applicable tools to help understand these evolutions over a reasonable
range of possible applications. From an analytical point-of-view, we wish to allow for a wide range of nonlocal
forcing terms while still having a well-posed dynamic. A good deal of our contribution involves suitable nonlocal



FRONTS UNDER ARREST II: ANALYTICAL FOUNDATIONS 3

estimates that, in turn, allows us to formulate a well-behaved dynamic in as general a setting as possible. Additionally,
unlike the motion by mean curvature case we cannot guarantee embededdess for all time. We therefore develop some
machinery for computing the evolution of various measures of embeddedness, and this allows us to understand how
embeddedness is preserved or lost for various model instances. Finally, we conclude by documenting an efficient and
robust numerical scheme for simulations. We proceed as follows. In section 2] we set up the notation and basic lemmas
that are used in the paper, and in section 3| we derive two alternate representations of (I) that are found to be useful. We
then turn to the heart of the matter in section[d] which provides estimates on the nonlocal forcing term for a broad range
of kernels under various geometric hypotheses on the data. We leverage these estimates in section [3]to provide local
well-posedness and regularity results. We then develop some machinery to study how the geometric properties of the
curves in section[6] and illustrate how broad statements (e.g. a type of global well-posedness/embeddedess dichotomy)
necessarily fail. The last section details the numerical scheme used for these analyses, while the appendix [§| proves at
few technical lemmas that are needed, but not central to the main thrust of the analysis. Apart from the estimates in
section[d] this analysis does not rely on the specific structure (2) of the nonlocality. In this sense our analysis holds for
a quite general class of nonlocal forcings; anything satisfying the bounds in section @ will do.

2. PRELIMINARY MATERIAL

We begin by introducing our preferred notation and collecting a few standard facts that we will refer to frequently.
In various estimates we use the notations a V b = max{a, b} and a A b = min{a, b} interchangeably. The notation ¢
refers to a generic, universal constant whose value may change from line to line. The decorated version

Q:*(xl,...,xn)

refers to some generic continuous function of its arguments; the underlying function itself may change from line to
line as well.

For spatial dependence we use I, := [—m, 7] and T! to denote domains, where use of the former signifies the
domain of an arbitrary function and the latter serves to emphasize periodicity when we wish to impose it. Given some
integrable f : T' — R? we use

Fenpi=f, 1)

for its scalar-valued or vector-valued mean. The operator f — P, f stands for the mean-zero primitive
Ri@)i=f (- mf@ds+ [ f)ds
T! -7

of an integrable function, which defines an absolutely continuous function P.f € C(I,) in general and a periodic
function P.f € C(T?) in the specific case that i vanishes. The analogous notation

Rof(e) = [ 5z (amng

defines the operator f — Pyf € C(T') furnishing a zero-Dirichlet primitive of f — s, which again defines an
absolutely continuous, periodic function. In particular, the basic integration by parts identity

P(fg') = fg—P(f'g) — 1sq

holds whenever f’ and ¢’ exist in the weak sense as integrable functions. For a given square-integrable function
1 : T! — R? we shall use the notation

91y = [ W@ doi=2n oo do
T! T!
to denote the L?(T!)-norm, and we shall use
o= f e e ad g = Y e
b kEZ
to denote the forward and inverse Fourier transforms, respectively. After setting Zo := Z \ {0}, the usual relations

ol Z2my =20 Y el 1003y = 27 D KPP0k and ([0 Fr ey = [dol® + 93,

keZ k€Zo



4 VON BRECHT, MCCALLA, AND KIM

then provide the L?(T!) norm an equivalent definition of the H*(T") Sobolev norm. In a similar fashion, we shall use

qu”%/k,p(rﬂq) = /]1‘1 |¢(k) (CC)’pdx and ||1/}||W" P(T1) |%|p + ||w||€i/k,p(’ﬂ‘1)
for integer-order, non-Hilbertian Sobolev norms while
19l oo (1) = ess sup |¢(x)]
z€T?!
denotes the sup-norm. Finally, when dealing with a collection of m functions ¢;,i € [m] we reserve the notation
HE =H® (T") x--- x H* (T")

for the set of all m-tuples ® = (¢, ..., ¢,,) with H*(T!) regularity in each component. We use the £°°-norm across
components

D%, = max P:ll ers (1)

for such tuples. With these conventions in hand, we may record for later reference the following instances of Gagliardo-
Nirenberg embeddings.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that v € WH(T') and let

m f v

denote its mean. Then the embeddings

3\“ 2p — 2

1= mollzrcen < (3) Wliacmlld = mollsge o
p—2

@ I sl < Wl I — ol a=lrt p2e
1\* P—q

I = olescmy < (5 ) 1nlscm 0 = nellen a=tt p2

hold.

For scalar-valued functions f(x,t) or vector-valued functions ~y(x,t) involving a space-time variable (z,t) we use
Qr = T! x [0, 7] for a parabolic cylinder. The interchangeable family of notations

f(xat) = f/(x’t) = 8xf(m,t) and ;}./(xat) = ’y//(xat) = aﬂﬂz’}/(xvt)

will always refer to spatial derivatives; we will always display temporal derivatives O; f or 0yy explicitly. From time
to time we will find it convenient to view bi-variate functions ¢(z, t) as defining a one-parameter family of mappings
{¢(-,t) }te(a,p) from a temporal interval (a, b) into some appropriate Banach space. In such cases we find it convenient
to omit the spatial dependence and simply use {¢(t) }+¢(q,5) to refer to the function family. So, an m tuple of the form

O(t) = (P1(t), ..., Pm(t)) € H, for te€0,T]

will therefore refer to a mapping ® : [0,7] — #2, that, for each ¢, furnishes a collection of m functions with 13,
regularity. By C2, (T) := C([0,T]; H2,) we then mean the collection of such mappings that vary continuously in time
with respect to the max-norm

D|cs = ()|
1@l ry o= s 1900) s,
across components. Similarly, for an m-tuple e(t) := (e1(t),...,&m(t)) of scalars that vary in time we use the
definitions
e(t)||rm = ||e(t)]| ¢ rm and € = e(t)||rm
le@llrm = lle®)lle= @m) lelle,. ) = max - lle®)]=

for the space C,,(T") of m continuous functions endowed with the max-norm.
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Immersions and Embeddings: We will frequently need to appeal to elementary notions regarding immersions, em-
beddings and their various representations. Let y : T! — R< denote a closed, H?(T*)-regular curve and

()= [ hite)do
T1
its length. By an H?(T"!)-immersion we simply mean an H?(T') map 7 : T' — R? whose minimal speed
s.(7) := min |3(2)]

does not vanish. Any immersion induces a pair (1, &) of H?(I;) maps

2r [T .
@) = -7+ 7 [ B@lds amd g (@) =a

of I. onto I, that convert y into a canonical parametrization ., := = o {,, which we refer to as its constant speed
representation. If v has constant speed we shall frequently use some variant of the notation
] — _ )
@)l = oly) = -
to denote the constant speed of the curve. As we shall frequently find it convenient to work in the class of constant
speed immersions, we need a means of asserting that transitions to constant speed coordinates behave well under
compositions in an appropriate sense. The following lemma will suffice for these purposes.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that f € H'(T') and that ; € WH1(T), i € {0, 1} are immersions. Let

s T _
ni(z) = —7+ e /—w |9:(2)| dz and Eomi(z)==x

denote their transitions to constant speed coordinates. Then the estimate

£(v0) V €(m)

holds for € > 0 a universal constant. Moreover, the map ; — ; is locally Lipschitz with respect to the H'(T*)
topology, in the sense that the bound

11 — ol gy < € (

If = fomo&llrzr) < €|l fllrzemy

() V)  Follzzay V Il L2
5.(%0) Ase(v1)” 5«(70) ASe(m)

holds for €* : R? = R some continuous, increasing function of its arguments.

) 171 = Yol 71 (1)

We provide a simple proof in lemmas [8.1) and [8.2] in the appendix. In a similar vein, we shall also have occasion to
consider a family

@) (@, 1) = —m + ﬂ(iﬁ /_m K(eDlde and  n(E(nt),t) = o

of such maps induced by a one-parameter collection {(t) };¢(q,5) of immersions. The corresponding constant speed
representation 1(x, t) = y(£(x, ), t) of this family then obeys the transport relation

2w 2 . .
(5) '(/}t(xvt) + (W) Po(<¢a"’>)¢(l’7t) = 'Vt(g(x’t)vt) = V(l‘,t)

provided that the requisite derivatives exist in the appropriate sense.
For H?(T!)-immersions we may define the unit-tangent and squared curvature

y(x) 2 74 (2)
T4(2) =+ and Ko (x) i= —
! 5(2)] K 15()[?
provided we interpret 7. in the sense of weak derivatives. The bending energy of +y then refers to the total squared

curvature
B0 = [ Rl - (jj)) [ 1w a,

which has units of inverse length and obeys the lower bound
Uy)w3(7) = (27)°

| 2
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for all immersions. The inverse of the bending energy
1 ((v)

Ly (7) = <

K3(y) — (2m)?

defines a natural length-scale along the curve, and so the dimensionless ratio

provides a dimensionless measure of the deviation of - from a standard circle. This quantity will appear frequently in

our estimates of nonlocal integrals.
By an embedding we simply mean an immersion without self-intersections. We may quantify embeddedness pre-
cisely using well-known machinery. Given a pair (z,y) € T! x T! with z < y we let
y
Ly (x,y) = / |9(2)] dz and D, (z,y) == min {€,(z,y),0(y) — ly(z,y)}

denote the arc-length and distance along v between the points () and -y(y), respectively. The quantity
D Y ($ 9 y)

Soe () im0

then defines the distortion of a closed curve +y in the sense of Gromov. A similar notion applies to sub-arcs of a closed

curve. Indeed, if z < y < x + 2 then the pointwise restriction
Qu,y = ’y|[9c,y]

forms an immersed sub-arc of ~y, in which case we use the modified definition
ly(s,t)

0o (Qgy) :=  suU T
(wg) 1= swp )

for its distortion.
A few basic properties of the distortion will prove useful. The distortion is both parametrization and scale invariant,

and a standard fact (c.f. [2]) asserts it attains its minimum value
T —inf 6.0(v)
2 v

at the standard embedding of any circle. A simple argument from the Taylor expansion
y
10) = 1@) = 7@ + [0 o

1

S\Tf

and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
3
5 (@,y)k2(7y)

w

[ e

Doy _ V3
- A= T S Aot

suffices to establish the implication

Dy (2,y) = €y (z,y) < Le(7)
and so any v € H?(T') without self-intersections has finite distortion. Similarly, any sub-arc a ,, of length less than

?,.(7) has finite distortion. By decomposing T into
. 21k
T = UM, [p_1,21) with T =&y <—7T + N) ,

it follows that  partitions into at most
L
NG = [ 5]
e ()
almost-disjoint subarcs oy, = v, _, , that have distortion bounded by 3 and are of equal length. Finally, the distortion

remains stable with respect to the H?(T*)-topology; the inequality
1 <1 — R6oc(71)> R Lip(y2 — m1)
5.(71)

1
>

doo(72) ~ doo(71) 1+R
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and the embedding H?(T') ¢ C%!(T") reveal that the distortion defines a locally Lipschitz function with respect to
H?(T"') convergence.

3. REPRESENTATIONS OF THE DYNAMIC

We elucidate the meaning for the dynamics (1)) by representing it in three equivalent ways. The elementary calculus

identity
yi(z,t ri(a, t
ri(a, 1) = 1) i, iz, 1) = A D)
(2, 1) i (, 1)]
leads to the most natural (and standard) representation, for we may simply define the normal vector
al ™ b
(6) n(x,t) := 73 (x,t) where [b] = [a]
in some consistent fashion and then use the quasi-linear PDE
(x,t

7 Opyi(x,t) == ((l't))| + Fi(z, t)n;(z,t) Fi(z,t) := fi(z,t) + ¢

to represent the dynamic. Selecting the opposite orientation —7;- for the normal n; simply amounts to a different
choice of sign for the forcing. In addition to the standard formulation (7)), two alternate descriptions of the dynamic
prove useful in our study.

The Shape-Scaling Representation: Given a solution to existing on T! x [0, T.) for some T, > 0, recall that we
may assign to each «y; € T' a corresponding change of variables z — &;(x, t) via

mot)m—nt o [ ol @@= f Bla . =

that converts ; to its constant speed representation. We may then use this change of variables to define a “scale” ¢;(t)
and a unit speed representation ¢;(z,t) of the “shape” of each interface. Specifically, if we let ¢; := 1., = v; 0 &;
denote the constant speed representation of the interface ~; then the re-scaled interface

o) = P i e unta)

has unit speed. Applying this change of variables gives

Sl

E;

(O Fi(x,t) == fi(&(,),t) +c; = Z/ 9ii ( i, t) — 5y, 1)) ) oj(t)dy+ei = 0igy,
for the forcing in constant speed coordinates, while differentiating in space gives the usual relations
. . 1 ..
¢i =Ty 08& ¢1L =n,,0§; and el gi = (K’Yi 0&;) n,, o§;
for the unit tangent, unit normal and curvature. As a consequence, we obtain the representation
Vi, 1) = 0l&l, ), 1) = 27 (8) (Bil,t) + Filw, )6 (2,0)) = (vilw, 1), & (2,07 (2, 1)

for the interfacial velocity in constant speed coordinates. Now as any choice of L: R? +— R? is necessarily an
anti-symmetric linear operator, we may deduce that the relation

(Virbi) = —(vi, 80, 8) = —eF (18 + (b 1)) = —<ha,

holds. A straightforward application of (3)) and the product rule then gives the evolution

22

for the shape component of each interface. An integration by parts and a change of variables give the evolution

_1 . _ 1 .
= bl = e f v =
Tt T1

Ori = & <¢>z + Py(a;) i + Fidi + dic; ¢1>

-

deg;

2
2¢;




8 VON BRECHT, MCCALLA, AND KIM

for the scale component, thus closing the system. All-together, we obtain the coupled system

Oy =& (sz + Py (a;) ¢i + Fii + ﬂa,:(bi) , dig; = 263 p1a, a; == |gil* + (i, B Fy

=

®)  Fi(z,t):= 5;%(?5) ¢+ Z/Tl Gij (;W%(%t) - 1/Jj(yat)|2> [ (y, )] dy | Yii=¢; 2 b
=1

for representing the dynamic in unit speed coordinates, together with periodic boundary conditions for ¢; and its
derivatives. Conversely, we may easily recover the original dynamic (7) from the shape dynamic (@) in the usual way
via the method of characteristics. Given a collection ® = {¢1, ..., ¢, } solving (§) on T! x [0, T%), we simply define
ni(x, t) through the family

of ordinary differential equations. We have 1;(—,¢) = —,n;(m, t) = 7 since Py (a;) vanishes at +7, and moreover

iz, 1) = exp ( / Do (5) — st ), )] 24(s) ds>

never vanishes for as long as it exists. The family of functions x — n;(x, t) therefore defines a collection of invertible
maps of I onto I; as long as the ¢; exist. The definitions v;(x, t) = o;(t)$;(n;(x, t), t) and the chain rule then suffice
to show that the collection T" = {1, ..., } defines a solution to the standard evolution.

The Tangent-Angle Representation: The representation (8] describes the evolution of each interface 7; € T in terms
of separate evolutions for its shape (i.e. ¢;) and its scale. In contrast to (7), the shape-scaling representation has the
benefit of placing a constant ;(t) in front of the diffusion term at the expense of an additional, nonlinear transport
term. Together with the dynamic for the diffusion constant, this formulation makes (8) easier to deal with for many
analytical purposes. Nevertheless, the shape-scaling representation still manifests a leading-order nonlinearity (i.e.
involving &;) in the transport coefficient and in the evolution of the diffusion coefficient. We may fortuitously affect
a further reduction that pushes these nonlinearities to lower order as well, yielding a description of each interface in
terms of its unit tangent. The resulting tangent-angle representation is somewhat more cumbersome for analysis, but
is well-suited for developing stable numerical procedures.

Pick some i € [m] and let ¢(x,t) := ¢;(z,t) denote the shape of the resulting interface. For as long as a solution
exists, say on some temporal interval [0, T ), the unit tangent

T(x,t) := Py(x,t)

to this interface is well-defined. For such 7 define a function ¢ : T! x [0, 7)) — R by the relation

Iz, t) == p, 7/0 ]{rl (Tt(z,s),rl‘(z,s» dzds — PC<7",7'J‘>

where the initial value Jo(x) = 9J(x, 0) guarantees that the representation

—sind(z,0)
7(2,0) = [ cos¥(x,0)

holds initially. Given ?J defined in this way, let

. | —sind(z, 1)
(2,1) = [ cos ¥z, t)

denote a putative representation of the unit tangent. Differentiating in time gives
Fo(2,t) = (ry 1y + Po(Te, T5) + Po(, 7)) (2, 8)7 (2, 1)
= (¢ro )+ Pl ) = Pelri, 1) (0, 0)7 (1),
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with the latter inequality holding due to integration by parts. The identities 7; = (74, 74)7+ and 7 = (+,71)7+

hold since 7 has unit length, and so the cancellations
(Ti,7) = — <<Tt,TL>T,7.'> =0
(14, #75) = — (T, <7-',TL>T> =0
follow as well. Thus both ordinary differential equations
Fo(x,t) = (1o, t), 7 (@, )7 (2, 1) and Ti(z,t) = (To(z, 1), 7 (2, 8)) 7+ (2, 1),
hold for as long as 7 exists. In other words, both ¢t — 7(x,t) and ¢ — 7(z, t) solve the linear initial value problem
o'(t) = (T (2, 1), 7" (z,)) 0 (1)

and so 7(z,t) = 7(x,t) for t € [0,T}) provided they agree on T! at time zero. At time zero, a similar argument

starting from the relation
x

19(3:,0):19(—77,0)—/ (2, 0), 7 (2, 0)) dz

—T

shows the linear initial value problems
+I(x7 0) - <T(I7 O)a TL(Iv 0)>+L(xa 0)
7a(2,0) = (7(2,0), 7 (2,0))7"(x,0)

hold, and so 7(x,0) and 7(x,0) agree on T if they agree at a single point. This latter condition follows by choosing
—m < Y(—m,0) < 7 so that

== [

by taking an inverse tangent. We therefore have
. | —sind(z, 1)
T(I7t) *T(I7t) - |: COS’l?(.T,t):| )

on T! x [0,T), and moreover that ¥(r,t) — J(—n,t) = 27k for some fixed k € Z since 7(x,t) is periodic and
continuous in time.
This construction gives a well-defined function ¥(x, ¢) on [0, ™) so that the tangent-angle representation

ey = [0 e

holds. Moreover, we assume by convention that

(2, t) = n(z,t) = [cow(m’ t)}

sin ¥(x, t)

furnishes the unit normal vector. A reduction to a dynamic for ¥ then follows easily. A straightforward differentiation
of the representation shows

o(z,t) = —d(z, t)n(z, 1)
¢ (z,t) = =@, t)n(z,t) — 9*(z, )7 (2,1)
be(z,t) = =9 (z, t)n(z, t)
on the one hand, while differentiating the evolution (8)) for ¢ reveals
¢ =c(d + Po(a)d+ad+ Fo* + Ft) a= ¢+ F(b,¢t) =92 — Fd

=e(F —9 - Py(a)d)n+e(Fd+a—9)T

=e(F - 9 — Po(a)zé)n
on the other. We therefore obtain the evolution

9 =¢ (191@ + P (a)ﬂm — F)
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for the angular variable, together with the boundary conditions
I, t) =9 (—m,t) + 27k kel
Oy (m,t) = Oy (—m,t)

that follow from periodicity of qS and the tangent. We may proceed to close the evolution by making a few observations.
First, if we have knowledge of the tangent

ra = [

and the center of mass c(t) := u, then we may therefore recover the interface itself
P(x,t) = c(t) + o(t)Per(x,t)
by taking a mean-zero primitive. But integrating (8) gives an evolution
ctzeépv for V= Pg(a)TJan

for the center of mass, so we retain the ability to compute the nonlocal forcings

% 1
Fi(z,t)=¢; *(t) | i + Z/Tl 9ij (2|¢i($»t) - ¢j(y,t)|2) ojt)dy ), Wi=ct+ ol
=1

[N

Rwn=3 [ i (3le.t) = 03002 ) (0sn0) = 501, D)oy )

from knowledge of the collection (©,€) := {61,...,0,} % {c1,..., ¢} of angular variables and centroids. To
summarize, the shape dynamic (8) induces the dynamic

04 = & (191 + Py (a;)d; — Fi) 3 Vi(m,t) — Vi(—m,t) = 27k, k; € Z, Vi(m,t) = Ji(—m,1)

1 . .
9 dye; = 262 11, dec; = €7 p, s vi=F (ai)Ti + Fing, a; = V7 — Fi;
Fi(w,t) = oi(t) | ci+ Y L Ji 5\%(1‘,75) =iy, )" ) o;(t) dy Vi =i+ o Pt
j=1
for the collection © = {¥}4,..., 9, } of angular variables. To show the converse, assume that we have a collection

O = {V1,...,9m} that solves (@) on T* x [0, 7%) and let

o) = [

di(x,t) == ~/ei(t)e;(t) + Peri(z,t)

denote the putative solution ® = {¢1, ..., ¢, } to the shape dynamic. Then
i(m,t) — ds(—m, ) = / Y Fp—
T1

by definition, and so ¢, defines a closed curve provided w; vanishes. Fixing ¢ = 9J; for some ¢ € [m], we may note

M sin9(x, t) dx} = /T cos O(x, 1)V (x,t) dz = £(t) /T (Vaw + Po(a)d, — F) cosd dw

= 5/ [(793: —(a— pq)) sind — Fcosq?} dz
’1'[‘1
by periodicity of ¥, sin ¢ and the fact that P (a) defines a zero-Dirichlet primitive. Now

/ Fcos? dx = (F(m,t)cosd(m,t) — F(—m,t) cosd(—m,t)) + Fisind dz
T1 T1

= cosV(m,t)(F(m,t) — F(—m,t)) + Fisind dz
T1
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by the periodicity of cos ¢ and integration by parts. Set q(t) = F(m,t) — F(—m,t) as the boundary jump for the
nonlocal forcing, so that

[/ sin¥(z, t) dx- =e(1) / (92 — (a — pa) — Fﬁ) sind da — e(t) cos V(m, t)q(t)
T 1t T
_ ‘;f((tt)) /T sind(a, 1) dz — e(t)cos v Ha()
| - th(t) .
|:~/T1 cosV(z, 1) da:_ T30 /1rl cosV(z,t)dz + e(t) sind(m, t)q(t),

with the last equality following from a nearly identical calculation. The dynamic

dO’iWi

1 (t) = ni(m, t)\/ei(t)ai(t)

holds for the mean of each tangent vector. Recalling the definitions of ¢;, F; and w; then shows

VEDa () = fj [ o (3rmt=vste07) - (3host-mtr = w08 ) | asran. o=

SIS

i

= i/w [gij (;Wi(—mt) — (1) +Ui(t)w7;(t)|2> ~ 9ij (;m(—mt) - wj(m7t)|2>} oj(t)dy
= Qi(oi(t)wi(t))

for Q;(v) some Lipschitz function that vanishes at the origin. Thus o;w; vanishes for all time if it vanishes initially,
and so the tangents
_ |—sind;(x,t)
Til@,t) = { cos¥;(x,t)
define closed curves for all time. In particular, ¢; and its derivatives are periodic. Using a straightforward differentia-
tion of

di(z,t) := /e (t)e;(t) + Peri(z,t)

and the integration by parts formula for P, then shows that (8] holds pointwise. All together, we may conclude
Proposition 3.1. The representations (7|8) and Q) are equivalent.

We may therefore use these representations interchangeably, depending upon convenience in a particular context.

4. NONLOCAL FORCINGS

In principle, we may now use any of the representations (7|i89) to show that a wide class of nonlocal forcings

o (@:0)i= [ a5 (Ghute) 25008 ) sl

lead to a well-behaved dynamic. The main obstacle we face in this endeavor is that the general dynamic (/) models
systems that exhibit vastly different physical behaviors, yet we want to allow enough freedom in choosing the g,
to cover as many potential applications as possible. For example, if we consider an instance of (7)) that describes a
coarsening dynamic then we should allow for the possibility that distinct interfaces -;,~y; intersect when defining the
nonlocal force. Such intersections place limits on the types of kernels g;; that lead to well-behaved nonlocal forces.
Conversely, if we rule out such intersections a-priori then we may allow for a much wider range of kernels. In this
way, the geometric properties of interfaces in the flow determine the analytical properties of the kernels we may use
in a dynamical model.

As the shape-scaling representation (8) demands at least H2(T") regularity of each interface, it suggests a way to
phrase these considerations in analytical terms. The main insight is that allowable selections for the nonlocal kernels
gi; (s) should induce nonlocal forces obeying some type of H'(T') — L?(T") Lipschitz bound of the form

10) | ftvirmy) = fEip ey S v = Yillgreey  and [ fy, v — Foaan 2y S 1 — 3llar oy,

for then (§)) leads, by the results of the next section, to a well-behaved dynamic in the H?(T*!)-sense. We therefore
focus on showing that indeed holds under reasonably broad yet easily verifiable hypotheses.
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By a kernel g;; we will always mean a function g;; € C?(R™ \ {0}) that has at least two derivatives away from
the origin, and we will use the notation

Gij(s) :=sup |[gs;(1)]
t>s

to denote its monotone non-increasing envelope of such a kernel. Consider the standard embedding ~y(z) of the circle
of radius R and a compactly supported kernel g = g;; that agrees with its envelope. Finiteness of the corresponding
force

fay= [ 6 (3h) -0 ) ay=2r [ 6" (21 - cos)) a:
~on [ g*(R“) V2 [ () dus= VEGi(o)

necessitates integrability of the envelope. We therefore introduce the integrability hypothesis

HO) The kernel ¢ has integrable envelope: ¢§(g) < +oo.

to encode local information about singularity of the kernel near the origin; the far-field behavior does not matter to the
dynamics on finite time intervals, for we can always truncate a kernel at some finite length-scale without affecting the
forcing. Additionally, we must impose some type of regularity on +y if we want to obtain a uniform estimate for such
nonlocal forcings. For example, for each m € N and o > 0 consider the m-covered circle

male) = 2 |

m | sin mx

of length 2o and let g(s) := exp(—s) denote a simple Gaussian kernel. A simple computation then gives the nonlocal

force
_ 2 2
Fno (@) == /T1 g <|7m,a(:c) 27m,a(y)| )Udy _ @ N

in terms of a modified Bessel function Ij(z) of the first kind. In particular, if we take A constant as m — oo then the
nonlocal force f,, , becomes unbounded. We must therefore impose some regularity measure, such as finite length or
finite total curvature, if we want a uniform bound on the nonlocal force.

A broad but relatively simple class of immersions, which we call (N, \)-regular immersions, will suffice for these
purposes. Given an integer N € N and a real A > 1 we call v € C%!(T?) an (N, \)-regular immersion if I,
decomposes into /N almost-disjoint subintervals

N
I, = U[Iﬂk—hIH where —m=r< T < - <ITN_1 <IN =T,
k=1

and each of the IV corresponding sub-arcs
k= ’Y|[Ik717mk]

of y are < M-distorted. For example, any H?(T!)-immersion is necessarily an (N (7), 3)-regular immersion while
any embedded curve is a (1, 0o (7))-regular immersion. Under this hypothesis we may relatively easily establish the
following bound —

Lemma 4.1. Assume the kernel g satisfies HO) and that v; € C%1(T1), i € 1,2 have constant speed. Then for any
€ > 0 the nonlocal force
1 g2\ .
rw)i= [ o (G -2l + 5 )ty
Tl

lf< N zoe (r1y < 27N A eg(g)

obeys the bound

for any (N, \)-regular immersion.

Proof. Let I, = [x_1,x)] and decompose the total force

Z/, (30— + 5 ) rad
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into N pieces, where o5 := |¥2(y)| denotes the constant speed of the second curve. For each k let y;, = yi(z) denote
any solution to the minimization

min- |71 (z) = 2()l,
and note that the bound
[72(y) — 2(ye)| < [v2(y) — 7 (2)] + [v1(2) — Y2(yx)| < 2[r2(y) — 11 (2)]

holds for y € I}, by the triangle inequality. Thus
Uy (Y yk) _ 02ly — wil

72(y) —m(z)| > 2(y) ;72(yk)| o) _ oy

since 2 is (N, A)-regular and has constant speed. The pointwise bound

(B0 ) () mll, 2 ¢ - (e

therefore holds on I by definition of the monotone non-increasing envelope. The bound

K (0B S oy < [ o (U mady = 2Brci(0) < 2mci(0)

v

2 82

therefore follows from a change of variables, which gives the claim upon summing. (]

We may also infer that the limit

fenem @)=t 120 = [0 (5 =) el ay
&LO T1 2
converges in LP(T!), p < oo and obeys the L>°(T!) bound asserted in the lemma. We shall apply lemma with
(N,)\) = (N(v2),3) for H?(T') immersions in the context of our well-posedness arguments. Examples show that
both of the naive choices
NA=6(7) or NA=3N(7)

can prove far too pessimistic, so the ability to specify some alternative (N, \) decomposition of +y is worthwhile.

We also need some type of continuity of f(,, ,,) with respect to the ; in the context of our existence arguments.
To guarantee such continuity properties of the nonlocal force we must impose more hypotheses. For example, if
|g(s)| ~ Cs~P for some p > 1 then the nonlocal velocity cannot define an H'(T') — L!(T%) Lipschitz map. In
other words, a bound of the form

||f("/17"/2) - f(’Yl,’~Y2)HL1(T1) f, ”72 7:}/2”H1(’H‘1)

cannot hold in general. (It suffices to consider an infinite line and an infinitesimally rotated version of the same line to
see this.) We must therefore impose either regularity with respect to the kernel or with respect to the geometry of the
immersions. We consider each case in turn. We shall employ the hypothesis
H1) The kernel g is regular: sup,- s|g(s)| < ¢j(g) and sup,~ s%|§(s)| < ¢;(g) for some ¢§(g) < +oo.

to force that the kernel behaves no worse than §(s) ~ C's~! in some fashion. Once again, this hypothesis only encodes
local information about singularity of the kernel near the origin; we may assign far-field behavior to g(s) at will. Under
this assumption lemma[4.2] will allow us to show that the nonlocal force obeys further continuity properties, in addition
to simply boundedness. While bounds of this type follow from the results of [9], we will work explicitly to not have
to take a detour through the requisite machinery. We shall try to keep various constants reasonably explicit, but not at
all sharp, while pursuing our analysis.

Lemma 4.2. Assume the kernel g satisfies H1), that v. € H'(T'), that v; € C(T') and that vo € H*(T') has
constant speed. Then for any € > 0 the function

2
)= [0 (G =P + 5 ) 016 = vl v ay
obeys the estimate

(11) 1£5l]zoe ey < (87)%¢1 (9)53 (v2) max {{IV]| L= (o), [Vl Lacre) } -
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Proof. Put ¢*(g) := ¢} (g) for ease of notation. Fix an integer N = 4N (v2) with

N(y2) = M(ZVQN - V(T;ﬂ

and 05 := |¥2(x)| the constant speed of the inducing curve. Note that N > 160 by the lower bound £(y)x3(y) > (27)?2
for the bending energy.

Divide I, = [—m,n] into the N equal length sub-intervals [zj_1, zx], & € [N] with 2, := —7 + 2wk/N. Let
X > 0 denote a smooth function on R obeying x = 1 on [—1, 1], |x(z)| < 2 and supp(x) C [-2,2]. For0 < k < N
put

Xk(x) == x <]7\:(9c — xk)) with supp(Xk) C [Tr—1,Tp41]-

In particular, if —7 < = < 7 then at most two of the yj are non-trivial and Xj(;v) = 1 for at least one j at any point.
The collection

RN (1C)
e SN (@)

therefore forms a smooth partition of unity on [—, 7] obeying the properties
. oy (A . N
() supp(Ce) C [wx—1,2p41]  and (i) |G (@) < Xl — < N

at all points in the interval. Thus the decomposition

Z / (30 =07 + 5 ) G3(0) 2200, v)el0)

of the velocity holds, and it suffices to show that each

1 g2
fi)i= [0 (5@ -0 + 5 ) 0)m@) — )60 do
T1
obeys a uniform bound of the form

< (9) ¥ .
(12) Fi ()] < 3am? ==, Vs ony = max {1l o oy [l 2o }

Indeed, summing over k gives the claimed estimate

MmN HD oo (o) vl ey — 02 ;= (0% @) Ve ri2)

(x| < 3472 e
@) < - A

for the velocity.
To show @) fix 0 < k < N arbitrary, then let y;(x) denote the least solution to the minimization
. 2
min x) —

o i (@) = ()]
and di(z) := |11 (z) — Y2(yx(x))| the corresponding distance at the minimizer. A simple expansion of f(y) :=
[71(x) = 72(y)|? yields

y

) = dh@) + o3y~ )+ N @) +2 [ 020) ) D)0 )
Yr(x
where o9 := |¥2(y)| denotes the constant speed of the corresponding curve.
Consider first the case when dy () > 0, and note that the inequality f(yx(z))(y—yr(z)) > 0holdson [xg_1, Tkt1]
by first-order optimality. Thus the inequality
) 2 [y = 9 (2(0) = 71(2), 52(9)) dI 2R(z,y)

@)+ ol —w@)E = T (@) + 3y — m(@)? = ED T 36 - m@)?
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must hold as well. The simple estimate

R =| [ y( =) (0200) =220 (x) 2D+ (an) = 0 0),320)
(13) <o, /y( W=D~ ) 520)] 40+ ) /y( RO
a3 o di(2)|y — yr(z)|o2 Loy (Tp—1,k+1) H
< (0 wtoy A ) (L))

then follows by Cauchy-Schwarz. Applying Young’s inequality ab < ca?/2 + b?/2c for ¢ > 0 appropriately gives

o3y — (@) + d2(2) (L (@it zp1) )
R(z.9)| < . (Felt )

and so the inequality

(@) — 1) > (1 - (W)) (03(y — yi(@))? + & (2))

holds on supp((y). In particular, for N = 4N (y2) the lower bound

(03(y —yr(x))® +di(x))  forall  y e supp((k)

e~ =

() =72 (y)1* >

follows. Now decompose
2

@)= [0 (5 =20 + ) ) m() - 220 dy = e + (o)

according to the definitions
o) = [ 9 (Ghne) 2P + 5 ) ) = (s, )G )
M) i= [ 9 (G = 22007 + 5 ) (o)) = 22(0).v(0)Gk(0)

As the kernel g is regular, there exists a constant ¢*(g) so that

sup [sg(s)| < ¢*(g)
s>0

holds. For the first term, the estimate

L) <8 @@Vl | s

* di () ) .
_ 8 @)Vl /Ck (@) +%520) _sre@vlumeey
R

- 1+ 02 - o9

dy

g2

will suffice. For the second term, note that there exists a =(x, y) so that

i (5n0) - e+ 5 ) =g (BDEBU=BEE L 2N 4 (20 + S ) R

Y

R(z.y) = f(9e(@)) (v — () + 2 / RO ARRAOIEOLE

=(e,9) >  (G3ly — pe@)’ + @) forall  y e supp(Ge)

15
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by the mean value theorem. The decomposition ITj, () = IT} () + I} (z) + IT}(z) with

o) = [ o (I 4 DY (o) = )00 Al ()

2 T 0.2 _ T 2 2 Y
1) = [ o (A =0l L 2 (/yk(x)wy><v<ymw>>dz9> Gu(v) dy
1T (z) = /Ré (E(ﬂ%y) + 62) (2 (y()) = 72(9), V() R(2, y) Gk (y) dy

then holds by expansion of (2 (yx(x)) —v2(y), v(y)) to leading-order. Put Qx (y) := (v(y), Y2 (yr(x)))Cx (v), so that
supp(Qx) C [xg—1,Tk+1] and

200 4 o2(u — un(z))? 2 2(x) + 0222 &2
[ o (B =R L 2 o) - @t ay = [ o (HELEB 4 2) Quine) - 21202

g 2 (o 02,2 2
= [ (IR 1 D) (@ulnte) — ) - etz

for any § > 0 as long as supp(Qx(yx(x) — -)) C (=6, 9); in particular, the choice § = 47 /N will do. Now

yr(®)
/ Qu(9) dv

k(x)—2z

< [|Qull 2y l2]?

|Qk (yx () — 2) — Qr(yx())| =

by Cauchy-Schwarz, and since g is regular the bound

) 3 * . 1
8 2
22 g < 5 (DIQkl z2(w) (477)

s d2(x) + 0322 — o3 N

1L ()] < 26 (9) Okl 22 ry /

then follows. As ||Cx|| Lo (r) < N the crude upper bound

(NI

10kl s) = ( / T (), A (@) (9) + (v (), A () (w) dy>

k—1
< oa||Vll 2y + o2V Lo (1) N /Trg1 — 21 < 02(1 4+ VATN) max{||V| z2(r1), [|V] 2o 71y }

holds, and so the upper bound

1T (2)] <

36mc* (g .
gi)max{uvumm IVllzee s}

holds as well. The simple estimate

3 3
_ IVl o3 (3 — pi(2))?

/ y( ) 320y~ 7)o

1
L3 (v2)
and the regularity of g give
20 @)V [T AV e
T ()| < ;—()/ a5 7y — y()|"F dy < — ) (\/karl — (@) + Vi (w) - xk‘l)
0z (72) T o3 Lz (72)
21 \* _ 4 (@lIVlre )
<8 (g)Ivllz> (N02€K(72)> P

in a similar fashion, with the choice N = 4N (vy3) > 4/, /L,.(2) = 8moa /L (V2) being sufficient to justify the final
inequality. To conclude the case when dj(z) > 0, note that f(yx(x)) = (v2(yx(x)) — y1(x),¥2(z)) and so the upper
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bound (c.f. [T3)

3 3 5 5
di(x)os |y — ye(z)|2 Sy —ye(z)|2
IRz, )| < dy(@)osly — yu(a)| + D22 9 @IE o5y~ wilw)]

V3L (7) 2% (72)
1 5 =
4 2 2 ly —yr(z)|2

<dk<x>02|y—yk<x>|<1+(3N;”ff)) )+“'yy”' o supp(Ge)
(72 205 (72)

5
2

o3 |y — yr(x)
1
202 (72)
holds for the remainder. The regularity of g ensures

< 2di(x)o2ly — yr(w)] + on supp(Cx)

sup [s°g(s)| < ¢*(g)
s>0

by assumption, and so the estimate

_1 z 7
dy,(2)o3|y — y(@)* + 30 * (12)03 (y — y())?

@) < 26 (@)= [ = Gi(v) dy
: ()3l = ye(@)? + 3 (12)05 ly = ()]
<8 @lvle=co [ T —— Guly) dy

. 1 1)2 1 Th+l g 1
< 8¢*(9) |Vl Lo (1) afk (e dv + %%( )/ oy 2y —yk(x)| 2 dy
~\7Y2 Tk—1

8mc* 0o (T1
< e (9)lviz (T1)

02
holds. All together, the desired estimate

<*(9) maX{HVHLOC(’]I‘l)a H‘.’”LQ(Tl)}
P

£ (@) < [e(@)] + My ()] + [T ()] + | (2)]| < (527 + 4)

(g)

< 3472

holds in this case.
It remains to consider the case when the distance d(z) = 0 vanishes. Then v, (2) = v2(yx(z)) and so fi(z) =
I (z) 4+ I (z) 4 11, (x) decomposes according to

o) = [ g (Bt 2

)
IIk(a:>:/Rg(”2+€2)

2

1) = [ (=) + 5 ) Ga(08(0) = 22000 V) R 0)G0)

V1)
—
<
|

<
el
N

8
NS
Nt

(/y (0 = y)(v(y), ¥2(7)) dﬂ) Cr(y) dy

k()

where since f(yx.(x)) = 0 the error Z(x,y) and remainder R(x,y) satisfy

E(z,y) > = (05 (y — yi(2))?) and |R(z,y)| < o3

] =

on supp(Cx). The desired estimate of Ir(z) follows by mimicking the estimate of I (z), the estimate of IT;(z)
follows by mimicking the estimate of II{ () and the estimate of III;(x) follows by mimicking the estimate of the
second term of Ilgi, respectively. In all cases, the desired bound
(9) [V]Hl(Tl)

02
therefore holds. ]

|[fi(2)] < 3dm*c”
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With this lemma in hand, we may now proceed to prove further regularity and continuity properties of the nonlocal
forcing. More specifically, we may show —

Proposition 4.3. Assume the kernel g satisfies H0), H1) and that v; € H?(T'), i € {0,1,2} have constant speed.
Then the nonlocal forcings

i) = [ o (Ghate) =R ) Fsldy
obey f; € W1o°(T1), the bound
Iil=e < (167 et (

as well as the Lipschitz estimate

(i)
Li(vi)

) o(ye)  forall i€{0,1}

() Y U(v0) () VE(y2)

_ R <¢* 2 vV 2 , , )C* _ N
”fl fOHL (T) > (KQ(,YO) K2(71) gn(’)’l) gn(,yo) e(’Yl)/\g(’YQ) 071(9)”’}/1 rYOHH (T1)

(14) c0,1(9) = ¢5(9) + ¢1(9)
for €* : R? [0, 00) some continuous, coordinate-wise increasing function. The nonlocal forcings
1 .
)= [0 (3h) =2 ) il

obey the Lipschitz estimate

4
(15) 151~ follo=cen < 0mPei ) (7725 ) = 2le=con

for o € H?(TY) arbitrary.
Proof. For € > 0 the forcings

9

2
i) =0t [ g (hate) = wP + 5 ) ay
are sufficiently regular to differentiate
. 2
@ =at) [0 (Ghele) =@ + 5 ) o) =20 ia(o)) o
’H‘l

Applying lemma4.2|with v(y) = 42(x) a constant function then gives

155 o < (10m el t0) (22 ) o).

and moreover the integral identity
ff@)d@)dz = — [ fi(x)p(x)dx
T T!

holds for ¢ any smooth, periodic test function. But ff — f; in L*(T*) as e — 0 and the ff are uniformly bounded in
L?(T?), so by passing to a subsequence if necessary, for all ¢ the identity

[ @it de = [ )i as

holds with f; an L2(T') weak limit along a subsequence. Thus f; € W1°°(T') and the claimed bound holds.

To prove the first Lipschitz estimate, assume first that o, y; are compatibly oriented. That is, (Yo(x),¥1(x)) > 0
holds everywhere on T'. Put v(z, ) := U1 (z)+(1—9)70(z) and let 1(, 19) denote the constant speed representation
of this family (c.f. @)). Then v(z,0) = vo(z), v(z,1) = 71 () and as long as

0 < [¥(z,9)]* = 00° () + (1 = 9)o® () = I(1 = 9)F0(2) — Fu(2)

the map ¥ — ~(x, ) defines a one-parameter family of immersions. In particular, if g, y; are compatibly oriented
then
min{o(y0),0(11)}

V2

(2, 9)] =
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for all ¢ in the unit interval. Assume, without loss of generality, that o () achieves the minimum. Let o(d) :=
|1(x,9)| denote the speed of the interpolant, £(19) its length, £, (¢}) its curvature length-scale and

2

fite) = [ o (Gha@) vt 0P + 5 ) oto)ay
the corresponding nonlocal force. The relation vy (z,9) = Av(z) and (3) give
1) = [ (ro¥)de. v@d) = Ar(E@ ) and vy =v = Ra((ro ) 7o,
while the identity
i@ = fite) = | (B + B & L) = 20 5

2

e0) = [ 3 (ghato) = 60 + 5 ) o) = 6l 0), 0ol D))y

holds simply by differentiating. On one hand, lemma[.T] gives

since v has constant speed. On the other hand, lemma4.2| gives

a(e0)| < @) (7 ) ol

[Wo] g oy = max{||¢g | L (11, [P0l L2(rr) }

for the same reason. Now

5v 1+ 27w

. . 5
sl Loe(rry < 1AY|lLoo Tty + 20191 — YollL2(mr) < 5“71 —Yollwrim) < #H% — Yol (1)
since the embedding (3) holds. The triangle inequality, a direct computation and Jensen’s inequality then give

[l L2y < 1Vl|z2ery + [1Po ((V, 7))l (o |79 | 2 ()

, . () \*
= ¥l =) + 1P (09, 76)) o= () (ww») ’

which yields the overall bound

[P0l L2ery < ((25((019))) T+ (%)j 71 = Yol ()

after undoing the change of variables. In particular, the latter bound will achieve the maximum. All together, this
yields the bound

1
Ilf1 = follee (1) < 8mes(g) (/ k3 (1) d ) 141 = ol L1 (1)

1 % () \?\ L
(16 M < i (&f(%) ) fn((ﬁ)) dﬂ] 71 = ol rr ()

for the difference. But o(1) > ¢(0), o(9) < o(1) and |§(z, )| > ¢(0)/+/2 combine to yield

/01 2(9) dd) < 2 <1+ <ZE3; > )max{nz( ), k2(1)}
)

\ A
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and so all together there exists some continuous, coordinate-wise increasing function € : R? +— [0, 00) so that the
claimed bound

holds. If o, v, are not compatibly orientated then there exists some z for which (%1 (), Yo(x)) < 0, and so necessarily
the lower bound

71 = v0ll2(ry = (@) = F0(2)* = 0*(1) + 0*(0) = 2(51(2), Fo()) > 20*(0)

must hold. By the embedding

Nl

l . . l . . l .. .
191 = Aoll ooy < 151 = FollF ey 151 = Foll Ea oy < V291 = Yol Z2 ey (IFoll2ery V 51l L2y

o(1) (L) |, 00 NP s
=V (lel) Vemoo)) I = Follze o

the lower bound

. () ., L) ) o?(1)
— 2(T1 V > 27
b =l (7 25 7 805 ) gy >
must hold as well. But then by lemma[4.T]and the triangle inequality, the claimed bound
tn) |, £() > ] < tn) , ) )2 (0(1)
V <8 V
le(n)  Le(0)/) o(9) le(m)  €e(0) c(0)

holds in this case as well. For the second Lipschitz estimate it suffices, by changing variables if necessary, to assume
that -y, has constant speed. The estimate then follows easily from lemma4.2] for

[ (5ot - <y>|2+§ - [oo (5@ —nwP+ 5 )

/ / ( [yo(2) —v2(y) + 8;) (vo(xz) —72(y), 11 (x) = 0(x)) dy’

. ey L0
(Bt (0)o (a3 02) s — vollcmy = (16761 (0) 5 2l = voll=

2
11 = foll o) < 16m3<g>( ) 1t = Foll ey

[f5(2) = fi(2)] = o(72)

=0o(72)

IN

as claimed. |

Regular kernels form the widest class of kernels for which the corresponding nonlocal force behaves well with
respect to the H2(T!) topology. Essentially, the occurrence of intersections between disjoint arcs forces the restriction
to regular kernels. We may move beyond this class by ruling out the possibility of such intersections a-priori, or in
other words, by imposing additional geometric structure. For the case of self-interactions

1 .
(16) fata) = [ g (Gt =) ) Bl ay
T
this means imposing that ~y; has finite distortion, while for the case of cross-interactions
1 .
(17) fote)i= [ (3 =) Byt
T

this means imposing that +;,~; lie at a positive distance from one another. Given a kernel g € C? (R+ \ {O}) we
define

G*(s) = sup tlg(t)]  and c;<g);:/0°°g-*(uz) du

t>s
as the envelope function and corresponding integrability constant of its derivative. We shall employ the hypothesis
H2) The kernel g is singular: ¢(g) < 4o0.

to force that the kernel behaves no worse than g(s) ~ Cs™z locally near the origin. Under these assumptions, we
may show —
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Proposition 4.4. Assume the kernel g satisfies H0), H2) and that v € H?(T") has finite distortion. Then the nonlocal
force

@)= [ o (5@ 207 Hwlay
lies in H(T') and obeys the bound

TP (m,(smm) (5(9) + €5(9)

for € : R3 — [0, 00) some continous, increasing function of its arguments. If v; € H*(T*), i € {0, 1} have constant
speed then the difference fo — f1 between their corresponding nonlocal forces obeys the H(T') s L?(T') estimate

o = Aillzey < € (o) 8o Z09H0 (6500) + 5ta) (oo )

for €* : Ri — [0, 00) some continuous, increasing function of its arguments.

The proof simply reiterates calculations from [21] (c.f. the appendix therein), to which we refer for the details.
While embeddedness properties ensure that self-interactions behave well, cross interactions (17)) necessarily
involve intersections between a pair (vy;, ;) of distinct immersions unless we enforce that they lie at a positive distance

dist('yi,yj) = " y)rrel%rngl [vi(w) — 5 (y)]

from one another. As for the allowable kernels in this setting, to make life easy we shall impose the hypothesis
H3) The kernel g is asymptotically finite: if s > 0 then G*(s) V G*(s) < 4-o0.

where G* and G* denote the monotone non-increasing envelopes of g(s) and sg(s), respectively. We allow the kernel
to blow up arbitrarily quickly at the origin, but otherwise impose that it defines a bounded function. The far-field
behavior does not matter locally in time, so we pay no price for enforcing that ¢(s) vanishes for s large; we simply
want g and its derivatives bounded away from the origin. We adopt the hypothesis in this form simply to avoid
introducing new notation. Under this hypothesis we may easily establish the needed properties —

Proposition 4.5. Assume the kernel g satisfies H3), that d;; = dist(’yi,'yj) > 0 for all (i,7) and that v; €
H?(TY), i € {0, 1,2} have constant speed. Then the nonlocal forcings

fote)i= [ o (5he =2 ) sl dy

lie in W1:°°(TY) with the estimate
2

. [ 45 . 2 .. )
I fijllLos(rry < G (;) ly)  and | fijlleecry < 726 (;) E(vi)l(vj),
i
and the corresponding Lipschitz estimates

1oz — frollpeqen) < G° (d32 A df?) 2 o — 7l e (1 2o~ vlnmm) U)
2 doa A di2 do2 A di2

diy A dgs
2

| f20 = fa1llLoe (1) < 27G™ ( ) 170 — 1llz2 )

.. 3y A d3, 2 2
* - o 1+ —— | — o l AL
6 (B298) 2o sullecen (1 e o =l ) ) A )

hold with a decreasing dependence on the minimal distance.

Proof. The W°°(T') bounds are completely trivial; only the Lipschitz estimates require any justification. For the
first estimate, note

fon(o) = ia(e) = o0oa) [ (o (Ghole) = 22000?) ~ 3 (5o =) )
and that there exists some =(x, ) between |vo(z) — y2(y)|?/2 and |y1 (x) — Y2(y)|?/2 so that

o (50 = 2207) = (5@ = 20P ) = LEE 0000 < 220) + ) = 20 20(0) = )
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by the mean value theorem. In particular, for (x,y) fixed the lower bound

_ 1 1
=) 2 (5ho@) = 0P A () - n6)P)
holds. Assume |yo(x) — v2(y)| achieves the minimum, so that

Iv()(ﬂi)—w(y)lS 2 < 2 and = 1 < 2 2
E(z,y) Vo (z) — v2(y)| do2 A di2 E(w,y) dje A diy

both hold. Write h(z,y) :=

(Y0(x) = 2(y) + 7 (2) = 72(1),70(x) — 1(2)) = 2(y0(z) — 12(¥),0(x) =N (2)) — [N (x) = 0(2)

for the inner product, so that the upper bound
h(z,y)

E(z,y)

holds. Thus for (x, y) fixed the bound
‘ 9 (E(z,y)) (

2 2
= dog Adro 70 — 'Yl”Loo(Tl) + m”'}/l - VOHLoc(rﬂq)

72 ) = 22(0) + 21(0) = 2201 0(2) ~ )

oo (g Adiy 2 2
< * _ - 1 e B -
<g < 5 doz/\d12”% Yillzeecrry | 1+ d02/\d12H% Y1l oo (1)

follows, and so the claimed Lipschitz estimate follows upon integrating. The second Lipschitz estimate follows simi-
larly. Simply write

f20(x) — far(z) = me(af)

o) [ [o (512 =00 =9 (Ghee) = n(?) | = 160) + 10

and use the first part of the lemma to obtain the bound

171 — Yollr(rr) . (d3 (A,
|I(9C)|§T()g % (1) = 27G % 170 — Y1llzr )

for the first term. An appropriate bound for the second term

oo [(dBy N d2 2 2
1I <G 12 — oy (| 1 + — - o /
)] < 6° (B2 ) 2~y (14 2o — ey ) 00

follows by appealing to the mean value theorem and arguing as before. (]

The exact form of these Lipschitz estimates will not prove too important in our analysis; we only need to know that
the nonlocal forces satisfy some sort of uniform H'(T!) bound and an H*(T!) ~ L?(T"') Lipschitz property locally
near an initial condition. Under the requisite combination of analytic and geometric hypotheses, any of the three
propositions and [4.3| will suffice.

As we shall briefly need to work with non-canonical representations of immersions when pursuing local existence,
we shall make a few brief observations that will allow us to apply these estimates for arbitrary immersions. Let
Y0,71,7Y2 € H?(T!) denote any triple of H?(T*!)-immersions and let 1; := «; o & denote their constant speed
equivalents. All three propositions assert that the nonlocal force

1 .
foonon(@)i= [ (3h00(0) — 61 ) W ]y
T1
satisfies an H*(T*) bound of the form

1 f o) lmr ey < € (0,m),

where €* (70, *yl) represents some continuous function depending on some combination of the parametrization invari-
ant, geometric quantities

(7)), G (i), doo(i)  and  dist(0,71)
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that vary continuously with respect to the H2(T') topology. A simple argument based on the identities

f(%ﬁl) (3;‘) = f(ﬂ’oﬂbl) (770(1‘)) and f'(“/o,’h) (.23) = f(ll’oﬂ/}l) (770 (x))??o(l‘)

and a straightforward change of variables shows that a similar H(T') bound

(18) | fvomy Ty < € (70, 71)

holds, provided we allow €* (’yo, 'yl) to also depend upon the minimal speed s, (7o) of the immersion. The local
HY(T') — L2(T?') Lipschitz property follows from similar considerations. Propositions and |4.5| furnish
HY(T') — L?(T') bounds of the form

(70,71, 72) 1Yo — ¥l ()

€* (0, 71,72) 10 — Yall e (o)

* (v0,71) o — ¥l e erny

||f(1/)0772) - f(wlﬁz)HLz(Tl) <
(19) 1 waiv0) = fwzm L2y <
”f(wo’“/o) - f(wlﬁl)HLz(Tl) <

as the v; have constant speed. Lemmaallows us to replace (9o — 1 || g1 1y with [[vo — v1[| g1 71y by modifying
the functions €* appropriately. We may then simply appeal to a change of variables, the H*(T") bound (T8), the
triangle inequality and lemma[2.2]to find that the appropriate variants

1 from2) = fermm 2y < € ()1 feworna) = fapnme) ©m o &ollrzery < € (v0,71,72) 170 = Y1l ey,
20) [f(1290) = frzm lz2cmty < € (v2) a0 = fewaimn lzzerny < € (v0,71,72) 1o — vl oy
I f¢vom0) = e lzz ey < € (1) 1 fworvo) = Fiwnm) ©m o Eollzzy < € (0, 71) 70 — 1l (.

of (T9) hold for non-canonical representations as well.

5. LoCAL WELL-POSEDNESS AND REGULARITY

We now turn our attention toward our earlier claim, i.e. that nonlocal estimates of the form (T9J20) are sufficient
for a well-behaved dynamic. We base our analysis on the shape dynamic (8) and rely upon proposition 3.] to infer
local well-posedness for the alternative formulations of the dynamic. Our approach uses standard techniques; the main
novelty is realizing that (T9[20) are enough. We therefore proceed in somewhat a cursory fashion and only dwell on
those aspects unique to the present context. The roadmap is a familiar one — we show existence in the class of mild
solutions, and then proceed to establish regularity and uniqueness results.

Recall the shape evolution equations (8))

Ordi = €4 (¢z + Py (a;) ¢ + Fidf + Mai(bi) ; a; = |gil* + (di, G Fy dee; = 267 pla,,
_1 s 1 . _1
Fi(z,t) =¢; *(t) [ e + Z/Tl 9ij <2|¢¢($at) - 7/’j(y7t)|2> i (y,t)[dy | , Vi =¢€; * i,
=1

and let ®(t) = (¢1(-,t), ..., dm(-,t)) denote the m-tuple of interfacial shapes at any instant in time. We shall use the
notation
HE = H5(TY) x --- x H¥(T)
to denote the set of all such m-tuples with H*(T*) regularity in each component, and endow C%,(T') := C([0, T|; H3,)
with the max-norm
@]

cs (ry = max {|p1llcqo,p:m (1)) - - - 5 | Dmll oo,y me (11)) }

across components. Similarly, let (t) := (e1(¢),...,em(t)) denote the m-tuple of (inverse squared) interfacial
lengths at any instant in time, which lies in R’} endowed once again

le@®)llrm = let)lle=@n)  and ], () = max {lletlcqorimy: - - - lemlleqorz }
with the max-norm. For T' > 0 given, let Q7 := T! x [0, T] denote the corresponding parabolic cylinder, and

2= {1 € C™@n) k20, 1O (=m1) =10 (m,0), (@, T) = 0P (x,0) = 0}
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of smooth, periodic functions vanishing on the boundary of the parabolic cylinder. We require at least H?(T?!) regu-
larity for the transport coefficient in (8)) to make sense, and so we will search for solutions in this class. Specifically, if
® € C2,(T) and € € C*([0,T)) satisfy the usual weak relation

0:/ <¢i(xvt)”7t(xvt)+€i(t)793x(1’7t)> dxdt""/ 5i(t)<fi($vt)77(xvt)> dzdt

fi = Py (a;) i + Fik + pta, i

forall y € C5%(Q7), the &; satisfy (8] in the classical sense and (®(%), €(¢)) attain a given initial condition (®(0),&(0)) =
(®g, €0) in the strong sense then we refer to (P, €) as a mild solution. It is easy to see that this definition is equivalent
to solving directly for the Fourier coefficients

ro(t) = =K Gii(t) +ei(t) fin(t) i€ [m), keZ
in the usual manner, and then verifying that the constructed solution
Gi(z,t) = din(t)e™™
kEZ

has the requisite regularity properties.
Constructing such solutions will not prove too difficult, with one caveat: we need hypotheses guaranteeing that the
nonlocal force

1

Rle.) =<0 (ot X [ o (500 - P ) ol e e ot
j=1

is well-behaved near a prescribed initial condition. Fix an initial condition (®¢,&0) € H2, x R where each ¢;(z,0)
has unit speed and let

1
¥i(z,0) :=¢; 2(0)¢;(x,0)

denote the corresponding immersions that represent the initial interfaces. Let G = {g;;(s) : (¢,7) € [m] x [m]} denote

a given collection of nonlocal kernels. If at least one of the conditions

I) The kernel g;; satisfies HO), H1), or
II) The kernel g;; satisfies HO), H2) and the interface 1); (-, 0) has finite distortion, or
II) The kernel g;; satisfies H3) and the interfaces );(-,0),;(-, 0) do not intersect,

holds for all (¢, j) € [m] x [m] then we call the triple (®g, &g, G) compatible. For a given ¢ > 0 let
Bs((®o,0)) := {(®,€) € Hp, x R : [|® — Poll3z, + [le — €ollrm < &}

denote the corresponding H?2, x £°°(R'"") ball near such a compatible initial condition. If we view the construction of
the nonlocal force as a mapping

(®,€) € H2, x RT > Fi[(®,e)] € HY(TY)
then by propositions and [4.3] (more specifically, by (I8)) the corresponding nonlocal forces obey a uniform
H(T') bound
153 ((®, &)l 2 (1) <37
provided we choose § = §((Po, €9)) > 0 small enough. Similarly, by and the triangle inequality we may infer a
local H! — L2 Lipschitz property
1Fi[(®, )] — F[(®,€)]llp2(r) < & (||‘1) = Pla (1) + [l€ - éHRm)

within some Bj ((®o, €9)) for & > 0 small enough as well. A simple estimate based on the embeddings (3) shows that
the overall forcing

Po(ai)di + Fi[(®,€)] + pia, i a; == 6il* + (i, Fi[(®,€)))
defines a mapping (®, &) € H2, x RT — F;[(®,e)] € W (T!) that obeys a uniform bound of the form

2D IFil(®, e)]llwrrry < 87
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locally near an initial condition. Analogously, the local H!(T!) ~ L?(T%) Lipschitz property of the nonlocal force
F; induces a weaker local H?(T*) — L?(T") Lipschitz property

m

22) 17:((8,)) ~ (@, 2y < & (19 = Bllss, o) + lle — el

for the overall force. Finally, the scalar coefficient y,, defines a mapping (®, &) — u;[(®,€)] € R with

@) @< and  wl(@e) = ml@, &) < FF (|0~ Dz emn) + lle — Ellzn )
holding locally as well. We may therefore view (8) as a specific instance of the more general family of evolutions
(24) 8,*,({%‘ = 5z¢z + Ei]:i[(q), E)} and thi = 26?”2‘[(@, E)],

driven by mappings JF;, t; obeying and (23) locally (in H2, x R™) near an initial condition.

We now show local existence, which we pursue via a standard fixed point argument. This approach requires a few
preliminary lemmas that require some exposition. When J;[(®, £)] = 0 the evolution of ; in is passive; a change
of the temporal variable ¢ — 7 decouples the length evolution from the shape of the interface and defines a natural
time-scale for the evolution. So for a single, uncoupled interface we may consider the shape evolution separately from
its scale. When F;[(®, €)] # 0 the evolution of the m interfaces couple and we cannot separate out the scale evolution
from the shape evolution as in the scalar (m = 1) case. In this way, the coupling of the system makes existence a more
tedious matter. Nevertheless, we may still pursue a similar idea to circumvent this difficulty. Consider the coupled
dynamic

de(x,t) = e(t)Pua(x, t) + £(t)g(2,t) and E(t) = —2(t)uys(t)

with f, g € C(]0,00), L*(T*)) a pair of a-priori given functions. Let a(t), b(¢) denote a solution to the system
a(t) = b(t) a(0) =0
. 1

(25) b(t) = b(t)us (a(t)) b(0) =

of ordinary differential equations and to(a(t)) = ¢ denote the corresponding inverse map. Then the function

a(t)
h(t) :/ e(s)ds
0
satisfies 7(0) = 0, 2(0) = 1 as well as the differential equations
h(1) = =(a0)a(t)  and (1) = £(a(0)@(0) +<(a(0)8(r) = h()(1 — h(t))s (alt).
so that u(t) = 1 and thus h(t) = ¢ is the identity. Setting n(x,t) = ¢(z, a(t)) and differentiating in time

m(x,t) = e(a(t))a(t) (ea(a,t) + g(z,a(t))) = neala,t) + g(z, alt))

reveals that 7 satisfies an ordinary forced heat equation. In other words, by constructing any solution to (23) and
solving the forced heat equation we see

(x,t) = n(m, m(t))
gives the solution of the original problem as long as the inverse map to exists. Composing the change-of-variable
maps ag o to; from two different such evolutions then provides a way to obtain comparison estimates by accounting

for changes in time-scale. We exploit these ideas in the following proposition, which forms the basis of a fixed point
approach to existence.

Proposition 5.1. Fori = 1,2 let f; € C([0,00); L*(T")) and g; € L>=([0,00); WL1(T?')) obey the global bounds
sup |up, (0) <§°,  and sup g, () — pg, ()] < Of
>0 >0

S giC Bllwray < g% and - lgr(58) = 25 Dllz ey < 007

and let 9o € H?(T') and 9 > 0 denote arbitrary initial data. Then the following hold —
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1) For any time T < T, with

1
* - Eof*v
there exist unique mild solutions 9; € C([0,T]; H?(TY)),e; € C*([0,T]; R) to the initial value problems
019; = ()0 + ei(t)gs 9(x,0) = Vo(x) € H*(T)
&it) = —eF (b, () £i(0) =e0 > 0,

and the solution V; exists for as long as €; remains finite.
ii) There exists a continuous, increasing function 'y, : RT — RT, depending only on the initial datum Yy, so that

the properties
Loy(0)=0  and  Tg,(t) 7 Toy(00) = ol jraceny

hold.
iii) The solutions V;, €; obey the bounds

0, (8) — 10,(3)] < 87 (G(8) — G(s)) Q@ﬁjﬁ&@ﬂ&
1950+ ) = 93, )z rny < T (G0 — Gl5)) + 87 (G (8) — Gi(s))

for all pairs of times 0 < s < t at which the solutions exist.
iv) If g1 = g2 = 0 then the corresponding homogeneous solutions 9 obey the difference bound

-1
of* t t
9.0 - b llcen < T (1= 72 108 (1= ) ol
for as long as both exist.
V) Forany 0 < s < 1/2 the differences &; := ¥; — % obey the estimates
1€ o) s (mry < 8% (e + G(1))
for 0 < ¢y < o0 a finite constant depending only on the modulus s of regularity. Moreover, the estimate
1
i 1) — & 8) iz < 07 ((G(0) = Gils) * + Git) — Ga(s))

holds for all pairs of times 0 < s < t at which the solutions exist.
vi) The non-homogeneous solution map (f;, g;) — & is Holder continuous with respect to the H*(T*) topology, in
the sense that the difference 6§ = &1 — & obeys the bound

T, * * * : 1 of* of* i
10€C D[ 2 (1) < € (f*(T*—L‘)’f ) [09 (1 +log™ (Dgg* GV (ﬂ)) + fi‘ v ( fi ) ]

on the common interval 0 < t < T, where both solutions exist.

With these preliminaries in hand, we now proceed to show local existence of (24) via the Leray-Schauder fixed-
point theorem. Fix an initial condition (®¢,&0) € H2, x R™ for which the family of 7 mappings

(@,€) = (Fil(D, &)], i[(D, €)])

obey a local W1 (T!) bound and H*(T*) ~ L?(T?!) Lipschitz property locally near this initial condition. In other
words, there exists some 6 > 0 and a constant § > 0 so that the bounds

IFd(@,elwiary <F and  |F[(@,€)] - Fil(®, &)z < F7N(@,€) — (2, 8)]l3z, xmm
il(®,€)]| <§°  and il(@, )] — l(@, )] < FII(@,€) — (£, &)ll2ez, xrm

hold on Bs((®g, &)) for some § > 0 small enough. Let X := C ([0, 00); HZ, x R™) denote the Banach space of
temporal trajectories (P (¢), e(t)) and endow it

1(®, )]l = sup (@), €()ll3s2, xcm
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with the sup-norm. Define K5 C X as the set of trajectories

Ks 1= {<c1>,e> € X:sup [[(@(1). (1)) — (P0.20) I3 e < 6}

t>0

that remain in the prescribed d-neighborhood of the initial condition. Note that for each i € [m] proposition part
ii) furnishes a continuous, increasing function I'; : RT +— RT obeying the properties

[;(0)=0 and  Ty(t) 7 Ti(o0) = [[(Ro)ill r2(p1y
and so the function I'g, (¢) := max{T'1(t),..., T, (¢)} obeys
Foy(0)  and  Tay(t) 7 Tay(o0) = |90l s

and depends only on the initial data. If we set H () := max{z,z?} this function induces a corresponding modulus
of continuity

w(t, s) = Ta, (2||eol[rm |t — s[) + T | H (2[leo]

wn) [t = sl + Clleollanlt — s|)¥]

for temporal trajectories that depends only on §* and the initial data. Define e C X as those trajectories

o {(@76)636:8@ (@), 2(t)) = (@(s), (D e ﬂ}

t#£s w(t7 S)

for which w provides such a temporal modulus of continuity. Finally, given some finite time horizon 7" > 0let Cp C X
denote the subset

Kr={(®,e) e X:Vt =T, (2(t),e(t)) = (2(T),e(T))}
of trajectories that remain constant after this fixed, finite time. All three sets ICs, KCo, K7 are convex and closed with
respect to convergence in X, and so their intersection

K:=KsNKeNKr

defines a closed, convex subset. Moreover, K is non-empty since it contains the constant trajectory based at the initial
condition. We may then try to construct a mapping A : K — K with a fixed point whose restriction to [0, T'] defines a
mild solution.

Proposition [5.1] makes this task feasible. We may first appeal to the boundedness and Lipschitz assumptions on
i, JF; to conclude that any given trajectory (®, €) € K induces forcing functions

vi(t) = (@), e(®)] € R and  g;(t) := F[(D(t),e(t))] € WHI(T')
that obey the bounds

sup |v;(t)] < §* sup |[|gi(t)[lwra () <
t>0 t>0
[i(t) — vi(s)] < Fwl(t, s) 19:(t) — gi(s)l|z2(m1) < F" w(t,s)

globally in time. Proposition|[5.1] part i) furnishes a unique mild solution (¥ (t), o (t)) to
8twi = 0‘2‘1@‘ + 0iGi, dtO'i = —20‘?% and (\IJ(O), 0'(0)) = (@0,80)

existing on [0, T'] provided T' > 0 satisfies

. . 1
0<T<Ty:=min T, T! := ,
i€[m] (€0)i*
and so for any such 7" > 0 a fixed point of the mapping
(¥(t),a(t)) if 0<t<T

A[(®,e)](t) := {(\IJ(T) o(T)) else

would, in fact, yield a mild solution locally in time. For convenience, we first recall a standard result

Theorem 5.2 (Leray-Schauder). Assume KC C X is a non-empty, closed and convex subset of a Banach space X. If
A K — K is continuous and A(K) is precompact in K then A has a fixed point.
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and then set upon the somewhat lengthy task of verifying its hypotheses.
That im(A) C Kr follows directly from the definition. By proposition[5.1] part iii) the components v;(t), o;(t) of
the solution (®(¢), o(t)) obey the bounds

loi(t) — oi(s)| < (g0)i ( - ;Z) |t;zs| ¢i(t) ::/0 oi(s)ds
273 [[hs(t) — wi(s)llm2 ey < T (Gi() — Gal5)) + 8 (Ga(t) — Gals)) +F(Glt) — Gils))

on [0, 7) as well. As a consequence, for any T' > 0 satisfying
T
T <Tp :=min {1, min 5} —
i€[m] (50)1’ 4
the uniform upper bounds

sup |lo(t) — eollrm <0 and sup |lo()]
te[0,T] t€[0,T]

rm < 2lle0]

Rm™

necessarily hold. But then the uniform bounds
1Gi(8) = Gils)] < 2lleollznlt =] and o (t) = o (s)llrm <" (2lle0]lzm)® |t s
hold for all s, ¢ € [0,T] as well, and so
272 [[9i(t) — Yils) |l m2(m) S w(t, s)
lo(t) — o (s)[[rm < w(t,s)

for all s,¢ € [0, T by definition of the modulus of continuity. As «(t) := w(t, 0) is strictly increasing, provided

)
0< T < min {T(ha_l (

ﬂ)} =T (§*,6, Do, €0)

the uniform bound
sup  [[W(t) — o[z, <0
t€[0,T)

is valid. The mapping A : K — X therefore maps /C to itself whenever T' = T(S*7 0, Py, so) > ( is small enough.
It suffices to show that A is continuous in X and that im(.A) C Kr is pre-compact. To show continuity, fix
(®;,€;) € Kp for j = 1,2 arbitrary, and define the corresponding functions

vij(t) = mil(P;(t), ;1)) €R  and  g;;(t) := Fi[(®;(t),e5(1))] € WHI(T?)

as before. For i € [m] fixed let v; = v;;,9; = gi; and o;,; the corresponding mild solutions that define the
mapping. Then o1 (0) = 02(0) := ¢(0) and so the bound

2
o(0
01(6) ~ 02(0)] < (1 ( 1) Tl — vallcqorry

T
follows by direct integration. The Lipschitz assumption on the mappings p; then reveals that the bound
o1 = o2llcqor) < € (T, Ts, 0(0))F"[[(P1,€1) — (P2, €2)[x

holds for €*(T', T, o(0)) some continuous function. A similar bound

t
16 = Glloqo,ry < (T, T)F([(P1,€1) — (P2,e2)[x Gi(?) :=/ oi(s)ds
0
for the ¢; then follows by integrating in time. Now decompose 9; = 1/1? + wj”h into its homogeneous and non-
homogeneous parts. Proposition[5.1] part iv) yields the bound

[ — 12

§

* |C' ,00 * *
[0 (o) = W () | 2y < € (T, T, Bo) OO < @ (T, T, @9, F7) [|(B1,€1) — (@2, 2)]x
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by appealing to the Lipschitz property of the ;; once again. Similarly, proposition [5.1] part vi) yields an analogous
bound
w)

08 t) = W5 ) arz2emy < €T, T, §) Ly (91 — 92llc(0,00): 20y 11 — v2llc(0,00), § 5 ll€0]

1
2pqT 4
prnaris (v (20)) 21 ()

for the non-homogeneous part of the solution. The Lipschitz hypothesis on F;, y1; gives

191 = g2llo(t0,00):L2 (1)) < F7I[(P1,€1) — (P2, €2)]|x
1 = valle(o,00)) < F (D1, €1) — (P2, €2) %,
and so by the triangle inequality an overall bound

sup  (W1(1), 04(8)) — (U2(0), 02(1)) s, i = O (1(@1,€1) = (@,25)[13)
0<t<T

whenever ||(®1,e1) — (P2, €2)||x is small enough. By construction of the mapping this shows that

[A[(®1,€1)] — Al(P2,€2)][|x = O (||(‘I>1a€1) - (‘I>2,€2)H3%e)

whenever ||(®1,&1) — (P2, €2)||x is small enough as well, so in particular A : K — K is continuous.

It remains to show that A : Ky C ¥ +— Kp has pre-compact image. Take (¥y,00) := A[(Pr,e¢)] € im(A)
any sequence; it suffices to show the existence of an X convergent sub-sequence. For 0 < s < ¢t < T the oy are
equicontinuous

loe(t) = ae(s)[en < lo(0)]lem € (T, T)(t - 5)
and uniformly bounded; in particular, they admit a subsequence (still denoted by ¢) and a limit o, € C([0,T]; R™)
so that the uniform convergence

lor = oollc,. ) =0

holds, and so by defining o« (t) = o/(T) as a constant for ¢ > T the global in time convergence

(26) loe = ool (00) = 0

follows by construction of the mapping. By the Lipschitz hypothesis and the definition of /C7 the functions v; ¢(t) :=
wi[(De(t), €¢(¢))] obey the uniform bound |v; ¢(t)] < F* and the equicontinuity property

Vie(t) = vie(s)] < F(@(1),€(1)) — (R(s), €(5)) 34z, xmm < V2F'w(t,5),

m

and so there exists a further subsequence (still denoted by ¢) and a limit ; , so that the uniform convergence
[vi,e(t) = viioo (D)l o 0,77) — O
holds. In particular, by construction of the mapping .4 and the set Xy the subsequence v; ¢ is Cauchy
||Vi7g — Vi,kHCm(oo) —0 as k,f — 0

globally in time. By proposition 5.1]part iv) the homogeneous portions W}, W of the subsequence ¥, = W + Wph
obey
||l/z',£ - Vi,kHC’([O,oo);]R’”)

sup W (1) = Wi (- 1)z, < € (T, T, ®o) .
t€[0,T] S

and are therefore Cauchy. By completeness there exists a limit ¥ € C(]0,7],H2,) so that convergence
@7 195 — Welloz () — 0

holds locally in time. Finally, for any 0 < s < 1/2 propositionpart v) shows that the non-homogeneous parts \I’?h
of U, obey

12" (®)ll2re < F*(es + 2lleollrmT)
15" () = W () ]lez, <§ ((2||€o|

m

1
2 (t — 8))T + 2||eo]

R (t — 5))

forall0 < s <t < T and ¢ > 0 some finite constant. By compactness of the embedding Hf,js CcC 7—[,2,1 when s > 0
there exists, by passing to a further subsequence if necessary, a limit U2 € C2 (T') so that the uniform convergence

(28) " — O o2 () — 0
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holds. Define a limit function W, () = U"(¢) + U™ (¢)if 0 < ¢t < T and ¥, (t) = oo (T) otherwise. The definition
of the mapping A and the limit function ¥, combine with the convergences (2728)) to give convergence

W, — Voo lloz (o0) = 1¥e — Poclloz, () < 197 — U2 [l () + 197" — U2 |2 (1)
globally in time. When combined with (26)) this yields an X convergent subsequence
[(We,00) = (Yoo, 050)[|x = 0

as desired. Thus .4 has a fixed point that, by construction, gives a mild solution on [0, 7] for T' > 0 small enough. All
together, we have shown —

Theorem 5.3 (Local Existence). Fix constants §,§* > 0 and an initial datum (®g,e0) € HZ, x R arbitrarily.
Assume that the mappings F; : H2, x R™ — WHY(TY) and ji; : H2, x R™ — R obey the uniform estimates

IFl(@.e)llwiaemy <§ and | F[(®,6)] = Fil(®,)]l 2y < FI(@,€) — (8, €)l34z, wmm

il (®,€)]| <F° and il(®, )] — pil(®, )] < F*(®, &) — (8, &)llz, xrm

locally in Bs ((<I>0, 60)) with respect to the H,Qn X R™ topology. Then there exists T = T(S*, 6, Dy, Eo) > 0 so that
the coupled system

Orpi(t) = e + e Fil(®,€)]  diei = =27 [(D, €))]
¢i(0) = (®o)i €i(0) = (eo0)s
has a mild solution (®(t),e(t)) on [0, T) that remains in Bs((®o, €¢)).

} forall i€ [m)]

Regularity. Local existence for the shape dynamic (8) is an immediate by-product of this local existence result.
Specifically, a C2,(T) mild solution (®, €) exists whenever the selection (®, €9, G) of initial data (P, o) and family
of kernels G define a compatible triple. Higher regularity of these solutions, as well as the existence of classical
solutions, follows in the usual way from a few additional estimates.

We begin by recalling the structure of the mappings F; : H2, x R WLL(T?) for the dynamic (), which take
the form

Fil(®,€)] := Py(ai)di + F; [(®,€)] i + pia, b
a; == |Gil* + (i, &) i [(@,€)]
and that the non-local forcings F; : H2, x R7" — H'(T') obey a uniform H*(T") estimate and H'(T*) — L*(T")
Lipschitz property
1 [(®, )l [ (ryy <87

@ RIW.0)] - El(®, )] e < 5 (|7 - @)

w () + [lo —ellrm)

m

} on  Bs((®o,€))

locally near a compatible initial condition. By taking §* larger if necessary, we may assume that the composite
mapping F; obeys the uniform W11 (T') bound

(30) |7 (@, €)] [lwra(ry < T

locally near a compatible initial condition as well. By theorem we may assume that for ¢ € [0, 7] the trajectory
(®(¢),e(t)) remains in the neighborhood B; ((®o, €)) where both (29) and (34) apply, and that the uniform bounds

0<e,<gt)<e*
hold as well. We may therefore decompose the mappings
Fil(®,e)] =Ti[(®,e)] + Ri[(®,e)]
Ri[(®,€)] := F; [(®,€)] &7 + pra, b

into a W'(T") transport part 7; := Py(a;)¢; and an H'(T") reaction part; the embedding H'(T!) C L>(T?)
furnishes a uniform bound

(31) sup | Ri [(@(),e(®)] [l 1 crry < €* (@l c2 (1), TF)
0<t<T

along any mild solution trajectory.
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We shall exploit this structure by using (the proof of) proposition [5.1] as a starting point. Given some function
[ONS H% and an exponent p > 0 we shall use the semi-norms
o s 15}
S<p 1= max up ik
Vil T iem] kezo log(1 + |k|) 177

to quantify the decay-rate of its Fourier coefficients. Proposition[5.1] part v) yields a worst-case decay estimate

~ _1
(2 sup |4 [Ba(0)] < min {190l & F 0. @0l } +5°
k€Zo m m

@,k\} and [0

| @[]y := max { sup |k[P
o ieim] Lkezo

along any mild solution trajectory, and so the V% semi-norm of the solution remains finite on any time interval 0 <
7 < T bounded away from the origin. Additionally, if ®; € H2, then we may take 7 = 0 and obtain a uniform in
time V3, estimate. On any time interval [r, 7] for which

maX{ sup [ ®()llys » ||<I>(t)lly2m} =P < Foo
T<t<T m

we may appeal to [21} 22]] (c.f. lemma 2.1 of the former) to obtain a corresponding uniform Vrff estimate

(33) sup [[(TL[(®(8),e(@))] -, T [(2(1), €(®))]) [ly52 < € (P71, F7)

T<t<T

for the transport part of the forcing. Now set ¢(t) = ¢i(t),e = &;(t),T(t) = T [(P(¢),e(t))] and R(¢) =
R [(®(t),e(t))] for some i € [m] and recall that

t t
Oi(t) — dr(s) = / e HEO=CED (Ty(2) + Ru(2) ) el)dz (1) = / £(s) ds
s 0
= Ik(s, t) + IIk(S, t)
by definition of a mild solution. If s,¢ € [r, T] then the upper bound

s < € (@275 20D () o)

holds by the V<2 bound (33) and direct integration. In particular, the H*(T") norm

<Z K |1k<s,t>2) <€ (@0, (C(0) = C(5)) (Z lg(,lfk'))

k€Zo k€EZo

is Lipschitz in time. An application of Minkowski’s inequality

(Z i |Hk<s,t>|2> < A (Z ’f2 \ﬁuz)f)z ()

k€Zo k€Zo
then combines with the H!(T') bound (31) and the triangle inequality to show that the solution itself
1®(t) = ®(s)]l3es, < € (@77, 87) (1) = C(s))
is similarly Lipschitz in time.

We shall use this temporal Lipschitz estimate to obtain an H3(T*) bound for the solution. Fix 7 < ¢ < T and note
that

~

t
du(t) = THCEO=D Gy () 4 / e HEO=ED) (T, (2) + Ri(2)) () dz
= Ik(t) + IIk(t) + IIIk(t)
by definition of mild solution. The V3, bound (32) gives an easy H?(T') estimate

1
1l 2y = (Z k6e2k2<<<“<<T>>|<z3k<7>|2> <P p (z ezk2(<<t><<r>>>

k€Zo k€Zo

<€ (B2 4) (C(1) = ¢(r)~*

N
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for the first term, while the V<2 bound (33) gives a similar H3(T") estimate

T ()] s ) < € (@77, 87) (Z K

k€Zg

Lk

log?(1 + |k :
< (27 4,57) (Z Og(k2+||>> < (27 4,F)

k€Zo

for the second term. Now write the reaction term as

R(t) = na()d(t) + F[(2(t), ()] o = RO®) +RP()  Riult) = RY (1) + RY (1),

and note that the H3(T"!) bound

-

k€Zo

1

2\ 2
) < i)

t
/esz(((t)fC(S))’Rg)(z)s(s)dS

follows as before from the V,?;L estimate. Now perform the decomposition

! log(1 + |k
/ o2 (c—c(sp log(L K)o

1
2\ 2
S

1 oK En-¢(n)

t t
/ e FEO=CNRE (5)e(s) ds = / e KB —C(s)) (7%22)(5)*7%;2)(7:)) e(s)ds +

T

and use the H!(T') bound (BT) to obtain

DK

kE€Zg

1 — o=k (CH=Cm) A\
S Q: (‘I)T’T7S ) I

R ()

and so an H3(T") bound will follow from showing that the series

DK

k€Zo

) 2
/ SO0 (Rf)(s) ~-RY (t)> e(s)ds

converges. For any f € C([r,T]; L*(T")) the simple inequality
3 _f — i _ —ikx
fult) = 5u(s)| = 5= | [ Glos) = st e

holds, and so by the H*(T!) — L?(T*!) property of F[(®, €)] we may infer

RE () = REP )] < IR ) = RO($)12) < (19(0) = 2(3) s, + lle(t) = (5) Iy )

< @) = f($)llz2 oy

k2

< (07, F) (C(1) — ((5))

since ® is an H'(T!) Lipschitz function in time and &(¢) is C'! in time. A temporal change of variables then gives

t
[ e (R () - R 1)) (o

T

T

_ ¢ (% 1, €4, 6, ) /kQ(C(t)C(T)) et s
0

!
and so the desired H3(T!) bound

(2

k€Zo

Nl=

t
/ o (D —C(5)) (jo)(s) ~R® (t)) e(s)ds

indeed follows. All together, we obtain an H3(T"!) estimate

m

sup  [|@(t)|
<t<T

T_

wa, <€ (BE7) (1) — (1) T + € (PLy,ene”, )

2
> S Q:* ((I):,T7€*7€*78:*)

R (1)

t
<€ (@065 [ O () - (o)) <l ds
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for the solution itself. Moreover, if ®5 € H2, we may modify the first term to obtain a corresponding estimate

12122z, < Pollzez, + € (25,1, x,€", ")

m m

sup
0<t<T

across the entire time interval.

Uniqueness. Consider two mild solutions (®,¢) and (¥, o) to the evolution. If &g = ¥, € H3 then we may
demonstrate uniqueness via a straightforward energy estimate. Fix some j € [m] arbitrary and compare the shape
evolutions

o =¢; (Qf)g + Po(a;)é; + Fj [(@,€)] + Na_jfi)j) a; = |51* + (65, Fj [(®,¢€)])
0rby = 0y (5 + Po(b;) ¥y + B [(W,0)] + pun, ) by = 15[ + (s, F5 (¥, )
along with the length evolutions
dig; = 262 1, dio; = 22, i € [m)]
for some family of m generic mappings F; that obey the H*(T*!) bound and H*!(T*) — L?(T") Lipschitz property
1E: [(@,€)] 2 (mr) < T
I8 )] Bl(®, )] ooy < 5 (I = Dy o0y + 1 — el

locally near the initial condition. By the regularity assertion we may fix 7' > 0 so that both (34) and the bounds

(34) on Bs ((®g,€))

®llcs (ry + |V |lcs () < O and 0<e, <gt)<e”

hold uniformly in time.
Fix ¢ € [m] and consider the difference & = ¢; — 1); (subscripts omitted for the sake of notational convenience)
between mild solutions. Differentiating gives the equality

O =e € +ad—bi+ Py (@)= Py (1)) + F[(@,8)] - F[(¥,0)]
Y (o—e) [iﬁ+b¢+Po(b)zz;+F[(q:,a)]} =eQ+(0—2)R

valid in the L?(T") sense. Taking the inner product with £ and integrating over T? yields

[@éar=—[ P [ (Fi@.e)-Pl¥.0).ar

+/ <a¢'>—b¢,g'>da:+/ (Py(a) ¢ — Py (b)h, &) da := — (I +1I) + IIL + IV
'JI‘I '[[‘1

after an integration by parts.

We shall bound the latter three in terms of the first in a straightforward manner using the generic inequality
P \apd
abga——f— for q:L,p21,)\>O
pAP g p—1

and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg embeddings (3) as the main tools. An inequality

i 1 .
10 <5 (10 = Wy + e = ol ) + 5 [ 1P s

for the second term follows easily from the H'(T") — L2(T') Lipschitz hypothesis. Decompose the third term as
11 = / alé|? dz + / (a — b)(€, ) da := TIT* 4 T11°
T -

and note a € H*(T') C L°(T"') thanks to the uniform H3(T") bound on ¢ and the assumption (34) on the forcing;
the uniform bound

% < € (3%, 0%) |® — O3 )
then easily follows. The finer decomposition

e = [ G+3.8E et [ G.F® ) - FLW.o)E ) dr+ [ (FUV.0)]EE D)o
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combines with the H 3(’]1‘1) bound and the assumptions @ in a similar way to yield
1 ~ * * *
e < 5 [P e @5 (18 - Wl + e - ol
Tl
and so we obtain an overall upper bound
1 ~ * * *
< g [P @) (18 - Uy + e - ol
‘]1‘1

for the third term. Decompose the fourth term

IV = /1 Po(a)<é,§'> dz + /1 Po(a — b)(zﬁ,@ dz
T T
and apply the straightforward estimate

IV < [laflpoe ) €l L2 1€l L2 rry + 1901 oo ooy |1 Po (@ = B)l| 2oy 1€ L2 rny.
then combine the bounds

Po(f) <2y and o= bl < € (@°,8) (1€l zaeen) + | F[(®,€)] = F (¥, 0)] lz2n)
together with the Lipschitz assumption (34) to obtain
1 ~ * * *
V< [P @5 (19 - V) + e - o)
for the fourth and final term. Now as the remainder
R=3 +b)+R(0)0+F[(¥.0)]  [|IR]2m) <€ (2§
obeys a uniform L?(T*) estimate, the upper bound
(o —e) / (R <@ (@5 (110 = W) + lle - ol3y )
follows easily by Cauchy-Schwarz. All together, we conclude that the energy estimate
d 1 . 9 Ex . _— N N N « 2 2
GG Leipa) <% [ 16 dP s e @005 (10 - W, + e - olk)
holds for i € [m] arbitrary. Arguing as above reveals that the difference in means obeys a similar inequality

a1 2 oelf . . .
—_— P . < - R . * * * * _ L X _ .
dt 2 <A1(¢z wz)dx) =16 /11‘1 |¢z wzl de+¢C (6*75 , 0%, F )(H(I) \I/”H (T )+||6 U||R+)7

and so in fact we may conclude the descent inequality

Ex T2 * * Fk ok - 2
o 3 [ b b+ € e, 075 (B + e - ol )

1€[m]

(35) E't) < -

m

1
E(t) = E g ||¢z - 7/%“?11@1)
=1

holds. A simple comparison estimate on €; — o; shows

d (51' 702_)2 Ex n v * K ok rak

G <5 [ b P e+ € (e 8,5 (10 = W e + e = ol )
which after averaging, adding to (33)) and applying Gronwall’s inequality yields uniqueness. Combining this argument
with our existence and regularity results then yields the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 5.4 (Local Well-Posedness). Fix constants 6, §* > 0 and an initial datum (®g, €9) € ”H,Qn x R arbitrarily.
Assume that the mappings F; : H2, x R — H'(T') obey the H*(T") bound and H'(T") — L*(T') Lipschitz
property

1F: (@, €)] [ 1) < §°

Bs ((®g, €
5[V, 0)] = Fi[(®, )]l L2y < T (||‘I’ = @[3 (1) + [lo — €] Rl‘) o Bs((2o,€))

locally near the initial condition. If a; == |¢;|> + (¢, o) Fi[(®, €)] for i € [m] then the following hold —
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i) There exists T = T(F*, 8, ®g, &) so that the coupled system

i = & ((bz + Po(a:)di + Fi[(®, )] + Nai@) diei = 267 pia,
$:(0) = (®o); €i(0) = (e0)i

has a mild solution (®,e) € C2(T) x C,,(T) that remains in the neighborhood By of the initial datum. In
addition, the bounds

. _1
Orpi= s ()] < min {|@ollys (6) 7 |Pollyg |+ and
<T m m m

Tif

forall i€ [m]

0 <e.<gt)<e* <+o0

hold on [0, T) for any T > 0 arbitrary. If &g € H3, then the solution is unique.
il) Forany T < s <t < T, any solution from i) obeys the estimates

[®(t) = @(s)ll3z, < € (P77, T €") (t—5)  and
1B(t) 3. < € (D77, 3" €0, 67) (1 + min {T—%, ||<1>0||H§n})
uniformly in time. Any such solution is Holder continuous in space-time with

1D(t) = B(5) |20 < € (0,050, F €0 ) [t =57 and

1—2«

HCD(I‘,) — CD(S)”cz,a(Tl) < (Oé, CI):)T,S*,E*E*) ‘t — S| 4

1—2a

forany 0 < o < 1, 50 in particular &, € C~= ([, T]; C*(T")) and the solution is classical.
iii) If | (x,0)| = 1 for some i € [m)] then |¢;(x,t)| = 1 for as long as the solution exists.

Proof. We have shown 1) and the first part of ii) already. Appealing first to Sobolev embedding and then to interpolation
on the H;, norm gives the bound

Hq)(t) — q)(S)HCQ:ﬁ*l/Q(Tl) < Ca”q)(t) — (I)(S)||H2+19(T1) < ¢r (O[,(I)iT,S*,€*,€*) ‘t - S|

and as a consequence, the claimed continuity in space-time. The claimed regularity of ®, then follows from the
differential equation itself. Finally, iii) follows from the fact that

1—9
2
)

2 =€ (220 + a(22 — 1) + Py(a) z;) for 2(z,t) = %\(b(x,t)ﬁ,

holds in the L?(T!) sense by a straightforward differentiation. So, if z(x,0) = 1/2 then z(x,t) = 1/2 for all
0 <t < T by uniqueness of the linear initial value problem. ([

We conclude this section with a few remarks. First, continuation is a straightforward matter. In the usual way, we
may continue the trajectory from [0, 7] to some larger time interval [0,T + §71] as long as (®(7T'),e(T),G) form a
compatible triple. In other words, if we cannot continue the solution then a loss of 2 regularity, a loss of embedded-
ness, or the occurrence of intersections between distinct interfaces must occur. Of course, the precise conditions that
allow for continuation depend on the choice of non-local kernels. For example, if we consider only regular kernels
then only a loss of 2 regularity would prevent continuation. (If the speed degenerates o;(T) = 0 for some i € [m)]
but [|®(T")||3:, is finite, we simply remove any trivial, length-zero interface from the system before continuation).
Second, at this level of generality we cannot conclude anything beyond local well-posedness of the dynamic. Both
loss of embeddedness and finite-time blow-up can occur, even when working with smooth kernels.

6. EMBEDDEDNESS, KERNEL DISTORTIONS AND DISTORTION MEASURES

With existence in hand, we turn our attention to the dynamics of geometric properties of the interfaces v; € I" under
the evolution. We focus mainly on embeddedness, for which the distortion

Dy(z,y)
Soo(7) :=sup ——L 7
= e [1(@) = 7(y)|
provides a quantitative measure. We have two motivations for this focus. Our primary motivation arises from a
modeling concern; as the dynamic provides a reduced description for the motion of a collection of m coupled,
mutually interacting interfaces, model validity demands that each shape-scaling pair (¢;(+,t), o;(¢)) should represent
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a closed, embedded curve. Analytical concerns also drive our inquiry into embeddedness. Indeed, for singular inter-
action kernels g;; we require an embedded interface (c.f. proposition in order to guarantee sufficient regularity
of the nonlocal forcing. Moreover, non-embedded curves may form curvature singularities in finite time. For such
initial data, the dynamic (8] is only locally well-posed even if the interfacial speeds o;(¢) never vanish. In this way,
embeddedness and global well-posedness are intimately tied.

To set the stage we recall that embeddedness is well-understood for pure curve shortening flow. More specifically,
the distortion-like quantity

) 202() (1 = cos (o1 (v) [ [i(u) du))
G0 W=, W)~ SP

which we refer to as the pseudo-distortion for lack of a better terminology, decays monotonically in time. It is
equivalent to the distortion in the sense that the bounds

A() < 8 (v) < FAW)

hold for all closed curves, so a planar motion by mean curvature preserves the embeddedness of the initial condition.
To formulate our task in the general case, recall that the shape-scaling dynamic (§) furnishes a family of m unit speed
curves ¢;(-,t) € C22(T?) at each instant in time. By scale and parametrization invariance of (36), we therefore wish
to understand how the supremum

A%(¢) = sup K (|¢(z) — ¢(z + 2)[*,2(1 — cos 2)) for K(u,v) =vu™!
z,z#0

evolves in time. We may also interpret the curvature bound of [6] in a similar way. To over-simplify the argument
somewhat, we may take a kernel of the form

u
37 K(u,v) =g (v.5)
and then show that the analogous supremum
(38) Ak (¢) := su;) K (|¢(z) — ¢p(x + 2)|*,2(1 — cos 2))
z,z#0

remains bounded in time under a planar curve shortening flow. If the function g(¢, ) behaves like (1 —r)/¢ nearr = 1
then a simple Taylor expansion shows

39) K (|¢(z) — ¢(z + 2)|*,2(1 — cos z)) ~ 1—12 (ni(m) - 1)+ if  z=0

and so the global-in-time curvature bound /{i(x, t) <14 12Ak(¢(-,0)) immediately follows. In the presence of
either normal growth ¢; # 0 or a non-zero interaction g;; # 0 between interfaces, the distortion-like quantities
need not remain finite. We therefore want some machinery to track the temporal evolution of such quantities, so
that we may make the mechanisms by which a loss of embeddedness occurs as transparent as possible. Our interest
mainly lies in the pseudo-distortion (36)), but we shall treat the general case since it will not require too much
additional effort.

To motivate the argument, consider a simple case where we have some smooth function u(z,t) of z € T, ¢ > 0
and a differentiable, one-parameter family x(t),¢ > 0 of points that realize its supremum. We may then differentiate
to find an evolution for the maximum,

d
— max u(z,t) = w(z(t), t) + ug(z(t), )2’ (t) = w(z(t),t) = / ut(x,t) dmy
dt zeT! T1
where the probability measure m; = 0(x — x(t)) has support on the set of maximizers. The integral version
T
max u(z,T) = max u(x,0)+ / </ ug(x,t) d?Tt) dt
z€eT! z€eT?! 0 Tt

of this identity holds in the general case, and still provides a suitable way of formulating how the maximum evolves
in time. We shall therefore work with the analogous identity

T
@0 Ak (1) = A (0(0) +2 [ ( /
0f(x,z,t) := f(xz + z,t) — f(z, 1),

Ky, (|6¢(z, 2, t)[%,2(1 — cos 2)) (5¢(z, z,t), ¢y (2, 2, t)) dwt) dt

1



FRONTS UNDER ARREST II: ANALYTICAL FOUNDATIONS 37

for (B8)), where the probability measures 7, have support on the collection of A i -realizing pairs (z, z) that attain the
supremum. We then develop a “calculus” for such pairs (z, z) that allow us to estimate integrals of the form

/ K, (|5¢)(x,z,t)|27 2(1 — cos z)) (0p(x, z,t), 0 (x, 2z, 1)) dmy,
Tl

and in this way obtain a means to track distortion-like quantities in time.

Most of this section involves proving the representation for a reasonably wide class of kernels. We conclude
this section with a few examples to illustrate the utility of the the approach. In particular, it reveals the precise situations
that lead to a loss of embededdness, how finite-time singularities then occur, and how non-local forcing can prevent a
loss of embeddedness.

Distortion Kernels: Fix some immersion ¢ € C%%(T?') that has unit speed. We choose to define a distortion kernel

K(u,v) =g (v, %)

in terms of some generic function g(¢, ) of the (squared) chord-length v(z) = 2(1 — cos z) along the standard circle

and of the ratio

7“4)(1'72) _ U¢({,C,:L'—|—Z) — |d)(1') —¢(x+z)|2
v(z) 2(1 — cos 2)
between chord-length along ¢ and chord-length along the circle. On occasion we will parametrize the kernel in terms

of the change of variables

qll,a) =g (£, 1+ al) (a>—071)
when we wish to examine the behavior of K near the diagonal © = v in the original variables. Given any such kernel
we refer to the supremum
Ak (9) = sup fr.o(x,2) for Tro(x, 2) = K (ug(z,z + 2),0v(2))
z€T!,zeT\{0}
as the kernel distortion or K-distortion of the embedding. For general immersions v € C?%(T!) we compute the
K-distortion A (y) simply by using

w @,z + 2) = ) ;J((jﬁ P et ) =2 (1 ~ cos ((T(lw /+ ()] du))

and then taking the supremum. If we view an embedded curve ¢ as an invertible function between S* and its image
im(¢) then a uniform lower bound ry(z, z 4+ z) > 7.(¢) > 0 holds precisely when ¢ has a Lipschitz inverse. We
therefore assume that g(¢,7) — oo as r — 0 for each / fixed so that a bound on A i (¢) guarantees that ¢ € H?(T*)
has finite distortion. In this way the kernel distortion A (¢) furnishes a family of scale-invariant and parametrization-
invariant quantifications of embeddedness. If, in addition, the function g(¢, r) behaves like (1 — r)/¢ near r = 1 then
a bound on A g (¢) also induces a bound on the bending energy.

We shall provide a calculus for computing with these distortion-like quantities for a relatively broad set of kernels.
We simply ask that the kernel K obeys appropriate regularity, monotonicity and convexity properties. For regularity,
we assume the function g(¢, r) obeys the properties

R1) If £, > 0 then g(¢, r) is continuously differentiable.
R2) The one-sided limits

q(a) == lélﬁ)l ql,a) and  qi(a):= 1[1?01 deq(t, )

exist uniformly on any compact set.

For monotonicity and convexity we assume that the function g(¢, r) obeys the properties
MI1) For each 0 < r < 1 fixed, the function f,.(¢) := g(¢,r) is non-increasing. For each ¢ > 0 fixed, the
function fo(r) := g(¢, r) satisfies f¢(0) = oo, f;(r) < 0 and is convex.
M2) If o < 0 then ¢ (o) is strictly positive.
Some simple examples of distortion kernels
(Pseudo-Distortion) K(u,v) =uv™! gt,r)y=r"" q(l,0) = (1 +al)™t
(Mobius) K(u,v) =u"t —v! gll,r)y =0 (r"'=1) ql,a) = —a(l+al)™!
(KL Divergence) K(u,v) =v 'log (vu™") g(,r) =—""logr q(t,0) = —0tlog(1 + al)
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help to elucidate the definition. We may easily verify the identities

qo(c) =1, qo() = —av, and qo(a) = —a,

q1(a) = —a, ¢ (o) = o, and ¢ (a) = a?/2,
respectively, for each of our three exemplars of distortion kernels. More generally, consider any separated function of
the form g(¢,r) = p(r) /¢ for some function ¢ with p(1) = 0 and p(r) decreasing and convex. Then go(a) = ¢'(1)«
while ¢ (a) = ¢"(1)a?/2, so if ¢”(1) # 0 then g will satisfy both monotonicity properties; the property M2) is
redundant in this case. The analytical reason for the definition is that the property R2) allows us to define the kernel
K and its derivatives along the diagonal. For example, if ¢ € C*<(T"!) has unit speed then we may Taylor expand
f2(2) = |¢(x + 2) — ¢(x)|? near z = 0 to obtain the error estimates

2
el (i) | e TR

z2 37T2||¢H%2,a T1 24
re(x,z) — 1+ D (Iii(.’L‘) — 1)‘ < T()lz‘}m n =

that hold for z € T uniformly. We may therefore conclude the derivative identities
: 1 2
lim fi¢(2,2) = q0 <12 (1- %(96)))
. 8sz,¢($7Z) _ 1 2
(41) lim =225 = g1 (5 (1 - w3 (2)

and, in addition, that the argument fx 4 of the K -distortion A (¢) varies continuously along the diagonal. In a
similar vein, if ¢; — ¢ in C?*(T") then the uniform convergence

42) HfK,aﬁj - fK7¢Hc(qr1er1) <e whenever ¢; — dlloza(my <9 (57 ||¢Hc2«a(1r1))

holds and so the K -distortion A i (¢) varies continuously with respect to the C?®(T1) topology. As the ratio 4 (z, 2)
remains bounded away from the origin for embedded curves, we may use the regularity hypothesis R1) to conclude
that fx 4 varies continuously on its domain. In particular, the set

Dk (@) := {(x,z) eT! x T : fr,o(z, 2) = AK(d))}

of Ak-realizing pairs is non-empty.

Calculus of Distortion Pairs. The regularity and monotonicity properties of distortion kernels will allow us to estab-
lish some additional structure on the set Dk (¢) of realizing pairs. To accomplish this, we begin by showing that the
K-distortion A attains its unique minimum at the unit circle. Recall from [2] that if ¢ € C%!(T!) has unit speed
then the Poincaré-type inequality

b+ 2) = 8@ _
]{rl 2(1 — cos 2) dz=1-he(2) hg(z) >0

holds, and hg = 0 if and only if ¢ parametrizes the unit circle. For each z € T!, z # 0 fixed the monotonicity

property M1) gives
|6z +2) — ¢(x)?
g(2(1 —cosz),1) <g<2(1—cosz)»]{rl 2(1 — cos 2) dx)

[¢(z +2) — ¢(2)
S]{rlg(2(1—cosz), 501 = cos2) ) dz < Ak (9)

by convexity, Jensen’s inequality and the definition of A (¢) as a supremum. The monotonicity property M1) and
the regularity property R2) show that function ¢(¥, 0) is non-increasing and has ¢o(0) as its supremum. All together,
we may conclude that
00(0) = Ax (¢eirc) = Sup 4 (2(1 = cos 2),0) = sup 9 (2(1 = cos2),1) < Ak (9)
27#0 z7#0
holds for the K -distortion.
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Now assume that ¢ € C?“(T*) is non-circular. By the monotonicity assumption M1) the function go(c) is non-
increasing. Then #7 () > 1 for at least one = € T" and so both inequalities

1 1
Qo (12 (1 — mi(x))) >qo(0) and ¢ (12 (1 — K%(.T))) >0
hold by the second monotonicity assumption. By the limits (#TJ), for any e > 0 there exists § > 0 so that

0, T, U 2
% >(1—-¢e)q (112 (1 - ,‘%(x)))

on 0 < u < 4, so we must have

0. fre.g(x,u)
2u

>0 (35 (1= @) ) + (1= 2 (35 (1= () ) 8 > al0)

and therefore the inequality A (¢) > Ax (¢eirc) follows. In other words, Ak attains its minimum uniquely at the
unit circle. All together, we have

43) Freo(@:6) = fre(z,0) + / 2udu
0

Lemma 6.1. Assume that the kernel K (u,v) satisfies the regularity properties R1), R2), M1), M2) and that ¢ €
C?(T?Y) has unit speed. Then the inequality

Ak (¢) > Ak (¢eire) = q0(0)
holds unless ¢ parametrizes the unit circle.
We now turn our attention to the structure of the set
Dk (9) = {(z,2) € T' x T : frp(z,2) = Ax(d)}

of Ag-realizing pairs in the interesting case where ¢ is non-circular. We first show that no point of the form (z, 0)
realizes the supremum, and that the ratio

|9(2) — ¢(z + 2)|
2(1 — cos z)

1> rg(zo, 20) ==

does not exceed unity at any such pair. To see this, let (2o, 20) € Dx(¢) and assume that zy = 0 for the sake of
contradiction. Then at a point z,, € T'! of maximal squared curvature we must have /@i(m*) > 1 since ¢ is non-
circular, and moreover that

8k(6) = frcalan.0) =an (15 (1= 300) ) < a0 (15 (1= R2(0) ) = Ficol,0)

since g is a non-increasing function. The fact that mi(a:*) > 1 and the inequality (@3) combine to show that

Jr.(T4,0) > fr ¢(24,0) > fr ¢(20,0) = Ax ()

must hold for all § > 0 small enough. This contradiction shows zy # 0 whenever (zg, zo) form a A g-realizing pair.
Similarly, if 74 (o, z0) > 1 then M1) would imply the contradiction

Ar(¢) = g(2(1 = cos 20),74(x0,20)) < g(2(1 —cos2p),1) < qo(0) = Ax(eire),

and so 74 (o, z0) < 1 must also hold at any realizing pair. In particular, by R1) the kernel K (u,v) is continuously
differentiable at any realizing pair.

With these facts in hand, we may establish a few derivative identities that hold at distortion points. These identities,
while straightforward, prove essential when we turn our attention to estimating the evolution of distortion-like quan-
tities in time. So, fix (z, z) € Dk (¢) any Ag-realizing pair. As z # 0 the function fx 4(x, z) is differentiable in a
neighborhood of any such pair. If we make the change of variables

u(z,y) = p(x) — ¢(y)[>, v(z,y) =2(1 —cos(y —x)) and f(z,y) = frq(z,y—x)
then the derivative identities

44) [z = Kyug + Ky, and fy = Kyuy + Kyvy
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follow immediately from the chain rule. In particular, we have
45) Uy = ——V and Uy = ——
at any A -realizing pair. Let v(x, y) « ¢(y) — ¢(x) denote the unit vector that defines the chord between a realizing
pair. For planar curves ¢ we may use (43)) to write
¢(z) = ev(z,y) + sv*(2,y)
3y) = ev(w,y) £ sv*(z,y)

for ¢, s € R appropriate constants; we must take the minus branch at a supremum. To see this, assume d)(x) = (i)(y)
for the sake of contradiction. As ¢ forms a closed, embedded curve, we may find a point u € T! so that ¢(u) intersects
the open line segment

2_K3“(4_U)

} A+s2=1 and 2c —K—g o

L={¢(z)+tv(z,y):0<t <1}
by applying the mean value theorem applied to the signed-distance function. Upon relabelling coordinates and using

periodicity, we may assume < u < y and that 0 < y — x < 7 without loss of generality. After defining d,; :=
|p(a) — ¢(b)|,lap == (b—a)and rqp = di’b/2(1 —cos ) for a < b we conclude that the identities

dyy = dgu + duy and by = Lo+ Luy

must hold. But then
Ar(¢) =g (2(1 —coslyy),Tey) > g(2(1 — cosle ), Teu)
by definition of the K-distortion. As ,,, < 1and 0 < ¢, , < 7 the monotonicity property M1) then implies

g (2(1 - COSém,U)a rm,u) <g (2(1 - COS€m7y)71"m7y) <g (2(1 - COSE%U),TE,@}) s

and so 75, > 75 by appealing to the strict monotonicity hypothesis M1) once again. This happens only if

€$ u Eu . EI u
dy.y sin (‘51}) > (g + du,y) sin ( ; )

9 3 _ 9 3 > )
d17u5m< 5 )(cos( 5 ) 1)+dz’usm< > )COS( 5 >du’ysm< 5 > —
KU gm u
dy o SIn <2y) > dyy sin< 2 )

and SO 73 4, > T4,y must hold. A similar argument shows r, , > r; ., must hold as well, a contradiction. Thus the set
of equalities

¢(z) = ev(z,y) + sv*(a,y)
oy) = ev(z,y) — sv*(z,y)

 KZv(4—v)

} A+s2=1 and 202—K—5 o

must hold at any A k-realizing pair. Finally, if we further assume g(¢, r) is C? for £,7 > 0 then differentiate (@4)) once
more and combine the trigonometric identities

Vp = —Uy, Vg = Vyy = —Vsy, Vzz =2—v and v:=v(4d—0)
with the critical point relation (#3) to find that the second-derivative identities

Kuqu Kuva
fwm = 2

K ) olt = o) 4 K2 =) + 28, (L (600) = ). 6(0)

K2 K,
Kuqu Kuva )
K K? KywK, K2 v(4—v)
fwy:( K2 -2 K. +va>v(v—4)+KU(v—2)+Ku (2_K3u>
must hold at a A i -realizing maximum. In particular, the inequality
1
(47) Fao(@,9) + fuy(2,9) < = ((fox = fuy)® +4£2,)7 (@,9) < =2|foyl(2,9)

must hold by the 2°¢ derivative test. The following lemma summarizes these conclusions.
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Lemma 6.2 (Distortion Point Calculus). Assume that K satisfies R1), R2), M1), M2) and that ¢ € C**(T") has unit
speed. If qo(0) < Ak (¢) < 0o and (x,z) € D (@) then the following hold —

1) The ratio

L o)~ o)
v 2(1—cosz)

obeys the bounds 0 < r < 1, and arc-length distance |z| = |y — x| between ¢(x) and ¢(y) = ¢(z + z) does not
vanish.

ii) The tangent-angle and normal-angle relations

(vl 7)) = (vl 7)) =~ Vo) = G50
(e )n(w)) = (Vi) n(a) = £ 1 RO

hold for a planar curve.
iil) If, in addition, g(£, ) is twice differentiable for {,r > 0 then second derivative identities @ hold.

Distortion Measures: To finish up, we shall prove the identity {@0) for the dynamics of kernel distortions along a
one-parameter family ® := {4(t) : t € [a,b]} of unit speed embeddings. We may freely assume that no ¢(¢) is
circular, for we know the value A = ¢o(0) of the kernel distortion exactly for all such circular points. Given a
distortion kernel K and a unit speed embedding ¢ € C*(T!) we may let

3. (¢) :=min{[2] : (z,2) € Dr(9)}
denote the smallest distance along T' between any distortion realizing pair. As fr (2, z) varies continuously when
¢ € C%*(T') this minimum is well-defined. Moreover, the uniform convergence @2) suffices to show lower semi-

continuity

of this distance with respect to the C%%(T*!) topology. As a consequence, if the one-parameter family ® of unit speed
embeddings varies continuously in C%(T?!) then the minimum

3.(®):= min 3. (4(1))

t€la,b]

is attained at some a < t, < b, and is non-vanishing since ¢(t.) is non-circular. Moreover, as A (¢(t)) varies
continuously on [a, b] the minimum

€. (®):= tgiilg] A ((t))

is also attained and therefore finite.
Let us now turn our attention toward computing the evolution of the K-distortions A (¢(¢)) in time, which in-
volves the integration formula

A - A b

x (6(b)) 5 K (¢(a)) :/ (/ K, (\6¢(x,z,t)|2,2(1 — cos z)) (5q§(x,z,t),6¢t(w,z,t)>d7rt> dt
a T!

(48) 6f(z,2,t) == f(x+2,t) = f(x,1)

against a corresponding one-parameter family 7; : [a, b] — P(T! x T*) of probability measures. By such a distortion

measure for ¢ we mean a Borel probability measure 7 on T' x T! that has support supp(7) C Dk (¢) on A i -realizing
pairs. Under the further assumption that the time derivatives

o = {¢: t € [a,b]}

vary continuously, we may proceed with a relatively straightforward construction of just such a one-parameter family
7 of distortion measures.

Theorem 6.3 (Existence of Distortion Measures). Assume that K satisfies R1), R2) and that ® € C ([a, b]; C**(T"))
defines a one-parameter family of unit speed embeddings. Assume the time derivatives ®' € C ([a,b]; C(T")) define a
one-parameter family of continuous functions, and that 3, (®) does not vanish. Then there exists a family ; : [a, b] —
P(T! x TY) of distortion measures for which holds.
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Proof. The regularity and embeddedness assumptions combine with (@2) to show that the function

f((E, th) = fK,¢(t) (1'7 Z) =K (|¢(:L’ + Z’t) - ¢(x7t)‘2a 2(1 — Cos Z))

is jointly continuous in all of its arguments. In particular, 3. (®) is well-defined and positive by assumption. Similarly,
the kernel distortions

Ax (6(1) > €.(®) > —o0
are uniformly bounded below. So, take any fixed A < &, (®) and define the L?-regularization

1
2p

2
Ep(z,2,t) == (fro0) (@,2) — /\)f X?(2) and E,(t) := {/ E,(z,z,t)dedz
T!xT?!
of the kernel distortion, with x(z) some continuous cut-off function with
x(z) =1 on  3.(®) <z,
0 on 3. (@) > 2|7

and 0 < x(z) < 1 otherwise. By construction of E,(z, z,t) and the definitions of 3, (®), x(z) it follows that

Ey(t) =¥ sup  (fip() (@ 2) — Nx(2) = Ax (6(t) — A = Ex(t)
(z,2) €Tt X Tt

since 3. (®) does not vanish. Finally, note that for p > 1 the integral identity
2p=2 op-2
b b f T,2) — A xXP4(z
/ / ((z, 2z, t)dyp = ][ / Urcow(@:2) ); — ( )C(x,z,t) dzdzdt,
a JTixT! a JTixT [Ep_1()]

on¢ € C(T! x T! x [a, b]) defines a sequence v, € P(T! x T' x [a, b]) of Borel probability measures.
Now as ¢; € C(T! x [a, b)) is jointly continuous by assumption, the differentiation formula

2p—1
WEp(x,2,t) = 4p (fx o) (2, 2) — )\)+p Ky (166(z, z,t) %, v(2)) (66(, 2,t), 56 (2, 2, £)) X (2)
is valid since, by R1), the composition K (|6¢(z, z, t)[*,v(z)) is differentiable in regions where z does not vanish. As
a consequence, the fundamental theorem of calculus gives
E,(b) — E
(49) p( ) p
2b—a

(a) _ . v ._@
e R LU S

h(z,z,t) = (fK’¢,(t)(a:,z) - /\)+ K, (|6¢(x,z,t)|2,v(z)) (60 (x, 2, 1), 60 (x, 2, 1)) x%(2)

for the evolution of the regularized kernel distortion. As ¢; € C(T! x [a,b]) and 2 remains bounded away from the
origin unless h vanishes, the regularity assumption R1) and the embeddedness assumption ensure that the function
h(z, z,t) is jointly continuous in all of its variables and uniformly bounded. An application of Holder’s inequality
shows that

B3(1) .
Ego(t) S Ep(t)R;D(t) S (271-);»7

and so R,(t)E,(t) — 1 pointwise. Recall that the function
2
f(l', 2, t) = (fK,(b(t) (1’7 Z) - )\)+ XQ(Z)
is continuous in all of its arguments. As such, there exists some uniform ¢ > 0 so that the implication

€.(2) =N _ A1)

|x—y|2+|27u|2<52 - |f(l’,Z,t)*f(’y,U7t)|< 2 = 9
holds. Applying this at a point (y, u, t) realizing the maximum f(y,u,t) = E2_ (t) gives the uniform lower bound
2 2 EX(t)
EP(t) = 1Pz, 2,t) dedz > [P (z,2,t)dedz > o
1yl 22p

T T Bs (y,u)
E (D) — A

B,(0) 2 2 (7).

- 2
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and so R, (t) is uniformly bounded in time. From the definition of v, the limit

h oo (Tl a b
< 1]l Loe (m1 s x| ,b])/ |R,(t) — EZN(1)] dt = 0

/ (Ry(t) ~ B2 (1)) hla, 2, 1)y .
T! xT! x [a,b] a

therefore follows from the dominated convergence theorem. As the measures v, defined on Borel subsets of T! x
T! x [a,b] are clearly tight probability measures, there exists a subsequence of p € N and a limit measure v €
P (T! x T' x [a,b]) defined on the Borel sets so that the weak-* convergence

/ o(z,y,t)dyy, — ¢(z,y,t)dv forall ¢ € C(T" x T x [0,7)
T1 xT! x[0,T] T1 x T x[0,T]

holds. Passing to the limit in (49) then gives the evolution identity

Ak (¢(b) — Ak (¢(a)) _ )z, 2, t) dv
i /qrwlx[a,b]E (t)h(z, 2, )d

for the kernel distortion.
By the disintegration theorem (c.f. [4] Thm 2.28 or [5] Thm 5.3.1), there exists a probability measure y on [a, b]
and a p-a.e. unique family of Borel probability measures ; : [a,b] — P(T! x T') so that if ¢ € L'(dv) is Borel

then the identity
b
/ ¢(z,y,t)dv = / (/ o(x,y,t) d7rt> du
Tt xT! % [a,b] a T1xT?!

holds. Take ¢(z, y,t) = ((t) for ¢ any continuous function. Then by the definition of v, and weak-* convergence

b b
][ ¢(t)dt = / d(z,y,t)dy, — ¢(z,y, t)dv = / ¢(¢) </ d7rt> dp
a Tt X T X [a,b] Tt xT! % [a,b] a Tt xT?!

and so p agrees with the normalized Lebesgue measure. Define the subset
A= {($7Z7t> € Tl X Tl X [a’vb] : fK,¢(t)(x7z) = AK (¢(t))}
and note that A is closed since fx 4(1)(, 2) is jointly continuous in all of its variables. So for any point (¢, 2o, o) €
A€ there exists some § > 0 small enough so that
B:={(z,2,t) € T" x T" x [a,b] : |z — mo| + |z — 20| + [t —to| < 6} C A°
Tr.o)(T,2) = A
r:=max ——— ——— <1,
B Ag(e(t) — A
which upon applying Holder’s inequality and passing to the limit gives

_ )P 2p—2
v (int(B)) < liminf v, (B) = lim inf ! / (o (@2) =) 575 () dazdzdt
e poee b—a/p [Eap—2()]™

b
q Bl
< rfliminf (27)2-2 qOO(t)
p—oo a Epfl( )

t
for any ¢ > 1 fixed. Sending ¢ — oo shows that v (int(B)) = 0, so (o, Yo, to) ¢ supp(v) and the identity
/ o(z,z,t)dv = / Oz, z,t)1p(x, 2,t) dv
T1XT! x [a,b]

T xT! % [a,b]

b
:/ (/ o(x, 2, t)14(x, 2, 1) d7rt> dp
a T1 xT?

therefore holds. For almost every a < t < b the restricted measures

dt = r?

7~Tt = 7Tt1A

on T! x T! are therefore distortion measures. All-together, after relabelling 7, to 7, this gives a one-parameter family
7y [a,b] = P(T! x T1) of distortion measures so that the claimed evolution identity

b
AK (¢(b)) - AL ((b(a)) = / (/’]I‘lx’l[‘l 2Ku (|6¢($7 z,t)|2,v(z)) <6¢(‘T7 th)a (M)t(xa z>t)> dﬂ't) dt

holds for the kernel distortion. O
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Remark 6.4. Our formulation of theorem isolates a reasonably generic set of structural properties on K and
® whose imposition will guarantee the existence of distortion measures. In many cases we may discharge these
assumptions easily; we simply impose R1), R2), M1), M2) on the kernel together with the geometric assertions that
all ¢(t) are embedded and non-circular. Nevertheless, in certain circumstances we might guarantee 3,(®) > 0 “by
hand,” weaken the monotonicity properties M 1), M2) and yet still have an evolution formula for the corresponding K
distortion.

Applications. We may now proceed to leverage this result to study embeddedness. We will first give a quick proof
of the Huisken monotonicity formula using distortion measures, which will serve as a point of contrast. We will then
examine how the addition of a normal driving force can, even in the absence of non-locality, induce a finite-time lack
of embeddedness.

To begin, recall that we have the evolution

b =c(t) (3+ Po(@)d+pas)  a=Id?

for a pure motion by mean curvature. On an interval [0, 7] with ¢ embedded and non-circular, we may take the
pseudo-distortion kernel K (u,v) = vu~! and apply theoremto conclude

A (¢<T))_A (¢(O>> T (5¢($,Z,t),5¢t($,2,t)>
TR - Paceon (f, | S5t t

for 7, some family of distortion measures. By the distortion point calculus (c.f. lemmal6.2)), we must have

(00(x, 2,t), p(x + 2,t))  (0p(x, 2,1), p(x,t)) sin 2 and  — (6({)(x,z,t),5¢(a:,z,t)> 1
0¢(z,x+2,t)]2  [0¢(z,x+2,t)2  2(1—cosz) [0¢ (2, 2, 1) -

on the set of distortion points. We therefore have the lower bound

1 (0¢(x,2,t), 0 (x, 2, 1)) sin z e 5 zsin z
T e e B e (1 ) -

on the support of any distortion measure. Now as A (¢(t)) > 1 = ¢o(0) we know

cos (9@ + 2,1) — (1)) = (& + 2,1), d(x, 1)) = T cos(z)

T Ax(0(t)
2] < cos~! (”C%(z) - 1) - /:“ J(u, ) du

Ttz . )
Ar (600)) [ YR
L (00,5 0,06, 1) ( n>
= a(t) ) 1 2(

and so we may conclude that the lower bound
e(t) [0 (x, z,t)|? 1—cosz)

holds on the support of any distortion measure. In addition, we have the Poincaré inequality

L= 19O du < £ 160 du = pagy
T? T

and we know that for 0 < z < 7 the function

h(z) = (1 - 2(12—512;@)

is non-negative and increasing. Finally, for (x, z) € Dk (4(t)) we may use the expansion

dﬂ}) dt

2

< |22

. Ttz w .
(@ + 2) — (x), §(x)) = = — R(z, ) R(x,2) = / / (2 + 2 — w)($(v), d(u)) dvdu

22 Ttz
|R(z, 2)| < \/ﬁ/ |¢(u,t)|2 du

together with lemma ii) to show that the separation |z| between any realizing pair obeys the lower bound

(50) 2 > ViZ <1 - 1) </+ B t)2du)1 o))
- A\, ’ TR
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FIGURE 2. Examples of distortion realizing pairs. At left, the interior chord leads defines a nega-
tively (—) oriented o(z, 2) = —1 pair, while at center the exterior chord leads to a positively (4)
oriented o(x, z) = 1 pair. the orientation. The magnification at right shows a typical length-scale at
which a nonlocal self-repulsion acts. For the configuration at left, the nonlocal self-interaction fur-
ther drives a thinning of the neck and leads to a loss of embeddedness. For the configuration at center,
a strong enough repulsion (relative to the size of the normal growth) prevents self-intersections and
preserves the embeddedness of the interface.

and so all together we obtain the inequality

(“W)

de¢
2pa(t)

A (6(T)) < Ax (6(0)) - / £() (ttagey — 1) Axc (6(1)) I

for the pseudo-distortion. In particular, the pseudo-distortion decreases monotonically as long as ¢(¢) remains non-
circular.

The situation changes rather markedly once we include either normal growth or non-local forcing. We illustrate
this by investigating embeddedness for the evolution

61 = e(t) (6 + Po(a)é+ F&* + pag) =0+ (6, 6")F
dee = 2621, F(z,t) =£3(t) (c+ f(x,1))

describing a motion by mean curvature together with an external normal forcing. The parameter ¢ < 0 reflects a
constant normal growth force, while the generic function f(x,t) stands in for the contribution of a non-local forcing.
We select the orientation of ¢ so that it represents the inward normal n to the region enclosed by the embedding. As
before, we may write the pseudo-distortion evolution

(0p(z, 2,t), 00 (z, 2, 1))

A (¢(T)) =Ag (¢(0)) _/O Ak (¢(t)) (/’Jrl % T1 |5¢($,2,t)|2

for such an interface in terms of some appropriate family 7, of distortion measures. Applying the distortion point
calculus once again leads to the identities

dﬂ't) dt

(8¢(x, z,t),00(x, 2, 1)) B _ 1+4cosz (K(z+2,t) + k(2,1 B
o =otm o= ax s () 2 1
<6¢)(m,z,t),5P0(a)¢5(x,z,t)> B sin z otz zsinz
66(z, 2, t)2 ~ 2(1—cos2) (/ a(w,?) d”) T 201 —cosz) @
1 <6¢(x,z,t),6F<ﬁL(x,z,t)> = olr ~ 1+cosz flz+z,t)+ f(z,t) + 2¢
R e A LU IR veero ] G ey

where r(z,t) = 9(z,t) denotes the normalized curvature of the interface and the choice of orientation o(z,z) €
{—1, 1} depends upon whether the chord v(z, z,t) x ¢(x+z,t) — ¢(z, t) between a realizing pair (x, z) € D (¢(t))
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9C

FIGURE 3. Time slices of a numerical simulation for a boundary evolving solely under curvature
and normal growth. A smooth, embedded initial condition eventually forms a self-intersection, loses
embeddedness, then forms a singularity in finite time.

lies interior (—) or exterior (+) to the region enclosed by the interface. If we let k := /ex denote the physical (i.e.
unnormalized) curvature of the interface and

v(z,t) = k(z,t) + ¢+ f(z,t)

the total normal velocity then we obtain

EAK(t) :75%(t)AK(t)/ o(z,2) /1 1+ cosz <v(x,t)+v(:c+z,t)) dr,

dt T1 xT1 a 2AK(t) |(5¢($,Z,t>|
. Ttz
sinz [ a(u,t) du
1) —eAx®) /11‘1 «T1 ( 2(1 — cosz2) T h(z)ua(t)> dmy

for the evolution of the pseudo-distortion. (Of course, we really mean that holds in an integral sense.)

The evolution reveals a mechanism by which pure normal growth (i.e. ¢ < 0 and f = 0) may cause a finite-
time loss of embeddedness. By choosing initial conditions appropriately (as in fig xxx), on [0, 7] for 7" > 0 small
enough we may assume that the set of realizing pairs takes the form

Dk (¢(t)) = {(x0(t), 20(t)), (xo(t) + 20(t), —20(1))}

or in other words, that the supremum occurs at a unique pair ¢(zo(t) + zo(t),t), p(xo(t),t) of points along the
interface. By selecting the initial condition appropriately, we may also arrange that the chord ¢(xo(t) + 20(t),t) —
@(xo(t),t) between these points lies exterior to the region enclosed by the interface, and so o(z, z) = 1 on the set of
realizing pairs. The physical curvature k = \/e(t)x of the interface evolves according to

b= e(t) (e + Po(a) k) + kv
for as long as the solution exists, so in particular, the maximal curvature k., cannot increase as long as the velocity

v = k 4 c remains negative. If we take ¢ < 0 small enough to have a negative initial velocity vy then the inequalities

v(z,t) <wv(x,0) < max v(x,0) :=vi<0 and max k(x,t) <max k(z,0):=kj < |c|
z€T! z€T! z€eT?t

will hold for all such times. Finally, by taking ¢ < 0 small enough we may assume that on [0, 7] the length of the
interface increases. In other words, the interfacial growth condition

Ha(ty <0 — ][ w2 (u,t) du < \c|o(t)][ k(u,t) du = |c|o(t)
T! T!

holds on [0, 7] for T > 0 small enough. Appealing to the length evolution

o(t)o'(t) = — ]frl k2 (u,t) du + |c|o(t) .ﬁl k(u,t) du < o(t)|c|
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C]CICICIE1®

FIGURE 4. For the same initial condition as in figure[3] including a nonlocal self-repulsion prevents
self-intersection. Nonlocality thus restores embeddedness and global existence for this particular
initial condition.

then shows that the speed o (t) < oo + ||t of the interface grows no worse than linearly in time. Applying the lower
bound (50) then shows

. x+z

. t)d 1
/ (blnzfz a(uv ) U) dﬂ't > _c*gfi(t) on [OvT]
T1

2(1 — cos 2)

for ¢, > 0 some fixed constant. We therefore obtain an overall lower bound

|vg] 1+ cosz
t 1-— dmy — c.
( )/Tl |sin§| 2AK(t) ¢

40 ("1 ako - c.ax)

4
dt

N

A

N [N

A (t) = e (H)Ax(t)

Y

provided we take A i (0) large enough. Quantifying these choices carefully shows that A i (¢) blows up in finite time,
hence embeddedness is lost.

Figure [3| shows the general dynamic behind this mechanism. The chord formed by the unique realizing pair
(z(t), 2(t)) eventually merge, producing a pair of self-intersections. As the loop formed by one of these self-
intersections has uniformly negative inward velocity, it must then collapse and form a curvature singularity in finite
time. In particular, (§) is not globally well-posed in general.

Of course, this mechanism persists under the inclusion F' = (¢ + f)/+/€ of a small but non-trivial nonlocal term
f into the overall normal forcing. However, in certain regimes nonlocality permits both interfacial growth and can
prevent a loss of embeddedness. As an illustration, we assume a similar setup where o(x, z) = 1, or in other words,
that the set of distortion points D (¢(t)) contains only exterior chords. Following [PRE], we consider a force

ran = [ o (IR0 nlay o) = gnale) =

T (~5)
2 27ra2€xp 202

on the interface ¥y = o¢ driven by a Gaussian kernel, and assume that the model parameters (c, «, 3) obey the
conditions

B <lc <28 and c<0

for arrested front formation. Generically, the lower bound 8 < |c| allows (but does not necessarily guarantee) that the
length of the interface grows in time. As before, we therefore assume that the interfacial growth condition i,y < 0
holds. The upper bound |c¢| < 2§ ensures, in certain parameter regimes, that the strength of the nonlocal force can
prevent distinct points from colliding. To see this, fix a pair (x,2) € Dg(¢(t)) with z > 0 (the case z < 0 follows
from identical considerations) and some 0 < ¢ < 1, then decompose the nonlocal force f(z,t) = I 4 II + III into
three pieces, the first two of which

t= [0 (J0e - e 400 ) Wl

-z

(2-9) .
= (iwu,t) (et u7t>|2) [, )| du

z

encode self-repulsive forces centered around the distortion points. The third piece III > 0 encodes some non-negative
remainder including both the remaining self-repulsive forces and any additional nonlocal repulsive forces due to the
presence of other interfaces in the system. For the first term, the inequality [¢)(z,t) — ¥(x 4+ u, t)| < o(t)|u| induces
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a corresponding lower bound

Bo(t) [VF u? o(t)9z
= e [ov () 20 ()

for the first integral. Similarly, if we let d := |¢(z + 2,t) — ¢(x,t)| denote the distance between a realizing pair and
use the bound |¢(x,t) — ¥(z + z,t)| < o(t)(d + |u — z|) then we obtain an analogous lower bound

)

for the second integral. Combining these estimates and optimizing in 0 < ¢ < 1 yields an overall lower bound

ot 2 28 ar (7L DY g (701)]

for the nonlocal forcing. By the lower bound (50), if the dimensionless ratio
o

a(t)r3(¢)
is small enough relative to the parameter gap 23 — |¢| then the nonlocal force f(x,t) > |c| exceeds the normal driving
force |c¢| whenever the pseudo-distortion Ak (t) is large enough. For such a range of parameter values, we therefore
have f(x+z,t)+ f(x,t) +2c > 0 on supp(m;) for Ak (t) large enough. Appealing once again to the distortion point
calculus gives the inequality

(56, 2 ), 6 (2, 2, 1))
S

and so overall we have

I\J\»—-

1+4+cosz [v(x,t)+v(x + 2,1)
s [, ot f1- 35 (R

whenever the pseudo-distortion A i () gets large. Now, assume that the inequality

) dmy < e(t) Ag(t)

T+z Ttz
(52) / a(u,t)du <0 — / K(u,t) [k(u,t) + F(u,t)] du <0

holds for (x, z) € Dk (¢(t)) our fixed realizing pair. Then the lower bound
Ttz
z < / w2 (u, t) du

still holds by the distortion point calculus (c.f. the argument for a pure motion by mean curvature), while the upper
bound

x+z
/ 52, 1) du < 2| FO)2 oy
xT

follows from (52) and Cauchy-Schwarz. For such a pair (z, z) € Dx (¢(¢)) this upper bound gives

Ttz
) / o, t) du < [F(@)]2 o,

2(1—cosz

while if (52) fails this bound holds trivially. As h(z) < 1 on T* and Ha(t) < 0 by assumption, we therefore have the

upper bound
Cros (VEMAK(D) <) (1+ IFO3= o))

on the evolution of the pseudo- dlStOI'thIl when Ak (t) is large enough. In contrast to the case of a constant normal
forcing F' = co(t) with ¢ < 0, embededness is preserved as long as the normal force F' remains bounded.

Figure 4] shows the general dynamic behind this mechanism. We use the same initial condition as before, but
include a nonlocal self-repulsive force. The chord formed by the unique realizing pair (z(t), z(¢)) eventually merge,
producing a pair of self-intersections. As the loop formed by one of these self-intersections has uniformly negative
inward velocity, it must then collapse and form a curvature singularity in finite time. In particular, (§) is not globally
well-posed in general.

We conclude this section with a few observations regarding the overall picture. For geometries with purely exterior
realizing pairs (e.g. figure [2] at center), the addition of a seemingly benign constant normal growth F' = cn may

sin z
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cause a loss of embeddedness and subsequent formation of curvature singularities. Incorporating a repulsive nonlocal
force F = (c + f)n can, but need not, restore embeddedness. The underlying mechanism is that of arrested front
formation. The situation reverses for geometries with purely interior realizing pairs (e.g. figure [2 at left), in that a
repulsive nonlocal force F' = fn will lead to loss of embeddedness as the width of the “bottleneck™ collapses. This
illustrates a mechanism akin to cell-death in a bacteria colony. Incorporating a constant normal growth F' = (¢ + f)n,
i.e. cell-birth, can then restore embeddedness and prevent collapse. The same set of model parameters may lead to
either scenario. As these examples illustrate, embeddedness is heavily dependent upon both model parameters and the
geometry of the initial datum.

7. NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION

We conclude with documentation for the numerical scheme that we have implemented and made publicly available.
We use the tangent angle formulation of the dynamic
(53) 009 = =i (i + Po(as) i — 1) ¢ = 2621, & =2 iy,
a; = 1912 — Fi; vi=F (a,»)ri + Finy
for simulation purposes, which we supplement with boundary conditions
Wiz, t) = ni(x,t) + ki(x +7)

determined by enforcing periodicity of the 7; and their derivatives. The initial conditions 9;(z,0) determine the
constant winding numbers k; € Z of each interface. Finally, the definitions

(o t) = # o an (1) = —sind;(z,t)
Vi, t) = ¢(t) + 5i(t)PC i(z,t) d  7ifz,1): [ COSﬁi(l’,t):|

allow us to compute the nonlocal forcing

1 ’HL
7w L v

from knowledge of interfacial lengths €, their centers of mass ¢; together with angular variables ¢J; that represent
the unit tangent. The functions F** € H'(T'), i € [m] represent some generic external normal forcing applied to
each interface. This formulation has two main advantages. First, in contrast to (7)) it exhibits a linear diffusive term
rather than a quasilinear one. Second, in contrast to (8) it exhibits lower-order rather than leading-order nonlinearities.
For these reasons we may avoid a diffusive time-step restriction relatively easily, while still retaining an efficient and
easy-to-implement procedure.

The main computational cost comes from evaluating the nonlocal forcing (34), so we prefer to compute them only
once per time-step. We therefore approximate the total nonlinear forcing

GZ' = P()(al)’l% — Fz
in an explicit, multi-step manner. Specifically, assume we have a discrete collection of times {to, . .., t, } with corre-

sponding time-steps dtj := t;+1 — i between consecutive times. We also assume a history of approximations

ﬂf(x) ~ ¥;(x,t,) a’?(z) ~ a;(x, ty) and Ff(z) ~ F;(x,tg)

7

54 Rt - ( s ) wj<x7t>|2) dy + Fo (. 1)

to the angular variables, transport coefficients and nonlocal forcings, respectively. Any function h(x, t) for which we
have a history allows us to construct a second-order extrapolation
h(z,t) ~H"(z,t) :== P (t — t,; R (), h" " (2), dtp—1) on [ty tni1]
of this function for use in the next time step, where the straightforward linear interpolation
s s
Py (s3v0,v-1,7-1) = vo <1 + > - =V
T—1 T—1

suffices for the extrapolation. Given a new time ¢, 11 = t,, + dt,, and these approximations, we may then try to use
an approximate form of the evolution (53|54) to advance the solution variables

(,1971 n n) N (19n+1 n+1 C7_z+1)

Z”L”L 7’L » v

over the current time interval.
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We accomplish this using a relatively simple update strategy. Fix ¢ € [m] and let ¢ = ¥; denote the corresponding
angular variable. Recall that if we define a function

w(t) = —&—/ts(s) ds

as well as its inverse map aotv(t) = ¢ then the temporal change of variables ¥(x,t) = u (x, t(¢)) converts the angular
evolution

g (2,) = uge(2,t) + G(z,a(t))
into a generic forced heat equation. Now consider the task of advancing
u(z, ty,) — u(x,m(tn + dtn)) =: u(x,tn + dmn)

over the current time interval. The second-order approximations

a(z,t) ~ A"(z,t) == P (t —tp;a™(x),a™ ! a:),dtn,l)
(x,t) = O™(z,t) := Py (t — tp; 9" (2), 9" (z),dtn—1)
F(z,t) = F™(z,t) := Py (t — to; F™(2), F" ' (2),dts—1)

allow us to define an approximate forcing
v"(z,t) = G™ (, a(t)) with G"(z,t) := Py (A™(x,1)) O™ (x,t) — F™(x, 1)

over [ty,, t,+dw,] that we may compute at any instant in time. The decomposition ¥(z, t) = n(z,t)+k(z+7),k € Z
with 7 periodic induces an analogous decomposition u(z, t) = £(x,t) + k(x + ) with £ periodic. We may therefore
write the solution driven by the approximate forcing

tn+dioy,
Eo(tn +dwy,) = e_zzd"’"&(tn) + / e_eQ(t"+d"’"_S)ﬁg(s) ds
¢

n

explicitly. A simple quadrature approximation over [t ¢, + dw,,] gives an estimate of the contribution

1
dr,,

tn+dio,
/ e ltntdon—s)5, (5) ds ~ By (—02dw,,) de(tn) + Ba (—3dro,,) (De(tn + droy,) — Oe(tn))
t

Eo(SC) =e” IEJ'+1(I) = Ej (I) - EJ(O)

from the non-homogeneous forcing. Now as ¢,, = w(¢,,) and ¢,, + dw,, = w(¢ + dt,,) we have the identities

v(x,t,) = G™(z,ty) and v(x, ty, +dwy,) = G"(x, t, + dt,),
and so we may affect the update

E(tn + diy,) — Ey (—£2dw,) 7} + dro,, [El (—£%dw,,) Gy(t,) + Bz (—(*dw,,) (ée(tnﬂ) - G@(tn))}
if we know the increment dtv,, at each step. Performing an inverse transform then gives a means to update
I9(x) — 9" () ~ &(a,t, + dwy,) + k(x4 )
the corresponding approximation for the angular variables, as well as the tangents and normals
w1y _ [ sind"(z) i1y _ [cos9"H(z)

) = { cos 9" () and  w"(z) = sin 9"t (z)

to the interface.
It therefore suffices to determine the increment dtv,, to close the evolution across the current time interval. We
simply approximate
pa(t) = pan(t)

and analytically solve the corresponding approximate evolution 06 = —u 4~ to update the speed

n+1 n\2 tat % ny\2 dt"
o' =1{ (") - pan(s)ds | = ((0")" = dbn | 24an + o 1(uan — fign-1)
tn n-—

of the interface. The time step restriction

2

(o.n)2 . Han — Hgn—1
with Apgn = —————
(0")® dtp—

2dt,, <
a4 lar | + | Aptan| %




FRONTS UNDER ARREST II: ANALYTICAL FOUNDATIONS 51

guarantees that the updated speed ¢ remains positive. We then use the definition

cntl (0n+1)*2

and use the approximation

tn+1 n 71+1
dr,, = / e(s)ds ~ dt, (€+28>
¢

n

to find the increment. Finally, we may update the center of mass
¢l o /En+1/J,Vn+1 + /En,uv"
dt, 2

to compute the new forcing coefficients then move to the next time step. The computational results displaying the
difficulties in establishing global well-posedness from Section 6| were produced using this numerical scheme.

with  v¥ = Py(A™(ty)) 7" + F" (g )n*

8. APPENDIX: PROOFS OF TECHNICAL LEMMAS

Lemma 8.1 (Lemma. Assume that f € HY(T') and that v; € WH(T1),i € {0, 1} are immersions. Let

m(e) = —m + / S)de and  Gomia)=a

27
Uvi) J -«
denote their transition maps to constant speed coordinates. Then the estimate
; 71 —ollr (1)
If = fomo&ollzery < €2y~ 7
o 00 V()
holds for € > 0 a universal constant.

Proof. Define the function
h(z) = 1[—3w,37r]\f(2)| with 2l L2 r) = 3Hf||L2(']1‘1)

by extending | f(z)| from I, to all of R using periodicity. Let
1 4T
h*(x) := — h(z)d
() :=sup o - (2)dz

denote its maximal function, and recall that

1P 2 ) < €l L2®) < €l fllL2 ()
since on L?(R) the maximal function defines a bounded operator. Now let £(x) := |, 0&y(z) — x| denote the deviation
of the composite map from the identity. Taylor’s theorem gives the pointwise estimate

z+e(x)

\ﬂm—fomo@@ns/’ F(2)] dz,

z—e(x)
and since |e(x)| < 27 for x € I, the pointwise estimate

z+e(x)

|f(x) = fomo&(z)] < / h(z) dz < 2e(z)h" ()

z—e(x)

holds for # € I;. Integrating over I, then shows that

If = fom o&llzery < 2lellpoo ey IR L2y < €llellpos oy | F 1l 2oy

for € > 0 some universal constant. Now |[|e[| (1) = [l€ © nol[zee(rr) = |1 — Mollzo<(T1), and since v(z) :=
n(x) — no(x) vanishes at z = —7 the Sobolev embedding ||v|| o (1) < ||9||£1(r1) applies. The simple estimate

by 2

. 2r . 2 . . .
lilrn = [ [gomstint@)] ~ s ia(ol] do < o (150 = Sollrcm -+ 6w) — £Gro))

then proves the lemma. O
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Lemma 8.2 (Lemma . Assume Yo,71 € H?(T') are immersions and let 1; := ~; o £; denote their constant speed

representations. Then the map ~; v~ ; is locally Lipschitz with respect to the H*(T*) topology, in the sense that the
o Follzzry v Il

L) Vey)  NYllzzery VIAllze ey

11 — ol (1) < € ( )

) s:(00) As(1) su(70) Asa(m)

holds for €* : R? — R some continuous, increasing function of its arguments.

) 171 = Yol 71 (1)

Proof. Use the identity ; = 1; o n; and the triangle inequality to find
[0 = Y1llzee(rry = [lvo = Y1 omollzeerr) < llvo = yallzoe ey + lIva = ¥1 0 mollLoe ()
= |lv1 = yoll oo (rry + |01 — Y1 0 Mo © &1l Loo Ty,
then use the fact that ¢; is £(-y;)/2m-Lipschitz and lemma|8.1|to obtain an estimate
Yo — 1llLee(rr) < v = vollzee () + 91 — FollLr(rr) + 1€(71) — £(70)]

that suffices for the L>°(T*) norm. It therefore suffices to estimate the L?(T') norm of the derivatives.
Consider first the case that vy, yo are compatibly oriented, i.e. that the inequality (¥ (x),4o(2z)) > 0 holds. Then
¥(z,¥) := 9y1(x) + (1 — ¥)y0(x) defines a one-parameter family of immersions, and moreover the lower bound

5. (70) A 5. (71)

(55) (2, 9)| = 7

holds. An immediate consequence is the uniform bound

£(71) V £(72)
s.(71) A si(2)
)

for the transition to constant speed coordinates. Let ¥ (x,¥) = v(£(x, ), 9) denote the constant speed representation
of this family, and so in particular the identities ¢ (z, 1) = ¥1(z), ¥(x,0) = o (x)

da(a) / (e, 9)d
all hold. Define Avy(z) := v1(x) — vo(z) and apply (B) to obtain
Yy =v — Py((V,Ty))Ty v(z,d) = Ay (&(z, 1)),

where T (z, ) o« w(m, 1) denotes the unit tangent of the interpolant. Differentiate and apply the triangle inequality
to obtain the bound

(56) £(z,9)] <

ol L2y < IV — ((V,7y) = tiwroy) Tollzeny + [1Po ((V, 7)) Ty ll L2y,
then use Jensen’s inequality to establish the upper bound
¥ = ((V, 7)) = pw,r ) TollLz ey < IVIL2em)
for the first term. Apply a change of variables and (36)) to obtain the final estimate

. £(y1) V £(70) P
oy < | ——————— — 21
VL2 ey < (5*(%) A5 (70) 141 = Aol L2(r)

for the first term. Use the simple bound
[1Po (¥, 7)) Tyllezrny < 1 Po((V, 7)) oo (o170l L2 (r)
L2V ey llTyllzz ey = 209 — Yol ) 17w | 2 ()
for the second term, then use (53)) and the fact that

0 )/ 5z, ﬂ)‘deS ( £(y0) V £(71) ) (WOLQ(’Jl‘l)\/”;}'/IHLZ('Jl‘l))Q
T

.
Iulze < 50 [ B oP 5:(10) A5 (1) 5:(70) A5 (1)

to prove the lemma in this case.
It remains to consider the case that ~,~y; are not compatibly oriented. Then there exists some x for which
(1 (x),40(x)) < 0, and so necessarily the lower bound

D = Aol 2 (@) = F0(@)* = Fn@)]” + [Fo@)]* = 261 (2), 4o(2)) = 2 (5.(70) A (7))
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must hold. Use the embedding (3)) to obtain the upper bound
. . . . l .. .. l . . l .. .. l
141 — ’YOHL"O(Tl) < - ’YOHEZ(W)”% - ’YOsz('Jrl) < \@”’Yl - ’YOsz(Tl) (H’YOHLZ(Tl) \ ||71||L2(T1)) :
and then combine it with to conclude that the lower bound

Follz2ern) V 5 llz2er) 191 — Foll 22
5.(70) A s (71) 5.(70) A s (1)
must hold as well. Then use the trivial upper bound

2 <

150l z2(ryy V 191 ll2cry €(v0) V £(1)
5:(0) Ase(m)  8:(70) Ase(n
to prove the lemma. |

1 — ol L2y < €(70) V €(71) < )||“'71 —Yollz2(r)

Lemma 8.3. Fori = 1,2 let f; : R* — R denote continuous functions obeying the global bounds
max fsup [AOLsup 1RO} <7 @ swp 1510~ (0] <oF
>0 >0 >0

and let a;,b; : R — R denote any corresponding C*(R™) solutions to the systems
az(t) = bl(t) GZ(O) =0
(58) b (t) = bi(t) fi(ai(t)) b;(0) =b. >0
of ordinary differential equations. Then the following hold —
i) The a;(t) are strictly increasing and obey the bound
b * b .
1 e ) < q(t) < 2 ('t )
: (1-e )_az(t)_f* (e -1
for all time.
ii) The inverse maps 1;(a;(t)) = t are well-defined on the common interval

0§t<%::T*,

are C*([0,T.)) and obey the bound

1 £, 1 1
—log 1+ —t) <w;(t) < —log | ——
E g( b*>— 0= g(l—{it)

for as long as they are well-defined.
iii) The transition maps

Tlg(t) = m1(a2(t)) and Tgl(t) =109 (al(t))
are well-defined on the common interval

log2

0<t< —= =T,

are C*([0, T..)) with T;;(0) = 0, T;;(0) = 1 and obey the bounds
Tig() —t| O ey < O (T and
t2 -2 - 2 \2-—elt
Tiy(t) — 1

*

eft
2 —el"t

S af*ef*(t-'rTij(t)) S bf*

for as long as they are well-defined.

iv) The maps T+ (t) := max{T12(t), T21(t)} and T_(t) := min{T12(t), To1(t)} are locally Lipschitz on [0, Ty.),
are continuously differentiable outside of a countable set in [0, T\.), are ordered T_(t) < t < T4(t) and obey
the bounds in iii) for as long as they are well-defined.
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Proof. The positivity of the b; follows directly from integrating
b;(t) = b;(0)elo (8l ds  yhere  b,(0) = b, >0,
and so the first conclusion of the lemma follows immediately from the inequalities

b

t t t

. N « b N
Z(1—eTt :b*/e*fsds</bisds:ait <b*/efsds:—* eft—1).
f*( ) 0 “Jo (#) (1) < 0 f*( )

In particular, [0,7,) C range(a;) and thus [0,7) C dom(t;) as claimed in the second part of the lemma. The
claimed bounds on tv; then follow by inverting the inequalities

E (1 _ e*f*mi(t)) <t< [L* (ef*mi(t) _ 1)

fr f*

for the inverse maps. For the third statement, let 7'(¢) = T2 (t) denote one of the transition maps; the argument for
T12(t) is identical. That T'(0) = 0 follows immediately; the identity

. . . by (1)
( ) 2(01( ))al( ) bQ(T(t))
also follows immediately from the fact that 1o (az(¢))b2(¢) = 1, the definition of 7°(¢) and the chain rule. Thus
. b1(0) b,
T(0) = ==

as claimed. Moreover, if ¢ < T, then a;(¢) < T\ by the first part of the lemma, and so T'(¢) is well-defined.
To prove the bound on the transition maps, put g;(t) := f;(a1(¢)) and note that the chain rule gives

oy BLOBT(0) — b (b (TO)T(E) _ ba(t) v -
() = ) = ooz (om0 = oo TOTW) =7() (0:() - 2217 (1)

since az o T'(t) = ag o tog o a1 (t) = a1 (¢) by definition of the transition map. The identity

(59) e ([ () (s) as) 70 = e ([ “(s) as)

then follows by integrating. Set g12(s) := g1(s) — g2(s), multiplying by go(¢) and integrate once again to deduce the
chain of equalities

exp </Ot g2(s)T(s) ds) =1+ /Ot g2(s)exp </0 q1(2) dz> ds
1 +/Ot exp </0 712(2) dz) % [exp </(;Sgg(z) dzﬂ dz
(60) = exp (/Ot 91(s) dS) - /Ot g12(s)exp (/0 91(z) d2> ds

due to an integration by parts. A change of variables s = T'(z) gives the relation

T(t) t .
b2 (T(1)) = ba(0)exp ( [ ne) ds> — by (0)exp ( | i) ds) 7

which combines with (5960) to yield the equality

T(t) = 1_;7,(15) where r(t) ;== exp (— /Ot g1(s) ds) /Ot g12(8)exp (/03 g1(2) dz) ds

for the transition map. Thus
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and so in particular the identity

70 =140 s =1+ e - ' gals)T(s) a) [ gua(s)esp ([ mera) as

t
(61) =1+exp <—/ 92(s)T(s) ds) hia(t)
0
necessarily holds. To conclude, note first that 7' = tv5 o a; is a composition of increasing functions, so T > 0 and the

trivial bound
by [ 1 1
B [ e - -
T(t) = w2 (a1 (1)) < w2 <f* (e 1)) < jlos (2 = f>

holds by the first two parts of the lemma. In particular, the bound

t
. X 1
T(t
exp (—/ g2(5)T(s) ds) <oTO < —

as well as the simple estimate
|hi2(t)] < of* tel !
must hold on [0, T%.), which when combined with (61)) show that the differential inequalities
1—oftel (HTM) < T(¢) <1+ oftel ¢HT®)

tel't . tel™t
o < -
L= of s < T() < 140 5=

must hold on [0, T.) as well. The claimed bound
’T(tt)Z—t < %ef*(t-;-T(t)) < % (2 iy‘*etf*t)
then follows by integrating in time. The fourth statement follows my checking that the piecewise maps
Ty (t) := max {T12(t), To1(t) } and T_(t) ;= min {T12(t), T21(¢)}
have the desired properties. Both are continuously differentiable outside of the set
N ={t>0:a(t) = ax(t),a1(t) # az(t)},

which consists of purely isolated points and is therefore countable. The remaining properties then follow trivially from
the earlier statements in the proposition. (|

Proposition 8.4 (Proposition[S.1). Fori = 1,2let f; € C([0,00); L'(T)) and g; € L>([0, 00); WL (T")) obey the
global bounds

sup |py, (1)) <§*,  and sup g, (t) — pg, ()] < 0f
>0 >0
igg H97(7t)”W11(T1) < 9*7 and ||gl(at) - 92('7t)||L2(T1) < 09*7

and let 9o € H?(T') and 9 > 0 denote arbitrary initial data. Then the following hold —
i) For any time T < T, with

1
= o
there exist unique mild solutions ¥; € C([0,T]; H*(T")),e; € C1([0, T]; R) to the initial value problems
0 = &i(t)0; + &i(t)gs 9(x,0) = do(x) € H*(T")
&i(t) = —2(t)uy, (t) €;(0) =& > 0,

and the solution V; exists for as long as €; remains finite.
ii) There exists a continuous, increasing function Ty, : RT +— RT depending only on the initial datum ¥y, so that
the properties
[y (0) =0 and Ty, (t) /7 Ty,(00) = |19l 21y
hold.
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iii) The solutions 9¥;, &; obey the bounds

s <a(1i-£) L

1o,(8) = 10, ()] < 0° (GO~ G) s Gl) = / i(s) ds,
[9:+8) = 93 9) Lz ony < Do (G(8) = Gi()) + 87 (Gi(®) — Gi(s)

for all pairs of times 0 < s < t at which the solutions exist.
iv) If g1 = go = O then the corresponding homogeneous solutions ¥ obey the difference bound

-1
of* t t
1936,8) = 95, Ollreny < 3 (1 - T) log? (1 - T) W0l
for as long as both exist.
V) Forany 0 < s < 1/2 the differences &; := ¥; — % obey the estimates
1€ Cot) | mrvs (rry < 87 (e + Gi(1))
for 0 < ¢g < 0 a finite constant depending only on the modulus s of regularity. Moreover, the estimate
1
€+ 8) = &)y < 8° (GO = G9) +GlD) - Gils))

holds for all pairs of times 0 < s < t at which the solutions exist.
vi) The non-homogeneous solution map (f;, g;) — &; is Holder continuous with respect to the H*(T*') topology, in

the sense that the difference 6§ = &1 — &5 obeys the bound

(R N el o, ()
16&(-, 6)]| g2y < € (m_t),f ) [Og (1 +log* (Dgg* ¢V G (ﬂ)) + f’i v ( fi ) ]

on the common interval 0 < t < T, where both solutions exist.

Proof. Fix f = fi,9 = gi,e = &;,9 = 1;,( = (; for some i € {1,2}. The Fourier coefficient

ns) = F fat)do
T1
defines a continuous function of time by hypothesis, and trivially obeys the bound

@] <§°
by hypothesis. The existence and C'! regularity of a unique € on [0, 7},) follows by explicitly solving the ODE

g(t) = —2(t)uys(t) — e(t) = - fioﬂf( ¥
€0 Jo s)ds

and performing the simple estimate
t
1+ 50/ pr(s)ds > 1 —eof't
0

on the denominator from below. The temporal Lipschitz bound

le(t) — &(s)| < o (1 _ zt;>_2 t;*s

follows by explicitly computing €(¢) — (s) and estimating the denominator in a similar manner.
The Fourier coefficients {4 (¢) } rcz of any mild solution must then satisfy

t t
Ji(t) = e=F<OF, (0) + / O~ g(5)ge(s)ds  where  C(t) = / e(2) dz,
0 0

and the fact that ¥ € C([0,T.); H?(T')) will follow by proving the remaining statements of the proposition. For the
second statement, simply define I'y, as the function

Dou(t) i= (Z (1-e) k4l@k<o>|2> N

k€E€Zg
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and note that since ¥ € H?(T") it has the requisite properties by the dominated convergence theorem. For 0 < s < ¢

the trivial estimate ,
90(6) — Do) = | [ <(s)an(s)as| < 5= (6(0) ~ ¢()

gives the first conclusion in the third statement. To see the second conclusion in the third statement, note the identity

b ~ t b
Di(t) — Dy(s) = e H¢® (efw(c(t)fc(s)) _ 1) 0 (0) + / e CO=CE) 2 (2)g,.(2) de

+ (e*kQ(C(t)*C(S)) - 1) / e H =N e(2) gy (2) dz = T + T, + 111,
0

holds, and therefore so does the estimate

[9C,2) =0, )l g2y < <Z k4|Ik|2> (Z k4|11k|2> + (Z k4|111k2>

k€Zo k€Zo k€Zo

by the triangle inequality. The desired inequality then follows by estimating each sum in turn. The first sum is easily
estimated from above by

<Z k4|1k|2> < Ty, (C(t) = <(s)),

=
while for k& # 0 the basic inequalities 27 |k||gr(z)| < g* and

t
/ e HCO=CEe (2) g, (2) dz

gives the corresponding estimates

1
2
P g* 1 — o~ K2 (C(1)—¢(s))
(Zk 1L | > = ZZ: < - and

*

t
< 7/ R =CEN g )dz_ |k| 8 (1 - ek =)
2m

S

©

[NIE

<
kEZ
1 5 2 3
* 1 — e~k (C(®)=C(s) 2 2
2| < 8 (1 ok <<s>)
() < £ (X (5 :
keZ k€Zo
for the second and third sums, respectively. For any 7" > 0 the real-valued function f(u) := u~* (1 — e_“T) is

decreasing, and so the estimate
2 oo
@ Rk (1o e S (1) < [ (1) dus VT
k>1 k>1 0

holds by the integral test. Combining the estimates for all three terms therefore gives the inequality

19+ 8) = 9+ )l g2y < T (C(E) — C(5)) + 8% (C(8) — C(s))’

claimed in the third statement.
To prove the fourth statement of the proposition, let a;, b; denote any C'* (R") solutions to the systems

Cll(t) = bl(t) 0.7,(0) =0
bi(t) = b (g, (@) 6.(0) = i

of ordinary differential equations. Let tv; denote the corresponding inverses of a; and 7; := tv; o a; the correponding
transition maps. By lemma|8.3] as long as
log 2

t<Tyy =
f*

both transition maps are well-defined and obey

Ci(ai(t)) =t
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on [0, 7%.) by the argument following (Z3)), so ¢; = w; must hold on [0,7}) as well. Pick 0 < z < T, arbitrary, so
that z € dom(tv;) and thus z = a;(¢) for t = w1 (z), and assume a; (¢) > ao(¢) without loss of generality. Then since
¢1(2) =y o0ai(t) =tand (3(2) = toy o a1 (t) = T4 (¢) the identities

O (z) = e M (0)  and  DE,(2) = e M TG, (0)

must hold for the homogeneous solutions. Let T (t) = ¢ + D4 (¢) for D,(t) > 0 and note that the relation

2 2 2 ~ %
95, 2) = 4, 2l gacen) = (Z R () |19k<o>2>

k€Zo

holds for the H2(T") semi-norm. The fact that 1 —e~* < z and the fact that D, (t) > 0 combine to justify the simple
estimate

2
e TNPRC I D2 (t) o (Lo e FPEONT
kte— 2kt (1 —e7k D+(t)) [0%(0)]* = ( ;2 ) (k‘4t2)e e <k2D+(t) K05 (0)?

! A
< (Z0) gy atianior

while the fact that 22e=2* < 1/4 for x > 0 shows that in fact
2 Di(O\? 4 -
Fle 2t (1 e P+ ) 1, (0)2 < (;f )> k40 (0)?

must hold as well. Appealing to lemma[8.3|part iv) and summing gives the overall estimate

e

oF t .
92, 2) = 952 ooy < e (7 + T () 190l

for the seminorm. Now z = a1 (¢), t = tv1(z) and Ty (t) = 1w2(z) and so lemma 8.3| gives the temporal estimates,

. . 1
ZET* (1_e_f t) eftflog(lz/T*)

. . 1 1 1
FIp(t) — of'we(z) « = t= < —1 _
¢ ¢ ST12T, wi(2) < 5 log | 77

which in turn imply the overall bound

h h , of* 1 2 1 ,
97 (- 2) — 192('72)||H2(1r1) S 47*1—72/’[*10‘% m HﬁOHHz(qu)

for the seminorm. But as the means of ¥; and ¥s coincide for all time, the full H' (Tl) norm of the difference is, in
fact, bounded as claimed.
For the fifth statement, let ¢ = &; denote one of the differences and g = g; the corresponding forcing. Then

t
Elt) = / e R CWO=CO ()3, (5) ds,
0

2
~ g* 1 — e_k C(t)
<2 (=

holds as before. The H>*+*(T") semi-norm therefore satisfies

1
2 2\ 2
vy S e tem) o . .
1EC Ol 2o vy < 27r< BT ) S (BT e

kE€Zo k>1

and so if k£ # 0 then the estimate

Nl

for some ¢, as s < 1/2 so the series is summable; the mean clearly obeys

Ine(®)] < 5-C(0).
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and so the claimed bound in H?** holds. Similarly, the final bound follows by bounding

* t
1€e(t) — Ex(s)] < %/ R (C=CEN o(g) ds,

S

NG

(Zkﬂék(t)—ék(sn?) <Ly - ) < g*(¢(1) - ¢(s))

(1 — o k(C(B)—=C(s)
k€Zg k€Zoy

and summing as before.
For the sixth and final statement, let 6§ := &; — £ denote the between non-homogeneous solutions and recall that

t t
5£k(t)=/ e—k2<<1(t)—cl<s))51(s)g1’k(s)ds_/ oK (0= £, (5)g5 4 () ds
0 0

by definition of mild solution. First, set 6g = g1 — g2 and note that the difference in means obeys

/ el (&)inols) - / ea(ina(s)

after applying the change of variables z = (1 (), u = (1(s) to obtain the second equality. Apply the triangle inequality
and lemma|8.3]to obtain the upper bound

/Oz ((fgk (ar(u) + (1 - Tm(u))gg,o(al(u))) du

98(6)| =

o 0g*(t) . @*0f* 2 oin
SE(t ( < GO 27 5 (a4 Tu (=)
8e0(t)] < R e ,

then use lemma[8.3]to obtain the bounds and overall estimate

1 1 " 1 1
z2< —log | —— and el (2 HT=(2) < — log — |,
fr =7 =7 =7

= 0g*(t) T, grof* . 4 T, T,
3 | < U o (7) + 5 g o (23) (Feem)

for the difference in means. Next, for & # 0 perform the decomposition

t
8&. (1) :/0 e GM=GD) e, (5)dg,(s) ds+

t
/ (e—kQ(Cl(t)—Cl(S))El(S) _ e—kQ(Cz(t)—Cz(S))€2(8)> .@2,]@(3) ds =1, + 11,
0

of the difference. For the first term, let z := ¢; (¢) and use the change of variables « = (;(s) to uncover

zZ—E€ z
I, = / e’kg('z’“)égk (a1(w)) du +/ e’kQ(Z’“)égk (a1(w)) du =: I, +E
0 Y

€

for 0 < e < z an arbitrary parameter. Apply Minkowski’s inequality to obtain the upper bound
2\ 7
1Tl 2y = V2 (Z )

kE€Zo
~ 2 %
gy (aa(w))| ) au

/ k2 HG=95g, (a1(u)) du

0

z—¢
< 27T/ k4672k2(z7u)
[ (2

k€Zg

and then apply the trivial inequality

2
k4e—2k2(z—u) < 1
~\e(z —u)

together with an explicit integration to obtain the overall bound

z

1 ° 1 0g*(¢)
Wiy <3 [ 22 100 o) lgacon o< 25 105 %
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for the first sub-term. Note that for & ## 0 the uniform bound

i< 0 (1)

holds by direct integration, and so the overall estimate

[N

— 2 *
||IiHH2(T1) < % Zk*2 (1 _ ekaZ-Z) < 29*5%
E>1

holds for the second sub-term. All-together, the bound

og*(t), = . 1
HIka(Tl)S 5 logg—i—Qg cd

holds for 0 < ¢ < z arbitrary. Now in the case that the choice

4
g™ (¢t
e (00)
g
is valid, i.e. €, < z, then the overall upper bound

o
IMell 72 zey < 20g7(2) (1 +log™ (Cég(*()f) ))

holds. Otherwise, take € = z and use z < ¢, to see that the overall upper bound

: : G (e
(64) Tell 2y < 2097 () < 20g7(t) (1 + log™ ( Dlg*(t) ))

holds in this case as well. For the second term, if ¢ < T} then ¢ € dom(tv;) and so ¢ = a;(z),z = toy(¢) and
a1(z) > ag(z) without loss of generality. As (; = w; on [0, T} ), the equality

ul(z)
1L = / (e emm ey (5) — o T2y 5)) gy i (5) ds
0

therefore holds for the second term. Define the functions m(u) = min{a; (u), a2(u)} and n(s) := max{ro1(s), wa(s)},
so that n o m(u) = w and n(m(u))m(u) = 1 holds Lebesgue almost everywhere. Note that if there exists z < u <

T, (z) with aq (u) < az(u) then T (2) = w2 0 ay(2) < g0 a1(u) < u < z would hold since w5 o a; is increasing,

which is a contradiction. In other words, if z < u < T (z) then m(u) = a(u) and T—_(u) = to; o as(u) must hold.

Now perform the change of variables s = m(u) to obtain the further decomposition

z
1T | = ’/ (e—k2(2—m10m(u))51 om(u) — e_k-2(T+(Z)—mzom(u))52 o m(u)) G2,k (m(u))m(u) du
0

Ty (2) . ) .
T / (e*kz(*“*T—(“))T_ (u) — e7k2(T+(Z)*U)) G2,k (a2(u)) du| = |H}€ + Hlkl|

of the second term. Define z + D (z) = T (z) and u 4+ D_ (u) = T_(u), so that the bound on | D_ (u)| from lemma
[3] yields the overall estimate

| = ‘/ ek (=) (1 _ e—k’z(D+(Z)—D—(u))) [Lngaz +e—k2D_(u)1u1>a2} G2, (m(u)) du
0

z
+ / e—kQ(z—u) {e_kz(D+(Z)_D7(u))1a1§a2 - e_kzDi(u)1a1>a2} D*(u)ng(m(u)) du
0

*

g

<
~ 2m|k]3

Kl — e_k2D+(z)) (1 — e_kQZ) + Df*ef*(z+T‘(Z))z}
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for the first term in this decomposition. As T_ o T’ (z) = z, a similar argument yields the estimate

T:(2) K2 (o . E2(T N
— / (e_ G- (y) —e=*( +(Z)_u)> g2,k (a2(w)) du

*

11,

g
< 2
= o k[P

for the second term in the decomposition, and as a consequence, the overall upper bound

(2 _ e KD_(2) _ efk2D+(z))

*

g KD (z)) g ( —K2D_(2) P (24T (2)) )
I, < -2 (1 - + 1—
k< pAE e + e e + 0f"e z

holds for the second term. The upper bound

2
ST ORI ) < g7 (D) + DE(2) + o zel” (4T (D)
k€Zo

then follows by summing each series as before. Now recall once again that lemma[8.3] gives the bounds

1

t
1-7

2
. 1 .
Di(z) < Df*%ef (4T4(2)) | 2 < F log and of (GHTL(2) <

and so the overall upper bound

i % * Df* i % T* T* i Df* 2 t T*
Z kI %) <g° (2 ( i ) log (T* —t) (f*(T* —t)) + " log <1— T*) (T* —t)

k€EZo
holds. Combining this estimate with (63][64) yields the claim. O
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