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ATOMISTIC-TO-CONTINUUM CONVERGENCE FOR QUASI-STATIC CRACK

GROWTH IN BRITTLE MATERIALS

MANUEL FRIEDRICH AND JOSCHA SEUTTER

Abstract. We study the atomistic-to-continuum limit for a model of quasi-static crack evolution driven
by time-dependent boundary conditions. We consider a two-dimensional atomic mass spring system
whose interactions are modeled by classical interaction potentials, supplemented by a suitable irreversibil-
ity condition accounting for the breaking of atomic bonding. In a simultaneous limit of vanishing inter-
atomic distance and discretized time step, we identify a continuum model of quasi–static crack growth
in brittle fracture [32] featuring an irreversibility condition, a global stability, and an energy balance.
The proof of global stability relies on a careful adaptation of the jump-transfer argument in [31] to the
atomistic setting.

1. Introduction

Since the pioneering work of Griffith [43] in the 1920’s, brittle materials and their fracture behavior
have been subject to intensive research in mechanical engineering. The groundbreaking idea of Griffith’s
theory lies in regarding crack formation and propagation as the result of a competition between elastic
bulk energy and a surface energy related to the increase of the crack. In their seminal paper [32], Franc-
fort and Marigo adopted this viewpoint and paved the way to a variational approach to fracture,
where displacements and crack paths are found by the principle of energy minimization. The proposed
evolutionary model, called a quasi-static crack evolution, is characterized by three principles, namely an
irreversibility condition, a static equilibrium at each time, and an energy balance reflecting the nondis-
sipativity of the process. In contrast to the classical theory, this framework does not rely on prescribed
crack paths and also effectively accounts for crack initiation.

Over the last two decades, the variational theory of brittle fracture has been studied in a remarkable
depth, see [10] for a broad overview. Here, we mention only some of the numerous contributions [18, 22,
23, 25, 26, 31, 34] addressing the mathematical well-posedness of the model from [32] in various settings.
In all results, the existence of continuous-time crack evolutions is established as the limit of suitably time-
discretized approximations resulting from an iterative minimization of so-called Griffith-type functionals.
Such energies comprise elastic bulk contributions for the sound regions of the body and surface terms
along the crack, and are typically defined on (generalized) functions of bounded variation [5]. Among
various technical difficulties that arise in the discrete-to-continuous passage in time, the most severe one
is the stability of unilateral minimality properties [40] which ensures global minimality of displacements
along the irreversible fracture process.

Besides being the limit of time-discretized solutions, quasi-static crack evolutions have been identified
as effective variational limits of sequences of problems in various settings of applicative relevance, including
phase-field approximation schemes [38], finite element approximation [41, 42], homogenization of brittle
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composite materials [40], or a cohesive-to-brittle passage in the limit of infinite specimen size [39]. The
goal of this work is to advance the understanding of effective theories for quasi-static crack growth by
establishing a rigorous connection between atomistic and continuum models in brittle fracture.

The passage from atomistic systems to continuum models in the limit of vanishing interatomic distance
has been a thriving field of research in the last years, see [8, 11] for an overview. Such an asymptotic
analysis is frequently grounded on the variational tool of Γ-convergence [12, 21], which ensures convergence
of minimizers and hence allows for establishing a rigorous relation between microscopic and macroscopic
models. Among the vast body of literature, this approach has also been used to derive and validate
continuum theories in brittle and cohesive fracture1, both in one [13, 16, 46] and higher dimensions
[6, 15, 35, 45]. Yet, the analysis of static problems has been predominant and the evolutionary nature of
crack growth has largely been neglected. Indeed, for atomistic problems in fracture mechanics, available
rigorous results seem to be limited to [14] where a one-dimensional Lennard-Jones system is investigated
via a minimizing movements scheme. The subject of this paper is to perform an atomistic-to-continuum
analysis beyond the 1D setting accounting for irreversibility, and to derive a continuum quasi-static crack
evolution in the sense of [32].

We now describe our setting. We build upon the previous work in [7] where an atomistic model for
crack growth has been introduced including an irreversibility condition as a key feature. More precisely, we
consider systems of interacting particles arranged in an atomic lattice occupying the bounded reference
domain of a material. The interactions are modeled by classical potentials from Molecular Mechanics
[1, 44], e.g., Lennard-Jones-type potentials. Following an energy minimization principle, the evolution
is driven by time-dependent boundary conditions. We implement an irreversibility constraint along the
evolution which resembles the use of a maximal-opening memory variable in cohesive continuum models
for crack evolution [27, 39]: Whenever the distance between two atoms does not exceed a certain threshold,
interactions are considered to be ‘elastic’ and can recover completely after removal of loading. On the
contrary, stretched beyond the threshold, interactions are supposed to be ‘damaged’, and the system
should be affected at all future times. This is modeled by a memory variable that tracks the deformation
history of each interaction in the system by taking the supremum over all past time steps.

While the modeling framework in [7] is rather general, in this work we adopt a specific simple model
for performing the passage to the continuum theory. More precisely, we assume that the atoms in the
reference configuration are arranged in a triangular lattice and interact via nearest-neighbor potentials.
Moreover, we restrict ourselves to the case of anti-plane shear displacements. As the interatomic distance ε
tends to zero, the atomistic energies can then be related by means of Γ-convergence to a free-discontinuity
functional of the form

ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇u) dx+

ˆ

S(u)

ϕ(νu) dH1 , (1.1)

where Ω ⊂ R2 denotes the reference configuration, u the displacement with gradient ∇u, and S(u) stands
for the crack surface with normal νu. This follows by adapting the result in [35] where a vectorial variant
of the present model has been investigated. In particular, the model features an elastic part with energy
density Φ derived from the molecular interaction potentials and a surface term comparable to the one-
dimensional Hausdorff measure of the crack set, i.e., H1(S(u)). A fundamental feature of the model is the
anistropic density ϕ, which is induced by the triangular lattice and favors the formation of cracks along
crystallographic lines, see [36, 37] for rigorous results on crystal cleavage and [7] for numerical evidence.

1Already Griffith [43, p. 165] motivated his approach by heuristic considerations on the microscopic nature of fracture:
‘It is known that, in the formation of a crack in a body composed of molecules which attract one another, work must be
done against the cohesive forces of the molecules on either side of the crack. This work appears as potential surface energy.’
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Although we believe that in principle our analysis could be carried out for far more general lattice
models, including long-range and multi-body interactions (see e.g. [6]), we prefer to consider here a simple
mass-spring model, which already gives rise to a Griffith-type energy in the continuum limit with a non-
degenerate elastic density and anisotropic surface terms. This allows us to focus on the challenges due to
the evolutionary nature of the fracture process, in particular issues related to irreversibility.

Starting from an incremental minimization scheme with time-step size δ and corresponding time-discrete
solutions for the atomistic model, we show in our main result (Theorem 2.2) that, in the simultaneous
limit ε, δ → 0, the atomistic evolutions converge to an irreversible quasi-static crack evolution in the sense
of [32]. More precisely, we find a pair t 7→ (u(t),K(t)), where u(t) lies in the space SBV (Ω), see [5],
and K(t) is a rectifiable set with S(u(t)) ⊂ K(t), satisfying: (1) an irreversibility condition, (2) a global
stability at all times, and (3) an energy balance law, see (2.16)–(2.17) for details. As a byproduct, we show
that the energies converge at all times as ε → 0. Moreover, for suitable interpolations of the atomistic
displacements that are exhibiting jumps, we obtain strong convergence of displacement gradients and
convergence of crack sets in the sense of σ-convergence introduced in [40], see also Section 3.4.

Brittle materials frequently develop cracks already at moderately large strains without significant plastic
deformation. As in [16, 35, 36], this observation is reflected in our model since either elastic displacements
are small, namely of order ε1/2 (the exponent 1/2 is related to the fact that Φ is positively homogeneous of
order 2, see (2.14) below), or springs leading to fracture in the limit are elongated by a factor ε−1/2. As a
consequence, the limit ε→ 0 involves a linearization of the elastic energy and the fracture response becomes
asymptotically brittle despite the presence of cohesive forces on the atomistic level. In other words, while
the surface energy in (1.1) depends on the geometry of the crack, it is not affected by its opening. To our
best knowledge, our main theorem represents the first result identifying a quasi-static crack evolution not
only in the atomistic-to-continuum limit but also in the limit from nonlinear-to-linearized elastic energies.

Whereas the derivation of (1.1) via Γ-convergence follows along the lines of [35], and the techniques
to pass to the limit in energy balances are well established [22, 40], the essential novelty of the proof
consists in showing the stability of the unilateral minimality property of the atomistic evolutions. This
is achieved by a suitable adaptation of the jump-transfer argument from [31] to the atomistic setting.
A discrete variant of this construction has indeed already been proposed in the literature in terms of
discontinuous finite elements [41, 42]. However, the main challenge in the present atomistic setting lies
in the fact that ‘broken’ interactions do not contribute a fixed energy, but their contribution depends
also on the elongation. (Only in the continuum limit this effect vanishes, as discussed above.) In this
sense, our problem is related to the work by Giacomini [39], where stability of unilateral minimality is
shown in a cohesive-to-brittle limit. In both problems, it is essential to transfer the jump only on the
part of the crack where the memory variable exceeds a certain constant. We achieve this by splitting
the broken interactions on the atomistic level into two parts Csmall and Clarge, related to small and large
values of the memory variable, respectively. Then, we carefully introduce interpolations exhibiting jumps
only at sites associated to Clarge. With this, we can suitably adapt the original jump-transfer argument
and we identify the continuum crack set by resorting to the notion of σp-convergence introduced in [22].
Eventually, although in general the concepts of σp- and σ-convergence are different, we show that they
coincide along the evolution, cf. also [40].

Inspired by [37], the arguments involve several types of interpolations, ranging from piecewise affine
interpolations to functions exhibiting jumps inside the triangles of the lattice. The use of the interpo-
lations is vital to our reasoning since it allows us to directly employ tools for SBV functions, such as
compactness and lower semicontinuity results as well as the notion of σp-convergence. This is the main
reason why we focus on a simple mass-spring model. In fact, discrete-to-continuum limits for more general
atomistic energies involving long-range interactions are usually based on slicing [15] or on more abstract
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techniques, such as the localization method of Γ-convergence and integral representation [6]. Transferring
our arguments for the proof of stability of unilateral minimality to these frameworks appears to require
nontrivial adaptations.

Let us mention that in our result we start from time-discrete solutions for the atomistic evolutions,
for existence of time-continuous evolutions on the atomistic level is not guaranteed by [7]. In fact, in
[7] time-continuous solutions have only been established for a model with an additional rate-dependent
dissipation term.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the atomistic model for irreversible crack
growth from [7] and state our main result. Then, in Section 3 we suitably split the atomistic energy in an
elastic and a crack part, and we introduce useful interpolations for atomistic displacements. Moreover, we
prove compactness and lower semicontinuity results for the elastic energy and deal with different notions
of set-convergence. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of our main result, where we first derive properties
of the time-discrete atomistic problems and pass to the continuum limit afterwards. To ensure that the
latter can be identified as a quasi-static crack evolution, we crucially rely on the above-mentioned stability
of unilateral minimality whose proof is postponed to Section 5.

2. Model and main results

In this section we describe our model and present the main result on an atomistic-to continuum con-
vergence for quasi-static crack growth.

Atomistic anti-plane shear model. We consider a model for anti-plane shear displacements. This
corresponds to a reference configuration of the form U × R, where U ⊂ R2 is a Lipschitz set, and the
deformations for (x1, x2) ∈ U and x3 ∈ R are of the special form (x1, x2, x3) 7→ (x1, x2, x3 + w(x1, x2)),
where w : U → R is a scalar-valued map. Since the behavior is identical for each cross section {x3 = c} for
c ∈ R, one can effectively reduce to deformations y : U → R3 of the form y(x1, x2) = (x1, x2, w(x1, x2)),
which corresponds to the cross section {x3 = 0}. We consider an atomistic model where in the reference
configuration the particles in the cross section {x3 = 0} are given by the points of the scaled triangular
lattice εL inside U . Here,

L :=

(

1 1/2

0
√
3/2

)

Z
2 = {λ1v1 + λ2v2 : λ1, λ2 ∈ Z} ,

where v1 := e1 and v2 := (1/2,
√
3/2)T are the lattice vectors, and ε > 0 is a small parameter rep-

resenting the length scale of the typical interatomic distances. We collect all lattice vectors in the set
V := {v1,v2,v2−v1} and denote by Lε(U) := εL∩U the particles in the reference configuration U . Now,
deformations y : Lε(U) → R

3 are given by y(x) = (x,w(x)) for all x ∈ Lε(U), where w : Lε(U) → R is
a scalar displacement field in vertical direction. We model interactions between the particles by classical
potentials from Molecular Mechanics [1, 44]. Following [35], we consider an associated phenomenological
energy featuring nearest-neighbor interactions, given by

Fε(y) :=
1

2

∑

(x,x′)∈NNε(U)

W
( |y(x)− y(x′)|

ε

)

, (2.1)

where NNε(U) denotes the nearest neighbors

NNε(U) := {(x, x′) ∈ Lε(U)× Lε(U) : |x− x′| = ε}
(the factor 1

2 accounts for double counting in the sum), and W represents a two-body interaction potential
satisfying

(i) W ≥ 0 and W (r) = 0 if and only if r = 1.
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(ii) W is increasing on (1,∞).
(iii) W is Lipschitz on [1,∞) and C2 on (1,∞) with limrց1W

′(r) = µ > 0 and limrց1 |W ′′(r)| <∞.
(iv) limr→∞W (r) = κ with κ > 0 constant.

Here, on [1,∞) the potential W mimics a Lennard-Jones-type potential up to a shift by κ, which is for
convenience only to ensure that the potential is nonnegative. We emphasize that we use a linear instead
of quadratic behavior close to the global minimizer 1 as this allows to derive an effective elastic energy
density in (2.14) below with quadratic growth. We point out that discrete energies of the form (2.1)
and their relation to continuum energies of Griffith-type in the sense of Γ-convergence have been studied
intensively in the literature in a general framework including multi-body and multi-scale interactions, see
e.g. [6, 15, 16]. As our focus lies on the irreversibility of crack growth, we consider here only a simple
mass-spring model.

We impose Dirichlet boundary conditions on a part ∂DU ⊂ ∂U of the boundary. Both in the framework
of atomistic systems and of function spaces allowing for discontinuities, this is usually implemented by
imposing boundary conditions in a neighborhood of the boundary. More precisely, we suppose that there
exists another Lipschitz set Ω ⊃ U with ∂DU = ∂U ∩ Ω. Then, for a given function h : Ω → R3, we call
deformations y : Lε(Ω) → R3 admissible with respect to h if they satisfy

y(x) = h(x) for all x ∈ Lε(Ω \ U), (2.2)

where similarly as before, we set Lε(Ω \ U) = εL ∩ (Ω \ U) and Lε(Ω) = εL ∩ Ω. From now on,
deformations will always be defined on the enlarged set Ω, and accordingly the sum in (2.1) will run over
pairs of nearest-neighbor points in Lε(Ω), denoted by NNε(Ω).

Evolutionary model: Irreversibility condition and memory variable. Based on the energy (2.1),
we now introduce an evolutionary model accounting for an irreversibility constraint along the fracture
process in a time interval [0, T ]. In analogy to [7], we implement such an irreversibility condition by
incorporating a memory variable for each interacting pair of neighboring atoms (x, x′) ∈ NNε(Ω). More
precisely, suppose that for a fixed time step tk ∈ [0, T ] a finite family of deformations (yj)j<k at previous
time steps (tj)j<k is given. Then we consider the memory variable related to (x, x′) ∈ NNε(Ω) by

Mx,x′((yj)j<k) := sup
j<k

|yj(x′)− yj(x)|
ε

. (2.3)

The ‘spring’ connecting a pair (x, x′) ∈ NNε(Ω) is considered elastic (or undamaged) if ε−1|yj(x)−yj(x′)|
does not exceed a given threshold R̄ > 1 for all past times tj < tk, i.e., ifMx,x′((yj)j<k) ≤ R̄. In this case,
the pair interaction can recover completely after removal of loading and thus the energy contribution of
(x, x′) is simply given by the stored elastic energy W

(

ε−1|y(x)− y(x′)|
)

. By contrast, if Mx,x′((yj)j<k) >

R̄, the spring is supposed to be damaged and the complete deformation history (yj)j<k should be reflected
at present time. With (2.3), this leads to the energy contribution with memory

W
(

Mx,x′((yj)j<k)
)

∨W
(

ε−1|y(x)− y(x′)|
)

,

where a ∨ b := max{a, b} for a, b ∈ R. We refer to [7, (2.4)] for more details and mention that here we
adopted as memory variable the maximal opening, as implemented in continuum settings, see e.g. [27, 39]
or [10, Section 5.2]. Note, that also other choices would be conceivable, such as that of a cumulative
increment, see e.g. [10, 20]. This, however, is not discussed in this work. Summarizing, we can express
the energy contribution of a pair (x, x′) ∈ NNε(Ω) by

Fx,x′(y, (yj)j<k) :=

{

W
(

ε−1|y(x)− y(x′)|
)

if Mx,x′((yj)j<k) ≤ R̄

W
(

Mx,x′((yj)j<k)
)

∨W
(

ε−1|y(x)− y(x′)|
)

if Mx,x′((yj)j<k) > R̄ .
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Then, the assigned energy for a given history (yj)j<k of deformations and an admissible deformation
y : Lε(Ω) → R3 satisfying (2.2) (for some time-dependent boundary condition) is given by

Fε(y, (yj)j<k) :=
1

2

∑

(x,x′)∈NNε(Ω)

Fx,x′(y, (yj)j<k) . (2.4)

Formulation for rescaled displacement fields. Since we restricted ourselves to the case of anti-plane
shear, the model can be rewritten in terms of the vertical displacement w : Lε(Ω) → R. In particular,
given y(x1, x2) = (x1, x2, w(x1, x2)), for each (x, x′) ∈ NNε(Ω), using that |x − x′| = ε and defining

Ψ(s) :=W (
√
1 + s2) for s ∈ R, we get

W
( |y(x)− y(x′)|

ε

)

=W
(

√

1 +
( |w(x) − w(x′)|

ε

)2)

= Ψ
( |w(x) − w(x′)|

ε

)

, (2.5)

where the assumptions on W from above lead to the following properties for Ψ:

(i’) Ψ ≥ 0 and Ψ(s) = 0 if and only if s = 0.
(ii’) Ψ is increasing on (0,∞).
(iii’) Ψ is C2 and Lipschitz on R with Ψ′(0) = 0 and Ψ′′(0) = µ > 0.
(iv’) lim|s|→∞ Ψ(s) = κ .

We now discuss the scaling of the energy in terms of different displacements w. One can check that the
energy of a displacement of the form w1 = tχV , for t ∈ R\{0} and V ⊂ Ω with ∂V ∩Ω being smooth, scales
like ∼ ε−1 as each spring crossing ∂V ∩Ω contributes Ψ(t/ε) ∼ κ to the energy and the number of springs
crossing ∂V ∩ Ω scales like ε−1. On the other hand, the energy of an affine displacement w2(x) = aε · x,
for aε ∈ R2 possibly depending on ε, scales like ε−2Ψ(aε) since #NNε(Ω) ∼ ε−2.

The most interesting regime is when the contributions of the displacement with crack w1 and the elastic
displacement w2 are of the same order. Since for small values s we have Ψ(s) ∼ s2 (see (iii’)), this suggests
aε ∼ ε1/2, i.e., elastic displacements should be of (infinitesimal) small order. To account for this, we pass
to rescaled displacements

u(x) := ε−1/2w(x) for x ∈ Lε(Ω).
We write the energy (2.1) in terms of u and rescale by ε to ensure that for the displacements w1 and w2

considered above the energy is of order 1. Using also (2.5), this leads to

Eε(u) :=
ε

2

∑

(x,x′)∈NNε(Ω)

Ψ
(ε1/2|u(x)− u(x′)|

ε

)

. (2.6)

It remains to transfer the memory variable to the setting of rescaled displacements. To this end, we
observe that for each pair (x, x′) ∈ NNε(Ω), setting R := (R̄2 − 1)1/2, we have

|yj(x)− yj(x′)|
ε

> R̄ ⇐⇒ |wj(x)− wj(x′)|
ε

> R ⇐⇒ |uj(x) − uj(x′)|
ε

> ε−1/2R ,

where (wj)j and (uj)j denote the history of (rescaled) displacements related to the deformations (yj)j .
We now define the u-dependent memory variable as

M ε
x,x′((uj)j<k) := ε−1/2 sup

j<k
|uj(x)− uj(x′)| , (2.7)

where we include ε in the notation to highlight the rescaled nature of the quantity. Defining

Eεx,x′(u, (uj)j<k) :=

{

Ψ
(

ε−1/2|u(x)− u(x′)|
)

if M ε
x,x′((uj)j<k) ≤ R

Ψ
(

M ε
x,x′((uj)j<k)

)

∨Ψ
(

ε−1/2|u(x)− u(x′)|
)

if M ε
x,x′((uj)j<k) > R,
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we can formulate the energy (2.4) by referring only to the rescaled displacement u : Lε(Ω) → R, namely

Eε(u, (uj)j<k) :=
ε

2

∑

NNε(Ω)

Eεx,x′(u, (uj)j<k) . (2.8)

In this setting, the boundary condition in (2.2) transfers to requiring that displacements u lie in the set

Aε(g) :=
{

u : Lε(Ω) → R : u(x) = g(x) for all x ∈ Lε(Ω \ U)
}

,

where g := ε−1/2h · e3.
2.1. Main result: Convergence of quasi-static crack growth. In this subsection, we state our main
result on the atomistic-to-continuum convergence of crack growth. We start by introducing evolutions on
the atomistic level. To this end, we fix an arbitrary sequence (εn)n ⊂ (0,∞) with εn → 0 as n → ∞.
For simplicity, in the following we write En, En, Ln(Ω), NNn(Ω), and An in place of Eεn , Eεn , Lεn(Ω),
NNεn(Ω), and Aεn .

We introduce a time discrete evolution which is driven by time-dependent boundary conditions g ∈
W 1,1(0, T ;W 2,∞(Ω)). We choose a sequence (δn)n ⊂ (0,∞) with δn → 0 and for each δn we consider the

subdivision 0 = t0n < · · · < t
T/δn
n = T of the interval [0, T ] with step size δn. (Without restriction, we

assume that T/δn ∈ N.) Correspondingly, let (g(tkn))k be the sequence of boundary data at different time
steps k ∈ {0, . . . , T/δn}. We suppose that the initial value u0n ∈ An(g(0)) is a minimum configuration in
the sense that

u0n ∈ argmin
{

En(v) : v ∈ An(g(0))
}

, (2.9)

with En as given in (2.6). We inductively define an evolution as follows: given (ujn)0≤j≤k−1, we let

ukn ∈ argmin
{

En(v, (ujn)j<k) : v ∈ An(g(t
k
n))

}

, (2.10)

where the minimization problem is influenced by (ujn)j<k in terms of the memory variable given in (2.7),
see (2.8). We then define the evolution un : [0, T ]× Ln(Ω) → R, discrete in space and piecewise constant
in time, by

un(t) := ukn for t ∈ [tkn, t
k+1
n ) . (2.11)

The existence of minimizers in (2.10) follows from the Direct Method and is briefly discussed in Lemma
4.1 below. We emphasize that we consider here an evolution discretized in time which is close to the spirit
of the approach by Francfort and Marigo [32]. On the contrary, the existence of a continuous-in-time
solution for the energy (2.8) has been established in [7] with an additional rate-dependent dissipation term
in (2.10) which allows to pass to the time-continuous limit for fixed εn.

Next, we associate a ‘crack set‘ to the atomistic evolution by collecting the ‘broken springs’. Roughly
speaking, in each triangle we draw a line between the centers of two ’broken springs’. To this end, we let
Tn be the set of all closed triangles △ contained in Ln(Ω) and consider △ ∈ Tn with vertices x, x′, x′′.
For α, β, γ = 1, 2, 3 pairwise distinct, we let hα

△
denote the segment in △ between the centers of the two

sides in vβ and vγ direction, see Figure 1. Given t ∈ [tkn, t
k+1
n ), we say that h△ lies in Kk

△
if h△ = hα

△

for some α = 1, 2, 3 and min{M ε
x,x′((uj)j<k+1),M

ε
x′,x′′((uj)j<k+1)} > R, where x, x′, x′′ are labeled such

that x− x′ = ±εnvβ and x′′ − x′ = ±εnvγ . Then, for each t ∈ [tkn, t
k+1
n ) we define

Kn(t) :=
⋃

△∈Tn

⋃

h△∈Kk
△

h△. (2.12)

To formulate the main result, we introduce the limiting continuum energy

E(u,K) :=

ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇u) dx +

ˆ

K

ϕ(νK) dH1 , (2.13)
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vβ vα

vγ

hα△ hβ△

hγ△

x′

x′′

x

vβ

vγ

vα

Kk△

x′

x′′

x

vβ

vγ

vα

Kk△

x′

x′′

x

Figure 1. In the first figure, the segments hα
△
, hβ△, h

γ
△ are depicted, where α, β, γ always

denote pairwise distinct indices in {1, 2, 3}. In the second and third figure, the blue lines
denote the ‘broken springs’ and the red line the corresponding ’crack set’ Kk

△
.

for each u ∈ SBV 2(Ω) and each rectifiable set K ⊂ R2 with H1(K) < +∞, where ∇u denotes the
approximate differential and S(u) the jump set of u, which is subject to the constraint S(u) ⊂̃K. (Here
and in the following, ⊂̃ stands for inclusions up to H1-negligible sets.) For basic notation and properties
of SBV functions, we refer the reader to [5]. The energy features an elastic term with energy density

Φ(z) :=
µ√
3

∑

v∈V
|z · v|2 for z ∈ R

2, (2.14)

resulting from a suitable linearization of the potential W , and an anisotropic surface energy with density

ϕ(ν) :=
2κ√
3

∑

v∈V
|ν · v| for ν ∈ S

1 := {x ∈ R
2 : |x| = 1} (2.15)

where we recall V := {v1,v2,v2 − v1}. Note that the latter has already appeared in the atomistic-to-
continuum result [37]. Moreover, by AD(g,H) we denote all functions v ∈ SBV 2(Ω) such that v = g on
Ω \U and S(v) ⊂̃H . In [31] (see [22] for the case of anisotropic densities), the existence of an irreversible
quasi-static crack evolution with respect to the boundary displacement g has been shown. This is a
mapping t → (u(t),K(t)) with u(t) ∈ AD(g(t),K(t)) for all t ∈ [0, T ] such that the following three
conditions hold:

(a) Irreversibility: K(t1) ⊂̃K(t2) for all 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ T .
(b) Global stability: For every t ∈ [0, T ], given any K(t) ⊂̃H and v ∈ AD(g(t), H) it holds that

E(u(t),K(t)) ≤ E(v,H) . (2.16)

(c) Energy balance: The function t 7→ E(u(t),K(t)) is absolutely continuous and it holds that

d

dt
E(u(t),K(t)) =

ˆ

Ω

DΦ(∇u) · ∇∂tg(t) dx for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ] , (2.17)

where by ∂t we denote the time derivative of g.

Eventually, we need to define a notion of convergence. We define

Ωn :=
⋃

△∈Tn

△. (2.18)

For a sequence of discrete displacements un : Ln(Ω) → R, we denote by ũn : Ωn → R the interpolation of
un which satisfies ũn = un on Ln(Ω) and is affine on each △ ∈ Tn.
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Definition 2.1. Let un : Ln(Ω) → R be a sequence of atomistic displacements. We say that un AC-
converges to u ∈ SBV 2(Ω) if χΩn ũn → u in L1(Ω).

For the crack sets, we use the notion of σ-convergence recalled in Definition 3.8 below, which is a
suitable notion of convergence for sets related to jump sets of SBV functions. Our main result reads as
follows.

Theorem 2.2 (Atomistic-to-continuum crack growth). There exists a quasi-static crack growth t →
(u(t),K(t)) with respect to the boundary condition g such that, up to a subsequence, we have

Kn(t) σ-converges to K(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ] as n→ ∞, (2.19)

and for each t ∈ [0, T ] there exists a t-dependent subsequence (nk)k such that

unk
(t) AC-converges to u(t) as k → ∞. (2.20)

Moreover, for all t ∈ [0, T ] we have

En(un(t), (ujn)j<k(t)) → E(u(t),K(t)) as n→ ∞, (2.21)

where for each n the (n-dependent) index k(t) is chosen such that t ∈ [t
k(t)
n , t

k(t)+1
n ).

Remark 2.3. (i) In addition to the convergence of the energy in (2.21), it holds a separate convergence of
suitably defined elastic and crack energies, see (4.29).

(ii) Besides the AC-convergence stated in (2.20), also strong convergence of derivatives for suitably
defined jump interpolations introduced in Section 3.2 holds. We refer to Lemma 3.7 for details.

(iii) Note that the exact choice of the threshold R does not affect the limiting densities Φ and ϕ
in (2.13). However, due to the memory variable on the atomistic level, the limiting quasi-static crack
evolution might be sensitive to the choice of R.

The proof of this result is given in the next three sections and is structured as follows. In Section 3, we
reformulate our problem in terms of the triangles of the lattice, introduce a suitable notion of elastic and
crack energy on the atomistic level, and define auxiliary interpolations. We also introduce the necessary
notions of convergence for crack sets, and prove some preliminary results on compactness and lower
semicontinuity. Subsequently, Section 4 contains the proof of Theorem 2.2. The most technical part
consists in verifying a global stability property, which will be analyzed in detail in Section 5.

3. Preliminaries

In this section we collect some preliminaries that are needed for our analysis. First, we will reformulate
the energy (2.8) in terms of triangles and introduce an alternative interpolation for atomistic displacements
that exhibits jumps relating to the ’atomistic crack set’ defined in (2.12). We also recall compactness
results for discrete displacements and lower semicontinuity results for elastic energies which are essentially
adaptations of statements in [35]. Eventually, we recall two types of convergence of sets and discuss their
main properties.

3.1. Reformulation of the energy in terms of triangles. We consider the set of all triangles Tn and
the piecewise affine interpolation ṽn : Ωn → R of an atomistic displacement vn : Ln(Ω) → R introduced
below (2.18). We also recall the set V = {v1,v2,v2 − v1}, representing the three directions of the
triangular lattice. The gradient ∇ṽn is constant on each △ ∈ Tn, and for convenience we denote this value
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by (vn)△ ∈ R2. The rescaled distance between the two atoms x, x′ ∈ Ln(Ω) in the deformed configuration
can then be expressed by

ε−1/2
n |vn(x) − vn(x

′)| = ε1/2n

∣

∣

∣
(vn)△ · x− x′

εn

∣

∣

∣
= ε1/2n |(vn)△ · v| ,

where v ∈ V is the unit vector parallel to x − x′. In fact, we can find a pair (△,v) ∈ Tn × V , which
unambiguously corresponds to a nearest-neighbor pair {x, x′}. More precisely, there is a surjective map-
ping Ξ : Tn × V × {−1, 1} → NNn(Ω), where Ξ(△,v, s) is given by the unique pair (x, x′) ∈ NNn(Ω)
such that x, x′ are vertices of △ and x − x′ = sv. Note, however, except for springs at ∂Ωn, each pair
(x, x′) ∈ NNn(Ω) is associated to two different triangles.

Next, we express the memory variable in terms of (△,v) ∈ Tn × V . To this end, given the time

discretization {0 = t0n < t1n < · · · < t
T/δn
n = T } of the interval [0, T ] with step size δn, we suppose that

for tkn ∈ [0, T ] the displacements (ujn)j<k at previous time steps (tjn)j<k have already been found. Then,
recalling (2.7), we define

Mk,v
n,△ :=M εn

x,x′((u
j
n)j<k) = ε−1/2

n sup
j<k

|ujn(x) − ujn(x
′)| . (3.1)

In the sequel, we frequently need to keep track of the memory variable including competitors in the next
time step. To this end, for an arbitrary displacement vn : Ln(Ω) → R we define

Mk,v
n,△(vn) :=Mk,v

n,△ ∨ ε1/2n |(vn)△ · v| (3.2)

which includes the impact of vn on the spring in △ pointing in direction v ∈ V into the memory variable.
We now use this to define the notion of a ’broken triangle’. We regard a triangle △ ∈ Tn as ‘broken’

if at least one edge has been “broken”, i.e., stretched above the threshold R. This means, for a given
displacement history (ujn)j<k and an arbitrary displacement vn : Ln(Ω) → R, we define

Ckn :=
{

△ ∈ Tn : Mk,v
n,△ > R for at least one v ∈ V

}

,

Ckn(vn) :=
{

△ ∈ Tn : Mk,v
n,△(vn) > R for at least one v ∈ V

}

. (3.3)

Note that, whenever a triangle is not broken, i.e., △ /∈ Ckn(vn), we have by (3.2) that

|(vn)△| =
(

|(vn)△ · v1|2 + |(vn)△ · 1√
3
(v2 + v3)|2

)1/2 ≤ 2Rε−1/2
n . (3.4)

Now, we can express the energy (2.8) at time tkn in terms of triangles and their corresponding edges. In
fact, we can separate the ‘broken’ triangles Ckn(vn) from the ‘intact triangles’ Tn \ Ckn(vn), and obtain

En(vn; (ujn)j<k) =
εn
2

∑

△∈Tn\Ck
n(vn)

∑

v∈V
Ψ(ε1/2n |(vn)△ · v|) +

εn
2

∑

△∈Ck
n(vn)

∑

v∈V
Mk,v

n,△(vn)≤R

Ψ(ε1/2n |(vn)△ · v|)+

+
εn
2

∑

△∈Ck
n(vn)

∑

v∈V
Mk,v

n,△(vn)>R

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(vn)) + Ek,bdyn (vn),

(3.5)
where Ek,bdyn contains the energy contributions of nearest-neighbor pairs (x, x′) that are part of only one
triangle and consequently only reflected with a prefactor 1/2 in the other terms of (3.5). More precisely,
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we have

Ek,bdyn (vn) =
εn
2

∑

(x,x′)∈NNn(Ω),
x,x′∈∂Ωn

Eεnx,x′(vn, (u
j
n)j<k), (3.6)

where we recall the definition in (2.18). Note that the prefactor 1
2 appears again, because in the above

sums all springs that do not lie at the boundary are counted twice, being associated to two different
triangles. For lower bounds, we can ignore Ebdy

n as it is clearly nonnegative. For upper bounds, however,
we will need to show explicity that the term vanishes in the limit n→ ∞, see Theorem 4.7 for details.

From now on, we simplify the notation in the following sense, whenever no confusion arises: instead of
writing △ ∈ T ′

n below sums for a subset T ′
n ⊂ Tn, we simply write T ′

n indicating that the sum is taken

over all triangles in T ′
n. In a similar fashion, in sums over V involving Mk,v

n,△(vn), we do not include v ∈ V
in the notation.

In (3.5), we have split the energy in terms of intact and broken triangles. We further split the broken
triangles in a crack part, which will lead to jumps in the limiting description as n→ ∞, and a remainder
term. First, we choose a sequence of diverging thresholds (Rn)n satisfying

Rn → +∞ and R3/2
n ε1/4n → 0, (3.7)

and consider the set of triangles

Ck,Ln (vn) := {△ ∈ Ckn(vn) : Mk,v
n,△(vn) > 2Rn for at least one v ∈ V}. (3.8)

Here, the supercript L indicates that the memory variable is ‘large’. By elementary geometry this implies

Mk,v
n,△(vn) > Rn for at least two v ∈ V , and we split the set into

Ck,Ln (vn) = Ck,2n (vn) ∪̇ Ck,3n (vn) , (3.9)

corresponding to triangles where exactly two or three v ∈ V satisfy Mk,v
n,△(vn) > Rn. Then, we can write

En(vn; (ujn)j<k) = Ek,elan (vn) + Ek,cran (vn) + Ek,remn (vn) + Ek,bdyn (vn), (3.10)

where Ek,bdyn is defined in (3.6), and we set

Ek,elan (vn) =
εn
2

∑

Tn\Ck
n(vn)

∑

v∈V
Ψ(ε1/2n |(vn)△ · v|),

Ek,cran (vn) =
εn
2

∑

Ck,L
n (vn)

∑

Mk,v
n,△(vn)>Rn

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(vn)),

Ek,remn (vn) =
εn
2

∑

Ck
n(vn)

(

∑

R<Mk,v
n,△

(vn)≤Rn

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(vn)) +

∑

Mk,v
n,△

(vn)≤R

Ψ(ε1/2n |(vn)△ · v|)
)

+
εn
2

∑

Ck
n(vn)\C

k,L
n (vn)

∑

Mk,v
n,△

(vn)>Rn

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(vn)). (3.11)

We will see that the contributions of the remainder term Ek,remn (vn) will eventually vanish in the limit
n→ ∞. Still, from a technical point of view, we need delicate arguments to control its contribution in all
estimates below. Our next goal is to rewrite the elastic energy Ek,elan (vn) and the crack energy Ek,cran (vn)
as an integral functional which will allow us to apply lower semicontinuity results in Sobolev and SBV
spaces. This will be achieved by introducing a jump interpolation which is inspired by the one introduced
in [35].



ATOMISTIC-TO-CONTINUUM CONVERGENCE FOR QUASI-STATIC CRACK GROWTH 12

vβ vα

vγ

V α△
hα△

vβ vα

vγ

△mid△α △β

△γ

Figure 2. The first picture shows the sets V α
△

and hα
△
which are used for the definition

of Kk,i
n . The second one depicts the subdivision of a triangle into sub-triangles.

3.2. Jump interpolation and representation of the energy. We now define (three versions of) a
‘crack set’ related to Ck,Ln (vn). To this end, as before, given △ ∈ Tn and α, β, γ = 1, 2, 3 pairwise distinct,
we let hα

△
denote the segment in △ between the centers of the both sides in direction vβ and vγ , see

Figure 1. Note that hα
△

is parallel to vα. We define the set V α
△

= hβ△ ∪ hγ△, see Figure 2, and for each
i = 1, 2, 3, we let

Kk,i
n (vn) :=

⋃

△∈Ck,3
n (vn)

V i
△

∪
⋃

△∈Ck,2
n (vn)

h△, Kk,L
n (vn) :=

⋃3

i=1
Kk,i
n (vn), (3.12)

where for each △ ∈ Ck,2n (vn) we choose h△ = hm
△
, where m is the unique index with Mk,vm

n,△ (vn) ≤ Rn.
The reason for using three different variants lies in the derivation of a lower semicontinuity result for the
length of the sets, and follows the ideas in [35]. Note carefully that on triangles △ ∈ Ck,2n (vn) all variants
of Kk,i

n (vn) coincide.

Remark 3.1. Recalling (2.12), one can check that the solution ukn at time step tkn, see (2.10), fulfills

Kk,L
n (ukn) ⊂ Kn(t) for t ∈ [tkn, t

k+1
n ) ,

and the difference of the sets is due to the triangles △ ∈ Ckn(ukn) where the numbers µkn,△ = #{v ∈
V : Mk,v

n,△(ukn) > R} and νkn,△ = #{v ∈ V : Mk,v
n,△(ukn) > Rn} differ. Indeed, if µkn,△ = νkn,△ = 3, then both

Kn(t) and Kk,L
n (ukn) coincide with

⋃3
i=1 h

i
△

on △. If µkn,△ = νkn,△ = 2, then there exists one spring in

direction vi such that Mk,vi

n,△ (ukn) ≤ R, and both Kn(t) and K
k,L
n (ukn) coincide with hi

△
on △. Along the

proof, we will see that the difference of Kn(t) and K
k,L
n (ukn) is asymptotically vanishing for n→ ∞.

We now introduce a jump interpolation v̂kn : Ωn → R, that exhibits jumps on triangles △ ∈ Ckn(vn) and
leaves ṽn unchanged on Tn \ Ckn(vn). On Tn \ Ckn(vn), we simply set v̂kn = ṽn. Next, we consider triangles
△ ∈ Ck,Ln (vn). We divide △ in four equilateral sub-triangles, where we denote by △α the triangle that is

formed by taking hα
△
as one side, and the middle triangle with sides hα

△
, hβ△, and h

γ
△ is denoted by △mid,

see Figure 2. Now, if △ ∈ Ck,3n (vn), we define v̂
k
n such that v̂kn = vn on the three vertices of △ and ∇v̂kn ≡ 0

on
⋃3
i=1 △i, see Figure 3. On △mid, let v̂

k
n be constant, attaining an arbitrary value. For △ ∈ Ck,2n (vn),

assuming Mk,vα

n,△ (vn) ≤ Rn, we define v̂kn in such a way that v̂kn is continuous on int(△) \ hα
△
, ∇v̂kn ≡ 0 in

△, and v̂kn coincides with vn on two of the vertices, see Figure 4 (we choose one of the two options.) For
△ ∈ Ckn(vn) \ Ck,Ln (vn), we define v̂kn such that v̂kn is constant on int(△) and coincides with vn in one of
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vβ

vγ

vα

x′

x′′

x

vβ

vγ

vα

x′

x′′

x

Figure 3. Construction of v̂kn for a triangle △ ∈ Ck,3n (vn) with three broken springs.

vβ

vγ

vα

hα△

x′

x′′

x

vβ

vγ

vα

hα△h
α
△

x′

x′′

x

or
vβ

vγ

vα

h△

x′

x′′

x

Figure 4. Construction of v̂kn in a triangle △ ∈ Ck,2n (vn) with M
k,vα

n,△ (vn) ≤ Rn.

the three vertices (we choose one of the three options). Note that the interpolation exhibits jumps also
at the boundary of broken triangles, both on Ck,Ln (vn) and on Ckn(vn) \ Ck,Ln (vn). We cover this set by

Kk,S
n (vn) :=

⋃

Ck
n(vn)

∂△, (3.13)

where we use the superscript S to indicate that, as we will see in Remark 3.3 below, the jump height on
this set is small. We also observe that, in view of (3.4), we have

‖∇v̂kn‖∞ ≤ 2Rε−1/2
n . (3.14)

In fact, either ∇v̂kn = 0, namely on broken triangles, or we have ∇v̂kn = (vn)△ constant on a triangle △.
We can now use this interpolation to obtain a convenient representation of the elastic energy. By the

construction of v̂kn, we can take the sum over all Tn in the elastic energy, see (3.11), and write this term
as an integral over Ωn. Precisely, we have

Ek,elan (vn) =
4√
3εn

ˆ

Ωn

1

2

∑

v∈V
Ψ(ε1/2n |∇v̂kn(x) · v|) dx =

ˆ

Ωn

Ψcell
n (∇v̂kn(x)) dx , (3.15)

where we used that the area of each triangle is
√
3
4 ε

2
n and we defined the cell energy density Ψcell

n by

Ψcell
n (z) :=

2√
3εn

∑

v∈V
Ψ
(

ε1/2n |z · v|
)

for all z ∈ R
2. (3.16)

Concerning the crack energy defined in (3.11), a crucial point in our analysis is the characterization
of Ek,cran (vn) in terms of the sets Kk,i

n (vn) introduced in (3.12). To formulate this relation, we define
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ϕα(ν) := (|vβ ·ν|+ |vγ ·ν|) for α, β, γ ∈ {1, 2, 3} pairwise distinct and for ν ∈ S1. Also recall the definition
of κ in (iv).

Proposition 3.2. There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that, for given displacements (ujn)j<k
and an arbitrary vn : Ln(Ω) → R, the crack energy Ek,cran (vn) satisfies

∣

∣

∣
Ek,cran (vn)−

κ√
3

3
∑

i=1

ˆ

Kk,i
n (vn)

ϕi(νK) dH1
∣

∣

∣
≤ C|κ−Ψ(Rn)|εn#Ck,Ln (vn), (3.17)

where νK denotes a unit normal to Kk,i
n (vn).

Remark 3.3. (i) In view of (3.7) and the properties of Ψ, the right-hand side of (3.17) will vanish for
n→ ∞ as we will indeed have a bound on #Ckn(vn) of the order ε−1

n .
(ii) One can check that the interpolation v̂kn and the crack set are related in the sense that S(v̂kn) ⊂
Kk,L
n (vn) ∪Kk,S

n (vn) with

|[v̂kn(x)]| ≤ Cε1/2n Rn for all x ∈ Kk,S
n (vn). (3.18)

Indeed, the inclusion follows directly from the construction of v̂kn. Property (3.18) can be derived by
using the continuity of v̂kn at (some of) the vertices of the triangles along with (3.14), and the fact that
for every pair x, x′ ∈ △ such that the segment between x and x′ does not intersect Kk,L

n (vn) we have

ε
−1/2
n |vn(x)− vn(x

′)| ≤ 2Rn, see (3.8).

(iii) The choice in (3.7) also shows that Rnε
1/2
n → 0 and hence (3.18) implies that the jumps in Kk,S

n

are asymptotically of vanishing height. (This is the reason why this set is indicated with label ‘small’,
see below (3.13).) Therefore, these jumps, artificially introduced by our interpolation, will not affect the
continuum limit.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. The proof consists in showing that

Gk,cran (vn) := κ
εn
2

(

2#Ck,2n (vn) + 3#Ck,3n (vn)
)

=
κ√
3

3
∑

i=1

ˆ

Kk,i
n (vn)

ϕi(νK) dH1 . (3.19)

Recalling (3.9), (3.11), and (ii’), the statement then follows from the fact that

Ek,cran (vn) ≥ Ψ(Rn)
εn
2

(

2#Ck,2n (vn) + 3#Ck,3n (vn)
)

,

and therefore

|Gk,cran (vn)− Ek,cran (vn)| ≤ C|κ−Ψ(Rn)|εn#Ck,Ln (vn).

To show (3.19), we will consider the sets Ck,2n (vn) and Ck,3n (vn) separately.
Firstly, consider △ ∈ Ck,3n (vn). As before, we denote by hα

△
the segment between the midpoints of the

sides in directions vβ ,vγ ∈ V for pairwise distinct α, β, γ ∈ {1, 2, 3}. We express the contribution inside
△ as an integral. Recall that H1(hα

△
) = εn

2 for all α = 1, 2, 3, and note that for the normal να of hα
△

we

have |vα · να| = 0, and |vβ · να| = |vγ · να| =
√
3
2 . Given α = 1, 2, 3, the set hβ△ ∪ hγ△ = V α

△
is exactly the

part of Kk,α
n (vn) inside △. Denoting the normal to Kk,α

n (vn) again by νK , we can rewrite

3

2
=

1√
3εn

3
∑

α=1

ˆ

Kk,α
n (vn)∩int(△)

(|vβ · νK |+ |vγ · νK |) dH1 =
1√
3εn

3
∑

α=1

ˆ

Kk,α
n (vn)∩int(△)

ϕα(νK) dH1 .

(3.20)
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Now consider △ ∈ Ck,2n (vn). We choose vm ∈ V with Mk,vm

n,△ (vn) ≤ Rn. Then, by construction Kk,α
n (vn)∩

int(△) coincides with hm
△

for each α = 1, 2, 3. Therefore, we have H1(Kk,α
n (vn) ∩ int(△)) = εn

2 for

α = 1, 2, 3 and, since |νK · vm| = 0 and |νK · vα| =
√
3
2 for α ∈ {1, 2, 3} \ {m}, we can check that

1√
3εn

3
∑

α=1

ˆ

Kk,α
n (vn)∩int(△)

ϕα(νK) dH1 =
1√
3εn

3
∑

α=1

ˆ

Kk,α
n (vn)∩int(△)

(|vβ · νK |+ |vγ · νK |) dH1 = 1.

(3.21)

Collecting (3.20)–(3.21) we find (3.19). �

3.3. Compactness and lower semicontinuity of elastic energies. In this subsection, we present a
compactness result for sequences with bounded energy En (see (3.5)) with respect to the notion of AC-
convergence introduced in Definition 2.1. Afterwards, we present a lower semicontinuity result for the
elastic energy. We start with elementary properties of Ψcell

n defined in (3.16) and Φ given in (2.14).

Lemma 3.4 (Properties of Ψcell
n ). (i) There exists a function ω : R2 → R with ω(y)

|y|2 → 0 for |y| → 0 such

that

Ψcell
n (y) = Φ(y) + ε−1

n ω
(

ε1/2n y
)

for all y ∈ R
2 and all n ∈ N .

(ii) Let r > 0. Then, there exists a constant cr > 0 depending on r such that for all n ∈ N we have

cr|y|2 ≤ Ψcell
n (y), cr|y| ≤ |DΨcell

n (y)| for all y ∈ R
2 with |y| ≤ rε−1/2

n .

(iii) Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all n ∈ N we have

|Ψcell
n (y)| ≤ C|y|2, |DΨcell

n (y)| ≤ C |y| for all y ∈ R
2.

(iv) For each M > 0 and sequences (y1n)n, (y
2
n)n ⊂ R2 with |y1n| ≤ M , |y2n| ≤ M , and |y1n − y2n| → 0, it

holds that |DΨcell
n (y1n)−DΨcell

n (y2n)| → 0 as n→ ∞.

Proof. We start with a preliminary computation. Recalling the definition Ψ(s) = W (
√
1 + s2) for s ∈ R

and the fact that W is minimized at 1 with W (1) = 0 and limrց1W
′(r) = µ, a Taylor expansion yields

Ψ(s) =W
(

√

1 + s2
)

=W (1) + µ
s2

2
+O(s3) , (3.22)

as s→ 0, and similarly

Ψ′(s) = µ s+O(s2) . (3.23)

Thus, by (3.22) there exists η > 0 such that

Ψ(s) ≥ µ

4
s2, Ψ′(s) ≥ µ

2
s for all s ∈ R with |s| ≤ η . (3.24)

First, putting together (3.22) and (3.16), we get

Ψcell
n (y) :=

µ√
3

∑

v∈V
|y · v|2 + ε−1

n

∑

v∈V
O
(

(ε1/2n |y · v|)3
)

, (3.25)

and thus (i) is an immediate consequence of the definition of Φ in (2.14).

We now come to the proof of (ii). Recalling that v1 = (1, 0)T , v2 = (12 ,
√
3
2 ), and v3 = (− 1

2 ,
√
3
2 ) we

calculate for each y ∈ R
2

y21 = |y · v1|2, y22 =
1

3
|y · (v2 + v3)|2 ≤ 2

3

(

|y · v2|2 + |y · v3|2
)

,
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which yields |y|2 ≤ C(|y · v1|2 + |y · v2|2 + |y · v3|2) for a constant C > 0.

Now let y ∈ R2 with |y| ≤ rε
−1/2
n . Without restriction we assume that η ≤ r and set y′ = η

r y. We then

have |ε1/2n y′ · vi| ≤ η for all i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, which by (3.24) yields |ε1/2n y′ · vi|2 ≤ CΨ(|ε1/2n y′ · vi|) for a
constant C > 0. Then, the previous estimate along with the definition of Ψcell

n gives us

|y′|2 ≤ Cε−1
n (|ε1/2n y′ · v1|2 + |ε1/2n y′ · v2|2 + |ε1/2n y′ · v3|2) ≤ CΨcell

n (y′) ≤ CΨcell
n (y) ,

where the last step follows from the fact that Ψ is increasing, see (ii’). This shows the first part of (ii)
for a constant depending on r. The second part of (ii) can be shown along similar lines, using the second
estimate in (3.24).

Now, we prove (iii). We compute

DΨcell
n (y) =

2√
3
ε−1/2
n

∑

v∈V
Ψ′(ε1/2n |y · v|

) y · v
|y · v| v (3.26)

for all y ∈ R
2. Thus, using (3.23), there exist C > 0 and η > 0 such that |DΨcell

n (y)| ≤ C|y| for all y ∈ R
2

with |y| ≤ ηε
−1/2
n . If instead ηε

−1/2
n < |y|, we can use Ψ′ ∈ L∞([0,∞)) by the Lipschitz continuity of Ψ

to derive that
|DΨcell

n (y)| ≤ Cε−1/2
n = C(|y|−1ε−1/2

n )|y| ≤ C|y|.
The bound on Ψcell

n follows in a similar way, using (3.16), (3.25), and Ψ ∈ L∞([0,∞)). Eventually, (iv)
follows directly from (3.23) and (3.26). This concludes the proof. �

We now proceed with the compactness result.

Proposition 3.5 (Compactness). Let (vn)n be a sequence of displacements with vn ∈ A(gn) for a se-
quence of boundary conditions (gn)n such that gn AC-converges to some g ∈ W 2,∞(Ω). For each n ∈ N,
let (ujn)j<kn be a displacement history for kn ∈ N depending on n. Suppose that En(vn; (ujn)j<kn) +
‖ṽn‖L∞(Ωn) ≤M for some M > 0. Then, there exists C > 0 only depending on M such that

#Cknn (vn) ≤
C

εn
and H1(S(v̂knn )) ≤ C . (3.27)

Moreover, there exists a function v ∈ SBV 2(Ω) with v = g on Ω \ U such that, up to a subsequence (not
relabeled), vn AC-converges to v and for the jump interpolations v̂knn we have

χΩn v̂
kn
n → v in L1(Ω) and χΩn∇v̂knn ⇀ ∇v in L2(Ω;R2) . (3.28)

Proof. For convenience, we simply write k in place of kn in the proof. In view of (3.5) and (ii’), we have
εn
2

#Ckn(vn)Ψ(R) ≤ En(vn; (ujn)j<kn) ≤M < +∞ .

Hence, there exists some C > 0 such that for all εn > 0 it holds that

#Ckn(vn) ≤
C

εn
.

Recalling that by construction v̂kn jumps only on triangles△ ∈ Ckn(vn) and we always have S(v̂kn)∩△ ≤ 9
2εn,

we conclude the proof of (3.27). The bound (3.14) along with Lemma 3.4(ii) for r = 2R and (3.15) shows

‖∇v̂kn‖2L2(Ωn)
=

ˆ

Ωn

|∇v̂kn(x)|2 dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ωn

Ψcell
n (∇v̂kn(x)) dx = C Ek,elan (vn) ≤ CM.

Thus, by assumption on vn and (3.27) we derive

‖∇v̂kn‖L2(Ωn) +H1(S(v̂kn)) + ‖v̂kn‖L∞(Ωn) ≤ C for all n ∈ N.
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Moreover, as Ω is a Lipschitz set, one can check that supnH1(∂Ωn) < +∞. Thus, we can apply Ambrosio’s
compactness theorem for SBV functions [5, Theorem 4.8] to obtain a function v ∈ SBV 2(Ω) such that
χΩn v̂

k
n → v in L1(Ω) and χΩn∇v̂kn ⇀ ∇v weakly in L2(Ω;R2).

By L2(
⋃

Ck
n(vn)

△) ≤
√
3
4 ε

2
n#Ckn(vn), (3.27), the bound on ‖ṽn‖L∞(Ωn), and the fact that ṽn = v̂kn

on Ωn \ ⋃

Ck
n(vn)

△, we eventually also get χΩn ṽn → v in L1(Ω), i.e., vn AC-converges to v. Since gn

AC-converges to g and vn ∈ A(gn), we conclude the proof by observing v = g on Ω \ U . �

Now, we prove a lower semicontinuity result for the elastic energy.

Lemma 3.6 (Lower semicontinuity). Let (vn)n be a sequence of displacements with displacement history
(ujn)j<kn for kn ∈ N, satisfying En(vn; (ujn)j<kn) + ‖ṽn‖L∞(Ωn) ≤ M for some M > 0. Denote by

v ∈ SBV 2(Ω) the AC-limit given in Proposition 3.5. Then, we have

lim inf
n→∞

Ekn,elan (vn) ≥
ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇v) dx .

Proof. For convenience, we again simply write k in place of kn. Let ω be the function from Lemma 3.4(i)

satisfying ω(y)
|y|2 → 0 for |y| → 0. Then, by (3.15), by Lemma 3.4(i), and the fact that Φ is homogeneous of

degree 2, we have

Ek,elan (vn) =

ˆ

Ωn

Ψcell
n (∇v̂kn(x)) dx =

ˆ

Ωn

(

Φ(∇v̂kn) +
1

εn
ω(ε1/2n ∇v̂kn)

)

dx.

Consider the function χn(x) := χ
[0,ε

−1/4
n )

(|∇v̂kn(x)|) and note by (3.28) that for n → ∞ we have χn → 1

in measure on Ω. In particular, we can estimate

Ek,elan (vn) ≥
ˆ

Ωn

χn(x)
(

Φ(∇v̂kn(x)) +
1

εn
ω(ε1/2n ∇v̂kn(x))

)

dx .

Note that we can express the second part of the integrand as

χn(x)
1

εn
ω(ε1/2n ∇v̂kn) = χn(x)|∇v̂kn|2

ω(ε
1/2
n ∇v̂kn)

|ε1/2n ∇v̂kn|2
.

By definition of ω and χn we deduce that χn(x)
ω(ε1/2n ∇v̂kn)

|ε1/2n ∇v̂kn|2
converges uniformly to 0. Since by (3.28) we

have ‖∇v̂kn‖L2(Ωn) ≤ C, this yields
ˆ

Ωn

χn(x)
1

εn
ω(ε1/2n ∇v̂kn) dx→ 0 as n→ ∞ .

Since χΩn∇v̂kn ⇀ ∇v weakly in L2(Ω;R2), we have χnχΩn∇v̂kn ⇀ ∇v weakly in L2(Ω;R2). Because Φ
defined in (2.14) is convex with Φ(0) = 0, we get

lim inf
n→∞

Ek,elan (vn) = lim inf
n→∞

ˆ

Ωn

χnΦ(∇v̂kn) dx ≥
ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇v) dx . (3.29)

This concludes the proof. �

Now, we will show that the lower semicontinuity result along with energy convergence implies strong
convergence. For this we follow a standard argument, see e.g. [24, 47, 48] or [2, 37] for results in the
context of fracture. More precisely, we have the following.
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Lemma 3.7 (Strong convergence). Assume the setting of Lemma 3.6. If we have

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ωn

Ψcell
n (∇v̂knn ) dx = lim

n→∞
Ekn,elan (vn) =

ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇v) dx, (3.30)

then we deduce

χΩn∇v̂knn → ∇v strongly in L2(Ω;R2) . (3.31)

Proof. As before, we simply write k in place of kn. We first check that hn := |χΩn∇v̂kn|2 is equi-integrable
on Ω. If not, we would have

lim
M→∞

lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

{hn>M}
hn dx ≥ η

for some η > 0. By a diagonal argument we then find a sequence Mn → ∞ with Mn ≤ ε−1
n such that

lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

{hn>Mn}
hn dx ≥ η .

With χ̄n := χ{hn≤Mn}, we have χ̄n → 1 a.e. on Ω by (3.28). Then, repeating the lower semicontuinuity
proof in (3.29) and using Lemma 3.4(ii) together with (3.14) we get

lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

Ωn

Ψcell
n (∇v̂kn) dx ≥ lim inf

n→∞

ˆ

Ωn

χ̄nΨ
cell
n (∇v̂kn) dx + lim sup

n→∞

ˆ

Ωn

(1− χ̄n)c|∇v̂kn|2 dx

≥
ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇v) dx + cη.

This, however, contradicts (3.30) and shows that (hn)n is equi-integrable. As in the previous proof, we
define χn(x) = χ

[0,ε
−1/4
n )

(|∇v̂kn(x)|). Then, the equi-integrability and Lemma 3.4(iii) yield

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ωn

(1− χn(x))Ψ
cell
n (∇v̂kn) dx = 0, lim

n→∞

ˆ

Ωn

(1 − χn(x))Φ(∇v̂kn) dx = 0 .

Along with Lemma 3.4(i) this shows
∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ωn

Ψcell
n (∇v̂kn) dx−

ˆ

Ωn

Φ(∇v̂kn) dx
∣

∣

∣
→ 0

and thus, again by (3.30),

lim
n→∞

ˆ

Ω

χΩnΦ(∇v̂kn) dx =

ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇v) dx . (3.32)

Now, since Φ is strictly convex and homogeneous of degree 2, see (2.14), there exists a constant c > 0
such that y 7→ Φ(y)− c|y|2 is convex. Hence, we can estimate by (3.32)

lim inf
n→∞

ˆ

Ωn

−c|∇v̂kn|2 dx = lim inf
n→∞

ˆ

Ωn

(

Φ(∇v̂kn)− c|∇v̂kn|2 − Φ(∇v̂kn)
)

dx

≥
ˆ

Ω

(

Φ(∇v)− c|∇v|2
)

dx −
ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇v) dx = −
ˆ

Ω

c|∇v|2dx .

This implies lim supn→∞ ‖∇v̂kn‖L2(Ωn) ≤ ‖∇v‖L2(Ω). Since L
2(Ω;R2) is a uniformly convex Banach space,

we can apply [17, Proposition 3.32] to infer that (3.31) holds. �
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3.4. Convergence of sets. After we have discussed compactness of displacement fields and corresponding
lower semicontinuity results for elastic energies in Subsection 3.3, this section is devoted to results for crack
sets. We start by recalling the notion of σ-convergence introduced in [40].

We denote by A(Ω) all open subsets of Ω and define the family of sets with finite perimeter in Ω by

P (Ω) := {v ∈ SBV (Ω): u(x) ∈ {0, 1} for a.e. x ∈ Ω} .
For a sequence (Kn)n∈N of rectifiable sets in Ω, we consider the functionals H−

n : P (Ω)×A(Ω) → R defined
by

H−
n (u,A) = H1

(

(S(u) \Kn) ∩A
)

.

Following [3, Theorem 3.2], we assume that for every A ∈ A(Ω), H−
n (·, A) Γ-converges with respect to the

strong topology of L1(Ω) to a functional H−(·, A), which by [9, Theorem 3] is of the form

H−(u,A) :=

ˆ

S(u)∩A
h−(x, ν) dx

for some function h− : Ω× S1 → [0,∞).

Definition 3.8 (σ-convergence). Let (Kn)n∈N be a sequence of rectifiable sets in Ω. We say that Kn

σ-converges to K if the functionals H−
n Γ-converge in the strong topology of L1(Ω) to the functional H−,

and K is the (unique) rectifiable set K in Ω such that

h−(x, νK(x)) = 0 for H1-a.e. x ∈ K,

and such that for every rectifiable set H ⊂ Ω we have

h−(x, νH(x)) = 0 for H1-a.e. x ∈ H ⇒ H ⊂̃K.

Unfortunately, we cannot employ this notion in our setting, but in view of the definitions in (3.12) and
(3.13), we have to deal with two parts of the jump set

Kk,L
n (vn) =

⋃

i=1,2,3

Kk,i
n (vn) and Kk,S

n (vn) =
⋃

Ck
n(vn)

∂△, (3.33)

where intuitively only Kk,L
n (vn) should contribute to the crack in the continuum limit whereas Kk,S

n (vn)
should not affect it, see the comment in Remark 3.3(iii). To solve this issue, we introduce another jump
interpolation which only exhibits discontinuities on Kk,L

n (vn) and invoke the notion of σp-convergence,
introduced in [22], where p stands for the integrability of the absolutely continuous parts of derivatives.
In the following, we say that vj → v weakly in SBV p(Ω) if vj , v ∈ SBV p(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω), vj → v a.e. in Ω,
∇vj ⇀ ∇v weakly in Lp(Ω;R2), and ‖vj‖∞ +H1(S(vj)) is uniformly bounded in j.

Definition 3.9 (σp-convergence). Let (Kn)n∈N be a sequence of rectifiable sets in Ω. We say that Kn

σp-converges to K ⊂ Ω in Ω if H1(Kn) is uniformly bounded in n and if the following is satisfied:

(i) If a sequence (vj)j ⊂ SBV p(Ω) with vj → v weakly in SBV p(Ω) fulfills S(vj) ⊂̃Knj for some
sequence nj → ∞, then S(v) ⊂̃K.

(ii) There exists a function v ∈ SBV p(Ω) and a sequence (vn)n that converges weakly to v in SBV p(Ω)
such that S(vn) ⊂̃Kn for each n ∈ N and K =̃S(v), where =̃ stands for equality up to an H1-
negligible set.

Remark 3.10. (a) The σp-limit of any sequence is always rectifiable since S(u) is rectifiable for each
u ∈ SBV (Ω).
(b) Note that σ-convergence is invariant under perturbations with vanishing H1-measure, i.e, given (Γn)n
and (Γ∗

n)n withH1(Γ∗
n) → 0, the σ-limits of (Γn)n and (Γn∪Γ∗

n)n, if existent, coincide, see [40, Remark 5.2].
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The same property for σp convergence does not hold in general, see [40, Remark 5.10].
(c) If Γn and Γ′

n σp-converge to Γ and Γ′ and Γn ⊂ Γ′
n for all n ∈ N, then it follows Γ ⊂ Γ′, see [22,

Remark 4.2].
(d) Note that the σ-limit of a sequence always contains its σp-limit, see [40, Corollary 5.9]. The opposite
inclusion is false. See [40, Remark 5.10] for an example, where the σp-limit is strictly contained in the
σ-limit.

In the following, we need the compactness and lower semicontinuity properties of σp-convergence proved
in [22, Theorems 4.3, 4.7, and 4.8].

Theorem 3.11. Let p ∈ (1,∞). Let t 7→ Γn(t) be a sequence of increasing set functions defined on an
interval I ⊂ R with values contained in Ω, i.e., Γ(s) ⊂ Γ(t) ⊂ Ω for every s, t ∈ I with s < t. Assume
that H1(Γn(t)) is bounded uniformly with respect to n and t. Then, there exist a subsequence (Γnk

)k and
an increasing set function t 7→ Γ(t) on I such that for every t ∈ I we have:

(a) Γnk
(t) → Γ(t) in the sense of σp-convergence.

(b) Let ϕ : R2 → [0,∞) be a norm on R2. Then, we have
ˆ

Γ(t)

ϕ(νΓ) dH1(s) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

ˆ

Γnk
(t)

ϕ(νΓnk
) dH1 ,

where νΓ and νΓnk
denote measure-theoretic unit normals to Γ(t) and Γnk

(t), respectively.

Remark 3.12. The same two properties (a) and (b) also hold for σ-convergence in place of σp-convergence,
see [40, Propositions 5.3 and 5.7].

Recall (3.33). The essential point for us will be the following property.

Proposition 3.13 (σ3/2-limit of crack set). Let (vn)n be a sequence of atomistic displacements and,
for each n ∈ N, let (ujn)j<kn be a displacement history for kn ∈ N depending on n. Suppose that

En(vn; (ujn)j<kn) + ‖ṽn‖L∞(Ωn) ≤ M for some M > 0. Assume that Kkn,L
n (vn) σ

3/2-converges to K

and that vn AC-converges to some v ∈ SBV 2(Ω). Then, we have S(v) ⊂̃K.

Remark 3.14. (i) The gist is that the limit is taken with respect to Kkn,L
n (vn), i.e., only with respect to

the part of the crack set which should be relevant for the continuum limit. Note that the result is not an
immediate consequence of (i) in the definition of σp-convergence as S(v̂knn ) is not contained in Kkn,L

n (vn),
cf. Remark 3.3(ii).

(ii) Note that the choice p = 3/2 is for definiteness only and could be replaced by any 1 < p < 2.
Later we see that along the evolution the σ-limit and the σp-limit coincide, see Step 5 in the proof of
Theorem 2.2.

Proof. For convenience, we drop the dependency of k on n in the proof and simply write k in place of kn.
The idea is to construct an interpolation v̄n : Ωn → R of vn : Ln(Ωn) → R such that

(1) S(v̄n) ⊂ Kk,L
n (vn),

(2) χΩn v̄n → v weakly in SBV 3/2(Ω).

Then, from item (i) of the definition of σ3/2-convergence we obtain S(v) ⊂̃K.
For triangles △ ∈ Tn \ Ck,Ln (vn) we set v̄n := ṽn. Recall, that by definition (see (3.8)) we then have

|∇v̄n| = |(vn)△| ≤ Cε−1/2
n Rn on triangles △ ∈ Tn \ Ck,Ln (vn) . (3.34)

Now we consider triangles △ ∈ Ck,Ln (vn) and recall the division into sub-triangles introduced in Figure 2.
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First, consider△ ∈ Ck,3n (vn). On each subtriangle△α, α = 1, 2, 3, we define v̄n as an affine interpolation
such that v̄n = vn on the vertex and

∇v̄n · v =

{

∇ṽn · v if |∇ṽn · v| ≤ 2Rnε
−1/2
n ,

0 if |∇ṽn · v| > 2Rnε
−1/2
n

for v ∈ {vβ ,vγ} (3.35)

where α, β, γ are pairwise distinct. In △mid, we define v̄n as a constant.

If △ ∈ Ck,2n (vn), assuming Mk,vα

n,△ (vn) ≤ Rn, we define v̄n on △α, △β, △γ as in (3.35), and in △mid we

choose an affine interpolation between the affine functions attained on hβ△ and hγ△.

Note that by our construction the only discontinuities in the closure of a triangle △ appear on
⋃3
i=1 h

i
△

for △ ∈ Ck,3n (vn) and on hm
△

for △ ∈ Ck,2n (vn), where m is the unique index with Mk,vm

n,△ (vn) ≤ Rn. In fact,

given (x, x′) ∈ NNn(Ω) with x−x′ parallel to vα, denote by △ and △′ the triangles adjacent to the spring.
Then, we have v̄n(x) = vn(x), v̄n(x

′) = vn(x
′), and on the corresponding sub-triangles △β∪△γ ∪△′

β∪△′
γ

it either holds ∇v̄ · vα = ∇ṽn · vα or ∇v̄ · vα = 0, where we also use (3.8) to cover the case where one of
triangles △ and △′ lie in Ck,Ln (vn) and the other one does not.

Thus, in view of (3.12), we get that S(v̄n) ⊂ Kk,L
n (vn). Moreover, the construction leads to |∇v̄n(x)| ≤

CRnε
−1/2
n for x ∈ △ with △ ∈ Ck,Ln (vn). Putting this together with (3.34) yields

|∇v̄n| ≤ CRnε
−1/2
n a.e. on Ωn .

Using ‖ṽn‖L∞(Ωn) ≤ C, by construction we also have ‖v̄n‖L∞(Ωn) ≤ C.
Now, recall that by Proposition 3.5 we have

#Ckn(vn) ≤
C

εn
and ‖∇v̂kn‖2L2(Ωn)

≤ C. (3.36)

Invoking (3.7) this leads to

∑

△∈Ck
n(vn)

ˆ

△
|∇v̄n(x)|3/2 dx ≤ Cε2n#Ckn(vn)R3/2

n ε−3/4
n ≤ CR3/2

n ε1/4n → 0 .

As outside of the triangles Ckn(vn) we have v̄n = v̂kn, we can estimate by (3.36) and Hölder’s inequality

lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

Ωn

|∇v̄n(x)|3/2 dx ≤ lim sup
n→∞

C
(

ˆ

Ωn

|∇v̄n(x)|2 dx
)3/4

≤ lim sup
n→∞

C‖∇v̂kn‖3/2L2(Ωn)
≤ C .

Eventually, (3.36) also yields

H1(S(v̄n)) ≤ H1(Kk,L
n (vn)) ≤ C#Ck,Ln (vn) εn ≤ C#Ckn(vn) εn ≤ C .

Altogether, we have ‖∇v̄n‖L3/2(Ωn) + H1(S(v̄n)) + ‖v̄n‖∞ < ∞, and thus by Ambrosio’s compactness

theorem and the assumption that vn AC-converges to v we conclude χΩn v̄n → v weakly in SBV 3/2(Ω).
This proves the assertion. �

4. Convergence of quasi-static crack growth: Proof of Theorem 2.2

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.2. In Subsection 4.1, we start by considering the
time-discrete atomistic problems. Afterwards, in Subsection 4.2 we establish compactness results for
displacements and crack sets. Eventually, Subsection 4.3 is subject to the proof of the main result,
namely the convergence to an irreversible quasi-static crack evolution t 7→ (u(t),K(t)).
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4.1. Time-discrete atomistic evolution. We recall the definition of the time-discrete evolution in
(2.11). In particular, we denote by {0 = t0n < t1n < · · · < t

T/δn
n = T } a time discretization of the interval

[0, T ], and let (ukn)k be the corresponding displacements. Recalling the boundary values (g(tkn))k, we
define gkn : Ln(Ω) → R by gkn(x) = g(tkn, x).

Lemma 4.1. The minimization problems (2.9) and (2.10) admit solutions. The solution t 7→ un(t) given
in (2.11) satisfies supt∈[0,T ] ‖ũn(t)‖L∞(Ωn) < +∞.

Proof. We observe that we can restrict the minimization problem to functions v ∈ An(g(t
k
n)) which

satisfy |v(x)| ≤ maxx∈Ln(Ω) |gkn(x)| ≤ C for all x ∈ Ln(Ω) by the monotonicity of the function Ψ and the
regularity of g. As the space of displacements from Ln(Ω) to R is finite dimensional, this along with the
continuity of Ψ guarantees existence by the Direct Method. �

Similarly as in (2.11) we write

ûn(t) := ûkn for t ∈ [tkn, t
k+1
n ) ,

where the interpolation ûkn is defined in Subsection 3.2 (for general vn in place of ukn). Recalling (2.6) and
(3.5), given an arbitrary vn : Ln(Ω) → R, we also introduce the shorthand notation

E0
n(vn) := En(vn), Ekn(vn) := En(vn; (ujn)j<k) for k ≥1. (4.1)

Lemma 4.2 (Bound on derivatives). Let t 7→ un(t) be the discrete evolution defined in (2.11). We have
E0
n(u

0
n) ≤ C. Moreover, it holds that

ˆ

Ωn

|∇ûn(t)|2 dx ≤ C for all t ∈ [0, T ] and for all n ∈ N (4.2)

for some C > 0 depending on W and g.

Proof. By (2.6) and by writing the energy as an integral using (3.15)–(3.16), we get

En(g
0
n) =

εn
2

∑

(x,x′)∈NNε(Ω)

Ψ
(ε

1/2
n |g0n(x) − g0n(x

′)|
εn

)

=
∑

△∈Tn

ˆ

△
Ψcell
n ((g0n)△) + Ebdy

n (g0n), (4.3)

where Ebdy(g0n) accounts for springs at the boundary, similarly to (3.6). As Ebdy
n (g0n) is bounded and as

(g0n)△ is uniformly bounded by g ∈ W 1,1([0, T ];W 2,∞(Ω)), Lemma 3.4(iii) yields En(g
0
n) ≤ C indepen-

dently of n for some C > 0 large enough, which depends on Φ (and thus on W ) and g. In particular, by
(2.9) this implies En(u

0
n) ≤ C.

In a similar fashion, we obtain a control on ukn for k ≥ 1. As ε
1/2
n ‖∇g‖L∞([0,T ];L∞(Ω)) ≤ R for n large

enough, (2.8) implies

Ekn(gkn) =
εn
2

∑

Mεn
x,x′((u

j
n)j<k)≤R

Ψ
(

ε−1/2
n |gkn(x)− gkn(x

′)|
)

+
εn
2

∑

Mεn
x,x′ ((u

j
n)j<k)>R

Ψ(M εn
x,x′((u

j
n)j<k)),

where the sums run over all (x, x′) ∈ NNn(Ω). Note that by (2.10) we have Ekn(ukn) ≤ Ekn(gkn). Using the
monotonicity of the memory variable in k and the monotonicity of Ψ, this implies

εn
2

∑

Mεn
x,x′ ((u

j
n)j≤k)≤R

Ψ
(

ε−1/2
n |ukn(x)− ukn(x

′)|
)

≤ εn
2

∑

Mεn
x,x′((u

j
n)j≤k)≤R

Ψ
(

ε−1/2
n |gkn(x)− gkn(x

′)|
)

≤ C

for C depending on Φ and g, where the last step follows by repeating the argument in (4.3). Recalling
the representation of the elastic energy in (3.15)–(3.16), we thus find

´

Ωn
Ψcell
n (∇ûkn) dx ≤ C. By (3.14)



ATOMISTIC-TO-CONTINUUM CONVERGENCE FOR QUASI-STATIC CRACK GROWTH 23

and the property of Ψcell
n stated in Lemma 3.4(ii) we get the bound

´

Ωn
|∇ûkn|2 dx ≤ C. This shows (4.2)

and concludes the proof. �

We continue with an energy estimate which will be vital for the proof of (2.17) and also deliv-
ers a priori bounds for the discrete evolutions. To this end, we discretize the boundary values g ∈
W 1,1([0, T ];W 2,∞(Ω)) in space. Given g(τ) for τ ∈ [0, T ], we define the function gn(τ) : Ln(Ω) → R by
gn(τ)(x) = g(τ, x) for x ∈ Ln(Ω). As before, by g̃n(τ) : Ωn → R we denote the interpolation which is
piecewise affine on the triangles of Tn. In the same way, we define the time derivative ∂tg̃n(τ).

Lemma 4.3. Let t 7→ un(t) be the discrete evolution defined in (2.11). Let k = 0, . . . , (T/δn)− 1. Then,
there exists (ηn)n independent of k with ηn → 0 such that

Ekn(ukn)− E0
n(u

0
n) ≤

ˆ tkn

0

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n (∇ûn(τ)) · ∇∂tg̃n(τ) dxdτ + (1 + εn#Ckn)ηn, (4.4)

where Ckn is defined in (3.3).

Proof. The proof follows a rather standard strategy, see e.g. [22, Lemma 6.1]. Here, we include full details
and in particular describe how the estimates are adapted to our discrete setting. For each step l, where
0 < l ≤ k, we consider the test function ξln := ul−1

n + gln − gl−1
n and obtain by (2.10)

E ln(uln) ≤ E ln(ξln) = E ln(ul−1
n + gln − gl−1

n ). (4.5)

We aim at estimating the right-hand side of this inequality. Our goal is to prove that there exists a
bounded sequence (ϑn)n in L∞([0, T ] × Ω) with ‖ϑn(τ)‖L2(Ω) → 0 uniformly in τ such that, for each l,
we have

E ln(ul−1
n + gln − gl−1

n )− E ln(ul−1
n ) ≤

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n

(

∇ûl−1
n + ϑn(τ)

)

· ∇∂tg̃n(τ) dxdτ

+ C(1 + εn#Cln) ε1/2n

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

‖∇∂tg̃n(τ)‖L∞(Ωn) dτ. (4.6)

We defer the proof of (4.6) to Step 2 below and first show how to derive the estimate (4.4) from this.
Step 1: Proof of (4.4). Assume (4.6) holds. Since E l−1

n (ul−1
n ) = E ln(ul−1

n ) for each step l, summing up
over all time steps 0 ≤ l ≤ k and using (4.5) yields a telescopic sum on the left-hand side of (4.6) such
that we get

Ekn(ukn)− E0
n(u

0
n) ≤

ˆ tkn

0

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n

(

∇ûn(τ) + ϑn(τ)
)

· ∇∂tg̃n(τ) dxdτ + C(1 + εn#Ckn) ε1/2n
(4.7)

for a constant C depending on g ∈ W 1,1([0, T ];W 2,∞(Ω)), where we used that the sets (Cln)l are increasing
in l. By |DΨcell

n (z)| ≤ C|z| for z ∈ R2, see Lemma 3.4(iii), and the fact that (DΨcell
n )n satisfies the

continuity property stated in Lemma 3.4(iv), we can invoke [40, Lemma 2.4] to find
∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n

(

∇ûn(τ) + ϑn(τ)
)

· ∇∂tg(τ) dx−
ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n

(

∇ûn(τ)
)

· ∇∂tg(τ) dx
∣

∣

∣
→ 0

for a.e. τ ∈ [0, T ]. Here, we also employed ‖ϑn(τ)‖L2(Ω) → 0 uniformly in τ . Again using |DΨcell
n (z)| ≤ C|z|

we get

‖DΨcell
n

(

∇ûn(τ)
)

‖L2(Ωn) ≤ C, ‖DΨcell
n

(

∇ûn(τ) + ϑn(τ)
)

‖L2(Ωn) ≤ C for a.e. τ ∈ [0, T ] , (4.8)
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where we used (4.2) and for the second estimate also that ‖ϑn(τ)‖L2(Ω) → 0 uniformly in τ . This along

with the fact that χΩn∇∂tg̃n converges strongly to ∇∂tg in L1([0, T ];L∞(Ω;R2)) yields for a.e. τ ∈ [0, T ]

hn(τ) :=
∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n

(

∇ûn(τ) + ϑn(τ)
)

· ∇∂tg̃n(τ) dx −
ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n

(

∇ûn(τ)
)

· ∇∂tg̃n(τ) dx
∣

∣

∣
→ 0 .

By (4.8) we then also get by Hölder’s inequality

|hn(τ)| ≤ C‖∇∂tg̃n(τ)‖L∞(Ωn).

Using again the convergence of χΩn∇∂tg̃n to ∇∂tg, we obtain
´ T

0 hn(τ) dτ → 0 as n → ∞ by dominated

convergence. This along with (4.7) and setting ηn := Cε
1/2
n +

´ T

0
hn(τ) dτ shows the assertion.

Step 2: Proof of (4.6). We recall the notation of Cln and M l,v
n,△ for all △ ∈ Tn and v ∈ V , see (3.1) and

(3.3). We can write the memory variable of the test function in terms of the piecewise affine interpolation
for each △ ∈ Cln(ξln) and v ∈ V , namely

M l,v
n,△(ξln) = ε1/2n sup

m<l
|∇ũmn · v| ∨ ε1/2n |∇ξ̃ln · v| . (4.9)

We estimate the last term by

ε1/2n |∇ξ̃ln · v| = ε1/2n |∇(ũl−1
n + g̃ln − g̃l−1

n ) · v| ≤ ε1/2n |∇ũl−1
n · v|+ ε1/2n ‖∇g̃ln −∇g̃l−1

n ‖L∞(Ωn)

≤ ε1/2n |∇ũl−1
n · v|+ ε1/2n

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

‖∂t∇g̃n(τ)‖L∞(Ωn) dτ , (4.10)

where g̃ln denote the piecewise affine interpolation of the atomistic boundary data gln. Hence, we obtain

M l,v
n,△(ξln) =M l,v

n,△(ul−1
n + gln − gl−1

n ) ≤M l,v
n,△(ul−1

n ) + ε1/2n

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

‖∂t∇g̃n(τ)‖L∞(Ωn) dτ . (4.11)

Recalling (3.5), we can write

E ln(ξln)− E ln(ul−1
n ) =

εn
2

∑

Tn\Cl
n

∑

v∈V

(

Ψ(ε1/2n |(ξln)△ · v|)−Ψ(ε1/2n |(ul−1
n )△ · v|)

)

+ Gln(ξln)

+ E l,bdyn (ξln)− E l,bdyn (ul−1
n ), (4.12)

where the boundary energy is defined in (3.6) and where we have set

Gln(ξln) :=
εn
2

∑

Cl
n

(

∑

Ml,v
n,△>R

(

Ψ(M l,v
n,△(ξln))−Ψ(M l,v

n,△)
)

+
∑

Ml,v
n,△≤R

(

Ψ(ε1/2n |(ξln)△·v|)−Ψ(ε1/2n |(ul−1
n )△·v|)

)

)

.

Note that here we use that M l,v
n,△(ξln) = ε

1/2
n |(ξln)△ · v| whenever M l,v

n,△(ξln) > R and M l,v
n,△ ≤ R, cf. (4.9).

In particular, the contributions of triangles △ ∈ Cln(ξln) \ Cln are captured in the first term of (4.12).
We start by estimating the term Gln(ξln). In view of (4.10)–(4.11), (3.4), and the monotonicity and

Lipschitz continuity of Ψ, we deduce for each △ ∈ Cln that

Ψ(ε1/2n |(ξln)△ · v|)−Ψ(ε1/2n |(ul−1
n )△ · v|) ≤ Lε1/2n

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

‖∂t∇g̃n(τ)‖L∞(Ωn) dτ,

Ψ(M l,v
n,△(ξln))−Ψ(M l,v

n,△) ≤ Lε1/2n

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

‖∂t∇g̃n(τ)‖L∞(Ωn) dτ ,
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where L denotes the Lipschitz constant of Ψ. Here we distinguished the directions v ∈ V with M l,v
n,△ ≤ R

and M l,v
n,△ > R, respectively. This induces

Gln(ξln) ≤ Cεn#Clnε1/2n

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

‖∂t∇g̃n(τ)‖L∞(Ωn) dτ. (4.13)

By a similar argument, noting that #{△ ∈ Tn : ∂△∩ ∂Ωn 6= ∅} ≤ Cε−1
n , we get

E l,bdyn (ξln)− E l,bdyn (ul−1
n ) ≤ Cε1/2n

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

‖∂t∇g̃n(τ)‖L∞(Ωn) dτ. (4.14)

We now address the elastic energy. To this end, recall the definition of the jump interpolation ûl−1
n , which

outside of triangles △ ∈ Cln coincides with the piecewise affine interpolation ũl−1
n . We define a further

jump interpolation of ξn by

ξ̌ln(x) =

{

ũl−1
n + (g̃ln − g̃l−1

n ) if x ∈ △ ∈ Tn \ Cln
ûl−1
n , if x ∈ △ ∈ Cln .

Note carefully that for technical reasons this definition slightly differs from the interpolation ξ̂n introduced
in Subsection 3.2, because on triangles △ ∈ Cln(ξ

l
n) \ Cln we use the piecewise affine interpolation ũl−1

n

instead of introducing a jump, and on Cln we simply use the interpolation of ûl−1
n . Recalling the represen-

tation of the elastic energy in (3.15), in particular using the fact that ∇ξ̌ln = ∇ûl−1
n = 0 on triangles in

Cln, we obtain

εn
2

∑

Tn\Cl
n

∑

v∈V

(

Ψ(ε1/2n |(ξln)△ · v|) −Ψ(ε1/2n |(ul−1
n )△ · v|)

)

=

ˆ

Ωn

(

Ψcell
n (∇ξ̌ln(x)) −Ψcell

n (∇ûl−1
n (x))

)

dx .

By the estimates (4.13)–(4.14), in view of (4.12), we hence can write

Ekn(ξln)−Ekn(ul−1
n ) ≤

ˆ

Ωn

(

Ψcell
n (∇ξ̌ln(x))−Ψcell

n (∇ûl−1
n (x))

)

dx+C(1+εn#Cln) ε1/2n

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

‖∇∂tg̃n(τ)‖L∞(Ωn) dτ.

(4.15)
Now, we want to prove the existence of a function ϑn ∈ L∞([0, T ] × Ω) such that ‖ϑn(s)‖L2(Ω) → 0
uniformly for s ∈ [0, T ], and

ˆ

Ωn

(

Ψcell
n (∇ξ̌ln)−Ψcell

n (∇ûl−1
n )

)

dx =

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

ˆ

Ω

DΨcell
n (∇ûn(τ) + ϑn(τ)) · ∇∂tg̃n(τ) dxdτ . (4.16)

Once this is achieved, (4.15)–(4.16) imply (4.6).
Let us now show (4.16). By the mean value theorem there exists a ρl−1

n ∈ [0, 1] such that
ˆ

Ωn

(

Ψcell
n (∇ξ̌ln)−Ψcell

n (∇ûl−1
n )

)

dx =

ˆ

Ωn

(

Ψcell
n (∇ûl−1

n +∇g̃ln −∇g̃l−1
n )−Ψcell

n (∇ûl−1
n )

)

dx

=

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n

(

∇ûl−1
n + ρl−1

n (∇g̃ln −∇g̃l−1
n )

)

·
(

∇g̃ln −∇g̃l−1
n

)

dx .

In the first equality we used the fact that, by definition, ξ̌ln = ûl−1
n + g̃ln − g̃l−1

n , whenever ξ̌ln and ûl−1
n

differ. We define the piecewise constant function ϑn : [0, T ] → L2(Ω) for s ∈ [tl−1
n , tln) by

ϑn(s) := ρl−1
n (∇g̃ln −∇g̃l−1

n ) = ρl−1
n

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

∇∂tg̃n(τ) dτ on Ωn ,
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and 0 outside of Ωn. Clearly, (ϑn)n is bounded in L∞([0, T ]×Ω) since the function τ 7→ ∇∂tg̃n(τ) belongs
to L1([0, T ];L∞(Ωn)). Moreover, we can use the absolute continuity of the integral and |tln−tl−1

n | = δn → 0
to conclude that ‖ϑn(s)‖L2(Ω) → 0 uniformly in s. Due to the fact that un and ϑn are constant in time

on the interval [tl−1
n , tln), we then obtain (4.16) by

ˆ

Ωn

(

Ψcell
n (∇ξ̌ln)−Ψcell

n (∇ûl−1
n )

)

dx =

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n

(

∇ûl−1
n + ϑn(τ)

)

·
(

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

∇∂tg̃n(τ) dτ
)

dx

=

ˆ tln

tl−1
n

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n

(

∇ûl−1
n + ϑn(τ)

)

· ∇∂tg̃n(τ) dxdτ.

This shows (4.16) and concludes the proof. �

As a direct consequence, we obtain the following bound on the energy.

Corollary 4.4 (Energy bound). Let t 7→ un(t) be the discrete evolution defined in (2.11). Then, there
exists a constant C > 0 only depending on W and g such that

Ekn(ukn) ≤ C for all k = 0, . . . , T/δn − 1 and n ∈ N.

Proof. We show that there is a constant Ĉ depending on W and g, but independent of k and n, such that
ˆ tkn

0

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n (∇ûn(τ)) · ∇∂tg̃n(τ) dxdτ ≤ Ĉ. (4.17)

Once this is achieved, we conclude as follows. In view of (3.5) and the fact that Ψ(R) > 0, we can find a

constant C̃ such that εn#Ckn ≤ C̃ Ekn(un(t)). Therefore, we obtain from Lemma 4.3 and E0
n(u

0
n) ≤ C (see

Lemma 4.2)

(1− C̃ηn)Ekn(ukn) ≤ Ĉ + C + ηn ≤ C,

which implies the desired bound.
To see (4.17), we argue by contradiction. If (4.17) is violated, by Hölder’s inequality we find for each

Ĉ > 0 some n ∈ N large enough (depending on Ĉ) such that

ess supτ∈(0,tkn)

ˆ

Ωn

|DΨcell
n (∇ûn(τ))| dx > Ĉ‖∂t∇g‖−1

L1([0,T ];L∞(Ω)) .

Using Lemma 3.4(iii) we find c > 0 such that

ess supτ∈(0,tkn)

ˆ

Ωn

|∇ûn(τ)| dx ≥ cĈ‖∂t∇g‖−1
L1([0,T ];L∞(Ω)).

For Ĉ large enough, using Hölder’s inequality this contradicts the bound in (4.2). This shows (4.17) and
concludes the proof. �

4.2. Compactness for crack sets and displacement. Based on the energy bound in Corollary 4.4,
we can pass to the limit in the crack sets and displacements by compactness arguments. To this end,
it will be convenient to express some of the quantities considered in Section 3 in terms of the time t in

place of the iteration step. As before, let {0 = t0n < t1n < · · · < t
T/δn
n = T } be a time discretization of

the interval [0, T ], and let (ujn)j<k be a corresponding displacement history. Recalling (3.5) and (4.1), for
t ∈ [tkn, t

k+1
n ) we define

En(vn; t) := Ekn(vn) = En(vn; (ujn)j<k) (4.18)
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Figure 5. The modification in the proof of Proposition 4.5.

for each vn : Ln(Ω) → R. We use similar notation for the parts of the energy introduced in (3.10). Given
the evolution t 7→ un(t) defined in (2.11) and recalling (3.33), for t ∈ [tkn, t

k+1
n ) we define the jump sets

Ki
n(t) := Kk,i

n (un(t)), KL
n (t) :=

3
⋃

i=1

Ki
n(t), KS

n(t) := Kk,S
n (un(t)). (4.19)

One drawback of the definition of the sets in (4.19) is the ambiguity that comes from the three different
variants i = 1, 2, 3. We will now prove that this ambiguity does not affect the limit, i.e., for a suitable
subsequence, the σ3/2-limits of all three variants and their union coincide.

Proposition 4.5. Let t 7→ un(t) be the evolution defined in (2.11). There exists an increasing set function
t→ K(t) on [0, T ] and a subsequence (not relabeled) such that for every t ∈ [0, T ] we have

Ki
n(t) σ3/2-converges to K(t) in Ω for all i = 1, 2, 3 .

KL
n (t) σ3/2-converges to K(t) in Ω .

Proof. For notational convenience, we write p = 3/2 in the proof. Note that we can deduce by Proposition
3.5 and Corollary 4.4 that H1(KL

n (t)) is uniformly bounded with respect to n and t. Hence, we can apply
Theorem 3.11 and thereby get a subsequence (KL

n)n (not relabeled) and an increasing set function t 7→ K(t)
such that

KL
n (t) σ

p-converges to K(t) in Ω ,

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. We can repeat this argument for the variants Ki
n(t) and, since Ki

n(t) ⊂̃KL
n (t) for

i = 1, 2, 3, the σp-limits Ki(t) exist, up to passing to a further subsequence (not relabeled), and we have
Ki(t) ⊂̃K(t) by Remark 3.10(c). It suffices to show that Ki(t) ⊃̃K(t) for each t ∈ [0, T ].

Without restriction we show the argument for i = 1. We fix a time t ∈ [0, T ], and for given n
we choose k such that t ∈ [tkn, t

k+1
n ). By the definition of σp-convergence we find a sequence un → u

weakly in SBV p(Ω) such that S(un) ⊂̃KL
n (t) and K(t) =̃S(u). We now construct a modification vn with

S(vn) ⊂̃K1
n(t). By construction in (3.12), see also (3.9), we have KL

n(t) ⊂ ⋃

△∈Ck,L
n (uk

n)
△. We define

vn = un outside of these triangles and now consider each triangle in △ ∈ Ck,Ln (ukn) separately.
If △ ∈ Ck,2n (un), then we set vn = un in △. If △ ∈ Ck,3n (un), we know that S(un) lies in h

1
△
∪ h2

△
∪ h3

△
.

We now explain that the function can be modified such that it jumps only on h2
△
∪ h3

△
. In fact, as

un ∈ W 1,p(Ω \ S(un)), we can extend un from the sub-triangle with edge h1
△

to the middle triangle,

see Figure 5, i.e., we replace un by vn inside the middle triangle such that vn is continuous on h1
△
.
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This construction leads to S(vn) ∩ △ ⊂ K1
n(t), with ‖vn‖W 1,p(△) ≤ C‖un‖W 1,p(△). In turn, we obtain

‖∇vn‖Lp(Ωn) ≤ C.

Now, un → u in L1(Ω) along with the fact that L2({un 6= vn}) ≤ ε2n#Ckn(ukn) → 0 also shows that
vn → u in L1(Ω), i.e., vn → u weakly in SBV p(Ω). Using part (i) of Definition 3.9 and S(vn) ⊂̃K1

n(t) we
conclude K(t) =̃S(u) ⊂̃K1(t). �

We now proceed with a compactness result for displacements and lower semicontinuity for the energies.

Proposition 4.6 (Compactness and lower semicontinuity). For a fixed t ∈ [0, T ], let (un(t))n∈N be the
evolution defined in (2.11). Let K(t) be the σ3/2-limit of KL

n (t) as given in Proposition 4.5. Then, there
exists a subsequence (nl)l depending on t and some u ∈ SBV 2(Ω) such that unl

(t) AC-converges to u as
l → ∞, lim infn→∞ En(un(t); t) = lim inf l→∞ Enl

(unl
(t); t), and

lim inf
l→∞

Enl
(unl

(t); t) ≥ lim inf
l→∞

Eela
nl

(unl
(t); t) + lim inf

l→∞
Ecra
nl

(unl
(t); t) ≥ E(u(t),K(t)) .

Proof. The compactness of the displacements follows from Proposition 3.5, by using Corollary 4.4 and the
L∞-bound on the displacements given by Lemma 4.1. In particular, the subsequence (nl)l can be chosen
such that lim infn→∞ En(un(t); t) = lim inf l→∞ Enl

(unl
(t); t) holds. Then, in view of (3.10), Lemma 3.6,

and the nonnegativity of Erem
n and Ebdy

n , we only need to show that

lim inf
n→∞

Ecra
n (un(t); t) ≥

ˆ

K(t)

ϕ(νK(t)) dH1 .

Observe that supk#Ckn(ukn) ≤ Cε−1
n for a constant independent of n ∈ N, by Corollary 4.4 and (3.27).

Then, using Proposition 3.2, Rn → ∞ by (3.7), and lims→∞ Ψ(s) = κ, we have

lim inf
n→∞

Ecra
n (un(t); t) = lim inf

n→∞
κ√
3

3
∑

i=1

ˆ

Ki
n(t)

ϕi(νKi
n(t)

) dH1,

where ϕα(ν) := (|vβ · ν|+ |vγ · ν|) for ν ∈ S1, and for α, β, γ ∈ {1, 2, 3} pairwise distinct. We now employ

Proposition 4.5 and Theorem 3.11, i.e., the lower semicontinuity with respect to σ3/2-convergence, to
obtain

lim inf
n→∞

Ecra
n (un(t); t) ≥

κ√
3

3
∑

i=1

ˆ

K(t)

ϕi(νK(t)) dH1 .

By the definition of ϕ in (2.15), the proof is concluded. �

4.3. Proof of the main result. In this subsection we give the proof of Theorem 2.2. As a last prepa-
ration, we need the following stability result for our time-discrete atomistic energy. Recall the splitting
of the energy in (3.10). For t ∈ [0, T ] and n ∈ N, we let k(t) be the (n-dependent) index such that

t ∈ [t
k(t)
n , t

k(t)+1
n ).

Theorem 4.7 (Stability). Let t 7→ un(t) be the evolution defined by (2.11) and let K(t) be the σ3/2-limit
of KL

n(t). For each ψ ∈ SBV 2(Ω) with ψ = g(t) on Ω \ U there exists a sequence (ψn)n of discrete

displacements with ψn ∈ An(g(t
k(t)
n )) such that ψn AC-converges to ψ and

lim sup
n→∞

(

(

Ecra
n (ψn; t) + Erem

n (ψn; t)
)

−
(

Ecra
n (un(t); t) + Erem

n (un(t); t)
)

)

≤
ˆ

S(ψ)\K(t)

ϕ(νψ) dH1 , (4.20)

where νψ denotes the normal to the jump set S(ψ) of ψ. Moreover,

lim
n→∞

Eela
n (ψn; t) =

ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇ψ) dx, (4.21)
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where Φ is given in (2.14), and we have

lim
n→∞

Ebdy
n (ψn; t) = 0 . (4.22)

This result is essential to pass from the minimality condition (2.10) in the atomistic setting to the global
stability in (2.16). For this reason, estimates of this kind are often referred to as stability of unilateral
minimizers, see e.g. [40]. The proof will be deferred to Section 5. The strategy follows the one of the jump
transfer lemma introduced in Francfort and Larsen [31], see the works [22, 23, 34, 39] for several
variants. Our situation is more delicate for two reasons. First, due to the underlying atomistic nature,
special care is needed in the construction of the sequence (ψn)n, in particular concerning the corresponding
‘broken’ springs. Secondly, whereas in [31] only the location of the crack is relevant, which in our notation
means KL

n(t), our atomistic energy also takes into account how much each spring was deformed at former
times. Therefore, we need to verify that the exact value of the memory variable is indeed negligible in the
limit, see also [39] for a similar problem.

For the proof, we will also need the following corollary, which formally follows from Theorem 4.7 by
choosing un(t) ≡ 0 and K(t) = 0. Recall the energy En defined in (2.6).

Corollary 4.8 (Recovery sequence). For each ψ ∈ SBV 2(Ω) with ψ = g(t) on Ω \ U there exists a

sequence (ψn)n with ψn ∈ An(g(t
k(t)
n )) such that ψn AC-converges to ψ and

lim sup
n→∞

En(ψn) ≤ E(ψ, S(ψ)).

We are now in the position to prove the main result of this paper.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. We split the proof into five steps.
Step 1: Limiting evolution. Let K(t) be the σ3/2-limit of KL

n (t) for t ∈ [0, T ] given by Proposition 4.5.
Since t 7→ K(t) is an increasing set function, i.e., K(t1) ⊂̃K(t2) for all 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ T , the irreversibility
condition (a), is satisfied. For each fixed time t ∈ [0, T ], by virtue of Proposition 4.6, there exists
u(t) ∈ SBV 2(Ω) and a subsequence depending on t (not relabeled) such that un(t) AC-converges to

u(t). In particular, as un(t) ∈ An(g(t
k(t)
n )), this also shows that u(t) = g(t) on Ω \ U . In view of

Corollary 4.4 and Lemma 4.1 we can apply Proposition 3.13 to deduce S(u(t)) ⊂̃K(t). This shows that
u(t) ∈ AD(g(t),K(t)) for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Next, we check that the mapping t → (u(t),K(t)) is an irreversible quasi-static crack evolution. For
this, we need to confirm (2.16) and (2.17) which is content of Step 2 and Step 3–4, respectively. In the
last step, we then prove the convergence of energies and show that the crack sets also converge in the
sense of σ-convergence, see Definition 3.8.

Step 2: Stability (2.16). Fix t ∈ [0, T ]. Let ψ ∈ AD(g(t), H) be an admissible competitor for a set H

with K(t) ⊂̃H . We employ Theorem 4.7 to obtain a sequence of discrete displacements ψn ∈ An(g(t
k(t)
n ))

such that (4.20)–(4.22) are valid. By the minimality property of the solution un(t), see (2.9)–(2.10), and
the shorthand notation in (4.18) we have

En(un(t); t) ≤ En(ψn; t) .

We now split the energy on both sides like in (3.10): Subtracting the crack energy and the remainder
term on the left-hand side and using that Ebdy

n is nonnegative, we obtain

Eela
n (un(t); t) ≤ Eela

n (ψn; t) + Ecra
n (ψn; t)− Ecra

n (un(t); t) + Erem
n (ψn; t)− Erem

n (un(t); t) + Ebdy
n (ψn; t) .

(4.23)
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Passing to the limit in (4.23), by employing (4.20)–(4.22), we find

lim sup
n→∞

Eela
n (un(t); t) ≤

ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇ψ) dx +

ˆ

S(ψ)\K(t)

ϕ(νψ) dH1.

Since un(t) AC-converges to u(t) (for a t-dependent subsequence, not relabeled), employing also Lemma 4.1 and
Corollary 4.4, we can use Lemma 3.6 and derive

ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇u(t)) dx ≤ lim sup
n→∞

Eela
n (un(t); t) ≤

ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇ψ) dx+

ˆ

S(ψ)\K(t)

ϕ(νψ) dH1. (4.24)

Since ψ ∈ AD(g(t), H), we have S(ψ) ⊂̃H and thus
ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇u(t)) dx ≤
ˆ

Ω

Ψ(∇ψ) dx +

ˆ

H\K(t)

ϕ(νH) dH1 .

Since K(t) ⊂̃H , we hence conclude
ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇u(t)) dx +

ˆ

K(t)

ϕ(νK(t)) dH1 ≤
ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇ψ) dx+

ˆ

H

ϕ(νH) dH1 .

Recalling the definition of the limiting energy (2.13), this shows (2.16).
In particular, for t = 0, denoting by (ψ0

n)n a recovery sequence for u(0) from Corollary 4.8, the
minimality property in (2.9) and Proposition 4.6 yield

E(u(0),K(0)) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

En(un(0)) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

En(ψ
0
n) ≤ E(u(0), S(u(0))) .

This along with u(0) ∈ AD(g(0),K(0)), i.e., S(u(0)) ⊂̃K(0), shows

lim
n→∞

En(un(0)) = E(u(0),K(0)) = E(u(0), S(u(0))). (4.25)

Step 3: Convergence of work by applied boundary load. Next, we check that for all t ∈ [0, T ]

lim
n→∞

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n (∇ûn(τ)) · ∇∂tg̃n(τ) dxdτ =

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ω

DΦ(∇u(τ)) · ∇∂tg(τ) dxdτ . (4.26)

Let τ ∈ [0, t). Using the stability estimate (4.24) for ψ = u(τ) ∈ AD(g(τ),K(τ)), and employing
S(u(τ)) ⊂̃K(τ) we get

lim
n→∞

Eela
n (un(τ); τ) =

ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇u(τ)) dx for all τ ∈ [0, t) .

Then (3.15) and Lemma 3.7 imply χΩn∇ûn(τ) → ∇u(τ) strongly in L2(Ω;R2). Thus, as in Step 1 of the
proof of Lemma 4.3, we can employ [40, Lemma 2.4] to find

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n

(

∇ûn(τ)
)

· ∇∂tg(τ) dx−
ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n

(

∇u(τ)
)

· ∇∂tg(τ) dx
∣

∣

∣
→ 0,

where we also used Lemma 3.4(iii),(iv) and the fact that ∇∂tg(τ) ∈ L2(Ω;R2) for almost every τ ∈ [0, t).
Since ∇u(τ) ∈ L2(Ω;R2) and DΨcell

n → DΦ pointwise, we also get by dominated convergence
∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n

(

∇ûn(τ)
)

· ∇∂tg(τ) dx −
ˆ

Ωn

DΦ
(

∇u(τ)
)

· ∇∂tg(τ) dx
∣

∣

∣
→ 0.

At this stage, we can repeat the argumentation in (4.8), in particular using Lemma 3.4(iii), the fact that
χΩn∇∂tg̃n converges strongly to ∇∂tg in L1([0, T ];L∞(Ω;R2)), and the uniform bound on ∇ûn(τ) in
L2(Ωn;R

2), see (4.2), to obtain (4.26).
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Step 4: Energy balance (2.17). For t ∈ [tkn, t
k+1
n ), by Lemma 4.3 we find (ηn)n with ηn → 0 such that

Ekn(un(t))− E0
n(u

0
n) ≤

ˆ tkn

0

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n (∇ûn(τ)) · ∇∂tg̃n(τ) dxdτ + (1 + εn#Ckn)ηn

≤
ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n (∇ûn(τ)) · ∇∂tg̃n(τ) dxdτ + Cηn + Cδn,

where in the second step we have used Proposition 3.5 and Corollary 4.4 to get #Ckn ≤ Cε−1
n . Furthermore,

we used the first estimate in (4.8) and g ∈ W 1,1([0, T ];W 2,∞(Ω)) to obtain a uniform control on the
integrand, which allows to estimate the integral from tkn to t in terms of Cδn. Combining this with
Proposition 4.6 and (4.25), and using that E0

n = En, we get by (4.26)

E(u(t),K(t)) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

En(un(t); t) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

E0
n(u

0
n) + lim sup

n→∞

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ωn

DΨcell
n (∇ûn(τ)) · ∇∂tg̃n(τ) dxdτ

= E(u(0),K(0)) +

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ω

DΦ(∇u(τ)) · ∇∂tg(τ) dxdτ. (4.27)

Thus, it remains to prove the reverse inequality

E(u(t),K(t)) ≥ E(u(0),K(0)) +

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ω

DΦ(∇u(τ)) · ∇∂tg(τ) dxdτ.

This can be done by repeating the arguments in [22, Lemma 7.1] which are based on the global sta-
bility result (2.16) proved in Step 2, as well as approximation of integrals by Riemann sums and their
convergence, see [22, Lemmas 5.12 and 5.7].

Step 5: Energy convergence and σ-convergence of crack sets. Combining (4.27) with the energy balance
(2.17) we find

E(u(t),K(t)) = lim
n→∞

En(un(t); t) for all t ∈ [0, T ], (4.28)

which shows (2.21). To conclude the proof it remains to show that (2.19) holds.
Consider the crack sets Kn(t) defined in (2.12). We note that H1(Kn(t)) ≤ C for all t ∈ [0, T ] and

n ∈ N by (3.27), Lemma 4.1, and Corollary 4.4. As Kn(t) is increasing in t, Remark 3.12 implies that
there is a subsequence (not relabeled) and an increasing set function Kσ(t) such that Kn(t) σ-converges
to Kσ(t) for each t ∈ [0, T ]. To conclude the proof, it suffices to check that Kσ(t) =̃K(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ],
where K(t) is given in Proposition 4.5. We note that Kσ(t) ⊃̃K(t) by Remark 3.10(d), so it suffices to
check that Kσ(t) ⊂̃K(t).

Recall the splitting of En(un(t); t) in (3.10). The energy convergence in (4.28) along with the lower-
semicontinuity for Ecra

n and Eela
n from Lemma 3.6 and Proposition 4.6, and the fact that Erem

n and Ebdy
n

are nonnegative show

lim
n→∞

Erem
n (un(t); t) = lim

n→∞
Ebdy
n (un(t); t) = 0

and

lim inf
n→∞

Eela
n (un(t); t) =

ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇u(t)) dx, lim inf
n→∞

Ecra
n (un(t); t) =

ˆ

K(t)

ϕ(νK(t)) dH1 . (4.29)

In view of Remark 3.1, we obtain

H1
(

Kn(t) \KL
n (t)

)

≤ 3

2
εn#

(

Ckn(ukn) \ Ck,Ln (ukn)
)

+ εn#
{

Ck,2n (ukn) : M
k,vi

n,△ (ukn) > R for all i = 1, 2, 3
}

,
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where the second sum is related to the triangles with (in the notation of Remark 3.1) µkn,△ = 3 and

νkn,△ = 2. Recalling the definition of Erem
n in (3.11) and using Ψ(R) > 0

#
(

Ckn(ukn) \ Ck,Ln (ukn)
)

+#
{

Ck,2n (ukn) : M
k,vi

n,△ (ukn) > R for all i = 1, 2, 3
}

≤ Cε−1
n Erem

n (un(t); t).

This shows H1(Kn(t) \KL
n (t)) → 0 as n → ∞. By Remark 3.10(b) we therefore get that the σ-limit of

Kn(t) and K
L
n (t) coincide, i.e., K

L
n (t) σ-converges to K

σ(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Arguing as in the proofs of
Propositions 4.5 and 4.6, and using Remark 3.12 in place of Theorem 3.11, we get

lim inf
n→∞

Ecra
n (un(t); t) ≥

ˆ

Kσ(t)

ϕ(νKσ(t)) dH1.

This along with (4.29) and the inclusion K(t) ⊂̃Kσ(t) shows Kσ(t)=̃K(t) and concludes the proof. �

5. Proof of the stability result

This section is entirely devoted to the proof of the stability result in Theorem 4.7 and Corollary 4.8.

Density argument. We start by observing that it suffices to prove the statement for functions ψ with
more regularity, employing a suitable density argument. Let W(Ω) ⊂ SBV (Ω) be the collection of
functions v such that S(v) is closed and included in a finite union of closed and connected pieces of C1-
curves and v lies in W 2,∞(Ω \ S(v)). For each v ∈ SBV 2(Ω) with v = g(t) on Ω \ U we can choose a
sequence (vn)n ⊂ W(Ω) with vn = g(t) on Ω \ U such that

vn → v in L1(Ω), ‖∇vn −∇v‖L2(Ω) → 0, H1
(

S(vn) \ S(v)
)

+H1
(

S(v) \ S(vn)
)

→ 0.

This follows from [28, Theorem C] (see also [19, Theorem 1.1] for the control on the Sobolev norms of
∇vn), where a construction similar to the one performed in [38, Proposition 2.5] ensures that the boundary
values are attained along the sequence. We also refer to [33, Theorem 3.2] for an analogous statement
and proof for GSBD-functions.

With this density result at hand, we observe that it suffices to construct a sequence as in Theorem 4.7
for a function ψ ∈ W(Ω) with ψ = g(t) in a neighborhood of Ω \U in Ω. The general case then follows by
a standard diagonal argument. Further, we fix θ > 0 and observe that it suffices to construct a sequence
(ψn)n of discrete displacements with ψn ∈ An(g(t)) such that

lim sup
n→∞

‖χΩnψ̃n − ψ‖L1(Ω) ≤ Cθ , (5.1)

lim sup
n→∞

(

(

Ecra
n (ψn; t)+Erem

n (ψn; t)
)

−
(

Ecra
n (un(t); t)+Erem

n (un(t); t)
)

)

≤
ˆ

S(ψ)\K(t)

ϕ(νψ) dH1+Cθ , (5.2)

lim sup
n→∞

Eela
n (ψn; t) ≤

ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇ψ) dx + Cθ, (5.3)

lim
n→∞

Ebdy
n (ψn; t) = 0 , (5.4)

where Φ and ϕ are given in (2.14) and (2.15), respectively, and C > 0 is a universal constant. Then, the
statement follows again by a diagonal argument, sending θ → 0. Note that, strictly speaking, proceeding

in this way, the boundary values g(t
k(t)
n ) are not satisfied. Therefore, we eventually need to replace the

sequence (ψn)n by ψn(x)− g(t, x)+ g(t
k(t)
n , x) for x ∈ Ln(Ω). Due to the regularity of g and the Lipschitz

continuity of Ψ, this still leads to (5.1)–(5.4), cf. also (4.6) for a similar estimate.
Now, we fix ψ ∈ W(Ω) with ψ = g(t) on Ω \ U , and construct a sequence (ψn)n satisfying (5.1)–(5.4)

and ψn ∈ An(g(t)).
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Besicovitch covering. Following closely the procedure in [31], we introduce a fine cover of the jump set
S(ψ) with closed squares satisfying certain additional properties. For simplicity we only treat the case
that H1(S(ψ)∩∂DU) = 0 (no jump along the boundary), for the general case follows by minor adaptations
of the construction at the boundary (see [31]) which would merely overburden notation in the sequel. As
a consequence, we can assume that all these squares are contained in U . We furthermore denote by νψ a
measure-theoretic normal at S(ψ).

Because of the σ3/2-convergence of KL
n (t) to K(t), we have a function v ∈ SBV 3/2(Ω) and a sequence

(vn)n ⊂ SBV 3/2(Ω) such that vn → v in L1(Ω), ∇vn ⇀ ∇v weakly in L3/2(Ω;R2), S(v) =̃K(t), and
S(vn) ⊂̃KL

n (t). We can choose a suitable subset Gj ⊂ S(v) = K(t) as done preceding [31, (2.2)] such that

H1(S(v) \Gj) = H1(K(t) \Gj) ≤ θ (5.5)

and for each x ∈ Gj ∩S(ψ) we consider closed squares Qr(x) with sidelength 2r and two sides orthogonal
to νψ(x) which are contained in U and satisfy [31, (2.3), (2.5)].

For closed squares Qr(x) ⊂ U with a center x ∈ S(ψ) \K(t), still oriented in direction νψ(x), we can
assume that for H1-a.e. x ∈ S(ψ) \K(t) and for r sufficiently small it holds

H1
(

K(t) ∩Qr(x)
)

≤ θr . (5.6)

This is possible by the fact that K(t) has H1-density 0 almost everywhere in S(ψ) \ K(t). As S(ψ) is
contained in a finite union of closed C1-curves, for a.e. x ∈ S(ψ), possibly passing to smaller r, the above
squares can be chosen such that they also satisfy

2r ≤ H1
(

S(ψ) ∩Qr(x)
)

≤ 4r, (5.7)

S(ψ) ∩Qr(1+θ)(x) ⊂ {y : |(y − x) · νψ(x)| ≤ θr}, (5.8)

|νψ(y)− νψ(x)| ≤ θ ∀y ∈ S(ψ) ∩Qr(x). (5.9)

With this, we obtain a fine cover of Γ := (Gj∩S(ψ))∪(S(ψ)\K(t)) to which we can apply the Besicovitch
covering theorem with respect to the Radon measure L2 +H1|Γ. For θ > 0 fixed as above, we hereby find
a finite and disjoint subcollection B := (Qri(xi))i, or shortly denoted by (Qi)i, such that (Qi)i satisfy the
properties mentioned above, in particular (5.7)–(5.9) and for xi /∈ K(t) also (5.6), as well as

L2
(

⋃

B
Qi

)

≤ θ2, H1
(

Γ \
⋃

B
Qi

)

≤ θ . (5.10)

Here and in the following, we use
⋃

B Qi as a shorthand for
⋃

Qri
(xi)∈BQri(xi). Note that this implies

ˆ

⋃
B Qi

|∇v| dx ≤ Cθ, H1
(

S(ψ) \
⋃

B
Qi

)

≤ 2θ. (5.11)

Indeed, the first property follows from (5.10), Hölder’s inequality, and v ∈ SBV 3/2(Ω), whereas the second
is a consequence of (5.10), together with the definition of Γ and (5.5). Without further notice, we will
frequently use that the squares are pairwise disjoint.

By Bgood ⊂ B we denote the collection of squares Qi = Qri(xi) with xi ∈ S(ψ) \K(t), and similarly
we let Bbad ⊂ B be the collection of all squares Qi = Qri(xi) with xi ∈ S(ψ) ∩ Gj . Clearly, we have
B = Bgood ∪ Bbad. We also define the sets

Bgood =
⋃

Bgood

Qi, Bbad =
⋃

Bbad

Qi.
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Qi

Rni

Hn,−
i

Hn,+
i

Hi

S(ψ)

Lni Lni

Figure 6. Illustration of some notions used in the construction. Note that Lni , R
n
i , and

Hn,±
i are independent of n if Qi ∈ Bgood.

Good squares. Due to (5.6) and (5.7), there is a universal constant C > 0 such that

H1
(

K(t) ∩Bgood

)

≤ CH1(S(ψ))θ . (5.12)

Next, for technical reasons we straighten the jump set S(ψ) inside of Bgood, i.e., we construct a function
φ which jumps only on straight segments inside Bgood. To this end, for Qi = Qri(xi) ∈ Bgood we define

Hi := {y ∈ Qi : (y−xi)·νψ(xi) = 0}, Ri := {y ∈ Qi : |(y−xi)·νψ(xi)| ≤ θri}, Li := ∂Qi∩∂Ri, (5.13)

see Figure 6. By an extension result we can modify ψ in each square Qi ∈ Bgood and obtain a function

φ ∈W 2,∞(Ω) with φ = ψ on Ω\Bgood and S(φ)∩Qi ⊂ Li∪Hi for each Qi ∈ Bgood. As ψ ∈W 2,∞(Ω\S(ψ))
and L2(Bgood) ≤ Cθ by (5.10), this can be done such that the estimate

ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇φ) dx ≤
ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇ψ) dx + Cθ (5.14)

holds, for some C depending on ψ. Moreover, recalling the definition ϕ(ν) = 2κ√
3

∑

v∈V |ν · v| for ν ∈ S1,

using the continuity of ϕ, and (5.7)–(5.9) we find
ˆ

S(φ)

ϕ(νφ) dH1 ≤
ˆ

S(ψ)

ϕ(νψ) dH1 + Cθ. (5.15)

We now start to construct the sequence of atomistic displacements ψn : Ln(Ω) → R separately in the
sets Bbad and Ωn \Bbad. First, for x ∈ Ln(Ω) \Bbad we will simply set ψn(x) = φ(x). On Bbad, however,
the construction is more delicate as, due to the presence of the crack set K(t), we cannot simply discretize
the function φ. Instead, we will employ a transfer of jump sets á la Francfort and Larsen [31] to
transfer the jump set of φ that lies in K(t) onto KL

n (t) defined in (4.19). Afterwards, we discretize the
resulting displacement.

Bad squares: jump transfer. Let us now come to the essential points of the jump transfer. For all
details, however, we refer to [31]. Due to the construction of the collection Bbad, we can repeat the
reasoning in [31, Theorem 2.1]. As before, let (vn)n be the sequence with S(vn) ⊂̃KL

n (t) and vn → v in
L1(Ω), ∇vn ⇀ ∇v weakly in L3/2(Ω;R2), where S(v) =̃K(t). Then, it is shown that the jump set of φ
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Qi
Hn,+
i

Hn,−
i

Hi

S(vn)

Qi

S(vn)

Qi

Γn

Figure 7. Construction of the continuous curve Γni ⊂ Rni from S(vn). The curve is

related to a level set vn and cut at the segments Hn,±
i . Note that the figure is only a

schematic illustration as the jump set S(vn) is actually contained inKL
n (t), which consists

of straight segments of length εn
2 .

can be transferred on to the ones of (vn)n: This means that there exist functions φn ∈ SBV 2(Ω) with
φn = φ on Ω \Bbad such that

‖φn‖∞ ≤ C‖φ‖∞, ‖∇φn‖∞ ≤ C‖∇φ‖∞ for all n ∈ N (5.16)

for a universal C > 0 and such that there exists an index N ∈ N depending on θ with

H1
(

(S(φn) \ S(vn)) ∩Bbad

)

≤ Cθ for all n ≥ N. (5.17)

The main idea of the proof is to transfer the jump of φ in each Qi ∈ Bbad onto a continuous curve
Γni ⊂ Qi related to the boundary of a certain level set for vn, see Figure 7 for the construction of Γni .
(The construction provides a function with discontinuities on the boundary of a set of finite perimeter
Pni ⊂ Qi. Without restriction, up to filling holes and removing components, Pni can be chosen such that
both Pni and Qi \ Pni are connected sets (more precisely, indecomposable, see [4, Sections 4,5]). Then,
by [4, Theorem 7] the boundary ∂∗Pni can be represented by a Jordan curve and, as a consequence,
Γni := ∂∗Pni ∩ Qi is a continuous curve.) Here, one uses (5.11) and the BV coarea formula to show that
H1(Γni \ S(vn)) ≤ Cθri, see estimate [31, (2.15)].

More precisely, for each n ∈ N and each Qi := Qri(xi) ∈ Bbad there are two lines Hn,+
i and Hn,−

i with
normal νφ(xi) which lie above and below the middle line Hi containing the point xi, also with normal
νφ(xi), such that

Rni ⊃ Qi ∩ {y : |(y − xi) · νφ(xi)| ≤ 2θri}, (5.18)

H1
(

⋃

Bbad

Lni
)

≤ Cθ (5.19)

for a universal constant C > 0, where Rni denotes the rectangular subset that lies between Hn,+
i and

Hn,−
i , and Lni := ∂Rni \ (Hn,+

i ∪ Hn,−
i ) denotes its lateral boundaries, cf. [31, (2.10)–(2.11)]. We again

refer to Figure 6 for an illustration. The function φn is then constructed such that φn = φ outside of
⋃

Bbad
Rni and inside

⋃

Bbad
Rni it is defined by reflection. More precisely, since S(φ) ∩ Qi ⊂ Rni by (5.8)

and (5.18), the construction in [31] actually yields

S(φn) ∩Qi ⊂̃Γni ∪ Lni for all Qi ∈ Bbad. (5.20)

We point out that, as the construction of φn in [31] relies on a reflection, this leads only to a Lipschitz-
regularity of φn in the two components of Qi \Γni , see (5.16). However, for our purposes we will need that
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also ∇φn is Lipschitz continuous. Therefore, we use a variant of the construction which relies on a cut-off
argument and allows us to construct functions φn such that, for a constant C > 0, we have

∇φn ∈ SBV (Ω;R2) with ‖∇(∇φn)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ Cθ−1(mini ri)
−1‖∇φ‖∞ + C‖∇2φ‖∞. (5.21)

(Cut-off constructions for SBV -functions are by now standard, see e.g. [9, Sections 2.3, 2.4], and have also
already been used in related second-order problems, see [30, Lemma 4.4] or [29, Proposition 4.2].) More
precisely, supposing νφ(xi) = e2 and xi = 0 for notational convenience, we let T±

i := {y ∈ Qi : ± y2 ∈
(θri, 2θri)} and b±(y1) :=

ffl 2θri
θri

φ(y1,±s) ds for y1 ∈ (−ri, ri). In the connected component Pn,+i of Qi\Γni
containingHn,+

i , we set φn(y1, y2) = φ(y1, y2)ϕ
+
i (y1, y2)+(1−ϕ+

i (y1, y2))b+(y1), where ϕ
+
i ∈ C∞(Qi) with

ϕ+
i = 1 on {y2 > 2θri} and ϕ+

i = 0 on {y2 < θri}. In the other connected components ofQi\Γni we perform
a similar cutoff with b−(y1). Omitting exact details, we mention that, to see the bounds (5.16) and (5.21),
we particularly exploit ‖∂1b±‖L∞(−ri,ri) ≤ C‖∇φ‖∞ and ‖φ(y1,±·)− b±(y1)‖L∞(θri,2θri) ≤ Cθri‖∇φ‖∞
for all y1 ∈ (−ri, ri), and ‖∇ϕ±

i ‖∞ ≤ C(θri)
−1 For later convenience, up to performing a suitable small

modification of the functions b±, by using (5.19) one can also achieve that, for a sufficiently small constant
cθ depending on θ,

(i)
⋃

Bbad

Lni ∪ Γni ⊂̃S(φn), (ii) H1
({

x ∈ S(φn) ∩Bbad : |[φn](x)| ≤ cθ
})

≤ Cθ. (5.22)

In the following, we suppose that the additional properties (5.20)–(5.22) are satisfied. As by definition of
the sequence (vn)n we have S(vn) ⊂̃KL

n (t), (5.17) yields

H1
(

(S(φn) \KL
n (t)) ∩Bbad

)

≤ Cθ for all n ≥ N. (5.23)

Moreover, S(φn) is essentially closed, i.e., H1(S(φn) \ S(φn)) = 0, and by (5.20) and (5.22) we have

S(φn) =̃
(

S(φ) \Bbad

)

∪
⋃

Qi∈Bbad

(Lni ∪ Γni ). (5.24)

With these preparations, we can define the sequence of atomistic displacements by

ψn(x) := φn(x) for all x ∈ Ln(Ω) . (5.25)

This means in particular that ψn(x) = φ(x) for x ∈ Ln(Ω) \ Bbad and ψn(x) = ψ(x) for x ∈ Ln(Ω) \
(Bgood ∪Bbad) by the definition of φ below (5.13). As Bgood ∪Bbad ⊂ U , this gives ψn(x) = g(t, x) for all
x ∈ Ln(Ω \ U), i.e., ψn ∈ An(g(t)).

Some auxiliary lemmas. In the following, we choose k ∈ N such that t ∈ [tkn, t
k+1
n ). (Clearly, k depends

on t and n but we do not include this in the notation for simplicity.) We recall the definition of the energies

Ek,elan , Ek,cran , Ek,remn , and Ek,bdyn in (3.10), see also (4.18). We also recall the definition ofMk,v
n,△(vn), Ckn(vn),

and Ck,Ln (vn) in (3.2), (3.3), and (3.8). We denote by Dv

n(φn) the collection of triangles such that S(φn)
intersects the side of the triangle that is oriented in direction v ∈ V . We also define

Dn(φn) :=
⋃

j=1,2,3

Dvj
n (φn) =

{

△ : S(φn) ∩ ∂△ 6= ∅
}

, (5.26)

which is the collection of triangles that are intersected by S(φn). Note that the sets Dvj
n (φn) are obviously

not disjoint in general. We now formulate three auxiliary results that will help us to prove Theorem 4.7.

Lemma 5.1 (Small stretching of springs if there is no jump). For each v ∈ V it holds

|(ψn)△ · v| ≤ C for all △ ∈ Tn \ Dv

n(φn) (5.27)
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for a constant C > 0 depending on φ. Moreover, for εn small enough, we have

Mk,v
n,△(ψn) ≤Mk,v

n,△ ∨R ≤Mk,v
n,△(ukn) ∨R for all △ ∈ Tn \ Dv

n(φn). (5.28)

Whenever a spring does not intersect the jump set of φn, the stretching is necessarily controlled, see
(5.27), and thus does effectively not increase the memory variable in the sense of (5.28).

Lemma 5.2 (Small stretching of springs despite of jump). For εn small enough, it holds that

εn
∑

v∈V
#
{

△ ∈ Dv

n(φn) : M
k,v
n,△(ψn) ≤ R

}

≤ Cθ (5.29)

and

εn#
(

Dn(φn) \ Ckn(ψn)
)

≤ Cθ. (5.30)

In principle, it can happen that a spring intersects the jump set of S(φn), but still the stretching is
smaller than R. This is the case if the jump height [φn](x) for some x ∈ S(φn) is small. Due to the fine
control on the amount of points where this can happen (use φn = φ outside of Bbad and (5.22)(ii)), the
energy contribution of such springs can be controlled in terms of θ.

For the third lemma, we define the collection of triangles inside Bbad by T bad
n = {△ ∈ Tn : △ ⊂ Bbad} .

Lemma 5.3 (Bounds in Bbad and complement). It holds that

lim sup
n→∞

εn
2

∑

(Ck
n(ψn)∩Dn(φn))\T bad

n

(

∑

Mk,v
n,△(ψn)>R

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ψn))−

∑

Mk,v
n,△(uk

n)>R

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ukn))

)

≤
ˆ

S(φ)\K(t)

ϕ(νφ) dH1 + Cθ (5.31)

and

εn#
{

(△,v) ∈
(

Ckn(ψn) ∩ T bad
n ∩ Dn(φn)

)

× V : Mk,v
n,△(ψn) > Mk,v

n,△(ukn) ∨R and Mk,v
n,△(ukn) ≤ Rn

}

≤ Cθ.

(5.32)
In particular, we have

εn#Ckn(ψn) + εn#Ckn(ukn) ≤ C . (5.33)

Here, we recall the shorthand notation in (5.31), namely that the first sum runs over triangles △ and
the other sums run over directions v satisfying the corresponding inequality. The two estimates (5.31) and
(5.32) deal with ’broken springs’ that are intersected by S(φn) in Ω \ Bbad and Bbad, respectively. The
proof of the first estimate (5.31) resembles the construction of a recovery sequence in the atomistic-to-
continuum Γ-convergence result [36]. In particular, outside Bbad no transfer of jump enters the argument.
Yet, the latter is at the core of proving (5.32) which indeed fundamentally relies on (5.17). Eventually,
estimate (5.33) follows from (5.27)–(5.32).

Proof of the stability result. We defer the proofs of the three lemmas to the end of the section and
proceed with the proof of Theorem 4.7.

Proof of Theorem 4.7. Let t ∈ [0, T ] be given and, for each n ∈ N, choose k such that t ∈ [tkn, t
k+1
n ). Let

(ψn)n be the sequence defined in (5.25). By construction, we clearly have ψn(x) = g(t, x) for x ∈ Ln(Ω\U)
as φn coincides with ψ outside of Bgood ∪ Bbad and Bgood ∪ Bbad ⊂ U . Recalling the discussion at the
beginning of the section, it suffices to show (5.1)–(5.4) for an arbitrary but fixed θ > 0.
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Step 1: Proof of (5.1). Consider the interpolation ψ̃n related to ψn which is affine on each triangle of
Tn. In view of (5.25) and the regularity of ψ, one can check that

χΩn ψ̃n → ψ on L1(Ω \
(

Bgood ∪Bbad)
)

.

By (5.16), (5.25), and the first property in (5.10), we also find

‖χΩn ψ̃n − ψ‖L1(Bgood∪Bbad) ≤ C
(

‖φ‖L∞(Ω) + ‖ψ‖L∞(Ω)

)

θ2 ≤ Cθ2.

This shows (5.1).
Step 2: Proof of (5.2). Recall the definition of Ek,cran (ψn) and Ek,remn (ψn) from (3.11), namely

Ek,cran (ψn) =
εn
2

∑

Ck,L
n (ψn)

∑

Mk,v
n,△(ψn)>Rn

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ψn))

and

Ek,remn (ψn) =
εn
2

∑

Ck
n(ψn)

(

∑

R<Mk,v
n,△(ψn)≤Rn

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ψn)) +

∑

Mk,v
n,△(ψn)≤R

Ψ(ε1/2n |(ψn)△ · v|)
)

+
εn
2

∑

Ck
n(ψn)\Ck,L

n (ψn)

∑

Mk,v
n,△(ψn)>Rn

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ψn)) .

The same definition holds for ukn in place of ψn. We then estimate the contributions by

Ek,cran (ψn)− Ek,cran (ukn) + Ek,remn (ψn)− Ek,remn (ukn) ≤ Fk,1
n + Fk,2

n + Fk,3
n + Fk,4

n ,

where

Fk,1
n :=

εn
2

∑

(Ck
n(ψn)∩Dn(φn))\T bad

n

(

∑

Mk,v
n,△

(ψn)>R

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ψn))−

∑

Mk,v
n,△

(uk
n)>R

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ukn))

)

,

Fk,2
n :=

εn
2

∑

Ck
n(ψn)∩Dn(φn)∩T bad

n

(

∑

Mk,v
n,△(ψn)>R

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ψn))−

∑

Mk,v
n,△(uk

n)>R

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ukn))

)

,

Fk,3
n :=

εn
2

∑

Ck
n(ψn)\Dn(φn)

(

∑

Mk,v
n,△(ψn)>R

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ψn))−

∑

Mk,v
n,△(uk

n)>R

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ukn))

)

,

Fk,4
n :=

εn
2

∑

Ck
n(ψn)

∑

Mk,v
n,△(ψn)≤R

Ψ(ε1/2n |(ψn)△ · v|) .

Here, we summed up all the contributions in ’broken’ triangles △ ∈ Ckn(ψn). However, we dropped the

contributions of related to ukn in triangles Ckn(ukn) \ Ckn(ψn) and the contributions Ψ(ε
1/2
n |(ukn)△ · v|) for

(△,v) ∈ Ckn(ukn)× V with Mk,v
n,△(ukn) ≤ R, which are all clearly nonnegative.

We now estimate the various terms. First, (5.31) together with (5.15) implies

lim sup
n→∞

Fk,1
n ≤

ˆ

S(ψ)\K(t)

ϕ(νψ) dH1 + Cθ . (5.34)

To estimate Fk,2
n we use (5.32). More precisely, we denote the set on the left-hand side of (5.32) by Λn

for shorthand. Then, recalling that Ψ is increasing and Ψ ≤ κ by (ii’) and (iv’), we compute

Fk,2
n ≤ 3εn

2
#
(

(Ckn(ψn) ∩Dn(φn) ∩ T bad
n ) \ Λn

)(

κ−Ψ(Rn)
)

+
3εn
2

#Λnκ.
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Then, by limt→∞ Ψ(t) = κ, (5.32), and the fact that #Ckn(ψn) ≤ Cε−1
n (see (5.33)) we conclude

lim sup
n→∞

Fk,2
n ≤ Cθ . (5.35)

By (5.28) and the monotonicity of Ψ we directly obtain Fk,3
n ≤ 0. Eventually, by (5.27) and (5.29) we get

lim sup
n→∞

Fk,4
n ≤ lim sup

n→∞

εn
2

∑

v∈V
#
(

Ckn(ψn) \ Dv

n(φn)
)

Ψ
(

ε1/2n C
)

+ lim sup
n→∞

εn
2

∑

v∈V
#
{

△ ∈ Dv

n(φn) : M
k,v
n,△(ψn) ≤ R

}

Ψ(R) ≤ Cθ,

where we also used #Ckn(ψn) ≤ Cε−1
n by (5.33) and limt→0 Ψ(t) = 0. This along with (5.34)–(5.35)

concludes the proof of (5.2).
Step 3: Proof of (5.3). The essential point is to prove that there exists a sequence of sets (Υn)n ⊂ Ω

such that

χΩn∇ψ̂kn −∇φn → 0 pointwise a.e. in Ω, L2(Υn) ≤ Cθεn, ‖∇ψ̂kn‖L∞(Ωn\Υn) ≤ C. (5.36)

Assume for the moment that (5.36) is true and recall the definition of Ψcell
n in (3.16) with Ψcell

n ≤ Cε−1
n

on R2. Thus, using (3.15) and (5.36) it follows

lim sup
n→∞

Ek,elan (ψn) = lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

Ωn

Ψcell
n (∇ψ̂kn(x)) dx ≤ lim sup

n→∞

ˆ

Ωn\Υn

Ψcell
n (∇ψ̂kn(x)) dx + CL2(Υn)ε

−1
n

≤ lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

Ωn\(Bbad∪Υn)

Ψcell
n (∇ψ̂kn(x)) dx + lim sup

n→∞

ˆ

Bbad\Υn

Ψcell
n (∇ψ̂kn(x)) dx + Cθ .

(5.37)

Note that the function x 7→ Ψcell
n (∇ψ̂kn(x)) is uniformly bounded on Ωn \ Υn because of (5.36) and the

fact that Ψcell
n is bounded on {|y| ≤ C}, see Lemma 3.4(iii). Hence, by L2(Bbad) ≤ θ2 (see the first item

in (5.10)), the second integral in (5.37) can be controlled in terms of Cθ. For the first integral we argue
similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.6. The fact that φn = φ in Ω \Bbad, the reverse Fatou lemma, and the
first item of (5.36) lead to

lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

Ωn\(Bbad∪Υn)

Ψcell
n (∇ψ̂kn(x)) dx ≤

ˆ

Ω\Bbad

Φ(∇φ) dx + lim sup
n→∞

ˆ

Ωn\(Bbad∪Υn)

|∇ψ̂kn|2
ω(ε

1/2
n ∇ψ̂kn)

(ε
1/2
n |∇ψ̂kn|)2

dx

≤
ˆ

Ω\Bbad

Φ(∇φ) dx .

Here we have used Lemma 3.4(i) and the fact ‖∇ψ̂kn‖L2(Ωn\Υn) ≤ C as well as ε
1/2
n |∇ψ̂kn|2 → 0 uniformly,

which both follow from the last item in (5.36). In view of (5.14), this concludes the proof of (5.3).

Now, we proceed with the proof of (5.36). First, since ∇ψ̂kn is zero on each △ ∈ Ckn(ψn) by construction,
and ∇φn is uniformly bounded on Ω, see (5.16), we get

∑

△∈Ck
n(ψn)

χ△(∇ψ̂kn −∇φn) → 0 strongly inL1(Ω;R2) , (5.38)

where we used L2(△) =
√
3
4 ε

2
n and #Ckn(ψn) ≤ Cε−1

n by (5.33). Now, we consider triangles △ ∈ Dn(φn) \
Ckn(ψn). Here, we have no good control on ∇ψ̂kn = ∇ψ̃n, but we can control the volume of the set in terms
of θεn. Letting Υn =

⋃

△∈Dn(φn)\Ck
n(ψn)

△, by (5.30) we compute

L2(Υn) ≤ Cε2n#(Dn(φn) \ Ckn(ψn)) ≤ Cθεn. (5.39)
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Eventually, we consider triangles△ ∈ Tn\(Dn(φn)∪Ckn(ψn)). In view of (5.24), this implies that either (a)
△ 6⊂ Bbad with △∩⋃

Bbad
Lni = ∅ or (b) △ ⊂ Bbad. First, assume that △ 6⊂ Bbad and △∩⋃

Bbad
Lni = ∅.

Then, by construction of φn below (5.21), we have ψn(x) = φn(x) = φ(x) for all vertices x of △. Since

φ ∈ W 2,∞(Ω \ S(φ)), ∇φ is Lipschitz on △ and thus supx,x′∈△ |∇φ(x) − ∇φ(x′)| ≤ ‖∇2φ‖L∞(△)εn. By
the mean value theorem this yields

‖∇ψ̃n −∇φ‖L∞(△) ≤ Cεn‖∇2φ‖L∞(Ω).

In a similar fashion, if △ ⊂ Bbad, we have ψn(x) = φn(x) for the vertices of △, and as ∇φn is Lipschitz
on △, we get

‖∇ψ̃n −∇φn‖L∞(△) ≤ Cεn‖∇2φn‖L∞(△) ≤ Cεn
(

θ−1(mini ri)
−1‖∇φ‖∞ + ‖∇2φ‖∞

)

,

where we also used (5.21). As △ /∈ Ckn(ψn), we have ψ̂kn = ψ̃n on such triangles. Therefore, for fixed θ > 0,
we obtain

∑

△∈Tn\(Dn(φn)∪Ck
n(ψn))

χ△(∇ψ̂kn −∇φn) → 0 strongly inL1(Ω;R2) . (5.40)

Combining (5.38)–(5.40) with the fact that ‖∇φn‖∞ ≤ C yields (5.36).
Step 4: Proof of (5.4). Recall the definition of Ebdy

n in (3.6). Let T bdy
n = {△ ∈ Tn : ∂△ ∩ ∂Ωn 6= ∅}

and Ωbdy
n =

⋃

△∈T bdy
n

△. First, since Bgood ∪Bbad ⊂⊂ Ω by construction, we get △∩ (Bgood ∪Bbad) = ∅
for all △ ∈ T bdy

n , for εn small enough. By H1(S(ψ) ∩ Ωbdy
n ) → 0 as n → ∞ and the regularity of S(ψ),

this shows that

εn#(T bdy
n ∩ Dn(φn)) = εn#(T bdy

n ∩ Dn(ψ)) → 0, (5.41)

where Dn(ψ) is defined analogous to (5.26), i.e., as the collection of triangles that are intersected by S(ψ).
Now, the contribution of triangles in T bdy

n ∩ (Ckn(ψn) \Dn(φn)) is nonpositive by (5.28) and repeating the
argument for Fk,3

n above. Furthermore, the contribution of triangles in T bdy
n ∩ Dn(φn) is negligible by

(5.41) and the boundedness of Ψ. Concerning the triangles △ /∈ Ckn(ψn), we can follow the lines of Step 3,
in particular (5.37), where we use that also the integral over Ωbdy

n \Υn vanishes since L2(Ωbdy
n ) → 0 and

we have L2(Υn ∩ Ωbdy
n )ε−1

n → 0 by (5.41). This shows (5.4). �

Proofs of the auxiliary lemmas. We proceed to prove the three auxiliary results.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Fix v ∈ V and △ ∈ Tn \Dv

n(φn). Let x, x
′ be the pair of vertices with x−x′ parallel

to v. Since φn ∈ W 1,∞(Ω \ S(φn)), more precisely L := supn ‖∇φn‖∞ < ∞ by (5.16), and the segment

between x and x′ does not intersect S(φn), we get

|φn(x)− φn(x
′)| ≤ ‖∇φn‖∞εn ≤ Lεn .

As ψn = φn on Ln(Ω), we get

|(ψn)△ · v| ≤ L ,

which shows (5.27). In particular, for εn small enough, we have ε
1/2
n L ≤ R, and thus by (3.1)–(3.2), we

find

Mk,v
n,△(ψn) ≤Mk,v

n,△ ∨R ≤Mk,v
n,△(ukn) ∨R.

This concludes the proof of (5.28). �

For convenience we proceed with the proof of Lemma 5.3 and address Lemma 5.2 at the end.
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Proof of Lemma 5.3. We first prove (5.31) in Steps 1–3. Step 4 addresses (5.32), and finally in Step 5 we
show (5.33). As a preparation for the proof of (5.31), we split the energy contribution on the left hand
side into three terms, namely

εn
2

∑

(Ck
n(ψn)∩Dn(φn))\T bad

n

(

∑

Mk,v
n,△(ψn)>R

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ψn))−

∑

Mk,v
n,△(uk

n)>R

Ψ(Mk,v
n,△(ukn))

)

= Fgood
n + F rest

n + Fglue
n ,

(5.42)

where in each of the three terms the summation is restricted to corresponding subsets of Tn, namely

T good
n = {△ : △∩Bgood 6= ∅}, T rest

n = {△ : △∩ (Bgood ∪Bbad) = ∅}, T glue
n = {△ : △∩ ∂Bbad 6= ∅}.

We now treat the three terms separately.
Step 1: Fgood

n . First, by Ψ ≤ κ we get

Fgood
n ≤

∑

v∈V

κεn
2

#
(

Dv

n(φn) ∩ T good
n

)

.

Recall that ψn = φ on Ln(Ω) \ Bbad and △ ∩ Bbad = ∅ for all △ ∈ T good
n (for εn small enough). In

particular, we get Dn(φ) ∩ T good
n = Dn(φn) ∩ T good

n , where we use the notation introduced in (5.26) also
for φ. Thus, we have

Fgood
n ≤

3
∑

j=1

κεn
2

#
(

Dvj
n (φ) ∩ T good

n

)

. (5.43)

Denote by νφ again the measure-theoretic unit normal to S(φ). For a square Qi = Qri(xi) ∈ Bgood we
now prove that

#
{

△ ∈ Dvj
n (φ)with △∩Qi 6= ∅

}

≤ 2ri
4|νφ(xi) · vj |√

3εn
+
Cri
εn

θ . (5.44)

By (5.8) and the construction below (5.13) we observe that, for each △ with △ ∩ Qi 6= ∅, we have
that S(φ) ∩ △ is contained in the two segments forming Li and in the segment Hi. As H1(Li) = 4θri,
the number of triangles intersecting Li can clearly be controlled by Cθri/εn. Therefore, it remains to
consider triangles intersectingHi. Recall that Hi is a segment with normal vector νφ(xi). Let v

⊥
j be a unit

vector orthogonal to vj , and denote by Πj(Hi) the orthogonal projection of Hi onto Rv⊥
j . We compute

H1(Πj(Hi)) = H1(Hi)|νφ(xi) · vj | = 2ri|νφ(xi) · vj |, and then by basic geometric considerations, one can

estimate the amount of springs in direction vj that are crossed by Hi as (
√
3εn
2 )−12ri|νφ(xi) · vj |+ 1. As

each spring is contained in two triangles, this implies

#
{

△ ∈ Dvj
n (φ)with △∩Hi 6= ∅

}

≤ 2ri
4|νφ(xi) · vj |√

3εn
+ 2.

For εn small enough with respect to θ > 0 this implies (5.44). Then, using H1(Qi ∩S(φ)) ≥ 2ri, recalling
the definition ϕ(ν) = 2κ√

3

∑

v∈V |ν · v| for ν ∈ S1, and putting together (5.43)–(5.44), we obtain

Fgood
n ≤ κ

∑

Qi∈Bgood

3
∑

j=1

H1(S(φ) ∩Qi)
(2|νφ(xi) · vj |√

3
+ C θ

)

≤
∑

Qi∈Bgood

H1(S(φ) ∩Qi)ϕ(νφ(xi)) + C θ

for a constant C > 0 also depending on H1(S(φ)). Then, due to (5.12), we also get

Fgood
n ≤

∑

Qi∈Bgood

H1
(

(S(φ) \K(t)) ∩Qi
)

ϕ(νφ(xi)) + C θ.
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Eventually, using that νφ(xi) is the normal vector to Hi and H1(Li) = 4θri for each Qi ∈ Bgood, we find

Fgood
n ≤

ˆ

(S(φ)\K(t))∩Bgood

ϕ(νφ) dH1 + Cθ. (5.45)

Step 2: F rest
n . We recall that ψn = ψ on Ln(Ω) \ (Bgood ∪ Bbad). Repeating the argument leading to

(5.43) we find

F rest
n ≤ 3κ εn

2
#
(

Dn(ψ) ∩ T rest
n

)

. (5.46)

In view of the second item of (5.11) and the regularity of S(ψ) we have #(Dn(ψ) ∩ T rest
n ) ≤ Cθε−1

n .
Therefore, we have

F rest
n ≤ Cθ . (5.47)

Step 3: Fglue
n . Let Qi ∈ Bbad and consider a triangle △ ∈ T glue

n ∩ Dn(φn) ∩ Ckn(ψn) with △∩ ∂Qi 6= ∅.
Recalling the sets Lni introduced in (5.19), by (5.8) and (5.24) we get △∩S(φn) = ∅ whenever △∩Lni = ∅.
It is thus left to consider △ with △ ∩ Lni 6= ∅. For this, we use (5.19): Because

⋃

Qi∈Bbad
Lni consists of

straight segments, we obtain
∑

Qi∈Bbad

#
{

△ ∈ Tn : △∩ Lni 6= ∅
}

≤ C

εn

∑

Qi∈Bbad

H1(Lni ) ≤
C θ

εn
.

Since an estimate analogous to (5.43) or (5.46) also holds for Fglue
n , this finally leads to

Fglue
n ≤ Cθ . (5.48)

Recalling the splitting (5.42) and combining (5.45), (5.47), and (5.48) we conclude the proof of (5.31).
Step 4: Proof of (5.32). We define D∗

n := {△ ∈ T bad
n : (S(φn) \KL

n (t)) ∩ △ 6= ∅} and first argue that
it suffices to show that

#D∗
n ≤ Cθε−1

n . (5.49)

To see this, we show that T bad
n \ D∗

n does not intersect with the collection from (5.32). For each △ ∈
T bad
n \ D∗

n and some v ∈ V we either have Mk,v
n,△(ukn) > Rn or Mk,v

n,△(ukn) ≤ Rn. In the first case, the

conditions in (5.32) are obviously violated. In the latter case, the segment of ∂△ in direction v does not
intersect KL

n (t), cf. (3.12) and (4.19), and therefore, by △∩(S(φn)\KL
n (t)) = ∅, we conclude △ /∈ Dv

n(φn).

Then, (5.28) implies Mk,v
n,△(ψn) ≤Mk,v

n,△(ukn)∨R, and thus the triangle does not lie in the collection given

in (5.32). This shows that (5.49) induces the desired estimate.
Let us now show (5.49). To this end, we claim that by the construction of ψn we can find a universal

constant C > 0 such that for every Qi ∈ Bbad we have

#
{

△ ∈ D∗
n : △ ⊂ Qi

}

≤ C

εn
H1

(

(S(φn) \KL
n(t)) ∩Qi

)

. (5.50)

Recall the curve Γni satisfying (5.20). Note also that KL
n (t) consists of segments with length εn

2 and each
two of such segments either touch or have distance at least εn

2 . Therefore, a connected component Γni,l of

(Γni \KL
n(t))∩Qi satisfies either H1(Γni,l) ≥ εn

2 or that the start and endpoint of Γni,l intersect the same or

two consecutive segments contained in KL
n (t). In the latter case, in the construction of φn, the part Γni,l

of the curve Γni could be replaced by a piecewise affine curve inside KL
n (t) such that the estimate (5.17)

still holds. Therefore, in the following, we will suppose without restriction that all connected components
(Γni,l)l of (Γ

n
i \KL

n (t)) ∩Qi fulfill H1(Γni,l) ≥ εn
2 . We now aim to prove for each of such components that

#
{

△ : Γni,l ∩△ 6= ∅
}

≤ C

εn
H1(Γni,l) . (5.51)
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From this, we then deduce (5.50) as

#
{

△ ∈ D∗
n : △ ⊂ Qi

}

≤
∑

l
#
{

△ : Γni,l ∩△ 6= ∅
}

≤ C

εn

∑

l
H1(Γni,l) ≤

C

εn
H1

(

(S(φn) \KL
n(t)) ∩Qi

)

.

In order to prove (5.51), we look at the εn-neighborhood of Γni,l, i.e.,

Nεn(Γ
n
i,l) := {x ∈ R

2 : dist(x,Γni,l) ≤ εn} . (5.52)

As H1(Γni,l) ≥ εn
2 , an elementary geometric argument shows that there exists a universal constant C > 0

such that
L2

(

Nεn(Γ
n
i,l)

)

≤ CεnH1(Γni,l) .

Since L2(△) =
√
3
4 ε

2
n, we hence obtain

#
{

△ : Γni,l ∩△ 6= ∅
}

≤ #
{

△ : △ ⊂ Nεn(Γ
n
i,l)

}

≤
L2

(

Nεn(Γ
n
i,l)

)

L2(△)
≤ C

εn
H1(Γni,l) .

This yields (5.51) and therefore (5.50). In view of (5.23) and (5.50), we eventually get (5.49) by summing
over the finite number of squares in Bbad.

Step 5: Proof of (5.33). By Lemma 4.1 and Corollary 4.4, together with Proposition 3.5, we obtain
εn#Ckn(ukn) ≤ C. It remains to estimate #Ckn(ψn). Because of Lemma 5.1, we know that Ckn(ψn)\Dv

n(φn) ⊂
Ckn(ukn) for all v ∈ V and thus #(Ckn(ψn) \ Dn(φn)) ≤ #Ckn(ukn) ≤ Cε−1

n . It hence remains to estimate
#(Ckn(ψn) ∩Dn(φn)). Due to (5.31), we obtain

εn#
(

Ckn(ψn) ∩Dn(φn)
)

\ T bad
n ≤ C + κεn#Ckn(ukn) + Cθ ≤ C .

Here, we have used that contributions of triangles with Mk,v
n,△(ukn) > R for some v ∈ V can be controlled

by κεn#Ckn(ukn) and the fact that
´

S(φ)\K(t)
ϕ(νφ) dH1 ≤ C. Finally, if we denote the set on the left-hand

side of (5.32) by Λn, we obtain
(

Ckn(ψn) ∩ Dn(φn) ∩ T bad
n

)

\ Λn ⊂ Ckn(ukn). We hence can deduce from
(5.32) that

εn#
(

Ckn(ψn) ∩ Dn(φn) ∩ T bad
n

)

≤ εn#Ckn(ukn) + Cθ ≤ C .

Putting all bounds together we conclude the proof of (5.33). �

Proof of Lemma 5.2. We start with (5.29). To this end, recall the construction of φn, see particularly
(5.24), and note that it coincides with φ outside of Bbad. Therefore, for cθ small enough, we find that
H1

(

{x ∈ S(φ) \ Bbad : |[φ](x)| ≤ cθ}
)

≤ θ. Then, using (5.22)(ii), possibly passing to a smaller cθ
depending only on θ, we get

H1
(

{x ∈ S(φn) : |[φn](x)| ≤ cθ}
)

≤ Cθ for all n ∈ N, (5.53)

where C > 0 is a universal constant.
As we already found the control #(Dn(ψ) ∩ T rest

n ) ≤ Cθε−1
n preceding (5.47), to show (5.29) it thus

suffices to consider triangles intersecting Bgood∪Bbad. We recall that S(φn)∩ (Bgood ∪Bbad) is contained
in a finite number of curves whose number is bounded uniformly in n. Therefore, there is only a bounded
number of triangles intersecting more than one of these curves. Consequently, in order to show (5.29)
for εn small enough, it suffices to consider triangles △ such that Nεn(△) intersects exactly one of these
curves, where similarly to (5.52) we define

Nεn(△) := {x ∈ R
2 : dist(x,△) ≤ εn} .

Further, in view of (5.49), the triangles that intersect any component (Γni,l) of Γni \Kk,L
n are negligible.

Hence, in order to show (5.29), it suffices to consider triangles △ such that Nεn(△) does not intersect
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any component (Γni,l)i,l. Now, except for the parts (Γni,l)i,l considered in (5.51), the curves are either the

straight segments Hi = S(φ) ∩Qi and Li for squares Qi ∈ Bgood, the segments Lni related to Qi ∈ Bbad,
or a union of intervals contained in Kk,L

n , see (5.24). We denote the collection of triangles that intersect
one of these curves by Gn and define

Gv

n :=
{

△ ∈ Dv

n(φn) ∩ Gn : Mk,v
n,△(ψn) ≤ R

}

.

In view of this preliminary discussion, it suffices to check εn#Gv

n ≤ Cθ for all v ∈ V . Let us consider
a triangle △ ∈ Gv

n . We note that S(φn) ∩ Nεn(△) is contained in a straight segment or in a union of
intervals of length εn

2 oriented parallel to the lattice directions. Let x and x′ be the vertices of △ such

that x− x′ is in direction v and let x0 be the unique point in S(φn) on the segment connecting x and x′.

By the fact that Mk,v
n,△(ψn) ≤ R, (5.25), and the fundamental theorem of calculus we find

R ≥ ε
1/2
n |φn(x) − φn(x

′)|
εn

≥ ε−1/2
n

(

|[φn](x0)| − ‖∇φn‖∞εn
)

≥ ε−1/2
n |[φn](x0)| − Lε1/2n ,

where we set L := supn ‖∇φn‖∞ < ∞, see (5.16). This shows |[φn](x0)| ≤ ε
1/2
n R + Lεn. Since S(φn) ∩

Nεn(△) is contained in only one of the curves of S(φn), again using ‖∇φn‖∞ ≤ L, we find

|[φn](z)| ≤ ε1/2n R+ CLεn for all z ∈ S(φn) ∩Nεn(△).

(In fact, x0 and each z can be connected by two different curves on different components ofNεn(△))\S(φn)
of length ∼ εn.) As H1(S(φn)∩Nεn(△)) is at least εn/2, for εn small enough depending on θ we get that

H1
(

{x ∈ S(φn) ∩Nεn(△) : |[φn](x)| ≤ cθ}
)

≥ εn
2
.

Summing over all △ in Gv

n and observing that each neighborhood Nεn(△) intersects only a bounded
number of neighborhoods Nεn(△′), △′ 6= △, we get

εn#Gv

n ≤ CH1
(

{x ∈ S(φn) : |[φn](x)| ≤ cθ}
)

≤ Cθ,

where in the last step we used (5.53). This concludes the proof of (5.29).
Eventually, (5.30) is a simple consequence of (5.29) and the definition of Dn(φn) and Ckn(ψn). �

We close the section with the proof of Corollary 4.8.

Proof of Corollary 4.8. Inspection of the proof of Theorem 4.7 shows that it is irrelevant that un(t) satisfies

the boundary values g(t
k(t)
n ). In fact, it only matters that ψ = g(t) on Ω \ U . Therefore, we can consider

another sequence of solutions u∗n(t) related to boundary values g∗(t) := 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ]. We obtain
u∗n(t) = 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ] and the corresponding limiting evolution u∗(t) = 0 and K∗(t) = ∅ for all
t ∈ [0, T ]. Applying Theorem 4.7 in this situation for some ψ ∈ SBV 2(Ω) with ψ = g(t) on Ω \ U yields

(ψn)n with ψn ∈ An(g(t
k(t)
n )) such that ψn AC-converges to ψ and

lim sup
n→∞

(

Eela
n (ψn; t) + Ecra

n (ψn; t) + Erem
n (ψn; t) + Ebdy

n (ψn; t)
)

≤
ˆ

Ω

Φ(∇ψ) dx +

ˆ

S(ψ)

ϕ(νψ) dH1,

where we used Ecra
n (u∗n(t); t)+Erem

n (u∗n(t); t) = 0 andK∗(t) = ∅. Now it suffices to observe that En(ψn; t) =
Eela
n (ψn; t) + Ecra

n (ψn; t) + Erem
n (ψn; t) + Ebdy

n (ψn; t) by (3.10) and the fact that En(ψn) = En(ψn; t) since
the memory variable is not active due to u∗n(t) = 0. �
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