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SEPARATION PROPERTY FOR THE NONLOCAL

CAHN-HILLIARD-BRINKMAN SYSTEM WITH A SINGULAR POTENTIAL AND

DEGENERATE MOBILITY

SHEETAL DHARMATTI
1
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2

This work studies the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard-Brinkman (CHB) system, which models the phase separation
of a binary fluid in a bounded domain and porous media. We focus on the system with a singular potential
(logarithmic form) and a degenerate mobility function. The singular potential introduces challenges due to
the blow-up of its derivatives near pure phases, while the degenerate mobility complicates the analysis. Our
main result is the separation property, which ensures that the solution eventually stays away from the pure
phases. We adopt a new method, inspired by the De Giorgi’s iteration, introduced for the two-dimensional
Cahn-Hilliard equation with constant mobility. This work extends previous results and provides a general
approach for proving the separation property for similar systems.
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Introduction

The Cahn-Hilliard-Brinkman (CHB) system describes the behaviour of two immiscible, incompressible and
isothermal fluids in a bounded domain and porous media. This system consists of the Cahn-Hilliard equation
for the relative concentration of fluids and the Brinkman equation, a modified Darcy’s law for fluid velocity.
Let Ω be an open, bounded subset of R2. Consider the relative concentration of two fluids defined as
ϕ = (ϕ1 −ϕ2), where ϕi represents the concentration of each fluid. The variable ϕ lies in the interval [−1, 1]
with the extreme values ±1 corresponding to pure phases. The nonlocal CHB system is given by,

ϕ′ +∇ · ( uϕ) = ∇ · (m(ϕ)∇µ), in Ω× [0, T ], (1.1)

µ = aϕ− J ∗ ϕ+ F ′ (ϕ) , in Ω× [0, T ], (1.2)

−∇ · (ν (ϕ)∇u) + ηu+∇π = µ∇ϕ+ h, in Ω× [0, T ], (1.3)

∇ · u = 0, in Ω× [0, T ]. (1.4)

∂µ

∂n
= 0, on ∂Ω× [0, T ], (1.5)

u = 0, on ∂Ω× [0, T ], (1.6)

ϕ (., 0) = ϕ0, in Ω. (1.7)
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Here, µ represents the chemical potential, and the system is nonlocal due to the convolution term involving
J , the interaction kernel. Let m, ν, and η denote the mobility, viscosity and permeability of the fluid,
respectively. The term F is the potential, and h is an external forcing term and a is defined as a(x) =∫
Ω
J(x − y)dy. The system enforces incompressibility, a no-slip boundary condition for u and a no-flux

condition for µ.
In most of the practical problems, the potential appears to be singular. Due to the difficulty in handling

this term, there are works in which the potential is regularised to a polynomial function satisfying certain
growth conditions on its derivatives. Consider a primary example of a singular potential, the logarithmic
potential defined by,

Flog(r) = ((1 + r) log(1 + r) + (1 − r) log(1− r)), r ∈ (−1, 1). (1.8)

where 0 < θ < θc. This potential is singular due to the blow-up of its derivatives near the pure phases ±1.
Further, we consider a degenerate mobility function,

m(r) = (1− r2), r ∈ (−1, 1). (1.9)

The local as well as non-local CHB systems have been studied for well-posedness and regularity under various
assumptions on potential and mobility [3, 2, 5, 4]. The existence of a weak solution for the system (1.1)-
(1.7) with constant mobility and singular potential is established in [1], while [4] addresses the existence and
uniqueness of a strong solution under higher regularity assumptions in the initial data. In addition, they
have also studied the distributional-type optimal control problem.

In [2], the authors proved the existence of a strong solution for the local CHB system with a logarithmic
potential and constant mobility. Moreover, the authors have shown that the solution ϕ will eventually be
contained in a closed subinterval of (−1, 1), called the separation property. This property holds for dimensions
2 and 3 and was proven using the Trudinger-Moser inequality.

The phase field equation, a variant of the Cahn-Hilliard equation, has been studied in [14, 15]. In [14],
the convergence of the solution to a single equilibrium is established by exploiting a generalised Lojasiewicz-
Simon inequality. They proved separation property to verify the assumptions of Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality
for a potential,

F (r) = r log r + (1− r) log(1− r), r ∈ (0, 1). (1.10)

and mobility,

m(r) =
1

r(1 − r)
, r ∈ (0, 1). (1.11)

which satisfies mF ′′, a constant. The proof employs the Alikakos-Moser iterative method. Similar results
under weaker assumptions on the potential were provided in [15] with a simplified proof. The separation
property for the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation is analyzed in [8] for potential (1.8) and mobility (1.9) using
similar techniques as in [14].

A recent work [11] introduced a new approach based on the De Giorgi iteration method to prove the
separation property for two-dimensional Cahn-Hilliard equation with constant mobility with local and non-
local potentials . This method allows for a broader class of potentials provided that they satisfy a blow-up
condition of F ′′. Additionally, this method enables us to evaluate the separation scales explicitly. The result
for the Cahn-Hilliard equation has been extended to dimension three in [16].

In this work, we prove the separation property for the solution of the system (1.1)-(1.7) for a logarithmic
potential described in (1.8) with mobility (1.9) and for the potential (1.10) with mobility (1.11). We adopt
the framework introduced in [11] to prove the result. The major difficulty in implementing the method from
[11] is due to the nonconstant, degenerate mobility function, and the main hurdle is that the method requires
a global estimate for the Lp norm of F ′ or F ′′(s) uniform in time. Thus, our method is applicable for any
potential that satisfies assumptions [A1]- [A4], detailed in the next section, and satisfies uniform in time
estimate for the Lp norm of F ′(s) or F ′′(s).

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we will introduce the mathematical setup and
preliminary results required. In section 3, we will state and prove our main result, separation property for
the system (1.1)-(1.7).
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2 Mathematical setup and preliminary results

Let Ω ⊆ R2, be a bounded open domain with a smooth boundary ∂Ω. Let H and V represent spaces
L2(Ω) and H1(Ω) respectively. The norm in H and V are denoted by ‖ · ‖ and ‖ · ‖V respectively. The
duality pairing between spaces V and V ′ is denoted by 〈., .〉. We denote the closure of divergence-free space,
V := {u ∈ (C∞

0 (Ω)2;∇.u = 0} in L2(Ω;R2) and H1(Ω;R2) by Gdiv and Vdiv respectively. Then we have the
following characterisation from [17],

Gdiv = {u ∈ L2(Ω;R2) : div(u) = 0,u.n|∂Ω = 0},

Vdiv = {u ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R

2) : div(u) = 0}.

Let ‖·‖, ‖·‖Vdiv
be the norm in Gdiv and Vdiv respectively. Let V′

div be the dual space of Vdiv and 〈., .〉 denote
the duality pairing between Vdiv and V′

div. We introduce some more spaces useful for further analysis.

V0 = {u ∈ V ; ū = 0}, V ′
0 = {f ∈ V ′; f̄ = 0},

V2 = {u ∈ H2(Ω);
∂u

∂n
= 0}.

We introduce a linear operator, A : V → V ′ by,

〈Au, v〉 =

∫

Ω

∇u · ∇vdx, ∀u, v ∈ V.

The restriction of A to V0 is an isomorphism from V0 to V ′
0 . We define the inverse map, N : H → V2,

such that N (f) = v, where v is a solution of ∆v = f ; ∂v
∂n = 0. On account of this definition the following

properties holds.

〈Au,Nf〉 = 〈u, f〉, ∀u ∈ V, f ∈ V ′
0 ,

〈f,N g〉 = 〈g,Nf〉, ∀f, g ∈ V ′
0 .

In addition note that, norms ‖f‖V ′

0
and ‖∇Nf‖ are equivalent.

We study the non-local Cahn-Hilliard-Brinkman (CHB) system with a singular type potential and non-
constant mobility under the following set of assumptions.

[N] The viscosity ν is Lipschitz continuous on R and there exist some ν0, ν1 > 0 such that ν0 ≤ ν(s) ≤
ν1, ∀ s ∈ R, and η ∈ L∞(Ω) is such that η(x) ≥ 0, for a.e x ∈ Ω.

[J] J ∈ W 1,1(Ω) is an even function and a(x) :=
∫
Ω
J(x − y)dy ≥ 0 for almost all x ∈ Ω. And

supx∈Ω

∫
Ω
|J(x − y)|dy <∞, b := supx∈Ω

∫
Ω
|∇J(x− y)|dy <∞.

To treat the case of singular potential we need the following assumptions on the potential and mobility:

[A1] The mobility m ∈ C([−1, 1]) such that m(s) ≥ 0, ∀s ∈ [−1, 1] and m(s) = 0 iff s = ±1. Further, there
exists ǫ0 > 0 such that m is non-increasing in [1− ǫ0, 1] and non-decreasing in [−1,−1 + ǫ0].

[A2] The potential, F = F1 + F2 where F1 ∈ C2(−1, 1) and F2 ∈ C2[−1, 1]. And λ := mF ′′
1 ∈ C([−1, 1]) is

such that there exists some α0 > 0 such that λ(s) ≥ α0, ∀s ∈ [−1, 1].

[A3] lims→±1 F
′(s) = ±∞. There exists ǫ0 > 0 such that F ′′ is non-decreasing in [1 − ǫ0, 1) and non-

increasing in (−1,−1 + ǫ0].

[A4] There exists α1 > 0 such that m(s)(F ′′(s) + a(x)) ≥ α1, ∀s ∈ (−1, 1) and a.e x ∈ Ω.

We will state the wellposedness result for the system (1.1)-(1.7) with potential (1.8) from [4, Proposition
2.1] as a lemma.
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Lemma 2.1 (Wellposedness of the nonlocal CHB system with singular potential and degenerate
mobility). Let ϕ0 ∈ H be such that F (ϕ0) ∈ L1(Ω), h ∈ L2(0, T ;V′

div) and assumptions [N], [J], [A1]-
[A4] hold. Further, assume there exists a function M ∈ C2(−1, 1) such that m(s)M ′′(s) = 1, ∀s ∈ [−1, 1]
with M(0) =M ′(0) = 0 and satisfies the condition M(ϕ0) ∈ L1(Ω). Then there exists a weak solution (ϕ,u)
for the nonlocal CHB system, (1.1)-(1.7) of the following regularity.

ϕ ∈ L2(0, T ;V ) ∩ C([0, T ];H) ∩H1(0, T ;V ′),

u ∈ L2(0, T ;Vdiv).

We need uniform global estimates on the solution of the system (1.1)-(1.7) to prove the separation property.
The challenge comes because of the degenerate mobility term. We obtained two estimates, (2.1) and (2.9)
under assumptions, [A1]-[A4] on potential, F and mobility, m. However, it is generally difficult to derive
uniform estimates for ‖F ′(ϕ)‖Lp(Ω) with these assumptions. Therefore, we focus on the logarithmic potential
(1.8). For this specific potential, we derive estimate (2.10).

2.1 Uniform global estimates

In this section we will derive a dissipative energy inequality satisfied by the solution to the system (1.1)-(1.7)
given by Lemma 2.1. Moreover, we derive a global estimate for L1 norm of F ′(ϕ) for the potential (1.8),
which is crucial in the proof of the separation property.

Proposition 2.2. Let h ∈ L2
loc([0,∞);Gdiv) and (ϕ,u) be the unique solution of (1.1)-(1.7). Then there

exists a constant, C > 0 such that,

sup
t≥0

‖ϕ(t)‖2 +

t+1∫

t

(
‖∇ϕ‖2 + ‖u‖2Vdiv

+ ‖m(ϕ)∇µ‖2
)
≤ C, ∀t ≥ 0. (2.1)

Proof. Consider the following equation obtained by testing (1.1) with ϕ,

1

2

d

dt
‖ϕ‖2 + ((ma+ λ)∇ϕ,∇ϕ) + (m(ϕ∇a−∇J ∗ ϕ),∇ϕ) = 0. (2.2)

Applying Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities we obtain,

(m(ϕ)(ϕ∇a −∇J ∗ ϕ),∇ϕ) ≤ ‖m‖L∞(‖∇a‖L∞ + ‖∇J‖L1)‖∇ϕ‖|Ω|
1
2 ≤

α1

2
‖∇ϕ‖2 + C,

where C > 0 is a constant independent of ϕ. Substitute back in (2.2) and use [A4], we get,

1

2

d

dt
‖ϕ‖2 +

α1

2
‖∇ϕ‖2 ≤ C. (2.3)

Note that, (ϕ, ϕ′) = (ϕ− ϕ̄, ϕ′) = (ϕ− ϕ̄, (ϕ− ϕ̄)′). Applying Poincaré inequality, it follows that,

1

2

d

dt
‖ϕ− ϕ̄‖2 +

α1

2
‖ϕ− ϕ̄‖2 ≤ C.

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we have,

‖ϕ(t)− ϕ̄(t)‖2 ≤ ‖ϕ0 − ϕ̄0‖
2e−α1t +

2C

α1
, ∀t ≥ 0.

By conservation of mass, ϕ̄(t) = ϕ̄0. Therefore,

sup
t≥0

‖ϕ(t)‖2 ≤ C. (2.4)

Integrating (2.3) over [t, t+ 1], applying the estimate (2.4) leads to,

t+1∫

t

‖∇ϕ‖2 ≤ C, ∀t ≥ 0, (2.5)
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Testing (1.3) with u, and estimating each term by aplying Hölder’s, Young’s and Korn’s inequalities, we get,

‖u‖2Vdiv
≤ C(‖∇ϕ‖2 + ‖h‖2Gdiv

).

Therefore by (2.5),

t+1∫

t

‖u‖2Vdiv
≤ C, ∀t ≥ 0, (2.6)

Consider the inner-product, (m(ϕ)∇µ, ψ) = ((ma + λ)∇ϕ, ψ) + (m(ϕ)((∇a)ϕ − ∇J ∗ ϕ), ψ). Applying the
Hölder’s inequality, we get,

|(m(ϕ)∇µ, ψ)| ≤ C‖ϕ‖V ‖ψ‖.

Consequently, using (2.5) we have,

‖m(ϕ)∇µ‖L2(t,t+1;H) ≤ C, ∀t ≥ 0. (2.7)

Further, from (1.1) and (2.7)

‖ϕ′‖L2(t,t+1;V ′) ≤ C, ∀t ≥ 0. (2.8)

Proposition 2.3. Let (ϕ,u) be the unique solution of (1.1)-(1.7). Then for any τ > 0 there exists a constant
C > 0 such that the following estimate holds true.

sup
t≥τ

‖ϕ′(t)‖V ′ + ‖ϕ′‖L2(t,t+1;H) + sup
t≥τ

‖m(ϕ)∇µ‖+ sup
t≥τ

‖ϕ‖V ≤ C, ∀t ≥ τ. (2.9)

Additionally, for the potential (1.8),
sup
t≥τ

‖F ′(ϕ)‖L1(Ω) ≤ C. (2.10)

Proof. Differentiate (1.1) w.r.t ’t’ formally and test with N (ϕ′). Apply Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities to
estimate each of its terms, then we arrive at,

d

dt
‖ϕ′‖2V ′ +

α0

2
‖ϕ′‖2 ≤ C‖ϕ′‖2V ′ . (2.11)

Using local integrability of ‖ϕ′‖V ′ from (2.8), we can apply uniform Gronwall lemma [17, Lemma 1.1, Chapter
III]. This yields,

sup
t≥τ

‖ϕ′(t)‖V ′ ≤ C. (2.12)

Consequently from (1.1), we have,

sup
t≥τ

‖m(ϕ)∇µ‖ ≤ C. (2.13)

Further, integrating (2.11) over [t, t+ 1] and applying the estimate (2.12), we obtain,

‖ϕ′‖L2(t,t+1;H) ≤ C, ∀t ≥ τ. (2.14)

Consider the following inner-product.

(m(ϕ)∇µ,∇ϕ) = ((ma+ λ)∇ϕ,∇ϕ) + (m(ϕ∇a−∇J ∗ ϕ),∇ϕ),
α1

2
‖∇ϕ‖2 ≤ C + ‖m(ϕ)∇µ‖2.
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Therefore using the estimate (2.13), it follows that

sup
t≥τ

‖ϕ‖V ≤ C. (2.15)

Next we will derive a global bound for ‖F ′(ϕ)‖L1(Ω), uniform in time. In our problem, F ′(s) = log(1+s
1−s ).

Consider,

F ′(ϕ) = log
(1 + ϕ

2

2

1− ϕ

)
= log(

1 + ϕ

2
)− log(

1− ϕ

2
),

F ′′(ϕ) =
1

(1− ϕ2)
.

We will prove that ‖log(1+ϕ
2 )‖L1(Ω) ≤ C, where C is a constant independent of time. Analogously, we

can prove ‖log(1−ϕ
2 )‖L1(Ω) ≤ C. Unlike previously derived estimates, the following estimate holds for the

particular potential (1.8). This estimate will be used in the next section to prove the separation property.
Since ∇ · u = 0, the following proof is same as the proof of [8, Lemma A.2] for the Cahn-Hilliard equation.
We used Young’s and Hölder’s inequalities in following calculations.

d

dt

∫

Ω

| log(
1 + ϕ

2
)| = −

d

dt

∫

Ω

log(
1 + ϕ

2
) = −

d

dt

∫

Ω

log(1 + ϕ)

= −

∫

Ω

1

(1 + ϕ)
ϕ′ = −

∫

Ω

1

(1 + ϕ)
∇ · (m(ϕ)∇µ)

= −

∫

Ω

(ma+ λ)
|∇ϕ|2

(1 + ϕ)2
−

∫

Ω

∇ϕ

(1 + ϕ)2
(1− ϕ2)(∇aϕ −∇J ∗ ϕ)

= −

∫

Ω

(ma+ λ)
( |∇ϕ|
1 + ϕ

)2
−

∫

Ω

∇ϕ

(1 + ϕ)
(1− ϕ)(∇aϕ −∇J ∗ ϕ)

≤ −α1

∫

Ω

( |∇ϕ|
1 + ϕ

)2
+
α1

2

∫

Ω

( ∇ϕ

(1 + ϕ)

)2
+

1

2α1

∫

Ω

(1− ϕ)2(∇aϕ−∇J ∗ ϕ)2

≤ −
α1

2

∫

Ω

(
∇| log(

1 + ϕ

2
)|
)2

+
1

2α1

∫

Ω

(1− ϕ)2(∇aϕ−∇J ∗ ϕ)2.

Therefore using the global estimates derived,

d

dt

∫

Ω

| log(
1 + ϕ

2
)|+

α1

2

∫

Ω

(
∇| log(

1 + ϕ

2
)|
)2

≤ C. (2.16)

Recall the generalised Poincaré inequality for f ∈W 1,p(Ω) [18, Lemma 4.1.3]

∥∥f(ϕ)− 1

|Ω1|

∫

Ω1

f(ϕ)
∥∥ ≤

C

|Ω1|
‖∇f(ϕ))‖, (2.17)

where Ω is an open bounded domain with C1 boundary and Ω1 ⊂ Ω such that |Ω1| > 0. To estimate the
second term in (2.16), define a set Ω1,t as

Ω1,t = {x ∈ Ω : ϕ(x, t) ≥
−(1− ϕ̄)

2
}.

We claim |Ω1,t| ≥
1+ϕ̄
4 |Ω|. Suppose to the contrary, |Ω1| <

1+ϕ̄
4 |Ω|, then we have,

1 + ϕ̄

2
=

1

|Ω|

∫

Ω1

1 + ϕ

2
dx+

1

|Ω|

∫

Ω−Ω1

1 + ϕ

2
dx

<
|Ω1|

|Ω|
+

|Ω− Ω1|

|Ω|

1 + ϕ̄

4

<
1 + ϕ̄

2
.
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which is a contradiction. Consider Ω1 = Ω1,t in (2.17). Applying Hölder’s, generalised Poincaré and Young’s
inequalities yields,

‖ log(
1 + ϕ

2
)‖2L1(Ω) ≤ |Ω|‖ log(

1 + ϕ

2
)‖2 ≤ 2|Ω|

∥∥ log(1 + ϕ

2
)−

1

|Ω1|

∫

Ω1

log(
1 + ϕ

2
)
∥∥2 + 2|Ω|2

|Ω1|2

( ∫

Ω1

log(
1 + ϕ

2
)dx
)2

≤
2C2|Ω|

|Ω1|2
‖∇ log(

1 + ϕ

2
)‖2 + 2|Ω|2 log(

1 + ϕ̄

4
)2

≤
8C2

|Ω|
‖∇ log(

1 + ϕ

2
)‖2 + 2|Ω|2 log(

1 + ϕ̄

4
)2.

Substituting back in (2.16), we deduce,

d

dt

∫

Ω

| log(
1 + ϕ

2
)|dx+

α1|Ω|

16C2

( ∫

Ω

| log(
1 + ϕ

2
)|dx

)2
≤ C +

α1|Ω|3

8C2
log(

1 + ϕ̄0

4
)2 ≤ C, (2.18)

where the constant C depends only on ϕ0. We adopt the techniques used in [14], [8], to obtain a uniform
bound for

∫
Ω | log(1+ϕ

2 )|dx. Although ϕ0 ∈ L∞(Ω), satisfies F (ϕ0) ∈ L1(Ω), note that log(1+ϕ0

2 ) need
not be in L1(Ω). Therefore, we consider a sequence ϕ0,n ∈ L2(Ω) such that ϕ0,n → ϕ0 in L2(Ω) and

log(
1+ϕ0,n

2 ) ∈ L1(Ω). The condition ‖ϕ0‖L∞(Ω) < 1 assures an existence of a sequence ϕ0,n. Then the
solution to (1.1)-(1.7) corresponding to the initial data ϕ0,n say, (ϕn,un) satisfies (2.18).

Note that for an initial value problem

g′(t) + β2g(t)2 = c2, g(0) = g0,

the solution g(t) satisfies following inequality,

g(t) ≤
c

β

(
e2cβt| c+βg0

c−βg0
| − 1

e2cβt| c+βg0
c−βg0

|+ 1

)
. (2.19)

Comparing (2.18) and (2.19),
∫
Ω log(1+ϕn

2 )dx is dominated by a constant given as in (2.19) and corre-
sponding to initial data,

g(0) =

∫

Ω

| log(
1 + ϕ0,n

2
)|dx

and β2 = α1|Ω|
16C2 .

Now using continuous dependence of solution we get ϕn → ϕ, where ϕ is the solution corresponding to the
initial data ϕ0. Using Fatou’s lemma,

∫

Ω

| log(
1 + ϕ

2
)|dx ≤ lim inf

∫

Ω

| log(
1 + ϕn

2
)|dx ≤ C (2.20)

Analogously, we can prove that

∫

Ω

| log(
1− ϕ

2
)|dx ≤ C. (2.21)

This estimate is vital in proving the separation property of the system (1.1)-(1.7) which is the main result of
the next section.

3 Separation property

The separation property for the Cahn-Hilliard equation is established using iterative arguments of Alikakos
Moser in [8]. However, we have difficulty in implementing this method to our problem due to a non-local term
and the degenerate mobility. Particularly we will not be able to apply the Poincaré inequality to estimate

7



‖
√
m(ϕ)∇µ‖ since the mobility term is degenerate and varies with ϕ. We will adopt De-Giorgi’s method

introduced in a recent paper [11]. This method has been used to prove the separation property for the
non-local Cahn-Hilliard equation with a constant mobility and a singular type potential in dimension 2. The
advantage of this method is that it does not require any condition on the third derivative of the potential to
prove the separation property. Moreover, this method allows us to explicitly calculate the separation scales
indicating how far it is from the pure phases. We impose only the blow-up of the second derivative of the
potential near the pure phases ±1, which is a natural condition for the potential like (1.8). Our proof uses
a general framework, eg, for a potential F and mobility m satisfying [A1]− [A4]. However, we need to use
the specific information of the potential in one step towards the end of the proof.

We state our main result, which is the separation property for the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard-Brinkman
system with a singular-type potential (1.8) and degenerate mobility (1.9) in dimension 2.

Theorem 3.1. Let ϕ0 ∈ L∞(Ω) be such that ‖ϕ0‖L∞ < 1 and |ϕ̄0| < 1. Then for any τ > 0, ∃ δ ∈ (0, 1)
which depends on τ and ϕ0 such that the unique solution to (1.1)-(1.7) with potential, (1.8) and mobility,
(1.9) satisfies

sup
t≥τ

‖ϕ(t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ 1− δ. (3.1)

Before proving the theorem, we will state a lemma proved in [11, Lemma 4.3] and [16, Lemma 3.8] using
the induction argument.

Lemma 3.2. Let {yn}n∈N∪{0} ⊂ R+ satisfies,

yn+1 ≤ Cbny1+ǫ
n ,

for some C > 0, b > 1 and ǫ > 0. Assume that y0 ≤ C−1/ǫb−1/ǫ2 . Then,

yn ≤ y0b
−n/ǫ, n ≥ 1.

In particular, yn → 0 as n→ ∞.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. The main idea of the proof is to consider a finite time interval, [0, T ] and a τ > 0
and then we need to prove that there exists a δ > 0 such that if t ∈ [T − τ, T ] then measure of the set
{x ∈ Ω : ϕ(x, t) ≥ 1 − δ} is zero. Since T is arbitrary we will be able to extend the result for all T ≥ τ

and hence (3.1) will follow. For, we define two sequences, one in time, say tn that increases to T − τ . And
another sequence in R, say kn which increases to 1− δ. We will prove the integral,

T∫

tn

∫

{x∈Ω:ϕ(x,t)≥kn}

1dxdt,

goes to zero as n tends to infinity using lemma 3.2. Hence the separation property follows.
First we introduce the mathematical setup. Let T > 0, ǫ0 > 0 from [A3] be fixed. We choose τ̃ and δ

such that T > 3τ̃ and 0 < δ < ǫ0
2 . We define two sequences, set t−1 = T − 3τ̃ , and define

tn = tn−1 +
τ̃

2n
, n ≥ 0.

kn = 1− δ −
δ

2n
, n ≥ 0.

Observe that tn is an increasing sequence with bounds t−1 < tn < tn+1 < T − τ̃ , ∀n ≥ 0 and tn converges
to t−1 + 2τ̃ = T − τ̃ as n → ∞. Similarly kn is an increasing sequence with bounds 1 − 2δ < kn < kn+1 <

1− δ, ∀n ≥ 1 and kn converges to 1− δ as n→ ∞. For n ≥ 0, define

ϕn(x, t) = max{ϕ(x, t)− kn, 0} = (ϕ− kn)+.

Further, In := [tn−1, T ] and
An(t) = {x ∈ Ω|ϕ(x, t) − kn ≥ 0}, ∀t ∈ In.
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And for t ∈ [0, tn−1), we define, An(t) := φ. Clearly, In ⊇ In+1, ∀n ≥ 1. Then In → [T − τ̃ , T ] as n→ ∞. In
addition, An+1(t) ⊆ An(t), ∀n ≥ 1, t ∈ In+1. We set,

yn =

∫

In

∫

An(s)

1dxds, ∀n ≥ 0.

Our aim is to prove yn → 0 as n → ∞. For n ≥ 0, consider cut-off functions, ηn ∈ C1(R) such that
|ηn(t)| ≤ 1, |η′n(t)| ≤ 2 2n

τ̃ , ∀t and

ηn(t) =

{
1, for t ≥ tn,

0, for t ≤ tn−1.

We will choose a test function v = ϕnη
2
n and test it with (1.1) and integrate it over the interval [0, t], for

tn ≤ t ≤ T . Note that ηn = 0 for t ≤ tn−1.

t∫

tn−1

(
〈ϕ′, ϕnη

2
n〉+ (u · ∇ϕ, ϕnη

2
n)
)
+

t∫

tn−1

(m(ϕ)(F ′′(ϕ) + a)∇ϕ,∇ϕn)η
2
n

+

t∫

tn−1

(m(ϕ)((∇a)ϕ −∇J ∗ ϕ),∇ϕn)η
2
n = 0. (3.2)

Now we estimate terms in (3.2). Note that ϕn(x) = 0, ∀x 6∈ An and on An, ϕ′
n = ϕ′. Therefore we have,

t∫

tn−1

〈ϕ′, ϕnη
2
n〉 =

1

2

t∫

tn−1

d

dt
‖ϕnηn‖

2 −

t∫

tn−1

‖ϕn(s)‖
2ηnη

′
nds

=
1

2
‖ϕn(t)‖

2 −

t∫

tn−1

‖ϕn‖
2ηnη

′
nds.

Since t ≥ tn, ηn(t) = 1 and ηn(tn−1) = 0. The second term can be further estimated as follows. Here, we
have used, |ϕn| ≤ 2δ, ∀n.

t∫

tn−1

‖ϕn‖
2ηn(s)η

′
n(s)ds ≤ 2

2n

τ̃

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

ϕ2
nηn(s)dxds ≤ 2

2n

τ̃
(2δ)2

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

1dxds ≤ 2
2n(2δ)2

τ̃
yn,

t∫

tn−1

(u · ∇ϕ, ϕnη
2
n) =

1

2

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

u · ∇(ϕ2
n)η

2
n = 0, ( Since ∇(ηn(t)) = 0,∇ · u = 0),

t∫

tn−1

(m(ϕ)(F ′′(ϕ) + a)∇ϕ,∇ϕn)η
2
n =

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

m(ϕ)(F ′′(ϕ) + a)|∇ϕn|
2η2n

≥ α1

t∫

tn−1

‖∇ϕn‖
2η2n, ( by assumption [A4] ).

Now by using Young’s inequality and for a δ > 0 small, which will choose appropriately later on such that
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F ′′(1− 2δ) 6= 0,

t∫

tn−1

(
m(ϕ)((∇a)ϕ −∇J ∗ ϕ),∇ϕn

)
η2n =

t∫

tn−1

(
m(ϕ)((∇a)ϕ −∇J ∗ ϕ)ηn,∇ϕnηn

)

≤
F ′′(1− 2δ)

4

t∫

tn−1

‖∇ϕn‖
2η2n +

1

F ′′(1− 2δ)

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

|m(ϕ)((∇a)ϕ −∇J ∗ ϕ)|2η2n

≤
F ′′(1− 2δ)

4

t∫

tn−1

‖∇ϕn‖
2η2n +

2‖m‖2L∞(‖∇a‖2L∞(Ω) + ‖∇J‖2L1(Ω))

F ′′(1− 2δ)

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

1dxds

≤
F ′′(1− 2δ)

4

t∫

tn−1

‖∇ϕn‖
2η2n +

2‖m‖2L∞(‖∇a‖2L∞ + ‖∇J‖2L1)

F ′′(1− 2δ)
yn.

Combining all above estimates in (3.2) results in following inequality.

1

2
‖ϕn(t)‖

2 + α1

t∫

tn−1

‖∇ϕn‖
2η2n ≤

F ′′(1 − 2δ)

4

t∫

tn−1

‖∇ϕn‖
2η2n +

(2n+3δ2

τ̃
+

2‖m‖2L∞(‖∇a‖2L∞ + ‖∇J‖2L1)

F ′′(1− 2δ)

)
yn.

(3.3)

Consider a function M ∈ C3(−1, 1) such that m(s)M ′′(s) = 1 and M(0) = M ′(0) = 0. Note that if x 6∈ An,
then ϕn(x) is zero and hence M(ϕn) = 0. Consider the test function v = M ′(ϕn)η

2
n, test with (1.1) and

integrate it over [0, t], for t such that tn ≤ t ≤ T .

t∫

tn−1

〈ϕ′,M ′(ϕn)〉η
2
n +

t∫

tn−1

(u · ∇ϕ,M ′(ϕn))η
2
n +

t∫

tn−1

(
m(ϕ)(F ′′(ϕ) + a)∇ϕ,M ′′(ϕn)(∇ϕn)

)
η2n

+

t∫

tn−1

(
m(ϕ)((∇a)ϕ −∇J ∗ ϕ),M ′′(ϕn)(∇ϕn)

)
η2n = 0. (3.4)

On the set An, we have 0 ≤ ϕn ≤ 2δ and since M ∈ C3(−1, 1) we have M bounded on [0, 2δ].

t∫

tn−1

〈ϕ′,M ′(ϕn)η
2
n〉 =

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

(
d

dt
M(ϕn))η

2
n =

t∫

tn−1

d

dt

(∫

An

M(ϕn(t))η
2
n

)
− 2

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

M(ϕn)ηn(s)η
′
n(s)dxds

=

∫

An

M(ϕn(t))dx − 2

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

M(ϕn)ηn(s)η
′
n(s)dxds,

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

M(ϕn)ηn(s)η
′
n(s)dxds ≤ 2

2n

τ̃

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

M(ϕn)ηn(s)dxds

≤ 2
2n

τ̃
‖M(ϕn)‖L∞

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

1dxds ≤
2n+1

τ̃
‖M(ϕn)‖L∞yn,

t∫

tn−1

(u · ∇ϕ,M ′(ϕn)η
2
n) =

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

u · ∇(M(ϕn))η
2
n = 0, ( Since ∇(ηn(t)) = 0,∇ · u = 0).
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Note that, m(ϕ)M ′′(ϕn) = m(ϕ)(M ′′(ϕn)−M ′′(ϕ)) + 1. This leads to,

t∫

tn−1

(m(ϕ)(F ′′(ϕ) + a)∇ϕ,M ′′(ϕn)∇ϕnη
2
n) =

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

(F ′′(ϕ) + a)|∇ϕn|
2η2n

+

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

m(ϕ)(M ′′(ϕn)−M ′′(ϕ))(F ′′(ϕ) + a)|∇ϕn|
2η2n.

Using assumption [A3] and ϕ ≥ 1− 2δ on An, we obtain,

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

(F ′′(ϕ) + a)|∇ϕn|
2η2n ≥ F ′′(1 − 2δ)

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

|∇ϕn|
2η2n,

t∫

tn−1

∫

Ω

m(ϕ)(M ′′(ϕn)−M ′′(ϕ))(F ′′(ϕ) + a)|∇ϕn|
2η2n ≤

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

|λ(ϕ) +ma|L∞ |M ′′′(ϕn)|(ϕ− ϕn)|∇ϕn|
2η2n

≤ |λ(ϕ) +ma|L∞‖M ′′′(ϕn)‖L∞

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

|∇ϕn|
2η2n.

Last inequality is obtained using the fact that, on set An, (ϕ−ϕn) = kn ≤ 1−δ. Applying Young’s inequality,
we obtain,

t∫

tn−1

(
m(ϕ)((∇a)ϕ −∇J ∗ ϕ),M ′′(ϕn)∇ϕn

)
η2n ≤

t∫

tn−1

(
m(ϕ)((∇a)ϕ −∇J ∗ ϕ)M ′′(ϕn)ηn,∇ϕnηn

)

≤
F ′′(1 − 2δ)

2

t∫

tn−1

‖∇ϕn‖
2η2n +

1

F ′′(1− 2δ)
‖m(ϕ)‖2L∞(‖∇a‖2L∞ + ‖∇J‖2L1)‖M ′′(ϕn)‖

2
L∞yn.

Combine all above estimate and from (3.4), we have,

∫

An

M(ϕn(x))dx +
F ′′(1− 2δ)

2

t∫

tn−1

‖∇ϕn‖
2η2n ≤ |λ+ma|L∞‖M ′′′(ϕn)‖L∞

t∫

tn−1

∫

An

|∇ϕn|
2η2n

+
[2n+1

τ̃
‖M(ϕn)‖L∞ +

‖m‖2L∞(‖∇a‖2L∞ + ‖∇J‖2L1)

F ′′(1− 2δ)
‖M ′′(ϕn)‖

2
L∞

]
yn. (3.5)
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Adding (3.3) and (3.5), we get,

1

2
‖ϕn(t)‖

2 +

∫

An

M(ϕn(x))dx +

(
F ′′(1− 2δ)

4
+ α1

) t∫

tn−1

‖∇ϕn‖
2η2n

≤ |λ+ma|L∞‖M ′′′(ϕn)‖L∞

t∫

tn−1

‖∇ϕn‖
2η2n +

(2n+3δ2

τ̃
+

2‖m‖2L∞(‖∇a‖2L∞ + ‖∇J‖2L1)

F ′′(1− 2δ)

)
yn

+
(2n+1

τ̃
‖M(ϕn)‖L∞ +

‖m‖2L∞(‖∇a‖2L∞ + ‖∇J‖2L1)

F ′′(1− 2δ)
‖M ′′(ϕn)‖

2
L∞

)
yn

≤ |λ+ma|L∞‖M ′′′(ϕn)‖L∞

t∫

tn−1

‖∇ϕn‖
2η2n

+
[2n+1

τ̃

(
(2δ)2 + ‖M(ϕn)‖L∞

)
+

‖m‖2L∞(‖∇a‖2L∞ + ‖∇J‖2L1)

F ′′(1− 2δ)

(
2 + ‖M ′′(ϕn)‖

2
L∞

)]
yn. (3.6)

We choose a δ < 1
4 , then we have, 0 ≤ ϕn ≤ 2δ < 1

2 , ∀n. Since M ∈ C3(−1, 1), M and its derivatives upto
order 3 are bounded on [0, 12 ]. Let K be a constant such that max{|M(s)|, |M ′(s)|, |M ′′(s)|, |M ′′′(s)|} ≤ K

for s ∈ [0, 12 ]. Additionally, we set the following condition on the choice of δ.

1

F ′′(1− 2δ)
≤ max

{
1

8|λ+ma|L∞K
,

τ̃

4|Ω|
,

2

(2 +K2)τ̃‖m‖2L∞(‖∇a‖2L∞ + ‖∇J‖2L1)

}
, (3.7)

The blow-up of F ′′(s) near the point s = ±1 ensures the existence of a δ > 0 satisfying the above condition.
Later, we will refine the condition on δ. Observe that, using (3.7), the first term on R.H.S of the inequality
(3.6) can be absorbed to its L.H.S. Now let us define,

Pn = 2n+1 2

τ̃

(
1 +K

)
yn = 2n+1Cyn.

where C is a constant independent of both δ and n. Then from (3.6) it follows that,

max
t∈In+1

‖ϕn(t)‖
2 ≤ Pn, and

F ′′(1− 2δ)

8

∫

In+1

‖∇ϕn‖
2 ≤ Pn.

We will derive a lower bound for ϕn using the recursive definition.

ϕn = ϕ−
(
1− δ −

δ

2n
)
= ϕ−

(
1− δ −

δ

2n+1

)
−

δ

2n+1
+

δ

2n

= ϕn+1 +
δ

2n+1
≥

δ

2n+1
,

since ϕn ≥ 0, ∀n. Now using the result that for any p > 1 and s, t > 0, (s+ t)p ≤ 2p−1(sp+ tp), and applying
Hölder’s, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities we have,

( δ

2n+1

)3
yn+1 ≤

∫

In+1

∫

Ω

|ϕn|
3dxds

≤
( ∫

In+1

∫

Ω

|ϕn|
4dxds

)3/4(∫

In+1

∫

An

1dxds
)1/4

≤
(
23
∫

In+1

∫

Ω

|ϕn − ϕ̄n|
4dxds+ 23

∫

In+1

∫

Ω

|ϕ̄n|
4dxds

)3/4(∫

In+1

∫

An

1dxds
)1/4

≤ 29/4y1/4n

( ∫

In+1

∫

Ω

|ϕ̄n|
4dxds

︸ ︷︷ ︸
S1

+c

∫

In+1

‖∇ϕn‖
2‖ϕn‖

2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
S2

)3/4
. (3.8)
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S1 =

∫

In+1

∫

Ω

1

|Ω|4
‖ϕn‖

4
L1(Ω)ds =

∫

In+1

|Ω|−3‖ϕn‖
4
L1(Ω)ds =

1

|Ω|

∫

In+1

‖ϕn‖
4
L2(Ω)ds

≤
1

|Ω|

(
max
t∈In+1

‖ϕn‖
2
L2(Ω)

)2 ∫

In+1

1ds ≤
2τ̃

|Ω|
P 2
n ,

S2 =

∫

In+1

‖∇ϕn‖
2‖ϕn‖

2 ≤
1

F ′′(1− 2δ)

(
max
t∈In+1

‖ϕn‖
2
)(
F ′′(1− 2δ)

∫

In+1

‖∇ϕn‖
2
)

≤
1

F ′′(1 − 2δ)
8P 2

n ≤
2τ̃

|Ω|
P 2
n .

Combining above estimates in (3.8) we get,

yn+1 ≤
23(n+1)

δ3
29/4

( 4τ̃

|Ω|

)3/4
P 3/2
n y1/4n (3.9)

≤
2

33
4 C

3
2

δ3

( τ̃

|Ω|

) 3
4

2
9n
2 y

7
4
n . (3.10)

Our aim is to apply Lemma 3.2 to the inequality (3.9) and obtain yn → 0 as n → ∞. To apply this lemma,
we require yn+1 ≤ Cbnyn

1+ǫ and a condition on y0 namely,

y0 ≤ C−1/ǫb−1/ǫ2 . (3.11)

By comparing with (3.10), we can identify C, b and ǫ as

C =
2

33
4 C

3
2

δ3

( τ̃

|Ω|

) 3
4

, b = 2
9
2 , ǫ =

3

4
.

Thus it remains to prove that a choice of δ which satisfies (3.11) can be made. Note that in the set, A0,
ϕ ≥ 1− 2δ and since F ′ is a nondecreasing function on the interval [1− ǫ0, 1], we have F ′(1− 2δ) ≤ F ′(ϕ).

y0 =

T∫

T−3τ̃

∫

A0

1dxds ≤
1

|F ′(1− 2δ)|

T∫

T−3τ̃

‖F ′(ϕ(s))‖L1(Ω)ds

≤
1

|F ′(1− 2δ)|
3τ̃ C̃.

which is obtained by applying the global estimate for ‖F ′(ϕ)‖L1(Ω), (2.10). Therefore, the condition, (3.11)
is satisfied if,

1

|F ′(1− 2δ)|δ4
≤

|Ω|

2193C2C̃τ̃2
. (3.12)

Observe that F ′ is a logarithmic function and as δ → 0, |F ′(1−2δ)| grows faster than the decay of δ4. Hence,
we can always find a δ > 0 that satisfies (3.12). Thus, we choose a δ < 1

4 satisfying (3.12) and (3.7). Applying
lemma 3.2 to inequalities (3.9), (3.11), we obtain,

yn ≤ y0(2
9
2 )−

4n
3 = y02

−6n.

Therefore, yn → 0 as n→ ∞ and

|ϕ(x, t)| ≤ 1− δ, for a.e x ∈ Ω and t ∈ [T − τ̃ , T ].

In particular, we choose T = 2τ and τ̃ = τ
3 , we get,

−1 + δ ≤ ϕ(x, t) ≤ 1− δ, for a.e x ∈ Ω and t ∈ [
5τ

3
, 2τ ].

Similarly, we can repeat the argument for any interval of the form [ (5+n)τ
3 , (2 + n)τ ]. Hence (3.1) holds.
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With a slight modification in the above calculation, we will be able to prove the separation property for
the potential (1.10). We state the result with a brief sketch of the proof.

Remark. Let ϕ0 ∈ L∞(Ω) be such that ‖ϕ0‖L∞ < 1 and |ϕ̄0| < 1. Then for any τ > 0, ∃ δ ∈ (0, 1) which
depends on τ and ϕ0 such that the unique solution to (1.1)-(1.7) with potential, (1.10) and mobility, (1.11)
satisfies,

δ ≤ ϕ(x, t) ≤ 1− δ, a.e in Ω× [τ,∞). (3.13)

For, with potential (1.10) and mobility, (1.11) we get ϕ ∈ [0, 1] a.e. and a transformation ψ = (2ϕ − 1)
changes the potential (1.10) to (1.8) with the property that ψ ∈ [−1, 1]. Consequently, we have the separation
property for the system (1.1)-(1.7) with potential (1.10).

Concluding remarks. Our proof for the separation property completely relies on the blow-up of derivatives
of the potential at pure phases and the global estimate for the Lp norm of the derivative of the potential.
Note that we do not require any condition on third or higher derivatives of the potential. Even though we
have done the proof for a specific potential, we use the information on the potential only at the last step
to verify a condition on y0. Rest of the calculations holds for any potential F and mobility m satisfying
assumptions [A1] − [A4]. An advantage of the method is that we can explicitly calculate the separation
scales. Although we have a coupled system, we require only an appropriate regularity of u. Then, the proof
is similar to that of the CH equation. So far, there are no works on the separation property for the Cahn
Hilliard equation with non-constant mobility other than [8], which is for a specific potential. We were trying
to do this work in a general setting. However, to verify (3.11), we have to use the global estimate for the
derivative of the potential. The assumptions we set on F are insufficient to derive a uniform bound for the
norm of F ′(ϕ) or F ′′(ϕ). Here, we restrict ourselves to a specific potential (1.8).
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