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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the sharp interface limit for solutions of the Cahn—
Hilliard equation with disparate mobilities. This means that the mobility function degen-
erates in one of the two energetically favorable configurations, suppressing the diffusion
in that phase. First, we construct suitable weak solutions to this Cahn-Hilliard equation.
Second, we prove precompactness of these solutions under natural assumptions on the
initial data. Third, under an additional energy convergence assumption, we show that
the sharp interface limit is a distributional solution to the Hele-Shaw flow with optimal
energy-dissipation rate.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Hele-Shaw cell is made of two parallel horizontal sheets which are separated by a
thin gap of width b. Between the two sheets, a viscous fluid fills an almost cylindrical
domain. As the spacing b between the plates vanishes, one considers the lower-dimensional
cross-section 2 of the fluid. Formal arguments suggest that this limit is governed by the
Hele-Shaw flow, see (2.2)—(2.3) below for the precise formulation. Otto [Ott98] studied
this reduced model for a ferrofluid in the presence of an external magnetic field to explain
patterns observed in experiments [JGC|. There is yet another, less classical way in which
the Hele-Shaw flow arises in a singular limit, namely as the sharp interface limit of a Cahn—
Hilliard equation. This is suggested by formal matched asymptotic expansions [Gla03|. The
goal of this paper is to rigorously justify the connection between these two models.

The Cahn—Hilliard equation is a fundamental phase-field model describing the phase sepa-
ration for preserved order parameters. We are interested in the case of disparate mobilities,
i.e., the case when the mobility function vanishes in one of the two stable states but is
non-degenerate in the other one. In that case, this degenerate parabolic PDE has a rich
structure: it is the gradient flow of the Cahn—Hilliard energy in the Wasserstein space of
probability measures. Based on this gradient-flow structure, we first construct weak solu-
tions to these degenerate Cahn—Hilliard equations and then analyze their convergence in
the sharp-interface limit.
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Elliott and Garcke [EG96] established the existence of solutions to such degenerate Cahn—
Hilliard equations in a general setting; we also refer to [LMS12| for a similar result. We
propose here an alternative construction based on the Wasserstein gradient flow structure,
which is mostly soft. This is inspired by the seminal work of Jordan, Kinderlehrer, and
Otto |JKO98]. Here, our energy is of higher order (as it depends on the gradient), and
is therefore not geodesically convex as in the case of [JKO98|. For the most part of our
proof, we do not rely on higher regularity as in [EG96; LMS12], and we are confident that
some of these ideas will be useful in other situations as well. One interesting result in its
own right is the computation of the first variation of the Dirichlet energy in Wasserstein
space relying only on the natural H! regularity, see Lemma This is used to show
that any limit of minimizing movements (or the JKO scheme) is a weak solution of our
Cahn—Hilliard equation. In addition, we show that this weak solution saturates the optimal
energy-dissipation rate. Another crucial observation is that the first variation of the Cahn—
Hilliard energy in Wasserstein space is in divergence form. This is well-known for domain
variations given by the transport equation dsus + £ - Vus = 0 due to a result by Luckhaus
and Modica [LM89|. In contrast, variations in Wasserstein space are given by conservation
laws of the form Osus + V - (us§) = 0. Our observation—which we already employ in the
construction of our weak solution of the Cahn—Hilliard equation—is that also in this case,
the first variation of the energy is in divergence form. This results in a stable notion of
weak solutions and ultimately allows us to pass to the limit in our weak formulation and
show that the limit is a weak solution of the Hele-Shaw flow under a typical assumption
on the convergence of energies. Similar sharp-interface limits have been studied in different
settings, for example in the case of constant mobility [ABC94; |Che96]. Our approach is
different and inspired by the work of Simon and one of the authors |[LS18] who derive
the sharp-interface limit of a system of Allen—Cahn equations, a second-order version of
our problem here. On a conceptual level, our proof of the second main result is also
similar to the work by Chambolle and one of the authors [CL21] who showed that the
implicit time discretization of the Hele-Shaw flow produces varifold solutions which are
slightly weaker than the solutions considered here. Jacobs, Meszaros, and Kim [JKM21]
introduced a thresholding-type scheme, similar to this implicit time discretization and
proved its convergence to a weak solution under an energy convergence assumption.

We now state the setting in more detail and give an overview of our results. For a given
(length) scale € > 0 and a field u: RY — R we consider the Cahn-Hilliard free energy

(1.1) Bo(u) = /Rd S [Vul? + éW(u) da.

For initial data u. o we say that u. solves the Cahn-Hilliard equation if

(1.2) Oz + V- <m(u5) <V6E€>> =0

Oue

together with the initial condition u.(-,0) = uso. Here m : R — [0,00) is the mobility
function and W : R — [0, 00) is the standard double-well potential W (s) = s?(s — 1)%. In
this work, we want to consider a density-dependent mobility function which is degenerate
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FIGURE 1. Diffuse interface

in one of the two phases, say, u = 0. We focus on the prototypical example m(u) = uy =
max {u, 0} . Heuristically, it is clear that diffuse interfaces of thickness ~ ¢ will develop in
this model, see Figure [I} The main goal of this work is to understand the behavior of the
solutions us = u(x,t) in the singular limit € | 0. It is well-known since the work of Modica
and Mortola and Modica that the Cahn-Hilliard energy I'-converges to
a multiple of the perimeter functional. Therefore, our goal here can be formulated as
extending this convergence to the corresponding gradient flows.

On the one hand, our result draws a connection between two well-known basic physical
models. On the other hand, the Cahn—Hilliard equation can be used as a numerical scheme
to approximate solutions to the Hele-Shaw flow . In Figure 2] a simulation
shows the change of topology of a ferrofluid, which is subject to a constant external mag-
netic field perpendicular to the plates. The long, narrow droplet breaks up multiple times,
eventually leading to an array of circular droplets. Our diffuse interface model can be
extended to describe this experiment by adding a term to the free energy describing
the magnetic energy
Fy(u) = 27TM2/ uky * udzx,
R4

where M is the magnetization and k is a convolution kernel depending on the plate spacing
b. For simplicity, we do not consider any additional terms in the energy in this work.
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(A) A Hele—Shaw cell with spacing b (B) Dimension reduction leads to the Hele-Shaw flow

The remainder of this work is structured as follows. In Section [2 we give the heuristic
idea behind our strategy, which is then formalized in the following sections. In Section [3]
we prove existence of weak solutions to the Cahn-Hilliard equation . In Section
we investigate the sharp interface limit e | 0. Finally, in Appendix [B] we construct well
prepared initial data for a given initial configuration Q(0) = Q.

2. HEURISTIC IDEA BEHIND OUR PROOF

In this work, we prove the following result; see Theorem for the precise statement. We
consider (weak) solutions u. > 0 of the Cahn—Hilliard equation, formally satisfying

atU5+V'jg = 05
e = u:V (sAu8 - lI/V’(ug)) ,

£

(2.1)

with given initial conditions u.(-,0) = u. . Here j. is the flux and the mobility m(u) = u

degenerates in the phase {u = 0}. We show that u. = u.(x,t) converges to a characteristic

function x(z,t) = XQ() (x) as the length scale ¢ vanishes and that, under an energy con-

vergence assumption, there exists a flux field j € L2(R? x (0,T);R%)) such that the pair

({Q2(t)}1e0.7,7) 18 a weak solution to the Hele-Shaw flow

22) {v G =0, o),
V=it

) - on 09(t),
j('at) = _vp('at)7 in Q(t)a
(2:3) {O’H = p(-, 1), on 09Q(t).

Here, o0 denotes the surface tension, H denotes the mean curvature of the free boundary
09Q(t) and v its normal vector. In this sharp-interface model, the flux j can be viewed as
a fluid velocity, and p plays the role of pressure. The first two equations (2.2]) state that
the flow is incompressible and that the free boundary is transported by the fluid velocity, a
simple kinematic condition. The second two equations are Darcy’s law, which governs
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the slow motion of fluids in porous media or in narrow regions, and the force balance along
the free boundary between capillary forces and pressure.

In this section, we give the heuristic argument for this convergence. To this end, let us
assume we have a smooth solution to (2.1). A direct computation then shows that the
Cahn—Hilliard energy (1.1)) is dissipated:

d [ge?
2 S <0.
pn < (ue) /Rd o dx <0

In particular, this means that

sup Ee(u:) < Es(us0) and / / “76 dx dt < E:(ue).
t>0 Rd Ue

The first estimate gives compactness in configuration space, while the second estimate gives
us control in time. Indeed, by the Modica—Mortola/Bogomoln’yi trick [MM77; Bn76], i.e.,
a combination of the chain rule and Young’s inequality,

/Rd/wwous)(:v,t)!dx < E.(u.).

Using v(-,t') := (i—z) (+,¥'(ta—t1)+t1) in the Benamou-Brenier formula for optimal transport
and changing variables yields

W22(Ua('7t2)7 (-, t1)) < (t2 —t1) / /d Jel” drdt < E-(ue).
t R £

u

Hence, it is natural to expect some compactness by some variant of the Aubin—Lions lemma.
More precisely, we will show in Section that after passage to a subsequence

. * .
ue —x and j.— 7

for some characteristic function x and some flux j, satisfying esssup,~q [ |Vx| < co and
1o Ja x|j1? dx dt < oc.

Now to verify that the limit (y, j) satisfies the Hele-Shaw system in a distribu-
tional sense, we observe that the Cahn—Hilliard equation (2.1)) has a dlvergence structure.
This is clear for the first equation, but it is not immediate for the second one relating the
flux j. to the first variation of the Cahn—Hilliard energy in Wasserstein space. However,
since here we assume that u. is smooth, some simple manipulations show that

(2.4)
1 1
u:V <5Au5 — EW/(U5)> =-V -T.+V <<5]Vu52 - EI/I/’(ug)%) -V- (uEVug)> )
where T'. denotes the energy-stress tensor

1
7= (§IV0l + 200 ) - Vi Vs,
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which appears naturally when performing domain variations. Let us comment on the
identity . First, it is not surprising that also in our case of variations in Wasserstein
space, the energy-stress tensor appears. Second, when testing with a divergence-free vector
field (in which case domain variations and variations in Wasserstein space are equivalent),
the gradient-term vanishes and we recover the classical form known from domain variations.
Third, the right-hand side of equation is in divergence form, which means that the
outermost derivative can be put onto the test function. In addition, the last right-hand side
term contains yet another divergence, which can be put onto the test function, too. Then
one ends up with only first-order operators on wu.. This implies that the resulting weak
formulation enjoys excellent compactness properties in the sense that given a sequence
of weak solutions one only needs to show energy convergence (and does not need higher
regularity) to prove that the limit is again a weak solution. Even better, even allows
us to pass to the sharp-interface limit € | 0: we only need to pass to the limit in these
first-order terms, which can be done by an adaptation of the seminal work of Luckhaus and
Modica |[LM89|, who in particular prove that if u. — x such that E.(u.) — o [ |Vx/, then

T. > T = (I;—v®v)|Vyx|, where v is the measure theoretic inner unit normal given by
the Radon—Nikodym derivative ‘g—’;‘.

In order to turn this idea into a rigorous proof, we first construct weak solutions u. in Sec-
tion |3}, which will already be based on the divergence structure . Then, in Section
we make rigorous the compactness, and in Section we pass to the limit € | 0 in our
weak formulation.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF WEAK SOLUTIONS TO THE CAHN-HILLIARD EQUATION

The main result of this section is the following theorem on global-in-time existence of weak
solutions to the degenerate Cahn—Hilliard equation (1.2]).

Theorem 3.1. For each u.o € A and each € > 0, there exists a weak solution to the
Cahn-Hilliard equation in the sense of Definition [3.3 below.

Here A C L'(R%; [0, 00)) denotes the set of nonnegative probability densities u with respect
to the Lebesgue measure, which is denoted by £¢, with finite second moments, i.e.,

A= {u € LY(R% [0, 00)) : /Rdudm — 1, My(u) == /R o Pu(z) do < oo} |

To define our weak solutions, we use the weak formulation ({2.1]), which is formulated in
terms of the field u. and the flux j..

Definition 3.2 (Weak solution to Cahn-Hilliard). Let ¢ > 0 and let u.g € A. We say
that (ue,jc) is a weak solution to the Cahn—Hilliard equation ({2.1)), if
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(i) ue and j. are a distributional solution to (2.1)), i.e., u-(-,0) = uc o, and

(3.1) /Rueog dx—i—/ / u0C + jo - VCdzdt =0

holds for all ¢ € C?(R¢ x [0,T)), and

T
/ / jo - €da dt
0 R4

T
32) = / T. . Vedzdt

/ / [ (V) <€|Vu5] + W’(ua) ) b uVu. V(Y| dedt
for all £ € CH(R? x (0,T); R?), where T is the energy stress tensor
(3.3) T, = <;|Vu5]2 n gW(u5)> I — eVue ® V.

Here I; denotes the identity matrix on R

(ii) The solution satisfies the optimal energy-dissipation rate

T/
(3.4) ess sup {E us(+, T")) / / “76 dx dt} E.(ucp).
T'€[0,T] R Ue

Here, with a slight abuse of notation, we work with the convention 2 o = 0. In particular we
see that, for a.e. x, ¢, if u.(x,t) = 0, then j.(z,t) = 0.

Elliot and Garcke [EGI6| have used a Galerkin approximation approach to construct weak
solutions to Cahn—Hilliard equations with mobility functions m > 4, and then take § | 0.
To be self-contained, we give an alternative existence proof of weak solutions to . We
utilize a minimizing movements scheme directly for the degenerate case m(u) = u and
exploit the connection to optimal transport as discovered by Jordan, Kinderlehrer, and
Otto [JKO98|. Here our energy is of higher order, but non-negative.

Without loss of generality, by scaling, we assume € = 1 and drop the index ¢ in this section
for notational simplicity.

1. The construction. Let 7" € (0,00). For A > 0 we consider the minimization problem

(3.5) inf {E(u) + 21hd2(u,uo)},

u€L?

where ug € A such that E(ug) < oo. Here d(u,ug) = Wa(uLl?, ugL?) denotes the quadratic
Wasserstein distance of densities, and the Wasserstein distance of measures u, v is given
by (A.2]). We refer to Appendix [A] for some basic facts and the standard notation we use
here.
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Lemma 3.3 (Existence of minimizers). Let ug € A such that E(up) < oo and let h > 0.
Then there exists u € A which minimizes (3.5)).

We use this lemma inductively to construct a sequence (uy,)nen such that

1
(3.6) U, € argmin {E(u) + thQ(u,unl)} , n=1,2.3,...
u

Then we define the approximation uy, : [0, 00) x R* — R by piecewise constant interpolation
using up(z,t) = uy(z) for t € [hn,h(n + 1)). Finally, we show that w, is precompact in
LY0,T; LY(RY)).

This variational algorithm is known as the minimizing movement/JKO scheme, and was
first introduced in [JKO98|.

Proof of Lemma[3.3. We use the direct method to prove existence of a minimizer for (3.5)).

Since E(ugp) + ﬁdQ(uo,uo) = F(up) < o0, the infimum is bounded from above. It is
also bounded from below, since E(u)+ ﬁdQ(u, up) is nonnegative for all u. Note that both
functionals u — E(u) and u — d?(u, ug) are lower semi-continuous w.r.t. L' convergence.
Hence we only need to show compactness.

Let (u)>1 C A be a minimizing sequence for E(-) + 5-d?(-,ug); note that if u ¢ A, then
d?(u,up) = oo. For all sufficiently large [ we then have

1
(3.7) E(w) + ﬁdQ(Uhuo) < E(ug) +1 < oo,

so we may assume w.l.o.g. that (3.7) holds for all I. Now we observe that there exists
M < oo such that

1
(3.8) W(u) = ZUQ(U —1)2>
Now let v € AN L*(RY). Using (3.§)) we have

/ u4da::/ u4daz+/ ut dx
Rd zu(z)<M} zu(x)>M}

§M3/ udx—i—5/ W (u) dx
R4 {z:u(z)>M}

u'  for all |u| > M.

ot =

< M?+5E(u),
and plugging in u = u; we get by (3.7)
(3.9) / uf dr < M> + 5E(ugp) + 5.
Rd

Thus ; is uniformly bounded in L*. Further we have by (3.7)

/ |V |? de < 2E(ug) + 2,
Rd
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hence V; is also uniformly bounded in L?. By Rellich’s Theorem |[Eval0, Chap. 5.7, Thm.
1] and a diagonal argument, there exists a subsequence u;,, — u converging in L?OC.

To obtain L' convergence, it suffices to show that the second moments are uniformly
bounded and LlloC convergence; Indeed, if the seconds moments are uniformly bounded
from above, we have

Ms(u) = lim 2|2y, (x) dz < Rlim limsup/B |22y, () da
R

R—o0 Br —00 m—00

< limsup/ |22y, (x) dz < oo.
Rd

m—ro0

Then, for all R < oo we have

/ \ulm—u\da::/ ]ulm—u]dx—i—/ lug,, — u|dx
Rd Br RN\Br

< /BR lug, — u| + %(MQ(UZm) + Ma(u)).

Taking the limit m — oo we get

1
limsup/ lu,,, —u| < —5 <supM2(ulm) + Mg(u)> ,
R4 R m

m— 00

and taking R — oo on the RHS, we obtain

limsup/ lug,, — u|dz = 0.
R4

m—0o0

Now we show that the second moments are uniformly bounded. To this end, let +; be the
optimal plan in the optimal transport problem (A.2), i.e.,

(Wz)tﬂl = ul£d7 (Wy)ti% = u0£d7 dQ(ulv UU) = / |ZE - y|2d7l($7 y)
RdxRd

We integrate the inequality

oung

2 2 2 2 ¥ 1 2 2
(3.10) |z° = |z —y+yl" = |z —yl"+ 2@ —y) -y +yI° < (145 ||z —yl"+(1+n)ly
against the optimal plan ~; to get

Ms(uy) = /Rd |x|2ul(x) dz

(3.11) < (1 " }l) o)+ (0 0) [ liPuoly) dy

<21+ h)(E(up) — E(w)) + (1 + h)Ma(ug)
< 2(1+ h)E(up) + (1 + h)Ms(ug).

The RHS is independent of [, so we have a uniform bound on the second moments of w;. [
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Now we define u,, n = 1,2,3,... successively as a minimizer of
1
inf F —d? 1)
it B0 + g un)

The only assumption on ug in Lemma was that ug € A with E(up) < oo, and any
minimizer of E(-) + 5-d?(uo, -) is again in A. Thus it is guaranteed that a u,, exists for all
n € N. For h > 0 define the piecewise constant time interpolation uy, : R? x [0,00) — R by

(3.12) up(z,t) == up(x), t€nh,(n+1)h).

Then we have a uniform bound on the energy of u,,. The next lemma gives us a bound on
the second moments of u,,, which we need to prove compactness of uy,.

Lemma 3.4. Let u,, € A be a sequence and h € (0,1) such that

1
+ ﬁdz(un, Un—1) < E(up—1) foralln=1,23,...
Then the second moments Ms(uy,) satisfy the estimate

Ms(uy,) < C’eC”hMg(uo) forallmn=1,2,3,...

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma[3.3]| we use ([3.10]) and (3.11)), except instead of the optimal
plan between u,, and ug, we use the optimal plan between u,, and u,_1. Then
Ma(un) < 201+ h)(E(un—1) — Eun)) + (1 + h)Ma(tn_1).
This is equivalent to the inequality
Mo (up) — Ma(up—1)
h
which we can rewrite as
(Ma(1tn) + 2B (un)) — (Ma(ttn—1) + 2B (un_1))
h

Un—1) — E(uy)
h

< 2(1+h)E( + My(un—1),

< Mo(up—1) + 2(E(up—1) — E(uy))
< Mo(up—1) + 2(E(up—1)-
Now Gronwall’s inequality [Emm99|, Prop. 3.1] yields
My (up) < Ce“™ My (ug)
for all h € (0,1). O

Now we are ready to prove that the piecewise constant time interpolation is precompact
in L.

Lemma 3.5 (Compactness). For all finite time horizons T < oo, there exists a subsequence
h; — 0 as | — oo such that up, — u for some u in L(0,T; LP(R%)) for all 1 < p < 4.

1

Of course, this lemma can be extended to L} ([0, 00); L*(R?)) convergence using a diagonal

argument.
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Proof. The proof is divided into two steps. First, we show convergence in LlloC7 and then
post-process it to Lt convergence.

Step 1 (L;,,. convergence). We have

1
(3.13) E(u,) + %dQ(un,un,l) < E(up—1),
since u = u,_1 is admissible in the minimization problem for u,. Then by induction,
B [ d(ug, 1) 2

Thus Vu, is uniformly bounded in L? and

1T Cd(un (), un (-t +h)\ >
(3.15) E(upn(-,T)) + 2/ < (un (-, )J;Lh( U+ ))) dt < E(ug).

0

Further, as in (3.8)-(3.9), u, is uniformly bounded in L*. Then there exists a constant
C < oo such that, for any 7" > 0, we have

T
/ / (. )| dar dt < OTE(ug),
0 R4

T
/ / |V (2, t)|* de dt < 2T E(up),
0o Jrd

T—h wn (- e 2
;/(; (d( h( ’t)a hh( 7t+h))) dtSE(UO)

Then uy, € L?(0,T; L*(R?)) and Vuy, € L?(0,T; L?(R%; R%)) for all h with uniform bounds.

Now let r < co. By the Aubin-Lions Lemma [Aub63, Thm. 1] (see also [CJL14} Prop. 8]),
there exists a subsequence u} converging to some u" in L?(B,(0) x [0,T]). For s > r we
can again find a subsequence (u$)p, C (u}), and u® such that uj — u® in L%(B(0) x [0, T7).
Then

u® —u"[| 2B, 0)x[0,17) < N1u® = up 2B, 0)xjo,r7) + Iuh — v || 2(B,0)x[0,77) — 0,

because uj is a subsequence of uj. Thus u® = u" a.e. on B,(0) x [0,T]. Iterating this
process, we obtain a well defined function u € LZQOC(Rd % [0,T]) and a subsequence uy,, e.g.
the diagonal sequence, such that up, — u in L?(B,(0) x [0, T]) for all r < oo, hence up, — u
in L2 (R? x [0,T]), and also in L} (R x [0,T]).

loc loc

Step 2 (L' convergence). By Lemma [3.4] we know that
(3.16) My (up) < Ce“™ My(up)
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holds for all h € (0,1). Now observe that for any R < oo we have

T T 1 (T
/ \u—uhl]dacdtg/ / \u—uhl]dacdt—i—RQ/ / |22 (Ju| + |up,|) dz dt
0o Jrd 0 JBg 0o Jrd

T
CT
</ / |u—uhl]dxdt—|-72,
0o JBg R

where C' = sup¢(o 7] {M2(u(-,t)) + Ma(up, (-, 1))}, which is finite by (3.16). Since up, — u
in L} _(R? x [0,T]), taking first h; — 0 and then R — oo, we get strong convergence in
LY0,T; LY(RY)).

Since up, is uniformly bounded in L* we have w € L* By interpolation between LP
norms [Eval0, Appendix B.2.h], we get uj, — u in LY(0,T; LP(R?)) forall 1 <p < 4. O

Remark 3.6. We remark that this proof also shows that wup is uniformly bounded in
L*(0,T; HY(R%)) as h | 0 and that u;, — u weakly in L?(0,T; H'(R?)). Also the sec-
ond moments are uniformly bounded, i.e. there exists C' < oo depending only on F(uy)
and Ms(ugp) such that for all n

(3.17) My(uy) < C.

The next step will be to compute the Euler-Lagrange equation. Before we do this, we
compute the first variation of the Dirichlet energy. For the remainder of this paper, i4
denotes the identity map on RY.

Lemma 3.7. Let ug € H'(R?) and let £ € C°(R%RY).  Further, let {t},cp be the
corresponding fluzx

tO = ida

{8ttt ={ot,

and let us = (t;)puo be the push-forward of ug under t;. Then

(3.18) &

1 1
o / f]Vut|2 dx = / —Vug - VEVug — §]Vu0|2v &+ ugVug - V(V - ) du.
Rd

Rdz

t=0

Of course, if ug € H?, the computation for is straight forward using the continuity
equation dyu + V - (u€) = 0. In a slightly different very general setting [LMS12], it was
shown that each solution wu,, to the minimizing movement scheme (3.6 satisfies u, € H2.
Also Elliott and Garcke [EG96] prove a similar result.

However, as we will see, H' is enough regularity to verify (3.18). To the best of our
knowledge, this has not yet been done in the present setting.

Proof. By definition of u;, we have

/ urC dx :/ uo(z)C(te(x)) dz  for all ¢ € CO(RY).
R4 R4
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Since t; is invertible, the above is equivalent to
(319) ug = det(Vtt)ut 9] tt,
and using Oit; = £ o t;, we have

Vitili=o = 1a,
(3.20) O Vitii=0 = VE,
Opdet Viti|—g = trVE=V - €.
First, we compute the gradient of
(3.21) Vg = ug 0tV det Vi, + (det Vi, ) (V)T (Vuy) o ty.
By the Jacobi formula for the gradient of the determinant, the first term reads
Oy, det Vit = det(Vty) tr((VEy) 10y, Viy).
Therefore
(3.22) ug o t;Vdet Vi, = uy oty det (Vi) (tr((Vtt)_laxint))le
= ug (tr((Vt) 710, V)L, .

Here v = (vi)gzl denotes the vector v € R? with components v;. Rearranging terms
in (3.21) and inserting (3.22)) gives us
1

(Vu) oty = 4 Vi,

(V)" (Tug — o (r((Ve) 0., T8))L, ).
Therefore
1 1
/ Vut|2dx:/ —|(Vuy) o t;|* det Vt, dx
]Rd 2 Rd 2
:/ E#I(Vt )T (B0 — uo tr((VE) 10, V) ‘2 dz
rd 2 det Vi, ! it 0 ! w1 '

Now we can write the difference quotient as

1 1 ) 1 )

- - do — [ = d

; </Rd 2|Vut| X /Rd 2|V’LL0| ﬂ?)
1

1 1
(3.23) = / |(Vut)ott\2detVttdx—/ ~|Vug|? dx
t Rd 2 R4 2
_ / S0 A (98T (B0 — wo (V) 0, V)L [
= iy 9 t detvtt t z; 40 0 t T t))i=1 )
where 0; denotes the difference quotient at zero, i.e., §:(f(t)) = ! (t);f © " Now we

want to pull the limit inside the integral by using dominated convergence. Let v, =
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tr((Vt;) 710, Vt:). We write out all the scalars in (3.23]) to obtain a dominating function:

(3.24)

1 - _
o 2det Vi, g}; [(VE) ] i [(VEr) ik (02,10 = uov;] [y uo — uour]

=4 <2dethtt ”z;i [(Vtt)_T} ij [(Vtt)_T] i [(ijuo)(axkuo) — 2u0(8xju0)vk + ugvjvk]) .

We compute the time derivatives for all terms:

(V)" |y = —(Vt) @V (VE) T
= _v£7
O = tr((Vt) ™10, Voity)|
= t1(9,, VE) = 9k (V - £),

1
B} @ det Vtt

Ol et Vi, (det Vi)
=_V-¢

Since & has compact support, all terms are bounded in L*°. Now we split the difference
quotient (3.24) into three terms:

L Z [(VtaiT] i [(Vtt)*T] ik [(8x]ug)(8$kuo) — 2UQ(3$].U0)U]€ + Ug’l)jvk]

(5 - -
1 2det Vt, &
1,5,k

- Z(St <2deictht [(Vtt)iT} ij [(Vtt)iT] m) (02;u0) (O, u0)
75

_22 (QdetVtt [(Vtt)i] [(Vt)~ } Uk) o (Oz;uo)

* Z <2 det Vi, [(Vtt)_T] ij [(Vtt)_T] ik Ujvk) (]

7]7

Since ug € H', all three terms are a product of an L' function which is independent of ¢ and
a function which converges uniformly in L* as ¢ | 0. Therefore we can apply dominated
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convergence in ([3.23) when passing to the limit ¢ | 0 and obtain
1 1 1
lim ~ - 2de— | = 2d
s ( LuaVular = [ 51vu )
10 1 _ 2
- / _— ‘(Vtt) T (amuo — ug tr((Vtt)*laxint))c.lfl‘ dx
Rd 2 at t=0 =

det Vtt
- /Rd ;{ — (V- €)|Vaug|? + 2Vug - (—(vg)Tvuo —up (tr(@t‘tzoaxint))jzl) } d

1

- /R 2{ — (V)| Vuo|® +2Vug - (=(VE) Vg + uoV(V - £)) }d“’“ -

The previous lemma allows us now to compute the Euler-Lagrange equation for the mini-
mizing movements scheme ([3.5)).

Let us first introduce some notation. For n € N let =, be the optimal measure in the
definition (A.2) for d(un,un—1) such that (), = Up—1 L% and (7my)4vn = up L. Further
we define the flux
. 1
i) = [ 5@ =) wdoy),
Rd
Jn(y,t) = jn(y), t € [nh,(n+ 1)h),

and the energy stress tensor

1 2
(3.25) <2’V“n! + W(un)> Iq — Vun, @ Vup,
T,,

T, :
Th(-,t): t € [nh,(n+ 1)h).

Lemma 3.8. The Euler-Lagrange equation for (3.5) is given by

/ ju-Edo
Rd

(3.26) = [ T,:Vé¢de
Rd

- / (V&) (IVtnl? + W (un)un) + tn Vet - V(Y - €)] da
R4
for all ¢ € C*(R4RY).
Before proving this lemma, we state and prove two simple properties of the flux j,.

Lemma 3.9. If t is the optimal transport plan from u, to u,_1 as in Lemma i.e.,
tyuy, = u,_1, then

(3.27) Jn(y) = %(t(y) —y)un(y)
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for a.e. y € R

Proof. Let ¢ € C°(R%RY) and let @i; be the unique solution to the continuity equation
o+ V- (ug) =0, t>0,
(- t)|t=0 = Un.

We use the two equivalent formulations for the first variation of the Wasserstein distance.
On the one hand, by [AGS08, Thm. 8.4.7], we have

d 1 45, B 1 L
7 t:oﬁd (a(-,t), un—1) = h/RdXRd(y z) - £(y) dyn(z, y)

=—/ jn - €dy.
Rd

On the other hand, by [Vil03, Thm. 8.13], we have

Gl ) = 5 [ - ) ) iy
Hence
(3.28) [incdu=5 [ ) =0 sty
for all £ € C°(R%;RY). O

Corollary 3.10. For any n and a.e. y € R? such that u,(y) # 0 we have
() I?
un(y)
Further jn(y) = 0 whenever u,(y) =0 a.e., and ||jn|z2 < +E(uo).

(3.29)

1 2
< [ ke = o (do)

Proof. The inequality (3.29)) follows directly from Lemma To obtain the L' bound on
Jn, observe that by Holder’s inequality and (3.13))

/\'\dm< / |jn|2da; v /udx 1/2<id2(u u )<lE(u) O
R In = R Un R n = h2 ny Un—1) > h 0)-

Proof of Lemma[3.8. Let ¢ € C*(R%RY) and let {t¢};cr be the corresponding flux
Oty =Eot, forallt e R and tg = 4.

Define (-, t) = (t;)sun as the push-forward of u, under t;, i.e.,

uy, = det(Vty)u(-, t) oty.
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By [Vil03, Thm. 5.34], @ is the unique solution to the continuity equation
{ataJrV-(af) =0, t>0,

(3.30) (D)o = 1.

To compute the first variation of the energy for u, we have

d N d 1._ . ~
T E(a(-,t)) = T / —|Va(., t)]2 dzr + / W (up)0pti(+, )| ¢=0 da.
t t=0 t t=0 R4 2 R4

The first term [pq 5|Vi|?dz is exactly the term we computed in Lemma For the
second term [pa W/ (up)0ya(-, t)|1=o dz we plug in dyt|,_, + V - (us€) = 0 and compute

W (up)opa(-,t)|i=o dx = / W (un)V - (up€) dx
R4 Rd

= W' (un) Vg - € = W (up)u,V - £dz
(3.31) R

= [ VW (un) & — W (up)unV - € da
R4

= [ W) = W)V - da.

Furthermore, by [AGS08, Thm. 8.4.7], we have

i t_021hd2(@(-7t)a Up—1) = flb/Rded(y —z) - E(y) dyn(x, y)

dt
=—/ - €dy.
]Rd

The Euler-Lagrange equation tells us that

d 1
3.32 — E(u(-,t) + =d*(a(-, t),up—1) | = 0.
(3.32) Gl (pat+ geaco)
Thus combining Lemma [3.7] with (3.31)) and (3.32)) gives (3.26). O

To improve the suboptimal a-priori estimate (3.15)) to our desired sharp energy-dissipation
inequality (3.4), we need the following statement.

Lemma 3.11 ([LMS12, Lem. 4.3]). Let © € H'(R?) such that E(?) < co. Suppose vy :
[0,00) — H'(RY) is a solution to the heat flow

(3.33) {&;vt = Av;, on (0,00) x RY,
v9 =10, On Rd,

and

(3.34) h%(i)nlef (E(v) — E(vg)) > —o0.
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Then © € H*(RY), and
(3.35) — lim inf 1(E(vt) — E(vg)) > / (Avg)? dz — CE(vp),
tl0 t Rd

where the constant C depends only on W.

Proof. By parabolic smoothing we have v € C®(R? x (0,00)). Thus, for ¢t > 0, we can
compute the derivative %E (vr)

d
fE(Ut) = / V?Jt . vaﬂ)t + W/(Ut)at?)t dx
dt R4

_ /d(AW W (0)|Vor|? da
R

§—/ (Avt)2dx+C/ |V |? de,
R4 R4

where C' is a constant with —C' < W”. Observing that

/|Vvt|2dx§/ |Vol? de,
R4 R

and using that the map ¢ ~ v; is continuous in H'(R%), we get that ¢ — F(v;) is continuous
at t = 0, and by (3.34]) there exists a constant C' < oo such that for all ¢ < ¢ sufficiently
small

1 I
~C < (B~ En) < —1 [ [ (80 deds+ OV
t tJo Jra

Thus the family {Av},., is weakly precompact in L?(R%). Since vy — © strongly in
H'(RY), we get that o € H?(R). O

We want to apply Lemma [3.11] with initial data u,, the solution to the minimizing move-
ment scheme ({3.6). To verify (3.34), we need the flow exchange lemma below.

Definition 3.12. Let F : A — (—00,00] be a proper, lower semi-continuous functional
and let A > 0. Let Dom F := {u € A: F(u) < oo} denote the domain of F. A continuous
semi-group S¢ : DomF — Dom F, t > 0, is a A-flow for F, if it satisfies the following
FEvolution Variational Inequality (EVI)

LEiu),0) —dw,v)) %dQ(u, v) + F(u) < F(v)

1
3.36 — lim sup
(3.36)  lims "

for all densities u,v € Dom F with d(u,v) < .

Lemma 3.13 (Flow exchange lemma [MMS09, Thm. 3.2]). Let S; be a A-flow for a proper,
lower semi-continuous functional F in A and let (un)n>0 be a solution to the minimizing
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movements scheme (3.6]) with time-step size h > 0. If u, € Dom F, then
E(Si(uyn)) — E(un)> B A

—d2(un, Up—1).

(3.37) Flun) — Fup_1) < h (lim inf .

t10 t
We want to apply the flow exchange Lemma to the entropy functional

(3.38) U(u) = / ulog u dz.
R4
By [AGS08, Prop. 9.3.9] U is geodesically convex in A in the sense that the map ¢ — U (u;)

is convex for every geodesic u; in A.

Lemma 3.14. The semi-group S; induced by solutions to the heat equation (3.33) on
AN C®(RY) extends to a 0-flow for U.

Proof. We recall the well known fact that the heat equation is the W5 gradient flow
of the entropy functional U, for a reference see e.g. [JKO98, Thm. 5.1]. Further, since
U is geodesically convex in A w.r.t. the Wasserstein distance d, U satisfies the Evolution
Variational Inequality with A = 0, for a reference see for example [AGS08, Thm.
11.1.4]. O

Proposition 3.15 (|LMS12, Prop. 4.1]). Let (up)nen be a solution to the minimizing
movement scheme with time-step size h > 0. Then

(i) un € H?(RY) for all n with a uniform bound,

(i3) up, — u strongly in L?(0,T; H*(R?)) as h | 0 for all T > 0,
(iii) up, — v weakly in L?(0,T; H>(R?)) as h | 0 for all T > 0.

To prove Proposition .15 we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.16. There exists o < 1 and a constant C < co depending only on d such that
for all uw € A we have

(3.39) /Rd ulogudr > —C(Ma(u) + 1)*.

Furthermore, if (un)nen @s a solution to the minimizing movement scheme (3.6)), then there
exists a constant C' < oo such that for all n we have

(3.40) U(un)| < C.

Proof. Equation (3.39) is shown in the proof of [JKO98, Prop. 4.1]. Now let (u,), be a
solution to (3.6). Then, by Remark there exists C' < oo such that for all n

Ms(uy) < C, / u? dzx < C.
R4
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Noting that
U(u) < / u? dx
Rd
for any v € DomU, this concludes the proof of ([3.40)). O

Proof of Proposition[3.15. We apply the flow exchange Lemma [3.13| with F = . Then
(3.34]) holds, and by Lemma applied to ¥ = u,, we have u,, € H>(R?). Then, by (3.35)

and (3.37)), we get
h
(3.41) . / (Aun)? dz < Ultn_1) — Ulun) + ChE(up).
Rd

Now observe that U(ug) < [lug||7. < oo and recall that E(u,) < E(ug). Let N = [T/h]
and sum over n

N
80 e gaguay <h S [ () do < Uluo) ~ Ulux) + CTE(uo)
n=1 R

By Lemma the RHS is uniformly bounded as N — oco. By the uniform bound on uy, in
L?(0,T; HY(R?)), see Remark we get that uy, is uniformly bounded in L2(0, T; H?(R%))
as h J 0 for all T < oc:

T
(3.42) /0 lun (-, O[3z (gay dt < CTE(ug) < oo.

Therefore uy, converges, up to a subsequence, weakly in L2(0, T; H?(R?)). We recall that
there exists u such that u;, — u strongly in L2(0, T; L?(R%)) and weakly in L2(0, T'; H' (R%)).
By interpolation with the uniform bound (3.42)) we get u;, — u strongly in L?(0, T; H*(R?)).

O

Corollary 3.17 (Energy convergence). As [ 1 oo, the energy converges:

T

) T
fm [ E(uhl(-,t))dt—/o E(u(- 1)) dt.

The following theorem establishes existence of weak solutions to the Cahn—Hilliard equation
and concludes the proof of Theorem

Theorem 3.18. For any T < oo, and up given by there exists a function u €
LY0,T; LY(RY)) and a subsequence uy, such that up, — uw in L'(0,T; LY(R?)) as hy — 0
and a vector field j such that (u,j) is a weak solution to the Cahn—Hilliard equation ({2.1))
in the sense of Definition[3.3

Proof. We proceed in two steps. First we show (3.1) and (3.2)). In the second step we prove
the energy dissipation inequality (3.4)).
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Step 1. Let ¢ € C2(R? x (0,T)) and let ¢, (x) := ((x, yn). Observe that, using an index
shift, for sufficiently small h; > 0 we have

(3.43)

hi/ ’Um,_un—lC dwzhljvzl/ u Cn—i_l_gndflf
ln:1 B hl n o iy n hl )

where N = N(h;) = [T/h;]. On the one hand, in the limit [ T co the RHS converges to

because uy,

T
/ / u(zx, t)0(x, t) dx dt,
0o Jrd

is uniformly bounded in L', and the derivative 9;( exists. On the other hand,

by definition of vy,

Un () — Up—1(x) y—x
[ e s [ Vv (e

[ 6 = Gl) + (= 9) - V6, (0) dwn<x7y>\

dyrd hy

1
(50197 ) g7 [, o= wPanton)
R4 I JRIxR4

1
= HVQCnHoondQ(UmUnA)-

IN

Then sum over n and insert the definition of j, to obtain

N Up () — Up—1(x) )
hlnzl/ﬂ%d » Co(z)d + /Rd n - Vi dx

N 2
hl d(unvunfl)
< HV2C||oo§ Z <hl
n=1

< |IV¥||oohi E(ug) — 0.

Since jp, is uniformly bounded in L', by [EG15, Thm. 1.41], there exists a Radon measure

7 such that
(3.44)

Jn X4, weakly-* as Radon measures.

Then the LHS of ([3.43]) converges to

T
/ / —j - V¢ dz dt.
0 R4

This gives us (3.1]); of course with ¢ = 1.

Finally, (3.2) follows immediately from passing to the limit A | 0 in the Euler-Lagrange
equation ([3.26)), since j, = j and uj, — u in L? and Vuy, — Vu in L2
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Step 2 (Energy dissipation). The optimal energy dissipation follows from Proposition
below. O

3.2. Optimal energy dissipation.

Proposition 3.19 (Optimal energy dissipation). The energy dissipation is optimal, i.e.,

T .
(3.45) E(u(-,T)) +/0 /Rd dey dt < E(up)

for a.e. T < 0.

Before we prove Proposition [3.19] we introduce a few tools.

Fix u € A such that F(u) < co. For 7 > 0 let

1 1
er(u) = 51613 {E(v) + 27_d2(u,v)} , Jr(u) = argerﬁin {E(v) + Zcﬂ(u, u)} .
By Lemma Jr(u) is non-empty for all 7 > 0, and we define
zH(u) = sup d(u,u;), z; (u)= inf d(u,u,).
ur €77 (u) ur €Jr (u)
Then 2} (u) = 27 (u) for almost all 7 and, by [AGS08, Thm. 3.1.4],
d (27 (u))?
In particular
d2 . T (£ 2
(3.47) (Z“) +/ (ZtQ(tZ)) dt = E(u) — E(u,) for all ur € J;(u).
T 0

Proof of Proposition[3.19. For h > 0 and (uy), a solution to the minimizing movements
scheme and j, as before, with piecewise constant time interpolation u; and jj, we define
a new interpolation as follows: Define y(t) by

(3.48) ap(t) = Up,, t=nh+r,

where 0 < 7 < h and Uy, € Jr(up), i.e., Uy > minimizes v — E(v) + 2—1Td2(un,v).

We can obtain a uniform bound on d(up(t), up(t)): If t = nh + 7 with 7 < h, then
d?(up (-, 1), p (-, 1)) = d*(up, tinr) < 27E(up) < 27E(ug)

for all n and all 0 < 7 < h. Hence we have d(up(-,t),an(-,1)) < /2E(ug)Vh. Since

up — w in LY(0,T; LY (RY)), we have u(-,t) € A for a.e. t and fOT d?(up (-, 1), u(-, 1)) dt — 0.
Therefore

T T
(3.49) / d2(ﬂh,u)dt§/ 02 (up, ) + @2 (i, up) dt — 0,
0 0
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A
o, Uyg, 1
Uo uhul us,r
Uy
S T
U2 U3
1h 2h 3h 4h

FicURE 3. Illustration of interpolation functions

and since d metrizes weak-* convergence on A, we get that

ﬁh N u.
To prove the optimal dissipation inequality (3.45]), we want to use (3.47)). More precisely,
we apply (3.47] m ) to u = u,, and 7 = h and sum over n:

hz “"’“" ) hZ/ “"’“’” dr < E(ug) — E(up(Nh)).

As with the piecewise contant time interpolation, we define

. RN A,
(3.50) Jnr(y) = — /R (@ = 9)inr(dz,y),

jh('at) = jn,Ta t:nh+77
where 7, ; is the optimal measure in the definition of d(t, +,un) With (7;)sYn,» = up LY.

Now we note that by Corollary [3.10] we have the lower bound

2 2
//W do dt + - //‘{’L' da dt
Rd Up Rd U
< hz Unyun 1 hZ/ U’munT dr.
lil?

Since (u,j) — 2L is jointly convex, the functional [ % is lower semi-continuous. Hence
our claim ([3.45) follows once we have shown that @, — u in L*(0,T; H*(R?)) and jj, .

Indeed, by Corollary [3.10{ and (3.47)), j, is uniformly bounded in L!(0,T;L'(R%; R%)),
hence j;, — j for some j as Radon measures. Let £ € C® (R x (0,T);R?) and let bnr =
&(+,nh + 7). By the Euler-Lagrange Equation (3.26|) we have for all n and all 0 < 7 < h

/ jnﬂ' : énﬂ' dr = Tn,‘r : vfn,‘r dx — / an’ dzx,
Rd R4 Rd
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where TnJ denotes the energy stress tensor as defined in (3.25) for 4y, ,, and Fn,f =
F(iinry Vi 7, VE, V2E) is the second right-hand side term in the Euler-Lagrange equa-
tion (3.26). Now let "= Nh for some N and sum over n:

//Rdjh Edrdt = hZ//jm Enr da dr
:hZ(/ RdTnT.vgmdxdT—/ /RanTdde>.

Thus it suffices to show that @, — u in L*(0,T; H'(R%)). Indeed, by the flow exchange
Lemma, applied to entropy functional F = U, we can apply Lemma also to
Up,r (instead of uy) as before to obtain @, , € H2RY) for all n and all 0 < 7 < h. By
Remark @y (nh) = u, is uniformly bounded in H'. By the estimate E (i, ) < E(uy) <
E(ug), we get that there exists C' < oo depending only on W such that

(3.51)

T
/ liinl 1 ey dt < CTE ug),
0
and as in (3.41])),

% / (Adinr)? < Utn) — U(iin.r) + CTE(iin.).
Rd

Hence iy, is uniformly bounded in L?(0,7; H*(R%)), and i, — u in L2(0,T; H'(R%)).
Therefore the right-hand side of (3.51) converges to the same limit as the one for wuy

instead of uy, and hence jh X J, where j is the same as in Theorem Now (]3.45))
follows from

2 2 2
/ / M dy dt < hm mf ( / / jh‘ dx dt + - / / jh‘ dx dt)
Rd Rd Up Rd Uh

< E(uo) E(u 0

4. THE SHARP INTERFACE LIMIT

In Section [3| we have shown that for every ¢ > 0 with initial data u.p € A such that
E.(ucp) < oo, there exists a weak solution u. to the Cahn-Hilliard equation in the
sense of Definition In this section we show that there exists a subsequence ; — 0 and
a function u : R? x [0, 00) — R such that u., — u in L' as [ 1 oo under the following well
preparedness condition on the initial data w. o:

. 1
Ueo — X, n L5,

(4.1) E.(us0) = 0P (Q),
sup Ms(ue ) < oo.
g

Throughout this section we assume that the initial data are well prepared, and we set
Ey = sup, E:(ucp).
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Theorem 4.1. Let (u.,j.) be weak solutions to the Cahn—Hilliard equation (2.1) in the
sense of Definition with initial data ue o satisfying (4.1)).

Then there exists a subsequence € — 0 and a family of finite perimeter sets ((t))iefo,1]
such that the following hold:

(1) For almost all t € [0,T] we have
(4.2) ue, 2% xq  in LY0,T; LH(RY)),
where xo(,1) = xag (©).
(i) There exists j € L*(0,T; L?(R%;RY)) such that

(4.3) Je, N Xaw)J as Radon measures.

(i5i) If in addition to (4.2) and (4.3),

T T
(4.4) limsup/ E;, (ug, (-, 1)) dt S/ oP((t)) dt,
[Too 0 0
then (2,7) is a weak solution to the Hele-Shaw flow in the sense of Definition
below.

Before we give the definition of weak solutions, we introduce some standard notation, see
also [Mag12]. For an open set Q@ C R%, BV (Q) denote the space of functions u € L'(Q)
with bounded variation in 2. If 2 is a set of finite perimeter, we denote by 0*) the reduced
boundary. The measure theoretic outward unit normal is denoted by vq : 9*Q — S9!, The
Gauss-Green measure of Q will be denoted by pq, and H% ! denotes the d — 1-dimensional
Hausdorff measure.

Definition 4.2 (Weak solution of the Hele-Shaw flow). Let d > 2 and T' € (0,00). Let
Q == {Q(t) };c0,7) be a family of finite perimeter sets and let j € L%(0,T; L2(R% RY)). We
say that the pair (2, ) is a weak solution to the Hele—Shaw flow, if

(i) For all ¢ € CX(R? x [0,T)) we have

T
(45) [ xanctrdst [ ] xawdid + xaus - Vedsdi =0,
R4 0 R4

where xq(z,t) = Xo)(2)-
(ii) For all £ € CH(R? x (0,T); R?) with V - £ = 0 we have

T T
(46) / g ' ‘](’ t) dx dt = / / (V ’ g BLION V£ VQ(t)) de_l dt.
0 /() 0 Jo*Q(t)
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(iii) For a.e. T' € [0,T] we have

-
(4.7) oP(QUT")) +/0 /Q(t) 7|2 dz dt < o P(Q).

This definition is motivated by the classical definition of the Hele shaw flow. If j and € are
smooth and a weak solution to the Hele-Shaw flow, then (€2, j) should solve the Hele-Shaw
flow in the classical sense, that is, j is a strong solution to (2.2)—(2.3)). This is shown in
Lemma [4.10] below.

4.1. Compactness. In this section we prove (i) and (ii) of Theorem {4.1

Before we go into the proof, we recall a few definitions and perform some preliminary
computations, which we will need to complete the proof.

Let us recall the notion of convergence in measure:

Definition 4.3. Let B be a separable Banach space and let M ([0, T]; B) denote the space
of measurable B-valued functions on [0,T]. A sequence {uy}, .y C M([0,T]; B) converges
in measure to u € M([0,T]; B), if

ntToo

(4.8) lim Ht € (0,7) : fun(t) — u(t)|p > UH =0 forallo>0.

To get precompactness of u. in L', an important tool will a be a variant of the Aubin-Lions
Lemma, see Theorem below. This theorem relies on the existence of a normal coercive
integrand F, so we briefly recall the definition.

Definition 4.4. Let B be a separable Banach space and let T' > 0. A functional F :
(0,T) x B — [0,00] is coercive, if {u € B : Fi(u) < ¢} is compact for all ¢ < oo and a.e.
t € (0,T). Further, F is a normal integrand, if

(1) F is L ® B(B)-measurable, and
(2) the maps u — Fi(u) are lower semi-continuous for a.e. ¢ € (0,T).
(

3) If in addition, g : B X B — [0, 0] is a lower semi-continuous map, we say that g is
compatible with F, if the following holds for a.e. t € (0,7"): If u,v € B such that
F(t,u), F(t,v) < oo, then

(4.9) u=wv whenever g(u,v) = 0.
Theorem 4.5 ([RS03, Thm. 2]). Let B be a separable Banach space and let U be a family

of measurable B-valued functions on (0,T). If there ezists a normal coercive integrand
F:(0,T) x B—[0,00] and a l.s.c. map g : B x B — [0,00] compatible with F such that

T
(4.10) U is tight w.r.t. F, ie., S = sup/ F(t,u(t))dt < oo,
uel JO
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and

T—h
(4.11) lim sup/ g(u(t+ h),u(t))dt =0,
hi0 weu

then U 1is precompact in M([0,T]; B).

For us, B will be L'(R%), and g will be the Wasserstein distance: Let

_ d , pd .
g Ll(Rd) " Ll(Rd) 10, 00], {g(u,v) = Wa(ul® vLY), if u,ve A,

0, else.

where Wy : Py x Py — [0, 00] is the Wasserstein-distance. Then g is a metric on L' (R4) N A,
so the compatibility condition (4.9) holds.

To define F, we let
p:R—=>R, ¢(s / \2W (r) dr,
and
FiLN®RY) > [0,00], Flu) :/ V(6o u)| da.
R4

We start with an upper bound on F in terms of the energy FE., as well as a bound on the
energy F., which we need later.

Let u € A. By Young’s inequality 2ab < a® + b? with a = %\/2W(u) and b = \/e|Vul|, we
get

(4.12) V(¢ ou)| =[¢(u)||Vu| < %\VUIQJr EW(U)-
Then we have

(4.13) Flu) = /R V(6o u)|de < E.(u).

It follows that

(4.14) » [(¢ou)(z+2) = (¢ ou)(z)|dr < |2]Ec(u).

In particular, if u = ua( t) is a weak solution to the Cahn—Hilliard equation, we can
use (3.4)), and integrate (4 over (0,7 to obtain the estimate

T i
(4.15) sup/ Flus(-t))d S Sup/ Ee(ue(-t < TSUPE(UEO)<TE0

Hence, if L{ {u5][0 ] } then the tightness condition (4.10)) holds for all 7' > 0. It remains
to check ( and ﬁndmg a normal coercive mtegrand

To check condition , we use the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.6 (A Hoélder bound on g). There ezists a constant C' > 0 depending only on T
and E.(ucp), such that for any € >0 and 0 < to <t; < T, it holds

g(ue( 1), ue (-, to)) < Clty — to| /2.

Then (4.11)) follows immediately, since

T—h
lim su Ue( t+ h),us(-,t))dt <limC R 4t = 0.
i Ep/o ofue(et 4+ 1), el ) dt < limC |

Proof. By the Benamou-Brenier formula [Vil03, Thm. 8.1], we have

(4.16) g (u(-,to), u( 1nf{/ / (z,t)|v(z,1)] dazdt}

where we minimize over all p, v such that d;p + V - (pv) = 0 and
p('? O) = 'LL(‘7 tO)v
p('? 1) = u(‘7t1)'

Now choose

Je(x, t(t1 — to) + to)
ue(z, t(ty — to) + to)’

pe(x,t) = us(z, t(ty — to) + to), wvelx,t) = (t1 —to)

which are admissible for the infimum, since by (2.1))
Ope +V - (psve) =0
in the sense of distributions. Then by (4.16]), (3.4]), and the change of variables formula

2 (u(- o), u(- 1)) </1/ pe(,t)|ve(, t) |2 dx dt
= (t1 — to) /tl/dj; de dt

= (t1 — to) Ee(uc(-,0))
(t1 — to)Eo. O

IN

To apply Theorem we slightly adjust the integrand F. For D C L'(R?), define

V(¢ ou)|de, ifue D, ¢pouec BV(R?),
Folw) = {fﬁf’ @oulds iy (R?)

Then, with suitable assumptions on D, Fp is a normal coercive integrand on L'(R?), as
the following lemma shows.
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Lemma 4.7. Let D C L*(R?) be closed such that Jgauwdz =1 and w > 0 for all u € D,
and

sup ||ull parey < 00,  sup Ma(u) < oco.
ueD ueD

Then Fp is a normal coercive integrand on L'(R%).

Note that for our purposes, if suffices to choose
D= {u e LY(RY) : / wdr =1, ||ul|ps < O, Ma(u) < C', pouc BV(Rd)} :
R4

for some €, C" < co. Indeed, D is closed, since the constraints [udz =1, |lu+ < C and
Ms(u) < C" are continuous, and the total variation is lower semi-continuous.

Proof. Since Fp is clearly measurable, we only need to show that Fp is lower semi-
continuous and coercive.

Step 1 (coercivity). Let ¢ > 0 and let (ux)r>1 C D be a sequence with Fp(ug) < ¢, and
define
Wi ::gf)ouk:Rd—)R.
We need to show that there exists a subsequence uy, and w : R? — R such that
up, — u in L'(RY),

and Fp(u) < c. The latter will follow from lower semi-continuity of Fp (see Step 2). First
we show that there exists a subsequence wy, such that wy, — w pointwise a.e. in R? for
some w. By assumption, we have

/Rd |Vwg| de = Fp(ug) < c.

In particular, we have ug € D for all k. Further there exist M,C < oo such that

[ oo = [ oG] da

1

<[ GmProdet [ oulds
{Jux|>M} 6 {Ju|<M}

§/ C]uk]‘gda:—k(Lip(ﬁ[o’M})/ lug| dx < oo.
{Jug|>M} R

Thus wy, € WHI(RY) for all k and the sequence wy, is uniformly bounded in Wh!, be-
cause uy, is uniformly bounded in L? (by interpolation between L! and L*). By Rellich’s
Theorem [Eval(O, Chap. 5.7, Thm. 1] and a diagonal argument, there exists a subsequence
converging in L}OC(Rd) to some w. Passing to a further subsequence if necessary, we may
assume that wy, — w a.e. in R?. Now define u := ¢! o w. Then

up, () = ¢~ Hwg, () = ¢ (w(z)) = u(x) for ae. x € R%
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To get L' convergence of uy, it suffices to show that [Alt16, Thm. 4.16]

(4.17) sup/ lug(x — 2z) — ug(x)| dx =0,
kE JRd
(4.18) sup/ |ug| dx B, ),
k. JRABR(0)

To verify (4.18]), we use the fact that the second moments are uniformly bounded to obtain

1
Sup/ ug(z) dr < — Sup/ || 2wy (z) dz
k Jra\Bp B2 Jra\Bg

1
(4.19) < zz S Mo (uy,)

C Rfoo
<ﬁ—>0'

To verify (4.17)), let € > 0 and let M = 2. For R < oo consider the decomposition
(4.20) u, = (ug A M + (ug V- M — M))X By, + Uk Xrd\ By -

We treat those three terms separately. Let us start with the first one. The term ui A M
converges to u/A M pointwise a.e., hence by dominated convergence we have uy AM — uAM
in L} for all p < oo, and we can choose §; > 0 small enough such that for all |z| < §; and
all k

/Rd |((ur A M)xBg) (. —2) = ((up A M)xBy) ()| de < /4.

The last term can be made small by choosing R < oo sufficiently large. Precisely, we can
choose a fixed R < oo such that for all |z| < 1 and all k£ we have

J.

For the second term, let wr(z) = Ed(BR+2|Z| \ Br). Then, by the triangle inequality and
since ¢ is monotonically increasing on [1,00), we have

((uk A M)XRd\BR> (r—2)— ((uk A M)XRd\BR) (:E)‘ dr < % SL;p Ms(ug) < e/4.

[ v M = Mxag) o= 2) = (v M = M)y (@)] do

< Mwr(2) + /Rd | ((ur V M)xBg) (= 2) = ((ur, vV M)xBy) (2)| do

< Mwg(2) + (Llp ¢ )/ [((we V d(M))xBg) (€ = 2) = (Wi V ¢(M))xBy) ()] de.
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Note that since M =2 > 1, we have Lip[Mpo) ¢~ ! < 0o. Moreover, we have

/Rd [((we V 6 (M))xBg) (€ = 2) = (W V 6(M))xByR) ()] dz

< eV S(M) Xyl 12 (wr())" + / |(wr V (M) (2 — 2) — (wp V ¢(M))(z)| da.

Brylz
The second term on the RHS converges to zero uniformly in k& as |z| — 0, because wy

converges in L ., and x — wg(z) V ¢(M) is Lipschitz. Thus we can choose d; > 0 such

that for all |z| < d2 and all k

( Lip ¢_1> / [(wg V @(M))(z — 2) — (wy V ¢(M)) ()] dv < £/4.
[ BRryz|

M,00)

Finally, the term ||wy V ¢(M)]| 2 is bounded by a uniform constant and wg is continuous
with wgr(2) — 0 as |z| | 0, thus we may choose d3 > 0 such that for all |z| < d3

2wr(z) + ( Lip <z>—1) lwie V S(M)| 2 (wr(2))? < /4.

[M,00)
Therefore we can conclude that for all |z| < ¢ == min(d1, d2,d3) by (4.20) and the triangle
inequality,

sup/ lug(x — 2) —ug(x)| de < e.
k JRd

Step 2 (Lower semi-continuity). Let uj — w in L' with ux € D. Since D is closed, we
have u € D. By interpolation between L' and L*, we get u, — u in L? for a subsequence,
and

wy = douy — pou=w in L.
Moreover Fp can be represented as

Fp(w) = /Rd |Vw|dx = sup{/Rd(V-f)wde’ 1€ Cgo(Rd;Rd), 1€lloo < 1},

i.e., Fp can be written as the supremum of continuous linear functionals on L!(R?). Hence
Fp is lower semi-continuous on L'(R?). O

Proof of Theorem (i) and (ii). We are now in the position to prove the first two items
of Theorem The proof of the last item is given in the next subsection

Step 1 (Proof of (i)). We show that there exists a family of finite perimeter sets (2(t))sc[0,7]
such that uc(-,t) = xq() in L' for a.e. t € [0,T].

By Theorem there exists a subsequence u., and u such that u., — uin M((0,T); L*(R?)).
Then for a further subsequence we have for a.e. t

lim [Juc, (- 1) — u(-,£) [ 1 = 0.
IToo
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Then ue, — u in L*(0,T; L*(R?)) by dominated convergence.

Now we show that u(z,t) € {0,1} a.e. in R for a.e. ¢ € [0,7]. By assumption, the energies
are uniformly bounded by

€ 1
E. (ug, (-, 1) = / —l]Vuallz + —W(ug, (-, 1)) de < Ey < oo.
Rd 2 el
Therefore, by Fatou’s lemma

W(u(zx,t)) dx :/ liminf W (ug, (z,t)) dx
R4 Rd Ifoo

< ll%m W (ug,(z,t)) dz = 0.

Recall that W(s) = 1s%(s — 1)2, hence for a.e. (2,t) € R? x [0,T] we have u(z,t) €
{s eR:W(s) =0} ={0,1}. Let Q(t) == {z € R : lim., g u, (2, t) = 1}.

It remains to show that €(¢) has finite perimeter. By Fatou’s Lemma we have for all

£ € CL(Q(t);RY) with [¢] < 1,

/ oXq div§dr < 1111% 1nf/ (poug,)(z,t)divEde
R4 oo JRd

< lim inf V(¢ oug,)|(x,t)de,
IToo R4

where o = ¢(1). Now take the supremum over & and use (4.13]) to get
o P(9(t)) = sup {/ oxam divEdr : £ € CHQ(L);RY), €] < 1}
R4

(4.21) <liminf [ |V(¢oue)|(x,t)dx
Rd

[Too

< liIlITlinf E., (ug, (-, 1)) < o0.

Step 2 (Proof of (ii)). Using Cauchy-Schwarz and (3.4)), we get a uniform bound on jg, in

L
T T 1/2 | 1/2
//\jgl\d:cdt§<//u5ldxdt) (// lga* ddt)
0 R4 R4 Rd Ug
1/2
(4.22) _\f(/ / bl g dt>
Rd ’U;gl

< VT(2Ey)"/?
29T Fp.
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Then, by [EG15, Thm. 1.41], there exists a subsequence j., and a Radon measure j such
that

. * .
Je, — j weakly-* as Radon measures.

Now let Q = Ute[O’T] Q(t) x {t} c R¥1. We show that suppj C Q. Let 0 < tg < t; < T,
and let U C R% be open. We localize the estimate (4.22)) in time and space to obtain

t1 t1 1/2 j ‘2 1/2
/ /|jsl|dazdt§ (/ /Ugldl‘dt> (/ e dx d,t>
to U to U to 1L5l
t 1/2 | 1/2
(4.23) < ( / / Ue, d:zdt) ( / / il 4, dt>
to U Rd Ug
t1 1/2
< (/ / Ug, dx dt) (2Eq)'/2.
to U

Now passage to the limit € | 0 gives

t1 1/2
|71(U x (to,t1)) < hmlnf / |je,| dz: dt < \/2Ey </ / X() dmdt) .

If we choose U such that L’dH((U X (to, 1)) N Q) = 0, then the RHS is zero. Now, let
r € R? and let t € (0,T). If (z,t) € R\ Q, there exist 0 < tg < t; < T and U C R?
such that U x (tg,t1) € R\ Q. Then |j|(U x (to,t1)) = 0, and therefore

supp j C Q.

Again using joint convexity, by weak convergence of j., we have
T
(4.24) / / |5]? dx dt < hm 1nf/ / |JEZ dx dt.
0 Q( Rd UQ
In particular j € L2(0,T; L?(R%; R%)). O
4.2. Convergence.

Proof of Theorem[4.1] (iii). The proof of item (iii) is divided into two steps. First, we
verify (4.5) and (4.6]). In the second step, we prove the optimal dissipation inequality (4.7]),

Step 1. To show that (4.5) holds, we pass to the limit in the corresponding equation for
ug,. Let ¢ € CHR? x [0,T)),

T
/ual,OC(-,0>da:+/ / w0+ oy - VCddt = 0.
R4 0o JRrd

Now the first term converges by (4.1)). The second and third term converge by (i) and (ii)
of Theorem [£.3]
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It remains to show ([£.6), i.e., for all £ € CH(R? x (0,T); R?) with V - £ = 0 we have
(4.25) / / j-&dxdt = / / V& —vq-VEvqd|ug|dt,

R4
Here, vg(-,t) : 0*Q(t) — Sd lis the measure theoretic outward unit normal and pq(-,t) =

poyt) is the Gauss—Green measure at time t.

First, we combine (4.4) and 1’ to get

T
(4.26) ton | Egl(ugl(, t)dt = o /0 P(Q(1)) dt.

Let £ € C2(R? x (0,7T);R?) such that V- £ = 0, and let T as in (3.3), i.e.,
1
T, = (;]V%]Q + EW(%)) I —eVu:, ® Vue.

We want to derive (4.25) by passing to the limit in (3.2)), i.e.,

T T
/ / jal'fdwdt—/ / T., : V&dzdt.
0 R4 0 R4

Since je, X xaj, it suffices to show that

(4.27) T. drdt = o (I; —vo ®@ ) dlug|dt  weakly-* as Radon measures.

For the first term, we note that it is sufficient to test %|Vue|? + éW(ugl) with ¢ €
Co(R? x (0,T)) such that 0 < ¢ < 1. We have, by ([&.12),

T £l 2 1 T
/0 /Rd<<2lvuel| +le(“€l)> d:rdtz/o /}RdC\V(qﬁouQ)ldwdt.

Hence we have

T T
1
liminf/ / C(Q\VUQP + W(ugl)> dx dt > a/ / ¢ d|pq) dt.
IToo 0 JRd 2 €l 0o JRd

Now we test with n =1 — ( to obtain

liIlI%inf/ / (1-¢ ( |V, |* + W(ual)> dxdt>a// (1 —¢)d|pql dt.
o0 Rd

Combining these two inequalities with ( -, we get

. T € , 1 T
lim C| =|Vug, |+ —Wi(ug,) | dedt =0 Cd|pal dt.
Itoo Jo  JRd 2 €l 0 JRrd

This gives us
€ 1 *
<2‘|vu£,|2 + aW(ual)> dz dt = o|pg| dt.
and
(4.28) IV (¢ 0 ug,)| dadt = o|uq| dt.
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For the second term, we define

V(¢ oue)

Ve, = —

b IV(@eu)l

with the convention v, = e; if V(¢ owug,) = 0. Let v* € CH(R? x (0,T); R?) and let

T
£ (ttey; ") = / / Ve, — 2|V (6 0 usy)| da dt,
(4.29) 0 JR

T
E(QvY) ::a/ / lva — v*|? d|puq| dt.
0 R4

. Ve
Using the fact that —\v%ﬂ = U, a.e. we compute
€l

T T
/ / yal-Vfl/gl\V(¢ouel)\dmdt—a/ / I/Q-ngdl/m\dt‘
0 Rd 0 Rd

T T
|| v venveouwlda—o [ [ u*-vgmdmmdt\
0 R4 0 Rd
T
/ /<uel—v*)~veual|v<¢ousl>\dmdt\
0 Rd
T
/ /(m_u*).vgmdwdt‘
0 Rd

T T
/ / u*-V§~V(¢ou€l)dmdt—a/ / V*-V{V@dmg\dt‘
0 Jrd 0o Jrd

! 1/2
+ (/0 /Rd IVEPIV (6o ue,)| dx dt) 551/2@*)

T 1/2
+ (/ / |V§\2d|/m]dt> EV2 (M.
0 R4

By Lemma [4.8| below,

IN

_I_

_l’_

IN

Ee,(ug; V™) = E(; 7).

Note further that v*-V¢ is an admissible test function in the weak convergence of v, dx dt
vq |pa| dt. Therefore, first letting [ 1 oo and then v* — v we obtain

lim
[Too

T T
/ / Vgl'Vfl/gl’v<¢0u€l)|d.%'dt—0'/ / v - VEvq d|ug|dt| = 0.
0 Jre 0 Jrd
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Step 2 (Optimal energy dissipation) Using that u., — xq in L2(0,T; L*(R%)) and (4.24),
we have for a.e. T" € [0, T

i ol
oT)) / / Mde dt < hmmf E., (ug, (-, T")) / / el du dt
Rd Ug

< liminf F, (usl,o)
[Too

P(Q). O

Lemma 4.8. Assume u., — xq in L' and fOT E.,(ug, (-, t)) dt — afoT P(Q(t))dt. For
v* € CLRY x (0,T);RY) let &, (ue,;v*) and E(Q;v*) as in ([£29). Then
ll%mé’el(usl;y*) =E(Q; 7).

Proof. We expand the square |v;, — v* |2 =1+ [v*|?> — 2v* - 1,
by parts

Ee,(ue,; v / / (14 [v*)? |V(¢ou€l|dmdt—2/ dgbouElV v*dx dt,

R
S(Q;y*)_a/ /(1+]V*2)d]/m\dt—20/ / vo - v* dljio] dt.
0 R4 0 R4

The first terms converge by (4.28)). The last term in the second line reads, by definition of
the Gauss-Green measure pgq,

T T
20/ / VQ-V*d],uQ|dt:20/ / xaV - v*dzxdt.
0 JRd 0 JRrd

Now by the L' convergence ¢ o Ue, — oXq, the claim follows. O

, and integrate the last term

The next lemma shows that the energy contribution of both summands in the energy
density is essentially the same as ¢ | 0. This was first shown by Luckhaus and Modica
in [LM8Y|. For the convenience of the reader we recall the proof here.

Lemma 4.9 ([LM89, Lemma 1)). Let a;, = (,/2)"/2|Vuz,| and b, = & "W /2(u,,).
Further let {Q(t)}te[o,T] be a family of finite perimeter sets such that (4.2)) holds. If

(4.30) / By (e, () dt — o /OTP(Q(t))dt,

then

T T
lim inf/ / (ac, — be,)? dx dt = lim inf/ \agl — ag,be, | dz dt
ZTOO 0 Ra ZTOO 0 Ra

T
= lim mf/ a2, — b2,| da dt = 0.
[Too 0 R4

(4.31)
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Proof. On the one hand, by -,

T
lim/ / a? + b, da?dt_a/ P(Q(t)) dt.
[Too Rd 0

On the other hand, by (4.28)) and lower semi-continuity,

T T T
lim inf/ / 2a.,b., dz dt = lim inf/ V(¢ ou,)|dedt > O'/ P(Q(t)) dt.
ZTOO 0 R4 lTOO 0 Rd 0

Therefore

T
lim inf/ / (ag, — bal)2 dx dt = 0.
1o 0 Rd

Moreover, by the Holder inequality and the uniform bound on a, in L?, we have

T T 1/2 T
//|a§l—aslbsl|dxdt§</ / |a5l|2dxdt> (/ / |a€l—bsl|2dxdt)
0 R4 0 R4 0 Rd
T 1/2
gc(/ /(asl—bgl)2dazdt> .
0 Rd

The same argument applies for \bz — ag, b, |. Finally, observe that

/ |a |dwdt</ / a, aslbsl]dxdt—i—/ / |b — ag, b, | dz dt.
0

This concludes the proof. O

1/2

4.3. Weak solutions are strong solutions. Now we show that, if j and @ := o 71 ©2(t) x

{t} are smooth and a weak solution to the Hele-Shaw flow, then Q and j solve the Hele—
Shaw equations in the classical sense, that is,  and j satisfy (2.2])—(2.3).

Lemma 4.10. Let (2, j) be a weak solution to the Hele-Shaw flow in the sense of Defini-

tion . If j is smooth and (t) evolves smoothly and is simply connected for all t, then
(Q,7) is a classical solution to the Hele—Shaw flow (2.2])—(2.3]).

Proof.

Step 1 ((©,7) solves (2.2)). By (4.6), we have
T
(4.32) /0 /Rd xXat) ¢ + xa@)d - V¢drdt =0

for all ¢ € CH(R? x (0,T)). Now, let to € (0,7) and z¢ € Int(Q(t)), the interior of Q(to).
Since €(t) evolves smoothly, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

B.(z9) C Q(t) forallt e (tg—e,to+¢).
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Let ¢ € CY(B(w0) x (to — €,tg +¢)) and let ¢(t) == fBe(xo) ((z,t)dx. Then ¢(tp —e) =
¢(to + ) = 0. Using differentiation under the Integral, we have

d
/Q(t) 0 (x,t) da:/s(xo) O (z,t)dx = o7 ¢(x,t)dx.

B (o)
The RHS vanishes after integration over (to —e,ty + ¢). By (4.32) we have

T
0= / / X dC + Xagw] - V¢ dr dt
0 R4

tot+e g to+e
:/ ¢(t)dt+/ / V¢ drdt
to—e dt to—e E(xo)

to+e
= / / j-V{dzxdt.
to—e < (z0)

V- j(zo,to) =0 for all (zg,tg) € Q.
It remains to show that V = j - v.

Let V(¢) : 992(t) — R? be the normal velocity of 9§(t) at time ¢ and let ¢ € C}(R%x (0,T)).
Then, by [Eval0, Appendix C4, Thm. 6],

T T
o:/ 8th1:dt+/ / CV A dt,
0 Jo@ 0 JoQ(1)

and by (4.32) we know that

T
0:/ / (—04C — j - VC) da dt.
0o Jaw
Subtracting these two identities, using V - j = 0 in ) and Stokes’ Theorem, we get

T T
0=/ / CVde‘ldt—/ V- (¢j) dxdt
0 Joa) 0 Jaw
T T
(4.33) = / / CVdH dt — / / Cj-vdHT at
0 Joan(t) 0 Joan(t)

T
:// C(V —j-v)dH* dt.
o Joa)

By the fundamental lemma of the calculus of variations, we have V' — j - v = 0 on 0€Q(¢)
for all ¢, since (4.33) holds for all ¢ € CL(R? x (0,T')). Hence j solves (2-2).

Therefore

Step 2 ((€2,7) solves (2.3])). We want to show that there exists a function p : Q@ — R such

that
j('?t) = —Vp(',t), in Q(t)a
p(t) =0oH, on 9N(t).
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Fix t € [0,T] and let ¢ € C}(Q(t),R?) such that V- ¢ = 0. By (4.6) and since 9Q(t) is
smooth, j is the velocity of Q and 2 is smooth, i.e.,

(4.34) £-j(-t)de = / (V-€—v-Vév)dHI? :/ £ - HudH
Q(t) o9Q(t) (1)
Since £ has compact support inside Q(t), the RHS is zero, and hence
-j(,t)dx =0.
Q(t)

Thus j(-,t) Lr2 {V-£ =0}, that is, j(-,t) is perpendicular to the set of divergence free
vector fields on Q(t) w.r.t. the L?-norm for all t. By the Helmholtz-decomposition [DL93|
Chap. XIX, §1, Thm. 5|, since (t) is simply connected and smooth, j is a gradient, that
is, there exists a function p : 2 — R such that

(4.35) j=—Vp in Q(t) for all ¢.
Now, let ¢ € CHR?%;RY) with V - ¢ = 0 and plug (#.35) into (4.34)) to obtain

f'Vp(',t)dx:U/ £ HudHL,
Q) 290(1)

Using Stokes’ Theorem and the fact that V - £ = 0, we also have

/ € Vp( 1) dr = / V- (o 0)E) dz = / P 1) - v A,
Q) Q) 20(t)

Therefore
/ (p(-,t) —oH)E - vdHT = 0.
a9(t)
Again, by the fundamental Lemma of the calculus of variations, p(-,t) — H = 0 on 0€(t)
for all ¢. g
APPENDIX A. RECAP ON OPTIMAL TRANSPORT

We recall the quadratic optimal transport problem in the Euclidean setting. Let P(Rd)
denote the space of probability measures on R?. Given pu,v € P(RY), Monge’s formulation
asks for an optimal transport map t which minimizes

(A1) inf{/Rd o — #(2)|? du(z) t#u—y}.

On the other hand, Kantorovich’s formulation looks at all measures v with marginals p
and v and asks for a minimizer to

(A.2) we{ [ e yParn e Tin ),

where
D(u,v) = {7y € PR x RY) 1 (m)gy = i, (my)gy = v}



40 MILAN KROEMER AND TIM LAUX

and 7, m, : R? x R? — R? denote the projections onto the first and second factor, re-
spectively. We observe that Kantorovich’s formulation . is exactly the definition of
the squared Wasserstein distance Wg(u, v). Moreover, it is well known that the squared
Wasserstein distance satisfies

(4.3 W3 Ge) =t { [ o~ to)P dule) s =},

whenever the RHS is well-posed, which is not always the case, e.g. when p is a Dirac mass
but v is not.

The following proposition gives a characterization of optimal transport plans for absolutely
continuous measures w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure. For 1 < p < oo let

Pp = {,u, € P(RY) : /]Rd |z|P dp(x) < oo}, P, = {u € Py(RY) : = uﬁd}.

Proposition A.1 (Existence of optimal transport maps [AS07, Thm. 2.3]). For any p,v €
Pg(Rd), Kantorovich’s optimal transport problem has a unique solution . Moreover:

(i) 7 is induced by a transport map t, i.e., v = (iq,t)sp1, where 4 is the identity map on
Re. In particular, t is the unique solution of Monge’s optimal transport problem (A.1).

(i) The map t coincides p-a.e. with the gradient of a convex function ¢ : R — (—o0, 00],
whose finiteness domain D(p) has non-empty interior and satisfies

PR\ D(p)) = p(R\ D(V)) = 0.
(i1i) If s is the optimal transport map between v and p, then
sot=1y p-a.e in R? and tos= g V-a.e. in RY.

Proposition A.2 (JAGS08, Thm. 7.2.2]). Let u,v € P2(R?) and v € T'(uu,v). Then the

map
t= = ((1—t)me +tmy)sy

is a constant speed geodesic. Conversely, any constant speed geodesic jui; : [0,1] — Po(RY)
joining p and v has this representation for a suitable v € T'(u, v).

Here we say that p; is a constant speed geodesic, if

Wa(ps, pe) = (¢ — s)Wa(po, p1)
whenever 0 < s <t <1.

Proposition A.3 (JAGS08, Thm. 8.3.1]). Let u : [0,1] — Pg(Rd) be a constant speed
geodesic. Then there exists a Borel vector field v : (x,t) — vi(x) such that

v € LP (g, RLRY)  for LY-aee. t € [0,1],
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and the continuity equation
8t,ut + V. (vt,ut) =0
holds in the sense of distributions, i.e.,

1
(A.4) /0 y 0C(z,t) +ve(x) - V{(z,t) dpe(z) dit for all ¢ € CHRY x (0,1)).

Here

LP(u, RGRYY = {u ‘R - R / |ulP dp < oo} .
R4

APPENDIX B. CONSTRUCTION OF WELL-PREPARED INITIAL DATA
In this section we construct initial data which satisfies the well-preparedness condition (|4.1)).

The construction is based on a famous result, which was first published by Luciano Modica
and Stefano Mortola [MM77] in 1977, to construct suitable initial conditions in order to
recover a solution to the Hele-Shaw flow for a given initial configuration .

Luciano Modica and Stefano Mortola have shown that the functionals defined on L?(R9)
by
€ 5 1
E.(u) = —|Vul* + =W (u) dzx
Rd 2 9
I"-converge to the functional
oP(Q;RY), if u = xq,
Ep(u) = { ( ) X
o, else.

The following lemma is a slight variant of their recovery sequence and provides well-
prepared initial conditions.

Lemma B.1. Let Qo C R? be open, bounded, with C*-boundary, L4(Q) = 1. Then there
exists a sequence (Ug0)e>0 such that @z € A with sup, Ma () < oo and
lim¢sup E.(te0) < 0Eo(xa,)-
el0

Proof. The idea is simply to scale the recovery sequence of Modica-Mortola to ensure
f Ue0dr = 1. Then we only need to check that the second moments are uniformly bounded.

Step 1 (Optimal profile and Modica-Mortola). Let W(s) =1(s?—1)% andlet g: R >R
be the 1-d optimal profile, that is,

§' = W’((j),

q(0) =0,

lim, Q(Z) = -1,

lim, , q(z) = 1.
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Then G(z) = tanh(z). Let ¢(z) = 3 tanh(z) + 5. Then
q(z) < Ce™FC as 2 » —c0.

Further let sq,(x) = dist(x, Qo) — dist(z,R? \ ) be the signed distance function w.r.t.
Qo, and consider the one-parameter family of functions

uly =g (_S%W) ., ac(0,00).

3

For a = 1 we obtain the standard recovery sequence for xgq, in the I'-convergence of
E. [Mod87, Thm. I]. In particular, they showed

lim sup Ea(u;’o) < oP(Q).
el0

Step 2 (Rescaling and volume constraint). We show that there exist a. € (0, 00) such that
the functions ugf satisfy (4.1), u¢y € A and uZy — xq, in L'

The one-parameter family (u).e(0,00) Satisfies

a 1
/]Rd ug o(z) dv = /]Rd uéo(aac) dx = . /]Rd uéo(x) dx.

Hence there exists ac € (0,00) such that [|ugpl[zr = a;dHuéOHLl = 1.
Let @ = ul%. Since uly — xq, in L' and L£4(99) = 1, we have

0
ag—si—>1.

Let XQU,a(x) ‘= X0, (asx) and consider

/ ‘716,0 - XQ()’ dr < / |7:L€,0 — XQo,e
R4 R4

For the first term, we have

[ Jico = xael da = [ udofacs) = xoy(aco)] da
R4 R4

1 1
= 1 ko) — xou (@)l da.

dx —1—/ |XQ0,e — X! dz.
Rd

Here the RHS converges to zero as € | 0. For the second term, we have

el0 . 1
XQoe — XQo 1n L7,

~ el0 .
because a. — 1. Therefore . g —¢—> X, in L.

Step 3 (I'-limsup inequality and moment bound). It remains to show that the second
moment of g is uniformly bounded in e and that limsup, o E:(te,0) < 0FEo(xq,). Since
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a: = 1, q(z) < Ce /€ as 2 — —o0, and Q) is bounded, we can choose R < oo sufficiently
large, and ¢ > 0 small enough such that |a. — 1| < 1/2 for all € < § and
tepo(x) < Cel#1/12¢e for all 2 € R?\ Bg(0).
Then for any p > 1 and ¢ < §
M,(ic0) = / | |Piieo(x) d < RPLY(BR(0)) + C |z [Pe121/2C% gy,
R4 |z|>R
The RHS is uniformly bounded in ¢, hence sup. 5 Ma (i) < oo.

For the I'-limsup inequality, observe that
- € - 1 N
E.(tcp) = / ~|Viieo|* dx +/ —W (e o) dx
R4 2 Rd €

€ 1
_ /R IV kolaca)Pdet | W (o)) de
1

- € 1 9 1 1 1
= a—g y §\Vu870(x)| dz + a—g y EW(U&O(:L')) dx.
Therefore

lim sup E. (@i 0) < limsup(1 4 6)2E.(ul )
el0 el0 ’

< (14 6)%0P(Q; RY),

for any 6 > 0, because a. — 1 as € | 0 and hence limsup, Eg(u;,o) < o P(Qp; RY). O
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