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Approximation of Classical Two-Phase Flows of Viscous
Incompressible Fluids by a Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn System

Helmut Abels, Julian Fischer, and Maximilian Moser

Abstract

We show convergence of the Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system to a classical sharp interface
model for the two-phase flow of two viscous incompressible fluids with same viscosities in a
smooth bounded domain in two and three space dimensions as long as a smooth solution of
the limit system exists. Moreover, we obtain error estimates with the aid of a relative entropy
method. Our results hold provided that the mobility m. > 0 in the Allen-Cahn equation tends
to zero in a subcritical way, i.e., me = moe” for some 8 € (0,2) and mg > 0. The proof proceeds
by showing via a relative entropy argument that the solution to the Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn
system remains close to the solution of a perturbed version of the two-phase flow problem,
augmented by an extra mean curvature flow term m.Hr, in the interface motion. In a second
step, it is easy to see that the solution to the perturbed problem is close to the original two-phase
flow.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2020): Primary: 76T06; Secondary: 35Q30, 35Q35, 35R35,
76D05, 76D45

Key words: Two-phase flow, diffuse interface model, sharp interface limit, Allen-Cahn equation, Navier-
Stokes equations, relative entropy method

1 Introduction

During its evolution, the interface between two immiscible fluids may undergo topological changes,
such as the merging or pinchoff of droplets. Mathematically, when modeling the interface classically
as a (d — 1)-dimensional manifold, this creates challenges for the analysis and for numerical approx-
imations. Diffuse-interface models circumvent these problems by replacing the sharp interface by a
diffuse transition layer of a finite width £ > 0, reducing the problem to a set of PDEs posed on the
entire domain. However, this procedure comes at the cost of introducing an additional modeling
error: For many diffuse-interface models for fluid-fluid interfaces it has remained an open problem
to rigorously show convergence to the original sharp-interface model in the limit of vanishing inter-
face width € — 0, even prior to any topology change. In the present work we prove convergence of
a diffuse-interface approximation for one of the most fundamental macroscopic models for a fluid-
fluid interface, the Navier-Stokes equation for two immiscible incompressible fluids separated by a
sharp interface with surface tension. To the best of our knowledge, the present work is the first
genera]ﬂ quantitative convergence result for any diffuse-interface approximation of the standard free
boundary problem for the interface between two immiscible incompressible viscous fluids.

More specifically, in this contribution we rigorously identify the sharp-interface limit of the
following Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system

Ove + Ve - Vv — Av. + Vp, = —ediv(Vy: @ V) in Q x (0,Tp), (1.1a)
divve =0 in Q % (0,Tp), (1.1b)

IThe only previous work in this direction [4] only explicitly covers the case of the scaling regime me = el/2 and
works under substantially stronger assumptions on the initial data.



Orpe + Ve - Voo = me (Aap6 — E%W/(gos)) in Q x (0,Tp), (1.1c)
(V€7@6)|89 = (Oa _1) on 9 x (O,To), (1'1d)
(V57 Sﬁs)|t:0 = (V0,67 900,5) in €, (1'16)

in a bounded domain Q C R?, d = 2,3, with smooth boundary. Here v.: Q x (0,7y) — R? is the
mean velocity of the fluid mixture, p.: Q x (0,7p) — R its pressure and ¢.: Q x (0,75) — R an
order parameter (e.g. the volume fraction difference of the fluids) related to the different phases,
where the values ¢. = +1 describe that only one fluid is present. Moreover, € > 0 is a constant
related to the thickness of the diffuse interface and m. > 0 is a constant diffusion coefficient, which
depends on € > 0. Here W: R — R is a double well-potential, satisfying standard assumptions.
More precisely, we assume that W is twice continuously differentiable and we have for some ¢ > 0

W(£1) =0, W(=s)=W(s), W(s)>cmin{|s — 1| |s+ 1]?}

for all s € R. A standard example is W(s) = ¢(1 — s?)? for ¢ > 0.

This model was introduced by Liu and Shen in [31] to describe a two-phase flow for incompressible
fluids with the same viscosity and densities. For simplicity we have set the densities and viscosities
to one. The model can be considered as the analogue of the well-know “model H”, cf. [21] 24], if
one replaces the convective Cahn-Hilliard equation by a convective Allen-Cahn equation. A first
analytic study of the system (L.1a)-(L.1¢) was done by Gal and Grasselli [19] in the case of a bounded
smooth domain in two space dimensions, where the existence of global and exponential attractors
and convergence to stationary solutions was shown. For a more general model with different densities
and viscosities Jiang, Li, Liu [25] proved the existence of weak solutions globally in time (in two
and three space dimensions). Moreover, in the case of two space dimensions they proved global
well-posedness in the strong sense and studied the longtime behavior of strong solutions. We refer
to Giorgini, Grasselli and Wu [20] for a mass-conserving variant of the Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn
system with different densities and further references.

It is the purpose of this contribution to study the limit — as € — 0 in the case that
me —«—0 0 suitably. Then one expects to have convergence to solutions of the classical two-phase
Navier-Stokes equation with surface tension:

OvE+vE - VvE - Avi +Vpi =0 in QF,t € [0, Tp), (1.2a)
divvE =0 in Q¢ € 0, Tp), (1.2b)

[2DvE — pElnr, = —oHr,nr, on I'y,t € [0, To], (1.2¢)

[vi]=o0 on I'y,t € [0, Tp), (1.2d)

Vr, =nr, - vi onT'y,t € [0,Tp], (1.2¢)

Vo loa = on 092 x (0,Tp), (1.2f)

INE vE|imo = Voi,o in QF, (1.2g)

where (I't);eqo,7,] is an evolving (d — 1)-dimensional submanifold of © such that Q is the disjoint
union of two smooth domains Qi and Ty as well as 9QF = T, for every t € [0,Tp]. Here the
absence of a boundary contact of T'; is assumed for all ¢ € [0, Ty]. Moreover, vi(.,t): QF — R% and
pi(,1): QF — R are the velocity and pressure of two fluids filling Q; and Q; for every t € [0, Ty],
nr, denotes the interior normal of I'; with respect to Qj , Hr, and Vr, denote the mean curvature
(sum of principle curvature) and normal velocity, resp., of I'; with respect to the orientation given
by nr,. Furthermore, [f](s) = limp—o4+(f(s+ hnr,(s)) — f(s+ hnr,(s))), s € T'y, denotes the jump
of a function f defined in a neighborhood of I'; and DVE)t = % (vaE + (Vv?)T) is the symmetric

gradient. Finally, o = f_ll V2W (s)ds > 0 is a surface tension coefficient. For the following we set

I:= U Ty x {t}, Ot = U Qti x {t}, v%:= ;VgXSzi. (1.3)

t€[0,To] te[0,To]



For given v. = v the convective Allen-Cahn equation, i.e., -, was discussed formally by
the first author in [2] and it was shown formally that the limit system is given by the transport
equation (T.2€)-(L:2f) in the case that m. = moe for some mg > 0. We note that in this case
these arguments can be extended to show formally convergence of the full system — to
— by combining it with the arguments in [5] for a Navier-Stokes/Cahn-Hilliard system.
But in the case that m. = mee? for some 8 > 2 nonconvergence was shown in the sense that in

general

e (z,t) = b <drt€(x)> +O(e) as € = 0,

where dr, is the signed distance function to I';, no longer holds and a weak formulation of the
right-hand side of does not converge to the mean curvature functional ¢ Hr,nr,dr,, which
appears in a weak formulation of and . Here 6): R — R is the so-called optimal profile,
which is the unique solution of

—05(s) +W'(0p(s)) =0 forall seR, 6Oy(s) —sto0 £1, 6p(0) = 0.

Therefore convergence of the full system —1.1e cannot be expected in this case. We note
that in this case the counterexample given in [6] for a Navier-Stokes/Cahn-Hilliard system in a
radially symmetric situation can be adapted to the present Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system. It
is the purpose of the present contribution to show convergence of solutions of — to the
smooth solution of — on a time interval [0,7p] for which the latter exists in the case
of a subcritical scaling of the mobility m. = mge® for some 8 € (0,2). Moreover, we will derive
error estimates with the aid of a relative entropy method. We note that this is the first rigorous
convergence result for a vanishing mobility m. —._¢ 0 in this regime, which includes the natural
choice m. = mge. Finally, let us remark that the derivation of a similar convergence result using
a relative entropy method was attempted in the recent work [26]; however, as the approach of [20]
relies on the invalid estimate [26] equation (2.4)], it overlooks the need to devise a careful estimate
for the critical interface stretching term that forms the main challenge for our result.

Except to [4], so far only convergence in the case of a non-vanishing mobility m. = mg > 0
for all € > 0 was shown. First this was done in the case of a Stokes/Allen-Cahn system with
same viscosities by Abels and Liu [7], then for a Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system with different
viscosities in Abels and Fei [3], both in two space dimensions, and by Hensel and Liu [22] for the
Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system with same viscosities in two and three space dimensions. We
note that the first two results are based on a refined spectral estimate for the linearized Allen-
Cahn operator and rigorous asymptotic expansions, while the latter result uses the relative entropy
method similarly as for the convergence of the Allen-Cahn equation to the mean curvature flow
shown by Fischer, Laux, and Simon [I7]. In the case of a non-vanishing mobility the limit system
consists of a system, where is replaced by a convective mean curvature flow equation:

Vr, = nr, - V(:)t + moHFt onI'y,te [O,TQ].

t

In the contribution by Abels, Fei, and Moser [4] convergence of a Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system
with different viscosities was shown in the special case of m. = mg+/e and two space dimensions
using the same method as in [7} [3] refined for this degenerate case. We note that the arguments
could be extended to m. = mge? for B € (0, %], but the case 5 = % seems to be critical for the
estimates in this contribution and new ideas and refinements seem to be needed to treat the cases
with 5 > % with this method. At this stage the relative entropy method used in the present
contribution appears to be more flexible.

In the following we consider a situation, in which the limit system (L.2a)-(1.2g) is known to
possess a unique smooth solution for some Ty > 0. We note that strong well-posedness of this
system was extensively studied starting with the results by Denisova and Solonnikov [14]. Moreover,
it was shown by Priiss and Simonett [35] that strong solutions become analytic instantaneously in

time. We refer to Kohne, Priiss, and Wilke [27] and the monograph by Priiss and Simonett [36]



for results on local well-posedness in an LP-setting and further references. Finally, we note that
global-in-time existence of a notion of weak solutions, called varifold solutions, was shown in [I] and
weak-strong uniqueness for these kind of solutions was shown by Fischer and Hensel [16].

In general, there are two main mathematical approaches to the quantitative justification of
sharp-interface limits: An approach pioneered by de Mottoni and Schatzman [I3] and Chen [12]
relies on a matched asymptotic expansion around the sharp-interface limit to obtain an approximate
solution to the diffuse interface model; by means of a stability analysis of the linearized operator, it
is possible to derive rates of convergence. This approach has recently also been successfully adapted
to our Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system with mobility m. = €'/2 by Fei and the first and the third
author [4]. An alternative approach — recently developed by the second author, Laux, and Simon
[T7] — proceeds via a suitably defined relative entropy. In [I7], the relative entropy approach is used
to give a short proof of convergence of the Allen-Cahn equation towards mean curvature flow (valid
for well-prepared initial data and as long as a classical solution to the latter exists); this result was
extended in [23] to interfaces with boundary contact and in [30] to the anisotropic case. The general
approach has found numerous further applications: In [18], convergence of the vectorial Allen-Cahn
equation with multi-well potential towards multiphase mean curvature flow has been established
by the second author and Marveggio; the case of the vectorial Allen-Cahn equation with two-well
potential has been considered by Liu [33, 32]. Furthermore, Laux and Liu [29] have obtained the
sharp-interface limit for a model for liquid crystals. Hensel and Liu [22] have used the relative
entropy approach to study the sharp-interface limit of the Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system —
in the regime of nonvanishing mobility, deriving a Navier-Stokes/mean curvature flow system
in the limit. In general, a key advantage of the relative entropy approach to sharp interface limits
is its robustness, for instance requiring only convergence of the initial energy of solutions to the
phase-field model. In contrast, the approach of matched asymptotic expansions may be used to
establish an approximation of the diffuse interface model to arbitrary order.

The main result of our contribution is as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Convergence). Let m. := moe” for e > 0, where mg > 0 and B € (0,2) are fized,
q=2ifd=2, and q = % if d = 3. Moreover, let Ty > 0 be such that the two-phase Navier-Stokes
system with surface tension (1.2a)-(L.2g) has a smooth solution (vE,pE,T) on [0,Ty). Let (v, ¢e)
with v € L*(0,To; L2(€2)) N L*(0, To; Hg (Q)?), @= € L*(0, To; H*(Q)) NW; (0, To; L*(Q)) fore >0
be energy-dissipating weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system - on [0, Tp]
as in Remark below for the constant mobility me and for initial data (Voe,po,e) with energy
uniformly bounded with respect to € and satisfying

1 € 1
S [ gvoe vl et [ 5¥0d+ I (g00) - (€ Vo da
+ /% Q2 €

, (1.4)

+/ lox o+ — Yo,e| min{distro, 1} do < o

9! ° Me

for e > 0 sufficiently small, where ¢¥(r) := fﬁl V2W (s)ds and o = V¥(po,e). Set e := P(pe).
Then for e > 0 small and a.e. T € [0,Tp] it holds

(v = V) Tty + g = v Dl < € (= e (1.5)

3
VMe

IVve = Vvl L20,10:02(0)) < C < + me) (1.5b)

€

for some C > 0 independent of € > 0 and T € [0,Tp]. Finally, there are well-prepared initial data
(Vo,e, po,e) for e >0 small in the sense that (1.4)) is satisfied, even with rate 2.

This result will be a consequence of Corollary [3:2] below.



Let us briefly comment on some aspects of our main theorem. First, note that the choice
me := £2/3 leads to the best-possible overall convergence rate O(2/ 3) in . If one employs the
Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system as a numerical approximation of the two-phase flow with sharp
interface, this thus suggests the choice of mobility m. ~ /3.

Second, our theorem requires a lower bound on the mobility of the form m. > £? for some § < 2.
With a slightly more careful argument, it would in fact be possible to weaken this assumption to
me 2 %|loge|®. However, in the regime m. < 2 one would expect that the Allen-Cahn term
no longer suffices to stabilize the Modica-Mortola type profile of the diffuse interface, making it
susceptible to stretching or squeezing by drift: To see this heuristically, notice for instance that in
this scaling regime the reaction term —=fW’(p.) from the Allen-Cahn equation no longer
suffices to drive the values of . towards the minima of the potential W in finite time. This possible
stretching of the profile by advection in turn is expected to lead to errorneous capillary effects in
and hence convergence to a different limiting system; see also [6], in which this has been
observed rigorously for certain choices m. =&, > 2.

Remark 1.2. Let ¢ = 2 if d = 2, and ¢ = % if d = 3. We note that weak solutions (v, p.)
with v. € L>(0,To; L2(Q)) N L2(0, To; HE (Q)9), . € L2(0, To; H*(Q)) N W0, To; L2(£2)) for & > 0
to the Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system (I.1a])-(T.1€) on [0, Ty] are understood in the sense of [22]
Definition 3] with the difference that we only require ¢, € W41/3(07 To; L?(Q2)) if d = 3. In particular,

we assume that the energy inequality

/Q(|VE(3;t)| +;V(pe(x’t)|2+w(<p86(x7t))> dx

t
+/ / (\va(x,7)|2 + |0rpe (2, 7) + Ve (2, 7) - chg(x,r)|2) dx dt
0 Jo

2
< / <|VOE| + E\VQOO_EF + WW) dz for every t € [0, Tp]
Q 2 2 ’ €

holds true, which is essential for the following arguments. Existence of weak solutions follows from
the results in [25]. We note that in the latter contribution the authors do not prove the energy
inequality. However, it can be proved in a standard manner using the energy identity for the
solutions of the Galerkin system in [25] and lower semi-continuity of norms. We also refer to [20),
Theorem 3.1] for the mass-conserved variant of the system.

Let us comment on the novelty of our contribution. As mentioned before, this is the first
convergence result for (L.1a)-(L.1¢) in the case of a vanishing mobility m. — 0, except for the
special case m. = mp+/¢ in two space dimensions. We use a relative entropy similar as in [22],
which extends the one for the Allen-Cahn equation used in [I7] to the coupled Navier-Stokes/Allen-
Cahn system. The main step in the proof of convergence consists in showing a suitable estimate
for the relative entropy. Parts of the arguments and calculations in our situation follow closely [22],
but certain estimates degenerate as m. — 0 and some terms become critical. Therefore essential
new ingredients are needed.

More precisely, it will turn out that the main challenge in controlling the growth of the relative
entropy for m. < 1 consist of controlling terms involving the failure of equipartition of energy such

as
ot ] :
[ (Glowee = 2o ) duia

A naive direct estimate would bound such terms by the square root of the relative entropy, in-
sufficient for a subsequent control of the growth via the Gronwall lemma. Instead, we shall see
that by careful integration by parts arguments and an approximation of the diffuse interface by a
graph, they may in fact be controlled by the dissipation term from the Allen-Cahn equation and
the relative entropy, provided that m. > €2.



We deal with these critical terms in Sections 2l Section 4l The estimates make use of a
suitable parametrization of a suitably chosen level set {¢. = b(t)} for some b(t) € (—3,%) up to
an error controlled by the relative entropy using results from [I6]. Moreover, it is essential for the
construction of the relative entropy that we use sufficiently smooth solutions of a modification of
the limit system —, where the interface evolution is replaced by the convective

mean curvature flow equation with vanishing mobility
Vr, = nr, ~v(jf + m.Hr, on I'y,t € [0, Tp].

This is used to obtain a sufficiently good approximation and control of some critical remainder
terms. However, it makes the solution depend on m., €, respectively, and existence of such solutions
together with uniform estimates in € > 0 sufficiently small needs to be shown. We note that existence
of strong solutions for a fixed m. > 0 locally in time was shown by the first and third author in [8]
and in [22] Appendix]. But the existence time might depend on €. To obtain the uniform bounds
for small € > 0 a Hanzawa transformation is used to transform the modified system of the limit
system —. Then a fixed point argument can be used to obtain strong solutions for m.
sufficiently small using suitable uniform bounds for the m.-dependent linearized system in spaces
of maximal Li-regularity.

The structure of the contribution is as follows: In Section[2]we define the energy-type functionals,
which will be essential for the proof of convergence, and study their coercivity properties. Afterwards
the central stability estimate and convergence result is given in Section [3] The essential estimates
for the relative entropy are done in Section The proof of the stability estimate, which implies
the convergence result, is given in Section [6} Finally, in Section [7] existence of strong solutions for
the modification of the limit system — for sufficiently small m. > 0 is shown and its
difference to the solution of the real limit system is estimated by a multiple of m., cf. Theorem [7.7]
below.

Let us finish the introduction with some notation. For example, we denote with W (Q) for

k€N, 1< p<ooand some domain 2 the Sobolev space with k& weak derivatives and integrability

L2 (Q)?
exponent p. Moreover, let H* := W and L2(Q) := {v € C§*(Q)? : divv = 0} “@ , where C§°(Q)

is the space of smooth functions with compact support in 2.

2 Definition and Coercivity Properties of the Energy Func-
tionals

In this section we define the energy/entropy functionals used for our Gronwall argument and show
suitable coercivity properties. The definitions are similar to [22], but based on a modification of
the limit system as mentioned in the introduction. To this end, we need some notation.

Let (ve,pe) with v. € L*>(0,Ty; L2()) N L2(0, Tp; Hi (Q)4) and ¢. € L2(0,Tp; H?(2)) N
W2(0,Ty; L2(£2)), where ¢ =2 if d = 2 and ¢ = § if d = 3, for & > 0 small be energy-dissipating
weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system (I.1a))-(I.1€) on [0, Tp] with constant mobil-
ity me > 0 asin Remark Moreover, for m > 0 small let (vi,_, 5 _, (T} )ie(o,1,]) e solutions of
the two-phase Navier-Stokes equation with surface tension on [0, Ty] but with the evolution equation
Vpme = npme -Vﬂ,ﬁg + meHpme on I'{* instead of , cf. — and Theoremin Section
below. We define

rme .= U e x {t}, Qmet .= U Qe % {t}  and  v™ :ZZViEXQ%,i. (2.1)
t€[0,T0] t€(0,70] *

Let dpm. be the signed distance function of I'™< and Prm. be the orthogonal projection on a
tubular neighbourhood I'™<(2§) of I'™< of the width 20, where § > 0 is sufficiently small and can
be chosen independently of m. > 0 sufficiently small, cf. Remark Let '] (20) := I'™<(26) N



(R4 x {t}) be the time-slice. On T (26) we set
n = Nrme |Prm€ and H .= HFms ‘Prms 5 (22)

where we avoided to add m, in the notation for n and H for convenience, and we used the notation
f|Pom. = foPrm. for suitable f. Moreover, we denote by X,,_ := (drme, Ppme, pr,)~1 on (—24, 28) x
I'™= the coordinate map describing the tubular neighbourhood strip I'™¢(26) and define the normal
derivative and the tangential gradient by

Op:=n-V and V,:=(Id—n®n)V, respectively. (2.3)
On I'™=(20) it holds

V=nd,+ V., |Vu|?> = [0,ul® +|V,u*  for suitable u,
On =[01(.0 X))o X, and  V; = DyPpm. [Vpme (0 X, )] 0 X1

Finally, let us recall

vy = [ VG ds, o= wl) and b= (o) (2.6)

and define
n. = { |§§§|’ it Ve # 0, (2.7)
S, else,
where s is a fixed unit vector in R%. Then 1. and n. are defined on  x (0,Tp) and it holds
n. [Voe|= V. and  n.|Vie| = V..
2.1 Relative Entropy
We define the relative entropy as follows for a.e. t € [0, Tp]:
Blverpelv™ 7)t) = [ Flve =™ [ a0)do -+ Bl (o) 2
Bl 1) = [ SV Pat) + TW(ou(ot) = (6- Vo) @ e, (29)

where we chose to introduce a separate notation for the second interface-related part for convenience.
Here ¢ is an extension (with quadratic cutoff) of the unit normal on I'"™<. Note that the interface-
related part of the relative entropy — being the same as the relative entropy in [I7] — is motivated
by the Modica-Mortola trick; as we shall see below, it controls both the error in the equipartition
of the diffuse interface energy and a tilt-excess type error quantity for the interface normal
. At the same time, the time evolution of the relative entropy can be calculated in a
straightforward manner using the energy dissipation inequality for the Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn
equation as well as the phase-field equation .

For the precise definition of ¢ : Q x [0,7p] — RY and an accompanying B : Q x [0, Ty] — R?
(which has the role of an approximate transport and rotational velocity for &) we first introduce
suitable cutoff functions (analogous to [22, Proof of Theorem 1]). Let 7 : R — [0, 1] be smooth and
even such that supp 7 C [—1, 1] and such that it satisfies the quadratic decay

1—Cyr? <qj(r) <1—cyr? and |7/(r)| < C|r| forr € [-1,1], (2.10)



where ¢, Cy,C > 0. Moreover, let 77 : R — [0, 1] be smooth with supp7 € [-2,2] and 7 = 1 on

drme drme

[—1,1]. Finally, we set 1,,, := 7(*5=) and f,,, := 7(“5=). Then we define

&:=mnn, and B:=v"™ +m.Hni,,, (2.11)

where n = n(m,) and H = H(m,.) were defined in (2.2)). For important properties of £ and B we
refer to Lemma 2.2 below.
The relative entropy from (2.8 satisfies the following coercivity properties.

Lemma 2.1 (Coercivity Properties of the Relative Entropy). First, the relative entropy
provides a control of the velocity error in terms of

1
/Q §|V5 —v™ 2 dx < Elv., p.|v™, ™). (2.12)
Moreover, it yields a tilt-excess-type error estimate of the form
[ 1= 9veldo < Elpjrm) (213)
Q

Additionally, we have some control of the error in the equipartition of the energy in the sense

/Q % (\/5|V<p5| - % QW(%)) dz < Elp|[I™]. (2.14)

Furthermore, one obtains control of tangential derivatives and for the lack of equipartition of energy
in normal direction: for a.e. t € [0, Ty] it holds

2
Lo S0+ g (Vg - VAW ) (o) do < Bledr™ 0, (219
e (

1
25) 2 Ve

and one can replace Onpe by |Onpe| in the estimate. Finally, for some C = C(§) > 0 it holds

/Q (Ime ~€> + min{dRn. . 1}) (e Vg + |Vile]) dx < CE[p.|T™], (2.16)

/Q (min{dpms,l} ++/1—n. .5) le|Vee|? — |Vie|| do < CE[p.T™<]. (2.17)

Proof. Up to (2.15) the estimates are analogous to Hensel, Liu [22] Lemma 5]. Note that one only
uses the definitions and the elementary estimate |£| < 1 —cmin{d%,.., 1}, cf. also Lemma [2.2| below.
The new estimate (2.15]) is a simple consequence of the properties (2.4 of 9,, and V.. O

Lemma 2.2 (Properties of ¢ and B). For (£, B) = (¢, B)(m.) from we have:
1. Regularity: for some p > d+ 5 it holds
5 € Cl([ov TO]? CO(Q)d) N CO([Oa TO]; CE (Q)d)7
B e C°([0, To); 1 (Q)*) N L2(0, To; WR(Q\TY)),  V,VB e L™ ()",
we have uniform bounds with respect to me and Blag = 0.

2. Coercivity and consistency: we have

€] <1 —cmin{dim.,1} in Qx[0,T], (2.18)
E=n, V-&=-H on I'™e (2.19)

B — vme
2TV ¢4 V-¢| < Cmin{dpme, 1} a.e. in Qx (0,7, (2.20)

g

where (2.19)) is a relation for the mean curvature and (2.20) is an approzimate equation for
interface normal velocity.



3. Ewvolution equations for &: it holds (where VB is defined to be the Jacobian)

1(0: + B - V)|¢)?| < Cmin{ddn.,1}  a.e. in Qx [0,T], (2.21)
10,6+ (B-V)é+ (Id — €@ €)(VB) "¢ < Cmin{dpm.,1}  a.e. inQx[0,T],  (2.22)

where ([2.21) means that |¢|? is approximately transported by the vector field B and (2.22) that € is
approximately transported and rotated by B.

Proof. The regularity and uniform bounds for £ are obtained directly from the ones for drm. in
Theorem [7.9] Moreover, v instead of B satisfies the regularity, uniform bounds and the boundary
condition stated for B due to Theorem [7.9] together with embeddings and interpolation theory.
Moreover, the second term in the definition of B is contained in C°([0, Tp], C2(2)?) because
of Theorem and due to the m.-prefactor and the well-known identities H = (—Adprm: )| ppm.
n = Vdpms and Ppmg =1Id — l’ldrms.

The properties — are clear from the definition and the well-known identities n =
Vdrme, V-n = Adpm. on I'™¢(20) and Adrm. |pme = —H on I'™=. Moreover, a direct calculation
gives

B V&= iy + V€.

e
The latter vanishes on "<, hence follows. Moreover,
—Oidrme = Vrme =v™ -n+m.H = B -Vdrm. onI™* (2.23)
due to for m, instead of m and therefore
(0 + B-V)drme =0 onI™=. (2.24)
We compute [£[? =72, and

dl‘WnE
d

Due to (2.24), 7/(0) = 0 together with a transformation in tubular neighbourhood coordinates and
the Taylor Theorem, we obtain (2.21}).
Finally, let us prove (2.22)). Equation (2.23)) yields by definition

2
(0 + B - V) = 517 (=57)(01 + B - V)droe.

Oydrme + v |PrmE n+m.H =0 onI"™ (25)
Differentiating the previous identity implies
An+V( " |pon. ) - n+(Vn) v, +m.VH =0 on "™ (26), (2.25)

where V(v |p.n.) = VV"|pon. VPrme and it is well-known that VPpm.|pme = Id —n®n on
I'™=. Moreover, on I'< it holds
0+ (B-V)E+ (Id - €®E)(VB) ¢
=0n+(v"™ +m.Hn) - Vn+(Id—n®n) [Vv" + m.(nVH" +HVn)]Tn
=n+v™ - Vn+(Id —n®@n)(Vv™) n+m.VH,
where we used (Vn) ' n = 0 and n-Vn = n-VH = 0. Finally, due to n = Vdrn. on I'=(24)

we have 0,, n = Vn; for j = 1,...,d and hence v - Vn = (Vn) v™ on I'¢(2§). Therefore we
obtain ([2.22) from (2.25). O




2.2 Bulk Error Functional
We define the bulk error functional for all ¢ € [0, Ty] by

Epu[pe T™=](t) = /g; (UXQ?LE,Jr - wg(x,t)) Iz, t) dx, (2.26)

where 9 : Q x [0, Ty] — [0, 1] is defined as ¥ := J( drg"’f ), where 9 : R — [0, 1] is smooth with

¥ >0on (1,00), J<0on(—00,0) and|d =1onR\[-1,1],

as well as cz|r| < [J(r)| < Cglr| for all r € [—1,1] and some ¢z, C5 > 0. Note that we use a different

sign convention for ¢ as in [22]. Hence ¥ is roughly proportional to the signed distance function of
I'™= close to I'™< and appropriately truncated to +1 outside. The required properties of ¥ will be
shown in Lemma 2.4] below.

Let us now prove coercivity properties for the bulk error functional:

Lemma 2.3 (Coercivity Properties of Eyuy). It holds (oxgme+ —¥e) ¥ > 0, in particular
Eouik[pe|T™<] > 0. Moreover,

/Q loxame.+ — Y| min{drm. , 1} dz + [[oxqme .+ — ws”%l(g) < CEpuk[eeT™e]. (2.27)

Finally, for all cg > 0 there exists C = C(cp) > 0 such that

/ |oxame+ — Ve||ve — v | dx

@ (2.28)

< Co/ Vv, — vas|2 dx + C (E[ve, 0| v, T™] + Epuk[pe|T™<]) .
Q

Proof. Because of [¢.| < 1 due to the maximum principle, it holds [¢.| < o by definition. Hence
the properties of ¥ yield (oxqme.+ — 1) > 0. Moreover,

loxgme+ — Y| min{dprme, 1} < Cloxgme.+ — Ye||¥| = C (oxqme.+ — )

and this estimates the first term in (2.27)). This yields that the second term in (2.27)) is controlled
by using the inequality (cf. [I7, Proof of Theorem 1])

5 2 5
(/ lg] dr) < 2||g||Loo(075)/ lg|(r)rdr  for all g € L*°(0,9), (2.29)
0 0

which is derived by dividing the square [0, 5]? into two triangles and applying Fubini’s theorem.
Finally, can be shown analogously to [22) proof of (31)] with and elementary

estimates, in particular the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality in normal direction of I'"*<, the Hdélder

and Young inequality as well as (2.29). 0O

Lemma 2.4 (Properties of 4). For ¢ = 9(m.) defined after (2.26)) the following properties hold:

1. Regularity: it holds
0 € CH([0, o], ¢ () N C°([0, To]; C*(9))

and we have uniform bounds with respect to m..

2. Coercivity and consistency: we have

cmin{drm.,1} <|9| < Cmin{drm.,1} for some c¢,C > 0, (2.30)
9>04n QT 9 <0in QM. (2.31)

10



3. FEvolution equation: it holds
[(0; + B- V)9 < Cmin{drm:,1} a.e. on Q x (0,Tp). (2.32)
Proof. The regularity and uniform bounds for ¢ follow directly from the ones for drm=. by Theorem

The estimates (2.30)-(2.31]) follow directly from the definition of ¥ and the properties of .
Moreover, (2.32)) is shown via the chain rule and (0; + B - V)drm. = 0 on I'"=, cf. ([2.24). O

3 Stability Estimate and Convergence Result

In this section we formulate our main results on stability and quantitative convergence for solutions
of the Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system (T.1a)-(T.1¢) towards solutions of the classical two-phase
Navier-Stokes equation (I.2a))-(1.2g) for suitable scalings of the mobility m..

We obtain the following stability result:

Theorem 3.1 (Stability Estimate). Let m. := moe” > 0, where mg > 0 and 8 € (0,2) are fived.
Let Ty > 0 be such that the two-phase Navier-Stokes system with surface tension — has
a smooth solution (vgt,ng,I‘) on [0,Ty]. Moreover, let (v ,pig,Fma) be strong solutions to the
modified system - for e > 0 small, cf. Theorem below. Furthermore, let (ve, @) for
e > 0 be energy-dissipating weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system — on
[0, Tp] for the constant mobility m. as in Remark starting from initial data with energy uniformly
bounded with respect to €. We use the notation from Section[d in particular we define the relative
energy functional E[ve, o |v™ T™<] and the bulk error functional Epux|p:|T™:] as in and
(2.26]).
Then for e > 0 small and a.e. T € [0,Tp] it holds

1 m m m m
SIVVe = Vv L2072y + ElVve @e v, T (T) + BoulpT7](T)

3.1)
P (
< T ( Bly, v T0) + e 10) + 0 )

£

The proof is done via a Gronwall-type argument in Section [0} using coercivity properties for the
relative entropy and the bulk error in Section [2| as well as preliminary estimates in Section |4] and
Section As an immediate consequence of Theorem [3.1] we get:

Corollary 3.2 (Convergence Result). Let the assumptions of Theorem hold. Moreover, let
the initial data satisfy

2
€
Elve, <[v°, T)(0) + Eouic[ipe|T)(0) < C— (3:2)
for e >0 small. Then for e >0 small and a.e. T € [0,Tp] it holds
€

||(VE - Vmg)('vT)HLQ(Q) + ||O-XQ;:'~5.+ - 11[}8("T)||L1(Q) < CeC(B’mO)T

I )
[Vve = Vv r200,7;02(0)) < CeCBmT '
and for the true limit we obtain
€
l(ve — VO)(-,T)HLz(Q) + ||(7XQ; - ¢5(.,T)||L1(Q) <C (eC(ﬁ,mO)Tm i m5> 7
£
(3.4)

[
IVve = Vv 20,0200 < C (60(5’m°)T + me> .

N

Finally, there are well-prepared initial data (voe,coe) for € > 0 small in the sense that (3.2) is
satisfied, even with rate €.
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Proof. Estimate is a direct consequence of Theorem and the coercivity estimates (2.12))
from Lemma and (2-27) from Lemma Then (3.4) follows from Theorem Because of
(vE_, T™9)(0) = (viEg, To), it holds Efve, ge[v™, ™) (0) = Efve, ¢.[v®, T)(0) and Byl 7<) (0)
Eruk|p:|T](0). The existence of well-prepared initial data is well-known, cf. [I'7, Proof of Theorem

1] and [23], Appendix B].

4 Relative Entropy Estimate

O

Let the assumptions and notation of Section [2] be in place. In this section we derive an inequality
for the relative entropy E[ve, pe|v™,T"™<] defined in ([2.8) that can be employed later to obtain a

Gronwall-type estimate. We use the notation

1
H, = —cAp, + gW’(gps).

4.1 Preliminary Relative Entropy Inequality

We derive the first important estimate for the relative entropy:

(4.1)

Lemma 4.1 (Relative Entropy Inequality) Let the assumptions and notation of Section@ be

valid and H. be defined as in More precisely, let (v \ ,pm , (T
be solutions of the adjusted two- phase Navier-Stokes equation ([7.1] . on [0, To], cf. Theorem

*)tepo,1o]) for me >0 small

below. Additionally, let (ve, @) for e > 0 small be energy dzsszpatmg weak solutions to the Navier-

Stokes/Allen-Cahn system (1.1a)-(1.1€) on [0, o] with constant mobility me > 0 as in Remark|1.4
Finally, let T™= Q™% v™ be as in [2.1)), o, 1., n. be as in (2.6)-2.7), & B be as in ([2.11)),

El[ve,p:|v™,T™<] be as in (2.8)). Then for a.e. T € [0,Ty] we obtain:

T
E[Vespelv™, T™|(T) < Elv., g [v™, ™| (0) - / /Q Vve — Vv 2 da di
T
_/ /ﬂ H€+x/2W(<pE)V~£)2dxdt (4.22)
/ / -7V v vt (4.2b)
me
/ / e —vTe) ((ve = v™e) - V)vTe da dt
/ / (oxamert — 62)(ve —v™) - V)(V - €) da dt
2
/ /me V€| e|Ve|?drdt (4.2¢)
Q me
2
o2 2W () _
+/0 /ngw €| (V 7 \EIVM) da dt
T
- / /Q %(Hst/iZW(%)V'ﬁ) (v — B) - (n. —€)Val V.| dadt (4.24)
T
- / (@1 + (8- V)6 + (1= £ (VB)TE) - (0. —€) V| das
T
/0 [(€2(VB) ) (ae ~0)| Vel duds (4.2¢)
T
/ (0, + B - V)|¢?) Vb | da dt
0 Q
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/OT VB:({—n.)®({—n.)|[Vi|dudt
+/OT
+/OT

T
-,

T
—/ / ERE:VB(E|Vp|? — |VY.|) dz dt. (4.2f)
0o Jo

(V- B)(1 = ¢-n.)|Vip| da dt

B3 (vaved - o2 W(soa)zdx at

:o\:o\:o\b\

(n: ®@n. —£®E) - VB(5|V905|2 — |Ve|) dz dt

Proof. Unlike in [22], our choice of B does not have compact support, but due to the boundary
condition Bl = 0 by Lemma we observe that analogous computations as in the proof of [22]
Proposition 6] may be carried out. O

Remark 4.2. The choice of B in 1l ie. B :=v™ + mEHnﬁme with the plateau cutoff 7,,_,

2
is natural in order to control the term , ie. fo Jome e+ V- §‘ €|V |* dz dt. Note

that in Hensel, Liu [22] the projected Veloc1ty field (n-v™<|p.... ) is used within the definition of
B instead. This is not possible here because one would then obtain from (4.2c) a remainder of the
form

mMe

1 T
— / / min{dz.. , 1}e| V.| dz dt,
Me Jo Ja

which is only controlled by "% fOT Elp:|T™<](t) dt due to (2.16]). However, with the new choice of
B it is not clear anymore how to estimate the last term (4.2f), i.e.

T
/0 / €@ & VBEVE. — Vi) de dt.

To this end we rewrite and estimate the term in a novel way in the following Section
The idea is to write £ ®¢& : VB as a normal derivative and use integration by parts in a suitable way.
The other terms in the relative entropy estimate from Lemma will turn out to be controllable
with the choice of B in , the coercivity properties of the relative entropy and the bulk error
functional from Section 2.1 and Section 2:2] cf. Section [6] below.

4.2 The Remaining Problematic Term

For a.e. t € [0,Tp] consider a 1-Lipschitz-function h = h.(.,t) : Iy — (—0,0). This function h
will be constructed in Section below, and it will be used to approximate a suitable level set of
©e (., ). Moreover, the energy outside a strip around the graph

Il ={s+he(s,t)n(s,t) : s € [{"}

over I'{"s determined by h will be estimated in Section below. Let us define shifted tubular
neighbourhoods for a.e. t € [0, Tp):

I (0) := {x € T{"*(20) : drme (x,t) € he(Prme (x,t),t) + (—0,8)}  for & € (0,0]. (4.3)

In order to estimate the problematic term from Remark we need the following lemma whose
proof is based on integration by parts and will be postponed.

13



Lemma 4.3. For a.e. t €[0,To] let h = he(.,t) : T — (=4,06) be a 1-Lipschitz-function. More-
over, let 6. € (0, ] for e >0 small, '/ (5) be defined as in (4.3) and 7 € Cgvl(F?:”,j (6c)). Then
for a.e. t € [0, TO] zt holds

1
/ (ﬂ&MA”—‘V@a)%ﬁM (4.42)
e (5.) \2 €
= / ( \3n<ﬂs| + W () — V2W (e 3n<p5> 7V -n dzx (4.4b)
INCE)
+ / (HE + V2W (p:)V - n) Onpel) dx (4.4¢)
I (5.)
— / eVrpe - Vi Onpe dx (4.4d)
I (5.)
- / eV - (Vn' V.o )ide (4.4e)
I (5.)
+/ %Vﬂ%F@V-n+%mdw (4.4f)
I 5.) 2

We obtain the following important estimate:

Lemma 4.4. For a.e. t €[0,To] let h = he(.,t) : T — (=4,06) be a 1-Lipschitz-function. More-
over, let 5. € (0,3] for e >0 small and let 7% (6e) be defined as in (4.3). Then for a.e. t € [0, Tp]
it holds

Vﬂ €06 VB (Ve — [Vib]) (o) do (4.50)
1
<c (90 + 2 00) )y o (4.5b)
L7 (28\I}E (%) €
+C —ﬁ&%H@W—MH%WM@M (4.5¢)
IO
+f/ ’H VIV €] Jnd (4.5d)
me (5.)
1
e f oo M P 19 ) ) <s|m|2 + Ewwa)) nde  (450)
+ CE[p:|T"](1), (4.5f)
where C' > 0 is independent of € and t.
Proof. First of all, it suffices to show the estimate with (4.5a]) replaced by
5 1
ERE:VB (|5n<,05|2 — W(cpg)) |(2,¢) dz (4.6)
e (26) 2 €

because of the cutoff for ¢ in (2.11)), the identity

£ 1 1 2
EA el = [Vl = 519cP = 2W(o0) + 5 (VEITiel = VB0 )

1
NG
the coercivity estimate (2.14]) and finally the control of the tangential gradient in (2.15)) in terms of
the relative entropy. In order to rewrite the expression by Lemma we use the following idea:

14



for a.e. t € [0,Tp] we write € ® € : VB(.,t) as 9,1, where n = (., t) is defined as

drme (z,t)
n(x) == / E®E: VB(Prme (z,t) + rn(Prm- (z,t),t),t)dr  for x € '] (20).
h(Prme (z,t))

Moreover, to avoid boundary terms on 9I';"*(d,) we introduce a smooth o : R — [0,1] with o = 1

on[—3.4]and a=0on R\ [-2, 3] and set for a.e. t € [0, Tp]

dl"m,s (./11'7 t) - h(PFmE (:I:, t))
0c

n=700,t):=(an)(,,t), alx,t):=« ( ) , for x e Ty (26).

Note that Theorem [7.9] and the regularity and uniform bounds in Theorem [2.2] yield that a(., ),
7i(.,t) and n(.,t) are in C%1(Q). We rewrite as follows:

ERE:VB(, 1) =0 = (1 — @)0un — O n + Ofl. (4.7)

Because of the definition of & it holds 1 — & = 0 on I'}; (%) Moreover,

a d — la/ (dFme (x,t) — h(PFmE (xyt))
n - 66

5 ) =0 on I (%) U [0 (20) \ T} (36.)

and |n| < Cd. on I']% (6:) for a.e. t € [0,Tp]. Therefore the first two terms on the right hand
side of (4.7)) yield contributions in (4.6 that can be estimated by (4.5b)). Hence we can replace

E®E:VB(.,t) by 0,7 in (4.6) for a.e. t € [0, Tp].

For the remaining term

(4.8)

. [€ 1
/ On1) (2|3n<p5|2 - W(@E)) |(w,t) dx
IMACE) <

one can apply integration by parts on I''; (d:) for a.e. ¢ € [0,7p] and rewrite in a suitable way,
cf. Lemma Let us estimate the corresponding terms (4.4b))-(4.4f) from Lemma now. Note
that (4.4b) and (4.4€))-(4.41) are directly controlled by (4.5f) because of the coercivity properties

(2.15) of the relative entropy.
Moreover, (4.4c) with V- ¢ instead of V -n can be estimated by (4.5¢) and (4.5d]) due to Young’s

inequality and |7|(.,t) < C|drme — h(Prm)|(.,t). Because of the definition of £ in (2.11) it holds

L

dnzg
V-n—<1nm€>vnn(r

d

; >+V-§,

where |1 — 7, | < C|dprm.|? and |57/ (dFTE) | < C|drme|. Hence from exchanging V - n with V - &

we obtain the following error term:

/ (@) 10ne] (e |2 4 |A(Prc ) 2) oy e
s (8e)

which is controlled by and due to the bound /W (¢.)|0np:| < [Vt | and (2.16)). Hence
is estimated.

Finally, it remains to estimate . It holds V.7 = V. an + aV.n due to 11 = an, where we
have because of

V.- éa, (drms (., 1) _5Z(Pl“ms (7t))) Vo (h(Prms)) (o)

Vi) = = 0nnl (Prme () +h(Prme () n(Prme (6),8) Vr (R(Prme )| ()
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drme (.,t)
+ / VT [5 ® 5 . VB(Pl"ma +r n(Pl"ms ), t)] (.,t) d'r.
h(Prm,E (.,t))

Due to Lemma 2.2l we obtain
Vil < C(|drme |+ [hlpm. [ + [V (hlpom ) |1y
Altogether, (4.4d) is controlled by (4.5¢) and (4.5f) due to Young’s inequality, (2.15) and (2.16]).
O

This shows Lemma

Proof of Lemma[4.3 First, we use 8,7 = n-Vij = Z?:l n;0,7 and integration by parts on I‘fﬁ (0¢)
with 7 € Cg’l(l“fﬁ (0c)) for a.e. t € [0, Tp]. This yields

€ 1 -
/ <2|8n9052 - W(‘pa)) 5n77 dx
Iye(8e) €

€ 1 B 5 1 N
- (|angaa|2 - W(%)) v wide— [ o, (|ansaa|2 - W(%)) i da
7 (5.) \2 € e \2 €

for a.e. t € [0, Tp]. Note that 92p. = (n-V)n) Ve +n®@n: D*p. =n®n : D?p.. Therefore

15 1 .
o o (Glowent - twen )i
T} (0e) €
1
= —/ <5A<p€ — W’((pa)> Onpetidx +/ e(Id —n®n) : D*p 0, .0 dx
L5 (6e) € I (6e)

for a.e. t € [0,Tp]. In order to rewrite the last term, we compute
V- ((ld = n@n) Ve Onp:i)
= —(V-0)n-Vo.0,¢:0 + (Id = n@n) : D*p.0,¢c0 + Ve - V(npeT),
where we used V- (Id — n®n) = —(V - n) n. Because of
V(Onpe) = V(n-V)pe = (Vn) Ve, + (n-V)Ve.

and integration by parts we obtain for a.e. t € [0, Tp]

/ € (Id —ne Il) : D2<Pean30sﬁ dx
T (0e)

:/ 5|8ng05|2(v'n)ﬁd:1:—/ eVrpe - Vi Oppe da
Ty (0e) 3 (6e)

—/ ( )€V7505~(V11T V%)ﬁdﬂs—/ eVrpe - (n-V)Ve) i dz.
I (o

T (0e)

Note that in (4.4b])-(4.4c]) the 1/2W (p.)-terms cancel and were added for convenience. Moreover,
one can directly prove that Vn' Vo, = Vn' V,¢.. Hence it is left to show that for a.e. t € [0, To)

f/ eVrpe - (n-V)Vee)de = /
l—wng (65)

th e (8e)

9 ~ ~
§‘VT¢E|2 (MV - n+0,7) dz. (4.9)

To this end we use n-V = ijl n;0,, and integration by parts for d,,. This yields

~ 1 -
o Ve Ve =5 [ ) Vopide = [
s (6e) T (0e) s (6e)
where we used (n-V)(Id — n®n) = 0 in the second step. Therefore (4.9) holds and this shows
Lemma [£.3] O

£ -
§|Vr<pa|2V - (7in) d,

16



4.3 Parametrization of the Majority of the Interface

In order for our estimate on the problematic term provided by Lemma to work, we need
to represent a suitable level set of the phase-field ¢, as approximately a graph of a small function
he over the surface T'}"s, as only then the term (4.5¢) becomes controllable in terms of a constant
£2/m. and the relative entropy (see Corollary below for details).

In this section we construct for a.e. ¢ € [0, Ty] a 1-Lipschitz-function h = h.(.,t) : T7" — (=6,0)
that is used to approximate a suitable level set of ¢.(.,t). To this end, we need the following
proposition about local interface errors of a BV-set compared to the strong interface I';*s from
Section

Proposition 4.5. Let Ty > 0, § > 0 and T™<, QM=% v™ for m. > 0 small be as in Section
. Moreover, let n be the extension of the normal from (2.2) and & be defined as in (2.11)). Let
t €10,Ty] be fired and XY € BV(R%;{0,1}) be arbitrary. We set x := Xqpet -

Let 6 : [0,00) — [0,1] be a smooth cutoff with § = 0 outside of [0,1] and 6 =1 in [0,1]. We
define the local height of the one-sided interface errors hf = hti T — [0, %] in + n-direction as

hiE(s) := /OOO(X —x)(s ern(s,t))ﬁ(%) dy fora.e. seTj.

Then hti are BV -functions and we denote the distributional tangential derivative by Dta“hti, by

Vtanh;t the density of the absolutely continuous part of Dta’“htjE with respect to H! and by DshtjE

the singular part. Finally, let Gy = {s+(h; —h; )(s)n(s,t) : s € I7*} denote the graph of hf —h; .
Then we have the following estimates with constants independent of X and t € [0,Tp):

/ |hE?dHit < 0/ X — X| min {dpye, 1} da (4.10)
F;YLE Rd
as well as

/ min{|V*hE|2) |VERE [} Mt 4 | DSRE|(T]) (4.11)

rye

<cC (1 ety X ) 4| + C/ Ix — %/ min {dpre, 1} da,

R %% Rd ¢

and

vy

/ 1d|Vy| < c/ (1—5(.,t)~ >f)d|v;<|+c/ I — X|min {dpme 1} dz. (4.12)
RNG, Rd VX R4 !

Proof. The assertions up to (4.12)) can be shown analogously to [16, Proposition 26, a)-b)]. More-

over, (4.12) may be established readily using the arguments for statement c¢) of [16, Proposi-

tion 26]. O

The plan is to apply the previous Proposition to a suitable level set of ¢.(.,t) for a.e. t €
[0, Tp]. The latter is selected in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Let t € [0,Ty] be such that p.(.,t) € HY(Q). Then the relative entropy E[p.|T™<](t)
from is well-defined and finite. Moreover, there exists a level b(t) = b.(t) € (—3,%) such
that the corresponding super-level set Sy == {x € Q : p(x,t) > b(t)} is a set of finite perimeter
(possibly empty) and satisfies with & as in and Y as in the estimate

VX Sy
/Rd (1 _f(')t) 7) d|vxsb(t)| < v

2 .
VX80 mE[%IF (t).
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Proof. Let t be as in the lemma. Then E[p.|I'"™<](t) is well-defined and finite because of . (.,t) €
H(Q). Moreover, p.(.,t) € BV (Q) yields together with the coarea-formula for BV-functions,
cf. Ambrosio, Fusco, Pallara [10, Theorem 3.40] that Sy := {z € Q : p-(z,t) > b} is a set of finite
perimeter (possibly empty) for a.e. b € R. Moreover, we use the coarea-formula for BV-functions [10]
Theorem 3.40] applied to ¥.(.,t) = ¥ (pe(.,t)) € H(Q) (together with an approximation argument
by simple functions) and obtain

Elp[I™<](t) > /Q [V — & V(. ) de = /Rd {1 —¢. |§zz

7 Ve
= 1-¢- Lt)d dr.
L[ - i coavis, o, L

This shows the claim by a contradiction argument. O

]w) Vel 8)] do

We combine Proposition |4.5( and Lemma [4.6|in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let t € [0,Tp) be fized such that p(.,t) € H* (). Let the level b(t) = b-(t) € (—3, %)
and the super-level set Sy be as in Lemma , We set x = Xqe:+- Then there is a 1-Lipschitz

function hy = hy o : Ty — (—0,09) subject to the estimate
/Fm |ht|2 + |vtanht|2 dH1 < C’E[QOE|Fms](t) + C/Rd |X — XSy | min {dr‘;"s s 1} dx (413)

such that the graph Gy := {s + h¢(s)n(s,t) : s € I')**} approvimates the reduced boundary of Sy
in the following sense:

/ 1d[Vxs,0 | < CElpeT™ () + C / X — Xy | min {dpme 1} do. (4.14)
RI\G, Rd

Finally, constants in the estimates (4.13))-(4.14) are independent of ¢. and t.

Proof. By Lemma it holds X := xs,,, € BV (R%;{0,1}). Hence by Proposition applied for
X there exist BV-functions ki : T — [0, ¢] such that (£.10)-([@12) hold. We set h; := hf — h; .
It remains to modify h to obtain a 1-Lipschitz function. To do so, we use a standard Lipschitz
truncation strategy (see e.g. [9], [I5 Section 6.6.3] or [I1]): we consider the maximal operator M
over I}, which can be defined as in [37, Chapter I, §8.1 (ii)] since H4~1|I'}** satisfies the doubling
condition with respect to the geodesic balls on I'y*s. Then there is some C; > 0 such that

lu(s1) — u(s2)| < Cils1 — s2| (M|D™ u(s1) + M|D*"u|(s5))  for H* '-a.e. s1,80 € I}

for all uw € BV(I']") with some C; > 0 independent of v and small m.. More precisely, in the case
that '} is replaced by R9~! this inequality is shown in [I1, Lemma 2(c)]. Then the estimate in
the present case can be shown by localization. Moreover, because of the continuous dependence on
t € [0,T] and m. € [0,mg] (cf. Theorem [7.7)), the constant can be chosen uniformly in t € [0, Tp],
me € [0, mg] for € > 0 sufficiently small. Using the precise representative for h: we define

hi(s) := h(s) forall s Ay :={se€T : (M|D*h|)(s) <},

where ¢ > 0 is a small constant to be determined. The so-defined function h is Lipschitz on A,
with Lipschitz-constant bounded by ¢;¢. We extend h to all of I'y"s as a Lipschitz function via the
standard extension, cf. [10, Proposition 2.12)), i.e.

he(s) i= inf {Ju(3) + Lip(he)ls — 31},
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where the Lipschitz constant stays the same. Hence for ¢ small enough (independent of he, by, t
and small m.), we obtain that h; is 1-Lipschitz and bounded by %‘5. Moreover, using the weak
L'-estimate for the maximal operator we obtain

HEL(Te\ Ay) < C’/ |V Ry | dHEY + D he| (T])
e (4.15)
< CE[p|T™](t) + C/ [x — X| min {dr:”'s 1} da,
Rd

where we used (4.11) and Lemmz} in the last step. Because of [V**h,| < C as well as by (4.11))
and the fact that D'"h, = V', = V' h, a.e. on Ay, this establishes the bound

/Fmg |V b2 dH < CE[p[T™<](t) + C/Rd [x — x| min {dpy, 1} dz.

Hence the |h;|?-part of the bound (4.13)) is left to prove. The latter follows because of (4.15)), the
boundedness of h; and (4.11]). Finally, (4.14) follows from (4.12)) in Proposition the estimate

(4.15) and Lemma O

Corollary 4.8. Let t € [0,Tp] be fired such that ¢.(.,t) € H (), let b(t) = be(t), Sp) be as in
Lemma and let hy = hy o : Ty — (—6,9) be as in Lemma . Then with x := Xope-t it holds

1
Lo (il P+ Vel ) (e|wa|2 n W(%)) o)
7 (26) c (4.16)

< CE[p|T™](t) + C/Rd IX — X8y | Min {dl";’ns,l} dx.

Proof. Using of the identity for V., we can exchange V,(h¢|pom.) by (V**h;)|pom. in the
above estimate. Moreover, since both h; and V*"h; are uniformly bounded, we can consider the
estimate with 0, ¢, instead of V., since tangential derivatives are controlled by . Then we
apply an integral transformation with the tubular neighbourhood coordinates to obtain

1
/ (|ht|PFmE |2 + |(Vtanht)‘Prms |2) (5|8n%06|2 + W(‘Pe)) |(z,t) dz
7= (26) €

2
0 1
= /Fms(lht|2 + [V Ry %) (5) /26 <E|8r(<p5|xms)2 + 5W(<,05|Xm€)> |(r.5.6) e (7, 8) dr ds,

where the factor J; = J;(m,.) satisfies for some ¢y, Cy > 0 independent of ¢ and m.
cy < Ji(r,s) < Cy for all s e Iy r € (=4,9).

Let o = (1) be as in (2.6). For s € T'{"s such that the inner integral with respect to r € (—24,24)
is less or equal 40, the desired estimate follows from Lemma For s € I']** for which this is not
the case, we use that [)(p)| < o for all ¢ € [—1,1] and therefore

< 20.

26
‘/25 O (V(@el X (rs))) dr

Hence it follows for such s € I'y"* that

28
1
[ (Fontor )P 4 2 orlx) = 0 (6elx...) )l o) ar
—2
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25
1
>er [ (ontorl, P + SV oelx..) - 0 (6elx..,) ) L d

20
Cy 1
> L[ (elontodn )+ o))l

20

Ccjy 9 1
v r\Pe — e rs ) dr.
- 2Cy os (53 (90 ‘Xm,5)| + EW(C)O |Xm5 )) |( : ,t)Jt(T S) T

Therefore the contribution in this case can be estimated with (2.15) and by using that h; and V**h,
are uniformly bounded. O

Finally, in order to control the second term in (4.16)) in the end, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 4.9. Let t € [0,Ty] be fized such that p-(.,t) € H'(Q) and let b(t) = be(t), Sy be as in
Lemma . Then with x = Xqme-+ and Epuk[p:[T™] from Section it follows that

[ b= sy min e 1} da < CBadc ™0 (1.17)
Proof. The integrand is zero on R? \ 2. Moreover, note that yields

/Q o — e )] min{dpp, 1} dir < C B0 T™](0).
Hence we obtain

/Qm&+ lo — ¥ (.,t)| min{dpme, 1} do + /ngﬁ Ve (., t) | min{dpme , 1} dr < CEpun[pe|T](2).

For a.e. x € Q" N Sy it holds |x — XSy |(#) = 0. For ae. z € Q=" \ Sy we have |x —
X5 |(@) = 1 and u(.8) < V(D) < V(L) Hence |0 — u(w,8)] > |o - v(L)] > 0 since b(t) €
(—%,1). This shows the estimate on Q' *. Moreover, for a.e. x € Q"7 \ Spry we have |x —
XSy [(£) = 0. Finally, for a.e. 2 € Q"7 NSy it holds |[x — xs,,, [(z) = 1 and ¢ (x,t) > 9 (b(t)) >

¥(—%) > 0. This yields the estimate on €=~ O

4.4 Estimate of Energy away from Strip around Level Set

In this section we estimate the remainder terms (4.5b))-(4.5¢) from Lemma [4.4] involving the energy
density for .. Therefore we show the following lemma:

Lemma 4.10. Let t € [0,Tp] be fized such that o (.,t) € H'(Q) and let b(t) = be(t), Sps) be as in
Lemma . We set x = xqpe+. Moreover, let h = hy I — (=6,0) be as in Lemma n We

define the shifted tubular neighbourhood T'}"; (&) for 6 € (0,6] as in (&.3). For k > 0 fized and & > 0
small we obtain with some constants ¢, C > 0 independent of ., h, t and k

2
/ <€|V¢E| + W(‘Pe)) de
e (S\ITf (re) 2 €

S C (E[¢E|Fmg](t) + /d |X - Xsb(t) | min {dF:"'Ea 1} dfl:' + eCN> .
R

Proof. Let Gy be the graph of h = h; . as in Lemma Then R; := Ppm- (G Nsupp [Vxs,, 1) €
I'*s satisfies

HITN TP\ R) < C (Emwme](t) + /R = xs [ in {dppe, 1} dx) 7
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where we used that H41 (T} \ Ry) N Ppme (supp [Vxs,,, |)) is controlled by (4.14) and that for the
remaining part R, := (7" \ R;) \ Ppre (supp [Vxs,, |) we have

)

)
~ 2 .
i) = [ [ Sarant s <0 [y lmin e, 1} de

since s € R, implies |x — XSy (8 +71(s,t)) = 1 either for all r € (=4, —2) or for all r € (3, 9).

2
Moreover, for s € R; it holds
ve(s+ h(s)n(s,t),t) = b(t). (4.18)

The strategy is to use an ODE inequality argument in normal direction using the control of the
relative entropy over the equipartition error. More precisely, by (2.15) we have

/ /51 N
rpe 52 Ve

where @ 1= ¢c|x,, () With Xy, as in Section [2 and the factor J; = Jy(m.) appears due to an
integral transformation and satisfies for some ¢y, C'y > 0 independent of ¢t and m.

2

VED@e — —=\2W (Pe)| (., 1) (r, 8) dr dH 1 (s) < EpT™](t), (4.19)

cg < Ji(r,s) < Cy for all s € Ty, r € (=4, 9).
With f := /€0, ¢. — ﬁmwwa) it holds

1 1
‘~E:7 2 ~E —_ —
or E W (pe) 7

where /W (p) > c(1—¢)(1+¢) > /(1 —¢) if ¢ > —3. Hence if ¢. > —2 we have

f,

/ C/

0,1~ 52)? = 2(1 = $)(~0:e) £ (1= G + = (1= B) < ~S(1 = g + ISP

NG

£(r=h(+)) and integrate from h(s) to 7. Then we obtain

We multiply the preceding inequality by e~

for s € R; because of (4.18])

§
(1= @) < e 20D b0+ & [ (s, r(res) dr (4.20)
¢y J_s

for all r € [h(s),d) provided that @.(7,s) > —2 for all 7 € [h(s),r). We define

o [? ) 1
Sii=4sER: — [f(s, )2 T (r, s)dr < — 5.
Cj J_s 4

Then, due to b(t) € (—3,1) and (4:20) we obtain @.(r,s) > —3 for all r € [h(s),d) and s € S;.
Analogously one shows @ (r,s) < § for all r € (=6, h(s)] and s € S;. Moreover, note that because
of (4.19) and the definition of f we have

HEL(R N\ Sy) <

’ C
[ /R L; |f (s, )2 Ji(r, ) dr dH* ™ (s) < 8cf]f’i’hpalr"ﬂ(t).

We use an integral transformation to obtain

W
/ <6|V§05|2+ (wE))dx
L (B\I]f (ne) \ 2 €

t.h
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5 .
W (@e _
:/ / <€|V305|2|Xm5 + 7(4'0 )>Jt(r, s)dr dH¥1(s)
ry*e Jh(s)+ke €

/r/ o ('WE| %0, Wiee )>Jt(r s)dr dH*71(s).

We use the definition to derive an estimate. First, for the contribution over I'{"s \ S; we use
an integral transformation as above for the last term in . Since ¢ points in normal direction by
definition , the inner integral is uniformly bounded because |1)| < 0. Hence the estimates for
HELTP \ Ry) and HE1(R, \ S;) yield that the contribution over T'}*s \ S; is suitably estimated
by the right hand side of the estimate in the Lemma. For the remaining part over S;, we note that
due to integration by parts and since £ points in normal direction by definition we have

)
/ / Elxm, - V(¥elx,,. —0)Ji(r,s)dr ’Hdil(s)
St Jh(s)+ke

)
L] we)-aar antis)
St Jh(s)+ke
<0 (e_“ + 1 f 17 o (5>>> < C (e + ElpeI™(1)) ,

<C +

[ @0 =l e )

where we have used
[Y(Pe(r,s)) —o| < C ( —£(r=h(s)) 4 IIf (s, .)||%‘2]t(.1s)(7575)) for all r € [h(s),9),s € St

due to ([4.20) and |1 (r) — o] < C(1 —r)? for all r € R. Analogously one shows

h(s)—ke
/S /5 . - V¥elx,,. Ji(r, s) dr HI ()| < C (e7" + ElpT™](1)) .

Finally, we have ‘fryla\st f(fé,h(s)7ns)u(h(s)+ns,6) f . ng dl“ < C’Hd—l(l-‘;ng \St) Combining these
bounds, this shows the claim. O

As a corollary of Lemma we estimate the remaining term (4.5c)).

Corollary 4.11. Let the assumptions and notation of Lemma be in place and let Cy > 1.

Moreover, let C7 > 0 such that fgsy + %dm < Cy. Then for all € small with .
Collogele < § and for some uniform C > 0 we have

1 [e 1 2
I G () [ER e

Iy (6e) Me

dxr

g2 ' 2
< CC3 10g5|3ﬁ (E[cpEFmE](t) + /]Rd X = Xy, | min {dpme, 1} dz) + C'Clﬁ.

€ €

Proof. Let Cy > 1 be fixed, then for all ¢ sufficiently small it holds 2Cy|logele < §. We fix e small.
Let N € N be such that Cp|loge| < N < 2Cj|loge|. Then 6. < Ne <6 and

1 |Vel? W
/ <€| 906| + (905))(%0 |dF1”5 o h(PF:ns) 2
Fms (NE) me 2 €

<ZC’/ EW%P

(ns)\l‘ (n—1)e) Me ( 2

dz

dx

+ W(ff)) (@) |dpme — h(Peme)|?
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Ve 2 W
+C — <5| vel” | (%)>(x,t) |dppe — h(Prme )| da
F?f}i (8) me 2 I
N o 2 2 2
v 1074
<C E s—nQ/ <5| 2l + wa))(x,t) dz + CCy—
= me Jrre ey (n-1)e) 2 € Me

2

. —c(n— €
<C’Zn< [ T™]( )—l—/Rd|X—X5b(t)|m1n{dp;ns,1} da + e~ 1))+CC1m

£

2
IS
< OSN (Blr 1)+ [ Ix = sl min ey 1} de) + 0O S
me Rd m

€

where we used Lemma [£.10l This shows the claim. O

5 Bulk Error Identity

For the bulk error functional Eyy[@c|T™<] defined in (2.26]) we have the following identity:

Lemma 5 1 (Bulk Error Identity). Let the assumptions of Section @ hold. More precisely,
let ( ,pm , (T )eejo,m)) for me > 0 small be solutions of the adjusted two-phase Navier-Stokes
equatzon . on [0,Tp], cf. Theorem- below. Moreover, let ( ve,apE for € > 0 small be

energy dzsszpatmg weak solutzons to the Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system 1e) on [0, To)
with constant mobzlzty me > 0 as in Remark- Finally, let T™= Qme® yme be as in 1- , 0, Y.,

n. be as in - &, B be as in , Bk [pe|T"™=] and 9 be as in and H, be defined
as in ({@4.1)). Then for all T € [0, Tp):

EnuklpeT™<](T)

T
= Bl N0 + [ [ (@ — 00+ B9 dode (5.1a)
0 Q
T
+ /0 /Q(UXQmE-,+ - we)ﬁv - Bdxdt (5.1b)
I(B — v - (n. —€)|Vep.| d dt (5.1¢c)

§(|V1/}5| _5‘V<Pe‘2) dx dt (5.16)

I
b [ [ o —atve ) odra (5.10)

/ i

o[

B— me
/ ( _ §a|w)wav%|dxdt (5.1f)

€

—mg/o 197 (H +/2W (02)V - g) ( |wg|—2w(‘pf)> da dt (5.1g)

\/g
(905)
o[ [ ]m%f ded 6.10)
2W(§Oe) .
e /0 /Q VATV - €) (ﬁwmﬁ) da dt. (5.11)

Proof. This can be shown analogously to [22, Lemma 7]. The m.-factors appear here because of the
Allen-Cahn part (1.1¢) through the equation for d;1).. Note that we use a different sign convention
for ¥ compared to [22], this just changes the signs in all terms. O
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6 Proof of Theorem [3.1(Stability Estimate)

Proof of Theorem[3.1 Up to ([4.2d), (4.2d), ([.2¢) and (4.2f) the terms in the estimate for the
relative entropy from Lemma can be estimated analogously to [22] Proof of Theorem 1]. Here

note that ||[Vv, — Vv™= ||2L2(07T;L2(Q)) and (4.2a)-(4.2b) are terms with a good sign. At this point,
let us estimate a few terms for the convenience of the reader. For example,

T T
/0 /Q(J)(Qms,+ — ) ((ve = v™e) - V)(V - &) da dit| < C/O /Q loxame.+ — Ye||ve — v™e| da dt,

where the latter term can be estimated with (2.28)) by using 1||Vv, — Vv™: ||2L2(0 T.12(0)) for ab-
sorption. Moreover, due to (2.21)) it holds

T T
/ /((8t+B-V)|§|2) |Vebe | da dt g/ /min{d%mg,l}wz/)emxdt,
0 Q 0 Q

which is controlled due to (2.16)). Finally, let us estimate

T
SC/ /\/1—n8 £ |elVpe|* = |V || dadt,
0 Q

T
/ /(nE Sn. —€ @ €) : VB(E| V. |? — |Vib|) da dt
0 Q

where we used |(n; ®n. —£® &) : VB| = |n.®@n.—§) : VB + (£-V)B - (n. —§)| < |n. —¢| and
|n. —¢]? = 2(1 — n. -€). Hence the above term is controlled via ([2.17).
Let us consider the remaining four terms (4.2d)), (4.2d), (4.2¢]) and (4.21)) for which new estimates

are needed. First, the new choice (2.11) of ¢ and B compared to [22] (75)-(76)] yields (2.20] and
enables us to estimate (4.2c|) with (2.16]). Moreover, for the estimate of (4.2d) it remains to control

T
1
/ / |(v"™e = B) - (n. —§)|2€|Vnp€\2dm‘dt
o Jq Me

due to absorption with (4.2a)). However, we have v — B = —m.H n1,,_ by definition (2.11)) of B,
hence the term is controlled by m. fOT E[ve, pe|v™ ,T™=](t) dt because of (2.16)). Additionally, to
estimate the term (4.2¢) we write (E®@¢&(VB)T€) - (n. =€) = (€T (VB)T€)E - (n, —€). Hence because

of ¢ (n.—¢) =n.-£—1+1—|¢? and (2.10), the term (4.2¢)) is controlled via (2.16]). Finally, we
estimate (4.2f) with Lemma where the 1-Lipschitz-function h = h.(.,t) for a.e. t € [0,Tp] is
taken from Lemma and we consider d. := Cy|loge|e for some Cy > 1 and ¢ small. It remains to

estimate (4.5b))-(4.5€]). First, note that (4.5d)) is absorbed by (4.2al). Moreover, (4.5€]) is controlled
via Corollary [4.8 and Lemma [£.9] More precisely, we have

1
Lo i B9l ) (10 + 200 ) e
t,h €
< CBlp™ )0+ C [ v = x| min {drpe, 1} do < CUBRT™1(0) + Bonaioe 1),

where b(t) = b.(t) and S are as in Lemma Moreover, (4.5b)) is suitably estimated by Lemma
provided that Cy > 1 is large enough such that e~¢Collogel < £2. Finally, ([@.5d) is controlled
by Corollary and Lemma [£.9] Altogether we obtain

2

1 m m m m m €
FIVve = Vv 2207020 + ElVe, e[ v, T |(T) < Elve, pe|v™,T J0)+C—
g

1 3.2 T
+C (Iogea + 1) / Elve, pe[v™, T™](t) + Epuik[pe|T™](2) dt.
0

me
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Next, we estimate the terms on the right hand side in the identity for Epy[pe|T™<] from Lemma
The terms 1| are controlled by the bulk error itself due to , and %
Moreover, and (5.1¢|) can be estimated by the relative entropy because of (2.16]) and (2.17]
respectively. The term (5.1d) is controlled by the bulk functional due to @ . Moreover, we
estimate —m via Young’s inequality in order to absorb one part with the positive terms
([@:2D) and (4.24)), respectively. The remainders as well as (5.1h)-(5.1i) are controlled by the relative
entropy because of (2.16)) and (2.14). Finally, this yields

T
Eu[pe [T™<](t) < Epuilpe|T™<](0) + C/ Elve, pc[v™, T"|(t) + Epu[pe[T™](2) dt.

Let m. = moe® with mg > 0 and 8 € (0,2) be as in the theorem. Then it holds “Oggl @

for some constant Cg > 0 independent of € for € > 0 small. Finally, the Gronwall mequahty ylelds
Theorem Bl O

7 Existence for the Approximate Two-Phase flow

In this section we consider the existence of strong solutions for the modified two-phase flow

8tv + v Vv AvjE + Vpi = in Qz"’i,t € [0, To], (7.1)
divvE =0 in Q™% t e [0, Ty], (7.2)

—[2DvE - me]]l'll"zn = oHprpnory  on I'f",t € [0, Tp), (7.3)

[vi]=0 on T, t € [0, Tyl (7.4)

Vem —npyp - vi = mHrp on I'f",t € [0, To], (7.5)

vi.loa =0 on 09 x (0,Tp), (7.6)

FB" = FO, Vim0 = vi in QF, (7.7)

where T > 0 is such that (1.2al)- possesses a smooth solution and m > 0 is sufficiently small.
Here, analogously as for Q" and Ft, the domain 2 is the disjoint union of two sufficiently smooth
domains Qm’ and an evolvmg interface T'* = 9Q)" "+ for every t € [0,T]. Furthermore, nrm,
Vrm, and Hrm denote interior normal (with respect to QT""), the normal velocity, and the mean
curvature of I'}*, respectively. We note that before m = m. > 0 depends on € > 0 and m. —._0 0.
But in the system above only the value of m > 0 enters. Therefore we skip the e-dependence.
The goal is to show that then for every m > 0 sufficiently small also possesses a strong
solution on the same time interval [0, Tg], which is close to the solution of (1.2al)-(T.2g) in a certain
sense. The idea for the proof is to use the interface I'; of the solution of ([1.2a})-(|1.2g) for every
t € [0,Tp] as a reference surface and to transform the modified system th the aid
of the Hanzawa transformation with respect to I'; to a perturbed two-phase flow problem in Qti,
t € [0, 7). To show solvability of the transformed system for small m > 0 we reduce the system to
a fixed-point problem with the aid of the invertibility of the principal part of the linearized system
and apply the contraction mapping principle as usual. But to apply this strategy invertibility of
the principal part of the linearized system to — together with uniform estimates in m > 0
are essential. These results are obtained in the following subsection.

Throughout this section we will use the notation from [36]. In particular, we note that for a
Banach space X, 1 <p<oo,and Ty >0

W0, T; X) = {u € WH0,T; X) : uls—o = 0}

7.1 Analysis of the Linearized System

In this subsection (I't)c[o,7;,] is a smooth evolving family of (d — 1)-dimensional submanifolds such
that Ty = 9QF C Q and Q is the disjoint union of I'; and two smooth domains Q;” and ; for
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every t € [0, Tp]. ‘Moreover, we assume that there is a continuous X: Q x [0,Ty] — ©Q such that
(X‘Qoix[o 70 1d): QF x [0,Tp] — OF are smooth and

1. Xy = X(,1): % — @ are smooth diffeomorphisms for all ¢ € [0, Tp],
2. det(DgXt(€>) =1 for all ¢ e Qo \ T, te [O,T()]

Here we use the same notation as in Section In particular, we have X;(Tg) =T for all ¢ € [0, Tp).

In the later applications (I'¢)¢c[o,7,) is given by the smooth solution of ([1.2a)-(1.2g) and X; = X (-, )
can be obtained as the solutions of

%Xt(g) - VOi(Xt(f)at) for all § € Qigat € [O7T0}7

Xo(&) =¢ for all £ € Q.

Since [vi] =0, X: Qg x [0, Tp] — Qo is well defined and continuous.
We consider the linearized system

ovE — AvE +Vpt =f in QF,t € [0, Ty], (7.8)
divvt =g in QF,t e [0, Ty], (7.9)
—[2Dv* — p*I]nr, = 0Ar, hnr, + a on I'y, t € [0, Tp], (7.10)
[vi]l =0 on 'y, t € [0, Tp), (7.11)
Ofh=mnr, -v+mAr,h+b on I'y, t € [0, Tp], (7.12)
Vo lan =0 on 0§ x [0, Tp], (7.13)
hlt=0 = ho, vi|t:0 = vg[ in Qg[, (7.14)
where v = v|g+ and Oy h denotes the material time derivative of h: I' — R defined by

Oh=0h+Vh-(0,X;)o X'  onT,

where h: T(8) — R with h(z,t) = h(Pr,(z),t) for all z € T4(0),t € [0, Ty] for a sufficiently small 4.
The main result of this subsection is:

Theorem 7.1. Let ¢ > d+ 2, Ty € (0,00), m € (0,1), and Q,Ft,Qti, t € [0,Ty], be as before.
Moreover, let

q

. —2
feLY0,Ty; LYQ))", g€ LU0, To; Wy (Q\T0) N W, (0, To; W, ' (Q)), vo € W. "7 (Q\ To),

2

a € Wi 30, T LIT)) L0, Ty Wy~ (P), o € Wy (T),
be W, (0, To; LA(T)) 1 L9(0, Tos Wy ()
satisfy the compatibility conditions:
1. Voloa =0, [vE] =0,
2. divvg = gli=o,
3. —Prro[2Dv§ [nr, = Prryali—o,
then there is a unique solution (v,p,h) such that
v € Wy (0,Tos L7(2))" N L0, To; Wi (Q\T))Y, p € L7(0, To; Wo (Q\T)),

1_

1 1—1
[Pl € W *7(0, To; L)) N L0, To; Wo 7 (I'y)),
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2—% 21 4—1
he Wy (0, To; LYTy)) N W, (0, To; Wg “(Fy)) N LU0, To; Wy “(Ty)).
Moreover, there is some C > 0 independent of m € (0,1) and the data (f,g,a,b,vo, ho) such that

||VHqu(o,To;Lq(Q)) + HV”L‘I(O,TO;WL'IZ(Q\Ft)) + ||p||L<I(O,TO;qu(Q\Ft)) + ||[[p]]||W%—2i 0.Tp:La(Ts))

U
+ [l T a-1
0,To;L4(Tt)) Wg(0,To;sW, 7 (Th)) La(0,To;Wy  (T4))

N

+ [[2]] T L

1 1
L9(0,To;W, 4 (T4)) . I

+ m||h|| P
L9(0,To;Wy  (T4))

<C e L + q W1 + ||a 1_1 _1
<0 (Wlromuna + lolommgewy + ol g oo

+ [lholl s ) (7.15)
(2\T'o) Wy ?(To)

Here we define L9(0, To; W™ (2 \ Ty)) such that g € L9(0,To; W (2 \ T)) if and only if g o
(X,id(o,1y)) € L(0,To; W' (2 \ Tg)) for m € Ny and analogously for the other function spaces
involving I';.

+1/5]] 2-1 + [voll 2-2
La(0,To;Wy  * (T)) Wy 1

7.2 Case of a Flat Interface

Throughout this section we assume that QF = R%, Ty = R*! x {0}, and Q = R% We follow the
strategy of [36 Section 8.2]. To this end we first assume that f = g = a = vg = hy = 0, use a
spectral shift, and consider for w > 0

(0 + w)vE — AvE+ Vpt =0 in RL x (0,00), (7.16)
divvE =0 in RL x (0,00), (7.17)

[2DvE — p*I]eq = —0Aga-1heg on R x {0} x (0, 00), (7.18)

[vi] =0 on R x {0} x (0, 00), (7.19)

(Or + w)h +vg — mAga-1h=b on R4 % {0} x (0,00), (7.20)
(v, h)|t=0 = (0,0), (7.21)

+

where v* = V|Ri, pt = p\Ri.

The goal of this subsection is to prove:

Theorem 7.2. For any w >0, 1 < ¢ < oo,

be oWy (0, 00; LURY™)) N L9(0,00;We (RO
there is a unique solution
v € oW, (0, 00; LYR?)) N L9(0, 00; W2E(R\ (R~ x {0})))7,
p € LU0, 00; W, (R (R x {0})))

1
q

1_ 1 _
with [p¥] € We 2 (0, 00; LI(RI1)) N L(0, 00; W, 7 (RI1)),

he oWy 78(0,00; LURY™)) M oW(0,00; W, *(RE)) N LI(0, 00, W, (RET))
satisfying
+
VIw1(0,00;L9) T [|VIlLa(0,00;w2) + oo;W1) 1-1
H ||Wq(0, L) H HL (0,00;W2) ”pHLq(O’ W) H[[p HHw%‘%q(O,oo;La)rWLq(O,oo;Wq 7)
Al o sl 21 +IA] a1
Wy 9(0,00;L9) qu(O,oo;Wq ) L4(0,00;Wg )
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el (IR I (722
L1(0,00;W, 7) Wq  “9(0,00;L9) La(0,00;W, 7)

uniformly in m € [0, 1].
Analogously as in [36] one obtains that (v*,pT, h) solves - ) if and only if

0

(O +w)h +eq- (DN) <_O'A]Rd1h

) — mAga—1h =b on R4 x {0} x (0,00), (7.23)
(v, h)]t=0 = (0,0),

where DA is the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator for the two-phase Stokes problem as in [36, Sec-
tion 8.3.2] and (v*,p*) is determined by (7.16)-(7.19) and v|;—o = 0 in dependence on h. More

precisely, the Laplace-Fourier transform of u = eg - (DN) ™! is given by

0
—O'ARd—l h

—o¢?
2M/[€] 4+ 2(A + [€12)2 + [¢|

a(\€) = h(\,€),

cf. [36, Equation (8.34)], where we note that 7, = 7y = (A+|£]2)2 +|¢| since pr=p2=p1=pz =1
in our case. Hence the Fourier-Laplace transformation of (7.23) is s, (A, [€])R(A, €) = b(A, €), where

O'T2

SmA\T) =X +mr2 + T for \ e C,7 € C\ {0}.
*.7) 2N T 2N+ 722 4+ 7 MOy

We note that so(A, |€]) coincides with the symbol sg (A, §) studied in [36], Section 8.3.4], for which
it was shown

50,00 O1 < Cy[Al+[€])  for all A€ S oy, € € (8, U—5,)"
cf. [36, Equation (8.50)] for every n € [0, §). Hence for every n € [0, §) there is some C, such that
lsm(A, T)| < Cp (A + |7| + m|7|?) for all A € ¥, /o1y, 7 € 5y,
uniformly in m € [0, 1]. The essential point is that we have the same kind of lower bound:
Lemma 7.3. For any wg > 0 there is some n > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that
15m (N T)| > e(|A] + |7] + m|7|?) for all X € X7 /940, |\ > wo, T € Xy, (7.24)

Proof. First of all, we note that
2 : A
Sm(A,T) =X+ m7° + o7k(2) with z = —,7 #0,
T

where it was shown in [36], Page 392] that for any ¢ € [0, 7) there is some Cy > 0 such that

Cy
1+ ]z]

|k(2)] < for all z € Xy.

Moreover, Rek(z) > 0 if Rez > 0.
We first show that (7.24)) holds for A € ¥;/5_5,7 € ¥, and any ¢ € (0,7/4) and sufficiently
small > 0 (depending on ¢). To this end we use that for any > 0 there is some C,, > 0 such that

|z] < C,Rez for all z € ¥r /5.
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Furthermore, observe that

2\
74—2(/\4-7'2)% +T62ﬂ/2,5/2 for all)\eZ,,/Q,(;,TeE(;M

and therefore

O'T2

ON/T+ 2N+ 72)2 + 7

if n > 0 is sufficiently small. Since A\, m72 € Yrja—syzforall A € X9 5,7 € 3 as well, we conclude

S Zﬂ/2,5/3 for all A € 27‘./2,5,7 S 277

2

oT
sm(A\,7)] > Re s (A, 7) = Re A+ mRer? + Re
o7 ) INT+2A+72)% 47
A
> ¢, (|l + m|r]* + |7||k(2)]) with 2z = =

provided n > 0 is sufficiently small. Now, if |z| < 1, there is some ¢ > 0 such that |k(z)| > c if
Rez > 0 and |z] <1 and we conclude

Ism (X, T)| = ¢ (Il + m|r]* + |7]) if |z| < 1.
On the other hand, if |z| > 1, then |A| > |7|? and therefore
lsm(A, T)| > ¢y (|)\| + m|7’|2 + |TD for all A € ¥, /5_5,|A| > wo, 7 € Xy

uniformly in m € [0,1] if > 0 is sufficiently small.
Next we consider A € Y, /245 \ Xr/2—5 for 6 > 0 sufficiently small. To this end we note that,
since Rek(z) > 0if Rez > 0 and k(2) —.cx,,|z|—»00 0 for every ¥ € [0, 7), we have that

K :={k(z):2€%,/24y} C{z €C:Rez >0}
if 7 > 0 is sufficiently small. Moreover, K is compact. Therefore, there is some § > 0 such that
K C ¥/ 35
Moreover, it is easy to prove that there is some Cs > 0 such that
|z| + |w| < Cs|z + w| forall z € ¥ /945 \ Xrj2—s,w € s
provided that ¢ € (0,7/4). Hence

[$rm (A, T)] 5 (|)\| + |mr? + ork(z)|)

>c
> ¢5 (|]A| + mRe(r?) + o Re(7k(2)))
> ¢5 (IAl +ml|7?| + ol7]k(2)])
and with the same arguments as before

[sm(\ 7| = es (Al +ml?| + |7])

for all A € X7 /9046 \ Xr/2—5, |A| > wo, 7 € ¥, uniformly in m € [0,1] if > 0 is sufficiently small.
This finishes the proof. O

1
Now we can proceed as in [306] Section 8.3.3]. Let D2 = (—Aw/)% be the Fourier multiplication
1

operator with symbol |¢], ¢ € R41. Then D7 possesses an R-bounded functional calculus in
21
q

W, “(R471), for any 1 < q < co. Therefore

Sl

(A + DZ +mDy)s= (A, DZ)
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is R-bounded and possesses a bounded H>-calculus on ¥ /54, \ B, (0) for some n > 0 and any
wp > 0, which is also uniformly bounded in m € [0, 1]. Hence the operator-valued H>°-calculus of
G =8 +w on oH}(0,00; K4(R¥1)) for w > 0, s,7 € R and K = H,W yields that

(0 +w+ Di +mDy)s! (9 +w, Dit) € L (0Hy (0, 00 Ko(R1)))

1
is uniformly bounded in m € [0, 1] for any s, € R. Hence we obtain for h = s;,}(\, D3 )b and b € E
that h solves (7.23)) and satisfies

lwhlle + 10chlle + IVarhlle +m|IVEAlE < Crapliblle

uniformly in m € [0, 1], where E := Lq(O,oo;Wjia(]Rdfl)) or E := gHJ(0,00; LY(R41)), k= 0,1.

1
By real interpolation we obtain that the same is true for b € E = OW;_E(O, oo; L4(R471)). This
shows existence of a solution as in Theorem satisfying uniformly in m € [0, 1], where the
existence of (v,p) and the corresponding estimates follow from [36, Corollary 8.3.3]. Uniqueness
can be shown by a standard duality argument. Hence Theorem is proved.

7.3 Proof of Theorem [7.1]

First we assume that Iy = T is independent of ¢ € [0,7;]. In this case one proves the result
by the same localization and perturbation argument and reduction to semi-homogeneous data as
in [36, Section 8.2] using the result for a flat interface due to Theorem The only difference
is related to the new term “mArh” in the evolution equation for h. These extra-terms can be

controlled by m/||hl| a1 (uniformly in m € [0,1]), while all other terms can be controlled
La(0,To;Wy )
by ||| s_1 as in the case m = 0. Here we note that in the proof one can reduce to hy =0
La(0,To;Wy )

1 1

by subtracting some h € L4(0, Tp; W;_E () "W} (0, To; W;_E (T)) from h, which exists because of

L) = ). W,

1

dis) N,

since 1 — %, 1-— % ¢ 7 due to ¢ > d + 2 > 3 and by the trace method for real interpolation spaces.
Now, if Ty, t € [0, Tp], are smoothly evolving interfaces as before, we fix an arbitrary to € [0, Tp]

and define J;, := [max(to — 8,0), min(Ty, to + 6)] for § > 0 and X: Q x J,, — Q x Jy, by X (z,t) =

(Xe(X; ' (@), t) for all z € Q, t € Jy,. Then (7.8)-(7.13) with J, instead of [0, 7y] is equivalent to

a system of the form

vt — AVt + Vpt =f + K¢ in QF x J;,, (7.25)
divvt =g+ K, in QF x Jy,, (7.26)

—[[2Dvi — p*Inr, = oA, hnr, +a+ K, on I'yy X Jy, (7.27)
[vE] =0 on Iy, x Jy,, (7.28)

Oth =nr, -v+mAr, h+b+ Ky on I'yy x Jyy, (7.29)

Vo lan =0 on 0 x Jy,, (7.30)

where (K¢, K, Ka, Kp) depend linearly on (v, p*, h) and

Kl (gg5za00)) T [ EgllLacr,;wi@r.,) + HKbHLq(J W)
tor¥Vq 0

I Kall 4o x4 2=}
Wy T (Jtg;L9(Te))NLA(Jrg; Wy @ (Thg))

< C(6) (”VHqu(JtO;Lq(Q)) + IVllzagr, s wz@riy)) T 1PILacn,:wa@\r.,))
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+ 11 + _1 + ||h 1
qal W 21 (Jig3L9(Tsy) H[[p]]HLq(Jto?W: “(Tey)) | HL“(JtoSWS ?(Ttg))
] gl ey ),
qu(Jto; q (fo)) Lq(Jto?Wq q(Fto))
where
{fiI:ViOX‘QtiO, pt = iof(bi, h:zhojﬂpto,

fi=foX, g:=goX, a:=aoXlr,, b:=boX|r,

and C(6) — 0 as § — 0 since X — I in C’k(Qi x Jy,) as 6 — 0 for any k € N. Hence by a standard
Neumann series argument (7-25)-(7-30) together with V|,_; = vooX (-, ). hl,_z, = hoo X (-, 0)|r;

to := max(0,ty — ), possesses a unique solution (v*, T, h) for every (f,g,a,b,vg, ho) as in Theo-
rem with [0, Tp] replaced by J;, and the initial time 0 replaced by y = max(0,tq — &) provided
§ = 6(tg) > 0 is sufficiently small. Transforming back, this yields a unique solution (v*,p*,h) of
(7.8)-(7.13)) together with V|,—max(0,tc—6) = V0, Ali=max(0,tc—s) = ho for every (f,g,a,b,vo, hg) as
in Theorem with [0, Tp] replaced by J;, and the initial time 0 replaced by #y. Moreover, the
Neumann series argument also shows that with the same replacements as before holds true
uniformly in m € [0, 1].

Since {(to — 6(t0),to + (t0)) : to € [0,Tp]} is an open covering of [0, Tp], there are finitely many
0=ty <ti <...<ty <Tpand 6; > 0 such that [0,Tp] = UN J¢; and we can solve —

f )

on Ji; = [max(0,t; — 0), min(t; + 6, Tp)] together with V|,—max(0,t,~s,) = V0, Pli=max 0 t _s. = ho
uniquely as before. Hence we can solve . - by solving successwely . on Jt ,
J =0,..., N with initial values (vo, ho), (V|t=¢t,_,,hlt=¢,_,) for j = 2,..., N. Finally, sm
holds true uniformly in m € [0,1] on the intervals J;,, j = 0,..., N, one also obtains (7.15) on

[0, Tp] uniformly in m € [0, 1].

7.4 [Existence of Solutions for the Transformed System

The idea of the proof is to represent I'}"* from the solution of (| . for every t € 10,Tp] as a
graph over Ty, where Ty, t € [0, Tp], is from the smooth solution of (1. .l and to transform
(71)-(77) to a corresponding perturbed system in QF, t € [0,Ty] with the ald of the Hanzawa-
Transformation associated to I';. To this end let us denote

[(30) = {x € R : |dp, (x)] < 36},  t€0,Ty,
where
dist(z, T if QF
dr () = is -(a:, t) itx e Qf,
—dist(z,T;) else
is the signed distance to I';. Since (I't)¢¢[o,7;,] are smoothly evolving, compact, and [0, Tp] is compact,
there is some 6 > 0 such that for every x € T'4(30), t € [0,Tp] there is a unique closest point
Pr,(z) €Ty and
r(36):= |J Tu30) x {t} > (z,t) = (dr,, Pr,) € R
te[0,To)
is smooth. Moreover, we choose ¢ > 0 so small that I'(36) C Q x [0, Tp].
Furthermore, for a given continuous “height function” h: I' — R let
0p: T = R": z— x+ h(x,t)nr,(z).

Here I is defined as in (1.3). Then 6}, is injective provided that ||h||cory < d. Moreover, we define
the Hanzawa transformation associated to I' as

Onlx,t) =z + x(dr, (x)/0)h(Fr, (x), t)nr, (Pr, (), (7.31)
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where x € C*°(R) such that x(s) =1 for |s| < 2§ and x(s) = 0 for |s| > 2 as well as |x'(s)| < 4 for
all s € R, and [|h[|cory < 6. Then O (.,t): Q@ — Q is a smooth diffeomorphism for every ¢ € [0, Tp],
cf. e.g. [36, Chapter 1, Section 3.2]. Hence for any h: I' — R that is continuously differentiable with
|hllcory < 6 we have that (T'})iejo,r] = (0 (T¢,t))sefo,1) is an oriented, compact evolving C'*-
manifold, such that T} is a C2-manifold for every t € [0, Tp] if h(-,t): [y — R is twice continuously
differentiable.

In the following we look for a solution of (7.I)-(7.7) such that I'}* = I'} for all ¢ € [0,Tp] a
sufficiently regular h: I' — R with [|h||cory < 0. Then (v, pk, (I7)sep0,1)) solves (7.1)-(7.7) if
and only if

vi(x,t) = vi(@h(x,t),t), pi(x,t) = pi(@h(x,t),t) for x € Qf,t € [0, To],
h(z,t) := hy(Pr, (0n(x, 1)), t) for z € Ty, t € [0, Ty]

solves the transformed system

ovE — AvF + Vpt = ot (h; D) (vE, pT) (7.32)
+ 8,0, - VpvE —vE .V, vE in QF,
divvt = tr((I — A(h))VvE) = g(h)vE  in QF, (7.33)
[v]=0 on I, (7.34)
[2Dv* — p*Inr, = t(h; D) (v,p) + oK (h)npy 06 on T, (7.35)
Vi‘ag =0 on 082 X (O,To), (736)
Ofh —nr, -v=mK(h) + (npy o0 —nr,)-v onl, (7.37)
V]i—o = Vo on QF, (7.38)
where
a*(h; D,)(vE, pt) = divy (VyvE) — AvE +(V — V,,)p™,
Vi=AMV, divyu=tr(Vyu), A(h)=D.0,",
t(h,D,)(v,p) = [(nr, — 1) - 2uEDv — pI) + 2ny, - sym(Vv — V,v)],
A(h)nro h
np |A(h)l’l[‘0‘7 ( ) rp o U
For the following fixed-point argument we introduce the solution space
Em(To) = El(To) X EQ(T(]) X Eg(To) X ]E4 m(TO)
E(To) = El(To) X EQ(T()) X Eg(To) X ]E4(T0)
Ei(To) == oW, (0, T07 L)) N LU0, To; W7 (Q\ Ty))?,
Ea(To) := (0 To; Wy (2\ T0)),
1_ 1—1
E3(Tp) := oW¢q % (0,Tp; LY(T4)) N LU0, To; Wy “(T4)),
2— L 21 41
Eym(To) := Wy 27(0,Tp; LY(Ty)) N Oqu(O,TO; Wy (Ty)) N LI0,To; Wy “(Ty)),
2— L 91 3_1
E4(To) == Wq ™ (0,To; L9(T'y)) oW, (0,To; Wy * (D)) N LU0, To; Wy * (Ty)),
where Ey ,,,(To) is normed by
h = |h +mllh 1 +ml|h] ,_1 +m|hl= _3
Wil 2oy = Wllzacroy Fomllfl | oot gy Al gy (0,To;W2(T) N
1Plles o) == NIRIl 22 + 1Al S Ll a1 hli=oll s-s
Wq 9(0,To;La(Ty)) W2(0,To; Wy ?(T4)) La(0,To;Wq 7 (Ty) Wy 4 (To)
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and E,(Tp), Eo(Tp) are normed in a standard manner. We note that in comparison to [2§] the
conditions w|t—g = 0, h|t=o = 0 are already included in the definition of E,,(Ty). Moreover, we
define the space for the right-hand side as

F(To) = Fl (To) X FQ(To) X Fg(To) X F4(T0)
Fy (o) := L9(0, To; L))", Fa(Tp) = LU0, To; Wy (2 \ T1)) N W, (0, T; W, (),
Fy(Th) i= W2 28 (0, Ty: LUT)) N L0, Ts W~ (Ty),
Fa(Ty) = Wy (0, Tp; LA(T0)) N L0, T: Wy 7 (Iy))

normed in the standard manner.

Then (7.32))-(7.37) can be written as
Lz+mLz = N(z) +mN(z), (7.39)
for z = (v, p, [p], h) € E(To) with ||h]|cory < &, where

Lz = (L1(v,p), Lov, Ls(v,m, h), Ly(v, h)),
N(Z) = (Nl(vap)7N2(V’h)7N3(V’777h)aN4(V7h))

for z = (v,p,m, h) with ||h][coy < J are defined as in [28] Section 4]. More precisely,

Li(v,p) := 0w — Av + Vp,
Lov :=divv,
Ls(v,p, h) := —[2Dv*]np, — mnr, — (Ar,h)nr,
Ly(v,h) =0 h—nr, -v+vqy-Vp,h

and

Ni(v,p, h) := F(h,v)Vv 4+ My(h) : V*v 4+ M (h)Vp, Na(v,h):= M;(h): Vv,
N3(v,h) == G-(h)VV + (G,(h)VV + G, (h))nr,
N4(V, h) = ([Mo(h) — I]foh) -V + (V — Vo) . thh,

where F,My,..., M, are defined as in [28 Section 2], with the only difference that the time-

independent reference surface ¥ is replaced by the smoothly evolving reference surface I'y, t € [0, To]
and O:h is replaced by 0f h. Moreover,

EZ = (07 Oa Oa Art h)7
Nz =(0,0,0,K(h) — Ar,h)
for z = (v,p,m, h). Let us note that
LZQ = N(ZO),
for zo = (vo, po,0), where vo|gr = vg[, Dolax = p§ is the solution of the limit system —.
Therefore ([7.39) is equivalent to
Lypw := Lw +mLw — DN (z)w (7.40)
= N(w + 29) — N(20) — DN (z0)w + mN (w + 20) =: Ny (w)
for w = (u, 7, [7],h) with u=v — vy, 7 = p — po, where
(DM, (0)h) : Vvo

(DG, (0)h)Vvo + (DG, (0)h)Vvo)nr,
0

DN (zp)w =
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since Lzg = 0, Mo(0) = I, M;(0) = 0 for j = 1,...,4, G-(0) = G,(0) = G,(0) = 0, and
DG, (0)h = o(DHr,(0) — DHr,(0))h = 0. Hence DN (z9) is a linear operator of lower order with

respect to w compared to L +mL.
As in [28] Proposition 3] we have:

Proposition 7.4. Let ¢ > d+2. Then N € C*(U,F(T)) and N € C* U, F(T)), where
U:={(a,m,r,h) € E(T) : [|hllg,r)y <70}, Um =UNE,(T)
for g > 0 sufficiently small. Moreover, for every r1 € (0,7¢) there is some C > 0 such that
MmN (w1) — mN (w2)||z(ry < CR[lwi — w2llg,, (1) (7.41)
for all wi,wy € Uy, with ||wjl|g,, vy < R, j =1,2, where R € (0,71].

Proof. The statement for N is proved in the same way as in [28, Proposition 3|, where the only
difference is that the reference surface is time-dependent. But because of the compactness of [0, Tp]
all relevant norms are uniformly controlled. For the statement on N we use the quasilinear structure
of K(h), i.e.,

K(h) = Co(h) : VE, h+Cy(h),

where C;(h) depend only on h and Vr,h and are analytic in (h, Vp,h) (pointwise), cf. e.g. [36]
Section 2.2.5]. Moreover, due to [34, Lemma 6.1] F4(Tp) is a Banach algebra and m||VE, hllg,(z,) <
C|lwl|g,, (1) uniformly in m € (0,1]. From this N € C*(U,,,F(1p)) easily follows and one obtains
(]E in a straight forward manner. O

The central technical results are:

Proposition 7.5. Let rq be as in Proposition . There are some Cn > 0, Ry € (0,79) such that
for every R € (0, Ry], m € (0,1] we have

[N (w1) = Non(w2) lr(ry) < ONR|lwr — wallg,, (1) (7.42)
for all wy,wy € By, (To) with |wj||g,, (ry) < R forj =1,2.
Proof. Let Ry € (0,1] be at least so small that Ry < rg. Then by the definition of A,

Nm(wl) — Nm(wg) :N(w1 + Zo) — N(’LUQ + Zo) — DN(ZO)(U}l — w2)
+m (N(wy + 20) — N (w2 + 20))

for all w; € U, j = 1,2. Now using the power series expansion for N(w; + z0) and N(w; + zp), we
obtain for Ry sufficiently small

[N (w1) = Non (w2) 5y < Cllwr = w2,y + CRllwi — wslg,, (1)
< CR|jw1 — wsl[g,, (1)
for all w; € Uy, with [Jwjllg, () < R, j=1,2. O

Proposition 7.6. Let L, be defined as in (7.40). Then there are some my € (0,1], C, > 0 such
that Lo, : Ep(To) — F(To) is invertible and

Hﬁ;zl||£(]F(To),IEm,(To)) <Cp for all m € (07m1].

Proof. First of all L +mL: E,,(T) — F(T) is invertible for all m € (0,m1], my € (0, 1] sufficiently
small, and all T € (0, Tp] because of Theorem Moreover, there is some C7 > 0 such that

(L +mL) " crery oy < CL for all m € (0,my] and T € (0, Tp).
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Using

21 1 21
Ea(T) = oW, (0, T3 Wy *(T) N W0, T3 W, (Ty)) = C* ([0, T); Wy * (Ty))
uniformly in T € (0, Tp] for some r > g and the smoothness of vy one can show
[vo- VW +w - Vvg + (DM (0)h + DM3(0)h + DM35(0)R) Vol La(ax (0,1))

1 1
< CT7 || oot S C'Ta||h|g, (1)
Loo(0,TsW, 4 (T4))

and
I(DMy(0)R) : VVo||pacry < CIDMi(0)R) : Vvollwiyx(o.ry < CT " [[hllgy(r),
1(DG+(0)h)Vvo + (DG, (0)h)Vvo)nr, [, (1) < CT*|[hl|e, (1)
uniformly in T € (0,Tp] and h € E4(T) for some « > 0 by straightforward estimates. Hence
IDN (20)(L +mL) ™| crery) < CT* for all m € (0,m;] and T € (0, To)
for some o > 0. Hence by a Neumann series argument L, is invertible and
Lo ewery oy < CL for all m € (0, m4]

provided that T € (0, 7] for some T} > 0 sufficiently small. Finally, the invertibility of £,, and the
uniform estimate on the time interval (0, Tp) can be shown by the same arguments as in the end of the
proof of Theorem by dividing (0,Tp) in finitely many intervals (0,71), (T1,T2),...,(Tn-1,TN)
of length less than T, and solving the system iteratively on the intervals. O

Now let -
Rm = 2mcL||N(ZO)||]I<‘(T)

and choose mg € (0, m1] so small that

1
CLCN(RmO +m0) S 5 and Rmo S Ro.
Then we have for every m € (0,mq]
_ 1
125" (No(w1) = Non (w2)) ||k, (1) < CLON (R + m)|Jwr — wallg,, (1) < §||w1 — w2k, (1)

for all wy, wy € B, (T) with ||wj|g,, (1) < Rm for j = 1,2 and
L5 N (W) g, (1) < 165" Non(w) = Nin (0)) [l 1) + CLINm (0) i, )
< RTm +mCr|N(z0)|lrr) < R
for all w € Ep,(T) with |Jwl|g,, (r) < Rm. Hence L' N, is a contraction on Bg, (0) in E,,(T) for
all m € (0, mg] and we obtain for every m € (0,mg] a unique w,, € Bg,, (0) such that
W = L (N ppwn). (7.43)
In summary we obtain

Theorem 7.7. There is some mg > 0 such that for every m € (0,mg] the transformed system

(7.32)-(7.38) possesses a solution (v,p,[p],h) € En(To), which satisfies
(v = vo,p = po, [p — poll, M)k, (1) < Cm

for some C' > 0 independent of m € (0, mg).

35



Transforming back with ©, ! finally yields a solution (v, pi, (') eeqo,mo)) of (7.1)-(7.7).

Remark 7.8. Since Ey.n(Tp) — C°([0,Tp]; C%(T:)) uniformly in m € (0,1), one can show in a
straight forward manner that there are my € (0,mg] and § > 0 such that the signed distance function
dry and the orthogonal projection Prm on I'y for every t € [0,Ty] are well-defined and smooth in
'™ (26) = {(z,t) € Q@ x [0, Tp] : |dist(z,T'}")| < 26} for every m € (0,mq]. Moreover,

'™ (26) CT'(35) for all m € (0,my]

and 6 > 0 can be chosen (as before) such that the signed distance function dr, and the orthogonal
projection Pr, on Ty for every t € [0,Ty] are smooth in T'(36).

7.5 Uniform Regularity

The goal of this section is to prove:

Theorem 7.9. Let ¢ > d + 5. There is some mg > 0 such that for every m € (0,mg] (7.1)-
([7.6) possesses a solution (Vi pE T™) with T™ C I'(d), drp € CiclncYc? in T(5) and v, €
L0, T; WHQ)4) N L9(0, T; W2(Q\T7) "\WE(0, T; LE(Q)) and V, Vv, € L(2%(0,T)), Vepp €
L0, T; W, (2\ T't)) with uniformly bounded norms with respect to m € (0, mo.

Proof. We use the so-called parameter-trick to obtain that the tangential derivative of the solution
belongs locally to the same function space as the solution itself (together with uniform bounds). To
this end we follow the arguments in [36, Section 9.4.2] with modifications to our time dependent
reference manifold T'. Let (to, o) € I' be arbitrary and X : Qx Jy, — Q with X (2,t) = X, (X, ' (z))
for all z € Q, t € Jy, := [max(to — §,0), min(Tp, to + )] as in Section [7.3] Moreover, let ¢: B3r(0) C
R41 — RY be a local parametrization of I'y, with ¢(0) = x¢. Furthermore, for t € Jy, let
é¢: B3g(0) x (—260,280) — R? be defined by

d)t(S?p) = X((,D(S),t) + par, for all (Svp) € B3R(O) X (_2607260)

Then Pr,(¢:(s,p)) = X(p(s),t). We define the truncated shift 7¢: Jyy x Bagr(0) x (—280,280) —
Bsg(0) x (=200, 240)

T§<t7 Sap) = (S + fn(t)XO(S)CO(P)aP) for all (ta87p) € Jto X BSR(O) X (_2607260)a
where £ € B,(0) C RN 0 < r < R, xo € Cg°(RY™") with 0 < xo < 1, suppxo C Bar(0)

and xo(s) = 1if |s| < R, (o € C§°(R) with supp ¢y € [—56/2,56/2] and (o(p) = 1 if |p| < 260,
n € CP(R) with n(t) = 0if t € [to — /2,0 + /2] and suppn C (tg — d,to + 6). Finally, we define

Te(t,x) = ¢o(e(t, 6 (2))) for all (t,2) € U= [ {t} x Uy, Uy = oy (Bsr(0) x (=22, %52)).

teJy,

and T¢(t,x) = (t,x) for allt € Jy, x € Q\ Uy and t € [0,T]\ Jy,, x € Q. Note that Pr,(7T¢(t,z)) =
Te(t, Pr,(x)) for all x € Uy, t € Jy, and therefore

ho(id, Pr) o T¢(t,z) = h(t, Pr,(T¢(t,x))) = (h(t,-) o 7¢) o (id, Pr.)(t, z)
for all (t,x) € U and thus
On(Te(t, ), t) = Opofid,r) (v, 1) for all (t,2) € U
since dr, o T¢(t,-) = dr, on Uy and x o (dr,/d) = 0 on I'(25) \ U, for all t € J;,.

Altogether we observe that for r > 0 sufficiently small 7¢(¢,-): Q — Q is a smooth diffeomor-
phism, which depends smoothly on ¢ € B,.(0) and t € [0,7]. We denote by T¢: E,,,(T) — E,,,(T)
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the operator obtained by pointwise composition with 7¢. Let G,,: Br(0) C E,,(T) — Bgr(0) with
Gm(w) :==w — L Y(N,w) and w,, be as in (7.43). Then

0 = TeGrm(w) = TeG (T ' Tewy,) — for all § € By(0).
Therefore we define G,,,: B,.(0) x Bg(0) C R4~ x E,,(T) — E,, by
G (&, w) 1= TeGon (T M w).

Then as in [36] Section 9.4.2] one observes that Gy, is continuously differentiable and d¢; G, (0, wy,) €
E,.(T) is bounded with respect to m € (0, 1]. Furthermore wy, ¢ := T¢wy, solves

Gm (& wme) =0 for all £ € B.(€).

In particular, G, (0, w,,) = 0 and
DG (0, W) = DG (W) = I — L' DNy () : By (T) — By (T)

is invertible since || £.' DNy (W) 2@, (1)) < 5 due to Propositionfor m € (0,mq] with m; >0
sufficiently small as before. Furthermore, ||[DGp,(wm) ||z, (r)) < 2 uniformly in m € (0,mq].

m

Now the Implicit Function Theorem yields that, if r > 0 is sufficiently small, there are some 7’ > 0
and continuously differentiable ®,,: B,.(0) — B, (wy,) C E,,(T) such that B, (w,,) € Br(0) and

1. Gon(€, @1 (€)) = 0 for all € € B,(0).
2. If G;n(&,u) =0 for some u € Br(0) CE,,,(T) and £ € B,(0), then u = ®,,,(8).

Hence @,,(§) = wy, ¢ for all £ € B,.(0). To obtain uniform boundedness of J¢; Wy, ¢[¢=0 We use that
a&jwﬂhdfzo = _Dwgm(oywm)_laﬁjgm(ovwm) = _DGm(wm)_laﬁjgm(vam)a

where O¢, G (0, wy,) € Ep(T) and Dy Gy, (wy,) ! are uniformly bounded in m € (0,m4] by the
same observations before. Since J¢;u o T¢|¢=o = Or;u in a neighborhood of z¢, where 7;(x) =

apj)z(go(p),t), j=1,....,d -1, (with x = ¢¢(p,q)) form a basis of T,I';, the statement of the
theorem follows. O
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