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RENORMALIZED ENERGY FOR DISLOCATIONS IN QUASI-CRYSTALS

LEI WU

ABSTRACT. Anti-plane shear deformations of a hexagonal quasi-crystal with multiple screw dislocations are
considered. Using a variational formulation, the elastic equilibrium is characterized via limit of minimizers
of a core-regularized energy functional. A sharp estimate of the asymptotic energy when the core radius
tends to zero is obtained using higher-order I'-convergence. Also, the interaction between dislocations and
the Peach-Kohler force at each dislocation are analyzed.

Keywords: dislocation; renormalized energy; I'-convergence.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Problem Settings. Quasi-crystals were introduced in 1982 by Shechtman(see [17]) as a kind of non-
crystalline condensed matter state. In contrast with crystals with periodic atomic arrangement, quasi-crystals
only exhibit quasi-periodicity, i.e. they have perfect long-range order (like mirror symmetry) but no three-
dimensional periodicity.

Unlike many other amorphous solids, quasi-crystals have similar elastic properties to these of crystals.
More importantly, based on the Landau density wave theory(see [9]), quasi-crystals can be described as a
projection of higher-dimensional crystals into a lower-dimensional space. This requires two displacement
fields 4 and 0 defined in the physical domain of the quasi-crystal, where # is a phonon field which is similar
to the displacement field in crystals and @ is an extra phase field. Also, we may define the strain and stress
tensors in phonon space and phase space.

To be precise, we consider anti-plane shear deformations of a one-dimensional hexagonal quasi-crystal (see
[5], [6], [7], [8], [9], [14]). Given an elastic body = = Q x R, where 2 C R? is simply-connected, bounded and
open, with Lipschitz 02, we denote the phonon deformation as

@ (z,y,2) = (2,9, 2 +u(@,y)),
and the phase deformation as
U (z,y,2) = (2,9, 2 + w(z,y)),

for some functions u, w : 2 — R. This allows us to reduce the three-dimensional problem to a two-dimensional
setting. Hence, the phonon strain tensor is defined as

0 0 O
U:=v0,0,u)=| 0 0 0|, (1.1)
ou ou
Jor Oy
which can be symmetrized as
10u
0 0 ——
2 0x
N U+UT 10u
= —— 0 0 ~
U: 5 20y |
Lou 10w
20x 20y
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and the non-symmetric phase strain tensor is defined as

0 0 0
W = V(0,0,w) = 0 0 0. (1.2)
o ow
or 0Oy

The relations (1.1) and (1.2) hold for a quasi-crystal when dislocations are absent. If dislocations are taken
into consideration, then the strain tensor is singular at the site of the dislocations, and in particular it is a line
singularity for a screw dislocation. Dislocations are one-dimensional defects in a crystalline-type material,
whose presence may greatly affect the elastic and other properties (see [11] and [15]). Dislocation lines of
quasi-crystals were observed in experiments soon after Shechtman’s discover (see [1], [12], [13], [14]).

In a quasi-crystal undergoing a shear deformation, a screw dislocation may be described by a position
(z,y) € Q and a Burger’s vector b= bé,. Here €, denotes the unit vector in the z direction and b, the Burger’s
modulus, represents the magnitude of the dislocation. The presence of dislocation yields a singularity at
position (z,y) and thus strain tensors fail to be the gradients of smooth displacement fields, i.e. (1.1) and
(1.2) do not hold any more.

To be precise, consider N dislocations at d: = (z;,y;) for : = 1,2,..., N, with Burger’s vector for the
phonon field given by b%, = bi&. and for the phase field given by b, = bi,&.. The strain tensors U and W
now satisfy

which is equivalent to

bz:/ U - tds, be: W - tds,
Ei ei

where /; is any counterclockwise loop that surrounds d; and no other dislocation points, t is the tangent

of ¢; and ds is the line differential. Similarly, we can still define the symmetrized phonon strain tensor
g U+ U’

2
Denote the phonon stress tensor as o and the phase stress tensor as p, which are 3 x 3 matrices in principle.
For the convenience of computation, we may straighten o, p, U and W to column vectors with 9 components.
Then the generalized Hooke’s law (see [9]) reads as

()-( &) (8

where C, R, K are 9 x 9 matrices such that <

R
RT K ) is positive definite and depends on the species of

the quasi-crystal. The equilibrium equations are
V-0=0, V-p=0,

where the divergence is performed row by row. Here we use straightened vectors and matrices interchange-
ably. The free energy is

J[U, W] = / 30U, W]dadydz,

vl i) )

We intend to study the structure of the energy associated with this system.

where the energy density § is given by

SU, W)=

N~
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1.2. Problem Simplification. Since U and W are sparse matrices, we can reduce the 18-variable problem
to a 4-variable problem (see [9]). In particular, for N dislocation points at d;, i = 1,2,..., N, with Burger’s

vectors for the phonon field given by l_)Z and for the phase field given by bi , it suffices to consider % =

(U, %y) and # = (W, W) satistying

()= £) ()

VXU= bz, VxW#=> bz,
=1 =1

V-cg=0, V.-p=0,

where 0 = (04,0y), p = (pa, py) are vectors with 2 components, and C, R, K are 2 x 2 matrices, C and K are

w

(1.3)

- Ofy O > 0 Ofx .
symmetric and positive definite, V - f := i + ﬁ and V x f:= ﬁ — / . Roughly speaking, % plays
Or dy ox Jy
ou 0O ow 0
the role of —u, 94 and ¥ plays the role of —w, 2% . Here we omit the symmetrization procedure of
oz’ dy ox’ dy

Z since it can be directly incorporated into Hooke’s law, and we do not change the notation for o, p, C, R,
K. The free energy is

Jw, V) .= /QS[%,W]d:zrdy,

(5 1)(E)

In a hexagonal quasi-crystal (see [9]), we may further simplify the Hooke’s law as

c 0 . (R O K 0
C: y R:R - ) IC: )
0 C 0 R 0 K

for some constants C, R, K with

with density

SU, W) =

DN | =

C,K >0and CK > R?, (1.4)

C R

i.e. the matrix T
Rt K

) is positive definite. Also, the free energy density reduces to

S, v = %<C|%|Q+K|W|Q+2R(%-W)>. (1.5)

1.3. Core Regularization. It is well-known that in a neighborhood of a dislocation point, the free energy
blows up (see [7] and [8]). Similar to the techniques in [6] and [8] for crystals, we consider a variational

formulation by removing a core BE(CZ;) = {cfz (z,y) : d—dj| < e} around each dislocation, and we consider

the minimization problem

min T, W\ daxdy, 1.6
. Qé[ Jdady (1.6)

N
where Q. := Q\( U Be(cfz)) and the admissible set is defined by
i=1

Hg_{(u,an):u,aneﬁmé), Vxd=0,VxW=0 in Q,

/ 8- tds = b, / W - tds = b, i_1,2,...,N},
9B (d;) 9B (d;)

where ¢ is the unit tangent vector at 0B (dz) Here 40 - ¢t and 20 - ¢ are the tangential traces of Y and 20,
which are well-defined in the L? curl-free space(see [7] and [8]).
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Assume that the solution to the above minimization problem admits a unique solution as (%, #¢). Our
goal is to study the behavior of (%, #:) and of the free energy

J|Ue, W) = | U, W]dzdy,

Qe
as € — 0.

1.4. Main Theorem. We intend to use I'-convergence to analyze the minimizer and energy structure.
Define the functional J.* : L2(Q2) x L?(Q) — [0, 0] by

1
/ 5 (C |Ue|® + K |20.)% + 2R (4. - m)) dady

€

4, 2,
if (4, 2,) = 7
( ) <|1n<e>|1/2 lIn(e)['/?
oo otherwise in L2(2) x L2(€).

JO 4,20 ==

) for some (216,9176) € H,

Theorem 1.1. (Compactness)(see Section 3.1) Assume that (1.4) holds and (8, 20.) € L?(Q) x L*(Q)
satisfy

sup JO[U,, 20, < Co.
e>0

Then there exists vy, v, € HY(Q) such that up to the extraction of subsequence (non-relabelled),
(1o e, 10.20.) — (Vou, Vuy,) in weak — L? ase — 0.
With compactness theorem in hand, we can show the zeroth-order I'-convergence.
Theorem 1.2. (0"-Order I'-Convergence )(see Section 3.2) Assume that (1.4) holds. Define the functional
I L2(Q) x L2(Q) — [0, 00] as

1 C(b:)? + K (b))% + 2R(b:) (b
/ —(C’|Vvu|2 + K |V, > + 2R(Vu, - va)) —I—Z (i) + Kby, ) + 2R(b) (0)
Q2 = 47

if (U,20) = (Vuy, V:w) for some wy,,v, € HY(Q),
00 otherwise in L*(Q) x L?(1).

JEO [, 20) =

Then
(1) For any sequence of pairs (Ue,20.) € L3(Q) x L3(Q) such that (84, 20) — (84,20) in weak-L?(£2),
we have lim inf._,q Je(o) [LUe, 2] > Jéo) [VUy, V.
(2) There exists a sequence of pairs (8e,20.) € L2(Q) x L3(Q) such that (U, ) — (U, 20) in weak-
L?(Q2), we have limsup,_,, I [Ue,25,] < Jéo) [Voy, Vo],
which means
T8, 20.] — 57 4L, 20],
in the sense of T'-convergence in weak-L*(Q)

T'-convergence naturally yields the convergence of minimum of energy functionals.

Corollary 1.3. (Core Energy)(see Section 3.2) Assume that (1.4) holds. We have

bi)? + K (b)) + 2R(bS) (b
inf J(§0>[u,gn]:§:c( W)+ K (b,)° +2R(0,) ()
U0

, 4
1=1

Assume (%!, W) is the minimizer of I then we have
JE(O) [%’7 Wel] = Ep +o(1),

where the rescaled leading-order energy

N i i i\ (Bi

L . (1.7)
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The zeroth-order I'-convergence result tells us the asymptotic behavior of leading-order free energy. How-
ever, the rescaling in JO suppress O(1) term in the energy. As [3] revealed, more detailed information can

be discovered when we get rid of the rescaling and go to first-order I'-convergence. Define the functional
JY U L2(Q) x L2(Q) = [0, 00] as

J.ale

oo otherwise in L%(Q) x L3(9).

~ 12 ~
e +K]m

2 ~ ~
+ 2R(Sl, - m)) drdy — |In(e)| inf JSV 81, 20]

J {ﬂé,ﬂhe} = if (4, ,) € H,

Theorem 1.4. ( 15¢-Order T'-Convergence )(see Section 3.3) Assume that (1.4) holds. Define the functional
IS L2(Q) x L2(Q) — [0,00] as

N N
Esclf + Eint + Eclastic Zf (g; QNH) - (Vvu + Z %i; V’Uw + Z Wl) 3

Jél)[fl, Q] = i=1 i=1
for some (vy,vy) € HY(Q),
00 otherwise in L?(2) x L?(),
where
al 1
Byt == Z/ —(C % + K| Wi|* + 2R(% - %))dwdy
= Jas,.(@) 2
(C(b,)? + K (by,)? + 2R(b,) (b))
+ ; yym In(r),
N-1 N
Eing = Z/ <C(%-%)+K(%—-%—)+R(%-%HR(%-%)),
i=1 j=3 7§
N
Eelastic := J[Vou, V| + Z/ <vu(0% + RY;) + v (KH#; + R%)) - nds.
— Jon
Then

(1) For any sequence of pairs (U, 20.) € L*(Q) x L2(Q) such that (ﬂe,i)he) — (4,20) in weak-L*(Q),
we have liminf._,q Je(l)[}:lé,iﬁe] > Jél)[VUu, A\

(2) There exists a sequence of pairs (e, W) € L2(Q) x L*(Q) such that (ﬂe,‘ﬁ]e) — (4,20) in weak-
L?(Q2), we have limsup,_,, Je(l)[fle,jﬁe] < Jél)[Vvu, Vo,

which means
O 8, 2] — I3 (6, 20
in the sense of T'-convergence in weak-L?(£2).

Similarly, we have a better approximation of energy functionals.

Corollary 1.5. (Renormalized Energy)(see Section 3.3) Assume that (1.4) holds. We have

jnf Jél) [}1, Qh] = Feelr + Fint + Felasti(:a
U0
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where

N
Ft: = Z/ <C|%| + K |[#i? + 2R (% - W))dxdy (1.8)

OB, (d)) 2

N b, i )2 i\ (i

N—-1 N
Fug: = Z/ (C(%-%)+K(%-%)JrR(%-%)JrR(%j-%)),
—_. JQ

N
Felastic :© = J[Vuo, Vwg] + Z/ (uO(C% + RY;) +wo(KW; + R%)) -nds,
—1 Joq
in which (ug,wg) is the minimizer of
Ivy, vyp] = J[Vy, Vo] + Z/ ( (CU + RW;) + v (KH; + R%)) -nds.

Assume (%;’, W;’) € H§ is the minimizer of J€ ), then we have
Jé(l) [@/;/, W;/] = Fsclf + Ent + Fclastic + 0(1)

As corollaries, we can now state a characterization of the structure of minimizer (%, #.) and energy

Je|Ue, We] in (1.6).

Theorem 1.6. (Minimizer Structure)(see Section 3.4) Assume that (1.4) holds. The problem (1.6) admits
a unique solution

%EZZN:%JFV% We:i%‘f'vwe,
where - =
;)_?r (x — ;)2 41- (y — yi)? ( —(y—vi), (z— iCi)>,
Wi_%r(x_xi)z_li_(y_yi)g<—(y—yi)v($—ﬁfi)>,

and (e, w,) is the unique minimizer of

Ie[ue, we] : = Je[Vue, Vwe] + Z /asz
Y L.

i=1 j#i e(Ti,y1)

%:

< (C; —i—RV/)—l—we(KW—i—R%)) -nds
<u5 (C%U; + RW;) + we(KW; + RY; )) - nds,

subject to / uedrdy = 0 and / wedxdy = 0 for some ball B C Q., with n the outward unit normal vector
B B
on 0.
Furthermore, (., W.) converges in weak-L?(Q) as € — 0 to (%, #o) where
N N
Uy =Y Ui+ Vuo,  Wo=Y Wi+ Vuy.
i=1 i=1
and [ug, wo) is the unique minimizer of

N
Io[uo, wo] = J[Vug, Vo] + / (uO(C% + RH;) + wo(KH; + R%)) - nds,
i—1 J o0
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subject to / updzdy =0 and / wodady = 0 for some ball B C €,
B B

Theorem 1.7. (Energy Structure)(see Section 3.4) Assume that (1.4) holds. We have
1
s ) = [ Sl Aty = Eata (—) P+ o(1),
Q. €

where the core energy Fy is defined in (1.7) and the renormalized energy F = Fyeof + Fint + Felastic s defined
in (1.8).

Remark 1.8. The core energy is a leading singular term of O(|In(e)|), which confirms that the free energy
is not finite when dislocations are present. The O(1) term F is usually called the renormalized energy and
is physically meaningful. This type of asymptotic expansion was first derived for Ginzburg-Landau vortices
in [4], and extended to the context of dislocation in [8]. The techniques to prove I'-convergence results were
first introduced in the study of the Ginzburg-Landau vortices (see [2] and [16]).

Note that the renormalized energy is independent of the radius € and thus fully characterizes the energy
structure around dislocations.

As an application of the energy structure, we prove that the interaction energy Fi,; obeys the inverse
logarithmical law of the distance between two dislocations.

Theorem 1.9. (Interaction Energy)(see Section 4.1) Assume that (1.4) holds. We have

N-1 N ; - - -
Cbibi + Kbl bi, + RbLbI, + R bT 1
Foe= > > o= In . +0(1).

i=1 j=i

When multiple dislocations are present, defects interact with themselves by means of the so-called Peach-
Kohler force, which is defined as the negative gradient of renormalized energy F at the dislocation points

(see [10]).
Theorem 1.10. (Peach-Kdéhler force)(see Section 4.2) Assume that (1.4) holds. The Peach-Kohler force

acting at dy is given by

Vi = —/ ) (s[%,%]l—(C%®%+K%®%+R%®%+R%®%)) - nds,
8Bv'(dk)

1 -
forr < 3 ming (dist(dk, 89))
Remark 1.11. The integrand in Theorem 1.10

E_—(5[%,%]1—(O%®%+K%®%+R%®%+R%®%)>.

is usually called the Eshelby stress tensor.

Our paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we present some preliminary results on the minimization
problem (1.6) of J. for fixed €; in Section 3 we derive the zeroth-order and first-order I'-convergence of the
free energy when ¢ — 0 and study the structure of minimizer and energy; Finally, in Section 4 we introduce
two applications of the renormalized energy: the interaction between dislocations and the Peach-K&hler
force.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we consider the minimization problem (1.6) of J, for fixed e.
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2.1. Euler-Lagrange Equation. We start with the equations that minimizer of J. should satisfy and the
uniqueness of minimizer.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that (1.4) holds and (%., #.) is the minimizer of J. in H§(Y). Then it satisfies the

equations

{V-(C%+R%):V-(K%+RT%) = 0 in Q, 1)

CU+RW) n= KWV +R W) n = 0 on 0Q,
where n is the outward normal vector to ONc. Moreover, the solution to (2.1) is unique.

Proof. The free energy density in €2 is given by

oo () ()

1
5 (uTcu + T KW + UTRW + imTRTu) .

(el, 2]

For any (4,20) and (4, 20) in H§, we must have $f — 4 = VP and 20 — 2 = VQ for some P,Q € H'(€,)
due to curl-free condition. Hence, the first-order variation is

J 8+ 6Vp, 20 + 6Vq] — J.[4, 20]
0

= - / (pV-(Cil+RQII)+qV-(ICQII+RTﬂ)>dxdy
Q.

§J (U, W](p,q) = Lim

+ / <p(cu + RAW) - n + (KW + RTY) - n> ds.
0N

Thus, setting §.J[U4, W](p, q) = 0 for any p,q € H(,), we can deduce that the minimizer (%, #.) is a weak
solution of the Euler-Lagrange equations (2.1). o
To prove uniqueness, assume that (%, #;) and (%., #.) are two solutions to (2.1). The difference (f,g) =

(%. — U, We — 7/;) must be curl-free and has zero loop integral around BBe(d:-). Therefore, we must have
(f,g) = (VF,VQ) for some F,G € H'(€,). Since F and G satisfy the equation

/ ((Vp)T(CVF +RVG) + (Vo) (KVG + RTVF)) dxdy = 0,
Q.

C R

T is positive definite, we must have
R K

for any p,q € H'(Q.), taking p = F and ¢ = G, considering (
VF = VG = 0, and the uniqueness follows.

2.2. Estimate and Energy for Single Dislocation. In this section, we further restrict the discussion to
the case in which Q = B,(dy) for constant r >> ¢, with only one dislocation at dy = (z, ) with Burger’s
vector of phonon field as b, and of phase field as b Solving the above Euler-Lagrange equations (2.1), by
a linear combination, we get
V- %=V-%. = 0 in Q,
U.-n=W.-n = 0 on 0f,

in H§(SY). Hence, there exists potential functions Ue(z,y) and We(z,y) such that VU, = %, VW, = #; and
AU. =AW, =0 in Q..

ouU,
Therefore, we are lead to solving Laplace’s equations in an annulus with Neumann boundary o

I
o>
g

oW,
8—6 = 0. This system has a unique solution subject to the normalization conditions / dU.
n dBe(do)
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and / dW. = b,,, and we obtain the explicit solution as
OB.(do)

bu - bw —
Ue = o arctan (M), We = Gy arctan (u) for (z,y) € Q.

s T — X0 s T — Zo

Hence, we have

by, 1
“ T 2 (w—w0) + <y—yo>2<‘ <y‘y0>’<x—f”0>>v (22)
b 1

(- - b)), (23)

© 2w (2 —20)? + (y — o

for (z,y) € ., and we note that these are independent of ¢ and r. Therefore, the minimum free energy can
be obtained explicitly as

J.= [ %, #]dzdy = (C12 + K2 + 2Rbubu)— In <f)
Q. 4.7T €

2.3. Estimate and Energy for Multiple Dislocations. Now we consider the case with multiple dislo-
cations in general domains. For fixed d; = (z;,y;), assume that the single-dislocation solution is (%;, #;).
Based on analysis in Lemma 2.1, we must have

N N
Ue: =" Ui+, Wei=Y Wi+ V.

i—1 i=1
for some uc,w. € H' (). We deduce

N
Je[%,%] = Ie[uéawe] + Z']E[%v%]
N—-1 N -
SN [ (e w)+ k0w + Rt )+ R 1))
Qe

i=1 j=i

where

N
I[ue, we] : = J[Vue, Vwd + Z/ <ué(c% + R + w (KW + R%)) - nds
=199

(ue(C%j + RW;) + we (KW + R%)) -nds.
i=1 j#i 8Be($i,yi)

Therefore, in order to minimize J., it suffices to consider the problem:

(M.): Minimize I[u,t] for u,;0 € H'(Q.) subject to /

udxdy = 0 and / todzdy = 0 for some ball
B

B
B C €, i.e. find the solution of

i I |u, ). 2.4
el el ] (2:4)

This normalization is for the convenience of coercivity and will not affect the minimizing process since
adding a constant to u or w will not affect the value of I.[u, w].
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Lemma 2.2. Assume that (1.4) holds and (ue,w.) is the solution of the minimization problem (2.4) for I..
Then it satisfies the equations

-(KVwe +RTVu,) = 0 in Q,

V- (CVu. + RVw,) =
N
Z W; + Vw,

(C(Z%—FVuE) +R
k=1 k=1

(S
( (ZV/—FVU}E) +RT(Z%+W)
(37 w)
(o))

) = 0 on 09,

on 01,

3
Il
o

k=1 k=1

<C<Z%+Vué> +R( Y Hi+ Ve
J#i

J#

(E:%“+Vw0-+RT

JjFi

3
Il
o

-

> U+ Vu. on dB.(d;).

J#i

3
Il
o

) on OB.(d;),

Moreover, the solution to (2.5) is unique.

Proof. This follows a standard argument via first-order variation. Letting

. u—+0p,ro+6 u, to
1.l o] (p,q) = iy T 000 B = el )

= - / (pV (CVu+RV) + ¢V - (KVio + RTVu)> dzdy
Qe

+/mp((3<zN:%+Vu) +R(§:%+Vm)> . nds

1 k=1

+/69q</c(2%-+w) +RT<ZN:%+W>> -nds
_/aBé(di)p<C(Z%+Vu>+R<ZW+VV0)> nds

J#i J#i

_/aBé@)q<;g<Z%+Vm) +RT<Z%+V11)> - nds.

J#i J#i

If 61 [u, 0](p, q) = 0 for any p,q € H*(Q), then the system (2.5) is satisfied. The uniqueness follows from a
standard argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.1. 0

2.4. Minimization of the Energy.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that (1.4) holds. There exist constants Cy,Cq > 0 independent of € such that
2 2
) 2 G (Il + 9l ) = Co( 1o + ol ):

for all u,ro € HY(Q.) subject to the normalization condition / udxdy = 0 and / rodxdy = 0 for some
B B
ball B C Q.. Moreover, the minimization problem (2.4) for I. admits a unique solution (uc,w.) € H* ()

satisfying
2 2
[l ) + 00l g,y < M,

for some constant M > 0 independent of e.
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Proof. Recall that

N
Lu,w]: = J.[Vu, Vio] + Z /m <u(C% + RW;) + w(K W + R%—)) -nds

—zz/

i=1 j#i (%4,y1)

( (CU + RW;) + w(KW; +R02/j)> - nds.
Since § is positive definite, we directly estimate

1., vo] zc/ <|Vu|2+|Vm|2>dxdy—C’/ <|u|+|m|)ds—0’/ <|u|+|m|)ds
Q. o9 O0Bc(xi,y:)

By Poincaré’s inequality (see [8]), we have for C; > 0 independent of ¢,
[ 19 dsdy = G o,

/Q |Vio|* dzdy > C H‘U”?{l(sze)

In these two estimates, the normalization condition is essential. Also, we have for Cy > 0 independent of e,

/| (|u| ol )ds < e, ( el + Il ) (2.6)

[ (il Jas < (Bl + 0l ) 27
OBc(xi,y:)

Hence, the coercivity is naturally valid, i.e.

2 2
Lfuw] > ( 2 g, + |m||H1<Q€>) ) ( el + Il oy )

Since I is strictly convex (see [8]) and I[0,0] = 0, the existence and uniqueness follow. O
We have established the following result.
Theorem 2.4. Assume that (1.4) holds. The problem (1.6) admits a unique solution
N N
Ue=) %itVue, W= Wi+ Vu

=1 =1

where

b | o
%‘%<x—xi>2+<y—yn2<‘(y‘yl)’( ”)’

b, 1

Y= e e e,

and (ue, w.) is the minimizer of

N
I[ue, we] : = J[Vue, Vwd + Z/ (ué(c% + R + w (KW + R%)) - nds
- o0

—zz/

i=1 j#i (%4,y1)

(ue (CU + RW;) + w.(K#; + RU; )) - nds.

subject to / udzdy = 0 and / wedxdy = 0 for some ball B C ), with n the outward unit normal vector
B B
on 082.

This theorems tells us the existence and uniqueness of minimizer in (1.6). The asymptotic behaviors of
minimizer and energy as ¢ — 0 are left open at this stage.
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3. I'-CONVERGENCE

In this section, we use higher-order I'-convergence to dig more information into the structure of minimizer

and energy.

3.1. Weak-L? Compactness. Notice that for any (8., 20.) € Hg, using (1.4), we have

J.(c

2 I
> | +2R(U, - 20, >dxdy
> e (€ )
2 N pr -
> Cy / ( . )dxdyzco // (ﬂ
Z (di)\Be(ds) Z B, (dy)

T 1 - -
> . 49, H)ds ) dp=C (b + b )2dp
= OZ/ 27Tp</p<d:->(u 2 1) ) P OZ/ )

U ().

~ 2
Hel + K

2 .
| +2R(4, - ‘,ZBE)) dady

-2
| + K

2
)dsdp

:OO

M

=1

Therefore, we know the energy blows up when ¢ — 0. We need a proper scaling in order to show compactness.
For the minimizer (%, #.), we may directly estimate

/ <C|%|2+K|W|2+2R(%E~W€)>dxdy (3.1)
/ ) (C|%| + K W] + 2R(%. - W))d:vdy
B (di)\B.(d;)

/ ( %2 + K W% + 2R, - W))d:vdy
o

ZN: 2+ K(b,)2 +2RGL(0L) | ()
— 47 €/’
ot

in(e)]**

Define the functional J<” : L2(Q) x L*(Q) — [0, 00] by

Therefore, we need to consider the scaling

1
/ 3 <c U |® + K [20.)% + 2R (4, - m)) dady

€

(0) — i Ty
e [Ue, 2] - if (U, W) = T (u”l/z 1 (m;l/z) for some (i, W) € Hg,
oo otherwise in L2(2) x L2(€).

Theorem 3.1. (Compactness) Assume that (1.4) holds and (U,20.) € L?(Q) x L*(Q) satisfy

sup JO 8, 20.] < Cy.
e>0

Then there exists vy, vy € HY(Q) such that up to the extraction of subsequence (non-relabelled),

(1g, 4, 10,20,.) — (Vou, Vvy,) in weak — L? as € — 0.
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Proof. We use the notation as in the definition of Je(o). Using the solution of a single dislocation (%;, #;) in
(2.2) and (2.3), recalling the definition of H§, we have

N N
V x (u—Z%) =V x (QH—ZW) =0,
=1 i=1
N N
i, — %Z-)-tds:/ (‘iﬁe— %)-tds:o.
/835(@») ( ; 9B (dy) ;

Therefore, using the analysis of Lemma 2.1, we obtain

N
ﬂe - Z % = vu67
=1

N
Qhe_z%:vmea

i=1
for some u,, . € H(Q). Also, because of (3.1) and

/ (C % + K| Wil” + 2R(% - %))dwdy < Colln(e)]

€

we know that

/ (C [Vu* + K [Vio|* + 2R(Vu, - Vm6)>dxdy < Cy|In(e)].

€

In turn, by Poincaré’s inequality, we have
[uell g1 .y + I0ell 10,y < C'In(e)] -

We can define a natural extension (see [8]) of (u, ) from Q. to Q as (li, to.) such that
[ttell g1y + 10l 1) < C [In(e)]-

It is easy to see that up to extracting a subsequence,

1, 10, e (vn )
(€)Y [In(e)[*/? R

in weak-H1(Q) for some (v, vy) € HY(Q). On the other hand, note that %;, #; ¢ L*(Q2), but %, #; € LP(Q)
for any 1 < p < 2, and also

/Q (|6z/i|2 + |%|2)dxdy < (o).

Hence, we know that up to extracting a subsequence
1o % 1o ¥; Lo
S s | = U W,
In(e)|""" [In(e)]
in weak-L2(Q), for some U?, W' € L%(Q). Taking ¢, € C§°(£2), we have

/ %+ Nl Il + 17l [l _
o, |In(e)["? N In(e)| ~ |in(e)

—0 as e —=0.

Therefore, we must have U* = W* =0, i.e.

1o % 1o W
< < —(0,0).
<|1n<e>|”2 |1n<e>|”2> 0.0
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Thus define
N

fe: = > U+ Vi,

iJ:vl
2, = Z% + Vio,.
=1

such that ﬂe =4, and QAﬁE =W, in Q.. In summary, we have shown that
lofle  10W. \ [ 1ol 10, \ [ 1o, Vi. 1o Vi,
(|1n<e>|1/2’ |1n<e>|”2> - <|1n<e>|”2’ |1n<e>|1/2> <|1n<e>|”2’ [In(e)|*/?
in weak-L?(Q).

) — (Voy, Vo),

3.2. Zeroth-Order I'-Convergence.

Theorem 3.2. ( 0""-Order I'-Convergence ) Assume that (1.4) holds. Define the functional Jéo) : L2(Q) x
L2(Q) — [0,00] as
1 C(b:)? + K(bi,)? + 2R(b:) (b
/ —<C|V’Uu|2 +K|V’Uw|2 —|—2R(V1}u . va)> +Z ( u) + ( w) + ( u)( w)
0?2 = 4
if (U,20) = (Vou, Vo) for some wvy,v, € HY(Q),
00 otherwise in L?(2) x L?(Q).

JEO [, 20) =

Then
(1) For any sequence of pairs (Ue,20.) € L3(Q) x L3(Q) such that (84, 2c) — (84,20) in weak-L?(£2),
we have liminf._,q JE(O) (U, 0] > J(()O) [Vou, Vug].
(2) There exists a sequence of pairs (8e,20.) € L2(Q) x L3(Q) such that (U, ) — (U, 20) in weak-
L?(Q2), we have limsup,_,, I [Ue,25,] < Jéo) [Voy, Vo],
which means

JOsL, 2] — JO [, 2],

€

in the sense of T'-convergence in weak-L?(§2)

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps:

Step 1: liminf.

{, W,
[in(e)[* n(e)|
weak convergence in L? and quadratic §, we know J{ [, 2.] < CpIn(e)|. Based on compactness and
Theorem 3.1, we must have

Assume that (i, 20,) € H, < 1/2> — (4,2) and Jéo) [Vuy, V| is finite. Then due to

195116 195@6
[in(e)[** ln(e)|*/?
for some v, v, € H'(2), i.e., we must have

(4, 20) = (Vo, Vo) -

) — (Voy, Vo),

Based on

N N
fe=> %+Vu., W.=> Wi+,
i=1 i=1
and the fact that

U, W, . 2
<|ln(€)|1/2’ |1n(€)|1/2> — (0,0) in weak — L*(Q),
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we deduce that

Vike , Ve — (Vy,, Vu,,) in weak — L*(Q).
n(e)|"?" ine)[?

Hence, we obtain

Ue 1o, . 1
<|1n(6)|1/27 |ln(e)|1/2> — (vy,vy) in weak — H ().

For r > €, we write

1 1 -2 2 B -
n(e)| /Q §<O Ue| + K| W, +2R(ﬂ5-ﬂﬁé)>dxdy
- / Liclal + k|| +2r@.  .) ) ded
_|1n(6)| a, 2 ‘ - We) |dady
N
|1n Z/ BT (CI%I + K |[#i]” + 2R(%; - V/))dxdy
1 N 1
2 2
" (o) 2/ d)\B.(d)) §<C|Vué| + K|V +2R(V“E'Vme))d$dy
1 Z/ : C(U - U) + KWy - #5) + R(U - W) + ROV - U;) | dady
|1n(e oy ENB(d) 2
1 Z/ 1 C(Vue-@/j)—f—K(Vme.yﬂj) + R(Vu, -u}j) +R(Vm€-uj) dzdy
|1n(e RN )2

N
1
Z/ (C(Vue U) + K (V. - #;) + R(Vu, - w;) + R(Vro, - ui)>dxdy
|1n ] (@NB(d) 2
=T+ IT+IIT+IV+V+VI.

By weak lower semi-continuity, we always have

liminf I > / 1(0 [Vuu|? + K [V, | + 2R(Vu, - va)) dady
e—0 Q, 2

1
— / B (C’ IVou|* + K [V > + 2R(Vo, - va)) dzdy,
Q
as r — 0. On the other hand, a direct computation based on explicit formula (2.2) and (2.3) reveals
N )2 i )2 i (i
Ly SR C() K (8,)? + 2RL)(0,)

e—0 £ 47 ’
i=1

It is easy to see I11 > 0, which means
liminf 711 > 0.
e—0
Since i # j in IV, then in the integral, at most one of %; or %; can contribute |1n(e)|1/2. A similar argument
holds for #; and #;. Hence, we have
liminf IV =0,
e—0
and
liminf V' = 0.
e—0

Since

U -n = W,-n=0 on 8B(d:)
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we may integrate by parts to get
liggiglf VI=0.
We have shown that
lim inf JO[8l,, W] > JO Vo, Vo).

e—0

Similarly, the compactness and Theorem 3.1 imply that when Jéo) [Vvu, Vu,| = 00, we must have g0 [Ue, ] —
00.

Step 2: hm sup.
The JO [Vvu, V] = oo case is trivial, we only consider the case when JO [Vvu, V] is finite. Define

N N
(8, 20,) = ( n(e)['* Vo, + > %, [n(e)]V* Vo, +> 7/)
=1 =1

We have

1525115 1(25@5
n(e)["/* " |In(e)[*/?

e s, 3 (¢

= / % (C [Vuu|? + K |V |> + 2R(Vu, - va)>dxdy
Qe

— [V, Vo] in weak — L*(Q),

and

2
+ K

2 o
el +2R(4U, - Qﬁe)>dxdy

€

fma X L (1wl s 2 ) sy
. Qé

1
+|1n<e>|;/aéz<c(%%>+f<<% W)+ RO 1) + ROV 2) ) oy
e 1/22/ (V ”KW”w'%>+R(Vvu-wz—)+R(ww~ui>)dxdy
Il Q.
3—I+II+III+IV,

Estimating it term by term, and using the techniques similar to those in Step 1, we have

1
limsupl < / = <C [Vuu|* + K |V 4+ 2R(Vo, - va)) dzdy,
02

e—0

C(bi)? + K(bL)? + 2R(bi) (b))
li II <
mair< i ,
lim [T =0,
e—0
lim IV =0,
e—0

and conclude that

lim sup JO[U,, 22,] < Jéo) [LL, 20].

e—0

O

By Theorem 2.4 and the basis properties of I'-convergence, we can naturally obtain an approximation of
energy.
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Corollary 3.3. Assume that (1.4) holds. We have

XN: C(bi,)? + K(bf,:l)j +2R(b,) (b,)

inf J\V[8(,20] =
4,20 i=1

Assume (%, W) is the minimizer of I then we have
JE(O) [%’7 Wel] = Eo +o(1),
where the rescaled leading-order energy

i C(bh)* + K (bi,)? + 2R(bL)(bi,)

= (3.2)

3.3. First-Order I'-Convergence. Since the leading order energy Ey only concerns with magnitude of
the Burger’s vectors and loses information about the dislocation position, we need more detailed analysis of
convergence and selection process, which leads us to considering the first-order I'-convergence.

1
Now we get rid of the rescaling W Define the functional J. : L2 () x L?(Q) — [0, 00] as
n(e
1 1k ? TS, : (0)
| C|Uc| +K|W,| + 2R -2W,) |dzdy — |In(e)| inf J;  [L, 0]
Q. 2 4,90

[ONITHD)! AR
IO |89 = i ({,90,) € HE,
oo otherwise in L?(Q2) x L*(Q).

Theorem 3.4. ( 15t-Order T'-Convergence ) Assume that (1.4) holds. Define the functional Jél) : L2(Q) x
L2(Q2) — [0,00] as

Eself + Eint + Eelastic Zf (ﬂu = (V’Uu Z aZ/za V'Uw + Z W)
TSV, 2] = =
o <UL
for some (vy,vy) € H (Q),
00 otherwise in L?(2) x L?(Q),
where
Esarf := Z/ (C|02/| + K|#|> + 2R(%; - W))d:vdy
O\B,.(d)) 2
4+ K(b,)? + 2R(by,) (b))
+ ; . In(r),
N-1 N
By = Z/ <c<%— W)+ K (Wi W)+ R - W)+ R, - W))
i=1 j=i 7§
Eclastic = J V’Uu, V’Uw + Z/ < C% + RW) + Uw(KW + R%)) . nds.
0
Then

(1) For any sequence of pairs (e, 20.) € L*() x L2(Q) such that (ﬂe,iﬁk) — (4,20) in weak-L*(Q),
we have liminf._,q Jé(l)[}:lé,iﬁe] > Jél)[VUu, V.
(2) There exists a sequence of pairs (e, 2W.) € L2(Q) x L*(Q) such that (ﬂe,iﬁé) — (4,920) in weak-
L3(Q), we have limsup,_, Je(l)[ﬂe,‘iﬁe] < Jél)[Vvu, V],
which means
T8, 2] — 7578, 2],

in the sense of T'-convergence in weak-L?(§2)
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Proof. We naturally have

1 a2 2 . b)2 4+ K (bi)2 + 2R(bi) (b
/ —<c a4 + K|, +2R(5J€-QII€))dxdy—|1n(e)|§:C( w)” 4 K (by)” + 2R(b,) (0)
Q. 2 pat A

if (8,2, € H,

J [ué,m] }

00 otherwise in L?(Q) x L*(Q).
We first prove the liminf part. Consider weakly convergent sequence
o N N o N N
30 = 10, (Ve 3, e 30 i) = (m A z%-) ,
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

Direct computation using (2.2) and (2.3) yields

N N N N
196(2% Z%) - (Z% ZW)
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
Naturally, we have
(Vue, Vo) — (Vuy, Vo).

Hence, weak convergence yields boundedness ||Vl p2(q) + [[Vi0e][12(q) < C” for some constant C” indepen-
dent of e. We may decompose

J.ale

N N i\2 i\2 i\ (hi
- (Z /| %(C|%|2+K|%|2+2R<%-%))dxdy—umoEO(bu) A 2 )

, 47
=1

by)? + K (b,)* +2R(b,)(b;,)
47

216 +K

+2R(u w))dxdy—Iln IZ X

+;/ ( U) + KW - W5) + R(U - W5) + R(W; - %))dxdy

+/ —(C|Vu€|2 + K |V > + 2R(Vu, - Vm6)>dxdy
Qe

+Z/ ( (Vu. - %) + K (Vo - #;) + R(Vuc - w;) + R(Vro, -ui))dxdy

=1+IT+IIT+1V.

Here the argument is similar to that in the proof of 0*-order I'-convergence, so we only describe the main
strategy. For I, decompose Q. = Q, U (Q\Q,) for some r > ¢, i.e.

N
1:2 Ye\m? + & i + 2r% - W) dxdy—l-z S (C1E + K1 + 2R #) ) dady
; L2 QN

~[ln(e |Z +K(bl4)7r + 2R(b,) (b,)

Direct computation using (2.2) and (2.3) reveals that

N
: 1 2 2
513% ( E /Q . §<C|%| + K| #;|” + 2R(% - %))dxdy)

_ (e |Z 2+ K( b14)7r+2R(b1)(b1)+Z (bi)2 + (b21)7T+2R(b;)(b§U)) in(r).

i=1
Hence, we know

lim I = Esclf.
e—0
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Similarly, a direct computation using (2.2) and (2.3) shows that
lim /T = Eiys.

e—0

Based on weak convergence (Vu,, Vo) — (Vu,, Vu,,) and weak lower semi-continuity, we know that

liminf ITT > J[Vu,, Vo).
e—0

Finally, after integrating by parts, by weak convergence and the equations (2.1) satisfied by (%, #;), we
know that

lim IV = Z/( C%+RW)+UW(KW+R%)>-nds.
oN

e—0
Therefore,
liminf(II1T 4+ IV) > Eelastic-
e—0

To summarize, this concludes the proof of the liminf part.

For the lim sup part, consider the sequence
N N
(8, 20,) = 1q, (wu +> U, Vet W)
i=1 i=1
and we have
N N
(8, W) — <wu +> U, Vot Y W)
i=1 i=1

Therefore, a direct computation using explicit formula (2.2) and (2.3) justifies the result, and thus the
I’-convergence holds. O

Similar to the analysis of Corollary 3.3, Theorem 2.4 and the basic property of I'-convergence justify a
more detailed energy approximation.

Corollary 3.5. Assume that (1.4) holds. We have

lnf J(l [ﬂ Qﬁ] Fseit + Fint + Felastic,
1,99

where

N
Fog: = Z/ (C|%| + K |#|” + 2R(%; - W))dxdy (3.3)
0B, (d) 2

In(r),

n Z (C(by)* + K(bf,zl); +2R(b,) (b))

N-1 N
Fui = XX [ (C0-) 4 KO A 4 ROt 1)+ RO )
i=1 j=i ’ %
Foastic : = J[Vuo, Vwo] —I—Z/ (uo CU; + R#;) + wo(K#; +R02/)> - nds,
o9

in which (ug,wop) s the minimizer of

Ivy, vy] = J[Vuy, Vg +Z/

( (CU + RW;) + v (KH; + R%)) -nds.
T9)

Assume (%!, W) € H§ is the minimizer of J | then we have
Jg(l)[%;l7 W;I] = Fieir + Fint + Felastic + 0(1)
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Remark 3.6. The existence and uniqueness of minimizer (ug,wo) can be proved using a similar argument
as in Section 2.3 and 2.4.

Remark 3.7. We can show that Fys is independent of the choice of . Assume v’ < ¥, say v’ < r, then we
have

Z/ <C|%| + K [#;|* + 2R(%; - W))d:z:dy
Q\
. : 1
+Z 24 K(b)? + 2R(0},) (b)) In(r)
- Z/ 1(OW+K|%-|2+2R(%— A4y
O\B,.(d) 2
N

+Z/ (C|@/| + K|#i|* + 2R(% - W))d:z:dy
~ Jp @B 2

N
+ 3OO + KL+ 2RO 7 )

- Z/ 1(0|%|2+K|%|2+2R<%-%))dxdy
O\B,.(d)) 2
r al 1
% % i \)_ % % i\ !
+Z 2 K (b,)2 + 2R(5,)(0,)) 5 ln(T/)-i-; 2 K(b,)? + 2R(,)(8),)) . In(r")
- 1 2 2
=Z/ (1P + K P + 2R - #5) ) dedy
= JonB.(@) 2

+ Z 2L K(bL)% + 2R(bi)(b;))$ In(r).

Hence, choosing v' or v gives exactly the same Fgqs.

3.4. Minimizer and Energy Structure. Combining Corollary 3.3 and Corollary 3.5, we can describe the
structure of minimizer and energy.

Theorem 3.8. Assume that (1.4) holds. The problem (1.6) admits a unique solution

N N
Ue=YY Ui+ Vu., We=Y Wi+ Vu,

where
U, = o (x—xi)2+(y—yi)2< (y y1)7( z)),
biu : —(y— i), (x — x4
W = o (CL' — xi)z T (y — yi)g < (y yl)v( 1)>,

and (e, w.) is the unique minimizer of

Iue, we : = J[Vue, V] +Z/ < (CU +RW)+wE(KW+R%)> -nds

—zz/

i=1 j#i e(Ti,y1i)

<u5 (C%U; + RW;) + we(KW; + RY; )) - nds,
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subject to / udzdy = 0 and / wedxdy = 0 for some ball B C Q., with n the outward unit normal vector
B B

on OS2
Furthermore, (., W.) converges in weak-L?(Q) as € — 0 to (%, #o) where

N N
%OZZ%-FV’UJQ, %:Z%—Fvwo.

=1 =1

and [ug, wo) is the unique minimizer of

N
fofus, o] = I(Vu0, Vun] + Y- [ (o€ + ) + w5 i+ 1) ) -,
— Joq

subject to / updaxdy = 0 and / wodady = 0 for some ball B C €
B B

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of minimizer have been shown in Theorem 2.4. I'-convergence naturally
yields that minimizer of Je(l) goes to minimizer of Jél). Hence, this result is obvious. O

Theorem 3.9. Assume that (1.4) holds. We have
1
s H) = [ Sl Aty = Eata (—) +F+o(1),
Q. €

where the core energy Eqy is defined in (3.2) and the renormalized energy F = Fyolf + Fint + Felastic s defined

Proof. We directly compute

Je[#%e, ] = |n(e)| IV

€

[ U, 7,

1/2° 2| = EpIn (l> + Je(l)[gz/m%] =Fpln (1> + F+o(1).
lIn(e)|~ [In(e)| € €

4. APPLICATION OF RENORMALIZED ENERGY

4.1. Interaction between Dislocations. In this section, we will prove that the energy related to interac-
tion between dislocation Fj,y obeys the inverse logarithmical law of the distance between two dislocations.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that (1.4) holds. We have

Cb; b, + Kb, bl, + Rb,bl, + Rb;,b, 1
Fing = ZZ o In s +0(1).
i=1 j=1 T J
Proof. Since
N-1 N

B = 35 [ (-2 + KOs + ROt 1)+ 751

i=1 j=i
let d;, d; € 2 and let v be a segment of line that connects cfj to 09 and is parallel to d; — JJ We rewrite
y={deQ:d=d;+s(d;—d;) for sel0,5]}

where 5 depends on the distance between d,, d; and 0. Let
RN
d; —d;

m:
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indicate the unit vector perpendicular to cfj — d;. Note that although Q\{JJ} is not simply connected, Q\~y
is. Hence, due to curl-free condition, there exist U and W such that %; = VU and #; = VW in Q\v such
that [U] = bJ, and [W] = b} , where [] denotes the jump across . By the divergence theorem, we have

/(a%-%»+KWa%9+R@m%n+M%-%ﬁ

Q

:/ <C(%—~VU)+K(%-~VW)+R(%-VW)+R(%~VU)>
Q\y

:/ <C%(U-n)—l—K%(W-n)—I—R%(W-n)—I—R%(U-n)>ds
o0

_/ <C%[U]+K%—[W]+R%—[W]+R%.[U]) ds.

The first integral is bounded since all quantities are uniformly bounded on 9f). For the second integral, we
estimate

- / (O%U] + KWW+ RU W] + R%—[U}) s

= / (C%—bﬂ + KW;bl, + RUbl, + R%—bg) -1mds.
v

By explicit formula (2.2) and (2.3), we know

bt om - )
U (d) = — =% ) Hi(d) = —= )
D= alq ATV

Hence, we have

/ (O%bg + KW;bl, + RUb), + R%bﬂ) -mds
~
_ / Cbibl + Kbl bl + RbibI + Rb B 1 ds
: 2 i
B Cbib), + Kbl bl + Rb. b1 + R b, /S 1 ds
27 0 |d; —d;|+s
Cbib + Kb bl + Rb:bI + Rb bl 1 - _
= Z0ulu T RO T W Pe T 0P (g |2 )y dz—dj‘+s
27 - d
i — G
The result follows since we always have § > 0. O

4.2. Peach-Kohler Force. The Peach-Kohler Force acting on the dislocation cfk is given by V JkF (see
[10]). In this section, we will show its relation with the renormalized energy. Here we first present three
lemmas proved in [8].

Lemma 4.2. Define

- d - = - - _ -
6=0
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Then we have
DY U, =0 for k+#i,
DY W =0 for k#i,
DY U, = — DU -V =N (%, - V),
DY W= —DW, -V = -V (#,-V),
DY Uy = VU = V(D) ug — % - V),
DY Wy = VW = V(DY wo — # - V)

where D 1is the derivative with respect to d.

Lemma 4.3. We have

d

— £(d, 0)dzdy
db /. (dy+o7)

:/ Dy f(d,0)dady
=0 B (do)
— [ oudodsty+ [ f(@0)7 - nds,
B.(do) 9B (do)
- / Dog(d.0)ds,
0=0 9Be(do)

— [ ow(@odsdy~ [ (d0)V - nds,
Q\B. (o) dBe(do)

d g(d, 0)ds

de OB (do+6V)
4
de O\B. (do+6V)

where Dg = Oy +V.V.

r(d, 0)dzdy

0=0

Lemma 4.4. We have
Do (d: d; + V) = 0,
for any V.
Now we can prove the main result.

Theorem 4.5. Assume that (1.4) holds. The Peach-Kohler force acting at cfk is given by

Vi = —/ . (S[%,%]l—(C%®%+K%®%+R%®%+R%®%)) - nds,
9B, (di)

1 -
forr < 3 ming (dist(dk, 89))
Proof. We decompose the renormalized energy
F(d_;.ad_;u 7JN) = G((iluci?7 7JN)+H(J’17J’27 7JN)7

where

G(d1,da,--- ,dn)

1
/ 5 (Cl%l2 + K [#o” + 2R(% - %))dwdy,
Qe

N
(@ doe )= 3 Y

3 (C 1 + 5 P + 20020 74) ) away
)
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with
DYF=D/G+D/H.

We divide the proof into several steps:

Step 1: Estimate of D,‘C/G.
We write

1
I: —Dlg(/ §(C|@/o|2+K|%|2+2R(%O-%))dxdy)
Qe
= / <C% - DY Uy + KWy - DY Wo + R% - D{ #o + R# - D,Z%) dxdy
Qe
—/ (C|%| + K |#|* + 2R(% - %))V-nds.
0B.(d}) 2

Hence, by the equations (2.1), we have

/ <C% - DY Uy + KWy - DY Wo + R% - Dy o+ R# - Dkv%) daxdy
Qe

Qe

+ R% - V(D) wo — Wi - V') + R - V(DY o — U, - ))dxdy

N
—Z/ ) (C%-(D,Zuo—%V)-HK%-(D,ywo—%-ﬁ-n
dB.(d;)

+ R% - (D} wo — Wi - V) -n+ RWy - (DY wo — %, - V) ~n)ds.
We obtain

1
Dt ([ 3(c1ml + kil + 2rean - ) Jasay
N
= - <C%(D,Zuo—%-V)-n+K%-(D,ywo—%-V)-n

—I—R%o-(D,‘C/wo—%-‘_/’)-n—FR%-(D,‘C/uo—%k-‘?)-n>ds

%(0|%| + K W+ 2R(% %))V-nds
B.(d

\@\

( (%, #6]1 — ( C%®%+K%®%+R%®%+R%®%))\7-nds
—Z/ ) <C%-(Dkvuo—%kV)-n+K%-(D,ZwO—Wk.V).n
j#k J 9Be(d;)
+R%0-(D,¥wo—%-v)-n+R%-(D,‘C/uo—%k-V)-n>ds
—/ 3 (C%o'(D;‘c/uo—%k'v)-n+K%-(DXwo—7V1c"7)'n
(dr)
+ R% - (DY wo — Wi - V) -n+ RW¥o - (DY wo — %, - V) -n
+(C%®%+K%®%+R%®%+R%®%)V-n>ds

=L+ 1+
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In above estimates, I; is the desired term, so we only focus on I and I3. We need to cancel

£k Y 9Be(d;)

+ R% - (DY wo — Wi - V) -n+ R¥ - (DY wo — U, - V) -n>ds,
and

9B, (dy)
+(C%O®%O+K%®%+R%O®%+R%®%o)‘7-n)ds
:_/ ) (C%O'(D(’“O""Z%j"7)'"+K%'(D9wo+27/j-V)-n
+R%0'(D9w0+z%'v)'”+R%'(Deuo—i—Z%j-V’)-n.
7k ik

Step 2: Estimate of D) H - First Term.
We directly write

N
1
11 —DX(ZZ/B( )5(0|%|2+K|%|2+2R<%-%))dxdy)

i=1 m#i € Jm
ZDX(Z/ ) %(Cl%l2+K|%|2+2R<%-%))am;,)
me#k / Be(di)
1
+D¥<Z >/ §(C|%|2+K|%|2+2R(%-%))dxdy>
m£k izm ¥ Be(dm)
= IL + I,

In 111, we know each D%, = D¢#,, = 0 since m # k, then we have

m=> CUpy - N Uy - V) + KW - N (W - V)
i
m#k e(dr)

+ Ry, - N (Wi - V') + RWpy - N (U, - 17)) dzdy

/ ) (C%m-n(%m-V)—i—KWm-n(Wm-V)
k) 9Be(d)

+ Ry - 8(Wip - V') + R W - oWy, - v)>d5.

25
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Also, since the domain and functions do not move for ¢ # k, we have
11, = DY ( > / 3 (C17 + K AL + 202 14) )aoay

:_Z/ <C% (U V) + KW - V(W - V)

m#k

+ R%, - N (W, - V) + RWi - N (U - ))dxdy
:—Z/ ) (0% (U V) + KWy (W V)

mk ’ OBe(dm)

+ R%, - n(Wi - V) + RWj. - (U - ))ds

Step 3: Estimate of D) H - Second Term.
We directly decompose

IIT : _D,Z<Z/]3(Jk) <0(%%)+K(W W;) + R(% - W) + R(U; - W))d:z:dy)

+Dk<ZZ/ ( Ui) + KW - W5) + R(U - W) + R(U; - W))dxdy)
m#k i<j (dm)
=11L +I1,.
Then we have
=Yy f (C% N V) + KW,V
z;ék J#i Be(d)

+ RU-N(W; - V) + RY; - N (U - V))dxdy

-y

<C’%~n(%j~‘7)+K%-n(Wj-‘7)
i£k j#i d")

+R%-n(%-V)+R%-n(%-V))ds

= -> % /

(C% V(U V) + KW N (Wi V)
ik ik Be(dm)

+ RU, -N (Wi - V') + RH; - N (U - ))d:cdy

==X [ (s VKm0

m#k i#£k
+ R% -n(Wi - V) + R - (%, - )) s.

Step 4: Estimate of D,‘C/H - Third Term.
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We directly decompose

1
IV: =DY </ 3 <c [Vuo|® + K |Vwo|* + 2R(Vug - Vw0)>dxdy>
Be(dk)

+ DY < Z / (C' |Vu0| + K |Vw0| +2R(Vug - Vwo)) dxdy)

=IVi+1 Vg.
By integrating by parts, we know

IV, = / ) <cvu0 (DY uo + Vug - V) + KVwg - n(DY wo + Vwg - V)
(di)

+ RVug - n(DY wo + Vwg - V) + RVw - (D} up + Vg - V))ds.
Similarly, we have

V=Y / (CD,ZuO(vuO-n)+KD,ZwO(Vw0-n)
m#£k 9B (dm)

+ RDY wo(Vug - n) + RDY ug (Vg - n)>ds.

Step 5: Estimate of D,‘C/H - Fourth Term.
We directly decompose

N
vV :D,Z(Z/ ) (uO(C%+R%)+wO(K%+R%)) -nds>
9B.(dy)

+Dk<ZZ/

m#k i=1 0B. (dm)
=Vi+W.

Similarly to previous steps, we have

(uo (CU + RW;) + wo(K¥; —I—R%)) -nds)

Vi= Z/ (DOUO CU + RY;) + Dowo(K#; + R )) -nds
oB.(dy)

+ Z/ ) (VuO(C% +RA;) -V + Vuo(KW; + R) - V) - nds.
izk Y OBc(dy)
Also, we have

Vo= ) Z/ (D,ZUO(C% + RY;) + DY wo(KH; + R%) -nds
m#k i=1

-y > / (VuO(C%k—i-R%) V + Vwo (KW, + R%,) - )-nds.
m#k i=1 9B.( dk)

Step 6: Synthesis.
Collecting all above terms, we have

ILHh+1IL+1Vi+V

Jj#k j#k
+ R% - (Dowo + > W5 V) -n+R¥g- (Doug+ Y % V) n
i#k j#k
= —Is.

/ ) (C%o-(Deuo—i—Z%j-V)-n—i—K%-(Dewo-i—ZWj-V)-n
OB (dy)
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I+ 111+ IVo 4+ V5

[ (C%-<D,Zuo—%V>-n+K%-<D,ywo—%v>-n
j#k Y 9Be(d;)

+R%-(D,Zw0—%-x7)-n+R%~(D,Zu0—%k-V)-n)ds
= — L.

Summarizing all above, we obtain

I+ IT+IIT+IV+V =1,
= —/ . (s[%%]l—(C%®%+K%®%+R%®%+R%®%))V.nds.
OB, (di)

Then our result naturally follows. O
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