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SECOND ORDER ESTIMATES FOR TRANSITION LAYERS AND A
CURVATURE ESTIMATE FOR THE PARABOLIC ALLEN-CAHN

HUY THE NGUYEN AND SHENGWEN WANG

ABSTRACT. The parabolic Allen—Cahn equation is a semilinear partial differential equa-
tion that is closely linked to the mean curvature flow by a singular perturbation. Motivated
by the work of Wang—Wei [ 1 and Chodosh—Mantoulidis [ ] in the elliptic set-
ting, we initiate the corresponding regularity theory for parabolic Allen—-Cahn flows. In
particular, we establish an improved convergence property of parabolic Allen—Cahn flows
to the mean curvature flow: if the phase-transition level sets converge in C2, then they
converge in C%:? as well. As an application, we obtain a curvature estimate for the para-
bolic Allen—Cahn equation, which can be seen as a diffused version of Brakke’s [ ]
and White’s [ ] regularity theorems for mean curvature flow.

1. INTRODUCTION

The parabolic Allen—Cahn equation
0
(1.1) Py Au — W' (u)

is an evolution equation that models the reaction-diffusion dynamics of phase transition. It
is the gradient flow of the Allen—Cahn phase separation energy

E(u):/%|Vu|2+W(u)

where W (u) : R — R is a double-well shaped potential function.
Geometrically, the Allen—Cahn equation has a close relationship with mean curvature
flow through its singularly perturbed version
0 W' (ue)

The two equations are related by the parabolic scaling u(z,t) = u(%, 8%) In particular,
equation is not scale invariant but . satisfies an e-equation of the same form but with a
different parameter. It was shown by Ilmanen [ ] as the parameter ¢ — 0, the energy

measure
2
dpe(u) = el Ve +
2
of the e-solution converges in the sense of varifolds to Brakke’s weak mean curvature
flow. Moreover, the limit Brakke flow has integer multiplicity a.e. by Tonegawa [ ].
Hence the parabolic Allen—Cahn is a model for the flow of mean curvature flow through
singularities. In particular, note the equation is a subcritical semilinear equation and hence
does not form singularities as t — co. This property makes the flow an appealing candidate
for weak mean curvature flow.
For geometric applications, it is necessary to obtain higher regularity for the conver-
gence. In the elliptic setting, Caffarelli-Cordoba [ ] showed the transition layers of
1

W (ue)

dx
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phase transitions have uniform C'+¢ regularity (depending only upon the Lipschitz norm
and independent of €). Wang—Wei [ , ] proved stable transition layers con-
verges in a stronger C'>? sense to the limit minimal surfaces in dimensions n < 10. Us-
ing an improvement of the convergence in dimension 3, Chodosh-Mantoulidis [ ]
proved that the min-max minimal surfaces obtained from the Allen—Cahn construction by
Guaraco [ ]in a generic 3-manifold has multiplicity 1 and expected index. This gives
an alternative proof of Yau’s conjecture of existence of infinitely many minimal surfaces.
These results differ from the methods used in [ 1, ]. They do not use geometric
measure theoretic techniques, but instead uses an infinite dimensional Lyapunov—Schmidt
reduction developed in [ ]and [ 1.

Motivated by the work of [ s ]and [ ] in the elliptic setting, we ini-
tiate the corresponding regularity theory for parabolic Allen—Cahn. In particular, for low
entropy parabolic Allen—Cahn flow, we have an improved convergence of their transition
layers to mean curvature flow. The motivation in the elliptic setting was minimal surfaces,
in particular a proof Yau’s conjecture [ ], in the parabolic setting, the corresponding
problem is the multiplicity 1 conjecture for mean curvature flow by Ilmanen. It is expected
the parabolic Allen—Cahn equation and its improved convergence properties will have ap-
plications in understanding mean curvature flow and its singularities. The key idea in this
paper is a parabolic analogue of the Lyapunov—Schmidt reduction, (4.3). In the parabolic
case, this was first used in [ ]and [ 1.

Our main result is the following theorem, which improves the regularity of level sets

Theorem 1.1. For any 6 > 0, let u. be a sequence of solutions to (1.2) withe — 0 in a
space-time open set Bo(0) x [—2,2] C R x R such that {uc(-,t) = 0} N B1(0) # 0
forallt € [—2,2]. Furthermore let us assume that the entropy (see Definition 2.2) satisfies
Adpe) < 2a0 — 6 where dy. is the energy measure of u. (see (2.6)), and the enhanced
second fundamental form is uniformly bounded by A(u.) < C (see section 2 for the
definition), where C'is a uniform constant independent of .

Then the nodal sets {u. = 0} converge in the parabolic C** sense to a smooth mean
curvature flow in B1(0) x [—1,1] C R"™ x R, forany 0 € (0, 1).

In particular, the spatial C® Holder norm of the second fundamental form of the nodal
sets and the C*% norm of the time derivatives are uniformly bounded on compact subsets.

Remark 1.2. This theorem is the parabolic analogue of Theorem 1 in [ ], where the
stability condition in the elliptic setting is replaced by a low entropy condition. We note
the low entropy condition ensures we only have one transition layer which substantially
simplifies the analysis. In particular, we are not required to model interactions between
separate layers and hence do not need Toda systems.

The condition in the theorem implicitly implies the limit mean curvature flow is smooth,
because C? bounds imply C1-Y convergence of the transition layers, and standard regularity
theory for quasilinear parabolic partial differential equations allows us to bootstrap C'*+?
bounds to C'* smoothness of the limit flow.

Theorem 1.3. Forany § > 0, suppose u. is a solution of (1.2) withe — 0 in a space-time
open set B2(0) x [—2,2] C R™"! x R such that the entropy \(du.) < 2cc — 6, the nodal
sets T'cy = {ue(x,t) = 0} of ue in B2(0) x [—2,2] can be represented by a Lipschitz
graph over the limit mean curvature flow 3, as

L.y = Graphzt fert

with fe+ having uniformly bounded Lipschitz norms in B2(0) x [—2, 2].
Then the same conclusion as in Theorem 1.1 holds.



PARABOLIC ALLEN-CAHN 3

Remark 1.4. This result is similar to Corollary 1.2 in [ ]. In the elliptic case, if
the function is rescaled to have bounded curvature, the stability of u guarantees that the
blow-up limit is either a one-dimensional solution to the Allen—Cahn equation in R"*! or
a flat hyperplane. In our case we cannot guarantee the limit is flat, hence we show the
nodal sets are graphical over the limiting mean curvature flow instead of over a hyperplane
as in [ ]. We will use this theorem in a subsequent paper to prove a Brakke-type
regularity theorem for the parabolic Allen—Cahn equation [ 1.

Corollary 1.5. For any 6 > 0 there exists a Cy > 0,9 > 0 with the following conse-
quence: Let u. be a solution of (2.1) defined on R? x (—r?,72), u.(0,0) = 0. Suppose
that there exists uniform Ry, Wy, 8o > 0 such that the following holds:
(1) u. represents phase transition in Br, for every ¢ < &g and time t € (—r?,r?)
(see Definition 2.1);

’ 2
(2) Jyr = (Bue(a,t) - BN gy < Wo, vt € (<12,12);

€

(3) The entropy M(dpu.) < 2a — 0.
Then we must have Vu,(0,0) # 0 and that the enhanced second fundamental form satisfies

A(us(0,0)) < G

r
with Cy independent of €.

We also obtain an improvement in the regularity of convergence result of [ ] We
show the level sets of parabolic Allen—Cahn converges in C* to the curve shortening flow
in R? when entropy is below 2c.

Remark 1.6. This result can be seen as a relaxation of the curvature estimates found in
Brakke’s paper [ ] and White’s paper [ ] for curve shortening flow. However,
in higher dimensions, we required the rigidity of eternal solutions to the parabolic Allen—
Cahn equation with low entropy (as stated in Theorem 3.2) to prove this result. In a sub-
sequent paper [ ], we prove such a rigidity theorem for any dimension n, with an
entropy bound A(du:) < (1 + 7,)a for some 7,, > 0 and without the Willmore-type
bound in Item (2) above. This allows us to obtain corresponding curvature estimates of the
form in Corollary 1.5 under that entropy bound.

Notably, the entropy bound is sharp in dimension 2. Specifically, for a limit curve
shortening flow, the Grim Reaper provides a counter-example, with an entropy of 2, which
can be rescaled to have arbitrarily large curvature.

This paper is organised as follows: in section 2 we standardise our notation and provide
background material for the parabolic Allen—Cahn equations. We also prove a rigidity of
the blow-up limit of parabolic Allen—Cahn solutions in spatial dimension 2 in section 3,
which will be a necessary ingredient in the proof of the curvature estimate Corollary 1.5.
In section 4 and section 5 we carry out the main estimates and prove the main theorems in
Section 6. Finally in section 7 we prove the curvature estimates of low entropy solutions,
Corollary 1.5.

Acknowledgements. H.T.Nguyen was supported by the EPSRC grant EP/S012907/1,
S.W was supported by EPSRC grant EP/S012907/1 and EP/T019824/1.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

2.1. Preliminaries about Allen—Cahn and the explicit 1-d heteroclinic solution. To en-
sure consistency throughout the remainder of the paper, we will adopt a particular notation.
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It is worth noting that solutions to the Allen—Cahn equation with parameter ¢ are not
invariant under standard parabolic rescaling. However, rescaling the solution does produce
equations of the same form, albeit with a different parameter. We will say u. : R"t! xR —
R satisfies the e-equation if

0 W' (u,)
2.1 aua = Au, — =
and say u : Rt x R — R satisfies the 1-equation if
(2.2) %u = Au— W'(u).

Here W(u) = 1(1 — u?)? is the standard double-well potential which will be used
through out the rest of the paper. In particular, the potential has two global minima 41
that represents 2 stable phases and the function u describes continuous transition between
these phases.

Under parabolic rescaling, it is not hard to see if u.(x, t) satisfies equation (2.1), then

(2.3) u (x,t) = u.(ex, £%t)
satisfies equation (2.2). Throughout this paper, we will adopt the convention that u. with
a subscript ¢ will satisfy the e-equation (2.1) and «* with a superscript € is obtained by a
parabolic rescaling of u. and satisfies equation (2.2).

A static solution to the Allen—-Cahn equation (2.2) is a function u : R"*! — R that
satisfies the elliptic equation
(2.4) Au—W'(u)=0
and represents an equilibrium state of phase transition in R 1,

Definition 2.1. We call a solution v : R"™* x R — R represents a phase transition at time
tin Q C R if {u(,t) =0} NQ # 0.

Two trivial solutions to the equation that do not represent phase transitions are
u(z) = +1
which are the equilibrium states when there is only one phase (either one of the two phases

+1) in the whole region R"*!. In dimension 1, one can find explicitly the next simplest
solution which represents a phase transition by solving the ordinary differential equation

g"(x) = W'(g(x)) =0
where g : R — R.
And the explicit solution satisfying the asymptotics lim, 1+ g(z) = &1 and g(0) = 0
when W (u) = (1 — u?)?is
g(z) = tanh(x).
From this 1-d solution, we also obtain heteroclinic solutions to (2.1) with any £ param-
eter and in any dimensions

(2.5) ge(x,t) = g (21, ..., Tpy1,t) = tanh (
We denote the total energy of the 1-d heteroclinic solution by
a=Eg) = /g’Q(w)d:&

For a closed initial hypersurface My = dFy C R™"!, we can choose a sequence of
measures fic o as in [ , 1.4] so that .o — aH™| My as € — 0. Then by the main

anrl)
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results in [ , ], if the energy of the sequence is locally uniformly bounded, then
the energy measures

elVue(z,t)|*>  Wi(u:(z,t))

+
2 €

converge as € — 0 to an integer n-rectifiable varifold for a.e. ¢t and {y}+>0 is a mean
curvature flow in the sense of Brakke. We note that the entropy assumption in our theorems
implies a locally uniform bound for the energy measures.

Similar to Brakke’s integral form of mean curvature flow, there is an € version of the
integral form of the parabolic Allen—Cahn equation [ ,3.1],

2.7
d W (us)\?
E/@lu&t = - / 20) (Aug - #) dx — 6V (Vo) — /1/ Qv V2pde. ;.

The measure

(2.6) dpes = dxr — duy

d. = [dWE'Z - W(UE)} dx
2 €
is called the discrepancy measure and it is shown to converge to 0 in L' as ¢ — 0 in
[ s s ]. Additionally, §V;® is the first variation of the corresponding varifold;
see [ ] for details on how to consider u.(z,t) as a general moving varifold whose
density is the energy density djic ;.
Analogous to Huisken’s monotonicity formula in mean curvature flow, [lImanen in [ ]

discovered an almost monotonicity formula for the e-parabolic Allen—Cahn equation (2.1)

d
dt / \Ily-,sdﬂs (us)

/ VY, . 2
= —/ Wy s (Aus W (2Us) + Ve - Viy, > dx
R g \IJU s

Y,

2
+/ 1 w,. e[Vue?  Wi(u) de
re 2(s—1t) 7 2 5

B W'(u.)  Vue V¥, \° 1
= — /n E\I/%s (Aug — ) + \ij.rs dz + / m\l}y,sd&s,t

2.8)

lz—y|?

where ¥, ;(x,t) = —2L——¢e~ 1G9 is the n-dimensional backward heat kernel centred
v (47 (s—t)) 2

aty € R™*! with scale s € RT.
It is also computed in [ , §4] that non-positivity of the discrepancy is preserved in
time and thus [ W, ;dp.(u.) is monotone for initial data with non-positive discrepancy.

2.2. Entropy. Motivated by Colding—Minicozzi’s [ ] entropy in mean curvature flow,
we follow [ ] and introduce the entropy functional on the space of Radon measures.

Definition 2.2. Given a Radon measure dy on R™ "1, its entropy A(dp) is defined by

(2.9) Adp) = sup / U, s(z,0)du
5>0,y€Rn+1
/ 1 _le—yl?
=  sup ———¢ = du.
s>0,yeRnt1)  (dmws) "z
We also notice, by an observation of Sun [ ], if the entropy A is below 2« — § for

some § > 0, then the limit mean curvature flow has unit density.
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2.3. Geometry of the Allen-Cahn level sets. For a non-degenerate point z € R"*!
where |Vu| # 0, the normal vector of the level set is given by v(x) = lg—“ul. The enhanced
second fundamental form of « is defined by

o= (%)

_ VIV2uP — [V[Vu[]?
a [Vul '

The enhanced second fundamental form bounds the second fundamental form of level
sets, and it is not hard to see |A(u)| = 0 implies \g—Z\ is a parallel vector field in which
case the function v has flat level sets.

If the second fundamental form is bounded as in the condition of Theorem 1.1, then the
level sets can be written locally as C'+? graphs.

and

2.4. Fermi Coordinates with respect to nodal sets. Additionally, dV;® is the first varia-
tion of the corresponding varifold; see [ ] for details on how to consider u.(x,t) as a
general moving varifold whose density is the energy density dyic ;.

Based on the assumptions in Theorem 1.1 of uniform bounds on the enhanced second

fundamental form
Vu
A = |V £
A= 7 ()

the enhanced second fundamental form for the rescaled solution «° then satisfies

Vu®
\vAl
(7)

The curvature bound |.A%| < Cye shows that the nodal sets of the rescaled solutions u°
have second fundamental form bounded by Cye. If the nodal sets all pass through (0, 0)
(this can be assumed in the proof, see Remark 4.5), then up to choosing a subsequence,
these nodal sets converge in C1* as ¢ — 0 to a flat hyperplane for every t. Without loss
of generality we may assume this hyperplane to be {z,+1 = 0}.

We denote by I'. ; and I'; the nodal sets of u. and u® at time ¢ respectively. Also we let
d.+ and dj be signed distance to I'. ; and I'; respectively, which is positive in the direction
of Vu, when |Vu.| # 0. Let R” D Q2 3 y = (y1, ..., yn) — L'§ be a local parametrization
of I'§. By the C? convergence of TS to the flat plane, we can parametrize 'S, ¢ € (—4,4)
by the parametrization of I'§ for sufficiently small ¢ (using the nearest point projection of
I'; to I'p).

In a neighbourhood of I'; where the nearest point projection is well defined, the Fermi
coordinates with respect to I'¢ are defined by (y, z,t) — (y + z%, t) € R*! x R,
where z = distr: (r) and y € T'§ is the nearest point projection of z to I';. Moreover we
denote I'; ; = {d; = z} for small z so that dj is well defined.

In Fermi coordinates, the Laplacian operator has the form

@2.11) Agn1 = Ars | + 07 + Hye ..

S COv

(2.10) |A°| = < Cye.

where Hpi .= divri . (0.) is the scalar mean curvature of I‘i)t with respect to the normal

0.
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Here we adopt the sign convention the mean curvature vector of the sets I' ;, to be
Hr‘f = —Hr‘i’taz = —diVF;t (8z)6z

2.5. Parabolic Holder norms. To establish clear and concise notation for domains, we
introduce the following notation. For m € N*:

(2.12) B (xo) = {y e R™ : |z — x| < 1},20 € R™,
B'=:{yeR™: |z| <r},
I'=:(-1,1) CR,
I, = (—r,r) CR,7r > 0.

If there is no confusion from the context, we will omit the superscript m, €.
The parabolic distance for 2 points X7 = (x1,t1), Xo = (z2,t2) € R™ X R is defined

by diStp(Xl, XQ) = max(|x1 — LL‘2|, \/ |t1 — t2|)
For a function v : R™ X R — R and an open set W C R™ x R, we will use the
parabolic Holder norm defined by

_ [u(X1) — u(Xa)]
X1#X2,X1,Xo6W (distp(Xl,Xg))e’
(2.13) lullcoowy = sup |[u(X)[ + [ulg,w,
Xew

(@, )llorom) = Y 00]ullcoow)-
i+2j<k

[u]o;w

In particular
2
lu(®, )| c20wy = Zsblvp |Ogul + Sup |0cul + [103ull co.o (wy + [[0eull co.0 wry-
i=0
We will now recall the standard parabolic Schauder estimates, which we will use later in
our analysis.

Lemma 2.3 ([ , Theorem 8.2]). Let L = % + Agm be the heat operator in R™ x R
and let u € C%° (BT/ X I(T/)z). Then, for any r < 1’ the following estimate holds:

HUHCQ"’(BTXITz) <C [||u||C°(BT/><I(T/)2) + HLUHCO’e(BT/ XI(T/)z)j| )

where C depends on r,r’', m, 6.

3. RIGIDITY OF THE PLANAR SOLUTION IN DIMENSION 2

The 1-d heteroclinic solution given by equation (2.5) plays a role analogous to that of
the static planar solution in mean curvature flow. In particular, the rigidity of such 1-d
heteroclinic solutions is an essential ingredient in the proof of curvature estimates using
blow-up arguments.

Before proceeding, we recall the following rigidity theorem [ ] (cf. [ ]) for
the 1-d heteroclinic solution of the elliptic Allen—Cahn equation in any dimension. (Here,
we have restated the condition from [ ] that the asymptotic density equals 1 in terms
of the equivalent condition that the blown-down limit is a multiplicity 1 plane.) This will
be used to give a classification of possible rescaling limits of Allen—Cahn solutions in
dimension 2 in the parabolic setting under the assumptions of Theorem 1.5.
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Theorem 3.1 (Theorem 3.6 of [ D. Let u : R**' — R be a solution to the elliptic

Allen—Cahn equation (2.4), and let its corresponding blow-down sequence be u.(x) =

u(%) for e — 0. Suppose that the energy measures dji. of the blow-down sequence satisfy
1 [e|lVusl?  W(u.)

1
—dp. = — + dx — H"| P
« « 2 €

as measures, where P C R"* is a hyperplane.
Then, up to a rigid motion in R"1, u(z) = g(x,11).

As a consequence, we have

Theorem 3.2. Let u.(x,t) be a sequence of solutions to (2.1) with ¢ — 0 in R?> x R
satisfying

3.1) /R € <Au5(x,0) - M)de < W

2

for some uniform Wy > 0 as assumed in Corollary 1.5. Suppose that the energy measures
dpe satisfy

1
—dpes — dpg
«

where the limit Brakke flow dy; = H™| % is non-empty and smooth for all t € (—r%,1?).

Consider a blow-up sequence u¢(z,t) =: u.(ex,et), which satisfies the equation
(2.2). Then after passing to a subsequence, the blow-up sequence u® — u° on com-
pact subsets, where the limit is a static 1-d heteroclinic solution u™(x,t) = g(z2),Vt € R
up to a rotation and translation in space-time.

, 2
Proof. The proof uses the sub-criticality of the Willmore type term f]R2 € (Au5 — %) dx
in dimension 2 under rescalings. We have for any R > 0 that

. (M@,m - w)%

2
BrNR2 €

/13ng2 (Auf(z,0) — W/('U:E(I,O)))Q dr— e /

<eWgy— 0.

Thus the limit > must satisfy u; = Au — W' (u) = 0att = 0, i.e. the time ¢ = 0 slice
u®(+,0) satisfies the elliptic Allen—Cahn equation.
Moreover, we have

Claim 3.3. Consider a blow-down sequence u2®(x,t) = u™(cx,%t) of u> which satis-
fies the equation (2.1) with parameter ¢, then after passing to a subsequence, the energy
measures of the blow-down sequence éd,ug'it — H2| P on compact subsets, where the
limit Brakke flow is a static flow supported on a hyperplane for allt € R.

Proof of Claim 3.3. By the sub-sequential smooth convergence of u® to u° on compact
subsets, for each j > 0, we can choose ; such that the followings are satisfied

1

1 .
u is 7 close to u™ in C7 (Bj2(0) x [—j4,j4]) .
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Denote by i (x,t) =: uc; (g - j - x,€5 - j* - t) = u (jx, j>t), which satisfies the equation
(2.1) with e = %. (3.2) then gives

1 :
(3.3) @i is = close to u3® in C7 (B;(0) x [—47, j%]).

j 3

by rescaling.
Since Ldp., s — H?|[ %, fort € (—r?,r?) by assumption and % — 00, we then have
by rescaling that the limit of the energy measures of
1 1
3.4 — lim djfi; ¢ = lim 7-[,2L<— . Et> — H?|PVteR
Q j—00 ! j—o0 jgj
as measures.
Because j is arbitrary, combining (3.3), (3.4) and the triangle inequality, we have that
the energy measures
1
—du®®, — H*| PVt € R,
a i
namely ©>° blows down to a flat plane after passing to a subsequence. O

Now with this claim applied to ¢ = 0 slice, we know that ©>° (-, 0) satisfies the elliptic
Allen Cahn equation and blows down to a plane. By the rigidity in the elliptic case (The-
orem 3.1), it is the 1-d heteroclinic solution with a flat slice for that particular time, and
thus the whole eternal solution is a static 1-d heteroclinic solution by the uniqueness of the
Cauchy problem. (]

Remark 3.4. The rigidity theorem discussed here has been generalised to all dimensions n
and without the assumptions of the bound (3.1) in a recent work [ , Theorem 1.3] if
an appropriate scale invariant renormalised energy is sufficiently close to 1.

4. THE APPROXIMATE SOLUTION

To construct an approximate solution, we use the zero sets of a parabolic Allen—Cahn
equation given by equation (2.2). Specifically, we compose the local distance function
to its nodal sets with the 1-d heteroclinic solution. Our goal is to demonstrate that this
approximation is well-controlled provided that the nodal sets are singly sheeted.

Similar to section 9 of [ ], we choose g to be a smooth cutoff approximation at
infinity of the 1-d heteroclinic solution g with well controlled errors

@) 70) = (g ) o)+ (1- ¢ (557 ) om0

where ( is a smooth cutoff function supported in (—2,2) with ( = 1in (—1,1) and |¢’| +
[¢"”| < 16, and sgn = |””7| is the sign function. We have
g"=W'g) +n
with
spt(77) C {3|loge| < |z| < 6|logel}

[l + 17| + |7 < O(€?)
(4-2) /gIQ _ a+0(€3)

sup|g — gl = O(e).
R
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For each h € C? ((I'§ , N Ba) x (—2,2)), we define

Here the function h is used to obtain an optimal approximation to offset the effect from
mean curvature of the nodal sets I' ,. We have

Proposition 4.1 (c.f. [ ] Proposition 9.1). If the nodal sets I'g , have uniformly

bounded second fundamental form (as assumed in Theorem 1.1), then here exists an h with
|h| < 1 such that

@.4) [ =79 = hiw. )iz = o
for each t.
Remark 4.2. The proof is essentially the same as in [ , Proposition 9.1]. The con-

dition that the level sets have uniformly bounded second fundamental form guarantees that
the rescaled solutions are arbitrarily close to a 1-d heteroclinic solution g with flat level

sets. (See also Theorem 8.1 for the argument of showing that the blow-up limit being the
1-d solution under the same assumptions.)

We denote by ¢* = u® — ¢ *. And for simplicity, we also denote
(4.5) (9°7) = 9'(z = h(y, 1)), (9°7)" = g" (2 = h(y, 1)).
We compute in the (y, z, t) coordinates

4.6)
dg=*
ot
” aXFi + (9]7, £.% E,% E,%
= (9°")"- [_< ot =Vrg,t> - 5] —(g>)" — Hre (9°%) + (9°7) Are b
~ (g VB

Aga,*

. . 0Xre
We will see later the normal velocity term ( —57=*, vrs t> cancels out the mean cur-

vature term of the nodal sets up to small error as ¢ — 0 by the convergence to the mean
curvature flow for the unscaled equation as ¢ — 0.
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We compute the equation for ¢¢ as follows

4.7
8 £
<a - A) 0
8 2 £
= 5 — Al";t — 8z — Hf‘;taz ¢

OXr: oh
_ 1( 1€ €,% 1( €% = _ =/ _ . t . _
= W™ +g7") + WHg™") +71 =7 (2 = h) { < o =VPt> —315}

+ Hre ,§'(2) = §'(2 = h)Arz b+ §"(z = h)|Vh|?

o) =W+ ) (G - A ok Hre )| #0019

ot
0Xre
[ ()]

=T +II+IIT+1V +7.

The Term I is given by —W'(¢° + ¢=) + W'(g%) = —W"(¢°*)¢° + R(¢°), and
its Holder norm is bounded by the Holder norm of ¢.. The remainder term R(¢°) is a
polynomial in ¢ whose linear and constant terms vanish.

The Term III is bounded by the C? norm of h, which, in turn, is bounded by the C?¢
norms of ¢° via an interpolation inequality (cf. [ , Lemma 9.6]).

We will estimate the Holder norm of Term II + Term IV and demosntrate they are
sufficiently small in the following section.

We will conclude this section with the following two lemmas, whose proofs will be
presented in Appendix Section 8. The first lemma provides an estimate of the Hélder norm
of the difference between u. and the flat 1-d solution, and the second lemma gives error
estimates for the geometries of I'; , and I'g , = I'}.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose u® satisfies u®(0,0) = 0, then for any 0 < r < 1/, then up to a
rotation about the space origin, the Holder norm of the difference between u® and the 1-d
heteroclinic solution is bound as follows:

(4.8) [u® = gllcro (B, (wo,0)x1,2) < O€) + OI¢°lc20 (B, x1,0)2))5
Yk e N,0 € (0,1),

where §(z) = G(x1,...; Tnt1) = g(xns1) and C*9 is the parabolic Hilder norm (see
(2.13) for the definition).

In particular, since %g = 0, the Holder norms which contain at least one order of t
derivative satisfy

< 0@E) +O0(I¢°lezo s, x1,,02))-

0
4.9) H —u
8t Ck’B(BT(xQ,O)XITz)

Since the second fundamental form satisfies Ar: () = (I — 2Ar: t(y))_lApg L(y)» WE
also have the error estimates in z for the second fundamental forms and Laplacian.
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Lemma 4.4. Suppose u® satisfies u®(0,0) = 0, then for any 0 < r < 1/ the error of
second fundamental form and its time derivatives in z direction is bounded by

(4.10) sup |Are () = Arg ()] < sup |zl|Arg ,()]* = O(?)
yEB? ’ ' yEBn '
6 2 2
(4.11) ySeuE% % (AF;t(y) - AFﬁ,t(y))’ = 0() + O(I6°l[c20(m,, x1,,112))-

In particular, since the Holder norm is bounded by the Lipschitz norm in time up to a
uniform constant, we have

sup ||AF§,,(y) - AF%,.(y)
yeBr

|C%(Ir2) <OE)+0 (”(ba'|202‘9(BT’)X1<7~’)2) '

Similarly, for any ¢ € C? (BZ}, X I(T/)z), we can compute the error in the z direction of
Ar: @ and its Holder norm in time and obtain

(4.12)  sup [Ar: o(y,t) — Arg,0(y,t)| < (s;lg&IZI(IVw(-,t)I+|V2s0(-,t)l)>

yeB!

<O +0 (||<P||2cz,9(B;L><IT2))

(4.13)
ol ) — Ave o < O(e? ( lie )
yseu& [Ars @(y,-) — Arg o(y, )Hcgum <OE)+0 (¢ ”02’9(3#“(#)2)
2
+0 <||‘p||02,9(3;l/><1(r/)2)> ’
for8 € (0,1).

Remark 4.5. Notice that we do not assume 4 (0,0) = 0 in Theorem 1.1. However, in the
proof of the uniform curvature bound, we can perform a parabolic translation in space-time
so that this condition holds for the whole sequence without changing the C?* bound.

We also record that the difference of metrics in space can also be bounded (c.f. [ s
Section 8])

(4.14) (9ij)rs , = (9i3)rs, + O (|A|Pg,t) = (9ij)rs, +0O(e)
IVugis (4, 2, 1) + [Vy9” (y, 2,1)] = Oe).

5. DERIVATION OF THE EQUATION AND ESTIMATE FOR TERM II+IV

In this section, we derive estimates that are analogous to those in Section 10 of Wang
and Wei’s work [ ]. In that paper, the authors developed a Toda system to model
interactions between different layers. However, in our case, the entropy assumption allows
us to assume the nodal sets converge to a single layer, which is guaranteed by our entropy
bound condition. This assumption leads to significant simplifications in the equations.
From now on we will drop the superscripts € in the equations if there is no confusion.
Throughout this section, we will use the following notation

u(z,t) =: us(x,t) = u(ex, £2t)
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which are solutions of (2.2) obtained by rescaling solutions u. of (2.1). Similarly we
denote by

F.e=T%,,
I, =17=T],
fe=: 17 = 17,0,
9" =9,

(b = ¢5 — us _gs,*.
As a consequence of (4.2), we get

5.1 Wi (¢+g") = W(g") =W"(g")(g")' ¢+ R(¢)

/ 020 = / )¢ /W” )¢+ O(e?).

By multiplying (4.7) by (¢*)'(y, 2,t) = g’(z — h(y,t)) and integrating in the spatial di-
rection normal to the nodal sets (notice g is compactly supported, so the integral is well
defined), we get

/(9*)’ (% - A) ¢dz
— [ty (5 -8) w-gs
(5.2) = /(g*) (% —Ar,, - 02— sz,taz) (u — g*)dz
—— [y @+ 4 - WigHNde + [(6) 1) Venshl?] a2

Oh 0X -
+/[(g )PP [[% Ar. h+ Hr., + <7“,m>] dz+/(g*)77dz,

where we used (4.6) to compute (% - A) g*.
To obtain improved estimates, we make use of the orthogonality condition (4.4) to offset
the error in vertical direction of the approximate solution ¢ (using notation (4.5))

/ u(y, 2,8) — g* (v, 2, )] (= — (y. £))dz = / 67 (= — )dz

= /sb(g )'dz =

Differentiating once (5.3) in tangential direction (the coordinate y with respect to the
Fermi coordinate) we get

[ outardz—t, [ otg"yraz=o

Differentiating again we have

/(6% w09 s Oh 90, *h +¢(g*),,,@@)dz
0y; 0y,

(5.3)

x\//
Y0y, g oy; 7 dy; Oy, g 8yi (s") Y0y,
=0.
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And thus by taking the trace, we get
/Aptqﬁ(g*)’dz

5.4 = A [ otgydz =2 [ (Veo, Ve (67)dz
= Ve [ olg")

where gr, is the induced Riemannian metric on I'

Moreover, differentiating the orthogonality condition (4.4) with respect to time ¢ and
integrating by parts, we get

8¢ Vdz = — /(b ( <aXtFt,l/rt>—%>dz
0X
= <<TFJL7VFt>+§)/¢(g*)NdZ

Finally, we also have that the Holder norms of ¢ bound Hélder norms of  (c.f. [ s
9.6])

(5.5)

Lemma 5.1.
(5.6) 1A DllaroBrye)) < OUIGC Dllero (B, y0,00)s

Ihlloro(Bryoyx 2) < OUIllcro(B, (yo,0x1,2))s
Sor any (yo,0,t) € Ty in the Fermi coordinate and k = 0,1, 2.
Proof. Since

Oy, 2,t) = uly, 2,t) = 9" (y, 2, 1) = u(y, 2, t) — g (z = h(y, 1))
and u(y,0,t) = u*(y,0,t) = 0 in the Fermi coordinate, we have
¢(y,0,t) = =g (=h(y,1)).

Notice that |h| < 1 and so there is a uniform C' > 0 such that

(5.7) é < g (=hy,t) <C,

so we have

h(y, )] =37 (—o(y, 1) < Clo(y, t)].

Differentiating in the spatial y variable and time ¢ variable respectively gives

VQ¢(ZJ, 0, t) = g/ (_h(y7 t)) Vh(yv t)
Vao(y,0,t) = =g" (h(y,)) Vh(y,t) © Vh(y,t) + g’ (h(y,1)) V*h

O 6(5.0.0) = 7 (~h{y 1)) - hlo )

Combining with (5.7), we then have the desired bounds. [l



PARABOLIC ALLEN-CAHN 15

The term from II+IV comes out of the integral by the error estimates (4.10), (4.12) and
(5.6). In B,.(yo) x I,

oh dXr,
—a [— ~ Arg, bt Hrg, + <— >] 1 O(2) + Ol | e (uyxre))

ot ot
oh dXr,
=« [a - AFth+ HFt + <8—tF,VFt>:| + 0(5‘2) —+ O(||¢||%2’9(B7«(y0-,0)><17‘2))7

where « is the total energy for the 1-d heteroclinic solution. The additional term not in
Wang—Wei is

Jiwrr (G + (B, )) az
HERENS Y

B oh 0Xr, 3
—a'a+a<7wrt>+0(5 )

by the error control in the cutoff g of g in (4.2).

5.1. Sup norm of II+IV. Using integration by parts and (4.2), equation (5.2) can be writ-
ten as

/@W<%—A)Mz
= [ YW 0 +g) - Wz + [ 9 19r b

oh 0X
+ /[(9*)/]2 [E —Ar, ,h+Hr,, + <7Ft,urt>] dz + O(g?).
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Utilising (5.4) and (5.5), we compute in B,.(yo) X I, the left hand side (LHS)

LHS

Jur (5-

A> odz

0Xr,
ot

0X oh
(<—3? ) Vn> + 5) /cb(sf‘)”dz - /(9*)’ (Ar., + 02+ Hr. ,0.) ¢dz

oh . .
,upt> + 5) /cb(g )"dz — Amh/cﬁ(g )"dz + 0181220 5, (yo.0) x1,))

- / 6rn(g)dz — / (¢") (Br., — Ay, ) édz — / Hry (") dz — / (Hr., — Hr.,) d2(g")dz

0Xr,
ot

oh
)+ 5 ) [otayas - ann [ oya:

- [ Wi eyod+ [ He. 067 dz+ OE) + O6lEoa s, 1,0

8XF£,t Oh N7 1\ 1/
(e )+ 5 ) [ otaryas = arn [ otaya:

= [ WG odz + B, [ ola") dz+ OE) + OOl 5,4 074,0)

Ooh

0Xr,,
= HFE,O,t + ot L A +

ot

' o) [t

= [ W'Y (g 9z + OE) + 0116l 5,051,

In the above we also used the expression of the Laplacian in Fermi coordinates (2.11) in the
second equality and (5.1) in the third equality. The change of sign of the mean curvature
term is due to integration by parts and we are able to take the mean curvature term out of

integral is due to the error estimates (4.10).

Next we compute in B]*(yo) X I, the right hand side (RHS)

RHS

= —/W”(g*)(g*)'¢d2 + O(Hﬁb”%?ﬂ(&(ymo)x])) + /(9*)/(9*)/I|sz,th|2dz

= fiar? G- aen i+

Xr,

0
T,l/rt>:| dz

= —/W”(g*)(g*)'¢d2 + O(Hﬁb”%&ﬂ(&(ymo)x])) + /(9*)/(9*)/I|sz,th|2dz

oh oXr,
+ « _E _AFO,thJ’_HFO,t + < ot

oh oXr,
+ « _E _AFO,thJ’_HFO,t + < ot

7Vf‘t>

—/W”(g*)(g*)/(bdz"'O(||¢||%*2,9(BT(y0,0)x1)) +/(9*)/(9*)//|sz,th|2dz

7Vf‘t>

+ [16)P [(@r., = vy bt (e, -

+0(e?),

where we used the Taylor expansion of W’ and Lemma 4.4.
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Combining the above, we obtain

h
5 - anr e+ (B )| [ote7yas - a] + o)

(58) = 0(52) + /(g*)/(g*)lllvpz,thFdZ + |‘h|‘%~219(3g(y0)x]7‘2)

=0(?)+0 (”¢H%‘2v9(Br(y070)XIﬂ)) ’

In the last equality above, we used the fact that ||h||c2.6 is controlled by ||@| 2.0 as
shown in (5.6), and we applied Cauchy’s inequality to the middle term. The supremum
norm estimates are obtained by integrating by parts and using the fact that the integral of g
and its derivatives are uniformly bounded, independent of €. Specifically, we have:

sup |1+ 1V|
Br(y())XITQ
oh 0Xr,
[ de e, (5|

oh 0Xr
“Arh+ H — Ar,. h—Ar,h
{(% rh+ pt+< o ,Vrt>”+BT(sup |Ar,.. r.hl

yo)x 1,2

= sup
By (yo)x 1,2

< sup
By (yo)x 1,2

+ sup |A1‘*z’th — Apth|
BT(UO)XITZ

< 0() +0 (1612205, m 0101 ) -

where we used Lemma 4.4 and (5.6) to bound the last two terms in the third line.

5.2. Holder norm of II+IV. Again by rewriting equation (5.2) using the orthogonality
conditions (5.4) and (5.5), we have

0
/(g*)/ <§ - Arz,t - 8,22 - HFz,t8Z) (bdZ

- / [Ary, — Ar.,]6(g") dz

0X oh
+ <<—6trt 7V1"t> + E) /gf)(g*)”dz - AFo,th/¢(g*)//dZ

(9(;5 @ *\// 2 *\/11 _ */ 2
w2 [(Gogy), @Ol [oryias— [ 0.0t o0+ o)

—— [y g - Wi+ [P |G- Ar s e+ (B0 )] as

+ [ @l IV-ahPldz + O,
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where | [(g*)'7dz| = | [(g*)7'dz| = O(?) by the definition of 7 in (4.2). Further sim-
plification and some integration by parts gives

5.9
/ Ary, — Ar, é(g")dz

OXr. , oh oy xy
(o )+ 5) otz - angn [ olgyas

(9¢ @ *\ 1/ 2/ *\ /11 _/ *\/
+2/<3yi’3yj>gry,o (9")"dz + |V, b7 | ¢(g")"dz— [ (¢") Hr. ,0.¢d=

= 0(52) + /(g*)/R((b)dZ + {% - AFo,th+ HFo,t + <%7 VFt>:| </ 9/2d2’>

- / Hr., — Hr, ]l(g7) Pdz + / (Ar. b — Ary Bll(g") Pz + / (¢ (¢") |V b d.

where we used (5.1). Here the remainder term R () is a polynomial in ¢ with vanishing
constant and linear term.

5.2.1. Holder estimates in space. We will estimate the spatial Holder norms in (5.9) term
by term and use the notation in (2.12) for domains.

Since R(¢) has vanishing constant and linear term, we have

sup
tel 2

[ Rz

2
S 18l1E2.0 (8, (yo.0)x1,2)-
C(Bn(yo))

Since the C*% norms of ¢ control the C*? norms of h by (5.6), we have

sup
tel 2

Ary h(-1) (/¢(-727f)(9*)"('727f)dz> OB (o)

S Sup IR(, D)l 20 (B, (yo)) sup 19, )l co.0(B, (yo,0))

IT2

< sup [|o(- 1)1 2,
s leC D20 (B, (yo.0))

2
5 ||¢HC2’9(BT(y0,O)><Ir2)'
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By the error estimates (4.12), (4.14) and (5.6)

(5.10)
sup /[Afo,t - AFz,nW('vth)(g*)l(',Z,t)dz
rel CO(B (30))
Sl Aro. = Ar. 160 2 Dl 0oy oy + 190 Dllcza, oo 167 5 Dllco (000
e gp  Bree = Ar Jo(v.z 1)~ [Ary, = Ar. Jo(w. 7 1)
™ vweBy (yo) |v —wl?

+ 1o, Dlle20(Br(yo,00) - 1RC ) le20 (B, (yo))

g L e iy iy e
ZZj:l (gi“]z,t(v) - Q?M(U)) avifj - ZZ;‘:1(9;{¢(M) - gi“][m (w)) .¢ ,

< sup Qw;wj
~ v,wEBT (yo) |U - w|9
i ] ] i i 2]
e Sy (b, (v) = by, (0) 52 = S0, (b, (w) = b, (w))
v,wEB(yo) | - ’LU|9

+ tsup H(b(a t)||202’9(Br(yo,O))

€l,.2
Lj Lj 2% fott)
Zijl (g%]z,t (’U) o g%ﬂo,t (’U)) (aij - awiwj)

< sup 7
v,weB?(yo) |U - wl
S (2,0 =g ) = (98, 0) = a2, ()] 555
n sup i,j=1 gFZ,t gl"z,t gFD,t gFo,t Qw;w;
v,wEB (yo) |’U — w|9
i i 9 o]
S (B, () = b, (0) (32 - 22)
+ sup )
v,wE BP (30) v —wl
. . . . 5
S [0, () = b, () = (B, (0) — b, (w))] 22
+ sup ]
v,wEBT(yo) |1) - ’LU|

2
+ tsel}g oC, Ollc20 (B, (yo,0))

S e sup [|6(, 8)llc20(B,.(yo,0)) + € SuP |90 1)llc2(B,(yo,00) + € sup 60 D)l cro (B, (y0,0))
tel 2 tel o tel 2
+ e sup [|(-,1)[lc1(B,(yo,0)) + SUP ||¢('7t)||%‘219(BT(y0,0))

tel 2 tel 2

S &2+ 18112208, (wo.0)x 1)

where b (y) = 30, g ()52 log det ((gi;)r_., () above.
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We also estimate the term

dXr, oh .
o (5500 m) 5 ) o0 (f o020
tel o C?(B7(yo))
0X oh 2 2
< sup (<—Ft,urt>+—> (,1) + sup /¢(-,z,t)(g*)"(-,z,t)dz
tel,o ot ot Co(Br(yo) €l CO (B (v0))
0X 2 oh 2
< sup < > (1) roup |22
tel,z ||\ Ot coB(yoy)  tel Il OF CO(Bx (u0))
2
+ sup / b2 1)(5") (2, t)d2
tel,» C? (B (v0))

S €4 Wl sy st + 52 16C Dl 5, .0

2 2
S e+ 101ce (s, (yo,0)x 1,2

where the bound

0Xr 2
sup < 8tt’yrt>("t)
tely2 O (B (y0)
ou 2
ot
= sup (-,t)
tel 2 |Vu| CO (B (y0)
ou 2 2
S sup || = (1) + sup || [[ullZe0pn
ez || Ot Co(Bp(yo))  t€la | OF OB (yo) xI(;1y2)
a 2
< sup || =u(-,0,¢)
el |19 CO(By (o))

2 2
Set+ ||¢||c2,9(B§,(yo)xl(r/)z)

follows by Lemma 4.3 and the uniform lower gradient bound in Theorem 8.1.
Similarly, using (5.6), we get

/ <gi - g_:j("t)>gr (97)" (-, 2, t)d2

0,t

sup
tel 2

C?(Br(yo))
S Sup IACs Ol cres, () - 10C: Dllere B, (yo,0)

€l 2

S sup ¢ t : )
S [6C OE1.0 (B, (yo,0))

2
S ||¢||czw9(BT(yo,0)xlrz)’

and
sup

Ve b ) / (- 8)(g")" (- 2 1)z
tel o

< sup ||A(-,t)
tel o

C?(B1 (o))

”201’9(3?(3/0))' sup ||¢('7t)||ce(BT(yo,0))
tGITQ

2
S elceo s, (yo.0)x12)-
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Using (4.10), (4.14), Lemma 4.4 and integration by parts, we have
sup | [(47) (20t Hr 0.0, 2, 0)d:
tel, o C?(B1 (o))
< ¢ Sup /(9*)’(-7 2, t)azHFz,t¢('7 2, t) + az(g*)/('v 2, t)HFz,t¢('7 Z, t)dz
tel o C?(B2 (o))

Sesup |60 1) |le20 (B, (yo0,0)

€l.2

2 2
S e+ 101c0 s, (yo,0)x1,2)-

By the uniform bounds on derivatives of g, (4.14) and Lemma 5.6

sup
tel o

/(9*)’(~,Z,t)(g*)”(wth)IVrz,th(wt)lde

2
S Isup bl llcao sy o)

(B (yo))

2
SN eleeo (s, (yo.0)x1 2)-

Again, similar to the estimate carried out in (5.10), by (4.12) and (4.10), we have

sup

180 h1) = Br BB 20
tel 2

S e sup [|h(t)][ezoBr(yo))
tel 2

C4(B7 (o))

2 2
S e F 1hlGe r (o) x 1)

2 2
S e+ 101E0 B, (yo,0)x 1,2

and

sup
tel 2

[ttt ~ (o) ¢zt s - 0().

CO(B1(yo))

Combining all these above estimates and

H [%('vt) — Ar,h(-,t) + Hr, + <%7Vﬂ>] (/(9*)/2('7th)dz>

oh X
57 (1) = Arh( 1) + Hr, + < L upt>

CO8 (B (yo))

+0(?),
C%9(Br(yo))

=«

ot

we obtain from (5.9)

oh 0Xr,
|:E(7t) - Ar‘th(',t) + Hrt + <77yrt>:|

2 2
S e+ 19lE20(8, (yo.0)x1 2)-

sup
5.11) tel,2 0.9 (B2 (y0))
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5.2.2. Holder estimates in time. Again we estimate the Holder norm in time term by term
and use the notation in (2.12) for domains. By (4.12),

up ] a0, - a0 160206 000 |
yEBI (yo) Cz2(I.2)
< sup  ||[Ap,. — Ar, .
o liar, Jo(y. >||C2(,
+ sup [Ar,. — Ar, oy 1Ry, )l e
<y,z>eBr<yo,0>} " ’ K 5 (1,e
S elldllczo (s, (yo,0)x1,,0,2)
S+ 1008208, o0y x 1 0y2)
By (4.8) and (5.6)
0Xr, .
sup << 6t01 7VF0,,> > Y, /(b Y, z, (yuzu)dz 0
yE€BT (yo) Cc2(1,2)
0Xr, . Oh
S sup ‘(< 8t0’ 71/F0,.> + 8t)( 7') 0 sup ‘/¢ Y, z,
yEBT (yo) c2(1,2) yEB"(yo)
OXr, . 2 oh
< s (P Yoo o+ s [T
yEBX (yo) C2(I,2) YEB(wo) C2(1,2)
+  osup oy, 2,017
(¥,2)€ By(40,0) 5 (1,2)
du 2 oh 2
S sup E(:%O’) o + sup ’E(yu) 0
yEBT (yo) C2(l,2) YEBI(yo) C2(1,2)
+  sup oy, 2,017
(¥,2)€ By(40,0) % (1,2)
S & 1006208, (0.0 x1,110):
2
. — ||2=9), .
where we used Lemma 4.3 to bound || 5 (Y, ||C2(I 2) H (y, )HC% ,
second last line.
By (5.6) again,
sup (Ary Ay, [ ol )6 (50|
yE€BT (yo) C2(I,2)
2
< sw o [An A2, sup ] [ ot w2,z
y€B2(yo) c22 yGB" o)
S NPNE=08, (o) x1,2) T ||¢||02,G<Br<yo,o>x1m
5 ||¢||é2’9(BT(y07O)XIr2),
0¢ oh .
sup /<a_(yuzu)7a_(y7)> (g )H(yuzu')dz
yE€BJ (o) Yi Yj aro.. C%(IT2)
S 1dllcro, (yo.0)x1,2) * 1hllcro(B, (yo)x1.2)

2
S Meleeo (s, (yo,0x1.2)>

0
C2(1,2)

( Y, 7')dz

in the

2

]
C2(I.2)
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sup
yEBT (yo)

‘lvf‘o,lh(yv )l /(b(yv Z, .)(g*)l//(y, Z, )dZ

C8(1,2)
S Wellerespoy<r,a)) - 19lcro s, wo.0x1,2)
S NDlZ20(B, (gor0yx1 2

and

sup
yE€B(yo)

‘/(9*)IHFz,taZ¢(yvzv')dz

C%(Iﬂ)
Se-lléllcros, yo.0)x1 2)

2 2
S e+ 101E20 8, (yo,0)x1,2)-

By the uniform smallness of deviation in the z coordinate (4.10) and (4.11)

sup /[HFZ,t - HFo,t](g*)/z(yv Z, )dZ o
yEB (yo) Cz(I,2)
9 .
5 sup / 5 [(Hrz,t - HFo,t)(g )/2(y7 Z, )] dz
YEB(yo) t€l 2

5 82 + H¢||2C42VQ(BT/(yo,O)XI(T/)2)7
and by (4.13), (5.6)

sup
yEB(yo)

]/EArAfwyf>—-Armfmy,»Kgﬂ@<%z,odz

o
Cc2(1,2)

2 2
5 e+ ||¢HC2!9(BT/(yo,O)XI(T/)2)’

sup
y€B (yo)

]/ywwmm%wwz

Cc2(1,2)
2 2
S et 01e20 (s, (yo.0)x 10"
And thus similar to (5.11), we obtain

oh OXr,
H:E _AFO,.h"'HFo,. + < ot 7VF0,,>:| (y7)

S+ ||¢H%‘219(Bﬂ(y0,0)><1

sup
(5.12) yEBY (yo)

0
C2(1,5)
(T/)Q)'

From (5.11), (5.12), we put back the omitted superscript € and obtain Holder estimates
for the term II+IV in space-time

oh 0Xre |
|15 - e s + ()|

(5.13) CO0(Br(yo)x1,2)
. 5 52 + ||¢€||202*9(Br’(y070)><1(7,/)2)

S &+ 0l llcmo s, (o0 x1,0)

where o = o(1) is a small coefficient since the norm of ¢° is small. This follows from
the assumption of a uniform bound on A for u, in Theorem 1.1. The rescaled solution
sequence u° is a solution of (2.2). As shown in Section 4, all the derivatives of ¢ converge
to 0 uniformly, which implies that |¢°|c2.0 = o(1) for small e. This will be used later in
an iteration argument.
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6. PARABOLIC SCHAUDER ESTIMATES FOR ¢ AND REGULARITY OF THE LEVEL SETS,
THE PROOF OF MAIN THEOREMS

Rewriting the equation (4.7), we get

0 oh 0Xre
(E —A) "+ W' (g =(g") (E — Arg b+ Hrg. +< 8; N >>

+ (g7 |Vh]* + 11 + R(),

where the remainder term R is of order O(|¢|?).
By applying standard parabolic Schauder estimates (see chapter 4 of [ ] for a ref-
erence) to the above equation, we get by (5.6)

I\fbal\cw(m(y)xhﬂ

0Xre
——AFE h+Hps, +C ({%taVF%

0Xr:
——AFE h-‘ers + ( — s Ure

2 2
G208, (goyx1,0y2) T€
CO’B(BT/(QO)XI(Wﬂ)

+ U||¢€HCQ’G(BTI(y()7O)XI(T/)2) + 62

€00 (B, (yo)x I(y1y2)

ot

where 0 < 1 is a small constant.
Combining this with the estimate (5.13), we get

Ar: h+ Hr: | + OXr;
rs rs ar VT

+ 19208, (yo,0)x 1,2)
C%9(Br(yo)xI,2)

OXr-
<5 +0’(H——AFE h+HFE +< 8;t,yf‘§>

+ H(ba ||C2’9(Br’ (yo,O)Xl(T‘/)2)> .
C00 (B, (yo) < I 1))

We can then iterate this inequality K > |log | times (so that o = O(¢)), and obtain

OXr-
PRI

o + 1920 (B, (yo,0)x 1,2)

C9(By(yo)x1,2)

= O(s2| loge|) = 0(82_6),

for any ¢ > 0.
Thus by (5.6), we have

.+ (o)
Frs),t+ ’Vrrs),t

— (O(e2-0
5 =0(e"7?),¥6 > 0.

C0-9(Byr(yo)x1,2)

After rescaling back to the original scale we have

dXr,
HHFE,O,t + < atYOYt 7VF5,0,t>

forany 6 € (0,1).

By the curvature bound |A.| < C, the nodal sets I'; o ; can be represented by local
graphs over I'c o, N {B, x L2} = {xp41 = fe} N {B, x I,2} with bounded gradient
Vil < C’, so the parabolic Schauder estimates in Lemma 2.3 gives

6.1) 1fellczo(B,yoyx1) < Co;
forany 0 € (0,1)

=079 < ¢y,
C9 (B, (yo)x1I,2)
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. We first perform a parabolic translation in space-time for u. so that
u¢(0,0) = 0 as in Remark 4.5, which we still denote by u.. By applying the curvature
bound and the entropy bound A < 2« — §, we obtain a smooth limit flow with multiplic-
ity 1. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is essentially completed through the last equation (6.1).
This equation provides a uniform C%? estimate, which is obtained by combining a uni-
form enhanced second fundamental form bound with the aforementioned entropy bound.
Consequently, we can obtain a uniform C'%? norm for the curvature of the level sets. [

Proof of Theorem 1.3. This argument is similar to the proof of Corollary 1.2 in [ ]
where the conditions in Theorem 1.3 imply the conditions (uniform enhanced second fun-
damental form bounds) in Theorem 1.1 by a blow up argument. (]

7. PROOF OF CURVATURE ESTIMATES

In this section we prove the a priori bound on enhanced second fundamental forms for
low entropy Allen—Cahn flows.

Proof of Corollary 1.5. Again we argue by contradiction. Let us assume there exists a se-
quence ¢; — 0 and a sequence of solutions u., to the equation (2.1) in B,.(0) x [-r2,7r%] C
R? x R with & = ¢}, such that u(0,0) = 0. After passing to a subsequence, we can obtain

. 2 u .
a limit Brakke flow dpe, + = {sklvu?( IE 4 WX Z’;( 1)

dx — dpy using [ ].

Claim 7.1. Under the entropy assumption \(dp.) < 2a — 8, we have the convergence

. 2 u ..
A, + = [Ekwu?( Ll + ldt 2’2( ’t))} dx — duy,Vt € (—r%,r?). Moreover dyu is non-

empty for every t € (—r? r?).

Proof of Claim 7.1. To prove the claim, we will use a proof by contradiction. Suppose for
the sake of contradiction that the claim is false. Then there exists some time tepiinet €
(—r2,72) such that the flow is empty for all time ¢ € (textinet,7>). So on the compact
subset of space-time Bagr, X (textinct, r2) C R? x R, we have uniform convergence (

[ D
(7.1) us, — 1, or—1.

On the other hand, by the condition on representing phase transition, for any tg € (textinet, rz)
and €; > 0, there exists z¢., € Bg, such that

’U,gk (1‘075k N to) =0.

This gives a contradiction to the uniform convergence (7.1) and hence the limit Brakke

flow is non-empty for any time ¢ € ( — 72, 7?).
By [ ,5.5] (et [ , Proposition 3.4]), we have convergence for every ¢t € ( —
r2,r?).

The smoothness follows from the entropy condition because the only singularity model
in this case is the round shrinking circle for curve shortening flow where the flow becomes
extinct. (]

We next prove that the gradient is non-zero at (0, 0). In fact, there is a lower gradient
bound for points in the nodal sets.

Claim 7.2. There exists a cs > 0 depending on the § in Corollary 1.5 and independent of
€ such that if u. satisfies the conditions in Corollary 1.5, then €|Vu.(0,0)| > ¢s > 0 for
all small enough .
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Proof of Claim 7.2. Suppose not, then there exists a sequence of u., satisfying the equa-
tion (2.1) with € = ¢j, and e, — 0 such that u., (0,0) = 0 and £;|Vuc, (0,0)] — 0. we
consider a further rescaled sequence

@ (x,t) = ue, (en(x — In),en(t — tr)?)

so that @* satisfies the equation (2.2) for t € (— z , ;j ) — (—00, 00) for each k.
€k k

By parabolic regularity, we have @* — %> smoothly on compact subsets after passing
to a subsequence. And thus

(1.2) @>(0,0) = 0, |[Vu®(0,0)| = 0.

Claim 7.1 and Item (2) in Theorem 1.5 then guarantees the condition in Theorem (3.2)
is satisfied, so 4 is a 1-d solution up to a rotation and translation in space-time. By the
property of such 1-d solutions we have |[V#°°(0,0)| # 0, which is a contradiction to (7.2).

(]

By the Claim 7.2, the enhanced second fundamental form is well defined. Now we
prove that it has a uniform bound at (0, 0) in space-time. Suppose not, then we have

(7.3) |A(ue, (0,0))| = C > 4§ — 0.

There are 2 cases.
2 2
Case 1: If | A(ue, (2, 1))] < 85, ¥(w,1) € {ue, = 0}0(B,(0) x [=1%,7%]\ By (0) x [~ 5]),

2

we choose a point (Zy, ) € {ue, = 0} N By (0) x [~ %] such that

sup [ Aue, (2,1))] = [Alue, (T, T))].

(@,8)€ e, =0}NB (0)x [~ 5, 57])

In this case, we have |A(ue, (z, t))| < 8% < 2| A(u, (0,0))] < 2| A(ue, (Zx, t1))| for all
(z,t) € {ue, =0} N B (0) x [-r2,7?].

Case 2: If there exists (zy, t;) € {us, = O}H(BT(O) x [=r2,7?]\ Bz (0) x [—%, %])
such that | A(u., (zx, t1))| > 8%. Then we have

, r? r? k r
|A(u5k (,Tk,tk)” - distp ((:vk,tk), {ugk = 0} n Bg (0) X [—— —]) > 8— . - =2k.
By applying the doubling Lemma [ , Lemma 5.1] with
X =% ={u., =0}NB.(0) x [-r2,r?],

D= fue, = 01 (B0 % [ 2\ B0 ¢ (1o ).

T2 T2

D= {us, =0} B50) x [~ 150 1=

B
we can pick a point (I, ;) € D with the property that
[A(ue, (Tk, t))| = [Alus, (@5 tr)),

At (2, ))] < 2 At (0, )], V(a0 € {Jo = ] < i

N VTR A s

kK
[ Aue, (Tk, k)]
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We denote by C, = | A(us, (Zy,tx))| for either cases above and define

- T — Xy t—fk
g (z,t) = ue, <C~'—’ & ) .
k k

where u;, satisfies (2.1) withe = &, = Eké'k.
In both cases, by scaling, the function u, satisfies

|A(@x(0,0))] =1,
| Ay (z,9))] < 2,¥(x,y) € B x [—k* k?].

Again, we separate into 2 cases.

If limy_ o skC'k = 0, then after passing to a subsequence, we get a limit flow dji;
defined for all ¢ € [—k? k?] — (—o0,00). Moreover, since 1y, is a parabolic rescaling
of u., by C%, the limit dji; of the energy measure of u; is a scaling limit of the energy

measure dy; by Ci And we know that dy; is smooth by Claim 7.1, so
L. 2
—djy = H*|P,Yt e R
!

where P C R? is a static hyperplane, which is the tangent plane at a smooth point (0, 0).
By Theorem 1.1, we obtain uniform C?¢ bounds for sufficiently large i, implying that the
second fundamental form is preserved in the limit. Consequently, if A(% (0, 0)) tends to
1 as k — oo, the limit must have non-zero second fundamental form at the origin, which
contradicts the fact that the limit is flat.

If lim sup Ekék > &p > 0, we again consider the rescaled sequence as in the proof of
Claim 7.2

@ (x,t) = ue, (en(x — 3n),en(t — tr)?)
so that @ satisfies the equation (2.2) for each k and that
(7.4) |A(@*(0,0))| > & > 0.

Again by Claim 7.1, the condition in Theorem 3.2 is satisfied. We obtain after passing to a
subsequence a limit solution 4 which is the 1-d heteroclinic solution. The convergence
of @* to 4> is smooth on compact subsets of space-time by parabolic regularity. This gives
a contradiction to the curvature lower bound (7.4) for large enough k because 4> has flat
level sets.

(]

8. APPENDIX

Here we prove some regularity properties (Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4) of u and its
level sets which are standard results from the theory of semilinear parabolic PDEs.

First we prove an a priori lower bound for the gradients of parabolic Allen—Cahn at
points of phase transition given the assumptions of Theorem 1.1. The enhanced second
fundamental form

_ VIV2uP — [VVul]?
[Vl

Au)

is well defined only if the gradient does not vanish.



28 HUY THE NGUYEN AND SHENGWEN WANG

Theorem 8.1. For any r > 0, there exists ¢, > 0 such that the following holds: if uc is a
solution of equation (2.1) in B (zg) x (to — 2, to+12) C R" ™1 x R with the following
properties

(1) ue(wo,to) = 0;

(2) Au. < Co, where Cy is independent of e.
Then

< €|Vue(zo, to)| < &

.

in B (xg) % (to — €2r%,tg + €2r?) C R™ x R for all sufficiently small «.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume (zg, to) = (0,0).

Suppose the conclusion does not hold, then there exists a sequence of ¢; — 0, a se-
quence of solutions u., to the equation (2.1) in BP*! x (—r2,7?) C R**! x R with
€ = ¢; and ug, (0,0) = 0, but such that either

si|Vu5i (l'i, tl)| — 0,
or
€i|Vu5i (ZCZ', t1)| — 00,
for some (z;,;)) € B2 x (—e2r?,e2r?) C R™T x R.
By scaling, we obtain a sequence of solutions u®i = wu.,(g;z,£2t) satisfying equation
(22)in Bx x (-4, %) C R™! x R with u%(0,0) = 0 and

(8.1) [Vus (&, 1;)| = 0,
or
8.2) Ve, (Z;, ;)] = oo,

for some (%;,%;)) € B, x (—r%,7?).

Notice that by condition (2) the second fundamental forms of the level sets of u® are
bounded above by Cpe — 0. Since the level sets are getting flatter and flatter as ¢ — 0,
after passing to a limit, the sequence converges smoothly on any compact subsets to a limit
u°° of (2.2) that is defined on the whole space-time R™*! x R. Since the set of critical
values are of measure zero by Sard’s Theorem, we have that for almost every s € [—1, 1]
the level sets {u> = s} are flat hyper planes. This tells that «> must be the static 1-d
solution g. Moreover, u*° (0, 0) = lim «<i (0, 0) = 0. By the assumption on entropy bound,
u>° cannot be the constant solution with value 0, and thus it has to be the 1-d heteroclinic
solution with non-zero spatial gradient at (0, 0). This gives a contradiction with either (8.1)
or (8.2) for large enough ¢, and thus we must have a gradient upper and lower bound. [J

Now we are ready to prove the 2 regularity lemmas of level sets in section 4.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Note that as described in subsection 2.4, the curvature bound |A%| <
Coe gives that the nodal set Tj _ > of u® at time —(r"?) is Coe close in C? to a flat

hyperplane, which without loss of generality is assumed to be {z,,+1 = 0}.
Both u® and g satisfies equation (2.2), so their difference satisfies

(8.3) (5, — D)W =g)=—[V'(u) - W'(g)].

We have the following L*° bound of the right hand side.
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Claim 8.2.
W' (u) = W)l (B, (w0.0)x1,112) = O€) + O (”¢5H02v9(BT/(IO,O)XI(T/)z)) :

’
where 1" = £

Proof of Claim 8.2. The proof requires the use of auxiliary approximation solution v, in
(8.4) and some estimates from [ ].

Let 3 be the limit mean curvature flow with curvature. We note here that by the level
sets have locally uniformly bounded curvature, the limit flow must be locally uniformly
bounded as C'*® graphs. Since the mean curvature flow equation of graphs are quasi-
linear PDEs, standard theory then implies that all the derivatives are locally uniformly
bounded. In particular, the limit flow must have curvature locally uniformly bounded by
Cp. Let dy, : R”*1 — R denote the signed distance to ;. The sign of dx, is chosen to
agree with the sign of the distance d. ; to the nodal sets I'; ; as ¢ — 0.

Following [ , (43)], we define an approximate solution v, as follows:
_ dgt x dgt X
B velet) = xe(ds @)3(ZLD) + (1= v (i, ()2
£ |ds, ()]

where x7 is a C° function supported in [—7,7], xz = Lin [-Z,Z],and =1 < x> < 1.
Here 7 is chosen small enough so that the distance function dx;, to the flowing hypersur-
faces X; are well defined.

And in accordance with our notations, we denote its parabolic rescaling by

v (x,t) = v (e, €%t).

Since all the nodal sets T'. ; pass through (0,0) € R"™! x R, so does the limit limit mean
curvature flow XJ;. By the uniform curvature bound of X;, after rescaling, the flows % have
curvature bounded by O(e) and converges to a flat plane which we denote by {z,,+1 = 0}
without loss of generality. And we must have for each &, the flow must be O(e) close in
C? to the plane {z,, 41 = 0} since they all pass through (0, 0). And thus

(8.5) |v° —g| =|gods, —godisty,, ,—ol +O(c) = O(e).
Attime —(r'?), since the nodal set g _,.,)> of u® is Coe close in C? to {z41 = 0}, we

have
(8.6)

[ (4, = (")) =% (4, = (")?) |

< (y, = (")?) = %" (v, = (")) [+ 19%" (v, = (')?) = g(y)| + |g — v7|

< 6%l (B, (20,0)x 1,1 )2) F lg © distrs | — g o distia, ,,—0}l| (B, (20,0)x1,.)2) T O€)
< 6°llc20(B, (50,0)x1,y2) T O(E)-

By the bounds [ , (45),(46)] and parabolic rescaling, we have
) | 9 W (v.)
(8.7) (& — AN+ W' ()| =¢ (& — Ao + =

<e?. C% = O(g).

(Note that in the representation in [ ] the potential function is chosen to be % instead
of W, but this choice does not affect the estimates).
The final estimate we require is a reformulation of [ , (35)].
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Claim 8.3. The difference of u® and v¢ is bounded by
(8.8)

sup |u® —v®|(x, t)
BT/ (I[) O)XI(T/)Q

< C sup / H(x —y,t—s) ( 0 A) v + W' (v7)
170 O)XI“/)Q /)2 Rn+1 8

+C sup H(z —y,— (")) (v, —(")?) —o° (y, —(r")?) |dy,
B, (x0,0) JR+1

where H. is the heat kernel in R"+1,

(y, z)dyds

Remark 8.4. We note that the main estimate (19) of [ , Theorem 3.1] is independent
of ¢, but requires the condition that |u® — v¢| - 0. Here in the claim, we instead use the
estimate (35) in the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [ ], in which the constant C' may depend
on . However, this does not require |u® — v¥| —» 0. It suffices for our purpose because
we are applying it to the rescaled functions u®, v®, which are solutions and approximate
solutions respectively to the equation (2.2) with e = 1.

Combining (8.6), (8.7) and (8.8), we have

sup |u® — v%|(x,t)
B,,/ (wo,O)XI(T/)2

< C’s sup / / dyds
(20,0) %1 ,1)2 Rn+1

+C (5 + ||¢€||C2’9(BT/(aco,O)xI(T,)2)> sup / H(x —y,t)dy
By (20,0) X I,y2 JRPH

= 0(&) + O (19 2005, (20,01 x110))
Now the conclusion of the claim follows by
W/ (") = W @)l L= (B, (20,0 % T y2)
< COllw® = gllz=(s, (@0,0)x1,1)2)
<COfu® —v HLoo o (20,0)xIy0y2) T ClIUT = Gl Lo (B, (00,0)x1,1,2)
= 0() + O o5 a0, )
(where we used that the potential function satisfies [W”(¢)| < C fort € [—1,1]) O

Using Claim 8.2, we have by parabolic Calderon-Zygmund estimates (c.f. [ ,
Theorem 6]) that in the ball of radius 7"/ = %T/

lu = Gllwee (B, (0,0 x T 2) < W/ W) = W@ lr(B, (w0,0)x1,02)
< CIIW' (u) = W (@)l (B, (20,0 x T 2)
< 0E) + O |20, (0:0)x 1, 2)):
forany 1 < p < co. The Sobolev inequalities then give

e~ e~
lu _gHCl’B(BT”(mO’O)XI(T“ﬂ) < Ol - g||W2 %(Br//(wmo)XI(w/ﬂ)

< 0(6) + 06 o208, (eui0)x 1,0 2)):
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forany 6 € (0,1) and so
HW/(U'E) - W/(g)||Cl‘9(BT//(:E(),O)XI(T//)2) S O(E) + O(H¢E||02’9(BT/(LE(),O)XI(T/)2))7

since W' is a polynomial.
Applying parabolic Schauder estimates of Lemma 2.3 to the equation (8.3) and boot-
strapping then gives the estimate in the ball of radius 7. (]

Proof of Lemma 4.4. (4.10) and (4.12) are already proved in [ , Section 8], we only
need to prove the remaining two estimates.

By our assumptions, we can assume without loss of generality that for sufficiently small
e, the level sets for values (—1 + b,1 — b),b > 0 are graphs over {z,+1 = 0}, that is
{’UJE = S} n {DT/ X I(T/)z} = {anrl e hE’S(Il, ...,:Z?n,t)} N {DT/ X I(T/)z} for s €
(=14 b,1—b). We compute

us  [(Ohs\ T
0Tni1 \ Os ’

du® ohe\ " oher
=— —i=1,..,n
ox; 0s ox; ’ T
dus  (9h=s\ ' ohes
ot s ot
By a similar argument to Theorem 8.1, we have | 8‘2“; | > C~! for some C' > 0 and thus

£,8 .
ahw in the above computations makes sense.

For simplicity in the rest of the proof, we omit the superscripts € and s in u®, ¢* and
h®® when there is no confusion.
By Lemma 4.3, we see

oh ou .
S1=0(|5]) =0+ 00 croim, nt

We further compute higher order derivatives of h that contain one order of ¢ derivatives.
By differentiating u (1, ..., T, h(21, ..., 2, t), ) = s twice, we have
0%u N &%u  Oh N 0*h  Ou
&vzﬁt 8:vn+1 ot 6:51- 6:51(% 8xn+1

Since the term aa?:ﬂ is uniformly bounded, and the first 2 terms are of order O(e) +

O([[¢°llc20(8,, ><I(T,)2)), we see

O*hs | 0 O(ll 62
90t (e) +O(ll¢ HC2’9(BT/><I(T/)2))-
Similarly, to estimate ﬁfjat , we differentiate again with respect to x; and get
&u &u oh ?u  0%h

02:02,0t | 02p 107,01 0x; | Dans10t 001,
L Ph u Ph Pu
6:vi6:vj6t 8:vn+1 6x16t a$n+16$j -

By the previous first and second order derivatives estimates (that contains ¢ derivatives), we
see the first, second, third and fifth term are all of order O(e) + O(] |¢||Cgﬁg(

0.

B, XI(T/)z))'
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So from the fourth term, we have

‘ 2h

W} =0(e) + O(||¢ HC2’9(BT/ ><I(T/)2)).

Since the second fundamental form of the nodal sets I'; in graphical form is

1 0 1 oh°

— — (1, .oy
VIS IVWP 02 | VTS VAP 0,

Taking derivatives with respect to ¢ and using the above estimates of higher order deriva-
tives of h containing one order of ¢ derivatives, we get

Aij (1, ey Ty t) = —

T,y t)

8 (>
554 = 0 + O eno, )
And consequently, using [ , (8.4)], we get
0 0
e (AP” Arﬁt) e (ZAFi Arg )
0 0
= ZAFi . 8tAFE + ZAFg . 8tAFa

= O() + O, 1, 20

because A’ ). This proves (4.11).
The t1me derlvatlve of the induced Riemannian metrics on the nodal sets can be esti-

mated by
0Xrs,
] ()

Oh
<0 ( {(Ars,t)m} 5‘)
=0(*) + O(”¢8”%2~9(BT,><I

2o

).

(T/)Q)
And for the metrics on I‘;t for each z, we have by [ , 8.2]

n

(grs)i; = (grg ,)ij Z (Ars )ik (grs )ik + 2° Z (gre It (Ars )ik (Arg , )ji-

k=1

Differentiating with respect to ¢ and using the ¢ derivative estimate of A and gr¢ , above,
we then see

‘% {(gp;t)z-]}

= 0) + Ol 205, x1, 2))-



PARABOLIC ALLEN-CAHN 33

. - a(logdct(gps )1])
: % — 15" o N\ o)
Now by denoting b s, =3 ) j=19re oy,

norm of the error in z of the Laplaciaﬁ operator.

, we can estimate the Holder time

sup ||Ars oy, ) — Aps H
S, re (0,0 = Ars 2| g )
n n

= sup (gljs —g%)—y,- + (Za —b%)—y,-

yEB} z‘,jZ:1 Phe o e ayiayﬂ'( : ; e 8yi( ) C3(12)

2

< swp [0(loi, = 0i,..|) Nelomoqapnray + O (lore Nl o o)) 1€llca(monr o))

Yy T
< sw O (|o =gl |) Ielcnoqperray+ s O (llare losn) Ielloas (men o)

yEB,! ! ? & yEB? r N

|21<6]log e

= 0(82) + O(||¢€H%‘219(BT/ x I )) + O(H@Héz,e(Bp XIT2>)7

and this proves (4.13). [l

()2
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