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Abstract

The Cahn-Hilliard equation is one of the most common models to describe phase segre-
gation processes in binary mixtures. Various dynamic boundary conditions have already been
introduced in the literature to model interactions of the materials with the boundary more pre-
cisely. To take long-range interactions into account, we propose a new model consisting of a
nonlocal Cahn—Hilliard equation with a nonlocal dynamic boundary condition comprising an
additional boundary penalization term. We rigorously derive our model as the gradient flow of
a nonlocal free energy with respect to a suitable inner product of order H ! containing both
bulk and surface contributions. In the main model, the chemical potentials are coupled by a
Robin type boundary condition depending on a specific relaxation parameter. We prove weak
and strong well-posedness of this system, and we investigate the singular limits attained when
this relaxation parameter tends to zero or infinity.
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1 Introduction

We consider the system of equations

Orp = moAp in Qp:=Qx(0,7T), (1.1a)
p=cagd —eJ x ¢+ LF (-, ¢) in Qrp, (1.1b)
O = mprArv — fmaOni onTr:=Tx (0,7T), (1.1c)
v="bary — K ® ¢ + $Go (-, ¥) + $B'(-,¥) onTr, (1.1d)
Logp=pr—pu onI'p, (1.1e)
Pli=0 = do in Q, (1.1f)
Yli=0 = tho onT 1.1g)

where £,6 > 0 and Q C R? with d = 2 or d = 3 is a bounded domain with boundary I' = 99 whose
unit outer normal vector field is denoted by n. It consists of a nonlocal Cahn—Hilliard equation in the
bulk (1.1a)—(1.1b) subject to a dynamic boundary condition (1.1¢)—(1.1d) that also has a nonlocal
Cahn—Hilliard type structure. The functions ¢ and v stand for phase-field variables describing the
difference of two local relative concentrations of materials in the bulk and on the surface, respectively.
In (1.1a) and (1.1c), the mobilities mq and mr are assumed to be positive constants. Moreover,
denotes the chemical potential in the bulk whereas v denotes the chemical potential on the surface.
The symbols “+” in (1.1b) and “®” in (1.1d) stand for the convolutions on Q and T, respectively,
ie.,

(J % @) (z,t) := /Q J(x—y)o(y,t)dy for every (x,t) € Qp,

(5 0)(0)i= [ K= 9)b(u,1)dS@) for every (.)€ Ir.
r
Moreover, the functions ag and ar are defined by
ag(z) == (J*1)(z) and ap(z):= (K ®1)(2)

for almost all x € Q and z € T'. In this model, the chemical potentials are coupled by the Robin
type boundary condition (1.1e) with parameters L > 0 and 8 # 0. To this end, we will refer to it
as the “Robin model”. In addition, we also investigate the singular limits L — 0 and L — oo of
the system (1.1) which lead to a Dirichlet type boundary condition (u|r, = v a.e. on I'r) and a
homogeneous Neumann boundary condition (Oap = 0 a.e. on I'r), respectively.

In the following subsection, we will explain the motivation behind our model as well as the occurring
quantities. Before discussing the system (1.1) and its singular limits in more detail, we first present
a short review of previous results to provide a better understanding of the origins and advances of
our model.

1.1 Motivation of our model

The (local) Cahn—Hilliard equation. The Cahn—Hilliard equation was originally introduced in
[10] to model phase separation and de-mixing processes in binary alloys. Meanwhile, it is frequently
used in mathematical models describing phenomena in materials science, life sciences and also image
processing.

The (local) Cahn—Hilliard equation as introduced in [10] reads as follows:

0rd = molAp, p=—cAop+ %Fv/v(d)) in Qp, (1.2a)



¢|t:0 = ¢0 in Q. (12b)

Here, the functions ¢ = ¢(x,t) and u = p(x,t) depend on position x €  and time ¢ € [0,7T], where
T > 0 denotes an arbitrary but fixed final time. To describe a mixture of two materials, the phase-
field variable ¢ stands for the difference of two local relative concentrations. We suppose that the
parameter mgq, which represents the so-called mobility, is a positive constant. This is indeed a very
typical assumption, although non-constant mobilities are used in some situations (see, e.g., [29]).
After a short period, the phase-field ¢ will attain values close to +1 in large regions of the domain €.
These areas, which correspond to the pure phases of the materials, are separated by a thin interface
whose thickness is proportional to the parameter ¢ > 0 (which is usually chosen very small). The
function p denotes the chemical potential in the bulk (i.e., in Q). It describes chemical reactions
influencing the time evolution of the phase-field and can be expressed as the Fréchet derivative of
the following bulk free energy of Ginzburg-Landau type:

1
BSl(0) = [ 5IV6P + ZFu(o)da, (13)

where the function F, is the bulk potential. If phase separation processes are to be described,
F, is usually supposed to exhibit a double-well structure attaining its global minima at —1 and 1
(corresponding to the pure phases) and a local maximum at 0. A physically relevant choice for Fy,
is a singular logarithmic potential (cf. (2.16)). For simplicity of the mathematical analysis, it is
often approximated by a regular polynomial potential, typically the double-well potential Fy(s) =
Waw(s) = 1(s? — 1) (see also Remark 2.8). Since the time evolution of the phase-field and the
chemical potential is considered in a bounded domain, it is necessary to impose suitable boundary
conditions. The homogeneous Neumann conditions

Ondp =0, Oap=0 onTy (1.4)

are the classical choice. The condition (1.4); implies that the interface intersects the boundary at a
perfect contact angle of ninety degrees, while the no-flux condition (1.4), entails that the phase-field
¢ satisfies the mass conservation law

o(t)de = | ¢(0)dz, t€]0,T). (1.5)
Q Q
Moreover both conditions in (1.4) imply the energy dissipation law
d
FE(0(0) +ma [ [VH(OP de =0, te(0.7) (1.6)

We point out that the Cahn-Hilliard equation subject to the boundary conditions (1.4) can be
interpreted as a gradient flow of type H~! of the bulk free energy ESuITk (cf. [20]). The Cahn-
Hilliard equation (1.2) with homogeneous Neumann conditions (1.4) is already very well understood
and there exists an extensive literature (see, e.g., [2,4,13,29,30,65,67,73]).

The (local) Cahn—Hilliard equation with dynamic boundary conditions. In some situa-
tions, it turned out that homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions are not satisfactory as they
neglect the influence of certain processes on the boundary to the dynamics in the bulk. For instance,
separate chemical reactions on the boundary cannot be taken into account. However, especially in
certain applications (e.g., applications in hydrodynamics and contact line problems), it proved nec-
essary to describe short-range interactions of the binary mixture with the solid wall of the container
more precisely. To this end, physicists proposed a surface free energy which is again of Ginzburg—
Landau type (cf. [27,28,51]):

0 1
B9 (0,0) = B (0) + ESh(v) with ESh() = [ F1Vrol + j6u)as. (1)



Here, the symbol Vr denotes the surface gradient on I'; G is a surface potential, the parameter x > 0
acts as a weight for surface diffusion effects, and § > 0 denotes a small parameter corresponding to
the thickness of the interface on the surface. In the case x = 0 this energy is related to the moving
contact line problem (see, e.g., [70]). Recently, various dynamic boundary conditions corresponding
to the energy EST have been derived and analyzed in the literature, for instance [11,12,16-19,35,37,
38,44,56,61-64,66,71,72]. In particular, Cahn—Hilliard systems with dynamic boundary conditions
exhibiting also a Cahn—Hilliard type structure have become very popular in recent times. In general,
such models can be interpreted as a gradient flow of the energy EG" with respect to a suitable inner
product of order H ! which contains both a bulk and a surface contribution (see, e.g., [46,52,53]).

The following model which was proposed and analyzed in [53] can be regarded as the local analogue
of the model (1.1) (with B = 0) we intend to study. It reads as follows:

¢ = maAp, p=—eAp+ 1F}(9) in Qr, (1.8a)
Opp = mrArv — BmaOap, v = —0kAry + %G;V(w) +e0n¢ on I'p, (1.8b)
dlry =, Lonp = v — p on I'r, (1.8c¢)
dli=0 = ¢o in Q, (1.8d)
Ylt=0 = Yo = ¢olr on T, (1.8e)

where 8 # 0, L > 0. Here, the chemical potentials p and v are coupled by a Robin type boundary
condition (1.8c), (which is the same as the condition (1.le) in our system) to model chemical
reactions between the materials in the bulk and the materials on the surface. In this context, the
constant 1/L is related to the reaction rate. Here, the term “reactions” is to be understood in
a general sense including chemical reactions but also adsorption or desorption processes. By the
condition (1.8¢c),, the mass flux —mq0np (which describes the motion of the materials towards and
away from the boundary) is directly influenced by differences in the chemical potentials.

Provided that a solution of (1.8) is sufficiently regular, it satisfies the mass conservation law

ﬁ/ﬂ¢(t)dx+/rw(t)d5‘:B/quodx—i—/rwods, te[0,7], (1.9)

as well as the energy dissipation law

d arL
B (8(0), (1))

(1.10)
—I—mQ/ |V,u(t)|2d3:—|—mp/ |Vrv(t)? dS + T/ |Bv — pu* A4S =0,
Q r r

for all ¢ € [0,T]. This means that the parameter § acts as a weight in the mass conservation relation
(1.9). Moreover, since the total free energy ESL is bounded from below (at least for reasonable
choices of Fy, and Gy,), the dissipation law (1.10) implies that the potentials u and v converge to
the chemical equilibrium p|r, = fv over time. For more details, we refer the reader to [53].

Furthermore, the singular limits L — 0 and L — oo were analyzed rigorously in [53]. The limit
L — 0 leads to the system

Orp = malAp, p=—cA¢+ 1F;(¢) in Qr, (1.11a)
Opp = mrArv — BmaOap, v = —0kAry + %G;,(w) +¢e0n¢ on I'p, (1.11Db)
Plry =1, plry = By on T'r, (1.11c)
Plt=0 = ¢o in Q, (1.11d)
Ylt=0 = Yo = ¢olr on T, (1.11e)



which was introduced and investigated previously in [50]. The condition (1.11c), means that the
chemical potential in the bulk and the chemical potential on the surface are supposed to differ only
by a multiplicative constant®. This means that, due to the condition (1.11c),, the potentials p and
v are always in chemical equilibrium. As the constant 1/L can be interpreted as oo, this model
describes the idealized case of instantaneous relaxation to chemical equilibrium. Sufficiently regular
solutions of the model satisfy the mass conservation law (1.9) and the energy dissipation law
d
S B (6(1), (1)) + mQ/ IV u(t)]? dar + mp/ Vev(t)? ds = 0, (1.12)
Q r
for all t € [0, 7).

On the other hand, in the limit L — oo we arrive at the system

Ord = maAp, p=—eAp+ 1F;(9) in Qp, (1.13a)
Oyp = mrArv — Bmqonp, v = —0KAPY + %G;V(l/i) +e0n¢ on I'p, (1.13b)
Plrr =, Onp =0 on I'r, (1.13¢)
Pli=0 = ¢o in Q, (1.13d)
Ylt=0 = Yo = ¢olr onT. (1.13¢)

It was derived in [57] by an energetic variational approach and it was further analyzed in [57] and [46].
The crucial difference between (1.13) and the models (1.8) and (1.11) is that the chemical potentials
in the bulk and on the boundary are completely decoupled. Accordingly, the constant 1/L (that is
related to the reaction rate) can be interpreted as zero. This means that the model does not describe
chemical but only mechanical interactions (through the trace relation for the phase-fields) between
the bulk and the surface quantities. As a consequence, the bulk and the surface mass are conserved
separately, i.e.,

/Qqs(t)dxz/ﬂqsodx and /Fw(t)dS:/FwodS, te0,7). (1.14)

Moreover, the dissipation law (1.12) holds true for this model.

Finally, we point out that a variant of the model (1.13), where (1.13c), was replaced by a Robin
type transmission condition Kdn¢ = H () — ¢ (with K > 0 and a function H € C?(R) satisfying
suitable growth conditions), was studied in [52]. In this case, the quantity ¢ can be interpreted as
the difference in volume fractions of two materials which are restricted to the boundary.

The nonlocal Cahn—Hilliard equation. Although the derivation of the local Cahn—Hilliard
equation is physically sound, nonlocal contributions to the total free energy are ignored. This means
that only short-range interactions between the particles of the interacting materials are considered.
A rigorous derivation of a phase-field model taking both short and long-range interactions into
account was firstly presented in [47] (see also [48,49] for more information). This leads to the
nonlocal Cahn—Hilliard equation

Qo =maolAp,  p=cagp—eJxd+ LF,(¢) inQr, (1.15a)
Onpt =10 onI'r, (1.15b)
Plt=0 = ¢o in €, (1.15¢)

where J : R? — R is an even interaction kernel, i.e., J(z) = J(—x) for all # € R?. This system of
equations can be interpreted as the gradient flow of the nonlocal Helmholtz free energy

Bon@) = 5 [ [ I =)o)~ o) dyde + 2 [ Fuo(w) o (1.16)

*In fact, the setting in the referenced paper is even more general as there the factor § is allowed to be a function
in L°°(T") that is uniformly positive a.e. on T



with respect to a suitable inner product of order H ! (see, e.g., [42]). By the substitution F(z, ¢) =
Fu(¢) + 2aq(x)¢? with ag(z) = (J *1)(z), the nonlocal Cahn—Hilliard equation (1.15) as well as
the free energy Epyux can be expressed equivalently as

0 = maoAp, w=—cJ* ¢+ %F’(-,qﬁ) in Qp, (1.17a)
Onpr =0 on I'r, (1.17b)
Pli=0 = ¢o in Q, (1.17¢)

and

Eouc( :--// z —y)p(z)o(y) dzdy + 1/9F(:1:,¢(3:))d:1:. (1.18)

The nonlocal Cahn—Hilliard equation has already been investigated from many different viewpoints.
We refer the reader to [1,5,6,21,25,31,36,40-42] for various well-posedness results, to [14,24,26,32,34]
for the investigation of the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation coupled to fluid equations, and also
to [1,33,43,58,59] for results on long-time behavior. The convergence of the nonlocal Cahn—Hilliard
equation to the local Cahn—Hilliard equation, under suitable assumptions on the convolution kernel
J, has been investigated in [8,21-23,60].

The nonlocal Cahn—Hilliard equation with dynamic boundary conditions. As mentioned
above, there are already several works concerning the local Cahn—Hilliard equation with dynamic
boundary conditions. However, the authors were able to find only one contribution dealing with
the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation with dynamic boundary conditions in the literature, see [39].
Therein, the nonlocal Cahn—Hilliard equation subject to fractional dynamic boundary conditions is
studied. The system of equations (in which the mobilities as well as € and § are set to one) reads as

09 = Ap, p=(—A)p+ F.(¢) in Qp, (1.19a)
O = (=Ar)'p + CN* "¢ + B9 + G\ (¢)  onT'r, (1.19b)
dli=0 = ¢o in Q, (1.19¢)

with % <s<1,0<!l<1land g > 0. Here, (—A)® denotes the regional fractional Laplace
operator, (—Ar)! denotes the fractional Laplace Beltrami operator and CsN272% stands for the
fractional normal derivative. By the formal choice s = [ = 1, this model corresponds to the local
Cahn—Hilliard system subject to a dynamic boundary condition of Allen—-Cahn type (as proposed
in [7,27)).

In this paper, however, we pursue a different idea. To describe both short and long-range interaction
of the materials on the boundary, we define the nonlocal total free energy (of Helmholtz type) as

((b ¢) Ebulk + Ebl]l‘f(z/]) + Epen(w)

(@ —y)16(z) — o) dedy + © [ Fule, ¢(x)) dz
[ K~y () - V)2 dS()dS() + ~ [ Gulz0(2))dS(2)
5 )

+aﬁm ) AS(2), (1.20)

where Fgu¢ is introduced by analogy to the surface free energy defined in (1.7). As in [52], the
function v can be interpreted as the difference of local relative concentrations of two materials that
are restricted to the boundary. The function K : R? — R defines an additional even kernel modeling
both short- and long-range interactions among the materials described by ).



For generality, we also allow the potentials Fy, = Fy(z,s) and Gy, = Gy(z,s) to depend also on
the spatial variables z € 2 and z € I'. This generalization might make sense especially for Gy, if
the solid wall of the container consists of several materials interacting differently with the mixture
inside. For this reason, we also allow an additional penalty term FEc, in the total free energy. For
instance, we can choose the function

B:TxR—=R, (z,8)— b(2)s, (1.21)

where b can be interpreted as a weight function. Then the corresponding penalty term Fpen is
expected to describe different regions of the boundary that attract the material associated with
1) = +1 and repel the other material associated with ¢ = 1. For more detail see Remark 2.9.

Now, the system (1.1) can be derived as the gradient flow equation of the energy E with respect to a
suitable inner product of order H—! containing both a bulk and a surface contribution. We present
a rigorous derivation in Section 3. In contrast to the model (1.19) studied in [39], the dynamic
boundary condition in (1.1) is also of nonlocal Cahn—Hilliard type involving the phase field ¢ and
the chemical potential v on the surface.

Since the chemical potentials are coupled by the Robin type boundary condition (1.1e), the system
(1.1) (with B = 0) can be regarded as the nonlocal analogue of the system (1.8) studied in [53]. As a
consequence, sufficiently regular solutions to (1.1) satisfy the same mass conservation and dissipation
properties as system (1.8). To be precise, this means that the mass conservation law

[3/Q<b(t)d:1:+/r1/)(t)dS:B/ngod:r+/r1/)0dS (1.22)

as well as the energy dissipation law

L (o), 00)

dt
me

(1.23)
“er/ |Vu(t)|2dx+mp/|Vpu(t)|2dS+T/|ﬁu—u|2 dS =0
Q r r

are satisfied for all ¢t € [0,7]. As the total free energy E is bounded from below (for reasonable
choices of J, K, Fy,, Gy, and B), we infer that %E(gb(t), ¥ (t)) converges to zero as t — co. Hence,
the potentials p and v converge to the chemical equilibrium p|r, = S over the course of time.

By the substitutions F(z, ¢) = Fy(z,¢) + 3aa(2)¢? with ag(z) = (J x 1)(z), z € Q and G(z,v) =
Gw(z,%) + 3ar(2)¥? with ar(z) = (K ® 1)(z), z € T, the energy E and the system (1.1) can be
expressed equivalently as

E(¢,4) = {—%A(wadw%/QF(-,eﬁ)dw}

(1.24)
+ [—g/(K@UJ)ﬂ)dS—I— %/G(-,d))dS] + %/B(ﬁ/})dS,
r r r
and

O = maAp, p=—eJxd+L1F'(- ¢) in Qrp, (1.25a)
b = mrArv — Bmgdaps, v =—0K ® v+ 1G/ (1) + 1B/(,$) on T, (1.25b)
Loap=pv—p on X, (1.25¢)
Pli=o = ¢o in Q, (1.25d)
Yli=0 = 1o on I (1.25€)

In the following, we will switch between these equivalent formulations at our convenience.



1.2 The singular limits L —+ 0 and L — oo

Similar to the corresponding local model (1.8), the constant 1/L is related to the reaction rate (in
the sense of chemical reactions as well as adsorption and desorption processes). As in the local case,
we are also interested in the singular limits L — 0 and L — oo of the system (1.1).

Passing to the limit L — 0 in the system (1.1) we (formally) obtain the boundary condition Sv = p|r,,.
on I'p. Thus, we can express the limit system as follows:

O = malAp in Qp, (1.26a)
p=caqd—eJxd+ LF,(-,¢) in Qrp, (1.26b)
o) = %mFAFu — Bmgq Ot onI'r, (1.26¢)
plry = BSary — 6K @4 + 3G, (,9) + §B'(¢) onTlr, (1.26d)
Pli=0o = ¢o in €, (1.26¢)
Yli=0 = o onT. (1.26f)

It can be interpreted as the nonlocal analogue to the model (1.11). Here, the constant 1/L can again
be interpreted as infinity meaning that this model describes the idealized scenario of instantaneous
relaxation to the situation where the chemical potentials p and v = 3~ !u|r,. are in chemical equi-
librium. Sufficiently regular solutions satisfy the mass conservation law (1.22) as well as the energy
dissipation law

d

S B (o), v(1) —i—mQ/Q|Vu(t)|2dx+mp/r|Vpu(t)|2d5’:O. (1.27)

In the limit L — oo we (formally) obtain the boundary condition dypt = 0 on I'y. As a conse-
quence, the subsystems for (¢, u) and for (¢, v) are completely decoupled. To be precise, the pair
(¢, u) satisfies the standard nonlocal Cahn—Hilliard equation with homogeneous Neumann boundary
condition

Orp = malAp, p=aqp—=ecl*p+ %F&,(, @) in Qrp, (1.28a)

Onpt =10 onI'r, (1.28b)

@lt=0 = b0 in Q, (1.28¢)

whereas the pair (¢, v) satisfies the following nonlocal Cahn—Hilliard type equation on the surface
o) = mrArv, v=arp— K ®p + %G(,V(-,(b)—k %B’(-,d)) onI'r, (1.29a)

Yli=0 = 1o onT. (1.29b)

For that reason, we refer to ((1.28),(1.29)) as the “decoupled model”. If B = 0, this model can be
interpreted as the nonlocal analogue to the model (1.13). However, in contrast to (1.13) where the
phase fields ¢ and 1) were coupled by the Dirichlet type condition (1.13c),, the systems (1.28) and
(1.29) are completely independent. This means that the bulk and the surface materials are assumed
to not interact at all. As the mass flux —mq0Onu is zero, we obtain separate conservation of bulk
and boundary mass, i.e.,

/Q(b(t)dx:/ﬂqﬁodx and /Fd;(t)dS:/FwodS, te0,7). (1.30)

Moreover, the energy dissipation law (1.27) is satisfied by sufficiently regular solutions.

Since the interfacial thickness parameters € and ¢ as well as the constant mobilities m¢q and mr will
not play any role in the analysis, we conveniently set them to one in the rest of the paper.



2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Throughout this paper we use the following notation: For any 1 < p < co and k > 0, the standard
Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces defined on €2 are denoted as LP(Q) and W*?(Q), along with the norms
Il - lze(y and || - [lyk.rp(q). For the case p = 2, these spaces become Hilbert spaces and we use
the notation H*(Q) := W*2(Q). For any exponent p > 1, we write p’ to denote its dual Sobolev
exponent, i.e., (1/p)+ (1/p’) = 1. We point out that H°(£) can be identified with L?(£2). A similar
notation is used for Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces on I'. The definition of tangential gradients on
Lipschitz surfaces can be found, e.g., in [9, Def. 3.1]. For any Banach space X, we denote its
topological dual space by X’ and the associated duality pairing by (-,-)x. If X is a Hilbert space,
we denote its inner product by (-,-)x. We define

<u> ': W1|<u’ 1>H1(Q) ifue Hl(Q)/,
@ ﬁfﬂudx if ue L1(Q)

as the spatial mean of u, where || denotes the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure of 2. The spatial
mean for v € H(I')" and v € L*(T") can be defined analogously and will be denoted by (v)p.. For
any real number p € [1,00] and any integer k > 0, we set

LP:=L[P(Q) x LP(I'), and H*:= H*Q)x H*I),

and we identify H°® with £2. We notice that the space H* is a Hilbert space with respect to the
inner product

((¢7¢)7 (<7§))Hk = ((ba <)Hk(Q) + (d%f)Hk(F)

1/2

and its induced norm || - ||4x = (-, )H’v

2.2 Assumptions
General assumptions.

(A1) We take Q C R? with d € {2,3} to be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary T'. For any
t > 0 we write Q; := Q x (0,%) as well as 'y := T x (0,¢). Since £ is bounded, we can find
a positive radius R > 0 such that Q C Bg(0) where Br(0) denotes the open ball in R? with
radius R and center 0. In general, we assume that 7" > 0. If not stated otherwise, we suppose
that L > 0 and 5 # 0. The mobilities mq and myr, and the interface parameters € and § are
positive constants. As their choice does not have any impact on the mathematical analysis,
they will be set to one from now on.

(A2) We assume that the convolution kernels J, K : R? — R are even (i.e., J(z) = J(—z) and
K(z) = K(—z) for almost all z € R?), nonnegative almost everywhere, and satisfy J €
WHLRY) and K € W27 (R?) with r > 1. Note that the regularity assumption on K is higher
than that on J since the traces K (z — -)|r and Vr K (z — -)|r must exist and belong to L"(T")
for all z € T" (see, e.g., Lemma 2.2 and its proof).

In addition, we suppose that

a, := inf / J(z —y)dy >0, ag = inf / K(z—y)dS(y) >0, (2.1a)
zEQ O zel r



a* = sup/ J(z—y)dy < oo, a® = sup/ K(z—y)dS(y) < oo, (2.1b)
2€Q.JQ zer Jr

b* = sup/ [VJ(z —y)|dy < oo, b® = sup/ IVPK (z —y)|dS(y) < oo (2.1c)
2€QJQ zer Jr

where inf and sup are to be understood as the essential infimum and the essential supremum,
respectively. We further use the notation

ag(z) == (J*1)(z) = /Q J(x —y)dy, for almost all z € €, (2.2a)
ar(z) = (K ®1)(z) = /FK(Z —1y)dS(y), for almost all z € I (2.2b)

We point out that ag € L>°(2) and ar € L*°(T') due to (2.1).

We suppose that the potentials Fy, : @ x R — R, Gy, : I' x R — R are nonnegative, satisfy
Fy(z,+),Gy(z,-) € C?*(R) for almost all z € Q, z € ', and satisfy Fy (-, s),Gy(-,s) € L=(R)
for all s € R. The derivatives with respect to the second variable are denoted by F,, Fi. Gt
and G?. We assume that there exist constants c.,cg > 0 such that for all s € R, and almost
allz € Q, 2z €T,

Fll(z,8) +ax >c. and Go(z,8)+ag > ca. (2.3)

Moreover, we assume that there exist ap:,acr ,vr,vq;, > 0 and dpr, 0, > 0 as well as
exponents p, ¢ € R with

p>2 and ¢>2 if d=2, , P , q
. p=— ¢ =—— (2.4)
p>3 and ¢ >2 if d=3, p—1 qg—1
such that for all s € R and almost all z € Q, z € T,
apy s = 0y < [Fl(x,8)] < vry, (L4 [sIP7), (2.5a)
agy, |57 = day, < |Gy (2, 8)] < e, (1+ s, (2.5b)

As a consequence, there exist constants ap, , aq, ,Vr,,YG, > 0 and dp,,dc, > 0 such that

ap, |s|” = 0r, < Fy(z,s) < g, (1+]s]"), (2.5¢)
ag, |s|* = da, < Gyw(z,s) <vya, (1+]s]7), (2.5d)

for all s € R and almost all z € Q, z € T.

We define the potentials F' and G by
1 1
F(z,8) := Fy(z,s) + §ag(:ﬂ)52 and G(z,8):= Gy(z,8) + §ap(z)52 (2.6)

for all s € R and almost all z € Q and z € T'. In view of ag € L>®(Q2) and ar € L>®(T') we
conclude that for almost every fixed x € Q and z € T, the functions F(x,-) and G(z,-) are
twice continuously differentiable.

Moreover, we write

F'(z,8) = Fl.(z,8) + aq(z)s, F"(x,s) = F!(z,s)+ aq(x),
G(28) = Cly(zas) T ar(z)s, O(z,8) = Cly(z5) + ar(z),
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for all s € R and almost all z € Q and z € T" to denote the derivatives of F(z,-) and G(z,-)
with respect to the second variable. It follows from (2.3) that for all s € R and almost all
reQand z €T,

F'(x,8) > Fll(z,8) + ax > c. and G"(z,8) > Gi(z,8) +ag > ce (2.7)

meaning that F'(z,-) and G(z,-) are uniformly convex for almost all z € Q and z € T'. Since
ag € L>®(Q), ap € L>®(T) and p,q > 2 (according to (2.4)), we infer from (2.5) that there
exist apr, agr, aF, o, Yr, Y6, VF,Ye > 0 and dpr, gr, 0, g > 0 such that

ap 8P = 6p < |F'(x,8)] < vp (14 |s]P7H), (2.8a)
ac |s|"7 = ber < |G (2,8)] < e (L4577, (2.8b)
ap|s|” —dop < F(z,s) <yp(l+[s"), (2.8¢)
ag |s|* —da < G(z,8) <ya(l+]s]7), (2.8d)

for all s € R and almost all x € Q and z € T.

(A5) We suppose that B € L=(I' x R) with B(z,-) € C*(R) for almost all z € T' and we write B’
to denote the derivative with respect to the second variable. Moreover, we assume that the
following holds:

(A5.1) There exist constants ap, ap/,vyp, v > 0 with ap < min{ag, ag,, } such that
B(z,5)| < aplsl +75, and |B/(25)| < ap |51 + 7 (2.9)

for all s € R and almost all z € I" where ¢ is the exponent from (2.5).
(A5.2) For any sequence ¢y — ¢ in L9(T"), it holds that

/B(.,Q/,) dS <liminf [ B(-,1)dS
r k—o0 r
/B/('ﬂﬁ)@dS: lim [ B'(-,¢,)0dS,
r k—oo 1

for all test functions @ € L4(T). Note that B'(-,4) € L (T') for all ¢ € LY(T) due to the
growth condition on B’ in (A5.1).

(A5.3) We assume that B’ is Lipschitz continuous with respect to its second argument in the
following sense: There exists a constant 0 < Lp < cg such that

|B'(2,7) — B'(2,s)| <Lp |r — 5|

for all r,s € R and almost all z € T.

Additional assumptions for higher regularity.

(A6) We assume that the boundary T is of class C?.

(A7) We suppose that there exist constants yp, yg» > 0 such that
F'(x,8) <ypn(L+]sP72%),  G"(2,8)< var(1+[s[77?)

for all s € R and almost all z € Q and z € T".
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(A8)

We assume that B(z,-) € C%(R) for almost all z € T’ and that there exists a constant 0 <
v < cg such that

|B"(2,5)| < vp~

for all s € R and almost all z € T". In this case, we can of course choose Ly = vyp.

Remark 2.1. (a) The assumptions on the kernel J in (A2) are very typical in the literature

2.3

(P1)

(cf. [23]). Sometimes the apparently weaker requirement J € W,2!'(R?) is prescribed (see,
e.g., [42]). However, any kernel J € W,2!(R?%) can always be multiplied by a compactly

loc
supported cut-off function p € C*(R?) with p = 1 in Byr(0), where R is the radius from (A1).
Then J := Jp € WHL(RY), and since z —y € Bag(0) for all o,y € Q, it holds that J*¢ = J % ¢
a.e. in . For that reason, it is not a real restriction to demand J € WH!(R?) instead of

Je VVI})C1 (R9) in (A2). Of course, we can argue analogously for the assumptions on K.

As a direct consequence of (2.1b) and (2.1c), we conclude that for all functions ¢ € L'(2) and
¢ € LY(T), it holds that J x ¢ € WH1(Q) and K ® ¢» € WH(T) with

[ ¢l < a”[[éllrie) (2.10a)

1K ® ¢llir) < a® ¢l . (2.10b)

V(T %)) = (V) * llLrq) < 0" |4]l1(0) (2.10c)
IVe(K @)y = [[(VeK) @ ¥l oy < 0% |19l Li ). (2.10d)

Special spaces, products and norms
Let 8 # 0, m € R, and let k denote any integer. We define the spaces
VE=1¢e HHQ) : ¢r € HF(D)} fork > 1,
HE = {6 € HF 2 BIQI(Q)g + T ()p =m} fork > 0.
Note that the space V¥, endowed with the inner product
(0, Qv = (&, O mr ) + (&, O mr(ry

and its induced norm is a Hilbert space.

For any L > 0 and 8 # 0 we introduce the bilinear form

(1), (6,€)) 1
/V,LL-VCdx—I—/Vpu-Vp{—l—%(ﬂu—u)(ﬂ{—()dS, if L >0,
Q r
Vu-Vde+/Vpu-Vp§dS, if L =0,
Q r

for all (u,v),(¢,€) € H'. Tt is straightforward to check that (-,-); , defines an inner product

on 7—[%70 if L>0and g #0, and (-, ')0,6 defines an inner product on 7—[%70 if L=0and > 0.

The induced norm is given by || - ||, := (-, )1L/Z Note that the dual space of H! is given as

(H')' = H'(Q) x HY(T),
We further define the subspace
Moo ={(¢.6) € (M) : BIQ{Q)g +IT1(E)r = 0} C (H).
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(P2)

(P3)

For 8 > 0, we introduce the subspace
Dy ={(¢,§) € H' : {Jr=p¢ ae.onT} CH".
Endowed with the inner product

((¢7¢)7 (Cug))Dé = ((bv C)Hl(Q) + (wvg)Hl(F) ’ (¢7¢)7 (Cug) € ,Dé

1/2

and its induced norm || - ”D}g = (,)p1 , the space ’Dé is a Hilbert space. We further define
5

the bilinear form
<(¢7¢)7 (<7§)>Dlla = (¢aC)L2(Q) + (Q/Jaf)m(r)

for all pairs (¢,1), (¢,€) € £2. By means of the Riesz representation theorem, this product
can be extended to a duality pairing on (Dj)" x Dy, which will also be denoted by (,, )3 -

This means that for all (¢,v) € (H')" C (D})" and (¢,€) € Dé C HL,

{(¢,1), (Ca§)>% = (0, Qmr) + (0,8 m )

In particular, the spaces (D}B,EQ, (’Dé)' ) form a Gelfand triplet, and the operator norm on
(Dj)" is given by

H¢||(D}3)' = SUP{ ‘<¢7C>D}3‘ 1€ D}a with ||C||D}3 = 1} for all ¢ € (D}a)/-
We further point out that the mapping
J:V' 5 Dh, p (Bpp)

is an isomorphism.

Let L > 0 and (¢,v) € HE}J be arbitrary. According to [54, Thm. 3.3], there exists a unique
weak solution % (¢, 1) := (S&(, 1), SF(¢,4)) € Hj o to the elliptic system
—ASE = —¢ in €,
—ArSE + B0.SE = —1p onT,

LOnSE = (BSE —S5)  onT.
This means that
(8" (¢, v), (Cvf))Lﬁ = —((9,9),(¢,€)) 30 = =, Q) — (W, )y (2.11)
for all (¢, &) € Hj o As in [54, Thm. 3.3 and Cor. 3.5], we can thus define the solution operator
StiHG L = H o, (60) = ST, 0) = (SE(,9), SE(6,1))
as well as an inner product on the space HE}J by

(6.9, (C.6) 5. = (SH(0.1), 85(C.6) 5 forall (6,9),(C.€) € Mz

along with its induced norm
1/2
I lepe = ()5 e

Because of 7-[,?3)0 C ’HE}J, the product (-, -)L)&* can also be used as an inner product on 7—[%70.
Moreover, || - ||L,g,« is also a norm on 7—[% o but 7—[% o is not complete with respect to this norm.
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(P4)

(P5)

Suppose that 5 > 0. We define the space
;' = {(6,0) € (DY) : ((6,9). (8, 1), =0} C (DY)

Proceeding as in [54], we use Lax—Milgram theorem to show that for any (¢,v) € Dgl, there

exists a unique weak solution S°(¢,9) = (S4(¢,¥),Sp(¢,¢)) € Dy NHy, to the elliptic
problem

~ASY =—¢ inQ,
—ArSE 4 0584 = -1 onT,
Solr =BSY onT.
This means that S°(¢, 1) satisfies the weak formulation
(8°6.9), (6.6 p = ~((6: ), (G )y (2.12)
for all test functions (¢, &) € Dj.
Similar to [54, Thm. 3.3 and Cor. 3.5], we can thus define the solution operator
S Dyt 5 Dy My, (6,0) = SO0, 9) = (S5(4, ), SP (4, 1))
as well as an inner product and its induced norm on the space DEI by
((6:). (G 5. = (8°(6.1), 8°(C. ),

18 9)llo5. = (&), (6.))53.

for all (6, %), (¢, €) € Dy

Since 7—[8)6 C D;', the product (-, ~)0,8 . can also be used as an inner product on 7—[87[3.
Moreover, | - [|o,5,« is also a norm on Hg 5 but Hg 4 is not complete with respect to this norm.

For any integer k, we define the spaces
HQ) = {pc H*(Q) : (p)g =0}, HMT):={pec H ) : (¢)p =0},
HQ) = {pe H(Q) : (p)q =0}, H ) :={peH(T) : (p)p =0}

Let now ¢ € H=1(Q) and v € H~Y(T") be arbitrary. Then the Lax Milgram theorem guar-

antees the existence of a unique weak solutions No(¢) € H(Q) and Np(¢) € HY(T) to the
elliptic systems

—ANq = —¢ inQ,
{ : ¢ i and — AprNr = —1¢ onT.

OuNo =0 onT
This allows us to define the inner products
(6. Q) = (VNO(6), VNO(O) 2y 6:C € HTH(Q)
(. ). 1= (VN(¥), VNL(E)) pary . .6 € HTH(D)
on H ~1(Q) and bis ~1(I"), respectively. Their induced norms
I llas = g2 Il = (ol

are equivalent to the standard norms on H~1(Q) and H—Y(T), respectively. Because of
fOIO(Q) C fl‘l(ﬂ) and ]EOIO(I‘) C fol_l(l"), the products (), and (-,-)p, as well as the

norms || - |o.. and || - |[r.. can also be used on H°(€) and HO(T), respectively.
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2.4 Important tools

We now present three fundamental lemmata which will be essential for the subsequent approach.
The proofs of these lemmata, which are very technical in some parts, can be found in the Appendix.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that (A2) is satisfied. Then the following holds:

(a) For all ¢ € L*(Q), it holds that J x ¢ € H*()) and there exists a constant C;; > 0 depending
only on d and J such that

|7 * ol a1y < Crllollr2o)- (2.13)

(b) For all ¢ € L*(T), it holds that K ® 1 € H'(T') and there exists a constant Cx > 0 depending
only on d, r and K such that

| K ® ¥l ry < Ck l|¥] L2y (2.14)
Remark 2.3. If p,q,p’, ¢’ € R satisfy (2.4), we have p,q > 2 and thus, p’, ¢’ < 2. Hence, Lemma 2.2
particularly implies that J % ¢ € W12 (Q), K ® ¢» € W4 (T) with

[ Al ) < CllT *9llr@) < Cldllrz) < Cliollrr o),
1K ® Yoy < CIIK ®Y|mr) < Cldlzem) < Clvllzar

for generic positive constants denoted by C' that may depend on J, K, d and 7.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that (A2) holds and that p,q,p’,q € R satisfy the condition (2.4). Then for
all sequences (¢r)ren C LP(Q2) and (Yr)ren C LUT) satisfying ¢r, — ¢ in LP(Q) and oy, — ¢ in
LYT) as k — oo, it holds that

(Jx o) = (Jx¢) inLP () and (K ®Yy) — (K@) in LY (T)
as k — oo along a non-relabeled subsequence.

Lemma 2.5. Let 8 # 0, L > 0 be arbitrary. Then, there exists a positive constant C' that may
depend on B but not on L such that

lellony <€ (1+ ) Iells.p. for all @ € Hzh if L> 0, (2.15a)
el @y < ClIS*(@)lo,s = Cliplloss  for all o € D5' if L =0. (2.15b)

2.5 Examples for admissible kernels, potentials and penalty functions

Examples for admissible kernels J and K. Since the assumption (A2) is rather abstract, we
now give concrete examples for admissible singular convolution kernels.

Lemma 2.6. (a) Let 0 < w < d — 1 be arbitrary and let p € C1([0,00)) be a positive function
decaying sufficiently fast as s — oo such that

s [pF)(s) 54717 € L1((0,00)), k€ {0,1},
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where p*) denotes the derivative of p of order k. Then the kernel J defined by
J(x) = p(z|) |z|7%  for all x € R\ {0}
belongs to WHY(R?) and satisfies the condition (A2) with

a. = (2R)™ min p(je]).

Suppose that d = 3. Let 0 <y < d—2=1 be arbitrary and suppose that 1 < r < 3/(y+ 2).
Moreover, let o € C%(]0,00)) be a positive function decaying sufficiently fast as s — oo such
that
s o) (s)|" s> € LY((0,00)), k€ {0,1,2},
where o\¥) denotes the derivative of o of order k. Then the kernel K defined by
K(z):=o(|z|) |=|7"  for all x € R*\ {0}
belongs to W27 (R3) and satisfies the condition (A2) with

as = (2R)7 min_ o(js]).

The proof of Lemma 2.6 can be found in the Appendix.

Remark 2.7. (a) Unfortunately, in Lemma 2.6, the “sharp’

)

casesw =d—11in (a) and vy =d —2
in (b) cannot be included as the kernels would not have the desired regularity. Moreover, in the
case d = 2, we cannot allow singular potentials because W27 (R?) is continuously embedded
in L>=(R?) as r > 1. Of course, for both d = 2 and d = 3, non-singular potentials such as
K(z) = o(|z]) |z|” with v > 0 can be handled without any problem, provided that o(s) decays
sufficiently fast as s — oo.

In view of Remark 2.1(a), let R > 0 be the radius introduced in (A1) and suppose that the
functions p and ¢ in Lemma 2.6 satisfy

p,0 € C®([0,00)), p=0o=11in [0,2R], p=0=0 in 3R, ).

Then, since x —y € Bagr(0) for all z,y € Q, the values of (J * ¢)|o and (K ® ¢)|r do not
depend on the choice of p and o.

This means that, applying this trick, the Riesz potentials

J(x) = cq |2|*" for z € R4\ {0}, d € {2,3}, and 1 < a < d,
K(z) :=cq |2|* for z €eR*\ {0}, d=3, and 2 < a < 3,

where ¢, > 0 stands for a positive constant, can also be handeled.
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An example for admissible potentials F, and G,.
Remark 2.8. The smooth double well potential
1
Waw(s) = 1(32 —-1)2, s€R
is one of the standard choices for the Cahn—Hilliard equation to model phase segregation processes.
Let us fix arbitrary functions f € L°°(Q) and g € L>°(T") satisfying
f>20aein®, ¢g>0aeonl, |[flr~@ <a, [gllL=m <ae.
Then the potentials Fy, and Gy, defined by
Fy(z,8) = f(x) Waw(s), Gwl(z,5):=g(z) Waw(s),
satisfy the assumptions (A3), (A4) and (A7) with

p=q= 4, Cy i= Qy — ||f||Loo(Q) > 0, Cep ‘= g — ||gHL°°(F) > 0.

In most situations, it should be reasonable to assume that f is constant. However, as already
discussed in the introduction, it might make sense to use a nonconstant factor g to describe the
influence of certain materials on the boundary more precisely.

We also want to point out that singular potentials like the logarithmic potential

Wiog(s) = g((l +s)In(1+s)+ (1 —s)In(l —s)) — %52, se(-1,1) (2.16)

(for some 0 < ¥ < ¥.) or the double-obstacle potential

9(1 - s2), se[-1,1],

(2.17)
0, else,

Wobst (5) = {

(for some ¥ > 0) are not allowed to be chosen instead of Wy, as they do not satisfy the assumption
(A3).

An example for an admissible penalty function B.

Remark 2.9. For any weight function b € L*°(T"), the penalty function B defined (as in (1.21)) by
B(z,s) :=0b(2)s for almost all z €I, and all s € R (2.18)

obviously satisfies the assumptions (A5) and (A8) with yg» = Lp = 0. In particular, the estimate
(2.9) can be verified with ap arbitrarily small by means of Young’s inequality for products. The
corresponding penalty term in the free energy reads as

Epen(t)) = / b(2)(z) dS(2).

As the free energy F decreases along solutions of the system (1.1) due to dissipation effects (cf. (1.23)),
the term Epey, is also expected to become small over the course of time. In this way, the penalization
tries to enforce that v attains values close to 1 on the set T'; := {2z € T": b(z) < 0} and that v attains
values close to —1 on 'y := {z € ' : b(2) > 0}. On Ty := {z € T : b(2) = 0}, the penalization
behaves neutrally towards . This means that 'y, attracts the material associated with ¢ = +1
and repels the material associated with ¢ = F1. Of course, since the total free energy becomes small
and not only the penalty term, this behavior will also depend on effects caused by the potentials F,
and Gy,. In this regard, it might also be reasonable that at least the surface potential Gy, = Gy (z, s)
is allowed to depend on the spatial variable z € T'.
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3 The gradient flow structure

In this section we show that the Cahn-Hilliard systems (1.1), (1.26) and ((1.28),(1.29)) can be
interpreted as gradient flow equations of type H~! (both in the bulk and on the surface) with
respect to suitable inner products. This structure will be a key ingredient in the well-posedness
proof as it allows us to derive a priori bounds for the time-discrete approximate solution. As stated
in (A1), the constants mq, mr, € and § are set to one.

3.1 The gradient flow structure of the Robin model

Suppose that the functions ¢, ¥, p and v are sufficiently regular. For convenience, we use the
notation ¢ = (¢,1). We claim that the Cahn-Hilliard system (1.1) can be interpreted as the flow
equation

oF

(615907 n)L.ﬂ,* =75

b (@)[n] forall meHbyn L™ (3.1)

We notice that the only difference to the gradient flow equation of the local analogue (1.8) is that
the local free energy ECV is replaced by the nonlocal free energy E. The inner product, however,
remains the same.

To prove this claim, let 77 = ((,€) denote an arbitrary test function in £°. Then, the first variation
of the energy (1.24) at the point ¢ in the direction 7] reads as follows:

oE n = - €T — I x x ’(. I x
sl = /Q /Q J(x — y)é(y) Ta) dy da + /Q F()Td -
- / / K(z - y)b(y) E(=) dS(y) dS(2) + / G/ () + B(- $)E dS.

To identify the gradient of E at ¢ with respect to the inner product (-,-)r g+ we look for the

clement VE(p) € Hj , such that (VE(p),1)Ls.« = ‘;—i(cp)[n] for every n € Hj , N L. Denoting
this element by p = VE(p) and using integration by parts along with (P3), we have

sl = [ VSh(p)- VShm o+ [ Trst(p) - Veskm)ds
14 Q r
+ % /F (BSE(p) — S&(p)) (BSE (n) — S&(m)) dS (3.3)

— [ sk(ecds - [ skppcas
Q r

for every n = ((,€) € Hg,o N L. We point out that (3.3) actually holds true for every test function
M € L if we shift the integrands in the last line of (3.3) by suitable additive constants. Indeed, we
notice that for any arbitrary 771 = (¢, §) € £°°, the function 1, := (o, &) defined by

B JyCda+ [ EdS

= = ith =
Co:=¢+Pco, &:=&+co with ¢ LT

(3.4)

belongs to Hg,o N L. Choosing now the constant

_BIQIF() + [TIG()
B0+ T
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with
F(¢) = (=T xo+F'(-,9)a,

3.5
G(0) = (~K 9%+ (1) + B (. 0)r. 32
and defining the functions
p=—85p)+pc nQ, and v:=-SE(p)+c¢ onT
we conclude that
0FE , - _ B
—(p)m = / uCdx + / védS for allm e L. (3.6)
o Q r

In particular, in view of (3.2), we can use the fundamental lemma of calculus of variations to deduce
the relations

pw=—Jxp+F'(,¢) a.e. in Q,
v=—-K®v¢+G(-,¢)+ B(-,1) a.e. on I

On the other hand, for all n € 7—[[03)0 N L, we have

Oy = [ VShO)- TSk do+ [ Vestne) - Vestm s

+7 [ (55k@ue) - Sk(are)) (BSE () - Shm) ds
r

— / S5 (0rp)C dx + / SE(Orp)€ dS.
Q T

Hence, the gradient flow equation

SE
(Orp, M) 50 = —@(@[n] =—(VE(®),n)L.5«
can be expressed as
| sk@eicas+ [ st@apcas - [ pcas- [ veas (3.7)
Q T Q T

for all m € 7{270 N L. Again, we can show that (3.7) holds true for all test functions 77 € £ if
the integrands on the left hand side are modified by appropriate additive constants. Proceeding as
above, we choose the constant

. B9 {(wa + T (W)

8219 + |
to conclude that
/Sg(atcp)hﬂazdﬂ/slé(atgo)zmzdsz_/uzdx_/yzds (3.8)
Q r Q r

holds for all test functions 7 = ((, ) € L. Recalling (P3), it follows from the fundamental theorem
of calculus of variations that (u, ) satisfies the system

—Ap = =0 in €,
—Arv + BOpp = -0 onl,
Logpu=Br —pu on I

Thus, combining (3.6) and (3.8) we conclude (3.1).
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3.2 The gradient flow structure of the limit models

Provided that the functions ¢, ¥, u and v are sufficiently regular, we can argue similarly to derive
the gradient flow equation for the Dirichlet model (1.26) and the decoupled model ((1.28),(1.29)).

4

e The gradient flow equation corresponding to the Dirichlet model (1.26) reads as

oL

_E(SO)[U] for all p € 1Yy, N LS, (3.9)

(675907 "7)0757* =

where ¢ = (¢, 1). Here, the only difference to the gradient flow equation of the local analogue
(1.11) (see [46]) is that the local free energy ESY is replaced by the nonlocal free energy E,
while the inner product remains the same.

The gradient flow equation corresponding to the system (1.28) reads as
0 Ebulk
o

whereas the gradient flow equation corresponding to the system (1.29) reads as

(016, C) g = — (@)[C] for all ¢ e L=(Q2) with (()q =0, (3.10)

5(Esurf + Epcn)
oY
In contrast to the local analogue (1.13), the gradient flow equations in the bulk and on the

surface are fully decoupled. However, if we sum (3.10) and (3.11), we obtain the gradient flow
equation for the corresponding system (1.13) (see, e.g., [46,52]) only with ES* replaced by E.

(0, p . = — (P)IE] for all & € L=(T') with (§)p = 0. (3.11)

Weak and strong well-posedness of the Robin model

4.1 Notion of a weak solution to the Robin model

We first introduce the notion of a weak solution to the system (1.1). We point out that, as stated in
(A1), the constants mq, mr, € and 0 are set to one since they have no impact on the mathematical
analysis.

Definition 4.1 (Definition of a weak solution to the system (1.1)). Let T,L >0, m € R, § # 0
and (¢o,%0) € H%,m be arbitrary and suppose that the conditions (A1)—(A5) hold. The quadruplet
(¢, %, p,v) is called a weak solution of the system (1.1) if the following holds:

(i) The functions (¢,v, u,v) have the following regularity

¢ € CO=([0,T); H'(Q)') N H'(0, T H'(Q)') N L(0,T; LP()),

€ CO2([0,T]; HY(D)) N H (0,75 H'(T')') N L (0, T; LU(T)), (4.1)
pe L*(0,T; H (),

veL*(0,T; H(T))

where p and q are the exponents from (A4), and it holds that (¢(t),1(t)) € Hp,, for almost
ali t € [0, 7).
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(ii) The weak formulation

_ Vode — [ 1(8y— ,
@6.0) @y = = [ V- Voo~ [ F(3v = ppoas (4.20)
(O, o) giry = —/ Vrv - VpadS—i-/ %(ﬂu — p)Bods, (4.2b)
I T
/ puC dr = / —(J * )¢+ F'(-, )¢ du, (4.2¢)
Q Q
/FugdS:/F—(K®1Z))§+G'(-,1/J)§+B’(-,1/;)§d8 (4.2d)

is satisfied almost everywhere in [0, T] for all test functions § € H*(Q), o € HY(T), ¢ € L*()
and & € L>=(T). Moreover, the initial conditions ¢|i—o = do and V|i=o = o are satisfied almost
everywhere in Q and on I, respectively.

(iii) The energy inequality

1/t
E(6(t),v(t) + 5/0 IV ()22 ) + IVrv(s)llZew + £18(s) — u(s)|Z2(r) ds
< E(¢o, to) (4.3)
is satisfied for all t € [0,T].

4.2 Weak well-posedness

The weak well-posedness result reads as follows.

Theorem 4.2 (Weak well-posedness for the system (1.1)). Let T,L > 0, m € R and 8 # 0 be
arbitrary and suppose that the conditions (A1)—(Ab) hold. Then, for any initial datum (¢o, o) €
HY ,, satisfying F(-,¢0) € L'(Q), G(-,40), B(-,40) € L'(T), there exists a unique weak solution of
the system (1.1) in the sense of Definition 4.1.

Remark 4.3. Since ¢(t) € LP(Q2) and 1(t) € LY(T') for almost all ¢ € [0, T, it holds that F'(-, #(t)) €
LY (Q) and G'(-, ¢(t)), B' (-, ¢(t)) € LI (T) for almost all t € [0,T] due to the growth conditions in
(2.8). Moreover, we have (J * ¢(t)) € L’ (Q) and (K @ (t)) € L9 (') for almost all ¢ € [0, T
according to Remark 2.1. Hence, by a density argument, the weak formulations (4.2c) and (4.2d)
remain valid for all test functions ¢ € LP(Q2) and & € L(T).

Proof of Theorem 4.2. The proof is divided into seven steps. Throughout this proof, the symbol
C will denote generic positive constants independent of N, n and 7 that may change their value
from line to line.

Step 1: Implicit time discretization. We devise a particular minimization movements scheme based
on the gradient flow structure discussed in Section 3. To this end, let us fix an arbitrary N € N
and let 7 := T/N denote our time-step size. We now define a time-discrete approximate solution
" = (", Y") € ’Hgym, n = 1,..., N by the following recursion: The zeroth iterate is given by the
initial data, i.e., 9% = (¢°,9°) := (¢o,10). Assuming that the n-th iterate " is already constructed,
we define " *! as a minimiser of the functional

1 n
Tu(#) = 5-le = "1, + Elp) (4.4)
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over the set H%)m, ie.,

@" ! € argminZ, (p) for every ¢ € Hoﬁm. (4.5)

The existence of such a minimiser will be addressed in Step 2. The idea behind this construction is
the following: Formally, the minimality of ¢"*! entails that

_ 61" n+1 _ SonJrl - Son 5E n+1
0= 5ot = (From) 4 (e )
n+1l n

=(F—"m), o /Q —(J "N+ FI (9" )¢ da
+ / —(K®@y" e+ G (" TE+ B (g thEdS
r

for every test function n = (¢,§) € Hg,o N L. Thus, {¢"}n=1,.. .~ can be interpreted as a time-
discrete approximate solution of the gradient flow equation (3.1). However, depending on the growth
conditions on the potentials, it is possible that the functional Z,, is not Gateaux differentiable at the
point " *! as 7,, might attain the value +o0 in every neighbourhood of "', However, exploiting
the convexity of F' and G, we can proceed as in [45] to rigorously show that the Euler-Lagrange
equation

n

_ /e nt1 ' gl
—(E ), A [ T P

T

(4.6)
* / —(K® "™+ G ("t + B/ (9" theds
I

holds true for all n = ((,€) € H%,o N L> nevertheless. Now, recalling the solution operator defined
in (P3), we set

n+1 n
on on, Y — ¥
(mHL, 5nHly = sL(i) €My (4.7)

T

Then for every n =0,...,N —1 and any n € 7-[,[03)0 N L>, a straightforward computation reveals that

/ﬁ”*lgdx+/ﬁ”+1gds
Q

r

= [~ e Pl (48)
Q
*/ —(K ® " + G/, e + B, e dS,
T

Arguing as in Section 3, we now want to replace (2"*!, 7"+1) by functions (u"*!, " *1) such that
(4.8) holds true for all test functions n = (¢, &) € H® N L> = L (i.e., there is no restriction to the
mean values of ¢ and ¢ anymore). Setting

Mn-l—l = ﬁn—i—l +Bcn+1, I/n-i-l = ﬁn—i—l 4 Cn-i-l’ (49)

with

it BIOIF@ ) + TG )
CETEaTA I
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where F and G are defined as in (3.5), we conclude that the functions ", ¢" ! and (u"*! v+
satisfy the equations

¢n+1 - ¢n o n mn n
/Q(f)@dx_ _/QV“ *1-V9d:1:—/r%([3y e ds, (4.10a)
n+1 n
/r (1/) T — )Uds == /F V"t VrodS + /F (B — p ) Bo ds, (4.10b)
/ P dr = / —(J* "I + F' (-, ¢" )¢ da, (4.10c)
Q Q
/ e ds = / —(K®@y" e+ G (™ TE+ B/, 9" TEdS (4.10d)
T T

for all test functions § € H'(Q), 0 € H(T) and n = ((,€) € £>. This system can be inter-
preted as an implicit time discretization of the weak formulation (4.2) and hence, the quadruplet
(o™, ™, u™, ™) is a time-discrete approximate solution of the system (1.1). In order to show that
this approximate solution converges to a weak solution of (1.1) in some suitable sense, it must first
be extended onto the whole time interval. To this end, for every n = 1, ..., N, we define the piecewise
constant extension by

(¢N7 Q/JNu MUN, VN) ('7 t) = (¢1]i[7 wxﬁ /,LX[, I/]?I)(W t) = (¢n7 wnu /J'nu Vn)
for t € ((n -1, m'}, and the piecewise linear extension by
(aNaENvﬁNvﬁN)('at) = a(éb%ﬂ/)?/,#?/ﬂ/}fr) =+ (1 - Oé)( 7]7\47715 % 15,UN n 1)
for, every a € [0,1], and t = ant + (1 — a)(n — 1)7, respectively.

Step 2: Existence of a minimiser. We now show that, for every n € N, the functional Z,, defined
in (4.4) admits a minimiser in the set 7—[0 . For the proof we apply the direct method of calculus
of variations. It is worth mentioning that the aforementioned discussion concerning the relation
between the energies (1.20) and (1.24) (as well as between F,G and Fy, Gy,) allows us to switch
between these two frameworks at our convenience. Indeed, we will first make use of the representation
(1.24) to show that Z, is bounded from below, while the rest of the proof is carried out using the
depiction (1.20).

First, using the representation (1.20), the nonnegativity of Fy, (2.5d) and (A5.1), we deduce that
L) > [ Gulnw)as+ [ Bl.w)as
> ac, [ 10l7as a1~ [ 1BC.0)lds
> (ag, — ) [ 101745 = [Pli5e, +75) = ~[VI(Ga. +75)

for any ¢ € Hoym. This proves that the functional Z,, is bounded from below and thus,

Ir:= inf Z,(¢)
PEHY .,

exists. This allows us to choose a minimising sequence (@ )ken = (Ok, Yk )ken C 'H,% ., Which satisfies

klim To(pr) =7, and Z,(p,) <ZIr+1 forevery k € N.
—00
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Furthermore, invoking the growth assumption of the potentials Fy and Gy, pointed out by (2.5¢)—
(2.5d), we infer that

a. / (64]” dz — (9065, + (0, — as) / xl? dS — |G, +8) < Elpy) < T +1
Q T
which leads to
ar, [ oxl” o+ (ac, - ag) [ [u]" dS ST, +1+ (96r, + VI, +7a))
Q T

Hence, since ap < ag,,, there exists a non-relabeled subsequence of (¢ )ren and a limit @ =
(p,7) € LP(Q) x L4(T') C H° such that

¢ — ¢ inLP(Q), p—¢ in LYD),

as k — oco. Due to these convergence properties it is straightforward to check that @ € ’Hoym.
It remains to show that @ is indeed a minimizer of the functional Z,,. To this end, we use the
representation (1.20) of the energy E. Recalling Lemma 2.4, that F' and G are convex and that

/B(.jw)dsgliminf B(:, 1) dS
r k—oo  Jp

according to (A5.2), we conclude that

Z,(®) < liminf Z,(p,) = I:.
k—o0

By the definition of Z* this proves that ¢ is a minimizer of Z,, on the domain "H%,m-

Step 3: Uniform estimates. In order to prove convergence of the piecewise constant extension, we
now aim to establish uniform bounds on the functions (¢, ™, u™¥, ™). We claim that there exists
a positive constant C' independent of N, n, T such that

PN o< 0,7 Lr(2)) + 1N || oo (0,7:09(1))

(4.11)
+ [l ]

20,15 (@) T VNl 220,781 () < C.

As "1 is a minimizer of Z,, over 7—[[03 m» We infer that

Lo(™h) = & lle" " = "2 5.0 + (™) < Tu(¢™) = E(¢")

for all n € {0,..., N — 1}. Moreover, by induction and using (A4), we infer that
ar [ |01 + (o — an) [ [071]" < B(em) + O < B(e) +
Q r

so that, owing to the boundedness of E(¢"), we obtain the uniform bound
16" gy + 187y < C. (4.12)

Next, fixing an arbitrary nontrivial function p € C*°(Q) as a test function in (4.10c), we get

/ it pde = / —(J o+ F( 6" )pde
Q Q
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Now, using (2.10a), (4.12) and the polynomial growth of the potential F' as postulated in (A4), we
obtain

/ —(Jx " )p+ F'(, 0" )pda
Q

< (a9 sy + e (1204 167150 o) )| elloo < Cllle.

Hence, there exists a constant C'(p) independent of N such that

/ILLnJrlpdr
Q
C(p)
vpde| < C , Cypi=—7——.
fwe v} avm g

Note that M, is a nonempty, closed and convex subset of H'(£2). The definition of Cj entails that

< C(p). (4.13)

Arguing as in [46], we define

M, = {v € H'(Q) :

Jopda

where xqo denotes the characteristic function of the set 2. This allows us to apply the generalized
Poincaré inequality [3, p. 242] which yields

€] < for all £ € R such that xq € M,

H’U”LZ(Q) S C(l + ||V’U||L2(Q)) fOl" all RS Mp.
In particular, since pu" ™t € M 0, we conclude that
[0 2y < CA+ VR 12()) for all n € {0,...,N —1}. (4.14)

It thus remains to establish a uniform bound on Vyuy. We first recall from the definition of the
piecewise constant extension that for arbitrary n € {1,..., N — 1}, ¢ = n7 and for any s € (¢t — 7, t],
it holds that

(on, YN, v N ) () = (N, U, s vw ) (B) = (6% VR i V) -

Using the above estimates as well as the definition of uy and vy we infer that

1/t 1
B(pn() + 3 / IV ()@ + IVevn ()l 7ar) + 7 1Bvx(s) = v (5) [y ds
t—T

= Blon(®) + 53 [

len(s) = en(s =TIl 5. ds

— Blon(t) + 55 [

t—

len(t) = on(t =L 5. ds
= E(en(1) + 2—1T|\s01v(t) —on(t =)L 5. < Blon(t —1)).

Arguing by induction we conclude that

1/t 1
Blen (1) + 3 / IV ()32 + 1900w (9)IFary + F 1BV (s) = v ()] 2ry ds

< E(¢°).

(4.15)

25



Therefore, choosing t =T = N7 leads to
IVunlZ20,m 020y + IVron 220,702y < 2(B(9°) +C) < C
and in combination with (4.14) we conclude the uniform bound
w2 0,70 (0)) < C- (4.16)
Next, testing (4.10d) with £ = 1 gives
[rri®as = [ =@ v + 6 it @) + B0 () ds

for almost all ¢ € [0,T]. Hence, using the assumptions postulated in (A4) and (A5) as well as the
uniform bound (4.12), we infer that

Ayn+1 dS’ < a®”¢n+1”L1(Q) + VG'HwnJAH%;El(Q) + CVB|Wn+1Hqu(Q) +|T(var +vB) < C

which means that (vx)r is uniformly bounded in L>(0, 7). Thus, we can use Poincaré’s inequality
to conclude the uniform bound

lvnllz2(0,7m )y < C (4.17)
which proves the claim.

Step 4: Holder estimates in time. Using interpolation type arguments, we now show that the
piecewise linear extension is Holder continuous in time. We claim that for all ¢, s € [0, T,

[on () = n ()l )y + 1O (E) = @ n(s)|lmr ey < Clt—s|?, (4.18a)
lon(t) — dn Ol )y + o () — b n @)l ey < Cr2, (4.18b)
1010w |l 20,7500 () + 106 | L2 (0,111 () < C. (4.18c)

To prove this assertion, we first deduce from (4.10a) and (4.10b) that for all 0 € H*(Q), o € H'(T)
and almost all ¢ € [0, 77,

(0N (), 0) i () = —/ Vun(t) - Vode — / T (Brn(t) — pn(t))0dS, (4.19a)
Q T
(0N (), o)y = — /F Vrvn(t) - VrodS + /F +(Bun(t) — pn(t))Bo ds. (4.19b)

Let s,t € [0,T] be arbitrary and without loss of generality we suppose that s < ¢t. Using (4.19a),
along with the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we obtain

1630 = By = s |@x(t) = Fn(s), O o)

HQHHl(Q):l
t
< sup /
||‘9||H1(Q):1 S

(0uon (1), 0) 1 ()| dr
t
<c(1+%) / IV n ()20 + 2 18vn () = () 2oy dr

(4.20)

t
1
<c(1+2) - / IV N 130,722 + HNB — ix 207,220 AT
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Proceeding similarly, we derive the estimate
[0 () = Y ()l oy

Lot (4.21)
sc@+§ﬂw—ﬂ2/anm@mjﬂ@»+awW—um@@ﬂwmwr

In combination with the uniform bound (4.15) this proves (4.18a). Furthermore, for any ¢ € [0, T
we can find n € {1,..., N} and « € [0,1] such that ¢ = ant + (1 — «)(n — 1)7. Hence, it follows
immediately that

lon (1) = on (Ol @) < g () + (1 =)oy () — &k (B)l| a2 o
=1 =) 6% () = o5 Dl (ay = (1= a) [dx(n7) = dn (0 = D7)l 102y -

The estimate
[0n () = N (Ol gy < (1 =) [[Pn(n7) =y ((n—1)7) | a2 0y

can be derived analogously. Now, applying (4.18a) with ¢ = n7 and s = (n — 1)7 verifies (4.18b).
Moreover, proceeding similarly as in (4.20) and (4.21), we obtain

T
[;|a¢Numzwm/+nawN@Mzwmuﬂ (4.22)

T
<C(1+1) /0 IVin (D122 () + IVren (O ) + 21BN (8) — v ()72 dt.

In combination with (4.15), this proves (4.18c) and thus, the claim is established.

Step 5: Convergence results. Now, we intend to use the estimates established in Step 3 and Step 4
to prove convergence of our approximate solutions. We claim that, there exists a quadruplet of
functions (¢, ¥, 1, v) satisfying the regularity conditions (4.1) such that for every r € (0, 1),

N — ¢ weakly-* in L*°(0,T; LP(R2)), a.e. in Qr,

and strongly in L>(0,T; H'(Q)"), (4.23)
Yy — 1 weakly-* in L>°(0,T; LYT)), a.e. on T'r,

and strongly in L>(0,T; H(T)'), (4.24)
on — ¢ weakly in H'(0,T; H'(Q)"),

and strongly in C%" ([0, T]; HY(Q2)), (4.25)
Uy — 1 weakly in HY(0,T; HY(T)"),

and strongly in C%" ([0, T]; HY(T')"), (4.26)
un — - weakly in L2(0,T; H'()), (4.27)
vy — v weakly in L?(0,T; HY(T)) (4.28)

along a non-relabeled subsequence.

To prove this assertion we proceed similarly as in [46, s. 4.6] where the approach is carried out in
more detail. Due to (4.18¢) and the uniform estimates established in Step 3, there exist functions
(¢, 1, p,v) such that the first lines of (4.23), (4.24), (4.25) and (4.26), as well as (4.27) and (4.28)
directly follow from the Banach—Alaoglu theorem. Furthermore, arguing as in [46, s. 4.6] and invoking
the compactness of the embeddings LP(Q2) C L?(Q2) = L?*(Q) — HY(Q)" and LY(T") C L*(T) =
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L2(T') — HYT)', the Arzela-Ascoli theorem for functions with values in a Banach space (see,
g., [68, Lem. 1]) implies that
by — ¢ strongly in C°((0,T); H'(Q)'),
y — b strongly in C°([0, T]; HY(T)").
Passing to the limit in the Holder estimate (4.18a) we even get ¢ € C%/2([0,T]; H*(R2)') and
Y € COV2([0,T]; HY(T)'). An interpolation argument now verifies the second lines of (4.25
(

(4.26). Eventually, using the estimate (4.18b), we conclude the second lines of (4.23) and
Thus, the claim is established.

) and
4.24).

Step 6: Existence of weak solutions. We now intend to show that the limit quadruplet (¢, v, u, v)
is a weak solution to the system (1.1). According to Step 5, the functions (¢, ¥, u,v) exhibit the
regularity demanded in (4.1). To show that they fulfill the weak formulation (4.2), we want to pass
to the limit N — oo in the time-discrete scheme. Using both the piecewise constant extension and
the piecewise linear extension, the system (4.10) can be expressed as

Oby ()0 drdt = — Vun -Vodedt — / +(Bvn — pN)0dS dt, (4.29a)
Qr Qr Tp
Oy (t)odS dt = —/ Vrvy - VeodSdt + / L(Bvn — pn)Bo dS dt, (4.29b)
T'p T'r I'r
/ un¢dedt = / —(J *dN)C+ F' (2, ¢n )¢ dx dt, (4.29¢)
QT QT
/ vyédSdt = / —(K®yYn)E+ G (z,9Nn)E + B (z,¢n)EAS dE (4.29d)
FT 1_‘T

holding for every 6 € L?(0,T; H*(Q)), o € L*(0,T; HY(T')) and n = (¢, &) € L?(0,T; £>). Recalling
the convergence properties (4.25)—(4.28), it is straightforward to pass to the limit in (4.29a) and
(4.29b). Using (4.23) and (4.24), the terms depending on J and K in the equations (4.29¢) and
(4.29d) can be handled by Lemma 2.4. Moreover, the convergence of the terms depending on F and
G’ follows from (4.23) and (4.24), the growth conditions (2.8) and Lebesgue’s general convergence
theorem (see [3, p. 60]). Eventually, the convergence of the term depending on B’ follows directly
from the assumption in (A5). This allows us to pass to the limit also in (4.29¢) and (4.29d). Hence,
the quadruplet (¢, v, u, ) satisfies the weak formulation (4.2). To verify the energy inequality (4.3)
we first observe that

E(o(t),4(t)) < lim inf E(on(t),¥n(t)) for almost all ¢ € [0,7]

follows by similar arguments as in Step 2 by means of Lemma 2.4, the assumption (A5), and
the convexity of F' and G. Hence, taking the limes inferior in (4.15) and recalling the convergence
properties (4.27) and (4.28), we conclude (4.3). This proves that (¢, 1, i, v) is indeed a weak solution
of the system (1.1).

Step 7: Uniqueness. To prove uniqueness, we consider two solutions (¢;, s, ii, V)i, © = 1,2 to the
system (1.1) as given by Theorem 4.2. For convenience, we write

(¢7¢7M7V) = (¢17d]17/}'17 Vl) - (¢27¢27M27V2)'

Let now to € [0,7], n € L*(0,T; H'(2)) and p € L?(0,T; H'(T)) be arbitrary. Testing the difference
of the weak formulations (4.2a)—(4.2d) written for (¢1,41, p1,v1) and (¢, W2, 2, va), respectively,
with the test functions

9 — fttonds ift <to and o f:opds if t <t
" lo ift >ty " ]o ift >ty
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and integrating in time from 0 to ty, we obtain the relations

t 1 t
¢77dxdt——/9tov</0 uds) -Vndxdt—z/rto (/0 (Bu—u)ds)ndet,

t 1 t
wpdet:—/ Vr (/0 Vd8> -Vppdet—i—Z/F </0 (Bl/—u)ds) BpdsS dt,

r
by means of Fubini’s theorem. Recall that S&(¢) and SE (1)) can be represented by

Qe

Lty to

to

t t
Sé(@:—/ouds—i-ctﬁ, Sﬁ(w):—/o vds+ct

for some constant ¢ € R. Hence, choosing n = pu and p = v, a straightforward computation leads to

1
@)l p. =~ | ¢udwdi— | rdSdi

We now recall Remark 4.3 which allows to test (4.2¢) and (4.2d) with functions ¢ € LP(2) and
& € LY(T"). We are thus allowed to choose the test functions

C=dX[0,00), € = ¥X0.t0]

where xo,4,] stands for the characteristic function of the interval [0, to]. Plugging ¢ and & into (4.2c)
and (4.2d) now gives

opdx dt + YrdSdt

Qi Tty
:—/ (J*¢>)¢dxdt—/ (K®w>¢d8dt+/ (B/(-n) — B'(ib2))p dS dt
Qi Tty Lig
+/ (F’(-,gbl)—F’(~,¢2))¢dxdt+/ (G'(-, 1) — G'(-,12))p dS dt.
Qs Tty

Invoking (2.7), which implies uniform monotonicity of F’ and G’ with respect to their second argu-
ment, we obtain the estimate

/Q<F’<-,¢1>—F’(-,¢2>>¢dwdt+/ (G n) — G'( o)y dS dt

Ty

Zc*/ |¢|2d:cdt+c®/ |2 dS dt
Q

to iy

where ¢, and cg are the constants from (2.3). Furthermore, using the assumption (A5.3), Lemma 2.2,
Lemma 2.5, and Young’s inequality, we infer that for any 6 > 0,

to
g/ \<(¢,¢)7(J*¢,K®w)>H1]dt+LB/ |2 dS dt
0 r

to

(Jx¢, K@), dt+LB/ ||? dS dt

to

(K @ ) dS dt + / (B'(- i) — B'(~ o)) dS dt

r

(J*gb)(bdxdt—/

iy to

to
< / 16,9) |3y
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to 1/2
<C [ 16 (17 0l oy + 1K © 0 ey) Ly [ wPasar

to

<4 |¢|2dxdt+(5+L3)/

Q, r

c [t
pPasat+ 5 [ el s

to

Combining the above estimates, we infer that

@I 0+ (e =) [

Q,

|¢|? da dt + (ce — Lp — 5)/ |2 dS dt

Ty,

c [t 5
<< [M16.001R 5. ar
0
Recalling that Lp < cg, we fix 6 = %min{c*, ce — Lp}, and thus, Gronwall’s lemma yields

1S¥(6, ) (D)llz,5 = [I(¢, ) ()]

By the definition of the solution operator S in (P3) we conclude that ¢ =0 a.e. in Q7 and ¥ = 0
a.e. on I'r. Finally, the identities p = 0 a.e. in Qr and v = 0 a.e. on I'y follow from (4.2¢) and
(4.2d) by a standard comparison argument. Hence, the proof of Theorem 4.2 is complete. O

L.« =0 for almost all ¢ € [0,T].

4.3 Higher regularity and strong well-posedness

Under the additional assumptions (A6)—(A8), we can even establish strong well-posedness of the
system (1.1).

Theorem 4.4 (Strong well-posedness of the system (1.1)). Let T,L > 0, m € R and 5 # 0 be
arbitrary and suppose that the conditions (A1)—~(A8) hold. For any initial datum (¢o, o) € ’H%)m
let (¢, 9, u,v) denote the unique weak solution to (1.1) as given by Theorem 4.2. Then the solution
(¢, %, u,v) enjoys the following additional regularity:

(p,0) € HY(0,T; L?), (u,v) € L0, T;H) N L*(0,T;H?), Onp € L*(0,T; L*(T)).

This means that (¢,1, u, V) is a strong solution to system (1.1) as all equations are satisfied a.e. in
Qr and Q, and a.e. on 'y and T', respectively.

Remark 4.5. We point out that F(-,¢9) € L'(Q) and B(-, ), G(-,%0) € L(T') are satisfied as a
consequence of (¢g, o) € H%)m, assumption (A7), and the continuous embedding H? — L.

Proof of Theorem 4.4. The formal idea behind this proof is to test (4.2a) with —0;u, (4.2b) with
— 0w, the time derivative of (4.2¢) with ;¢ and the time derivative of (4.2d) with d;¢p. This strategy
can be made rigorous by following the line of argument in [53, s. 3.2] (which was in turn greatly
inspired by the approach in [15, s. 4.4]). To this end, we use once more the time-discrete approximate
solution (¢™, ¢™, ™, v"™)p=1,... n constructed in Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 4.2. We recall that
the discretized weak formulation (4.10) is satisfied and we define the backward difference quotients

1
R e L e S B NS
For brevity, we will also use the notation

0 F = L[F( 6™ ) = P/, 0 = L[H'(,0" ) — H'(,4")] for H € G, B},
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In the following, the letter C' will denote generic positive constants independent of n, N, 7 and
L which may change their value from line to line. For any arbitrary n € {0,..., N — 1}, we test
(4.10a) with = =9, " € H*(Q) and (4.10b) with 0 = —9,v" " € HY(T'). Adding the resulting
equations, we conclude that

— / Oy o " da — / oot S
Q r

1 n n n n
= o (V™ 320 = IV 32y + IV = Vi 3y
1
2T
11 n+1 n+1(2 n n|2
57 (187 = ey — 18" — 1 ey

FIBE =0 = (= ) e )

+ (HVFV"HH%%F) —IVev™ L2y + [ Ver" T — VFV"H%%F)) (4.30)

Next, we take the difference of (4.10c) and (4.10d) written at the step n + 1 and at the step n,
respectively, and we add the resulting equations. Using ( = %&qﬁ”“ € LP(Q) and £ = %871/)”“ €
LY(T) as test functions, we obtain

Or "o " da + / O, v ot dS
Q r
:/ (T %0, 0" 4 0L F 9, dar
Q
+ / —(K ® 0,4™ 0,4 + 0,G" 9,4" T dS (4.31)
r
+ / ;B 0,1 ds.
r
From the uniform convexity of the potentials (see (2.7)), we infer that
: 0. F'0.¢" ! da + /F 0-G'0- " dS > c.]|0-0" 17200y + ol O™ 172y -

Using (A5.3), Lemma 2.2 and Young’s inequality, we deduce the estimate

/ —(J % 8- ¢" )0, 0" Az +/ (- (K®04"™) +0.B")0,4" T dS
Q r

7 n C n
< 8)10-6" 20y + (0 + Lp)l|0:0" 72y + g”aﬂo (.

for any § > 0, where "1 = (¢"+1 y"*1). According to (4.7) and (4.9), the functions p"*! and
"+ can be expressed as

ILLnJrl _ Sng(aTsonJrl) —I—ﬂCnJrl, VnJrl _ SFL((?TQOHJFI) _|_Cn+1'
Consequently, a straightforward computation gives
10:0" ML 5. = IV T2 () + IVEV T2y + 218" = 1" oy
Hence, adding (4.30) and (4.31), and using the above estimates, we obtain

IV 20y = IV T2y + Vv 2y = [VEr™ [ 22
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+ (It - MnHH%z(r) —[1Bv" - Nn||%2(r))
+ (o = N0 ¢" 1720y + (co — Lz = )10 0™ |72y
<C(IVE " 2@ + IV ™ T a iy + 2BV = 02 r))-
We now fix § = 3 min{c,,cg — Lp} and sum from n = 0 to an arbitrary index j < N —1 to infer
that
VK L2 ) + IVer oy + 1807 = i Ly
Cx

2

< IVun 0)1Z2 () + IVren (0) 122y + 21183 (0) = v (O] Z2(r)

JT _ 1 JT o
+ | 10pn |72y At + 5l —LB)/O 106 v |17y dt

(4.32)

T
+ C/O (Ve 1720 + IVoonF2m) + £11Bv8 = o ll72ry) ds,

where ¢, 5 denote the piecewise linear extension introduced in Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 4.2.
By the fundamental theorem of calculus of variations we deduce that px(0) = u° and vn(0) = /0
satisfy the equations

p’ = —(J % do) + F'(-, o) a.e.in Q, (4.33a)
V0 = —(K ® o) + G'(,¢0) + B'(-,10) a.e.onT. (4.33b)

Since ¢, € H3,, , we use Lemma 2.2, the assumptions (A7), (A8) and the continuous embedding

H? < L to deduce that the right-hand side of (4.33a) belongs to H'(2) whereas the right-
hand side of (4.33b) belongs to H(T"). By comparison, we infer that uy(0) = u® € H'(Q) and
vn(0) =% € HY(T). Invoking the uniform bound (4.11), we conclude from (4.32) that

IV 20y + IV e oy + 218 = 1772
; ,

T _ 5 1 JT o 9 (434)
[ W0 sy dt+ 5leo = L) [ N0ty de < ©

+ &
2

for all j € {0,..., N — 1}. This directly implies the uniform bound

||at$NHL2(0,T;L2(Q)) + HatEN”L%O,T;L?(F)) (4.35)

+ lun |l Lo 0,750 (@)) + VN Lo (0,738 () < C.
Now, invoking the Banach—Alaoglu theorem, we conclude that
(¢,9) € H'(0,T5£%), (p,v) € L¥(0,T;H')
due to the uniqueness of the weak limit. In particular, we obtain the bound
(&, )1 0,322) + 1t )| Loe 0,75201) < C. (4.36)
Recall that, according to (4.2a) and (4.2b), the elliptic problems

{ Ap = 0,6 in Q,

Arv = dpp + 2 (B — r,
anM:%(ﬁV—M) onT, v 0 L(BV /1') on
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are satisfied in the weak sense. Employing elliptic regularity theory (see, e.g., [69, s. 5, Prop. 7.7]
for the Poisson—Neumann problem in the bulk and [69, s. 5, Thm. 1.3] for Poisson’s equation on the
boundary), we obtain that u(t) € H?(Q) and v(t) € H?(T) for almost all ¢ € [0, T] with

1
()32 () < C (||N(t)||§11(9) + 110:0 ()1 720y + 72 Bv(t) — N(ﬂ”?{l/z(r))
(4.37)

1 32
< (14 22) WOy + 100 + T3V O e ).

1
IOl < € (IO + 1000y + 5118000 ~ kOl ) - (1.38)

Integrating the above estimates in time from 0 to T, we conclude that (u,v) € L*(0,T; H?) and Onpu €
L?(0,T; L*(T")). In combination with (4.1), this proves the regularity assertion. It directly follows
that (¢,v, 1, V) is even a strong solution to the system (1.1) and thus, the proof of Theorem 4.2 is
complete. O

5 Singular limits of the Robin model

This section is devoted to investigating the asymptotic limits of the system (1.1) as L tends to zero or
to infinity. To this end, we prove that the sequence of solutions (¢”, %, u’, v1) to the Robin model
(1.1) converges in a suitable topology such that the limit is a weak solution to the corresponding
limiting system. Therefore, let us first introduce the notions of weak solutions for these systems.

5.1 Notion of weak solutions to the limit models

We now present the definitions of weak solutions to the systems (1.26), (1.28) and (1.29).

Definition 5.1 (Definition of a weak solution to (1.26)). Let T >0, m € R, 8> 0 and (¢o, 1) €
H%)m be arbitrary and suppose that the conditions (A1)—(A5) hold. The triplet (¢, ), ) is called a
weak solution of the system (1.26) if the following holds:

(i) The functions (p,v, 1) have the following regularity

¢ € L=(0,T; LP(2)),
¥ € L>®(0,T; LUT)),

(6.4) € C4(0, 7% (D})) N H'(0,T; (D)) o
pe L*(0,T; VY,
and it holds that (¢(t),(t)) € H},, for almost all t € [0,T].
(ii) The weak formulation
1
((0r, 001)), (9,0)>Dé = — /Q Vi -Vode — 3 /F Vrp - Vrods, (5.2a)
/ pn da = / —(J* @)+ F' (-, d)ndz, (5.2b)
Q Q
[ n0as = [ =0 ® )0 + 56/ )0 + 5B (. 0)6 s (5.20)
I I
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is satisfied almost everywhere in [0,T] for all test functions (§,0) € D}, n € L>®(Q) and
0 € L>°(T"). Moreover, the initial conditions ¢|i—o = ¢o and V|i—o = o are satisfied a.e. in
and on I, respectively.

(iii) The energy inequality
1 t
E(o(t),v(t)) + 5/0 V()1 720 + IVrv(s)1 22y ds < E(do, o) (5.3)

is satisfied for all t € [0,T].

Definition 5.2 (Definition of weak solutions to (1.28) and (1.29)). Let T > 0, and (¢o,%0) € L?
be arbitrary, and suppose that the conditions (A1)—(A5) hold. The pairs (¢, ) and (1, v) are called
weak solutions of the systems (1.28) and (1.29) if the following holds:

(i) The functions (¢, ) and (3, v) have the following regularity

¢ € H'(0,T; H'(Q)) N L>(0,T; LP(Q)),  pe L*0,T; H'(Q)), -
v e H'(0,T; H ()" )N L>(0,T; LYT)),  ve L*(0,T;HY()) 54)
and it holds that (p(t))q = (bo)q and (Y(t))p = (Yo)p for almost all t € [0,T].
(ii) The weak formulations
<8t¢,9)H1(Q) = —/ V/J, - Vo d(E, (55&)
Q
Jucde= [ (7o) + P d (5.5b)
Q Q
and
<8t1/), U>H1(F) = - / VFV . VFO' dS, (56&)
r
[reas= [ o ng+G e+ Bk (5.60)

are satisfied almost everywhere in [0,T) for all test functions 6 € HY(Q), ¢ € L>®(Q) and
o € HYT),& € L*(T). Moreover, the initial conditions ¢|i—o = ¢o and ¥|i—o = 1o are
satisfied a.e. in Q and on T, respectively.

(iii) The energy inequalities
1 t
Evui (4(t)) + 5/ V()12 ds < Bounc(¢o), (5.7a)
0

Esurf(d}(t)) + Epcn (U)(t)) + % /0 ||VFV(5>H%2(F) ds < Esurf(d}()) + Epcn(d}()) (57b)

are satisfied for all t € [0,T].

Remark 5.3. We are convinced that weak well-posedness of the Dirichlet model (1.26) and the
decoupled model ((1.28),(1.29)) can be proved in a similar fashion to the proof of Theorem 4.2 by
exploiting the gradient flow equations (3.9), (3.10) and (3.11). However, as we want to investigate
the singular limits L — 0 and L — oo of the Robin model anyway, we proceed differently and
construct the weak solutions as the singular limits of solutions to the system (1.1).

The weak and strong well-posedness of the Dirichlet model will be established in Theorem 5.4,
whereas the weak and strong well-posedness of the decoupled model will be presented in Theorem 5.5.

34



5.2 Uniform bounds

To investigate the singular limits, we first derive uniform bounds on solutions of the Robin model.

Uniform bounds on weak solutions. Suppose that T > 0, 5 # 0, m € R and that (A1)—(A5)
hold. Let ¢, = (¢o,%0) € Hj,, with F(-,¢9) € L'(Q) and G(:,v0), B(-, 1) € L*(T) be arbitrary.
For L > 0, let (¢¥,vF, u*, v*) denote the corresponding weak solution to the system (1.1) in the
sense of Definition 4.1. In the following, the letter C' will denote a generic positive constant that
does not depend on the parameter L. From the energy inequality (4.3) and the growth conditions
in (2.8) we infer that

||¢LHL°°(0,T;LP(Q)) + H1/)L||L°°(O,T;LQ(F)) <C, (5.8)
1
IV 2 gy + V005 1220y + EHBVL — 1|2y < C (5.9)

On the basis of these estimates, we can now follow the line of argument in Step 3 of the proof of
Theorem 4.2 to deduce the uniform bound

XN 220,112 9 + 15 L2072 () < C. (5.10)

Moreover, proceeding as in Step 4 of the proof of Theorem 4.2, we derive the estimate
1
100" || L2 (0,711 ) + 10 || L2 0,11 (1)) < C (1 + ﬁ) . (5.11)

In the case 3 > 0, we choose an arbitrary pair of test functions (6,0) € Dj. We now test (4.2a)
with 6 and (4.2b) with 0. Adding the resulting equations we observe that a cancellation occurs due
to the relation |, = S0 a.e. on I'r. Recalling that (9;¢", 9,9") € (H')' C (D}) a.e. on [0,T], we
obtain

{(0ro", 0pp™), (0, U)>Dé = (0", 0) i (o) + (O™, )y
:—/V/LL~V9d$—/VFVL-VFJdS
Q r

a.e. on [0,T]. Invoking the uniform bound (5.9), we conclude that

106", 0 ™) | 20,1 (p3yy < C B> 0. (5.12)

Additional uniform bounds on strong solutions. Let now  # 0 be arbitrary again and in
addition, we suppose that the conditions (A6)-(A8) hold and that ¢, € #3,,. Then, according to

Theorem 4.4, the quadruplet (¢”, %, ul, 1) is the unique strong solution of the system (1.1). We
already know from (4.36) that

(&, ) 0,7522) + (s V) [ Lo 0,720y < C (5.13)
Integrating (4.37) and (4.38) in time from 0 to T', we can use (5.9) and (5.10) to infer that

HMHLQ(O,T;HZ(Q)) S C (1 + %) and ||V||L2(O,T;H2(F)) S C (1 + %) . (5.14)

We can now use these estimates to investigate the singular limits L — 0 and L — oo of the Robin
model (1.1).

35



5.3 The singular limit L — 0 and well-posedness of the Dirichlet model

Theorem 5.4 (The limit L — 0 and well-posedness of (1.26)).

Let T,L >0, m € R and § > 0 be arbitrary and suppose that the assumptions (A1)—(A5) hold. For
any initial datum (¢o,o) € HY,, satisfying F(-,¢o) € L' () and G(- ), B(-,10) € L'(T), let
(pF, W, ul vl denote the corresponding unique weak solution to the system (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 4.1. Then the following holds:

(a) There exist functions (., Vs, fis, Vs ) satisfying
¢« € L=(0,T5LP(Q)),  ow € L>(0,T; LY(T)),
(¢, 94) € HY(0,T;(Dp)"), (5.15)
e € L*(0,T; H'(2)), v, € L*(0,T; HY(I)),

and
(6(t),¥(t) € HY,, for almost all t € [0,T] (5.16)
such that
oF — ¢ weakly-* in L>°(0,T; LP(RY)), and a.e. in Qr,
Pt =, weakly-* in L°°(0,T; LYT)), and a.e. on T'r,
(&%, ¥") = (¢4,9.)  weakly in H'(0,T; (Dj)'), (5.17)
ut = . weakly in L*(0,T; HY(2)),
vE = v, weakly in L*(0,T; HY(T)),
gt —ul =0 strongly in L*(T'7),

as L — 0. This means that p. = Bvy a.e. on T

Moreover, the triplet (¢., Wy, pix) is the unique weak solution of the system (1.26) in the sense
of Definition 5.1. In particular, this comprises that (¢, 1.) € C%z([0,T]; (Dy)).

A8) hold and that (¢o,0) € H3 . Then (¢*, %, p*,vh)

(b) Let us additionally assume that (AG)—(
(1.1), and it holds in addition to (5.17) that

is a strong solution of the system

L L ; 1 .2
{ ((b 51/} )_) (Qb*ﬂ/)*) wea’kly m H (OaTa‘C )7 (518)

(™, ") = (ps, vs) weakly-* in L>(0,T;H")

as L — 0. Moreover, it holds that (u.,v.) € L?(0,T;H?) and thus, recalling that p. = Bu.,
the triplet (¢s, 1« px) is the unique strong solution to the system (1.26).

Proof. Proof of assertion (a). Let (Ly)ren C (0,1] denote an arbitrary sequence satisfying Ly — 0
ask — oo. Forany k € N, let (¢F, % u¥ %) = (¢l* T uPr 9F+) denote the unique weak solution
to the system (1.1) corresponding to the parameter Lj. Due to the uniform bounds (5.8)—(5.10) and
(5.12), the Banach—Alaoglu theorem directly implies the existence of limit functions (@x, ¥x, fis, Vi)
satisfying the regularity condition (5.15) such that the convergence properties (5.17) hold with L
replaced by Lj as k — oo along a non-relabeled subsequence of (Lj)gen. This directly implies the
relation py = Br, a.e. on ['p.

For (0,0) € D} arbitrary, testing (4.2a) with § and (4.2b) with o, and adding the resulting equations
yields

(09, 000), (8, U)>D}3 = (010", 0) 11 () + (O, 0) 11 ()
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Z—/Vuk-VQd:C—/Vpl/k-VpUdS.
Q T

After passing to the limit k — oo, we obtain
<(8t¢, ), (9,0)>D1 = —/ Vi - VOdx — / Vv, - VrodS, (5.19)
s Q r

which verifies (5.2a). Let now s,t € [0,7] be arbitrary. Without loss of generality we assume that
s < t. Integrating (5.19) in time from s to ¢ gives

((«(t) = Dul(s) ,1hu(t) — ¥u(s)), (0, U>>Dg
= (9« (t) — D«(5),0) () + (¥« (t) — ¥ (8), 0) 111y

t t
:_/ /Vu*-Vdedr—/ /VFU*-VFUdeT
s Q s r

T
<Cle=s 0.0y | IV + o) ey .

This proves that (¢, v.) € C%2([0,T7; (Dj)') and hence, the triplet (¢., s, i) satisfies the reg-
ularity condition (5.1). Proceeding as in Step 6 of the proof of Theorem 4.2, we conclude that
(¢, u, s ) also satisfies the weak formulations (5.2b) and (5.2c), the mass conservation law (5.16)
and the energy inequality (5.3). This means that (¢., 1, 1) is a weak solution to the system (1.26).

We next show that (¢x,1x, s) is the only weak solution to 4.2. To this end, we assume that there
exists another weak solution (., Vs, fex) to the system 4.2 and we write

(Qb,?/),,u) = ((b*,?/)*,,u*) - ((b**,?/)**,,u**)

to denote their difference. Plugging an arbitrary pair of test functions (6,0) € Dé into (5.19) and
integrating in time from 0 to t yields

/;((sbﬂ/f),(e,a)}pé dt:—/QV (/Otﬂds) .vedx+/rvr (/Otyds) Vo ds. (5.20)

By the definition of 8% in (P3), we obtain the relations

t t
SY(0:p) = p+ B, SS(9)) = v+, Sg(¢)=/0 uds + Bet, Sg(¢)=/0 vds+ct

for all ¢ € [0, T] and some constant ¢ € R. Recall that the assumption 5 > 0 ensures that || - || 5.,

actually defines a norm on the space Dﬁ_l (see (P4)). A straightforward computation now reveals
that, for any arbitrary ¢y € [0, 7],

1
Sl s == [ ondede— [ wvasar

As the weak formulations (5.2b) and (5.2¢) (with p|r, replaced by fv) are identical to (4.2¢) and
(4.2d), we can proceed exactly as in the proof of Theorem 4.2 to conclude that

I1S°(@, ) ()llo,s = (6, 0) (1))

It follows that ¢ = 0 a.e. in Q7 and ¢» = 0 a.e. on I'y. Now, the identities p = 0 a.e. in Q7 and
v =0 a.e. on I'y follow from (5.2b) and (5.2¢) by a standard comparison argument.

0,8+ =0 for almost all ¢ € [0,T.
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The uniqueness of the limit (¢, ¥, p«) finally implies that the convergences established above do
not depend on the extraction of the subsequence. Hence, the convergence results hold true for the
whole sequence (L )gen. This means that (5.17) is established.

Proof of assertion (b). Due to the uniform bound (5.13) and the uniqueness of the limit (¢., ¥, 1),
the convergence property (5.18) follows directly by means of the Banach—Alaoglu theorem. Pro-
ceeding similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.4, we can use elliptic regularity theory to conclude a
posteriori that (p.,v.) € L*(0,T;H?). Consequently, the triplet (¢.,., ps) is a strong solution of
the system (1.26). Thus, the proof is complete. O

5.4 The singular limit L — co and well-posedness of the decoupled model

Theorem 5.5 (The limit . — oo and well-posedness of (1.28) and (1.29)). Let T,L > 0, m € R
and  # 0 be arbitrary and suppose that the conditions (A1)—(Ab) hold. For any initial datum
(0, %0) € Hj,, satisfying F(-,¢0) € L'(Q) and G(-,¢0), B(-,0) € LN(T), let (¢", ", u",v")
denote the corresponding unique weak solution to the system (1.1) in the sense of Theorem 4.2.
Then the following holds:

a) There exist functions (¢, V*, u*,v*) satisfying
(a)
¢* € HY (0,75 H'(Q2)) N L>(0,T; LP(2)),
¢ e HY(0,T; HY(T)") N L>=(0,T; LY(T)), (5.21)
pte L*(0,T; HY(Q), v* e L*(0,T; H'(T))
and

(0" (1) = (b0)g and (Y*(t))p = (Vo)  for almost allt € [0,T] (5.22)
such that
Iy weakly-* in L*°(0,T; LP(R2)),
weakly in HY(0,T; HY(Q)'), and a.e. in Qr,
Yl =t weakly-* in L°°(0,T; LY(T)),
weakly in HY(0,T; HY(T')"), and a.e. on I'r, (5.23)
pl — p* weakly in L?(0,T; HY(Q)),
v = weakly in L*(0,T; HY(T)),
L(Bv* —pt) =0 strongly in L*(T'r)

as L — o0o. In addition, it holds that
¢ € C¥5((0, T H'(Q)), v e 3 ([0, T]; H'(I)) (5.24)

and the pair (¢*, u*) is the unique weak solution of the system (1.28) whereas the pair (¢*,v*)
is the unique weak solution of the system (1.29) in the sense of Definition 5.2.

(b) Let us additionally assume that (A6)~(A8) hold and that (¢o,v0) € H3,, . Then (¢, ", u*, V")
is a strong solution of the system (1.1), and it holds in addition to (5.23) that

(" ) = (¢*,0*)  weakly in H*(0,T;L?),
(nt, vl = (u*,v") weakly-* in L>(0,T;H') N L*(0,T; H?), (5.25)
Oapt’ =0 strongly in L*(T'r).
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as L — oo. Moreover, it follows that Oap* = 0 a.e. on I'r and thus, the pairs (¢*, u*) and
(¥*,v*) are the unique strong solutions to the systems (1.28) and (1.29), respectively.

Proof. Proof of assertion (a). Let (L)ren C [1,00) denote an arbitrary sequence satisfying Ly —
o0 as k — oo. For any k € N, let (¢F,vF, u*, v*) = (¢pF*, ol ut* vlx) denote the unique weak
solution to the system (1.1) corresponding to the parameter L. Since Ly > 1, the bounds (5.8)—-
(5.11) can be made uniform in k. Hence, we can apply the Banach—Alaoglu theorem to infer the
existence of functions (¢*, ¢*, u*, v*) satisfying (5.21) such that the first four convergence properties
in (5.23) (with L replaced by Lj) hold up to subsequence extraction. We further notice that the
last convergence of (5.23) directly follows from (5.9) since, as k — oo, we have

HLik(ﬁuk B Uk)} ;(r)

Lok k2 c
= L—iHBM — V|2 < . 0.

The property (5.24) can be established in the same fashion as the corresponding result in Theo-
rem 5.4. As F', G’ and B’ are continuous in their second argument, we infer that, as k — oo,

F/('7¢k) - F/(v(b) a.e. in (2’1‘7
G'(-, %) = G'(-,9), B'(-,¢*) = B'(-, ) a.e.on I'p.

Along with Lemma 2.4, this is enough to pass to the limit as k¥ — oo in the weak formulation (4.2)
written for (¢¥,¢*, ¥, v*) from which we conclude that the weak formulations (5.5) and (5.6) are
satisfied. This implies that (¢*,¥*, u*, v*) also satisfies the mass conservation laws (5.22). Moreover,
proceeding as in Step 6 of the proof of Theorem 4.2 the energy inequalities (5.7) can be verified.
Hence, the pairs (¢, 1) and (¢, v) are weak solutions to the systems (1.28) and (1.29), respectively,
in the sense of Definition 5.2.

It remains to prove uniqueness of these weak solutions. To this end, we assume that (¢**, p**) and
(**,v**) are also weak solutions of (1.28) and (1.29), respectively. We set

(@,p) := (%, p%) = (6, 1™), () = (%, 07) = (077, 077).

Recalling (P5), we deduce from (1.28a) that

No(@1) = 1= g and Noe) = [ nds—tGag.

For any arbitrary ¢y € [0,T], a straightforward computation gives

Slo(to)

-,

Proceeding similarly as in Step 7 of the proof of Theorem 4.2, we can use the monotonicity of F”’
and a Gronwall argument to conclude that

VN (8(0)) | oy = 60l =0,

b= | modear

0

(J * ¢)pda dt — / (F'(-,¢*) — F'(-, ™)) ¢ dzdt.

Q

to to

which, due to the arbitrariness of ¢y, directly implies that ¢ = 0 a.e. in Qp. Finally, the identity g = 0
a.e. in Qp follows by comparison. This proves the uniqueness of the solution (¢*, u*). Moreover,
the uniqueness of the solution (1*,v*) can be established in a similar manner.
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In particular, this implies that the limit (¢*,¢*, p*, v*) is unique and consequently, the convergences
established above do not depend on the subsequence extraction. Hence, the convergence properties
remain true for the whole sequence (Lj)ren C [1, 00).

Proof of assertion (b). Arguing as above, it suffices to realize that the estimates (5.13)—(5.14), which
can now be established due to the enhanced regularity of the initial data, can be made uniform in
k as well. Moreover, by substituting the identity LyOnu® = ¥ — u* a.e. on 't into (5.9), we get

1 1 C
k k k k
100" 122y = L_iHLkan,UJ 12y = L_iHﬁu — VM7 < . 0

as k — oo. This directly implies that O,u* = 0 a.e. on I'y. Hence, invoking once more the Banach—
Alaoglu theorem, we infer the functions (¢*, ¥*, u*, v*) satistfy (5.25). Then, in light of these stronger
convergences and Lemma 2.4, it is possible to pass to the limit as k — oo in the strong formulation
(1.1) written for (¢*, u¥, 9" %) to conclude that (¢*,v*, u*,v*) is the strong solution. Thus, the
proof is complete. O

A Appendix

Proof of Lemma 2.2. Let ¢ € L?(Q2) and ¢ € L?(T") be arbitrary.
Proof of (a). We define the trivial extension of ¢ on R by

(2) = o(x) ifxeQ,
Y0 itr ¢,

where ¢ is to be interpreted as an arbitrary but fixed representative of its equivalence class. Let now
a € N} be an arbitrary multi-index with |a| < 1 and let 9*J denote the corresponding derivative.
Applying Young’s inequality for convolutions (see, e.g., [55, Thm. 4.2]), we obtain

10T % ¢l 20y < 10%T * Gll L2may < Cll T wragay 6l L2 @ay = ClI lwragay 19l 225
for a constant C' > 0 depending only on d. This proves (a).

Proof of (b). To prove (b) we proceed as in [55, Proof of Thm. 4.2]. Let » > 1 be the exponent
from (A2) and let £ € L*(T) be arbitrary. We now set

! 11 1
" <9 e, “4i42=2

1<s:=
s r+1 s s r

Moreover, recalling the definition of 7, we notice that

Next, we define the functions f,g,h: ' x ' = R by

Fy,2) =i () K (2 — )"/,
9(y,2) = K(z —y)"/* ¢ ()%,
h(y, 2) = o (2)*7 4 (y)*"
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where 1, K and £ are to be interpreted as arbitrary but fixed representative of their equivalence
class and ¥4 and &, denote the positive parts of these functions. Using the continuous embedding
WLr(Q) < L"(T') and a change of variables, we obtain

1K (z = )lerr) < 1K (2= )llwir@) < 1Kz = )lwirga) = [ Kllwr e

for almost all z € I'. Hence, applying Holder’s inequality, we get

Mller e = </ ¢+(Z)S/K(Z—y)rds(y) ds(z>>s_ll

< ([0 I ey 056D ) 1150 Ve

=

For g and h we derive the analogous estimates

porenry < NEN 1K gy IRl roery < 0 €115

gl

Now, using Holder’s inequality along with the above estimates, we infer that

//f% 9(y, 2)h(y, 2) dS(y) dS(2) //w¥ — )€+ () dS(y) dS(2)

sy < Iz 1K lwrr ey 1] L2 (r)-

Proceeding analogously with the negative parts vy and £&_ and combining the estimates, we conclude
that

[ [ #R = 1)) 450 4S(:) < C a2 | K o Il 2

As ¢ € L?(T") was arbitrary, this implies that the mapping
)3 €m /(K®1/))(Z)§(z)dS(z) €ER
r

defines a bounded linear functional on L?(T"). In particular, since L*(T") = (L?(T"))’, it holds that
K @1 € L*(T) with

K ® [z < C 1 Klwrir@ey ¥l Le @y

Proceeding analogously with the components of Vr K instead of K, we finally conclude (Vi K)®1) €
L?(T'), and

K ® Y|l gy < ClK|wer@ay 1Yl 2y

which proves (b).
Thus, the proof is complete. O

Proof of Lemma 2.4. We first deduce from Remark 2.1(b) that there exist functions .J € W(Q)
and K € WH(T') such that

(J * ¢k> - j in Wl’l(Q) and (K ®U)k) K in Wl’l(F)
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after extraction of a subsequence. Since p and ¢ satisfy (2.4), the embeddings W11(Q) — L¥'(Q)
and WH1(T') — L7 (') are compact. Hence, it holds that

(J# ) = J in LP(Q) and (K ® ) — K in LY (D) (A1)

after another subsequence extraction. For arbitrary test functions ¢ € LP(2) and £ € LY(T") we now
consider the following linear functionals:

Je  LP(Q) = R, ¢'—>/(J*¢)Cdx,
Q

Ke: LYT) — R, 1/1'—>/(K®1/1)§d5’.
r

Using Holder’s inequality, the continuous embeddings W1 (Q) < L? () and W (T') — L4 (T) and
the estimates from Remark 2.1, it is straightforward to check that both functionals are continuous.
Hence, on the one hand, the weak convergence of (¢ )ren in LP(2) and the weak convergence of
(Vr)ken in LY(T) imply that

Telx) = Te(8) = /Q<J*¢><d:c and  Ke(ur) = Ke(9) = /F (Kow)eds  (A2)

as k — oo. On the other hand, it follows from (A.1) that

J<(¢k)—>/ﬂjcdx and ICE(wk)—>/Ff(§dS (A.3)

as k — oo. Combining (A.2) and (A.3), invoking the uniqueness of the limit, and recalling that the
test functions ¢ € LP(2) and { € LY(I") were arbitrary, we conclude from the fundamental lemma
of calculus of variations that J = J % ¢ a.e. in Q and K = K ® ¢ a.e. on I'. This completes the
proof. O

Proof of Lemma 2.5. In the case L > 0, let ¢ = (¢, ) € 'HEB and n = (¢, &) € H! be arbitrary.
Defining

0. Bl g + T (E)r
' A2 19 + [T

we see that 1 := (¢o, &) € Hp o We notice that (g, (¢, c))r = 0 due to ¢ € ’Hgi) and thus,

Co:=¢—cB, &:=§&—c, with

1 1
Il = IV + I9€lsy + 16 = ey < € (14 1 ) Il

Recalling that S*(¢) satisfies the weak formulation (2.11), we can use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequal-
ity to infer that

= |t@mo)re| = | (5% (@) m0) s | < 15T (@) n.s 0]

<o (14 —2) It

Hence, by invoking the definition of the operator norm on HEB, we get

‘<so, )31 LB

L.glmll

lelloay = swp_ [(p.mu] <€ (1+ ) IS5 @y

Inll3=1

and since [|SE(o)| .5 = ||l L,5.+ this proves (2.15a). The estimate (2.15b) can be proved completely
analogously and thus, the proof is complete. O
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Proof of Lemma 2.6. As most of the assertions can be verified straightforwardly, we only sketch
the most important steps. First of all, it holds in all cases that J € C1(R%\{0}) and K € C?(R%\{0})
with

> ~“ mj > ~7 mi
J(x) = (2R) ‘;@gRﬂ(lbeO and K (z) > (2R) ‘ﬁlglgRU(lylbo

for all € Bag(0) \ {0}. Since x — y € Bag(0) for all 2,y € Q, this implies that (2.1a) is satisfied.

For K (x) = o(|x|) |x| ™7, we first compute the partial derivatives d,, K and 0,,0,, K for i, j € {1,2,3}
on R3\ {0}. Then, by transformation into spherical coordinates (the radius being denoted by s), a
straightforward computation leads to the estimates

VK1 gy < C / o(s)"s> " ds,
105, K[y < C [ 0l s 7O o/ (9) 52 ds,
0
100,02, K1 sy < C / o) 5270+ 4 o/ (s)]" 2O 4o (5)[" 527 ds

for all 4,5 € {1,2,3}. Due to the decay conditions on & the above integrals exist if and only if
d—1—r(y+2) > —1 which is true since r < 3/(y + 2). This implies that K € W27 (R3) and it is
now easy to check that K satisfies all relevant conditions in (A2). All remaining assertions can be
proved by similar arguments. O
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