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Existence and convergence of the
length-preserving elastic flow of clamped
curves
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Abstract: We study the evolution of curves with fixed length and clamped
boundary conditions moving by the negative L?-gradient flow of the elastic
energy. For any initial curve lying merely in the energy space we show exis-
tence and parabolic smoothing of the solution. Applying previous results on
long time existence and proving a constrained Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient
inequality we furthermore show convergence to a critical point as time tends
to infinity.
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1. Introduction and main results

For an immersed curve f: I :=[0,1] — R%, d > 2, its Buler-Bernoulli energy or simply
elastic energy is defined by

E(f) = %/I\EPds.

Here ds := ydz, where v := |0, f| denotes the arc-length element, and i := 92 f is the
curvature vector field, where Oy := 4710, is the arc-length derivative.
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In this article, we will deform an initial curve fy in such a way that its elastic energy
decreases as fast as possible, while keeping the (total) length L(f) := [ ; ds fixed. This
yields the geometric evolution equation

1
Ot f = —V2R — §|,z|2,z+m. (1.1)

Here V, denotes the connection on the normal bundle along f, given by V, := PLd;,
where P X = X1/ := X — (X,0,f)0sf denotes the orthogonal projection along f of
any vector field X along f. The Lagrange multiplier A\ depends on the solution f and is
given by

[ (V2R + 3|R]*R, &) ds
B [, |R* ds
Here (-, -) denotes the Euclidean inner product. Note that the evolution (LIJ) is geomet-
ric, i.e. if a smooth f satisfies (ILT)), then so does f(t,z) := (f o ®)(t,z) := f(t, D(t,z))
for any smooth family of reparametrizations ®: [0,7") x I — I. In addition to the evo-
lution (I1]), we will prescribe clamped boundary conditions, fixing position and the unit
tangent of the curve at the endpoints of I. For an immersed curve fy we hence study
the following initial boundary value problem.

Af) = A(N)(@)

(1.2)

Of =-V2E - LRPR+AE+00sf on (0,T) x I
f0,2) = fo(x) forz el (1.3)
f(t,y) =py for0<t<T,yecol '
Osf(t,y) =my for0<t<T,yeol,

where the unknown 60: [0,7) x I — R, 0 = (0;f,0sf) is the tangential velocity. By
the integral representation of A\, (L3) becomes a nonlocal quasilinear system which is
also degenerate parabolic by its geometric nature. We assume that the boundary data
Dy € R, Ty € S%1 ¢ R? satisfy the compatibility conditions

foly) = py and Osfo(y) =7, forye Il. (1.4)

Note that (L3]) is preserved under a smooth family of reparametrizations ® which keeps
the boundary 91 fixed, where the tangential velocity might change.

It is not difficult to see that A is chosen exactly in such a way that the length remains
fixed during the flow, since along any sufficiently smooth solution of (L3]) we have

Aoy =- /<fz, o) ds — /<V§ﬁ+ L %pr, #) ds — A/st —0, (15)

whereas the energy indeed decreases since by (L))

d

GEN = [vewnanas= [vew - rwoinas=— [t Pas )

using that the L%(dsy)-gradient of € is given by VE(f) = V2i + 3|&|?F. In the above
calculations, we also used the fact that all boundary terms vanish due to the boundary



conditions. In order for A to be well-defined, we need to ensure that f(¢) := f(¢,-) is
not a piece of a straight line. This can be guaranteed with no restrictions on 79,7 by
requiring

lpo — p1| < £:= L(fo), (1.7)

so E(fo) > 0, see Section 2.]] for a more detailed analysis of A.

In [9], long time existence for smooth solutions of (L3]) with tangential velocity 8 = 0
under assumption (7)) was shown with the help of interpolation inequalities. For the
short time existence the authors of [9] refer to the beginning of Section 3 in [I4], where
the short time existence in the setting of Holder spaces is only sketched for the case of
closed curves. Moreover, the uniform bounds in [9, Theorem 1.1} imply subconvergence
after reparametrization as t — co. However, different sequences could still have different
limits.

The contribution of this paper is twofold: First, we show short time existence and
parabolic smoothing for the elastic flow (L3]), filling the missing part in the long time
existence. Note that we allow rough initial values, lying merely in the natural energy
space, see Remark 219! for a detailed discussion.

Theorem 1.1. Let fy € W2’2(I;Rd) be an immersed curve and suppose py,p1 € RE
and 19,71 € SV satisfy (LA) and (LT). Then, there exists T > 0 and a solution
fewh(0,T; L*(1,RY) N L*(0,T; WH2(I;RY)) of ([L3).

Moreover, we show that under the assumptions (L4) and (L7)), the solution in Theo-
rem [[.T] instantaneously becomes smooth, both in space and time, cf. Theorem Bl

Secondly we prove and apply a constrained Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient inequality (cf.
[33]) to deduce convergence of the flow, where a new estimate (see Lemma [£.10]) substan-

tially simplifies the argument for the convergence result compared to previous works, cf.
[6, 12].

Theorem 1.2. Let fy € W2’2(I;Rd) be an immersed curve and suppose py,p1 € RY
and 19,71 € ST satisfy (L4) and (LT). Then, there exists a smooth family of curves
f:(0,00) x I — R? solving (L3), such that

(i) f(t) = fo in W22(I;RY) ast — 0;

(ii) f(t) = foo smoothly after reparametrization as t — 0o, where foo is a constrained
clamped elastica, i.e. to a solution of

—V2E - LRPPR+ AR =0 onl

fly) =py foryedl (1.8)
osfly) =m, foryedl

~—

for some X € R.

Together with the previously mentioned work [9] this paper completes the study of
the existence and convergence of the elastic flow of clamped curves with fixed length.



Unfortunately, due to the low regularity of the initial curves considered here, we are not
able to show uniqueness for the solution of the geometric evolution equation (L3]).

In the smooth category, one can show uniqueness “up to reparametrization” by a PDE
argument similar to [18]. However, due to our low regularity we were not able to prove
sufficient contraction estimates. The reason for that is the rigid characterization of Lip-
schitz properties of Nemytskii operators, see for instance [4, Theorem 3.10, Theorem 7.9].

The elastic energy of curves has already been studied by Bernoulli. The analysis of the
elastic flow, i.e. the one-dimensional analogue of the Willmore flow started with [31] and
[14]. The boundary value problem for the elastic flow was considered in [22] for clamped
curves and in [8] for natural second-order boundary conditions, see also [38] 23] for a
related second order evolution of the indicatriz. In [29], the elastic flow of curves with
infinite length was studied. Short time existence for the length-penalized elastic flow of
clamped curves with initial data in C?*¢ was established in [36]. Note that in [20], short
time existence for the Willmore flow with small rough initial data was shown.

Recently the geometric evolution of networks gained more attention and previously
achieved results were applied to the elastic flow of networks, see e.g. [I7] and [10].
The elastic flow with different ambient geometries also gained attention, cf. [7} 28] [32].
In the hyperbolic plane, the elastic energy has a close relationship to the Willmore energy
of rotational tori, see [21] and, for instance, [I1].

The Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient inequality is a remarkable result on (real) analytic func-
tions which was first proven in R? [24], and later generalized to infinite dimensions [34],
see also [B]. Nowadays, it is the fundamental tool for investigating the asymptotic prop-
erties of gradient flows with analytic energies, which has been used for many geometric
evolution equations, see for instance [0, [12] 16, 26]. The fixed-length constraint in (L3
and (LE) obstructs the use of [5] to deduce the gradient inequality, which is why we
apply a recent extension to constrained energies [33]. A different approach to prove
convergence for gradient flows of planar curves has been studied in [30].

This article is structured as follows. In Section 2, we pick a specific tangential velocity
such that (I3]) becomes a parabolic system, which we reduce to a fixed point equation.
The existence of a fixed point is then established on a small time interval, using the
concept of maximal LP-regularity together with appropriate contraction estimates. Sec-
tion [3is devoted to proving instantaneous smoothing of our solution, both in space and
time. After that, we show long-time existence and a refined Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient
inequality to finally prove Theorem in Section [41

2. Short time existence

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem [Tl As in [I7], we prescribe an explicit
tangential motion to transform (L3)) into quasilinear parabolic PDE system. We then
perform a linearization and use the theory of maximal LP-regularity and suitable con-
traction estimates to prove Theorem [[] using a fixed point argument. We consider



an initial datum merely lying in anfm(f :R%), the space of W?2-immersions. This is
a natural space for the elastic energy, since it is the roughest Sobolev space where &

remains finite.

2.1. On the Lagrange multiplier

To ensure that the Lagrange multiplier is well-defined, one needs to prevent the denom-
inator from vanishing. We write \(f) =: N(f)

sg(f)> Where N(f) denotes the numerator in
([L2]) and observe that for a solution of (3] we have

|f(t,0) = f(t,1)] = |po—p1| < €= L(f(t)) forallte0,T),

using the boundary conditions, (IL7) and (L). In particular, f(¢) cannot be part of a
straight line, so £(f(t)) > 0 for all t € [0,T).
Moreover, we observe that after integration by parts we have

N(/) = /I(VS(f), R ds = (VF, B)lor — /I VAP ds o /I Atds.  (21)
Note that in (2.]), no derivatives of second order of the curvature appear, which means
that the Lagrange multiplier is formally of lower order compared to VE(f). This will
be extremely useful later on, since we can rely on the well-studied property of maximal
LP-regularity for a local operator in the linearization and treat the Lagrange multiplier
as a nonlinearity in the fixed point argument.

2.2. From the geometric problem to a quasilinear PDE

As a next step, we explicitly compute the right hand side of (LI)). By Proposition [A]]
it holds

VE(f) = V3R + 5liPR = AG)

where
Y Y ’Y ’Y
94
= % PO 002,82, 22)

In order to solve ([L3]), we study the following evolution problem, prescribing an explicit
tangential motion 6 = u to make the problem parabolic. We want to find a family of
immersions f: [0,7) x I — R? satisfying

Of =—V2E — YRR+ posf + AR on (0,T) x I
f(0,2) = fo(x) forx el (2.3)
ft,y) =py for0<t<T,yecol '
O f(t,y) =T1y0(y) for0<t<T,yedl.



with A as in (L2) and p = p(f): [0,T) x I — R given by p := —(A(f),9sf). Note
that the first order boundary conditions are a linear version of the general boundary
conditions in (L3)), and thus easier to handle. The system (2.3) is often referred to as
the analytic problem.

For 1 < p < oo and T > 0, we consider the space of solutions

Xrp o= WP (O,T; Lp(I;Rd)> nL» (O,T; W4vp(I;Rd)>
and the space of data
Yk, = IP <O,T; Lp(I;Rd)> :
The space of initial data is given by the Besov space

4(1-1)
Y2:={f(0) | f € Xrp} = Bpp  (I;RY),

see for instance [13] Section 2]. We also consider the solution space with vanishing trace
at time ¢ = 0 given by

OXT,p = {f € XT,p | f(O) = 0}'

: .yl 2
For convenience, we also set Yr, := YT’p X Y.

2.3. Linearization of the analytic problem

If we linearize (2.3]) for A = 0, we obtain a linear parabolic system. This system is a
local PDE which we can apply maximal regularity theory to. First, assuming A = 0 and
using (2.2)), the evolution in (23] has the form

— _ __. _a;lf (A1 2 3

with A as in ([22)). If we freeze coefficients for the highest order term at the initial datum
fo we get
o 11 _ _
ouf + 2 = (55 - o5 ) 04 - o0, 020.080) = Py, 01,021,351, 011),
70 Y 7
(2.4)

where g := 7(0,-) = |9, fo| and F as in ([Z2). The linearized system we associate to
23) with A=0is

Of + 10 f =F on (0,T) x I

0
f(0,z) = fo(x) forz el (2.5)
ft,y) =py for0<t<T,yecol

O f(t,y) =T10(y) for0<t<T,yeol.

We can now apply the general LP-theory for parabolic systems to obtain the following
maximal regularity result. For the definition of the spaces for the boundary data D%p

with ¢ = 0,1, see (B2)).



Theorem 2.1. Let p € (1,00), 0 < T < Ty. Suppose a € C([0,Tp] x I;R) such that
a(t,x) > a for some a > 0 and all t € [0, Ty],z € I. Let (¢, fo) € Yr,p, V0 € D%p and
bl € D%ﬂ,p such that the following compatibility conditions are satisfied:

6°(0,y) = fo(y) fory e oI,
b (0,y) = 0 fo(y) fory € OI. (2.6)

Then, there exists a unique f € Xp,, such that

Of +adsf =1 on (0,T) x I
f0,2) = fol) forzel .
flt,y) =ty) for0<t<T,ycodl (2.7)
Ouf(t,y) =0bl(t,y) for0<t<T,yedl,

and there exists C = C(p,T,a) > 0 such that

1l < C (Illey, + Ifolluz + 100og + 11811y, ) - (2:8)

Moreover, if b° = 0 and b* = 0, then we may choose C = C(p,Ty,a) independent of
T<Tp.

Proof. This follows from the maximal LP-regularity of the elliptic operator adz, cf. [I3]
Theorem 2.1]. As in [36L p. 19] one can check that the boundary values satisfy the
Lopatinskii—Shapiro condition. In order to prove that one might choose C independent
of T < Tp in the case of zero boundary data let b° = b! = 0. For ¢ € Y1T7p we let
) € Ylep be its extension by zero. Let f be the unique solution to ([2.7)) with right
hand side 9, fo = fo and boundary data b° = b' = 0. Then, by (2.8) we have for
C(p, Ty, CL) >0

1l < C (I8ly,  + IFollez) = C (Iblhyy., + M ollwz)

Note that by uniqueness, the solution f to (27) with right hand side 1, fo and boundary
data b° = b! = 0 equals the restriction f \[Oﬂ, and hence

1l < Wfllen,, < C (Il + 1 follvz) 0

Now, we want to solve (Z.3)) for initial data fo € W22(I;R?) using a fixed point argument.
Note that B3 ,(I;R?) = W*2(I;R?) by (B, so p = 2 is a fine setup to deal with the
desired initial data, see Remark [2.19 for a more detailed discussion.

We observe that the linearized system (2.3]) can be viewed as a special case of Theorem 2]
with a = 7—14, b° = (po,p1), b* = (10, 71) and ¢ = F.

Throughmft the rest of this section, we will exclusively work with p = 2. To simplify
notation the spaces X7, Y7, D, D! will denote the respective spaces with p = 2.



2.4. Contraction estimates

The key ingredient in the proof of the short time existence is a contraction estimate
for the nonlinearity in (23]). We fix an initial datum fy € le;sm(l ;R?) and boundary
conditions pg,p; € R? and 19,71 € S satisfying (T4) and (7). For a reference flow
f € Xg, with f(0) = fo, and M, T > 0 we define

By = {f €Xr | f(0) = fo and ||f — flx, < M}. (2.9)

We will denote by T the existence time and by M the contraction radius. Although they
shall be specified later on, we will always assume the a priori bounds M € (0, My| and
T € (0,Tp)] for finite 0 < My, Ty < co. Later we will choose a specific reference flow f,
see Definition 2.131

2.4.1. Controlling the arc-length element and the energy

First, the following lemma yields uniform bounds from below on the arc-length element
for small times, using that fj is an immersion.

Lemma 2.2. For T = T(Ty, My, f) > 0 small enough and M € (0, My], any f € By
satisfies y(t,x) > inf; B for all (t,x) € [0,T) x I. In particular, all curves f(t,-) are
immersed.

Proof. By assumption, fo is an immersed curve. Using Proposition [B] (ii), we have
f€C([0,T];CH(I; RY)), for some a € (0,1). Moreover, there exists C = C(Tp) > 0 such
that for ¢ € [0,7] we have

1£@) = FO)ller(rmay < N fllceo,ricr (rymay T
< (I1f = Fllem otz + 1 len otz ) T

< (C(TO)MO + Hﬂ’c%oz;mu;u&d») T, (2.10)

where C(Tp) is the constant in the embedding in Proposition B (ii), using that f — f
has trace zero at ¢ = 0. In particular, for T = T(Ty, My, f,«) > 0 small enough and
(t,z) € 10,T) x I, we have

infr yo
o

|02 f (¢, 2)| = 0]y fo(w)] —|0:f (2, ) — 0. f(0,2)] = O

Moreover, in order to control the Lagrange multiplier, we will need a uniform lower
bound on the elastic energy.

Lemma 2.3. There exist T = T(f) and M = M(Tp) > 0 such that E(f(t)) €lfo) -
(cf. D)) for allt €[0,T), f € By

Proof. First, we have the following estimate

E(f(1) = E(fo) — [E(fo) = EF W) = IE(F (1)) — E(f(B))].

Y



By Proposition [B.1] (i) and (B.I), fe C([O,T];WQ’Z(I;JRd)). Consequently, the map
t > f(t) € W22(I;RY) is continuous and so is ¢t ~ E(f(t)) since the elastic energy is
analytic and whence continuous on the space of W22-immersions, cf. Proposition E4l

Consequently, for T'= T'(f) > 0 small enough, we have

1E(fo) — E(f ()] < @ forall 0 <t <T.

On the other hand, by continuity of £ on W22 we find § = §(fy) > 0 such that

E(fo)
3

Therefore, using Proposition [B] (i) and (B.J), there exists C' = C(Tp) such that for all
t € [0,T) we have

1E(g) — E(fo)| < for all [lg — follw22(z;ray) < 6.

1£(t) = FOllw22mey < CD)If = fllxg <6
if we take M = M (Tp) small enough. Again we used that f — f has trace zero at ¢t = 0.
The claim follows. O
2.4.2. Estimates for the nonlinearities

First, the following definition describes the structure of the nonlinearities in (2.3]) which
guarantees the desired contraction properties.

Definition 2.4. Let (a,b) € N2. We denote by AW the set of bounded multilinear
maps

@: (RH™ x (RH? x (RY)? — R® (2.11)

for some w € N, m € Ny. Then, we define the set A of multilinear maps of type
(a,b) as the set of all maps f — ®(f) acting via

(f)(t, z)
- ¢<a$f(t,x),...,axf(t,xz, 8§f(t,x),...,Bif(t,mz,agf(t,x),...,8§f(t,m)> c RY,

Ve
m-times a-times b-times

for almost every (t,z) € (0,T) x I where ¢ € Alad)

Remark 2.5. Note that we do not keep track of m, the number of first order derivatives
appearing in ® € A This is justified since by Proposition Bl (ii), the derivatives of
first order of f € X are in C([0,T] x I;RY), and hence do not affect the integrability of
o(f).

Example 2.6. The map f +— ®(f) = (92f,0,£)02f is in ALY since the derivatives
of second and third order only appear linearly.



The following proposition yields for which parameters (a,b) we get a contraction. Note
that nonlinearities with these structure appear in F' in (22]) and A in (2.1)).

Proposition 2.7. Let ¢ € (0,1) and let ® € A@Y . Then, for T,M > 0 small enough,
each of the following nonlinear maps is a well-defined, q-contraction, i.e. Lipschitz with
Lipschitz constant q.

(i) By — L?(0,T; L), f + ®(f), if (a,b) = (1,1) or (a,b) = (3,0).

(ii) By — L2(0,7), f = [, ®(f)dz, if (a,b) = (0,2), (a,b) = (2,1) or (a,b) = (4,0).
(i4i) By — L2(0, T(RY?), f = tror ®(f), if (a,b) = (1,1) or (a,b) = (3,0).

(iv) By — L2(0,T5L%), f v (v —77%) 921,

The following general contraction result for multilinear maps will be the key ingredient
in the proof of Proposition 2.7

Lemma 2.8. Let 1 < ¢; < oo and suppose (f1,..., fr) = u(f1,..., fr) is a multilinear
map such that for all fi,..., fr € X7 2 we have

s d
li(frs s flllonorizy < CTLIISOF fillx, - (2.12)

j=1

Here, we have dy,...,d, € {0,...,3}, S € {Id,tro;} and Z,X1,...,X, are Banach
spaces such that

(i) 0% : Xy — X; and for f € Xt we have the estimate ||SO% f|x, < C(To)||flx, for
alli=1,...,r.
(ii) for all j =1,...7 one of the following conditions is satisfied.
a) There exists o > 0 such that ][S@gjf|]Xj < C(To)T\ fllxp for all f € (Xr.
b) There exists k # j such that |SO% f|lx, — 0 as T — 0 for all f € Xr.

Then, setting p(f) = u(f, ..., f), we have u(f) € L1(0,T; Z) for all f € Xy and for any
€ (0,1), there exist M = M(q,r, Ty, Mo, f), T = T(q,r, Ty, Mo, f) > 0 small enough,
such that for all f, f € By we have

(f) = w(H)llzar o.7:2) < allf = Fllxe-

Remark 2.9. When applying Lemmal2.8, we will always work with Banach spaces of the
type X; = LPi(0,T;L%) and Z = L, for some pg,p;,q; € [1,00]. Note that (ii) b) is
always satisfied if there exist k # j with py < oo, since then limr_o || f | prx 0,7;095) — 0
by dominated convergence.

10



Proof of Lemma[Z8. Let f,f € By. Adding and subtracting zeroes and using the
multilinearity, we get

Thus, using (2.12)), we get

1(f) — M(J?)Hqu 0,T;2)

- ; dj—1 7 d x d;
<O ST Fllx - 180" Fllx, -, 1508 (f = Pl 1502 fllxp - - 1585 F1x, -
j=1
(2.13)

We now show that the contraction property is valid for each summand in (2I3]). Note
that for all kK € {1,...,7} by (i) we have

1502 Flle, < 1502 (F = F)llx, + 1502 Fllx,
< CTIS = Fllxr + 11508 Fllx, < C(To) (M + 595 fllx, ) - (2.14)
In particular, for M < My, T < T, we find
1508 £, 159 Fllx, < C(To, Mo, f). (2.15)

Now, let j € {1,...,r}. If (ii) a) is satisfied, using f(0) = f(0) = fo, we find

105 Flix, - 11508 Fllx, 1505 (f = Pllx, 11509 fllx,us - - - [1SO% fllx,
< (T, Mo, TN = Fllr < ZI1F = Fll

for T'= T(a, Ty, My, f) > 0 small enough. Otherwise, if (ii) b) is satisfied, we estimate
using (i) for the j-th factor, (2.14)) for the k-th factor and (2.15]) for the remaining factors,
to get

1SO% Fllx, - IS8~ Fllx, 1505 (f = F)llx, 115057 fllx,us - - - 1S0% fllx,
< C(To, Mo, f) (M + 1502 Fllx, ) If = Fllz-

By (ii) b), limz_0 HSBgffHXk = 0. Consequently, taking M = M/(q,r, Ty, My, f) > 0
and T = T(q,r, Ty, My, f) > 0 small enough we find

~ d__ ~ d ~ d
10 Fllx, - 1502~ Fllx, 11592 (F = Pl 15827 Fllx,,. - IS0 fllx,
q ~
< — — .
< Lif =l

All in all, we have proven

() = w(H)llza 0.2y < allf = fllxy  for f,f € By O

11



Similarly, one obtains the following result which we will use in the proof of the smoothing
property later on.

Corollary 2.10. Under the assumptions of Lemma [2.8, for any q € (0,1) there exists

T =T(q,r,To, Mo, f) > 0 such that for all u € (Xr we have

HM(.]é s 7.f7 u, f o 7.f)”Lq1 0,7;2) < QHU”XT7
where exactly one argument of w is u, and all other arguments are f.

Together with the embedding results in Proposition [B.I] and Proposition [B.3] we can
now prove Proposition 271

Proof of Proposition [2.7 Let f.f € By C Xp with M,T > 0 small enough such
that Lemma is satisfied.  The strategy for the proof of cases (i)-(iii) is to apply
Lemma 2.8 To that end, we use Holder’s inequality in time and space, and then verify
the assumptions of Lemma 2.8 using Proposition [B.3l In the following, we denote by

fla SRR fm’g’gl’g2’g3a g4, h’ hla h2 general functions in BM
Case (i): If (a,b) = (1,1), by Holder’s inequality we have

HQO(chfh LR 78$f77’w 8%97 agh)”LQ(O,T;LQ)

<€) L1925l Blut0:60 102 5 (2.16)
s
Using Proposition B (ii) we have
Dp: Xp — C([0, T];C(I;RY)),
with the estimate [0y f ||ca o, m,c(rrey) < C(T0) || fllxy for f € ¢Xo.
Therefore, with the same argument as in (ZI0), we find
Dy Xp — C([0,T) x I; RY),
with the estimate ||0; flooc < C(T0)T| fllx, for f € (X, (2.17)

such that (ii) a) in Lemma 2.8 is satisfied. Next, using Proposition [B:3] (i) with k& = 2
and 6 = % yields

9%: Xp — L8(0,T; LY),

with the estimateH@%fHLs(QT;Lz;) < C(To)||fllxy forall fe (Xp, (2.18)
since 4322 — 1 > —% and (4 —2)(1—3) — 1 > —1. Similarly for the third derivative

03: Xy — L3(0,T; LY),

with the estimatel||d2 f|| < C(To)|lfllx, forall f e Xp. (2.19)

8
L3(0,T:L4)
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Thus, condition (ii) a) in Lemma [2.8]is satisfied for the fist m factors in (2.16]) by (2.17),
whereas for the remaining factors condition (ii) b) holds. More precisely, for j = m + 1
choosing k = m + 2 works and conversely j = m + 2,k = m + 1, using Remark 2.0
The case (a,b) = (3,0) can be treated similarly, using Holder to obtain

m 3
10(2f1, - -, Ox fims 0291, O2g2, 0293) || 120,712 < C H 10 fl 00 H 1029l 25 (0.7:1.0)
j=1 j=1
and then Proposition B3 (i) with k =2, § = 2 to get

9%: Xy — L5(0,T; L),
with the estimateHaifHLs(QT;Le) < C(To)||fllx, forall f e (Xp. (2.20)

Case (ii): First, we have the following basic estimate

‘ [owdae [o)ds

I I
It hence suffices to show that X7 — L2(0,T;L'), f + ®(f) is a g-contraction. To that
end, we will use Lemma 2.8 with Z = L', § = Id.
If (a,b) = (0,2), we have by Hélder’s inequality

< @(f) = (Pl z20,7:11)-
L2(0,T)

m 2
I9(Dx f1, - O finy O2hr, 0302 | 20,7501) < C [ [ 10 filloo [ 10305l 00,722)-  (2:21)
j=1 j=1

Now, using Proposition [B.3] (i) with £ = 3 and 6 = 1, we have

9% Xy — LY0,T; L*(I; RY))

with the estimateH@i’fHL4(O7T;L2) < C(To)||fllxy forall fe (Xp. (2.22)
Consequently, the last two factors in (2.21)) satisfy condition (i) and (ii) b) in Lemma[2.§],
cf. Remark For the first m factors, we may once again use (ZI7) to deduce that

conditions (i) and (ii) a) in Lemma [2.8 are satisfied.
If (a,b) = (2,1), we proceed similarly, first using Holder to get

||g0(833f1, s azfm, aggl’ 8392? agh)HLQ(O,T;Ll)

m 2
<C H 1102.f;lloo H ”39%93’”L8(0,T;L4)H8§h|’L4(0,T;L2)7
j=1 j=1

and then applying [2.I7)), (ZI8) and 222). For (a,b) = (4,0), we may apply Holder’s

inequality to obtain

m 4
10(02f1, - . - O fim, 0291, 0292, 0293, Oaga) |l 120,710y < C H 102 fjll o H 102951125 (0.7:1.4)

j=1 j=1
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and then use (2.1I7)) and (ZI8).
Case (iii): Again, we use Lemma 28, now with Z = (R%)? and S = trp;. If (a,b) = (1,1)
we obtain by Holder’s inequality

| tror @(Duf1, - s Ou fims Dag, )| 1207 (RAY2)

< O [T Iltror 0u fjllooll tror 0291l s 0,7:may2) | tror 2hll 5 (2.23)

L5 (0,T;(R9)2)"
j=1
Note that by Proposition [B.3] (ii), we have

tror 02: X — L3(0, T; (R%)?),

with the estimatel| trgy a§f||L8(O7T;(Rd)2) < C(To)|lfllx, forall fe (X, (2.24)

whereas for the third derivative, we obtain

tror 2: Xp — L3(0,T; (RY?),
with the estimatel| trgy (9§f||L8(07T;(Rd)2) < C(To)|lfllx, forall fe (Xr. (2.25)

As in cases (i) and (ii), we then use the mapping properties and the estimates in (Z17)),
[224) and (2.25) together with Remark 2.9]to verify that the assumptions of Lemma [2.§]
are satisfied.

If (a,b) = (3,0), we proceed similarly, first using Holder to obtain

”tral 90(6 fla"' 8 fma §9178§927 §g3)”L2(O,T;(Rd)2)
< CH 102 £l oo H 10295l 26 (0,7, (R)2)

and then (2I7)) for the first order terms and Proposition [B.3] (ii) with k = 2, yielding

tror 02: Xp — L8(0,T; (RY)?),
with the estimate|| troy a§f||L6(O7T;(Rd)2) < C(To)|lfllx, forall fe (Xr.

Case (iv): Let ¢ € (0,1). For f, f € By, we have

(o =7 ™08 — (ot =AM < gt — v Y04 f — R FI + 137 — 4|04 ).

Thus, we may estimate

(o =705 f — (0" — ’?74)8§f~”L2(0,T;L2)
<ot =7 oollOnf — a:%f”LQ(O,T;L?) + 15 - 774”00”8§JC”L2(0,T;L2)- (2.26)

For the first term, we use the mean value theorem and Lemma to conclude

. -5
|’70($)_4 - W(t’x)_ﬂ <4 <1Hf+’)’o> |azf0(x) - azf(t’x” (2'27)
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Consequently, using Proposition [B.1] (ii) we may estimate

75t =7 e < C(v0)  sup [0, £(0,2) — Ouf(t, )|

(t,z)€[0,T|xI
<C(y) sup  [If(0) = f(D)ller+a(rra
(t,z)€[0,T|xI
<CMo) sup ¥ fllcaqomcro(rray)
(t,x)€[0,T]x I
< C(y0)T" <Hf — Fllea(o.mycr+e(rray) + ”fHCa([O,T};CHa(I;Rd))>
< COr0, T)T* (1 = Fllzr + I Fllca o zyicrsorimen) )
< C(Ty, Mo, )T

Combined with the simple estimate [|0%f — 8§f||L2(07T;L2) < If = fllx, this yields a

-contraction estimate for the first part of (2.26)), taking T' = T'(q, To, Mo, f) > 0 small
enough. For the remaining part, we use (2Z.27]) with ~ replaced by 4 to conclude

-5
7t = e < (2 ) T 10f 0l < O, PT7NS — e

and |0, f| 2 (0,r:2) < |f = Fllxr + 103 Fll 20,7 02) < C (Mo, f). Consequently, if we take
T =T(q,To, Mo, f) > 0 small enough, the second part of ([2.20) is a Z-contraction. [

It is not difficult to see that the statement of Proposition 2.7 remains true if one allows
multiplication by powers of the arc-length element.

Corollary 2.11. Let ¢ € (0,1),£ € N, ® € A, Then, choosing T = T(q, £, Ty, My),
M = M(q,¢, Ty, My) > 0 small enough, each of the following maps is a well-defined
q-contraction.

(i) Bar — L?(0,T; L?), f — v~t®(f), if (a,b) = (1,1) or (a,b) = (3,0).
(ii) By — L*(0,T), f f17_£¢(f)dx, if (a,b) = (0,2),(a,b) = (2,1) or (a,b) =
(4,0).
(i4i) By — L2(0, T(R)?), f = tror v C®(f), if (a,b) = (1,1) or (a,b) = (3,0).
Proof. Well-definedness: By Lemma 2.2 we can estimate |y ~®(f)| < lnfT“/O|<I>(f)| for all
T, M > 0 small enough. Thus f ’y*ffb( f) maps into the correct space by Lemma 2.8
Contraction: Let ¢ € (0,1) and let f, f € Byy. For the first case, taking T, M > 0 small
enough, we have
vt (f) — :)ﬁgq)(f)HL?(O,T;L?)
<y - W7Z||oo||‘1)(f)||L2(o,T;L2) + 17 Nl @(f) — S()2(0,7:02)
<[v =5 (1R(f) = (/) r20,7:22) + 1) L2(0,7:12))
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(157 =Moo + 15Nl ) 19() = @Dl 2(0 7522

< Ty, Mo, )l =3 Noe + (57 =7 lloo + 13 ~"loe) 2l = Fllr

using Proposition [Z7] for ¢; € (0,1) to be chosen. With similar estimates one finds

[rewae- [ e

1 1

L2(0,T)
I 0,410, f 7_ _:Y_ 00 :Y_ _:Y_ 0o :Y_ o | 42 —f X7
< O(To, Mo, Al =7 Nleo + (1157 oo + 17l 1f = fll

and

[trar vy~ “@(f) = tror 7@ (F)ll 2 (0.7 (may2)
< 0T, Mo A =5+ (157 =70 + 15l ) @2l = Fl-
We will now prove that for any ¢ € (0,1) the map By — L>®((0,T) x I), f =~y is a
g-contraction for T, M > 0 small enough. We find as in (2:27)
v =7 Nloo < C(,To, Mo, F)If = Fllcoo.rycrrrayy < C& To, Mo, YT\ f = fllxr
q ~
< _Hf - fHXT?

for T' = T'(q, ¢, To, Mo, f) > 0 small enough using Proposition [B.1] (ii) and the fact that
f£(0) = f(0) = fo. Thus, we find

C(Ty, Mo, H)I =Moo + (157 =7 lloo + 17~ Noe) 2l ~ Fllr

<31 = Flsr + (Mo + 17l @211f = Flber < allf = Pl

choosing first qo = q2(q, ¢, Ty, Mo, f) € (0,1) sufficiently small and passing to a smaller

T = T(QaEaTO,MO’ f) and M = M(q,f, Ty, Mo, f) > 0if necessary. U

2.4.3. Proof of the contraction property

In order to reduce our problem to a fixed point equation, we define the following non-
linearities.

Lemma 2.12. Let q € (0,1). Then the following maps

F(y ", 0uf,00f,05f, 04 f)
SRy
F(f)+A(f),

are well-defined and q-contractions for T = T(q,To, Mo, f),M = M(q,To, Mo, f) > 0
small enough, with F as in 24) and X\ as in (L2).

F:By =YL F(f):
A: By — Y5, A(f):
./\/:BM—>Y1T, N(f):

16



Proof. First, taking T = T(Ty, My, f), M = M(Ty) > 0 small enough such that Lem-
mas 2.2 and 23 hold, all terms are defined almost everywhere. We observe that F(f) is a
sum of terms as in Corollary 2111 (i) and Proposition 2.7 (iv) by (2.2), hence well-defined
and a g-contraction for all ¢ € (0, 1), taking T = T(q, To, Mo, f), M = M (q, Ty, My, f) >
0 small enough.

For A we need to do one additional estimate. For f € By and T, M > 0 the scalar valued
function X is in L?(0,T), since by Lemma 3 the energy £(f) in the denominator of A
(cf. Section 2.1]) is bounded from below uniformly in ¢, whereas the nominator N(f) is in
L%(0,T) by Corollary T (ii) and (iii) and by the explicit formulas in Lemma and
@I). The term 7, is in L>(0,T) by the embedding Xy — BUC([0,T]; W22(I; R%)),
cf. Proposition Bl (i),(B]) and Proposition [A]l

Now, the crucial step is the proof of the contraction estimate for A. To that end, let

f, f € By Then, writing A\(f) = %(f)) as in Section 2.1} we find for almost every (¢, x)

AN OF(E ) = AF) )R F(E, @)l
<A@ = MHDIRE ) + N @R (8, 2) — By (t2)]
x)

1 rs —
< rOEGH N VOIES ) — EFWIR )
1 o ) "
+ (f(t))' (1)) = N(ODR st 2)| + MO ONRs (t,2) = R (t,2)]

< C(f)IN(H)DIEF 1) = EFO)IIRs (1, 2)]
+ C(f)IN()() = NN @IRs (t ) + NS ONRs (8, 2) = Rp(t, @), (2.28)

using that by Lemma 23] the elastic energy is bounded from below. Taking the L2L?-
norm in (2.28)), we are left with three terms. The first one is

IINHONES) = EDNRsII 2 0,7:22)
<INz IEW) = EW Lo 0,1 IR f I Loo 0,752) (2.29)

Now, note that N(f) is a sum of terms as in Corollary 2111 (ii) and (iii) by (2] and
the explicit formulas in Lemma Therefore, for any g € (0, 1), we have

INCG) = NIz < allf = Fllxr, (2.30)

if we take T = T'(q, To, Mo, f), M = M(q, Ty, Mo, f) > 0 small enough. In particular, we
can assume that f +— N(f) is 1-Lipschitz.

For the elastic energy term, note that &£ is analytic, hence C! on the space of W22-
immersions, cf. Proposition[4.4], in particular it is locally Lipschitz near f, € Wf,ﬁm(I :R%).
Hence, there exists C(fo) > 0 such that |E(h) — E(R)| < C(fo)||h — il”wQ,Q(I;Rd) for all h
and h satisfying ||h — follw2z2 < 6 and ||h — fo|yez2 < 6.

By Proposition [Bl(i), we have Xy < BUC(0,T; W??2). Consequently, we have

1£(t) = follwaz < I1£(t) = f(B)llwaz + [F(E) = follw=:
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< C(To)M + |[F(t) = F(O) w22 <0
for M = M(Ty), T = T(f) > 0 small enough, and similarly || f(t) — folly22 < 0. But
then, using Proposition [B[(i), we have the estimate
IECf) = ED) o) < CUIF = Fllreorwzey < C(To, HIF — fllxe- (2.31)

For the curvature term &y, note that the map le;fm(l; RY) — L2(L;RY), f s R’y = Bgff
is analytic (cf. Proposition [£.4]), in particular Lipschitz near fy. The same argument as
above yields

1Es = Rl o,r,02) < CUfo)llf — Flrsrmweey < C(To, HIf = Fllxg- (2.32)
Now, we estimate
1R ¢l oo 0,m522) < Ky — Bl 0,102) + 1R fll oo (0i7:22)
< C(To, HIIf = Fllgr + 1Efllzoe 0i7:22) < C(To, Mo, f) (2.33)
and using (2.30), we obtain the bound
IN(P)llzz,r) <IN ) = N2,y + IN(Fll20.)
< f = fllxr + IN(OIz20,1) < M+ [Nl e20,m)- (2.34)
If we now combine (2.31]), (Z33]) and (2.34]), we obtain from (2.29))
CUDINNIES) = EDNRs N 220.1:22)
— — ~ q ~
< (M + NNz o)) C(To, Mo, I = Fllser < 311 = Flixe

if we take T = T(q, Ty, Mo, ), M = M (¢, Ty, Mo, f) > 0 small enough.
For the second term in (Z28)]), using (2:30]) and (233]) we have

CUNINE) = N 20 |F s (@) e 0.1522) < C(Toy Mo, Faallf — Fllixey
< f = fllxr,

after taking qo = q2(q, Ty, Mo, f) € (0,1) small enough and reducing 7' = T'(q, Ty, My, f),

M = M(q, Ty, My, f) > 0 if necessary.
For the last term in (2.28]), using Lemma 23] (2.34]) and (232), we have

N(f) (M + [N(Hllr20.1)) C(To, OIS = Flixer

£(f)

IRy — "_{f”L‘”(O,T;L?) <
L2(0,T)

3
(fo)
<T)f = fllxe

taking M = M(q,To, My, f), T = T(qTy, My, f) > 0 small enough. All in all, we have

now shown that for T' = T'(q, Ty, Mo, f), M = M(q, Ty, My, f) > 0 small enough, we have

IAC) = AP z2i2) = IMNRF = MDEFI20,7:22) < %Hf = fllsr,

which proves, that A: By — L2(0,7T;L?) is a i—q—contraction. Reducing T, M > 0
if necessary, we may assume that F is a {-contraction, hence N': By, — Y%p is a g-

™

contraction for T' = T'(q, Ty, Mo, f), M = M (q, Ty, My, f) > 0 small enough. O
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2.5. The fixed point argument

We will now reduce the analytic problem (23] to a fixed point equation and show local
existence and uniqueness via the contraction principle. To that end, we first choose a
specific reference solution f in (29) on the time interval [0, Tp).

Definition 2.13. We define the reference solution f to be the unique solution of the
following initial boundary value problem.

af +% =0 on [0,Tp) x I
f_(O,x) = fo(x) forzel
Ji(t,y) =Dy for 0 <t<Ty,ye€dl
O f(t,y) =T10(y) for0<t<Tyyeodl.

Ezistence and uniqueness in the class
X, = W2 <0,T0; L3(I; ]Rd)) N L2 (O,To; Wh2(1, ]Rd))

follows from Theorem[21l. Note that the restriction of the solution is the unique solution
in the class Xp for all 0 <T < Tj.

Now, let ¢ € (0,1),T = T(Ty, Mo, f), M = M(Ty, My, f) > 0, be small enough such
that Lemmas 2.2, 23] and hold. Let f € By. Then, we have N(f) € Yk, cf.
Lemma ZI2L For ¢ = N(f),b° := (po,p1), b' == (70,71) and a := 7, * € C([0,Tp] x I)
the compatibility conditions (2.6]) are satisfied, since by (L4 we have

v2(0,7) = foly) for y € 01,

b'(0,y) = 1y70(y) = Dufo(y) for y € 1.

Hence, by Theorem 1] there exists a unique solution g € Xp of the linear initial
boundary value problem

Oyg + &g =N(f) on (0,7) x I

%
9(0,z) =fo(z) forzel (2.35)
=Dy for0 <t<T,yedl

x
9(t,y)
O0z9(t,y) =my(y) for0<t<T,yedl.

Definition 2.14. We define the map ®: By — Xrp, ®(f) := g, where g € Xp is the
unique solution to (2.35]).

Remark 2.15. Finding a solution of ([Z3) in the ball By C X is equivalent to finding
a fized point of the map ® in Definition [2.14)

We will now show that @ is a contraction on By for M, T > 0 small enough.
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Proposition 2.16. Let ¢ € (0,1). Then there exist M = M(q,To, Mo, f) and T =
T(q, To, M, My, f) > 0 such that ®: By — By is well-defined and a q-contraction, i.e.

12(f) = 2(Dlxr < allf = Fllzs (2.36)

for all f, f € By.
Proof. The contraction property: Let ¢ € (0,1) and f, f € By and let g = ®(f),§ =

®(f). We observe that g — g vanishes at the boundary OI up to first order. By Defini-
tion [Z14] and (228]), we have for some C' = C(Ty, fo) > 0

lg = dlzr < CING) = N(Dllzris) < Cosllf = fllzs  (237)

reducing T = T(q, Ty, Mo, f), M = M(q,To, My, f) > 0 so that Lemma can be
applied. This proves the estimate (2.36]). B
Well-definedness: Let f € By and apply ([237) with § = f to obtain

lg = Fller = 19(f) = 2Ol < CIN ) = Ollz20.7:2

< C(INW) = N (D)o + IN G 20 m:22)
SIF = Fllr + CIN (D) 207:22)
SM + CIN (Dl 20,112, (2.38)

IN

IN

using that g — f vanishes at the boundary up to first order. Now, by dominated con-
vergence we have [|N(f)|20,7.02) < %ﬁreducing T = T(q,To, M, My, f) if necessary.
Then, from (2:38]) we conclude ||®(f) — fllx, < M for M,T > 0 small enough. O

Theorem 2.17. Let fy € Wiﬁm(I;Rd), po,p1 € RY, 79,71 € ST satisfying (L4

and ([LX). Then there exists M > 0 and T > 0 such that 2.3)) has a unique solution
f € By Cc WH2(0,T; L*(I;RY)) N L2 (0, T; Wh2(I; RY)).

Proof. For T, M > 0 as in Proposition with ¢ = 3, the map ®: By — By is a
contraction in the complete metric space Bjs and hence has a unique fixed point f € By,

by the contraction principle. Since any fixed point of ® is a solution of (Z3)) in By and
vice versa, the claim follows. O

Remark 2.18. By the construction of our solution and LemmalZ2 and Lemmal2.3, the
arc-length element |0y f| and the elastic energy of the solution f in Theorem [2.17] are
bounded from below and above, uniformly in t € [0,T).

This immediately implies Theorem [l

Proof of Theorem [I.1l. By Theorem [2Z17] there exists 7' > 0 and a solution f of (2.3
such that f € WH2(0,T; L2(I;RY)) N L2(0, T; W42(I; R%)). Consequently, f solves (IL3),
since at the boundary we have

O f(ty) T,
Os, f(t,y) = 0. f(t,y)| 1Yo (y) 7yl a

1, fortel0,T),y €l O
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Remark 2.19. Our assumption on the reqularity of the initial datum is very natural.
On the one hand, the space Wi’jm(I;Rd) is the correct energy space associated to the
elastic energy, so we would like to obtain short time existence for an initial datum in

Wiﬁm(l; R%). In view of the linear problem in Theorem[21, working in the Sobolev scale

one would hence need to pick p € (1,00) such that W2(I; R?) — By (I;RY) = YIQ).
However, in order to estimate the denominator of the Lagrange multiplier X, we want
continuity of our solution with values in W>2(I;R?). Using Proposition [Bl (i), this
can be achieved if B4(17%)”’(I; RY) — W22(I;RY).

Clearly, this can only work for p = 2. Moreover, for the same reason as above, even
the introduction of time-weighted Sobolev spaces would not provide solutions with lower
wnatial reqularity.

Theorem 2.20. The solution f € Byy C WH2(0,T; L?(I;RY)) N L2 (0, T; W42 (I;R?))
in Theorem[Z2.17 is the unique solution of ([Z3)) in the whole space W12 (O, T; L?(I; Rd))ﬂ
L2 (0, T; W2 (I;RY)).

Proof. First we note that any restriction of the solution f € Bjs to a smaller time interval
[0,77] is again the unique solution of (Z3) in By on [0,7] by Theorem 2.171 Now, we let
Ty, T> > 0 and assume that f; € W2 (0,T;; L2(I; RY)) N L2 (0, T; WH(I;RY)), i = 1,2
are two families of immersions satisfying (2.3]) with fy € anfm(l ). Without loss of
generality we may assume that 71 < Th. We claim that fa|jo ] = f1-

To show the claim we define ¢ = sup{t € [0,7}) : f1(s) = f2(s)V0 < s < t}. Note that
t is well-defined by [Proposition B.T] (i). We need to show that ¢ = T3. To do so we
first prove that ¢ > 0. Indeed, for 7'\, 0, we have | fi[jomllx; — O by the dominated
convergence theorem, and the same holds for the reference flow f from Definition 213l
Thus, for T > 0 small enough, fijo7 € By for i = 1,2. Further decreasing T > 0
if necessary we obtain from [Theorem 2.17 that fi[jo7) = faljo,r] is the unique solution
f € Byr. Thus, fi(s) = f(s) = fa(s) for all 0 < s < T, showing that ¢ > T > 0.

We now assume that £ < Ty. Since f; € Xy, — BUC([0,Ty], W?2(I;R%)) and both
solutions are immersed for all times, we find that fy := f1(f) € le;sm(l ;R?). Whence,
by [Mheorem 2.17], there exist M > 0, T > 0 such that (23] has a unique solution
f € Bu. Observing that fi(£+t,)|o<i<7, 7 @ = 1,2 are both solutions to (23] with the
same initial value fy, we find by similar arguments as above that fi(t+:) = f = fo(t+-)
on [0,7T), contradicting the definition of ¢. O

3. Parabolic smoothing

The goal of this section is to show that our solution f from Theorem 2.7l instantaneously
becomes smooth.

Theorem 3.1. Let fy € Wi’jm(I;Rd) satisfying (L4) and (LT). Then, there exists
0 < Ty <T such that the solution f in Theorem Il satisfies f € C>®((0,Ty) x I;R%).

Note that since we had to work with the critical embeddings in the contraction estimates

in Section 2.4l more precisely in (222), [224) and ([2.25]), higher integrability of the
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nonlinearity cannot be obtained by standard estimates relying on Holder’s inequality.
Therefore, we cannot directly start the usual bootstrap argument (cf. Section B3] to
show smoothness. Instead, we show an instantaneous gain of regularity in the time
variable.

3.1. Time regularity

We will use Angenent’s parameter trick [2 3], but only in the time variable. To that
end, we follow [I5]. As before, throughout this subsection, we use Xr, Y7, D%, DL for
the corresponding spaces introduced in Section with p = 2 to simplify notation.

Theorem 3.2. Let f € WY2(0,T; L2(I;RY)) N L2(0, T; W42(I; R?)) be the unique so-
lution of 2.3), given by Theorem [2.17 Then there exists 0 < Ty < T such that
fece((0,1); W>2(I1,R?).

Proof. Let tg € (0,71) with 0 < T7 < T to be determined. Moreover, let 9 > 0 be
small enough, such that [tg — 3eq, to + 3¢o] C (0,77) and let € € C§°((0,7); R) be a cutoff
function such that supp& C [tg — 20,0+ 2¢0], 0 < & <1 and £ =1 on [ty — £o, to + €0
There exists ro > 0 such that for |r| < rg, the map t — ¢t + &(¢t)r: [0,T] — [0,7] is a
diffeomorphism. Thus, so is

U, [0,T] x I — [0,T] I,
U, (t,x) = (t+ &(t)r, x).

This induces a pullback map on functions: For any g: [0,T] x I — R¢ we define
(rg)(t,z) == g(t + &(t)r, x).
Note that we have (UZg)(0,2) = g(0,z). Using [I5, Proposition 5.3 (b)] (with F = W,

| =4 and s = 0) it can be shown that ¥*: L2(0,T; L?(I;R?)) — L?(0,T; L*(I;R%)) is a
linear isomorphism with ¥*(Xr) C X7. Moreover, we observe

(0r07g)(t, x) = Org(t + E(t)r, ) (L + ' (t)r) = (L70kg)(t,2) - (14 (H)r). (3.1)
As in Section 24 (with f = f as our reference solution), we consider
By i=A{g € X7 | g(0) = fo and |lg — fllx, < M},
which is an open set in the affine space {g € X7 | g(0) = fo}. Furthermore we define
Wr = {(1,0°,b") € YT, x D} x Df. | b°(0) = 0,b*(0) = 0} . (3.2)

Note that Wy is a closed linear subspace of Y} x DY x Di. Choosing M,T > 0 small
enough, by Lemma the map

O: By x (—ro,70) = Yh x DY x Di.
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g+ (1 +&'r)(Alg) — Alg))
O(g,r) = trar(g — fo)
tror (83&9 - (7—077—1)’8J3f0’)

is well-defined. Moreover, its easy to see that its image is contained in Wrp.
We now claim that © is analytic. First, we note that the map

By 3 g~ |0a97" € C([0, T} C(IRY)
is analytic. This follows from Remark 2.8 and the fact that for any ¢ > 0 the map
{ueC(0,T] x I;RY) | |u| > con [0,T] x I} = C°([0,T] x I;R),u — |u]

is analytic by [4, Theorem 6.8]. Furthermore, as the careful analysis in Proposition 2.7]
and Corollary 2.11] shows, all components of ©(g,r) are sums of bounded multilinear
maps on appropriate Banach spaces in y~! = |9,g|7!, {9F g}4_; and r and thus analytic.
Moreover, using (3.1)) and (23] we find

QY7 f)(t,x) = O f(t +E(H)r,z) (1 + & (t)r)
= (“A(f) +A) (E+EW)rz) - (1 +E (L))
= (“A(T7f) + A(E7 ) () - (1 + & ()r),
since A and A only act on the spatial variables. Therefore, we have ©(U f,r) = 0 for
all r € (—rp,ro).
As a next step, we will show that O(g,r) = 0 implies ¢ = U} f, for ¢ € Bjs and
r € (—rg,r0). To that end, we compute using that ¥* is an isomorphism and (B.1)

g = 0, (V7(¥7) g) = 70, ((¥7)g) - (L + &),
Now, let g € By, 7 € (—1g,70) such that ©(g,r) = 0. Defining h := (¥*)~lg € X7, we
then have 0;h = (\I/j)_1 (ﬁtgg'r)' Furthermore, using ©(g,r) = 0, we find
(i) h(0,2) = (¥7h)(0,2) = folz), wel;
(i) n(t+E@)ry) = g(t,y) =py, t€[0,T),y €I
(iii) Oeh(t +&(t)r,y) = Oeg(t,y) = 7|0 fo(y)l, ¢ €0,T),y €Il

Since [0,7) — [0,T),t — t + &(t)r is a diffeomorphism, we conclude h(t,y) = fo(y) and
Ozh(t,y) = 140z fo(y)| for t € [0,T),y € OI. Consequently, we find

(W) g+ (A((¥)g) — A((5)"1g))
tror ((U5)~tg — fo)
tror (8(95) g — (70, 71)]02 fol)

(w57 (124 ) + (W) LAl — (¥ A9\ (0
= trar (U3)~'g — fo) =19]- (3:3)
tror (92(V5) g — (70,71)[0z fol) 0
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using that (¥*)~! commutes with differentiation, integration and taking the trace with
respect to the spatial variable, since it only acts on the temporal variable.

Now, by @3) h = (¥})~1g € X7 is a solution to the PDE system (Z.3]) and thus by the
global uniqueness result in Theorem 2.20] we conclude h = f, hence g = V> f.

In the following Lemma (.3, we will see that D'O(f,0) := ©/(f, 0)|oxp, 0 Xy = Wry is
an isomorphism of Banach spaces for 77 > 0 small enough.

Hence, by the analytic form of the implicit function theorem, there exists 0 < € < rg
and h € C¥((—e,¢),Xp, ) such that for all (g,r) € By x (—¢,¢) we have O(g,r) = 0
if and only if ¢ = h(r). However, by the previous results this yields h(r) = ¥*f for
all |[r| < e. In particular, we get that (—¢,e) — Xp,7 — U} f is analytic, and thus so
is the map (_575) - W2’2(I;Rd),7“ = (\Ilif)(t(% ) = f(tO + S(tO)rv ) = f(tO + 7, ) by
Proposition [B.] (i). Consequently, the map (tg — ¢,tg +¢) — W22(I;RY), t — f(t,-) is
analytic and the claim follows. U

Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem[31), there exists Ty = Ty (T, M, f) such
that D'O(f,0): (Xg, — Wr, given by

] O+ A(Fu— N(f)u
D'O(f,0) = — O(f +¢eu,0) = tror u (3.4)
le=0 tror Ozu

is an isomorphism of Banach spaces. Here A'(f),N'(f): (X1, — Y], denote the Fréchet-
derivatives of the analytic maps A, A at f and Wrp, is as in (3.2).

Proof. Let 0 < Ty < T to be chosen. Using the definition of ©, ([B4]) follows from a
direct computation. We write D'O(f,0)u = Lu + Ju, where

o4 o4
8{& + ﬁ A'(f)u — ﬁ — A/(f)u
trg, Oyu 0

It is a consequence of Theorem 2] that L: (X7, — Wy, is an isomorphism of Banach
spaces, where the required compatibility conditions in (2.0]) are satisfied by definition of
Wr,. The assumption a = |0, f|™* > a > 0 is a consequence of Remark I8 We will
now show that the operator norm of J: (X7 — Y%ﬂl tends to zero as 17 goes to zero.
This will follow from the contraction estimates in Section [2.4] and the multilinear struc-
ture of the nonlinearities. For any ® € A% with corresponding ¢ € A@Y cf. Defini-
tion 2.4l we have the following variation.

m

c1>(f+gu):ng(axf,...,amu,...amf,agf,...,agf,agf,...a;"f)

d
de|._g =

+igp(8xf,...amf,8§f,...,aiu,...,(?gf,ai’f,...@gf)
=1

b
+Zcp(6xf,...,8$f,3§f,...,8§f,3§f,...,agu,...agf). (3.6)
=1
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In particular, the derivative is again the same multilinear map, applied to derivatives of
f and u. Since our nonlinearities also involve integer powers of the arc-length element,
we compute the variation

d

I~ ’8$(f + gu)‘—ﬁ - —6‘3xf‘_(€+2) <8$f7 axu> (3'7)
de|._,

Note that the derivatives A’(f)u and A’(f)u consist of terms of the following form, cf.
@1), @2), Lemma[A2] with ® € A®Y and ¢ € Ny:
(1) &l 10(f +ew) ‘@ (f + eu) with (a,b) = (1,1) or (a,) = (3,0);

(ii) (%L)O [10:(f + eu)| '@ (f + cu) dz with (a,b) = (0,2), (a,b) = (2,1) or (a,b) =
:0);

(iii) %L:O tror|0x(f + ew)| '@ (f + u) with (a,b) = (1,1) or (a,b) = (3,0);
(iv) L]._y10:(f + cw)| 1O f + eu).
In the first case, we have

d
de|._,

= 00,70, 0 B(f) + 1017 S| B+ ew)
e=0

|02 (f + eu)| " (f + cu)

Note that by Remark 2-I8| the arc-length element is bounded from below, uniformly in
t € [0,T7). For the second term above, we may use Corollary 210l The assumptions
are satisfied by the mapping properties and estimates which we showed in the proof of
Proposition 2.7] case (i), more precisely (2.I7), 2I8) and (219) for (a,b) = (1,1) and
I7) and 220) for (a,b) = (3,0). Thus, using (36 and Corollary 210l we obtain for
Ty =Ti(q, T, M, f) > 0 small enough

|02 (f + )| D (f + cu)
e=0

i
de L2(0,Ty;L?)
< C(& f) (”aquCO([O,Tl]XI;]Rd) + QHUHXTI) < C(& T, f)(Tla + q)Hu”XT17 (3'8)

using (2.17)), where now T plays the role of Ty earlier. Clearly first choosing ¢ € (0, 1)
and then T > 0 the operator norm of this map (X, — Y, = L*(0,71; L?) can be made
arbitrarily small. For the other cases we will proceed similarly.

In the second case, we have as in case (ii) of the proof of Proposition 2.7]

[ [l oo+
<

L2 (OyTl)

102 (f + cu)| 'O (f + cu)
e=0

de L2(0,T;LY)
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, 2 U[Co([0,T1]x I;R) Xp ) S , T, 1 Xy 1 )
C, f) (10zull + ql|ul| <O, T, )T + g)lull (3.9)

where we used (Z.I7) in the last step. The third case is as in case (iii) in the proof of
Proposition 2.7 hence

tror| 0 (f + ew)| O (f + eu)
e=0

|
de L2(0,Ty;(R9)?)
|00(f + eu)| " D(f + eu)

¢ d
rar —
T,

L2(07Tl;(Rd)2)

< C( F) (110l eoomyrmey + allullir, ) < CET, T + @llulley, - (3.10)

Now, we are going to prove that J has arbitrarily small operator norm for 77 > 0 small.

4
First, using 22)), the 4™ order term in u in A’(f)u — |§“ﬁ4 cancels since

a(f +eu) Otu

xT

e= 0\3 (f +ew)]  |0.f11

oLf
e
< ()Hazu||co([0,T1}xI;Rd))

< O(T, )T [[ullxe, »

(D f, Oyt

” de L2(0,T1;L2)

using (Z.I7). In particular, this has arbitrarily small operator norm for 77 > 0 small
enough. The lower order terms in A’(f)u are as in case (i) above by (Z2]) and hence
have arbitrarily small operator norm by (3.8]) choosing 77 > 0 small enough.

For the A’(f)u term, we proceed as in the proof of Lemma and write A(f) = %(f))
Consequently, we have

N'(f)u N(HE(fu
28(f) 28(f)?

where E'(f)(t) = E'(f(t,")): W?2(I;R?) — R denotes the Fréchet derivative of £ at
f(t,-) € W22 (I;R?). For the first term in (FI1)), we use Remark [ZI8) to obtain

Imm

N (= () - RO S| Ruvew, @)

e=0

< C(ONR) I Loe o,10;2) IN'(Full 20,1y
L2(0,T;L2)

<O ) (T + @) llullxg, (3.12)

'ngaﬁ

using (3.9) and (BI0) since N'(f)u consists of terms as in Cases (ii) and (iii) above.
Again, this can be made arbitrarily small in operator norm for ¢ € (0,1) and 73 > 0
small enough.

The second term can be estimated by

REZLC

L2(0,T1;L2)
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< CONRUN oo 0,752 IN(H)ll 20,y sup (1€ ()l w22y [[u(t) lw=2) -

te[ole}

(3.13)

Since £ is analytic on the space of W22 immersions, there exists § > 0 such that if
1f(t,-) — fO”W2,2([;Rd) < §, we have

IE"(f(t,)) = E"(fo)lwz2rrayy- < 1.

Like in the proof of Lemma 23] taking 77 = T3 (fp) > 0 small enough, we may conclude
that [|E"(f(t))l|w22)» < C(fo) for all 0 < ¢ < Ty. Moreover, by Proposition B.1 (i),
we have [[u(t)|lyw22rey < C(T)|ullxy, for all 0 < ¢ < Ty < T. Therefore, since
IN(F)lz2(0,m) — 0 as Ty — 0 by dominated convergence, [B.13]) yields
HN(f)g'(f)uﬁ
£(f)

2 ’%(f) < QHUHXT17 (3'14)

L2(07TI;L2)

for any given ¢ € (0,1), taking 71 = T1(q, T, f) > 0 small enough.
For the last term in (3.I1]), we compute using Proposition [A.T] (i)

d 0u 0z f, 0xu) (02w, 0, f) (02 f, Opui)
— R(f+eu) = =2t— — - o f — - Opf — 2210,
&l = g T o T T T e
- 0, u+4 Oz f-
RNIL ENIE /
Therefore, we have
d S,
de K(f +eu) <C(T,f) (Hagu”LOO(O7T1§L2) + H8$UHL°°(O,T1;L2))
€le=0 L°0(0,Ty;L2)

< O(T, f)lullzr,
by Proposition [B.1l (i), and consequently

o &

R(f +eu)
e=0

< AP 220,00 C (T, Hllullser, » (3.15)
L2(0,T1;L2)
which has arbitrarily small operator norm if 0 < 77 = T1(f) < T is small enough, using
AN L2(0,m)) — 0 as T3 — 0 by dominated convergence.

Consequently, from 3I1)), (B12), (3.14) and B.I5) we conclude that
OXTl — LZ(O,Tl; LQ),U — A'(f)u

has arbitrarily small operator norm if 77 > 0 is small enough. Consequently, we have
shown that limzy o ||| 2,57, ,wr ) = 0-

To finish the proof, we will use the Neumann series. By Theorem 2. Ilwe have the estimate
||L_1||£(WT1,OXT1) < C(T,f) =:¢forall 0 < T} < T. Note that now f corresponds
to the data in the linear problem, not to the variable. By the above estimates, for

0 < Ty < T small enough, we have |||z s wr) < ¢ = 1. Therefore, the map

D'O(f,0) = L+ J € L(;X7,, Wry) is an isomorphism by the Neumann series theorem,
[39, I1.1 Theorem 2]. O
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3.2. Higher integrability for the Lagrange multiplier

In this section, we will use the higher time regularity to improve the integrability of
A, which will allow us to start a bootstrap argument. First, we recall the following
modification of [9, Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 3.4. Let f € X be a solution of (L3]). Then, we have
(= lor = pol) < 2010¢ Flsag + [ 17 s + [ 19.71ds.

Proof. We proceed as in [J, Lemma 4.3]. Let [: [0,T) x I — R? be the parametrization
of the line segment from pg to p; given by

t, T
1(t,z) == po + @(6 )(m — o),
Wlth o(t, & fo |0 f| da for (¢,€) € [0,T) xI. We then have l(t ) = po, L(t,1) = p; and
osl(t,-) = (p1 po). Therefore, using the identity V27 + 3|7|%% = V (Vi + 3|70 f)
(cf. [9], 1048]), we find after integrating by parts

/’H‘st— /

<V K+ - ’E‘zasf - )\asfapl _p0> ds.

/I<a#f,f—z> = (A 5RO f ~ VR

1
7

Consequently, since f =1 on the boundary, we have

A = oy = o) = (1= 2520y fas
< [lo¢ 1asls =1l + /|m|2ds+ p°’/| <P ds+ 2 po’/w 7| ds.
I

Using (7)) and the simple estimate || f — [||oc < 2¢ yields the claim. O

Note that a priori, the Lagrange multiplier A will be only L?(0,T) for f € Xz5. The
next proposition improves this integrability, at least on a small timescale bounded away
from zero.

Proposition 3.5. Let f be the solution of (2.3) from Theorem [2.17 and let Ty > 0 as
in Theorem [T2. Then, for any 0 < & < Ty we have \(f) € L*(e, T1).

Proof. As a consequence of Theorem B.2], we have 0; f € C¥((0, Ty; W?2(I; R%)) and thus
we get 0y f € CO([e, T1] x I;R?). Hence, Lemma 3.4 and (7)) yield that A has the same
integrability on (¢,T1) as [;|Vs<|ds. By Proposition [A] (ii) and the uniform bounds on
the arc-length element, cf. Remark ZI8] it suffices to show 92 f € L(e, Ty; L' (I;R?)),
since 02f € CO([e, T1]; L*(I; R?)). In fact using Proposition B3] (i) as in 222]), we even
get O3f € L4(e,Ty; L*(I;RY)). O
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3.3. The bootstrap argument in the Sobolev scale

The improved integrability of A in Proposition enables us to start a bootstrap ar-
gument to increase the Sobolev regularity of our solution in Theorem 2171 Note that
by Sobolev embeddings, in order to prove smoothness of our solution it suffices to reach
X7, with p > 5, see Lemma 3.7

Proposition 3.6. Let f be as in Theorem [2.17, let T1 > 0 be as in Theorem[3.2 and let
0<e<Ty. Then f € Wh2(e, Ty; L2(I;RY)) N L?%(e, T ; WH20(I; RY)) .

Proof. For any 0 < 6 < Ty let n € C*°([0,T];R) be a smooth cutoff function with n =0

on [0,3] and n = 1 on [4,T1). Since f solves (23], the function u = fn solves the

equation

wwﬁ =F on (0,77) x I
u(t,y) = pyn(t) for 0 <t <Ty

opu(t,y) =71,m(t)|0sfo(y)| for 0 <t <Th.

with F = |F(|0,f| 7", 0uf, 82f,03f) + A(f)ﬁf] n+ fOm, where F is as in (Z2).

Then, up to the regularity of F, the system (BI6]) satisfies the assumptions of The-
orem 2] for any p € [2,00). The coefficient |0, f|~! is Holder continuous by Propo-
sition [B.I] (iii) and the initial datum is smooth. Moreover, the zeroth and first order
boundary data are smooth in time since 1 is smooth. Furthermore, the compatibility
conditions (2.6]) are trivially satisfied since n vanishes near ¢ = 0.

The strategy of the proof is a bootstrap argument which works as follows: If for any
p > 2 we are able to show F' € Yq, , = LP(0,Ty; LP(I;R?)), we may then conclude the
existence of a unique solution v € X, , = WLP(0, Ty; LP(I; R?)) N LP(0, Ty; WP (I; RY)).
However, v then also is a solution in the class X7, 2 and so is w = f7. By the uniqueness
part of Theorem 2.1l we may then conclude v = u € X, ,. Thus, the Sobolev regularity
of u has improved from 2 to p > 2. On [§,T7) this yields an improved regularity for f.
In the next iteration we will repeat this argument with p’ > p while increasing § > 0. In
particular, note that § and hence n and w changes between each step. Note that since
we only wish to accomplish v € Xp, ,, for some p > 5, we will not necessarily use the
optimal regularity gain in each step.

Step 1: f € Wl’g(%,Tl;Lg(I;Rd)) ﬂLg(%,Tl;W‘l’%(I; R%)). Let 6 := £. By the above
remark, the claim follows from F' € Yo 5 = L%(O,Tl;L%(I ;R?%)) which we will now
show.

We start with the term F. By Remark 218 the arc-length element is uniformly bounded
from above and below on (0,7") and hence the zeroth and first order terms and factors
do not affect integrability. By (Z2), F consists of multilinearities of the type ® € A(®)
with (a,b) = (1,1) and (a,b) = (3,0) and as in the proof of Proposition 2.7, we will use
Holder’s inequality to prove the integrability.
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Note that Proposition Bl (iii) with k = 2,6 = 2 yields 02f € L'°(0,T; L*°(I; R)), thus
in particular |02 f|3 € L%(O, T; L%(I; R4)). Moreover, by Proposition [B.3 (i) we have

1
02f € L% (0, T; L*(I;R%)) using k = 2,0 = z_g

7
O3 f € L13(0,T; L3(I;RY)) using k = 3,0 = =

Consequently, by Holder’s inequality we find |92 f||02 f| € L%(O, T; L%(I; R9)).

The term fOn is even in C*([0,T] x I; R?) by Proposition [B.1] (ii), using f € X1, o, and
hence does not affect the integrability.

For the remaining term, we observe that clearly A( f)ﬁfn‘(o,g) = 0 has the correct in-
tegrability, whereas for the remaining interval (g,71) we may use the improved time
regularity. Using Proposition [A.1, and the bounds on the arc-length element we get
7y € L1(0,T; L1°(I;RY)). Moreover, by Proposition we have A\ € L*(5,T}) and
hence by Hélder’s inequality we find A(f)Rn € L3 (0,7 L3 (I;RY)). Consequently, have
u e XTl, % .

Step 2: f € WhA(5, Ty; LY(L;RY)) N LA(S, Ty; WH(I; RY)). We now take § := 5
corresponding cutoff function 7. As in step 1, we will show F' e L4(0,Ty; L*(I;RY)).
Again, all terms which are of zeroth or first order in f are in L>°((0,7") x I) and hence
do not affect the integrability. Moreover, since n = 0 on [0, §], we immediately have
F e LYo, £; L4(I;RY)). It hence remains to consider the interval (£,77), where we can
use the previous step. By step 1, u € XTh% and thus by Proposition [B] (i), we have

and a

2

we BUC <[0,T11; Bé(é‘g)u;ﬂ@d)) = BUC ([0, 11 W3 (RY)),
272
using [37, Theorem 4.3.3 (a)] and 12 ¢ Z. Consequently
O2f eC? <[Z,T1];Lq(f; ]Rd)) , for any q € [1,00). (3.17)

Moreover, using Proposition [B] (iii) with ¥ = 3,p = g and 0 = 2—8 we get O2u €
LS*;(O,Tl;LS(I;Rd)), and hence 02 f € L%(%,Tl;LS(I; R9)). In particular, choosing ¢

in (B.I7) large enough we find
£
O2F1103f1 € L* (. T LA RY) ).

Moreover, we have 02u € L'(0,Ty; L*(I;R?)), using Proposition [B.] (iii) with k& =
2,p = 5 and 6 = 2, so in particular |92f> € L*(§,Ty; L*(I;R?)). For the A-term we
have A € L*(%,T1) by Proposition and 02f € CO([5,Th); L*(I;R?)) by BIT), so
M f)Ry € L&, Ty; L*(I; R?)) which finishes the proof of step 2.

Step 3: f € Wh2(e, Ty; L2°(I; RY)) N L2 (e, Ty; WH(I; RY)). We finally take 6 := &
with corresponding 7. We will show F' € L2(0,Ty; L*°(I;R?)). On the interval [0, 5]
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there is nothing to show, whereas on (§,77) we use the previous step. We have u € X, 4
and thus

1 5
we BUC((0,Ti]; By *(I;RY) = €°([0, T1); B 4(I;RY)) = C° <[0,T1]; W%A([;Rd)> ,
using [37, Theorem 4.3.3 (a) and Theorem 4.6.1 (c)] for instance.
Consequently, we find 92 f € CO([%, T1]; C?(I; R%)), in particular, also second order terms
in f do no longer affect integrability. By Proposition [B1] (iii) we have

4
oif € L20(§,T1;L20(I;Rd)), using k = 3,p=4 and § = = (3.18)
For the term involving A, we recall that using Theorem and Lemma B4 A\ has the
same integrability as [;|Vsx|ds on (§,71). Thus A(f) € L*(5,T1) using BI8) and
consequently A\(f)K; € LZO(%, Ty; L2°(I;RY)). Thus, step 3 and hence the proposition is
proven. O

3.4. Smoothing in the Hdlder scale

In this section, we use parabolic Schauder theory to finally show Theorem B.1] i.e. that
our solution is smooth.

Lemma 3.7. Let f be the solution of ([2.3]) constructed in Theorem [2.17. If there exists
p > 5 and e > 0 such that f € WP (e, Ty; LP(I;R?)) N LP (e, Ty; WHP(I; RY)) then
fec>((e,T1) x I;RY).

Proof. We first show that f is in a parabolic Holder space and subsequently use a
bootstrapping argument to show the desired smoothness.

For simplification we assume that € = 0 in the first part of the proof. Let § > 0 and
n € C*([0,T1];R) be a smooth cutoff satisfying n(t) = 0 for all 0 < ¢ < 2, n(t) =1 for
all § <t <T). Similar to (B.16) we find that u = nf satisfies

du+at,z)dtu =F on (0,77) x I
u(0,2) =0 forz el
’ 3.19
u(t,y) = pyn(t) for 0 <t <Th (3.19)

Ozu(t,y) = Tyn(t)|axf0(?/)| for 0 <t <Ti.

with a(t,z) = |0, /1~ and = [F(0,£.02£,821.10, F| ) + ARy | n + den . of. (@ID).
By Remark ZT8] there exists some ¢ > 0 such that ¢7! > [0,f] > ¢ on [0,T}] x I.
Similar to Proposition [B.1] (ii), we find that f € C%([0, T1];C3T*(I; R%)) for some a > 0.
From this we can show that F' € C*([0,T}] x I; R?) as follows: Using that Holder spaces
are algebras it is clear that F(|0,f|~Y, 0, f,02f,03f) € C*([0,T1] x I;RY), since F is a
polynomial and z — 1 is smooth and Lipschitz on [c, 00). Similarly, &y € C*([0,T1] x
I;RY), and since 7 is smooth, it only remains to check that Ay € C%([0,7}] x I;R%). For
some polynomial P we have

1
2(f) = / 17yl? ds = /O P(10. £, 00, 02f) dz € C2([0,Th]) € Co([0, T3] x I)
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since P(|0,f|71, 0. f, 02f) € C%([0,T1] x I). By (1)), for the numerator N(f) we have

Lo " L[
N() = (Vg Rplor — [ (VP s+ [ 1]t ds.

Being the spatial trace of a C*(]0,71] x I)-function, the first term is in C%([0,T}]) C
C*([0,T1] x I). Similarly, the first integrand is in C%([0,71] x I), and the second in
C*([0, Ty]; €'+ (1)), from which we obtain the desired smoothness of Ay. Whence we
have F € C*([0,T}] x I;RY), thus F' € HT°([0,T}] x I;R%), where we denote with the
latter the parabolic Holder space (see [35] §11, §13]). Since n vanishes near zero we find
that the compatibility conditions are satisfied. Using a(t,z) € H%*([0,T1] x I;R%)
with a(t,r) > ¢* > 0 we obtain from [35, Theorem 4.9] (see also [I7, 3.3]) the maximal
regularity of the problem (3I9) in the Holder space H1:%([0,T1] x I;R?%), since one
can check similar to [36, p. 19] that the boundary values satisfy the Lopatinskii—
Shapiro condition. Thus v € H 4JrTa’A‘*'O‘([O,Tl] x I;R?), and by definition of 7 we have
fe H A5, 1) x I;RY).

To apply the bootstrapping procedure we first claim that if f € H#"Hﬁ([g, T x I; RY)
for some 8 € R\ Z, 8 > 0 and § > 0, then f € H#’S*'ﬁ([g—}— 6, T1] x I;RY) for any
0 > 0. From this claim and the first part of the proof it follows that

fe N H48(e 45+ 6,T1] x I;RY) € €®((e, Ty) x I;RY).
6>0,6>0, BER>0\Z

To finish the proof it hence remains to show the claim. To do so, we proceed as
before by assuming that § = 0 and choosing 7 and u as before. It only remains to

check that if we have f € H R ([0, T1] x I;R%), the functions a and F are in the
space H#’Hﬁ([O,Tl] x I;RY), since then we have u € H#’E"Fﬁ([o,ﬂ] x I;RY) by the
maximal Holder regularity and consequently f € H 252548 ([6, T1] x I;R?). Firstly, we
have |0, f|~1, 0. f,02f,02f € H¥’1+5([0,T1] x I) by assumption and the definition of
parabolic Hélder spaces. Thus we obtain that a, F(|0,f| 71,0, f,02f,02 f) and Ry are in
H#’Hﬁ([(), Ti] x I), where we used that the Holder spaces form an algebra. To show

that F € H#’Hﬁ([O, T1] x I) it suffices to prove this regularity for A(f). Similarly to
the reasoning above we obtain

1
26(7) = [17sPds = [ PUous| 05020 do € 5 (0.73)  H'F 1450, 1) x )
I 0
and we can finish the proof by observing
1
(Vofy, & p)lo, — / Vs ds+ 5 / Ryl ds € CF ([0, 1)) € H T ([0, T1) x 1). O

Now, the proof of Theorem [B.1]is almost immediate.

Proof of Theorem [3. The solution f in Theorem [[.T]is exactly the solution f in Theo-
rem ZI7 By Proposition Bl we have f € WH20(e, Ty; L2°(I; RY))N L2 (e, Ty ; L2°(1; RY))
for any 0 < e < T1. Hence, by Lemma B.7] we find f € C*®((e,T1) x I;R?)). O
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4. Long time behavior and the proof of Theorem

In this section, we will use the long time existence result in [9] to show the existence of
a global solution of (LL3]). Moreover, we will prove and use a refined Lojasiewicz—Simon
gradient inequality to conclude convergence after reparametrization.

4.1. Long-time existence after reparametrization

As a first step towards proving Theorem [[.2] we will establish long-time existence and
subconvergence after reparametrization for our solution. The key ingredient is the
smoothness of our solution and [9, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 4.1. Let f € WY2(0,T; L*(I;R%)) N L?(0,T; W4’2(1:;Rd)) be as in Theo-
rem 217 and let 0 < ¢ < T. Then, there exists € € (¢,T) and f € C®((0,00) x I;RY)
satisfying (L3)) such that

(i) f(t,x) = f(t,z) for all0<t<e,xel;
(ii) f(t, -) has zero tangential velocity for all t > &;

(i) f subconverges smoothly as t — 0o, after reparametrization with constant speed, to
a constrained elastica, i.e. a solution (LS.

Proof. By Theorem[3.]] the solution f in Theorem 2.17]is instantaneously smooth. Thus,
to simplify notation we may assume f € C*®([e, T] x I;RY) for some ¢ > 0 after possibly
reducing T' > 0. Moreover, we may also assume a uniform bound from below on the
arc-length element using Remark 2.T8]

Let 0 := (0 f, (9sff> be the tangential velocity of f. By the smoothness of f and the

bound on the arc-length element, the function (¢,7) — % is globally Lipschitz on

[e,T] x I. For each = € I, we consider the initial value problem

0(t,®(t,x
{ od(t,r) = __\3x§"(t77é>(t,gc)))\ (4.1)

O(e,z) =ux.

By classical ODE theory, there exists € < T < T and a smooth family of reparametriza-
tions ®: [¢,T] x I — I satisfying (A1) and

O(t,y)=y fortele,T),yedl
9, ®(t,z) >0 forall (t,x) € [e,T] x I. (4.2)

Therefore, ®(t,-) is strictly increasing and a diffeomorphism of I for each ¢ € [e, T] A
direct computation yields that the reparametrization fi(¢,z) := f(¢t, ®(¢,x)) satisfies

atfl(t’x) = atf(ta q)(t’x)) + amf(t’ (I)(t’x))atq)(t’x)
= Op f(t, ®(t, ) + 0(t, ©(t, 2))0s, £ (£, D(t, ) + Do f (£, B(t, )0, (t, )

33



= 0 f(t, (t, )
= _v§fl Efl (tvx) - %’Efl (t7x)‘2"2f1 (tvx) + )‘(fl)(t)ﬁfl (tvx)7

using that f solves (L3]) and the transformation of the geometric quantities. For the
boundary conditions, let t € [¢,7], y € dI and note that fi(t,y) = f(t,y) = p, and
Os;, 1 (t,y) = 0s, f(t,y) = 7, by [@2)). Consequently, f1 is a smooth solution of (L3]) on
e, T] with tangential velocity zero and smooth initial datum f(g). By [9, Theorem 1.1],
f1 can be extended to a global smooth solution f on [g,00) which subconverges, after
reparametrization with constant speed, to a constrained elastica as t — oo.

In particular, we have the identity

f(t,x) = f(t,®(t,x)) foralle<t<T. (4.3)
Now, let e < & < T and U: [0, T] x I — I be a smooth family of reparametrizations with
U(t,z) =a forall 0 <t<eg U(t,z) = ®(t,x) forallé<t<T. (4.4)

The existence of such a W is proven in Lemma We now define

flt,x) =

; ft,U(t,x)) for0<t<T,zel
f(t,x) fort >,z el

Note that f is clearly smooth in x for every ¢t > 0 fixed. It is also smooth in ¢ for fixed
x € 1, by [@3)) and [@4)). Property (i) follows from (£4). Furthermore, by definition of
fon [€,00) x I we find that f = f has zero tangential velocity and hence (ii) is satisfied.
The last property follows since the asymptotic behavior of f is inherited from f. ]

4.2. The length-preserving elastic flow as a gradient flow on a Hilbert
manifold

In this section, we will show that the flow (3] is in fact a gradient flow on a suitable
submanifold of curves.

Proposition 4.2. Let py,p1 € R%, 79,71 € S¥! and £ € R such that (LT) holds. Then
X = {f € Wfr’sm(I;Rd) | fly) =py and Osf(y) =1, fory € OI,L(f) = E}.

is a weak Riemannian splitting analytic submanifold of W*2(I;R%) with codimension
4d — 1.

Proof. By the Sobolev embedding W42(I;R?) « CY(I;R?), the set Wéﬁm(I;Rd) of
W42 immersions is open in W42(I; R?). The function

L(f)

£(0)

G: W2 (LR » Rx (RY? x (STH2,6(f) = | (1)
ds, £ (0)
ds, f(1)
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is an analytic map. Moreover, its differential is given by

dGy: WH(IRY) = R x (R?)? x To, 0)S*™ x To, p(1)S™ 7,
— f]<"_{f’ u> de

u(0)
o u(l
Gy (u) = du(0) (8xu((0)) 92 £(0))05 £(0)
19 FO)] [9=£(0)[3
dzu(l)  (zu(l), 9 F(1))00 £ (1)
EN{ONE [0z F(D[3

for f € W;l;sm(f; R%) and u € W42(I;R?). Tt is not difficult to see, that dGy is surjective
iffex =gt ({(ﬁ,po,pl,To,Tl)T}). Indeed, let @ € R and let ¢, € RY, 2, € Tasf(y)Sd*I
for y = 0,1. Note that Ty, (,)S** = {z € R? | (z 0. f(y)) = 0}. Clearly, we can find

Ozu(y)
19 f (y)]

using the characterization of the tangent space, for v e Co(I; R%) we find

an immersed curve u € W42(I;R?) with u(y) = g, and =z, for y = 0,1. Now,

— fl(ﬁf,u + U> de
q0
dGs(u+v) = q1 ;
20
Z1

since adding v does not change the boundary behavior. Moreover, as Ky # 0 using f € X
and (7)), we can choose v such that fl(/_{f,v> dsyp = e # 0. Setting 8 := [, (Ry,u)dsys
and w = u — ‘HBU we find [;(Rf,w)dsy = f — (o + ) = —a, hence we have shown
dG(w) = (o, qo,q1, 20, 21), S0 dGy is surjective.

Consequently, X ¢ W42(I;R?) is a splitting submanifold by [I, Theorem 3.5.4] with
codimension 1+ 2d + 2(d — 1) = 4d — 1. Like in [33], the analytic form of the implicit
function theorem can be used to show that X is in fact analytic. The tangent space is
given by

T X =kerdGy

= {ue WH(L;RY) | u =0 on Bl,aifu =0 on 3[,/(/%’f,u>dsf =0}. (4.5)

I
Since (L3)) is a L?(dsy) gradient flow, it is natural to endow X with the Riemannian
metric (U, v)r2(ds,) = J{u,v)dsy for u,v € TX. Note that since TrX is certainly not

complete with respect to the induced norm, the metric is only weakly Riemannian (cf.
[T, Definition 5.2.12]). O

It is not difficult to see that by (£XH) the right hand side of the evolution (L] is the
projection of the full L?(dss)-gradient VE(f) onto the L?(dss)-closure of the tangent
space Ty X. This implies that (LI) is the gradient flow of £ on the manifold X
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4.3. The constrained tojasiewicz—Simon gradient inequality

In this subsection, we establish a Lojasiewicz—Simon inequality for £ on X. To do so,
we have to deal with the invariance of both energies, which unfortunately creates large
kernels for their first and second variations. Like in [6, [12], we work around this issue
by restricting the energy to normal directions and using the implicit function theorem.
In the following, we will always assume that the assumptions (I4]) and (7)) are satisfied.

Definition 4.3. Fiz f € X and define V. :== W*2(I;R%) N WOQ’Z(I;Rd). We define the
space of normal vector fields along f by

W472’J‘(I;Rd) = {f € W4’2(I;Rd) | <f, 8:vf> =0 on I}'

Moreover, we define H+ := L>*(I;R?) := {u € L*(I;R?Y) | (u,0,f) = 0 a.e.} and
Vi = V.nW42L(I;RY). Both are Hilbert spaces and the L?-orthogonal projection onto
H*t is given by the pointwise projection P(f) := f — (f,0sf)0sf.

Moreover, by the embedding W*2(I;RY) — CH(I;R?) there exists ¢ > 0 small enough
such that for all w € W42H(I;R?) with ||ully42 < €, the curve f = f + u is immersed.
Defining U, := {u € V- | ||ullwa2 < €} we consider the energies

L:U. —»R, L(u)=L(f+u) and
E:U. - R, E(u)=&(f+u).

We have the following result.

Proposition 4.4 (cf. [12] Proof of Theorem 3.1, Remark 3.3]). The energy E satisfies
the following properties.

1. E: U. — R is analytic;
2. its gradient VE: U, — H* is analytic;
3. the derivative (VE)' (0): V;.5 — H* is Fredholm with index zero.

It is well known that this is sufficient to prove a Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient inequality
for E (cf. [5, Corollary 3.11]),[12, Theorem 3.1],[33, Theorem 1.2], [32, Corollary 2.6]).
However, in order to conclude a constrained or refined Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient in-
equality, cf. (16) in [33], we also need to analyze the length functional.

Proposition 4.5. The energy L satisfies the following properties.
1. L: U: — R is analytic.
2. The gradient map VL: U, — HL is analytic.
3. The derivative (VL) (0): V. — H* is compact.
4. L(0) = £ and VL(0) # 0.
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Proof. 1. The map U, — C(I;R?),u > |0, (f +u)| is analytic by [I2, Lemma 3.4, 1.],
and hence so is L.

2. The H+t-gradient of L is given by VL(u) = —P+ (/%’f+u\3x(f+ u)|). Note that
the map U, — L*(I;R%),u RKfyqy 18 analytic by [12] Lemma 3.4, 3.]. Since the
multiplication L2(I;R?) x L®(I;R) — L?(I;R%),(f,¢) + f¢ is analytic, so is
the map U. — L2(I;R?Y),u R’f+u|8x(f—|— u)|. The continuity and linearity of
Pt: L2(I;R%) — H*' yields the claim.

3. We compute the second derivative using standard formulas for the variation of
geometric quantities (see for instance [14, Lemma 2.1]). We have

d d . _
(VL) (0)u = o VL(tu) = — O pt (R yul0c(f +u))
t=0 t=0
= —pP* g' RyrulOnf] — Plﬁf d |0, (f + tu)|
dt|,_, dt|,_,

= = (V3,ut (w,Rp)g ) 10nF] + Ry, ) 0, .

In particular, the operator (VL)'(0): V.- — H= is only of second order in u, hence
compact by the Rellich-Kondrachov Theorem [19, Theorem 7.26].

4. L(0) = L(f) = £ since f € X. Since we have |f(1) — f(0)| = |p1 — po| > ¢, f cannot
be part of a straight line, hence £ # 0 and also |0, f| # 0 since f is immersed. [

This enables us to conclude the inequality in normal directions.

Theorem 4.6. Suppose f € X is a constrained elastica. Then, there exist C,o >0 and
0 € (0, 1] such that for all f = f+u € X with u € V- and |lullyaz < o we have

E(f) = EDNT0 < CIV 2as pE) + APV r2(as ) L) | 12(as )

Proof. First, we verify the conditions of [33] Corollary 5.2] for the energy E and the
constraint G(u) = L(u) — £ on the spaces V = V;*, H = H*. Note that VG = VL.
Clearly, V;* < H* densely. Assumptions (ii) and (iii) follow from Proposition E4]
whereas assumptions (iv)-(vi) are satisfied by Proposition Note that v = 0 is a
constrained critical point of E on M = G~1({0}) since f is a constrained elastica.
Then, by [33, Corollary 5.2] F|x satisfies a constrained Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient
inequality, i.e. there exist C,o > 0 and @ € (0,1] such that for all w € M with
|lu|lywa2 < o we have

|B(u) = BO)'"" < C|P(w)VE(u)| 2,

where P(u): H- — H* denotes the orthogonal projection onto the closure of the tangent
space TyuM = {y € H+ | (VL(u),y)2 = 0} (cf. [33, Proposition 3.3]). Therefore, for

_ <Ef’vg(f)>L2(de)

HEf”%Q(de)
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as in (L) with f = f + u we have the estimate
[P()VE(u)| L2 = [[P(u) (VE(u) + AVL(w)) |2 < [[VE(u) + AVL(u)| 2.

Moreover, we have VE(u) = V2(4s,)€(f)|02f| and VL(u) = V245, £(f)|0z f]. Con-
sequently,

[P(w)VEu)|r: < ||P(u) (VE(u) + AVL(w)) || 2
< Vir2s ) ENNO f1 4+ AV 1245 ) £() 10 || 12

1
S N0ufll 7o IV L2(as ) ECf) + AV p2(as ) L) 22(ds ) -

Reducing o > 0 if necessary, we may assume that |0z f||Loe is uniformly bounded for
lf — fllwa2 < o by the Sobolev embedding theorem. This proves the claim. O

We will use this to prove the full constrained Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient inequality for
not necessarily normal variations via the following reparametrization argument.

Lemma 4.7 ([12, Lemma 4.1]). Let f € W>2(I;R?) be a regular curve. Then, there ex-
ists o > 0 such that for all ) € V. with ||1||ya2 < o, there exists a W2-diffeomorphism
®: I — I such that

(f+)o®=[+n (4.6)

for some n € VCL. Moreover, given o > 0 there exists & = &(f, ) > 0 such that for all
W € Ve with |||z < & we have the above representation with ||n||y2 < o.

Theorem 4.8. Let f € X N W?>2(I;R?) be a constrained elastica. Then there exist
C,o >0 and 6 € (0,3] such that

E(f) = EW < ClIVL2(as pE(F) + AV r2as ) L) 2(as )
for all f € X such that ||f — fllya2 < 0.

Proof. Let C,o > 0,6 € (0, %] as in Theorem .6, f € X be a constrained critical point
of £ on X. By the regularity assumption on f, we may use Lemma [£.7]

Thus, we find & > 0 such that (£8) holds for all ¥ € V. with [[¢|y42 < & for some
n € V& with ||n|lyaz < 0. Let f € X such that ||f — f||yy42 < &. Then by Lemma E7],
there exist a diffeomorphism ®: I — I and 1 € V;* such that fo® = f + 1.

Note that with f, f € X we also get fo® = f4+n € X, since L(f) = L(fo®) = £. Since
the elastic energy is invariant under reparametrization, we hence get using Theorem

e —e " =leTrm -l )
< COlIVirzs,, U +m) + AF + ) Vi, VEU +mll2qs,,,)-
(4.7)
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Since A and the gradients are geometric, i.e transform correctly under reparametrizations,
we have

A(f+n) = A(fo®) = A(f),
Vizs;, W +1) = Viaas)E(f) o @
Vs, )0 +1) = Viaws ) L(f) 0 .

Consequently, we obtain

”vLQ(d3f+n)€(f+ n) +A(f + W)VLQ(de_H])ﬁ(JE"i‘ 77)HL2(d3f+n)
= [IVr2(s)E(f) 0 @+ A(f)V 2005 ) L(f) © Pll£2(ds0n)
= [[Vr2as ) E(f) + M)V r2as n L) L2 as)-

Together with (£, this implies the Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient inequality for the elastic
energy on X. ]

4.4. Convergence

Usually (see e.g. [6, p. 358 — 359] and [12, p. 2188 — 2191]), a lot of PDE theory and
a priori parabolic Schauder estimates are used when applying the Lojasiewicz—Simon
gradient inequality to conclude convergence for geometric problems. In this section, we
will present a lemma which will enable us to significantly shorten this lengthy argument
in the proof of Theorem We exploit the explicit structure of the constant speed
reparametrization and the length bound to control the full velocity of the constant
speed parametrization by the purely normal velocity of the original evolution. See also
[26] for another approach to simplify the convergence proof.

Definition 4.9. Let T € (0,00] and let f: [0,T) x I — R? be a family of immersed
curves in RY. The constant speed L£(f(t)) reparametrization f(t) of f(t) is given by
ft,x) == f(t,(t,x)) where ¥(t,-): I — I is the inverse of p(t,-): I — I given by

1 z 1 z
o:2) = gz ) 1900210 = g [ sy

Lemma 4.10. Suppose T € (0,00] and f: [0,T) x I — R? is a family of curves in R?,
such that f(t,0) = po, f(t,1) = p1 and L(f(t)) > 0 for allt € (0,T]. Then, if f(t) is the
constant speed L(f(t)) reparametrization of f(t), for allt € [0,T) we have

- 2
10cf ()| £2(da) < \/m +16 E(f OO f | 2(as )

In particular, if f evolves by the length preserving elastic flow ([L3)), we have
10 F ()l 12 (ar) < CllOef | 22(as s ry)

for allt € (0,T], where C' = % + 16&(fo).-
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Proof. Recall that by Definition [£9] we have
W(t, o(t,z)) = o(t,Y(t,x)) =x for all t € [0,T),x € I.
For the derivatives of ¢ and ¢ we thus obtain

. L T N
(1) atSO(taﬂU) = - Z(f(({tg; fo dsf(t m fo <8tf7 Hf(t)> de(t)?
l.

(i) Dotplt, @) = TG

L(f®) °
(i) Duth(t, o(t,2)) = (Duiplt,2)) " = ks
(iv) O(t, o(t, 7)) = —Dutblt, o(t,)) Dot )

/\k&
\_//'\

t)) 1 ’ ~
e / de(tﬁm /0 <atf’“f(t)>d5f(t)>'

k‘1/‘\

( (t)) < WL
~jof(t )] \ L

1 1
1007 (1) 12200y < 2 ( /0 (@)t (2, 2) 2 de + /0 (00 )t (2, 2) |atw<t,x>|2dx> -

The change of coordinates y = (¢, z) together with ¥ (¢,0) = 0 and ¢(¢,1) = 1 yields

Now, we estimate

1

1
Fr2 2
10cf )22 (4 §2(/0 0uf (¢, ) mdy
1
2 2 _.
10 () P 10000, 9(1,0) P s ) =3 24+ B),
For the first integral, we clearly have
)2 O fty)l 1 2
/ latf ‘ ( ( )) dy - ﬁ(f(t)) HatfHLQ(dsf(t))'
For the second part, note that by (iv), we have
N EEONE v , i 0 f(t, )]
5= ey J, oo+ [} 0Froddsse| Sy v

Now, using the boundary conditions, we have 0;L(f(t)) = — [,{R s, 0:f(t)) ds sy and
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yields

Lot 7)
BEQ/O < (f(t))/o dsy| )\ (o)l

(f(®) '/ O Frw) dsso| ) 7o)

§2/01<(/01|<8tf(t),ﬁf(t)>|d8f(t>> </ |G (0), Ry dspo )!8 )y) W

1 2
=4 </0 (Of (£), Ky de@>> < A0 f (D122 (as o 1R 122 o)
=8 E(FONNOS (D Z2(as 0
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Remark 4.11. Note that in the proof of Lemma[[.10, we only used the boundary condi-
tions to conclude that no boundary terms appear when integrating by parts. In particular,
Lemma [{.10 also holds in the case of closed curves.

Finally, we can prove our main convergence result.

Proof of Theorem[I2. Let € > 0 and let f € C>°((0,00) x I;R%), & > ¢ be as in Theo-
rem (LIl The first statement of Theorem follows from property (i) in Theorem [.1],
and the fact that the solution f in Theorem 2.ITlies in X795 < BUC([0,T]; W22(I; R%))
by Proposition [B.I] and (B.I]).

For the convergence statement, let f be the constant speed ¢ reparametrization of f , cf.
Definition B, and note that f € C>°((0,00) x I; R%). By Theorem E1] (iii), there exists
a sequence t,, — oo and a smooth regular curve fo.: I — R", such that f(tn) — fo in
CF(I;R™) for all k € Ny. Moreover, as a consequence of Theorem EIl f., is a smooth
constrained elastica, i.e. a smooth solution of (L.g]).

Recall from Theorem FT] (ii) that f has tangential velocity zero for ¢ sufficiently large.
Thus, we can without loss of generality assume E(f(t)) = E(f(t)) > E(f~o), since other-
wise f (t) would be eventually constant by ([L6]), and hence convergent. Moreover, since
E(f(t)) is non increasing, we have limy_,o0 £(f(t)) = limy 00 E(F(tn)) = E(foo)-

Since foo is smooth, by Theorem [4.8] there exists o, Crs > 0 and 0 € (0, ] such that we
have a refined Lojasiewicz—Simon inequality, i.e. for all g € X with ||g — foo||W4,2 <o

1€(9) — E(f)]' 70 < CLslIVi2(as,)E(9) + M9V r2(as,) L9 L2 (ds,)- (4.8)

Passing to a subsequence, we can assume || f(t,, ) — foolly4.2 < o for all n. Define

s i=sup {s > to | | /() = foclwaz < o for all ¢ € [t 5]}

~ ~ 0
and note that s,, > ¢, since f is smooth. Define G(t) := (E(f(t)) - E(foo)) . By our

assumption E(f(t)) > E(fso), 50 We can compute on [t,, s,) using that f solves (L3)
with 0 =0, so 0;f = —=VE(f) — AVL(f) and the fact that £ is geometric, i.e. invariant
under reparametrization

~5e =0 (e ) (- gei)

6—-1 ~ ~ A A
=0 = €U=)) IV p €U + MV ra(as £l 100 20 )
However, the quantity ||VL2(dsf)5(f) (f)VLz ds; (f)HLQ(dsf) is geometric, too. Thus

d

_&G =0 < (f) (foo)) HVLQ(dsf—)g(fN) + )‘(f)vLQ(ds 7) ( )”L2 ds; HalffHL2 ds;
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0 )
> C—LSHatfHL%dsfy

on [tn, sp) by (£8) and our choice of s,. Therefore, by Lemma .10l we have

d _
—EG(t) > C|0:f |l r2(da) (4.9)

for all t € [t,, sp), where C = C(£,E(fy),0,CLs) > 0. Let t € [t,, sn). Then
t
- . ~ 1
£ (@) = f ()l L2(ae) < /t 10:f (7)]| 2 (4 dT < 7 G (tn) — 0 (4.10)

using @9) and E(f(t,)) = E(fso) as n — co. We now assume that all of the s, are
finite. Then, by continuity (£I0) also holds for ¢ = s,. By the subconvergence result
in Theorem A.I], passing to a a subsequence we have f (sn) — % smoothly as n — oo.
Moreover, by continuity and the definition of s,,, we have [|¢) — foollyra2 = 0, whereas on
the other hand we have [|¢) — feoll12(dz) = liMp—soo [|f(sn) = f(tn)ll 12(az) = 0 by (E.I0),
a contradiction.

Consequently, there has to exist some ny € N such that s,, = oo, and this yields
| £(t) = foollwaz < o for all t > t,,. This means that @3J) holds for any ¢ > t,,, thus
t— Hatf(t)HLQ(dm) € LY([0,00);R). Hence, for all t,,, <t <t we have

~ ~ t, ~
17t = F )2 < / 100 ()| 2 aw) AT — 0,

as t,t’ — oo by the dominated convergence theorem. Therefore, the limit lim; o, f (t)
exists in LZN(dx) and thus equals f. A subsequence argument shows that for any k£ € Ny
we have | f(t) — feollck(r;re) — 0 as t — oo, i.e. the convergence is smooth. O

Appendix A Explicit formulas in coordinates

In this section, we present the explicit representation of the geometric quantities appear-
ing in this article. They can be obtained by a straight forward calculation, see e.g. [17,

(2.3)].

Proposition A.1. Suppose f: I — R? is a smooth immersion. With the arc-length
element v = |0, f| we have

(i) Ry = o2f = Bf — ©iL2Dg ;@0
(ii) st;-@f_mf (93 £,0: f) fﬁx af 3af7ax 62f+3<3 f,ax af,

f .

7

(iii) V2, iy = |2 — 6 CiLpl oty — 4Lyl g2y — 3lPHE g2y 418 IR g2 |

. 4 2 3 2 £|2 f
(iv) VE(f) = [% _6<6“;,§xf>3§f_4<Bx];766xf>a§f_ %\%gl o2f + 32102 fvax )2 an] ‘
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Lemma A.2. Let f be a smooth immersed curve with arc-length element . Then it

holds
(i) |Rs|* = 78102 f|* — 2y~ 10|02 F|2(02f, O )2 + v 1202, 0u f)*;
(i) |V, Rrl? =770 \02f17 — v 202 f, 0uf)? — 67 3(03f, 02 f) (O], Ouf)
+ 67N, 0 YOS, Ouf)? + 9y TIOL 0 )2 10F P
— 9y (02, 0u 1),

(iii) (Vs Ry, Rp) =7 Of, 00f) = v~ (OLF, 0o F)(OLf, Ouf)
=3y 0L f, 0 )02 f 1P + 37202, 00 )

Appendix B Function spaces

In this section, we collect all relevant information on the function spaces for maximal LP-
regularity. Most of the embedding results are collected in [27], where even a polynomial
weight ¢'~# in time is allowed. As discussed in Remark 219, time weights do not allow
to prove short-time existence with weaker initial data, and hence we restrict ourselves
to the case p = 1.

Let J C R be an interval, 1 < p < co. For any s € (0,00) \ N and a Banach space E,
the (E-valued) Sobolev-Slobodetskii space and the Bessel potential space, respectively,
are given by real and complex interpolation

W3 E) = (W (s B) W (1))

8_[8} P

H(J3B) = (WE2(1 B), W21 )

s=[s]

where W¥P(.J; E) denotes the usual Bochner-Sobolev space for k € Ng. Recall from [37,
Theorem 2.4.1 (a), Definition 4.2.1] that the Besov spaces are given by

By (IRY) = (W (1R, WP (LRY))

where s = (1 — §)my + Omg, 0 € (0,1),m1,ms € Ng,m1; < ma,p,q € [1,00). By [37,
Definition 2.3.1 (d) and Theorem 2.3.2 (d)] we have the relation

s .md\ s, .md .
By (I;RY) = W*P(I;R®)  for s ¢ N;
B3 ,(I;RY) = W**(I;RY)  for s > 0. (B.1)

Moreover, recall from [I3] Section 2|, that in the setting of the maximal regularity spaces
X7, the spaces of zeroth and first order boundary data are given by

DY, 1= W@ P(0,T; 1P (01, RY) = W57 (0, T; (R)?);
1 a5 TP(AT- A ~ TSP . (d)2
Dr, = W1 %P0, T; LP(01; RY)) = W1~ wP(0,T; (RY)?). (B.2)
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Proposition B.1. Let 0 < T < Tp < o0 and let p > 2.

4(1-1)

(i) X7, — BUC([0,T), Bpp " )(I;R?)) with the estimate

11 10-1) < C(Top)|[f I, for [ € oXr.
BUC([0,T);By,p 7 (IiRY))

(ii) Xrp — C([0,T];CH*(I; R)) for some o € (0,1) with the estimate
[ flleeo,micterray) < C(To,p) | fllxs, for f € oXr.
(iii) The k-th spatial derivative is continuous as a map

ok Xpp — H%J’(o T; LP(I;RY)) N LP(0, T; H* 7 (I;RY))
2p (0, T; WER=02 (1. RY)) for all 6 € (0,1),

<—>W

with the estimate

IO Al az < C(To,p)|fllxz, for f € oXr.

e (0,T;LP (I;RA)NLP (0,T; HA—*»([;R4)) —
(iv) The spatial trace of the k-th spatial derivative is continuous as a map
k -k 1 d ~ A—k_ 1 d\2
trogr 07 : Xp — W™ ~8P(0,T; LP(OI;RY)) =2 W™z ~sP(0,T; (R%)*),
with the estimate

|| tror OF f|| < C(To, o) fllxs, for f € ¢Xr.

WA = hr (0,13 (Re)2) =

Proof. This follows for instance from the time-weighted case in [27], more precisely from
[27, Lemma 3.4, Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.5]. O

Remark B.2. Note that for a Hilbert space E and s € (0,00),p = 2, the Bessel potential
spaces coincide with the Slobodetskii spaces, i.e. H%?(0,T;E) = W*2(0,T; E) with
equivalence of norms, cf. [25, Corollary 4.37]. A particular consequence of this is that
in the case p = 2 we get from Proposition [B (iii) that

OF: Xpy — W20, T; LA(I; RY)) N L2(0, T; WA %2(1; RY))
18 continuous, with the estimate

194 £ < C(T)Ifllxps  for f € oXr.

4—k
W™ 2(0,T;L2(I;RY)NL2(0,T;W4—k:2(I;R4))

A crucial tool in proving the contraction estimates in Section [24] was the precise control
of the integrability of the spatial derivatives and their spatial trace, with operator norm
bounded independent of T' < Tj. As in Section 2.4 we restrict to the case p = 2 here.
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Proposition B.3. Let k € N, py,ps € [1,00).
(i) If there exists 6 € [0,1] such that %0 — & > —% and (4 —k)(1 —0) — 3 > —p%
then 0% : Xpo — LPL(0,T; LP2(I;RY)) with the estimate
”3];fHLm(QT;LPz(I;Rd)) < C(To, k, 9,P17P2)HfHXT,z for all f € (Xpps.
(ii) If 4% — 2> —pil, then tro; OF: Xpo — LP1(0,T; (RY)?) with the estimate

ltrar 95 fll er 0.7 reyz < C(Tos ky p)|| fllsg,  for all f € (Xpo.

Proof. We first prove the estimates.

(i) Using first Proposition [B] (iii) with 7' = Ty and Remark [B.2] then interpolation,
and in the last line the usual Sobolev embedding both in the temporal and spatial
variable, we find

Okt Xy — W' 2(0,To; LA(1;RY) N L2(0, T, W (1; RY)
— LP1(0,Tp; LP*(I; RY)). (B.3)
Now, as a consequence of [27, Lemma 2.5], there exists an extension operator Ep

from (0,T) to (0,7p) such that Er: (Xr2 — (X2 has operator norm bounded
by C(Tp). Then, for any f € ;X7 we have using (B.3))

”a];fHLpl(O7T;LP2(I;R‘1)) < Haé;(ETf)HLpl (0,To;LP2 (I;R4))
< C(TOa kaeapl?p2)”ETf||XTO,2
< C(TOa k595p17p2)”f”XT,2’

(ii) Since trys O f only depends on the temporal variable, we first use Proposition [B.l
(iv) with T'= T and Remark and then the Sobolev embedding to find

4—k _ 1
tror b (X2 — W1 —52(0,Tp; (R)?)
— LP(0, Tp; (R%)?). (B.4)

Again, using the extension operator, we find for any f € (X7

H tror 8§fHLp1(o7T;(Rd)2) < H tror a];(ETf)HLpl(QTO;(Rd)?)
< C(To’k’pl)HETfHXTO,Q
< C(To’k,pl)HfHXT,Q‘

The mapping properties follow from (B.3) and (B.4)), replacing Ty by T and ,Xp, 2 by
Xr.s. 0
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Appendix C A gluing lemma for reparametrizations

In Theorem 4.1l we used the fact that two smooth reparametrizations can be interpolated
by another smooth reparametrization. We state this gluing result here in a slightly more
general form for possible future reference.

Lemma C.1. Let 0 < t; <ty <T and ®1: [0,ta]) x I — I, ®o: [t1,T] x I — I be smooth
families of reparametrizations, such that ®;(t,-) is strictly increasing for all suitable t
and i = 1,2. Then, there exists a smooth family of strictly increasing reparametrizations
U: [0, 7] x I — I satisfying

U(t,z) =Di(t,z), forall0<t<tj,zel

U(t,x) = Po(t,x), forallto <t<T,zel.

Proof. Let § > 0 be sufficiently small and 7: [0,7] — R,0 <7 < 1 be a smooth cutoff
function, satisfying

() = 1, for0<t<t;1+96
T =90, fort>ty— .

Then it is not difficult to check that the function ¥: [0,7] x I — R given by

Oy (t,x) for0<t<tj,zel
U(t,z) =< P1(t,z)n(t) + Pa(t,z)(1 —n(t)), forte [ti,ta],x el
Dy (t, x) forto <t<T,xzel
is smooth and satisfies all the desired properties. O
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