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THE ELASTIC FLOW WITH OBSTACLES:
SMALL OBSTACLE RESULTS

MARIUS MULLER

ABSTRACT. We consider a parabolic obstacle problem for Euler’s elastic en-
ergy of graphs with fixed ends. We show global existence, well-posedness and
subconvergence provided that the obstacle and the initial datum are suitably
‘small’. For symmetric cone obstacles we can improve the subconvergence to
convergence. Qualitative aspects such as energy dissipation, coincidence with
the obstacle and time regularity are also examined.

1. INTRODUCTION

Our object of study is the Euler-Bernoulli elastic energy
W(y) := //4:2 ds,
¥

where v : I — R? is a suitably smooth curve, k£ denotes its curvature and ds denotes
the arclength parameter. If I = (0,1) and v(z) = (x,u(x)) for some sufficiently
smooth u : I — R the energy becomes

() = /01 (“(”3)2 dz.

1+ (x)?2)2
Since we deal with obstacle problems, our admissible functions are required to lie
above a suitable obstacle function 1 : (0,1) — R which we will specify later. The
boundary conditions we want to impose are ‘fixed ends’, i.e. u(0) = u(l) = 0, so
that the admissible set can be chosen as

(1.1) Cy = {ue W22(0,1) n Wy 2(0,1) : u = 9 a.e.}.

Existence (and nonexistence) of minimizers of £ in Cy has been studied in [7] and
[18], minimization with slightly different frameworks has also been examined in [15],
[16], [17] and [8].
The articles [7], [18] and [17] reveal that under certain smallness conditions on
minimizers do exist whereas they do not exist in general if the obstacle is too large.
A useful necessary criterion for minimizers is the wvariational inequality. More
precisely — if u € Cy is a minimizer, then u solves

(1.2) DE(u)(v—u) =20 YveCCy,

where DE denotes the Frechét derivative of € : W22(0,1) n Wy'?(0,1) — R. In the
following we will also call solutions of (1.2) constrained critical points.
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Once minimizers are found, an object of interest is the coincidence set T' :=
{u = 1}, which forms the so-called free boundary of the problem. For higher order
variational problems like this one, a description of this free boundary is particularly
challenging because of the lack of a maximum principle.

In this article we do not want to study minimizers but rather approximation
of critical points by a certain type of L2-gradient flow, called parabolic obstacle
problem in the literature.

Parabolic obstacle problems are time-dependent evolutions that flow towards
solutions of the variational inequality. Such evolutions are driven by the so-called
flow variational inequality, for short FVI. In our situation this reads

(w(t),v —u(t))p2 + DE(u(t))(v —u(t)) =0 VYove Cy.

Parabolic obstacle problems form a large class of time-dependent free bound-
ary problems, sometimes also called moving boundary problems. Here the moving
boundary is given by T'; := {u(t) = ¢}.

In more beneficial frameworks parabolic obstacle problems can also be seen as
gradient flows in the metric space (Cy,dr2), which immediately implies that evo-
lutions dissipate energy in a direction that is steepest possible, cf. [3], [2].

Many authors have studied moving boundary problems driven by second order
operators but recently fourth order problems have also raised a lot of interest, cf.
[20], [21], [19], [9], [22]. The energies in [20], [21] are (semi-)convex which implies
that the evolution can easily be regarded as a metric gradient flow in the sense of [3],
[2]. We emphasize that the general framework in [3], [2] really relies on convexity
assumptions, which £ does not satisfy.

In [19] the lack of convexity is circumvented by looking at the gradient flow in
a different flow metric, namely in the metric space (Cy, dWQ,szOl,z). We remark

that in this metric space, &£ is locally semiconvez. Our given energy is neither L2-
semiconvex nor do we want to use any other flow metric than the L?-metric. For
this we have to pay a price.

Firstly, we must require that the obstacle is appropriately small to stay in a region
where the elastic flow and the biharmonic heat flow show similar behavior. Most
of our arguments will work by comparision to the biharmonic heat flow, controlling
the nonlinearities with the various smallness requirements.

Secondly, we are unable to fit the flow into the framework of metric gradient
flows. Properties like energy dissipation are thus not immediate consequences and
have to be examined seperately. Nevertheless the flow follows now dynamics that
are analytically very accessible, which makes the aforementioned comparision to
the biharmonic heat flow possible. This is the reason why we study this particular
dynamics.

The techniques used to construct the flow mainly rely on De Giorgi’s minimizing
movement scheme, a ‘variational time discretization’ for the problem. We remark
that the evolution was constructed independently in [22], where the authors use the
same scheme but carry out a different approach when passing to the limit.

After the construction of our flow is finished we examine further properties such
as well-posedness, size of the moving boundary, regularity and convergence behav-
ior. A byproduct of this study is that we show reflection symmetry of minimizers
of £ in Cy for some obstacles i using symmetric decreasing rearrangements in a
setting of nonlinear higher order equations.
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2. MAIN RESULTS

In the following we discuss the basic notation and the main results. The scalar
product (-, -) will always denote the scalar product on L?(0,1). The space W22(0,1)n
Wy?(0,1) will always be endowed with the norm Hu||W2~2mW01’2 = |||z, cf.
[13, Theorem 2.31].

Definition 2.1 (Elastic energy). We define the elastic energy £ : W22(0,1) n
Wy2(0,1) — R to be

1 " 2
E(u) ::/ L)s dz.
o (I+u(2)?)?
Remark 2.2. With the choice of
2.1 G(s ::/ ——dt
(2.1) (s) 0

the energy becomes

£(u) /0 (G(')]? da.

The function G is important for many quantities that we consider, hence we will
fix G as in (2.1) for the rest of the article.

We also require some conditions on the obstacle for the entire article, which we
state here.

Assumption 1 (Assumptions on the obstacle). We always assume that ¢ € C([0, 1])
is such that ¥(0),4(1) < 0 and there exists o € (0,1) such that ¢(xg) > 0. The
admissible set Cy is then defined as in (1.1). We define also

I, = inf &(u).

uECw

We further introduce the constant

1
(2.2) co = / —— dt,
R (1+1t2)3

which is important since [7, Lemma 2.4] implies that I, < ¢ for any obstacle
1 satisfying Assumption 1. Another crucial observation is that ¢ < wu, for some
c€ (0, cp), where

Ue(x) = ? = — 2 —
c/(T+G1(5 —cx)? c/1+G71(5)?
implies that I, < ¢?, cf. [7, Lemma 2.3].
In particular, I, can become arbitrarily
small for small obstacles, cf. Figure 1.

In the following theorems we will al-
ways fix an initial value ug € Cy that sat-
isfies a certain energy bound. For such an
initial value to exist one usually needs a
condition on I, which we will not write
explicitly.

z e (0,1),

FIGURE 1. u, for sev-
eral values of c.
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Next we define the flow we intend to construct. For this we introduce the notation
DY2((0,00),V) := {u € WE1((0,00),V) : @ e L*((0,00),V)} where @ denotes the
weak time derivative of v and V' is any Banach space.

Definition 2.3 (F'VI gradient flow). Let uy € Cy. We say that a function u €
L®((0,00), W>2(0,1) n W,72(0,1)) n DY2((0,00); L2(0,1)) is an FV I-gradient flow
for &€ starting at wg if

o u(t) € Cy for almost every ¢ > 0.

e t — E(u(t)) coincides almost everywhere with a nonincreasing function ¢

that satisfies ¢(0) = £ (uo).
e The unique C([0, ), L?(0, 1))-representative of u satisfies u(0) = uo.
e v satisfies the so-called F'V I-inequality

(2.3) (w(t),v —u(t)) + DEu(t))(v—u(t) =20 YveC ae.t>0.

Remark 2.4. The existence and uniqueness of the required C([0,0),L?(0,1))-
representative follows from the Aubin-Lions lemma from which also follows that
the solution lies in C([0, ), C*([0,1])). Whenever we address the flow from now
on we will always identify it with its C([0,00), C1([0, 1]))-representative unless ex-
plicitly stated otherwise. This means in particular that evaluations at fixed times
t are well-defined — at least in C1([0, 1]).

Remark 2.5. Monotonicity of the energy does - to our knowledge - not follow from
the F'V I-equation (2.3). As already mentioned it does follow in similar frameworks,
cf. [19, Proposition 2.18].

Next we state our main existence theorem.

Theorem 2.6 (Existence theorem). For each ug € Cy such that E(ug) < % there
exists a (global) FV I gradient flow u starting at ug. Moreover, for each FVI Gradi-
ent flow u starting at ug the C([0,00), C1([0, 1]))-representative t — u(t) is bounded
in W22(0,1). Furthermore u(t) € W3%(0,1) for almost every t > 0 and for all
such t, u(t) satisfies Navier boundary conditions, i.e. u(t)”(0) = u(t)”(1) = 0.

2
The energy threshold of %’ is necessary for our approach since below this thresh-
old one can obtain a control of the nonlinearities in the Euler-Lagrange equation.
The same threshold (and the same control) is used in [22], where an existence result

is obtained independently. If £(ug) < % one can also show that the F'V I gradient
flow starting at ug is unique, cf. [22, Section 3].

We also discuss regularity in time: As we shall see in Section 5 almost every
point t € (0,00) is a point of continuity of u in the W?2:2(0, 1)-topology.

Another interesting question is whether the flow touches the obstacle in finite
time. This is in particular of interest because in case that the flow does not touch
the obstacle, each F'V I-Gradient flow just coincides with a regular L? gradient flow.
If this were the case, it could have been constructed with much less effort. However
for small initial data there holds

Proposition 2.7 (Coincidence in finite time). For each ug € Cy such that £(ug) <

G(\/g)2 there exists a sequence ¢, — o0 such that u(t,) touches .

Next, we are interested in the asymptotic behavior of the flow. For this we first
examine closely what candidates for limits are available.
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Definition 2.8 (Critical point). We say that u € Cy is a (constrained) critical
point in Cy if it is a solution of the variational inequality

(2.4) DE(u)(v—u) =0 YveCy.

In our classification we seek to understand only symmetric critical points, i.e.
critical points u that satisfy v = u(l — ). The reason why those critical points
are more important than the others is that under some conditions on the obstacle,
the minimizers of £ in Cy can be shown to be symmetric. The condition on the
obstacle are precisely that 1 itself is symmetric, “small” and radially decreasing
i.e. ¢ is a decreasing function of |z — %| An important special case are symmetric
cone obstacles, i.e. 1 is symmetric and w|[0) 1 is affine linear. The main technique
used here is a nonlinear version of Talenti’s inequality, a classical symmetrization
procedure, cf. [23]. Once symmetry is shown one can obtain uniqueness of critical
points by the following

Theorem 2.9 (Uniqueness and minimality of symmetric critical points). Let i be a
symmetric and radially descreasing obstacle and ug € Cy, such that E(ug) < G(2)?.
Then there exists a symmetric minimizer of € in Cy. Moreover, if 1 is a symmetric
cone obstacle, this minimizer is the unique symmetric critical point in Cy.

We remark that the symmetric critical points (and their uniqueness) have been
studied independently also in [25] via the shooting method. Here we present a
slightly different (but more or less equivalent) approach involving hypergeometric
functions.

In Section 7 we show a subconvergence result. Here we first specify what we
mean by subconvergence.

Definition 2.10 (Subconvergence). Let A < [0,00) be an unbounded set, X be
a Banach space and u : A — X. Let M < X be a set. We say that u is X-
subconvergent to points in M if each sequence (6,,) = A such that 6,, — o0 possesses
a subsequence 6y, such that u(6y, ) converges in X to an element of M. If A = [0, o0)
we say w is fully X-subconvergent to points in M.

Theorem 2.11 (Subconvergence to critical points). Let ug € Cy be such that

E(ug) < %. Let w be an FVI gradient flow starting at ug. Then u : [0,00) —
CL([0,1]) is fully C*([0, 1])-subconvergent to points in

(2.5)  Murig i= {uop € Oy - DE(up) (v — ) = 0 Vv e Oy, E(unp) < E(up)}-

Moreover, for each € > 0 there exists a set B < [0,00) with |B| < € such that

(O [0,00)\B — W22(0,1) is W22(0,1)-subconvergent to points in M.

Here we note that smallness requirements on the obstacle are really necessary
for such a subconvergence result: For large obstacles 1, it is shown in [19, Corollary
5.22] that no critical points exist in Cy. This shows that the energy requirement
in Theorem 2.11 may not be omitted.

Subconvergence improves to convergence as soon as there is only one element
that is still in the limit candidate set. This is the case in the situation of Theorem
2.9. The following theorem summarizes many of the findings above.
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FIGURE 2. A useful byproduct of our approach is that we can find
explicit formulas for minimizers if ¢ is a small cone obstacle. In the
situation of the first plot, Theorem 2.9 yields that « is a minimizer
and the only symmetric critical point. In the second plot, u is the
only symmetric critical point but the obstacle is too big to conclude
with Theorem 2.9 that u is a minimizer. We strongly suspect that
it is a minimizer anyway.

Theorem 2.12 (Convergence for cone obstacles). Suppose that 1 is a symmetric

2
cone obstacle. Let ug € Cy, be symmetric and &(ug) < min{G(2)?, 2}. Then there
exists a unique FVI gradient flow t — u(t) in Cy that converges to the unique
symmetric minimizer of € in Cy.

In particular we have shown that small obstacles and small initial data lead to
convergent evolutions that respect the obstacle condition.
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3. PRELIMINARIES

3.1. Basic properties of the energy. Here we discuss basic estimates and prop-
erties of £ that will be useful in the following. Most energy estimates will be
expressed in terms of the function G : R — (=%, %), where G and ¢q are defined
as in (2.1), (2.2).

Proposition 3.1 (A standard estimate for &£, cf. [7, Section 4]). For each u € Cy
one has €(u) = G(||v'||x)?.

Proof. If u e Cy then u(0) = u(1) = 0. This implies that we can choose £ € (0, 1)
such that «/(§) = 0. Also, since v’ € C([0,1]) we can find n € (0,1) such that
u'(n) = ||u'||o- Note that | — n| < 1. By the Cauchy Schwarz inequality we have

Elu) = /Ol(G(u’)’)2 dz > ’/J(G(u’)’)Q da| > Inif\ (/gnG(u’)’ dx>2
1

= M(G(u’(n)) — G (€))? = G| o). 0
Remark 3.2. Note that each v € Cy, such that £(v) < % must then satisfy ||[v/]|o <

G1 ( 5(1})) < 0. Using this and [7, Lemma 2.5] we find that inf,cc, €(u) < %
implies existence of a global minimizer of £ in Cy. It is also worth noting that each

2
v e Cy with E(v) < 2 satisfies

[[ol] < EW)(1+ G /EW)?)3.

2
W22aw,?
These observations are the crucial reason for the energy bounds in the statement
of Theorem 2.6 and Theorem 2.11.

In the following proposition we discuss first properties of the Frechét derivative
DE. Most of those computations have already been made in [7], [18].
Proposition 3.3 (Explicit formulas for the derivative). For each u, ¢ € W22(0,1)n

1,2
Wy77(0,1) one has

1 " 1 n2,.1 i1
(3.1) DE(u)(¢) = 2/ _ W g 5/ TS
o (I1+u?)z o (1+u?)z
If additionally u € W31(0,1) and u”(0) = u”(1) = 0 then
1 AI /
(3.2 DE)(@) = -2 [ 0,
o (L+ (u)?)7
where
u//
Y w?)i

Proof. Equation (3.1) can be found in [7, Equation 1.5]. If u is now as in the second
part of the claim we can perform an integration by parts in the first summand to

get
"t 1 1 m 1 "2, 0 11
DE(u)(¢) = [“(bs] _2/ &sdxj%/ de
(1+wu?)z ], o (I+wu?)2 o (T+wu?)2

Since the boundary terms vanish by assumption we only end up with the last two
integrals, whereupon (3.2) can easily be verified using the product rule. [
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Remark 3.4. The astoundingly compact formula (3.2) was already known to Euler,

”

see [11], and will be of great use for us. The notation A, := —*— will also be

(1+wu?)4

used throughout the article.

Remark 3.5. Another useful consequence of (3.1) is that for all u, ¢ € W22(0,1) n
W,y2(0,1) one has

(3-3) IDE(u)(¢)] < @lullwz2 + 5l[ullfy22) ]|l we-.
Here we have used that ||¢/||= < ||¢"||2 for all ¢ € W2 A W2

3.2. Basic properties of FVI gradient flows. In this section we will briefly
discuss why the FV I gradient flow generalizes the concept of an L?- gradient flow.
Furthermore we will discuss some basic regularity properties that follow immedi-
ately by the definition. Recall that for a Hilbert space H that is dense in L2, a
Frechét differentiable functional F : H — R is said to have an L?-gradient at v € H
if DF(u) € H* possesses an extension to a linear continuous functional in (L?)*.
We denote by V2F(u) € L? the representing element of this functional in L2.

Proposition 3.6 (Consistency with L?-gradient flows). Let u be an FV I gradient
flow for £ in Cy. Let t > 0 be a point where {u(t) = ¢} = & and the FVI (i.e.
(2.3)) holds. Then € posesses an L2-gradient at u(t) and one has

a(t) = —Vi2E(u(t)).

Proof. If {u(t) = ¢} = & then u(t) > 1 on [0,1]. Asu(t),y € C([0,1]) there exists
§ > 0 such that u(t) — ¢ > & on [0,1]. Now let ¢ € W22 ~ W;"°. Then by Sobolev
embedding ¢ € C([0,1]). By the choice of § one has v := u(t) + e¢p € Cy, for all
ceR: el < m& Testing (2.3) with the function v we have just chosen we find
that

e ((u(t), 9) + DE(u(t))(¢)) = 0.
Looking first at a positive and then at a negative value of € and dividing both times
by € we find
DE(u(t))() = (~i(t),#) Vo e W>*(0,1) n W>(0,1).

Since W22 ~ W,? is dense in L? we find that DE(u(t)) can be extended to an
element of L?(0,1)*, represented by —u. By the very definition of L2-gradient
follows that —u(t) = V2£(u(t)) and hence the claim. O

The FVI gradient flow starts with significantly less regularity in time than the
one in [19]. However we can extract some immediate regularity properties: Here
we expose a basic feature that will be very important for our analysis: Uniform
C%32((0,00); L2(0, 1))-estimates.

Proposition 3.7 (Uniform Holder continuity in time). Let ug € Cy and u be an
FVI gradient flow starting at ug. Then there exists D > 0 such that for all ¢, s > 0

one has
[[u(t) —u(s)||z2(0,1) < DA/t — s].

Proof. Let ug,u,s,t be as in the statement.

/:u(r) dr

< /[t = sl ]l 220,09, L2(0,1))

L2(0,1)

Ju(t) — U(S)HL2(0,1) S
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Choosing D := []4|12((0,a0),2(0,1)) Which is finite by Definition 2.3, we obtain the
claim. ([

4. EXISTENCE THEORY

In this section we construct the F'V I gradient flow by a variational discretization
scheme. We first show existence of so-called discrete flow trajectories, which we
will define. The discrete stepwidth will always be denoted by 7 > 0. Once the
discrete trajectories are defined we can look at their asymptotics as 7 — 0. To get
desirable limit trajectories we need a suitable compactness, which we will achieve by
discussing additional regularity properties of the discrete trajectories in parabolic
function spaces.

4.1. Construction.

Lemma 4.1 (Discretization scheme, proof in Appendix A). Suppose that f € Cy

is such that E(f) < %. Then for each T > 0 the energy ®f : Cy — R defined by

@1 (u) = E(u) + 5-|ju— fI3

has a minimizer in Cy. Any such minimizer w € Cy satisfies

(4.1) %(w—f,v—w)+D5(w)(v—w)>0 Yo € Cy.

) ‘OO[\J

Definition 4.2. (Minimizing movements) Let ug € Cy be such that £(ug) <
and 7 > 0. We define iteratively ug r := ug, := u¢ and choose for each k € N

. 1 A
(4.2) U(k+1)r € argmin (E(u) + EHUJ - ukT||2L2) = argmin Uk (u).

We also define the piecewise constant interpolation a” : [0,0) — Cy by @™ (0) = g
and
ﬂ‘r(t) = U(k+1)7H te (kT7 (k + 1)T]
as well as the piecewise linear interpolation u” : (0,0) — Cy by
t—kt

u” (t) = ug, + (U(ps1yr — urr) te (kr,(k+1)7].
Remark 4.3. That the minimum problem in (4.2) has a solution for all 7 > 0 and
k € Nis due to Lemma 4.1. To ensure that the Lemma is applicable for all k£ € N we

have to check that &(ug,) < % for all k € N and 7 > 0. This follows by induction
since for all k € N it holds that &(uwp41)r) < E(ugr). The latter inequality is
an immediate consequence of the observation that ®¥+« (ue41);) < @+ (ug,) by
(4.2). Another noteworthy implication of this inequality is that for all 7 > 0 the
map [0,00) 3¢ +— E(T@ (t)) € R is nonincreasing and coincides with (ug) at ¢ = 0.
Monotonicity of the energy is not immediate for the piecewise linear interpolations,
which reveals an important advantage of the pievewise constant interpolation.

Remark 4.4. Another consequence of the inequality ®¥*7(u(r41)r) < DY (upr)
that we will use frequently is that

1
(4.3) lugernye = weel3s < Eugerny) — Eurs).
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Remark 4.5. Note that the piecewise linear interpolation is weakly differentiable in
t and satisfies
[ee]

O gy, — | 1
(k+1)T kTl
[ i@l a- 2/ T 41 = S Yy, — e

k=0

Z (wk+1)r) = E(urr)) < 28 (uo).

Hence we have a uniform estimate for |[47[|52((0,0),22(0,1)) independently of 7.
Moreover, for all T > 0 u™ lies in W12((0,T), L?(0,1)) with norm bounded by

(4.4) 1|51 20,1y, 22 (0,1y) < Cr([|uol |72 + 2E (uo)),

where C'7 is a constant that depends only on 7" and not on 7.

Remark 4.6. For the minimization problems in (4.2), (4.1) yields a variational
inequality that reads

(4.5) (@ (@t),v—u (t) +DE@ (t))(v—T"(t)) =0 Vt>0 VYveCly.
Notice that both ™ and 4™ play a role in this variational inequality.

Remark 4.7. Another fact we will make use of is that the L? distance of both
defined interpolations can be uniformly controlled in time, more precisely

lu™ () — @™ (t)]|rz < V21/E(ug) Vit > 0.

This is an immediate consequence of (4.3).

Lemma 4.8 (Uniform W?%2?-bounds, proof in Appendix A). Let ug € Cy, such that
2
E(ug) < 2. Then (u7)rsg is bounded in L*((0,00), W?22(0,1))

With the next lemma, we can obtain a global limit trajectory of u™ for a carefully
chosen sequence 7, — 0. The convergence will unfortunately not be good enough
to show that this limit trajectory is an F'VI gradient flow. To this end we have to
obtain more regularity first and work with both ¢™ and u™.

Here we fix the right subsequence to consider for the additional regularity.

A property that we will use very often in the arguments to come is that weak
topologies have the Urysohn property, i.e. a sequence converges weakly if and only
if each subsequence has a weakly convergent subsequence and the limit of all those
subsequences coincide.

Another main tool will be the classical Aubin-Lions lemma or more modern
versions thereof.

C

(=XV]

Lemma 4.9 (The limit trajectory). Let ug € Cy be such that E(ugy) < Then
there exists a sequence 7, — 0 andu € L*((0,00), W%2(0,1))nD2((0, 00), L*(0, 1))
such that for all T > 0, (u™)%_; converges to u weakly in W2((0,T), L?(0,1))
and strongly in C([0,T],C*([0,1])). Moreover, for each t > 0 u™(t) — u(t) in
W22(0,1). In particular u(t) € Cy for each t > 0 (and not just for Lebesgue a.e.
t>0).

Proof. By the Aubin-Lions lemma L®((0,2), W?22(0,1))nW12((0,2), L?(0,1)) em-
beds compactly into C([0, 2], C*([0, 1])) and continuously into W2((0, 2), L?(0, 1)).
Hence one can find a sequence 72 — 0 such that um converges to some uy strongly in

H
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C([0,2],C*([0,1])) and weakly in W*2((0,2), L?(0,1)). Now, again by the Aubin-
Lions lemma Lw(( 3), W22(0,1)) n W2((0,3), L?(0,1)) embeds compactly into
C([0,3],C([0,1])) and continuously into W2((0, 3), L2(0, 1)) and therefore we can
find a subsequence (72)%_; of (72)%_; such that u™ converges to some us strongly in
C([0,3],C1([0,1])) and weakly in W2((0,3), L?(0,1)). Since uniform convergence
implies pointwise convergence, we find that ug = ug on [0,2]. Iteratively we can
construct nested subsequences (71)%_, < (74+1)%_, and u e C([0,0),C([0,1]))
such that u™ converges to Uy, strongly in C([0,1],C*([0,1])) and weakly in
W12((0,1), L*(0,1)). Taking now the subsequence (77)*_, we find that u™ con-
verges to u strongly in C([0,T],C([0,1])) and weakly in W2((0,T), L%(0,1)) for
each T' > 0.

It remains to prove that u lies in L*((0,0), W22(0,1)) n D*2((0,0), L%(0,1))
and u”(t) converges weakly to u(t) in W22(0,1) for each t > 0. We start with
the latter assertion. We know that for each ¢ > 0, (u™ (t)) converges to u(t) in
C'([0,1]). Since also ||u™ (t )||Wz » is uniformly bounded by Lemma 4.8, we obtain
that each subsequence of u™ has a weakly W2?2-convergent subsequence to some
% € W22(0,1) that may depend on the choice of the subsequence. However, by
uniqueness of limits in C*([0, 1]), we get that % = u(t) for each possible choice of a
subsequence. This being shown, the Urysohn property of weak convergence implies
that u™ (t) — u(t) in W22(0,1). Note that u(t) € Cy, as Oy is weakly closed in
W?22(0,1). The uniform boundedness of (u™)%*_; in L®((0, ), W?2(0,1)) implies
then that u € L*((0,00), W?2(0,1)). We now show that u € DV2((0,0), L?(0,1)).
For weak differentiability of u on (0,00) fix ¢ € C((0,00);R). Observe that there
exists T > 0 such that supp(¢) < (0,T). Since u™ — wu in W2((0,T), L*(0,1))
we obtain

w T " - T " 0
/q@a=mmwm/1ﬂ¢M=—mmwm/1W¢M=—/ ug dt,
0 0 0 0

where wlim denotes the weak limit in L2(0,1). It only remains to show that u €
L?((0,00),L?(0,1)). To this end, note that for each N € N one has by Remark 4.3

N N
/ﬂwm;&@mgfnﬂ@@w<%my
n— 0

0

which is a bound that is independent of N. Letting N — oo the monotone conver-
gence theorem implies the claim. [l

In the next lemma we show an estimate that will later account for L2((0,77), W% (0, 1))-
bound of (u7);>g. This will be the needed extra regularity to pass to the limit in
the energy space. Another useful byproduct are the Navier boundary conditions
that are a natural consequence of the underlying variational inequalities (cf. (4.5)).

Lemma 4.10 (W3*-bounds and Navier boundary conditions, proof in Appendix

A). Let ug € Cy be such that E(ug) < %, Then there exist C, D > 0 such that

for each 7 > 0 and each t > 0, u" (t) € W*(0,1), (u"(¢))"(0) = (u"(¢))"(1) = 0.
Moreover

(4.6) " ()"l < C + DI[@" ()l L201) V¢ >0

for constants C, D that may depend on ug and the obstacle but not on 7.
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Lemma 4.11 (Almost-everywhere convergence in energy space). Let ug,u be as in
Lemma 4.9. Then, for each T > 0, (u”),=q is uniformly bounded in L*((0,T), W>*)n
WL2((0,T),L?). Moreover there exists a sequence T, — 0 such that for each T > 0,
(u™)%_, converges to u weakly in L*((0,T), W32), strongly in L*((0,T), C?([0,1]))
and pointwise almost everywhere in C?([0,1]). In particular, u(t) € W32(0,1) and
u(t)"(0) = u(t)”(1) = 0 for almost every t.

Proof. Let T > 0 be fixed. That (u"),~ is uniformly bounded in W12((0,T), L?)
has already been shown in Remark 4.5. Fix ¢,7 > 0 and fix k£ € Ny such that
t € (kr,(k + 1)7]. By (4.6) one has

T (Ol lws. < [Jukrllws= + [[ugrnyrllws= = [T (k)|lws + (@7 ((k + 1)7)[lws.
< Lo (o,m), w22y + 20 + D([[a7 (k7)|| L2 + |[a7 ((k + D7) 2),

where C, D are chosen as in (4.6). For the next computation we set for convenience
of notation u_1, := ug. We can use the above estimate and (4.3) to find

T
| I Olfar dt < 22 pnqoim s + 200
0

+4D” (Z 7(||a” (k)|[72 + (147 ((k + 1)7)|iz)>
k=0

< 2T(||UT||Lw((0,T)7W2,2 + 2C)2

o0
1

o (z;o (g nyr = wnrl* + [Jukr — U(kl)THQ))
= 27(||u" || o= 0,1y, w22y + 2C)°

0
+4D? (Z 2(E(ugr—1yr) — 5(U(k+1)r))>
k=0
< 2T(||UT||L00((O’T)’W2,2) + 20)2 + 16D25(UQ).

We infer that (u7),~¢ is bounded in L2((0,7), W3*) n W12((0,T), L?), which
embeds by the Aubin-Lions-Lemma compactly into L2((0,7),C?([0,1]). Let 7,
be the sequence constructed in Lemma 4.9. Then by the L%((0,7), W3®) n
W12((0,T), L?)-bound each subsequence of 7, must have another subsequence
along which (u™)%_, converges weakly in L?((0,T), W32(0,1)) and strongly in
L?((0,T),C?%([0,1])). Because of uniqueness of weak limits in L?((0,T), W??2) we
deduce that all those subsequences must converge to the same w as constructed
in Lemma 4.9. By the Urysohn property (u™)>_, converges to u strongly in
L2((0,T),C?([0,1])) and weakly in L?((0,7T), W>2(0,1)). Convergence in the claimed
spaces follows as T > 0 was arbitrary. Choosing a further subsequence of (7,,)%_;
we may also assume that u™ — wu pointwise almost everywhere in C2([0,1]) as
L2-convergence of Banach-space valued functions implies the existence of a point-
wise almost everywhere convergent subsequence. That u(t)”(0) = u(t)”(1) = 0 for

almost every ¢ > 0 is then an immediate consequence of this fact.

So far we have shown convergence of the piecewise linear interpolations. As
mentioned in Remark 4.3 we also need results on the behavior of the piecewise
constant interpolations to control the energy.
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Lemma 4.12 (Precompactness of piecewise constant interpolation). Let ug be as
before. Then (U"),e0,1) is precompact in L2((0,7T),C%([0,1])) for each T > 0.

Proof. The proof relies on a discrete version of the Aubin-Lions lemma — the so-
called discrete Aubin-Lions-Dubinskii lemma, see [10, Theorem 1]. To apply this
we just need to show that for all T' > 0 the expression

1 —T —T —T
;||U (=7)=a" (e o,1),2200,0)) + T 20,1y, W32 0,1))

is uniformly bounded in 7. The claim follows then since the embedding W3*(0,1) «—
C?([0,1]) is compact. That the second summand is uniformly bounded in 7 follow

from (4.6) and (4.4). For the first summand let N, € N be such that (N, — 1)7 <

T < N,7 and calculate using (4.3)

N
1 —T il 2
—la (= 7) =@ Ollero,r). 220 < — D Tlluges1yr — ]|z
k=0
N, N,
= 3 gy — wellie < V27 ) /€ unr) — Eugpor)
k=0 k=0
N, 3 )
= \/QTW/NT (2 S(ukT) - €(U(k_1)7)> =1/ 2(T + 1) (E(UO))f .
k=0
Hence [10, Theorem 1] is applicable and the claim follows. O

Corollary 4.13 (FV I gradient flow property). Let ug, u be as in Lemma 4.9. Then
u is a F'VI-Gradient Flow.

Proof. The fact that u(t) € Cy for almost every ¢t > 0 follows from the fact that
Cy is weakly closed in W22(0,1). For the proof of the FVI inequality we choose
v e Cy. Let (u™)*_; be a sequence chosen as in Lemma 4.11. Furtherlet 0 <a <b
be arbitrary. Integrating (4.5) we find that

b b
/ (@™ (1), 0 — T (1)) dt+/ DE@™ (1)) (v — T (1)) dt > 0.

Since u™ converges to u uniformly in L?(0,1) we can infer from Remark 4.7 that
for each t > 0 W™ (¢) converges to u(t) in L?(0,1). We also infer from Lemma 4.12
that — after choosing an approprate subsequence of (7,)%_; again with a straight-
forward diagonal argument — we can ensure that for almost every ¢ > 0 the sequence
(@™ (t))%_; converges to u(t) in C%([0,1]). From this one immediately concludes
that

DE@™ (t))(v —u™(t)) = DE(u(t))(v — u(t)) a.e.t>0.
Moreover (|[DE@™ (t))(v — @™ (¢))|)*_; can be dominated uniformly in n by ob-
serving that by (3.3)
|DE@™ (1)) (v —a™ ()| < @l[@™ (O)llw=2 + 5|[u™ (1) [f22)l|0 — ™ (1) [fy2.2
< CO+ [u™[17 (0,1), w22))
which is unformly bounded by a constant because of Lemma 4.8. By dominated
convergence we infer

b b
@7 lim [ DE@™ () —a(t)) dt = / DE(u(t)) (v — u(t)) dt.

n—0o0
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Also observe that
b b b
[ @ -am@) = [ o0 -uw) e+ [ .o 0 - u) d
and note that by weak convergence of (u™)*_; in W2((0,T), L?(0,1)) we have

(4.8) /ab(uT"( t),v —u(t dte/ o —wu(t))dt  (n — o).

Moreover

b
/ (@7 (£), u™ () — u(t)) dt

< [u™ w2 0,),220,0) 1™ = wl| L2 ((0,8),22(0,1))

which tends to zero as n — c0. This and (4.8) together imply that

b
/(ﬂT"()v—u dt—>/ ,o—u(t)) dt
and together with (4.5) and (4.7) we find

n—0o0

b b
0< lim < / (@™ (£), v — 77 (1)) dt + / DS(uT"(t))(v—uT"(t))dt)

b
- / (a(t),v — u(t)) + DE(u(t)) (v — u(t)) dt.

Since a, b are arbitrary and the integrand lies in L}, .((0,00)) we infer that at each
Lebesgue point t of the integrand one has

(u(t),v —u(t)) + DE(u(t))(v —u(t)) = 0.

This shows (2.3). It remains to show that ¢t — £(u(t)) coincides almost everywhere
with a nonincreasing function f that satisfies f(0) = £(ug). By Remark 4.3 t —
E(u™ (t)) is nonincreasing for each 7 > 0. By Helly’s theorem (cf. [3, Lemma 3.3.3])
this sequence of functions has a pointwise limit, which is a nonincreasing function,
call it f. We have already shown in Lemma 4.12 that ©™ (¢) converges to u(t) in
C?([0,1]) for almost every ¢t > 0 so that £(@™ (t)) converges to £(u(t)) pointwise
almost everywhere. Hence t — &(u(t)) coincides almost everywhere with f. O

Remark 4.14. A useful byproduct of this approach is that also u™(t) — w(t) in
L?(0,1) for all t > 0 (and not just almost everywhere). More can be said: Bound-
edness of (W (t))%_; in W22(0,1) (cf. (A.3)) implies that u™ (t) — u(t) weakly in

W22(0,1) for all ¢t > 0.

Finally, we have constructed an F'V I gradient flow. Before we can prove Theorem
2.6 we need to discuss some further properties of the constructed flow.

4.2. Space regularity and Navier boundary conditions. The minimizing move-
ment construction in the first part of this section is a highly nonunique concept.
In general Theorem 2.6 asserts however some additional regularity properties that
hold true for every possible choice of a F'VI gradient flow starting at ug. To show
this, we will not use the above construction and work directly with the definition
instead.
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Lemma 4.15 (Weak W?2:2-continuity in time). Let ug € Cy, be such that €(ug) < %
and let w be a FVI-Gradient Flow. Then u(t) € Cy for all t > 0 and for each
sequence t, — t one has u(t,) — u(t) weakly in W22(0,1). In particular t — u(t)
is a bounded curve in W%2(0,1).

Proof. Let t > 0 be arbitrary and u be as in the statement. Recall that we always
identify u with its C([0, 00), C*([0, 1])-representative. By Definition 2.3 there exists
5, — t such that u(sy,) € Cy and ||u(sy,)||w22 < |[u]|Lo((0,00),w22) for all n e N. We
know that each subsequence of (u(sy))>_; has a subsequence that converges weakly
in W22(0,1). As u(s,) — u(t) in C*([0, 1]) we infer by the Urysohn property that
u(s,) — u(t) weakly in W22(0,1). It follows that u(t) € Cy, and

(4.9) [lu(®)||we2 < linniiorolf|‘u(5n)||w2,2 < [ullpe(0,00), w202 -

Now let t, — t be an arbitrary sequence. By the choice of the representative
we know that u(t,) — u(t) in C*([0,1]). By (4.9), (u(tn))®,; = W?22(0,1) is
a bounded sequence. Therefore each subsequence has a weakly convergent sub-
sequence in W22(0,1). Because of uniqueness of limits in W1%(0,1) all those
sequences converge weakly to u(t). Again the Urysohn property yields that u(t,)
converges weakly to u(t) in W22(0,1). O

Lemma 4.16 (Space regularity and Navier boundary conditions). Let ug € Cy be

such that €(ug) < %. Let w be any FVI gradient flow starting at ug. Then for
almost every t > 0 one has that u(t) € W3*(0,1) and u(t)"(0) = u(t)"(1) =0

Proof. Since the proof is very similar to the proof of Lemma 4.10 we only mention
some important steps. Let ¢ > 0 be such that FV I holds true. Similar to the proof
of Lemma 4.10 one can infer from FVI that there exists a Radon measure u on
(0,1) such that for all ¢ € C§°(0,1).

/ i(t)d dz + DE(u(t))(6) = / o du
0 0

and for all ¢ € W22(0,1) n W, %(0,1) such that supp(¢) is compactly contained in
{u> 4}

/O ()6 dz + DE(u(t)) () = 0.

Proceeding similar to the proof of Lemma 4.10 we can derive the claimed regularity
and the Navier boundary conditions. [

Proof of Theorem 2.6. Existence of u follows from Corollary 4.13. That ¢ — u(t) €
W?22(0,1) is everywhere defined and bounded follows from the last sentence of
Lemma 4.15. The additional space regularity and the Navier boundary conditions
follow from Lemma 4.16. [l

4.3. Energy dissipation. In the rest of this section we will prove an energy dis-
sipation inequality. This shows that energy is dissipated in (0,7T) is comparable to
Hu||2L2((0’T))L2(0’1))7 which is what one would expect for a gradient flow. The speed
of energy dissipation we obtain might however be worse than in the usual formula-
tion of metric gradient flows. The expected dissipation speed can be described by
De Giorgi’s energy dissipation identity, cf. [19, Section 2.3]. How much worse the
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FVI gradient flow performs depends highly on the quantity |0~ &| from [3, Equation
(2.3.1)], cf. [3, Theorem 2.3.3].

Lemma 4.17 (An energy dissipation inequality). Let ug € Cy be such that E(ug) <
2
%’ Let u be an FVI gradient flow starting at ug which was constructed as in the

Proof of Theorem 2.6. Then for each T > 0 one has

LT

ST + 5 [ a0l dt < Euo)
0

Proof. Let (u™)>_; be the sequence from Lemma 4.11. For n € N we define k,, € Ny

to be the unique integer such that k,7, < T < (k, + 1)7,,. By weak convergence

of u™ in WH2((0,T), L?(0,1)) (cf. Lemma 4.9) and weak W??2—convergence of

u™(T) to u(T) (cf. Remark 4.14) we obtain with (4.3)

5(u(T))+%/O li(t) 132 dt < lim it (5(u7”(T)) " %/O i (1) |2 dt)

1 (k71+1)Tn
< hmlnf g(U(kn_'_l)Tn) + 5/ H’l'I,T" (t)||2 dt
0

n—oo0

o gy, = s, |7
< liminf | E(ugg, +1yr,) + Z g .

n—o = 21
kn
<liminf <5<u<kn+1m> 3 () - 5(U1+1))> —f(w). O
=0

4.4. Uniqueness and preservation of symmetry. Now that we have shown ex-
istence of F'V I gradient flows one can ask whether they are unique. This uniqueness
has been obtained in [22, Section 3]. It has an important consequence for our later
studies of the asymptotics — namely that evolutions are symmetry preserving, as
we shall show.

Proposition 4.18 (Uniqueness, cf. [22, Theorem 3.2]). Suppose that ug € Cy is
2
such that €(ug) < . Then the FV I gradient flow starting at ug is unique.

Proof. This has been shown [22, Theorem 3.2] for a length-penalized elastic energy
E+ AL, A > 0. By [22, Remark 6.6] however the case A = 0 can also be shown

2
following the lines of [22, Section 3] provided that £(ug) < <. This energy estimate
is needed in the same way as in the existence proof, namely for the control in Remark
3.2. O

Corollary 4.19 (Symmetry preservation). Suppose that ¢ is symmetric, i.e. 1 (1—

-) = 1. Suppose that ug € Cy is symmetric and such that £(ug) < %. Let u be the
FVI gradient flow starting at ug. Then u(t) = u(t)(1 — ) for all ¢ > 0.

Proof. Let u be as in the statement. We show that @ : ¢t — u(t)(1 —-) is an FVI
gradient flow. As w and % have the same initial datum, they must coincide by
uniqueness. From the symmetry of v follows that @(¢) € Cy for almost every ¢ > 0.
The regularity requirements are also easily to be checked. Moreover, by symmetry
of £, £ ot = £ owu coincides almost everywhere with a nonincreasing function that
takes the value E(ug) at t = 0.
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To verify the F'V I equation we first observe by direct computation that for all
u, ¢ € W*2(0,1) n Wy72(0,1) one has

(4.10) DE(u)(¢) = DE(u(1 —))(o(1 ).
For arbitrary v € Cy, we infer by symmetry properties of the L? scalar product that

(@(t), v = () + DE(@(H) (v — (1))

= (@)1 =), v —u(t)(1 =) + DE(u(t)(1 = ))(v —u(@)(1 )
= (a(t), v(1 =) —u(®)) + DE(u(t))(v(l =) —u(t)) = 0,

for a.e. t > 0, because u is an F'VI Gradient Flow and v(1—-) € Cy, because of the
symmetry of the obstacle. O

5. QUALITATIVE BEHAVIOR

Describing the qualitative behavior of higher order PDEs is in general a challeng-
ing task as there is no maximum priciple available that would allow a comparision
of solutions. In the field of parabolic obstacle problems one is however interested
in several qualitative aspects, in particular the description of the coincidence set
{u(t) = 9} that forms the now time-dependent free boundary of the problem.

5.1. The coincidence set. Here we prove that the obstacle is touched in finite
time, provided that the initial energy is suitably small. Not much more can be said
about the size of the coincedence set as there exist critical points for which the
coincedence set is only a singleton (cf. [18, Proposition 3.2]).

Proof of Proposition 2.7. Suppose that £(ug) < G(\/g)2. Observe that then

3— 5 < 0.
(I+ G (E(uo)))?

From Remark 3.2 also follows that infucc, £(u) = minec, E(u) > 0. We here
prove the slightly stronger statement that each time interval of length larger than

GH(VE(u))? 1

2infuec, E(U) ——5 — —
nfuec, ) G ey
must contain a time ¢ such that «(t) touches ¢. Suppose that (a,b) is an interval of

length exceeding L such that {u(t) = ¥} = & on (a,b). Note that then w(t) > v
and Proposition 3.6 yields that

(5.1) (i(t), ) + DE(u(t))(#) =0 Vo e W3(0,1) n Wy?(0,1)
for almost every t € (a,b). We use again the Lions-Magenes-Lemma to compute in
the sense of distributions we have
d t
dt Jo
Since t — wu(t) is absolutely continuous with values in L?, so is t — ||u(t)||:
with values in R. By the product rule for Sobolev functions and the fact that
t — ||u(t)||z2 is uniformly bounded in ¢, t — ||u(t)||3. lies in W'1(0,1). Hence
the above inequality holds also pointwise almost everywhere and the fundamental
theorem of calculus can be applied. By Theorem 2.6, u(t) € Cy, n W32(0,1) and

L() =

u(t)? do = 2(a(t), u(t)).
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u(t)”(0) = wu(t)”(1) = 0 for almost every t. For those t we can define A; :=

% and use (5.1) and (3.2) to find
(1+u(t)?)s

d[*o, 1 . - 1 AL N
a /s u(t) dm—?/o u(t)u(t) dsc—4/0 7(1+u(t)’2)% ()" d

Wy 1E=l 1 u(t)” u(t)u(t)”

B [m] */o e ((1 + :?t)) B 3<1 (j)u&gg)i) v
<2 (3 T+ G—l(E)\/W)Q) £ett)

s? (3 (14 G—l(5 €(uo))2> o2, 0

which is negative by the assumptions. By the fundamental theorem of calculus
(whose applicability we have discussed above) and Remark 3.2 we find

1 2 1 2 — > in u)(b—a
/Ou(b) dx</0 u(a) dx+2<3 (1+G1(M)2>uecfwg( )(b—a)

2 b .
<||u(a)'||z + Lo2 (3 TR 5(u0))2> ulergw E(u)
! 2 - > in u) =
<G ( (‘:(’LL())) + L2 (3 (1 n G—l(\/mP) uewa g( ) 0.

which results in a contradiction as the expression on the left hand side must be
nonnegative. O

5.2. Time regularity. Since the constructed evolution is not driven by an equa-
tion but rather by an inequality one can not immediately obtain time regularity
from space regularity. In general, time regularity for parabolic obstacle problems
is an important problem. A technique that has been applied in previous works,
e.g. [20], is to consider the flow as singular limit of perturbed evolutions without
obstacle. We refer to [4] for a discussion of this technique. We remark that this
approach heavily relies on uniqueness which is not the focus of this article. This is
why we present a different approach.

Lemma 5.1 (Time continuity in energy space). Let ug € Cy be such that &(ug) <

% and let u be the C([0,0),C([0,1]))-representative of an FV I-Gradient Flow
starting at ug. Let

A:={se[0,00): Th_)rri u(r) = u(s) in W*2(0,1)}

the set of points of W22-continuity of u. Then |[0,00)\A| = 0.
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Proof. Since u is an F'VI Gradient Flow, there exists a nonincreasing function
¢ :[0,00) = R and a set B < [0,0) such that |[0,00)\B| = 0 and £ ou = ¢ on B.
Also, let B be all the points of continuity of ¢ that lie in B. Since ¢ is monotone,
B\B is at most countable and we find that |[0,0)\B| = 0. Moreover define

= {s: s is not a Lebesgue point of ||4||r2, or FVI does not hold true at s}.

Since |E| = 0 it suffices to show that each point s € B\E is a point of W22
continuity. We fix therefore s € B\E and let first ¢ > 0 be arbitrary. All we
know then is that u(t) € Cy by Lemma 4.15. Now we compute, again using that
T — L__ is Lipschitz continuous and Remark 3.2

(1+22)3
1 ' " _ ()2 dx ' (u(t)” — U(S)”)2 z
T TTEGT Jp (O e e < [
1

- [ L - / (1u<>) o+ 2 / u(s)(u(s)" —u(t)”) |
I

(1+u(s)2)3 + u(s)’
_ )

j
u(t)” r 1u "2 1 _ -
At + f, w0 {<1+u<s>'2>% <1+u<t>'2>3}d
1 wls "2
—/0 (() dz + DE(u(s))(u(s) — u(t))

1+ u(s)?)?

) uls)
+5/0( D (uls) — u(t)) d

1+ u(s,)?)?
< E(u(t)) — Euls)) + 55(uO)<1 + G (VE))*) 2 fuls) — u(®)||z=

+ (u(s), u(t) — u(s)) + 5 (uls))[Juls)” — u(t)|| L=
< E(u(t)) — E(u(s)) + (D + [[a(s)l|L2)[Juls)” — u(t)'|| L=

where D > 0 is an appropriately chosen constant that does not depend on t. We
find that there exists Cy > 0 such that

(5.2) [[u(t) = u(s)llw22 < Co(E(u(t)) — ¢(s)) + (D + [[i(s)l|z2)l|u(s)” — u(t)'l| L)

for all arbitrary ¢ > 0. Now let € > 0 be arbitrary. Since s is a point of continu-
ity of ¢ there exists 6, > 0 such that sup;cp, () lo(t) — &(s)| < 5. Moreover
[|i(s)||Lz < o0 as s is a Lebesgue point of % and therefore there exists do > 0 such
€ . : 1)
that supep, (s) l[u(t) — u(s)|[» < seeaTaE - Now choose & := min{%, do}.
Let t € (0,00) be such that |t — s| < . Then there exists a sequence ¢, — t such
that (t,)>_, < B as [(0,0)\B| = 0. We can assume without loss of generality
that for all n € N one has |t, — ] < %1, which implies |t, — s| < d; for all n € N.
Now note that by weak lower semicontinuity of £ (cf. [7, Proof of Lemma 2.5]) and
Lemma 4.15 we have

(E(u(t)) = ¢(s)) < liminf(E(u(tn)) — d(s)) < liminf((tn) — d(s)) <

n—oo n—0o0 200

—

€

by the choice of d;. This and (5.2) imply that

lu(t) — u(s)||wee < e. O
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6. CRITICAL POINTS

In the next section we want to examine the critical points of £ in Cy. One
question that could be asked is how many critical points exist. A partial answer is
given in [19, Corollary 5.22] and [17], where it is shown that there exist no critical
points above an obstacle of a certain height. This is also why our convergence
results may only hold true for small obstacles.

Once existence is ensured, another question one can look at is symmetry of
critical points, which is to expect since the equation has a symmetry: If v € Cy
solves (2.4) and ¥ = 1(1—-) then also u(1—-) € Cy is a solution of (2.4), as follows
directly from (4.10).

Lemma 6.1 (Regularity and concavity of critical points). Let u € C' be a critical
point. Then u € W%(0,1),u"(0) = u”(1) = 0 and u is concave. Moreover, if
u > on some interval (a,b) then u, . € C*([a,b]) and

A/
(1+ u’Q)%
Proof. For the regularity, (6.1) and the fact that v”(0) = uv”(1) = 0, we refer to
[7, Corollary 3.2 and Theorem 5.1]. For the concavity observe that by (3.2)

(6.1) = const. on (a,b).

LAY 22 12

(6.2) / — w0 Yoe W2(0,1) A WE(0,1) 1 ¢ > 0.
o (1+wu?)2

By density we obtain that the same holds true for all ¢ € Wol’z(O, 1) such that ¢ > 0.

Plugging in ¢ = max{A,,0}, which is admissible as by the previous regularity

A, e WH®°(0,1) and A,(0) = u”(0) = 0 and A,(1) = u”(1) = 0. We obtain that

/1 max{Au,O};2 <0
o (14 (u)?)%

This implies that max{A,,0} = 0 a.e. and hence 4, <0 a.e.. In particular we can
conclude that u” < 0 a.e. which implies the concavity of w. O

Remark 6.2. Note that concavity of critical points implies in particular that those
are nonnegative, i.e. u = 0.

6.1. Symmetry of minimizers. Critical points of special importance are mini-

mizers, which exist by Remark 3.2 whenever inf cc,, €(u) < %. Here we investigate
symmetry of those. The main method used will use is a nonlinear version of Talenti’s
inequality for which we need some additional notation. For f € L'(0,1) we denote
by pr(t) ;== |{f > t}| and by f*(z) := inf{t > 0: ps(t) < x}. Moreover we define
f(x) := f*(2lz—3]) and call fy the symmetric decreasing rearrangement of f. Note
that for each decreasing function g : (0,1) — (0, 1) one has that r(z) := g(2|z — 3|)
satisfies 74 = 7. Another important fact is that ||f|[z» = ||f*||Ls = ||fsl||zr for
each p € [1, 0], cf. [14, Section 3.3].

The proof of the next result can be regarded as a special case of [23, Theorem 1]
in one dimension. Since the assumptions in this article differ however slightly from
our situation we give a self-contained proof, which however follows the lines of the
proof in [23].

Lemma 6.3 (A nonlinear version of Talenti’s symmetrization result). Let H €
C®(R) be an odd function that satisfies H' > 0. Moreover, let f € L?(0,1) be
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nonnegative and such that 1||f||z2(0,1) < ||H||ee. Suppose that w € W22(0,1) is a
nonnegative weak solution of

~HW) =f in (0,1),
(6:3) {u(@) =u(l) = 0.

Then there exists a unique symmetric weak solution ve W22(0,1) of

—HW) = f4 in (0,1),
(6.4) {U(O) =v(1) = 0.

If 75 is convex on [0, H(||u'||55)] then one has v > uy.

Proof. Without loss of generality u # 0, otherwise the claim is trivially true. To
show the existence of v we set

(6.5) v(x) = ;/;x_}lH—l (; /0 *(r) dr) ds.

2

Note that v is well-defined because of the fact that || f*||r2(0,1) = 3/|fllr2(0,1) <
||H||o and inverse function H ! is defined on H(R) = (—||H||s, || H||oo). Symmetry
and (6.4) follow by direct computation. For the uniqueness suppose that vy, vo are
symmetric weak solutions of (6.4). It follows that H (vi(x)) — H(v4(x)) = const. on
(0,1). Plugging in = § and using that by symmetry v{(3) = v4(3) = 0 we find
that the constant on the right hand side equals zero and hence H(v}) = H(v5). As
H is by assumption invertible we obtain vj = v} and now the fact that v1(0) =
v2(0) = 0 implies the claim. For the Talenti-type inequality we define as in [23]

D(t) := /{ ) H(u')u' dx.

which is nonnegative and nonincreasing in ¢ as H(u')u’ = H(|«'])|v/| = 0. Hence ®
is almost everywhere differentiable. Let ¢ now be a point of differentiability of ®.
Note that

(1) — /0 H(')(max(u — £, 0)) dz — /O (@) max(u(x) — t,0) da.
Observe that then for each A > 0
d(t)—P(t+h) = z)(max(u—t,0)—max(u—t—h,0)) dz < h x)dx.
()~ ®(t-+h) /Of()( (u—t,0) — masx( ) </{u>t}f()

By [23, Equation (2.6b)] we obtain

o (8)
(6.6) —®'(t) </{ . f(x)dx </O f*(r) dr.

By [23, Equation (2.22)]) we have

d

- [W'|dz =2 ae.t.
dt Jius1)
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By monotonicity of H~! and by Jensen’s inequality, which is applicable because of

the convexity assumption on % we obtain that for almost every ¢

1 —d'(t) 1 —d'(t) ) 1 O(t) — P(t+ h)
H-1 < H-1 d / = lim -1 7
2 —d@ f{u>t} |u/| dz h—0+ f{t<ust+h} /| da
: 1 (ft<u<t+h H(u')u' dx)
= lim

f{t<u<t+h} |u'| dz

. 1 (f{t<u<t+h}H(|ul|)u,| dz)
= lim

 h—0+ H-L f{t<u<t+h} |u/| d
< lim f{t<u<t+h} Ldz o o (t) — o (t+ 1)
0+ f{t<u<t+h} [w/|dz  h—0+ f{t<u<t+h} |u/| dz
R

_% f{u>t} W[ da b 2

Hence for almost every ¢t > 0 we have by the previous computation and by (6.6)

’ & ’ P (t)
(6.7) 1< —“u;t)H—l ( (I)Q(t)) < —““?(”H—1 (;/O f(r) dr) :

Now define
1 1 . 1 S *
W(t) := -H — [ f*(r)dr) ds.
() 2 2 Jo

Note that W is increasing. With the mean value theorem for integrals it can be
shown that W is differentiable at ¢ at all points of differentiability of u, and at all
such points (6.7) yields W’(t) = 1. By [6, Proposition 4.7]

t:/O 1ds</0 W(s) ds < W(t) — W(0).

Note that W(0) = 0 as u,(0) = 1. This is so since u is by (6.3) concave and
nonnegative and therefore {u = 0} = {0,1} or v = 0 where we excluded the last
case in the beginning of the proof. Hence {u = 0} is a Lebesgue null set and
therefore |{u > 0}| = 1. We obtain that t < W(¢), i.e.

1 1 1 S
té/ —H! </ () dr) ds.
(1) 2 2 Jo

By the very definition of u* we get that

1 1 1 s
u*(z) </ §H_1 (2/0 f*(r) dr) ds.
Finally

uﬁm=UWﬂx%D</l ;Hl(;ﬂvﬂmm)=v@x

2]z—3

where we used (6.5) in the last step. O
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Corollary 6.4 (Symmetry of minimizers). Suppose that 1 is symmetric and radi-
ally decreasing, i.e. 1y = 1. If infycc, E(u) < G(2)? then there exists a symmetric
minimizer of £.

2
Proof. Let u € Cy be a minimizer, which exists by Remark 3.2 as G(2)* < ¢. Note
also by Remark 3.2 that ||u/||, < 2. Moreover u is concave and nonnegative by
Lemma 6.1 and Remark 6.2. Hence u € Cy is a nonnegative solution of

{—[G(u/ = —[G@)] on(0,1)

u//
(1+u?)d
due to concavity of u. Also observe that ||f|[3. = infyec, E(w). Now define
v e W22 to be the unique solution of

{—[G(v’)]’ = fi on (0,1),
v(0) = v(1) = 0.

Observe that f := —G(u')’ is nonnegative as f = —

> 0 almost everywhere

We will now use Lemma 6.3 to deduce that v > (u)s = ¥, = 1. To apply Lemma
6.3 we have to check that || f||r2 < ||G||« and that & is convex on [0, G({[v/||x)].
For the L?-bound we can look at

1 1
SISl < 5VEW < GE) < 1[Gl

For the convexity of - we can compute for arbitrary s € (0,]|G||«) that
1 "2 3G (s)? 3
- 1+ G 1(s)%)2
() =~ ey areen

which makes zr convex on [0,G(2)]. Note that [|u/||ec < 2 implies G(|[u/||s) <
G(2) and hence &Er is convex in [0, G(||u/]|0)]. Thus Lemma 6.3 is applicable and
we find that v € Cy, is admissible and symmetric. Moreover

£() = 1£llf = 1712 = E(w) = inf (w).

which implies that v € Cy, is another minimizer. 0

6.2. Uniqueness of symmetric critical points. We show now uniqueness of
critical points for symmetric cone obstacles. This will follow from a more general
uniqueness result for solutions to ODEs that we will prove in the appendix.

Lemma 6.5 (Uniqueness of strictly concave solutions, Proof in Appendix C). Let
2o > 0 and let J : [0,29] — R be nonnegative and decreasing such that J > 0
on (0,x9) Further assume that J is locally Lipschitz continuous on (0,x0) and
J(20) = 0. Then there exists at most one solution f € C*([0,1]) to

f'(r) = J(f(r)) re 0,3,
f(3) =0, f(0) =0,

[ is strictly concave on (0, £].

Here we call a C?-function strictly concave on a set A if f <0 on A.
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FI1GURE 3. The solution with initial value 0 is not unique, but only
one of the solutions is stricly convex.

The previous lemma is inspired by the following observation: A primary example
for nonuniqueness of solutions to initial value problems is

{a’c(t) = 2/Jz(1)],

z(0) = 0.

It possesses infinitely many solutions but only one of them, namely t — t2, is
strictly convex in (0,00), cf. Figure 3.
The following analysis of critical points has been obtained independently in [25].

Lemma 6.6 (Symmetric cone obstacles). Let ¢ € C([0,1]) be a symmetric cone
obstacle, i.e. 1 is symmetric and affine linear on [0, %] Then there exists at most
one symmetric constrained critical point of £ in C.

Proof. Let u be a symmetric critical point. We will in the following derive an
explicit formula for u that characterizes it uniquely. We claim first that {u = ¢} =
{}. In case that u(a) = 1(a) for some a € (0,1) one gets v/(a) = ¢'(a) and by
concavity (cf. Lemma 6.1) one has for all z € (0, 3)
u(z) < u(a) +u'(a)(z - a) = P(a) + ¢'(a)(z - a) = P(z),

a contradiction to the nonnegativity of w. Hence u cannot touch ¢ on (0, %) and
similarly one shows that v cannot touch ¢ on (%7 1). Morover, we assert that u has
to touch 9, for if not then one obtains by Proposition 3.3 that u € C*([0,1]) and

A/
(1t )
But since A,(0) = A,(1) = 0 one can find a point £ € (0, 1) such that A/ (£) = 0.
Therefore

= const. on (0,1).

A/
(14 u2)3

Il
o
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and hence A, = const. This yields v” = 0 but then the boundary conditions imply
u = 0, a contradiction to Assumption 1. Hence {u = ¢} = {%} In particular by
basic properties of the variational inequality there exists C' € R such that

(6.8) Al (z) = C(1+ 4/ (2)®)T Va e (0,Y2).

As a further intermediate claim we assert that C' # 0. Indeed, if C' = O then A/, =0
which implies together with A, (0) = 0 that A, = 0. Then however v” = 0 on ( 1)
which implies that w’ = const on [0, 3]. But u is symmetric and therefore u/(1) = 0
resulting in «’ = 0. As a result u = 0 which yields again a contradiction to u € Cy.
Hence C' # 0.

As an indermediate claim, we assert that that u is strictly concave on (0, %], ie.
u” > 0 on (0, 5]. To show this we can multiply (6.8) by A, and integrate to obtain

LA = Ol (@)~ (0)) Vae (0,12

and thus

(6.9) ()2 = 20/ (w) — ' (0)(1 + /' (x)?)? Ve (0,Y2].

If there were now g € (0, 3] such that u”(z) = 0, the above equation would imply
that u/(z9) = «/(0) and because of monotonicity of v’ one has that v’ = v/(0) on
(0,z0). Another look at (6.9) implies that then «” = 0 on (0, x¢). This implies that
Al, =0 on (0,z9). This however is a contradiction to C' = 0 when looking at (6.8).
Since u is strictly concave on (0, 2] we find that for all 2 > 0 one has v/(z) < u’(0)
and now

V2Ol (0) — ' (2)(1 + ' (2)?)F Vae (0,1/2).

Since the right hand side does not vanish on (0, ) we obtain

—u"(z) B N o).
0 @ w@nE VA Ve (03)

Next we fix € > 0 and integrate from € to some arbitary z € (0,1) to get after a
substitution of s = u/(x)

u'(e) 1
ds = /2|C|(x — €
/“) T owerwwet EEERVCICICRY)

We can pass to the limit as € | 0 using the monotone convergence theorem on the
left hand side to obtain

u’(0)
ds = +/2|C|x.
/UT) A/ (0 —51+32§ ©

As u is symmetric one has /(1) = 0 which implies

ds = %\/2\C|.

u’(O 1
/0 ' (0) — s(1 + s2)%
Note that this means

u'(x) = F~Y(x) VYae (0,12)
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where
u'(0) 1
- 5 d
F(z) = - NEOEROL
o u/(0) 1
2 - 4+r
Y o e
Therefore

u(z) =[ W (s) ds OxFl(s) ds:/F_l(Z) SF'(2) de

F-1(0)
1 u'(z) A/u' (0)—z 22 i
(610) = 5 /(0) (0) 1(1+ )4
WO ____ 1 g
fo \/u’(O)—z(1+z2)i §

Note that this already yields an equation for v with only one free parameter, namely
u'(0). We show next that «/(0) is uniquely determined by ¢ (%). To this end we
compute

(0 z
f()

u/(O) z
1 Jo W (0)—z(14+22)7 dz ,
611 B0/ = u(tf) = s VIO L H((0))
b T d2
w' (0)—z(1422)4
where
A
S-S po
(6.12) H(A) = lfo VA= (1+22) 4
’ 2 fA 1 4
0 5
VA—z(1+22)4

We show in Appendix B that H is a strictly monotone and smooth function of A.
Hence there exists one unique A > 0 such that H(A) = ¢(3). We conclude with
(6.11) that w'(0) = H'(¢)(3)). Using (6.10) again we find that u satisfies

H™'(9(3)) 2
’ 5 d
()—1f“ @ VAe@ust (0,1
AT e ®) | P T
0

VEH (1) —=(1+22)1

Hence u solves on (0, 3)

(6.13)

where J is the inverse function to

fH71(¢(%)) z

dz
_ 1l A
[Ov H 1(¢(1/2))] 5T — § inl(w(%)) s ’

0 H1(p(1)—2(1+22)1

which is well defined because of the positivity of the integrand. The only problem
that remains is that maximal solutions to (6.13) are not necessarily unique as J is
not locally Lipschitz around 1/)(%) It follows however by Lemma 6.5 that it does
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have a unique solution that is strictly concave in (0,1]. As we have shown strict
concavity of each critical point, u is uniquely determined by

w'(x) = J(u(z)) ze(0,3),

u(3) = ¥(3),u(0) =0,

u strictly concave on (0, 3].

Hence there can exist at most one such u as in (6.13). O

Proof of Theorem 2.9. Follows now immediately from the previous Lemma and
Corollary 6.4. O

6.3. Compactness of the critical set. In the rest of this section we discuss
compactness of the set of critical points. This will be of high importance later
when examining the convergence. Here we do not impose any further assumption
on ¢ anymore, except for Assumption 1.

Lemma 6.7 (Compactness of critical set). Suppose that A < % and let
Merit(A) :={we Cy : DE(w)(v —w) = 0 Vv e Cy, E(w) < A}
Then M.,.;t(A) is compact in W22(0,1).

Proof. Let A be as in the statement. We show that M.;+(A) is a bounded set in
W3%(0,1) and also closed in W22(0,1) n Wy7%(0,1). This immediately implies the
compactness. For the boundedness in W3 % (0, 1) first note that there exists some
d > 0 such that ¢ < 0 on [0,0] U [1 —§,1]. Now fix w € M.;+(4). By Remark
3.2 one has [|[w'|| < GTH(VA) and ||[w”||2. < A(1 + G~1(v/A)?)2. Similar to the
(14w’?)

1 /Ay
2/ _ Al yeec0,1).
o (1+w?)t

derivation of (6.2) we can conclude that for A4,, := =
4

By [24, Lemma 37.2] there exists a Radon measure p on (0,1) which is by (6.1)
supported on {u = ¢} such that

1 A/ ¢/
(6.14) 2/0 Tt /¢du Vo e CP(0,1).
y (3.1) we also find
1 "on 1 "2, .1 4/ 1
(6.15) 2/ %—5/ %:/ ddu VoeCL(0,1).
o (1+w?)? o (1+w?)z 0

Note that since w is nonnegative by Remark 6.2 one has {u = ¢} < [§,1 — ] and
hence p is finite. Moreover one can plug into (6.15) a function ¢ € C§°(0,1) such
that ¢ = 1 on [6,1—6],0< ¢ <1 and |[¢/||cc < 2 as well as [|¢”|| < 5 to find

10 1 "2\, 4 1 " 104 4/A
(6.16)  p((0,1)) < M+f2/'wfh<—+ =
S Jo A+w)i 82 )y 1+w?2)i 0 5

Going back to (6.14) we obtain

1 2A’w ’_ 0
/0 (w_m)qb —0 VéeCr(o,1),
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where m(t) := u((¢,1)) is a function bounded by p(0,1). We conclude

24! ! 24!
—— = — m = const. = ——-m].
(14 w?)a o \(I1+w?)i

This implies

1 1 2A!
017 Il 506 VARE (4| [ ).
2 o (1+w?)a
By Lemma 6.1 we can integrate by parts without boundary terms and obtain
1 / 1 /
A
o (1+w?)i 2 Jo (1+w?)| =2 2

Together with this (6.17) and (6.16) we obtain

(6.18) ALl < =(1+ G L(VA)?)T (2 (wA + M) + 5A> =: D(A,96).

| =

0 02

Note that ¢ is chosen independently of w. This also implies that for all z € (0,1)
one has

x
(6.19) Au(@)] <[40+ [ |4,(5)ds < D(4.0)
0

as A, (0) = w”(0) = 0. Since |||l < G~'(V/A) we obtain with the explicit
formula for A,, that

"] < (1+ G (VA)?)ID(4,5).
Finally note that

w/// 3 § 9 w/

(1+w/2)% 27 (1 +w?)’
Combining this with (6.18) and (6.19) we get

Al =

W] < (1+ G (VAP)H(D(A,5) + 1 D(4,6)?)

We have bounded [|w”|| and ||w"”||e with bounds that depend only on A and .
This implies that M..;;(A) is bounded in W% (0,1). This makes it precompact
in W22(0,1). The closedness of M.;;(A) in W22(0,1) n Wy*(0,1) follows by an
easy computation using (3.1). O

7. CONVERGENCE BEHAVIOR

In this section we want to examine whether the flow converges in the energy
space W22(0,1). For large obstacles the absence of critical points already shows
nonconvergence, cf. [19, Corollary 5.22]. For small obstacles and small initial
energies however, convergence is true.

Lemma 7.1 (W?22-subconvergence disregarding small sets). Let ug € Cy be such
that E(ug) < %‘2’. Then for each € > 0 there exists a set B < [0,00) with |B| < €
such that u, . .+ [0,0)\B — W?22(0,1) is W22(0,1)-subconvergent (in the sense
of Definition 2.10) to points in M.;;, where M. is defined as in (2.5).
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Proof. Let € > 0 and let ¢ be a nonincreasing function that coincides with £ o u
almost everywhere. Let M be as in the statement. Define for each n € N the set

Qn = {t > 0:E(u(t)) # ¢(t) or FVI is not true at ¢ or ||a(t)||pz > 711} .

Note that by Chebyshov’s inequality, @,, has finite measure for all n and therefore
there exists some &, € N such that |Q, N [ky, )| < 5%. Without loss of generality
we can also achieve that k,11 > k, for all n € N. Therefore | J'_,(Qn N [kn, 0))| <
e. Define B := |J/_,(Qn N [kn,0)). Suppose now that (6,,)%_; is an arbitrary
sequence satisfying (6,) < [0,00)\B and 6,, — c0.

By Remark 3.2 (u(6,))%_, is bounded in W?22(0,1) and hence there exists a
subsequence (6;,,)%_; and uy, € Cy such that 0, >k, for all n e N, u(6;,) — us in
W1%(0,1) and u(6;,,) — ue in W22(0,1). It remains to show that this convergence
is strong in W22(0,1) and us € M. Note that 6;, > k,, implies that 6;, € QS for
all n € N. We verify that (u(6;, ))*_; is a Cauchy sequence in W22 (0, l)r\VVO1 %(0,1).
Using the definition of @,,, the F' VI equation and again the Lipschitz continuity of

T — 1 5 We can compute
(1+=2)2
1 1 " _ "\2
1 . / (U(an)" 7u(9lm))//)2 dx </ (U(@ln) u(glm)5 ) dx
(1+G7H(v/E(u0))?)2 Jo o (I4wub,,)?):

:/1 u(aln)//Q 5 dw—/l (9l )//2 5 de
o (1+u(6,)?)? o (1+u(,,)?)?

o [ MO 00V 00 o,
0o (T+u(,)?)

1 "2 1
=/ u<9ln) _ dx+/ u(gln>//2|: 1 - 1 _
o (L+u(0,)?)2 0 (1+u(0,)?)2  (1+u(b,)?):

/1u(elm)ﬂ2dx+DS( (61,,) (w(0r,,,) —u(br,))
0 (L+u(,)?)E o

u(By,,)"u(6:,) , ,
5A e o) —u0,)) do
<5(wz»*5WWmD
-%ewwu+a Y(VE ()2 [u(br,,) — u(0h,) || -
+ (@(0h,,), uBr,) — u(6y,,)) + 5E (0, ))||u(@r,,) — u(@r,) ||
= $(61,) — &(601,,) + (D + |[a(@,,)l|22)|u(Br,,) — u(B,) ||
< ¢(01,) — ¢(61,) + (D + D)|[u(B,,) — u(By,) ||,

for some fixed constant D > 0. Since ¢ is nonincreasing, (¢(6;,))x_; is a Cauchy

sequence and hence the Cauchy property of (u(6;,))%; < W22 (0 1) is shown.
Hence u(6;,) — uy in W22(0,1). Moreover

(u(by,),v — u(ﬂl )z + DE(u(B,)) (v —u(6;,)) = 0.
The fact that |[0(6;, )||2 < L since 6;, € QS implies that

n

(7.1) (a(0,,),v — w6y, )z — O.
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Here we also used that u € L®((0,00), W%2%(0,1)) = L*((0,90),L?(0,1)). By a
direct computation that uses the just derived W?22-convergence it is also easy to
see that

DE(u(6r,,))(v —u(br,)) = DE(ux)(v — ux).
We conclude with this and (7.1) that ug, € Mepis. ]

So far we have proved a W?2-2-subconvergence result for FV I gradient flows with
an exceptional set B of artbitrary small measure. The next step is now to use
the uniform Hélder continuity of FV I gradient flows in L2(0,1) to get rid of the
exceptional set. The topology however changes for the worse but can be improved
again in the rest of the section.

Lemma 7.2 (Full L?-subconvegence to critical points). Let ug € Cy, be such that

2
E(up) < %0 and let u be an FVI gradient flow starting at ug. Let M..;; be as in

(2.5). Then u: [0,00) — L?(0,1) is fully L?-subconvergent to points in M.

Proof. Let ug,u be as in the statement. We start by showing full L2(0, 1)-subconvergence.
For this let ¢,, — 0. Now set €; := 1 > 0 and apply Lemma 7.1 with € = ¢;. This
yields a set B = B(e1) such that [B(e1)| < e and wy, . W?*?subconverges

to points in M.;;. Note that for all n € N there exists s> € (t, — €1,t, + €1)
such that s. € [0,00)\B(e1), since the contrapositive of this statement contradicts
|B(€1)| < €1. By Lemma 7.1 there exists a subsequence (I})*_; < N such that
u(slll) converges in W22 to some u%o € M_,.;;+. Note that by Proposition 3.7 one
there exists D > 0 such that

limsup|fu(tyy ) — wly|| 20,1y < limsup(||u(tiy) — (s )|z + [Ju(si) = ul|L2)
n—o0 . :

n—0o0
= limsup [[u(t; ) — u(sp )||r2 < limsup Dy /|tp — s} | < Dy/er.

n—0o0 n—0o0

Hence there exists some n; € N such that for all n > n;

Hu(t&) — uio“Lz(O,l) < 2D.\/e;.
We start an iterartive procedure by repeating the process starting with the sequence
(t1n Jn=n, and for €3 := -, more precisely: We again choose a measurable set B(ez)
of measure smaller than ey such that ug o) B(es) W?2:2-subconverges to points in
M.;+. We again observe that for all n > n; there exists s% € (tl; — €2,T1 +
€2) N [0,00)\B(ez). Therefore we can find a subsequence of (s2),>,, along which
u converges to some ugo € M.,;;. As above this yields now a subsequence (tl% Vnsn,
of (tj1 )n>n, such that
lim sup ||u(tli) — UQOOHLQ(O,l) < D\/EQ
n—o0

In particular we can choose ny > ny such that for all n = ny

lutiz) = ui||z2(0,1) < 2D/e2-
Keeping going, we can find for all k € N nested subsequences (tix )n>n, < (tjt-1)nzn, , ©

. € (tn)n>1 and {ul,, ..., uk} = M.y such that for all ¢ € {1,....,k} and n > n,
one has

1
(7.2) l[u(tia) — ud|lL2(0,1) < 2D/€q = QDW\/E
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Because of the compactness of M..;; by Lemma 6.7 we obtain that (uzo),gO:l has
a W?22_covergent subsequence, denoted by (u%)®_,. We denote the limit of this
sequence simply by u. € M.;;. The subsequence we consider now is (tl%’;m )meN-
For the sake of simplicity of notation we define a,, := tlmn' Now we observe by
(7.2)

[lu(am)=uelL2 < [[ulam)—ug ||z +[[ul —uw|2 < 2Dy/ex +||ugs —uoo|| L2

1
\/5‘1771
Now both terms on the right hand side of this inequality tend to zero as m — oo
and thus u(am,) — ue in L?(0,1). As (a,,)%_, was a subsequence of (t,)%_; the
claim follows. (|

Proof of Theorem 2.11. Let (t,)’_; be an arbitrary sequence that diverges to in-
finity. By Lemma 7.2 there exists a subsequence which we call again t,, and some
Uy € Mepi such that u(t,) — ue in L?(0,1). By Theorem 2.6, u(t,) is bounded
in W22(0,1) hence we can choose a further subsequence which we do not relabel
such that u(t,) — usx weakly in W22(0,1). By compact embedding we obtain
u(ty) — uy in C1([0,1]) and hence the claim follows. O

Proof of Theorem 2.12. Let ug,u be as in the statement. By Corollary 4.19 one has
u(t)(1 —-) = u(t) for all t > 0. Let now w € Cy be the unique symmetric critical
point in Cy (cf. Theorem 2.9). By Theorem 2.9, w is a minimizer of £ in Cy. Now
let t,, — o0 be a sequence. Observe that by Theorem 2.11 there exists a subsequence
t;,, — oo such that u(t;,) converges in W (0,1) to some critical point uy, € Cy.
Now since u(t;, )(1 —-) = u(t;,) for all n € N one obtains by the L2-convergence
that ue(l — ) = ug. From this follows that u,, = w by Theorem 2.9. By the
Urysohn property of L?-convergence we obtain that u(t,) — w in L?(0,1). As the

sequence (t,)*_, was arbitrary we obtain that u(t) — w as t — oo. O

8. OPEN PROBLEMS AND PERSPECTIVES

In this final section we summarize some problems that could be interesting for
future research. We also discuss some ways to approach them.

Open Problem 8.1 (Optimal energy dissipation). The article shows that energy-
dissipating F'V I gradient flows can also be constructed even if the energy £ is not
L%-semiconvex. It is however unclear whether the energy dissipation rate is optimal.
For L?-semiconvex functionals the dissipation rate will be optimal — in the sense of
EDI-gradient flows in optimal transport theory, cf. [2, Definition 4.3]. Even more
general — if £ can be written as a sum of a convex and a Frechét differentiable
functional then each F'V I gradient flow is an EDI-gradient flow. This can be shown
following the lines of [19, Section 2.3]. It is vital for the theory to understand what
role the convexity assumption plays for the energy dissipation.

Open Problem 8.2 (Energy threshold and geometry). We have shown existence of

the flow only below the energy threshold &£ (ug) < %. The reason for this threshold
is that below one can obtain uniform control of ||d,u(t,-)||r~ and hence one has
control of the nonlinearities. While this is helpful for our analysis, the control is
lost for large obstacles, cf. [18], [19, Section 5]. The reason is that ||d,u|/L~ is a
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quantity that disregards the nature of £ as a geometric energy of curves, namely

E(u) = / K% ds.
graph(u)

More precisely: If ||0,u||r~ becomes large, graph(u) is not necessarily ill-behaved
2

as a curve. If one wants to go beyond the threshold of %0 one needs to work with
curves and formulate a geometric minimizing movement scheme. While this causes
additional difficulties, there has recently been progress, eg. in [5], for gradient flows
of the (p-)elastic energy without an obstacle constraint.

Open Problem 8.3 (Symmetry breaking or not?). In the article we have seen

that symmetric evolutions with £ (ug) < % approach the unique symmetric critical
point from Lemma 6.6. (Note that we have only shown uniqueness of this critical
point, but its existence follows from symmetry-preserving and subconvergence —
or alternatively from [25]).

We actually want to show convergence to a global minimizer. For this we have
to show that a symmetric minimizer can be found. We have done so in Corollary
6.4 — but again only below an energy threshold of G(2)?, which is even smaller
than %.

The value of G(2)? corresponds to a loss of convexity of % and hence poses
a limitation to the nonlinear Talenti symmetrization. We expect that there exist
symmetric minimizers also above this threshold, but a proof will require further
techniques. Presumably one needs to find a more geometric approach to the sym-

metry problem, which will be subject to our future research.

APPENDIX A. TECHNICAL PROOFS IN SECTION 4

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Note first that

Therefore we can choose a minimizing sequence (u,)*_; = Cy such that & (u,) <
E(f) for all n € N. Hence

E(un) < ®L(un) <E(f) VneN
By Remark 3.2 we obtain that ||u}|[= < G (\/E(f)) and (u,)*_; is uniformly

n=1
bounded in W22(0,1). After choosing an appropriate subsequence (which we do
not relabel), we can assume that u,, — w in W22(0,1) for some w € W22(0,1).
Note that w € Cy, since Cy, is weakly closed as closed convex subset of W%2(0,1).
By Sobolev embedding wu,, — w in C1([0,1]) and hence in particular in L?(0,1).

Just like in the proof of [7, Lemma 2.5] we obtain now that

(A1) E(w) < limiorolfg(un).
Because of the L2-convergence we get

1 2 . 1 9
(A2) llw = Sl = lim ol — ]2

Summing (A.1) and (A.2) we obtain

®f (w) < liminf <5(un) + 2i||un — f||2Lz) =T
T

n—aoo0
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Since w € Cy, is admissible we also have ®f(w) > I, which implies that w is a
minimizer. Equation 4.1 now follows easily from the fact that for all v € Cy one
has

d
0< —  ¢f(w+tv—w))
dt|,—o
which is due to the fact that w + ¢(v — w) is admissible for all ¢ € [0, 1]. O

Proof of Lemma 4.8. Remark 3.2 and Remark 4.3 yield that for each k, 7 one has
Juj o < G71(3/E(ug)) < . Let Cg be the operator norm of the inclusion

operator W22(0,1) n W, %(0,1) < W22(0,1). Then

1
kel < Collunrl By = Co [ (wr) da
0

(A.3) < Cp(1+ G (WVEw))EE (urr) < Cp(l+ G (+/E(ug))?) 2 € (uo)
Now
- kE+ 17—t t—kt
b Ol < BT s + T e

< lurrllwee + llugesyellwes < 24/Cu(l+ G (V/E)) EE(uo).
O

Proof of Lemma 4.10. Fix t,7 > 0. For the sake of simplicity of notation we define
w:= 11" (t). First we expand (4.5) to find that for each ¢ € W22(0,1) n W,2(0,1)
such that ¢ = 0

1 1 " n 1 n2, .1 .1
/uT(t)¢dx+2/ &sdx%/ TS a5 0
0 0o (I1+wu?)z 0o (I1+u?)z

and for each ¢ € W22(0,1) n W, (0, 1) supported on {u > 1)} one has
1 1 " 1 "2,.0 41
(A.4) /uT(t)¢dm+2/ %dxﬂs/ (“dezo.
0 0 0

(1+u?)s 1+ u?)s

By a version of the Riesz-Markow-Kakutani Theorem (see [24, Lemma 37.2]), there
exists a Radon measure y on (0,1) such that for each ¢ € C°(0, 1)

1 1 " 1 n2,.1 i/
(A.5) /z’f(t)gbd:rJrQ/ &sdxﬂ%/ TS e = o dp.
o o (1+u?)2 o (1+w?)2 (0,1)

Equation (A.4) implies that p is supported on {u = 9}. Because of the assumptions
on the obstacle p is a Radon measure with support compactly contained in (0, 1),
hence also a finite measure. Now we want to bound p((0,1)) independently of 7.
As an intermediate claim we assert that there exists 6 > 0 independent of 7 such
that v > 1 on [0,d] U [1 — 6,1]. For this note that there exists ¢; > 0 such that
¢ < 2 min{t(0),¢(1)} := P < 0 on [0,61] U [1 —d1,1]. By uniform boundedness
of u™ in L*((0,00),W?2(0,1)) (cf. Lemma 4.8) there exists a universal constant
L independent of 7 such that ||[u'||c < L. This and u(0) = u(1) = 0 imply

that w = P on [0, |Lﬂ] vl — |Lﬂ, 1]. Choosing ¢ := min{d;, @} we obtain the
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intermediate claim. We can now plug into (A.5) a function ¢ € C§(0,1) such that
¢p=1on[6,1-6],0<¢<1and||¢|lo <32 |[¢"|lo < . This yields

- 1 . 1% B 1 //2 /¢/
po.0) = [Cirede s [ T an s [ s

u//2

1 " 1
<kumm+mwmw/’—J—L—dx+awnm/A————fdx
o (1+wu?)2 0

(1+u?)3

1 u'? 3 1 w2
< fu”(t + 2||¢" (/dx) +95 "/7dx
1 Ollee + 206" | s e J) um)e

4 g(UO) n 108(UQ)
62 ]
for some A = A(d,up). Now observe that

/cﬁdu //¢ ) dy dp = / 1((y,1))¢'(y) dy.

Defining m(t) := p((¢,1)) we obtain by (A.5) that for each ¢ € C§°(0,1)

1 1 ’LL//¢// 1 e / ’
(A.7) /uT(t)¢dx+2/ 75—5/ x—/m¢ dz.
0 o (1+wu?)2 0 (1—|—u’2
Now fix 6 € C’SO (0, 1) such that fol 0 =1 and let n € C3°(0,1) be arbitrary. Observe

that ¢(z) := [ n(r) dr — [ 6(r) dr fo y) dy lies in C(0,1). Plugging this in
(A.7) we mfer

2/01(141:/://2)32_/01/0 T(t)(x) drdx—i—// dsdx/oln(r)dr
1 oy 12y
+2/0 mj?)dx/o ()dr+5/0 ﬁdx
—5/01(1_’_”2/92) d/ dr—!—/mndx—/m@dx/ (r) dr
—/Oln(r)[/rlvf(t)dx—i—/o uT(t)/O 9(s)dsdx—/01(1j://j/;)gdx

"2 ’ 1 "2 1
+5M,5/ u707dx+m(r)—/ m@dx] dr.
3 0 ( )5 0

(14 u/(r)?) 1+ u/?

Since n € C§°(0, 1) was arbitrary, we infer that

(A.6)  <[la”(®)lc> + =:[[a" (O + A,

e W,>1(0,1) and

(1+u’2)2 loc
" / 1 1 T 1 "ot
(”) - [/ W (t) de +/ uT(t)/ 6(s) ds dz —/ WY g,
(1+wu?)2 r 0 0 o (I1+u?)z
"2 / 1 "2 1
(A.8) +5M—5/ 0 e () — / dex].
(1+w'(r)?)2 o (1+u?)z 0
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Note that the right hand side of the previous equation lies in L' and hence <(1 "”2) = ) €
+u’?)2

WLl Using similar estimates as above (A.8) implies

()

for some C1,Cs,C3 > 0 that can be chosen independently of 7, u. Using (A.6) we
find that there exist C; and Cy > 0 such that

()

From this and the fact that |[u'|[1=0,1) is bounded independently of 7 we infer that
u” € L*(0,1) and

< Chl|a™ ()] 2 + Co2(1 + E(uo)) + Csl[m|eo

1

< Chlif| 2 + Co(1 + E(up)).

Lt

ul/ 5 - "
<R —
@ wmil, <UD e

5 1 u” ~ -
< wIB)? ([ Gy dee Gl )lles + a1+ )

|z < (14 [J/]|%)3

Wl,l

< Cylla™ (t)[|p2 + Cs

for some Cy, C5 > 0 independent of 7. With this additional information we can go
back to (A.8) and prove that

|l < Cella” (B)]]22 + Cr,

whereupon the claimed estimate follows. The proof that v”(0) = v”(1) = 0 is very
similar to [7, Corollary 3.3]. O

APPENDIX B. COMPLETION OF THE PROOF OF LEMMA 6.6

It remains to show the strict monotonicity of H(A), which is defined as in (6.12).
We show that H is differentiable and H’ > 0. Since we work with hypergeometric
functions, we need some preliminary notation.

Definition B.1 (Hypergeometric Function, see [1, Definition 2.1.5]). Let a,b, ¢, z €
C. We define for n e N
I'(a +n)

W T

where " denotes Euler’s Gamma Function. We define HYP2F1(a,b,c,-) to be the
unique analytic continuation of

=a-(a+1)-...-(a+n—1),

B1(0) 3z — Z w,zne(c

We also recall the famous Pfaff Transformation (cf. [1, Theorem 2.2.5])

1
HYP2F1(a,b,c,z) = = HYP2F1 <a,c b, 1) .
— 2z a z —
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Note that by [18, Lemma C5] and the Pfaff Transformation

A
— =2 _d
H(A) _ }fo \/E(l+z2)% z _ lA HYPQF.Z(]., %7 %7_142)
2 A . 3T HYPOFI(L L3, )
0 VA=Z(1422)4
k
2 1 5
1, HYP2F1 (14,7, 1f,42) 1 S it ()
- 3
1

1

740

3 1 3/ )"
HYP2F1 ( 1o 51+A2) Zk 0 (;’Z)k (1fA2)

where the last step is justified as 1_‘;‘% € [0,1) for each A € R. For the computation
to come we introduce the following notation. We write x := % € [0,1) and set
D(z) ==Y, ;ﬁg’“xk as well as r(z) := HYP2F1 (1,1, %, 2). We will also use the
hypergeometric equation (cf. [1, Equation (2.3.5)]) for r, which reads
79 1
(1 —z)r"(z) + <4 - 4:6) r'(z) — Zr(x) = 0.
We compute the derivative and perform some rearrangements
k k—1
(Y/4) A? . (1/4) A?
1Zk 0 7/z)f <1+A2) Azkzok 71“; (1+A2> 2A

1
¢ kT3 1 a2 \F (14 A2)2
Zk 0 (‘432 (1+A2) Zk‘ 0 Edﬁ)k (1+A2)

H'(A) =

1, X 0g7ﬁ)k(1f1242>k ik(l/4)k< A2 >’“ 24
(i e ()) R A (A
B 3D1w>2 li % (1 + A2>k i E% k (HAA)k
e D () S ()
e DU () Sl ()
- T | 5 et 3 et 210 3 et 5 b
—2(1—2) ;i E%ixk kiok ]
- o | 3, (et 5, (e
21— St S (e (e
- o | 3, et 5, (e
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As r(z),r'(x) are power series with only positive coefficients, they are themselves
positive on (0,1). As z € (0,1) we can estimate 22 < z and x < 1 to obtain

H'(A) > ﬁ (;T(w)z + §<1 - J:)x2r’(x)2> > 0.

The claim follows.

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA 6.5
Proof. Let f be as in the statement. First note that
F'(2) = J(f(1)2)) = J (o) = 0.

As f is strictly concave, f’ is strictly decreasing and hence f’ > 0 on (0, 1). This
implies in particular that 0 < f(r) < z for all r € (0, %) In particular J(f(r)) > 0
for all 7 € (0, 3). Hence we may write

f'(r)
J(f(r))

Now fix s € (0, %) and choose r,, — % a monotone sequence such that r, < % for

all n € N. Integrate from s to r, to find

" 7f’(r) r=r,—Ss
/S Iy

As J is locally Lipschitz on (0, z¢) we can use the substitution rule to get

/f(rn) 1
dz =7, —s.
fe I

Note that & > 0 in the domain of integration. As f’ > 0 on (0, 3) we find that f
is monotone and hence f(r,) converges monotonically to f(3) = 9. We can apply
the monotone convergence theorem to pass to the limit and find

/ o1 1 y
——dz=-—s Vse(0,12).
1) I (2) 2

As the integrand is positive on (0, xg), the integral is strictly monotone in its lower
argument and as a result f(s) is uniquely determined for each s € (0,3). As we
have required that f € C%([0, 3]), f is also uniquely determined at the boundary
points. O

L

=1V 0,=
re(0,;
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