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GLOBAL EXISTENCE AND STABILITY FOR THE MODIFIED MULLINS-SEKERKA
AND SURFACE DIFFUSION FLOW

SERENA DELLA CORTE, ANTONIA DIANA AND CARLO MANTEGAZZA

ABSTRACT. In this survey we present the state of the art about the asymptotic behavior and
stability of the modified Mullins—Sekerka flow and the surface diffusion flow of smooth sets, mainly
due to E. Acerbi, N. Fusco, V. Julin and M. Morini. First we discuss in detail the properties
of the nonlocal Area functional under a volume constraint, of which the two flows are the
gradient flow with respect to suitable norms, in particular, we define the strict stability property
for a critical set of such functional and we show that it is a necessary and sufficient condition
for minimality under W2’p—perturbations, holding in any dimension. Then, we show that, in
dimensions two and three, for initial sets sufficiently “close” to a smooth strictly stable critical
set E, both flows exist for all positive times and asymptotically “converge” to a translate of E.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Geometric evolutions are a fascinating topic naturally arising from the study of dynamical
models in physics and material sciences. Concrete examples are, for instance, the analysis of
the behavior in time of the interfaces surfaces in phase changes of materials or in the flows
of immiscible fluids. From the mathematical point of view, they describe the motion of
geometric objects or structures, usually driven by systems of partial differential equations.
In this work we rethink, expand the details and present in a unified treatment the results
of E. Acerbi, N. Fusco, V. Julin and M. Morini [1, 2] about two of the most recent of such
geometric motions, namely, the modified Mullins—Sekerka flow and the surface diffusion flow.
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Both flows deal with an evolution in time of smooth subsets E; of an open set 2 C R",
with d(E;, 9Q) > 0, for every t in a time interval [0, T'), such that their boundaries 0 E;, which
are smooth hypersurfaces, move with some “outer” normal velocity V; that, in the first case,
is obtained as solution of the following “mixed” system

‘/t = [avtwt] on 3Et
Awy = in )\ OF

Wt 0 m \(9 t (mMSF)
Wt = Ht + 4’}/2}15 on 8Et

—Avy = up, — foug, dz  inQ (distributionally)

where 7 is a nonnegative parameter, v, w : [0,7") X Q — R are continuous functions such that,
setting w; = w(t,-) and v; = v(t,-), the functions v; and w; are smooth in Q \ 0E,, for every
t € [0,T); the functions 14, H; are the “outer” normal and the relative mean curvature of
OF;and ug, =2x, —1; finally, the velocity of the motion is given by [9,,w;| which denotes
Oy, w;” — Oy, w; , that, is the “jump” of the normal derivative of w, on OE;, where w;" and w;”
are the restrictions of w; to Q \ E; and E}, respectively.
The resulting motion, called modified Mullins—Sekerka flow [46] (see also [11, 33] and [22] for a
very clear and nice introduction to such flow), arises as a singular limit of a nonlocal version
of the Cahn-Hilliard equation [4, 50, 41], to describe phase separation in diblock copolymer
melts (see also [49]). It has been also called Hele—Shaw model [7], or Hele—Shaw model with
surface tension [19, 20, 21]. We mention that the adjective “modified” comes from the intro-
duction of the parameter v > 0 in the system (mMSF), while choosing v = 0 we have the
original flow proposed by Mullins and Sekerka in [46].

In the second case, we will say that a flow of sets E; as above, is a solution of the surface
diffusion flow if the normal velocity is pointwise given by

V;g = Ath on 8Et, (SDF)

where A, is the Laplacian of the hypersurface 0FE;, for all t € [0,T"). Such flow was first
proposed by Mullins in [45] to study thermal grooving in material sciences (see also [17] for
a nice presentation), in particular, in the physically relevant case of three-dimensional space,
it describes the evolution of interfaces between solid phases of a system, which are studied
in a variety of physical settings including phase transitions, epitaxial deposition and grain
growth (see for instance [34] and the references therein).

Notice that, while in this latter case, the velocity flow is immediately well defined, the sys-
tem (mMSF) is clearly undetermined as it is, since the behavior of the functions w; and v is
not prescribed on the boundary of Q2 (which is also possibly not bounded). By simplicity, we
will consider flows in the whole Euclidean space and we assume that all the functions and
sets involved are periodic with respect to the standard lattice Z" of R". It is then clear that
this is equivalent to “ambient” the problem in the n—dimensional “flat” torus T" = R"/Z",
hence in the sequel we will assume Q2 = T", modifying the definitions above accordingly.
Another possibility would be asking that {2 C R" is bounded, the moving sets do not “touch”
the boundary of 2 and that all the functions w; and v; are subject to homogeneous (zero)
Neumann boundary conditions on 02 (see Subsection 4.3).

A very important property of these geometric flows is that both are the gradient flow of a
functional, which clearly gives a natural “energy”, decreasing in time during the evolution
(the velocity V; is minus the gradient, that is, the Euler—Lagrange equation of a functional).
Precisely, in any dimension n € N, the modified Mullins-Sekerka flow is the H~'/?~gradient
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flow of the following nonlocal Area functional

J(E) = A(DF) + / [ Gaustyus) dzdy. (1.1)

under the constraint that the volume Vol(E) = " (F) is fixed, where (here and in the whole
paper),

A(OE) = / du

OF
is the classical Area functional that gives the area of the (n — 1)-dimensional smooth boundary
of any sets I (i is the “canonical” measure associated to the Riemannian metric on OF
induced by metric of T" coming from the scalar product of R”, which coincides with the n—
dimensional Hausdorff measure H") and G is the Green function of T" (see [41], for details).
Similarly, the surface diffusion flow can be regarded as the H ~!-gradient flow of the Area
functional A with fixed volume.

Then, it clearly follows that, in both cases, the volume of the evolving sets Vol(E}) is
constant in time, while neither convexity (see [16] and [36]) is maintained, nor there holds
the so—called “comparison property” asserting that if two initial sets are one contained into
the other, they stay so during the two flows. This is due to the lack of the maximum principle
for parabolic equations or systems of order larger than two. We remind that such properties
are shared by the more famous mean curvature flow, which is also a gradient flow of the Area
functional (without the constraint on the volume), but with respect to the L?-norm (see [42],
for instance).

Parametrizing the moving smooth surfaces 0 E; by some maps (embeddings) v : M — T™
such that (M) = OFE;, where M is a fixed smooth, compact (n — 1)-dimensional dif-
ferentiable manifold and v; is the outer unit normal vector to OF; as above, the evolution
laws (mMSF) and (SDF) can be respectively expressed as

0
awt = Vi = [3utwt]Vt7

and 5
awt = (Ath)Vt .

Due to the parabolic nature (not actually so explicit in the first case) of these systems of
PDEs, it is known that for every smooth initial set Ey in T", with boundary described by
Yo : M — T", both flows with such initial data exist unique and are smooth in some positive
time interval [0,7"). Indeed, such short time existence and uniqueness results were proved
by Escher and Simonett [19, 20, 21] and independently by Chen, Hong and Yi [8] for the
modified Mullins—Sekerka flow and by Escher, Mayer and Simonett in [17] for the surface
diffusion flow of a smooth compact hypersurface in domains of the Euclidean space of any
dimension. With minor modifications, their proof can be adapted to get the same conclusion
also for smooth initial hypersurfaces of T".

The aim of this work is to show that, in dimensions two and three, for initial data suf-
ficiently “close” to a smooth strictly stable critical set E for the relative “energy” functional
(the nonlocal or the usual Area functional) under a volume constraint, the flows exist for all
positive times and asymptotically converge in some sense to a “translate” of E.

The notions of criticality and stability are as usual defined in terms of first and second vari-
ations of J and A. We say that a smooth subset E C T" is critical for J (or for A, simply
choosing v = 0 in formula (1.1)) if for any smooth one-parameter family of diffeomorphisms
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o, : T" — T", such that Vol(®,(E)) = Vol(E), fort € (—¢,¢) and ¢y = Id (E; = $4(F) will
be called volume—preserving variation of E), we have

d
@J(fbt(E))‘t:O: 0.

We will see that this condition is equivalent to the existence of a constant A € R such that
H+ 4yvg = A on OF,

where H is the mean curvature of OF and vg is the potential defined as

vg(z) = - Gz, y)up(y)dy,

with G the Green function of the torus T" and ug = x,, — Xy -
The second variation of J at a critical set E, leading to the central notion of stability, is
more involved and, differently by the original papers, we will compute it with the tools
and methods of differential /Riemannian geometry (like the first variation). We will see that
at a critical set £, the second variation of J (the second derivative at t = 0 of J(E;)) along a
volume-preserving variation E; = ®;(FE) only depends on the normal component ¢ on 0FE
of the infinitesimal generator field X = % 1o Of the variation. The volume constraint on the
admissible deformations of E implies that the functions ¢ must have zero integral on JF,
hence it is natural to define a quadratic form IIx on such space of functions which is related
to the second variation of J by the following equality
d2
Hs(y) = 25 J(@(E))| _

where E; = ®,(F) is a volume—preserving variation of E such that

(v 5 ) =

on OF, with vg the outer unit normal vector of OF.

Because of the obvious translation invariance of the functional J, it is easy to see (by means
of the formula (1.2)) that the form IIg vanishes on the finite dimensional vector space given
by the functions ¢ = (vg|n), for every vector n € R™. We underline that the presence of such
“natural” degenerate subspace of the quadratic form Il (or, equivalently, the translation
invariance of J) is the main reason of several technical difficulties.

We then say that a smooth critical set £ C T" is strictly stable if

HE(QO) >0

for all non-zero functions ¢ : 9E — R, with zero integral and L?-orthogonal to every
function ¢ = (vg/|n).

Then, the heuristic idea is that in a region around a strictly stable critical set E, we have
a “potential well” for the “energy” J (and the set E is a local minimum) and, defining a
suitable notion of “closedness”, if one set starts close enough to E, during its evolution by
(minus) the gradient of such energy, it cannot “escape” the well and asymptotically con-
verges to a set of (local) minimal energy, which must be a translate of E. That is, the strict
stability of E implies a “dynamical” stability in a neighborhood.

At the moment, this conclusion, that we state precisely below, can be shown only in di-
mension at most three, because of missing estimates in higher dimensions (see the discus-
sion at the beginning of Section 4). When n > 3 this and several other questions on these

(1.2)
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flows remain open. Anyway, this is sufficient for the application to some physically relevant
models, since the evolution laws (mMSF) and (SDF) describe, respectively, pattern-forming
processes such as the solidification in pure liquids and the evolution of interfaces between
solid phases of a system, driven by surface diffusion of atoms under the action of a chemical
potential (see for instance [34] and the references therein). In this paper, we will only deal
with the three-dimensional case, but we underline that all the results and arguments hold,
without relevant modifications, also in the two—dimensional situation of T? = R?/Z2, where
the moving boundaries of the sets are curves.

Moreover, we mention here that all the results also hold in a bounded open subset 2 of R2
or R3, for moving sets which do not “touch” the boundary of (), imposing that the func-
tions w; and v; in the definition of the modified Mullins-Sekerka flow satisfy a zero Neumann
boundary condition (as we mentioned above), instead than choosing the “toric ambient” (see
Subsection 4.3 for more details).

Theorem (Theorem 4.6 and Remark 4.7). Let E C T? be a smooth strictly stable critical set for
the nonlocal Area functional under a volume constraint and N, a suitable tubular neighborhood of
OE. For every o € (0,1/2) there exists M > 0 such that, if Ey is a smooth set satisfying

e Vol(Ep) = Vol(E),

o VOl(EyAE) < M,

o the boundary of Ey is contained in N, and can be represented as
OBy = {y + v¥r, (y)ve(y) : y € OF},

for some function g, : OF — R such that || g, | c1.00m) < M,

e there holds / \Vwg,|> de < M,
T3

where wy = wg, is the function relative to Ey, as in system (mMSEF),
then, there exists a unique smooth solution Ey of the modified Mullins—Sekerka flow (with parameter
v > 0) starting from Ey, which is defined for all t > 0. Moreover, E, — E + n exponentially
fast in C* as t — +oo, for every k € N, for some n € R3, with the meaning that the functions
Yt OF +n — R representing OE; as “normal graphs” on OF + 1), that is,
OB = {y + ¥nt()vein(y) - y € OE +n},

satisfy for every k € N, the estimates

lndllcromn < Cre™™'
for every t € [0, +00), for some positive constants Cy, and [y,.
Theorem (Theorem 4.19 and Remark 4.20). Let E C T3 be a strictly stable critical set for the

Area functional under a volume constraint and let N, be a tubular neighborhood of OE. For every
a € (0,1/2) there exists M > 0 such that, if Ey is a smooth set satisfying

e Vol(Ep) = Vol(E),

e VOl(EYyAE) < M,

e the boundary of Ey is contained in N, and can be represented as
OEy = {y + ¥r,(y)ve(y) : y € O},

for some function Vg, : OF — R such that ||¢g, | c1.098) < M,
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e there holds
| IVHoP do < 31
dE,

then there exists a unique smooth solution E; of the surface diffusion flow starting from Ey, which is
defined for all t > 0. Moreover, E; — E + n exponentially fast in C* as t — +oo, for some n € R3,
with the same meaning as above.

We remark that the line of the proof in [1] that we are going to present, is based on suitable
energy identities and compactness arguments to establish these global existence and expo-
nential stability results. This was actually a completely new approach to manage the transla-
tion invariance of the functional J, in previous literature dealt with by means of semigroup
techniques.

Summarizing, the work is organized as follows: in Section 2 we study the nonlocal Area
functional (constrained or not) and we compute its first and second variation, then we dis-
cuss the notions of criticality, stability and local minimality of a set and their mutual re-
lations, in this context. In Section 3 we introduce the modified Mullins-Sekerka and the
surface diffusion flow and we analyze their basic properties. Section 4 is devoted to show
the two main theorems above, while finally in Section 5, we discuss the classification of the
stable and strictly stable critical sets (to whom then the two stability results apply).

Acknowledgement. We wish to thank Nicola Fusco for many discussions about his work on the
topic and several suggestions. We also thank the anonymous referee for the careful reading and several
suggestions.

2. THE NONLOCAL AREA FUNCTIONAL

We start by introducing the nonlocal Area functional and its basic properties.

In the following we denote by T™ the n—dimensional flat torus of unit volume which is
defined as the Riemannian quotient of R" with respect to the equivalence relation z ~ y <=
x —y € Z", with Z" the standard integer lattice of R". Then, the functional space WkP(T™),
with £ € N and p > 1, can be identified with the subspace of VVIIZCP(R") of the functions
that are 1-periodic with respect to all coordinate directions. A set E C T" is of class C* (or
smooth) if its “1-periodic extension” to R" is of class C* (or smooth,) which means that its
boundary is locally a graph of a function of class C* around every point. We will denote
with Vol(F) = £"(E) the volume of E C T™.

Given a smooth set E C T", we consider the associated potential

where G is the Green function (of the Laplacian) of the torus T" and ug = x,, — Xpn - More
precisely, G is the (distributional) solution of

—-A,G(z,y) =0, —1 inT" with G(z,y)dx =0, (2.2)
']T’ﬂ

for every fixed y € T", where §, denotes the Dirac delta measure at y € T" (the n—torus T"
has unit volume).
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By the properties of the Green function, v is then the unique solution of
—Avg=ug—m in T" (distributionally)
/ vg(z)dr =0

where m = Vol(E) — Vol(T" \ E) = 2Vol(F) — 1.

(2.3)

Remark 2.1. By standard elliptic regularity arguments (see [29], for instance), vy € W2P(T")
forallp € [1, +00). More precisely, there exists a constant C' = C(n, p) such that [|vg||y2.p(1n) <
C, for all E C T" such that Vol(E) — Vol(T" \ E) = m.

Then, we define the following nonlocal Area functional (see [40, 47, 64], for instance).

Definition 2.2 (Nonlocal Area functional). Given v > 0, the nonlocal Area functional J is
defined as

J(E) = A(OFE) + v N |Vog(x)|? dz, (2.4)

for every smooth set £ C T", where the function vg : T" — Ris given by formulas (2.1)—(2.3)
and

A(OE) = / d

oF

is the Area functional , where p is the “canonical” measure associated to the Riemannian
metric on OF induced by the metric tensor of T", coming from the scalar product of R™ (it
is easy to see that y coincides with the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure restricted to
OE).

Since the nonlocal Area functional is defined adding to the Area functional a constant v > 0 times
a nonlocal term, all the results of this section will also hold for the Area functional, taking v = 0.

Multiplying by vg both sides of the first equation in system (2.3) and integrating by parts
(and using also the second equation), we obtain

/11% \Vog(z)]?de = — /n vp(z)Avg(z) dr
= [ op)uste) —m) s
= /n vp(z)up(z) do

:/n . G(z,y)ug(x)ug(y) dz dy, (2.5)

hence, the functional J can be also written in the useful form
IE) = A@E) + [ [ Glayue)us(y) dr dy
n ’]Tn

2.1. First and second variation.
We start by computing the first variation of the functional J.
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Definition 2.3. Let E C T" be a smooth set. Given a smooth map ® : (—¢,¢) x T" — T", for
e > 0, such that &, = ®(¢,) : T" — T" is a one—parameter family of diffeomorphism with
¢y = Id, we say that E; = ®,(F) is the variation of E associated to ® (or to ®;). If moreover
there holds Vol(E;) = Vol(E) for every t € (—¢,¢), we call E; a volume—preserving variation
of E.

The vector field X € C°°(T™;R") defined as X = % 1o 1s called the infinitesimal generator
of the variation F;.

Remark 2.4. As we are going to consider only smooth sets F, it is easy to see that this defini-
tion of variation is equivalent to have a family of diffeomorphisms ®; of E only, indeed these
latter can always be extended to the whole T". Moreover, as the relevant objects are actually
the boundaries of the sets E and in view of the sequel, we could even consider only smooth
“deformations” of F. We chose the above definition since it is easier and more convenient
for the computations that are following.

Definition 2.5. Given a variation E; of E, coming from the one-parameter family of diffeo-
morphism ®,, the first variation of J at E with respect to ®, is given by

d

dt J(E) t=0
We say that E is a critical set for J, if all the first variations relative to variations E; of E are
Zero.
We say that E is a critical set for J under a volume constraint, if all the first variations relative

to volume—-preserving variations E; of E are zero.

It is clear that if £ is a minimum for J (under a volume constraint), then it is a critical
set for J (under a volume constraint). We are now going to compute the first variation of .J
and see that it depends only on the restriction to OF of the infinitesimal generator X of the
variation E; of E.

We briefly recall some “geometric” notations and results about the (Riemannian) geome-
try of the hypersurfaces in R", referring to [26, 42, 51] for instance.

In the whole work, we will adopt the convention of summing over the repeated indices.

Given any smooth immersion ) : M — T" of the smooth, (n — 1)-dimensional, compact
manifold M, representing a hypersurface ¢)(M) of T", considering local coordinates around
any p € M, we have local bases of the tangent space 7,,M, which can be identified with
the (n — 1)-dimensional hyperplane dv,(T,M) of R" ~ T,yT" which is tangent to ¢(M)
at 1(p), and of the cotangent space T; M, respectively given by vectors { aa } and 1-forms

{dz;}. So we denote the vectors on M by X = X* ‘9 and the 1-forms by w = w;dz;, where
the indices refer to the chosen local coordinate chart of M. With the above identification, we
have clearly -2 I N ami, foreveryi e {1,...,n —1}.

The manifold M gets in a natural way a metric tensor g, pull-back via the map 1 of the
metric tensor of T", coming from the standard scalar product of R™ (as T" ~ R"/Z"), hence,
turning it into a Riemannian manifold (), g). Then, the components of g in a local chart are

_[ov|ov
Yij = ox; (%Uj

and the “canonical” measure pi, induced on M by the metric g is then given by u = /det g;; <"1,
where #"~! is the standard Lebesgue measure on R" .
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Thus, supposing that M has a global coordinate chart, we can write the Area functional on
the hypersurface (M) in the following way,

AwOn) = [ du= [ \factgy(a)do. 2.6)

When this is not the case (as it is usual), we need several local charts (Uy, @) and a subor-
dinated partitions of unity fj : M — [0, 1] (that is, the compact support of fi : M — [0,1] is
contained in the open set Uy, C M, for every k € 7), then

mwwz&wzzﬁﬁw=zA@mdwwwm

keZ kel
where gfj are the coefficients of the metric g in the local chart (U, ¢ ).

In order to work with coordinates, in the computations with integrals in this section we will assume
that all the hypersurfaces have a global coordinate chart, by simplicity. All the results actually hold
also in the general case by using partitions of unity as above.

The induced Levi-Civita covariant derivative on (M, g) of a vector field X and of a 1-form
w are respectively given by

ox’

A , ow;
VX" = o +I5,XE, Ve = 6—m; - Thwr,
where ].“; ;. are the Christoffel symbols of the connection V, expressed by the formula

VT B
jk_Qg 8.%'jgkl Bmkgjl 8.%'lgjk .

Moreover, the gradient V f of a function, the divergence div X of a tangent vector field and
the Laplacian A f at a point p € M, are defined respectively by

g(Vf(p),v) = dfy(v) Vo e T,M,
ox’
(9::3@-

(in a local chart) and A f = div V f. We then recall that by the divergence theorem for compact
manifolds (without boundary), there holds

/ divXdu =0, (2.7)
M

for every tangent vector field X on M, which in particular implies

/ Afdu=0,
M

for every smooth function f : M — R.

Assuming that we have a globally defined unit normal vector field v : M — R” to (M)
(this will hold in our situation where the hypersurfaces will be boundaries of smooth sets
E C T", hence we will always consider v to be the outer unit normal vector at every point of
OF), we define the second fundamental form B which is a symmetric bilinear form given, in a
local charts, by its components

2
o)

Oazi&rj

divX = trVX = V, X" = + i X"
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and whose trace is the mean curvature H = g h;; of the hypersurface (with these choices, the
standard sphere of R™ has positive mean curvature).

The symmetry properties of the covariant derivative of B are given by the Codazzi-Mainardi
equations

In the sequel, the following Gauss—Weingarten relations will be fundamental,
Y p 0P ov 1s OV
=17 — — hy; — =hjg” ) 29
0z;0z; Y Oz v Ox; g Oz 29)
which imply
L 0% ) .
AY =g (——— —TF ) = —gYhv = —Hv. 2.10
V=9 (axiamj ”amk) gy v (210)
Moreover, we have the formula
Av =VH - |B)*v, (2.11)
indeed, computing in normal coordinates at a point p € M,
0% v
Ay = g B
v=9 (axiamj i amk)
i 0 oY
BN B s Y
7" o, (s 8:{33)
L ) L 5?2
— AIT. .ol ijy . ls
9INVihaug "5~ + 9 g 5 e
i s 8¢ i s
=gV hijd 9z, 99 hjig"hisv
=VH — |B*v,

since all I‘fj and % ¢’% are zero at p € M in such coordinates and we used Codazzi-Mainardi
equations (2.8).

In the following, when it is clear by the context, we will write V, div and A for both the Riemannian
operators on a hypersurface and the standard operators of T" ~ R™/Z", but these latter will be instead
denoted by V™", divl" and AT when they will be computed at a point of a hypersurface, in order to
avoid any possibility of misunderstanding.

Theorem 2.6 (First variation of the functional J). Let E C T"™ a smooth set and ® : (—¢,&) X
T™ — T"™ a smooth map giving a variation E; = ®,(E) with infinitesimal generator X € C*°(T™; R").
Then,

GIHE)|_ = [ @+ dyop) (Xlvg) du 12)

=0 JoE

where v is the outer unit normal vector and H the mean curvature of the boundary OF (as defined
above, relative to vg), while the function vy : T" — R is the potential associated to E, defined by
formulas (2.1)—(2.3).
In particular, the first variation of the functional J depends only on the normal component of the
restriction of the infinitesimal generator X to OF.
Clearly, when v = 0 we get the well known first variation of the Area functional at a smooth set E,

GAOE)|_ = | W(Xlve)du.

t=0
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Proof. We start by computing the derivative of the Area functional term of J. We let ¢ :
OE — T" be the embedding given by

Y (z) = (t,x),

forx € OF and t € (—¢,¢), then Y4(0OF) = 0E; and 8t1/1t‘t:0: X at every point of JF,
moreover vy is simply the inclusion map of OF in T".

Denoting by g;; = ¢;;(t) the induced metrics (via v, as above) on the smooth hypersurfaces
OFE; and setting 1 = 1, in a local chart we have

0 Jou| 0w
0 ot (9::3@ 63:j =0
(x| av\, JOX | ou
N 8£CZ axj 8:6]' 63:2
B N 9
= X | — —-2(X

8£CZ'< 8ﬂ:j>+ax]< ‘6m2> < ‘(9xi8:vj>

-2 0N L 0 [ 90N ogre (x| 20N g
Oz <X axj>+6xj <XT axi> 2Fii<XT 3xk>+2hw<X’VE>a

where we used the Gauss—Weingarten relations (2.9) in the last step and we denoted with
X, = X — (X|vg)vg the “tangential part” of the vector field X along the hypersurface 0F
(seeing T, 0F as a hyperplane of R" ~ T, T").

Letting w be the 1-form defined by w(Y') = ¢g(X,,Y’), this formula can be rewritten as

9
(9759” t=

0 Ow;  Ow;
agij —o aﬁﬂz 4+ — o z; 2Fk Wk + 2h1] <X|VE> Viw]' + iji + 2hij <X|I/E> . (213)
Hence, by the formula
2 et A(t) = det A(t) tr [A71(t) o A'(1)], (2.14)

dt

holding for any n x n squared matrix A(t) dependent on ¢, we get

_ Vet g 09501,
2
_ \/det 9ij gij (Viw]‘ + ij,‘ + thj <X ‘ VE>)
2
=/det g;; (diVXT +H(X | VE>) , (2.15)

det 9@]
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where the divergence is the (Riemannian) one relative to the hypersurface 0E. Then, we
conclude (recalling the discussion after formula (2.6))

0 0 0
aA(aEt) = EA(%(GE)) L:O =5 /

e ‘
- OF =0
0
51 e VAo,
0
_ / o /et gy
OF
— / (divX,+H(X |vg)) \/det gi; dz
OF

= /E)E(divXT—i—H(X |vE)) dpu

dzx
t=0

:/ H(X |vg) du (2.16)
oF

where in the last step we applied the divergence theorem, that is, formula (2.7), on 0F.
In order to compute the derivative of the nonlocal term, we set

v(t,z) =vg(z) = | G, yug(r)dy= | Gx,y)dy— [ G(z,y)dy,
™ By B¢

where Ef = T" \ E;. Then,

%( B Vo, (o) dr)| = %( i Vo(t, )P d)|

= Q/n VUE(x)%Vv(t,x)‘to dx

= Q/n(uE(:U) - m)%v(f,x)‘ dzx,

t=0

where in the last equality we used the fact that —Avg = ug — m and we integrated by parts.
Now, we note that

0 0 0
Solt.a) = ( | Gl dy) 5 ( . Cla) ay), (217)
and, by a change of variable,
0 0
§< | G dy) L:O_ = ( /E G(x, (L, 2))JB(L, 2) dz) LZO, (2.18)

where J®(t,-) is the Jacobian of ®(¢,-). Then, as J®(t, z) = det[d®(¢, z)|, using again for-
mula (2.14), we have

) L8
S T0(1,2) ‘t:o — JO(t,2) tr [d(I)(t, 2o 2 dat, z)} ‘

t=0
=J®(t,2)tr [dcb(t, z)7to d%@(f, z)} ‘
=trdX(z)

= div X (z),

t=0
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by the definition of X and being ®(0, z) = z. Thus, carrying the time derivative inside the
integral in equation (2.18), we obtain

2 cwna)|_ = [ (9,600x0)+ 6y avx) a
:/Edivy(G(:c,y)X(y)) dy
= | Gz, y)(XW)|ve(y)) du(y) -

oF

By a very analogous computation we get

5 ([ cena)|_= [ canxmsw) i), @.19)

then, using equalities (2.1) and (2.2), we conclude

d
7 /11‘" |VUEt(CE)|2 dx

=4 [ @) =m)( | Gl X@ew)du)) ds

t=0
1 [ ([ Glg)up) - m)de) (X)lvew) dut)
oE NJTn
=4 / vE(YNXW)vE(Y)) duly) - (2.20)
OF
Combining formulas (2.16) and (2.20), we finally obtain formula (2.12). O

Given a smooth set E and any vector field X € C°°(T";R"), considering the associated
smooth flow ® : (—¢,e) x T" — T", defined by the system

Br(t,x) = X(D(t,2)),
{g(o’x) - (2.21)

forevery x € T" and ¢t € (—¢,¢), for some ¢ > 0, we have a variation E; = ®;(E) with infin-
itesimal generator X. We call this variation the special variation associated to X. Moreover,
given any smooth vector field X € C*®(JE;R"), it can be extended easily to a smooth vector
field X € C°(T";R") with X|sr = X.

Hence, if F is a critical set for J there holds

[+ 4708) (X} dn o,
oF

for every X € C*°(T"™;R"). Choosing a smooth vector field X € C°°(T™;R") with X |pr =
(H + 4yvg)vg, we then obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.7. A smooth set E C T" is a critical set for J if and only if the function H + 4~vg is
zero on OE. When ~y = 0, we recover the classical condition H = 0 for a minimal surface in R™.

It is less easy to characterize the infinitesimal generators of the volume—preserving varia-
tions of E, in order to find an analogous criticality condition on a set E, for the functional .J
under a volume constraint.
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Given @ : (—¢,e) x T" — T" such that Vol(®4(E)) = Vol(E;) = Vol(E) for all t € (—¢,¢), we
let X; € C°°(T™;R") be the family of the vector fields (well) defined by the formula

X,(@(t,2)) = 5 (1,2),

for every t € (—¢,¢) and z € T", hence, if t = 0, the vector field X = X is the infinitesimal
generator of the volume—preserving variation E;. Then, by changing variables, we have

d
= %VOI(Et) 7 /Et dr = —/ JO(t,z)dz —/ —JO(t, 2) (2.22)
As JO(t, z) = det[d®(t, z)], by means of formula (2.14), we obtain
0

aJ<1>(75 z) = JO(t, 2) tr [d®(t, 2) ! 0 dX(D(t, 2)) 0 dB(t, 2)],

since, by the definition of X; above,
0 0P
adfb(t, z)=d E(t’ z) = d[ X (P(t, 2))] = dXi(P(t, 2)) 0 dP(t, 2).

Being the trace of a matrix invariant by conjugation, we conclude

%J@(t, z) = JO(t,2) tr [dX (P(t, 2))] = JP(t, z) div X (P(¢, 2)),
hence, by equality (2.22) and the divergence theorem (in T"), it follows
0= / divXy(®(t, 2))JP(t, 2z)dz = / divXy(z)dx = / (Xt o Oylvg,) du (2.23)
E Eq OE

where v, is the outer unit normal vector and y; the canonical Riemannian measure of the
smooth hypersurface 0F;, given by the embedding vy = ®; : 0F — T". Thus, letting t = 0,

%Vol(Et)‘tZO _ /8 (Xlug)du=0 (2.24)
and we conclude thatif X € C°°(T"; R") is the infinitesimal generator of a volume-preserving
variation for E, its normal component ¢ = (X|vg) on OF has zero integral (with respect to
the measure u).

Conversely, we have the following lemma whose proof is postponed after Lemma 2.32, since
the arguments in the two proofs are very similar.

Lemma 2.8. Let ¢ : OF — R a smooth function with zero integral with respect to the measure pv on
OE. Then, there exists a smooth vector field X € C°°(T™;R™) such that p = (X|vg), divX = 0in
a neighborhood of OF and the flow ® defined by system (2.21) having X as infinitesimal generator,
gives a volume—preserving variation E, = ®,(F) of E.

Hence, with this characterization of the infinitesimal generators of the volume-preserving
variations for E, by Theorem 2.6 we have that E is a critical set for the functional J under a
volume constraint if and only if

/ (H + 4yoi)(Xvg) dp = 0,
oFE
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for every X € C°(T™;R") such that (X|vg) has zero integral on 0E. By Lemma 2.8, this is
similarly to say that

/ (H+ 4yvp)pdu =0,
OFE
for all ¢ € C*°(JF) such that [, ¢ diu = 0, which is equivalent to the existence of a constant
A € R such that
H+ 4vvp = A on OF.

Remark 2.9. The parameter A may be clearly interpreted as a Lagrange multiplier associated
with the volume constraint for J.

Proposition 2.10. A smooth set E C T"™ is a critical set for J under a volume constraint if and only
if the function H + 4~vg is constant on OE. When ~y = 0, we recover the classical constant mean
curvature condition for hypersurfaces in R".

Now we deal with the second variation of the functional J.

Definition 2.11. Given a variation E; of E, coming from the one-parameter family of diffeo-
morphism ®,, the second variation of J at E with respect to ®; is given by
d2
—J(E )
dt? (i) =0
In the following proposition we compute the second variation of the Area functional.
Then, we do the same for the nonlocal term of J and we conclude with the second varia-
tion of the functional J.

Proposition 2.12 (Second variation of A). Let E C T" a smooth set and @ : (—e,e) x T" — T"
a smooth map giving a variation E, = ®,(FE) with infinitesimal generator X € C*°(T™;R™). Then,
d2

O _ = [ (VX = (Xl )| B) di

+/ H(H(X|vg)* + (Z|vg) — 2(X-|V(X|vE)) + B(X:, X)) du,
oFE

where X, = X — (X|vg)vE is the tangential part of X on OF, B and H are respectively the second
fundamental form and the mean curvature of OF, and

o2 19, 0X;
Z=5500) = @) ==t

where, for every t € (—¢, ), the vector field X, € C*°(T™;R") is defined by the formula

+dX(X), (2.25)

X(@(t,2)) = 5 (1,2),

for every z € T", hence, Xo = X.

Proof. We let iy = ®(t,-)|pp. By arguing as in the first part of the proof of Theorem 2.6
(without taking ¢t = 0), we have

d
d—A(aEt) == / Ht<Xt o} (I)t|VEt> d,ut,
t o
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where H; is the mean curvature of 0F;. Consequently, we have

d? d
WA(‘?E” ‘ =), Ht(Xt o ®i|vE,)+/det gij dx L:O

t=0

where gij = gij (t)

In order to simplify the notation in the following computations, we drop the subscripts, that
is, welet H(¢,-) = Hy, v(t,-) = vg,, ¢(t,-) = (X 0o Oilvg,), ¥(t,-) = Yy and X(¢,-) = X 0 Oy
(by a little abuse of notation, since X is already the infinitesimal generator of the variation).
We then need to compute the derivatives

OH P
|, and —(X1) ‘t:O (2.26)

since we already know, by formula (2.15), that

0 .
En (dleT + ng) v det g;; o

hence, this derivative gives the followmg contribution to the second variation,

/ (pHdivX, + ¢*H?) dpu.
le) )

Then, we compute (recalling formula (2.25))

det 9@]

9

9X|r) <8X > +<X @> =(Z|V>+<X @>
ot |, ot =0 ot /1o ot /|,
and using the fact that a—g ‘ 1o 1s tangent to OF, in a local coordinate chart we obtain
-
ot /|, 0xp | Ot [ |,_g
where in the last inequality we used the notation X, = X7 aa_md;,‘ Notice that, <g—;i |u> = 0 for
everyp € {1,...,n— 1} and ¢t € (—¢,¢), hence, using the Gauss—Weingarten relations (2.9),
0= P 5 _/oX A oY |ov
(975 o, eo  \Ozp o, | Ot -0
0 ov oY |ov
(X 7
81) k)= ‘8 >+<85'3p 8t> =0

&p ov

Bmp < 8—
9

Bmp < %
o |,
8—

-

)+l
§—> o ),
SNeE

)

t=0
8 oY |Ov
= —— — X%,;6" gui
oz, il q+<a 8t> »
and we can conclude that
oY | Ov Dy
< 5z, 8t> o, XDy, , (2.27)
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where h,, are the components of the second fundamental form B of OF in the local chart.
Thus, we obtain the following identity

9 oy | o
v _ p /Y |OV
a2 <Z|”>+XT<axp 6t> o
dp
— (z) - L2 xp 4 xP XN
axp Pq
= (Z|v) — (X;|V(X|v)) + B(X-, X;) (2.28)

and the relative contribution to the second variation is given by
|| () = (X9 (X0 + B X)) d.

Now we conclude by computing the first derivative in (2.26). To this aim, we note that

2 ..
H=- <afiai;j ”> g
hence, we need the following terms )
5;: t=0 (2.29)
2
e o)
2

<% aiawxj ”> o (2.31)

We start with the term (2.29), recalling that
392‘j
ot

by equation (2.13), where w is the 1-form defined by w(Y') = g(X;,Y).
Using the fact that g;; ¢’F = 0, we obtain

= Vl-wj + ijz' + thj<X|V>

t=0

09i; ; g’k , dgi*
0= 2Y Jk ” ‘ _ qJk Wi wi + 2hii (X » ‘
ot lio? T 58 | =9 (Viwj + Vi + 2hij (X[v) +9 ot l=0
then,
dgPF —_— i i .
9% ‘tfo = —¢'Pg’ (Viwj + Vjw; + 2hij <X|y>> = —VPX} - VFXP —2hPFp. (2.32)

We then proceed with the computation of the term (2.30), by means of equation (2.27),

0% |ov e/ O |Ov i Oy
— =" { —|— =% (- == 1+ X4
<8:v16xj 8t> t=0 Y <a$k 6t> t=0 ZJ( axk * Thqk)
and finally we compute the term (2.31),
o 0% 0?X 9?(pv) 0?X,
— v = 1% = v)+ v).
ot &nlaxj axzaxj +—0 63:263:] 63:28::3]
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We have
2 2 2
8(QDI/)V:8§0+ ayuap
axzaxj 63:28::3] 63:263:]
32@ 8 Ip a,l/}
~ w0 <8x (hug" 5,) >‘p
_ 3290 Ip 2¢
N 8%1({9%] + hjlg <8.%'Za.%'] v
280 I
_ AP
N 0x;0x; + g hip
and
PX ov
ox; 63:] 63:] Ox;

N 0X,
] T(?a:p aﬁﬂj
0% B 0X, | ov
895@ 3%8% Oxj | Ox;
0X, | ov
— P
Oy (X i) = <3xj 8xl>
0 0 oY\ | ov
— _ 7 (xrp N L (xr X
Bmi( ) <8xj( T@xp) Bxi>

=2 xny)-x <a2¢ au>_axf<a_¢

ov
axi

ov
31‘2‘

O dx;0xy | Ox; Oz \ Oz
=~ 0% (o)~ B (i)
= _%(Xf_’hp]) XPT% hirg g — %—)Z)hilglquq
= _a%i(thm) XPT% hik %—ﬁhm-
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Hence, we finally get

o 0% O
= — 20 VX = 2XW)|BP — g9 5+ I Tl
? J

OH
B o

g 0
+ B (X ) = g/l XE + 97 5

€T

(XPhy;) + hi; V' X
= — |BP(X|v) — hyV'X] - Ap
+g"7 [8%1- <X7’-’hpj) -I (thpkﬂ
= —¢|B]> = Ap — hi;V'XI + g1V, (XPh,;)
= — ¢|BI* = Ap — hi; V' X] + div(XPhy)
= — Lp]B\Z — Ap + (X,|divB)
= —¢|Bf = Ap + (X,|VH), (2.33)

where in the last equality we used the Codazzi-Mainardi equations (see [42]). We conclude
that the contribution of the first term in (2.26) is then

/B o= 6lBI = A+ (X, V) di.

Putting all these contributions together, we obtain the second variation of the Area func-
tional,

L aom)|

dt?

o / {—SOA@ — ©?|B|? + o(X;|VH) + pHdivX, + ¢*H?
= OE

+H((ZY) — (X,Ve) + B(X, X)) | dp.
Integrating by parts, we have
| eIV =~ [ [V + HodivX] da
OB OB

and we can conclude

d2
GAOE)| = [ [IVf = PIBE + 1+ B(Zlv) = 209) + B X)) di
which is the formula we wanted. O

Proposition 2.13 (Second variation of the nonlocal term). Let E C T", ®, E;, X, X, X;, H, B
and Z as in the previous proposition. Then, setting

N = [ (Vo).
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where v, : T™ — R is the function defined by formulas (2.1)—(2.3) and 0, ,vE = (VT"vE]uE>, the
following formula holds

d2
@N(t)‘t:o :8/31; | GO X @) v @) (X W)lve ) du(z)duy)
+4/ [UE(H(X \ve)? + (Z|ve) — 2(X;|V(X|ve)) + B(X;, X;))
oF

+81/EUE<X|VE'>2] d:ua (234)
giving the second variation of the nonlocal term of J.

Proof. By arguing as in the second part of the proof of Theorem 2.6 (equations (2.17)—(2.20)),
we have

d
EN(t) :4/8 vp, (Xy o ®tlvg,) duy :4/8 vE, (X¢ 0 ®¢|lvg,)/det g dx .
E E

Setting v(t,z) = vg,(z), v = %(0, D, v = g—;i(o, -) and adopting the same notation of the
proof of the previous proposition, that is, we let H(¢,-) = Hy, v(t,) = vg, and X(¢,) =

X; o ®;, we have

& d
YN ‘ —42 X|v)\/det gis (
dt? ®) t=0  dt aEv( [v)/det gy dx t=0
:4/ [wr(X10) + 0 XX ) 4 (X ) div X,
OF
+UH<ny>2+v§<X\u>( | du
ot 0

t=

- 4/8E [vt<X\y> o XX ) + o(X |v) divX,

+ 0(H(X|0)? + (Z|v) — (X,|V(X|v)) + B(X;, X7)) | dp,
by formulas (2.15) and (2.28). Then, integrating by parts the divergence, we obtain
d? ;
ﬁN(t)‘tzo —4/8E |:Ut<X|V> + v, X" (X|v) — (Vu| X ) (X]|v)
+o(H(X[1) + (Z]v) — 20X, V(X |v)) + B(X;. X)) | dp

:4/8E [vt<X\u> + Au(X )
+o(H(X[1)? + (Z]v) — 20X, V(X |v)) + B(X;. X)) | dp
where 9,v = (VIv|v).

Now, by equations (2.17)—(2.19), there holds

v(0,2) =2 - G(z,y) (X (y)|v(y)) duly), (2.35)

hence, substituting this expression for v; in the equation above we have formula (2.34). [

Putting together Propositions 2.12 and 2.13, we then obtain the second variation of the
nonlocal Area functional J.
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Theorem 2.14 (Second variation of the functional J). Let E C T™ a smooth set and ® : (—¢, &) X
T™ — T™ a smooth map giving a variation E, with infinitesimal generator X € C*°(T™;R™). Then,

2
B _= [ (VXWX BE) d

8y / G, 1) (X | (@)X v () dpa(z) ds(y)
oOF JOFE

+49 [ Bup(Xlve) du+ R, (2:36)
OF

with the “remainder term” R given by

R= /8E(H + dyvp) (H(X[v)? + (Z|v) — 2(X-|V(X|v)) + B(X-, X)) du

= /{)E(H + 4vyvg) [<X|1/E> divi"X — div((X|yE>XT) + <% t:o‘yE>} du

where v is the outer unit normal vector to OE, X, = X — (X|vg)vg is the tangential part of
X on OF, vg : T" — R is the function defined by formulas (2.1)~(2.3), O,,vp = (V¥ vglvg),
B and H are respectively the second fundamental form and the mean curvature of OF, the vector
field X, € C°°(T™;R™) is defined by the formula X,(®(t, z)) = %—cf(t, z) for every t € (—e,¢) and
z € T", and
0?® 0 0X;

= S 0. = Zix@w | =F
Proof. Formula (2.36) and the first equality for R follows simply adding (after multiplying
the nonlinear term by ) the expressions for %A(@Et and % Jpn |V vg, |* dz | o We
found in Propositions 2.12 and 2.13.
If now we show that

H(X|vp)® + (Z|vp) — 2(X-|V(X|vE)) + B(X;, X;)

+dX(X).

o

= (XJwp) div™"X — div((X[vs) Xr) + {

we clearly obtain the second expression for R.
We note that, being every derivative of vg a tangent vector field,

(X7 V(X|ve)) = (vpldX(X7)) + (X|[(X7[VrE)
= (veldX(X7)) + (X (X7 VvE))
= (veldX(X7)) + B(X7, X7),

by the Gauss—Weingarten relations (2.9).

Therefore, since Z — % 1—o = dX(X), we have

H{X|vi)? + {Zlv) — 206 V(X)) + B X) — (2] 1)
H(X[vs)? + (ldX (X)) — (X: [V (X[v)) — (vE|dX (X))
— H(X[ve)? + (pldX (X|vs)v) — (X |V (X]vs))

H

(X|vs)? + (X|) (vEldX (ve)) + (X |vg) divX, — div((X|ve) X,).  (238)
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Now we notice that, choosing an orthonormal basis e1,...,e,_1,e, = vg of R™ at a point
p € OF and letting X = X'e;, we have

(e:| VX" = (e;| VI"X! — (V"X |vg)vp) = divi X — (vg|dX (vE)),

where the symbol V'f denotes the projection on the tangent space to OF of the gradient
VT'f of a function, called tangential gradient of f and coincident with the gradient operator
of OF applied to the restriction of f to the hypersurface, while (e;|V "X?) is called tangential

divergence of X, usually denoted with div' X and coincident with the (Riemannian) diver-
gence of OF if X is a tangent vector field, as we will see below (see [63]). Moreover, if we

choose a local parametrization of OF such that g—i(p) =¢;, fori € {1,...,n — 1}, we have

eg:%:ngématpand

(e:lV'X") = diviX = (e;| V' XE) + (| V(X |vg)vE))
= (| VXL) + (X|vp)es| VT V)
8¢] s 8¢z

= (e;| VX" X b N
(€ VXE) + (Xlve) G g G

=V, X!+ (X|vp)hi
=divX; + (X|vg)H,

where we used again the Gauss—Weingarten relations (2.9) and the fact that the covariant
derivative of a tangent vector field along a hypersurface of R can be obtained by differen-
tiating in R™ (a local extension of) the vector field and projecting the result on the tangent
space to the hypersurface (see [26], for instance). Hence, we get

weldX (vg)) = divi X — (e VXY = divi X — divX, — (X|vg)H
and equation (2.37) follows by substituting this left term in formula (2.38). O

Remark 2.15. We are not aware of the presence in literature of this “geometric” line in deriv-
ing the (first and) second variation of .J, moreover, in [9, Theorem 2.6, Step 3, equation 2.67],
this latter is obtained only at a critical set, while in [6, Theorem 3.6] the methods are strongly
“analytic” and in our opinion less straightforward. These two papers are actually the ones on
which is based the computation in [2, Theorem 3.1] of the second variation of J at a general
smooth set £ C T". Anyway, in this last paper, the variations of E are all special variations,
that is, they are given by the flows in system (2.21), indeed, the term with the time derivative
of X; is missing (see formulas 3.1 and 7.2 in [2]).

Notice that the second variation in general does not depend only on the normal compo-
nent (X|vg) of the restriction to F of the infinitesimal generator X of a variation ® (this
will anyway be true at a critical set £, see below), due to the presence of the Z-term and
of B(X;, X;) depending also on the tangential component of X and of its behavior around
OFE. Even if we restrict ourselves to the special variations coming from system (2.21), with a
normal infinitesimal generator X, which imply that all the vector fields X; are the same and
coinciding with X, hence Z = dX (X ) and X, = 0, the second variation still depends also on
the behavior of X in a neighborhood of 0F (as Z). However, there are very particular case in
which it depend only on (X |vg), for instance when the variation is special and X is normal
with zero divergence (of T") on O (in particular, if divl X = 0 in a neighborhood of OF or
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in the whole T™), as it can be seen easily by the second form of the remainder term R in the
above theorem.

We see now how the second variation behaves at a critical set of J.
Corollary 2.16. If E C T" is a critical set for J, there holds
d2

B = [ (VX = (Xl BP) di

487 [ Gl (Xlop (@) (Xl () duo) duy)
oE JoE
+ 47/ Avpoe(X|ve)® du,
OB
for every variation Ey of E, hence, the second variation of J at E depends only on the normal compo-
nent of the restriction of the infinitesimal generator X to OF, that is, on (X|vg).
When v = 0 we get the well known second variation of the Area functional at a smooth set E such
that OF is a minimal surface in R",
d? 2 2| 3|2
TEAOB)|_ = | (IV(XIve)P ~ (X|ve)|BP) du.
=0 JoE

Proof. The thesis follows immediately, recalling that there holds H + 4yvg = 0, by Corol-
lary 2.7, hence the remainder term R in formula (2.36) is zero.

O
Finally, we see that the second variation has the same form (that is, R = 0) also for J under
a volume constraint, at a critical set.

Proposition 2.17. If E C T" is a critical set for J under a volume constraint, there holds
d2
(B
gz (1)

0 /(9E(|V<X|VE>|2 — (X|vg)?|BJ?) du

+ 8y /a ) /a Gl ) (X1w () (X v () di(z) )

+ 47/ Apve(X|ve) du,
OF

for every volume—preserving variation E; of E, hence, the second variation of J at E depends only on
the normal component of the restriction of the infinitesimal generator X to OF, that is, on (X|vg).

When v = 0 we get the second variation of the Area functional under a volume constraint, at a smooth
set E such that OF has constant mean curvature,

d2

EAOE|_ = [ (9(Xlye) — (Xl |BE) di.

Proof. By Proposition 2.10, the function H + 4vyvg is equal to a constant A € R on JF, then
the remainder term R in formula (2.36) becomes

R=2 [ (X[ + (2]y) ~ 2V (X)) + BOG X)) di
OF
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Computing, in the same hypotheses and notations of Proposition 2.13, the second deriv-
ative of the (constant) volume of E}, by equations (2.22)—(2.23) we have (recalling formu-
las (2.15), (2.28) and using the divergence theorem)

d2
d2

d d
L Vol(E ‘ =2 divx,(2)d ( L (Xle)d (
olE) | _ = & — t@)de)| = ( e ) due |

_ /E)E [AivX (X | vm) + X ) + (Zlvs) — (X V(X)) + B(Xo, Xr) | di

= [ [BX 10+ (Zlve) = 20X 9 (Xloe)) + B X | di, (239)
E
hence R = 0 and we are done. O

Remark 2.18. Notice that by the previous computation and relation (2.37), it follows

P Nol(E B)| / [(X|vp)di X+<6Xt‘ V) du=0 (2.40)
—Vo = v 1v v = .
dt? t=0 OF E ot li=0 a ’
for every volume—preserving variation E; of E. Hence, if we restrict ourselves to the special
(volume-preserving) variations coming from system (2.21), as in [2], we have

5 Vol(Ey) L:O - /{)E<quE> divT"X dp = 0,
indeed, for such variations we have X; = X, for every ¢t € (—¢,¢). One can clearly use
equality (2.40) to show the above proposition, as the term R reduces (using the second form
in Theorem 2.14) to

0Xy
R f o + (25
by the divergence theorem.

Moreover, we see that if we have a special variation generated by a vector field X such that

divi'X = 0 on OE, then & P Vol (Ey) | o =0 and if F is a critical set, R = 0. This is then
true for the special volume—preserving variations coming from Lemma 2.8 and when X is
a constant vector field, hence the associated special variation E; is simply a translation of £
(clearly, in this case J(E:) is constant and the first and second variations are zero).

2.2. Stability and W?P-local minimality.

By Proposition 2.17, the second variation of the functional J under a volume constraint at
a smooth critical set F is a quadratic form in the normal component on OF of the infinites-
imal generator X € C°°(T™;R") of a volume—preserving variation, that is, on ¢ = (X|vg).
This and the fact that the infinitesimal generators of the volume—preserving variations are
“characterized” by having zero integral of such normal component on 0F, by Lemma 2.8
and the discussion immediately before, motivate the following definition.

Definition 2.19. Given any smooth open set £ C T" we define the space of (Sobolev) func-
tions (see [5])

HY(9E) = {gp L0E 3R : pe HYOE) and [ pdu= 0},

oF
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and the quadratic form Il : HY(OE) — R as
g (y) = / (IVel® = ¢*|BJ) du+8'y/ / Gz, y)e(2)p(y) du(z) du(y)
OF oE JoE

oy (2.41)
OF
with the notations of Theorem 2.14.

Remark 2.20. Letting for ¢ € H'(E),

vo(z) = | G(z,y)e(y) duly),
OF

it follows (from the properties of the Green’s function) that v, satisfies distributionally —Av, =
ppin T, indeed,

| oot da = = [ vpfa)svta) da
- G(z,y)p(y)A(z) du(y)dz
n JOE
_ _/ o) | Glz,y)A¢(z) dz du(y)
OF T
_ / oly) | AG(z,y)(x) de du(y)
OFE T
= / () [T/)(y) — | ¥() dﬁﬂ} dp(y)
OF T
— [ )0l duty).
OF
for all ) € C°°(T"), since faE ©(y) du(y) = 0. Therefore, taking 1) = v,, we have

/!V%(m)\de=/ oY)y (y) du(y) |
T~ OF

hence, the following identity holds

/ G(%y)tp(w)w(y)du(w)du(y)=/ w(y)vso(y)dﬂ(y)=/ Vo (z)|? dz,
oFE JOE OF Tn

and we can write
(o) = [ (96l = PIBR) du+ 8y [ [Voufdotr [ dposddu,  @42)
OE Tn OE

for every ¢ € H'(JE).

Definition 2.21. Given any smooth open set £ C T", we say that a smooth vector field
X € C(T™;R"™) is admissible for E if the function ¢ : 0E — R given by ¢ = (X|vg) belongs
to H'(OF), that is, has zero integral on OF.

Remark 2.22. Clearly, if X € C°°(T™;R") is the infinitesimal generator of a volume—preserving
variation for F, then X is admissible, by the discussion after Corollary 2.7.
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Remark 2.23. By what we said above, if £ is a smooth critical set for J under a volume
constraint, we can from now on consider only the special variations E; = ®;(E) associated
to admissible vector fields X, given by the flow ¢ defined by system (2.21), hence

d
S| /8E< vg) i = 0

and

d2
Gl (En| = Te(X|ve)

where Il is the quadratic form defined by formula (2.41).

We notice that every constant vector field X = n € R" is clearly admissible, as

/ (n\u@d,uz/divndxzo
OE E

and the associated flow is given by ®(t, z) = x + tn, then, by the translation invariance of the
functional J, we have J(E;) = J(F) and

d2
ozzagJu%ﬂhﬂz=HEGnWE»,

that is, the form Il is zero on the vector subspace
T(OE) = {(n|vg) : n € R"} C HY(IE)
of dimension clearly less than or equal to n. We split
HY(OE) = T(9E) & T*(JE), (2.43)

where T+(0E) C HY(JE) is the vector subspace L?-orthogonal to T(JF) (with respect to
the measure ;1 on OF), that is,

T+(0E) :{gp e H'(9E) : /

wvg dp = 0}
OF

:{QOGHI(BE) :/ odu =0 and LPI/Ed/J,:O}
le) ) le) )

and we give the following “stability” conditions.

Definition 2.24 (Stability). We say that a critical set £ C T" for J under a volume constraint
is stable if

lz(p) >0  forall p € H(IE)

and strictly stable if moreover
E(e) >0 forall o € TH(9E) \ {0}.

Remark 2.25. Introducing the symmetric bilinear form associated (by polarization) to IIx on
H'(OE),

(p+v) —p(e —v)
4

b, ) = 1E
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at a critical set £ C T", it can be seen that actually T(OF) is a degenerate vector subspace

of HY(DE) for b, that is, bg(p,¢) = 0 for every ¢ € H'(OE) and ) € T(JE). Indeed, we
observe that by formula (2.1) and the properties of the Green function, we get

Voug(x) = V.G(z,y)up(x)dy

T

:/ VoG(z,y)dy — [ V.G(z,y)dy
E Ec
= —/EVyG(%y)der/E VyG(z,y)dy

= -2 G(z,y)ve(y) duy), (2.44)
OF

where in the last passage we applied the divergence theorem.
By means of formula (2.11)

Avg = VH — |Bvg,
since E (being critical) satisfies H + 4yvg = A for some constant A € R, we have
—Avg — |Bl*vg = V(dyvg — \)
= VT 4yvp — \) — 8, (4yvg — \)

= —4y(Oyvr)ve — 8y | G(x,y)ve(y) du(y)
oF

on OF, by formula (2.44).
This equation can be written as L(v;) = 0, foreveryi € {1,...,n}, where L is the self-adjoint,
linear operator defined as

L(¢) = —Ap — |BPp + 490y vmp + 87 /a _Gay)olu) dinly).

which clearly satisfies

bi(ior1) = /8 (L@ and () = /B L) du.

Then, if we “decompose” a smooth function ¢ € HY(OE) as ¢ = 1 + (n|vg), for some n € R"
and ¢ € T+ (0F), we have (recalling formula (2.41))

i (o) = /8 L) dn

— / (L)) dps + 2 / (L({nlve))l) du + / (L((nlvs)) (nlve)) du
oF oF oF
=1g(v).

By approximation with smooth functions, we conclude that this equality holds for every
function in H'(OE).

The initial claim about the form bg then easily follows by its definition. Moreover, if E is a
strictly stable critical set there holds

Ig(p) >0 for every ¢ € H'(OE) \ T(OE). (2.45)
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Remark 2.26. We observe that there exists an orthonormal frame {ey, ..., e,} of R" such that

/ (velei)(vEle;) du =0, (2.46)
oF

for all i # j, indeed, considering the symmetric n x n—-matrix A = (a;;) with components
aij = [op ViV dut, where v, = (vg|e;) for some basis {e1, ..., e,} of R", we have

| (©vi(Ove); du = (0407,
OF

for every O € SO(n). Choosing O such that OAO~! is diagonal and setting ¢; = O~!
relations (2.46) are clearly satisfied.

Hence, the functions (vg|e;) which are not identically zero are an orthogonal basis of T(OF).
We set

Ig ={ie{l,...,n} : (vgle;) is not identically zero}

and
Op = Span{e; : i € Ig}, (2.47)
then, given any ¢ € H'(9E), its projection on T+ (9E) is
vile))d
o= Jop sl i, |\ (2.48)

iclg H VE‘eZ HL2 (OE)

From now on we will extensively use Sobolev spaces on smooth hypersurfaces. Most of their prop-
erties hold as in R", standard references are [3] in the Euclidean space and [5] when the ambient is a
manifold.

Given a smooth set £ C T", for € > 0 small enough, we let (d is the “Euclidean” distance
on T™)
N.={zeT" : d(z,0F) < ¢} (2.49)
to be a tubular neighborhood of OF such that the orthogonal projection map ng : N, — OF giving
the (unique) closest point on OF and the signed distance function dg : N. — R from 0F

do(@) = {d(m,@E) ifz ¢ E

2.50
—d(z,0E) ifz€E (2:50)

are well defined and smooth in N; (for a proof of the existence of such tubular neighborhood
and of all the subsequent properties, see [43] for instance). Moreover, for every = € N,, the
projection map is given explicitly by

mp(x) =z — Vd%(2)/2 = v — dp(z)Vdg(z) (2.51)
and the unit vector Vdg(z) is orthogonal to JF at the point 7z (z) € OF, indeed actually
Vdg(z) = Vdg(rp(z)) = ve(Te(z)) (2.52)

which means that the integral curves of the vector field Vdg are straight segments orthogo-
nal to OF.
This clearly implies that the map

OFE x (—¢,e) 3 (y,t) — L(y,t) =y +tVdg(y) =y + tvg(y) € N: (2.53)
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is a smooth diffeomorphism with inverse
N. 3z L™ Yz) = (rp(z),dg(z)) € OF x (—¢,¢).
Moreover, denoting with JL its Jacobian (relative to the hypersurface OF), there holds
0<Cy < JL(y,t) < Cy

on OF x (—¢,¢), for a couple of constants C, Cy, depending on E and ¢.

By means of such tubular neighborhood of a smooth set £ C T" and the map L, we
can speak of “Wkr_closedness” (or “C**—closedness”) to F of another smooth set F/ C T",
asking that for some 6 > 0 “small enough”, we have Vol(EAF) < ¢ and that 0F is contained
in a tubular neighborhood N. of E, as above, described by

OF ={y +v¥(y)ve(y) : y € OF},

for a smooth function ¢ : 9E — R with [[¢|lyrrom < d (resp. [[¥[lcrapr) < 9). That
is, we are asking that the two sets £ and F' differ by a set of small measure and that their
boundaries are “close” in W*? (or C*%) as graphs.

Notice that

Y(y) =m0 L*I(GE N{y+vely) : \€ ]R}) ,

where 73 : OF x (—¢,¢) — Ris the projection on the second factor.
Moreover, given a sequence of smooth sets F; C T", we will write F; — E in whkp (resp.
C*) if for every 0 > 0, there hold Vol(F;AE) < §, the smooth boundary 0F; is contained in
some N, relative to F and it is described by

OF; ={y +vi(y)ve(y) : y € OF},

for a smooth function ; : 0E — R with [|¢)i|lyyx.rar) < 0 (resp. [|[¥i] cr.e@m) < ), for every
i € N large enough.

From now on, in all the rest of the work, we will refer to the volume—constrained nonlocal Area
functional J (and Area functional A), sometimes without underlining the presence of such constraint,
by simplicity. Moreover, with N. we will always denote a suitable tubular neighborhood of a smooth
set, with the above properties.

Definition 2.27. We say that a smooth set E C T" is a local minimizer for the functional J (for
the Area functional A) if there exists 6 > 0 such that
JF) = J(B)  (A(F) > A(E))

for all smooth sets F' C T™ with Vol(F') = Vol(E) and Vol(EAF') < 6.
We say that a smooth set £ C T" is a W2P—local minimizer if there exists 6 > 0 and a
tubular neighborhood N. of E, as above, such that

J(F) = J(E)  (A(F) > A(E))

for all smooth sets F' C T™ with Vol(F') = Vol(E), Vol(EAF) < § and OF contained in N,
described by
OF ={y+¢(ve(y) : y € O},
for a smooth function ¢ : OF — R with |[¢[|y2»5r) < 0.
Clearly, any local minimizer is a W?P-local minimizer.

We immediately show a necessary condition for W?2P-local minimizers.
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Proposition 2.28. Let the smooth set E C T™ be a W*P-local minimizer of J, then E is a critical
set and

Ig(p) >0 forall p € H'(OE),
in particular, E is stable.

Proof. If E is a W?P-local minimizer of J, given any ¢ € C*(9E) N HY(dE), we consider
the admissible vector field X € C*>°(T";R") given by Lemma 2.8 and the associated flow &.
Then, the variation E; = ®;(FE) of E is volume—preserving, that is, Vol(E;) = Vol(E) and
for every § > 0, there clearly exists a tubular neighborhood N; of £ and € > 0 such that for
t € (—¢,€) we have
Vol(EAE,) < §
and
OB ={y +¢(y)vely) : y € O} C N;
for a smooth function ¢ : 9E — R with [|[¢)[|yy2s9p) < 6. Hence, the W?P-local minimality
of E implies
J(E) < J(Ey),
for every t € (—¢,€). It follows
d
0= 2J(E)| = | (H+4wm)ed
7 (B0 /aE( +4yvp)pdp,
by Theorem 2.6, which implies that E is a critical set, by the subsequent discussion and

2

d
< — =
0< S5 I(E)| _ = Ts(e),

by Proposition 2.17 and Remark 2.23.
Then, the thesis easily follows by the density of C*°(0F) N H'(9F) in H'(OE) (see [5], for
instance) and the definition of 1z, formula (2.41). O

The rest of this section will be devoted to show that the strict stability (see Definition 2.24)
is a sufficient condition for the W2P-local minimality. Precisely, we will prove the following
theorem.

Theorem 2.29. Let p > max{2,n — 1} and E C T" a smooth strictly stable critical set for the
nonlocal Area functional J (under a volume constraint), with N, a tubular neighborhood of OF as in
formula (2.49). Then, there exist constants 6, C' > 0 such that

J(F) = J(E) + Cla(E, F)P,
for all smooth sets F' C T"™ such that Vol(F') = Vol(E), Vol(FAFE) < 6, 0F C N, and
OF ={y+¢(yve(y) : y € OE},
for a smooth function ¢ with [|Y|ly2roE) < 6, where the “distance” o(E, F') is defined as
a(E,F) = ;Ielllkrrll Vol(EA(F +1)).
As a consequence, E is a W?P-local minimizer of .J. Moreover, if F is W*P—close enough to E and

J(F) = J(E), then F is a translate of E, that is, E is locally the unique W?*P-local minimizer, up
to translations.
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Remark 2.30. We could have introduced the definitions of strict local minimizer or strict WP
local minimizer for the nonlocal Area functional, by asking that the inequalities J(F') <
J(E) in Definition 2.27 are equalities if and only if F' is a translate of E. With such notion,
the conclusion of this theorem is that E is actually a strict W?2P-local minimizer (with a
“quantitative” estimate of its minimality).

Remark 2.31. With some extra effort, it can be proved that in the same hypotheses of Theo-
rem 2.29, the set F' is actually a local minimizer (see [2]). Since in the analysis of the modi-
fied Mullins-Sekerka and surface diffusion flow in the next sections we do not need such a
stronger result, we omitted to prove it.

For the proof of this result we need some technical lemmas. We underline that most of
the difficulties are due to the presence of the degenerate subspace T'(0F) of the form Ilg
(where it is zero), related to the translation invariance of the nonlocal Area functional (recall
the discussion after Definition 2.19).

In the next key lemma we are going to show how to construct volume-preserving varia-
tions (hence, admissible smooth vector fields) “deforming” a set £ to any other smooth set
with the same volume, which is W?2P—close enough. By the same technique we will also
prove Lemma 2.8 immediately after, whose proof was postponed from Subsection 2.1.

Lemma 2.32. Let E C T" be a smooth set and N, a tubular neighborhood of OE as above, in
formula (2.49). For all p > n — 1, there exist constants 6,C' > 0 such that if p € C*°(0F) and
¥llw2r@m) < O, then there exists a vector field X € C°°(T";R") with divX = 0in N, and the
associated flow ®, defined by system (2.21), satisfies

®(Ly) =y +¢(yvely),  foralycOE. (2.54)
Moreover, for every t € [0,1]

[®(t,) — dllw2ror) < CllYllweror) - (2.55)
Finally, if Vol(E,) = Vol(E), then the variation E, = ®4(F) is volume—preserving, that is,
Vol(E;) = Vol(E) forall t € [—1,1] and the vector field X is admissible.
Proof. We start considering the vector field X € C*°(N,;R") defined as
X(2) = {(2)Vdp(w) (2.56)

for every x € N, where dg : N. — R is the signed distance function from £ and £ : N. -+ R
is the function defined as follows: for all y € OF, we let f, : (—¢,¢) — R to be the unique
solution of the ODE

FL@) + fy()AdE(y + tre(y)) =0
fy(O) =1
and we set

£(e) = &ly+ wp(w) = 1,0) = exp(= [ Msty+ v (v)) ds).

recalling that the map (y,t) — = = y + tvg(y) is a smooth diffeomorphism between OF x
(—e,¢e) and N, (with inverse © — (7g(z), dg(x)), where 7 is the orthogonal projection map
on E, defined by formula (2.51)). Notice that the function f is always positive, thus the same
holds for £ and £ = 1, Vdg = vg, hence X = vg on OF.
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Our aim is then to prove that the smooth vector field X defined by

blrp(a) ds _
X@ = [ e et X 257)

for every x € N, and extended smoothly to all T”, satisfies all the properties of the statement
of the lemma.

Step 1. We saw that X lop = vp, now we show that divX = 0 and analogously divX = 0in
N..
Given any = = y + tvg(y) € N, withy € OF, we have
divX (z) = div[¢(2)Vdg ()]
= (V&()|Vdp(x)) + §(x)Adp(x)
0

= 5 €W+ tve(W))] + &y + tve(y) Ade(y + tve(y))

= fy(t) + fy()Adp(y + trp(y))
where we used the fact that f, (1) = (V&(y + tve(y))|ve(y)) and Vde(y + tve(y)) = ve(y),
by formula (2.52).

Since the function
ds

; Y(re(@))

x—0(x) =

D= Gt e

is clearly constant along the segments ¢ — x + tVdg(x), for every z € N, it follows that

0
0= 5[0 +1Vde(@)] | = (Vo@)|Vdz()),

hence, _
divX = (VO|Vdg)¢ + 0divX = 0.

Step 2. Recalling that ¢ € C*°(0F) and p > n — 1, we have

¥l e 0m) < IWllcror) < CellYlw2rE),

by Sobolev embeddings (see [5]). Then, we can choose ¢ < ¢/C such that for all z € OF we
have that x + ¢(x)vg(z) € N..
To check that equation (2.54) holds, we observe that

Y(re (@) ds
e A e )

represents the time needed to go from 7 (x) to 7g(x) + ¢(7E(z))ve(rE(x)) along the trajec-
tory of the vector field X, which is the segment connecting 7 (z) and 7 (z)+¢ (7 (z) ) ve(TE(2)),

of length ¢(7g(x)), parametrized as
s = mp(x) + sy (mp(2))ve(TE(2)),
for s € [0, 1] and which is traveled with velocity {(7g(z) + svp(nE(2))) = fr,)(s). There-

fore, by the above definition of X = 6X and the fact that the function 6 is constant along
such segments, we conclude that

®(1,y) — @(0,y) = b(y)ve(y),
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thatis, ®(1,y) = y + ¥ (y)ve(y), forall y € OF.
Step 3. To establish inequality (2.55), we first show that

X lwzrv.) < CllYllwerom (2.58)

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on E and €. This estimate will follow from the definition
of X in equation (2.57) and the definition of W%P-norm, that is,

IXwe2e vy = 1 X ev) + IVX o) + IV X o,y -

As |Vdg| = 1 everywhere and the positive function ¢ satisfies 0 < C; < ¢ < Cy in N, for a
pair of constants C; and Cy, we have

XMy = [
X1y = |,

Y(re(z)) ds
P
< i&ll OO(NE)/N /0 E(re(x) + svp(me(x)))

Cc? 5
</ (rs (@) do

P
dz

/0 E(mp(x) + svp(mep(x))) §(2)Vdp(z)

p
dx

N g_jz /aE ZW(WE(?/ +tvp(y)) P TL(y, t) dt du(y)
¥ [
= C_%/BEW(?/)\ /—5 JL(y,t) dt du(y)

< C/ [(y)|P du(y)
oF
= Cl¥lLr o) -

where L : OF x (—¢,e) — N, the smooth diffeomorphism defined in formula (2.53) and JL
its Jacobian. Notice that the constant C' depends only on E and ¢.
Now we estimate the LP-norm of V.X. We compute

Vi(re(x))dre(x)
Ern(@) + W(mp@)wpte@) Y EE)
_ [ /WW” Veé(np() + svp(rp(@)))

0 §2(rp(x) + svp(rp(x)))
_ [ /WW” VeE(np(x) + svp(np(x))
0 E(rp(@) + svp(rp()))

VX =

drg(z)Id ds] &(z)Vdg(z)

drg(z)sdvg(re(z)) ds] §(z)Vdg(x)

o & Vé(z)Vd v3d
+/0 f(?TE(x)+3yE(7TE(x)))( {(z)Vdp(z) + £(x)Vidp(z))

and we deal with the integrals in the three terms as before, changing variable by means of
the function L. That is, since all the functions drng, dvg, V3dg, &, 1 /&, V& are bounded by
some constants depending only on E and ¢, we easily get (the constant C' could vary from
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line to line)

IVX Iy <C [ IVora@)P e+ C [ fotmate)p do

=C N _E]VTZJ(WE(y—l—tuE(y)))’p TL(y.t) dt dp(y)
vef W (y + @) TL(y,t) dt du(y)

¢ [ (Wl + (7o) [ I ity

< I, o) + OV o5
< Ol o) -

A very analogous estimate works for ||V2X 12 P(N.) and we obtain also

IV2X170 vy < Cll Iy o)

hence, inequality (2.58) follows with C' = C(E,¢).
Applying now Lagrange theorem to every component of ®(-,y) for any y € 0E and ¢ €
[0, 1], we have '
forevery i € {1,...,n}, where s = s(y, t) is a suitable value in (0, 1). Then, it clearly follows
[®(t,-) = 1d[| L= (or) < Cl X[z v < Cl X lw2r v,y < CllYllwee o) (2.59)
by estimate (2.58), with C' = C(E, ) (notice that we used Sobolev embeddings, being p >
n — 1, the dimension of JF).

Differentiating the equations in system (2.21), we have (recall that we use the convention of
summing over the repeated indices)

{%Viq)j(t’ y) = Vka((I)(t’ y))vlq)k(ta y)

. (2.60)
V'®,;(0,y) = d;j

foreveryi,j € {1,...,n}. It follows,
o . . A .
aw@j(t,y) — 0[P < 2| (Vi (t,y) — 6 VEXT (D(t, 1))V Bk (t, y)]

i 2
<2 VX oo () [ V'@ (t,y) — 035 2 VX || oo (v,

hence, for almost every ¢ € [0, 1], where the following derivative exists,

Vid;(t,y) — 6|

o .
EW@j(t — 05| < CIVX || oo (| VPP (t,y) — 63| +1) -
Integrating this differential inequality, we get
Vi (t,y) — ;] < e CIVX o) — 1 < ¥ Iw2revy )

as t € [0,1], where we used Sobolev embeddings again. Then, by inequality (2.58), we
estimate

Z HV“DJ*(L ) = 8l Lo (om) < C(ecllwllwmam — 1) < CllYllwzrom), (2.61)

1<i,j<n
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as szHWQ,p(aE) <4, foranyt € [0,1] and y € OF, with C = C(E,¢,0).
Differentiating equations (2.60), we obtain
FVIViR;(ty) = VIVEXT((L,y)) V' @k (t,y) V(1Y)
+ VEXI(®(t,y)) VIViIQL(t,y)
VIVIR(0,y) =0
(where we sum over s and k), for every ¢t € [0,1],y € 0F and i,5,¢ € {1,...,n}.
This is a linear non-homogeneous system of ODEs such that, if we control C|[¢)||lyy2.»(a5), the

smooth coefficients in the right side multiplying the solutions V/V®;(-,y) are uniformly
bounded (as in estimate (2.61), Sobolev embeddings then imply that VX is bounded in L>
by C||¢|lw2»@sE))- Hence, arguing as before, for almost every ¢ € [0, 1] where the following
derivative exists, there holds

V2®(t,y)|+C|V2X(D(t,y))|
< CO|V20(t,y)|+C|V2X (@(t,y))|,

by inequality (2.58) (notice that inequality (2.61) gives an L>*-bound on V@, not only in LP,
which is crucial). Thus, by means of Gronwall’s lemma (see [52], for instance), we obtain the
estimate

0
§\V2¢(t, ¥)|<CIVX| e,

t t
[V2e(t,y)|< © / VX (0(s,9))[¢ ) ds < C / VX (2(s,9))| ds,
0 0

hence,

920 oy <€ [ ([ 192X (0(0.00)1ds) ity

<c / /a VX (@5, dp(y)ds
—C/ |V2X (z)[PJL ™Y (z) dx

<CIVZ X7,
<OlIXfy2n,)
<Clly2n(om) - (2.62)

by estimate (2.58), for every ¢ € [0,1], with C = C(E, ¢, ).
Clearly, putting together inequalities (2.59), (2.61) and (2.62), we get the estimate (2.55) in the
statement of the lemma.

Step 4. Finally, computing as in formula (2.39) and Remark 2.18, we have
d2
dt2

for every t € [—1, 1], hence, since by Step 1 we know that div’ " X = 0in N. (which contains

each dF;), we conclude that 4 s Vol(Et) = 0forall ¢ € [-1, 1], thatis, the function t — Vol(E})
is linear.

If then Vol(E7) = Vol(E) = Vol(Ey), it follows that Vol(E;) = Vol(E), for all t € [-1, 1] which
implies that X is admissible, by Remark 2.22. O

—Vol(E;) = /6 (X|vg,) divl"X duy,
E
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With an argument similar to the one of this proof, we now prove Lemma 2.8.

Proof of Lemma 2.8. Let ¢ : OF — R a C'™ function with zero integral, then we define the
following smooth vector field in N,

X(z) = p(rp(x) X (z),

where X is the smooth vector field defined by formula (2.56) and we extend it to a smooth
vector field X € C*°(T"; R") on the whole T". Clearly, by the properties of X seen above,

(XW)ve®) = @)X ®)ve®)) = e(y)

for every y € OF.

As the function z — ¢(7g(x)) is constant along the segments ¢ — z + tVdg(z), for every
x € N¢, it follows, as in Step 1 of the previous proof, that divX = 0 in V.. Then, arguing as
in Step 4, the flow ® defined by system (2.21) having X as infinitesimal generator, gives a
variation E; = ®;(E) of E such that the function ¢ — Vol(E}) is linear, for ¢ in some interval
(—9,6). Since, by equation (2.24), there holds

d
SVol(E)| = [ (Xlp)du= | wdu=
GVol(E)|_ = [ (Xsdu= [ edn=o,

such function ¢ — Vol(E;) must actually be constant.
Hence, Vol(E;) = Vol(E), for all t € (—¢,9) and the variation E; is volume—preserving. [J

The next lemma gives a technical estimate needed in the proof of Theorem 2.29.

Lemma 2.33. Let p > max{2,n — 1} and E C T" a strictly stable critical set for the (volume—
constrained) functional J. Then, in the hypotheses and notation of Lemma 2.32, there exist constants
6,C > 0 such that if || |ly2pop) < 0 then | X| < C(X|vg,)| on OE; and

VX208 < CIXIvE) 11 (08 (2.63)

(here V is the covariant derivative along E), for all t € [0, 1], where X € C*°(T™;R"™) is the smooth
vector field defined in formula (2.57).

Proof. Fixed ¢ > 0, from inequality (2.55) it follows that there exist § > 0 such that if
[llw2r@m) < 0 there holds

‘VEt(cI)(t7y)) - VE(y)‘ Se€
for every y € OF, hence, as Vdgr = vg on OF, we have

Vdp(@7!(t,2)) — v, (2)] = lvp(@7(t,2)) —ve,(x)] <€
for every x € OF;. Then, if |||y 20(o) is small enough, (¢, -) is close to the identity, thus
\Vdp(® Yt z)) — Vdg(z)| < e

on 0F; and we conclude

HVdE - VEtHLOO(aEt) < 2¢e.

Moreover, using again the inequality (2.55) and following the same argument above, we also
obtain

IV2dg — Vg, || 1= o8, < 2. (2.64)
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We estimate X, = X — (X|vg,)vpg, (recall that X = (X|Vdg)VdEg),
| Xr| = X = (X[vg,)ve,|
= (X |Vdg)Vdg — (X|vE,)vE,|
= (X |Vdg)Vdg — (X|vg,)Vdg + (X|vg,)Vdeg — (X|vE,)vE,|
< [(X|(Vdg —vg,))Vde| + [(X|ve ) (Vds — ve,)|
<2|X||Vdg — vg,|
< 4e| X,
then
| Xr | < 4e[ X, + (X|ve,)ve,| < 42| Xr | + [(X]ve,)|,
hence,
| X:, | < CUX|vg,)|. (2.65)
We now estimate the covariant derivative of X, along JF, that is,
VX | =IVX = V((X|vg,)ve,)|
= |V({(X|Vdg)Vdg) — V((X|vg,)vE,)|
= |V({(X|Vdg)Vdg) — V({(X|vg,)VdE) + V({(X|vg,)Vdp) = V((X|ve,)vE,)|
<|V({(X|(Vdg —vg,))Vde)| + |V(X|vE,)(Vde — vE,))|
< C[|VX |+ [V{Xvg)| + CIX|[IV(Vdi)| +|Twg, |
< Ce[IV (X lvmJvm, + X + V(X )] + C((XIwm) | + X ) (V2] + [V,

hence, using inequality (2.65) and arguing as above, there holds
VXr| < CIV{X|vg)| + CUX |ve )| [V de] + [Vig,] -
Then, we get

2
IVXrlZ20m) <CIVXIvE) L2085, +C/8E [(Xlvp) P [IV2dp] + [Vvg,[]” du

2
<CIXve)llin or,) + CIlXIvE,) o5 )H!Vsz! +1Vve | om,
t

2 2
Lp=2

<C (X ve ) om)

where in the last inequality we used as usual Sobolev embeddings, as p > max{2,n — 1} and
the fact that ||Vvg, || 1»(95,) is bounded by the inequality (2.64) (as || V2dg|| 1»98,))-
Considering the covariant derivative of X = X,, + (X|vg,)vEg,, by means of this estimate,
the trivial one

IVXve ) r208,) < KX ve) o)
and inequality (2.65), we obtain estimate (2.63). O

We now show that any smooth set E sufficiently W2P—close to another smooth set F, can
be “translated” by a vector n € R" such that 0F —n = {y + ¢(y)vr(y) : y € OF}, for a
function ¢ € C*°(J0F') having a suitable small “projection” on T'(0F) (see the definitions and
the discussion after Remark 2.23).
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Lemma 2.34. Let p > n — 1 and F C T a smooth set with a tubular neighborhood N, as above, in
formula (2.49). For any T > 0 there exist constants §, C' > 0 such that if another smooth set E C T"
satisfies VOl(EAF) < 6 and OE = {y + Y(y)vr(y) : y € OF} C N for a function ¢ € C*(R)
with || |lw2»or) < 9, then there exist n € R™ and p € C°°(0F) with the following properties:

OE —n={y+eyvr(y) : y€ 0F} C N.,
nl < CllYllwerory,  llellwzrer) < Clvlwzeer
and
[ evedu| < rlelizon.
oF

Proof. We let dr to be the signed distance function from 0F. We underline that, throughout
the proof, the various constants will be all independent of ) : 0F — R.

We recall that in Remark 2.26 we saw that there exists an orthonormal basis {e,...,e,} of
R™ such that the functions (vg|e;) are orthogonal in L?(9F), that is,
/a (vrlei)(vrle;) du =0, (2.66)
F

foralli # j and we let I to be the set of the indices i € {1,...,n} such that ||(vrle;)| 12ar) >
0. Given a smooth function ¢) : 9F — R, wesetn = > " | n;e;, where
- {wez)ia(m Jop w@)r@len du i € Lr,

7; =0 otherwise.

(2.67)

Note that, from Holder inequality, it follows
Inl < Cill¥llp2or) - (2.68)
Step 1. Let T3, : OF — OF be the map

Ty(y) = 7r(y + ¢ (y)vr(y) —n).
It is easily checked that there exists g > 0 such that if

[ llwzr@ar) + 1l <eo <1, (2.69)
then T}, is a smooth diffeomorphism, moreover,
[JTy — 1| pe@r) < CllYllcror (2.70)
(here JTy is the Jacobian relative to 0F) and
1Ty = 1dllw2ror) + 1T, " = Wdllw2ror) < C[Yllwerer + 1)) - (2.71)

Therefore, setting E=FE— 1, we have
OF = {z+ ¢(z)vp(2) : 2z € OF},

for some function ¢ which is linked to 9 by the following relation: for all y € JF, we let
z = z(y) € OF such that

y+v@vr(y) —n=z+p()vr(2),
then,
Ty(y) = mr(y + ¥ (W)vr(y) —n) = 7r(z + p(2)vr(2)) = 2,
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thatis, y =T,

" 1(2) and

p(2) =p(Ty(v))
=dp(z + p(2)vr(2))
=dp(y +¥()vr(y) —n)
=dp(T, ' (2) + (T, (2))ve (Ty(y) — n).

Thus, using inequality (2.71), we have

lellwzeor) < Co(ll¢llwae@r + 1),

for some constant Cy > 1. We now estimate
/aF p(2)vr(z) du(z) = /aF o(Ty () ve(Typ(y) I Ty (y) duly)

= | AT (L) duto) + R

where

Ry = \ | T T I Tu) - 1 du(y)' < Callllen om el o)

by inequality (2.70).
On the other hand,

/a AT ) (Tu0)) i)
- / [y + $(w)vr(y) —n — Ty(v)] duly)
oF
_ / [y + ()vr(y) — 1 — 7y + v@)vey) —n)] du)

/ {wWvrly) —n+ [r(y) — mr(y + Y (y)vely) —n)] } du(y)

/(w(y)VF(y) n) du(y) + Ra,
oOF
where

Ry — / [mr(y) — 7y + b()ve(y) — )] duly)
oF

=- / dp(y / Vrrly + (e (y)r(y) — ) () - n) dt

/ Vrr(y (y) —n)du(y) + Rs.

In turn, recalling inequality (2.68), we get

39

(2.72)

(2.73)

(2.74)

(2.75)

(2.76)

1
Ral < [ dute) [ 19l t0)vre ) =) = Ve )] 1G)we(0) =l dt < Cali o,

(2.77)
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Since in NV, by equation (2.51), we have np(z) = © — dp(z)Vdp(x), it follows

87‘1’% N 3dF 8dF a2dF
Dz, (z) = dij — 8—9@(%)%(%) - dF(x)axiaxj (),

thus, for all y € OF, there holds

377% B odrp , .Odp
8xj (y) = ij — a—mi(y)%j(y)-

From this identity and equalities (2.73), (2.75) and (2.76), we conclude
| e@wedne) = [ [o@re) - (lve@)ve@)] dut) + B+ By,
oOF oF

As the integral at the right-hand side vanishes by relations (2.66) and (2.67), estimates (2.74)
and (2.77) imply

1Ay@w@w@kaw%wmmwm+awmw>

< Cllcror (el 2o + 19 120F))
< C5H¢H11/1;21?p(a}7)kug?(aF)(H‘PHL%@F) + 19l r20m)) ,  (2.78)

where in the last passage we used a well-known interpolation inequality, with 9 € (0,1)
depending only on p > n — 1 (see [5, Theorem 3.70]).

Step 2. The previous estimate does not allow to conclude directly, but we have to rely on the
following iteration procedure. Fix any number K > 1 and assume that ¢ € (0, 1) is such that
(possibly considering a smaller 7)

T4+ <e/2,  Cy(1+2C)) <7, 205K <. (2.79)

Given 1), we set ¢y = 1 and we denote by n' the vector defined as in (2.67). We set E; =
E —n! and denote by ¢ the function such that 0F; = {z+ ¢ (x)vp(x) : = € OF}. Asbefore,
1 satisfies

y+eoyve(y) —n' =2+ e1(2)vr(2).
Since ||¢||w2» @) < d and || < C1|[Y||12(or), by inequalities (2.68), (2.72) and (2.79) we have

le1llwzeor) < C20(1+Ch1) < 7. (2.80)
Using again that [|¢)||lyy2(9r) < 6 < 1, by estimate (2.78) we obtain

‘/aF ©1(y)vr(y) d#(y))‘ < C5||300||g2(ap)(HSDIHL?((?F) + ||800HL2(6F)) )

where we have |¢ol|z2(9r) < 9.
We now distinguish two cases.
If |vollz2(ar) < Kll#1ll12(or), from the previous inequality and (2.79), we get

| erwwrmaut]| < s (o120 + lenlzom)

< 2C58"K||o1 12 (ar)
< dle1llr2or) s
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thus, the conclusion follows with n = n'.
In the other case,

leollz2or o
lp1llz2ary < % <z <9 (2.81)

We then repeat the whole procedure: we denote by n? the vector defined as in formula (2.67)
with 1 replaced by 1, we set E; = E1 —n? = E—n' —n? and we consider the corresponding
2 which satisfies

w+ pa(wvp(w) = 2+ p1(2)vr(z) —1° =y + wo(y)vr(y) —n' —n°.
Since

1
Iollwzsom + I + 121 < 8+ C18 + Cillerllpaor < 6+ Cro(1+ =) < Cad(1+2C1) <7,

the map T, (y) = 7r(y+¢o(y)vr(y)— (n'+1?)) is a diffeomorphism, thanks to formula (2.69)
(having chosen 7 and § small enough).
Thus, by applying inequalities (2.72) (with n = ! + 7?), (2.68), (2.79) and (2.81), we get

C
lp2llw2r@r) < CZ(WPO”W?»P(E)F) +[n' + 772’) < 025(1 +C1 + ?) <7,

as K > 1, analogously to conclusion (2.80). On the other hand, by estimates (2.68), (2.80)
and (2.81),

5
le1llwee@or +n° < Cad(1+ C1) + Cioz < Cad(1+201) <7,

hence, also the map T, (z) = 7r(z + ¢1(z)vp(z) — n?) is a diffeomorphism satisfying in-
equalities (2.69) and (2.70). Therefore, arguing as before, we obtain

| /8 @20 ) dulw)| < Csller o (Ie2llizom) + el zom)-

Since [|¢1]|z2(or) < 6 by inequality (2.81), if [[1]129F) < Kllp2llr2or) the conclusion fol-
lows with = n* + n?. Otherwise, we iterate the procedure observing that

le1llz2om) - leollz2ar) _ 0

leallrzor € —F=— < =57 — < 7=
This construction leads to three (possibly finite) sequences 0", E,, and ¢,, such that
En=E—n'— - —q",  |p" <&

lenllwzr@or) < Callleollwar@ry + ' + -+ +0") < Cad(1 4 2C))
lenllL2@r) < %
OE, = {z + pn(x)vp(x) : © € OF}

If for some n € N we have |¢n-1llr20r) < Kl¢nllr2or), the construction stops, since,
arguing as before,

(/ on(Y)vr(y) du(y)‘ < 6llenllr2or)
oF

and the conclusion follows with = n! 4+ --- + 1" and ¢ = ¢,. Otherwise, the iteration
continues indefinitely and we get the thesis with

o
n=> 1"  @=0,
n=1
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(notice that the series is converging), which actually means that £ = n + F. O

We are now ready to show the main theorem of this first part of the work.

Proof of Theorem 2.29.
Step 1. We first want to see that
mo = inf {HE(gp) : o € THOE), |9l o) = 1} > 0. (2.82)

To this aim, we consider a minimizing sequence ¢; for the above infimum and we assume
that ; — ¢o weakly in H*(9F), then g € T+(JE) (since it is a closed subspace of H!(OE))
and if g # 0, there holds

mo = lim Ilg(e;) > g(pe) >0

1—+400
due to the strict stability of £ and the lower semicontinuity of Il (recall formula (2.41)
and the fact that the weak convergence in H'(9E) implies strong convergence in L?(0F) by
Sobolev embeddings). On the other hand, if instead ¢y = 0, again by the strong convergence
of ¢; — g in L?(OF), by looking at formula (2.41), we have

o N 2 _ 1 12 —
mo = Jim Tp(p) = Jim [ Vi au= lim il oy = 1

since @il 29y — O

Step 2. Now we show that there exists a constant ; > 0 such that if E is like in the statement
and OF = {y + ¥ (y)ve(y) : y € OL}, with [|[¥]lw2sop) < 01, and Vol(F) = Vol(E), then

. =~ ™m,
mf{w) o € H'OF). el o = 1.| [ FWqu\gal}zg. 2.83)

We argue by contradiction assuming that there exists a sequence of sets F; with 0F; = {y +
Vi(y)ve(y) : y € OB} with [[¢]lw2r@r) — 0 and Vol(F;) = Vol(E), and a sequence of

functions p; € fll((?FZ-) with HSDz‘HHl(aFn =1and faFi wivr, dp; — 0, such that

m,
g, (pi) < =2

2
We then define the following sequence of smooth functions
Bi) = il + B ) — £ e+ 0)ve() duty) 289

which clearly belong to H'(OE). Setting 0;(y) = v+ vi(y)ve(y), as p > max{2,n — 1}, by the
Sobolev embeddings, §; — Id in C* and v, 0 0; — v in C%%(9E), hence, the sequence ;
is bounded in H!(OF) and if {e} is the special orthonormal basis found in Remark 2.26, we
have (vg, o 0;lex) — (vg|er) uniformly for all & € {1,...,n}. Thus,

/ ¢Z<I/E|€Z> d,u — 0,
OB
as 1 — oo, indeed,
/ i(veler) du — / ©i(vE, o bileg) dp — 0
OF OF

and
/ Di(VE, o Olex) dp = / @i(vrlex) JO; du; — 0,
OE OF;
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as the Jacobians (notice that .J6; are Jacobians “relative” to the hypersurface 9E) J0; * — 1
uniformly and we assumed [, . PivE; dpi — 0.

Hence, using expression (2.48), for the projection map 7 on T (9E), it follows
17(¢i) = @ill 1 om) = O
as i — oo and
dim 7 (00l oy = lim 19ill i o) = lim (loillnom) =1, (2.85)

since ||¢i|[w2r@am) — 0, thus [|¢il|creor) — 0, by looking at the definition of the functions
@; in formula (2.84).

Note now that the W2P— convergence of F; to E (the second fundamental form Byp, of OF;
is “morally” the Hessian of ¢;) implies

Bop,00; — By in LP(OE),

as i — oo, then, by Sobolev embeddings again (in particular H'(0E) — L4(OE) for any
q € [1,2*), with 2* = 2(n — 1)/(n — 3) which is larger than 2) and the W?P?—convergence of
F; to E/, we get

/ |B@Fi|2%0?dﬂi—/ |Bog[* @} dp — 0.
OF; OE

Standard elliptic estimates for the problem (2.3) (see [23], for instance) imply the convergence
of the potentials

vp, — vg in CLP(T™) forall 3 € (0,1),
for i — oo, hence arguing as before,

/ 8VF,'UF1'()O12 sz - / auEUE(ﬁZZ d,u — 0.
OF; OF

Setting, as in Remark 2.20,

vpg (r) = - G(z,y)@i(y) du(y) = . G(z,y)ei(0i(y)) duly) — m; . G(z,y)du(y) ,
where m; = ;. vi(y + ¥i(y)ve(y)) du(y) — 0, as i — oo, and
VR (@) = [ G(z,2)0i(2)dpi(z) = | G(,0i(y))pi(0i(y))J0:(y) duly) ,
OF; OFE

it is easy to check (see [2, pages 537-538], for details) that

/ Vg, | do — / Vv z|*de — 0.
" T
Finally, recalling expression (2.42), we conclude
Ir,(¢i) = e(@) =0,
since we have
lillL2or;) — 1®ill20m) — 0,

which easily follows again by looking at the definition of the functions ¢; in formula (2.84)
and taking into account that ||¢;[|c1.e@z) — 0, hence limits (2.85) imply

IVeill2ar) — IV@illr2m) — 0.
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By the previous conclusion ||7(¢;) — @illg19r) — 0 and Sobolev embeddings, it this then
straightforward, arguing as above, to get also

(@) — Op(n($:) — 0,
hence,
g, (pi) — He(r(@;)) — 0.

Since we assumed that IIx, (¢;) < mo/2, we conclude that for i € N, large enough there holds

— m
O (r(e:) < 70 < my,

which is a contradiction to Step 1, as 7 (;) € T+(9E).
Step 3. Let us now consider F such that Vol(F') = Vol(E), Vol(FAE) < ¢ and

OF ={y +v¢(y)ve(y) : y € OE} C N,

with [[9[|y2.0 9y < 0 where § > 0 is smaller than ¢, given by Step 2.

Taking a possibly smaller § > 0, we consider the field X and the associated flow ¢ found in
Lemma 2.32. Hence, divX = 0in N; and ®(1,y) = y + ¥(y)ve(y), for all y € OF, that is,
®(1,0F) = OF C N, which implies Ey = ®;(F) = F and Vol(E;) = Vol(F) = Vol(E). Then
the special variation E; = ®;(F) is volume—-preserving, for ¢t € [—1, 1] and the vector field X
is admissible, by the last part of such lemma.

By Lemma 2.34, choosing an even smaller § > 0 if necessary, possibly replacing F' with a
translate F' — o for some 1 € R" if needed, we can assume that

0
'/ Yvg du' < %HwHLQ(aE)- (2.86)
oF

We now claim that

/BE<X!VEt>VEt due| < 01|{(X|vE )28y  VEE€[0,1]. (2.87)
To this aim, we write
/ (X|vg,)ve, duy = (X o O4lvg, o @) (vE, 0o Pt) JPrdu
OF BE
= qu)t‘VE I/Edu-i-Rl
o))
=/ z)|lve)ve dp + Ri + Ry
OF

Yvpdu+ Ry + Ry + R
OF
with appropriate R;, Ry and R3 (see below).
By the definition of X in formula (2.57) (in the proof of Lemma 2.32), the bounds 0 < C; <
¢ < Cyand ||J(mg o @) M| or) < Cs (by inequality (2.55) and Sobolev embeddings, as
p > max{2,n — 1}, we have [|®(t,-) — ld||cr.a@r) < ClYllw2ror < C9), the following
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inequality holds
| AEERC) (ot 2))Vdp(D(t )
[, weeola= [ |f E@(a) + s, )

<C | [W(rp(®(t,x)))| du
OF

ds|du

- /8 I (0 )7 (2) d(2)
< ClYllr2aE)- (2.88)

for every ¢ € [0, 1].

We want now to prove that for every € > 0, choosing a suitably small § > 0 we have the
estimate

[Ra| + |Ro| + |R3| < el 2 om)- (2.89)
First,

Ry = / (X o ®yvp, o Pvg, 0o Py[JP; — 1] du
OF
+/ (X 0 ®fvp, 0 ®)vp, o Prdp —/ (X 0@y, vp)vpdu

= / (X o ®4lvg, o ®)vE, o Oy [JP, — 1] du —|—/ (X o ®4lvg, 0o @y —vp)vE du
OF oF

+/ (X o ®tlvg, o Py)(vg, o Py — vE)du
oK

< A ]Xo@t]HJCI)t—lﬂLoo(aE) d,LL—i-/a ’XO@t‘”I/E—I/Eto(thLoo(aE) d,l,l,7
E E

then, since by equality (2.54), it follow that for every ¢ € [0, 1] the two terms
HVE_VE} O‘P(t,w)HLoo(aE) and HJ‘I)t— 1HLOO(BE)

can be made (uniformly in ¢ € [0, 1]) small as we want, if 6 > 0 is small enough, by using
inequality (2.88), we obtain

|Ra| <ElYllr20m)/3-
Then we estimate, by means of inequality (2.54) and where s = s(t,y) € [t, 1],

IRy| < /8 X (@) = X(@(L2)] +[X(@(L2)) - X(2)] du
< /a _IX(@(t,2)) = X(@(L)] + VX2 [l 20

R X
OF

< /8 VX (@(s,2)[0(t,2) ~ B(L2) + VX 20 9208
< CIVX|zoo(n)ClYl L2 0m) + IV X L2y 1Yl 22 08y

' )+ IV X v [l 2o
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where in the last inequality we use equation (2.88). Hence, using equality (2.58) and Sobolev
embeddings, as p > max{2,n — 1}, we get

|Ra| < CllYllweror)llYllz o,

then, since ||¢||y2.»(9p) < 0, we obtain

| Ro| <E[l¢llL2(0m)/3,

if 9 is small enough.

Arguing similarly, recalling the definition of X given by formula (2.57), we also obtain |R3| <
EllYll 2 (o), hence estimate (2.89) follows. We can then conclude that, for § > 0 small enough,
we have

61
[ e au] +2luliaom < (5 +2) Wl

/ (X v v, die| <
oFE

for any t € [0, 1], where in the last inequality we used the assumption (2.86), thus choosing
€ =01/4 we get

301
< TWHB OE)-

/ (Xlvg,)ve, du
oE
Along the same line, it is then easy to prove that

(XvE ) 2208 = (1 —)l[Yl22(5E): (2.90)

for any ¢ € [0, 1], hence claim (2.87) follows.

As a consequence, since (X |vg,) € H'(OE;), being X admissible for E; (recalling compu-
tation 2.23) and OE; can be described as a graph over OF with a function with small norm
in W2P(OF) (by estimate (2.55) of Lemma 2.32), we can apply Step 2 with F' = F; to the
function (X|vg,)/|(X|vE,) | i1 (98,), concluding

m
M, (Xvp,)) = S X vz om,)- (2.91)

By means of Lemma 2.33, for 6 > 0 small enough, we now show the following inequality
on OF; (here div is the divergence operator and X, = X — (X|vg,)vg, is a tangent vector
field on OE), for any ¢ € [0,1],

||diV(XTt <X|VEt>)||L%(8E = ||diVXTt <X|VE't> + <XTt|V<X|VEt>>

HLI’ 1 8Et

<CIVXnllzom) (X Ive)l 2 05
+COIXnll 2, ||V<X|VEt>||L2(aEt)
<C|X X
| HHl(aEt | H L2 05
<OIX1H1 om)
§C||<X|VEt>‘|%{1(aEt)a (292)

where we used the Sobolev embedding H'(0E;) — L2 (OEy), as p > max{2,n — 1}.
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Then, we compute (here X, is the tangent component of X, H; is the mean curvature and
vE, the potential relative to E; defined by formula (2.1))

J(F) = J(E) = J(E1) — J(E)

1 d2
- /0 (1~ 1) g J(E) di

:/01(1_t)(HEt(<X\VEt>)+Rt) dt
1
_ /0 (1 — t)Ip, ((X|vp,)) dt

1
—/ (1—t)/ (4yvg, + Hy) div(X,, (X |vg,)) du dt.
0 oF

by Theorem 2.14 and the definition of IIg, in formula (2.41), considering the second form of
the remainder term R, relative to E; and taking into account that div X = 0 in N, and that
X: = X, as the variation is special.

Hence, by estimate (2.91), we have (recall that 4yvg + H = 4yvg, + Hp = A constant, as F is
a critical set)

m 1
IEF) = I(E) 2 5 [0 = DX o

1
- / (1- t)/ (Hy 4+ 4yvg,) div(X,, (X|vEg,)) duy dt
0 OFE

mo

1
=5 [ = 01X B o
1
- / (1—1) / (Hy + dyvp, — A) div(Xs, (X |vg,)) dpg dt
0 OFE:
1
mo
> 50 [ = 01X oy

1
- /O (1 = 8)[[He + dyvg, — Alreop,) [|div(Xe (X|ve,))| dt

_P_
Lr—1(0Ey)

mo ! 2
> | =X e om,) dt
0

1
e /0 (1= )1 + dyvm, — Mo | (X v 121 o 4t

by estimate (2.92). If § > 0 is sufficiently small, as E is W?2P—close to E (recall the definition
of vg, in formula (2.1)), we have

[He + 4vve, — Mlre(or) < mo/4C,

hence,

m 1
I = 3(B) = 5 [ (= 01Xl o
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Then, we can conclude the proof of the theorem with the following series of inequalities,
holding for a suitably small § > 0 as in the statement,

E

1
J(F) > / (1= DI ) 2 o

)+
E) + CH<X‘VE>HL2(8E
E) + CWHL?(@E
E) + C[Vol(EAF)]?
(E) + Cla(B, F)P?,

where the first inequality is due to the W2P_closedness of E; to E, the second one by the
very expression (2.57) of the vector field X on 0F,

¥(y)
E@ew) = | [ s | < Clutl,

the third follows by a straightforward computation (involving the map L defined by for-
mula (2.53) and its Jacobian), as OF is a “normal graph” over OF with 9 as “height function”,
finally the last one simply by the definition of the “distance” «, recalling that we possibly
translated the “original” set F' by a vector 7 € R", at the beginning of this step. O

J(
> J(
> J(
(

J
J

A\VARAY

We conclude this section by proving two propositions that will be used later. The first one
says that when a set is sufficiently W*P—close to a strictly stable critical set of the functional
J, then the quadratic form (2.41) remains uniformly positive definite (on the orthogonal
complement of its degenerate subspace, see the discussion at the end of the previous subsec-
tion).

Proposition 2.35. Let p > max{2,n — 1} and E C T" be a smooth strictly stable critical set with
N a tubular neighborhood of OE, as in formula (2.49). Then, for every 6 € (0, 1] there exist 09,5 > 0
such that if a smooth set F C T" is W?P—close to E, that is, Vol(FAE) < § and OF C N, with

OF ={y +¢(y)ve(y) : y € OE}
for a smooth v with ||¢||y2r@ap) < 6, there holds
r(p) > oollelFnom), (2.93)
for all p € HY(JF) satisfying
Join [l = mlve)lizzor) = Olelzor),
where O is defined by formula (2.47).

Proof.
Step 1. We first show that for every 6 € (0, 1] there holds

ma = inf{T1e(¢) : ¢ € H'OF). [ollmop =1 and min o= (alve)leaon = 0liom | > 0.

(2.94)
Indeed, let ¢; be a minimizing sequence for this infimum and assume that ¢; — ¢y €

HY(OE) weakly in H'(OE).
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If 99 # 0, as the weak convergence in H'(9F) implies strong convergence in L?(0F) by
Sobolev embeddings, for every n € O we have

leo = lve)llzz@m) = im llos = mlve)llzem 2 im 0lleillc2 o) = blleoll2@m).

hence,

nfélg]{: leo — (lve)llL2om) > OllvollL2r) > 0,

thus, we conclude ¢y € HY(E) \ T(OE) and
mg = lim Ig(p;) 2 Ip(eo) > 0,

where the last inequality follows from estimate (2.45) in Remark 2.25.
If o = 0, then again by the strong convergence of ¢; — ¢ in L?(0FE), by looking at for-
mula (2.41), we have

T RRT 124, = T 112 =
mg = lim Ilp(p;) = lim . Vil " dp = i [l9i[ o) = 1

since ||¢illL2(aE) — 0.

Step 2. In order to finish the proof it is enough to show the existence of some § > 0 such that
if VOl(FAE) < 6 and OF = {y + ¢ (y)ve(y) : y € OE} with |||l 2s9p) < 0, then

int{ e (o) : ¢ € H'OF). l¢llmory =1 and min i — (lve)l2om) = Olleliom |
1
> 09 = 3 min{myg /s, 1}, (2.95)
where my 5 is defined by formula (2.94), with 6/2 in place of 6.
Assume by contradiction that there exist a sequence of smooth sets F; C T", with 0F; =

v +vi(y)vely) : v € OFE} and |[¢illw2ror) — 0, and a sequence p; € HY(OF;), with
¢ill 1 or;) = 1 and minpeoy [l0i — (lve) 12(or) = Oll@ill2(or), such that

HE,(¢i) <og <mgsa/2. (2.96)

Let us suppose first that lim; o [|¢illr2(9F,) = 0 and observe that by Sobolev embeddings
l¢illLaor,) — O for some ¢ > 2, thus, since the functions v; are uniformly bounded in
W?2P(9E) for p > max{2,n — 1}, recalling formula (2.41), it is easy to see that
i N — i 12 4, = i 112 _
Jim s (00 = Jim [ 1961 = Jm il oy =1,
which is a contradiction with assumption (2.96).
Hence, we may assume that
lim ‘|90i||L2(8F¢) > 0. (2.97)
1— 00

The idea now is to write every ¢; as a function on JE. We define the functions ¢;(0F) — R,
given by

@i(y) = iy + vily)ve(y)) — ][ ei(y +Yi(y)ve(y)) du(y)

oF
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for every y € OF.

As ¢; — 0in W2P(JE), we have in particular that

19l 2 0m)
leill2or)
moreover, note also that vz, (- + ¥;(-)vg(-)) — ve in WHP(OE) and thus in C%%(9E) for a

suitable o € (0, 1), depending on p, by Sobolev embeddings. Using this fact and taking into
account the third limit above and inequality (2.97), one can easily show that

$; € H'(OE), @il om) — 1 and 1,

minneOE H@Z - <77’VE> minnEOE H“Pl - <77’VF1'>HL2(8FZ-)

Iz (OF) > lim inf

lim inf — ' >40.
100 H%‘HB(@E) 100 H%Hm(aEi)
Hence, for ¢ € N large enough, we have
~ .~ 0, -
@il om) > 3/4  and Jnin 19 = lve)llz@m) 2 51€ill2@8)
then, in turn, by Step 1, we infer
~ 9

Arguing now exactly like in the final part of Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 2.29, we have
that all the terms of IIf, (¢;) are asymptotically close to the corresponding terms of I1g(¢;),
thus

I, (¢i) — p(@) — 0,
which is a contradiction, by inequalities (2.96) and (2.98). This establishes inequality (2.95)
and concludes the proof. O

The following final result of this section states the fact that close to a strictly stable critical
set there are no other smooth critical sets (up to translations).

Proposition 2.36. Let p and E C T" be as in Proposition 2.35. Then, there exists § > 0 such that if
E' C T™ is a smooth critical set with Vol(E") = Vol(E), Vol(EAE") < 6, OE" C N, and

OF ={y +¥(y)vely) : y € OE}
for a smooth v with ||||w2ror) < 0, then E' is a translate of E.

Proof. In Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 2.29, it is shown that under these hypotheses on E
and E',if 6 > 0is small enough, we may find a small vector n € R™ and a volume-preserving
variation E; such thatEy = E, £} = E' — nand

2

%J(Et) > C[VOl(EA(E' —n)))?,

for all ¢ € [0,1], where C'is a positive constant independent of E'.

Assume that E’ is a smooth critical set as in the statement, which is not a translate of E, then
4 J(Ey) ‘ —o= 0, but from the above formula it follows 4 J(E) |,_;> 0, which implies that
E’ — n cannot be critical, hence neither E’, which is a contradiction. Indeed, s — F;_,is a
volume—preserving variation for E’ — n and

d d
Ly | =S| <o,
dsJ( ! )s:O dtJ( v t:1<0

showing that E’ — 7 is not critical. O
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3. THE MODIFIED MULLINS—-SEKERKA AND THE SURFACE DIFFUSION FLOW
We start with the notion of smooth flow of sets.

Definition 3.1. Let E; C T" fort € [0,T) be a one-parameter family of sets, then we say that it
is a smooth flow if there exists a smooth reference set F' C T" and amap ¥ € C*°([0,7) xT"; T™)
such that ¥, = ¥(¢,-) is a smooth diffeomorphism from T" to T" and E; = ¥,(F), for all
tel[0,7T).

The velocity of the motion of any point z = ¥,(y) of the set E;, with y € F, is then given
by
ov
Xi(z) = Xo(We(y)) = a—tt(y)

(notice that, in general, the smooth vector field X;, defined in the whole T™ by X;(¥(z)) =
% (z) for every z € T", is not independent of ¢).
When = € 0E;, we define the outer normal velocity of the flow of the boundaries 0E;, which

are smooth hypersurfaces of T", as
Vi(x) = (Xi(2)|ve, (x)),
for every t € [0,T), where v, is the outer normal vector to E;.

For more clarity and to simplify formulas and computations, from now on we will denote with

I duy the integral / fo®iduy,
OF: oF

for every f : OE; — R, where in the second integral ji; is the canonical Riemannian measure in-

duced on the hypersurface OE;, parametrized by ®;|sr, by the flat metric of T™ (coinciding with the
Hausdorff (n — 1)-dimensional measure). Moreover, in the same spirit we set v; = v,.

Before giving the definition of the modified Mullins—Sekerka flow (first appeared in [46] —
see also [11, 33] and [22] for a very clear and nice introduction to such flow), we need some
notation. Given a smooth set £ C T" and v > 0, we denote by wg the unique solution in
H!(T™) of the following problem

Awg =0 in T\ OF
wE inT" \ (3.1)
wg =H+4yvp on OF,
where v is the potential introduced in (2.3) and H is the mean curvature of 0E. Moreover,
we denote by wg and wy, the restrictions wg|ge and wg|g, respectively. Finally, denoting as
usual by v the outer unit normal to E, we set

[0y wE] = aVEwE — Oypwg = —(Oppe wg + Oypwp) -
that is the “jump” of the normal derivative of wr on OF.

Definition 3.2. Let £ C T" be a smooth set. We say that a smooth flow E; such that Ey = E,
is a modified Mullins—Sekerka flow with parameter v > 0, on the time interval [0,7") and with
initial datum F, if the outer normal velocity V; of the moving boundaries 0F; is given by

Vi = [0,,wy] ondE;forallt e |0,T), (3.2)

where w; = wg, (with the above definitions) and we used the simplified notation 9,,w; in
place of 8,,Et WE, .
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Remark 3.3. The adjective “modified” comes from the introduction of the parameter v > 0
in the problem, while considering v = 0 we have the original flow proposed by Mullins
and Sekerka in [46] (see also [11, 33]), which has been also called Hele—Shaw model [7], or
Hele—Shaw model with surface tension [19, 20, 21], which arises as a singular limit of a nonlocal
version of the Cahn-Hilliard equation [4, 50, 41], to describe phase separation in diblock
copolymer melts (see also [49]).

Parametrizing the smooth hypersurfaces M; = 0F; of T" by some smooth embeddings
Yy + M — T" such that (M) = OE; (here M is a fixed smooth differentiable (n — 1)-
dimensional manifold and the map (¢, p) — ¥ (t,p) = ¥:(p) is smooth), the geometric evolu-
tion law (3.2) can be expressed equivalently as

<%

- ( yt> — [By,wi), (3.3)

where we denoted by 1, the outer unit normal to M; = 0E;.
Moreover, as the moving hypersurfaces M; = OFE; are compact, it is always possible to
smoothly reparametrize them with maps (that we still call) ¢; such that

o

875 = [al,twt]yt, (34)

in describing such flow. This follows by the invariance by tangential perturbations of the velocity,
shared by the flow due to its geometric nature and can be proved following the line in Sec-
tion 1.3 of [42], where the analogous property is shown in full detail for the (more famous)
mean curvature flow. Roughly speaking, the tangential component of the velocity of the
points of the moving hypersurfaces, does not affect the global “shape” during the motion.

Like the nonlocal Area functional J (see Definition 2.2), the flow is obviously invariant by
translations, or more generally under any isometry of T™ (or R™). Moreover, if ¢ : [0,T") x
M — T™ is a modified Mullins-Sekerka flow of hypersurfaces, in the sense of equation (3.3)
and @ : [0,7) x M — M is a time-dependent family of smooth diffeomorphisms of M,
then it is easy to check that the reparametrization ¢ : [0,7') x M — T" defined as ¥ (¢,p) =
Y(t, ®(t,p)) is still a modified Mullins—Sekerka flow (again in the sense of equation (3.3)).
This property can be reread as “the flow is invariant under reparametrization”, suggesting
that the really relevant objects are actually the subsets M; = v, (M) of T".

We show now that the volume of the sets £} is preserved during the evolution. We re-
mark that instead, other geometric properties shared for instance by the mean curvature
flow (see [42, Chapter 2]), like convexity are not necessarily maintained (see [16]), neither
there holds the so—called “comparison property” asserting that if two initial sets are one
contained in the other, they stay so during the two respective flows.

This volume—preserving property can be easily proved, arguing as in the computation
leading to equation (2.23). Indeed, if E; = ¥;(F') is a modified Mullins-Sekerka flow, de-
scribed by U € C*°([0,T) x T™; T™), with an associated smooth vector field X; as above, we
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have

—Wﬂ& / —£@ dy—L@wXﬂWuwN@@w@/ (3.5)

= / leXt(.%') dr = / <Xt‘l/t> d,U,t = / V}d,ut
Ey O0FE: OF:

= / [y, wy) dpy = / (8Vtwt dywy ) dpe =0,
BEt aEt

where the last equality follows from the divergence theorem and the fact that w; is harmonic
in T" \ OE,.

Another important property of the modified Mullins—Sekerka flow is that it can be re-
garded as the H~!/?—gradient flow of the functional .J under the constraint that the volume
is fixed, that is, the outer normal velocity V; is minus such H -1/ 2—gradient of the functional
J (see [41]).

For any smooth set £ C T", we let the space H-Y2(9E) C L%(OE) to be the dual of
H'2(9E) (the functions in H'/2(9E) with zero integral) with the Gagliardo H/2-seminorm
(see [3, 14, 48, 61], for instance)

2
2 lu(z) —u(y)® ‘
sy = Wiy = [ [ L duteyany)

(it is a norm for H'/2(9E) since the functions in it have zero integral) and the pairing between
H'Y2(9E) and H~'/2(OE) simply being the integral of the product of the functions on dE.
We define the linear operator Ayr on the smooth functions v with zero integral on OF as
follows: we consider the unique smooth solution w of the problem

[l

Aw=0 inT"\0OFE
w=u on OF

and we denote by w' and w™ the restrictions w|ge and w|g, respectively, then we set
Appu = O,w — dw™ = [Ouw],
which is another smooth function on 0F with zero integral. Then, we have

|Vw|? dz = / div(wVw) dz = —/ ulAppudu
Tn EUE® oE

and such quantity turns out to be a norm equivalent to the one given by the Gagliardo

seminorm on H'/2(9E) above (this is related to the theory of trace spaces for which we refer
to [3, 25]), see [41]. Hence, it induces the dual norm

2 _ —1
191+ oy = |, o(=Bom) od

for every smooth function v € H~'/2(9E). By polarization, we have the H/2(9E)-scalar
product between a pair of smooth functions u,v : 0F — R with zero integral,

(u|v>H 12(9m) = / u(—AaE)_lvd,u.
OF
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This scalar product, extended to the whole space H~/2(9E), makes it a Hilbert space (see [27]),
hence, by Riesz representation theorem, there exists a function V, Yren-v 2(OF) such that,
for every smooth function v € H~/2(9F), there holds

/aE v(H + dyvp) dp = 6Jpp(v) = (U|V§{1§1/2J>ﬁ71/2(aE) - /aE (=Bam) V5T dn,

by Theorem 2.6, where vg, is the potential introduced in (2.3) and H is the mean curvature of
OF.
Then, by the fundamental lemma of calculus of variations, we conclude

(—Dop) "' VHg T = H+ dyvp + ¢,

for a constant ¢ € R, that is, recalling the definition of wg in problem (3.1) and of the operator

Asr above,
7—1/2

Vig T =—8op(H + 4yup) = —[0, wp].

It clearly follows that the outer normal velocity of the moving boundaries V; = [J,,w;] is

1/2

minus the H~ —gradient of the volume—constrained functional J.

We deal now with the surface diffusion flow.

Definition 3.4. Let E C T" be a smooth set. We say that a smooth flow E; = &,(F), for
t €10,7), with Ey = E, is a surface diffusion flow starting from FE if the outer normal velocity
V; of the moving boundaries 0E; is given by

Vi=AH; forallte [0,T) (3.6)

where A, is the (rough) Laplacian associated to the hypersurface 0F;, with the Riemannian
metric induced by T" (that is, by R").

Such flow was first proposed by Mullins in [45] to study thermal grooving in material sci-
ences and first analyzed mathematically more in detail in [17]. In particular, in the physically
relevant case of three—dimensional space, it describes the evolution of interfaces between
solid phases of a system, driven by surface diffusion of atoms under the action of a chemical
potential (see for instance [34]).

With the same argument used for the modified Mullins-Sekerka flow, representing the
smooth hypersurfaces 0F; in T" with a family of smooth embeddings ; : M — T", we can
describe the flow as

Obe| N\ _
(e ) = aette
and also simply as
0
% = (Ath)l/t . (37)

Remark 3.5. This is actually the more standard way to define the surface diffusion flow, in
the more general situation of smooth and possibly immersed—only hypersurfaces (usually in
R™), without being the boundary of any set.

By means of equation (2.10), the system (3.7) can be rewritten as

vy

% —AyAypy + lower order terms (3.8)
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and it can be seen that it is a fourth order, quasilinear and degenerate, parabolic system of
PDEs. Indeed, it is quasilinear, as the coefficients (as second order partial differential opera-
tor) of the Laplacian associated to the induced metrics ¢g; on the evolving hypersurfaces, that
is,

Aoe(p) = Dy, e (p) = g () VE P9y (p)

depend on the first order derivatives of v, as g; (and the coefficient of A;A; on the third
order derivatives). Moreover, the operator at the right hand side of system (3.7) is degener-
ate, as its symbol (the symbol of the linearized operator) admits zero eigenvalues due to the
invariance of the Laplacian by diffeomorphisms.

Arguing as in computation (3.5), using the equation (3.6) in place of (3.2), it can be seen
that also the surface diffusion flow of boundaries of sets is volume—preserving. Moreover,
analogously to the modified Mullins—Sekerka flow (see the discussion above), it does not
preserve convexity (see [36]), nor the embeddedness (in the “stand—alone” formulation of
motion of hypersurfaces, as in formula (3.7), see [28]), indeed it also does not have a “com-
parison principle”, while it is invariant by isometries of T", reparametrizations and tangen-

tial perturbations of the velocity of the motion. In addition, it can be regarded as the H1-
gradient flow of the volume—constrained Area functional, in the following sense (see [27],

for instance). For a smooth set £ C T", we let the space H-YOF) C L%(JE) to be the dual
of H'(OE) with the norm lull g1omy = Jor |Vu|? dy and the pairing between H'(JE) and
HY(9E) simply being the integral of the product of the functions on 0F.

Then, it follows easily that the norm of a smooth function v € H~(9E) is given by

601y = [ (=80 wdn = [ (T2 T (-8) ) dn

and, by polarization, we have the H!(0E)-scalar product between a pair of smooth func-
tions u,v : OF — R with zero integral,

Wl 20y = [ (VAT (-8) Mo du= [ u(-a)odu,
OE OE

integrating by parts.
This scalar product, extended to the whole space H _1(?E), make it a Hilbert space, hence,
by Riesz representation theorem, there exists a function Vi, A € HY(E) such that, for every
smooth function v € H~!(OE), there holds

/ vHdp = 6Agp(v) = (vlvgéi@ﬁ_l(am = / v(—A)_lvgb:iéldu,

OE OE

by Theorem 2.6 (with v = 0).
Then, by the fundamental lemma of calculus of variations, we conclude

(AW A= 1,
for a constant ¢ € R, that is,
VA= —AH.

It clearly follows that the outer normal velocity of the moving boundaries of a surface diffu-
sion flow V; = A;H; is minus the H ~!-gradient of the volume—constrained functional .A.
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Remark 3.6. 1t is interesting to notice that the (unmodified, that is, with v = 0) Mullins—Sekerka
flow is the H~1/2—gradient flow and the surface diffusion flow the H~!-gradient flow of the
Area functional on the boundary of the sets, under a volume constraint, while considering the
unconstrained Area functional, its L2—gradient flow is the mean curvature flow.

It follows that, in a way, the unmodified Mullins-Sekerka flow, representing the moving
hypersurfaces as of smooth embeddings ¢; : M — T", can be described as

1/2
t/H

Oy

ot (4
showing its parabolic nature (differently by the surface diffusion flow, in this case the equa-
tion is nonlocal, due to the fractional Laplacian involved, even if the functional is still simply
the Area, hence implying that the flow depends only on the hypersurface) — again quasilin-
ear and degenerate — and suggesting the problem of analyzing (and eventually generalizing
the existing results) the nonlocal evolutions of hypersurfaces given by the laws

o0,
ot

when s > 0, arising from considering, as above, the H ~°-gradient of the Area functional on
the boundary of the sets (under a volume constraint).

Up to our knowledge, these flows are not present in literature and it would be also interest-
ing to compare them to the fractional mean curvature flows arising considering the gradient
flows associated to the fractional Area functionals on the boundary of a set (in this case such
functionals are “strongly” nonlocal), see [35, 38] and references therein, for instance.

Ve = —A?/ %1y + lower order terms,

= (AfHy)vy = —Aj* 'y + lower order terms,

3.1. Short time existence.

To state the short time existence and uniqueness results for the two flows, we give the
following definition which is actually fundamental for the discussion of the global existence
in the next section.

Definition 3.7. Given a smooth set £ C T" and a tubular neighborhood N, of JF, as in
formula (2.49), for any M € (0,¢/2) (recall the discussion in Subsection 2.2 about the notion
of “closedness” of sets), we denote by Qﬁ}\/[(E), the class of all smooth sets F' C E' U N, such
that Vol(FAFE) < M and

OF ={x + ¢pr(x)vp(z): v € OF}, (3.9)

for some Y € C*°(OF), with prHcl(aE) < M (hence, OF C N.). For every k € Nand «a €

g\(}, 1), we also denote by Qﬁﬁ/’[a(E) the collection of sets F' € €} (E) such that lYEllere@r) <

The following existence /uniqueness theorem of classical solutions for the modified Mullins—
Sekerka flow was proved by Escher and Simonett [19, 20, 21] and independently by Chen,
Hong and Yi [8] (see also [18]). The original version deals with the flow in domains of R",
but it can be easily adapted to hold also when the ambient is the flat torus T".

Theorem 3.8. Let E C T" be a smooth set and N, a tubular neighborhood of OF, as in for-
mula (2.49), Then, for every o € (0, 1) and M € (0,e/2) small enough, there exists T = T (E, M, ) >
0 such that if Ey € (’,‘?\’f(E) there exists a unique smooth modified Mullins—Sekerka flow with param-
eter v > 0, starting from Ey, in the time interval [0,T).
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We now state the analogous result (and also of dependence on the initial data) for the sur-
face diffusion flow starting from a smooth hypersurface, proved by Escher, Mayer and Si-
monett in [17], which should be expected by the explicit parabolic nature of the system (3.7),
as shown by the formula (3.8). As before, it deals with the evolution in the whole space R"
of a generic hypersurface, even only immersed, hence possibly with self-intersections. It is
then straightforward to adapt the same arguments to our case, when the ambient is the flat
torus T" and the hypersurfaces are the boundaries of the sets E;, as in Definition 3.4, getting
a (unique) surface diffusion flow in a positive time interval [0,T’), for every initial smooth
set By C T™.

Theorem 3.9. Let 1o : M — R"™ be a smooth and compact, immersed hypersurface. Then, there
exists a unique smooth surface diffusion flow 1) : [0,T) x M — R", starting from My = 1po(M) and
solving system (3.7), for some maximal time of existence T' > 0.

Moreover, such flow and the maximal time of existence depend continuously on the C*® norm of the
initial hypersurface.

As an easy consequence, we have the following proposition (analogous to Theorem 3.8),
better suited for our setting.

Proposition 3.10. Let E C T" be a smooth set and N, a tubular neighborhood of OF, as in
formula (2.49), Then, for every o € (0,1) and M € (0,e/2) small enough, there exists T =
T(E,M,a) > 0 such that if Ey € Qi?‘f(E) there exists a unique smooth surface diffusion flow,
starting from Ey, in the time interval [0, T).

In the same paper [17], Escher, Mayer and Simonett also showed that if the initial set Ey
is in Qﬁ?\;[a(B), where B C R" is a ball with the same volume and M is small enough (that is,
Ey is C*%—close to the ball B), then the smooth flow E; exists for every time and smoothly
converges to a translate of the ball B.

The analogous result for the (unmodified, that is, with v = 0) Mullins-Sekerka flow, was
proved by Escher and Simonett in [22] (moving by their previous work [20]), generalizing to
any dimension the two dimensional case shown by Chen in [7].

The next section will be devoted to present the generalization by Acerbi, Fusco, Julin and
Morini in [1] (in dimensions two and three) of this stability result for the surface diffusion
and modified Mullins-Sekerka flow, to every strictly stable critical set (as it is every ball for
the Area functional under a volume constraint, by direct check — see the last section).

We conclude mentioning another interesting result by Elliott and Garcke [15] (which is
not present in literature for the modified Mullins-Sekerka flow, up to our knowledge) is that
if the initial curve Ej in R? of the surface diffusion flow is closed to a circle, then the flow E,
exists for all times and converges, up to translations, to a circle in the plane with the same
volume. This is clearly related to the fact that the unique bounded strictly stable critical sets
for the Area functional under a volume constraint in the plane R? are the disks (see the last
section).

4. GLOBAL EXISTENCE AND ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR AROUND A STRICTLY STABLE
CRITICAL SET

In this section we show the proof by Acerbi, Fusco, Julin and Morini in [1], in dimensions
two and three of the toric ambient, that if the “initial” sets is “close enough” to a strictly
stable critical set of the respectively relative functional, then the surface diffusion and the
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modified Mullins-Sekerka flow exist for all times and smoothly converge to a translate of
E. Heuristically, this shows that a strictly stable critical set is in a way like the equilibrium
configuration of a system at the bottom of a potential well “attracting” the close enough
smooth sets.

We will deal here with the (more difficult) case of dimension three. When the dimension
is two, the “exponents” in the functional spaces involved in the estimates (in particular the
ones in the interpolation inequalities, which are very dimension-dependent) change but
the same proof still works (roughly speaking, we have the necessary “compactness” of the
sequences of hypersurfaces — see Lemma 4.5 and 4.18), modifying suitably the statements. If
the dimension of the toric ambient is larger than three, the analogous (mostly, interpolation)
estimates are too weak to conclude and this proof does not work. It is indeed a challenging
open problem to extend these results to such higher dimensions.

For both flows, we will have a subsection with the necessary technical lemmas and then
one with the proof of the main theorem. Moreover, for the modified Mullins-Sekerka flow,
we also briefly discuss the “Neumann case”, in Subsection 4.3.

4.1. The modified Mullins-Sekerka flow — Preliminary lemmas.

In order to simplify the notation, for a smooth set £y C T" we will write 14 and 0,, in
place of v, and 9, , w; for the function wg, € H 1(T") uniquely defined by problem (3.1).
Moreover, we will also denote with v; the smooth potential function vg, associated to E; by
formula (2.3).

We start with the following lemma holding in all dimensions.

Lemma 4.1 (Energy identities). Let E; C T" be a modified Mullins—Sekerka flow as in Defini-
tion (3.2). Then, the following identities hold:

d

() = - |V, |? dz (4.1)
’]Tn
and
d 1 2 L + - 2
% 5 T ‘th’ dx = _HEt ([autwt]) + 5 on (autwt + autwt )[autwt] de (42)
n t

where 11, is the quadratic form defined in formula (2.41).

Proof. Let 1); the smooth family of maps describing the flow as in formula (3.4). By for-
mula (2.15), where X is the smooth (velocity) vector field X; = % = [0y, wi]vy along OE,
hence X, = X; — (X¢|vy)1y = 0 (as usual 14 is the outer normal unit vector of OE;), following

the computation in the proof of Theorem (2.6), we have

d

GHE) = [ (W o)l ds = [ wilowidie =~ [ [Vuif da,
OF: o Tn

Ey

where the last equality follows integrating by parts, as w; is harmonic in T" \ 0E;. This
establishes relation (4.1).
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In order to get identity (4.2), we compute

d 1 —2 1 ™ — 2 1/ d —2
- \V4 = _ V X — N\ v
dtQ/Et’ wy |* dx 2/8&‘ wy |7 t‘Vt>th+2 Etdt‘ wy |*dx

1

= _/ VT w; [2[0,, wy] du—i—/ Vouw, Vw, dpy
2 Jog, Ey

= —/ VT w; 210, w] dp + Owy Oy, wy dp, (4.3)
BEt 8Ejt

where we interchanged time and space derivatives and we applied the divergence theorem,
taking into account that w; is harmonic in E;.
Then, we need to compute J,w;, on OE;. We know that

w;, = Hy +4yv
on 0F;, hence, (totally) differentiating in time this equality, we get
Owwy + (VT wy | Xe) = 0,H, + dy0pu; + 49V v | Xy)
that is,

Oyw; + [0y, we] 0y, wy = OHy + 4y0svy + 4[0y, we] 0y, vy
= — | B]*[0,,w1] — A¢[0y,w5] + 47y0pvs + 45[0,, w0t

where we used computation (2.33).
Therefore from equations (4.3) and (2.35) we get

d1 _ _ _
55/ [Vw; > de = —/ Oy wy A[Oy,wy] dﬂt—/ Avywy | Byl [0y, we] dpy
B, OE, o8,

487 [ [ Gl @) 0,w)(0) dunl)din(v)
OE: JOLE:

+ 47/ Ov, vt Oy, Wy [0y, wi] dpuy
0L}

1 no_ _
+ 5/ (VT w; [0y, we] dypse —/ (D, w; )2 [Oy,we] dpu -
8Et aEt
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Computing analogously for w;” in E° and adding the two results, we get

d1l
a1 / Ve do = / D] AelDy,we] dpiy + / Bl [Bwn]? dp
dt2 Jon OF, OF,
8y / G, y) [0y we) &) Byl () dpie () dp ()
OF: JOE:
— 4y / O, v [al/twt]2 dpu
OF:

+/ ((al'tw:—)Q - (thwt_)Q) [0, w] dpag
OF:

1 mn L
=3 O = 9w ) ) di
1 _
= — HEt([aytwt]) + 5 /aE (8%?1}:— —|—8Vtwt )[Bytwt]2 dut,

where we integrated by parts the very first term of the right hand side, recalled Defini-
tion (2.41) and in the last step we used the identity

|Van;r|2 - |VT"w;|2 = (aww;r)z - (al’tw;)2 = (aww;r + al’tw;)[al/twt] .

Hence, also equation (4.2) is proved. O

From now on, we restrict ourselves to the three—dimensional case, that is, we will consider smooth
subsets of T2 with boundaries which then are smooth embedded (2-dimensional) surfaces. As we
said at the beginning of the section, this is due to the dependence on the dimension of several of the
estimates that follow.

In the estimates in the following series of lemmas, we will be interested in having uniform constants

for the families Qljl\’f(F), given a smooth set ' C T™ and a tubular neighborhood N, of OF as in
formula (2.49), for any M € (0,¢/2) and o € (0,1). This is guaranteed if the constants in the
Sobolev, Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation and Calderén—Zygmund inequalities, relative to all the

smooth hypersurfaces OF boundaries of the sets E € 6}\’40‘(F), are uniform, as it is proved in detail
in [13].

We remind that in all the inequalities, the constants C may vary from one line to another.

The next lemma provides some boundary estimates for harmonic functions.

Lemma 4.2 (Boundary estimates for harmonic functions). Let F C T3 be a smooth set and

E € ¢} (F). Let f € C*(OE) with zero integral on OF and let u € H'(T3) be the (distributional)
solution of

—Au= f”‘aE

with zero integral on T3. Let u™ = u|g and u™ = u|ge and assume that u~ and u™ are of class C* up
to the boundary OE. Then, for every 1 < p < +oo there exists a constant C = C(F, M, «,p) > 0,
such that:

@) ullror) < CllfllLroE)
(ii) 10vsu™ [ L208) + 10vsu ™ lL20E) < Cllullgiom)
(iii) 10vsu™ || e om) + 10vsu™ lror) < ClIfllrom)
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) lullcosom) < Cllfllzoor)
forall 8 € (0,2 ) with C depending also on j.

Moreover, if f € Hl(aE), then for every 2 < p < o0 there exists a constant C' = C'(F, M, o, p) >
0, such that

1 1
1£llzo0m) < CUAIG o Tell Hom, -

Proof. We are not going to underline it every time, but it is easy to check that all the constants

that will appear in the proof will depend with only on F', M, o and sometimes p, recalling the
previous discussion about the “uniform” inequalities holding for the families of sets 6}\}10‘ (F).

(i) Recalling Remark 2.20, we have

u(z) = | G(z,y)f(y) du(y).

OE
It is well known that it is always possible to write G(z,y) = h(zx — y) + r(z — y) where
h : R — R is smooth away from 0, one-periodic and h(t) = ﬁlt\ in a neighborhood of
O while T R — R is smooth and one—periodic. The conclusion then follows since for
faE ey d,u( ) there holds

lvllzrom) < Cllfllzrom)
with C' = C(F, M, a,p) > 0.

(if) We are going to adapt the proof of [37] to the periodic setting. First observe that since
w is harmonic in E C T3 we have

div (2(Vulz)Vu — |Vul*z + uVu) = 0. (4.4)

Moreover, there exist constants » > 0, Cp and IV € N, depending only on F, M, «, such that
we may cover OF with N balls B, (zy), with every z;, € F and

Ci < (elvp(@) < Co  fora € DEN By (ay). (4.5)
0

for every that E € €} (F).
If then 0 < ¢ < 1is a smooth function with compact support in By, () such that ¢, = 1 in
B, (z) and |Vgg| < C/r, by integrating the function
div (o (2(Vulz)Vu — |Vul|?z + uVu))
in F and using equality (4.4), we get
/ (V| 2 (Vulz) Vu — |Vul*z + uVu) dz
E
= / div (¢ (2 (Vulz) Vu — |Vul?z + uVu)) dz
E

= / (2<pk<VT3u\x>8yEu - apk\VTgu\Q(x\uE) + prudy,u) dp,
(e
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hence,

/ <V<pk\2<VT3u\x>Vu — |Vul*z + uVu) dz — /
E

Orudyu- dy — 2/ or(Vulz)0y,u™ dp
OF OF

. / eV [P el dp+ 2 / kB2 (lve) du
oFE oFE

- / oklOpu Pl du — / el Va2 (elvr) du.
oF oF

Using the Poincaré inequality on the torus T? (recall that u has zero integral) and esti-
mate (4.5), this inequality implies

/ 10, ul? dp < C'/ (u® + |Vul?) dp + C/ (u?® + |Vul?) da
SENB, (1) OF T3

<C [ (u®+|Vul?)du+ C/ |Vu|*dz .
oF T3

Putting together all the above estimates and repeating the argument on £, we get
| W P10 Bydn <€ [ (@4 [VuP)du+C [ [VuPd.
OB OB T3
The thesis then follows by observing that
/ |Vu|? de = / w(Oypu” — Oyput)dp.
T3 OB
(iii) Let us define

K f(x) = /B (TEGlve() 1) duly).

We want to show that

1K fllror) < Cllfllirom)- (4.6)
By the decomposition recalled at the point (i), we have VI°G(z, y) = VI [h(x—y)]+ VI |r(z—
y)], where VI [h(z — y)] = —ﬁﬁ, for |z — y| small enough and VI'[r(z — y)] is smooth.

Thus, by a standard partition of unity argument we may localize the estimate and reduce to
show that if ¢ € C2*(R2) and U C R? is a bounded domain setting I' = {(2/, p(z')) : 2’ €
U} C R?and
(z —ylve(z))
7@ = [ S ) a
f(@) R P f(y) duly)
for every = € I', where v is the “upper” normal to the graph I', then T'f (x) is well defined
atevery x € I" and
ITfllery < Cllfllery -

In order to show this we observe that we may write

T ele) — o) — (Ve — )
1 = | (o — P 1 o) — oy P2

FW o)) dy'.
where we used the fact that

L={("y) ¢y —p@)=F@y)=0}
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and then that
VF| 1+ V()2

I/E:‘

Therefore,

|z’ — y/|1+a / / / f@ eI
TN < C || G s oy~ WV < € [ R

Thus, inequality (4.6) follows from a standard convolution estimate.
For x € F we have

Vu(e)= | VEG(z,y)f(y)du(y),
OF

hence, for © € 0F there holds
<wa—wMMNwww%5L;VTG®—U@@%wh@@»ﬂdew-
We claim that

Do () = Jim (Vulx — g () | ve(e)) = K7 (@) + 31(2), @)

for every z € OF, then the result follows from inequality (4.6) and this limit, together with
the analogous identity for 9, u™ ().
To show equality (4.7) we first observe that

/6E<VxTSG(3:, Y)|ve(y)) du(y) =1 — Vol(E) ifxre E\OF (4.8)
/6E<V33G(x,y)\ ve(y)) du(y) =1/2 — Vol(E) ifz € OE. (4.9)

Indeed, using Definition (2.3), we have
Bopo) = [ MGy~ [ A.Glay)dy
E Ee

:__2/’<v£%xaynuE@n>mwy>
OFE

=2Vol(E) — 1 — ug(x),
then,

|| (TG ) ) ) = 1/2 = VOI(E) +u(a) 2

which clearly implies equation (4.8). Equality (4.9) instead follows by an approximation
argument, after decomposing the Green function as at the beginning of the proof of point
(i), G(z,y) = h(x —y) + r(x —y), with h(t) = ﬁ‘t' in a neighborhood of 0and r : R —+ R a
smooth function.

Therefore, we may write, for z € JOF and ¢ > 0 (remind that vy is the outer unit normal
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vector, hence x — tvg(x) € E),

(Vulz — tvs(@))ve()) = /8 (VTG = trp(a). e @) () = £ @) )

T i) /B (VTG ~ trp(a) () ~ v (o)) du(y)

+ f(z)(1 — Vol(F)), (4.10)

by equality (4.8).
Let us now prove that

lim . (VIG(z — tvg(z),y) |ve(@))(fy) — f(z)) du(y)

=0+
— [ (VG vl ()~ f) duty)
observing that since OF is of class C1“ then for |¢| sufficiently small we have
o=y — tvp(z)| > %\x _y|  forallyedE. (&.11)

Then, in view of the decomposition of V,G above, it is enough show that

lim {w—y ~tve@)|vele)) (f(y)—f(x)) duly) = /BE w(f(y)—f(w)) du(y),

t=0+ Jop  |v—y—tvp(x)? |z —y[3

which follows from the dominated convergence theorem, after observing that due to the a—
Holder continuity of f and to inequality (4.11), the absolute value of both integrands can be
estimated from above by C/|z — y|>~“ for some constant C' > 0.

Arguing analogously, we also get

i [ (VEG( o). 9)vi(e) o)) dn(w) = [ (VEG(wg)lvi(a) ~ ve(u)) du(y).
t=07 JoE OE

Then, letting ¢ — 07 in equality (4.10), for every = € OE, we obtain

lim (Vu(z — tvp(z))|ve () = /8E<VESG($,y)IVE($)>(f(y) — f()) dp(y)

t—0+

T f@) / (VECla )i (@) — vi(y)) duly) + F(2)(1 - Vol(E))
oFE
— / (VTG y) v (@) f () du(y)
oFE

i) /a (VEG(w)les(a) du) + £(2)(1 = Vol(2))
— K (@) + [(2)(VOl(E) — 1/2) + f(x)(1 — Vol(E))

1
= Kf(z) + 5 (@)
where we used equality (4.9), then limit (4.7) holds and the thesis follows.

(iv) Fixed p > 2 and 8 € (0, ’%2), as before, due to the properties of the Green’s function,
it is sufficient to establish the statement for the function

o) = [ ).

E|l“—y|
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For z1, z9 € OF we have

lv(z1) —v(z2)| < / 1F ()] Hﬂh —yl— w2 — y||

oF 21 =yl |z2 =yl
In turn, by an elementary inequality, we have

du(y) -

|21 — y|' 7P + |wg — y|' P
|21 =yl |2 — y|

|21 = y| = |z2 — ]
21 =yl w2 -yl
thus, by Holder inequality we have

<C(B)

’1’1 - xQ‘B 9

zy —y|' P 4 |y — yt 8
o) o)) 09) [ VLt il Bt i A PR

OF lz1 —y| |z2 — ¥l
< C' B fllze |1 — 2|

where we set

Cc'(8) = 20(/3)( sup /a ! du(y))l/p,,

21,22€0FE JOE |Z1 - y|5p’ |Z2 - y|p’
with p’ = p/(p — 1).
For the second part of the lemma, we start by observing that
1/2 1/2
1Fllz20m) < I om 11525 o)

If p > 2 we have, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequalities (see [5, Theorem 3.70]),

(p—2)/
1Fllzo@m) < CIF o I F 17 55

Therefore, by combining the two previous inequalities we get that, for p > 2, there holds

(p—1)/ 1
1fllzoom) < ClF I @mlF 1 o)

Hence, the thesis follows once we show
[ fllz-108) < Cllullz208)-

To this aim, let us fix ¢ € H'(OE) and with a little abuse of notation denote its harmonic
extension to T? still by . Then, by integrating by parts twice and by point (ii), we get

/ wfdpc:—/ pAudp
OF oFE

== / u[aVE el du
oF

< Hu||L2(8E)H[aVESD]HLQ(aE)
<ull 20 (1000 I 1208) + 10vs9” lL2(08))
<Cllull20m) el a2 (0E)-

Therefore,

Iflaiom = sup / of dp < Cllul 2om)
||‘P||H1(aE)§1 OF

and we are done. O
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For any smooth set £ C T3, the fractional Sobolev space W*P(JF), usually obtained
via local charts and partitions of unity, has an equivalent definition considering directly the
Gagliardo W*P-seminorm of a function f € Lp(aE) for s € (0,1), as follows

|P
Wsp BE) /8E' /8E' |$ _ |2+sp du(x)du(y)

and setting || fllws»om) = |f |l r@op) + [flwsror) (We refer to [3, 14, 48, 61] for details). As it
is customary, we set [f] s ) = [flws2@r) and H°(OF) = W$2(0E).

Then, it can be shown that for all the sets £ € Q}QQ(F ), given a smooth set I C T3 and
a tubular neighborhood N; of 0F as in formula (2.49), for any M € (0,¢/2) and a € (0, 1),
the constants giving the equivalence between this norm above and the “standard” norm of
W#P(OF) can be chosen to be uniform, independent of E. Moreover, as for the “usual”
(with integer order) Sobolev spaces, all the constants in the embeddings of the fractional
Sobolev spaces are also uniform for this family. This is related to the possibility, due to
the closeness in C1** and the graph representation, of “localizing” and using partitions of
unity “in a single common way” for all the smooth hypersurfaces 0 E boundaries of the sets
E € ¢} (F), see [13] for details.

Then, we have the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let F C T3 be a smooth set and E € 6}\’40‘(F). For every B € [0,1/2), there exists a
constant C = C(F, M, a, B) such that if f € H'/?(OF) and g € WH*(OE), then

[F9lmrzom) < Clflmrenl9llieom) + ClIf] HgHLoo(aE IV gl om

LT (9E)

Proof. We estimate with Holder inequality, noticing that 65/(1+/5) < 2,as 8 € [0,1/2), hence
there exists > 0 such that (68 +4)/(1 + ) < 2,

2
g g\y
ooy <2 Bnsomolom +2 [ [ 1#)PEE=I0E dutoyduty)

< 2[f]H1/2(8E ||gHL°°(8E)

+0 WP o) = g2 129 du(e)duty)
oE Jor |ﬂ:—y|35+5/2 |z — y[3(-5)-0/2 L (9E) (Y

< Q[f]Hl/Q(aE) HgHLOO(aE)

wo([ 1w /B e du@)n(0) ol

E\w—y!

([ [ DI i)
o8 JoE |z — e

< 2[f]H1/2(8E) ||gHL°°(8E)

T (145 201-5)
+C(/8E|f(y)l can) 9l o D

-5 (9E)

(1- ﬂ)
HgHLoo(aE vaHL‘l OF)

<2[f]H1/2(8E ”gHL“’(aE + CHfH2 T8 (OE)

Hence the thesis follows noticing that all the constants C' above depend only on F', M, o and
B, by the previous discussion, before the lemma. O
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As a corollary we have the following estimate.
Lemma 4.4. Let F C T3 be a smooth set and E € Q}ZQ(F). Then, for M small enough, there holds
H¢EHW5/2,2(3F) < CO(F, M, a)(l + HHH?{l/z(aE)) )
where H is the mean curvature of OE and the function ¢, is defined by formula (3.9).

Proof. By a standard localization/partition of unity /straightening argument, we may reduce
ourselves to the case where the function v is defined in a disk D C R? and ||¢ EHCl,a( p) <
M. Fixed a smooth cut-off function ¢ with compact support in D and equal to one on a
smaller disk D' C D, we have

V(o) VYEViE
1+ |Vyg|?

where the remainder term R(z, ¢ g, Vi g) is a smooth Lipschitz function. Then, using Lemma 4.3
with 8 = 0 and recalling that ||z c1.e(p)y < M, we estimate

Alpg) — = pH\/1 4 [VYE|? + R(z,YE, ViE), (4.12)

[A(pvE)] g2 (py < C(F, M, @)(MQ[VQ(SWE)]HW(D) + Hlm208) (1 + [IVYBl L= (D))

+ [Hl s (om) (1 + I lw2scpy) + 1+ [llwzacn) ) -

We now use the fact that, by a simple integration by part argument, if « is a smooth function
with compact support in R2, there holds

[Au] /2 gey = [Vl /2y
hence,
V() sz (py = [A@YE) /e p)
< C(F, M, 0) (M*IV2(e08) 1120y + 17200y (1 + IV 0Bl ()

+ [Hl[za0m) (1 + [¥Ellw2ap)) +1+ H¢E||w274(p)>,
then, if M is small enough, we have

[V (0vE)lgr2py < C(F M, a) (1 + [Hl /29 (1 + [Hess vl 14p) ) (4.13)
as
IHl[L40m) < C(F, M, ) [H] g1/2 5y, (4.14)
where we used the continuous embedding of H'/2(0F) in L*(9E) (see for instance Theo-
rem 6.7 in [48], withg =4, s = 1/2 and p = 2).
By the Calderén—-Zygmund estimates (holding uniformly for every hypersurface 0F, with
E e (’,‘}\’f‘(F), see [13]),

[Hess Y| zapy < C(F, M, o) ([[Yell L) + [[AYEl L1(D)) (4.15)
and the expression of the mean curvature
Avp Hess Y (VYeVYE)

VI+[VesP?  (VI+[Vee)?
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we obtain
1AV Lapy < 2M ||H| 1(om) + M?||Hess Y| 14(p)
< 2M|H||zaom) + C(F, M, o) M*(|¢5||1apy + 1AYE|Lapy) - (4.16)
Hence, possibly choosing a smaller M, we conclude
[1A%El sy < C(F, M, a)(1 + [H L1@op)) < C(F, M, a)(1 + [H|[g1/2(om)); (4.17)

again by inequality (4.14).
Thus, by estimate (4.15), we get

[Hess V|| a(py < C(F, M, a)(1 + [H] 4 (4.18)

H (8E))

and using this inequality in estimate (4.13),

[V2(¢¢E)]H1/2(D) S C(Fa M7 Oé)( + HHHHQ(aE))Q’

hence,

)P S CE M o)L+ [HIE ).

2
(V% E ]2y < C(F M 0) (14 [Hllyy )7 < A

The inequality in the statement of the lemma then easily follows by this inequality, esti-
mate (4.18) and |[¢g[|c1.e(py < M, with a standard covering argument. O

We are now ready to prove the last lemma of this section.

Lemma 4.5 (Compactness). Let F' C T3 be a smooth set and E,, C Qi}\’f‘(F) a sequence of smooth
sets such that
|2

sup [ |Vwg,|”dr < 400,

neNJT3
where wg,, are the functions associated to E,, by problem (3.1).
Then, if o € (0,1/2) and M is small enough, there exists a smooth set F' € €}, (F) such that, up toa
(non relabeled) subsequence, E,, — F'"in W?P for all 1 < p < 4 (recall the definition of convergence
of sets at the beginning of Subsection 2.2).
Moreover, if

/ \Vwg, |*dz — 0,

T3

then F' is critical for the volume—constrained nonlocal Area functional J and the convergence E,, —
F'is in W5/2:2,

Proof. Throughout all the proof we write w,, H,, and v, instead of wg,, Hsg,, and vg,,
respectively. Moreover, we denote by w,, = ng wy, dr and we set w,, = Jfa g, Wn duy, and

First, we recall that

n = H, +4yv, ondE, and sup ||vnlcrersy < 400, (4.19)
neN

by standard elliptic estimates. We want to show that

Hwn - an”fqlm(aEn) < ||wn - @nH?{lm(aEn)- (420)
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To this aim, we recall that for every constant a

then,

d

%Hwn - QH%Q(aEn) = 2a A(OE,) — 2/8E Wy, Ay,
The above equality vanishes if and only if a = £, w, dun,, hence,

wn — Wnllr208,) = gleiﬂg\\wn —allz29E,)

and inequality (4.20) follows by the definition of || - [|71/2(yg,) and the observation on the
Gagliardo seminorms just before Lemma 4.3.

Then, from the trace inequality (see [23]), which holds with a “uniform” constant C' = C(F, M, «),
for all the sets E € (’,‘}\}[a(F) (see [13]), we obtain

Hwn - wn”?fl/Q(aEn) < Hwn — @\NH%II/Q(BE‘”) < C/TS ‘an’2d1' < (C <400 (4:21)

with a constant C' independent of n € N.
We claim now that

sup [[H |l g1/2(9p,) < 400 (4.22)
neN

To see this note that by the uniform C La_pounds on OF,,, we may find a fixed solid cylinder
of the form C = D x (=L, L), with D C R2 a ball centered at the origin and functions f,,
with

SUII\)I ||fn\|01,a(5) < 400, (4.23)
ne

such that 0F, N C = {(2/,2,) € D x (—=L,L) : z, = fu(2')} with respect to a suitable
coordinate frame (depending on n € N). Then,

~ ~ , , ’

/ (H, — H,) d2’ + H,, Area(D) = / div<vx—fn) dr’ = Vw—fn . x_/ do .
D D V14 |V fnl? oD /14 [V ful2 |2

(4.24)

where ¢ is the canonical (standard) measure on the circle 9D. N
Hence, recalling the uniform bound (4.23) and the fact that |[H, — Hal|1/2 (9, are equi-

bounded thanks to inequalities (4.19) and (4.21), we get that H,, are also equibounded (by a
standard “localization” argument, “uniformly” applied to all the hypersurfaces E,,). There-
fore, the claim (4.22) follows.

By applying the Sobolev embedding theorem on each connected component of 0F, we have
that

Hll e (08,) < CHH"HH%(aEn) <C <400 forallp € [1,4].

for a constant C' independent of n € N.
Now, by means of Calderén-Zygmund estimates, it is possible to show (see [13]) that there
exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on F, M, a and p > 1 such that for every E €

¢} (F), there holds
IBllzrop) < C(1+ [[H 1o o8)) - (4.25)
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Then, if we write

OEn ={y + ¢n(y)vr(y) : y € OF},
we have sup,ey [[¥nllw2r@r) < +oo, for all p € [1,4]. Thus, by the Sobolev compact em-
bedding W2P(9F) — CL%(dF), up to a subsequence (not relabeled), there exists a set
F' € ¢y (F) such that

Y = Y in CH*(OF) and v, — vpr in CHP(T?)

forall « € (0,1/2) and 8 € (0,1).
From estimate (4.22) and Lemma 4.4 (possibly choosing a smaller /), we have then that the
functions v, are bounded in W5/22(9F). Hence, possibly passing to another subsequence
(again not relabeled), we conclude that E,, — F’ in W2P for every p € [1,4), by the Sobolev
compact embedding (see for instance Theorem 6.7 in [48], with ¢ € [1,4), s =1/2and p = 2,
applied to Hess ¢y,).

If moreover we have

/ |Vw,|? dz — 0,
T3

then, the above arguments yield the existence of A € R and a subsequence (not relabeled)
such that w, ( -+, (-)vr(-)) = Xin HY/2(OF). In turn,

Hy (- +4n(Jre() = A = dyvp (- +0p (Jve() = H( -+ (Jve()

in H'/2(9F), where H is the mean curvature of F’. Hence F” is critical.

To conclude the proof we then only need to show that 1/, converge to 1) = ¢z in W/22(9F).
Fixed 6 > 0, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.4, we reduce ourselves to the case where the
functions 1, are defined on a disk D C R?, are bounded in W?°/%2(D), converge in W??(D)
forallp € [1,4) toy € W*22(D) and | VY| 1 (p) < 6. Then, fixed a smooth cut-off function
¢ with compact support in D and equal to one on a smaller disk D' C D, we have

A(ptn) _ Alp) oo _ 2 ViV
2 Vi, Vb, ViV
+ V) (3 o P ~ (3 Vo)

where R is a smooth Lipschitz function. Then, using Lemma 4.3 with § € (0,1/2), an argu-
ment similar to the one in the proof of Lemma 4.4 shows that

Alpn)  Ap) }
\/1+‘V¢n’2 \/1+‘V¢’2 HY/2(D)

2 2 B 2 n1-8
T IV etn) = V@O 1ty ) IV () IV iy
+ [V2(ev)l ey [V = Vo oo ()

2 B 2 2 1—
+1IV (‘Pwn)HLﬁ(D)van = VO ey IVl () + 1920 24y 7

< C(M) (52 [V2(etn) = V() /2 )

o+ 1H = Bl 71720y + 0 = Yllwa(p)) -
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Using Lemma 4.3 again to estimate [A(pn) — A(p9)] 1/2(py with the seminorm on the left
hand side of the previous inequality and arguing again as in the proof of Lemma 4.4, we
finally get

[V2(0v0) =V (@) /20y < COD (lon =4 2,
hence,
(V200 = V2] i1y < COM) ([ =

from which the conclusion follows, by the first part of the lemma with p = 4/(1+ ) < 4 and
a standard covering argument. O

4.2. The modified Mullins-Sekerka flow — The main theorem.
We are ready to prove the long time existence/stability result.

B
oy IV =Vl ) Ho B 121 )

it o TV = VOl ey + =Bl 2))

Theorem 4.6. Let E C T" be a smooth strictly stable critical set for the nonlocal Area functional
under a volume constraint and N, (with ¢ < 1) a tubular neighborhood of OF, as in formula (2.49).
For every o € (0,1/2) there exists M > 0 such that, if Ey is a smooth set in Qﬁa(E) satisfying
Vol(Ey) = Vol(F) and

/ |Vwg, |>de < M
T3

where wo = wg, s the function relative to Ey as in problem (3.1), then the unique smooth solution Ey
of the modified Mullins—Sekerka flow (with parameter -y > 0) starting from Ey, given by Theorem 3.8,
is defined for all t > 0. Moreover, E; — E + 1 exponentially fast in W5/>2 as t — oo (recall the
definition of convergence of sets at the beginning of Subsection 2.2), for some n € R3, with the
meaning that the functions 1, ; : OE + n — R representing OE; as “normal graphs” on OE + 0,
that is,
OE; = {y + ¥yt (y)vEsn(y) + y € OE +n},
satisfy
[¥ntllws220m4n < Ce ™,
for every t € [0, +00), for some positive constants C and f3.

Remark 4.7. With some extra effort, arguing as in the proof of Theorem 5.1 in [24] (last part —
see also Theorem 4.4 in the same paper), it can be shown that the convergence of £, — E+1n
is actually smooth (see also Remark 4.20). Indeed, by means of standard parabolic estimates
and interpolation (and Sobolev embeddings) the exponential decay in /22 implies analo-
gous estimates in C*, for every k € N,

”wnyt H(Jk(aE.,_n) < Cke_ﬂkt’

for every t € [0, +00), for some positive constants Cy and f.

Remark 4.8. We already said that the property of a set Ey to belong to €, (E) is a “closed-
ness” condition in L! of Ey and E and in C1® of their boundaries. The extra condition in the
theorem on the L?-smallness of the gradient of wy (see the second part of Lemma 4.5 and
its proof) implies that the quantity Hy + 4yvp on 0Ej is “close” to be constant, as it is the
analogous quantity for the set E (or actually for any critical set). Notice that this is a second
order condition for the boundary of Ej, in addition to the first order one E, € (’,‘}\’f(E).
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Proof of Theorem 4.6. Throughout the whole proof C will denote a constant depending only
on E, M and o, whose value may vary from line to line.

Assume that the modified Mullins—-Sekerka flow F; is defined for ¢ in the maximal time in-
terval [0, T(Ep)), where T'(Ep) € (0, +oc] and let the moving boundaries 0E; be represented
as “normal graphs” on OF as

OE; = {y +vi(y)ve(y) : y € OE},

for some smooth functions ¢, : 0E — R. As before we set v; = vg,, v; = vg, and wy = wg,.

We recall that, by Theorem 3.8, for every F' € Q?\;IQ(E), the flow is defined in the time interval
0,T), with T = T(E, M, ) > 0.
We show the theorem for the smooth sets Ey C T? satisfying

VOI(E()AE) < Ml, H¢0||Cl,a(aE) < M2 and / |Vw0|2d:c < M3,
T3

for some positive constants M;, My, M3, then we get the thesis by setting M = min{M;, M, M3}.
For any set F' € (’,‘}\’f‘(E) we introduce the following quantity

D(F) :/ d(z,0F) dx = / dg dz —/ dg dz, (4.26)
FAE F E
where df; is the signed distance function defined in formula (2.50). We observe that
VO(FAE) < CllYrllrior) < Cllvrllrzor
for a constant C' depending only on E and, as F' C N,

D(F) < / edr < eVol(FAE).
FAE

Moreover,

) [Yr(y)l
e 22 o = 2 / / tdt dp(y)

/E)E/wp(y ).08) dt du(y)

= / d(z,0E) JL™ () dx
EAF
< CD(F).

where L : OF x (—e,e) — N, the smooth diffeomorphism defined in formula (2.53) and
JL its Jacobian. As we already said, the constant C' depends only on E and . This clearly
implies

Vol(FAE) < Cllvrlipier) < Cllvrlzer < CVD(F). (4.27)
Hence, by this discussion, the initial smooth set £y € (’,‘}\;[a(E) satisfies D(Ey) < M < M,
(having chosen ¢ < 1).
By rereading the proof of Lemma 4.5, it follows that for M», M3 small enough, if ||V F || o109y <
M5 and

/ |Vwp|* de < Mz,
T3

then,
[VFllw2sop) < wmax{Maz, M3}), (4.28)
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where s — w(s) is a positive nondecreasing function (defined on R) such that w(s) — 0 as
s — 07. Hence,

lvrllwiser < W (max{My, Mz}), (4.29)

for a function w’ with the same properties of w. Both w and ' only depend on E and «, for
M small enough.
We split the proof of the theorem into steps.

Step 1 (Stopping—-time).
Let T < T(Ep) be the maximal time such that

VOI(EtAE) < 2M1, Hlptucl,a(aE) < 2M2 and / ‘V’LUt’Q dx < 2M3, (430)
T3

forall t € [0,T). Hence,

[tllwesor) < w2max{Ms, M3})

forall ¢ € [0,T'), as in formula (4.28). Note that such a maximal time is clearly positive, by
the hypotheses on Ej.
We claim that by taking M, M, M3 small enough, we have T=T (Ep).

Step 2 (Estimate of the translational component of the flow).
We want to see that there exists a small constant # > 0 such that

nrg(i)r; || [0v,wi) — (0| Vt>HL2(8Et) > HH[aytwt]HL2(aEt) forallt € [0,T), (4.31)

where Og is defined by formula (2.47).

If M is small enough, clearly there exists a constant Cy = Cy(E, M, a) > 0 such that, for
every i € I, we have |[(e;|v)||2(aE,) = Co > 0, holding ||{e;|vE)||r2(9E) > 0. It is then easy
to show that the vector 7, € O realizing such minimum is unique and satisfies

[Ov,wi] = (ne|ve) + g, (4.32)

where g € L%(OF;) is a function L?-orthogonal (with respect to the measure p; on 9FE;) to
the vector subspace of L?(0E;) spanned by (e;|;), with i € 1g, where {ey,...,e3} is the
orthonormal basis of R? given by Remark 2.26. Moreover, the inequality

el < C|[0,we (4.33)

M 2208,
holds, with a constant C' depending only on £, M and «.
We now argue by contradiction, assuming ||gl[z29r,) < HH[(?Vtwt]H L2085 First, by for-
mula (2.6) and the translation invariance of the functional .J, we have

d
0= £J(Et + S?]t)

— / (Hy + dyor) e | o) dpe = / wilne | 1) dpe
s=0 aEt 8Et
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It follows that, by multiplying equality (4.32) by w; — @, with @; = f5 w; da and integrating

over 0E;, we get
/ |Vwy|? da = —/ w0y, wy] dpuy
T3 OF;
= - /BE (wt - ﬁ)\t)[autwt] dpig
t

= —/ (wy — Wy)g dp
O,

< Ollwe — @l 2o || O wdl || L2 o5,

Note that in the second and the third equality above we have used the fact that [0,,w;] and
v have zero integral on 0E;.
By the trace inequality (see [23]), we have

lw = Bell72(0m,) < Ilwe = @ell31/2(9m,) < C/TS Vwy|? da, (4.34)

hence, by the previous estimate, we conclude

2
/Tg |Vwy|? dx < C@QH[awwt]HLQ(aEt). (4.35)
Let us denote with f : T3 — R the harmonic extension of (1; | v;) to T3, we then have
IV fllezersy < Clne vl gz om) < Clmlllvellwrsor,) < CH[thwt]HLQ(aEt)7 (4.36)

where the first inequality comes by standard elliptic estimates (holding with a constant
C = C(E,M,a) > 0, see [13] for details), the second is trivial and the last one follows
by inequalities (4.29) and (4.33).

Thus, by equality (4.32) and estimates (4.35) and (4.36), we get

I ) oy = | (Oueon e )
OF:

:—/ (Vwy | V) dx
T3

1/2 1/2
g(/ \m\%) (/ nyde)
T3 T3

< CHH[thwt]HiQ(aEt) '

If then § > 0 is chosen so small that C8 + 6? < 1 in the last inequality, then we have a
contradiction with equality (4.32) and the fact that ||g[|;2(9p,) < 0|/ [0, wil| 2 (@B 3 they

imply (by L?-orthogonality) that
2
Kt v 720 > (1= 02|10 wdll| 20, -

All this argument shows that for such a choice of § condition (4.31) holds.
By Propositions 2.35 and 2.36, there exist positive constants oy and ¢ with the following

properties: for any set F' € (’,‘}\;[a(E) such that ||vr|lw239E) < 6, there holds

r(e) > opllelFnory
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for all ¢ € H'(HF) such that mingeop | — (M ve)ll2@r) > 0llellL2or) and if £ is critical,
VOI(E/) = VOI(E) with H"/}E’HW273(8E) < 9, then

E' =FE+n (4.37)
for a suitable vector € R3. We then assume that My, M3 are small enough such that
w(2max{ My, M3}) < §/2 (4.38)

where w is the function introduced in formula (4.28).

Step 3 (The stopping time T is equal to the maximal time T'( Ey)).

We show now that, by taking M;, M, M3 smaller if needed, we have T = T(Ey).

By the previous point and the suitable choice of M5, M3 made in its final part, formula (4.31)
holds, hence we have

g, ([0, we]) > 06]|[Dnywr] | op  forallte[0,7).

In turn, by Lemma 4.1 we may estimate

d 1 2 2 1 + _ 2
pr (5 /11‘3 |Vwy| d:r:) < _O-GHI:aytwt]HHl(aEt) + 5/8E (Op,w;" + Oy, wy ) [0y, wi]” dpu

t

for every t < T.
It is now easy to see that

Awy = [0y, wepe

then, by point (iii) of Lemma 4.2, we estimate the last term as

| @t + ) die < C [ (0wt P+ 0w P i <€ [ (i da
aEt 8Et 8Et

thus, the last estimate in the statement of Lemma 4.2 implies

H[a’/twt]HL?’(aEt) = CH[awwt]HZf’(aEt)Hwt - @tHIL/?B(aEt)-

Therefore, combining the last three estimates, we get

d —~
G 19wl e < = 20000 3 oy + Cloe = llomn Bl o,

< — 09]|[0,wy (4.39)

2
W om0

for every t € [0,7T'), where in the last inequality we used the trace inequality (4.34)
lwe = @ell 2o,y < lwr — @tH?{lm(aEt) < C'/T3 |V |* do < 2C Ms,

possibly choosing a smaller M such that 2CM3 < oy.

This argument clearly says that the quantity fTS |V, |? dz is nonincreasing in time, hence, if
My, M3 are small enough, the inequality ng |Vw;|? de < 2M3 is preserved during the flow.
If we assume by contradiction that 7' < T(Ej), then it must happen that Vol(E+AFE) = 2M;
or ||zl cr.a9E) = 2M2. Before showing that this is not possible, we prove that actually the
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quantity [ [Vw|? dz decreases (non increases) exponentially.
Computing as in the previous step,

/ |th|2d:r3 = —/ w0y, we] dpuy
T3 OF:
. / (wr — B)Byer] dp
OF:

< w — @t”L2(8Et)H[al/twt]HLQ(BEt)

1/2
<C </Ta |Vw|? dx) 110 wdl|| 1258,

where we used again the trace inequality (4.34). Then,

2
/T |Vl do < C0nwd|[2om,) < ClOwwil i o,

and combining this inequality with estimate (4.39), we obtain

d
a/ |V | de < —co/ \Vwy|* de,
T3 T3

for every t < T and for a suitable constant ¢y > 0. Integrating this differential inequality, we
get

/ |V, | dx < e_cot/ |Vwg|? de < Mze™ ! < Mj, (4.40)
T3 T3

forevery t <T.

Then, we assume that Vol(EzAE) = 2M or ||[Y7 cre@rs) = 2Ma. Recalling formula (4.26)
and denoting by X; the velocity field of the flow (see Definition 3.1 and the subsequent
discussion), we compute

d d
4y =2 / dp d / div(dpX,) dz — / A (X, |v0) s
dt dt /g, By OB,

_ / i[Oy ds = — / (Vh| V) dz,
OF:

T3
where h denotes the harmonic extension of dg to T3. Note that, by standard elliptic estimates
and the properties of the signed distance function dg, we have

IVhllp2(rsy < Clldellcre@pr < C =C(E),
then, by the previous equality and formula (4.40), we get
%D(Et) < OVl 2y < O/ Mg e 0t/?

for every t < T. By integrating this differential inequality over [0,7) and recalling esti-
mate (4.27), we get

VOl(EpAAE) < Cllupll o, < Cy/D(Eg) < O/ D(Ey) + O/ < CY/M5,  (441)

as D(Ey) < M, provided that M, M3 are chosen suitably small. This shows that Vol(EzAE) =
2M, cannot happen if we chose C'v/ M3 < Mj.
By arguing as in Lemma 4.5 (keeping into account inequality (4.30) and formula (4.28)), we
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can see that the L?-estimate (4.41) implies a W%3-bound on ¢7 with a constant going to
zero, keeping fixed M5, as ng |VwT|2 dx — 0, hence, by estimate (4.40), as M3 — 0. Then,
by Sobolev embeddings, the same holds for ||¢7(|c1. (o), hence, if M3 is small enough, we
have a contradiction with ||¢7||cLe@r) = 2Ma.

Thus, T = T(Ep) and
VOI(EtAE) S 0\4/ M3, H¢t||cl,a(aEt) S 2M2, / |th|2 d,CC S M36_C()t, (442)
T3

for every t € [0, T(Ejy)), by choosing M;, My, M3 small enough.

Step 4 (Long time existence).

We now show that, by taking M;, My, M3 smaller if needed, we have T'(Ey) = +o0, that is,
the flow exists for all times.

We assume by contradiction that 7'(Ey) < +oo and we recall that, by estimate (4.39) and the
fact that T = T'(E), we have

d
%/Es ’thPdl'—i—O'gH[aytwt]H?{l (OE:) <0

forallt € [0,T(Ep)). Integrating this differential inequality over the interval
(T(Eo) = T/2,T(Eo) = T/4] ,
where 7' is given by Theorem 3.8, as we said at the beginning of the proof, we obtain
T(Eo)~T/4
09/ H ), W HHI(E)E dt</ |va(E T| dm—/ |VwT T| dr < Ms,
T(Eo)~T)/2

where the last inequality follows from estimate (4.42). Thus, by the mean value theorem
there exists t € (T'(Ey) — T/2,T(Ey) — T/4) such that

4M.
H[%WﬂHm(aM = T—aj :

Note that for any smooth set F' C T3, we have H’UFHCI(TS) < L, for some “absolute” con-

stant L and that wp is constant, then, since H!(0E;) embeds into LP(JE;) for all p > 1, by
Lemma 4.2, we in turn infer that

(- + ¢5() v5() = HelEoo(om)
< C[wz(' + (e (")) = WElZoe o
+ Clog(- + (v () = vd2oaom + Clor — vslboaon)
[wt] 0, a&)”%”cm @oF) T CLQH%H%M or) T Cllug — UEH%2(T3)

<C +CL2H1/rH01a(aE—i—CVol(EAE)

where [|co.a(gp,) and [-]Co,a(aE) stand for the a—-Hoélder seminorms on 0F; and OF, re-
spectively and remind that v;, vg are the potentials, defined by formula (2.1), associated to
Uz = X, — Xonyp, AN U = X, — X

By means of Schauder estimates (as Calderén-Zygmund inequality implied estimate (4.25)),
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it is possible to show (see [13]) that there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on E, M, o
and p > 1 such that for every F' € Qijl\’f(E ), choosing even smaller M;, My, M3, there holds

[ Bllco.a@ry < C(1+ [H|coaar) -

Hence, by the above discussion, we can conclude that E; € C?\’f(E). Therefore, the maximal
time of existence of the classical solution starting from F; is at least 7', which means that the
flow E; can be continued beyond T'(Ey), which is a contradiction.

Step 5 (Convergence, up to subsequences, to a translate of £).
Let t,, — +o00, then, by estimates (4.42), the sets E;, satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 4.5,

hence, up to a (not relabeled) subsequence we have that there exists a critical set E/ € @}\f (E)
such that E;, — Ein W*/?2. Due to formulas (4.28) and (4.38) we also have || ¢z [|yy2(9m) <
§and E' = E + n for some (small) n € R3 (equality (4.37)).

Step 6 (Exponential convergence of the full sequence).
Consider now

D, (F) = / dist (z,0F +n) dx .
FA(E+n)

The very same calculations performed in Step 3 show that

d

‘EDU(Et)‘ < O Vwil|p2(rsy < C/Mze™ '/

for all t > 0, moreover, by means of the previous step, it follows lim; o Dy(E;) = 0. In
turn, by integrating this differential inequality and writing

OB = {y + Yt (y)VE+n(y) 1 y € OE + 1},
we get

+oo
Hwni”%%@]ﬂ—l—n) < CDn(Et) < /t Cy/ Mge_COS/Q ds < C+/ M3e_cot/2 . (4.43)

Since by the previous steps ||¢y, t[[w2:3E+y) is bounded, we infer from this inequality and
interpolation estimates that also |4y ¢||c1.5(95.) decays exponentially for all 3 € (0,1/3).
Then, setting p = ﬁ, we have, by estimates (4.43) and (4.27) (and standard elliptic esti-
mates),

(s — UE+anlﬁ(1r3) < Cllvy — UE+nHW2m(1r3) < Cllu — uE-l—nHLP(TS)

< OVOl(ByAE + )P < Cllunil o

< C ML/ ecot/4pt (4.44)

forall § € (0,1/3). Denoting the average of w; on JE; by w;, as by estimates (4.34) and (4.40)
(recalling the argument to show inequality (4.20)), we have that

Hwt( ’ +¢n7t(')VE+n(')) - thHl/Q(aEJrn) < Cllwr - thHl/Q(aEz&)H¢777t||01(3E+77)
< Cl[Vwe z2(rs)
< Cy/ Mge_cot/2 .
It follows, taking into account inequality (4.44), that
I (- 40 (in()) = T] = [Hom g = Homal | g12om = 0 (4.45)
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exponentially fast, as t — +oc0, where H; and Hy E-+n stand for the averages of H; on 0F; and
of Hypyyn on OF + 1), respectively.

Since E; — E + 7 (up to a subsequence) in W%/22, it is easy to check that [H; — Hyp,| <
Cl|¥y.tllc1 (9B-+y) which decays exponentially, therefore, thanks to limit (4.45), we have

|[He (- +4one(Vran() = Homan|| y1j2 oy — 0

exponentially fast.
The conclusion then follows arguing as at the end of Step 4.
O

4.3. A brief overview of the Neumann case. Let {2 be a smooth bounded open subset of R™.
As before we consider the nonlocal Area functional

IN(E) = Aq(OF) +7/ \Vog|?dz,
Q

for every £ C Q with 0E N 02 = J, where v > 0 is a real parameter and v is the potential
defined as follows, similarly to problem (2.3),

—Avg =ug —m in
(%—E =0 on 0N}
Ovg

/vde:O
Q

with m = fQ up dr, up = X, — and vg the outer unit normal to E.

As in formula (2.5), we have

/Q]VUE\de:/Q/QG(x,y)uE(x)uE(y)dxdy,

where G is the (distributional) solution of

Xove

—-A,G(z,y) =0y — ﬁ(ﬂ) for every x € Q
(V.G(z,y)|lve(x)) =0 for every x € 0N2

/Gw y)dx =0
for every y € Q).

Note that, unlike the “periodic” case (when the ambient is the torus T"), the functional Jy is
not translation invariant, therefore several arguments simplify. The calculus of the first and
second variations of Jy, under a volume constraint, is exactly the same as for J, then we say
that a smooth set £ C Q, with 0FE N 02 = G, is a critical set, if it satisfies the Euler-Lagrange
equation

H+4vvp = A on 0F,

for a constant A € R, instead, since Jy is not translation invariant, the spaces T'(OF), T+ (OF),
and the decomposition (2.43) are no longer needed and, defining the same quadratic form
Il as in formula (2.41), we say that a smooth critical set E is strictly stable if

lg(e) >0  forallp € H'(OE)\ {0}.
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Naturally, £ C Q is a local minimizer if there exists a 6 > 0 such that
IN(F) > IN(E),

forall F C Q,0F NoQ =G, Vol(F) = Vol(E) and Vol(EAF) < 4. Then, as in the periodic
case, we have a local minimality result with respect to small W*P—perturbations. Precisely,
the following (cleaner) counterpart to Theorem 2.29 holds (see also [39]).

Theorem 4.9. Let p > max{2,n — 1} and E C Q a smooth strictly stable critical set for the
nonlocal Area functional Jy (under a volume constraint) with N, a tubular neighborhood of E as in
formula (2.49). Then there exist constants 9, C' > 0 such that

IN(F) > Jn(E) + C[Vol(EAF))?,
for all smooth sets F' C T" such that Vol(F') = Vol(E), Vol(FAFE) < §, 0F C N and

OF ={y +¥(y)ve(y) : y € OF},

for a smooth o with |||l w2 @oE) < 0.

As a consequence, E is a W*P—local minimizer of Jy (as defined above). Moreover, if F is WP~
close enough to E and Jn(F) = Jn(E), then F' = E, that is, E is locally the unique W2P—]ocal
minimizer.

Sketch of the proof. Following the line of proof of Theorem 2.29, since the functional is not
translation invariant we do not need Lemma 2.34 and inequality (2.83), proved in Step 2 of
the proof of such theorem, simplifies to

mo

nf{T1p(¢) : ¢ € B (OF)., elln ory = 1} = L.

where my is the constant defined in formula (2.82). The proof of this inequality then goes
exactly as there.

Coming to Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 2.29, we do not need inequality (2.86), thus we do
not need to replace I’ by a suitable translated set F' — 7. Instead, we only need to observe
that inequality (2.90) is still satisfied. The rest of the proof remains unchanged. O

The short time existence and uniqueness Theorem 3.8, proved in [18] in any dimension,
holds also in the “Neumann case” for the modified Mullins-Sekerka flow with parameter
~ > 0, obtained (as in Definition 3.2) by letting the outer normal velocity V; of the moving
boundaries given by

Vi = [0,,wy] ondE;forallt e |0,T),

where v; = vg, and w; = wg, is the unique solution in H!(Q) of the problem

Awg, =0 inQ\ 0E,
wg, = H+4vyvg, on OE,

with vg, the potential defined above and, as before, [0,,w;] is the jump of the outer normal
derivative of wg, on OFE;.

Then, we conclude by stating the following analogue of Theorem 4.6 (taking into ac-
count Remark 4.7).

Theorem 4.10. Let  be an open smooth subset of R® and let E C ) be a smooth strictly stable
critical set for the nonlocal Area functional under a volume constraint, with OE N 02 = & and N,
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(with ¢ < 1) a tubular neighborhood of OF, as in formula (2.49). Then, for every o € (0,1/2) there
exists M > 0 such that, if Ey is a smooth set in (’,‘}\’f‘(E) satisfying Vol(Ey) = Vol(E) and

/ |Vwg,|? de < M
Q

where wy = wg, is the function relative to Ey as in problem (3.1) (with Q in place of T3\ OF), then,
the unique smooth solution Ey to the Mullins—Sekerka flow (with parameter v > 0) starting from
Ey, given by Theorem 3.8, is defined for all t > 0. Moreover, E; — E exponentially fast in C* as
t — 400, for every k € N, with the meaning that the functions 1, ; : OE — R representing 0E; as
“normal graphs” on OF, that is,

OE; = {y + ¥ni(y)vetq(y)  y € OE},
satisfy, for every k € N,
[Untllcr@rrn < Cre ¥,
for every t € [0,+00), for some positive constants Cy, and [y,.

The proof of this result is similar to the one of Theorem 4.6 and actually it is simpler
since we do not need the argument used in Step 2 of such proof, where we controlled the
translational component of the flow. Note also that in the statement of Proposition 2.35,

in this case, inequality (2.93) holds for all ¢ € HY(OF). Finally, observe that under the
hypotheses of Proposition 2.36 we may actually conclude that £/ = E, that is, there are no
other critical sets close to E.

4.4. The surface diffusion flow — Preliminary lemmas.

As for the modified Mullins-Sekerka flow, we start with the technical lemmas for the
global existence result.

Lemma 4.11 (Energy identities). Let E; C T™ be a surface diffusion flow. Then, the following
identities hold:

d
GA@E) =~ [ VHP dy. (4.46)
dt OF,

and

d1
—— / \VH, > dpy = — Tk, (AHy) — / By(VH;, VH) AH; dpy
dt2 JoE, OF:

1
1 / H, | VH, [2AH, dp (4.47)
2 JoE,

where 11, is the quadratic form defined in formula (2.41) (with v = 0).

Proof. Let 1); the smooth family of maps describing the flow as in formula (3.7). By for-

mula (2.15), where X is the smooth (velocity) vector field X; = % = (AH;)vg, along OE,,
hence X, = X; — (X¢|vg,)ve, = 0 (as usual vg, is the outer normal unit vector of 0E;),
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following computation (2.16), we have
d d
—A(OE;) = — d
a0 = G /aEt i
= /a (div X; + Hy(X |vg,)) duy
Ey

= / H; A¢Hy dpy
OFE:

_ —/ VH, 2 dps
OF:

where the last equality follows integrating by parts. This establishes relation (4.46).

In order to get relation (4.47) we also need the time derivatives of the evolving metric and
of the mean curvature of 0F}, that we already computed in formulas (2.13), (2.32) and (2.33)
(where the function ¢ in this case is equal to AH; and X; = 0), that is,

0. oati y

gtﬂ —2h;AH,  and gt — oK AH,
OH
8—; = —|BiPAH, — AAH,

Then, we compute

d1 1 g
7o / ’VHt‘Q dpe = 5 / Ht’VHt\Q AiHe dpy — / hV;HyV ;Hy AHy dpsg
dt2 Jog, 2 JoE, OF,

- /B gijVthvj(’B‘QAth + AtAth) dyu
E

1
= 5 / Ht|VHt|2 Ath d,ut - / B(VHt, VHt) Ath d,ut
BEt aEt
+ / | B2 (A¢Hy)? dpe + AHy AyAHy dypy
BEt 8Ejt
1

= 5 / Ht|VHt|2 Ath d,ut - / Bt(VHt, VHt) Ath d,ut
OFE; OFE:

+/ |Be|*(AH,)? dpg —/ IV AH? dpy
OF: OFy

which is formula (4.47), recalling the definition of Ilg, in formula (2.41). O

From now on, as before due to the dimension—dependence of the estimates that follow, we restrict
ourselves to the three—dimensional case.

The following lemma is an easy consequence of Theorem 3.70 in [5], with j = 0, m =1,
n = 2 and r = ¢ = 2, taking into account the previous discussion.

Lemma 4.12 (Interpolation on boundaries). Let ' C T3 be a smooth set. In the previous nota-
tions, for every p € [2,4o00) there exists a constant C' = C(F, M, «, p) > 0 such that for every set

E € ¢y (F)and g € HY(JE), we have

lgllrr o) < C(HVgHi?(aE)||9Hi§?aE) + llgllz208)) 5
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with =1—2/p.
Moreover, the following Poincaré inequality holds

lg —Gllror) < ClIVIllL2aE)
where §(x) = fp g du, if x belongs to a connected component ' of OE.
Then, we have the following mixed “analytic-geometric” estimate.

Lemma 4.13 (H?—-estimates on boundaries). Let F' C T3 be a smooth set. Then there exists a
constant C = C(F, M, «,p) > 0 such that if E € Qi}\f(F) and f € HY(OF) with Af € L*(0F),
then f € H?(OF) and

V22 0m) < ClAFN L2 0m) (1 + [HIZ49)) -
Proof. We first claim that the following inequality holds,
| ans [ arPare [ BEVIPa. (4.48)
OF OF OF

Indeed, if we integrate by parts the left-hand side, we obtain (the Hessian of a function is
symmetric)

| VIV du= = [ gtV du.
OB OB
Hence, interchanging the covariant derivatives and integrating by parts, we get
[ TVt dn = = [ gV d
OB OB
- / 9" Rijipg” Vs V1 dp
OB
—— [ PVarvi - [ RV V) dy
oE OB
— [ 1afPdu [ (IBPIVSP - HB(VE.VS)) du
OB OB

s/ |Af|2du+c/ BRIV du,
oF oF

thus, inequality (4.48) holds (in the last passage we applied Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
the well known relation |H| < v/2|B|, then C = 1 + V/2).

We now estimate the last term in formula (4.48) by means of Lemma 4.12 (which is easily
extended to vector valued functions g : 0F — R™) with g = V f and p = 4:

/8 BRIV AP dp < 1510 IV o

1/2 1/2 2
< CIBI 1 om) (IV? Fll ooy IV Fl ooy + 1V Fll220)
< ClB1om) IV Fll20m) IV fllz20m) + IV F 72 0)) -

Hence, expanding the product on the last line, using Peter-Paul (Young) inequality on the
first term of such expansion and “adsorbing” in the left hand side of inequality (4.48) the
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small fraction of the term ||V f||2, (or) that then appears, we obtain
IV?fll720m) < CUAFZ20m) + IV FI720m) (1Bl 2 om) + 1Bll1aom)))
< CUIAFIZ20m) + IV Fl1220m) (1 + 1 Bllz2 o)) - (4.49)
By the fact that A f has zero average on each connected component of 0F, there holds

IV 122 0m) = — / FAf dy
oF

—— [ (r-Pasay
oFE

<N f = Fllzom) I Afll1208)
< CVfllrzpllAfllLe@m)
where we used Lemma 4.12 again, hence,

IVfllreor) < ClAflL20E) - (4.50)
Thus, from inequality (4.49), we deduce
IV2F1Z20m) < CIAFIZ2 0 (L + 1Bl Lagom)) - (4.51)

Now, by means of Calderén-Zygmund estimates, it is possible to show (see [13]) that there

exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on F', M, cand ¢ > 1 such that for every £ € C}\’f(F),
there holds

Bllaory < C(1+ [H| Lear)) - (4.52)
Then, since it is easy to check that also all the other constant in the previous inequalities

(and the ones coming from Lemma 4.12 also) depend only on F, M, acand p, if E € Q}\}IQ(F),
substituting this estimate, with ¢ = 4, in formula (4.51), the thesis of the lemma follows. [J

The following lemma provides a crucial “geometric interpolation” that will be needed in
the proof of the main theorem.

Lemma 4.14 (Geometric interpolation). Let F' C T? be a smooth set. Then there exists a constant
C = C(F, M, «) > 0 such that the following estimates holds

/BEIBIIVHIQIAHI dp < CIVAH| 2o IVHI r20m) (1 + HIIZs o))

for every E € € (F).
Proof. First, by a standard application of Holder inequality, we have

2 3 3 2/3
|BIIVHP|AH|dpe < | AH]|sopy ([ [BIFIVHP du)
oF oF

Then, using the Poincaré inequality stated in Lemma 4.12 and the fact that AH has zero
average on each connected component of OF, we get
|AH| 130y < C[IVAH| 1295

Now, we use Holder inequality again

</8E|B|3|VH|3d,u)2/3 < (/BE|VH|4du) 1/2</6E|B|6du>1/6,
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and we apply Lemma 4.12 with p = 4,

1, \? 2 2
([ IvHttds) ™ < COUVHI 2oy IVHl20m) + IVH o).
Combining all these inequalities, we conclude
/BE\BHVH’Q\AH’ dp < C||VAH| 1205 1Bl s@or) | VHI 205 (IV?H 120m) + VH 12 (08)) -

By Lemma 4.13 and estimate (4.50), with H in place of f, the right-hand side of the previous
inequality can be bounded from above by

CIVAH| 20p) | Bllzsor) I1AH] 2205y IVH| L2(55) (1 + HHH%‘i(BE))'
Hence, using again Poincaré inequality and estimate (4.52) with ¢ = 6, we have
[AH| 20y < CIVAH||2(5E)
and
1Bl Lsor) < C(1+ [H s am)) -
Finally, using this relations and Holder inequality, we obtain the thesis
/aEIBIIVlelﬁHI dp < CIVAH[L: (o) [ VH z2(0m) (1 + [Hl[76(5)) -
g

We now remind that since 9F can be disconnected (as in the case of lamellae), the Poincaré
inequality could fail for OF. However, if E is sufficiently close to a stable critical set then it
is true for the mean curvature of OF.

Lemma 4.15 (Geometric Poincaré inequality). Fixed p > 2 and a smooth strictly stable critical
set ' C T3, let § > 0 be the constant provided by Proposition 2.35, with @ = 1. Then, for M small
enough, there exists a constant C = C(F, M, o, p) > 0 such that

/ H—-H?du < c/ \VH|? du (4.53)
OFE oFE

for every set E € €3 (F) such that 9E C N.. with

OE ={y +¢(ywr(y) : y € OF},
for a smooth function 1 with ||¢|ly2.e@or) < 9.

Proof. Since
/ (H—ﬁ)yEd,U,:O,
OF
there holds
/BE’H —H— (nlve)|*du = [[H - H||725p) + /8E<77’VE>2 dp > |H = H| 72 op)

for all n € R3. Choosing M < 6, we may then apply Proposition 2.35 with § = 1 and
¢ = H — H, obtaining

m/\H—m%ms/’wm%m—/’BWH—m%ms/’Nm%w
oFE oFE oFE oFE
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The following lemma is straightforward.
Lemma 4.16. Let E C T3 be a smooth set. If f € H'(OF) and g € W'4(0FE), then

IV(FDlz0m) < ClIVFliz@op) 9lL=@r) + Clf lLs@r) VllLa@r) »
for a constant C independent of E.

Proof. We estimate with Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
IV siom <2V xiom 9l ~om +2 |11V

<2V fI1220m) 19 F = am) + 20/ 12108 IV 9 Z1 o) 5
hence the thesis follows. O
As a consequence, we prove the following result.

Lemma 4.17. Let F' C T3 be a smooth set and E € Qj}\’f(F). Then, for M small enough, there holds

[VEllws2@r) < CF,M, @)1+ [H| 71 om)
where H is the mean curvature of OF (the function +g is defined by formula (3.9)).

Proof. As we do in Lemma 4.4, by a standard localization/partition of unity/straightening
argument, we may reduce ourselves to the case where the function g is defined in a disk
D C R?and || Ellcte(py < M. Fixed a smooth cut-off function ¢ with compact support in
D and equal to one on a smaller disk D’ C D, we have again relation (4.12) (see also [42]).
Then, using Lemma 4.16 and recalling that ||{g||c1.«(p)y < M, we estimate
IVA(pYE) | 2(p) < C(F, M, ) ( M?||V*(0¢5) | L2(p) + IVHI| 2208 (1 + VYR oo (D))
+ |Hl| 2om) (1 + VEllw2apy) + 1+ [VEllwzap)) -
We now use the fact that, by a simple integration by part argument, if « is a smooth function
with compact support in R2, there holds
VAU 2r2) = V30l 2ge) »
hence,

IV3(eve)ll2py = IVA(eYE)llr2 (D)
< C(F,M,a)(M?|V*(ovp) 2 (py + IVHI 2208 (1 + VBl 1o (1)
+ H zaom) (1 + ¥Ellw2a(p)) + 1+ [VEllw24p)) »

then, if M is small enough, we have

IV (o) r2(py < C(F, M, a)(1 + |[H| g1.05)) (1 + [Hess ¥zl ra(p)) , (4.54)
as
[Hllz30m) < C(F, M, ) ||H[ 155 , (4.55)
by Theorem 3.70 in [5].
By the Calderon-Zygmund estimates (holding uniformly for every hypersurface 0F, with

E € Q}\’f(F), see [13]), we have again the inequality (4.15) and the most useful estima-
tion (4.16).
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Hence, possibly choosing a smaller M, we conclude (as in inequality (4.17))
1AYE] L) < C(F, M, @)1 + [[H 19m)) < C(F, M, a)(1 + [[H[|z1o8))
again by inequality (4.55).
Thus, by estimate (4.15), we get
[Hess || zapy < C(F, M, o)1 + [H| g168)) , (4.56)
and using this inequality in estimate (4.54),
IV3(eve)llr2(py < C(F, M, 0)(1 + [Hl 111 0m))*
hence,
IV3%pllL2 oy < C(F, M, a)(1 + [Hll1(08))* < C(F, M, )1+ [[H|[ 71 o)) -

The inequality in the statement of the lemma then easily follows by this inequality, esti-
mate (4.56) and Y|/ c1.e(py < M, with a standard covering argument. O

Now, we state a compactness result whose proof is very close in spirit to the proof of
Lemma 4.5, however we present it explicitly in order to show how the lemmas above come
differently into play.

Lemma 4.18 (Compactness). Let F' C T? be a smooth set and E,, C (’,‘}\’f‘(F) a sequence of smooth
sets such that

sup / \VH,, |? dpy, < 400.
neN JOFE,

Then, if o € (0,1/2) and M is small enough, there exists a smooth set F' € €}, (F) such that, up to
a (non relabeled) subsequence, E,, — F' in W27pfor all 1 < p < 4o0.
Moreover, if inequality (4.53) holds for every set E,, with a constant C independent of n and

OEn,

then F' is critical for the volume—constrained Area functional A and the convergence E,, — F' is in
W32,
Proof. We first claim that

SUII\)I IHll 1 0,,) < +oo. (4.57)
ne

We set ﬁn = faEn H,, duy,, then, by the “geometric” Poincaré inequality of Lemma 4.15,

which holds with a “uniform” constant C' = C(F, M, «), for all the sets E € Qijl\’f(F ) (see [13]),
if M is small enough, we have

IH, — ﬁn”%{ua}«;n) < sup / |VH,|? duy, < C < 400
neN JOE,

with a constant C' independent of n € N.

Then, we note that, as in Lemma 4.5, by the uniform C La_pounds on 9F,,, we may find a
solid cylinder of the form C' = D x (=L, L), with D C R? a ball centered at the origin and
functions f,,, with

sup [fnllcremy < 00, (4.58)
ne

such that 0F, N C = {(2/,2,) € D x (—=L,L) : z, = fu(2')} with respect to a suitable
coordinate frame (depending on n € N). Hence, recalling the formula (4.24), the uniform
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bound (4.58) and the fact that |[H,, — H,| H1(9E,) are equibounded, we get that H,, are also
equibounded (by a standard “localization” argument, “uniformly” applied to all the hyper-
surfaces OF,,). Therefore, the claim (4.57) follows.
By applying the Sobolev embedding theorem on each connected component of 0F, we have
that

IHnllzr0E,) < ClHulla1(08,) < C < +o00 forall p € [1,+00).

for a constant C' independent of n € N.
Now, as before, we obtain

IBllrory < C(1+ H LroE)) -
for every E € 6}\’40‘(F) with a uniform constant C. Then, if we write

OE, ={y + ¥n(y)vr(y) : y € OF},

we have sup,,cy [|[Vn w2 @r) < 400, forall p € [1, +00).
Thus, by the Sobolev compact embedding WP (9F) — C1%(dF), up to a subsequence (not
relabeled), there exists a set F’ € Q&Q(F) such that

Y — Y in CH¥(OF),

forall « € (0,1/2) and 8 € (0,1).

From estimate (4.57) and Lemma 4.17 (possibly choosing a smaller /), we have then that
the functions 1, are bounded in W32(9F). Hence, possibly passing to another subsequence
(again not relabeled), we conclude that E,, — F’ in WP for every p € [1,+c0), by the
Sobolev compact embeddings.

For the second part of the lemma, we first observe that if

/ \VH,|* dpn, — 0,
OEn,
then there exists A € R and a subsequence E,, (not relabeled) such that

Hy (- +¢n(Jvr () = A =H( +¢p (Jrr())

in H'(OF), where H is the mean curvature of F’. Hence F" is critical.

To conclude the proof we only need to show that 1, converge to 1) = g in W32(9F).
Fixed 6 > 0, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.17, we reduce ourselves to the case where the
functions v, are defined on a disk D C R?, are bounded in W32(D), converge in W?2?(D) for
all p € [1,+00) to ) € W32(D) and ||[V¢|| = (py < 6. Then, fixed a smooth cut-off function ¢
with compact support in D and equal to one on a smaller disk D' C D, we have

A(pn) A(py) 2 o2 ViV
+ ) (T va, PR ~ G Ivarre)

where R is a smooth Lipschitz function.
Then, using Lemma 4.16, an argument similar to the one of the proof of Lemma 4.17 shows
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that
‘v( Alpyn)  Alpy) >
V14 V2 /14 V]2

< C(M)(8*IV? (eon) — V2 ()l 22(p)
12(D)

+ V2 (tn) = V(@) La (o) IV Loy

+ V3 (o)l 120y I V¥n — Vi o ()

+ IV (evn) L4 (o) IV ¥nll s + IV La ()
+[IVH, — VH| 12(py + 1n — ®llw2a(py) -

Being H constant, that is VH = 0, by using Lemma 4.16 again and arguing as in the proof of
Lemma 4.17, we finally get

IV2 (o) = V3 ()|l z2(py < CM) (o — Yllwzapy + IVen — V|l oo (py + IVHRll 22(p)) 5
hence,
V3% — V2| r2(pry < C(M) (|1t — Yllw2apy + [V — V| oo (p) + IVHRll22(p)) »

from which the conclusion follows, by the first part of the lemma and a standard covering
argument.

0

4.5. The surface diffusion flow — The main theorem.
We now show the global existence result for the surface diffusion flow, whose proof is

very similar to the one of Theorem 4.6. However, in order to make it clear, we present it in a
detailed way.

Theorem 4.19. Let E C T3 be a strictly stable critical set for the Area functional under a volume
constraint and let N, be a tubular neighborhood of OF, as in formula (2.49). For every a € (0,1/2)

there exists M > 0 such that, if Ey is a smooth set in C}V’[C“(E) satisfying Vol(Ep) = Vol(E) and

/ [VHo[* dpo < M,
0F,

then the unique smooth solution E, of the surface diffusion flow starting from Ey, given by Proposi-
tion 3.10, is defined for all t > 0. Moreover, E; — E + n exponentially fast in W32 as t — +o0
(recall the definition of convergence of sets in Subsection 2.2), for some € R3, with the meaning
that the functions v, ; : OE + n — R representing OE; as “normal graphs” on OF + 1, that is,

OBy = {y + Yya(y)vesq(y) : y € OE +n},
satisfy

[nellws2@Ern < Ce P,
for every t € [0, +00), for some positive constants C and j3.

Remark 4.20. The convergence of E; — E + n is actually smooth, that is, for every k € N,
there holds

[ntller @4y < Cre P¥t,
for every t € [0,+00), for some positive constants Cj, and (. This is a particular case of
Theorem 5.1 in [24], proved by means of standard parabolic estimates and interpolation (and

Sobolev embeddings), using the exponential decay in W?3/%2, analogously to the modified
Mullins-Sekerka flow (Remark 4.7).
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Remark 4.21. The extra condition in the theorem on the L?-smallness of the gradient of Hy
(see the second part of Lemma 4.18 and its proof) implies that the mean curvature of 9Ej is
“close” to be constant, as it is for the set E or actually for any critical set (recall Remark 4.8).

Proof of Theorem 4.19. As in proof of Theorem 4.6, C' will denote a constant depending only
on E, M and o, whose value may vary from line to line.

Assume that the surface diffusion flow FE; is defined for ¢ in the maximal time interval
[0,T(Ep)), where T'(Ey) € (0,+00] and let the moving boundaries 0F; be represented as
“normal graphs” on OF as

OE; ={y +u(y)ve(y) : y € OE},

for some smooth functions ; : 9F — R.

We recall that, by Proposition 3.10, for every F € (’,‘?\’f‘(E), the flow is defined in the time
interval [0,T), with T = T(E, M, «) > 0.

As before, we show the theorem for the smooth sets Ey C T3 satisfying

Vol(EoAE) < My, |[tollcre@r < My and |VHol|? dpo < M3, (4.59)
0Ey

for some positive constants M;, My, M3, then we get the thesis by setting M = min{M;, M, M3}.
For any set F' € (’,‘}\;[a(E), we define quantity in (4.26) and by the same arguments we obtain
estimation (4.27).

Hence, by this discussion, the initial smooth set Ey € (’,‘}\’f‘(E) satisfies D(Ep) < M < M,
(having chosen e < 1).

By rereading the proof of Lemma 4.18, it follows that for M5, M3 small enough, if

[Yrllcreer) < Ma

and
/ \VH|? dp < M3,
OF

then

[Vrllw2sop) < w(max{Ms, M3}), (4.60)
where s — w(s) is a positive nondecreasing function (defined on R) such that w(s) — 0 as
s — 0T. This clearly implies

[vrllwre@r) < w'(max{My, M3}),

for a function w’ with the same properties of w (also in this case, w and w’ only depend on E
and «, for M small enough). Moreover, thanks to Lemma 4.15, there exists C' > 0 such that,
choosing Ms, M3 small enough, in order that w(max{Ma, M3}) is small enough, we have

/ [H-H?du < C/ |VH|? du, (4.61)
oF oF

where, as usual, H is the average of H over OF.

We again split the proof of the theorem into steps.
Step 1 (Stopping—-time).
Let T < T(Ep) be the maximal time such that

Vol(B,AE) < 2My,  |[¢tllcreor) < 2Mz  and |VH|? duy < 2M3, (4.62)
OFE;
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forall t € [0,T). Hence,
[tllwesor) < w(2max{Ms, M3}) (4.63)

forallt € [0,T), as in formula (4.60). B
As before, we claim that by taking M, M, M3 small enough, we have T = T'(Ep).

Step 2 (Estimate of the translational component of the flow).
We want to show that there exists a small constant § > 0 such that

nfgci)rlliHAHt — (mvi)lli20m) = OlAH| 20,  forallt € [0,T), (4.64)

where Oy is defined by formula (2.47).

If M is small enough, clearly there exists a constant Cy = Cy(E, M,a) > 0 such that, for
every i € Ig, we have |[(e;, )| r2(9m,) = Co > 0, holding ||(e;, ve) | 12(aE) > 0. It is then easy
to show that the vector 7, € O realizing such minimum is unique and satisfies

AHy = (m, ve) + 9, (4.65)
where g € L?(0E;) is chosen as in relation (4.32). Moreover, the inequality
Ime| < Cll|AH 2208, (4.66)

holds, with a constant C' depending only on £, M and «.
We now argue by contradiction, assuming ||| .2(ax,) < O|AH | z208,)-

First we recall that AH; has zero average. Then, setting H = fa o H dy, and recalling rela-
tion (4.61), we get

[He = Hell72(98,) < C/ |VH: [ duy
o,

= — C HtAHt d,LLt

OE,
=-C AH;(H; — Hy) dpy
OE,
< C|Hy — Hyll 298 1AH || 1208, ) - (4.67)
Hence, we conclude
IH; — Hellz20m,) < ClIAH | 2008,) - (4.68)

Since, there holds

/ He vy dpy = / vidps =0,
BEt 8Et

by multiplying relation (4.65) by H; — H,, integrating over 0EF;, and using inequality (4.68),
we get

‘/ (Ht — ﬁt)AHt d,ut‘ = ‘/ (Ht — ﬁt)g d,ut
BEt 8Ejt

< O[Hy — Hell r20m) | AHe 1208,
< CQHAHtH%%aEt)-
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Recalling now estimate (4.66), as g is orthogonal to (1, 1), computing as in the first three
lines of formula (4.67), we have

4} oy = [ B 1)
OF:

:_/ (VHy, V(e ve)) dpae

OF,

< mlIVvell 2 0m) [IVHE | L2 (08,

/ (Ht — ﬁt)AHt d,ut
oF,

< C\/EHVVtHLQ(aEt)HAHtH%Q(aEt)

< C\/EHAHtH%Q(aEt) )

where in the last inequality we estimated ||Vvi| 12(95,) With C||¢¢[ly26(9E,) and we used
inequality (4.63).

If then 6 > 0 is chosen so small that Cv/# + % < 1 in the last inequality, then we have
a contradiction with equality (4.65) and the fact that ||g||;29p,) < 0|AH||z2(05,), as they
imply (by L?-orthogonality) that

e v lI720m,) > (1= 6°)1AH 72 (o5, -

All this argument shows that for such a choice of § condition (4.64) holds.
Then, we can conclude as in Step 2 of Theorem 4.6, by replacing the W?23-norm on OF with
the W2%-norm on the same boundary.

1/2
< C|IVllr2 o) 1A | 1208,

Step 3 (The stopping time T is equal to the maximal time T'(Ey)).
We show now that, by taking M, M», M3 smaller if needed, we have T =T(Ey).

By the previous point and the suitable choice of M5, M3 made in its final part, formula (4.64)
holds, hence we have

g, (AH;) > op|| AH |71 ) forallt € [0,T).

In turn, by Lemma 4.11 and 4.14 we may estimate

3, IVH < = ol ARy + [ IBIVEAR dug
< — 0pl| AH |31 o,
+ ClIV(AH) 72 o) VB 202 (1 + (Bl F6 o,))
< — 09|l AH 711 o,
+ C\/EHV(AHt)H%%aEt)(l + HHtH?iG(aEt))
- UGHAHtH?{I(aEt)
+ CV/ Mz | AHy 31 o, (1 + Cewo(max{ My, M3})) (4.69)

for every t < T, where in the last step we used relations (4.62) and (4.63).
Noticing that from formulas (4.67) and (4.68) it follows

IVHe |2 08,) < ClIAH 12(98,) < CIlAH| g1 08,) »

IN
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keeping fixed M> and choosing a suitably small M3, we conclude

d g
. [VH|* dpy < _EHAHtH%ﬂ(aEt) < —col| VHl[72(0,)
t

This argument clearly says that the quantity [, B |VH;|? dy; is nonincreasing in time, hence,
if My, M3 are small enough, the inequality [, B, |VH¢|? dpy < Mj is preserved during the
flow. As before, if we assume by contradiction that T < T'(Ep), then it must happen that
VOI(ETAE) = 2M1 or H¢T||Cl’°‘(8F) = 2M2.

Before showing that this is not possible, we prove that actually the quantity [, B, |VH,|? duy
decreases (non increases) exponentially. Indeed, integrating the differential inequality above
and recalling proprieties (4.59), we obtain

[ VPl < o [ (THp P du < Mo < 2y (4.70)
8Et 8E0

for every ¢t < T. Then, we assume that Vol(E7AE) = 2M; or [zl cra(@my) = 2Ma. Recall-
ing formula (4.26) and denoting by X; the velocity field of the flow (see Definition 3.1 and
the subsequent discussion), we compute

d d

—D(Et) = —/ dE dr = / le(dEXt) dr = / dE<Xt,I/t> dﬂt
dt dt E; E; OF;

== / dE AHt d,ut —/ <VdE,VHt> d,ut
8Et 8Et

< C||VH| 129, < C/ Mse™ 2,
for all t < T, where the last inequality clearly follows from inequality (4.70).

By integrating this differential inequality over [0, T) and recalling estimate (4.27), we get
VOl(ErAE) < Cllurlliaon,) < Cy/D(Ey)

< C\/D(Eo) +CV/M;s < Cy/Ms, (4.71)
as D(Ep) < M, provided that M;, M3 are chosen suitably small. This shows that Vol(E+AE)
2M; cannot happen if we chose C'v/Mj < M;.

By arguing as in Lemma 4.18 (keeping into account inequality (4.62) and formula (4.60)), we
can see that the L?-estimate (4.71) implies a W%5-bound on 7 with a constant going to
zero, keeping fixed My, as |, oF, \VHT\Q dus — 0, hence, by estimate (4.70), as M3 — 0. Then,
by Sobolev embeddings, the same holds for ||¢7(|c1. (o), hence, if M3 is small enough, we
have a contradiction with ||[Vz|cra@p) = 2M2.

Thus, T = T(Ep) and

VOI(EtAE) S C\4/ M s HthCLQ(aEt) § 2M2 ; / IVHt‘Q d,LLt § Mge_c()t, (472)
OE;

for every t € [0,T(Ep)), by choosing M;, M, M3 small enough.

Step 4 (Long time existence).
We now show that, by taking M;, My, M3 smaller if needed, we have T'(Ey) = +o0, that is,
the flow exists for all times.
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We assume by contradiction that T(Ep) < +oo and we notice that, by computation (4.69)
and the fact that T = T'(Ey), we have

d
@ Jo, [VH:|? dpae + 00| AH |11 9, < O

forallt € [0, T(Ey)). Integrating this differential inequality over the interval [T'(Ey) — T'/2,T(Ey) — T/4],
where T is given by Proposition 3.10, as we said at the beginning of the proof, we obtain

T(Eo)—T/4 ) 5
o0 / [AH 71 o5, 4t < / IVH" dpg gy
T(Eo)-T/2 ET(EO)—%
-/ VH? dpip g
OEp(gy)- 1 o
S M3 )

where the last inequality follows from estimate (4.72). Thus, by the mean value theorem
there exists t € (T'(Ey) —T/2,T(Ey) — T/4) such that

4 M5
1A 170 o) < Toy
Then, by Lemma 4.13

IV*Hll7 208 < ClIIAHZ20m) (1 + Bzl Lagor)
< OM3(1 + w*(2max{M>, Ms}))

where in the last inequality we also used the curvature bounds provided by formula (4.63).
In turn, for p € R large enough, we get

1200 omy < CIVH 08 < CIVH 3 o5 < CMs(My, My)

where [-]co.a(gp,) stands for the a-Holder seminorm on 0F; and in the last inequality we
used the previous estimate.

Then, arguing as in Step 4 of Theorem 4.6, it is possible to show that flow E; exists beyond
T(Ey), which is a contradiction.

Step 5 (Convergence, up to subsequences, to a translate of F').
Let t,, — +o00, then, by estimates (4.72), the sets E;, satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 4.18,

hence, up to a (not relabeled) subsequence we have that there exists a critical set E’ € Qi}\f (E)
such that E;,, — E' in W32, Due to formulas (4.60) (and estimation (4.38), that also holds in
this case) we have || g/|[w269p) < 0 and E' = E + 1 for some (small) 7 € R3.

Step 6 (Exponential convergence of the full sequence).
Consider now

D, (F) = / dist (z,0E +n) dx .
FA(E+n)

The very same calculations performed in Step 3 show that

‘%Dn(Et)‘ < C|VH| p2(0m,) < Cv/Mze 0?2
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for all t > 0, moreover, by means of the previous step, it follows lim;_, ;o Dy (E;) = 0. In
turn, by integrating this differential inequality and writing

OEy = {y + ¥y (y)ven(y) 1y € OF +n},
we get

+o0o
Hwn,tH%Q(aEJrn) < CDn(Et) < / C' /M367c08/2 ds < C /M3efc0t/2‘

t

Since by the previous steps ||1y ¢ |ly2.6 (9 £y is bounded, we infer from this inequality, Sobolev

embeddings and standard interpolation estimates that also [|¢;; ¢[|c1.5 (9 4-;) decays exponen-

tially for 5 € (0,2/3).

Denoting the average of H; on OF; by Hj, as by estimates (4.67) and (4.70), we have that
IHe (- + ¥t (VB4 () — Hell g1 op4n)

< CIHy — Hellgrom ln.dllcr @p-4n)
< C[|VHt| 208,

< C\/ Mge_cot/Q .

It follows that
I[He (- + tne (Y () — Hi] = [Hopty — Homll a1 @p4n) — 0 (4.73)

exponentially fast, as t — +oo0, where Hy E+n Stands for the average of Hypy, on OF + 1.
Since E; — E + n (up to a subsequence) in W32 it is easy to check that [H; — Hppip| <
Clltn tllc1(9E+n) Which decays exponentially, therefore, thanks to limit (4.73), we have

[He (- + ¥t (VvE4n () — Hopnll i1 0m4m) — 0

exponentially fast.
The conclusion then follows arguing as at the end of Step 4 of Theorem 4.6. O

5. THE CLASSIFICATION OF THE STABLE CRITICAL SETS

In this final section, we are going to discuss the classes of smooth sets to which Theo-
rems 4.6 and 4.19 can be applied, hence, “dynamically exponentially stable” for the modified
Mullins-Sekerka and surface diffusion flow. Much is known for the stable and strictly stable
critical sets £ C T" (or of R") of the Area functional (hence, for the unmodified Mullins—-
Sekerka and surface diffusion flows), characterized by having constant mean curvature H
and satisfying respectively

Mp(p) = / (Vo — (BP) du > 0
oFE
forevery p € H'(OE) = {p € H'(JE) : [, ¢du =0} and
Ip(p) = /a (Ve = 1B du > 0

for every p € TH(OE) = {¢ € H'(OFE) : [yp9du =0 and [, pvpdu = 0}, according
to Definition 2.24. Instead, considerably less can be said for the “nonlocal case”, relative to
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the modified (with v > 0) Mullins—Sekerka flow, for which in the above formulas we need
to consider analogously the positivity properties of form

Mp(p) = /aE(IVsol2 — ¢°|BI?) du+87/aE /aE Gz, y)e(@)e(y) du(x) duly)

4—47}/ Dupome® dut,
oF

on the critical sets E' (in T" or in domains of R", with “Neumann conditions” at the bound-
ary) satisfying H + 4yvg = 0 on OF.

Concentrating for a while on the Area functional, we observe that it is easy to see that (by
a dilation/contraction argument) any strictly stable smooth critical set must be connected,
but actually, being the normal velocity of the surface diffusion flow at every point defined
by the local quantity AH, it follows that Theorem 4.19 can be applied also to finite unions of
boundaries of strictly stable critical sets (see [24] and the Figure 1 below). Moreover, by the
very definition above, if OF in T" is composed by flat pieces, hence its second fundamental
form B is identically zero, the set E is critical and stable and with a little effort, actually
strictly stable. It is a little more difficult to show that any ball in any dimension n € N is
strictly stable (it is obviously a critical set), which is connected to the study of the eigenvalues
of the Laplacian on the sphere S"—1, see [30, Theorem 5.4.1], for instance. The same then
holds for all the “cylinders” RF x S»—F-1 C R", bounding £ C T" after taking their quotient
by the same equivalence relation defining T", determined by the standard integer lattice of
R™,

Notice that if n = 2, it follows that the only bounded strictly stable critical sets of the
(in this case) Length functional in the plane are the disks and in T? they are the disks and
the “strips” with straight borders. This is clearly in agreement with the two—-dimensional
convergence/stability result of Elliott and Garcke [15], mentioned at the end of Section 3.

In the three—-dimensional case, a first classification of the smooth stable “periodic” critical
sets for the volume—constrained Area functional, was given by Ros in [59], where it is shown
that in the flat torus T3, they are balls, 2—tori, gyroids or lamellae.

v \J \_/
SON . ogo<
) ool

FIGURE 1. From left to right: balls, 2—tori, gyroids and lamellae.

Notice that, despite their name, the lamellae are (after taking the quotient) parallel planar 2—
tori and the 2—tori are quotients of circular cylinders in R3. As we said, with the balls, these
surfaces are actually strictly stable, while in [31, 32, 60] the authors established the strict
stability of gyroids only in some cases. To give an example, we refer to [32] where Grosse—
Brauckmann and Wohlgemuth showed the strictly stability of the gyroids that are fixed with
respect to translations. We remind that the gyroids, that were discovered by the crystallog-
rapher Schoen in the 1970 (see [62]), are the unique non-trivial embedded members of the
family of the Schwarz P surfaces and then conjugate to the D surfaces, that are the simplest
and most well-known triply—periodic minimal surfaces (see [60]).
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For the case v > 0, that is, for the nonlocal Area functional, a complete classification of the
stable periodic structures is instead, up to now, still missing.

It is worth to mention what is shown in [2] about the minimizers of .J. The authors proved
that if a horizontal strip L is the unique global minimizer of the Area functional in T", then
it is also the unique global minimizer of the nonlocal Area functional under a volume con-
straint, provided that v > 0 is sufficiently small. Precisely, the following result holds.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that L C T" is the unique, up to rigid motions, global minimizer of the Area
functional, under a volume constraint. Then the same set is also the unique global minimizer of the
nonlocal Area functional (2.4), provided that ~ > 0 is sufficiently small.

This theorem then allows to conclude that the global minimizers are lamellae in several
cases in low dimensions (two and three), for suitable parameters v and volume constraint.
Moreover, in [2], it is also shown that lamellae with multiple strips are local minimizers of
the functional J, if the number of strips is large enough.

Finally, we conclude by citing the papers [9, 10, 12, 44, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58] with related
and partial results on the classification problem which is at the moment fully open.
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