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A DYNAMIC APPROACH
TO HETEROGENEOUS ELASTIC WIRES

ANNA DALI’ACQUA, LEONIE LANGER, AND FABIAN RUPP

ABSTRACT. We consider closed planar curves with fixed length and arbitrary
winding number whose elastic energy depends on an additional density vari-
able and a spontaneous curvature. Working with the inclination angle, the
associated L2-gradient flow is a nonlocal quasilinear coupled parabolic system
of second order. We show local well-posedness, global existence of solutions,
and full convergence of the flow for initial data in a weak regularity class.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In this work we consider a sufficiently regular closed planar curve v with density
p describing a heterogeneous elastic wire. The density p can be used to model a
distribution of mass or temperature, for instance. We assume that the bending
stiffness of the wire depends on the density and consider the energy

(1.1) Eulv,p) = %/ (ﬁ(ﬂ)(f€ —c0)’ + p (asp)Q) ds,
¥

with & the curvature of 7, the arc-length element ds = |0,v(z)|dx and 95 = ‘6717‘8%
Here p# > 0 models the diffusivity of the density, the smooth positive function
B: R — R is the density-modulated stiffness and ¢y € R gives the spontaneous cur-
vature. This energy is invariant under orientation-preserving reparametrizations.
The first part of the energy can be seen as a Helfrich-type energy for curves with
modulated stiffness. The second part, the Dirichlet energy of p, ensures control of
the density.

Modulo isometries of R?, the planar curve v (parametrized by arc-length) together
with its orientation is uniquely determined by its inclination angle. If the curve
has length L > 0, the energy can be expressed in terms of an inclination angle
0: [0, L] — R and the density p: [0,L] — R by

(12) £a0.0) =3 [ (3000 0 0 0u0) as,

using that k = 0,0. More precisely, we have &,(vy,p) = €.(0, p), where 6 is an
inclination angle for v. Note that in (1.2), the differential operator 0s is just
the ordinary derivative with respect to s, the arc-length parameter. Similarly, ds
just denotes integration with respect to the variable s € [0, L]. A given function
6: [0, L] — R represents the inclination angle of a C*-closed curve if and only if

L L
(1.3) / cosfds = / sinfds = 0, (L) — 6(0) = 27w,
0 0

for some w € Z, the rotation index of the curve. Notice that allowing w to be
negative we keep track of the orientation.
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In the case of zero spontaneous curvature and fixed rotation index equal to one, this
energy has previously been considered in [1], where the minimization problem under
the constraints of fixed length and fixed total mass (of the density) is studied. Es-
pecially in the case ¢y # 0 it makes sense to fix the length of the curve, as otherwise
a circle with suitable radius and a constant density is the trivial minimizer.

The goal of this article is to introduce a dynamic approach to minimize the elas-
tic energy &, by evolving (6, p) by the associated L?-gradient flow. In order to
guarantee that 6 describes a closed curve and to preserve the total mass of p, the
evolution equations include nonlocal Lagrange multipliers. This results in the initial
boundary value problem

00 = 05 [B(p) (050 — co)] + o1 sinh — Aga cos in (0,7) x [0, L],

0w = %o — 56'(0)(0:0 — co)? ~ A, in (0,7) x [0, L,
(1.4) 0(-,L) —6(-,0) = 27w, p(, L) = p(-,0) on [0,7),

639(" L) = 859('a O)a asp('a L) = asp('a O) on [OaT)a

Q(Oa) = 0o, p(O,') = po on [OvL]a

where 0y satisfies (1.3). The Lagrange multipliers Ag1, Ag2, A, are chosen such that

L L L L
(1.5) / cosf(t,s)ds =0, / sinf(t,s)ds =0, / p(t,s)ds = / po(s)ds
0 0 0 0

for all t € (0,7) (see Section 2 for the explicit formulas), so that the evolution
indeed corresponds to an evolution of closed curves with fixed total mass. The
first boundary condition in (1.4) ensures that the rotation index is constant along
the flow. The other boundary conditions are imposed in order to achieve that the
corresponding curve is C?-closed and that the density is C'*-periodic. Observe that
the evolution equations are coupled so that we cannot treat them separately.
An essential feature of working with the angle function 6 instead of the curve - is
that the corresponding L2-gradient flow of the energy (1.2) is a parabolic system
of second order in (6, p). In contrast, the Euler-Lagrange equation of (1.1) as a
functional of v and p is of fourth order in ~, like the classical elastica equation. Such
an approach using the angle function has been used for instance in [28] to prove
well-posedness and global existence for a flow towards elastica. Local and global
existence of solutions for the classical elastic flow, given by a parabolic fourth order
equation in R"™, has been shown in several works, for instance [13, 20, 11, 9, 19, 29,
, 27,21, 25]. For a more detailed overview, see the recent survey [18]. A parabolic
system related to (1.4) is studied in [1] and numerically elaborated in [12].
In the following, 8 € C*°(R) satisfies S(z) > 0 for all z € R and the model
parameters

L>0,4>0,weZandcyeR
are fixed. We summarize the compatibility conditions for the initial datum.
Hypothesis 1.1. Let g, po: [0, L] — R be C'-functions such that

eo(L) — 90(0) = 27rw, 8590(11) = 6890(0),
po(L) = pO(O)’ asPO(L) = aspO(O)'

Moreover, let 6y satisfy (1.3).

(1.6)

In the following existence result, h!* is the little Holder space, cf. Appendix A.

Theorem 1.2 (Local well-posedness). Let (6o, po) € h'T*([0,L]) for some o €
(0,1) and assume Hypothesis 1.1. Then there exists Ty > 0 and a unique solution
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(0,p) € C>((0,Tp) x [0, L]) of (1.4) on (0,Tp) x [0, L] which satisfies
lim (6(t), p(t)) = (B, po) ~in C*([0, L]).
Moreover, the solution depends continuously on the initial datum.

In the literature, short-time existence and uniqueness for quasilinear parabolic sys-
tems is widely accepted if the initial datum is smooth. Our contribution provides
a complete proof of local well-posedness for the system (1.4), including continuous
dependence on the data, even for initial data with low regularity and despite the
presence of nonlocal terms, in a fairly concise way.

The idea of the proof is to meet the boundary conditions by formulating the prob-
lem in a periodic setting. Then, following the ideas in [3], the Inverse Function
Theorem between appropriate time-dependent little Holder spaces yields existence
and continuous dependence on the initial datum. We deduce the local invertibility
of the Fréchet derivative from the maximal regularity theory developed in [16] and
a perturbation argument. The precise formulation of the continuous dependence is
given in Proposition 3.3 and Remark 3.4 below. To show instantaneous smooth-
ing, we rely on the theory of parabolic systems in [14] and a bootstrap argument.
Finally, exploiting the dissipative structure of the system, uniqueness follows from
an energy argument.

For the classical elastic flow, one expects long-time existence of the solution. We
prove such a result in this much more general model.

Theorem 1.3 (Global existence). The solution (6, p) in Theorem 1.2 exists for all
times, 1.e. T = oo.

The flow equations (1.4) are a parabolic system, so we cannot use arguments based
on the maximum principle to show global existence. Instead, we rely on energy
estimates to prove that suitable Sobolev norms along the solution cannot blow up
in finite time. To that end, we first show boundedness of the velocity 9¢(6, p) in
order to deal with the nonlinear coupling which limits the direct application of
interpolation inequalities. To allow for w = 0, a new argument is needed to show a
priori boundedness of the nonlocal Lagrange multipliers, compared to the strategy
used in [28].

Once global existence is established, it is natural to study the asymptotic behavior
of the flow. Although we do not have a classification of the stationary solutions to
(1.4) at hand, we can prove full convergence.

Theorem 1.4 (Long-time behavior). Let : R — Rkbe real analytic. Then, the
global solution (6, p) in Theorem 1.2 converges in C*T%([0,L]) for all & € (0, 3) to
a stationary solution of (1.2) as t — oo, i.e. to a solution of

0 =05 [B(p)(0s0 — co)] + No18in 0 — g cos @ in [0, L],

N T %5’(,;)(@89 — ) -\, in [0, 1),
O(L) —0(0) = 2m0,  p(L) = p(0),
659(1’) = 859(0); asp(L) = asp(o)

for some Ag1, Ao2, Ay, € R.

From the energy estimates used in the proof of Theorem 1.3, we first deduce sub-
convergence of the solution. To prove full convergence, we assume [ to be analytic,
since we rely on a suitable version of the Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient inequality
[22], a powerful functional analytic tool for studying the asymptotic behavior of
(geometric) PDEs, even in the constrained setting; see, for instance, [26, 6, 10] and

[25, 23, 24].
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Geometrically, our results can be interpreted as follows. The solution (6(t), p(t)):>0
describes a family of closed curves (y(t)):>0 with density (p(t)):>0 that evolves in
time decreasing the energy (1.1) and converging to an equilibrium as ¢ — oco.

This article is structured as follows. In Section 2, we briefly review some basic
geometric concepts concerning curves and give the formulas for the Lagrange mul-
tipliers. The goal of Section 3 is to prove Theorem 1.2. First, we prove a local
well-posedness result in a periodic setting and then show that this periodic solution
gives a solution to (1.4). Sections 4 and 5 are devoted to prove Theorem 1.3 and
Theorem 1.4, respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We consider an arc-length parametrization of a closed regular curve v: [0, L] — R?
of length L > 0 in the plane, which we assume to be sufficiently smooth. By a stan-
dard result in elementary differential geometry, there exists a function 0: [0, L] — R
such that dsv = (cosf,sinf). Such an inclination angle 0 is not unique, in fact
it is only unique up to addition of an integer multiple of 27. Nevertheless, many
geometric quantities of the curve can be expressed in terms of an inclination angle;
the (signed) curvature k of the curve « is given by k = 950 and its rotation index
w € 7Z satisfies 2w = 6(L) — 6(0).

In (1.4) three Lagrange multipliers appear. In the first equation, Ap; and Ags ensure
that v remains closed along the flow if the initial curve is closed. Indeed, defining

en (o) =mon [ () e0es - w)as

where I171(6)(t) denotes the inverse of the matrix

fL sin® 0 ds fo cos@sm@ds)

(2.2) H(G)(t) = ( fO cosfsinfds fO cos? 0 ds

for a sufficiently smooth solution (6, p) of (1.4) we have

L /cos
(2.3) 8,5/0 <sin9> ds = 0.

Remark 2.1. As already observed in [28, Lemma 2.1] we have

det TI(6 / / sin?)(t, s, 5) ds d3,

where ¢(t,s,8) := 0(t,s) — 0(t,5). Hence, as long as 0(t,-) is not constant, the
matrix I1(0)(¢) is invertible. In particular, the Lagrange multipliers in (2.1) are
well-defined, as long as the angle function describes a closed curve.

Remark 2.2. The boundary conditions in (1.4) make it possible to use integration
by parts to write the Lagrange multipliers Ag; and Age in the form

(o) o [ (20) 203900

The third Lagrange multiplier ), is chosen so that the total mass remains fixed
during the flow. Defining

L
(2.4) Mt = —%/O B(0)(0.0 — co)2 ds,

a sufficiently smooth solution (6, p) of (1.4) satisfies

L
(2.5) 8,5/ pds =0.
0
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From the fact that Ag; and Ag2 ensure that the curve remains closed during the
flow, we can already deduce that the integral over the inclination angle is preserved.

Lemma 2.3. Let T > 0 and (0,p) be a sufficiently smooth solution of (1.4) on
(0,T) x [0,L]. Then for all t € (0,T) we have fOL 6ds = fOL 0o ds.

Proof. Integration of the evolution equation for 6 in (1.4) yields

L L L L
at/ Ods = B(p) (0s0 — co) ‘0 + )\91/ sinfds — )\92/ cos @ ds.
0 0 0

By (1.5), the integrals vanish. The boundary conditions in (1.4) yield the claim. O

A direct computation reveals that we have an L2-gradient flow structure, i.e. for a
sufficiently smooth solution (6, p) of (1.4), we have

L L
(2.6) 0.0 =~ [ 007 as— [ @ as

3. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS AND REGULARITY

To prove Theorem 1.2, we will consider a periodic setting. This is quite natural due
to the geometric interpretation of the problem. Doing so, we get rid of the bound-
ary conditions which enables us to apply an existence result in [16] for a suitable
linearization of our problem. We first prove short-time existence and continuous
dependence on the data as well as uniqueness and smoothness of the solution to the
periodic problem. Then, by a suitable transformation, we can transfer the results
to problem (1.4).

3.1. Transformation to a periodic setting. For the moment, assume that (6, p)
is a sufficiently smooth function in (¢, s). We observe that the boundary conditions
in (1.4) imply that 9,0 is a C%periodic function, i.e. it can be extended to a
continuous L-periodic function on R. Similarly, p is a C''-periodic function. The
angle function 6 is itself not periodic if the rotation number is different from zero.
We hence first perform a suitable transformation. Define the function

(3.1) 6:[0,L] >R, o(s):= QWL‘”S

and consider the function wu(t,s) := 0(t,s) — ¢(s). The boundary conditions in
(1.4) imply that u and p are C''-periodic functions on [0, L]. We thus consider the
L-periodic extensions of ug := 0y — ¢ and py to all of R and look for L-periodic
solutions (u, p) defined on (0,7") x R for some T' > 0. Now, instead of Hypothesis
1.1, it is sufficient to assume that

(3.2) /OL cos(uo + ¢) ds = /OL sin(uo + ¢) ds = 0.
In terms of (u, p) L-periodic, (1.4) can be equivalently written as
Oru = 05 [B(p) (Osu + 05 — o)) + Au(u, p) in (0,7) x R,
(33) {0 = 02— 18/(p) (Ouu-+ 016 — co)’ + Aylup)  in (0.T) B,
u(0, ) = uo, p(0,-) = po on R.

Here, to simplify the notation, instead of working with (Ag1, Ag2) (see Remark 2.2)
we consider A, given by

 Pauto,0)®)) [ sin(ult,s) + o(s))
Aulu, p)(t, 8) = <A§2<u+ 6, Z)(t)) ' <—cos<u<t, 5) + <s>>)
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sin (u + ¢)

34 (Cality) =t agwa (Coi )

L
1! (u+¢)/() (COS(U+¢)) (05t + 058) B(p) (D5t + Dsd — o) ds

for (t,s) € (0,7) x R and, instead of \,, A, given by

Ayl )0 = Mplu+ 6.0)(0) = 57 [ 810) G+ 06— o) ds,

for t € (0,7), see (2.4).

We now define our concept of a solution. To that end, we work with time-weighted
little Holder spaces (see Appendix A for a precise definition), which provide an
appropriate framework for the local well-posedness of the problem.

Definition 3.1. Let 7 > 0, a € (0,1) and 5 € (3,1) be such that 2n + o & Z.

Moreover, let (ug, po) € h3""*(R;R?) be such that ug satisfies (3.2). We call (u, p)
a solution of (3.3) on (0,T) x R with initial datum (ug, po) if

(u,p) € BUCT_, ([0, T"]; A% (R;R?)) N BUC—, ([0,7"]; k77 (R; R?))
for all 77 < T, if (u, p) solves the flow equations in (3.3) on (0,T") x [0, L] and if
: D) — . 2n+a T2
}%(u,p)(t, ) = (ug,p0) inC (R;R%).
The time weight (described by the parameter n) allows us to consider less regular
initial data. For "> 0, a € (0,1) and n € (3, 1) such that 21 + o & Z, we set
(3.5) Eo([0.T]) := BUC_, ([0, T]: hf (R: R¥))
(3.6) Eq([0,7]) := BUC]_,, ([0, T]; h¢(R; R¥)) N BUC:1_,, ([0, T]; A7 (R; R¥))

for kK = 1,2. For k = 2, E; is the space of solutions in the sense of Definition 3.1.
For (u,p) € Ey the right hand side of the evolution equations in (3.3) belongs to
Eq, cf. Remark A.5. We define yE; := h2L"+O‘ (R; RF), the space for initial data (see
(A.3)). In the following, the value of k = 1,2 will be clear from the context.

We introduce the open set

U([0,77]) := {(u,p) € E1([0,T]) : [3)171% det I(u + ¢) > 0}
and define the nonlinear differential operator
F: U([0,T]) = Eo([0,77),  F(u,p) = (Fi(u, p), F2(u, p)),
(3.7) F1(u,p) := 85 [B(p) (st + D50 — o)) + Au(u, p),
L8 (0) (Bsu+ Bs6 — o) + A, (u, p).

2
The evolution equations in (3.3) can be written as 9 (u, p) = F(u, p) on (0,7) x R.

Fa(u,p) = pdip —

Remark 3.2. The choice n > % ensures that the initial datum has finite energy,
but also turns out to be essential to control the nonlinearities in the equation (cf.
Lemma B.3, Proposition B.6) and to show uniqueness (cf. Lemmas 3.6, A.6).

3.2. Short-time existence and continuous dependence. To prove short-time
existence and continuous dependence on the data, we essentially follow the ideas of
[3, Theorem 2]. However, since we work with periodic little Holder spaces, we have
to justify some steps differently.
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Proposition 3.3 (Existence and continuous dependence). Let o € (0,1) and n €
(3,1). Let (uo, po) € ¥E1 and let ug satisfy (3.2). Then there exist Ty € (0,00) and
7 > 0 such that for every (i, po) € YE1 with ||(uo, po) — (%o, fo)llcznta(o,r)) < T
the problem

Ot = 05 [B(p) (05Tt + D5 — co)] + Au(@, p) in (0,Tp) x R,
(38) § 09 = pd2 — 35(7) (Duii + 06— co)® + Ayl ) i (0,Th) xR,
a0,) = a0,  p0,-) = o on R,

admits a solution (i, p) € E1([0,Tp]). Moreover, there is a Ct-map which associates
to the initial datum a solution of the problem. In particular, there exists a solution
(u, p) € E1(]0,T0]) of (3.3) on (0,Tp) x R with initial datum (uo, po).

Proof. We divide the proof into several steps. For the sake of readability, the details
are partially moved to Appendix B. We will refer to this at the respective points.
Step 1: Construction of a “good” function. We show that there exist 7' > 0 and
(a, p) € E1([0, T]) with (@, p)(0,-) = (uo, po), such that (a,p) € U([0,T]), i.e.

(3.9) inf det (II(@ + ¢)) > 0,
[0,7)

and having some extra regularity. More precisely, ds(4, p) € E1([0,T]) where
Eq([0,7]) := BUC1_; ([0, T]; g (R)) N BUC1 5 ([0, T); " (R))
forﬁ::n—%>0.
First, we take the solution (&, p) € E1([0,7]), for 7' > 0 arbitrary, of
9 (v,0) — 3%(v,0) = (0,0) in (0,T) x R,
(v,0)(0,-) = (uo, po) on R.

Such a solution exists by [16, Theorem 6.4]. As solution of the heat equation, we
know that (@,p) € C*°((0,7) x R). Due to the fact that n > 1, ds(uo,po) €
R3TH*(R) = ~E; and hence it is an admissible initial datum. We look at

(3.10) Oy (v,0) — 2(v,0) = (0,0) in (0,7) x R,
' (v,0)(0,-) = s (uo, po) on R.
Again, we use [16, Theorem 6.4] and obtain a unique solution in Ei([0,7]) that

is smooth for positive times. Since this solution coincides with d4(@, p) for ¢ = 0
and (@, p) solves the evolution equation in (3.10), we conclude by uniqueness that
4 (@, p) is the solution of (3.10), so that d,(a, p) € Eq1([0,T]).

It remains to check (3.9). Since ug + ¢ satisfies Hypothesis 1.1, using Remark 2.1
and Lemma A.3, by continuity there exists 7' < 7" such that (3.9) is satisfied.

Step 2: We claim that there exists 7" € (0, 7] such that the nonlinear operator

&: U([0,T"]) = Eo([0,T']) x vEq,
(I)(ﬁ’a ﬁ) = (at(ﬁ” ﬁ) - F(’&’a ﬁ)a (’11, ﬁ) (Oa ))

is well-defined and a local diffeomorphism at (@, p) (restricted to [0,77]). Here F is
the map defined in (3.7). B
It is sufficient to prove the existence of T € (0, 7] such that the Fréchet derivative

D®(a, 5): By ([0,T"]) — Eo([0,T"]) x AEy,

(3.11) D&, 7)(v,0) i= (84(v,) — DF(a, p)(v,0), (v,0)(0, ),
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is a linear isomorphism. It then follows, since ® € C!, by the Local Inverse Function
Theorem that ® is a local diffeomorphism at (@, 5). The proof that the map in (3.11)
is a linear isomorphism is given in Proposition B.6 (with J = D®(, 5)). The idea is
to use a maximal regularity result in time-weighted little Holder spaces [16], where
the time weight allows for rough initial data. Since the results in [16] are applicable
to linear systems with time-independent coefficients, we first consider an auxiliary
linear problem, cf. Proposition B.1. A perturbation argument then gives that the
map in (3.11) is an isomorphism for small times.

Step 3: By Step 2, there is a neighborhood V' C U([0,T"]) of (@, p) and a neighbor-
hood W C Eo([O,T/]) X ")/El of (I)(ﬂ,ﬁ) =: ((fl,fg), (Uo,po)) such that ® : V — W
is a diffeomorphism. Choose r > 0 small enough such that B, (f1, f2) x B.(uo, po) C
W. Moreover, choose T” € (0,T") small enough so that

(3.12) 12 Py oy <7

Here it is crucial that the Eg-norm becomes arbitrary small for small times (see the
definition of BUC;_,, in Section A.2).
Step 4: Define (f1, f2) € Eo([0,T"]) by

o (0,0) on [0,17"],
(f1, f2) = ng (t - sT")(f1,f2) on (3T",T"),
(f1, f2) on [T",T"].

Then, by a short computation and the choice of T in (3.12), we have
H(flvf?) - (flan)H
This implies that, with (@o, po) € 7E1 as in the statement, we have

((f1, f2), (0, po)) € By(f1, f2) x Br(uo, po) C W.

Since ® : V. — W is a diffeomorphism, there exists (@,p) € V C U([0,71"]) such
that ®(@, p) = ((f1, f2), (@0, fo)). We restrict (i, p) to [0, 37"] x R, set Ty := 11"
and obtain a solution of (3.8) on (0,7p) x R.

Step 5: We constructed a mapping which maps every (&g, po) € Br(ug, po) to a
solution (@, p) € E1([0,Tp]) of the problem. It consists essentially of the compo-
sition of the C'-mapping ®~! and a restriction operator and is thus continuously
differentiable. (|

Eo([0,77])

Remark 3.4. In the following section we prove uniqueness of solutions. Together
with Proposition 3.3 this yields the continuity — or more precisely even the continu-
ous differentiability — of the mapping which maps any initial datum (ug, po) € vEq
to the unique solution (u, p) € E1([0, Tp]) of (3.3).

3.3. Smoothness and uniqueness of solutions. We now show that a solution
is smooth for positive times.

Lemma 3.5 (Smoothing). Let 0 < T < oo and (u, p) be a solution, in the sense of
Definition 3.1, of (3.3) on (0,T) x R. Then (u,p) € C((0,T) x R).

The idea is to define a smooth cut-off function, which vanishes at ¢ = 0 and outside
of a spatial interval of length larger than L. The product of w with this cut-
off function is the solution of a new initial value problem — this time with zero
boundary values and zero initial data. This enables us to use [14, Theorem IV.5.2],
which gives us higher regularity of u in the scale of parabolic Holder spaces, cf.
Appendix A.3. We proceed similarly for p and iterate this procedure to conclude
smoothness.
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Proof of Lemma 3.5. By Definition 3.1 the solution (u, p) satisfies (u, p) € E1([0,7"])
forall 7" <T. Let 0 < §d < T’ < T and let ¢1 : [0,7] x R — R be a smooth cut-off
function satisfying

di(t,s) = 1for (t,s) € [5/2,T"] x [~L/4,5L/4],
Pi(t,s) =0 for (t,s) € ([0,9/4] x R) U ([0,77] x (R\ [-L/2,3L/2])).
We define uy = ¢y u € Ey([0,77]). By (3.3) we have
Opuq — au@ful + a10su1 = f1,
where a11(t, s) := B(p), a1(t, s) := —B'(p)sp, and

fi(t,s) === 2B(p)0sudstpr — B(p)ud21hy — B'(p)udspdsiby + 118 (p)0sp (85 — co)
+ 1Ay (u, p) + udithr.

Defining ¢ :=n+ % — 1 € (0,1), Lemma A.7 in the appendix yields
By, Dsp € H<([0,T"] x [~L,2L]).

Since 8 € C=(R), we conclude ai1, a1, f1, € H5< ([0,T'] x [~L,2L]). By [14, The-
orem IV.5.2] there exists a unique solution w € H5 62 ([0,7'] x [-L,2L]) of

0w — a110?w + a10sw = fi in (0,7") x (—L,2L),
(3.13) w=0 on (0,7') x {~L,2L},
w(0,-) =0 on (—L,2L).

By uniqueness u; = w € 56+ ([0,7"] x [-L,2L]). Analogously for p, we obtain
o2
u,pe H = <2 ([5/2,71/] % [,L/4, 5L/4D,

Since u and p are periodic with period length L we even have
(3.14) u,p€ HF <2 ([0/2,T'] x [~L,2L]).
Let 9 : [0,7] x R — R be another smooth cut-off function satisfying

oty s) =1 for (t,s) € [30/4,T"] x [~1L/4,5L/4],

Pa(t,s) = 0 for (t,5) € ([0,20/3] x R) U ([0,7"] x R\ [-L/2,3L/2]) .

We set us := 1hou € HS526+2 ([5/2,T’] X [—L,2L]). Now, us solves an initial
boundary value problem similar to (3.13) where f; is given by f1 with ¢ replaced
by 12 and where the initial condition is prescribed at t = 5/2. By (3.14), we find
that a1y, aq, fo € H 5 <+ ([¢/2,7"] x [~L,2L]), so by [14, Theorem IV.5.2], we

conclude uy € H 5 ¢ +3 ([9/2,T'] x [~L,2L]). Proceeding similarly for p, we find
u,p € H 5 $F3 ([30/4,T'] x [~L,2L)) .

Iterating the above procedure, by periodicity and since 0 < § < T' < T were
arbitrary, it follows (u, p) € C*°((0,T") x R). O

We are now able to prove that solutions are unique.

Lemma 3.6 (Uniqueness). Let (ug, po) € YE1. Let 0 < T1,T5 < 0o and let (u1, p1)
and (uz, p2) be solutions of (3.3) on (0,T1) x R and (0,T3) x R with initial datum
(w0, po). Then (uy, p1) = (uz2, p2) on [0, min{T3, To}).
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Proof. Without loss of generality we assume 0 < 77 < T5. Let 0 < T < T7. We
show that the difference (ua, pa) := (u1,p1) — (u2, p2)ljp, 1) of the two solutions is
zero using Gronwall’s lemma. By Lemma 3.5 (ug, pa) € C*°((0,T] x R), so

L
ot) =3 / ((Dsua)® + @upa)® +ul + p3) ds, ¢ € (0,71,

is differentiable. In the following, C denotes a constant, only depending on u;, us,
p1, p2, T, and the model parameters 3, cg, L, i, w, which may change from line to
line. Other dependencies are given explicitly. Lemma A.3 and Remark A.4 yield

(3.15) sup |[(ui, pi)llcn < C, sup |ﬁ(k)(pi)| <C, sup HH_l(ui + (b)H <C
t€[0,T] [0, T xR [0,7]

for i = 1,2, k = 0,1,2. In particular, there exists a compact interval J C R such
that p;(t,s) € J for all (t,s) € [0,7] x R and ¢ = 1,2. Consequently, we have

(3.16) infio, rxr B(pi) > >0 fori=1,2.

After integration by parts and using fOL pads =0 by (2.5), we get

d L L L
— = — 8%ug)? ds — 82pg)% ds — O.pq)? ds
o0 == [ 80 @R as = [ @2pas—u [ @00

L
= [ 3Rua(6(01) ~ Blpa)) B2us s
0
L
- / Dua (ﬂ/(P1>8sp1 (Osu1 + 059 — co) + Au(u1, p1)
0
— B'(p2)0sp2 (Dsuz + Dsp — co) — Au(uz, P2)) ds
v 2 1 / 2 1 / 2
+ /0 95 pa (56 (p1) (Osur + Osp — co)” — 56 (p2) (Osu2 + 050 — o) ) ds
L
+ / Ud (6(p1)5fu1 + B (p1)0sp1 (Osur + Ds¢p — o) + Ay (u1, p1)
0
— B(p2)02uz — B'(p2)Dspa (Osuz + 95 — co) — Au(ua, P2)) ds
L 1 / 2 1 1 _ 2
317) + | pa (f 58(p1) (Osr + 0,6 — c0)” + 5/ (2) (Dsuz + 06 — ) )ds.
0

We estimate everything but the first three terms using Young’s inequality to absorb
higher order derivatives and bound the remaining ones by o(t) using (3.15). Indeed,

since fOL pads = 0, for each t there is s; € [0, L] with pq(t,s:) = 0 by the Mean
Value Theorem for Integrals. The Fundamental Theorem of Calculus thus yields

L
(3.18) putt.s) < [ 10.pulds.
0

Hence, the term on the second line in (3.17) can be estimated by a constant times

L L L L
sup |pd|/ |8§ud||8§uQ| ds < 5/ (8§ud)2 ds + 0(5)/ (831@)2 ds/ (aspd)2 ds.
R 0 0 0 0

In the third line of (3.17), we add, subtract, and use Young’s inequality to find

L
- / 2ua (B (p1)0sp1 (Osur + 0s¢p — co) — B (p2)dsp2 (Dsuz + D5 — co)) ds
0

L L
=— / O2uqf (p1)0spa (Osur + Dstp — co) ds — / O2uqf (p1)0sp20suq ds
0 0
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L
- / aﬁud (ﬁ’(m) - 5’(/)2)) Osp2 (53162 + 0s¢ — CO) ds
0

(3.19) <6 /0 " (0ua) ds+C’(5)< /O C Oupa)? + (Osua)” + 72 ds>.

On the other hand, for the term in the third line of (3.17) involving A, we have

/ O2uq (A (ur, p1) — Ay(uz, p2)) ds

— /0 2uq [H (w1 + ¢) T (ur, p1) - <_Si(;§z;j+¢()b >

We write the term in square brackets as

Urwm+¢%4r%m+¢ﬂjwhm»(

sin ul—i—qﬁ )

cos (u1 + ¢)
sin (ug + ¢

— cos ( ul—l—qb)

+ I (ug + @) (T (u1, p1) — T (uz, p2)) - <

~ sin (u1 + ¢) — sin (uz + @)
+ 107 (ug + @) T (ug, p2) - (_COS(;1+¢)+COS zz—i—(b

Using the explicit formula for the inverse matrix, it can be shown that

L
HH*l(ul—l—(b)—Hfl(uQ—}—(b)H SC/ |ud|ds.
0

Proceeding as in (3.19), after adding and subtracting, we have

L
Lﬂmmﬁ—f@mmﬂﬁc/(Wﬂ+@WPHMD®
0

Consequently, (3.20) may be estimated by

5/OL(a§ud)2 ds + C(6) /OL ujds + C(0) /OL(asud)2 + C(9) /OL P2 ds.

For the remaining terms, we proceed similarly. Using (3.16) and choosing § > 0
sufficiently small, the first two terms in (3.17) can be used to absorb all terms
involving a factor of 4. Altogether, we obtain the differential inequality

() < c(1+/OL(a§u2)2ds)¢(t) for t € (0, 7).

Using Gronwall’s lemma, we conclude that for all ¢ € [0,7T] we have

o(t") < Cp(0) exp (/Ot/ (1 + /OL(af,uQ)Q ds) dt).

By Lemma A.6, the integral is finite and uniqueness follows from ¢(0) = 0. O

3.4. Proof of Theorem 1.2. It remains to transfer the results of Section 3.2 and
Section 3.3 to the initial nonperiodic setting and to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We define (ug, po) as the L-periodic extension of (6y — ¢, po)
to all of R. Then (ug, po) € h;"*(R). Now we choose & € (0,1) and 7 € (3,1) such
that 27 + & = 1 + a. Since (uo, po) € 3" *(R), Proposition 3.3 yields T > 0 and
a solution

(3.21) (u,p) € BUC]_; ([0, T]; h%(R)) N BUC:1_; ([0, T]; A7 (R))
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of (3.3) on (0, T) xR that satisfies lim;_,o(u, p)(t) = (uo, po) in C?7+%(R) by Lemma
A.3. According to Proposition 3.6, the solution is unique and due to Lemma 3.5
(u,p) € C>=((0,T) x R). Now we define (6, p) as the restriction of (u + ¢, p) on
[0, T)x [0, L]. By construction (6, p) solves (1.4) on (0,T) x [0, L]. Moreover, the C-
periodicity of (u, p) ensures, that (6, p) satisfies the boundary conditions in (1.4).
Furthermore, the choice of & and 7 as 21+ @ = 1 + « gives us lim;—,0(0(t), p(t)) =
(0o, po) in C1T([0, L]; R?). The uniqueness of the solution, its smoothness and the
continuous dependence on the initial datum transfer from (u, p) to (6, p). O

Remark 3.7. In the above proof of Theorem 1.2 we chose & € (0,1) and 7j € (%, 1)
such that 27+ & = 14+ « € (1,2). This yields the convergence of the solution (8, p)
to the initial datum (6, po) in C1T([0, L]). But in fact, in Proposition 3.3 we can
allow for arbitrary @ € (0,1) and 77 € (%, 1) with just the condition that 27+ a & Z.
By exploiting this freedom we observe the following.

If we even have (g, po) € h*T*([0, L]) for a € (0,1) (with periodic second deriva-
tives), we get convergence of the solution (6, p) to the initial datum (6, pg) in
C?*T([0, L]). This is an important ingredient in proving global existence, cf. Sec-
tion 4.3 below.

4. GLOBAL EXISTENCE

Let (6o,p0) € h'T([0,L]), @ € (0,1) be such that Hypothesis 1.1 is satisfied.
As a consequence of Theorem 1.2, a standard argument for initial value problems
yields the existence of a mazimal existence time Tinax € (0, 00] such that the unique
solution (6, p) to (1.4) with this initial datum can be smoothly extended to (0, Tyax)-
The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.3, i.e. that Ty = 00.

4.1. Controlling the matrix II"!. As a first step, we show that the inverse of the
matrix in (2.2), which defines the Lagrange-multipliers in (2.1), does not degenerate
if the L?-norm of the curvature x = 960 is bounded. In contrast to [28, Lemma
2.1], our proof is variational and does not depend on the winding number.

Lemma 4.1. Let K > 0. Then there exists M = M(K,L) > 0 such that for all
functions 0 € WY2(0, L) satisfying (1.3) and

L
(4.1) / (0s0)*ds < K
0
we have
[ITHO)|| ==  sup  |I(0) (X)| < M.
XeR2,|X|=1

Proof. By (2.2), all entries of the matrix II(#) are bounded by L, thus it suffices to
bound det I1(6) from below for all § € W12(0, L) satisfying (1.3) and (4.1) by some
constant m = m(K, L) > 0. Let (0x)ren C WH2(0,L) be a minimizing sequence
for

m := inf {detII(#) | @ € W"(0, L) satisfying (1.3) and (4.1)}.

Note that m > 0 by Remark 2.1. Without loss of generality, we may assume
01(0) = 0, after replacing 0y by 0, — 0;(0). Indeed, by direct computation (4.1)
and also (1.3) are invariant under addition of a constant. Moreover, Remark 2.1
directly implies that det II(6) — 05(0)) = det II(6s).

Consequently, (0x)ken € WH2(0, L) is bounded, so that we may assume 6 — 0
in W2(0, L) and 6 — 0 in C([0, L]) by Rellich-Kondrachov. The limit 6 clearly
satisfies (1.3) and, by weak lower semicontinuity of the L?-norm, also (4.1). From
(2.2), we find detII(d;) — detII(#) and thus conclude that m = detII(f) is a
minimum. Since 6 is continuous, by Remark 2.1 we find that m = 0 if and only if
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is constant. However, the latter is impossible due to (1.3), so m > 0 and the claim
follows. 0

4.2. Energy estimates. We now prove norm estimates for our solution, which
by Lemma 3.5 instantaneously becomes smooth. Since we are only interested in
long-time existence here, for the rest of this subsection we assume that we have
a fixed smooth solution (6, p) € C*([0,T) x [0, L]) of (1.4). This means that the
initial datum (6, po) is smooth and satisfies Hypothesis 1.1.

Furthermore, throughout this subsection C' € (0,00) denotes a generic constant
that may vary from line to line. The constant is only allowed to depend on the
fixed model parameters as well as the initial datum (6, pg). In particular, C' does
not depend on the (not necessarily maximal) existence time 7. This is essential for
proving the convergence in Section 5.3. First, we gather some direct consequences
of the constrained gradient flow structure.

Proposition 4.2. We have

(i) 101l <o,y x [0,y < € 1ol Lo 0,7y [0,y < €

(i) SUP¢el0,T) ||859||L2(07L) <C, SUP¢eo,T) HaSPHN(o,L) <C,
(uz) HateHm([o,T)x[o,L] < C: HatpHN([o,T)x[o,L]) <C.

Proof. Statement (iii) follows from integrating (2.6) in time and using &, (6, p) > 0.
Moreover, for any ¢ € [0,7) we obtain

L
(b0 ) = 5 [ (@) ds
0

and the second estimate in (ii) is proven.
We will now use this to get an L°°-bound on p. Since the total mass is conserved
along the evolution by (1.5), the Mean Value Theorem for integrals implies the

existence of s; € [0,L] with p(t,s;) = %fOL pods for any ¢ € [0,T). Similar to
(3.18), the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus yields

L

(4.2) lp(t, s) — p(t, s¢)| < /OL |8sp|ds < L2 (/0 (Dsp)? ds)% <C

and the second estimate of (i) is proven.
Consequently, there exists a compact interval J C R only depending on 6g, pg and
the model parameters such that

(4.3) p(t,s) e J forallte[0,T),sel0,L]
By continuity, we find that
(4.4) inf 3 > C > 0.

Therefore, using (2.6) again, we obtain
L L L
Eu(Bo, po) > ir}fﬂ/ (050 — co)*ds > C’(/ (0s0)* ds — 2c0/ 0s0ds + ch).
0 0 0

By (1.3), we have fOL 050 ds = 27w, and hence the first part of (ii) follows.

This together with the fact that fOL fds = fOL 6o ds by Lemma 2.3 yields the first
estimate in (i) by proceeding in the same fashion as in (4.2). O

Proposition 4.3. For the Lagrange multipliers we have

sup [Ao1| < C,  sup |[Ag2| < C,  sup A, < C.
tel0,T) tel0,T) te[0,T)



14 A. DALIL’ACQUA, L. LANGER, AND F. RUPP

Proof. Because of Proposition 4.2, Lemma 4.1 can be applied with K = C, only
depending on the model parameters and the initial datum. Hence, for the Lagrange
multipliers Ag; and Ag2 by Remark 2.2 we have

Aot g 2 g
<
‘()\02)’ < ngpﬁ(/o (0s9) ds—i—/o |co 050 ds),

where J is as in (4.3). The right hand side is bounded for all ¢ € [0,7") by Propo-
sition 4.2 and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. This way, we obtain the desired
bounds for Ag; and Aga. For A, we use (2.4) and proceed similarly, using that
sup; |8’| < C by continuity. O

As a next step, we would like to bound the L?-norm of 92(6, p) uniformly in time.
Directly pursuing this idea, we encounter difficulties in controlling the nonlinear
coupling of the system (1.4), which seems to be incompatible with a direct applica-
tion of interpolation inequalities. Instead, we control the L2-norm of the velocity

0¢(6, p) first.
Proposition 4.4. We have

sup ||at9||L2(o,L) <C,

sup (|0upll 20,1y < C.
te[0,T) te[0,T)

Proof. By continuity, Proposition 4.2 and with J as in (4.3) we have that

(4.5) sup|B'| < C, sup|B’| < C.
J J
We consider the smooth function
1 /L
o(t) == 5/ ((0:0)* + (Oup)?) ds, for t € [0,T).
0

We now use (1.4) and integration by parts to differentiate ¢. The boundary terms
dissapear as a consequence of the boundary conditions in (1.4). We have

d r 2 1. r 2 45
G20 == [ 800007 s [ o0

L 1 (L
- 2/0 0:050 ' (p) Orp (050 — cp) ds — 3 /0 (0:p)*B" (p) (00 — co)* ds

L L
+ / (0:0)*\g1 cos O ds + / (0:0)* \ga sin 0 ds.
0 0

By (2.3) and (2.5) no time derivatives of the Lagrange multipliers appear. Using
(4.5), Young’s inequality, Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 4.3, we have

L L L
igp(t) < —infﬂ/ (atase)stfu/ (3t35p)2d5+5/ (0,0,0)* ds
dt J 0 0 0
L
(4.6) + C(d) sup (8,5/))2—1—0/ (0:0)? ds
s€[0,L] 0

for § > 0 to be chosen and some correspondingly adjusted C(d) > 0. Using (2.5)
and arguing as in (4.2), we find there exists s; € [0, L] with 9¢p(¢, st) = 0 and thus

L
sup [0l = sup (00— @uolt. 0P| < [ o @) as
0

SE[OvL] 56[07[‘]

(4.7) < 2010upll 20,1y 1095l 20,1y < 6 100Dspll720,1) + CO) 10epl1 20,1 »
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using Young’s inequality in the last step. Using (4.4) and choosing 6 > 0 small
enough in (4.6) and (4.7), we obtain

d
(4.8) acp(t) < Cop(t) foralltel0,T).
By Proposition 4.2, we find that fOT ©(t) dt is bounded independently of T and thus
the claim follows from integrating (4.8). (]

Proposition 4.5. We have

9 2
teS[LSPT) HaSHHN(OvL) <6 tes[g,pT) HaspHLz(OaL) =C

Proof. To prove the required estimates, we need to consider simultaneously the
evolution equations of # and p. Recall from (1.4) that we have

B(p)0%0 = 0:0 — B'(p)Dsp(Ds0 — co) — No1 5in @ + \ga cos b,
1
ndip =i+ 5B (0)(0:0 — co)* +
on [0,7). Using (4.4) and arguing as in (4.5), by Young’s inequality we find

2 2
||8529||L2(0,L) + ||a§pHL2(O,L)
L L
gc(/ (0,0)2 ds+/ (55/))2(859—c0)2ds+)\31/
0 0 0

L L
+ / (Op)* ds + / (050 — o)t ds + )\iL)
0 0

for all t € [0,T). By Propositions 4.3 and 4.4 it is sufficient to consider the sec-
ond term and the sixth term on the right side of the inequality. Using Holder’s
inequality, interpolation [5, p. 233] and fOL Ospds = 0, we find

"(asp)2(859)2"L1(07L) < HaspHi“(O,L) ||889||i4(0,L)

1 3 1 3 2
< C Hagﬁ’Hiz(O,L) ||asp||22(0,L) (Hagonz(QL) ||859Hz2(07L) + ||859||L2(0,L)) '

Due to Proposition 4.2 the norm [|0s6|| ;2o ;) is bounded for all ¢ € [0,7T") and
similarly for p. Therefore, using twice Young’s inequality we estimate

2 2
1000 05y < 81020l + 010201 ) + OO0,
for 6 > 0 to be chosen. In an analogous way we also get
2
160s6)*| 1 0,2 < 611026 2o,y + CLO)-
Finally, taking & > 0 sufficiently small and absorbing, the claim follows. O

L L
sin? @ ds + \2, / cos® 0 ds
0

Proposition 4.6. We have

230, , <C, 20| » <C.
t:[g%) 030, (0,L) = t:[g%) [83ell . (0,L)

Proof. Again, we use a Gronwall argument. To that end, we define
1 /L
ol0)i=5 [ (@0 + @) as
0
for t € [0,7T) and obtain after integration by parts

L L
(49) < (t) + (1) =~ / 000,020 + 0%p 2,07 p s — / 920070 + 80 p d.
0 0
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Differentiating twice the evolution equations (1.4) with respect to s yields
03010 = 35 (p)Dspd30 + B(p)D30 + 38" (p)(95p) 020 + 38’ (p) 02 pO30
+ B"(0)(0p)* (90 — co) + 38" (p)32pDsp(D50 — co) + B (p)I2p(Ds0 — co)
— Xg15in 0(950)% + Ag1 cos 0020 + g2 cos 0(950) + g2 sin 0920,

00 = 1dlp — 55" (0)(0up) (0,0 — co)? — 38" ()320(0,0 — co)?
—28"(p)9sp(950 — c0)020 — B (p)(920)* — B'(p)(9s0 — ¢0)I20.

By continuity, Proposition 4.2 and (4.3), we find that |3 (p)| is bounded by C' for
k=0,...,3. Moreover, due to the embedding W?22(0, L) — C*([0, L]), Proposition
4.2 and Proposition 4.5 we know that sup,¢jy 1) |09s0| is bounded by C for all t €
[0,7). The same applies to sup,co 1] [0sp|- This implies that after plugging the
last two equations into (4.9) we get

L L
(410) () + plt) < — inf B(p) / (8%0)ds — / (0%p)* ds + CR(1).

where R(t) is a sum of terms of the form

L L L L
@iy [losljotal s, [ 10isl[e2alds, [ 10is]as, [ 1okrllesl[okg] as
0 0 0 0

for f,g € {0, p}. For the first term, we use Young’s inequality, integration by parts
and Proposition 4.5 and estimate

L L 9 L 9
/ |02 f]|029] ds§5/ (92) ds+C’(5)/ (929)” ds
0 0 0

L L
< 5/0 (01f)° ds+6/0 (09)" ds+C(5).

Similarly, for terms of the second and third type we have

/0(}8§f}|8§g}+}8§f}) dsgé/o (01 ds + C ().

The terms of the fourth type in (4.11) can be controlled by interpolation, cf. [5,
p. 233] (using fOL OFfds =0 for k> 2, f €{0,p}) to estimate

L
/0 ’a;lf‘ |02f|[02g] ds < Ha;lfHLZ(O,L) HasfHL“(O,L) HangL‘l(O,L)

1 T 1 z
<C Ha;lfHLQ(O,L) Ha;lsz%O,L) HaSQfHE2(0,L) Ha;lgHEQ(O,L) ||5?9Hi2(o,L>
2 2
<0105 F| 20,y T 019501120,y + C(0)

as above by Proposition 4.5 and Young’s inequality for § > 0 to be chosen. This
way, we have estimated the remainder term R(t) in (4.10). Consequently, if we now
use inf; 8 > C by (4.4) and choose § > 0 sufficiently small, after absorbing we get

d
—p(t t) <C.
3P +e(t) <
With Gronwall’s lemma, we conclude that ¢(t) < C for all ¢ € [0,T). O

< C(m)a

Remark 4.7. It is also possible to bound sup,cjo 7 |[(0; p)|[wm.2(0,1)
m € N, by essentially the same arguments as in Proposition 4.6.
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4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Using the previous propositions, we are now able to
prove long-time existence.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let 0 < Thax < 0o be the maximal existence time of the
smooth solution of (1.4) with initial datum (6, p)(0,-) = (6o, po) in C1T([0, L]).
We want to show that the assumption Thax < 00 yields a contradiction as we can
extend the solution past Tiyax-

Assume Tipax < 00 and let § € (0, Tinax). We have (6, p) € C°°([0, Tmax) X [0
By Propositions 4.2 and 4.6, there is a constant C' > 0 depending only on (8, p)
and the model parameters such that

,L]).
(5a)

(4.12) sup  [|0llyys29,r) <€ and sup |Ipllws.zo,) < C.
t€[8,Tmax) t€[8, Tmax)

We consider an arbitrary sequence (¢ )neny with ¢,  Tmax- Let & € (0, %) The
bounds in (4.12) together with the compact embedding W?32(0, L) — C?*%([0, L])
and the closedness of h2t%([0, L]) yield the existence of 8y € h2T(]0, L]) and pg €
h2*4([0, L]) such that after passing to a subsequence

(4.13)  O(tn,") =0 and  p(tn,-) — po in C*F9([0,L]) asn — oc.

Suppose t,, 7 Tmax denotes another sequence such that (4.13) holds with ¢/, instead
of t,, and (6], p) instead of (6p, po). Using (1.4), Propositions 4.2, 4.3 and (4.12),
we find [[040]|yy1.2(0,1) < C for t € [0, Timax), where C' > 0 again only depends on

the model parameters and (6, p)(d,-). Using that W2(0, L) — C%([0, L]), we find
th
O(tn,-) — O(., | s <H/ 897‘,~dTH < Cltn — 1,
160 ) =06 Moo < | [0 yar| < Ol

after suitably modifying C' > 0. Taking n — oo yields (% = 0. With exactly the
same argument we find pj, = pp. Consequently,

(4.14)  0(t,-) =6y and p(t,-) — po in C*F([0,L]) ast / Thax-
It is clear that (60, po) satisfies (1.6). Thus, Theorem 1.2 and Remark 3.7 yield the
existence of 7' > 0 and a unique solution (6, 5) € C*((0,7) x [0, L]) of (1.4) with
(4.15)  0(t,)) =6y and p(t,-) — po  in C*FE([0,L]) ast\,0.
We take this solution to extend the solution (8, p) past Tiax by defining
(0, p)(t,s) for ¢ € (0, Timax),
0,p)(t,s) = (1?0, po)(s) for ¢ = Tinax, )
(0,0)(t — Trnax,s) for t € (Tmax, Tmax + T)-

We now claim that
(4.16) (0,7) € C°°((0, Trmax + T) x [0, L]).
Fix T € (Tmax, Tmax + T) Examining t * Tiax and using (4.14), respectively
t \{ Trax and using (4.15), we conclude

(0,p) € BUC ([6,T]; C*T%([0, L])) .
By (1.4), we may write 0;(6, p) in terms of 8;(9,/)), 95(0, p) and (0, p) on (0, Tinax)

and similarly for (6, 5) on (0, T). Hence d;(0, p) exists on [5, Tnax) U (Tmax, T] and
possesses a continuous extension at t = Thax, so that we find

9:(0,p) € BUC ([6,T); C*([0, L)) .
Consequently, we obtain
(4.17)  (8,p) € BUC' ([5,T]; C*([0, L])) N BUC ([6, T]; C*T([0, L])) .
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By (3.21), for every T < Tiax the solution (0, p) satisfies
(4.18) (0,p) € BUC_; ([0, T"; % ([0, L])) N BUC1— ([0, T h**7 ([0, L])) ,

where @ € (0,1) and 7] € (3,1) are chosen such that 27+ & = 1+ «. Since the time
weight t1=7 only plays a role near t = 0, from (4.17) and (4.18) we conclude that

(0,5) € BUCL, ([0, T} h([0, L)) N BUCy 5 ([0, T); h*4([0, L))

for 0 < & < min{@, a}, using Lemma A.1. If we transfer this back to the peri-
odic setting as in Section 3.1, we may apply Lemma 3.5 to deduce that (,p) €
C>°((0,T) x [0,L]). Since T € (Timax; Tmax + 1) was arbitrary, we conclude that
(4.16) is satisfied.

Consequently, we have extended the solution (8, p) smoothly past Ty,.x, a contra-
diction, so Thax = o0 has to hold. O

5. CONVERGENCE RESULT

In this section, we prove the convergence result, Theorem 1.4. Our main ingredient
is a constrained version of the Lojasiewicz—Simon inequality [22]. The constraint is
given by the zero set of the functional

L L L
g(@,p)(/o cos@ds,/o sin@ds,/o pdsfm),

cf. (1.5), where m € R corresponds to the fixed total mass, determined by the
initial density, i.e. m = fOL po ds. We consider the Banach space of periodic Sobolev
functions

Wk2(0,L) := {u e Wk2(0,L) : 0‘u(L) = 9%u(0) for £=0,...,k —1}, k € N.

per

By the choice of the Lagrange multipliers, cf. (2.3) and (2.5), the gradient flow
remains in the closed set

(5.1) B:={(6,p) € W20, L;R*) + (¢,0) : G(6, p) = 0}

for all t > 0 with ¢ as in (3.1). To apply the results in [22], we need to work in
Banach spaces which is why we consider the shifted energies

Eﬂ(uap) = 5#(¢ + uap)a G(U,p) = g(¢ + U,p) fOI' (U,p) S W212(05L;R2)'

per

Here we work only in the domain of the L2-gradient of the functionals, and not in
the energy space W12(0, L). By a direct computation, the L?-gradients of E,, (with
VE,(u,p) = (VuE.(u,p), V,E,.(u,p))) and of the components of G are given by

qu#(uv p) = —0s (ﬂ(p>(asu + 05 — CO))v
1

Vo Bu(u, p) = —pdip+ 58'(p) (s + 056 — co)?,

VG (u, p) = (—sin(u + ¢),0), VG?(u, p) = (cos(u + ¢),0), VG*(u, p) = (0,1).
5.1. Analyticity. We first discuss analyticity properties of the energy and the
constraint. A concise overview of the relevant properties of analytic functions on
Banach spaces can be found in [22, Section 2.1]. In the following, Cper([0, L])

denotes the Banach space of L-periodic continuous functions on [0, L], equipped
with the supremum norm.

Lemma 5.1. Let 8: R — R be analytic. The maps
Wp}é%((L L) - Cper([ov L])a p— ﬂ(p)v
WH2(0,L) — L*(0, L), 0 — 9%0 for k=1,2

per
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are analytic. Moreover, E,,G and their gradients VE,, VG : Wgef(() L;R?) —
L?(0, L; R?) are analytic for j =1,2,3.

Proof. The first part follows from the Sobolev embedding W};2(0, L) — Cper([0, L])
and since the Nemytskii operator Cpe:([0, L]) 3 u — S(u) € Cper([0, L]) is analytic
by [2, Theorem 6.8].

The rest follows using that the composition and sum of analytic maps is again

analytic and that any bounded multilinear map is analytic, see [22, Section 2.1]. O

5.2. The constrained Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient inequality. Besides ana-
lyticity, we will also need to verify certain Fredholm and compactness properties
of the derivatives of VE,, and VG, cf. [22, Corollary 5.2]. First, we compute these
derivatives. Let (u, p), (v,0) € W22(0, L; RQ) Then we have

per
(VuB)' (u, p)(v,0) = =B"(p)8s p(Dsu + ds¢p — co)o — B'(p)d7u o
- Bl(p)(asu + as¢ - 00)850’ — 05 (B(p)(’)sv),
(VB (1, p)(0,0) = 38" (0) (Dss + 0,6 — o)
(5.2) + B'(0)(0su + 05 — c0)Dsv — pd2o.

Moreover, we have

( )' u, p)(v, o) = (0,0).
Lemma 5.2. The operator (VE,) (u,p): W22(0, L;R?) — L?(0, L;R?) is Fred-
holm of index zero for all (u,p) € Wgef(o L;R?).

Proof. We observe that by (5.2), we may write
(VEL) (u, p)(v,0) = A(v,0) + K (v, 0),
where A(v,0) = (=0, (B(p)0sv) , —pud?c) and K: W22(0,L;R?) — L*(0, L; R?)

only involves first and zeroth order expressions in (v, O’)p Hence K is compact by the
Rellich-Kondrachov theorem. Moreover, 8(p) € C*'([0,L]) and ming ) 8(p) > 0
by Sobolev embedding. Thus, for every f € L?(0, L) there exists a unique solution
v € W22(0,L) to 0s (B(p)dsv) = f as a consequence of the Riesz representation

per

theorem. Consequently, we find that A: W22(0, L; R?) — L*(0, L;R?) is an iso-
morphism. The claim then follows using [15, XVII, Corollaries 2.6 and 2.7]. O

For simplicity, we abuse the notation and write
for (6,p) € W22(0 L;R?) + (¢,0) and ¢ as in (3.1). Moreover, setting A(6, p) :=

per

(Mo1(0, p), Ao2(0,p), A\p(0, p)), we define

A(8,p) - VG, p) := Xo1(0, p)VG (0, p) + No2(8, p) VG (8, p) + X, (6, p)VG (0, p).
In this notation, the evolution in (1.4) may abstractly be written as
(5.3) 9:(0,p) = =VELl, p) — A0, p) - VG(0, p).

where (0,p): [0,T) x [0,L] — R?. This way, stationary solutions to (5.3) (i.e.
solutions to (1.7)) are precisely the constrained critical points of £ subject to the
constraint G = 0 by the method of Lagrange multipliers.



20 A. DALIL’ACQUA, L. LANGER, AND F. RUPP

Theorem 5.3 (Constrained Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient inequality). Let 8 be real
analytic and suppose that (0,p) € B (cf. (5.1)) is a critical point of &, subject to
the constraint G = 0. Then there ezist C,r > 0 and ¥ € (0, 3] such that for all
(0,p) € B with ||(8, p) — (0, p)|lw22(0,1) < r we have

|5H(9ap) - gﬂ(éa ﬁ)|1_19 < C”vgu(eap) + A(Ga p) : vg(ea p)HLz(O,L)-

Proof. We verify that assumptions (i)—(vi) in [22, Corollary 5.2] are satisfied for
the energy functional £, : Wgéf(O, L;R?) — R subject to the constraint G = 0 at
the constrained critical point (u, p) := (6 — ¢, p). Assumption (i) is clearly satisfied.
Assumptions (ii) and (iv), and also analyticity of E,, and G follow from Lemma 5.1,
whereas (iii) is precisely the statement of Lemma 5.2. Assumption (v) is satisfied
by (5.2) and using the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem. For (vi), it only remains to
show that VG (u, p), VG?(ii, p), VG3 (1, p) are linearly independent, which can be
verified using fOL cosfds = fOL sinfds = 0.

By [22, Corollary 5.2], E,|;g—0) satisfies the constrained Lojasiewicz—Simon gradi-
ent inequality near (&, p), which immediately transfers to £, |{g—o} near (6, p) as in
the statement. The explicit form of the projected gradient in terms of the Lagrange
multipliers follows from [22, Proposition 3.3]. O

5.3. Convergence. Equipped with the Lojasiewicz—Simon gradient inequality as
a powerful functional analytic tool, we can now prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Since we are only interested in the long-time behavior, we
may without loss of generality assume 6, p € C*°([0,00) x [0, L]).

Step 1: Subconvergence. We first prove that for any sequence ¢, — oo, there exist
a subsequence (t/),en and a stationary solution (0ue, poo) € C2%([0, L]) such that
limy,— 00 (B(t],), p(t),)) = (0o, poo) in C2F4([0, L]) for all & € (0, 1).

Let (tn)nen be any sequence with ¢, — oco. First, note that the constant C in
(4.12) does not depend on the existence time, so (4.12) remains valid for Tiax =
0o. The compact embedding W32(0, L) < C**%([0, L]), where & € (0, 3), and a
subsequence argument yields that there exists (t),)nen, a subsequence of (t,)nen,
and (oo, poc) such that for all & € (0, 3) we have

(5.4) lim (0(7,), p(t1,)) = (Boos poo) 0 C*FE([0, L]).

n—oo

It remains to prove that (0, poo) is stationary, i.e. it satisfies (1.7). We consider

L

o) =3 [ (@07 + @) ds. t=0,
0

which is bounded by Proposition 4.4, and thus by (4.8) its derivative %gp is bounded

from above. Since ¢ is integrable on [0, c0) by Proposition 4.2, this is sufficient to

guarantee that lim; o ¢(t) = 0. In particular by (5.4), we have 9:0(¢),,-) — 0,

dp(th,-) — 0 in C%([0,L]) for all & € (0,3), 50 (Ao, poc) is stationary, thus a

solution of (1.7).

Step 2: Full convergence. By Step 1, there exists a sequence ¢, — oo and a

stationary solution (0, poo) of (1.4) such that (fso, poo) = limy, 00 (6(tn), p(tn)) in

C2*([0, L]) for all & € (0, 3).

By (2.6), we have &£,(0(t), p(t)) N\ £4(0o, poc) as t — oco. In fact, we may assume

Eu(0(t), p(t)) > E.(0oo, poo) for all t € [0, 00), since otherwise the solution must be

eventually constant, hence converges trivially.

The stationary solution (6, pso) is a constrained critical point as observed directly

after (5.3). Thus, we may apply Theorem 5.3 t0 (oo, poo). Let C,r > 0 and
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¥ € (0, 3] be as in Theorem 5.3. After passing to a subsequence, we may assume
1(0(tn), p(tn)) = (Ocos Poo)llw22(0,y < 7 for all n € N. We define

(5.5) T :=sup{T > t, | |(8(t), p(t)) — (Goo,poo)sz,z(O,L) < rforallt € t,, 7]}

Since the solution is smooth, we find that 7,, > ¢, for all n € N. Define H(t) :=
(Eu(0(t), p(t)) — €O, poo))”. By a direct computation and using Theorem 5.3 we
have

—%H = ﬂ(ﬁu(e,p) — Eu(é’oo,poo))ﬁfl ( - %&(Gap))

v—1
= 0(£4(0, ) — Eullocrp)) 9L, Dl 20,00 19406, | 20,1

Y
(5.6) > EHat(@ap)HLz(O,L)

on [tn,T,). After integration, for ¢ € [t,,T,) we obtain

1) 1OE).p¢) = () o) 12000 < [ 106,92t < FH(e,) =0,

as n — oo. We now assume that all of the 7,, are finite. By continuity, (5.7)
also remains valid for ¥ = 7,,. By Step 1, after passing to a subsequence, we may
assume that (6(7,), p(12)) — (8, p) in C>+4([0, L]) as n — oo for all & € (0, 3). By
continuity and (5.5), we find that

(58) H(éaﬁ) - (eooa pw)"Wsz(O,L) =r> 0)

whereas on the other hand by (5.7) with ' = 7,,, we have || (0, p)— (0o, poo)llz20,0) =
limy, o0 [[(0(7n), p(Tn)) — (0(tn), p(tn))|lL2(0,2) = 0, a contradiction to (5.8).

Consequently, there exist some ng with 7,,, = oo, and thus (5.6) is satisfied on
[tn.00), which implies that ¢ — [|0:(0(t), p(t))l2(0,) € L'(0,00). Therefore,
(0(t), p(t)) is Cauchy in L?(0, L) as t — co. Hence the limit lim;_,o. (6(t), p(t)) exists
in L2(0, L) and thus necessarily equals (0o, poo). From Step 1 and a subsequence
argument, it follows that we have lim_,o. (0(¢), p(t)) = (0o, poo) in C?+4([0, L]) for
all @ € (0,3). O

Remark 5.4. (i) In Step 1 above, we have not used that g is analytic. Thus,
subconvergence also holds if merely 5 € C*(R).
(ii) Together with stronger global bounds on the solution as in Remark 4.7, it can
be shown that the convergence in Theorem 1.4 is smooth. The same applies
to the subconvergence in Step 1 of its proof.

APPENDIX A. FUNCTION SPACES

Already in the introduction in Theorem 1.2 little Holder functions appear. Later
in Chapter 3 we work with time-weighted little Holder spaces and in the proof of
Lemma 3.5 additionally the parabolic Holder spaces are used. Here we collect the
definitions of these spaces and list some properties.

A.1. Little Holder functions. For o € Ry \ Z, we denote by |«] the largest
integer less than « and {a} := a— |a] € (0,1). Let k € N. The space of L-periodic
R*-valued functions over R which are continuous and |a]-times continuously dif-
ferentiable is denoted by C’FJ (R;R¥). The periodic Hélder space with exponent o
is defined as

(o) () — flla))
o (M. kY . lo) . kY . [#(leD]  .— |f (LD () — LoD (y)|
C2(R; R*) : {feC’L (R: R¥) : [f L,R' s " <oo}
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and equipped with the norm || f{|ca gy = [[fllcloi®) + [f(LO‘J)L g- Therewith, we
define the periodic little Hélder space with exponent o over R by

(L)) _ f(la))
(A1) hE(R;RF) = {f € CY(R;R") : lim sup GO Sl )] :O}'
6—0 4 yeR, |:C—y|{0‘}
0<|z—y|<d

This is a closed subspace of C¢(R; R*) and therefore a Banach space.

In the following we collect some properties of periodic little Holder functions. This
type of functions plays a fundamental role in the classical maximal regularity theory,
see for example [17].

Lemma A.1. [16, Prop. 1.2] Let a1, a2 € Ry \Z such that an < aa. Then h7'(R)
is the closure of C7*(R) in (C7*(R), |-l gey ) and h$?(R) < R (R) densely.

Lemma A.2 (Product of periodic little Holder functions). Let ai,as € Ry \ Z.
Let g1 € h7'(R) and let g2 € h7?*(R). Then

min{a;,as}

9192 € hpeT,L (R) and HgngHCmi“{ﬂl’az} S C(alaQQ’L) ||gl||CC‘1 ||92||Ca2 .

Proof. This follows from (A.1) and a lengthy computation. (]

A.2. Time-weighted BUC spaces. Let E be an arbitrary Banach space. Let
n e (0,1) and let T > 0. We define

BUCi—, ([0,T); E) := {§ eC(((0,T); E): [t — tlfnf(t)} bounded and uniformly
continuous on (0,7] with lim tt=n W) g = O}.
t—0+

Moreover, we define the subspace
BUC;_, ([0,T]; E) == {¢ € C" ((0,T]; B) : & 8:& € BUC1, ([0, T}; E)} .

In Section 3, we use this space with E a periodic little Holder space. In particular,
the spaces Eg and E;, defined in (3.5) and (3.6) are Banach spaces with the norms

1€lls, = lEllgyo.py = sup 7" IEE)lga(m) —and
t€(0,T)]

€l = 1€lley oz = 5w 7" (10Ol caqry + 1@ ooy )

sup
te (0,7
respectively. We use that the mapping

v El([ovTD %h%(RaRk)a f(ta) Hf(oa)

is well defined, linear and continuous. This follows from the observation that for
€k ([0,T]) and 0 < s <t

(A2) £(t) — £(s) = / &€ (r) dr,

and hence there exists lim;_,0 £(t) in h$ (R), see [7, Remark 2.1]. We introduce the
trace space YE; := Im(y). In particular, yE; does not depend on T > 0. In [16,
Section 5.1] it is shown that up to equivalent norms

(A.3) 7B = B27° (R RY)

provided 2n 4+ a & Z. For simplicity, we will mostly omit the index k.
Ifn > %, we have continuity in space and time of the first order s-derivative by the
following lemma. This is essential in Section 3.
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Lemma A.3. [7, Lemma 2.2] Let T > 0. We have
E1 ([0, 7)) < BUC([0,T]; h3"T*(R)).

In particular, this implies that for € € E1([0,T)) there exists lim;_,o £(t) in C2"*(R)
and supefo,7y (|l gzn+e < C(T) [[€]lg, < o0

Remark A.4. Lemma A.3 implies that if n > 3, for £ € E{([0,T]), there exists
limy_,0 9:¢(t) in C¢(R) and 9,¢ € BUC([0,T]; h¢(R)).

Remark A.5. We observe that from the definition of the spaces Eq([0,7]) and
E1([0,T]) we can derive the following properties.
(i) If f € E1([0,T)), then O,f, 92 f € Eo([0,T]).
(ii) If fl S El([O,T]) and f2 S Eo([O,T]), then f1f2 S Eo([O,T])
(iii) If f € E1([0,T]) and g € C*°(R), then go f € E1([0,T]).
Lemma A.6. Let T >0, n € (3,1), £ € E1([0,T]). Then 82¢ € L*([0,T] x [0, L]).

Proof. Since the Eq-norm is finite, there exists K > 0 such that for all ¢ € [0,T] we
have sup,cp [02£(t, s)| < Kt"~1. It thus follows

K?L
/ / (92¢)*dsdt < K*L / 12 dt = — T < . O
2n—1
A.3. Parabolic Holder spaces. At the end of Section 3 we show that the solution

of (3.3) from Proposition 3.3 is smooth. For this purpose we consider two additional
function spaces. First, we set for a« € Ry \Z, ( € [0,1) and T > 0

BUCS ([0, T); h$(R)) := {f :[0,7T] = A% (R) bounded and uniformly continuous

t —&(2 o
on [0,T],  sup €61, 5) = & 247 e < oo}.
t17t2€[0,T) [t1 — t2

Moreover, we work with parabolic Holder spaces, cf. [14]. Let l € Ry \Z, a,b € R
with @ < b, T > 0 and let Q7 := (0,T) x (a,b). The parabolic Holder space
H34l (@) is the space of all functions f : @7 — R with continuous derivatives
0707 f for 2m + n < [ and finite norm

L

I£1l,, 4 =3 Y sup |9/orf|

j=02m-+n=j (t,8)€QT
+ Z sup ]

]
ompmel] 51)5(1t éSQZ)EQT |s1 — s2]

|agna?f(t1a ) amanf(tQa S)|

+ sup

0<l—2m—n<2 (t1,s) (t2,5)€EQT |t1 _ t2|
t1#to

The following lemma shows how E; relates to these parabolic Holder spaces.

Lemma A.7. Let o € (0,1) and n € [5,1) such that 2n+ o ¢ Z. Let a,b € R

with a < b and let T > 0. Let f € E1([0,T]). Then Osf € H%7<([O,T] X [a,b]) for
(:=n+%5-35€(0,1).

Proof. Since 0 < 2 — 2%+ 1 <5, [7, Lemma 2.2 d)] together with [16, Prop. 1.2 b)]
give

Eq([0,T]) — BUC?— (3 -5+ i>([0 T); b
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€ (0,1), we thus have (in particular) 05 f € BUC? ([0, T); s (R)).
dsf in [0,T] x [a,b] (since n > 1) and the finiteness of the norm

|05 f(t,51) = 05 f (¢t 52)]

With ¢ = n+2—

1
2
The continuity of

HanH $erm— —  Sup |65f|+ sup
H3(@Qr)  (t.5)eQr (t.51),(t:52) €Qr |51 — sa°

S17£82

Osf(t1,8) — s f(ta, s

o ap 20090

(t1,8),(t2,5)€EQT |t1 — t2|§
t1#t2
imply that 8, f € H3:< ([0,T] x [a,b]). 0

APPENDIX B. AUXILIARY RESULTS FOR SECTION 3.2

In the following, we show Step 2 of the proof of Proposition 3.3, i.e. that D®(a, p)
(see (3.11)) is a linear isomorphism. This is equivalent to show existence and
uniqueness of a solution for a certain inhomogeneous linear initial value problem.
In this section, o € (0,1) and n € (%, 1) are fixed.

B.1. The linearization. We compute here DF (@, p) needed in (3.11), where F is
given as in (3.7). By a direct calculation one finds
DF (4, p)(v,0) = B(p) 85v + B'(p) 851 o + 5'(p) Dsp Dsv

+B'(p) (05t + 05 — o) s + B"(p) s (05 + Dsp — co) 0
(B.1) + DAy (@, p)(v,0),

DF;(a, p)(v,0) = Ma§U - %Bu(ﬁ) (05t + 05 — CO)2 o — ﬁ/(ﬁ) (05 + 05 — co) Dsv
(B.2) DA (@, ) (0. 0).

Let T > 0. We first observe that by (3.4), in the Lagrange multipliers only spatial
derivatives of first order appear. More specifically, A,, is well defined with A, (u, p) €
Eo([0,T1]) for (u,p) € V([0,T]) where

v((0,T]) = {(Uap)e F([0,T]):=BUC)_,([0, T} hZ(R)) N BUC1_, ([0, T); h *(R))
(B.3) such that &)anﬂ} detII(u + ¢) > 0}.

This is an open subset of F([0,T]) by continuity. Moreover, using n > 3 and (A.3),
any initial datum (vg, 09) € yEq is in F([0,T7]) if we identify it with the function
(t,s) = (vo(s),00(s)). It is not difficult to see that

(B.4) V([0,T]) 3 (u, p) = Au(u, p) € Eo([0,T])

is of class C''. Moreover, it follows from the product rule that

DA, (@, p) (v, 0) = DI (@ + 6)(v) T (@, p) - (Sﬁffﬂﬂ»)

+1I~ Y@+ ¢) DI (@, p)(v,0) - (Silé(sf(gfs)b))

(B.5) +I7 @+ ¢) J (@, p) - (Z?EEZ i 33)

for all (v,0) € F([0,T]). A similar argument yields that A,: V([0,T]) — Eq([0,T7)
is well-defined and C! with derivative

L
DA, (@, p)(v,0) = %/ B"(p) (85t + Osp — o)’ + 2B'(p) (8t + Dsdp — co) Dy ds.
0
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B.2. Linear evolution problem with time-independent coefficients. We
consider an auxiliary linear evolution problem. Since we rely on [16], where time-
independent coefficients are used, we would like to freeze the coefficients of the
terms in (B.1) and (B.2) in ¢ = 0. For the second term in (B.1), the regularity
of the initial datum does not allow this. Therefore, we treat this term differently
from the others and move it together with DA, and DA,, which are nonlocal, to
the right hand side of the inhomogeneous initial value problem we want to solve.
This explains the structure of the differential operator chosen below.

Proposition B.1. Let (ug,po) € YE1 such that ug satisfies (3.2). Let (u,p) €
E,([0,T]) be the function constructed in the proof of Proposition 3.3. Then for all

T € (0,T] the mapping
J:Eq.([0,T]) = Eo([0,T]) X vE1, (v,0)+— (8,5 (v,0) — A(v,0) — ¥, (v,0)(0, ))
where
A(v,0) 1=(5(P0)552U + B'(p0)9spodsv + B'(po) (Osuo + dsd — o) s
+ 8" (p0)9spo(Dsuo + ds¢ — co)o,

1320 — 55" (p0) (Dutto + 6 — o) — (o) (Dutio + D6 — co)u ).

U = U(vg,00) := (6’(5)65@ oo + DA (@, p)(vo, 00), DAp(a,ﬁ)(uo,oo))

is well-defined and an isomorphism. Here (vo,00) = (v,0)(0,-) € F([0,T)), cf.
(B.3). Equivalently', for any pair (o1,¢2) € Eo([0,T]) and (vo,00) € YE; there
exists a unique solution (u, p) € E1([0,T]) of the linear problem

(B.6) Ot(v,0) — A(v,0) = (p1,02) + ¥ in (0,7) x R,

. (v,0)(0,-) = (vo,00) on R.
Proof. We want to use [16], which works with functions on the one-dimensional
torus, or equivalently for periodic functions, cf. [16, Proposition 1.1]. With (A.3)

and Lemma A.2, the time-independent coefficients of the operator A are in h$ (R).
Because B(pp) is bounded away from zero and g > 0, A is a uniformly elliptic
operator. Apart from this we have to check that ¥ € Ey([0,7]). Using Lemma
A.2 and Remark A.5, we find 8’(p) € Eq([0,T]) and thus 8'(p)0%u oy € Eo([0, 7).
From (B.4), we conclude that DA, (@, p)(vo,00) € Eo([0,T]) and similarly for A,,.
Applying [16, Theorem 6.4] yields a unique solution (v, o) € E;([0,T]) of (B.6). O

From the fact that the mapping J from Proposition B.1 is an isomorphism, an
estimate of the norm of the solution follows implicitly. We now show that the
constant in this estimate can be chosen independent of T

Lemma B.2. Let (ug, po) € yE1 such that ug satisfies (3.2). Let (u, p) € E1([0,T])
be the map constructed in the proof of Proposition 3.3. Let T € (0,T]. Then the
solution operator I~ satisfies the estimate

1371 (#1,02): (0,60))[lg, o.z7y < € (161,92l oy + 11005 00) e, )
for all (¢1,p2) € Eo([0,T]) and (vo,00) € yEq with C = C(ug, po,T).
Notice that here we do not write explicitely the dependence on T of the solution
operator. This abuse of notation is justified in the proof below.

IHere we slightly abuse notation, denoting by (vo, o) both the initial datum of the problem
(B.6) and the evaluation at t = 0 of (v, o) € E1([0,T]). However, for solving (B.6), this does not
make a difference.
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Proof of Lemma B.2. Proposition B.1 already yields the claimed inequality with
C = C(uo, po, T). We show that C' can be chosen only depending on T > T by an
extension argument. Let (v,0) = J ™' ((¢1, ¥2), (v0,00)) € E1([0,T1]). Consider

* % s) = (901a§02)(ta S) for (ta S) € [OaT] xR,
(o1, 23)(8:5) {(%@2)@, s) for (t,s) € (T,T] x R.

Then (¢, ¢3) € Eo([0,T]) and we can apply Proposition B.1 and obtain (v*,c*) =
I (¢t 93%), (vo,00)) € Ei([0,T]), the solution of (B.6) on (0,7] with (¢}, ¢3)
instead of (¢1,¢2). The same proposition gives that J~' is an isomorphism from
E1 ([0, T]) to Eo([0,T]). Hence, there exists a constant C' = C(ug, po,T) such that

10", o) g, (o7 < € (||(<PTa<P§)||JEO([o,T]) + ||(an00)||71€1) :

Because of the uniqueness of the solution and using that (B.6) is local in time,
we find (v*,0%)[jo,r) = (v,0). The claim follows using that ||(v,0)|g, (0,77 <
(", 0™, fo,77) » together with [[(©T,93) g, 0.7y = 1115 02) gy ((0,79)- 0
B.3. Some auxiliary estimates. We collect here some technical results, which
we use to examine the differences appearing when comparing the linear operators
in (3.11) and J from Proposition B.1.

Throughout this subsection, we fix (ug, po) € YE1 such that ug satisfies (3.2) and
denote by (@, p) € E1([0,T]) the function constructed in the proof of Proposition
3.3. In particular, n € (3,1), 7 =n — % and 8,(a, p) € E1([0,T)).

Lemma B.3. Lett € (0,T]. Then we have

_ AL _ o
u(t) — uollga < [|llg, P [05u(t) — Osuol|ga < [|0stll, T

and similarly for p.

Proof. Inspired by (A.2), we compute

Jim () —a(t")]| . = |

t
a(t) - uol| oo = | lim /t Brii(r) dr]| .

t'—0+
! 11 K 1 t"]
< Jim [t o) o, dr < lall, i [ 7t ar = als, 2

For Jsu, we proceed completely analogously. (I

In the sequel, we need to estimate terms involving 8()(p). Since we have p €
BUC([0, T); h7""*(R)), see Lemma A.3, there exists J C R, a compact interval,
such that p(t,s) € J for all (¢,5) € [0,T] x R. Since 8 € C*°(R), there is a constant
M € (0,00) such that

sup [T Y(a+¢)|| <M, sup|B¥| <M fori=0,...,4,
tc[0,T J

sup_|lullcrs llg, o,77), sup_llpller < M.
te[0,T) te[0,T)

Lemma B.4. Let M > 0 be as in (B.7). There is C = C(M) such that for all
i €{0,1,2} we have

189 0) = B9 @) e < CON 7, == for allt € 0.7).

(B.7)

Proof. For the supremum norm we find

(B.8) 18(po) = B(p)llco = sup |[B(po) — B(p)| < sup |3’ sup |po — Al -
seR J seR
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To estimate the Holder semi-norm, we note that for s1,s2 € R

1B(po(s1)) — B(p(s1)) — B(po(s2)) + B(p(s2))]
= /0 O [B (Apo(s1) + (1= N)p(s1)) — B (Apo(s2) + (1 — A)p(s2))] dA

< /0 18" (Apo(s1) + (1 = N)p(s1))] po(s1) — p(s1) — po(s2) + ps2)| dA

+/O 18" (Apo(s1) + (1 = N)p(s1)) = 8" (Apo(s2) + (1 = AN)p(s2))] |po(s2) — p(s2)| dX
< sup 8’| [po — Pl Is1 — s2|”

+ Sup 18" (Ipo(s1) = po(s2)| +1p(s1) — p(s2)]) [po(s2) — p(s2)]

< |50 18] loo — Al +sup 18] ([pol, + [Ala) sup oo — 7 | sy — 21"
. se

This estimate together with (B.8) and Lemma B.3 yields the claim for ¢ = 0. Since
[ is smooth, we can proceed in the same way for i > 1. O

Lemma B.5. Let M > 0 be as in (B.7). Then there evists a constant C, only
depending on M, n, « and the model parameters, such that for oll T € (0,T],
(v,0) € E1([0,T]) and (vg,00) := (v,0)(0,-) € vYE1 we have

(B.9) DA (&, p)(v.0) — DA (@, ) (w0, 00)llg, < C ([vllg, + ]z, ) max {7.77}
IDA(@. 5)(v.0) — DA(@, ) (0, 00)llg, < C (Iollg, + ollg, ) max {7, 77}

Here DA, is the Fréchet derivative of the map defined in (B.4), thus may be applied
to (v, 00), identified with an element of F([0,77), cf. (B.3). Similarly for A,.

Proof of Lemma B.5. In the following, C' denotes a constant which varies from line
to line but only depends on M and the model parameters. First, we prove (B.9)
considering each term in (B.5) separately. By (2.2) with § = @ + ¢, we find

~ fo sin (2 (7 + ¢)) vds ffOLcos (2 (ﬁJrgb))vds)
B.10) DII(@ X
(B.10) (u+ o) (v) ( JFcos(2(@+ @) vds — [i sin(2(@+¢))vds
and obtain using (B.7) and (B.10) (considering the operator norm of the matrix)
DI (@ + ¢>) (v) = DI (@ + ) (vo)
= ||-T17" (@ + ¢) (DI (@ + ) (v) — DIT (@ + ¢) (vo)) T~ (1 + &)

< M?V2L sup |v—w| <C v — V0|l g -
s€[0,L]

Hence, with Lemma B.3 the difference coming from the first term on the right hand
side of (B.5) can be estimated by

H (DI (@ + ¢) (v) = DI (@ + ) (v0)) T (@, ) - (Si‘;&gﬁ)ﬁ))

<C sup t'77 v —wollga < Clvllg, T
t€ (0,7

For the second term of (B.5) we integrate once by parts and obtain

D@00 = [ (D) @+ 0.0) 0) 0.1+ 00 - ) s

L _
cos (@ + &) ~ L ) .
* /O (sin (@ + ¢)) (05t + 059) B'(p)o (Ot + D5 — o) d
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L .
_ —sin (a + @) a - . N ods
/0 ( cos (@ + ¢) ) (05t + 0s) (205t + 2056 — co) B(p) vd

L _
_ cos (a + &) o o
/0 (sin (@ + ¢)) 20 B(p) vds
L _
cos (@ + &) _ e
- /0 (sin (a+ ¢)) (2051 + 20,9 = o) B'(p)9sp v ds.
So the difference we need to consider can be estimated by
DI (@, p)(vo,0) = DI (@, p) (v, 0)|| o
<C(1+ H@QUHCQ lv —wvollca + Cllo = 00l ca
< Ct" (1+ |02 o) (lollg, + llols,) -
In the last step we used Lemma B.3. Using (B.7), we obtain
1 o o sin (4 +
i @+ 0) (DT @) 0.0) - DI @ e, - ( T2

<C sup 0700+ [0 o) (vl + lols,) < € (1ol + o) (7 +77)

Finally, we look at the difference coming from the third term of (B.5). We have
cos (@ + ¢)
— < — .
(St ) w=w)  <clo-ulc.
Thereby we obtain using (B.7) and Lemma B.3
- (a0) Twp)- (e o)) 0= )

sin (4 + ¢) £,
< C sup 77l —vollga < Cllvllg, T
te (0,7
This proves the first part of the claim. The second part follows similarly. (I

B.4. Solving the linearized problem. We show that the map in (3.11) is an
isomorphism, now considering a linear initial value problem with time-dependent
coeflicients.

Proposition B.6. Let (ug,po) € YE1 such that ug satisfies (3.2) and let (,p) €
E1([0,T1]) be the function constructed in the proof of Proposition 3.3. Then there
exists T’ € (0,T] such that the mapping

J:E([0,77]) — Eo([0, ") x vE1, (v,0) = (04(v,0) — DF(@, p)(v, o), (v,0)(0,))

is an isomorphism. Equivalently, for any right-hand side (1, ¢2) € Eq([0,T']) and
any initial datum (vo,00) € YE1 there is a unique solution (v,0) € E1([0,T"]) of

{at(v, o) — DF(@,p)(v,0) = (p1,¢2) in (0,T) x R,
(v,0)(0,-) = (vo,00) on R.

Proof. Let T € (0,T] to be chosen. We compare J with J from Proposition B.1,
which we already know is an isomorphism. We have
J(v,0) = J(v,0) + (A(v,0) + ¥(vo,00) — DF(@, p)(v,0), (0,0))
= J(I(v, o)+ I (v,0) (S(v,0), (0, 0))),
where A, ¥ are given as in Proposition B.1, I is the operator identity and
S .= (Sl, SQ)I El([O, T]) — Eo([O,T]),
S(U, J) = .A(U, J) + \I/(Uo, JO) - DF(ﬁv ﬁ)(vv J)'
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Thus, by a Neumann series argument, it is sufficient to show that the operator
norm of S becomes arbitrarily small for T getting small and at the same time the
operator norm HJ _1H remains bounded, independent of 7' < T. This last part has
already been proven in Lemma B.2. Hence, the statement follows if we show

(B.11) IS|| < Cmax {T,T",T"}.
By definition of A, ¥ and using (B.1), (B.2) we find
S1(v,0) = (Blpo) — (7)) 920 + B(5) 9% (00 — &) + (8 (p0)dspo — B/ (7)) Dsv
+ (B'(po) (Osuo + 05 — co) — B'(p) (951 + 9s¢ — o)) D50

+ (ﬂ”(ﬂo)aspo (85u0 + 0s¢p — CO) - ﬂ”(ﬁ)aSﬁ (asﬁ + 0sp — CO)) o
(B.12) + DAL (4, p)(vo, 00) — DAL (T, p) (v, o)

and
S2(v,0) = ( - %ﬂ”(po) (Dsti0 + 056 — co)” + %ﬂ”(ﬁ) (O + 0,6 — o)’ )
+ (_ﬁ/(PO) (3Su0 + 0s¢p — CO) + Bl(ﬁ) (8811 + 0s¢p — CO)) dsv
(B.13) + DA (@, 7)(v0, 00) — DA, (@, 5) (v, 7).

We now take a look at the terms of (B.12) and (B.13). In the following, C' denotes
a constant, only depending on the model parameters, «, n and M as in (B.7), which
is allowed to change from line to line. The Eg-norm of the first term of (B.12) can
be estimated using Lemma A.2 and Lemma B.4 by

[(B(po) = B(p)) 5|, < Ctes(lcl)pT] £ 18(po) = BD) o IVl gara < Cllvllg, T7.

Here we used the time-weight of the Eg-norm to bound the second derivative of v.
For the second term of (B.12) we have to use the time-weight to bound the second
derivative of 4. An additional factor depending on T" and going to zero for T' going
to zero is given by Lemma B.3. This motivates the choice of the first term in ¥ in
Proposition B.1. We obtain

18" () 8% (00 — )|, < C sup 7" [[(D)]l o @l c2ta lloo = ol ca
te (0,7
< Cllolls, 7.
The third term of (B.12) can be estimated using Lemma B.4 and Lemma B.3 by
||(ﬁl(p0)asp0 - ﬁ/(ﬁ)asﬁ) aSUHIEU

< C sup t17B"(po) = B' (D)l e lP0ll crva [[0]] 1
te (0,7

+C s P18 Pl 10000 0l [¥lcnse < C lolls, T+ C ol T
€(0,

The same also applies for the fourth term of (B.12) and the second term of (B.13).
For the fifth term of (B.12) we proceed similarly and estimate

18" (p0)spo (Dsuo + 9sd — co) — B (p)Isp (D5t + Ds¢ — co)) U”]EO

<C sup } 18" (po) = B" (D)l e llpoll e 10510 + s — coll g 10| g
te(0,T

+C sup_ 718" (D)l o 19sp0 — Ospll g 18510 + 35 — coll g Nl
te (0,

+C sup 118" (lcw [Plcrse 10,00~ 0,8l Iolcn < C lole, (17 +T7)
te (0,

Analogously, we can treat the first term of (B.13). Together with Lemma B.5,
(B.11) and thus the claim follows for 7/ = T' < T sufficiently small. O
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