arXiv:2405.20807v1 [math.AP] 31 May 2024

On the Cahn-Hilliard equation with kinetic rate dependent dynamic boundary condition and non-smooth potential:

separation property and long-time behavior

Maoyin Lv^*, Hao Wu^†

June 3, 2024

Abstract

We consider a class of Cahn-Hilliard equation that characterizes phase separation phenomena of binary mixtures in a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R^d (d ∈ {2, 3}) with non-permeable boundary. The equations in the bulk are subject to kinetic rate dependent dynamic boundary conditions with possible boundary diffusion acting on the boundary chemical potential. For the initial boundary value problem with singular potentials, we prove that any global weak solution exhibits a propagation of regularity in time. In the two dimensional case, we establish the instantaneous strict separation property by a suitable De Giorgi’s iteration scheme, which yields that the weak solution stays uniformly away from the pure phases ±1 from any positive time on. In particular, when the bulk and boundary chemical potentials are in equilibrium, we obtain the instantaneous separation property with or without possible boundary diffusion acting on the boundary chemical potential. Next, in the three dimensional case, we show the eventual strict separation property that holds after a sufficiently large time. These separation properties are obtained in an unified way with respect to the structural parameters. Moreover, they allow us to achieve higher-order regularity of the global weak solution and prove the convergence to a single equilibrium as t → ∞.

Keywords: Cahn-Hilliard equation, dynamic boundary condition, singular potential, separation property, convergence to equilibrium, De Giorgi’s iteration scheme, Łojasiewicz-Simon approach. MSC 2020: 35B40, 35B65, 35K35, 35K61, 35Q92.

1 Introduction

In this work, we consider the Cahn-Hilliard equation { ∂_tφ = Δμ, in Ω × (0, ∞), μ = −Δφ + F^′(φ), in Ω × (0, ∞),

(1.1)

subject to the so-called kinetic rate dependent dynamic boundary conditions

∂_tφ = σΔ_Γθ − ∂_nμ − αθ, on Γ × (0, ∞), θ = ∂_nφ − νΔ_Γφ + G^′(φ), on Γ × (0, ∞), L∂_nμ = θ − μ, on Γ × (0, ∞), (1.2)

and the initial condition

φ(0) = φ_0 in Ω. (1.3)

Here, Ω ⊂ R^d (d ∈ {2, 3}) is a bounded domain with smooth boundary Γ := ∂Ω. The bold letter n = n(x) denotes the unit outer normal vector on Γ and ∂_n is the outward normal derivative on the boundary. The symbols Δ, Δ_Γ denote the usual Laplace operator in Ω and the Laplace-Beltrami operator on Γ, respectively.

*School of Mathematical Sciences, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, P.R. China. Email: mylv22@m.fudan.edu.cn †Corresponding author. School of Mathematical Sciences, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, P.R. China. Email: haowufd@fudan.edu.cn

The Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.1), first introduced in [3], serves as a fundamental diffuse-interface model that describes the phase separation process of binary mixtures. The unknown φ : Ω × (0, ∞) → [−1, 1] is a phase function that represents the difference between local concentrations of the two components of a binary mixture (often called the order parameter of the system) and the function μ : Ω × (0, ∞) → R stands for the (bulk) chemical potential. When the evolution described by (1.1) is confined in a bounded domain Ω, suitable boundary conditions should be taken into account. Classical choices are the homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions

∂_nφ = ∂_nμ = 0 on Γ × (0, ∞).

The resulting initial boundary value problem has been analyzed in the literature from different viewpoints (cf. [1, 26, 30, 36, 46, 50] and the references therein).

In recent years, boundary effects in the phase separation process of binary mixtures have attracted a lot of attention, for instance, the effective short-range interactions between a polymer blend and the solid wall [14, 31], and the contact line problem in hydrodynamic applications [45]. To this end, physicists suggest the total free energy consisting of a Ginzburg-Landau type energy in the bulk and a surface contribution on the boundary (see [14, 31]): E ( φ ) := ∫ Ω (1 2 |∇φ|^2 + F (φ) ) dx bulk free energy + ∫ Γ ( ν 2 |∇_Γφ|^2 + G(φ) ) dS surface free energy

. (1.4)

In (1.4), the symbols ∇ and ∇_Γ denote the usual gradient operator and the tangential (surface) gradient operator. The parameter ν ∈ [0, ∞) represents possible surface diffusion. Comparing with μ, the function θ : Γ × (0, ∞) → R in (1.2) stands for the chemical potential on the boundary. The bulk and boundary chemical potentials μ, θ are related to Fréchet derivatives of the bulk and surface free energy, respectively. They provide a measure of the change in bulk/surface energy with respect to small perturbation of the order parameter. The nonlinear potential functions F and G in (1.4) are energy densities in the bulk and on the boundary. A thermodynamically relevant example is given by the so-called logarithmic potential [3]:

F_{log}(r) := Θ 2 [ (1 + r)ln(1 + r) + (1 − r)ln(1 − r) ] − Θ_c 2 r^2, r ∈ (−1, 1), (1.5)

where Θ > 0 is the absolute temperature and Θ_c > 0 is the critical temperature. The parameter Θ_c gives a measure of the strength of the de-mixing effect. When Θ_c > Θ, F_{log} is nonconvex with a double-well structure and the phase separation occurs. Singular potentials like (1.5) are important since they guarantee the solution φ to take value in the physical interval [−1, 1].

Based on the total free energy (1.4), various boundary conditions for the Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.1) have been discussed in the literature (see the recent review article [50]). Here, we are interested in a class of dynamic boundary conditions given by (1.2). The bulk and boundary chemical potentials μ, θ are coupled through the boundary condition (1.2)_3, where the parameter L ∈ [0, ∞] is a non-negative constant. Its reciprocal 1/L is related to a kinetic rate and the term L∂_nμ describes adsorption and desorption processes between the materials in the bulk and on the boundary [32]. Besides, the parameter σ ∈ [0, ∞) represents possible surface diffusion acting on the surface chemical potential and α ∈ [0, ∞) is related to possible mass exchange to the environment [16].

The initial boundary value problem (1.1)–(1.3) satisfies two important properties, that is, energy dissipation and mass conservation [16, 17, 27, 32, 38]. For sufficiently regular solutions, it is straightforward to check that d dt E ( φ ) + ∫ Ω |∇μ|^2 dx + ∫ Γ ( σ|∇_Γθ|^2 + α|θ|^2 ) dS + χ(L) ∫ Γ (θ − μ)^2 dS = 0, ∀ t ∈ (0, ∞), (1.6)

with χ(L) = { 1/L, if L ∈ (0, ∞), 0, if L = 0 or ∞.

The basic energy law (1.6) implies that different values of L, σ, α can yield different types of energy dissipation. On the other hand, we can derive the mass balance relation d dt ( ∫ Ω φ dx + ∫ Γ φ dS ) = −α ∫ Γ θ dS, ∀ t ∈ (0, ∞).

The parameter α distinguishes the cases of permeable wall (α > 0) and non-permeable wall (α = 0), and when α = 0, the total mass is conserved: ∫ Ω φ(t) dx + ∫ Γ φ(t) dS = ∫ Ω φ_0 dx + ∫ Γ φ_0 dS, ∀ t ∈ [0, ∞). (1.7)

Furthermore, if L = ∞, the boundary condition (1.2)_3 reduces to ∂_nμ = 0 on Γ × (0, ∞), then instead of (1.7), the bulk and boundary mass are conserved separately (see [38]): ∫ Ω φ(t) dx = ∫ Ω φ_0 dx, ∫ Γ φ(t) dS = ∫ Γ φ_0 dS, t ∈ [0, ∞). Let us briefly mention some related works in the literature. The case L = 0 implies that μ and θ are in the chemical equilibrium, that is, θ = μ|_Γ on Γ × (0, ∞). When L = 0, σ = 0, ν > 0 and α > 0, such a model was first proposed in [16] based on the mass balance and variational method. The corresponding boundary condition is also referred to as the Wentzell boundary condition. Later in [27], an extended model with L = 0, σ ≥ 0, ν ≥ 0 and α = 0 was derived. For mathematical analysis including well-posedness and long-time behavior, we refer to [16, 17, 20, 29, 49] concerning regular potentials and [5, 6, 27] concerning singular potentials. In the case with non-permeable wall (α = 0) and σ, ν ≥ 0, well-posedness, regularity and long-time behavior of global weak solutions were established in [27] under general assumptions on the potentials, with F being singular and G being regular (see also [5] for further results with σ, ν > 0 in a proper variational formulation). If both the bulk and boundary potentials are singular, results on wellposedness, including the existence and uniqueness of global weak solutions and strong solutions were proven in [6]. Later in [15], the authors proved the strict separation property and convergence to equilibrium as t → ∞. Wellposedness in the absence of the surface diffusion acting on the boundary phase variable was obtained in [7] via the asymptotic limit as ν → 0. We also refer to [11, 24] when the effects of convection and viscous regularization were taken into account.

The case L = ∞ was derived in [38] by an energetic variational approach that combines the least action principle and Onsager’s principle of maximum energy dissipation. In this situation, the bulk and boundary chemical potentials are not directly coupled, while the interaction between bulk and boundary materials is represented through the trace condition of the order parameter φ. When ν ≥ 0, σ > 0 and α = 0, well-posedness and long-time behavior of the model with regular potentials were addressed in [38]. Later in [21], the authors proved the existence of weak solutions in a weaker form by the gradient flow approach, removing the additional geometric assumption imposed in [38] when ν = 0. Wellposedness for the model with general singular potentials was recently obtained in [9]. For long-time behavior related to the existence of global attractors, we refer to [41]. Recently in [8], the asymptotic limit of vanishing boundary diffusion as ν → 0 was analyzed.

The intermediate case L ∈ (0, ∞) was proposed in [32], which provides a connection between the above mentioned models with L = 0 and L = ∞. For regular potentials under suitable growth conditions, the authors of [32] proved well-posedness by the gradient flow approach and studied the asymptotic limits as L → 0 and L → ∞, respectively. We refer to [22] for long-time behavior of global weak solutions including the existence of global/exponential attractors and convergence to a single equilibrium. An extended model with convection was recently analyzed in [35]. We also mention [34] in which a nonlocal variant with L ∈ [0, ∞] and regular potentials was investigated. However, the case with singular potentials F , G turns out to be more involved. Singular potentials like (1.5) are not admissible in the above mentioned works. To the best of our knowledge, the only known contribution in this direction is [40], in which existence and uniqueness of global weak as well as strong solutions were obtained for a general class of non-smooth potentials. In the same paper, the authors studied the asymptotic limit as ν → 0, which leads to the well-posedness without surface diffusion acting on boundary phase variable. Moreover, relations between all cases with L = 0, L ∈ (0, ∞) and L = ∞ were established via the asymptotic limits as L → 0 and L → ∞.

In this work, we continue our study in [40] with singular bulk and boundary potential functions. For this purpose, we focus on the problem (1.1)–(1.3) in a bounded domain with non-permeable wall (i.e., α = 0) and take into account boundary diffusion acting on the boundary phase variable (i.e., ν > 0). Without loss of generality, let us set ν = 1. Then we maintain two parameters (L, σ) ∈ [0, ∞) × [0, ∞) that are important in the subsequent analysis. More precisely, the following combination of parameters will be treated: • L ∈ (0, ∞), σ ∈ (0, ∞), ν = 1, α = 0; • L = 0, σ ∈ [0, ∞), ν = 1, α = 0. (1.8)

When L = 0, we are allowed to take σ = 0, since the corresponding Dirichlet boundary condition

μ|_Γ = θ on Σ

together with the regularity of μ ∈ H^1(Ω) and the trace theorem yields that θ ∈ H^{1/2}(Γ). This fact provides crucial estimates in the corresponding analysis for boundary terms. The case L = ∞ will be treated separately in a future study, because a different approximating scheme has to be adopted (cf. [9]).

Our aim is to study the regularity properties for global weak solutions to problem (1.1)–(1.3) and to characterize their long-time behavior. The results are summarized as follows:

(1) Regularity of global weak solutions. Under suitable assumptions on the singular potentials, we first prove that any global weak solution exhibits a propagation of regularity in time (see Theorem 2.1). Then we show the strict separation property provided that the initial datum is not a pure state: in both two and three dimensions, the eventual strict separation will happen after a sufficiently large time T_{SP} (see Theorem 2.2); while in two dimensions, the global weak solution will stay uniformly away from the pure states ±1 instantaneously for positive time (see Theorem 2.3).

(2) Convergence to a single equilibrium. After establishing the strict separation property of global weak solutions, the singular potentials can be regarded as globally Lipschitz nonlinearities from a certain time on. Then under the additional assumption that F , G are real analytic, we are able to prove that every global weak solution converges to a single equilibrium as t → ∞ by the Łojasiewicz-Simon approach (see Theorem 2.4).

We emphasize that the strict separation property for the order parameter plays a fundamental role in the study of phase-field models with singular potentials. For the Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.1) subject to homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, the eventual separation property was proven in [1] in both two and three dimensions. The proof relies on the energy dissipation structure of the Cahn-Hilliard equation, which drives the evolution towards the set of steady states that are separated from the pure phases, see also [19] for an alternatively proof based on De Giorgi’s iteration scheme. On the other hand, the instantaneous separation property turns out to be more involved. Its validity under the logarithmic potential (1.5) in two dimensions was first proven in [42], while the three dimensional case is less satisfactory, since stronger singularity of the potential near ±1 is required, see [39, 42]. A different approach for the instantaneous separation in two dimensions was given in [26] for the Cahn-Hilliard-Oono equation. The argument therein was further simplified in [28] and later in [18], a more direct argument can be found for a wider class of singular potentials. The methods in [18, 26, 28, 42] rely on some specific relation between ^β^′ and ^β^{′′} ( ^β denotes the non-smooth convex part of F with decomposition F = ^β + ^π, where ^π is a smooth concave perturbation) such that ^β^{′′}(s) ≤ C_♯e^C♯^{| ^β′(s)|κ♯} , ∀ s ∈ (−1, 1), (1.9) for some constants C_♯ > 0 and κ_♯ ∈ [1, 2) (in [26, 28, 42], only the case κ_♯ = 1 was treated). Recently, with the aid of a suitable De Giorgi’s iteration scheme, the authors of [19] were able to handle a more general set of assumptions on the singular potential, that is, as δ → 0, there exists some κ > 1/2, such that 1 ^β′(1 − 2δ) = O ( 1 | ln δ|^κ ) , 1 | ^β^′(−1 + 2δ)| = O ( 1 | ln δ|^κ ) . This yields a milder growth condition of the first derivative ^β^′ near the pure states ±1, but without any pointwise additional assumption on the second derivative ^β^{′′} (cf. (1.9)). For recent developments concerning the nonlocal and fractional Cahn-Hilliard equations, we refer to [18, 19, 25, 44] and the references therein.

Returning to problem (1.1)–(1.3), when L = α = 0, σ ≥ 0, ν > 0, the authors of [15] proved the eventual separation property in both two and three dimensions using the dynamic approach as in [1]. Besides, in the two dimensional case, under the additional assumptions σ > 0 and (1.9) with κ_♯ = 1, they established the instantaneous separation property. In this study, we extend the argument in [19] to a wider class of problems with different types of bulk-surface interactions (recall (1.8)). Under suitable compatibility condition between the bulk and boundary potentials, we are able to apply a modified De Giorgi’s iteration scheme to establish the instantaneous separation property in two dimensions and the eventual separation property in two and three dimensions. Our argument is unified with respect to different choices of parameters described in (1.8). Besides, our results extend the previous work [15] for L = 0 under a weaker assumption on the singular potential and without the regularizing effect due to surface diffusion σ > 0 (see Remark 2.4).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we introduce the functional settings and basic assumptions, after that we state the main results of this study. In Section 3, we show the propagation of regularity for global weak solutions for positive time. Section 4 presents a comprehensive analysis of the eventual as well as instantaneous separation properties. Finally, the convergence to a single equilibrium is proven in Section 5. In the Appendix, we list some mathematical tools that are used in this paper.

2 Main results

In this section, we first recall some notations for function spaces. After that we present the basic assumptions and state the main results.

2.1 Preliminaries and basic settings

For any real Banach space X, we denote its norm by ‖ · ‖_X , its dual space by X^′ and the duality pairing between X^′ and X by ⟨·, ·⟩_X ′_{,X} . If X is a Hilbert space, we denote its associated inner product by (·, ·)_X . The space L^q(0, T ; X) (1 ≤ q ≤ ∞) stands for the set of all strongly measurable q-integrable functions with values in X, or, if q = ∞, essentially bounded functions. The space L^p_{uloc}(0, +∞; X) denotes the uniformly local variant of L^p(0, +∞; X) consisting of all strongly measurable f : [0, +∞) → X such that

‖f‖_L^p_{uloc(0,+∞;X)} := sup_{t≥0} ‖f‖_Lp_{(t,t+1;X)} < ∞.

If T ∈ (0, +∞), we find L^p_{uloc}(0, T ; X) = L^p(0, T ; X). The space C([0, T ]; X) denotes the Banach space of all bounded and continuous functions u : [0, T ] → X equipped with the supremum norm, while C_w([0, T ]; X) denotes the topological vector space of all bounded and weakly continuous functions.

Let Ω be a bounded domain in R^d (d ∈ {2, 3}) with sufficiently smooth boundary Γ := ∂Ω. We denote by |Ω| and |Γ| the Lebesgue measure of Ω and the Hausdorff measure of Γ, respectively. For any 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, k ∈ N, the standard Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces on Ω are denoted by L^q(Ω) and W^{k,q} (Ω). Here, we use N for the set of natural numbers including zero. For s ≥ 0 and q ∈ [1, ∞), we denote by H^{s,q}(Ω) the Bessel-potential spaces and by W^{s,q} (Ω) the Slobodeckij spaces. If q = 2, it holds H^{s,2}(Ω) = W^{s,2}(Ω) for all s and these spaces are Hilbert spaces. We use the notations H^s(Ω) = H^{s,2}(Ω) = W^{s,2}(Ω) and H^0(Ω) can be identified with L^2(Ω). The Lebesgue spaces, Sobolev spaces and Slobodeckij spaces on the boundary Γ can be defined analogously, provided that Γ is sufficiently regular. Again, we write H^s(Γ) = H^{s,2}(Γ) = W^{s,2}(Γ) and identify H^0(Γ) with L^2(Γ). For convenience, we apply the following shortcuts:

H := L^2(Ω), H_Γ := L^2(Γ), V := H^1(Ω), V_Γ := H^1(Γ).

Next, we introduce the product spaces

L^q := L^q(Ω) × L^q(Γ) and H^k := H^k(Ω) × H^k(Γ),

for q ∈ [1, ∞] and k ∈ R, k ≥ 0. Like before, we can identify H^0 with L^2. For any k ∈ N, H^k is a Hilbert space endowed with the standard inner product ( (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ) H^k := (y, z)H^k (Ω) + (yΓ, zΓ)H^k (Γ), ∀ (y, yΓ), (z, zΓ) ∈ H k and the induced norm ‖ · ‖_Hk := (·, ·)^{1/2}_{Hk} . We introduce the duality pairing ⟨ (y, y_Γ), (ζ, ζ_Γ) ⟩ (H^1)^′,H^1 = (y, ζ)L^2 (Ω) + (yΓ, ζΓ)L^2 (Γ), ∀ (y, yΓ) ∈ L

2, (ζ, ζ_Γ) ∈ H^1.

By the Riesz representation theorem, this product can be extended to a duality pairing on (H^1)^′ × H^1. For any k ∈ Z^+, we introduce the Hilbert space V^k := { (y, y_Γ) ∈ H^k : y|_Γ = y_Γ a.e. on Γ } , endowed with the inner product (·, ·)_V k := (·, ·)_Hk and the associated norm ‖ · ‖_V k := ‖ · ‖_Hk . Here, y|_Γ stands for the trace of y ∈ H^k(Ω) on the boundary Γ, which makes sense for k ∈ Z^+. The duality pairing on (V^1)^′ × V^1 can be defined in a similar manner. For convenience, we also introduce the notation ~V^k := {(y, y_Γ) ∈ H^k(Ω) × H^{k−1/2}(Γ) : y|_Γ = y_Γ a.e. on Γ}, k ∈ Z^+.

Thanks to the trace theorem, for every y ∈ H^k(Ω), k ∈ Z^+, it holds (y, y|_Γ) ∈ ~V^k. Besides, we consider the duality pairing between (~V^1)^′ and ~V^1 as a continuous extension of the inner product on L^2, that is ⟨ (y, y_Γ), (ζ, ζ_Γ) ⟩ (~V^1)^′,~V^1 = (y, ζ)L^2(Ω) + (yΓ, ζΓ)L^2(Γ), ∀ (y, yΓ) ∈ L

2, (ζ, ζ_Γ) ∈ ~V^1.

For every y ∈ (H^1(Ω))^′, we denote by ⟨y⟩_Ω = |Ω|^{−1}⟨y, 1⟩_{(H}1_{(Ω))}′_{, H}1_{(Ω)} its generalized mean value over Ω. If y ∈ L^1(Ω), then its spatial mean is simply given by ⟨y⟩_Ω = |Ω|^{−1} ∫ Ω y dx. The spatial mean for a function y_Γ on Γ, denoted by ⟨y_Γ⟩_Γ, can be defined in a similar manner. For any given m ∈ R, we set

L^2_{(m)} := { (y, y_Γ) ∈ L^2 : m(y, y_Γ) = m } , where the generalized mean is defined as

m(y, y_Γ) := |Ω|⟨y⟩_Ω + |Γ|⟨y_Γ⟩_Γ |Ω| + |Γ| . (2.1)

Then the closed linear subspaces

H^k_{(0)} = H^k ∩ L^2_{(0)}, V^k_{(0)} = V^k ∩ L^2_{(0)}, k ∈ Z^+,

are Hilbert spaces endowed with the inner products (·, ·)_Hk and the associated norms ‖ · ‖_Hk , respectively.

Let us first consider the case with parameters L ∈ [0, ∞), σ ∈ (0, ∞). We introduce the notations H^k_{L,σ} := { H^k, if L ∈ (0, ∞), V^k, if L = 0,

H^k_{L,σ,0} := H^k_{L,σ} ∩ L^2_{(0)} = { H^k_{(0)}, if L ∈ (0, ∞), V^k_{(0)}, if L = 0,

for k ∈ Z^+. Define the bilinear form a_{L,σ} ( (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ) := ∫ Ω ∇y · ∇z dx + σ ∫ Γ ∇_Γy_Γ · ∇_Γz_Γ dS + χ(L) ∫ Γ (y − y_Γ)(z − z_Γ) dS,

for all (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ∈ H^1, where χ(L) = { 1/L, if L ∈ (0, ∞), 0, if L = 0. Set ‖(y, y_Γ)‖_H1_{L,σ,0} := ( (y, y_Γ), (y, y_Γ) )_{1/2} H^1_{L,σ,0} = [ a_{L,σ} ( (y, y_Γ), (y, y_Γ) )]_{1/2} , ∀ (y, y_Γ) ∈ H^1_{L,σ,0}. (2.2)

We note that for (y, y_Γ) ∈ V^1_{(0)} ⊆ H^1_{L,σ,0}, the norm ‖(y, y_Γ)‖_H1_{L,σ,0} does not depend on L, since the third term in a_{L,σ} simply vanishes. From the generalized Poincaré’s inequality in Lemma A.3, we find that H^1_{L,σ,0} is a Hilbert space with the inner product (·, ·)^{1/2}_{H1L,σ,0} . The induced norm ‖ · ‖_H1_{L,σ,0} prescribed in (2.2) is equivalent to the standard one ‖ · ‖_H1 on H^1_{L,σ,0}. In particular, the space V^1_{(0)} has the equivalent norm given by

‖(y, y_Γ)‖^2_V 1_{(0)} := ∫ Ω |∇y|^2 dx + ∫ Γ |∇_Γy_Γ|^2 dS, ∀ (y, y_Γ) ∈ V^1_{(0)}.

For any fixed L ∈ [0, ∞), σ ∈ (0, ∞), we consider the following elliptic boundary value problem

−Δu = y in Ω, −σΔ_Γu_Γ + ∂_nu = y_Γ on Γ, L∂_nu = u_Γ − u|_Γ on Γ.

(2.3)

Define the space H^{−1}_{L,σ,0} = { H^{−1}_{(0)} := { (y, y_Γ) ∈ (H^1)^′ : m(y, y_Γ) = 0 } , if L ∈ (0, ∞), V^{−1}_{(0)} := { (y, y_Γ) ∈ (V^1)^′ : m(y, y_Γ) = 0 } , if L = 0,

where m is given by (2.1) if L ∈ (0, ∞), and for L = 0, we take

m(y, y_Γ) =

⟨(y, y_Γ), (1, 1)⟩_{(V} 1_)′_{,V} 1 |Ω| + |Γ| . Then the chain of inclusions holds

H^1_{L,σ,0} ⊂ L^2_{(0)} ⊂ H^{−1}_{L,σ,0} ⊂ (H^1_{L,σ} )^′ ⊂ (H^1_{L,σ,0})^′.

It has been shown that (see [33, Theorem 3.3] when L > 0 and [6] when L = 0) for every (y, y_Γ) ∈ H^{−1}_{L,σ,0}, problem (2.3) admits a unique weak solution (u, u_Γ) ∈ H^1_{L,σ,0} satisfying the weak formulation a_{L,σ} ( (u, u_Γ), (ζ, ζ_Γ) ) = ⟨ (y, y_Γ), (ζ, ζ_Γ) ⟩ (H^1_{L,σ} )^′ ,H^1_{L,σ} , ∀ (ζ, ζΓ) ∈ H 1 L,σ , and the H^1-estimate ‖(u, u_Γ)‖_H1 ≤ C‖(y, y_Γ)‖_{(H}1_{L,σ )}′ , for some constant C > 0 depending only on L, σ and Ω. Furthermore, if (y, y_Γ) ∈ L^2_{(0)}, then it holds ‖(u, u_Γ)‖_H2 ≤ C‖(y, y_Γ)‖_L2 . The above facts enable us to define the solution operator

S^{L,σ} : H^{−1}_{L,σ,0} → H^1_{L,σ,0}, (y, y_Γ) → (u, u_Γ) = S^{L,σ}(y, y_Γ) = ( S^{L,σ}_Ω (y, y_Γ), S^{L,σ}_Γ (y, y_Γ) ) . A direct calculation yields that ( (u, u_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ) L^2 = ( (u, u_Γ), S^{L,σ}(z, z_Γ) ) H^1_{L,σ,0} , ∀ (u, uΓ) ∈ H 1 L,σ,0, (z, zΓ) ∈ L 2 (0).

Thanks to [33, Corollary 3.5], we can introduce the following inner product on H^{−1}_{L,σ,0}: ( (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ) 0,∗ := a_{L,σ} ( S^{L,σ}(y, y_Γ), S^{L,σ}(z, z_Γ) ) , ∀ (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ∈ H^{−1}_{L,σ,0}. The associated norm ‖(y, y_Γ)‖_{0,∗} := ( (y, y_Γ), (y, y_Γ) )_{1/2} 0,∗ is equivalent to the standard dual norm ‖ · ‖_{(H}1_{L,σ)}′ on H^{−1}_{L,σ,0}.

Then for any (y, y_Γ) ∈ (H^1_{L,σ})^′, we have

‖(y, y_Γ)‖_∗ := ( ‖(y, y_Γ) − m(y, y_Γ)1‖^2_{0,∗} + |m(y, y_Γ)|^2 )_{1/2} , ∀ (y, y_Γ) ∈ (H^1_{L,σ})^′,

is equivalent to the usual dual norm ‖ · ‖_{(H}1_{L,σ )}′ .

Next, we consider the specific case with L = σ = 0. Denote the closed linear subspaces ~V^k_{(0)} := ~V^k ∩ L^2_{(0)}. Thanks to the generalized Poincaré’s inequality in Lemma A.4, the space ~V^1_{(0)} can be equipped with the inner product ( (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ) ~V 1_{(0)} := ∫ Ω ∇y · ∇z dx, ∀ (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ∈ ~V^1_{(0)}, and the corresponding norm ‖ · ‖_{~V} 1_{(0)} := (·, ·)^{1/2}_{~V 1(0)} . We extend the bilinear form a_{L,σ} to the case with L = σ = 0, that is,

a_{0,0} ( (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ) = ∫ Ω ∇y · ∇z dx, ∀ (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ∈ ~V^1.

Consider the operator A : ~V^1 → (~V^1)^′ induced by ⟨ A(y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ⟩ (~V^1)^′,~V^1 = a0,0 ( (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ) , ∀ (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ∈ ~V^1.

Define ~V^{−1}_{(0)} := {(y, y_Γ) ∈ (~V^1)^′ : m(y, y_Γ) = 0},

where the generalized mean is defined as

m(y, y_Γ) = ⟨(y, y_Γ), (1, 1)⟩_{(~V 1)′ ,~V 1} |Ω| + |Γ| . According to [17], we find that the restriction A_0 = A|_{~V} 1_{(0)} is a linear isomorphism and its inverse A^{−1}_0 : ~V^{−1}_{(0)} → ~V^1_{(0)}

is compact on L^2_{(0)}. Besides, we can define the inner product on ~V^{−1}_{(0)} by ( (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ) ~V^{−1}_{(0)} := a0,0 ( A^{−1}_0 (y, y_Γ), A^{−1}_0 (z, z_Γ) ) , ∀ (y, y_Γ), (z, z_Γ) ∈ ~V^{−1}_{(0)} .

For further properties of A and A_0, we refer to [16, 17] and the references therein.

Let us summarize the notations for operators and spaces corresponding to different values of the parameters L, σ in (1.8), which will be used in the remaining part of this paper:

(B1) For (L, σ) ∈ (0, ∞) × (0, ∞),

A_{L,σ} := S^{L,σ}, H^1_{L,σ} := H^1, H^1_{L,σ,0} := H^1_{(0)}, H^{−1}_{L,σ,0} := H^{−1}_{(0)}, V^k_σ = H^k, V^k_{σ,0} = H^k_{(0)}.

(B2) For (L, σ) ∈ {0} × (0, ∞),

A_{L,σ} := S^{L,σ}, H^1_{L,σ} := V^1, H^1_{L,σ,0} := V^1_{(0)}, H^{−1}_{L,σ,0} := V^{−1}_{(0)} , V^k_σ = V^k, V^k_{σ,0} = V^k_{(0)}.

(B3) For L = σ = 0,

A_{L,σ} := A^{−1}_0 , H^1_{L,σ} := ~V^1, H^1_{L,σ,0} := ~V^1_{(0)}, H^{−1}_{L,σ,0} := ~V^{−1}_{(0)} , V^k_σ = ~V^k, V^k_{σ,0} = ~V^k_{(0)}.

For the sake of convenience, hereafter we shall use the bold notation for generic element y = (y, y_Γ) in the product spaces L^2, H^1_{L,σ}, (H^1_{L,σ} )^′ etc. Besides, the symbol C stands for generic positive constants that may depend on coefficients of the system, norms of the initial datum, Ω and Γ. Their values may change from line to line and specific dependencies will be pointed out when necessary.

2.2 The initial boundary value problem

Set Q := Ω × (0, ∞), Σ := Γ × (0, ∞) as well as Q_T := Ω × (0, T ), Σ_T := Γ × (0, T ) for any T > 0. Under the choice of parameters presented in (1.8), we reformulate the original problem (1.1)–(1.3) into the following form ∂_tφ = Δμ, in Q, μ = −Δφ + β(φ) + π(φ), in Q, ∂_tψ = σΔ_Γθ − ∂_nμ, on Σ, θ = ∂_nφ − Δ_Γψ + β_Γ(ψ) + π_Γ(ψ), on Σ, φ|_Γ = ψ, on Σ, L∂_nμ = θ − μ|_Γ, on Σ, φ|_{t=0} = φ_0, in Ω, ψ|_{t=0} = ψ_0 = φ_0|_Γ, on Γ.

(2.4)

Here, we view (2.4) as a sort of transmission problem that consists of a Cahn-Hilliard equation for φ in the bulk and another evolution equation for ψ = φ|_Γ on the boundary [32, 43]. Besides, we make the following decomposition for the bulk and boundary potentials F = ^β + ^π, G = ^β_Γ + ^π_Γ. Let us give the assumptions on the nonlinearities and initial data.

(A1) β, β_Γ ∈ C^1(−1, 1) are monotone increasing functions with lim_{r→−1} β(r) = −∞, lim_{r→−1} β_Γ(r) = −∞, lim_{r→1} β(r) = +∞, lim_{r→1} β_Γ(r) = +∞.

Their primitive denoted by ^β, ^β_Γ, respectively, satisfy ^β, ^β_Γ ∈ C([−1, 1]) ∩ C^2(−1, 1). The derivatives β^′, β^′_Γ satisfy β^′(r) ≥ ϖ, β^′_Γ(r) ≥ ϖ, ∀ r ∈ (−1, 1) for some positive constant ϖ > 0. Without loss of generality, we set ^β(0) = ^β_Γ(0) = β(0) = β_Γ(0) = 0 and make the extension ^β(r) = +∞, ^β_Γ(r) = +∞ for |r| > 1.

(A2) There exist positive constants ϱ, c_0 > 0 such that |β(r)| ≤ ϱ|β_Γ(r)| + c_0, ∀ r ∈ (−1, 1). (2.5) (A3) ^π, ^π_Γ ∈ C^1(R) and their derivatives π := ^π^′, π_Γ := ^π^′_Γ are globally Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constants denoted by K and K_Γ, respectively.

(A4) (φ_0, ψ_0) ∈ V^1 satisfying ^β(φ_0) ∈ L^1(Ω), ^β_Γ(ψ_0) ∈ L^1(Γ) and m(φ_0, ψ_0) = m_0 ∈ (−1, 1). Remark 2.1. Following the usual setting in [4,6,9–11,38], we assume that β_Γ dominates β as in (2.5). This compatibility condition is useful when we deal with the bulk-surface interaction and derive necessary a priori estimates. An alternative choice consists in taking the bulk potential as the dominating one (see [23]). Besides, comparing with the assumptions in [15], here we no longer require that the derivatives β^′, β^′_Γ are convex.

For the sake of convenience, we denote φ = (φ, ψ), μ = (μ, θ), β = (β, β_Γ), π = (π, π_Γ), φ_0 = (φ_0, ψ_0).

Then we have the following result on the existence and uniqueness of global weak solutions to problem (2.4). Proposition 2.1. Let Ω ⊂ R^d (d ∈ {2, 3}) be a bounded domain with smooth boundary Γ. Suppose that the assumptions (A1)–(A4) are satisfied and the parameters (L, σ) fulfill (1.8). For arbitrary T ∈ (0, ∞), problem (2.4) admits a global weak solution (φ, μ) in the following sense:

ω := φ − m_01 ∈ H^1(0, T ; H^{−1}_{L,σ,0}) ∩ L^∞(0, T ; V^1_{(0)}) ∩ L^2(0, T ; V^2_{(0)}), μ ∈ L^2(0, T ; H^1_{L,σ}), β(φ) ∈ L^2(0, T ; L^2), such that ⟨ ∂_tφ(t), y ⟩ H^{−1}_{L,σ} ,H^1_{L,σ} + aL,σ ( μ(t), y ) = 0, ∀ y ∈ H^1_{L,σ} , (2.6) for almost all t ∈ (0, T ), and μ = −Δφ + β(φ) + π(φ), a.e. in Q_T , (2.7) θ = ∂_nφ − Δ_Γψ + β_Γ(ψ) + π_Γ(ψ), a.e. on Σ_T . (2.8) Furthermore, the initial conditions are satisfied φ|_{t=0} = φ_0 a.e. in Ω, ψ|_{t=0} = ψ_0 a.e. on Γ.

Finally, let (φ_i, μ_i) be two weak solutions corresponding to the initial data φ_{0,i}, i = 1, 2, respectively. Then, there exists a constant C > 0, depending on K, K_Γ, Ω, Γ, coefficients of the system and T , such that

‖φ_1(t) − φ_2(t)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} + ∫_t 0 ‖φ_1(s) − φ_2(s)‖^2_V 1_{(0)} ds ≤ C‖φ_{0,1} − φ_{0,2}‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} , ∀ t ∈ [0, T ].

As a consequence, the weak solution is unique.

Remark 2.2. Since T > 0 is arbitrary, the regularity of φ implies φ ∈ C_w([0, ∞); V^1) ∩ C([0, ∞); L^2) so that the initial datum can be attained. A sketch of the proof for Proposition 2.1 can be found in Section 3.1.

2.3 Statement of main results

In this subsection, we state the main results of this paper. The first result implies that every weak solution instantaneous regularizes for t > 0.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that Ω ⊂ R^d (d ∈ {2, 3}) is a bounded domain with smooth boundary Γ, the assumptions (A1)– (A4) are satisfied and the parameters (L, σ) fulfill (1.8). Let (φ, μ) be the unique global weak solution to problem (2.4) obtained in Proposition 2.1. For any η > 0, it holds

φ ∈ L^∞(η, ∞; V^2), ∂_tφ ∈ L^∞(η, ∞; H^{−1}_{L,σ,0}) ∩ L^2_{uloc}(η, ∞; V^1_{(0)}), μ ∈ L^∞(η, ∞; H^1_{L,σ}) ∩ L^2_{uloc}(η, ∞; V^2_σ ).

Moreover, we have β_Γ(ψ) ∈ L^∞(η, ∞; H_Γ) and β(φ) ∈ L^∞(η, ∞; L^q ), when d = 2, q ∈ [2, ∞); when d = 3, q ∈ [1, 6] if σ > 0 and q ∈ [1, 4] if σ = 0.

Next, we show the eventual separation property for weak solutions that holds in both two and three dimensions.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem 2.1 are satisfied. Let (φ, μ) be the unique global weak solution to problem (2.4) obtained in Proposition 2.1. There exists a constant δ_1 ∈ (0, 1) and a sufficiently large time T_{SP} > 0 such that

‖φ(t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ 1 − δ_1, ‖ψ(t)‖_L∞_{(Γ)} ≤ 1 − δ_1, ∀ t ≥ T_{SP}. (2.9)

Assume in addition, the following growth condition for the bulk potential β near the singular points ±1 (see [19]):

(A5) As δ → 0^+, for some κ > 1/2, it holds 1 β(1 − 2δ) = O ( 1 | ln δ|^κ ) , 1 |β(−1 + 2δ)| = O ( 1 | ln δ|^κ ) . (2.10)

With (A5), we can prove the instantaneous separation property for weak solutions in two dimensions.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that Ω ⊂ R^2 is a bounded domain with smooth boundary Γ, the assumptions (A1)–(A5) are satisfied and the parameters (L, σ) fulfill (1.8). Let (φ, μ) be the unique global weak solution to problem (2.4) obtained in Proposition 2.1. Then for any η > 0, there exists a constant δ_2 ∈ (0, 1), depending on η, m_0, E(φ_0), Ω and Γ, such that

‖φ(t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ 1 − δ_2, ‖ψ(t)‖_L∞_{(Γ)} ≤ 1 − δ_2, ∀ t ≥ η. (2.11)

Remark 2.3. Combining (2.5) with (2.10), we also find a growth condition on β_Γ. It is straightforward to check that the logarithmic potential (1.5) satisfies (2.10). Besides, with κ > 1/2, the assumption (A5) accommodates entropy densities with milder singularities than (1.5).

Remark 2.4. The instantaneous strict separation property for the specific case (B2) has been obtained in [15] with the aid of the Moser-Trudinger inequality in two dimensions. To achieve this goal, it was required in [15] that both derivatives β^′, β^′_Γ are convex on (−1, 1), and an additional pointwise assumption was imposed on the derivative of β apart from its strict positivity, i.e., there exists a positive constant ~c_0 such that |β^′(r)| ≤ e^{~c0|β(r)|+~c0} , ∀ r ∈ (−1, 1). Besides, the argument in [15] essentially relied on the assumption σ > 0 since the diffusive term σΔ_Γθ provides a regularizing effect on the boundary leading to θ ∈ V_Γ. In Theorem 2.3, we establish the instantaneous separation property for all the three cases (B1)–(B3) by extending the De Giorgi’s iteration scheme in [19], under a milder assumption on β (i.e., (2.10)) and without the regularizing effect σ > 0 when L = 0.

The eventual separation property obtained in Theorem 2.2 enables us to prove that every global weak solution converges to a single equilibrium as t → ∞. Moreover precisely, we have

Theorem 2.4. Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem 2.1 are satisfied. In addition, we assume that β, β_Γ are real analytic on (−1, 1) and π, π_Γ are real analytic on R. Let (φ, μ) be the unique global weak solution to problem (2.4) obtained in Proposition 2.1. Then it holds

lim_{t→∞} ‖φ(t) − φ_∞‖_V 2 = 0,

where φ_∞ := (φ_∞, ψ_∞) is a steady state satisfying the elliptic problem

μ_∞ = −Δφ_∞ + β(φ_∞) + π(φ_∞), a.e. in Ω, θ_∞ = −Δ_Γψ_∞ + β_Γ(ψ_∞) + π_Γ(ψ_∞) + ∂_nφ_∞, a.e. on Γ, φ_∞|_Γ = ψ_∞, a.e. on Γ, m(φ_∞) = m_0,

with constants

μ_∞ = θ_∞ = 1 |Ω| + |Γ| [ ∫ Ω ( β(φ_∞) + π(φ_∞) ) dx + ∫ Γ ( β_Γ(ψ_∞) + π_Γ(ψ_∞) ) dS ] . Moreover, we have the following estimate on the convergence rate ‖φ(t) − φ_∞‖_V 1 ≤ C ( 1 + t )_− θ^∗_{1−2θ∗} , ∀ t ≥ 1, (2.12)

where θ^∗ ∈ (0, 1/2) is a constant depending on φ_∞, the positive constant C may depend on E(φ_0), φ_∞, m_0, Ω, Γ and coefficients of the system.

3 Regularity of global weak solutions

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.1 on the instantaneous regularizing property of global weak solutions for t > 0.

3.1 The approximating problem

For convenience of the subsequent analysis, we recall the approximating problem as in [6, 40]. For every ε ∈ (0, 1), set β_ε, β_{Γ,ε} : R → R, along with the associated resolvent operators J_ε, J_{Γ,ε} : R → R by

β_ε(r) := 1 ε ( r − J_ε(r) ) := 1 ε ( r − (I + εβ)^{−1}(r) ) , β_{Γ,ε}(r) := 1 εϱ ( r − J_{Γ,ε}(r) ) := 1 εϱ ( r − (I + εϱβ_Γ)^{−1}(r) ) , for all r ∈ R, where ϱ > 0 is the coefficient given in the condition (2.5) (see, e.g., [4, 6]). The related Moreau-Yosida regularizations ^β_ε, ^β_{Γ,ε} of ^β, ^β_Γ : R → R are then given by (see, e.g., [47])

^β_ε(r) := inf_{s∈R} { 1 2ε |r − s|^2 + ^β(s) } = 1 2ε |r − J_ε(r)|^2 + ^β ( J_ε(r) ) = ∫_r 0 β_ε(s) ds, ^β_{Γ,ε}(r) := inf_{s∈R} { 1 2εϱ |r − s|^2 + ^β_Γ(s) } = ∫_r 0 β_{Γ,ε}(s) ds. Define the projection operator

P : L^2 → L^2_{(0)}, y → y − m(y)1.

Let us consider the following approximating problem with ε ∈ (0, 1): εω^′_ε(t) + A_{L,σ} ( ω^′_ε(t) ) + ∂Φ ( ω_ε(t) ) = P ( −β_ε ( φ_ε(t) ) − π ( φ_ε(t) )) in L^2_{(0)}, for a.a. t ∈ (0, T ), (3.1)

μ_ε(t) := εω^′_ε(t) + ∂Φ ( ω_ε(t) ) + β_ε ( φ_ε(t) ) + π ( φ_ε(t) ) in L^2, for a.a. t ∈ (0, T ), (3.2) ω_ε(0) = ω_0 = φ_0 − m_01 in L^2_{(0)}, (3.3) where φ_ε = ω_ε + m_01 and β_ε = (β_ε, β_{Γ,ε}). In (3.1) and (3.2), Φ : L^2_{(0)} → [0, ∞] is a proper, lower semi-continuous and convex functional such that

Φ(y) := 1 2 ∫ Ω |∇y|^2 dx + 1 2 ∫ Γ |∇_Γy_Γ|^2 dS, if y ∈ V^1_{(0)}, +∞, otherwise.

The subdifferential ∂Φ of Φ is given by ∂Φ(y) = (−Δy, ∂_ny − Δ_Γy_Γ) with D(∂Φ) = V^2_{(0)} (see, e.g., [6, Lemma C]).

A sketch of the proof for Proposition 2.1. Applying the abstract theory of doubly nonlinear evolutions (cf. [12]) and the contraction mapping principle, we can conclude that there exists a unique solution

ω_ε ∈ H^1(0, T ; L^2_{(0)}) ∩ L^∞(0, T ; V^1_{(0)}) ∩ L^2(0, T ; V^2_{(0)})

satisfying (3.1)–(3.3) (cf. [6, 40]). By (3.2), we further obtain μ_ε ∈ L^2(0, T ; H^1_{L,σ}). In this manner, one can obtain a family of approximating solutions (φ_ε, μ_ε) satisfying sufficient a priori estimates that are uniform with respect to the approximating parameter ε. By the compactness argument and passing to the limit as ε → 0 (up to a subsequence), we can find a limit pair (φ, μ) that gives the global weak solution to the original problem (2.4) on [0, T ]. Uniqueness of (φ, μ) follows from the standard energy method. For the case with (L, σ) ∈ (0, ∞) × (0, ∞), the conclusion of Proposition 2.1 follows from the same proof as in [40], while for (L, σ) ∈ {0} × [0, ∞), we refer to [6]. We just mention that in the current problem (2.4), those external sources considered in [6,40] are neglected so that we are able to derive uniform-in-time estimates and extend the solution to the whole interval [0, ∞) (cf. [15] for the special case with (L, σ) ∈ {0} × [0, ∞)). 3.2 Mass conservation and energy equality

We present some basic properties of global weak solutions to problem (2.4).

Proposition 3.1 (Mass conservation). Let φ be the global weak solution obtained in Proposition 2.1. It holds

m(φ(t)) = m_0, ∀ t ≥ 0. (3.4)

Proof. Taking y = 1 in the weak formulation (2.6), we easily arrive at the conclusion (3.4), see [6, Remark 2] for L = 0 and [40, Lemma 3.1] for L > 0.

Next, we derive an energy inequality for global weak solutions.

Lemma 3.1. Let (φ, μ) be the global weak solution obtained in Proposition 2.1. It holds E ( φ(t) ) + ∫_t 0 ‖φ^′(s)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} ds ≤ E ( φ_0 ) , for a.a. t ≥ 0. (3.5)

Moreover, there exists a positive constant M_1 such that

‖φ‖_L∞_{(0,∞;V} 1_) + ∫_∞ 0 ‖φ^′(t)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} dt ≤ M_1, (3.6) ∫_∞ 0 ‖Pμ(t)‖^2_H1_{L,σ,0} dt ≤ M_1. (3.7)

Proof. We apply the argument in [15] for the case (L, σ) ∈ {0} × [0, ∞). Testing (3.1) by ω^′_ε ∈ L^2(0, ∞; L^2_{(0)}), using the chain rule of subdifferential (see, e.g., [47]), we find that t → E_ε ( φ_ε(t) ) is absolutely continuous on [0, ∞) and d dt E_ε ( φ_ε(t) ) + ε‖ω^′_ε(t)‖^2_L2 + ‖ω^′_ε(t)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} = 0, for a.a. t > 0, (3.8)

where E_ε ( y ) = 1 2 ∫ Ω |∇y|^2 dx + 1 2 ∫ Γ |∇_Γy_Γ|^2 dS + ∫ Ω ^β_ε(y) + ^π(y) dx

+ ∫ Γ ^β_{Γ,ε}(y_Γ) + ^π_Γ(y_Γ) dS, ∀ y ∈ V^1.

Integrating (3.8) with respective to time, we obtain E_ε ( φ_ε(t) ) + ε ∫_t 0 ‖ω^′_ε(s)‖^2_L2 ds + ∫_t 0 ‖ω^′_ε(s)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} ds = E_ε ( φ_0 ) , ∀ t ≥ 0. (3.9)

Recall the weak and strong convergence results (in the sense of subsequence)

ω_ε → ω weakly star in L^∞(0, T ; V^1_{(0)}),

ω_ε → ω weakly in H^1(0, T ; H^{−1}_{L,σ,0}) ∩ L^2(0, T ; V^2),

ω_ε → ω strongly in C([0, T ]; L^2_{(0)}) ∩ L^2(0, T ; V^1_{(0)}),

εω_ε → 0 strongly in H^1(0, T ; L^2),

for any T > 0 (see [6, 15, 40]). By the lower weak semicontinuity of norms, we get

lim inf ε→0 ∫_t 0 ‖ω^′_ε(s)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} ds ≥ ∫_t 0 ‖ω^′(s)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} ds, ∀ t > 0. Besides, it is straightforward to check that

lim inf ε→0 E_ε ( φ_ε(t) ) ≥ E ( φ(t) ) for a.a. t > 0, and lim_{ε→0} E_ε ( φ_0 ) = E ( φ_0 ) . Thus, taking lim inf as ε → 0 in (3.9), we obtain the energy inequality (3.5).

Thanks to (A1), (A3), we can find a nonnegative constant c_1 such that ^β(r) + ^π(r) ≥ −c_1, ^β_Γ(r) + ^π_Γ(r) ≥ −c_1, ∀ r ∈ [−1, 1]. Hence, by the definition of E(φ), we get E ( φ(t) ) ≥ 1 2 ∫ Ω |∇φ(t)|^2 dx + 1 2 ∫ Γ |∇_Γψ(t)|^2 dS − c_1 ( |Ω| + |Γ| ) , for a.a. t ≥ 0. (3.10)

Combining it with (3.5), recalling the generalized Poincaré’s inequality in Lemma A.3, we see that ∫_t 0 ‖φ^′(s)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} ds ≤ E ( φ_0 ) + c_1 ( |Ω| + |Γ| ) , and ‖φ(t)‖^2_V 1 ≤ 2(c^2_P + 1)‖φ(t) − m_01‖^2_V 1_{(0)} + 2 ( |Ω| + |Γ| ) |m_0|^2

≤ 4(c^2_P + 1)E(φ_0) + 2(c^2_P + 1)c_1 ( |Ω| + |Γ| ) + 2 ( |Ω| + |Γ| ) |m_0|^2

for almost all t ≥ 0. The above estimates yield (3.6), and for the case L = 0, σ ∈ [0, ∞), we refer to [15]. Finally, by the definition of the operator A_{L,σ} and (2.6), we have −A_{L,σ} ( φ^′(t) ) = Pμ(t) in H^1_{L,σ,0}, for a.a. t ≥ 0, (3.11)

which together with (3.6) allows us to conclude (3.7).

The following lemma implies that the time derivative of weak solution regularizes for positive time.

Lemma 3.2. Let φ be the global weak solution obtained in Proposition 2.1. For any given η > 0, there exists a positive constant M_2 such that ‖φ^′‖_L∞_{(η,∞;H}−1_{L,σ,0)} + ∫_{t+1} t ‖φ^′(s)‖^2_V 1_{(0)} ds ≤ M_2, ∀ t ≥ η. (3.12)

Proof. Consider the difference between (3.1) at time s and s + h (h > 0), that is ε ( ω^′_ε(s + h) − ω^′_ε(s) ) + A_{L,σ} ( ω^′_ε(s + h) − ω^′_ε(s) ) + ∂Φ ( ω_ε(s + h) − ω_ε(s) ) = P ( −β_ε ( φ_ε(s + h) ) + β_ε ( φ_ε(s) )) + P ( −π ( φ_ε(s + h) ) + π ( φ_ε(s) )) in L^2_{(0)} (3.13)

for almost all s ≥ 0. Multiplying (3.13) by ω_ε(s+h)−ω_ε(s), dividing the resultant by h^2, according to the monotonicity

of β_ε, β_{Γ,ε}, the Lipschitz continuity of π, π_Γ and the Ehrling’s lemma (see Lemma A.2), we have ε 2 d ds ‖ ‖ ω_ε(s + h) − ω_ε(s) h ‖ ‖^2_{L2} + 1 2 d ds ‖ ‖ ω_ε(s + h) − ω_ε(s) h ‖ ‖^2_{H−1L,σ,0} + ‖ ‖ ω_ε(s + h) − ω_ε(s) h ‖ ‖^2_{V 1(0)}

≤ (K + K_Γ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ω_ε(s + h) − ω_ε(s) h ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ≤ 1 2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ω_ε(s + h) − ω_ε(s) h ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{V 1(0)} + C ‖ ‖ ‖ ω_ε(s + h) − ω_ε(s) h ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{H−1L,σ,0} , (3.14)

where the positive constant C depends on K, K_Γ, L and σ. Since the specific form of A_{L,σ} does not play an essential

role here, we can apply the same argument as in [15, Lemma 3.3] to conclude (3.12), the details are omitted.

Now we are able to improve the energy inequality (3.5) to be an energy equality.

Proposition 3.2 (Energy equality). Let φ be the global weak solution obtained in Proposition 2.1. We have d dt E ( φ(t) ) + ‖φ^′(t)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} = 0, for a.a. t > 0, (3.15) and E ( φ(t) ) + ∫_t 0 ‖φ^′(s)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} ds = E ( φ_0 ) , ∀ t ≥ 0. (3.16)

Proof. For any given η > 0, we infer from (3.11), Lemma 3.2, the regularity properties obtained in Proposition 2.1 and

the chain rule of subdifferentials (see, e.g., [47]) that − ∫_t s ‖φ^′(τ)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} dτ = ∫_t s ( φ^′(τ), μ(τ) ) L^2 dτ = ∫_t s ( φ^′(τ), ∂Φ ( φ(τ) )) L^2 dτ + ∫_t s ( φ^′(τ), β ( φ(τ) ) + π ( φ(τ) )) L^2 dτ = ∫_t s d dτ E ( φ(τ) ) dτ = E ( φ(t) ) − E ( φ(s) ) , ∀ s, t ≥ η. (3.17) Hence, the mapping t → E ( φ(t) ) is absolutely continuous and non-increasing for all t ≥ η. Since η > 0 is arbitrary,

the energy identity (3.15) holds for almost all t > 0. It follows from (3.5) that lim sup_{s→0} E ( φ(s) ) ≤ E ( φ(0) ) . On

the other hand, from Remark 2.2, lower weak semicontinuity of norms and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,

we have lim inf_{s→0} E ( φ(s) ) ≥ E ( φ(0) ) . As a result, it holds lim_{s→0} E ( φ(s) ) = E ( φ(0) ) . This together with (3.6)

enables us to pass to the limit as s → 0 in (3.17) and conclude the energy equality (3.16).

Remark 3.1. Proposition 3.2 implies that the mapping t → E ( φ(t) ) is absolutely continuous for all t ≥ 0. Then

applying the same argument as in [15, Proposition 4.1], we find φ ∈ C([0, ∞); V^1).

Corollary 3.1. Let φ be the global weak solution obtained in Proposition 2.1. There exists some constant E_∞ ∈ R such

that

lim_{t→∞} E(φ(t)) = E_∞ and lim_{t→∞}

∫_{t+1} t ‖φ^′(s)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} ds = 0. Proof. Since the free energy E(φ(·)) is monotone non-increasing in time and bounded from below (see (3.10)), the

conclusion is an easy consequence of the energy equality (3.16).

3.3 Proof of Theorem 2.1

We proceed to derive some regularity properties of the weak solution.

Lemma 3.3. Let (φ, μ) be the global weak solution obtained in Proposition 2.1. For any given η > 0, there exists a

positive constant M_3 such that

‖β(φ)‖_L∞_{(η,∞;L}1_{(Ω))} + ‖β_Γ(ψ)‖_L∞_{(η,∞;L}1_{(Γ))} ≤ M_3, (3.18)

‖μ‖_L∞_{(η,∞;H}1_{L,σ )} ≤ M_3. (3.19)

Proof. The case (L, σ) ∈ {0} × [0, ∞) has been treated in [15, Lemma 3.4]. Below we extend the result to the general

case (1.8). According to (3.11), (3.12), it holds ‖Pμ‖_L∞_{(η,∞;H}1_{L,σ,0)} = ‖φ^′‖_{L∞(η,∞;H}−1_{L,σ,0)} ≤ M_2. Then, by the generalized Poincaré’s inequality (see Lemma A.3), we get ‖μ‖_H1_{L,σ} ≤ ( |Ω| + |Γ| )_{1/2} m(μ) + ‖Pμ‖_H1_{L,σ} ≤ ( |Ω| + |Γ| )_{1/2} m(μ) + 2c_P ‖Pμ‖_H1_{L,σ,0} . In order to obtain (3.19), it remains to control the mean m(μ). Taking z = A_{L,σ} ( ω(s) ) in (2.6) yields ( ω^′(s), ω(s) ) H^{−1}_{L,σ,0} = ( A_{L,σ} ( ω^′(s) ) , A_{L,σ} ( ω(s) )) H^1_{L,σ,0} = − ( Pμ(s), A_{L,σ} ( ω(s) )) H^1_{L,σ,0} = − ⟨ ω(s), Pμ(s) ⟩ H^{−1}_{L,σ,0},H^1_{L,σ,0} = − ( ω(s), Pμ(s) ) L^2 = − ( ω(s), μ(s) ) L^2

= −‖ω(s)‖^2_V 1_{(0)} − ( β ( φ(s) ) , ω(s) ) L^2 − ( π ( φ(s) ) , ω(s) ) L^2

, (3.20)

for almost all s > 0. Due to the assumptions (A1), (A4), there exist positive constants c_3 and c_4 such that (cf. [23,42])

β(r)(r − m_0) ≥ c_3|β(r)| − c_4, β_Γ(r)(r − m_0) ≥ c_3|β_Γ(r)| − c_4, ∀ r ∈ (−1, 1). (3.21)

Recalling the fact ω = φ − m_01, we infer from (3.20)–(3.21) that

c_3 ∫ Ω | |β(φ(s)) | | dx + c_3 ∫ Γ | |β_Γ(ψ(s)) | | dS ≤ c_4 ( |Ω| + |Γ| ) + ‖π ( φ(s) ) ‖_L2 ‖ω(s)‖_L2 + ‖ω^′(s)‖_H−1_{L,σ,0} ‖ω(s)‖_H−1_{L,σ,0} ≤ c_4 ( |Ω| + |Γ| ) + (( K + K_Γ ) ‖φ(s)‖_L2 + ‖π(0)‖_L2 )( ‖φ(s)‖_L2 + |m_0| ( |Ω| + |Γ| )_{1/2}) + C‖φ^′(s)‖_H−1_{L,σ,0} ( ‖φ(s)‖_L2 + 1 ) , for a.a. s ≥ η,

which together with (3.6), (3.12) yields (3.18). Thus, by (2.7), (2.8), we obtain |m(μ(s))| ≤ 1 |Ω| + |Γ| ( ∫ Ω | |β(φ(s)) | | dx + ∫ Γ | |β_Γ(ψ(s)) | | dS + ∫ Ω | |π(φ(s)) | | dx + ∫ Γ | |π_Γ(ψ(s)) | | dS ) , (3.22)

for almost all s ≥ η. Combining (3.6), (3.18) and (3.22), we arrive at the conclusion (3.19).

Remark 3.2. Thanks to (3.12), (3.19), we can view (2.6) as an elliptic problem for μ such that a_{L,σ} ( μ(t), z ) = − ( ω^′(t), z ) L^2 , for all z ∈ H 1 L,σ and a.a. t ∈ [η, ∞). From the elliptic regularity theorem, we find μ ∈ L^2_{uloc}(η, ∞; V^2_σ ). This implies that (φ, μ) becomes a strong solution

of problem (2.4) on (0, ∞), since η > 0 is arbitrary.

Lemma 3.4. Let φ be the global weak solution obtained in Proposition 2.1.

(1) Let d = 2. For any given η > 0, p ∈ [2, ∞), there exists a positive constant ~C_0 such that ‖β(φ)‖_L∞_{(η,∞;L}p_{(Ω))} + ‖β(ψ)‖_L∞_{(η,∞;L}p_{(Γ))} ≤ ~C_0 √ p, (3.23) where ~C_0 is independent of p.

(2) Let d = 3. For any given η > 0, there exists a positive constant ~C_1 such that ‖β(φ)‖_L∞_{(η,∞;L}p_{(Ω))} + ‖β(ψ)‖_L∞_{(η,∞;L}p_{(Γ))} ≤ ~C_1, where p ∈ [1, 6] if σ > 0 and p ∈ [1, 4] if σ = 0, the constant ~C_1 may depend on p.

Proof. The proof is similar to that for [15, (3.27)], where the case (L, σ) ∈ {0} × [0, ∞) has been treated. In particular, the compatibility condition (A2) is essentially used. Here, only two main differences have to be taken into account: (1) when d = 2, one needs to apply Lemma A.6 to control the L^p-norm; (2) when L > 0, the boundary chemical potential θ is no longer the trace of the bulk chemical potential μ. The details are omitted.

Lemma 3.5. Let φ be the global weak solution obtained in Proposition 2.1. For any given η > 0, there exists a positive constant M_4 such that ‖φ‖_L∞_{(η,∞;V} 2_) ≤ M_4, ‖β_Γ(ψ)‖_L∞_{(η,∞;HΓ )} ≤ M_4. (3.24) Proof. Applying the same argument for [15, (3.40)], i.e., the case (L, σ) ∈ {0} × [0, ∞), we can deduce that ‖β_Γ(ψ)‖^2_{HΓ} ≤ 2‖θ − π_Γ(ψ)‖^2_{HΓ} + 2γ‖φ‖^2_H2_{(Ω)} + 2C_γ ‖φ‖^2_H , (3.25) for any γ > 0, where the positive constant C_γ depends on γ. Next, it follows from the elliptic regularity theory (see, e.g., [43, Corollary A.1]) that ‖φ‖_V 2 ≤ C ( ‖β(φ)‖_H + ‖π(φ)‖_H + ‖μ‖_H + ‖β_Γ(ψ)‖_{HΓ} + ‖π_Γ(ψ)‖_{HΓ} + ‖θ‖_{HΓ} + ‖φ‖_L2 ) , almost everywhere on [η, ∞). In view of (3.19), (3.23), (3.25), and taking γ sufficiently small in (3.25), we find ‖φ‖_V 2 ≤ 1 2 ‖φ‖_V 2 + C, for a.a. s ≥ η.

This together with (3.19), (3.23), (3.25) yields the conclusion (3.24).

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Collecting the results in Lemmas 3.3–3.5 and Remark 3.2, we obtain the regularity properties of the weak solution (φ, μ) presented in Theorem 2.1. The proof is complete.

Remark 3.3. From Lemmas 3.2 and 3.5, we find that φ ∈ C((0, ∞); H^{2r}) for any r ∈ (3/4, 1). Thanks to the Sobolev embedding theorem, for any given η > 0, it holds φ ∈ C(Ω × [η, ∞)) and ψ = φ|_Γ ∈ C(Γ × [η, ∞)), moreover, ‖φ(t)‖_{C(Ω)} ≤ 1, ‖ψ(t)‖_{C(Γ)} ≤ 1, ∀ t ≥ η. (3.26) 4 Separation properties of global weak solutions

The aim of this section is two-fold. We first prove Theorem 2.3 on the instantaneous separation property in two dimensions, under the additional assumption (A5). Afterwards, we go back to Theorem 2.2 on the eventual separation property that is valid in both two and three dimensions without (A5).

4.1 Instantaneous separation in two dimensions

Below we provide an unified approach to show the instantaneous separation property of φ in two dimensions, under different combination of parameters (L, σ) ∈ [0, ∞) × [0, ∞) as described in (1.8). The proof is based on a suitable De Giorgi’s iteration scheme for the balance equations of chemical potentials μ and θ, that is, (2.7) and (2.8). It extends the recent work [19] for the single Cahn-Hilliard equation subject to homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions for φ and μ. Here, we are able to obtain the separation property under possible bulk/boundary interactions for phase functions as well as chemical potentials.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Let η > 0 be arbitrary but fixed. Thanks to Remark 3.3, φ is well defined for all t ≥ η and satisfying (3.26). For δ ∈ (0, 1), whose value will be chosen later, we introduce the sequence k_n = 1 − δ − δ 2^n , ∀ n ∈ N, such that 1 − 2δ < k_n < k_{n+1} < 1 − δ, ∀ n ≥ 1, k_n → 1 − δ as n → ∞. For any n ∈ N, we set φ_n(x, t) = (φ(x, t) − k_n)^+, ψ_n(x, t) = (ψ(x, t) − k_n)^+.

It is obvious that 0 ≤ φ_n, ψ_n ≤ 2δ (cf. [44]). Next, define

A_n(t) = { x ∈ Ω : φ(x, t) − k_n ≥ 0 } , B_n(t) = { x ∈ Γ : ψ(x, t) − k_n ≥ 0 } , ∀ t ∈ [η, ∞). By definition, we find A_{n+1}(t) ⊂ A_n(t), B_{n+1}(t) ⊂ B_n(t), ∀ n ∈ N, ∀ t ∈ [η, ∞). Consider z_n(t) = ∫ A_n(t) 1 dx + ∫ B_n(t) 1 dS ≥ 0, ∀ n ∈ N, ∀ t ∈ [η, ∞). For convenience, hereafter let us consider the estimates at an arbitrary but fixed time t ∈ [η, ∞) such that ‖μ(t)‖_H1_{L,σ} ≤ ‖μ‖_L∞_{(η,∞;H}1_{L,σ )} ≤ M_3, (4.1) ‖β(φ(t))‖_Lp_{(Ω)} + ‖β(ψ(t))‖_Lp_{(Γ)} ≤ ‖β(φ)‖_L∞_{(η,∞;L}p_{(Ω))} + ‖β(ψ)‖_L∞_{(η,∞;L}p_{(Γ))} ≤ ~C_0 √ p, (4.2) see (3.19) and (3.23). For any n ∈ N, multiplying (2.7) by φ_n and integrating over Ω, multiplying (2.8) by ψ_n and integrating over Γ, using integration by parts and then adding the resultants together, we obtain ‖∇φ_n‖^2_H + ‖∇_Γψ_n‖^2_{HΓ} + ∫ Ω β(φ)φ_n dx + ∫ Γ β_Γ(ψ)ψ_n dS

J_1 = ∫ Ω μφ_n dx + ∫ Γ θψ_n dS J_2 + ( − ∫ Ω π(φ)φ_n dx − ∫ Γ π_Γ(ψ)ψ_n dS )

J_3

. (4.3)

In the derivation of (4.3), we have used the following identities (cf. [19]): ∫ A_n(t) ∇φ · ∇φ_n dx = ‖∇φ_n‖^2_H , ∫ B_n(t) ∇_Γψ · ∇_Γψ_n dS = ‖∇_Γψ_n‖^2_{HΓ} .

In what follows, we estimate the terms J_1–J_3.

The term J_1: As in [19], for any x ∈ A_n(t), it holds β ( φ(x, t) ) = β(k_n) +

∫_1 0 β^′ ( sφ(x, t) + (1 − s)k_n )( φ(x, t) − k_n ) ds. From the assumption (A1) and the fact k_n > 1 − 2δ we find ∫ Ω β(φ)φ_n dx = ∫ A_n(t) β(φ)φ_n dx ≥ β(k_n) ∫ A_n(t) φ_n dx + ϖ ∫ A_n(t) φ^2_n dx ≥ β(1 − 2δ) ∫ Ω φ_n dx + ϖ ∫ Ω φ^2_n dx. (4.4)

In a similar manner, on the boundary it holds ∫ Γ β_Γ(ψ)ψ_n dS ≥ β_Γ(1 − 2δ) ∫ Γ ψ_n dS + ϖ ∫ Γ ψ^2_n dS. (4.5)

The term J_2: By (4.1), Hölder’s inequality, Agmon’s inequality, Lemma A.6 and the Sobolev embedding theorem, we obtain ∫ Ω μφ_n dx + ∫ Γ θψ_n dS = ∫ A_n(t) μφ_n dx + ∫ B_n(t) θψ_n dS ≤ ‖φ_n‖_L∞_{(Ω)}‖μ‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ( ∫ A_n(t) 1 dx

)_{1−} 1_p

+ ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(Γ)}‖θ‖_Lp_{(Γ)} ( ∫ B_n(t) 1 dS

)_{1−} 1_p

≤ C (√ p‖φ_n‖_L∞_{(Ω)}‖μ‖_V + |Γ|^{1p} ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(Γ)}‖θ‖_{VΓ} ) z^{1− 1p}n , if σ > 0, C (√ p‖φ_n‖_L∞_{(Ω)}‖μ‖_V + √ p‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(Γ)}‖θ‖_H 1_{2 (Γ)} ) z^{1− 1p}_n , if σ = 0, ≤ C(η)δ √ pz^{1− 1p}_n , ∀ p ≥ 2. The term J_3: Set π_∞ = max s∈[−1,1] |π(s)|, π_{Γ,∞} = max_{s∈[−1,1]} |π_Γ(s)|. Then it holds − ∫ Ω π(φ)φ_n dx − ∫ Γ π_Γ(ψ)ψ_n dS ≤ π_∞ ∫ Ω φ_n dx + π_{Γ,∞} ∫ Γ ψ_n dS. (4.6)

Collecting the above estimates, we infer from (4.3) that

‖∇φ_n‖^2_H + ‖∇_Γψ_n‖^2_{HΓ} + ( β(1 − 2δ) − π_∞ ) ∫ Ω φ_n dx + ϖ ∫ Ω φ^2_n dx + ( β_Γ(1 − 2δ) − π_{Γ,∞} ) ∫ Γ ψ_n dS + ϖ ∫ Γ ψ^2_n dS ≤ C(η)δ √ pz^{1− 1p}_n , ∀ p ≥ 2. (4.7)

Thanks to (A1), we have β(1 − 2δ) − π_∞ > 0, β_Γ(1 − 2δ) − π_{Γ,∞} > 0, provided that δ ∈ (0, 1) is sufficiently small. Moreover, for any x ∈ A_{n+1}(t), the following observation has been made in [19]: φ_n(x, t) = φ(x, t) − k_n = φ_{n+1}(x, t) + δ ( 1 2^n − 1 2^{n+1} ) ≥ δ 2^{n+1}

. (4.8)

Similarly, for any x ∈ B_{n+1}(t), it holds ψ_n(x, t) ≥ δ 2^{n+1}

. (4.9)

From (4.8) and (4.9), we see that ∫ Ω |φ_n|^3 dx ≥ ∫ A_{n+1}(t) |φ_n|^3 dx ≥ ( δ 2^{n+1}

)_3 ∫

A_{n+1}(t) 1 dx, ∫ Γ |ψ_n|^3 dS ≥ ∫ B_{n+1}(t) |ψ_n|^3 dS ≥ ( δ 2^{n+1}

)_3 ∫

B_{n+1}(t) 1 dS, which imply ∫ Ω |φ_n|^3 dx + ∫ Γ |ψ_n|^3 dS ≥ ( δ 2^{n+1}

)_3

z_{n+1}. (4.10)

On the other hand, by Hölder’s inequality, the Sobolev embedding theorem and (4.7), we obtain ∫ Ω |φ_n|^3 dx + ∫ Γ |ψ_n|^3 dS = ∫ A_n(t) |φ_n|^3 dx + ∫ B_n(t) |ψ_n|^3 dS ≤ ( ∫ Ω |φ_n|^4 dx

) 3_4 ( ∫ A_n(t) 1 dx

) 1_4 + ( ∫ Γ |ψ_n|^4 dS

) 3_4 ( ∫ B_n(t) 1 dS

) 1_4

≤ C ( ‖φ_n‖^3_V + ‖ψ_n‖^3_{VΓ} ) z^{14}_n

≤ C(η)δ^{32} p^{34} z^{74 − 32p}_n . (4.11)

Hence, it follows from (4.10) and (4.11) that

z_{n+1} ≤ C(η)2^{3n+3}δ^{− 32} p^{34} z^{74 − 32p}_n .

Applying Lemma A.5 with the choices

b = 2^3, C = C(η)2^3δ^{− 32} p^{34} , ϵ = 3 4 − 3 2p = 3(p − 2) 4p , we can conclude that if

z_0 ≤ C^{− 4p3(p−2)} b^{− 16p} 2 9(p−2)2 , (4.12)

then z_n → 0. The condition (4.12) can be written as

z_0 ≤ 1 2^{4pp−2 + 16p} 2 3(p−2)2 C(η) 4p 3(p−2) =:K(η,p)

( δ^{2pp−2} p^{pp−2} ) . (4.13)

We note that the constant K(η, p) can be independent of p provided that p > 2 is sufficiently large.

To verify the condition (4.13), we can follow the same argument as in [19]. The details are presented below for the sake of completeness. Thanks to (A1) and the estimate (4.2), for sufficiently large q > 2 and sufficiently small δ ∈ (0, 1), we find

z_0 = ∫ A_0(t)

1 dx + ∫ B_0(t)

1 dS ≤ ∫ A_0(t) |β(φ)|^q β(1 − 2δ)^q dx + ∫ B_0 (t) |β(ψ)|^q β(1 − 2δ)^q dS ≤ ∫ Ω |β(φ)|^q dx β(1 − 2δ)^q + ∫ Γ |β(ψ)|^q dS β(1 − 2δ)^q

≤ ~C_0(η)q (√q)q β(1 − 2δ)^q . Now the additional assumption (A5) plays its role, namely, there exists C_β > 0 such that 1 β(1 − 2δ) ≤ C_β | ln δ|^κ for δ sufficiently small.

Taking δ = e^{−q} for q > 2 sufficiently large, we get ~C_0(η)q (√q)q β(1 − 2δ)^q ≤ ~C_0(η)q C^q_β (√q)q | ln δ|^{κq} = ~C_0(η)q C^q_β q^{(κ−1/2)q} . Thus, the condition (4.13) can be ensured if ~C_0(η)q C^q_β q^{(κ−1/2)q} ≤ K(η, p) e^{− 2qpp−2} p^{pp−2} , that is, p^{pp−2} K(η, p) ≤ ~C_0(η)^{−q} C^{−q}_β e^{− 2qpp−2} q^{(κ−1/2)q} . (4.14) Fix now p > 2. Since κ > 1/2, we find ~C_0(η)^{−q} C^{−q}_β e^{− 2qp}p−2 q^{(κ−1/2)q} = e^{− 2qp}p−2^{−q ln( ~C}0^{(η)C}β^{)+(κ−1/2)q ln q} → ∞, as q → ∞. Therefore, by choosing q sufficiently large (and accordingly δ = e^{−q} being small), we can ensure (4.14), and thus (4.13). This yields z_n → 0 as n → ∞ for any time t ∈ [η, ∞) that fulfills (4.1) and (4.2). Recalling the definition of z_n, we have z_n → |{x ∈ Ω : φ(x, t) ≥ 1 − δ}| + |{x ∈ Γ : ψ(x, t) ≥ 1 − δ}|, as n → ∞. Hence, it holds

‖(φ(t) − (1 − δ))^+‖_L∞_{(Ω)} + ‖(ψ(t) − (1 − δ))^+‖_L∞_{(Γ)} = 0.

Thanks to the continuity of φ and ψ (see Remark 3.3), the above identity holds for all t ≥ η. Besides, the inequality (4.14) implies that δ only depends on η but not on the specific time. Repeating exactly the same argument, we can find certain ~δ ∈ (0, 1) such that

‖(φ(t) − (−1 + ~δ))^−‖_L∞_{(Ω)} + ‖(ψ(t) − (−1 + ~δ) )_− ‖_L∞_{(Γ)} = 0, ∀ t ≥ η.

Taking δ_2 = min{δ, ~δ}, we arrive at the conclusion (2.11). The proof of Theorem 2.3 is complete.

4.2 The eventual separation property

For any given a ∈ (−1, 1), we introduce the phase space

Z_a = { φ = (φ, ψ) ∈ V^1 : m(φ) = a, E(φ) < ∞ } . The metric d_{Za} ( ·, · ) is defined as follows: d_{Za} ( φ_1, φ_2 ) := ‖φ_1 − φ_2‖_V 1 + | | | | ∫ Ω ^β(φ_1) dx − ∫ Ω ^β(φ_2) dx | | | | 1 2

+ | | | | ∫ Γ ^β_Γ(ψ_1) dS − ∫ Γ ^β_Γ(ψ_2) dS | | | | 1 2 , ∀ φ_1, φ_2 ∈ Z_a, and ( Z_a, d_{Za} ( ·, · )) is thus a completed metric space. Then we have the following conclusion, which is a straightforward extension of [15, Proposition 4.1]:

Proposition 4.1. Assume that the assumptions in Proposition 2.1 are satisfied. Problem (2.4) defines a strongly continuous semigroup S(t) : Z_{m0} → Z_{m0} such that S(t)φ_0 = φ(t), ∀ t ≥ 0, where φ(t) is the unique global weak solution subject to the initial datum φ_0 ∈ Z_{m0} . Moreover, S(t) ∈ C(Z_{m0} , Z_{m0} ) for all t ≥ 0.

Define ω-limit set

ω(φ_0) := { φ_∞ ∈ H^{2r} ∩ Z_{m0} : ∃ t_n ↗ ∞ such that φ(t_n) → φ_∞ in H^{2r} as n → ∞ }

for r ∈ (3/4, 1). Since for any η > 0, φ ∈ L^∞(η, ∞; V^2), then the trajectory {S(t)φ_0}_{t≥η} is relatively compact in H^{2r}. As a consequence, the set ω(φ_0) is nonempty, connected and compact in H^{2r}. Moreover, since the free energy functional E : Z_{m0} → R serves as a strict Lyapunov function according to Proposition 3.2, then every φ_∞ ∈ ω(φ_0) is a stationary point of {S(t)}_{t≥0}, that is, S(t)φ_∞ = φ_∞ for all t ≥ 0. Hence, (φ_∞, μ_∞) can be regarded as the global weak solution of the following problem

∂_tφ_∞ = Δμ_∞, in Q, μ_∞ = −Δφ_∞ + β(φ_∞) + π(φ_∞), in Q, ∂_tψ_∞ = σΔ_Γθ_∞ − ∂_nμ_∞, on Σ, θ_∞ = −Δ_Γψ_∞ + β_Γ(ψ_∞) + π_Γ(ψ_∞) + ∂_nφ_∞, on Σ, φ_∞|_Γ = ψ_∞, on Σ, L∂_nμ_∞ = θ_∞ − μ_∞|_Γ, on Σ, (φ_∞, ψ_∞)|_{t=0} = (φ_∞, ψ_∞), with φ_∞|_Γ = ψ_∞, in Ω × Γ.

Thanks to the regularity of weak solutions for the evolutionary problem (recall Lemmas 3.4, 3.5 and Remark 3.2), we obtain

φ_∞ ∈ V^2, μ_∞ ∈ V^2_σ , (β(φ_∞), β_Γ(ψ_∞)) ∈ L^2.

Hence, (φ_∞, μ_∞) is a strong solution of the stationary problem

Δμ_∞ = 0, in Ω, μ_∞ = −Δφ_∞ + β(φ_∞) + π(φ_∞), in Ω, σΔ_Γθ_∞ − ∂_nμ_∞ = 0, on Γ, θ_∞ = −Δ_Γψ_∞ + β_Γ(ψ_∞) + π_Γ(ψ_∞) + ∂_nφ_∞, on Γ, φ_∞|_Γ = ψ_∞, on Γ, L∂_nμ_∞ = θ_∞ − μ_∞|_Γ, on Γ.

(4.15)

Testing (4.15)_1 by μ_∞ and (4.15)_3 by θ_∞, respectively, adding the resultants and using (4.15)_6, we obtain ∫ Ω |∇μ_∞|^2 dx + σ ∫ Γ |∇_Γθ_∞|^2 dS + L ∫ Γ |∂_nμ_∞|^2 dS = 0.

For parameters (L, σ) satisfying (1.8), we can conclude that μ_∞ = θ_∞ are constants in all cases. Furthermore, integrating (4.15)_2 in Ω, and (4.15)_4 on Γ, we get

μ_∞ = θ_∞ = 1 |Ω| + |Γ| [ ∫ Ω ( β(φ_∞) + π(φ_∞) ) dx + ∫ Γ ( β_Γ(ψ_∞) + π_Γ(ψ_∞) ) dS ] . (4.16)

Thus, the stationary problem (4.15) reduces to

μ_∞ = −Δφ_∞ + β(φ_∞) + π(φ_∞), in Ω, θ_∞ = −Δ_Γψ_∞ + β_Γ(ψ_∞) + π_Γ(ψ_∞) + ∂_nφ_∞, on Γ, φ_∞|_Γ = ψ_∞, on Γ,

(4.17)

with μ_∞ = θ_∞ given by (4.16). Finally, due to Corollary 3.1, we see that E(φ_∞) ≡ E_∞ on the ω-limit set ω(φ_0).

Remark 4.1. For different combination of parameters (L, σ) satisfying (1.8), the chemical potentials μ, θ in the evolutionary problem present different relationships and regularity properties in different spaces. However, for all cases, the stationary problem satisfies the same form (4.17).

Below we present two approaches that yield the eventual separation of global weak solutions.

Proof of Theorem 2.2: a dynamic approach. The eventual separation property can obtained by a classical dynamical approach, see, e.g., [1, 15, 23]. In particular, Remark 4.1 enables us to take advantage of known results on the stationary problem obtained in [15]. Similar to [15, Definition 4.1], given a ∈ (−1, 1), we say φ_s = (φ_s, ψ_s) is a steady state of problem (2.4), if φ_s ∈ Z_a, (β(φ_s), β_Γ(ψ_s)) ∈ L^2 and ∫ Ω ∇φ_s · ∇z dx + ∫ Ω ( β(φ_s) + π(φ_s) − μ_s ) z dx + ∫ Γ ∇_Γψ_s · ∇_Γz_Γ dS + ∫ Γ ( β_Γ(ψ_s) + π_Γ(ψ_s) − θ_s ) z_Γ dS = 0, ∀ z = (z, z_Γ) ∈ V^1,

with μ_s = θ_s given as in (4.16). Denote the set of all steady states by S_a. It has been shown in [15, Lemma 4.1] that under the assumptions (A1)–(A3), for any given a ∈ (−1, 1), there exist uniform constants M_a > 0 and δ_a ∈ (0, 1) such that for every φ_s = (φ_s, ψ_s) ∈ S_a and its associated constants μ_s = θ_s, it holds

− 1 + δ_a ≤ φ_s ≤ 1 − δ_a, in Ω, − 1 + δ_a ≤ ψ_s ≤ 1 − δ_a, on Γ, |μ_s| = |θ_s| ≤ M_a. Moreover, S_a is a bounded set in H^3. Returning to our problem (2.4) with a = m_0, we have already shown

ω(φ_0) ⊂ S_{m0} .

Then it follows from the definition of ω(φ_0) that

lim_{t→∞} dist ( S(t)φ_0, ω(φ_0) ) = 0 in H^{2r}, r ∈ (3/4, 1),

where the distance is given by dist ( z, ω(φ_0) ) = inf_{y∈ω(φ0)} ‖z − y‖_H2r . Thanks to the Sobolev embedding theorem, we see that H^{2r} → C(Ω) × C(Γ) for r ∈ (3/4, 1). Therefore, we can conclude (2.9) by taking

δ_1 = 1 2 δ_{m0} ∈ (0, 1).

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2: via De Giorgi’s iteration. Inspired by the recent work [19], we can give an alternative proof based on the dissipative nature of problem (2.4) and a suitable De Giorgi’s iteration scheme. Denote the different quotient of f by ∂^h_t f(·) = ( f(· + h) − f(·) ) /h with h > 0. Similar to the derivation of (3.14), we obtain d dt ‖∂^h_t φ(t)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} + ‖∂^h_t φ(t)‖^2_V 1_{(0)} ≤ C‖∂^h_t φ(t)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} . (4.18)

Recalling Corollary 3.1, for any ~ϵ > 0, there exists some T_{~ϵ} ≥ 1, such that ∫_{t+2} t ‖φ^′(s)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} ds < ~ϵ, ∀ t ≥ T_{~ϵ}. Then for h ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small, it holds ∫_{t+1} t ‖∂^h_t φ(s)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} ds ≤ C ∫_{t+2} t ‖φ^′(s)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} ds < C~ϵ, ∀ t ≥ T_{~ϵ}. (4.19) By (4.18), (4.19) and the well-known uniform Gronwall inequality, we infer that sup t≥T_{~ϵ}+1 ‖∂^h_t φ(t)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} ≤ C~ϵ, for all h ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small, where C > 0 is independent of h. Passing to the limit as h → 0, we get sup t≥T_{~ϵ} +1 ‖φ^′(t)‖^2_H−1_{L,σ,0} ≤ C~ϵ, which, combined with (2.6), yields sup t≥T_{~ϵ} +1 ‖Pμ(t)‖^2_H1_{L,σ,0} ≤ C~ϵ. (4.20) Let us now return to the De Giorgi’s iteration scheme in the proof of Theorem 2.3. Apply the decomposition as in [19]: ∫ Ω μφ_n dx + ∫ Γ θψ_n dS = ∫ Ω (μ − m(μ))φ_n dx + ∫ Γ (θ − m(μ))ψ_n dS + m(μ) ( ∫ Ω φ_n dx + ∫ Γ ψ_n dS ) . (4.21) Recalling (4.3), (4.4), (4.5), (4.6), and the facts 0 ≤ φ_n, ψ_n ≤ 2δ, we infer from (4.21), the Sobolev embedding theorem and the generalized Poincaré’s inequalities (see Lemmas A.3, A.4) that ‖∇φ_n‖^2_H + ‖∇_Γψ_n‖^2_{HΓ} + ( β(1 − 2δ) − π_∞ − m(μ) ) ∫ Ω φ_n dx + ϖ ∫ Ω φ^2_n dx + ( β_Γ(1 − 2δ) − π_{Γ,∞} − m(μ) ) ∫ Γ ψ_n dS + ϖ ∫ Γ ψ^2_n dS = ∫ Ω (μ − m(μ))φ_n dx + ∫ Γ (θ − m(μ))ψ_n dS ≤ Cδ ( ‖μ − m(μ)‖_L4_{(Ω)} + ‖θ − m(μ)‖_L4_{(Γ)} ) z^{34}_n ≤ Cδ‖Pμ‖_H1_{L,σ,0} z^{34}_n . (4.22) We emphasize that the estimate (4.22) is valid for all cases in (1.8). Thanks to Lemma 3.3, it holds m(μ) ∈ L^∞(1, ∞). Then by (A1), we can take δ > 0 sufficiently small such that β(1 − 2δ) − π_∞ − m(μ(t)) > 0, β_Γ(1 − 2δ) − π_{Γ,∞} − m(μ(t)) > 0, for a.a. t ≥ 1. (4.23) Combining (4.20), (4.22) and (4.23), we find ‖∇φ_n‖^2_H + ‖∇_Γψ_n‖^2_{HΓ} + ϖ ( ∫ Ω φ^2_n dx + ∫ Γ ψ^2_n dS ) ≤ C~ϵ^{12} δz^{34}n , for a.a. t ≥ T_{~ϵ} + 1, which yields z_{n+1} ≤ C2^{3n+3}δ^{− 32} ~ϵ^{34} z^{118}n .

Hence, for almost all t ≥ T_{~ϵ} + 1, we can conclude that z_n(t) → 0 as n → ∞, provided that z_0(t) ≤ 1 2^{88}3 C^83 ( δ^4 ~ϵ^2 ) . (4.24) In view of (4.24) and the fact z_0(t) ≤ |Ω| + |Γ|, for the previously chosen δ, we can take ~ϵ > 0 sufficiently small such that |Ω| + |Γ| ≤ 1 2^{88}3 C^83 ( δ^4 ~ϵ^2 ) . Then for the corresponding time T_{~ϵ}, (4.24) holds for almost all t ≥ T_{~ϵ} + 1. This gives ‖(φ(t) − (1 − δ))^+‖_L∞_{(Ω)} + ‖(ψ(t) − (1 − δ))^+‖_L∞_{(Γ)} = 0, for a.a. t ≥ T_{~ϵ} + 1.

The rest of the proof is similar to that for Theorem 2.3.

Remark 4.2. The smallness condition (4.20) plays a crucial role in the above proof. This property can be guaranteed provided that the free energy cannot “drop to much” during the evolution. In view of the energy equality (3.16), it happens either for sufficiently large time (as studied here), or instantaneously if the initial datum is close to an absolute minimizer of the total free energy (this is the situation of “small initial energy” mentioned in [19] for the Cahn-Hilliard equation subject to homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions). Another interesting case is that the initial datum is close to a local minimizer of the free energy, which could be handled by the Łojasiewicz-Simon approach (see [38]), under the additional assumption that the nonlinearities β, β_Γ, π and π_Γ are real analytic.

5 Long-time behavior

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.4 on the long-time behavior of global weak solutions to problem (2.4).

Lemma 5.1. Let φ be the unique global weak solution to problem (2.4) obtained in Proposition 2.1. There exists a positive constant M_5 such that

‖φ‖_L∞_{(TSP ,∞;H}2+r_) ≤ M_5, (5.1)

where r ∈ (0, 1/2) and T_{SP} > 0 is determined as in Theorem 2.2.

Proof. Consider the elliptic problem for φ = (φ, ψ): − Δφ(t) = μ(t) − β ( φ(t) ) − π ( φ(t) ) =: h(t), a.e. in Ω, φ|_Γ(t) = ψ(t), a.e. on Γ, ∂_nφ(t) − Δ_Γψ(t) + ψ(t) = θ(t) − β_Γ ( ψ(t) ) − π_Γ ( ψ(t) ) + ψ(t) := h_Γ(t), a.e. on Γ,

for almost all t ≥ T_{SP}. From the strict separation property (2.9), (3.6) and (A1), we obtain ‖β ( φ(t) ) ‖_V + ‖β_Γ ( ψ(t) ) ‖_{VΓ} ≤ C, for a.a. t ≥ T_{SP}.

Next, it follows from (3.19) that

‖μ(t)‖_V + ‖θ(t)‖_{VΓ} ≤ C, for a.a. t ≥ T_{SP}, if σ > 0, ‖μ(t)‖_V + ‖θ(t)‖_H1/2_{(Γ)} ≤ C, for a.a. t ≥ T_{SP}, if σ = 0.

As a consequence, we have

‖h(t)‖_V + ‖h_Γ(t)‖_{VΓ} ≤ C, for a.a. t ≥ T_{SP}, if σ > 0, ‖h(t)‖_V + ‖h_Γ(t)‖_H1/2_{(Γ)} ≤ C, for a.a. t ≥ T_{SP}, if σ = 0.

Applying the elliptic regularity theorem (see [23, Corollary A.1]), we get the uniform estimate (5.1).

By the estimates (3.12), (5.1) and Lemma A.1, we find that φ ∈ C([t, t + 1]; V^2), for all t ≥ T_{SP}. Hence, it holds

φ ∈ C([T_{SP}, ∞); V^2).

The uniform estimate (5.1) and the compact embedding H^{2+r} →→ H^2 imply that the ω-limit set ω(φ_0) is non-empty and compact in V^2. As a result,

lim_{t→∞} dist ( S(t)φ_0, ω(φ_0) ) = 0 in V^2.

Finally, to prove that the ω-limit set ω(φ_0) reduces to a singleton, we apply the Łojasiewicz-Simon approach, see, e.g., for applications to the Cahn-Hilliard type equations [1, 15, 22, 26, 38, 49]. For our current setting, the main tool is the following extended Łojasiewicz-Simon inequality (see [15, Lemma 5.2]). Given a ∈ (−1, 1), it is straightforward to verify that every ζ = (ζ, ζ_Γ) ∈ S_a is a critical point of the free energy E defined by (1.4). Moreover, we have

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that (A1)–(A3) hold. In addition, we assume that β, β_Γ are real analytic on (−1, 1) and π, π_Γ are real analytic on R. Let ζ = (ζ, ζ_Γ) ∈ S_a for some a ∈ (−1, 1). There exist constants θ^∗ ∈ (0, 1/2) and b^∗ > 0 such that ‖ ‖P( −Δφ + β(φ) + π(φ) ∂_nφ − Δ_Γψ + β_Γ(ψ) + π_Γ(ψ) )‖ ‖_{L2} ≥ | |E(φ) − E(ζ) | |^{1−θ∗} , (5.2)

for all φ = (φ, ψ) ∈ V^2 satisfying ‖φ − ζ‖_V 2 < b^∗ and m(φ) = a.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. With the aid of Lemma 5.2, the proof can be carried out in a standard procedure, we refer to [15] for the specific case with L = 0, σ ∈ [0, ∞), see also [20] for the case L = 0, σ = 0 and [22] for the case L, σ ∈ (0, ∞), both with regular potentials. The detailed proof will not be repeated here and we just mention some key points. First, we can show that the unique global weak solution φ of problem (2.4) will fall into a small V^2-neighborhood of ω(φ_0) from a sufficiently large time on. Then, by the generalized Poincaré’s inequalities (see Lemmas A.3, A.4) and Corollary 3.1, we find ‖φ^′‖_H−1_{L,σ,0} = ‖Pμ‖_H1_{L,σ,0} ≥ C|E ( φ ) − E_∞|^{1−θ∗} . This inequality combined with the energy equality (3.16) and the Łojasiewicz-Simon inequality (5.2) yields integrability of the time derivative of φ such that φ^′ ∈ L^1(T_{SP}, ∞; H^{−1}_{L,σ,0}). Consequently, the convergence φ(t) → φ_∞ holds in H^{−1}_{L,σ,0} as t → ∞. With the compactness of the trajectory of φ (see (5.1)), we can further conclude φ(t) → φ_∞ in V^2 as t → ∞. Finally, the convergence rate (2.12) follows from an argument similar to that in [20].

A Useful tools

We report some technical lemmas that have been used in our analysis. First, we recall the compactness lemma of Aubin-Lions-Simon type (see, for instance, [37] in the case q > 1 and [48] when q = 1).

Lemma A.1. Let X_0^c→ X_1 ⊂ X_2 where X_j are (real) Banach spaces (j = 0, 1, 2). Let 1 < p ≤ ∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and I be a bounded subinterval of R. Then, the sets

{φ ∈ L^p (I; X_0) : ∂_tφ ∈ L^q (I; X_2)}^c→ L^p (I; X_1) , if 1 < p < ∞, and {φ ∈ L^p (I; X_0) : ∂_tφ ∈ L^q (I; X_2)}^c→ C (I; X_1) , if p = ∞, q > 1.

The proof of the following Ehrling lemma can be found in [37].

Lemma A.2. Let B_0, B_1, B be three Banach spaces so that B_0 and B_1 are reflexive. Moreover, B_0 →→ B → B_1. Then, for each ϵ > 0, there exists a positive constant C_ϵ depends on ϵ such that ‖z‖_B ≤ ϵ‖z‖_{B0} + C_ϵ‖z‖_{B1} , for all z ∈ B_0. The following generalized Poincaré type inequality has been proved in [33, Lemma A.1, Corollary A.2] (for σ = 1, the extension to σ ∈ (0, ∞) is straightforward, see also [6]):

Lemma A.3. There exists a constant c_P > 0 depending only on L ∈ [0, ∞), σ ∈ (0, ∞) and Ω such that ‖(y, y_Γ)‖_L2 ≤ c_P ‖(y, y_Γ)‖_H1_{L,σ,0} , ∀ (y, y_Γ) ∈ H^1_{L,σ,0}. We also recall the generalized Poincaré’s inequality proved in [17, Section 2]:

Lemma A.4. There exists a constant ~c_P > 0 depending only on Ω such that ‖y‖_H ≤ ~c_P ‖∇y‖_H , ∀ (y, y_Γ) ∈ ~V^1_{(0)}. The following lemma is useful when we apply De Giorgi’s iteration (cf. [13, 44]).

Lemma A.5. Let {z_n}_{n∈N} ⊂ R^+ satisfy the recursive inequalities: z_{n+1} ≤ Cb^nz^{1+ϵ}_n , ∀ n ≥ 0, for some constants C > 0, b > 1, and ϵ > 0. If z_0 ≤ ς := C^{−1/ϵ}b^{−1/ϵ2} , then z_n ≤ ςb^{−n/ϵ}, ∀ n ≥ 0, and consequently, z_n → 0 as n → ∞.

The following critical Sobolev estimate can be proved by the definition of Sobolev spaces on smooth compact manifold and the corresponding critical estimate in whole space (cf. [2])

Lemma A.6. Let M be a smooth compact d-dimension manifold, then there holds ‖f‖_Lp_{(M)} ≤ C √ p‖f‖_H d_{2 (M)}, ∀ f ∈ H^{d2} (M), where the constant C > 0 is independent of p ≥ 2.

Acknowledgments. H. Wu is a member of the Key Laboratory of Mathematics for Nonlinear Sciences (Fudan University), Ministry of Education of China. The research of H. Wu was partially supported by NNSFC Grant No. 12071084 and the Shanghai Center for Mathematical Sciences at Fudan University.

References

[1] H. Abels, M. Wilke, Convergence to equilibrium for the Cahn-Hilliard equation with a logarithmic free energy, Nonlinear Anal., 67(11) (2007), 3176–3193.

[2] H. Bahouri, J.-Y. Chemin, R. Danchin, Fourier Analysis and Nonlinear Partial Differential Equations, Springer- Verlag, Heidelberg, 2011.

[3] J.W. Cahn, J.E. Hilliard, Free energy of a nonuniform system I. Interface free energy, J. Chen. Phys., 2 (1958), 258–267.

[4] L. Calatroni, P. Colli, Global solution to the Allen-Cahn equation with singular potentials and dynamic boundary conditions, Nonlinear Anal., 79 (2013), 12–27.

[5] L. Cherfils, S. Gatti, A. Miranville, A variational approach to a Cahn-Hilliard model in a domain with nonpermeable walls, J. Math. Sci. (N. Y.), 189(4) (2013), 604–636.

[6] P. Colli, T. Fukao, Equation and dynamic boundary condition of Cahn-Hilliard type with singular potentials, Nonlinear Anal., 127 (2015), 413–433.

[7] P. Colli, T. Fukao, L. Scarpa, The Cahn-Hilliard equation with forward-backward dynamic boundary condition via vanishing viscosity, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 54(3) (2022), 3292–3315.

[8] P. Colli, T. Fukao, L. Scarpa, A Cahn-Hilliard system with forward-backward dynamic condition and non-smooth potentials, J. Evol. Equ., 22(4) (2022), Paper No. 89.

[9] P. Colli, T. Fukao, H. Wu, On a transmission problem for equation and dynamic boundary condition of Cahn- Hilliard type with nonsmooth potentials, Math. Nachr., 293(11) (2020), 2051–2081.

[10] P. Colli, G. Gilardi, J. Sprekels, On the Cahn-Hilliard equation with dynamic boundary conditions and a dominating boundary potential, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 419(2) (2014), 972–994.

[11] P. Colli, G. Gilardi, J. Sprekels, On a Cahn-Hilliard system with convection and dynamic boundary conditions, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4), 197(5) (2018), 1445–1475.

[12] P. Colli, A. Visintin, On a class of doubly nonlinear evolution equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 15(5) (1990), 737–756.

[13] E. DiBenedetto, Degenerate Parabolic Equations, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1993. [14] H.P. Fischer, P. Maass, W. Dieterich, Novel surface modes in spinodal decomposition, Phys. Rev. Lett., 79 (1997), 893–896.

[15] T. Fukao, H. Wu, Separation property and convergence to equilibrium for the equation and dynamic boundary condition of Cahn-Hilliard type with singular potential, Asymptot. Anal., 124(3–4) (2021), 303–341.

[16] C.G. Gal, A Cahn-Hilliard model in bounded domains with permeable walls, Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 29(17) (2006), 2009–2036.

[17] C.G. Gal, Robust exponential attractors for a conserved Cahn-Hilliard model with singularly perturbed boundary conditions, Commun. Pure Appl. Anal., 7(4) (2008), 819–836.

[18] C.G. Gal, A. Giorgini, M. Grasselli, The separation property for 2d Cahn-Hilliard equations: local, nonlocal and fractional energy cases, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 43(6) (2023), 2270–2304.

[19] C.G. Gal, A. Poiatti, Unified framework for the separation property in binary phase-segregation processes with singular entropy densities, European J. Appl. Math., (2024), online first. doi:10.1017/S0956792524000196 [20] C.G. Gal, H. Wu, Asymptotic behavior of a Cahn-Hilliard equation with Wentzell boundary conditions and mass conservation, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 22(4) (2008), 1041–1063.

[21] H. Garcke, P. Knopf, Weak solutions of the Cahn-Hilliard system with dynamic boundary conditions: a gradient flow approach, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 52(1) (2020), 340–369.

[22] H. Garcke, P. Knopf, S. Yayla, Long-time dynamics of the Cahn-Hilliard equation with kinetic rate dependent dynamic boundary conditions, Nonlinear Anal., 215 (2022), Paper No. 112619, 44 pp.

[23] G. Gilardi, A. Miranville, G. Schimperna, On the Cahn-Hilliard equation with irregular potentials and dynamic boundary conditions, Commun. Pure Appl. Anal., 8(3) (2009), 881–912.

[24] G. Gilardi, J. Sprekels, Asymptotic limits and optimal control for the Cahn-Hilliard system with convection and dynamic boundary conditions, Nonlinear Anal., 178 (2019), 1–31.

[25] A. Giorgini, On the separation property and the global attractor for the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation in three dimensions, J. Evol. Equ., 24(2) (2024), Paper No. 21.

[26] A. Giorgini, M. Grasselli, A. Miranville, The Cahn-Hilliard-Oono equation with singular potential, Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 27(13) (2017), 2485–2510.

[27] G.R. Goldstein, A. Miranville, G. Schimperna, A Cahn-Hilliard model in a domain with non-permeable walls, Phys. D, 240(8) (2011), 754–766.

[28] J.-N. He, H. Wu, Global well-posedness of a Navier-Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard system with chemotaxis and singular potential in 2D, J. Differential Equations 297 (2021), 47–80.

[29] N. Kajiwara, Global well-posedness for a Cahn-Hilliard equation on bounded domains with permeable and nonpermeable walls in maximal regularity spaces, Adv. Math. Sci. Appl., 27(2) (2018), 277–298.

[30] N. Kenmochi, M. Niezgódka, I. Pawłow, Subdifferential operator approach to the Cahn-Hilliard equation with constraint, J. Differential Equations, 117(2) (1995), 320–356.

[31] R. Kenzler, F. Eurich, P. Maass, B. Rinn, J. Schropp, E. Bohl, W. Dieterich, Phase separation in confined geometries: Solving the Cahn-Hilliard equation with generic boundary conditions, Comput. Phys. Commun., 133 (2001), 139–157.

[32] P. Knopf, K.-F. Lam, C. Liu, S. Metzger, Phase-field dynamics with transfer of materials: the Cahn-Hilliard equation with reaction rate dependent dynamic boundary conditions, ESAIM Math. Model. Numer. Anal., 55(1) (2021), 229–282.

[33] P. Knopf, C. Liu, On second-order and fourth-order elliptic systems consisting of bulk and surface PDEs: wellposedness, regularity theory and eigenvalue problems, Interfaces Free Bound., 23(4) (2021), 507–533.

[34] P. Knopf, A. Signori, On the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation with nonlocal dynamic boundary condition and boundary penalization, J. Differential Equations, 280 (2021), 236–291.

[35] P. Knopf, J. Stange, Well-posedness of a bulk-surface convective Cahn-Hilliard system with dynamic boundary conditions, Nonlinear Differ. Equ. Appl., (2024), in press.

[36] M. Kubo, The Cahn-Hilliard equation with time-dependent constraint, Nonlinear Anal., 75(14) (2012), 5672–5685. [37] J.-L. Lions, Quelques méthodes de résolution des problèmes aux limites non linéaires, Paris: Dunod, 1969. [38] C. Liu, H. Wu, An energetic variational approach for the Cahn-Hilliard equation with dynamic boundary condition:

model derivation and mathematical analysis, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 233(1) (2019), 167–247. [39] S.-O. Londen, H. Petzeltová, Regularity and separation from potential barriers for the Cahn-Hilliard equation with singular potential, J. Evol. Equ., 18 (2018), 1381–1393.

[40] M.-Y. Lv, H. Wu, On the Cahn-Hilliard equation with kinetic rate dependent dynamic boundary condition and non-smooth potential: Well-posedness and asymptotic limits, (2024), preprint. arxiv: 2402.04965.

[41] A. Miranville, H. Wu, Long-time bahavior of the Cahn-Hilliard equation with dynamic boundary condition, J.

Elliptic Parabol. Equ., 6(1) (2020), 283–309.

[42] A. Miranville, S. Zelik, Robust exponential attractors for Cahn-Hilliard type equations with singular potentials, Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 27(5) (2004), 545–582.

[43] A. Miranville, S. Zelik, Exponential attractors for the Cahn-Hilliard equation with dynamic boundary conditions, Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 28(6) (2005), 709–735.

[44] A. Poiatti, The 3D strict separation property for the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation with singular potential, Anal.

PDE, (2024), in press.

[45] T.-Z. Qian, X.-P. Wang, P. Sheng, A variational approach to moving contact line hydrodynamics, J. Fluid Mech., 564 (2006), 333–360.

[46] P. Rybka, K.-H. Hoffmann, Convergence of solutions to Cahn-Hilliard equation, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 24(5–6) (1999), 1055–1077.

[47] R.E. Showalter, Monotone Operators in Banach Spaces and Nonlinear Partial Differential Equations, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1997.

[48] J. Simon, Compact sets in the space L^p(0, T ; B), Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4), 146 (1987), 65–96. [49] H. Wu, Convergence to equilibrium for a Cahn-Hilliard model with Wentzell boundary condition, Asymptot. Anal., 54(1–2) (2007), 71–92.

[50] H. Wu, A review on the Cahn-Hilliard equation: classical results and recent advances in dynamic boundary conditions, Electron. Res. Arch., 30(8) (2022), 2788–2832.