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Abstract

We study the nonlocal-to-local convergence for a nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation with
anisotropic and singular kernels. In particular, we show convergence of weak solutions of
the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation to weak solutions of a corresponding anisotropic Cahn-
Hilliard equation for suitable subsequences. Moreover, we show existence of weak solutions
for the nonlocal equation under a condition, which guarantees existence of weak solutions
for suitably localized or singular kernels.
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1 Introduction

The Cahn-Hilliard equation was introduced by Cahn and Hilliard [11] in 1958 to describe phase
separation of binary alloys. It is one of the basic so-called phase field model. Variants of it
are used in models with two or multiple components such as two-phase flows of fluids, tumor
growth and many other situations, cf. e.g. [38]. The basic Cahn-Hilliard equation with standard
boundary conditions yields the system

∂tc = div(m(c)∇µε) in Ω × (0, T ), (1.1)

µ = −∆c+ f ′(c) in Ω × (0, T ), (1.2)

∂nµ|∂Ω = ∂nc|∂Ω = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, T ), (1.3)

c|t=0 = c0 in Ω. (1.4)
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Here Ω is a bounded domain with C2-boundary and exterior normal n, c is an order parameter
related to the concentrations of the components (e.g., the concentration difference), µ is a
chemical potential, f is a suitable so-called double-well potential, which will be specified later.
Finally, m : R → (0,∞) is a mobility coefficient, which is assumed to be sufficiently smooth.
Notice that the equations in (1.3) are Neumann boundary conditions for the chemical potential
µ and the order parameter c. These describe a no-flux and a ninety degree boundary condition
for the diffuse interface, respectively.

In the case that f is a suitable fourth order polynomial Elliott and Zheng [22] proved existence
of a regular solutions for all times in L2-Sobolev spaces. A disadvantage of it is that smooth f
do not ensure that c(x, t) ∈ [−1, 1] almost everywhere, where [−1, 1] is the physical reasonable
range for c. A counter-example and further references can be found in [38]. One way out is to
use suitable singular f . An important example is given by f : [−1, 1] → R with

f(s) =
θ

2
((1 + s) log(1 + s) + (1 − s) log(1 − s)) − θc

2
s2 for all s ∈ [−1, 1]

for some 0 < θc < θ, which was introduced in [11]. In this case well-posedness of the equation
was first shown in the preprint of Elliott and Luckhaus [21]. Alternative proofs were given
by Debussche and Dettori [19], A. and Wilke [6], and Kenmochi et al. [35] in a more general
context. In the following we will assume that f : [−1, 1] → R is continuous, twice continuously
differentiable in (−1, 1), and infs∈(−1,1) f

′′(s) > −∞.
The nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation was introduced by Giacomin and Lebowitz [31] as a

limit of interacting particle systems and leads to the system

∂tc = div(m(c)∇µ) in Ω × (0, T ), (1.5)

µ = Lc+ f ′(c) in Ω × (0, T ), (1.6)

∂nµ|∂Ω = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, T ), (1.7)

c|t=0 = c0 in Ω. (1.8)

Here L is a nonlocal linear operator defined as

Lu(x) = lim
δ→0

∫
Ω\Bδ(x)

(u(x) − u(y))k(x− y)dy (1.9)

for suitable u : Ω → R, where k : Rd \ {0} → [0,∞) is nonnegative and satisfies k(z) = k(−z) for
all z ∈ Rd \ {0}. In the case that k is a suitable integrable kernel, Gajewski and Zacharias [27]
have shown existence and uniqueness of suitable (weak) solutions and studied their asymp-
totic behavior in the case that f is a suitable regular potential. We refer to Giorgini [32] and
Poiatti [39] on recent results concerning the analysis in the case of a singular free energy and
to Lv and Wu [37] for analytic result in the case of nonlocal dynamic boundary conditions. In
these contributions further references can be found.

We note that in the case

k(z) = C(d, α)
1

|z|d+α
for z ∈ Rn \ {0},
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where α ∈ (1, 2) and C(d, α) = α4α

π
d
2

Γ(α+ d
2
)

Γ(1−α) , the operator L is a regional fractional Laplacian. For

such a class of operators existence and uniqueness of weak solutions was shown by A., Bosia, and
Grasselli [1]. Regional fractional Laplacians are generators of censored stable processes and were
introduced by Bogdan, Burdzy, and Chen [7]. They have been studied both in a probabilistic
and an analytic context. We refer to Daoud and Laamri [14] for a survey of various types of
fractional Laplacians. We note that the regional fractional Laplacian defined above is called
restricted fractional Laplacian in [14]. A recent interesting development for regional fractional
Laplacians is an optimal boundary regularity for an elliptic Poisson equation involving regional
fractional Laplacian in Fall [23]. In [1] operators, which have non-translation-invariant kernels,
are also treated and boundary regularity of solutions is discussed. Finally, we refer to Davoli,
Gavioli, and Lombardini [15] for a recent result on existence of solutions for a large class of
singular kernels.

Recently, the nonlocal-to-local convergence of Cahn-Hilliard equations has been much stud-
ied. This means that solutions to the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation converges to those of the
local Cahn-Hillard equation when the kernel k concentrates at the origin suitably. This was
first studied by Davoli, Ranetbauer, and Scarpa [16] in a periodic setting. Nonlocal-to-local
convergence in a bounded domain with Neumann boundary condition was studied by Davoli,
Scarpa and Trussardi [18]. In Davoli, Scarpa, and Trussardi [17], the kernel is not assumed to
be W 1

1 as in the previous literature. Because of that, they had to add a viscosity term to the
chemical potential to get the existence of solutions to the nonlocal equation. These results rely
on results by Bourgain, Brezis, and Mironescu [8, 9] and Ponce [40, 41]. Their results give a
new characterization of Sobolev spaces using nonlocal operator, nonlocal Poincaré inequalities
and Γ-convergence of nonlocal energy functional. Moreover, nonlocal Poincaré inequalities give
rise to Rellich type compactness lemmas. We note that in A. and Hurm [3] rates of convergence
have been shown under suitable assumptions.

Nonlocal-to-local convergence results are further extended to various coupled systems, cf.
e.g., A. and T. [5], Kurima [36], Colli, Kurima, and Scarpa [13], Hurm, Knopf, and Poiatti [33],
and Hurm and Moser [34].

In these previous studies of nonlocal-to-local convergence for the Cahn-Hilliard equation,
the kernels for the nonlocal operator are assumed to be radially symmetric and in W 1,1. On
the other hand, the kernels for the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation derived by Giacomin and
Lebowitz [31] are even, i.e., k(z) = k(−z) for all z ∈ Rd and not necessarily radially symmetric.
Many subsequent works such as Gal, Giorgini and Grasselli [28], Frigeri and Grasselli [26], Colli,
Frigeri and Grasselli [12], Frigeri [25], to name a few, work on the equation with an even W 1,1

kernel, which is not necessarily radially symmetric. Nonlocal-to-local convergence of solutions
to these equations is not covered in the previous studies and existence only partly. Since the
kernels associated with regional fractional Laplacians is not integrable; in particular, the nonlocal
Cahn-Hilliard equation treated in A., Bosia and Grasselli [1] was also not covered.

In this contribution, we would like to fill these gaps in previous study of nonlocal-to-local
convergence of solutions to the Cahn-Hilliard equation. We aim to show nonlocal-to-local con-
vergence of solutions to the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation in the case of an even kernel, which
is not necessarily radially symmetric and is singular, i.e., not integrable. We also show that
the existence of solutions for nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equations when it is close to local ones
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in a suitable sense. As a limit, we obtain a certain anisotropic Cahn-Hilliard equation, where
the Laplacian in the chemical potential is replaced by an elliptic differential operator of second
order with constant coefficients. Note that the well-posedness of more general anisotropic Cahn-
Hillard equations was studied e.g. by Garcke, Knopf, and Wittmann [30] and it applies to the
anisotropic Cahn-Hilliard equation above.

More precisely, we consider the limit ε→ 0 of solutions to

∂tcε + div(vεcε) = div(m(cε)∇µε) in Ω × (0, T ), (1.10)

µε = Lεcε + f ′(cε) in Ω × (0, T ), (1.11)

m(cε)∂nµε|∂Ω = n · vεcε|∂Ω on ∂Ω × (0, T ), (1.12)

cε|t=0 = c0,ε in Ω, (1.13)

where vε : Ω × (0, T ) → Rd, c0,ε : Ω → R are given and converge to some v : Ω × (0, T ) → Rd

and c0 : Ω → R, respectively, in an appropriate sense , and

Lεu(x) = lim
δ→0

∫
Ω\Bδ(x)

(u(x) − u(y))kε(x− y)dy. (1.14)

The precise assumptions on kε : Rd \{0} → [0,∞) are specified in Section 2 below. We note here
that the assumptions on kε require neither radial symmetry, integrability, regularity. The addi-
tional transport term div(vεcε) is motivated by a corresponding coupled Navier-Stokes/Cahn-
Hilliard system, which will be studied in Section 5.

As limit we obtain the following local anisotropic Cahn-Hilliard equation

∂tc+ div(vc) = div(m(c)∇µ) in Ω × (0, T ), (1.15)

µ = −div(A∇c) + f ′(c) in Ω × (0, T ), (1.16)

n · (A∇c)|∂Ω = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, T ), (1.17)

m(c)∂nµ|∂Ω = n · vc|∂Ω on ∂Ω × (0, T ), (1.18)

c|t=0 = c0 in Ω, (1.19)

where A is determined by the limit of the second moments of kε, cf. (2.1) below. We show the
existence of weak solutions to the nonlocal Cahn-Hillard equations (1.10)-(1.13) for sufficiently
small ε > 0 and the convergence in a suitable sense of weak solutions to the nonlocal Cahn-
Hilliard equations (1.10)-(1.13) to those of the corresponding anisotropic Cahn-Hilliard equation
(1.15)-(1.19).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state the assumptions and preliminaries.
In Section 3, we show an existence result for the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equations (1.10)-(1.13),
which in particular guarantees existence for sufficiently small ε > 0. In Section 4, we show
the convergence in a suitable sense of weak solutions to the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equations
(1.10)-(1.13) to those of the corresponding anisotropic Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.15)-(1.19). In
Section 5, we consider a diffuse interface model or two-phase flows with unmatched densities
with nonlocal energies. We show convergence of weak solutions to that system to those of the
system with local energies by applying the result of Section 4. Here the main novelty is that we
can treat more singular kernels than in the author’s contribution [5].
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2 Assumptions and Preliminaries

We first state assumptions for the kernels kε corresponding to the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equa-
tion (1.10)-(1.13). We aim at imposing conditions as weak as possible for ensuring the existence
and nonlocal-to-local convergence of their solutions. The conditions are variants of those in
Gounoue, Kassmann and Voigt [24]. Throughout this contribution kε : Rd \ {0} → [0,∞),
ε ∈ (0, 1), satisfies the following assumptions:

(A1) kε(−z) = kε(z) for all ε ∈ (0, 1) and z ∈ Rd \ {0}.

(A2) For some c0, C0 > 0 and A,A ∈ Rd×d invertible we have

c0kε(Az) ≤ kε(z) ≤ C0kε(Az) for all z ∈ Rd, z ̸= 0,

where kε, kε : Rd \ {0} → [0,∞) are radially symmetric kernels satisfying

(a)
∫
Rd kε(z) min(1, |z|2) dz =

∫
Rd kε(z) min(1, |z|2) dz = 1 for all ε ∈ (0, 1).

(b) limε→0

∫
|z|≥δ kε(z) dz = limε→0

∫
|z|≥δ kε(z) dz = 0 for all δ > 0.

(A3) For every i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d} the limit

lim
ε→0

∫
Rd

kε(z)zizj dz =: aj,k (2.1)

exists and A = (aj,k)dj,k=1.

Remark 2.1. The assumptions above are those of Gounoue, Kassmann and Voigt [24] except
for the modification of the matrix A and A in (A2). The following kernels kε, ε ∈ (0, 1), satisfy
the assumptions (A1)-(A3).

kε(z) =


ε−d−2k( zε ) if 0 < |z| ≤ ε,

ε−d|z|−2k( zε ) if ε < |z| ≤ 1,

ε−dk( zε ) if 1 < |z|,

where

k(z) = k(−z) , (2.2)

c0|z|−d−α ⩽ k(z) ⩽ C0|z|−d−α . (2.3)

for all z ∈ Rd, z ̸= 0, where α is the order of the operator.
The kernels kε defined in the following satisfy the assumptions (A1)-(A3). These kernels

were treated in [17] and [5] with the additional assumptions kε ∈W 1,1(Rd) and nonlocal-to-local
convergence of weak solutions for nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equations with these kernels was shown:

kε(x) :=
ηε(|x|)
|x|2

for all x ∈ Rd \ {0},
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where (ηε)ε>0 is a family of mollifiers with the following properties:

ηε : R → [0,+∞), ηε ∈ L1
loc(R), ηε(r) = ηε(−r) for all r ∈ R, ε > 0;∫ +∞

0
ηε(r)r

d−1 dr =
2

Cd
for all ε > 0,

lim
ε→0+

∫ +∞

δ
ηε(r)r

d−1 dr = 0 for all δ > 0,

where Cd :=
∫
Sd−1 |e1 · σ|2dHd−1(σ).

Various examples of kε satisfying (A1)-(A3) can be found in [24, Section 4]. If we consider
the kernel kε(B·), where kε is radially symmetric and satisfies (A1)-(A3) and B is an invertible
matrix, it is not radially symmetric in general and satisfies (A1)-(A3).

Remark 2.2. We note that the assumptions imply

sup
ε∈(0,1)

∫
Rd

kε(z) min(1, |z|2) dz ≤ C <∞

lim
ε→0

∫
|z|≥δ

kε(z) = 0 for all δ > 0

for some constant C depending on C0 above and A. In particular this implies the existence of
the limit in (2.1) for a suitable subsequence.

Moreover, we assume that vε ∈ L2(Ω × (0, T ))d for every ε ∈ (0, 1) and that vε converges
weakly to v in L2(Ω × (0, T ))d for some v ∈ L2(Ω × (0, T ))d.

For the following, we denote

Vε :=

{
u ∈ L2(Ω) :

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(u(x) − u(y))2kε(x− y) dx dy <∞
}
,

∥u∥Vε :=

(
∥u∥2L2(Ω) +

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(u(x) − u(y))2kε(x− y) dx dy

) 1
2

and

Bε(u, v) :=
1

2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(u(x) − u(y))(v(x) − v(y))kε(x− y) dx dy for u, v ∈ Vε,

Eε(u) :=
1

2
Bε(u, u), for u ∈ Vε,

B0(u, v) :=

∫
Ω

(A∇u(x)) · ∇v(x) dx, for u, v ∈ H1(Ω),

E0(u) :=
1

2
B0(u, u) for u ∈ H1(Ω),

where A = (aj,k)dj,k=1. Here Vε is a separable Hilbert space as shown in [24, Proposition 2.6].
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We note that a pair (c, µ) is a weak solution of (1.15)-(1.19) if c ∈ BCw([0, T ];L2(Ω)) ∩
L∞(0, T ;Vε) ∩W 1

2 (0, T ; (H1(Ω))′) with f ′(c) ∈ L2(Ω × (0, T )) (in particular c(x, t) ∈ (−1, 1)
almost everywhere), µ ∈ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)), and

⟨∂tc(t), φ⟩ −
∫
Ω
v(t)c(t) · ∇φdx = −

∫
Ω
m(c(t))∇µ(t) · ∇φdx (2.4)

for all φ ∈ H1(Ω) and for almost every t ∈ (0, T ) as well as∫
Ω
µ(t)φdx = B0(c(t), φ) +

∫
Ω
f ′(c(t))φdx

for all φ ∈ H1(Ω) and for almost every t ∈ (0, T ) and c|t=0 = c0.
An essential point in the analysis is to generalize the following lemma from [17, Lemma 3.3]

to this anisotropic situation:

Lemma 2.3. For every φ, ζ ∈ H1(Ω) it holds that

lim
ε→0

Eε(φ) = E0(φ), lim
ε→0

Bε(φ, ζ) = B0(φ, ζ).

Moreover, the matrix A is symmetric and positive definite. Furthermore, for every sequence
(φn)n∈N ⊆ L2(Ω), εn > 0, n ∈ N, tending to zero and φ ∈ L2(Ω) it holds that

sup
n∈N

Eεn(φn) < +∞ ⇒ (φn)n∈N is relatively compact in L2(Ω),

sup
n∈N

Eεn(φn) < +∞, φn →n→∞ φ in L2(Ω) ⇒ φ ∈ H1(Ω) and E0(φ) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

Eεn(φn).

Proof. The first assertion that limε→0 Eε(φ) = E0(φ) holds for every φ, ζ ∈ H1(Ω) is proven
in Theorem 3.4 in [24]. The second assertion that limε→0 Bε(φ, ζ) = B0(φ, ζ) holds for every
φ, ζ ∈ H1(Ω) easily follows from the first using the polarization identity.

Next we prove that for all sequences (φn)n∈N ⊆ L2(Ω), (εn)n∈N, 0 < εn →n→∞ 0, it holds
that

sup
n∈N

Eεn(φn) < +∞ ⇒ (φn)n∈N is relatively compact in L2(Ω).

First we give the proof in the case that A is the identity matrix. Since

1

4

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(φε(x) − φε(y))2kε(x− y) dx dy ≤ C

for some C > 0 and for any 0 < ε < 1, we have∫
Ω

∫
Ω

kε(x− y)

|x− y|2
min(1, |x− y|2)(φε(x) − φε(y))2 dx dy ≤ C

c0

for any 0 < ε < 1. We know from the assumptions that
∫
Rd kε(x) min(1, |x|2) dx = 1 for any

0 < ε < 1 and limε→0

∫
|x|>δ kε(x) min(1, |x|2) = 0 for any δ > 0. Then using the first statement

in [40, Theorem 1.2], we have that (φn)n∈N is relatively compact in L2(Ω). When A is a general
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invertible matrix, we have (φn(A−1·))n∈N is relatively compact in L2(AΩ), where AΩ is a domain
obtained by applying the linear map A to Ω. Similarly as above we use change of variables in
the integration and conclude that (φn)n∈N is relatively compact in L2(Ω).

By the same arguments using the result in [8] (cf. [17, Lemma 3.3]) we can show that there
exists some positive constant C > 0 such that C

∫
Ω |∇φ(x)|2 dx ≤ E0(φ) holds for φ ∈ H1(Ω).

This easily implies that A is positive definite by taking suitable linear functions φ.
We finally prove the last assertion

sup
n∈N

Eεn(φn) < +∞, φn →n→∞ φ in L2(Ω) ⇒ E0(φ) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

Eεn(φn).

This assertion is due to Foghem Gounoue, Kassmann and Voigt [24] and Voigt’s thesis [42].
See Theorem 3.4 and Lemma 3.6 in [24]. The result in a more general setting is proven also
in Voigt’s thesis [42]. We note that in this thesis it is claimed that the result also holds for
nontranslation-invariant kernel, but the proof seems to be valid only in the translation invariant
case. We give here a proof of the assertion for completeness. The argument below closely follows
that in [42].

Let φ ∈ L2(Ω) and (φn)n∈N with ∥φn − φ∥L2(Ω) → 0 as n → ∞. Let f ∈ L2(Ω), α > 0 and
δ > 0 be arbitrary. We then define fα(x) = e0f ∗ ηα(x), where ηα is a smooth positive, radially
symmetric mollifier having support in Bα(0). Here e0f is the zero extension of f outside of Ω.
Then φα, φα

n ∈ C∞(Rd) and φα
n →n→∞ φα in Ck(Rd) for any k ∈ N. We define

Ωδ = {x ∈ Ω | dist(x, ∂Ω) > δ}.

If we use Jensen’s inequality, Fubini’s theorem and a change of variables we obtain for all n ∈ N
and α ∈ (0, δ) ∫

Ωδ

∫
Ωδ

(φα
n(x) − φα

n(y))2kεn(x− y) dy dx

=

∫
Ωδ

∫
Ωδ

(∫
Bα

(φn(x− z) − φn(y − z))ηα(z) dz

)2

kεn(x− y) dy dx

≤
∫
Bα

∫
Ωδ

∫
Ωδ

(φn(x− z) − φn(y − z))2kεn(x− y) dy dx ηα(z) dz

≤
∫
Bα

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(φn(x′) − φn(y′))2kεn(x′ − y′) dy′ dx′ ηα(z) dz

=

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(φn(x′) − φn(y′))2kεn(x′ − y′) dy′ dx′ = 2Eεn(φn).

By Taylor’s formula, for each α ∈ (0, δ) there exist some positive constants Cδ
n and Cδ depending

on α such that ∣∣∣∣∣φα
n(x) − φα

n(y) −
d∑

i=1

∂xiφ
α
n(x)(x− y)i

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cδ
n|x− y|2∣∣∣∣∣φα(x) − φα(y) −

d∑
i=1

∂xiφ
α(x)(x− y)i

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cδ|x− y|2
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where Cδ
n → Cδ as n→ ∞ for x, y ∈ Ωδ and |x− y| ≤ δ

2 . Thus we have

lim inf
n→∞

2Eεn(φn) ≥ lim inf
n→∞

∫
Ωδ

∫
Ωδ

(φα
n(x) − φα

n(y))2kεn(x− y) dy dx

≥
∫
Ωδ

lim inf
n→∞

d∑
i,j=1

∂xiφ
α
n(x)∂xjφ

α
n(x)

∫
|x−y|≤ δ

2
∩Ωδ

(x− y)i(x− y)jkεn(x− y) dy dx

=

∫
Ωδ

d∑
i,j=1

ai,j∂xiφ
α(x)∂xjφ

α(x) dx.

Using A = (ai,j)
d
i,j=1, the above inequality is equivalent to

lim inf
n→∞

Eεn(φn) ≥ 1

2

∫
Ωδ

(A∇φα(x)) · ∇φα(x) dx

Since supn∈N Eεn(φn) < +∞, using the estimate of the kernel from below and the second state-
ment in [40, Theorem 1.2], we have φ(A−1·) ∈ H1(AΩ). Hence we have φ ∈ H1(Ω). Thus
∇φα → ∇φ in L2(Ωδ) as α ∈ (0, δ) tends to zero.

Because of φ ∈ H1(Ω), by absolute continuity of the Lebesgue integral, for any σ > 0 there
is some δ > 0 such that for

1

2

∫
Ω\Ωδ

(A∇φ(x)) · ∇φ(x) dx < σ

Altogether,

lim inf
n→∞

Eεn(φn) ≥ E0(φ) − σ.

Since σ is arbitrarily small, the assertion follows.

Using Theorem 2.3, we can prove the following lemma completely analogously to Davoli,
Ranetbauer, Scarpa, and Trussardi [16]. Actually, it also follows by a simple comparison with
the radially symmetric case (i.e., (A2)) and change of variables similarly as before.

Lemma 2.4. For any δ > 0, there exists some Cδ > 0 and εδ > 0 such that for any ε1, ε2 ∈
(0, εδ) and φ1, φ2 ∈ L2(Ω) we have

∥φ1 − φ2∥2L2(Ω) ≤ δ(Eε1(φ1) + Eε2(φ2)) + Cδ∥φ1 − φ2∥2(H1(Ω))′ . (2.5)

3 Existence of Solutions

In the following we show existence of weak solution to (1.10)-(1.13) for some fixed L instead of
Lε in a more general situation. More precisely, we consider weak solutions of

∂tc+ div(wc) = div(m(c)∇µ) in Ω × (0, T ), (3.1)

µ = Lc+ f ′(c) in Ω × (0, T ), (3.2)

m(c)∂nµ|∂Ω = n ·wc|∂Ω on ∂Ω × (0, T ), (3.3)

c|t=0 = c0 in Ω (3.4)
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in the sense that

⟨∂tc(t), φ⟩ −
∫
Ω
w(t)c(t) · ∇φdx = −

∫
Ω
m(c(t))∇µ(t) · ∇φdx (3.5)

for all φ ∈ H1(Ω) and for almost every t ∈ (0, T ) as well as∫
Ω
µ(t)φdx = B(c(t), φ) +

∫
Ω
f ′(c(t))φdx (3.6)

for all φ ∈ V and for almost every t ∈ (0, T ), where

B(u, v) =
1

2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω
k(x, y)(u(x) − u(y))(v(x) − v(y)) dx dy for all u, v ∈ V,

V :=
{
u ∈ L2(Ω) : E(u) <∞

}
with

∥u∥V :=
(
∥u∥2L2(Ω) + B(u, u)

) 1
2
.

Here V is a separable Hilbert space as shown in [24].
For the following we assume that for some sufficiently small δ0 > 0 (which will be chosen in

the proof of Theorem 3.2 below) there is some C(δ0) > 0 such that

∥u∥2L2(Ω) ≤ δ0E(u) + C(δ0)∥u∥2H−1
(0)

(Ω)
for all u ∈ V, (3.7)

where

E(u) =
1

2
B(u, u) =

1

4

∫
Ω

∫
Ω
k(x− y)(u(x) − u(y))2 dx dy.

Examples 3.1. (i) For E = Eε and k = kε the assumption (3.7) will hold true for ε > 0
sufficiently small because of Lemma 2.4.

(ii) If kε is a “singular kernel” as in (2.3), then E(u) ≥ c0∥u∥2Hα/2(Ω)
and (3.7) follows from

interpolation inequalities or Ehrling’s lemma.

Theorem 3.2. Let Ω ⊆ Rd be a bounded domain with C2-boundary and T > 0. Moreover,
let f : [−1, 1] → R be continuous, twice continuously differentiable in (−1, 1) such that −κ :=
infs∈(−1,1) f

′′(s) > −∞ and m : [−1, 1] → (0,∞) be continuous. Furthermore, let k satisfy (A1)-

(A2) (for fixed ε). Then, if (3.7) holds true for some δ0 ∈ (0, 1κ), then for any c0 ∈ L2(Ω) with
c0(x) ∈ [−1, 1] almost everywhere, mΩ := 1

|Ω|
∫
Ω c0(x) dx ∈ (−1, 1) and

E(c0) :=
1

4

∫
Ω

∫
Ω
k(x, y)(c0(x) − c0(y))2 dx dy +

∫
Ω
f(c0(x)) dx <∞

there is a weak solution c ∈ BCw([0, T ];L2(Ω)) ∩L∞(0, T ;V ) ∩W 1
2 (0, T ; (H1(Ω))′) with f ′(c) ∈

L2(Ω × (0, T )), µ ∈ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)) of (3.1)-(3.4) satisfying the energy inequality

E(c(t)) +

∫ t

0

∫
Ω
m(c)|∇µ|2 dx dt ≤ E(c0) +

∫ t

0

∫
Ω
cw · ∇µdx dτ

for all t ∈ [0, T ].
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For the following we use that f(s) = f0(s)−κ s2

2 for all s ∈ [−1, 1], where κ = − infs∈(−1,1) f
′′(s).

Then f0 ∈ C0([−1, 1]) ∩ C2((−1, 1)) is convex. We extend f0 outside of [−1, 1] by +∞.
We prove the existence result in two steps: First we regularize f0 as follows: For λ ∈ (0, 1)

let

gλ(s) =


f ′0(1 − λ) + 1

λ(s− 1 + λ), if s ≥ 1 − λ

f ′(s) if s ∈ (−1 + λ, 1 − λ),

f ′0(−1 + λ) + 1
λ(s+ 1 − λ), if s ≤ −1 + λ.

f0,λ(s) = f0(0) +

∫ s

0
gλ(r) dt

for all s ∈ R. Then f ′0,λ = gλ : R → R is globally Lipschitz continuous,

f0,λ(s) ≥ 1

2λ
s2 − Cλ for all s ∈ R (3.8)

and some Cλ > 0 and

lim
λ→0

f ′0,λ(s) =


+∞ if s ≥ 1,

f ′0(s) if s ∈ (−1, 1),

−∞ if s ≤ −1.

Finally, we set fλ(s) = f0,λ(s) − κ s2

2 for all s ∈ R.
It is well-known that for every m̃ ∈ (−1, 1) there are cm, Cm such that

|f ′(s)| ≤ cm̃f
′(s)(s− m̃) + Cm̃ for all s ∈ (−1, 1).

Indeed this can be shown by considering the inequality on (−1,−1 + ε], [−1 + ε, 1 − ε], and
[1 − ε, 1) for some sufficiently small ε > 0 using lims→±1 f

′(s) = ±∞ and m̃ ∈ (−1 + ε, 1 − ε).
From this it is easy to conlcude that there are cmΩ , CmΩ > 0 such that for all λ > 0 sufficiently
small

|f ′λ(s)| ≤ cmΩf
′
λ(s)(s−mΩ) + CmΩ for all s ∈ R.

Next we use an implicit time discretization: For given

ck ∈ L2
(mΩ)

(Ω) := {u ∈ L2(Ω) : 1
|Ω|

∫
Ω
u(x) dx = mΩ} with E(ck) <∞,

k ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1} and h = T
N , N ∈ N, let ck+1 ∈ V ∩ L2

(mΩ)
(Ω) be a minimizer of

Fh(c) :=
h

2

∫
Ω
m(ck)|∇µ0|2 dx+ E0,λ(c) −

∫
Ω
κckc dx,

where µ0 ∈ H1
(0)(Ω) := H1(Ω) ∩ L2

(0)(Ω) is the weak solution of

div(m(ck)∇µ0) =
1

h
(c− ck) + div(wkck) in Ω,

n ·m(ck)∇µ0|∂Ω = n ·wkck on ∂Ω,
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i.e., ∫
Ω
m(ck)∇µ0 · ∇ψ dx = −1

h

∫
Ω

(c− ck)ψ dx+

∫
Ω
wkck · ∇ψ dx (3.9)

for all ψ ∈ H1
(0)(Ω) and

E0,λ(c) =
1

4

∫
Ω

∫
Ω
k(x, y)(c(x) − c(y))2 dx dy +

∫
Ω
f0,λ(c(x)) dx.

Here wk = 1
h

∫ (k+1)h
kh w(x, τ) dx for k = 0, . . . , N − 1.

Because of (3.8), it is easy to observe that Fh is coercive on V ∩ L2
(mΩ)

(Ω). Moreover, Fh

is sequentially weakly lower semi-continuous since Fh : V ∩ L2
(mΩ)

(Ω) → R is continuous and

convex. This yields existence of a minimizer ck+1 ∈ V ∩ L2
(mΩ)

(Ω) by the direct method of the
calculus of variations.

Let ck+1 ∈ V ∩ L2
(mΩ)

(Ω) be a minimizer of Fh. Then for any φ ∈ L2
(0)(Ω) with E(φ) < ∞

we have

0 =
d

dε
Fh(ck+1 + εφ)|ε=0 = h

∫
Ω
m(ck)∇µ0,k+1 · ∇µ′0 dx

+
1

2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω
k(x, y)(ck+1(x) − ck+1(x))(φ(x) − φ(y)) dx dy +

∫
Ω

(f ′0,λ(ck+1) − κck)φdx,

where µ0,k+1 = µ0 solves (3.9) with c = ck+1 and µ′0 solves the derivative of (3.9) with respect
to c in direction of φ, i.e.,∫

Ω
m(c0)∇µ′0 · ∇ψ dx = −1

h

∫
Ω
φψ dx for all ψ ∈ H1

(0)(Ω).

Choosing ψ = µ0,k+1 we obtain∫
Ω
µ0,k+1φdx =

1

2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω
k(x, y)(ck+1(x) − ck+1(y))(φ(x) − φ(y)) dx dy

+

∫
Ω

(f ′0,λ(ck+1) − κck)φdx (3.10)

for all φ ∈ L2
(0)(Ω) with E(φ) < ∞. This means that a minimizer ck+1 satisfies the Euler-

Lagrange equation

ck+1 − ck
h

+ div(wkck) = div(m(ck)∇µ0,k+1) in Ω,

µ0,k+1 = Lck+1 + P0(f
′
0,λ(ck+1) − κck) in Ω,

n ·m(ck)∇µ0,k+1|∂Ω = n ·wkck on ∂Ω

in a weak sense. Now we define

µk+1 = µ0,k+1 +
1

|Ω|

∫
Ω

(f ′0,λ(ck+1) − κck) dx.
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This yields ∫
Ω
µk+1φdx = B(ck+1, φ) +

∫
Ω

(f ′0,λ(ck+1) − κck)φdx

for all φ ∈ L2(Ω) with E(φ) <∞. Choosing ψ = hµ0,k+1 in (3.9) for µ0 = µ0,k+1 and φ =
ck+1−ck

h
in (3.10) and using that µk+1 and µ0,k+1 differ only by a constant, we obtain

B(ck+1, ck+1 − ck) +

∫
Ω
f ′0,λ(ck+1)(ck+1 − ck) dx−

∫
Ω
κck(ck+1 − ck) + h

∫
Ω
m(ck)|∇µk+1|2 dx

= h

∫
Ω
ckwk · ∇µk+1 dx.

Since f0,λ is convex, we have∫
Ω
f0,λ(ck+1) dx−

∫
Ω
f0,λ(ck) dx ≤

∫
Ω
f ′0,λ(ck+1)(ck+1 − ck) dx.

Moreover,

B(ck+1, ck+1 − ck) = E(ck+1) − E(ck) + B(ck+1 − ck, ck+1 − ck),

−
∫
Ω
κck(ck+1 − ck) = −κ

2

∫
Ω
c2k+1 dx+

κ

2

∫
Ω
c2k dx+

κ

2

∫
Ω

(ck+1 − ck)2 dx.

Altogether this yields

Eλ(ck+1) + h

∫
Ω
m(ck)|∇µk+1|2 dx ≤ Eλ(ck) + h

∫
Ω
ckwk · ∇µk+1 dx, (3.11)

where

Eλ(c) =
1

4

∫
Ω

∫
Ω
k(x, y)(c(x) − c(y))2 dx dy +

∫
Ω
fλ(c(x)) dx.

Now let ch : [−h, T ]×Ω → R, µh : [−h, T ]×Ω → R be piecewise-constant interpolants of (ck, µk)
at t = kh, i.e., ch(t) = ck, µh(t) = µk for t ∈ [(k − 1)h, kh) and k = 0, . . . , N . Then

∂ht ch + div(w−
h c

−
h ) = div(m(c−h )∇µh) in Ω × (0, T ),

µh = Lch + f ′0,λ(ch) − κc−h in Ω × (0, T ),

n ·m(c−h )∇µk+1|∂Ω = n ·w−
h c

−
h on ∂Ω × (0, T ),

where c−h (x, t) = ch(x, t − h), ∂ht ch(x, t) = 1
h(ch(x, t + h) − ch(x, t)), and the second line is

understood analogously as before. Using (3.11) we obtain the energy estimate

Eλ(ch(t)) +

∫ t

0

∫
Ω
m(ch)|∇µh|2 dx dt ≤ Eλ(c0) +

∫ t

0

∫
Ω
chw · ∇µh dx dτ (3.12)

for all t ∈ [0, T ] ∩ hN0. From this (together with Young’s inequality) we obtain for a suitable
subsequence h→ 0 (not relabeled)

ch ⇀
∗
h→0 cλ in L∞(0, T ;V ),

µh ⇀h→0 µλ in L2(0, T ;H1(Ω))
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since L1(0, T ;V ) is separable. Moreover, by a time discrete version of the Lemma of Aubin-Lions
due to Dreher and Jüngel [20, Theorem 1] we obtain:

ch −mΩ →h→0 cλ −mΩ in L2(0, T ;H−1
(0) (Ω)).

Next we show that (ch)h>0 is a Cauchy sequence in L2(Ω × (0, T )). To this end let h, h′ > 0.
Then∫

Ω
(µh − µh′)φdx = B(ch − ch′ , φ) +

∫
Ω

(f ′0,λ(ch) − f ′0,λ(ch′))φdx− κ

∫
Ω

(ch − ch′)φdx

for all φ ∈ L2
(0)(Ω) with E(φ) <∞. Choosing φ = ch − ch′ we obtain∫

QT

(µh − µh′)(ch − ch′) d(x, t) +
C(δ0)

δ0
∥ch − ch′∥2

L2(0,T ;H−1
(0)

)

≥ E(ch − ch′) +
C(δ0)

δ0
∥ch − ch′∥2

L2(0,T ;H−1
(0)

)
− κ∥ch − ch′∥2L2(QT ) ≥ ( 1

δ0
− κ)∥ch − ch′∥2L2(QT )

because of (3.7). Hence, if δ0 <
1
κ , (ch)h>0 is a Cauchy sequence in L2(Ω × (0, T )) since the

left-hand side convergences to zero as h, h′ → 0. Now, using the Lipschitz continuity of f0,λ,
it is easy to pass to the limit h → 0 in the equations for (ch, µh) and show that (cλ, µλ) solve
(3.5)-(3.6) with fλ(s) = f0,λ(s) − κ

2s
2 instead of f(s). More precisely,

⟨∂tcλ(t), φ⟩ −
∫
Ω
w(t)cλ(t) · ∇φdx = −

∫
Ω
m(cλ(t))∇µλ(t) · ∇φdx

for all φ ∈ H1(Ω) and for almost every t ∈ (0, T ) as well as∫
Ω
µλ(t)φdx = E(cλ(t), φ) +

∫
Ω
f ′λ(c(t))φdx (3.13)

for all φ ∈ V and for almost every t ∈ (0, T ). Furthermore, passing to the limit in (3.12),
using the weak lower semi-continuity of E in V and the strong convergence in L2(Ω) as well as√
m(cλ)∇µλ ⇀λ→0

√
m(c)∇µ, we obtain

Eλ(cλ(t)) +

∫ t

0

∫
Ω
m(cλ)|∇µλ|2 dx dt ≤ Eλ(c0) +

∫ t

0

∫
Ω
cλw · ∇µλ dx dτ (3.14)

for all t ∈ [0, T ].
In order to pass to the limit λ→ 0, we obtain first of all from (3.14) together with Young’s

inequality that

(cλ)λ∈(0,1) ⊂ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)), (∇µλ)λ∈(0,1) ⊂ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) (3.15)

are bounded. Moreover, we need two additional estimates for ∥f0,λ(cλ)∥L2(Ω×(0,T )) and
∥µλ∥L2(Ω×(0,T )). Using (3.8) yields∫

Ω
f ′0,λ(cλ(x, t))(cλ(x, t) −mΩ)dx ≥ C1∥f ′0,λ(cλ)∥L1(Ω) − C2. (3.16)
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Now using φ = cλ(t) −mΩ as a test function in (3.13), we obtain:∫
Ω
µ0,λ(t)(cλ(t) −mΩ) dx+ κ

∫
Ω

(cλ(t) −mΩ)2 dx

= B(cλ(t), cλ(t)) +

∫
Ω
f ′0,λ(c(t))(cλ(t) −mΩ) dx

≥ C1∥f ′0,λ(cλ)∥L1(Ω) − C2,

where µ0,λ = µλ − 1
|Ω|

∫
Ω µλ dx. Using the Poincaré’s inequality and the bounds in (3.15) one

obtains that the left-hand side is bounded in L2(0, T ). Hence we obtain that (f ′0,λ(cλ))λ∈(0,1) is

bounded in L2(0, T ;L1(Ω)). Now choosing 1 as test function in (3.13) yields∫
Ω
µλ(t) dx =

∫
Ω

(f ′0,λ(cλ) − κcλ) dx for almost every t ∈ (0, T ).

Hence
∫
Ω µλ(t) dx, λ ∈ (0, 1), is bounded in L2(0, T ). Hence another application of Poincaré’s

inequality yields the boundedness of

(µλ)λ∈(0,1) ⊂ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)).

Next we test (3.13) with f ′0,λ(cλ(t)) and obtain

B(cλ(t), f ′0,λ(cλ(t))) +

∫
Ω
|f ′0,λ(cλ(t))|2 dx ≤ ∥µλ(t) + κcλ(t)∥L2(Ω)∥f ′0,λ(cλ(t))∥L2(Ω),

where

B(cλ(T ), f ′0,λ(cλ(t)))

=
1

4

∫
Ω

∫
Ω
k(x− y)(cλ(x, t) − cλ(y, t))(f ′0,λ(cλ(x, t)) − f ′0,λ(cλ(y, t))) dx dy ≥ 0

since f ′0,λ : R → R is non-decreasing. Thus we obtain the uniform boundedness of

(f ′0,λ(cλ))λ∈(0,1) ⊂ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)).

As before this yields for a suitable subsequence

cλ ⇀
∗
λ→0 c in L∞(0, T ;V ),

µλ ⇀λ→0 µ in L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)),

cλ ⇀
∗
λ→0 c in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)).

Moreover,
f ′0,λ(cλ) →λ→0 ξ in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω))
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for some ξ ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)). Using that cλ(x, t) →λ→ c(x, t) almost everywhere for a suitable
subsequence, one can conclude from this in a nowadays standard manner that ξ(x, t) = f ′0(c(x, t))
for almost every x ∈ Ω, t ∈ (0, T ). E.g. one obtains∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(ξ(x, t) − f ′0(s))(c(x, t) − s)φ(x, t) dx dt

= lim
λ→0

∫ T

0

∫
Ω

(f ′0,λ(cλ(x, t)) − f ′0(s))(cλ(x, t) − s)φ(x, t) dx dt ≥ 0

for every φ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω × (0, T )) with φ ≥ 0 and every s ∈ (−1, 1). From this one concludes

(ξ(x, t) − f ′0(s))(c(x, t) − s) ≥ 0 for almost every x ∈ Ω, t ∈ (0, T ) and every s ∈ (−1, 1).

This yields ξ = f ′0(c) and c(x, t) ∈ (−1, 1) almost everywhere by choosing s = −c(x, t) + ε if
c(x, t) < 1 and s = c(x, t) − ε if c(x, t) > −1 and sending ε > 0 to zero.

Using this it is easy to pass to the limit in the equations and show that (c, µ) is a weak
solution of (3.1)-(3.4) satisfying the stated energy inequality.

4 Nonlocal to Local Limit

From results in Section 3, for sufficiently small ε, there exists a weak solution of the nonlo-
cal Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.10)-(1.13) for any initial data c0,ε ∈ L2(Ω) with |c0,ε| ≤ 1 and
1
|Ω|

∫
Ω c0,ε(x) dx ∈ (−1, 1). We show here that some subsequence of weak solutions of the nonlo-

cal Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.10)-(1.13) converges in an appropriate way to a weak solution of
the local Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.15)-(1.19):

Theorem 4.1. Let ε∗ > 0. For any ε ∈ (0, ε∗) let c0,ε ∈ L∞(Ω) with |c0,ε| ≤ 1 almost
everywhere, and 1

|Ω|
∫
Ω c0,ε(x) dx = mΩ for all ε ∈ (0, ε∗) and some mΩ ∈ (−1, 1). Moreover, we

assume that there is some c0 ∈ H1(Ω) such that c0,ε →ε→0 c in L
2(Ω) and Eε(c0,ε) →ε→0 E0(c0)

and there are vε ∈ L2(Ω × (0, T ))d for every ε ∈ (0, ε∗) and some v ∈ L2(Ω × (0, T ))d such
that vε converges weakly to v in L2(Ω × (0, T ))d. If (cε, µε) are weak solutions of the nonlocal
Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.10)-(1.13) with initial values c0,ε, then

µε ⇀ µ in L2(0, T ;V ), (4.1)

cε → c in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) and a.e. (4.2)

for a suitable sequnece ε = εk →k→∞ 0, where (c, µ) is a weak solution of the anisotropic
Cahn-Hilliard equation (1.15)-(1.19) with initial data c0, which satisfies the energy inequality

E0(c(t)) +

∫ t

0

∫
Ω
m(c)|∇µ|2 dx dt ≤ E0(c0) +

∫ t

0

∫
Ω
cw · ∇µdx dτ

for all t ∈ [0, T ], where

E0(c) =
1

2

∫
Ω
∇c ·A∇c dx+

∫
Ω
f(c) dx.
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Proof. One can show that (µε)ε∈(0,ε∗) is bounded in L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)) adapting the arguments in
Section 4.1 in [17] (See also [5]). We partly review the arguments here for the convenience of
the reader with changes required for the nonlocal energies involved.

Since we know from the energy inequality that (∇µε)ε∈(0,ε∗) ⊆ L2(Ω×(0, T ))d is bounded, we

know from the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality that it is enough to show that (µε)Ω = 1
|Ω|

∫
Ω µε dx

is bounded in L2(0, T ).
We define

N (cε(t)) : (H1
(0)(Ω))′ → H1

(0)(Ω) =

{
u ∈ H1(Ω) :

∫
Ω
u dx = 0

}
: f 7→ u,

where u ∈ H1
(0)(Ω) is the solution of∫

Ω
m(cε(t))∇u · ∇ψ dx = ⟨f, ψ⟩ for all ψ ∈ H1

(0)(Ω).

Since m is strictly bounded below, there is some constant C independent of cε(t) such that

∥N (cε(t))f∥H1(Ω) ≤ C∥f∥(H1
(0)

(Ω))′ for all f ∈ (H1
(0)(Ω))′. (4.3)

Then testing (1.10) N (cε(t))(cε(t)−mΩ) (in the weak sense), (1.11) with cε(t)−mΩ and taking
the sum yields

⟨∂tcε(t),N (cε(t))(cε(t) −mΩ)⟩H1(Ω) + Eε(cε(t))

+

∫
Ω
f ′0(cε(x, t))(cε(x, t) −mΩ) dx+

∫
Ω
θccε(x, t)(cε(x, t) −mΩ) dx

=

∫
Ω
cε(x, t)vε(x, t) · ∇N (cε(t))(cε(x, t) −mΩ) dx, (4.4)

where

f0(s) := f(s) + θc
s2

2
for s ∈ [−1, 1]

is the “convex part” of f . Since (vε)ε∈(0,ε∗) converges weakly to v in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω))d, vε is

bounded in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω))d for sufficiently small ε > 0. Then using (4.4) to estimate (µε)Ω,
we show that µε is bounded in L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)) for sufficiently small ε > 0 and we can choose a
subsequence such that (4.1) holds. For more details of the argument, we refer to [5].

We show that cε →ε→0 c strongly in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) and a.e. for a subsequence. ∂tcε is
bounded in L2(0, T ; (H1(Ω))′) using the weak form of (1.10) and the energy bound. Furthermore
(cε)ε∈(0,ε∗) is bounded in L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)) since |cε(x, t)| < 1 a.e. inQT . Since L2(Ω) is compactly
embedded in (H1(Ω))′, we have cε →ε→0 c in C([0, T ]; (H1(Ω))′) for a suitable subsequence by
the Aubin-Lions lemma. Using Lemma 2.4 and the bounds on the energies from the energy
inequality of the nonlocal Cahn-Hilliard equation, we have cε →ε→0 c in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) and
a.e. for a suitable sequence.

Since ∂tcε is bounded in L2(0, T ; (H1(Ω))′), ∂tcε converges weakly to ∂tc in L2(0, T ; (H1(Ω))′).
Because of vε → v weakly in L2(QT )d, cε → c almost everywhere, and |cε(x, t)| ≤ 1, we have

17



that vεcε converges weakly to vc in L2(QT )d as ε→ 0. We also have that m(cε)∇µε converges
weakly to m(c)∇µ in L2(Q)d. We use these facts to pass to the limit in the weak form of the
equation

∂tcε + div(vεcε) = div(m(cε)∇µε) in Ω × (0, T ). (4.5)

By the argument in [17, Chapter 5] (see also [5]), we can show that there exists ξ, η ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω))
such that

f ′0(cε) ⇀ ξ in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) (4.6)∫ T

0
Bε(cε, ψ(t)) dt =

∫
Ω×(0,T )

ηψ d(x, t) for all ψ ∈ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)) (4.7)

for a suitable subsequence. Using cε → c in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) one can deduce f ′0(c) ∈ L2(Ω×(0, T ))
and f ′0(cε) → f ′0(c) almost everywhere by the same arguments as e.g. in [1, page 1093]. Therefore
in Lq(QT ) for every 1 ≤ q < 2. Hence ξ = f ′0(c). Passing to the limit in the weak formulation
of (4.5) we have

⟨∂tc(t), ψ)⟩H1(Ω) +

∫
Ω
m(c(x, t))∇µ(x, t) · ∇ψ(x) dx =

∫
Ω
c(x, t)v(x, t) · ∇ψ(x) dx (4.8)

for every ψ ∈ H1(Ω) and for almost every t ∈ (0, T ) and that µ = η + f ′0(c) − κc.
It only remains to show that

c ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)) (4.9)

and η = −div(A∇c). Because of cε →ε→0 c in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)), Lemma 2.3 and the energy
estimate, we have c(t) ∈ H1(Ω) for every t ∈ [0, T ] and

∥E0(c)∥L∞(0,T ) ≤ lim inf
ε→0

∥Eε
0(cε)∥L∞(0,T ) ≤M (4.10)

Hence we have c ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1(Ω)). Since Eε(cε) is quadratic in cε, we have∫ T

0
Eε(cε(t)) dt+

∫ T

0
Bε(cε(t), ψ(t) − cε(t)) dt ≤

∫ T

0
Eε(ψ(t)) dt

for any ψ ∈ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)) with (ψ(t))Ω = mΩ for almost all t ∈ (0, T ). Since cε →ε→0 c in
C([0, T ];L2(Ω)), using Lemma 2.3 and Fatou’s lemma, we derive∫

QT

E0(c(t)) dt+

∫
QT

η(x, t)(ψ − c)(t, x)d(x, t) ≤
∫
QT

E0(ψ(t)) dt

for every ψ ∈ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)) with (ψ(t))Ω = mΩ for almost every t ∈ (0, T ). If we take
ψ(x, t) = c(x, t) + hχ(t)τ(x), where h ∈ R, χ ∈ C([0, T ]) and τ ∈ H1

(0)(Ω), divide by h, and pass
to the limit h→ 0, we obtain∫

Ω
η(x, t)τ(x) dx =

∫
Ω
A∇c(x, t) · ∇τ(x) dx

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ) and for all τ ∈ H1
(0)(Ω). Finally, by classical elliptic regularity theory, we

conclude that c ∈ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)), η = −div(A∇c) and n · (A∇c)|∂Ω = 0.
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5 Application to a Navier-Stokes/Cahn-Hilliard System

In this section, we consider the application of our result to a Navier-Stokes/Cahn-Hilliard system.
We consider the following equation, which is a nonlocal variant of a diffuse interface model

of two-phase flows with unmatched densities, proposed by A., Garcke, and Grün [2]. Here the
chemical potential equation involves a term where a nonlocal operator as before is acting on the
order parameter, instead of the Laplacian in the original model. More precisely, we consider

∂t(ρv) + div(v ⊗ (ρv + J̃)) − div(2η(c)Dv) + ∇p = µ∇c in QT , (5.1)

div v = 0 in QT , (5.2)

∂tc+ v · ∇c = div (m(c)∇µ) in QT , (5.3)

µ = Ψ′(c) + Lεc in QT , (5.4)

where ρ = ρ(c) := ρ̃1+ρ̃2
2 + ρ̃2−ρ̃1

2 c, J̃ = − ρ̃2−ρ̃1
2 m(c)∇µ, QT = Ω × (0, T ).

We assume that Ω ⊂ Rd, d = 2, 3, is a bounded domain with C2-boundary. Here and in the
following v, p, and ρ are the (mean) velocity, the pressure and the density of the mixture of the
two fluids, respectively. Furthermore ρ̃j , j = 1, 2, are the specific densities of the unmixed fluids,
c is the difference of the volume fractions of the two fluids, and µ is the chemical potential related
to c. Moreover, Dv = 1

2(∇v+∇vT ), η(c) > 0 is the viscosity of the fluid mixture, andm(c) > 0 is
a mobility coefficient. Finally, Lε is defined as in (1.14). Here the kernels kε : (Rd\{0}) → [0,∞)
satisfy the conditions (A1)-(A3) in Section 2.

We add to our system the boundary and initial conditions

v|∂Ω = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, T ), (5.5)

∂nµ|∂Ω = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, T ), (5.6)

(v, c) |t=0 = (v0, c0) in Ω. (5.7)

We note that (5.5) is the usual no-slip boundary condition for the velocity field and ∂nµ|∂Ω = 0
describes that there is no mass flux of the fluid components through the boundary. Furthermore,
in dependence on how singular kε is at the origin, there will be an additional implicit boundary
condition for c, which will be part of the weak formulation below.

There have recently been a lot of studies concerning existence of weak solutions and well-
posedness of this model and its nonlocal variant. In particular, Frigeri [25] proved existence
of weak solutions for W 1,1-kernels, which was extended by the authors to operators of regional
fractional operator type in [4]. We refer to [29] for a recent result for the local system and
further literature.

For defining weak solutions of the system above, we introduce the following notation. We
introduce the standard Hilbert spaces for the Navier-Stokes equations

L2
σ(Ω) := VL2(Ω)d

, Vσ := VH1
0 (Ω)d

, V := {v ∈ C∞
0 (Ω)d : divv = 0},

and recall that these spaces can be characterized in the following way

L2
σ(Ω) := {v ∈ L2(Ω)d : divv = 0, v · n|∂Ω = 0}, Vσ := {v ∈ H1

0 (Ω)d : divv = 0}.
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The norm and scalar product in L2
σ(Ω) will be denoted again by ∥ · ∥ and (· , ·), respectively,

and the space Vσ is endowed with the scalar product

(v1,v2)Vσ := (∇v1,∇v2) = 2
(
Dv1, Dv2

)
for all v1,v2 ∈ Vσ.

We also introduce the Stokes operatorA with no-slip boundary condition. Recall thatA : D(A) ⊂
L2
σ(Ω) → L2

σ(Ω) is defined as A := −P∆, with domain D(A) = H2(Ω)d∩Vσ, where P : L2(Ω)d →
L2
σ(Ω) is the Helmholtz projection.

For the equation above, we define its weak solution as follows. The definition is as in the
author’s contribution [4].

Definition 5.1. Let v0 ∈ L2
σ(Ω), c0 ∈ L∞(Ω) with |c0| ≤ 1 almost everywhere, T ∈ (0,∞)

and ε > 0 be given. Then (v, c) is a weak solution of the nonlocal Navier-Stokes/Cahn-Hilliard
system (5.1)-(5.7) if

v ∈ BCw([0, T ];L2
σ(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1

0 (Ω)d),

c ∈ BCw([0, T ];L2(Ω)) ∩ L∞(0, T ;Vε) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)),

µ ∈ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)), f ′(c) ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)),

∂t(ρv)|D(A) ∈ L4/3(0, T ;D(A)′), ∂tc ∈ L2(0, T ; (H1(Ω))′),

|c(x, t)| < 1 almost everywhere in QT , v|t=0 = v0, c|t=0 = c0 and the following holds true:

(i) For every ψ ∈ H1(Ω) and ψ ∈ D(A) and almost every t ∈ (0, T ) we have

⟨∂t(ρv)(t),ψ⟩D(A) −
∫
Ω

((v + J̃) ⊗ ρv : Dψ dx+

∫
Ω

2ν(c)Dv : Dψ dx

= −
∫
Ω
c∇µ ·ψ dx,

⟨µ(t), ψ⟩L2(Ω) = 2Eε(c(t), ψ) +

∫
Ω
f ′(c(t))ψ dx

⟨∂tc(t), ψ⟩H1(Ω) +

∫
Ω
m(c)∇µ · ∇ψ =

∫
Ω
vc · ∇ψ dx,

where J̃ = − ρ̃2−ρ̃1
2 m(c)∇µ.

(ii) The energy inequality

Etot,ε(v(t), c(t)) +

∫ t

0

∫
Ω

(2ν(c)|Dv|2 +m(c)|∇µ|2) dx dτ ≤ Etot,ε(v(0), c(0)) (5.8)

holds true for all t ∈ [0, T ], where

Etot,ε(v, c) :=
1

2

∫
Ω
ρ(c)|v|2 dx+ Eε(c),

Eε(c) :=
1

4

∫
Ω

∫
Ω
kε(x− y)(c(x) − c(y))2 dx dy +

∫
Ω
f(c(x)) dx.
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Remark 5.2. The existence of weak solutions of the nonlocal Navier-Stokes/Cahn-Hilliard equa-
tion in the sense of Definition 5.1 in the case when kε ∈W 1,1(Rd) follows from Frigeri [25] and
in the case of the first example of the kernel in Remark 2.1 follows from [4]. The definition of
weak solutions in [4] is different from Definition 5.1, but it can be shown that it is equivalent in
a standard manner. For details, we refer to Boyer and Fabrie [10].

Theorem 5.3. For any ε ∈ (0, 1), let v0,ε ∈ L2
σ(Ω) and c0,ε ∈ L2(Ω) with |c0,ε| ≤ 1 a.e.,

1
|Ω|

∫
Ω c0,ε(x) = mΩ for all ε ∈ (0, 1) and some mΩ ∈ (−1, 1). Moreover, we assume that there

are v0 ∈ L2
σ(Ω) and c0 ∈ H1(Ω) such that v0,ε → v0 in L2

σ(Ω), c0,ε → c0 in L2(Ω), and
Eε,tot(v0,ε, c0,ε) → Etot(v0, c0) as ε→ 0+, where

Etot(v, c) :=
1

2

∫
Ω
ρ(c)|v|2 dx+ E0(c),

E0(c) :=
1

2

∫
Ω

(A∇c(x)) · ∇c(x) dx+

∫
Ω
f(c(x)) dx.

If (vε, cε)ε∈(0,1) are weak solutions of the nonlocal Navier-Stokes/Cahn-Hilliard system with ini-
tial values (v0,ε, c0,ε)ε∈(0,1), then

vε ⇀
∗ v in L∞(0, T ;L2

σ(Ω)), (5.9)

vε ⇀ v in L2(0, T ;H1
0 (Ω)d), (5.10)

µε ⇀ µ in L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)), (5.11)

vε → v in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) and almost everywhere, (5.12)

cε → c in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) and almost everywhere (5.13)

for a suitable subsequence ε = εk →k→∞ 0, where (v, c) is a weak solution of the local Navier-
Stokes/Cahn-Hilliard system in the sense that

v ∈ BCw([0, T ];L2
σ(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1

0 (Ω)d),

c ∈ C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) ∩BCw([0, T ];H1(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)), f ′(c) ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)),

µ ∈ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)),

|c(x, t)| < 1 almost everywhere in QT , v|t=0 = v0, c|t=0 = c0 and the following holds true:

(i) For every ψ ∈ H1(Ω) and ψ ∈ D(A) and almost every t ∈ (0, T ) we have

⟨∂t(ρv)(t),ψ⟩D(A) −
∫
Ω

((v + J̃) ⊗ ρv : Dψ dx+

∫
Ω

2ν(c)Dv : Dψ dx

= −
∫
Ω
c∇µ ·ψ dx,

⟨∂tc(t), ψ⟩H1(Ω) +

∫
Ω
m(c)∇µ · ∇ψ =

∫
Ω
vc · ∇ψ dx,

where J̃ = − ρ̃2−ρ̃1
2 m(c)∇µ, and

µ = −div(A∇c) + f ′(c) in Ω × (0, T ),

n ·A∇c|∂Ω = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, T ).

21



(ii) The energy inequality

Etot,0(v(t), c(t)) +

∫ t

0

∫
Ω

(2ν(c)|Dv|2 +m(c)|∇µ|2) dx dτ ≤ Etot,0(v(0), c(0)) (5.14)

holds true for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. The proof is along the same lines as that of the main theorem in [5]. Here one has to
deal with the convergence for the more general kernels, using the results of Section 4. First we
prove that cε →ε→0 c strongly in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) and almost everywhere employing Lemma 2.3
and the boundedness of vε ∈ L2(0, T ;L2

σ(Ω)) derived from the energy inequality of the nonlocal
Navier-Stokes/Cahn-Hilliard system. After deriving it, by similar arguments as in [5], we can
show that vε →ε→0 v in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω))d if we take some subsequence of (vε)ε∈(0,1). The fact
that c satisfies the weak formulation can be shown using Theorem 4.1. The rest is similar to [5]
and we omit it.

Remark 5.4. From the physical point of view, the case when the kernel kε is radially symmetric
is more natural taking into account isotropy of the fluids. In that case, the limit equation is also
isotropic, i.e., A = cI where c > 0 is a positive constant and I is an identity matrix.
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Non Linéaire, 37(3):627–651, 2020.

[17] E. Davoli, L. Scarpa, and L. Trussardi. Local asymptotics for nonlocal convective Cahn-
Hilliard equations with W 1,1 kernel and singular potential. J. Differential Equations,
289:35–58, 2021.

[18] E. Davoli, L. Scarpa, and L. Trussardi. Nonlocal-to-local convergence of Cahn-Hilliard
equations: Neumann boundary conditions and viscosity terms. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal.,
239(1):117–149, 2021.

23



[19] A. Debussche and L. Dettori. On the Cahn-Hilliard equation with a logarithmic free energy.
Nonlinear Anal., 24(10):1491–1514, 1995.
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