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Abstract
We determine the asymptotic behavior of the system of Cahn-Hillard/Euler;s equations that con-F
trol the dynamics inside the thin boundary layer separating two inviscid, incompressible, and
nearly immiscible fluids. This model was proposed recently in order to replace the classical mov-
ing boundary model of two immiscible fluids, separated by the interface with the surface tension.
We formally verify that these two problems are related. Using the method of matched asymptotic
expansions, we show that when the width of the interface and the miscibility of the fluids con-
verge to zero, then the system of Cahn-Hillard/Euler’s equations converges asymptotically to the
classical moving boundary problem. In addition, we analyze for the different timescales the

behavior of the mixture inside the boundary layer.



1. Introduction
When studying the behavior of two immiscible fluids, separated by the interface with sur-

face tension, it is normally assumed [So] that the condition

[Pn]; = okn, (1

is satisfied on the interface I". Then the equations governing fluid motion in each phase are solved
subject to the condition (1) on the moving interface. Here P is the stress tensor, n is a unit normal
vector to I', and k is the mean curvature of I". Also ¢ is a constant and [¢] r denotes the jump in
¢ across I'. The existence of a solution for this classical problem has only been shown for a small
time or close to the exact solution ([St]). The possible complications can be seen in a particular
case, when two phases are mixed by the action of the imposed flow. Then the amount of the inter-
face area per unit volume increases with time, while the characteristic length of the microstructure
created during the flow decreases. As the result, the flow becomes very complex, making both
analytical and numerical analysis of the problem extremely difficult. In a view of this, the numer-
ical simulations based on the classical formulation may provide misleading results.

In recent years the different approach to this type of problems has been suggested and used
by several authors (Chella and Vinals in [CV], Gurtin, Polignone, and Vinals in [GPV], Staro-
voitov in [St], and Truskinovsky and Lowengrub in [LT]). Their basic idea is to replace the sharp
interface between two phases by a thin boundary layer in which the relevant quantities vary con-
tinuously but may have large gradients. To track the interface one introduces and follows the
dynamics of an order parameter that is assumed to have almost constant values within each phase.
As a such parameter we could take, for example, a concentration of one of the fluids in the mix-

ture. Then the classical problem can be replaced by a system of two equations, one describing the




motion of the fluid and another describing the evolution of the order parameter. The thickness of
the interface enters these equations as a small parameter.

This approach is based on the same principle as Ginzburg-Landau models of phase separa-
tion [GSS], phase-field models for solidification (see e.g. [Ca] or [CF]), and various models used
to study the decay of fluctuations at the critical point [HH]. The particular model that we study
here is referred to as “model H” in the literature on critical phenomena ([HH]) and was used by
Siggia, Halperin, and Hohenberg [SHH] to study behavior at the critical points of single and
binary fluids. We will, however, be interested in describing the behavior of the same model away
from any critical points, when the phase separation is largely completed and the order parameter
assumes almost constant values in each of the phases, separated by the interface of the small
width € over which the order parameter changes continuously.

The model under consideration was also obtained following the methods of continuum
mechanics by Gurtin, Polignone, and Vinals in [PGV] and consists of the coupled Navier-

Stokes/Cahn-Hilliard equations, that can be written for our choice of parameters as

5

2
uf + Vu8 . ve =g Aue, )
vf +WHE = Vpe - £2Au£Vu€,

for every € >0. Here V¢ denotes a velocity of the fluid, u° is the order parameter, and
p.e =f (uej _e?Au® is the chemical potential (the definition of f will be given in the next sec-

tion). We will assume that the fluid is incompressible

div ve =0, 3



and inviscid. Also, for simplicity, we will set the density of both phases identically equal to one.

Our goal will be to use the method of matched asymptotic expansions to determine the
asymptotic limit of the system (2) as € — 0, as well as to study the behavior of the mixture inside
the boundary layer. Observe that as € — 0, two fluids become immiscible. To simplify our analy-
sis, we choose the mobility (the coefficient in front of chemical potential in the first equation) and
capillarity coefficient in the Euler’s equation in such a way that the relevant processes inside the
boundary layer are separated in time or, in other words, occur on different timescales. Also we
note that our analysis can be directly applied to the case of viscous fluid when the Reynolds num-
ber is large. For a low Reynolds number our technique does not seem to work.

Assuming that the initial velocity of the fluid v (x,0) = O (¢) , we show that

1. On the fast timescale s = é the interface I" remains stationary and the order parameter
remains equal to its initial value everywhere in the domain. The velocity v of the fluid also
remains unchanged inside the regions away from I'. However, near the interface, the tangential
component of the velocity increases linearly in time, driven by the gradients in the initial distribu-
tion of the order parameter. Therefore, on the timescale ¢, the velocity of the fluid can be by the
order of magnitude larger inside the boundary layer than away from the interface (in the bulk).

2. On the “regular” timescale ¢ the high velocity inside the boundary layer forces the redis-
tribution of the order parameter along the interface. Simultaneously the velocity inside the regions
near I' decreases down to the same order of magnitude as in the bulk. The resulting structure of
the order parameter inside the boundary layer is such that at the leading order the capillarity term

disappears from the Euler’s equation in (2) by compensating the change in pressure across the

interface. Furthermore, the interface itself remains stationary on the ¢ timescale.

t

Je

3. On the slow timescale ¢ = the order parameter has the structure, described in (b), for




every ¢ >0. We use this to show that, near the interface, the equations in (2) can be decoupled by
using the appropriate change of variables. In addition, we show that the equation for the order
parameter u, written in the new variables, is the one-dimensional Cahn-Hilliard equation. It fol-
lows then that the asymptotic limit of (2) is the classical moving boundary problem with the con-
dition (1) satisfied on the interface. |

If the function u is interpreted as a concentration of one of the parameters in the mixture,
then our result is in agreement with the conclusion in [LT], that the presence of concentration gra-
dients in the boundary layer gives rise to an effective surface tension between the fluids.

For our analysis we use the method of matched asymptotic expansions in the same form as
used, for example, by Pego in [Pe] and Rubinstein, Sternberg, and Keller in [RSK].

The convergence of (2) to the classical moving boundary problem was also formally shown
by Starovoitov in [St] by employing a cruder version of the asymptotic analysis. In particular,
Starovoitov did not analyze the dynamics of the mixture behavior near the interface. Moreover,
although the expansions in [St] produce at the leading order the set of equations that is similar to
ours, the presence of the viscosity term in [St] should cause problems at the higher order in the

expansion for velocity.
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3. Preliminaries.

As we have already discussed in the previous section, we study the asymptotic limit of the

system

5
3 e & 2, ¢
u +Vu v =g Au, 4)
vf +WWHE = VpE - EzAuEVue,

as € = 0. We suppose that the spatial variable xe Q c R", where Q has a smooth boundary and

that for every €>0

ou®

w| o
on

€
= =yl =0 (5)

oQ

oQ

Also the chemical potential ue = f(ue) —ezAus and div v¢ = 0. The function f(u) = W(u)
and W (u) is a double-well potential. We will assume without loss of generality that
2 2

W(u) = . The energy functional corresponding to (2) is given by

2

2 2
E° [ue, vE] = s{li@- + W(ue) + SZI—V——fL]dx, (6)

and is nonincreasing on the solutions of (2). We suppose that u® and v¢ satisfy the following ini-

tial condition:

E* [ug, vg] < Me, @)




for all £ >0 and that, in addition, Ivg (x)l <Ce forall xe Q and £>0. Here u° (x,0) = u::) (x)

and ¢ (x,0) = vg (x) . Then, we have that

(a) sup, s oE e[ue, ve] (1) £ Mg, (8)

(b) suptzoj((ue)z— l)zde2M£. 9
Q

Also we can adopt the following compactness result from [BK]:
Theorem 1 : Assume that (7) is satisfied. Then for any sequence of € s tending to zero there

€.
exists a subsequence g such that the limit lim u’ (x,1) = u(x,1) exists for a.e.

€.—-0
J

(x,1) € Qx (0,%) . The function u takes only the values 1, and there is a positive constant C;

depending only on M such that:

suptZOJIVu (x,1)|dx<C,.
Q

Set

Fe[uf] = (j}[w(ue) +Elvuelz]dx

£ 2

FOg: = 4 K PeraUu=1h), fFu@ e {-11} aeinQ,
. %, otherwise ,
where K = .El J2W (s)ds (in our case K=4/3) and Perg( A)is a perimeter of Ain Q (for the

definition of perimeter see e.g. [Gi]) . It turns out that FO isa I“(L1 (Q) ) -limit of F* (seee.g.

[FT]). In other words, the following holds



Theorem 2 : Let F* and F % be as above.
1) If wE—>w® inL' (Q) then liminf F<[w%] 2 F°[w"].
€—0
(2) For any wle L (Q) there exists a family (w*®) such that wE = w® in Ll( Q)and

lim F ¥[w"] = F°[w7].
e—0

Using this theorem, we can assume that for every 1> 0 there exists a front I', separating two
regions in Q, where u (x,7) =1 and u(x,7) =-1. As we will indicate later, some of our results
will only be valid in R®. In this case the first part of the Theorem 2 shows that the total length of
the front T, is uniformly bounded in time.

In the remainder of this paper we will assume the following:

1. For every 1 >0 and € >0 small, the functions ue(x, t) = x1+ O (¢) uniformly in Q
except in an € - neighborhood of the front I',. At distances greater than O (¢) from I',, the deriv-
atives of u° will be presumed to be bounded independently of € as € > 0.

2. For every £> 0 the solutions of (2) are sufficiently smooth to justify our calculations.

3. Let Ff P = {ue (x,1) =0} forevery €>0. We suppose that both I', and I‘f are smooth,
closed surfaces in the interior of the set Q that evolve continuously in time and I"f —»T ase—>0
for all, but finitely many ¢> 0. Here the convergence is assumed in the following sense. Let A, be
the region of R" enclosed by I, and Af be the region enclosed by l"f. We will say that F':“ con-
vergesto I', as € > 0, if meas(AfAA’) — 0 as € - 0, where meas (B) denotes the Lebesgue
measure of the set B while AAB is the symmetric difference between the sets A and B. Some
additional restrictions will be imposed on the convergence of I‘f later on.

4. The width of the boundary layer is small in comparison to the distance separating layers

and their radii of curvature.



4. Fast timescale

4.1. Outer Expansion

First, we develop the expansions for the solutions on the fast timescale s = é Then (2)

takes the form

1(~e -€ ~e) 2, ~¢
\u_+Vu v |=€Ap,
v (10)

1{ -¢ ~E-E ~€ 2 & -E
8—2(vs+Vvv)=—Vp -€ AuVu .

where w (x,s) = w(x, &s) for any function w, while ﬁe =f (ﬁ‘e)—ezAﬁs and div 3° = 0. Con-
sider now the outer expansion of the solutions of (10) away from the front I'_. We set

- - - 2
uo(x,s) +u1(x,s)£+u2(x,s)£ +...,

it (x,5) =
Gs(x, 5) = Vo (x,9) €2+i31 (x,s) 83 +V, (%, 5) £4+ ey (11)
- - - - 2
pe(x,s) =po(x8) +pi(x,s)e+p,y(x,5)€ +....
Then, substituting these expressions into (10), we have for the lowest order terms
aOs= 0,
Vos= —VPgs (12)
div vy= 0.

It follows that there is no change in the leading order term for the order parameter « on the times-

cale s; the initial values are preserved. As we will see later, the same can be said about the leading

10



term in the outer expansion for the velocity v.
4.2. Inner Expansion

To determine the behavior of the solution near the interface suppose, following [Pe], that
@ (x, s) is the signed distance to I', . Suppose, in addition, that the location of F: can be approxi-

mated by the function
qs(x,s) D=0 (x,s)£+(p2(x,s)82+..., (13)

where qE is first defined for every x € T, through the relation uELx + qe (x,8)m (x,s), s) = 0 and
then extended into the neighborhood of I', by assuming that qE (x+am(x,s),s) = q8 (x,s) for
every small a>0. Here m (x,s) = V@ (x,s) is the unit normal to the front FjatxeT, and T,
and I‘f are supposed to be such that the above definitions make sense.

‘We introduce a new variable z = Mes) and define the functions & (x,z,5) and

7% (x,2,5) by

ue(x, (p—(ii) s) =i (xs),

and

Tre(x, (p—(::’—s)—, s) = (x,5) .

We define the functions 1‘78 (x,2z,5) and ne (x,z,5) in a similar manner.

Assume for every w (x, z, s) that

(a) w does not change if z is fixed, while x changes in the direction normal to I, thatis

11



w(x+om(x,s),z,s) = w(x,z,5) forevery a>0.
(b) The limit lim, ,,.w,(x2zs) =0.
The assumption (a) implies that V. % (x, z, s) - m (x,s) = 0 and one can show for every

W(x, M, s) = w(x, s) that the following hold

1
Vw = V.o + L% m (14)
X € Z ’
_ . 1_
w, = ws+szV, (15)
1_ 1,_ _
Aw = =w__+-kw_+A w. (16)

Here V(x,s) = @, (x,s) is the normal velocity of the front I'_ and k (x, s) = A@(x,s) is its mean

curvature. In the new variables the equations (10) take the form

5
1(_e 1_e _€ _€ 1_8( _e) _21 e 1, ¢
E(us+EuZV+qu -V +-éuz m-v )—E (;nZZ+EkHZ+AXH)’
X 1(_8 1_¢ _E_E l_e( _s)) (17)
=S| P +-VV+V IV +=V m -V v
82 s g2 € ?
e 1_¢ 2 £ 1_¢ 1_e 1,_ _
=-Vp —Epzm—e (V +Euzm)(e—2ua+—ku +Axu)

(18)

due to the incompressibility of the fluid and

= f(ae)—ﬁjz—ekuj-ezAxu. (19

12



by the definition of the chemical potential. Moreover, by the definition of I“:: and (13),
€ €
ulx, %, s|=0. (20)

Note that qe is independent of z.
Next, suppose that

_€ _ _ _ 2
u (x,z,8) = uo(x,z,s)+u1(x,z,s)€+u2(x,z,s)€ +...,

_€ - 2 _ 3 _ 4
v (x,2,5) vo(x,z,s)e +9,(x,2,5)€ +9,(x,2,5)€ +..., 21

_€ - - _ 2
P (x,2,5) = Ppy(x%25) +P, (%,2,5)€+P,(%2,5)€ +...

Substituting these expansions into (17) and collecting terms with the same powers of € we obtain

that
V(x,s) =0, (22)
g, (x,2,8) =0, (23)
2
= %o, _
Pot— | = 0, (24)
Z
- . _ - 2
Vos = = ViPo— uoszxuo - ( (Py +0gy,u,,) . + kuOZ)m . (25
In addition, due to (18),
Vo, m =0 (26)
and

13



div v, +v,_ -m = 0. @7)

By taking a derivative of (25) in z, multiplying the result by m and using (26) we obtain
that
( B+ 0, T ki ) =0
(py+ quulz)z+ %oz), = V-
Since by our assumption the limit limZ S, (62,8) =0 for every w (x, z, 5) , then
2
»,+ ‘70z‘_‘1z)z + kuoz =0,

and therefore

Vos = = VaPg~ o, Vallg - (28)
By (24)
2
- nOz (%, 2) -
Po(x2,5) + = Pp (x, Eeo,5) (29)
and
[pyl,. = 0.
0 rs

Furthermore, by imposing the appropriate initial conditions on u®, we can use (24) to conclude

that in fact,
dp
0
— =0 r.
5m onT

Then (12) implies that p, = 0 in the interior of the set enclosed by I'_ (and v, remains unchanged

in the outer expansion), hence by matching the inner and outer expansions, we obtain by (29) that

2
_ i, (x,2)

Substituting p, into (28), integrating in s, and using (23) we find that

Vo (x,2,5) = 9y(x,2,0) + (aOZquOZ - ‘-‘Ozzvxl_‘o) s. (30)

14



Notice that as z — e the function Vo (%, 2, 8) = V() (x, Feo, 0) for every s> 0. This, along with
the fact that the velocity remains unchanged in the outer expansion (due to the constant pressure),
ensures that the matching condition for the velocity v holds in space variables for every s>0.
By (30) the tangential velocity at some points in the boundary layer near I'; will increase
linearly with the time s. Hence we will assume for the regular timescale ¢ that the velocity Ve is
of the order one near the front T',. This will provide for the correct matching of inner expansions
of solutions of (2) for the fast timescale s and the timescale ¢. On the other hand, using (7), we
can see that in the outer expansion the velocity v¢ cannot have the order of magnitude lower than
Je. We will begin by assuming that in the outer expansion, away from the front T',, the function

v = O (¢) forevery t>0.

5. Timescale ¢

By repeating for the ¢ timescale our arguments from the previous section, we find that in the

outer expansion the lower order terms should satisfy the following system of equations

ug, = 0, 31)
v, = ~Vp,, (32)
Vp, = 0, (33)
divvy = 0. (34)

while we obtain from the expansion near T, that

gy, + 8y, + V- v, =0, (35)

Po, + 890, + VaPoPo = = V,Po— iy, V,lig+ hm, (36)

15



l-¢2
- 0z | _
(p0+7jz = 09

91, (50 +V,0, (0 V5 (%0, (x,1),1) g (x, 9, (x,1),1)

m-\'z0+V= 0

Here ¢, (x,1) is as defined in (13) and we have taken into account that

ﬁo(x9 (pl (x7 t))t) = 0
In addition,

- - - 2
h = Pt (quulz)Z+kuOZ’

and
g=m-v,.

The following matching condition should also hold

limz_)imvo (x,z,t) = 0.

Then using (39) we obtain that

[Pyl =0.
t

0,

(37

(38)

(39)

(40)

41)

(42)

(43)

If we suppose that polag =0 then (33) implies that py(x,1) =0 in the outer expansion, away from

the interface T', . It follows then from (39) that

_2
g, (x,2,1) _

Po(x 1) +———— =

By (38), (41), and (43) we have

Vix,t) =0,

16
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and

[vo-ml. =0, (45)

r, =T, (46)

Hence, on the ¢ timescale the front separating the fluids remains stationary.
Suppose for the remainder of this section that Q R®. Since the normal component of ¥,
vanishes in the inner expansion (see (34)), we can show that v, would satisfy in the outer expan-

sion

Vor = —Vp],
div vy = 0,
y - @n
2 2
[py1y =k (|‘-’o| “—‘Oz)dz’
0

with u, independent of ¢, while in the inner expansion

Uy, + 8y, + V., -9, =0,
Vo, 8V, + (Vx(v0 1) V= uozvxqu - HOszx‘-‘o’ (48)
g, + div v, =0,

where ¥ is subject to the boundary conditions (43) and 7 is a unit tangent vector to I, . Parame-
trizing the curve I'j with respect to its arclength s, we can rewrite the system (48) in terms of the

variables zand s. Let £ (z,5,7) = iy (x(s),21) and n (z,s,1) = Vo (x(8),2,8) - T(x(s)) then

§t+ggz+n§s = O’
n,+gn,+nn=8¢& -§& &, (49)
g, +Mn,+ kn = 0.

17



Integrating the second equation in (49) in z by parts and using the third equation we obtain

0o

2 [nGsndere [vaand =2 [(E@an-n*@sn . 60

—00 —00 —00

Suppose now that I'; is a closed curve and that the region enclosed by T, is convex and

infrok (s) =8 for some &> 0. Integrating (50) in s over I, we have

g; j J""I(Z,s,t)dsdz+ I Jk(s)nz(z,s, Hdsdz = 0. (51)
—°°F0 —°°r0

We conjecture that (51) implies that | [n”(z,s,1)dsdz — 0 and that
oo —oor‘

% J. éz (z,5,1)dz — 0 as t — . Here the first identity implies that the lowest order term in the

inner expansion of the tangential velocity converges to zero as t — . Indeed, by (7) we can
assume for every >0 that

1 1

j j N (z s, ) dsdz < M7|Q)%, (52)

—oo [

where |Q| is the Lebesgue measure of the set Q and M is defined in (7). Then , by (51),

limt_m]: jnz(z,s,t)dsdz =0;

-y

otherwise (52) will be violated. Using (50) we can formally conclude that

18



-a% J&:(z,s, 1)dz = 0. (53)

Furthermore, the latter result can be extended in the following way. Fix any ® c! (R) such that
@ (£) >0 for every x € R. Multiply the first equation in (49) by n®’ (§) and add it to the second
equation, multiplied by @ (§) . Then integrate the resulting equation over I'y x R by parts to

obtain

oo

% j J'cp(é)n(z,s,z)dsdu j jk(s)q>(§)n2(z,s,t)dsdz - 0. (54)

“wTy .

Using the same reasoning as above we can conclude that

oo

d

= Je®E @sna—o, (55)

—00

as t — oo or, differentiating in s and integrating by parts,

Jo© Eg, -8, d—0, (56)

as t — oo. Assume that §  (8:2,0) 20 on Iy x R then, since the function ® was chosen arbi-

trarily, we may deduce that

£, (52,508, (5,2,) ~E (5, 5,%) & (5,2,%) = 0, (57)

for all (s,z) € I'yxR. The equation (57) can be rewritten as

19




2 (&)
e (a‘] "o 8

Since § #0 on I'yx R by our assumption, we conclude that
€ (5,2,00) = c(5)E,(s,2,) (59)

for every (s,z2) € Iy % R. On the other hand, by differentiating the equation (42), and letting

t — oo, we have that

E, (5,0, (5,0), ) +& (5,9, (5,%0),) 9, (5,0) =0, (60)
and it follows that @, (5,00) = c(s). Therefore, by fixing some so€ Ty and setting
Y(s) = @, (sp =) =@, (s,), the function & can be written as
E(s,2,%) = E(50 2+ W (5),>) . (61)
We emphasize that the rigorous proof of these results can only be provided by studying the
asymptotic behavior of the nonlinear system (49). Also, even formally, the different arguments

should be used to show whether our results hold for I'y that might contain affine parts or I'; that

is not closed, or not convex.

Remark 1. Notice that if we set 1 = §z and g = —§_,when k(s) =0 on I, and

Ee c* (Ty % R), then (§,m,g) is the stationary solution of the system (49).

20



Hence, we have established that on a fast timescale of order € the gradients of the initial dis-
tribution of order parameter will cause the rapid acceleration of the fluid particles inside the
boundary layer. On the timescale of order one, however, the transport effects associated with now
moving particles will in turn “equilibrate” the order parameter along the boundary, leading to the
solution structure, described by (61). At the same time the tangential component of the velocity of
moving particles will decrease back to the same order of magnitude as in the outer expansion.

It follows from (47) that for ¢ >> 1, the function v, in the outer expansion has to satisfy

Vor = —Vpl’

div Vo = 0,
] (62)

Assume that I, is connected. Then using (53) we conclude that the velocity v, will grow
almost linearly in the outer expansion on the timescale ¢, provided that & (s) is not identically

constant on FO.

6. Slow timescale.

Consider now the behavior of the system (2) on a slow timescale of the order :}_— . Let
€
o = Jfer. Based on our results for the z timescale, we will assume that the velocity v on the ¢
timescale will be of order one everywhere in Q, and that the leading order term u, in the inner

expansion of the order parameter u satisfies

l.!o = ’*_‘0(Z+W(xs G),0), (63)

21



forevery 6>0.

(64)

For every w (x, t) suppose that W (x,0) = w(x, % ) and for every w (x, z, ) suppose that
w(x,z,0) = v‘v(x, 2z —j—é ) . Then (2) should be rewritten as
a8+ vi® - 5° = e2Ap",
P+ VI = - éfo —eAR"Va
divi =0,

where ﬁe =f (ﬁe) —efait , while the energy inequality (8) has to be replaced with

~E[.E LE If/elz A€ 2|V&8|2
E [u ,V:l =I 8-—-2—+W(u )+€ —-—2—- dx < Mg

Q

The system (64) leads to the following equations in the outer expansion

2
y§+%y:V+ nye-ye+éy§(m Y ) = E.:Z+ekg§+e AxpL,
) Ye +_1_¥€V+V y€y€+ly€(m Ye)
0 g~z x €2
1 € 1 ¢ 1 e 1 ¢ €
= _EV p ——p,m- ng+£yzm)(—yzz+kz_tz+8Axu),

22

(65)

(66)
(67)
(68)

(69)

(70)



and

where the variable z is as defined before. Hence in the inner expansion we will have

€ € 3 € 2
B =f(u)_l-‘zz_8k4z—e Au,

V+m-v 0,

0:

Upg + Valty - vo+ (m-v)uy, = (Flyy) —ug,.)

BOz + yOZEOZZ =0,
V»?o + EOszxyO =0,

Pyt (ug ) +hu

Voo + Vaglp+ (m - vy,

= (—V»QI —-u

1 2

o« = (‘1-72 + ¥o.42, +tou )z + 2,““021—‘12 + l—‘OzAxuo :

2712

’
22

Uy, Valhy — Uy, Vilto - kk‘oZVx’io) - m,

(71)

(72)

(73)
(74)
(75)

(76)

(77)

(78)

(79)

(80)

(81)

We are going to concentrate more closely on the equation (74) when x € R’ . We will use the

same notation (with some obvious changes) as in the previous section. We already know from

(61) that

ug(s,2,0) = uy(sp,2+V¥(s,0),0),

23

(82)



when ¢ = 0. Furthermore, this structure must be preserved during the evolution on the slow

timescale, that is (82) must hold for every 6> 0. Set

y: =2z+Vy(s0), (83)

and

w(y,0): =u,(sy,,0). (84)

Substituting w into (74) and changing variables we obtain

Wot (Wg+ W, (2g D) + (moy))wy = (Fw) = wy) . (85)

In order to preserve the structure of (82) the factor
A(S,y,c)5=W0+‘VS(YO‘T)+('”"_’1),
must be independent of s.

Taking the derivative of A with respect to y we obtain

V(g 0+ (m-y)) = 0(y,0), (86)

for some function a of y and ¢. We can use this equation along with (80) (written in the new
coordinates) to conclude that

V(g - [W (% D+ (3D ] = 2(,0),
and thus (vg- 'c)s = o (y,0) = 0 since the function (vy- 1) is periodic in s . Hence, (¥y' ™) isa
function of (y, o) and

(m‘_)l) = —\VS(‘—)O"C) +Y(S’G) ’
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by (86), for some y: R x [0, ) — R. Substituting this equation into (85) we have
wot (Wg+w, = (f(w) _w)’)’)yy .
The coefficient in front of w, should remain independent of s, thus, by denoting
N(o) : = Y,(s50) +Y(s,0),
and
(o}
W(yo0): = W(y+_[0 n (s) ds, 6),

we obtain the one-dimensional Cahn-Hilliard equation

Wy = (F(W) =W, )

Wy &7

Then, by using (87), we can conclude, following Pego ([Pe]), that for large ¢ the order parameter

U, (x,2,0) should approach for every x € I;a translate U (z-A (x,0)) of U, where U is the

solution of

2
1 -2 =0, (88)
dz

U(—22) =-1, U(e) =1.

We will assume that the values of A are uniformly bounded on its domain.

Hence, we may conclude for large 6 >> 1 that the asymptotic limit of (2) is

o =-Vp,
div 9, =0, (89)
lio =0,

in Q\T . Here ¢, for any function g, denotes the advective time derivative g = g ;+vo - Vg.In
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addition we obtain using (77) and (88) that

1
(plr_=~k [ W du, (90)
-1
and using (73) that
Bomly =0 1)

Comparing (90) with (1) we deduce that the asymptotic limit of (2) as € — 0 is the classical
problem of motion of two immiscible, inviscid fluids. In addition, by Theorem 2, the total length
of the front T, is uniformly bounded in time, hence the interface stretching (the amount of inter-

face length per unit volume) is bounded during the motion on the slow timescale as well .
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