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GLOBAL STABILITY OF STEADY STATES IN THE CLASSICAL STEFAN PR OBLEM

MAHIR HAD ZIC AND STEVE SHKOLLER

ABSTRACT. The classical one-phase Stefan problem (without surfscgidn) allows for a continuum of steady state solu-
tions, given by an arbitrary (but sufficiently smooth) domt@igether with zero temperature. We prove global-in-titabisty

of such steady states, assuming a sufficient degree of smesstton the initial domain, but without any a priori resioict
on the convexity properties of the initial shape. This is siemsion of our previous result[28] in which we studied hear
spherical shapes.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The problem formulation. We consider the problem of global existence and asympttalulgy of classical
solutions to thelassicalStefan problem, which models the evolution of the time-deleat phase boundary between
liquid and solid phases. The temperatp(g z) of the liquid and the priori unknownmoving phase boundaiy(t)
must satisfy the following system of equations:

pe—Ap=0 in Q(t); (1.1a)
V(I(t))=—0up on I'(t); (1.1b)
p=0 on I'(t); (1.1c)
p(0,-)=po, 2(0)=9Q. (1.1d)

For each instant of timee [0,77, (t) is a time-dependent open subsefdfwith d > 2, andI'(t) £'9Q(t) denotes
the moving, time-dependent free-boundary.

The heat equatiof (I11a) models thermal diffusion in th& Bfk) with thermal diffusivity set tol. The boundary
transport equatioi_(1.]lb) states that each point on themgdsdundary is transported with normal velocity equal to
—0p,p=—Vp-n, the normal derivative of onT'(¢). Here,n(t,-) denotes the outward pointing unit normallt¢),
andV(T'(¢)) denotes the speed or the normal velocity of the hypersuff&ge The homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
condition [1.1L) is termed thelassical Stefan conditioand problem[(1]1) is called thetassical Stefan problendt
implies that the freezing of the liquid occurs at a constantgerature = 0. Finally, in (T1dl) we specify the initial
temperature distributiop, : 2 — R, as well as the initial geometty. Because the liquid phas$¥t) is characterized
by the set{z €R? : p(z,t) >0}, we shall consider initial data, >0 in 2. Thanks to[(I.Ja), the parabolic Hopf
lemma implies that),,p(t) <0 on T'(¢) for ¢ >0, so we impose th@on-degeneracy conditiofalso known as the
Rayleigh-Taylor sign conditioim fluid mechanics[43, 45, 47, 14,117.116]):

—0ppo>A>0 onT(0) (1.2)

on our initial temperature distribution. Under the abovaiasptions, we proved i [27] th&at(1.1) is locally well-pdse
Steady stategi,I') of (1) consist of arbitrary domains wilhe C'' and with temperature = 0. The main goal

of this paper is to prove global-in-time stability of suchady states, independent of any convexity assumptions. Our

analysis employs high-order energy spaces, which are weidbhy the normal derivative of the temperature along

the moving boundary; we creatéhgbridized energy methodombining integrated quantities wiglointwisemethods

via the Pucci extremal operators, which allow us to tracktiime-decay properties of the normal derivative of the

temperature. This hybrid approach appears to be new, andasuaal extension of our previous work [28], which

necessitated perturbations of spherical initial domains.
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1.2. Notation. For anys >0 and given functiong: Q2 — R, ¢:I' — R we set
def

I1f1ls=

Ifi=1,....d thenf,id:Efamif is the partial derivative of with respect tor*. Similarly, f,;; d:mamiazj f, etc. For time-

differentiation, f, £, f. Furthermore, for a functiori(¢,z), we shall often writef (¢) for f(¢,-), and f(0) to mean
f(0,2). The space of continuous functions @ris denoted by>°(92). For any given multi-indexv= (as,...,aq) we
set

def
| £1l =2y and|io]s = [0l = (.-

9% =005,

We also define the tangential gradiénty 0 f d:erf—aNfN, whereN stands for the outward-pointing unit normal

ontod2 anddy f = N -V f is the normal derivative of. By extendingV smoothly into a neighborhood bfinside the
interior of 2 we can definé on that neighborhood in the same way. We employ the followioigitional convention:
def

5f:(51.f7"'75df)7 5&.][‘:(5?1.]07"'752%.]0)7
whered' = (ay,...,a4) denotes a multi-index. The identity map @ris denoted by (x) = x, while the identity matrix
is denoted by Id. We us€ to denote a universal (or generic) constant that may chaogeihequality to inequality.
We write X <Y to denoteX < (C'Y. We use the notatio(s) to denote a generic non-zero real polynomial function
of s'/2 with non-negative coefficients of order at least

P(S):Zcis%, ¢; >0, meNy. (1.3)
=0

The Einstein summation convention is employed, indicastmgmation over repeated indices.

1.3. Theinitial domain 2 and the harmonic gauge.For our initial domairf2 we choose a simply connected domain
Q C R4, where the boundar§2 will be denoted byl". We further assume, without loss of generality, that theiorig
is contained i, i.e. 0 € Q. We transform the Stefan proble{L.1) set on the moving doféi), to an equivalent
problem on the fixed domain; to do so, we use a systemtodrmonic coordinatesalso known as the harmonic gauge
or Arbitrary Lagrangian Eulerian (ALE) coordinates in flurechanics.

The moving domairf2(¢) will be represented as the image of a time-dependent farhifjfieomorphismsU (¢) :
Q—Q(t). Let N represent the outward pointing unit normalt@nd letl’(¢) be given by

I'(t)={z| x=x0+h(t,x0)N, xo€T}.

Assuming that the signed height functibfy,-) is sufficiently regular and'(¢) remains a small graph ov&r we can
define a diffeomorphisn¥ : 2 — Q(¢) as the elliptic extension of the boundary diffeomorphism- 2o+ h(t,2o) N,
by solving the following Dirichlet problem:

AT =0 in Q, (1.4)
U(t,x)=x+h(t,x)N(z) z€T.
We introduce the following new variables set on the fixed diorfia
g=poV (temperaturg
v=—VpoW (“velocity”),
A=[D¥]"!  (inverse of the deformation tengor
J=det DU (Jacobian determinaint

We now pull-back the Stefan problei{}L.1) franit) onto the fixed domai®. If we let g denote the Jacobian of
the transformation?' (¢,-)|r : T' = T'(¢), and letn(t,-) denote the outward-pointing unit normal vector to the mgvin
surfacel'(¢), then the following relationship holds15]:

JNgnioU(t,x) = AF(t,x) Ny (z).

It thus follows that the outward-pointing unit normal vecto(t,-) to the moving surfacé&'(¢) can be written as
(noW)(t,x)=ATN/|ATN|. We shall henceforth drop the explicit composition with thifledmorphism¥, and
simply write

n(t,z)=ATN/|ATN)|
for the unit normal to the moving boundary at the poitit, =) € '(¢).
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The classical Stefan problem on the fixed donfaiis written as (see [27, 28])

G — AN (AFg ) =—v-U,  in [0,T)xQ, (1.5a)
v+ Afq =0 in [0,7)xQ, (1.5b)
qg=0 on [0,T)xT, (1.5¢)

ht:% on [0,T)xT, (1.5d)

AV =0 on [0,T) x €, (1.5e)

U=e+hN on [0,T)xT, (1.5f)

q=qo>0 on {t=0} xQ, (1.59)

h=0 on {t=0} xT, (1.5h)

Problem[(1.b) is a reformulation of the probldm{1.1). Olse¢hat the boundary condition (115d) is equivalent to
U;-n(t)=v-n(t) on [0,7)xT sothat¥(¢)(I')=T(t), (1.6)

which is but a restatement of the Stefan condition (1. 1b)c&the factorV - A” N will show up repeatedly in various
calculations, it is useful to introduce the abbreviation:

AEN-ATN. (1.7)

Note that initially A =1 and it will remain close td, since for smallh the transition matrix4d remains close to the
identity matrix.

Since the identity map: Q2 — Q is harmonic inQ andWV —e=hN on I', standard elliptic regularity theory for
solutions to[(14) shows that foE [0,7),

H\I/(t,) —GHHs(Q) < C”h(t,')HHs—O.S(l"), s> 0.5,

so that forh sufficiently small ands large enough, the Sobolev embedding theorem shows#tas close to Id, and
by the inverse function theorent, is a diffeomorphism.

1.3.1. The high-order energy and the high-order norive will specialize to the casé= 2 for the remainder of this
paper. The casé=3 requires only our norms to contain one more degree of difféability, while the rest of the
argument is entirely analogous.

To define the natural energies associated with the main@mhwe must employ tangential derivatives in a neigh-
borhood which is sufficiently close to the boundadryNearI' =02, it is convenient to use tangential derivatives
0%, while away from the boundary, Cartesian partial derivesi®*: are natural. For this reason, we introduce a
non-negativeC> cut-off functiony : @ — R, with the property

w(x)=0 if |z < p; p(z)=1 if dist(z,T') <o.
Herep,o € R are chosen in such a way thaf (0) € Q and{z|dist(z,T") <o} € Q\ B,(0).

Definition 1.1 (Higher-order energies)The following high-order energy and dissipation functisare fundamental
to our analysis:

def

E(t)=E(q,h) ()=
1 1

Do WPl g Do (-ona) PAGTRY G+ 5 D (I 2(0%0)q+ 00T )]s
|&@|+2b<5 |&@|+2b<6 |a@|+2b<6

. 1 . .
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|&@|+2b<5 |&|+2b<6
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and
(Lef

D(t)=D(q;h)(t)
Z HMl/ananHng"' Z |(_8NQ)1/2A5076£\I}1€|%§+ Z |\u1/2(5585qt+3078§’\11t-U)H%i

|&@|4+2b<6 |&@|+2b<5 |a@|4+2b<5
+ > Q=@ Po%opllta Y (=) A (070 g+ 0% V)7
|&@[+2b<6 |@|4+2b<5

where we recall the definition &f given in(@.4). Finally, we introduce the total energy(t) :

t
E(t) = sup E(T)—l—/ D(1)dr. (1.8)
0<s<t 0
Note that the boundary norms of the gauge functiomre weighted byw/—0dn¢g. We thus introduce the time-
dependent function

x(t) = inf (~0vg)(t.2) >0,

which will be used to track the weighted behaviormoflt is important to note, that due to the smoothness assompti
onI'itis easy to see that for any local coordinate clétt,...,ds, , ) for I we have the equivalence

> 1=ong) PAO R T~ Y [(=Ong) P00 00 BTy, (1.9)

|&@|+2b<6 B=(B1,---sBq—1)
18]+26<6

where X ~Y means that there exist positive constafitsand C»> such thatC;Y < X <(C5Y. In our case, the two
constants depend on the choice of the local chart.

Definition 1.2 (High-order norm) The following high-order norm is fundamental to our anadysi

3 2
def
S ED 1101ql3 e o + a3 2 o5 + > 1041132 oo
puare 1=0
+ sup e® (s, )3+ Y 107030
O<s<t |&|+21<6

3 2
+X(t) Z |aéh|%ocH6—2l +X(t) Z |aé+1h|i2H572z + |h|iccH4.5
=0 =0

(1.10)

Here s =2\—mn, where ) is the smallest eigenvalue of the Dirichlet-Laplacian@randn > 0 is a small but fixed
number to be determined later.

Remark 1.3. A subtle feature of the above definition is thss of a%—derivative—phenomenon for the temperature

By the parabolic scaling (where one time derivative scalestivo spatial derivatives), one might expedb belong

to L2H([0,T);Q), sinced 1 qe L2H5~21([0,T);Q), for [=0,1,2. This is, however, not the case, as the height-
evolution equatiorfI.5d) scales in a hyperbolic fashion, and thus places a restnictio the top-order regularity of
the unknowny, allowing only forg € L2H®5([0,T);(2).

1.4. Steady states.Note that anyC'! simply connected domain represents a steady stafe of (lnther words,
for any simply connected domaine C*, the pair(z=0,T' = 02) forms a time-independent solution {0 {1.1). In
particular, it is challenging to determinehich steady state a small perturbation will decay to. Thus thélpro

of asymptotic stability, rather than the optimal regulaof weak/viscosity solutions, is one of the main motivating
questions for this work. In particular, we work with claggdisolutions with a high degree of differentiability on the
initial data.

1.5. Rayleigh-Taylor sign condition or non-degeneracy conditin on gg. With respect tog, condition [1.2) be-
comes

inlﬁ[—aNqo ()] >6>0 onT.
rE
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For initial temperature distributions that are not necelysatrictly positive in €2, this condition was shown to be
sufficient for local well-posedness far (IL.1) (seel[27,[38) 40n the other hand, if we require strict positivity of our
initial temperature functidh

@©>0 inQ, (1.11)

then the parabolic Hopf lemma (see, for examjle], [20]) guaes that-0nq(t,x) > 0 for 0 <t < T on some a priori
(possibly small) time interval, which, in turn, shows tl8aandD are norms fot > 0, but uniformity may be lost as
t— 0. To ensure a uniform lower-bound ferdy¢(t) ast — 0, we impose the Rayleigh-Taylor sign condition with
the following lower-bound:

—0ngo>C. | qoprde, (1.12)
Q

Here, ¢ is the positive first eigenfunction of the Dirichlet Laplani—A on €2, and C, >0 denotes auniversal
constant. The uniform lower-bound in(1112) thus ensurasdhr solutions are continuous in time; moreover, (11.12)
allows us to establish a time-dependeptimal lower-boundor the quantityx(¢) =inf,er(—0n¢)(t,x) >0 for all
timet > 0, which is crucial for our analysis.

1.6. Main result. Our main result is a global-in-time stability theorem fotigmns of the classical Stefan problem
for surfaces which are assumed to be close to a given suffic@nooth domai2 and for temperature fields close to
zero. The notions of near and close are measured by our enengg as well as the dimensionless quantity

Kd:ef ||‘J0||4' (1.13)
llgollo

as expressed in the following
Theorem 1.4. Let (qo,ho) satisfy the Rayleigh-Taylor sign conditidn (1.12), thecstpositivity assumptior (1.11),

and suitable compatibility conditions. L&t be defined as if (1.13). Then there existg@n 0 and a monotonically
increasing functior¥': (1,00) — R, such that if

S(0)< —FE%) : (1.14)

then there exist unique solutiofig /) to problem [L.b) satisfying
S(t) < Cep, t€[0,00),

for some universal constant > 0. Moreover, the temperaturgt) — 0 ast — oo with bound
la(t, ) a0y < Ce™,

where3=2X—0(eo) and A is the smallest eigenvalue of the Dirichlet-LaplaciannThe moving boundary(¢)
settles asymptotically to some nearby steady surfaaed we have the uniform-in-time estimate
sup |h(t,") —hols.5 Sv/€o
0<t<o0o

Remark 1.5. The increasing functio(K) given in [I.I%) has an explicit form. For universal consgafitC > 1
chosen in Sectidn 4,

F(K) Emax{8K2CCK" 010(In k)10 2007, (1.15)

Remark 1.6. The use of the constaf in our smallness assumption (1114) allows us to determinma® =Tx
when the dynamics of the Stefan problem become stronglyndtediby the projection af onto the first eigenfunction

1 of the Dirichlet-Laplacian. Explicit knowledge of té-dependence in the smallness assumpfion{1.14) permits
the use of energy estimates to show that solutions existriereergy space on the time-interV@l Tx]. For ¢ > Tk,
certain error terms (that cannot be controlled by our normslérge t) become sign-definite with a good sign

Remark 1.7. An analogous theorem was stated28], for perturbations of steady surfaces initially close tqhsre.
Therefore, this work generalizes that result. Moreover,methods are general enough to apply to other geometries
as well. An example is that of a free boundary parametrizea gimph over a periodic flat interface.

condition [II1) is natural, since it determines the ph&x@) = {q(t) > 0}.
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Remark 1.8(0On compatibility conditions) The first compatibility condition on the initial temperagug, is

go|r =0.

The second condition arises by restricting the paraboliaatipn (I.5a)to the boundary® and using the boundary
conditions(I.5¢)and (1.6). It gives

ONNGo+ (d—1)krdngo + (8}\/(]0)2 =0 onT.

Here k1 stands for the mean curvature Bf Higher order compatibility conditions arise by taking tirderivatives
of (I.54) re-expressing them in terms of purely spatial derivatwieqI.5d)and restricting the resulting equation to
the boundany at timet = 0.

Remark 1.9. An interesting problem is to determine the asymptotic attra- the steady statE just from the initial
data(ug,Tp). This is strongly connected to the so-called momentum pmoblehich is a problem of determining the
domain(2 from the knowledge of its harmonic momenga= ngbd:c, »:RT =R, Ap=0. A related question arises
in the Hele-Shaw problem, s§&5).

1.7. Local well-posedness theoriesln [27], we established the local-in-time existence, ueiggss, and regularity
for the classical Stefan problem fi?-based Sobolev spaces, without derivative loss, usinguhetibnal framework
given by Definitio I.IL. This framework is natural, and rela the geometric control of the free-boundary, analogous
to that used in the analysis of the free-boundary incomjirlesBuler equations iri [14, 15]; the second-fundamental
form is controlled by a a natural coercive quadratic forrmeyated from the inner-product of the tangential derieativ
of the cofactor matrix/ A, and the tangential derivative of the velocity of the movilmyindary, and yields control of
the norm [..(—0nq(t))|0% h|?dz’ for anyk > 3. The Hopf lemma ensures positivity efdy¢(t) and the Taylor sign
condition ongy ensures a uniform lower-bound &s: 0.

The first local existence results of classical solutionstlfier classical Stefan problem were established by Meir-
manov (se€ [39] and references therein) and Hanzawa [29fnmMaov regularized the problem by adding artificial
viscosity to [1.1b) and fixed the moving domain by switchinghte so-called von Mises variables, obtaining solutions
with less Sobolev-regularity than the initial data. SimilaHanzawa used Nash-Moser iteration to construct a {ocal
in-time solution, but again, with derivative loss. A lodakime existence result for the one-phase multi-dimemasio
Stefan problem was proved in [24], usifg-type Sobolev spaces. For the two-phase Stefan problemakilotime
existence result for classical solutions was establishgdil] in the framework of_.?-maximal regularity theory.

1.8. Prior work. There is a large amount of literature on the classical ores@stefan problem. For an overview we
refer the reader tG [22,89,146] as well as the introductid@8). First,weaksolutions were defined in [31, 21.137]. For
the one-phase problem studied herein, a variational fatioul was introduced in [23], wherein additional regularit
results for the free surface were obtained. [In [6] it was ghtat in some space-time neighborhood of points
on the free-boundary that have Lebesgue density, the bopisi@' in both space and time, and second derivatives
of temperature are continuous up to the boundary. Under sequgarity assumptions on the temperature, Lipschitz
regularity of the free boundary was shown it [7]. In relateatks [34,35] it was shown that the free boundary is
analytic in space and of second Gevrey class in time, uneed {iriori assumption that the free boundargfiswith
certain assumptions on the temperature functiorl.lIn [9¢tminuity of the temperature was provediidimensions.

As for the two-phase classical Stefan problem, the cortyirafithe temperature id dimensions for weak solutions
was shown in[[10].

Since the Stefan problem satisfies a maximum principle nigdyais is ideally suited to another type of weak solu-
tion called theviscosity solution Regularity of viscosity solutions for the two-phase Stefaoblem was established
in a series of seminal papers|[3, 4]. Existence of viscosilytions for the one-phase problem was established in [32],
and for the two-phase problem in [33]. A local-in-time reayitly result was established in]12], where it was shown
that initially Lipschitz free-boundaries becor@@ over a possibly smaller spatial region. For an exhaustiesoew
and introduction to the regularity theory of viscosity sauas we refer the reader to [11]. In [36] the author showed
by the use of von Mises variables and harmonic analysis,ahatrioriC* free-boundary in the two-phase problem
becomes smooth.

In order to understand the asymptotic behavior of the dakStefan problem oexternaldomains, in[[42] the
authors proved that on a complement of a given bounded doaivith non-zeroboundary conditions on the fixed
boundaryoG, the solution to the classical Stefan problem convergea,suitable sense, to the corresponding solu-
tion of the Hele-Shaw problem and sharp global-in-time esjgn rates for the expanding liquid blob are obtained.
Moreover, the blob asymptotically has the geometry of a bddite that the non-zero boundary conditions act as an
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effectiveforcing which is absent from our problem and the technique$ of [42hakodirectly apply. Since the cor-
responding Hele-Shaw problem (in the absence of surfas@teand forcing) isiota dynamic problem, possessing
only time-independent solutions, we are not able to use thle-Shaw solution as a comparison problem for our
problem.

A global stability result for the two-phase classical Stefaoblem in a smooth functional framework was also
established i [39] for a specific (and somewhat restriteeturbation of a flat interface, wherein the initial gedime
is a strip with imposed Dirichlet temperature conditionstia fixed top and bottom boundaries, allowing for only
one equilibrium solution. A global existence result for stiosolutions was given i [18] under the log-concavity
assumption on the initial temperature function, which ghtiof the level-set reformulation of the Stefan problem,
requires convexity of the initial domain (a property thapisserved by the dynamics).

Remark 1.10. We remark that global stability of solutions in tipeesenceof surface tension does not require the
use of function framework with a decaying weight, such-as/¢(¢). In this regard, the surface tension problem is
simpler for two important reasons: first, the surface tenstontributes a positive-definite energy-contributionttha
is uniform-in-time, and provides better regularity of thed-boundary (by one spatial derivative), and second, the
space of equilibria is finite-dimensional and thus it is easd understand the degrees-of-freedom that determine the
asymptotic state of the system.

1.9. Methodology. Broadly speaking, our methods combine high-order enertignates with maximum principle
techniques. Once the problem is formulated on the fixed domih the help of the harmonic gauge explained above,
we notice that the natural quadratic energy quantitiestthak the regularity behavior of the moving boundary, come
weighted with the normal derivative of the temperature.sTaeight is a time-dependent quantity and its evolution
is tied to the free boundary itself. This coupling is nonéinand it is one of the central difficulties in closing our
estimates.

Our strategy is based dn [28] and it contains three basis sWp first show that under the assumption of smallness
on the normS(¢) over some time intervd0, 7’|, the energy® and the nornt are equivalent, i.e.

SH)SE@R)SS(t), telo,T]. (1.16)
Our second step is to establish the key energy inequalityaridrm
1 i -
BO<Coty Y [ [@valooinasm)+ P, (1.17)
2 |a|+21<670 /T

whereP is a cubic polynomial (se¢ (1.3)) ar(d, is a small quantity depending only on the initial data. Cambi

ing (1.16) and[(1.117), we infer that
st<Cre S [ [ovaronrasmpso) (1.18)
0

& +21<6

dangerous term

on the time interval of existence. If it were not for the suntlo@right-hand side above, a simple continuity argument
would yield a global existence result for small initial datbowever, the sum appearing on the right-hand sidg of(1.18)
while seemingly cubic, cannot be bounded®{5(¢)). Instead, in the third step we show that after a certain,ipegc
guantified amount of time, this “dangerous term” becomeatiegand can thus be trivially bounded from above by
zero.

The key novelty with respect tb [28] is a new quantitativedowound on the weight 9y ¢ which appears in our
definition of the energy(¢). Note that this quantity is expected to converge exponéynfiadt to0 as the unknowns
settle to an asymptotic equilibrium. We employ the theoryhafifeigenvalues” associated with the Bellman-Pucci-
type operators to generate a comparison function, whiahahews us to use the maximum principle and get a nearly
sharp lower bound:

—ING > e(—k+0(e))t7
where) denotes the first Dirichlet eigenvalue associated with tmaan. In our previous work[[28], we relied on
a rather explicit Bessel-type comparison functions use@tgson in[[40], which in particular, required that we work
in a nearly spherical domain. The above lower bound is muaterilexible and it is explained carefully in Sectian 3.

The presentation in the paper is considerably simplifieti véspect to [28] and we believe that our energy method
in conjunction with maximum principles can be useful for giability analysis in other free boundary problems in
absence of surface tension.
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1.10. Plan of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce the bootstrap assumptions amduiate the equivalence rela-
tionship between the energy and the norm. In Seéfion 3 weige@/dynamic lower bound estimate g(¥). This is
the main new ingredient with respect fo 28] and we use therthef half-eigenvalues for the Pucci operators. Finally,
in Section 4, we give the proof of Theorédm]l1.4, thereby exgi our continuity method as well as a comparison
argument used to show the sign-definiteness of the “dangdirmar terms” described above.

2. BOOTSTRAP ASSUMPTIONS AND NORMENERGY EQUIVALENCE

2.1. The bootstrap assumptions.Let [0,7) be a given time-interval of existence of solutions[fol(1 e assume
that the following two assumptions hold:

S(t)<e, te[0,T), (2.19)
X(t) 2 ere” M 10,1, (2.20)
wheree andn are to be chosen sufficiently small later andtands for the first Dirichlet eigenvalue associated with

the domair.

2.2. Norm S and total energy E are equivalent. Recall the notation4” introduced in [1.9).
Proposition 2.1. There exists a sufficiently smallsuch that ifS(¢) < ¢’ on a time interval0,7] then

St)y~E(t), Vtel0,T].
Proof. The proof of this fact is one of the pillars of our strategyhdis been presented in detail in Sections 2.1 - 2.5
and Section 4.2 0f[28] and, therefore, we omit it here. Wertbat the directiort (¢) < F(t) is obviously harder to
prove, as the energy functidfi(t) a-priori controls only tangential derivatives of the temgiareq. In [28] we use

a version of the elliptic regularity statement for equasiovith Sobolev-class coefficients to obtain control of ndrma
derivatives (seé [13]). O

3. LOWER BOUND ONX(t) AND IMPROVEMENT OF THE SECOND BOOTSTRAP ASSUMPTION

The heat equatiof (I.ba) fercan be written in non-divergence form as

Gt — arjqkj —brq,r =01in €, (3.21a)
g=0onT, (3.21b)
q(0,)= go>01in Q (3.21c)

where the coefficient matrix= (ax;)x,j=1,2, and the vectob = (b,,b,) are explicitly given by

ary EAPAL b E AR AT 4 AR (3.22)
By the bootstrap assumptidn (2119) and the definifion {1018)(¢), we have thath|s 5 < /e on[0,7T'), and there-
fore by the Sobolev embeddidg! (T") — L>°(T"), we infer that/h|yys.- < \/c. From this observation (3.22), and the
definition of the transition matrix, we infer that

|Cij _6kj| 5\/27 (ka.]: 132)5
bi] SVe, (i=1,2).

Therefore, there exists a constdtit> 0 such that the ellipticity constants associated with therimdi;;); j—1,» are
between the valugs) =1 — £ /e andy, =1+ £ /e uniformly over(0, 7).

Before we proceed with calculating a lower bound £dr), we briefly explain the Bellman operatofs [2,[5] 19,
[25,38] which are closely connected to the well-known exakRucci operators. They will allow us to formulate a
nonlinear analogue of the “first” eigenvalue for the elligtart of the operator defined in (3.21a).

Let 2 be an arbitrary simply connect&d -domain. We define the extremal Pucci operatdy; . [25,[5] with

parameters < 1 < ug by
M (2)E  inf Lo(x). (3.23)

Mhuzsp LEK
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HereC,, ., denotes the set of all linear second-order elliptic opesaiwhose ellipticity constant is betwegn and
2, i.e.,
def

Ky is E{L| L=0a;;0;j+b;0;+c, aij,bi,ceC(Q), (3.24)
p1l€)? < aijéi&; < poléf?, €€RY
Itis well known that the operatorst,,, . are, in general, fully nonlinear second-order elliptic gters, positive,
and homogenous of order one. The latter property allows f@houlate an associated “eigenvalue” problem, looking
for the solutions of
M-

1,2

u=Au in €, (3.25)
u=0 on 9f.

We next state some of the results frdmi[38] that that will @ayimportant role in this paper (for further references on
the so-called half-eigenvalues associated with positbradgenous fully nonlinear operators we refer the reader, fo
example, to[[5, 12, 19]):
e There exist two positive constants and \, called thefirst half-eigenvaluesind two functionsoy, 02 €
C%(Q)NC(Q) such that\;,01) and ()2, 02) solve [3:25), ang; >0, g2 <0in €.
e The first two half-eigenvalues are simple, i.e. all posisedutions to[(3.255) are of the forif\;,ap;) with
«a > 0 and analogously, all negative solutions are of the fokmn «g2), a > 0.
e Finally, the first two half-eigenvalues are characterizethe following manner:

Ai= sup u(A), )\2:A inf  u(A), (3.26)

AER 1y g K112

wherep(A) stands for the smallest Dirichlet eigenvalue associatéid tive second order linear elliptic oper-
ator A.

3.1. Lower bound on x(¢) and the improvement of 220) The key ingredient to the proofs of Propositigns] 2.1
and[41 is a quantitative lower bound on the weigfit). This is achieved by using the maximum principle and
constructing an appropriate comparison function.

Lemma 3.1. Under the bootstrap assumptio5819)- (2.20)with e sufficiently small, the following inequality holds:
X() Z ere” MO,
wherec; = fQ qosp1 dx is the first coefficient in the eigenfunction expansion ofitiiteal datum g, with respect to the

L? orthonormal basig 1,2, ... } of the eigenvectors of the operaterA on(?, i.e go = c11 + c2p2 + ... Moreover,
A stands for the smallest Dirichlet eigenvalue associatdtl thie domairf) and A(¢) satisfies the estimate:

A(t) < CVe.
In particular, withe > 0 sufficiently small so that'y/e < 1/4, we obtain the improvement of the bootstrap bo(#0)
given byy(t) > cie=Mitn/4)t,

Proof. Let us choose:; e — K+/e and s d:EfH—K\/E. Recall thatK was defined in the paragraph after (3.22). It
follows thatL € K,,, ., We leto, be the first half-eigenvector associated\tt),, ,, as above. Consider the following
comparison function

u(t, ) LNty

Note thatv vanishes o2 =T'. A straightforward calculation together with the definitiohM ,;, |, shows that

(0, —L)v=— v—e M'Lp,
<=dv—e MM o
=—Mv+e Mo
=0.
Thereforev is a subsolution to the parabolic probldm(3.21). The nextdieservation is that the eigenfunctipn(z)
behaves like a constant multiple of the distance functisticlil’) asxz approaches the bounddry Namely, since the
operatorM ~ is concave, the solution §% [44,[8] and the Hopf lemmadx 01 > 0 holds (see for instance Lemma
2.1in [B]). Therefore, functiom behaves like: dist(z,I")e =1 ¢ asx approaches the boundaryfor some constant
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Here distx,T") denotes the distance function to the boundaryVe first want to show that for any arbitrarily small
time o > 0 there exists a strictly positive constaiftr) > 0 such thay — jv is apositivesupersolution to the parabolic
problem [3.211) on the time intervat, T').

Sincev is a subsolution andis a solution, it follows that for any > 0, ¢ — dv is a supersolution. The positivity of
q —dv att = o follows from the parabolic Hopf lemma, from which we infeetéxistence of a constaftr) such that
1> §(o) uniformly over(). Note that we have used the fact thét, z) behaves like: x dist(x) near the boundary
for some positive constant Thus by the maximum principlg,— §(c)v >0 on|[o,T). This implies

q(t,x) >8(o)v(t,x) > C(o)dist(z,T)e ! te[o,T),

which yields
6(1(t7x) —A1t
- > ! .
N >Co(o)e ™, teo,T)
The above estimate is however not yet satisfactory, as th&t@ot) (o) may degenerate asgoes to zero.

We now revisit our usage of the parabolic Hopf lemma abovesFallt > 0 let
Q= {zeQ|dist(z,I') >}, ¢t>0.

Note that(2, is a compact proper subset@f From the proof of the parabolic Hopf lemma (see for instanitecfem
3.14in [20]), the value-dq/0N|;—, is proportional to the minimal value of the temperatgie a space-time region
strictly contained in the space-time sl&h := ), x [t/2,3t/2] & Q x [0,2¢] divided byt (which is proportional to the
distance ofK; from the parabolic boundary 6f x [0,2t]). Note that, ag approache8 we may loose uniformity-in-
time in our constants. This is however not the case sihggis continuous at= 0 and by the assumptioh (1]12)

—ONqo

—6Nq0: 0120*01. (327)

C1
Assumption[(Z.12) is used only in (3]27) to insure that theists a universal constafit, independent of; such that
L=(-90nqo)/c1 > C,. The quantityL is dimensionless, and the assumptior C. is not a restriction on the initial
data. In other words, if we had not assunied {l1.12), the onlgification in the statement of the main theorem would
be that the smallness assumption on initial data{1.14)dgiadally expressed in terms d@f as well.
As to the bound on\, note that by[(3.26), the exponext is characterized by the condition
M= sup p(A).
AER 1y gy
Since|u; — 1] S /e, i=1,2, it follows that for any matrixA € K, ., the estimatg A —Id| < /e holds. Since the
functionpu(-) is a continuous function from the space2of 2 matrices intdR, it thus follows that

A=A —p(id)[ =] sup  p(A)—p(d) S Ve

AER iy g
O
4. ENERGY ESTIMATES AND IMPROVEMENT OF THE FIRST BOOTSTRAP ASSWPTION
Proposition 4.1. Assuming the bootstrap assumpti@al9)and withe > 0 chosen sufficiently small,
1 K -
EO<Coty > [ [(-oxa)aaupasm)+cp(si) (4.28)
0 JI

|&|+21<6
whereCy, depends only on the initial dat&; > 0 is a generic positive constant depending only on the dino@ngi
and P denotes an order-polynomial withr > 3 of the form(T.3).
Proof. The proof of the proposition is entirely analogous to theopiad Proposition 3.4 from [28]. O

Proposition 4.2. Let the solution(q,h) to the Stefan probleni (1.5) exist on a given maximal inteofaxistence
[0,7) on which the bootstrap assumptiohs(2.19) dnd (2.20) aiieffed.

(a) There exists a universal constafitsuch that if the smallness assumption (IL.14) for the init&th holds and
def =

if T>Trk=ClnkK,then

—q(Tk, ) > Ceje MK p1(x), € B1(0),
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where; is the first eigenfunction of the Dirichlet-Laplacian @handc; = fQ qop1 dx. As a consequence,
inf ath(TK,:v) > 0.
xzel’
(b) With the smallness assumptif@iI4) we indeed have the bouffd> Cln K.
(c) Moreover, under the same assumption as in part (b), theviatig lower bound oy ¢(¢,«) holds:
ingaNq(t,x) >0, te[Tk,T). (4.29)
TE

Proof. The proof of part (a) of is the same as the proof of Lemma 4.27j.
As to the proof of part (b), we start by making the claim tha dangerous term from the inequalify (4.28) satisfies
the bound

// (—Onq:)|0%0LW|?dS (T )‘<CK2/ e S(T)dr (4.30)
|a\+2l<6 0
Note, that if|@| + 21 <6, then

‘// —Ongy)| 701w |* dS dr H// BJJVV‘{; —Onq)|0%0L Y| ‘deT<C/ ‘ath _S(r)dr.
T

In order to bound the terrh%Nqut | we need a decay estimate for the numergi@iy,|. The Sobolev embedding theory

would yield the bounddy ¢;| L~ < ||gt||2+s for 6 > 0, but by definition of the norn$, it is only the H%()-norm ofg,
for which we have the desired decay. We obtain the decay aifarg, from Appendix B of [28]:

0N G| S K ere” P2, (4.31)
It then follows from the bootstrap assumptién (2.20) that
2. g~ (M—n/2)T
Onge(T) ’ CK?cye <CK2em

Onq(T) IL cre—(Aitn/2)T

which, in turn, establishe6{4130). In conjunction with gsition 4.1, this yields the bound
t
E(t)<E(0)+CK? / e"mS(1)dr +CeS(t). (4.32)
0
By Propositio 2.1, with sufficiently small, we conclude that

t
E(t)<2E(0)+CK? / e"mE(r)dr, t€[0,T], (4.33)
0

where T is the maximal interval of existence on which the bootstraguaptions[(2.19) and (Z]20) hold (with
sufficiently small). A straightforward Gronwall-type ament based o (4.83), identical to Step 1 of the proof of
Theorem 1.2 in[[27], implies that as long as thérom the bootstrap assumptidn (2.20) is smaller thdn K, the
maximal interval of existencf),7), on which both the bootstrap assumptidns (2.19) and(2.20yalid, satisfies

T > C1InK, and the following exponentially growing bound holds:

E(t)<2E(0)eCK te[0,7). (4.34)

To prove the part (c), we resort to maximum principle techiegonce again. To this end, we define a barrier
function) to be the solution of the following elliptic problem

Ap=—1 inQ (4.35)
=0 onT.
We then define the comparison functign [0,7) x Q — R via
F(t,x)=r1e” 5 (01 (z) — rat)), (4.36)

with positive constants, ks to be specified later. A straightforward calculation shawat t
3 1 3
(0r —aij0ij — b;0) F = kye 27 [ — 5)\901 — Ko+ 5/\’€2¢ —(aij —0i) (1 — Kath) —b- (Vior — k2 V)| (4.37)

Note that the first and the second terms in the parenthesigaight-hand side of(4.87) are negative, while the fourth
and the fifth terms, are small, being of ordetlf x is close tal’, then the second term dominates the third term and if
x is away from the boundaty, then one can choosg > 0 so that the first term dominates the third term. Thereby we
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use the fact thap, and« both vanish at’, they are both non-negative (by the maximum principle), boith satisfy
the Hopf lemma (since they are both super-solutions). loded, then, that there exists@ > 0 and some constant
such that

(6t—aij8ij—bi6i)]-'< —leile_%)‘t. (438)
It then follows from [4.3B) and (3.22) that
(6t — aijaij — biai)(—qt — ]:) > —(ataij qyij +atbl qi + (i)tA{i q,k wi + qu,k wg) + Cl Iile_%kt. (439)

Note, however, that the term in parenthesis on the righttisade above is a quadratic non-linearity and as such decays
at least as fast as #:

10rai; . +0ubi qi + 0e A% g w’ + A g wi|| L < Cocree™ PP
Now, using [4.3P) and the above bound, we note that by chgdl@constant; d:Efg—fcle, we have that

(815 — aij&-j — bi&-)(—qt —]:) > 0261667%)\25 — Cgcleeiﬁt >0,

sincef =2\A—n> %/\. The previous bound implies thaty, — F is a supersolution for the operai@r— a;;0;; — b;0;.
Moreover, by the construction &, we have—q; — F =0 onT'. Furthermore, at tim&x = CIn K, we have by the
part (b) of the proposition anB(4.136), that

(=@t = F)|peemux > Cere Moy () — Ccy eengTgol (z)+ Cclelig(f%ATU)(z) >0
for ¢ sufficiently small. Thus, as in the proof of Lemial3.1, thetists a constant, > 0 such that
—q(t,x) —F(t,z) >m diSt(x,F)ef(AJrO(e))t, t>Tk,
or, in other words,

_ > o di —(A+O())t - _an _pale) Y(x)
qi(t,x) > mdist(xz, e +Cecredist(z,I)e <dist(x,1") szist(x,l—‘)

i —(A+O())t (—ix—o@ [ _eil@) Y()
dist(z,T")e (m—i—C’clee (diST(:E,F) HQdiST((E,F) ),

which readily gives the positivity oy g; on the time-intervalTx, 7| sincediﬁtl(f%) — Ko di;ﬁ((j)l‘) > 0 by our choice of
ko above. We conclude that the positivity-efy; at timeTx = C'In K is a property preserved by our bootstrap regime
and, moreover, we obtain a quantitative lower boundgg; on the time intervalTx, 7. ]

Remark 4.3. In the proof of part (b) of Proposition 4.2, we made a rathewde use of the energy estimate given by
Propositiol4.1L. In particular, we cannot use this argumtenprove global existence, as the constants grow in time;
however, in part (c) of the proposition, we have used a mophisticated argument based on the maximum principle
to infer the sign-definiteness of the tefing; after a fixed amount of time has passed.

Proof of Theorem[1.4.Assume for contradiction th&f < co. For anyt € [Tk, 7|, the energy identity takes the form

E(t)—i—%Z/T /FBth@&Bﬁ\I/FngE(TK)+P(S(t))gE(TK)—i—O(e)E(t).

Note here the absence of the exponentially growing termdratiove bound as compared to the inequdlity {4.34). This
is due to the fact that temﬁK JpOnG:|070}W|? dx, |G| 421 < 6, are positive and no longer treated as error terms. By
absorbing the small multiple df'(¢) into the left-hand side, and using the positivity@§¢; from Step 2, we obtain
that

B(t) <2E(Tk) <8E(0)e2°K Tk [Ty, T), (4.40)
by (4.33). Finally, we choose) in the statement of Theordm 1.4 so thak ¢/2. The bound{4.40) and the condition
E(0)<e/F(K) (with F(K) given as in[(1.15)) imply

Together with Lemm&3]1, we infer that the bootstrap assiomef2.19) and[{Z.20) are improved. SinE¢:) is
continuous in time, we can extend the solution by the locdl-p@sedness theory to an intervél 7 + 7| for some
small positive timeT™*. This however contradicts the maximality @f if 7 were finite and hencg& =oco. This
concludes the proof of the main theorem.
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