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THE ONE-PHASE FRACTIONAL STEFAN PROBLEM

FELIX DEL TESO, JORGEN ENDAL, AND JUAN LUIS VAZQUEZ

ABSTRACT. We study the existence and properties of solutions and free boundaries of the
one-phase Stefan problem with fractional diffusion posed in RY. In terms of the enthalpy
h(z,t), the evolution equation reads d:h + (—A)°®(h) = 0, while the temperature is defined
as u := ®(h) := max{h — L,0} for some constant L > 0 called the latent heat, and (—A)®
stands for the fractional Laplacian with exponent s € (0, 1).

We prove the existence of a continuous and bounded selfsimilar solution of the form
h(z,t) = H(xzt~Y(*) which exhibits a free boundary at the change-of-phase level h(z,t) =
L. This level is located at the line (called the free boundary) z(t) = &t/ 2 for some & > 0.
The construction is done in 1D, and its extension to N-dimensional space is shown.

We also provide well-posedness and basic properties of very weak solutions for general
bounded data hg in several dimensions. The temperatures u of these solutions are continuous
functions that have finite speed of propagation, with possible free boundaries. We obtain
estimates on the growth in time of the support of u for solutions with compactly supported
initial temperatures. Besides, we show the property of conservation of positivity for u so that
the support never recedes. On the contrary, the enthalpy h has infinite speed of propagation
and we obtain precise estimates on the tail.

The limits L — 07, L — 400, s — 0" and s — 17 are also explored, and we find
interesting connections with well-studied diffusion problems. Finally, we propose convergent
monotone finite-difference schemes and include numerical experiments aimed at illustrating
some of the obtained theoretical results, as well as other interesting phenomena.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study existence and properties of solutions of the one-phase Stefan problem
with fractional diffusion posed in R™V. In terms of the enthalpy variable, we look for a bounded
function h = h(x,t) which solves the following Fractional Stefan Problem (FSP):

(P) Oth + (=A)*®(h) =0 in  Qr:=RN x(0,7),
(IC) h(-,0) = ho on RV,

where ®(h(z,t)) := (h(x,t) — L); = max{h(z,t) — L,0} =: u(z,t) is the temperature, L > 0
is constant, N > 1, and T > 0 is arbitrary. The nonnegative operator (—A)* denotes the
fractional Laplacian acting on the space variables, with parameter s € (0, 1), defined by

Y(z) —¥(y)
(—A)%Y(z) == cn, P.V./ ———=d
° RN\{z} |2 —y|NT2s
for some positive normalizing constant cy s > 0, cf. [10, 51]. Sometimes, it is convenient to
write Problem (P) in terms of both variables as
(P’) Oth 4 (—A)*u =0, in Qr =RY x (0,7).

Then we can talk about a solution pair (h, u), where the enthalpy h and the temperature u are
always related through the law v = ®(h) = (h — L)4+. While temperature is a rather standard
physical concept, enthalpy is an energy which includes the so-called latent heat at the phase
change front, here represented by the constant L > 0. The constitutive relation between both
quantities, enthalpy and temperature, is typical for the Stefan problem and similar problems
of change of phase: we have given a very careful derivation based on physical grounds in
[31, Section 2], see also the monographs [16, 38]. This physical understanding is convenient,
though not strictly necessary to follow the mathematics of the present paper.

The main feature of the paper is the existence of a free boundary, separating the region in
space-time where u > 0, i.e., h > L, from the space-time region where u = 0 and h < L.
The name interface is also used. Actually, the constant L > 0, called the latent heat in the
Stefan literature, makes the equation very degenerate for h < L; also, inverting ® we may
write h = B(u) where 8 is a multivalued graph at u = 0. These facts are quite important in
the present study. Indeed, it clearly separates this work from the studies on the fractional
porous medium equation dih + (—A)*h™ = 0 with m > 1, where the nonlinearity is a strictly
increasing function, cf. [25, 26, 53].

We recall that when s = 1 we recover the (One-Phase) Classical Stefan Problem (CSP for
short) which has been thoroughly studied, cf. the papers [39, 34, 32, 14, 13, 55, 4, 42] and
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the books [11, 46, 35, 38] among the extensive literature. In that sense we may say that (P)
is a natural candidate to be the One-Phase Fractional Stefan Problem. In contrast with the
CSP, our fractional model involves long-range interactions of fractional Laplace type, which
represent nonlocal diffusions related to Lévy flights in the probabilistic description.

In the classical problem s = 1, the level h = L is called the phase-change level, and we will
keep that denomination for our problem. It is usually said in the CSP studies that {u > 0}
denotes the water phase (or hot region) and {h < L} the ice phase (or cold region), and
that language will also be kept here for intuition. As we have said, the separation between
the two regions is called the free boundary. We would like to prove existence of this object
and establish its mathematical properties. In particular, proving that the free boundary is a
surface in space-time is a difficult part of the problem.

Outline of results. Let us now give an idea about the contents: After establishing existence,
uniqueness and temperature continuity of a suitable class of very weak solutions (cf. Section
2 and Appendix A), we want to examine the relevant properties of these solutions. One
of the main features of the CSP is the property of finite propagation, whereby compactly
supported temperature initial data ug := (hg — L)1 produce temperature solutions with the
same property for any positive time. In formulas:

supp {uo} C Br(0) = supp{u(:,1)} C Brypg,)(0),

for a finite (and increasing) function R; (even more, here R;(t) will be globally bounded in
t, but that requirement is not essential and depends on the initial setting). This gives rise to
the existence of a free boundary or interface where ice and water separate. We establish the
finite propagation property and existence of a free boundary for our problem FSP in terms of
the temperature variable u in Section 4. This property is shared by other diffusion problems

involving local operators, like the Porous Medium Equation ;h — AR™ =0, m > 1 [52], but
it does not hold for the Fractional Porous Medium d;h + (—A)*h™ = 0 for any m > 0, nor its
generalizations, see e.g. [20, 53], due to the nonlocality of the fractional operator.

A preliminary tool in the proof of finite propagation is the construction of a special 1-D
selfsimilar solution (SSS) of the form h(x,t) = H (xt~/(29)) exhibiting a change of phase and
its corresponding free boundary. This important solution is thoroughly studied in Section
3. We show that the profile function H is continuous and bounded and keeps the initial L>°
bounds in time. The free boundary of u(x,t) takes the form of the curve

z(t) = §0ti for all te(0,7),

and some finite £ > 0. Therefore, we obtain superdiffusions for all 0 < s < 1, since the
time exponent is v := 1/(2s) > 1/2. Note that v = 1/2 is the Brownian scaling of the heat
equation and the CSP. The case of linear interface propagation happens for s = 1/2; a case
that turns out to be critical for some of the results. It is worth to remark that H turns out to
be continuous in the whole space, and thus, it does not exhibit a discontinuity at the interface
point &. This is a surprising property that is not shared with any other local or nonlocal
Stefan problem previously studied in the literature. Generally, even in the nonlocal case, one
can only prove that U := (H — L) is continuous (as shown in [7]).
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Moreover, in Section 4 we will also prove infinite propagation for the enthalpy h of the FSP
(P)—(IC), a property which is false for the CSP. Finally, in Section 5 we will prove conservation
of the positivity region of the temperature, an important fact in the qualitative analysis of the
solutions that ensures that the free boundary of a general solution does not shrink in time.

Important limit cases are examined in Section 6. Indeed, the temperature of the solution of
our FSP is, on one hand, bounded above by the solutions of the linear fractional heat equation
posed in the whole space with the same initial temperature data, and it is well-known that
for the latter infinite propagation holds. On the other hand, the temperature of our FSP
is bounded below by the solutions of the Dirichlet problem for the fractional heat equation
posed in a bounded domain contained in the support of the initial temperature. These two
problems serve as comparison on both sides, and both can be obtained from the FSP by
letting the latent heat L go to 07 or to +oo respectively. The limits s — 07 and s — 1~
are also considered in Section 7; in this way, we show that the FSP connects an ODE type
equation for s = 0 with the Classical Stefan Problem for s = 1.

In Section 8 we prove some large time asymptotic results showing cases of convergence to
the SSS we have constructed. Section 9 is devoted to a numerical study of the FSP. First
we propose convergent monotone finite-difference schemes and later we include numerical ex-
periments that illustrate some of the obtained theoretical results, as well as other interesting
phenomena. In Section 10, we include some relevant comments and open problems. We com-
ment in particular on the FSP with two phases. Finally, two Appendices contain statements
and proofs of basic material or technical results.

Some related works. Fractional Stefan problems are scarcely mentioned in the mathemat-
ical literature. The first reference to our model seems to be the work [5] by Athanasopoulos
and Caffarelli where they prove that u = ®(h) € C(RY x (0,T)) as long as hg € L(R").

Nonlocal models of Stefan-type which take into account mid-range interactions are studied

in [11, 19, 15, 22]. Of particular interest in our context is [!1], where the equation involves
convolution type operators: d;h = J*u—u and uw = (h—1)4. Here the interaction kernel J is
assumed to be continuous, compactly supported, radially symmetric, and with fRN J(z)dz =
1. In contrast, our fractional model involves long-range interactions of the typical fractional
Laplacian type, which are related to Lévy flights. This difference strongly affects the behaviour
of solutions, so that we may say that the theories are different. We will comment in Section
10 on the differences and similarities with our problem.

In the applied literature there are a number of references to models derived from the classical

Stefan problem by introducing Caputo or Riemann-Liouville fractional derivatives in time,
and in some cases also in space and/or the transmission conditions at the interface. See for
instance [54] and references [13, 17] for recent work. We are not dealing with such kind of
fractional derivatives, which lead to quite different models and results.

Remark 1.1. There is a simple modification of the formulation that will make some calcu-
lations much easier. We explain it here to avoid possible confusions. Namely, if we define

the “modified enthalpy” as h = h — L, the relation temperature-enthalpy simplifies into
u = hy = max{h,0}, and the equation reads: dih + (—A)%h; = 0. So no generality is lost
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in assuming that L = 0 and that the negative enthalpies, h < 0, define the ice region. Of
course, the initial datum is also changed.

We want our solutions to be nonnegative functions or at least bounded from below. Note
that any bound from below h > —K becomes h > —K — L := —Lj. There is another simple
alternative that may be useful. By putting h; = h + K, which is the enthalpy above the
minimum level, letting u; = wu, and considering the problem for (hi,u;) with L1 = L + K,
this is equivalent to asking for nonnegative enthalpies h; > 0, and the equation stays the same
with a new nonlinearity: u; = (h; — L1)+. These remarks will be used in what follows.

Notation and conventions. For two functions f, g, the notation f < g, f 2 g, and f ~ g
mean that there exist constants C' > 0 such that f < Cg, f > Cg, and f = Cg. The notation
f = g then simply means that f < g and f 2 g. A modulus of continuity A is such that
A(A\) — 0as A — 07. A number of functional spaces appear with usual notations. We just
note that Cp(€2) denotes the space of continuous and bounded functions defined in €.

In all the paper s € (0,1) is the order of the fractional Laplacian, N > 1 is the spatial
dimension (in some sections restricted to N = 1), and the latent heat L is a positive constant,
unless we state it explicitly otherwise in some proofs using the translation trick.

2. DEFINITIONS AND WELL-POSEDNESS RESULTS

We will work in the framework of very weak (or distributional) solutions. The definition of
distributional solutions is rather standard. It has been extensively studied in [28, 27] for a
more general family of problems including (P)—(I1C).

Definition 2.1 (Bounded very weak solutions). Given hg € L®(RY), we say that h €
L>™(Qr) is a very weak solution of (P)—~(IC) if, for all ¢p € C* (RN x [0,T)),

(2.1) /OT /RN (hdhp — B(R)(—A))) dxdt—l—/

ho(z)1(x,0)dz = 0.
RN
Remark 2.2. An equivalent alternative for (2.1) is O;h + (—A)*®(h) = 0 in D' (RN x (0,T))
and

ess lim h(z,t)(x,t)de :/ ho(x)y(z,0)dz  for all € C®(RN x [0,T)).

t—0t JrN RN

We will prove the following well-posedness result of bounded very weak solutions of (P)-(I1C),
as well as the main properties:

Theorem 2.3 (Well-posedness of bounded solutions). Given hg € L®(RY), there erists a
unique very weak solution h € L>®(Qr) of (P)~(1C) with hy as initial data. Moreover, given
two very weak solutions h,h € L (Qr) with initial data ho, ho € L>®(RN), they have the
following properties:

(8) NG, 1) e ) < olloeqy for ae. 1 € (0,7).
(b) If ho < hg a.e. in RN, then h < h a.e. in Qr.
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(c) If (ho — ho)t € LY(RN), then

/ (h(z,t) — h(z, )t da < / (ho(z) — ho(z))Tdz  forae.  te(0,7T).

RN RN

(d) If ho € L*(RY), then [pn h(z,t)dz = [pn ho(z) dz for a.e. t € (0,T).

(e) If [[ho(- + &) — hollpr@yy — 0 as [§] — 0%, then h € C([0,T7] : Ll (RM)). Moreover, for
every t,s € [0,T] and every compact set K C RY,

1R(,t) = A 8)ll e (rey < A(JE = s])
where A is a modulus of continuity depending on K and ||ho(- + &) — holl 11 @mn)-

Uniqueness (and existence) of bounded very weak solutions of (P)—(IC) is established in [37],
where ® can be any nondecreasing locally Lipschitz function.

The proof of existence and properties (a)—(e) (for a larger class of nonlocal operators) is
delayed to Appendix A, see Theorem A.1. We proceed in this way in order to concentrate
immediately on the existence of free boundaries and propagation properties.

We will also use a basic regularity result valid for our class of solutions, taken from [5].

Theorem 2.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, the temperature uw = ®(h) is contin-
uous, u € C(RYN x (0,T)), with a uniform modulus of continuity for t > 1 > 0. Additionally,
if ®(hg) € Cyp(Q) for some open set Q C RY, then ®(h) € C,(Q x [0,T)).

For the reader’s convenience we explain at the end of Appendix A how the result [5] is applied
to our solutions.

3. SELFSIMILAR SOLUTIONS

The Fractional Stefan Problem (P) is invariant under certain space-time scalings. Choosing
appropriate initial data, we will get selfsimilar solutions of the form

h(z,t) =t “H(x t_ﬁ),

with suitable selfsimilarity constants o and 3, and profile function H(¢), € = zt=P. Tt is
a well-known fact that a good understanding of this kind of solutions will also allow us to
better understand many relevant properties of general solutions for many classes of nonlinear
evolution problems, see the classical book [6]. In the case of the Classical Stefan Problem a
prominent role in the theory is played by the existence of a selfsimilar solution in one space
dimension N = 1 with exponents a =0 and 8 = 1/2.

In the case of (P)—(IC), it is immediate from the equation that the acceptable choice of 3 is
1/(2s). Here, we will also accept the second choice @ = 0 which means conservation of L>
bounds. The following result describes existence and properties of the selfsimilar profile for
the fractional version. It points to the main differences and similarities between the classical
and fractional setting. One of the common main properties is the existence of a finite free
boundary.
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Theorem 3.1 (Properties of the selfsimilar profile in R). Assume N = 1, and P;, P, > 0.

Consider the initial data

L-—P if z >0,
and let h € L>®(Qr) be the corresponding very weak solution of (P)—(1C). Then:

L+ P if <0
ho(ﬂf)iz{ . 1 v=

(a) (Profile) h and u are selfsimilar with formulas
h(z,t) = H(zt %), wu(z,t)=U(xt"2) forall (z,t)€Rx(0,T),
where the selfsimilar profiles H and U = (H — L)+ satisfy the 1-D nonlocal equation:

(ss1) S EHOFCATEO =0 i DR).

(b) (Boundedness and limits) L — Po < H(§) < L+ Py for all§ € R and
lim H() =L+ P, and lim H()=L— Ps.
{——o0 E—+o0

(c) (Free boundary) There exists a unique finite & > 0 such that H(&) = L. This means
that the free boundary of the space-time solution h(x,t) at the level L is given by the curve

x =t for all te(0,7).

Moreover, & > 0 depends only on s and the ratio Po/P; (but not on L).

(d) (Monotonicity) H is nonincreasing. Moreover, H is strictly decreasing in [£p,+00).

(e) (Regularity) H € Cy(R). Moreover, H € C°°((&, +00)), H € CH*((—00,&)) for some
a >0, and (SS1) is satisfied in the classical sense in R\ {&o}.

(f) (Behaviour near the free boundary) For & close to § and & < &,

U(§) = H(§) = L = O((¢ — £)°)-
(g) (Fine behaviour at +o00) For all £ > &, we have H'(§) < 0 and, for & > &
H(g) = (L—Po) < 1/[g*,  H'() = —1/[g]"*™.
(h) (Mass transfer) Moreover, if s > 1/2 then

0 o)
/ ((L+P1>—H(£))d§=/0 (H(&) — (L — P)) d€ < +o0.

—00
Remark 3.2. Actually, the value of L is not relevant mathematically speaking. We could
thus work with L = 0 as discussed in Remark 1.1. A particular consequence is that & cannot
depend on L, but just on s, P and P». Moreover, it only depends on s and the quotient
P,/P;: Note that if L = 0, then h := Kh is also a solution of (P)—(IC) with initial data
ho(z) = Kho(z). Thus the free boundary point & coincides for h and h. Taking K = 1/P,
we get that
ibo(fﬁ) = {1 %f v=0
—PQ/Pl if x>0,

showing the desired dependence on P»/P;.
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The proof of Theorem 3.1 is one of the main topics of this paper, and it will be done step by
step (not necessarily in the order stated), in a series of partial results distributed from Section
3.2 to Section 3.8.

3.1. Results in several dimensions. It is easy to extend this selfsimilar solution to higher
dimensions. Essentially, the multi-D selfsimilar solution is a constant extension of H in the
new spatial variables.

Corollary 3.3 (Properties of the selfsimilar profile in RY). Assume P, P, > 0, z,¢ € R,
and z & € RN-L, Let ho,h, H be as in Theorem 3.1, and consider the initial condition
ho € L=¥(RN) given by ho(x,z') := ho(x), i.e.,

o ) L+ P it 2<0
T, T )= ]
0 L—D it x>0,

and let h € L=(Qr) be the corresponding very weak solution of (P)—~(IC). Then h and @ are
selfsimilar and

(a) (Profile) h(z,2’,t) = H(xt="/29) o/t=1/29) for all (x,2',t) € RN x (0,T) and H satisfies
o (6€) VH(EE) + (CAP(H(,) ~ D)3)(6€) =0 in D®RY)

(b) (Constant extension) H(&,&) = H(E) and U(£,€") := U(€) for all (€,¢') € RV,
(¢) (Properties) For every & € RN=1 H(-,&') and U(-, ') satisfy properties (a)—(h) of The-
orem 3.1.

Corollary 3.3 is a trivial consequence of Theorem 3.1 and the fact that (—Ax)*U(&, &) =
(=AU (€) (cf. Lemma B.4) where —Ay and —A; denote the Laplacian in RV and in R
respectively.

Remark 3.4. Since equation (P) is translationally and rotationally invariant, we actually
have a bigger family of selfsimilar solutions arising from Corollary 3.3. Indeed, given any
hyperplane H C RY, consider open sets T, %~ such that HTUH~ = RV\H and HTNH~ =
0. E.g., take H = {0} x RN"1 H~ = (—00,0) x RV"! and H* = (0, +00) x RV~1. Indeed,
the initial data

~ L+ P if yeH
(31) m@y—{L_% e

also produces a selfsimilar solution that is a translation and rotation of the selfsimilar solution
h described in Corollary 3.3.

3.2. Preliminary facts on selfsimilarity. First we will establish some general properties
of the selfsimilar profile in RY. Note that the equation has the following scaling invariance:

Lemma 3.5 (Space-time selfsimilarity of the equation). Let h € L>®(Qr) be a very weak
solution of (P)~(IC) with initial data hg € L®(RYN). Then for all a > 0 the function
ha(z,t) := h(az,a®t) is a very weak solution of (P)—~(1C) with initial data ho4(z) := h(az).
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Proof. Let ¢ € C&®(Qr), and define ¢(y,7) := ¢(y/a,7/b) for some a,b > 0. Then, by
changing variables ax = y and bt = 7 and the scaling properties of the time derivative and
the fractional Laplacian (cf. Lemma B.1), we get

T 1 br
/ o h(ax, bt)Opp(z,t) dx dt = aNb/O - h(y, 7)0 (%’ %) dydr
1 vT
— v [ [ o mayomn s

- / /RN (az, bt))(=A)")(z, 1) dz dt,

and the choice b = a®* shows identity (2.1) for h,. We also have,

1
esslim [ (e, b)) (a 1) = Jom - /R h(y,TW(%, T dy
/ ho(y dy—/ ho(az)(z,0) dz.
which finishes the proof. O

Once we know the selfsimilarity of the equation, choosing an appropriate initial data will
provide us with a selfsimilar solution and a selfsimilar profile.

Lemma 3.6 (Existence and uniqueness of a selfsimilar solution). Let h € L™ (Qr) be the
unique very weak solution of (P)—(I1C) with initial data hg € L>®°(RN). If ho(z) = ho(azx) for
alla >0 and a.e. x € RN, then

h(z,t) = h(azx,a*t) for a.e. (x,t) € Qr andall a>0.
In particular, h(z,t) = h(xt=Y9) 1) for a.e. (z,t) € Qr.

Proof. We recall that given an initial data hg € L>®°(RY), existence and uniqueness of h is
given by Theorem 2.3.

By Lemma 3.5 we have that h(ax,a?$z) is a very weak solution of (P)—(IC) with initial data
ho(az) for all a > 0. By the scaling property ho(az) = ho(z) we thus get that h(az,a?t) is a
solution with data ho(z) for all @ > 0. Uniqueness of very weak solutions implies that h(z,t) =
h(ax,a?st) for all @ > 0. In particular, by choosing a = t=1/(25) we get the identity. O

We can express the selfsimilar solution in terms of a profile satisfying a stationary equation.

Lemma 3.7 (Equation of the profile). Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.6, consider the
function H(€) := h(£,1) for a.e. € € RN. Then we have that H satisfies

(3.2) o CVHE +(CAPH)O =0 i DERY).

Remark 3.8. Note that, by Lemma 5.6, we can express the selfsimilar solution in terms of
the profile as h(x,t) = H(xt—l/(%)),
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Proof of Lemma 3.7. Let &€ = xt~/(2%)_ Formally, we have

Bih(x,t) = Oy (H (wt™2)) = —%t*iflx CVH(at %) = — -1 VH(),

s 2s

and (=A)*[®(h(-,1)](z) = (=A)*[@(H(-t~YC))](x) = t 1 (=A)*D(H)(€). Similar computa-
tions can be done in distributional sense as in the proof of Lemma 3.5. 0

Note that the relation u(z,t) = (h(x,t) — L)+ allows us to also define a selfsimilar profile for
u. More precisely:

u(z,t) = u(xt*%, 1) = U(mt*i).
By combining (P’) and (3.2), we obtain
1
—5. 8 VH + (=A) U@ =0 in D'(RY).
s
The following result shows that whenever h and u (resp. H and U) are regular enough in a
localized area, the above equations are satisfied in the classical sense.

Lemma 3.9. Under the assumptions of Lemma 5.0, and, additionally, that h € C’l}(A)
and u = ®(h) € CZ(A) for some open set A C RN x (0,+00), we have that Oih(z,t) and
(—A)*u(x,t) exist and

Oth(x,t) + (—A)°u(x,t) =0 for all (x,t) € A.

In the same way, if H € CL(A) and U € CE(A) for some open set A C RN, then

_2is§ -VH(&) + (=A)°UE) =0 for all £ eA.

Proof. Let (z,t) € A. Then there exists » > 0 such that B,((z,t)) cC A. Thus h €
Cl(By(z,t)) and u = ®(h) € C(B,(,t)). Clearly 0;h(x,t) exists. Moreover,

U(:U,t) B U(y, t) / u(x,t) _ U(y,t)
dy dy
/Br(:p) |z — y|N+2s RN\B,(z) [T —y[N T2

S Cl||D2U||L00(Br(x7t))r2_28 + CQ||U||Loo(QT)’I"_2S < +OO,

[(=4) u(z, 1) < +

so (—A)%u(x,t) exists too. Consider now a test function ¢ € C2°(A). Integrating by parts in
Definition 2.1 gives

//A (Oeh(z, ) (z,t) — (=A)°u(z, t)Y(z,t)) dedt =0 for all ¢ € CP(A).

As a consequence we get that dih(z,t) + (—A)%u(z,t) = 0 for all (z,¢) € A. The results on
H and U follow in a similar way. O
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3.3. Profile, boundedness and limits of selfsimilar solutions. As mentioned before,
here and in the following sections, we restrict ourselves to the 1-D case. First we start by
showing Theorem 3.1(a).

Lemma 3.10. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that H satisfies (SS1) and
H(xt=Y®9)) = h(x,t) for a.e. (x,t) € R x (0,T).

Proof. Note that ho(az) = ho(z) for all x € R and all @ > 0. Then the result follows from
Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7. O

We prove now the first part of Theorem 3.1(b).

Lemma 3.11. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that L— Py < H(§) < L+ P,
for a.e. £ €R.

Proof. Note that L + P; and L — P, are stationary solutions of (P)—(IC). Clearly L — Py <
ho < L+ P;. Thus, by comparison (Theorem 2.3(b)) we have that L — P, < h < L+ P; which
by definition implies L — P, < H(§) < L+ P; for a.e. £ € R. O

Before proving that the limits of H as £ — +oo are taken as stated in the second part of
Theorem 3.1(b), we need to prove preliminary monotonicity results.

Lemma 3.12. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that H is nonincreasing.

Proof. Consider the initial data ho(z) := ho(z + a) for some a > 0 and the corresponding
solution h. Note that hg > ho, and thus, by comparison (cf. Theorem 2.3(b)) h > h. Note
also that (P) is translationally invariant, and so h(z+a,t) = h(x,t) for a.e. (z,t) € Rx (0,T).
We have then that h(x,t) > h(x + a,t) for a.e. (z,t) € R x (0,T), which concludes that H is
nonincreasing since a > 0 was arbitrary and the relation H (&) = h(&, 1) holds. O

We are now ready to prove the second part of Theorem 3.1(b).

Lemma 3.13. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that

lim H¢) =L+ P, and lim H)=L- P,.
{——o0

E—+o0

Proof. By Lemma 3.11, we know that H is bounded from above and from below. By Lemma
3.12, H is monotone (nonincreasing as & — +oo and nondecreasing as £ — —o0), and this
implies the existence of the limits:

H:= lim H({) and H:= lim H(¢).

£——0c0 §—+o0
In particular,

1
esslim H(xt™ 25 ) =
t—0+

H if z<0,
H if z>0.
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Given any ¢ € C°(R x [0,7")), we have by Definition 2.1 that
ess lim H(mt_%sﬁb(m t)dzx = esslim h(m Hy(x,t)dz = / ho(x)¥(x,0) dz.
t—0t Jr t—0+
Take now ¢ € C°(R4 x [0,7")). The Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem yields
ess lim H(:rt_%)w(x, t)de = / ess lim (H(:L’t_fls)v,/}(x, t)) do = H(x,0)dz,
t—0+t Jr R t—07F R,
and thus, we have the following identity for all ¢ € C°(R4):
Heo(x)dr = / ho(z)é(z) dz.
Ry R

This implies that H = ho(z) for a.e. z € Ry, i.e. H = L — P,. The same argument taking
€ CP(R_ x [0,T)) shows that H = ho(z) for a.e. x e R_,i.e H =L+ P;. O

3.4. Strict monotonicity in the ice region and existence of a unique interface point.
In this section we will prove that there exists one and only one interface point from water to
ice regions (i.e. the first part of Theorem 3.1(c)), and that in the ice region the solution A is
strictly decreasing (Theorem 3.1(d)).

We start by showing that the temperature function U is a continuous function.

Lemma 3.14. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that U € Cp(R) and 0 <
U(&) < Py for all £ € R.

Proof. Theorem 2.4 ensures that given a solution h € L*°(R x (0,7")) of (P)—(IC) with initial
data hg € L>(R) we have that

(@,8) = (h(z,t) = L)y = (H(zt"%) — L) | = Ulat™%)

is continuous for ¢ > 0. In particular, taking ¢ = 1 we get that U is continuous in R. By
Lemma 3.11 we also have that

0<UE)=HE -L); <(L+P —L); =P. O

For now, we know that H is nonincreasing in R (Lemma 3.12). However, we will be able to
prove that H is strictly decreasing in the ice region (where the temperature is zero).

Lemma 3.15. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that H is strictly decreasing
in the nonempty closed set

Di={¢eR: H() < L} = {£ € R: U(€) = 0}.

Proof. The set D is nonempty since lim¢_, oo H(§) = L — P, < L by Lemma 3.13. It is also
closed since U is a continuous function by Lemma 3.14.

Assume by contradiction that H is not strictly decreasing in D. Then there exists two points
&m and &y with &, < &y such that H(E,,) = H({y) = | for some | < L. Since H is
nonincreasing, we have

H(E) =1 forall  ¢€[&m,éu]
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and also that U(§) = 0 for all £ € [y, +00). Since both H and U are regular in the set
(&m, Enr) we can apply Lemma 3.9 and get that

S EH O+ (CAYUE =0 forall €€ (6m&nr).

Note that, additionally, H'(£) = 0 for all £ € (&m,Enr). Now, we fix £ € (&, Enr) and use the
previous identity to get:

- c) &m
0= (—A)T() = c1,,P.V, / o -vm g, _ ., / utn)

nl>0 [ —nlt+2s oo (§—m)lH2s
Since U is nonnegative and continuous the above identity implies that U(§) = 0 for all
¢ € (—00,&y) and thus U = 0 in R. In particular, we have that H(§) < L for all £ € R, which
is a contradiction with the fact that lim¢,_o H(§) = L+ P, > L. O

We are now ready to prove the existence of a unique interface point, and that this point lies
in the half line [0, 400). Moreover we will also get the strict monotonicity stated in Theorem
3.1(d) concluding the proof of that part of the theorem.

We will still be missing the fact that £ > 0, which will ensure that the free boundary of the
selfsimilar solution advance as the time passes. This will require a more delicate study.

t=0 t=1

25 T T
—hy(z) —h(z,1)
——Latent heat || s ——Latent heat||
~ho(x) h(=, 1)
s

____________________

F1GURE 1. Graphical proof of the nonnegativity of the interface point.

Lemma 3.16. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that there exists a unique
& € R such that H(&y) = L. Moreover, 0 < & < +oo and H is strictly decreasing in

€0, +00).

Proof. First we will show that there exists a unique £, € R such that H()) = L. By Lemma
3.13 limg 1o H(§) = L — P> < L and thus, there exists at least one point & < 400 such
that H({1) < L, which in particular implies that U(&1) := (H(&1) — L)+ = 0. Note that
U(§) = (H(&) — L)+ is nonincreasing, continuous and limg_,_o, U(§) = Py > 0. Thus, there
exists £y € R such that
S =inf{€eR : UE) =0} < +oo.

Then, for all £ < & we have that U(£) > 0 and so H(&) > L. This implies that H is continuous
in (—o0, &) since H(§) = U(§) + L there. We conclude then that H(§y) = L.
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With the above argument, we have also found that the set D from Lemma 3.15 is given by
D = [¢, +0).

By strict monotonicity of H in the set D we have also that H(£) = L only when £ = £y. This
shows the existence of a unique interface point &.

Now we will prove that & > 0. Consider

. {L it 2<0 if <0

h =
@) =1y if >0, if >0,

- L
and h(z,t) = {
0
Note that @(z,t) := (h(z,t) — L) = 0 for all (z,t) € R x (0,T) and thus & is a solution of
(P)—(IC) with initial data hg. Since hg < hgy in R, we have by comparison (Theorem 2.3(b))
that h < h a.e. in Q7 (see Figure 1). Then

H(€) = h(€,1) > h(&,1) = ho(¢) for ae. £€R.

Since ho(0) = L, the continuity of (H () — L), gives H(0) > L. On one hand, if H(0) > L,
we have by monotonicity and continuity of H that £ > 0. On the other hand, if H(0) = L,
we have by the uniqueness of the interface point proved before that {, = 0. Thus, & > 0. O

3.5. Regularity in the ice and water regions. We already know that U is a continuous
function, which together with the results in Section 3.4 implies that H is continuous in the
water region, i.e. H € C,((—00,&p]). The regularity result in the water region can be improved
as follows.

Lemma 3.17. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.1, we have that H € C1®((—o00,&p)) for
some o € (0,1).

Proof. Let us examine the regularity of U in the water region (—o0,&p), i.e., in terms of
space-time variables, the regularity of u in the region P := {(z,t) : t > 0, —00 < = <
£t/ (29}, We localize around a point (zg,tg) € P and consider a small parabolic cylinder
Q1 (o, to) = (xo — ryx0 + 1) X (to — 7,t9) where u is a continuous and bounded solution of
Ou 4+ (—A)%u = 0. Moreover, u is also bounded in R x (ty — 7,t9). By Theorem 4.1 of [18]
we conclude that u € C'gf/@s)(QQ) in a certain subcylinder Qo C )1, with a fixed a > 0
and constants that do not depend on (xg,tg) € P as long as we are away from the free
boundary z = &t'/(3). Thus, U is in C*((—00,&p)) uniformly away from &. See also [16].
The improvement of regularity is obtained in Theorem 6.2 in [17] (see also Theorem 2.4 of
[18]) where it is proved that (for more general parabolic integro-differential operators) u is
C1® in space for some universal € (0,1) inside the same water region. This proves that
U € CH*((—00,&)) and, since H = U + L in (—o0, &), we are done. We also conclude that
equation (SS1) is satisfied in the classical sense in (—o0,&y) since H € C*((—0,&)) and
thus, (—A)*U € C*((—00,&p)) from (SS1). O

Next, we study regularity in the ice region I = (§p, +00). It turns out to be better.
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Lemma 3.18. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that H € C*°((&y, +00)) and
H € C([€,+00)) for all & > &. Moreover:
(a) EH' (&) = 2s(—A)SU(E) for all £ > &.

(b) H'(§) = —1/[¢'"*?* for all &> &.
(¢) Given any &1,& such that & < & < &2, we have that H satisfies

& (_A\s
(3.3) H(E) — H(&) = 25 / (A)gU(f)dg.

Proof. By Lemma B.2 we have that (—A)*U € C*°((§o,+00)). The distributional identity

(SS1) together with the mentioned regularity imply that £H’(&) is also a function and
EH'(€) = 25(—A)U(E)  forall £ > &.

Moreover, since both 1/¢ and (—A)*U(&) are infinitely smooth in (£, 00) and also with

bounded derivatives in [£, +00), we get that H € C*°((&,+o0)) and H € Cp°([€, +00)). To

prove part (b), we use Lemma B.2 to get that for £ > £y we have

(—A)U(E) _ 11 1

3 [§— &g [gtF
This proves the second estimate in Theorem 3.1(g). Identity (3.3) follows from part (a). O

H'(€) = 25

The regularity at the interface &y is still missing here. It will be discussed in Section 3.7.

3.6. Strict positivity of the interface point. It is crucial to prove the strict positivity of
the interface region, i.e., that £, > 0. A consequence of this fact is that the free boundary of
the selfsimilar solution is moving forward in time.

Lemma 3.19. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that & > 0.

Proof. We argue by contraction: Under the assumption & = 0, the strategy of the proof is
to show that the behaviour of U close to the interface has a certain lower bound, and this
lower bound will imply that the solution itself is not bounded in [¢y, +00) = [0, 400). Thus,
reaching a contradiction.

1) Lower bound of U. We want to prove that if £ = 0, then U(£) 2 [¢]° for all £ < 0 close
enough to &y = 0.
Fix &, consider I := [£,0], and let U’ solve (cf. (SS1))

= 5-CH' i I
(3.4) { = 5:$H'(€) i Sel
in Eel”
If we are able to get U'(£) > |§]s for all £ € I, then by linearity and the fact that U > 0 in
R, U — U' solves

(—APU -U")(E) =0 in el
(U -UHE) >0 in fel°.
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By the strong maximum principle, it follows that U (&) > UL (€) for all £ € I, and we get
(3.5) U >U'() z ¢

Let us then continue by proving the lower bound for U!. Recall that H' € C((—o0,0))
(Lemma 3.17), H" < 0 (Lemma 3.12), and [[H'[|1((—sc,0y) = P1. We can moreover assume

that é is such that H’ # 0. Since the right-hand side in (3.4) is L', we know that the unique
solution U is given by [20, 30]

0
Ul(e) = - G(&,y)yH (y) dy £ 0.
© =35, . CEuH W)y

The right-hand side is also nonnegative and then we conclude by the Hopf lemma [14, Lemma
7.3] (see also [45]) that UT(&) > |¢]°.

2) Contradiction on L < +00. Recall that for £ > £y = 0 we have that U(£) = 0. Thus, using
(3.5), we have for all £ > 0 close enough to zero, that

0 £ s —£
Un) l dn 1
__ASUg:cl,s/ dng/ dnz/ 1
CATE = | g m VR L e gm 2 e e e
We use now estimate (3.3), the fact that H > L — P,, and the above upper bound to get

€2 (_A)S £ ¢
He) =) -2 [ S ayzpop [T

Recall that H < L in [y = 0, +00). Taking limits as £&; — 07 in the above estimate we get

) < &2 dn
L2§115%+H(€1)NL_P2+/0 nHS:—i-oo.
which is a contradiction and proves that & > 0. O

With this result we have finished the proof of Theorem 3.1(c).

3.7. Continuity of the enthalpy and behaviour at the interface. To conclude that H
is continuous in R, we only have to check that there exists no discontinuity at the interface,
that is,

lim H(§) =L = lim H().

E=8 §—¢0
Recall that the left-hand side of this identity was a consequence of the continuity of U (cf.
Lemma 3.16). To prove the other one, we first need to show Theorem 3.1(f).

Lemma 3.20. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that
(3.6) U)=H(E)-L=0((&—¢)°) foral ¢{<&.

Proof. The strategy is to find a suitable upper barrier for U that itself satisfies estimate (3.6).
To do so, we will first note that u satisfies a fractional heat equation with a time-dependent
domain (—oo, &t'/(?*)) (which is expanding in time). A supersolution for this problem will
be given by the solution of the fractional heat equation in the domain (—o0, &p).
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Let v be the solution of

v+ (—A)v =0 in (—o0,&0) x (0,1],
v=0 in (€0, +00) x [0, 1],
v(+,0) = ug in (—00,&o).
On one hand, we know from the results of [21, 9] (see also discussion in [33]) that

0<wv(z,t) S|z—E&]|° foral z<E

On the other hand, we know that U(z) = u(x, 1) where u satisfies

ou+ (—A)Pu=0 in (—oo,{ot?ls) x (0,1],
u=0 in  [&tes, 400) x [0,1],
U(,O) = Uo in (_00750)‘

Note also that in the region (z,t) € [€ot?/ (%) &] x (0,1], we have that « = 0 (and u > 0 in
R) and thus dqu = 0 and (—A)*u < 0 there, i.e,

Ou+ (—Afu<0 in (&t &) x (0,1].

To finish, we consider w = v — u. It satisfies:

dw + (_A)Sw >0 in (_00750) X (07 1}7

w=20 in [507 +Oo) X [Oa 1]7

w(-,0)=0 in (—00, o).
Thus, w > 0 (see [33]) and so u(x,t) < v(x,t) < |z — &]|®. In particular, U(§) = u(&,1) <
€ = &ol”. O

We are now ready to finish the proof of Theorem 3.1(e) by proving the continuity of H at
the interface.

Lemma 3.21. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that

lim H(¢)=L= lim H(S).

§—¢ =&,

Proof. By the continuity of U and Lemma 3.16, we know that
H(¢y) == lim H(E) = L.
=&
We need to show that H(&]) := 1i1rn§_>§ar H(¢) = L. For now, assume H({J) = L — A for
some A € [0, L — P,]. We will prove that A = 0.

Let 1. be the cut-off functions defined in Appendix B with R =¢, x = £ — &. Take it as a
test function in the weak formulation of (SS1) to get

Eo+e o
(3.7) L H(E) (En-(€ — &) dé = — / U(€) (—A) [ne(- — £0)])(€) de

0—¢€ —00
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Note that (&n.)" = n. + &n.. For the left-hand side of (3.7), H < L + P; and |n.| <1 yield

Sote e—07F

Eo—e¢

Eo+e
/é H(En-(€ — &) de

0—¢

and since 1’ converges in measure to —653 in (&, & +¢) and to 550— in (§ —¢,&) ase — 0"

and H ()¢ is Ch((&0 — €, &) U (&0, &0 +€)),

/ T neene o= [7 nee () [ e (C10) ac

0—¢ &o—e¢ € € Jg €
20 (H(E) — HED)Eo = (L — (L — A))éo = Ao,

By Lemma B.1 and the change of variables £ = ez + £, the right-hand side of (3.7) yields
o o

v Ay -l©ar= [ v@Ear[(R)] @
o _ 0
— 5 [ v@Eara(t ) ae = [ v g -ayne) s

Note that Lemma 3.20 gives U(ez + &) < (g2 + &o) — &o|* = £°]z|® for all z < 0. From this
estimate and Lemma B.3(a), we thus get

0

0 ‘Z|s
set [ prarnelas s |

T 5. A%
o —oo (T [2])1H2

_g e—0TF
<7 0.

&o
/ U(€)(—A) (€ + &) d

—0o0

In this way, we have proved that A&y = 0, and since & > 0 (cf. Lemma 3.19) it implies that
A=0and thus H({f) = L= H(&). O

3.8. Decay of the solution and mass transfer. Since we are working with merely bounded
solutions, the concept of conservation of mass does not make sense in general. However, in
the case where the tail of the solution is an integrable function, we could have the concept of
conservation of transferred mass as stated in Theorem 3.1(h).

First we prove an estimate on the tail of the solution for & large. This will finish the proof
Theorem 3.1(g).

Lemma 3.22. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we have that

(3.8) H(E) — (L —Py)=<1/|¢)**  forall €3> &.

Proof. Letting £ — +o0 in (3.3), and recalling that H(§) — L — P5 as & — 400, we have for
all & > &y the following relation

(3.9) H(¢) = (L—Pg)—QS/:O(_A);U(n)dn.
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Recall also that U(£) = 0 for all £ > &, and thus, for all £ > &,
L0 Uly)
H() — (L — P N/ </ dy> dn.
@=L ) ¢ N \Jooo In—yl'+>

To obtain the upper bound in (3.8), recall that U(§) < P; for all £ € R, and thus, for all
&> &y, we have that

A 1
H(E) — (L P 5P/ / ————dydp
(&) —( 2) S P e N T

©1 1 1 1 1
5/ _2Sd’75/ ~ s dn~ o
¢ nln—=¢&ol ¢ NN 3

To prove the lower bound, we recall that & > 0 is the smallest point where U = 0 (cf. Lemma
3.16), and thus U(§) > U(0) > 0 for all £ < 0. Then (3.9) gives

H(E)—(L—Pﬁz/;?l?(/:mfﬁwdy) dn

> 1 0 1 © 1 1
2/5 n </_oo I — y|l+2s dy) dn~/£ e 41 -

This finishes the proof. O
Lemma 3.23. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.1, we have that for s > 1/2

0 o)
(3.10) / ((L—I—P1) —H(g)) d¢ = /0 (H(&) - (L—Pg)) dé < 4.

Remark 3.24. The case s < 1/2 is different since Lemma 3.22 gives
H(E) — (L —P) =1/l forall &> &,

so that the right-hand side of the equality in (3.10) is infinite. Hence, we cannot speak about
global mass transfer.

Proof of Lemma 3.23. Let n. be the cut-off functions defined in Appendix B with R = %
Now, choose ¥ (z,t) = 1o 1j(t)n-(z) as test function in Definition 2.1 to obtain

/R(h(x, 1) — ho(z))ne(z) dz = —/0 /Ru(:t:,t)(—A)sng(x) dz dt.

We can consider this test function, by approximation in C2°, using Lemma B.3. To continue,
we change the variables y = ex and use that u < P; and Lemmas B.1 and B.3 to get

1
- [ [ e nEarn ded < P ),

If s > 1/2, the above quantity goes to zero when ¢ — 0*. Hence,

lim [ (h(z,1) = ho(z))n-(z) dz =0,

e—=0t Jr
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or equivalently,

lim (/OOO (H(g)—(L—Pz))ns(s)déJr/

e—0t — oo

0

(H(E) - (L + PO)ne(©) dg) o

Note that by the properties of 7. and Lemma 3.22, the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem yields

o0

i [ (H©) — (L— Po))n.(€)dé = /0 T (HE) — (L - o)) dé < foc.

e—0t Jo

As a consequence,
0

oo

fim [ (L4 P) - HEO)n(©)d = [ (HEQ) - (L P)de < +cx.
e—=0t J _ 0

The sequence {((L + P1) — H(§))n-(£)}e>0 is nonnegative by Lemma 3.11 and converges

monotonically to (L + P;) — H(§) as € — 07. An application of the monotone convergence

theorem then concludes the proof. 0

4. PROPAGATION PROPERTIES

Since we have established suitable properties of the selfsimilar solutions, we can prove that
the temperature u(z,t) := ®(h(x,t)) = (h(x,t) — L)+ has finite speed of propagation with
precise estimates on the maximal growth of the support in time. We only need to assume
very mild properties on the initial condition hg.

Theorem 4.1 (Finite speed of propagation for u). Let h € L*(Qr) be the very weak solution
of (P)~(IC) with hg € L™®(RY) as initial data and v := ®(h). If supp{®(ho(x)+¢€)} C Br(xo)
for some e >0, R>0, and o € RY, then:

(a) (Growth of the support) supp{u(-,t)} C B 1 (z9) for allt € (0,T) and some & > 0

R+&ot2s
depending on the quantity €_1||<I>(ho)HLoo(RN) and s.

(b) (Maximal support) supp{u(-,t)} C Bg(xo) for all t € (0,+00) with

1

R= (5—1\|<1>(h0)||L00(RN) + 1) ¥ R.
The proof of Theorem 4.1(a) is based on the one dimensional finite speed of propagation
stated in Lemma 4.3.

Remark 4.2. Note that the assumption € > 0 in Theorem 4.1 is crucial. Otherwise, the
result might not be true, as in the following example: Take

o () L+1 if z e By(0),
) =
0 L if x € B(0)°.

Clearly supp{®(hg)} = Bi1(0) but supp{®(hg + )} = R for all £ > 0. Here the property
of finite speed of propagation fails since by comparison h(z,t) > L in Qp and thus u(z,t) =
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(h(x,t) — L)+ = h(x,t) — L and satisfies the fractional heat equation
ou+ (—A)Yu=0 in Qr

with u(z,0) = 1p,(0)(x). The solution u has infinite speed of propagation, i.e. u(x,t) > 0 for
allt € (0,T) (see e.g. [10]). See also Figures 6 and 7 for examples related to this phenomenon.

4.1. Proof of the finite propagation theorem. The first part of the proof of Theorem 4.1
is based on the following 1-D result on the speed of propagation. Recall that H is a hyperplane
in RY such that the open sets H*,H™ satisfy HF UH™ = R¥Y \ H and Ht NH™ = 0 (cf.
Remark 3.4). We denote ¥y, 1 as the vector orthogonal to H with length 1 such that given
any x € H, then = + 01 € H™.

Lemma 4.3 (One-directional finite speed of propagation for u). Let h € L>(Qr) be the very
weak solution of (P)—(IC) with hg € L®(RY) as initial data. If supp{®(ho(x) +¢)} C H~
for some hyperplane H C RN and some ¢ > 0, then supp{u(-,t)} C H™ + fotl/(Qs)z_)'HL for
some & > 0 and all t € (0,T).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that H = {0} x RN¥~! (by translation and
rotation invariance of the equation). We take H~ = (—00,0) x R¥~1 and H* = (0, +00) x
RN=1. Consider hg and h given by Corollary 3.3 with P; = esssupgn{®(ho)} and P, = e.
Clearly hg < hg and then by comparison h(z,t) < h(x,t). Consequently 0 < wu(z,t) <
i(x,t) = ®(h(x,t)). Thus

suppu(-,t) C suppa(-,t) = (—oo,t%s&)] x RN, d
Proof of Theorem /j.1. The estimate on the growth of the support follows from applying
Lemma 4.3 for every hyperplane tangent to 0Br(zo).

We show now that there is a maximum support for u. Without loss of generality assume
that g = 0 and take

ho(z) = L+ 1@ (ho) || oo mV)y if  x € Bgr(0)
| L-¢ if e Bgr(0)°,

and let h be the corresponding very weak solution of (P)-(IC) and @ =
ho < ho and thus, by comparison, h < h. Thus, supp{u(-,t)} C supp{
enough to prove the estimate of maximum support for .

h—L);. Clearly,
('a

(
a(-,t)}. Then it is

Since L — ¢ is a stationary solution of (P)-(IC), then L' contraction implies

[ Gty = (L= edo< [ (hole) = (L)) do = ([800) =) + <) [Bal
RN RN
On the other hand, h(z,t) > L for z € supp{a(-,t)}, and then

[ ity = @ =epar> | (h(o,t) = (L —2))4 do > | suppfa(- 1)},

supp{a(-t)}
Thus,
| supp{a(-, )} < (e~ (| (ho) | oo mvy + 1)| Brl.
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Finally we note that hg being radially symmetric implies that (-, t) is also radially symmetric
(and continuous) for all ¢ > 0, and thus, supp{u(-,t)} = Bz(0) for some R > 0. The relation
between R and R is immediate from the estimate above. O

4.2. Infinite speed of propagation and tail estimates of the enthalpy. We are also
able to prove some more propagation properties of the solution. In the following result we do
not need to rely on the properties of selfsimilar solutions. Here, we provide results on infinite
speed of propagation of the enthalpy variable h, and give precise estimates on the tail of the
solution. For simplicity, we will state it only for positive solutions, but as usual, the result
can be extended for any kind of bounded solutions due to Remark 1.1.

Theorem 4.4 (Infinite speed of propagation and tail behaviour for h). Let 0 < h € L*(Qr)
be the very weak solution of (P)—~(IC) with 0 < hg € L®(RYN) as initial data.

(a) If ho > L+¢e > L in By(z1) for z1 € RN and p,e > 0, then h(-,t) >0 for all t > 0.
(b) If additionally supp{ho} C By(z0) for zo € RN andn >0, then

(4.1) h(z,t) =< 1/|2x|N T2 for all t € (0,7) and |z| large enough.
Remark 4.5. Note that in the proof below, we additionally prove that there exits a small time
t* such that h exhibits the precise tail behaviour:
h(z,t) =< t/|x|N T2 for allt € (0,t*) and |z| large enough.
This mimics the tail behaviour of the solutions of the linear fractional heat equation for small

times, see e.g. [10].

Proof of Theorem 4.4. Assume by simplicity that hg > L + 1 in B,(x1) (the argument will
work in the same way replacing L + 1 with L + ¢ for any € > 0). Consider the initial data

ho(e) e {2 it e By(a)
0P N 0 if xe By(x1)°

and let h, be the corresponding solution of (P)—(IC). Since hg, < ho, h, < h again by
comparison.

1) h(-,t) > 0 for every 0 < ¢t < t* < T. By continuity of ®(h), we have that there exists a
time ¢} < T such that h(z,t) > L+1 > 0in (z,t) € Bg(ﬂ?l) x (0, t§]. Now, consider the initial
data ho,g and the solution hg. Clearly, hO% < ho,p, and then hg < h,. By Theorem 4.1,

supp{(he(-t) — L)+} C B (1)
for some £n > 0. Thus, we can take ¢} small enough such that
supp{(hg(-,t) — L)1} C Bp(z1) forall te (0,t7],

which implies that ug(:c,t) = (hg(:c,t) — L)y =0 for all (z,t) € Bg(ml)c x (0, t7]. Thus, we
can deduce, as in Lemma 3.18, the following estimate

a
£+&ot2s

he (z,t) — hoé(x) = /0 (—=A)Y’u(x,7)dr for a.e. (z,t) € Bg(xl)c x (0,t7].
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Again, by continuity, we can assume that hg(:ﬂ,t) >L+1>0in (z,t) € Be (1) x (0,t5].
Then, for all (z,1) € Bs(x1)° x (O,min{t’f,t§}] we have that

’LLP —UP
he(w:t) = //RN rm—z\ws az T‘//ﬂmx—zw%d 2dr

dz
(42) / /Bﬂ (o) 7 — z’N+2s dzdr = /Bp (o) [T — 2[VF25
p\—N-2s °
16) )
The last estimate show that h(z,t) > hg(ac t) > 0 for all (z,t) € B (1)¢ x (0, min{t},t5}].
Since h(z,t) > 0 for (z,t) € §( 1) % (0,t5], we conclude that h(x,t) > 0 for all (z,t) €
RN x (0, min{ty, t5,t5}].
Note also that estimate (4.2) gives a quantitative estimate for |x| large enough:
t

> _
2(]36 x| +

2) h(-,t) > 0 for every 0 < t < T. Our strategy is to prove preservation of positivity, i.e.,
if h(zo,t0) > 0 for some (zg,tp) € RY x (0,T) then h(xg,t) > 0 for all t € [tg, T). Actually
we will prove even more: if additionally h(zg,to) > L for some (zg,to) € RY x (0,T), then
h(xo,t) > L for all t € [ty,T).

The latter is actually pretty simple for our problem: Fix a time t* > 0 and define
h(z,t) := min{h(z,t*), L}.
Since h < L, h is a stationary solution of (P)—(IC). Note also that
h(z,t*) < h(z,t*) for a.e. zeRY.
Then, by comparison,
min{h(z,t*), L} = h(z,t) < h(z,t)  forae.  (z,t) e RN x [t*,T).

This fact, together with the lower bound given by (4.2) show that for all ¢ € [min{¢}, 7,5}, T")
we have that

h(m,t) Zmin{L, mln{ 02? 1 2}(| T — 2 |_|_ 16) N—2S}

for a.e. x € B%(azl)c. In particular, this shows that the lower bound in (4.1) is valid for all

times and big enough |z|.

3) The asymptotic bounds of h. The only thing left to prove is that for all ¢ € (0,7") we have
h(z,t) < W for |z| large enough. Recall that supp{ho} C B,(xo) and take

P max{L + 1, esssupgn{ho}} if x € By(zo)
"o if xe€ By(xo)°
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with A being the corresponding solution of (P)—(IC). Since hg < ho implies h < h, it remains
to prove the upper bound for h.
By Theorem 4.1, there exists an R big enough such that for all ¢ € (0,7") we have that

supp{(h(-,t) = L)+} C Br(zo).
Then, for a.e. (z,t) € Bar(x0)© x (0,T), we have the estimate (as in Step 1)

M%o:—A(ﬂmm@mmﬂ

where u(x,t) := . Then, since ”h”Loo < ||ho]| oo,

iz, / / CizT)

d dr = dzd

/ /RN \x—zrws " o Jsnte \x—z\ws =
dz

< t(max{L + 1,esssupgn{ho}} — L) fBR(xO) a2V T2
< T(max{L + 1,esssupgn{ho}} — L)|Bg|(lx — x| — R) "V ~2*

for a.e. © € Bagp(wo)¢ and all t € (0,7"). This shows the upper bound in (4.1) for all ¢t € (0,7)
and |z| large enough. O

5. CONSERVATION OF POSITIVITY FOR THE TEMPERATURE

The following result shows that the positivity set of the temperature of any solution does
not shrink in time at any place. This is an important quantitative aspect of the theory.

Theorem 5.1 (Conservation of positivity for u). Let h be the very weak solution of (P)—(1C)
with hg € L®(RY) as initial data and let uw = (h — L), be the temperature. If u(x,t*) > 0 in
an open set Q C RN for a given time t* € (0,T), then

u(z,t) >0 for all (x,t) € Q@ x [t",T).

The same result holds for t* =0 if ug = ®(hg) is continuous in .

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We are going to prove it in several steps. We found it convenient to
make a detour via elliptic problems by a discretization in time in the style of Crandall-Liggett
[24]. We first derive conservation of positivity and comparison results in the elliptic setting
and then pass to the limit from the discretized to the original problem.

1) Reduction. Under our assumptions, we have from Theorem 2.4 that ®(h(-,t*)) is continuous
in Q. Moreover: h(x,t*) > L (or u(x,t*) > 0) for all 2 € Q for some open set Q@ C R? and
some fixed time t* € [0, 7). Take any x; € © and let R > 0 such that Bg(z;) CC Q. Without
loss of generality, we can assume that 1 =0, t* =0 and h(-,0) > L+ 1 in Bg(0), A(-,0) >0
in RY. Now let

L+1 if ¢ Br(0)
o(z) = . c

0 if S BR(O) ,

and h the corresponding distributional solution of (P)- (IC). Clearly ho < h(-,0), and thus
h < h. So if we prove preservation of positivity for & = (h — L), in Br(0) we are done. Note
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that this puts us in a L'(R") framework where the Crandall-Liggett theorem applies, since
the equations contain nonlinear m-accretive operators (see e.g. [24, 23]).

2) Conservation of positivity of the elliptic problem. By time discretization of our original
equation (P) we are led to consider the nonlocal elliptic problem

(5.1) g+e(=A)y(g— L)+ = f,

where ¢ is the time step. This is usually written in the elliptic literature as

(=AY v+ B) = f,
where the equivalence is done by putting ®(g) = v and 3 = ®~! (so that £ is a linear function
for v > 0 with a jump at v = 0). The theory for this equation is well-known for s = 1 where
the famous paper [7] proves that the problem posed in RY with f € LI(RN ) has a unique
solution g € L'(RY) and the map f + g is an L'(R")-contraction. Moreover, the maximum
principle holds and the LP norms are conserved. The result has been extended in [20] to the
fractional version with 0 < s < 1 posed in bounded domains with zero outer conditions. From
this theory it follows that when f is radially symmetric and nonincreasing in |z| (as is the
case for iLo), then g is also radially symmetric and nonincreasing in |z|. Moreover, writing
e(=A)v = f—B(v) € LYRN) N L®(RY) implies that v is Holder continuous in Bg.
Claim. Under the above conditions, equation (5.1) has the following conservation (including
possible expansion) of the water region set:

B(0)={y e RY : (f(y) — L)+ >0} C {y € RY : (g(y) — L)4 > 0} = B.(0)
where r < r'.

Proof of the claim. The fact that the above sets are balls is ensured by the radial symmetry of
f and g. To prove the claim we argue by contradiction and assume r > r’. Note that for every
zo € B, \ B, equation (5.1) is satisfied in a pointwise sense since (9 — L)y = 0 in By (z¢) for
some 1 > 0. Since xg is a strict global minimum of (g — L), we get (—A)*(g — L)+ (x0) < 0,

and thus, by (5.1),
f(xo) = g(xo) +e(=A)*(g — L)+(z0) < g(x0)
which implies the contradiction g(xg) > f(zo) > L.
Let now f stand for h*=1in (5.1), the discretized enthalpy at time t*~!, and then g = h* s

discretized enthalpy at time tp = t_1 + €, starting from hO = ﬁo. In particular, for all £ > 0
we get

Br(0) ={y € RY : (ho(y) — L)y >0} C {y € RN : (hF(y) — L); > 0}

3) Subsolutions. We want to prove comparison with a nontrivial positive subsolution. Let us
first construct a suitable iteration of subsolutions.

Take R’ < R and consider the first eigenfunction ¢ > 0 and first eigenvalue A\; of (—A)*
posed in Bpr/(0) with zero Dirichlet outside conditions, i.e., (—A)*¢ = Ajp in Br/(0) and
¢ =0 in Bg/(0)°. For every € > 0, we have that

o+e(=A)Yp=(14+¢eh)p in Bpg/(0).
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Now, we consider the elliptic equation (5.1) restricted to Br/(0). Then we can use the above
to see that for any ¢ > 0 the function g := c(1 + &))"l + L satisfies (5.1) in Br/(0) with
right-hand side f := cp + L. We also know that g = L in Bgr/(0)¢ by definition of ¢. In
complete picture: the iterated solution h* of (5.1) in Bp/(0) with h* = L in Bp/(0)° and
K0 := cp + L is given by
hE=c(l4+er)Fp+ L.

Note that positivity of ¢ in Bp/(0) implies that h* — L > 0 in Br/(0). Thus, h* is a good
candidate for a subsolution.

4) Comparison. We now want to prove that for h* and h* defined as in Step 2 and Step 3 we
have that A¥ > h* in Bg(0) for all & > 0.

Given any R’ < R, we take ¢ > 0 small enough such that, cp < 1 in Br/(0) , i.e.
W=L+1>L+cp=h" in Bp/(0).

By Step 2 and Step 3 we also know that h* > L = h¥ in Bg(0) \ Bg/(0) for all k& > 0.
Assume by induction that f:= A* > p¥ = fin Bp/(0) and we want to conclude g := hRHL >
pFL = = g in Br/(0). Arguing by contradiction we can assume that there exists a point x1 of
nonpositive minimum for g — g in Bg/(0). Then z; is also a point of nonpositive minimum of
(9g—L)+—(g— L)+ in RN since (9— L)+ > 0and (g~ L)+ =0 (i.e. (9—L)+—(g—L)+ >0)
in Br/(0)¢, and

(9-L)y—(g-L)+=9-L—-(g-L)=g—g in Br(0)
by Step 2 and Step 3. Thus, (=A)*((¢9 — L)+ — (g — L)4)(z1) < 0. Then for 21 € Br/(0) we
have

02g-g=(~f)~((-2)(g—L)+ —(-A)(g—L)+) >0

which is a contradiction. Thus g > g in Bg/(0), which concludes this step.

5) Limit. We now use the previous constructions and pass to the limit in the Crandall-Liggett
process. Let h* and A" be defined as in Step 2 and Step 3 (we add the subindex ¢ to emphasize
that we pass to the limit as ¢ — 07). Let he : RN x [0,00) — R and h. : Bg(0) x [0,00) — R
be defined by

~

he(z,t) := h¥(x) for all (z,t) € RY x [ke, (k + 1)¢)
and
h.(x,t) == h¥(z) for all (z,t) € Br(0) x [ke, (k + 1)e).

The sequences converge in C([0,T] : L'(R™)) and C([0,T] : L*(Br(0))) respectively, and thus
pointwise almost everywhere. In particular, we get for a.e. € Br(0) and ¢ € (0,T) that
t)—

(h(z,t)~ L)+ = (h(,t) = L)+ = lim (he(,t) = L)1 = lim (he(o,6) ~ L) = ce (@) > 0.

By continuity of (h(z,t) — L)+, the result holds for all (z,t) € Br(0) x (0,T") which concludes
the proof. O
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Remark 5.2. (a) It is trivial to obtain that h(z,t*) > L implies that h(xz,t) > L for all
t € [t*,T) by comparing with the stationary solution min{h(z,t*), L}. The above result
is stronger since it provides strict inequalities.

(b) The proof of Theorem 5.1 additionally reveals the following estimate: Given any ball
Br(zo) C Q, we have that u(z,t) > ce () for all (z,t) € Br(xo) x [t*,T) for some
¢ > 0. Here (A1, ) is such that (—A)®p = A\ in Br(zo) and ¢ = 0 in Br(x¢)¢ (the first
eigen pair of (—A)® in Bg(x)).

6. DEPENDENCE ON L. THE EXTREMAL CASES L = 0 AND L = +0

In previous sections we have implicitly used solutions of two associated problems to sandwich
the solution u of (P)—(IC). Actually, we will obtain the associated problems as a limit of our
problems when moving the two parameters of the equation, L and s. We devote this section
to study in detail the dependence of the problem on L. For the sake of simplicity, we assume
that hg € L®(RY) is such that ug := (ho — L)+ € C(R2) and up > 0 in an open set Q C RV,

Theorem 6.1. Let h € L®(Q7) be the very weak solution of (P)—(IC) with hy € L>(RY)
as initial data, and @ C RN be an open set such that ug is continuous and positive in €.
Consider the problems

i+ (—A)*u=0 in  D'[RN x(0,T)),
(6.1) _ _ It
u(.7 0) = Ug n R ,
and
A + (—A)*u =0 in  D(Qx(0,T)),
(6.2) u= in  Q°x[0,7),
u(-,0) = o in Q.

Then u < u <7 in RV x (0,7).

Proof. By Theorem 5.1 we have that u(xz,t) > 0 (and thus h(x,t) = wu(z,t) + L) for all
(z,t) € Q x [0,7). Recall also that u = (h — L)y > 0in RY x (0,7). Then u satisfies

Oy + (—A)SU =0 in D,(Q X (O7T))7
u>0 n Q% (0,T)

Both u and u solve the fractional heat equation in Q x (0,7"). Moreover, u(z,0) = ug(z) >
ug(z)1g(x) = u(z,0) in RY and u > u in Q¢ x (0,T), then standard comparison shows that
u > win RY x [0,7) (see [33]).

For the upper bound, we consider ho(z) := max{ho(x),L} and let h be the corresponding

very weak solution of (P)~(IC). Since hg > hg and hg > L, the comparison principle gives
h>hand h > L. Then @ := ®(h) = (h— L); = h— L and u(+,0) = up. This implies that

u(e,t) = (h(e.t) — L)y < (Rlw,t) — L)y =
and that u satisfies the fractional heat equation in RY x (0, 7). O
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In fact w and u are obtained as the corresponding limits as L — 0" and L — +oo respectively
when € is considered to be maximal open set where ug is positive.

Theorem 6.2. Assume 0 < ug € L¥(RYN). Let Q be the biggest open set such that ug(z) > 0
for all z € Q and assume that ug € C(Q). Define the initial data

L+up(z) in Q,
ho,r = .
0 in Q¢
and let hy, € L= (RYN) be the corresponding very weak solution of (P)—(IC) with ur, := (hy —
L)y. Then, with w and w as in Theorem 6.1, we have:

(a) {ur}r>0 is monotone in L, that is, if Ly > Ly then ur, < ur,.
(b) ur — u pointwise in Qr as L — 0.
(¢) ur — u pointwise in Qr as L — +o0.

Proof. By Remark 1.1 we can assume that the latent heat is 0 by shifting the problem, i.e.,

ugp = ®(hr) = (hr)+,
uo(z) in Q,
h =
0.4() {—L in  Q
and hj, solves
Othr + (=A)*(hr)+ =0 in  D'®RY x(0,T)).

(a) Now, ho r, < ho,r, if Ly > Li. By comparison hr, < hr, and thus ur, < ur,.

(b) By Theorem 6.1 we know that hr < (hr)y+ = ur, < u and thus {hz}r>0 bounded from
above uniformly in L. This fact, together with the monotonicity proved in (a) ensures the
existence of the pointwise limit

w(z,t) = ngg hr(z,t).

Note also that ug(x) = limy g+ hor(x). It is now standard now to check that for any
Y € CX (RN x [0,T)) we have that

/ / (hpdvd — (hp)s (—A)*) dedt + /R o ()b (r,0) da
Li"f/() /RN (Wi — w (—A)* ) d:cdt—l—/RN wo(2)(z, 0) da.

Thus w is a very weak solution of (P)—(IC) with initial data uyp > 0. By the comparison
principle we get that w > 0, and so w = w,. Thus, w solves (6.1), which by uniqueness (cf.
[10]) implies that w = w.

(¢) Since {ur} >0 is uniformly bounded from below by u, and monotone by part (a), we can
define v(x,t) ;== limy_, 4o up(z, ).

First, we show that v = 0 in Q° x [0,7"). On one hand, v(z,0) = limz_,oo ur(z,0) = up(z)
and thus v(-,0) = 0 in Q° On the other hand, assume by contradiction that there exists a
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set * C Q€ such that [Q*| > 0 and v > 0 in Q*. Since {ur}>0 is nonincreasing as L — o0,
ur, > 0in Q*, and so hy, = uy, > 0in Q*. We now use the definition of very weak solutions (see
Definition 2.1 and Lemma 3.23) with the test function (x,t) := ¢(x)1[ ;(t) where ¢ > 0,
smooth, and supported in Q*. We get

/*(hL(l',T) — hor(z))p(r)de = — /OT/RUL(x,t)(—A)Scp(J:) dx dt.

The right hand side is bounded by 7||uol| oo rv)l|(=A) @[ 1 rry Which is uniformly bounded
in L, while for the right hand side we have

*

/ (hp(x,7) — ho,r(x))p(x)dz > L/ o(x)dr — +o0 as L — 4o0.
This is a contradiction which shows that [Q*| = 0. Since 7 > 0 was arbitrary, we have shown
that v =0 in Q° x [0, 7).

Second, the strict positivity of u in € (cf. [33]) implies (by Theorem 6.1) that for all ¢ € (0,T),
we have that

ur(z,t) > u(z,t) >0 for all x € (),
that is, hy = ur, in . Then, for any ¢ € C°(Q2 x [0,7)) we have that,

/ /RN hrow) — / /]RN hr)+ wdmdt—i—/RN ho,r(z)¢(x,0) dz
/ /uLaﬂp / /RNuL wdde/Q wo(@)(x, 0) dz
L_>+OO/ /vaﬂ/) / /]RN Q/Jda:dt—i—/Q o(x)Y(x,0)dx
/ /v@tw / / wdxdt—i—/ o(x)(x,0) dx.

Thus, v solves (6.2), which by uniqueness (cf. [33]) implies that v = u. O

6.1. Limits in the selfsimilar case. We can formulate a version of Theorem 6.1 and The-

orem 6.2 at the level of the selfsimilar solutions presented in Section 3. Since the parameter

L has been shown to play no role in the behaviour of the free boundary, for simplicity, we fix
=0 (see Remarks 1.1 and 3.2).

Theorem 6.3. Assume L =0 and Py, P, > 0. Consider the initial data

ho.p, (@) = {—PQ it 2>0

Let hp, € L>®(Qr) be the corresponding very weak solution of (P)—~(IC) and let &y p, be given
by Theorem 3.1(c). Then {&o,p, } p,>0 IS a monotone sequence such that

(6.3) Cop, >0 as Py — 400 and fop, = +oo as Py — 07T,
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The corresponding profiles {Up,}p,>0 are also monotone for every & € R, and the limits
correspond to the solutions of the respective limit problems, i.e., U(z) := u(x,1) and U :=
u(x,1) with w and uw as in Theorem 6.1.

Remark 6.4. In the proof of Theorem 6.3 we will make use of the results in Theorem 6.2.
Note that we are allowed to do this by making use of the usual trick of shifting, i.e., considering
the equivalent problem with L := Py and ﬁo,p2 = ho,p, + P». Note also that ug = P; 1iz<o) @S
continuous in ) = (—o0,0), the biggest open set of strict positivity of ug.

Proof of Theorem 6.3. By Theorem 6.2(a) and the fact that Up,(§) = (hp,(§,1))+ = up, (£, 1),
we know that {Up, }p,>0 is a monotone sequence of functions. Since, moreover, the profiles
Up, () are nonincreasing in § for all P, > 0, {{o p,} p,>0 is monotone.

We have to establish both limits in (6.3). Note that the biggest open set where ug p, =
(ho,p,)+ > 01s Q = (—00,0). By Theorem 6.2(b), we have that
Up,(&) =up,(§,1) » u(é,1) as P — 0T,

where @ is the solution of (6.1). The strict positivity of u in R automatically implies that
&0,p, = +00. By Theorem 6.2(c), we have that

UPZ(g) = uPZ(é? 1) — ﬂ(g, 1) as Py — +o0.

where u is the solution of (6.2) with Q = (—00,0). Since u(-,1) = 0 in [0, +00) we have that
limp, 400 §0,p,, = 0. O

In Figure 2 we have computed the value of &y depending on P,. This is done using the
numerical schemes presented in Section 9. Without loss of generality we have fixed L = 0
and P, = 1. The tendencies & — 0 as P, — +00 and & — +00 as P, — 0T, as well as the
monotonicity in P, predicted by Theorem 6.3 are clearly observed.

L=0, P,=1 L=0, P,=1

FIGURE 2. £y depending on P, for a wide range of s.
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7. DEPENDENCE ON s. THE EXTREMAL CASES s =0 AND s =1

In terms of the fractional parameter s, there are two extremal cases. On one hand, when
s — 17 we recover the classical one-phase Stefan problem

(7.1) Bh — Ad(h) = 0.

This problem has been extensively studied as mentioned in the introduction. On the other
hand, when s — 0", we obtain

(7.2) Oth + ®(h) = 0.
This is an ODE for every fixed x, whose solution is given by
—L)e '+ L if L
W) = (ho(z) Je =t + 1 ho(x) >
ho(x) if ho(z) <L
t

and thus u(z,t) := ug(z)e™". In this extreme case, the free boundary does not move, since
the positivity set of u(-,t) is precisely the same as the one of ug(z).

Convergence of solutions. The stability of (P) in s has been proved in [l], where its
Theorem 3 shows that the solution of (P) converges to the solution of (7.1) as s — 17 and
to the solution of (7.2) as s — 0T as expected. The proof applies for more general equations
and diffusion nonlinearities ®. See also [20] and [28].

Convergence of the selfsimilar interface. Given s € (0,1), define & s to be the interface
point given by Theorem 6.2(c). Clearly, one expects that
§os 0 as s— 0" and 0,5 — éo as s— 17

where éo > 0 is the interface point of the selfsimilar solutions in the classical Stefan problem.

In Figure 3 we present the above described phenomena by computing numerically (using the
convergent schemes of Section 9) the value of &, in the range s € (0,1) for different values
of P2.

L=0, P1=1
T

12 _P2=0'4
i —P,=03
i P,=02]

%

FIGURE 3. & depending on s for some Ps.

We can see several interesting phenomena in Figure 3:
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e The sequence {o,s}s¢(0,1) is not necessary monotone in s and its behaviour strongly depends
on PQ.

e Observe that the expected behaviour {, ; — 0 as s — 0" is obtained independently of P.

e For values of s close to 0, the value of free boundary point &g  is very sensitive to variations
of Pg.

e The limit of £ s as s — 1~ corresponds to the free boundary parameter éo of the local
one-phase Stefan problem. This fact can be clearly observed in Figure 4, where one can see
that for s = 0.99 and s = 1 the free boundary points are essentially the same. The simulation
for the local case is done using the standard finite difference method for the Laplacian.

L
H(¢) for s=0.9
b B H(¢) for s=0.99 [l
’ e = -H(¢) for s=1 (local case)
12 ~— —Latent heat

—
—
-~

—
-
-~ -
~—
~—
-

FIGURE 4. Selfsimilar profile for values of s close to 1. We fixed L = P, = P, = 1.

e For s large, the sensitivity of £y depending on P, is very weak.

e It is worth mentioning that &y s may be larger, even much larger, or smaller than fo
corresponding to the classical Stefan problem, depending on the ration P,/P;. See also
comment after Figure 5.

Much work is needed to understand the behaviour of the free boundaries of general solutions
and their limits as s tends to the limits 07 and 1~.

8. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOUR

We are also able to establish large time asymptotic behaviour for solutions with initial data
with the right properties of growth/decay at +oo. In this case, the proof is a simple conse-
quence of the study of the selfsimilar solutions and we include it here.

Theorem 8.1 (Asymptotic behaviour). Let h be the selfsimilar solution of (P)—(IC) for
N > 1 with hg given by (3.1) as initial data. Let hy € L‘X’(RNN) be such that supp{ho—ho} C Cr
where Cr is any cylinder with radius R > 0 and min{ho} < ho < max{ho}. Then the

corresponding very weak solution h € L= (RN) of (P)~(I1C) satisfies
- 1
(8.1) [R(58) = (- D) || oo mvy < Aoo(t™27)
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for some modulus of continuity Aoo. Actually, for every p > 1, we have
1A, 8) = R, )l pgny < Aplt™ %)
where Ay(\) = Aws(N) 7 (2R(P1+ P2))7.
Remark 8.2. The assumptions on hg imply that it lies between two translations of Heavyside

type initial data. Note, moreover, that a canonical example of Cr is (—R, R) x RN71,

Proof of Theorem 8.1. By rotational and translational invariance and the structure of our
selfsimilar solutions, we can assume that we are in dimension N = 1, that hg and h are given
by Theorem 3.1 and also that supp{ho — ho} C (—R, R).

Clearly, we then have that ho(z+R) < ho(z) < ho(z—R) and ho(z+R) < ho(z) < ho(z—R),
which by comparison implies

hz+ R,t) < h(z,t) < h(z — R,t) and h(z+ R,t) < h(x,t) < h(z — R, ).

Recall also that h(z,t) = H(zt~"/(29) where H is given by Theorem 3.1. Since H € C(R),
lime s oo H() = L+ Py and limg oo H(E) = L — Py, H is in fact uniformly continuous in
R, that is, |H (&) — H(&)| < A(|€ — &]) for some modulus of continuity A that does not
depend on &1 and &. We thus have that

h(z,t) — h(z,t)] < h(z — R,t) — h(z + R, t) = H((z — R)t "2 ) — H((z + R)t %)
< A(2Rt™2) =: Ao (t725).
Since the last estimate is independent of x we conclude (8.1).

For the general LP-asymptotic behaviour, we get that

1
lh(x,t) — iL($ e w) = (/ |h(x,t) — h(z t)|19dx> »

< [h(- 1) — HLoo(R (/ |h(z,t) — h(z t)‘d@)zl)

o(t735) (/ |h(z — R,t) — h(a?+R,t)]dx>p

oo(t™ 3 p; (/ ‘hO r—R ﬁg(m—i—Rﬂd:C)p

— Ao (t77)"F (2R(P1 + P2))7
The proof is complete. O
9. NUMERICAL SCHEMES AND EXPERIMENTS

In this section we first propose convergent numerical schemes and then present a number of
interesting numerical experiments.
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9.1. Theoretical background. The theory to solve (P)—(IC) (and more general problems
like (A.1)) numerically via monotone finite-difference schemes is developed in [29, 30] for
initial data in L' N L. Our selfsimilar solution A comes from bounded initial data hg with
the property hg — ho(- + &) € LYRYN) for all £ > 0. As we will show in Theorem 9.2, this
assumption is enough to make the framework of [29, 30] still hold.

We discretize (P)—(IC) explicitly in space and time to obtain
(9.1) Vi =V = AL eVt

where V' is the numerical solution associated to the enthalpy, i.e Vﬂj ~ h(xg,t;) for all x5 :=
BAx € AxZN and t; = jAt € (AtN)N[0, T, which for any Az, At > 0 defines a uniform grid.
As initial condition, take either VBO = FlN g+ An(—1/2,1/2N ho(z)dz or just Vﬂo = ho(zp) if
ho has pointwise values.

In (9.1), £A is a monotone finite-difference discretization of (—A)® which has been exten-
sively studied in [29]. It takes the form:

(9:2) LAP(xg) = L% = > (¥() — (25 + 2y))wy,20
770

where wy Az = w_4 Az are nonnegative weights chosen such that

(9.3) I£2%) — (=AYl pipny =0 as Az — 07,

for all ¢» € C°(RY). Existence, uniqueness and stability properties of (9.1) can be obtained
from [30].

Remark 9.1. Among the many possible choices, the experiments performed in Section 9.2
(and elsewhere in the paper) are done using the so-called powers of the discrete Laplacian,
which are known to produce errors of order O(Ax?) in (9.3) independently of s € (0,1) (see
Section 4.5 in [29]).

By [30], we can easily deduce the following convergence result which holds even in our general
context of very weak solutions.

Theorem 9.2. Let h € L®(Qr) be the very weak solution of (P)—(IC) with hg € L®(RY)
as initial data such that hg — ho(- + &) € LY(RYN) for all € > 0, At, Az > 0 be such that
At < Az?, LA be such that (9.2) and (9.3) hold, and Vﬂj be the solution of (9.1). Then,
for all compact sets K C RN, we have that

max VI — h(x,t; dx}—)O as Az — 07,
t;€(AZ)N[0,T] { x;ge(gZ:N)mK /ﬂ?3+ALB(—é7é]N | B ( J)|

The above convergence is the discrete version of convergence in C([0,77]; Li (RV)).

Remark 9.3. The condition At < CAz?S is the so-called CFL-condition which ensures good
properties of the explicit scheme, such us stability and the comparison principle. The precise
constant C' is given in [30] and depends on s, ®, and the L*°-norm of the initial data. Such
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a condition can be removed by considering an implicit scheme, but this is out of the scope of
our paper.

Comments on the proof of Theorem 9.2. A close inspection of the convergence proofs in [30]
reveals that Vg converges in the above sense to the unique very weak solution h if proper

equicontinuity in both space and time of Vﬁj hold. These properties hold precisely when, in
addition to L>°-properties, we require Y5 [V (x5) =V (x5+8)| < 35 [VO(2p) = VO(2s+€)| <
oo. This property is ensured by just assuming hg — ho(- + &) € LY(RY) for all ¢ > 0 rather
than the stronger assumption hg € L*(RY). We also remark that the uniqueness result of [37]
is crucial to obtain convergence of the full sequence of numerical solutions (rather than up to
a subsequence). O

9.2. Numerical experiments. Using the scheme introduced in Section 9.1, we perform now
a series of numerical experiments which illustrate some interesting phenomena of the one-phase
fractional Stefan problem.

9.2.1. Behaviour of selfsimilar solutions depending on s. First we include a numerical simu-
lation of the selfsimilar solutions of Theorem 3.1.

=0 t=1

h(e,1)
=

o
e e oS

FIGURE 5. Selfsimilar solutions of Theorem 3.1 for L = P, = P, = 1.

As it can be seen in Figure 5, the behaviour of the selfsimilar solution strongly depends on s.
Note that for short times the interface points of the four solutions are very close, this indicates
that the interface parameter &y is very similar in these cases. However, for large times, the
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propagation is bigger the smaller is s. This is because the selfsimilar solution has the form
h(z,t) = H(xt~1/(39), and thus, the interface point is at z = &t'/(39).

Note also that as s — 17 the selfsimilar solution is more abrupt in the ice region close to
the interface point, which is coherent with the fact that in the classical Stefan problem, the
solutions are known to be discontinuous.

9.2.2. Instant and nonconnected water emerging solutions. Here we present an example of a
solution for which the water region is a connected domain at time ¢ = 0, but another not
connected water region instantaneously emerges due to the nonlocal character of our equation.
This phenomena is not present in the local Stefan problem but it has been shown for other
nonlocal Stefan type problems like the one in [19].

t= t=0.38672 t=3.3281
2 T 2 T T 2 - T
—— ital ey Entrlpy Entrapy
1.8 = = Latent heat 18 = = Latent heat
1.6 16
14 14
12
= = =
P e e B s z X
E= < <
08
06
04
0.2
o
-5 0 5 10 . 10
X X
t=0 1=0.38672 t=3.3281
1 1 1
——— Initial temperature Temperature. Temperature
0.9 R 09} I 0.9
0.8 08} 08
0.7 0.7 0.7
oy 086 —~ 06 e OB
£3 = =
oo X 05 X 05
=] 3 =]
0.4 0.4 0.4
03 03} 0.3
0.2 02p 0.2
0 - 0 - - 0 - .

FIGURE 6. Instant water emerging solution for s = 0.25 and L = 1.

Note that in Figure 6, initially the water region is located in Bg(0) while for any positive
time another water region is also present in By(5).

Some other interesting phenomena can also be observed in Figure 6 such as the infinite speed
of propagation of the enthalpy predicted by Theorem 4.4, the finite speed of propagation and
the estimate on the maximum support of the temperature v given in Theorem 4.1 or the
preservation of positivity regions of the temperature u of Theorem 5.1.

9.2.3. Noninstant and nonconnected water emerging regions. The phenomenon of instant
emerging regions of Section 9.2.2 happen because the initial enthalpy was equal to the la-
tent heat in the upcoming water emerging region. However, if we avoid such a situation, the
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emerging water region phenomenon cannot occur instantaneously, since we can compare with
one of our selfsimilar solutions with finite speed of propagation of the temperature. Thus, the
emerging region show up, but only after some time (see Figure 7).

t= t=0.19141 t=0.77734

| - = ssw0 | N
18 | ho 81 f

16

14

08 -]
|
06
0.4
02 | i
| |
0 b . L1 . I
5 0 5 10
X X
e . £ e . y 1 ; - :
09 . 09 N 09 = =
o - X
g 1 uixt) i uixt)
0.8 1 081 1 0.8 N
| ) \
07 | o7t 07 \
06 | 0.6 ] 06 L
| | 1
05 i 05} | 05 1
1
0.4 04 ! 0.4
| 1
0.3 03 | 03 \
| | \
0.2 “ 02} 0.2 \
| 1 5
01 | 01t \ 01 Sao
| N S -
0 1 0 = 0 | 1
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FiGURE 7. Noninstant water emerging solution for s = 0.25 and L = 1 com-
pared with a selfsimilar solution of Theorem 3.1 with P =1 P, = 0.05.

10. COMMENTS AND OPEN PROBLEMS

e Some of the theory developed in this work also applies to the Two-Phase Fractional Stefan
Problem, namely, problem (P) with the nonlinear relation ® replaced by

®y(h) := ki max{h — L,0} + ko min{h,0}

with L, k1, ke > 0. Much can be derived from the present paper for this two-phase problem.
Thus, since ®5 is nondecreasing and Lipschitz, a priori properties, uniqueness and existence,
and continuity of u = ®y(h), follow directly from the results of Appendix A, [37] and [5]
respectively. The theory of numerical schemes of Section 9 also applies with no changes.
The two-phase equation preserves the same scaling properties, thus we have existence of
nonincreasing selfsimilar solutions with a profile H satisfying a profile equation analogue
to (SS1). However, fine properties of the selfsimilar solutions such us the continuity of H,
strict monotonicity on the interface region, or the trajectory of the free boundary are not
straightforward consequences of our theory, and depend strongly on the parameters of ®,.
Consequently, propagation properties in the spirit of the results developed in Sections 4 and
5 do not follow trivially. These matters are the object of a further study in [31].
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e Next, we make some comments on the comparison with the mid-range interaction model
(10.1) oh=J*xu—u, u=(h-1);,

studied in [11]. There are a number of differences with our results for the fractional one-phase
Stefan model, like:

(i) Their temperature u has a waiting time, while for model (P) a counterexample of this
property is given by the selfsimilar solutions of Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.3.

(ii) In (10.1) the enthalpy h has finite speed of propagation, while in (P) it has infinite speed
of propagation, as shown in Theorem 4.4.

(iii) In (10.1) there is no regularizing effect, while in (P) the selfsimilar solution is an example
of a continuous enthalpy solution for all positive times with a discontinuous initial datum.

From a more theoretical and technical point of view, there are also many differences:

(iv) The fact that J % u — u is a zero-order integro-differential operator allows them to work
with classical solutions, and well-posedness is more or less straightforward. For us, we need to
work with a more general concept of solution, which introduces several nontrivial technicalities
such as uniqueness of a good class of solutions.

(v) The absence of scaling in (10.1) does not allow for selfsimilar solutions, which are one of
the main features of our model.

Of course, there are also some similarities between (P) and (10.1) such as finite speed of
propagation of the temperature, or the creation of nonconnected water regions.

We devote the remainder of this section to comment on open problems which are quite
relevant to our work, but do not fit in the scope of this paper.

e As shown in Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.3, discontinuous initial data can produce enthalpy
solutions which are continuous for all positive times. We wonder whether this phenomenon
can be generalized: Is any solution corresponding to some L initial data continuous (at least
close the interface region {h = L})? This continuity property is in general not true in the
classical Stefan problem, nor in the mid-range interaction Stefan problem of [11].

e We present our work in the context of bounded very weak solutions. It will be interesting
to explore if these solutions are in fact more regular, such as weak energy solutions. On this

subject, we refer to Corollary 1.5 in [37], where it is shown that very weak solutions have at
least a local energy in L2 ([0, 00); H(RYN)).

e Here we prove that the selfsimilar profile H is C*° in the ice region and C™® in the water
region. Is the regularity in the water region optimal, or can it be improved? Similar questions
can be asked for general solutions.

e We note that (P) can be written in the form of a conservation law involving nonlocal
gradients:

V(=A) "ty

(10.2) Oth =V - (hv) with v= .
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Equations with the structure of (10.2) have also been studied in the recent literature. We
refer to [12, 8, 19, 50] for works regarding well-posedness and properties of propagation.

e Can we derive from (10.2) an equation for the free boundary y(¢)? In the 1-D local Stefan
Problem, the free boundary equation reads

Ary(t) = =L~ Bpu(y(t), t),
with y(0) = 0. The nonlocal counterpart we suggest is given by
Oy(t) = L1 0x(—0ua)* Mu(y (1), 1).
In the terminology of [3], V2*~! := V(—~A)*~! is called the nonlocal gradient.

e It will also be interesting to study the large time behaviour of general solutions with
compactly supported initial data in the spirit of [1 1], where they are proved to converge to a
mesa type profile.

e Much work is needed to understand the behaviour of the free boundaries of general solutions
and their limits as s tends to the limits 0 and 1.

APPENDIX A. VERY WEAK SOLUTIONS OF THE GENERALIZED POROUS MEDIUM EQUATION

The goal of this section is to obtain properties of a class of bounded very weak solutions for
initial data and right-hand sides in L°*°. We consider the following more general equation:

(A1) Oro(o,t) — LH[BW)(5,8) = f(,t) i Qp=RY x (0,7T)
' v(-,0) = vo on RN,
where v is the solution, ® is a merely continuous and nondecreasing function, f = f(x,t)

some right-hand side, and T" > 0. The nonpositive, symmetric operator £%* is given as
L4 = L7 4+ LV with a local part L7[¢](z) := tr(co” D?(z)) and a nonlocal one,

@ =PV [ (0t 2) —0) dae),

where ¢ € C2(RN), o0 = (01, ....,0p) € RN*F for P € N and 0; € R, D? is the Hessian, and
i is a nonnegative symmetric Radon measure. In fact, we assume that

(As) ® : R — R is nondecreasing and continuous; and
(AL) 1 is a nonnegative symmetric Radon measure on R™ \ {0} satisfying
/ |2 du(z) + / 1du(z) < oo.
|2|<1 |2|>1
The general theory developed in [28, 27, 29, 30] mainly regards L' N L> very weak solutions

of (A.1). However, for the purpose of this paper, we need to develop a pure L theory.

Very weak solutions of (A.1) are defined just as in Definition 2.1 replacing (—A)® by £7#
and letting ®(v) be as in (Ag) rather than just (v — L);. From the papers [28, 27, 30], we
have existence, uniqueness, and properties of very weak solutions with L' N L> data. From
there, we now prove a result regarding pure L* solutions.
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Theorem A.1l (Existence and properties). Assume (Ag), (A,), vo € L®°(RYN), and f €
LY((0,7T) : L>®(RN)). Then

(i) There ezists a very weak solution v € L*°(Qr) of (A.1).
(ii) Let v,d be two very weak solutions of (A.1) constructed in (i) with datum (vo, f), (%o, f)
respectively. We have that
(@) [[oC 0l Loy < llvollpoeeny + 112 (0,0):L00 vy for a-e. t € (0,T).
(b) Ifvo <99 and f < f a.e., then v < a.e.
(c) Assume, in addition, that the data satisfies (vg — 09)t € LY(RN) and (f — f)* €
LY(Qr). Then, for a.e. t € (0,T)

/RN(v(a:,t) —d(z,t))Tdx < /RN(U()((E) — do(z))" dx—i—/o /RN(f(a:,s) — f(z,s))" deds.

(d) If[[vo(-+&) =voll L1y, 1 (+E )= FllLr@r) — 0 as €] = 0T thenv € C([0, T]; Ly, (RY)).
Moreover, for everyt,s € [0,T] and compact set K C RN,

t
[o(s8) = v(s8)ll Ly rey < Are(ft = s]) + IK!/ 1G] oo vy -

where A is a modulus of continuity depending on K, [lvo(- + &) — voll L1y and
1fC+&) = flloin-

Remark A.2. Uniqueness is unknown for general L> very weak solutions of (A.1). However,
in [28, 27] it is proved under the extra assumption that v — % € L'(Qr). This extra condition
has been recently removed in [37] when @ is locally Lipschitz and £7# = (—A)®, and this
is enough for the purpose of the current paper. Unfortunately, the uniqueness technique of
[37] does not seem to be easily adaptable to the general context of (A.1), but this is not of
concern here.

Proof of Theorem A.1. The proof of Theorem A.1 will consist in an approximation by L'NL>®
very weak solutions. It is also possible to obtain uniqueness in the class of L solutions that
are approximated by L' N L* solutions. Since this result is not relevant for this paper, and
will require a more delicate formulation, we omit it.

To prove existence we will approximate by L' N L solutions in a particular way; in fact, we
follow [3] (see also [2]). Let p,n > 0 and define

vg’n(x) = max{vg(z), O}IBp (z) + min{wvg(z), O}IBn (z),
and
fP (@, t) = max{f(x,t),0}1p,(x) + min{f(z,t),0}1p, ().
Clearly vf" € LYRN) N L°(RY) and f77 € LY((0,7) : LY(RY) N L°(RY)). Then, by the
results in [28, 27], there exists a unique very weak solution v*7 € LY(Qr) N L>®(Qr) of (A.1)
with datum vf"” and f#". These solutions also satisfies properties (iia)—(iid). In particular
[P ()| ooy < 11967 M Loo vy + 1FP L1 ((0,): 100 (RYY)
< Jvoll poe mnvy + 1f 21 ((0,): 100 m¥)) =1 Muyg,p < +00.
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Thus, v”"(x,t) is uniformly bounded (form above and below) in p and 7. It is also clear that
given any € > 0 we have that

) +e, n+e 3 y +£, y € y
VT < TIPS <N pen < ppteNand fRTtE < pe,
so by comparison (as stated in (iib)) we get that v”"7 < vPTEM and vP1TE < PP,

We have proved that the family {v”"(z,t)},>0 is uniformly nondecreasing (in p) for almost
every (z,t) € Qp, and is also uniformly bounded. Therefore we have that there exists a
measurable function v € L*°(Qr) such that

o= lim v for a.e. (z,t) € Qr.
p—r+0o0

Now {v"(z,t)}, is nonincreasing and bounded, and thus, there exists a measurable function
v € L>®(Qr) such that v = lim, 1o v" for a.e. (x,t) € Q7. So we have that

v= lim lim v”"7 forae. (z,t)€Qr
N—+00 p—+00

and [|v||pec(@p) < Myys. We will show that v is a very weak solution of (A.1). Note
that, for given ¢ € C(Qr), [vP|0p| < My, glOnp] € LY (Qr) and [@(vP7)[|L7#[y]| <
|®(My, £)||£7H[1]| € LY(Qr). Since v”7 — v, and then also ®(v”") — ®(v), pointwise a.e.
in Qr as R — 400, we can use the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem to obtain

T T T
| [ mowarar=5 [0 wgpasa5 [0 owara
0 RN 0 RN 0 RN

T T
P Q0,1 pERe N4 o
/0 /RN O (M LT ] da dt T — — /0 /RN O (v)L7H[¢] da dt.

Similarly, we pass to the limit in the terms involving vy and f, which shows that v is a very
weak solution of (A.1). This proves the existence result given in (i) together with the bound
in (iia). Part (iib) follows trivially from the pointwise convergence. A standard use of the
monotone convergence theorem shows that we can pass to the limit in the estimate in (iic).
Finally (iid) follows easily using the dominated convergence theorem. O

and

We show now how the result in [5] is applied to get continuity of ®(h) in the context of very
weak solutions of (P)-(I1C).

Proof of Theorem 2.4. The authors of [5] work with the variable u = ®(h) and approximate
problem (P) by regularizing ®, or more precisely 3 = ®~!, by a sequence of nondegenerate
increasing nonlinearities S.. By the results of [53], the regularized problem admits a unique
weak energy solution u. when the data belong to L'(RY) N L>®(RY), and that solution is
uniformly bounded, and also smooth if §. is smooth. Recall that here ug > 0 and u. > 0.
Sections 2 and 3 in [5] prove that these uniformly bounded solutions u. are equi-continuous
for t > 7 > 0 with a given modulus of continuity that does not depend on ¢, only on 5 and
the norm of hy in L*. On one hand, we can thus extract a subsequence of {u.}. converging
locally uniformly to a function u € L*>*(Q7) which is continuous with the same modulus for
all t > 7 > 0. On the other hand, the sequence h. := B:(u.) = ®-1(u.) is uniformly bounded
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in Qr, hence it converges after extraction of yet another subsequence (locally weakly in every
LP, 1 < p < o0) to some h € L>®(Qr). We conclude that u = ®(h) by using standard
properties of limits for monotone nonlinearities. By taking limits it is clear that the pair
(h,u) produces a very weak solution of (P)—(IC) in the sense of Definition 2.1. For data in
L>®(RM) but not in L'(R"Y), we proceed by monotone approximation of the initial data as in
the proof of Theorem 2.3. Uniqueness of very weak solutions (Theorem 2.3) ensures that [5]’s
result applies to our class of solutions. Finally, the last statement is easy. O

APPENDIX B. AUXILIARY RESULTS ON THE FRACTIONAL LAPLACIAN

Straightforward computations give

Lemma B.1 (Homogeneity). Assume s € (0,1), a >0, and let ¢ € CZ(RN). Then
(—A)°[(a)](z) = a®*(~A)*y(az).
We need the following technical result whose proof is standard and we omit it.

Lemma B.2. Assume s € (0,1), and let ¢ € L>®(R) such that ) > 0 in (—o0,x) and 1 =0
for all x € [xg, +00) for some xg € R. Then:

(a) (—A)*Y(x) <0 for all z € (xg, +00).

(b) (=A)*Y € C*((z0, 00)).
((cg E ; Y is strictly increasing for all x € (xg, +00).

P(x) < 1/|x — 20|?® for all x> x0.

We also want to use some standard results on cut-off functions: Let ng(x) := n(z/R) with
R > 0 where 0 < 1 € C*®°(R") is a radially symmetric non-increasing in |x| function such that
n(z) =1if |z| £1/2 and n(z) = 0 if [z| > 1. We immediately have that Vng(z) = £Vn(%),
nr is compactly supported, [nr(z)| <1, and ng /1 as R — +o00. Moreover:

Lemma B.3. Assume s € (0,1). Then:

() |(~A) na(e)] = R2|(~A)n(e/R)| < CR™(1+ |o/R) N2
(b) (~A)ng € L{RY).

Proof. Tt follows from the fact that [(—=A)*n(x)| < W which can be found in e.g.
[26]. O

The following technical result allows us to inherit some of the properties of the solution in
R to solutions in RY. Again, the proof is straightforward (for example using the semigroup
representation of (—A)®) and we omit it.

Lemma B.4. Assume s € (0,1), and let f € C®°(R,R) and let F € CX(R,RY) be defined
by F(x,2') := f(zx) for all ' € RN=1. Then

(=AN)°F(z,2)) = (A1) f(2).
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