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GLOBAL WELLPOSEDNESS FOR THE 3D MUSKAT PROBLEM WITH
MEDIUM SIZE SLOPE.

STEPHEN CAMERON

ABSTRACT. We prove the existence and uniqueness of global, classical solutions to the 3D
Muskat problem in the stable regime whenever the initial interface has sublinear growth
and slope ||V fol||roe < 571/2. We show under these assumptions that the equation
is fundamentally parabolic, satisfying a comparison principle. Applying the modulus of
continuity technique, we show that rough initial data instantly becomes C! with the
curvature decaying like O(t~1).

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the evolution of the interface between two immiscible, incompressible fluids
in a three dimensional porous medium, i.e. the 3D Muskat problem. When the fluids are
of equal viscosity and the physical constants of the system (viscosity, gravity, permeability
of the medium) are normalized, the fluid density, velocity, and pressure (o, u, P) satisfy the
system of equations

u+VxP+(0,0,0) =0,
an oy
o(t, X) = 011 p()(X) + 021rs\ p(t) (X),

The stable regime occurs when the fluid domain D(t) is of the form

D(t) = {X = (z,23) € R¥|as > f(t,x)},

D(t) CR3 (t,X) € (0,00) x R.

and the heavier fluid is below the lighter fluid (i.e., 01 < 02). In this case, the dynamics of
() can fully be described by the evolution of the interface f(t,z). Normalizing the mass
of the fluids so that go — 01 = 4, it can be shown that the interface f solves

(1.2) Ouf(t,x) = / ((me(t, y) — Vaf(t,x)) - (y—x)
R2

(f(tu y) - f(t,i[]))2 + |y — ,’E|2)3/2 Y-

See [CGOT] for a detailed derivation of this equation. Note that the integral on the right
hand side of (3] is taken in the principle value sense around y = x and co. With a little
integration by parts, it can be shown that this equation is equivalent to

) — Flta) - Vaf(ta) - (g )
(13) 0uf(t.7) = / (((ty) — FEa)P + [y — 2P

dy,

which will be more useful for our purposes. Linearizing (3] around a flat interface gives
the fractional heat equation,

(1.4) 0uf(t,x) = —(=0.) 2 f(t, @),
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showing the parabolic nature of the problem for small data, though for large data the
nonlinearity becomes highly nontrivial.

The problem was first proposed by Muskat in a study of the encroachment of
water into oil in a tar sand, and in 2D is equivalent to a Hele-Shaw cell [ST58]. The problem
was first shown to be locally wellposed in H* for k& > 4 in [CGQ7]. Classical solutions were
shown to satisfy maximum principles in both L [CG09] and L? [CCGT16|, though neither
of these results imply a direct gain in regularity.

While (L3) is locally wellposed, global wellposedness is false in general for large initial
data. It was shown in that wave turning can occur, causing the Rayleigh-Taylor
condition to break down in finite time. That is, there is a smooth solution f to ([3]) and
time 7' < oo such that

(15) i [[Vfllz (1) = oo,

after which the interface between the two fluids is no longer parameterized by the graph of
a function. Once the free boundary leaves the stable regime, it remains smooth for small
times due to its initial regularity at time T'. However it was shown that this regularity can
breakdown in [CCFGI3] with an example of blowup in C*. The behavior of the interface once
wave turning occurs is complicated in general, as the interface can shift between the stable
and unstable regimes multiple times before any regularity breakdown [CGSZT5al [CGSZT5h].

There has been a large amount of study of what conditions on initial data can guarantee
global existence and regularity for solutions to the Muskat problem, particularly in 2D
(one dimensional interface). As solutions to the Muskat problem are preserved under the
geometric rescaling A1 f(\t, A\x), this has typically taken the form of “medium-size” upper
bounds in scaling invariant norms.

In 2D, [CCGST3] shows a global classical solution exists when the initial data fo € H*(R)
with || foll1 = || [€]fo (§)||Lé(R) less than some explicit constant, which was improved to ~ 1/3

in [CCGT16]. In this case [PS] proves optimal decay estimates on the norms ||f(t,-)||s =
[l €15 f (& O 11, matching the estimates for the fractional heat equation. Under the weaker

assumption that ||fi|lr~ < 1, [CCGS13] also showed that a maximum principle holds for
the slope and global Lipschitz weak solutions exist. The authors of [DLLIT] were also able
show a maximum principle for the slope and the existence of global weak solutions as well,
but under the assumption that the initial data fy was monotonic rather than slope less than
1. Using a reformulation of (I3)) and a number of Besov space estimates, [CL18] develops
a H®/'? critical theory for the Muskat problem under a bounded slope assumption. The
authors of [CGSV17] made great progress towards proving global regularity by improving
the existing continuation criteria from the C%? established in [CGO07] to C'. That is, they
proved that if the initial data fo € H*(R), then the solution f will exist and remain in H*
so long as the slope f’(t,-) remains bounded and uniformly continuous.

In 3D, most of the medium sized data results in critical spaces can be found in [CCGT16).
They show that global classical solutions exist when the initial data f satisfies || €] f]] Li(R2)

is less than some constant kg =~ 1/5. Notably, [GGJPS19] was able to replicate this result
even when the viscosity of the two fluids are distinct, which is the first medium sized
data result in the viscosity jump case. The authors of ﬂm also prove a maximum
principle for the slope and global weak solutions whenever the initial slope ||V fo|[ oo (r2)

1
is suitably bounded. In the paper they state the theorem for ||V, fol|r= < 3 but a careful
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reading of their proof of Theorem 4.1 shows that this holds in fact for the improved bound

1
Vi o < —= .
192 folli < 2

In our previous work on the 2D case [CamI9b], we were able to prove global wellposedness
whenever the initial data fo € W°(R) satisfies

(1.6 (sup 5)) (s s ) <.
zcR yeR

which is an angular condition that interpolates between the slope less than 1 assumption of
[CCGS13] and the monotonicity assumption of [DLLIT]. Under that bound, we showed that
the slope satisfied a parabolic equation with maximum principle. Inspired by the proof of
global wellposedness for the critical surface quasi-geostraphic (SQG) equation in [AKV07],
we then show that this equation generates a Lipschitz modulus of continuity for the slope.
Using these a priori estimates and the continuation criteria established in [CGSV17], we
were thus able to get global classical solutions.

In this work, we extend our results from 2D to 3D proving

Theorem 1.1. Let fo € WH(R?) with ||V, fol|p~ < and assume that fo has uniform,

1
V5
integrable sublinear growth. ILe., there exists some nonnegative function € : [0,00) — [0, 00)
such that

wax [l + )~ @) <o), [ ar< .

(L.7) sgp 2

|
1

Then there exists a unique, classical solution f to ([L3]) with

(18)  f € CBe((0,00) x R N LR((0,00:CYY), i [1(t,7) = fol:)ll e ey = 0.

loc loc
For all times t, the solution f satisfies the uniform growth bounds

(1.9) sup ‘Ifﬂg%lf(tawﬂ%) - f(t,2)] < Q(R),

All directional derivatives V. f(t,x) - e obey the mazximum principle, and

T -y
(110)  IVaf0) ~ Vel )] < UV foll) ZZ2 15 0.0y e 2
Unlike in our previous work [Cam19D], we are know able to handle solutions f which
are unbounded, so long as they only grow sublinearly. These new growth bounds, along
with the uniqueness and maximum principle for directional derivatives in Theorem [[.1] are
a direct consequence of

Theorem 1.2. (Comparison Principle)
Let f,g:[0,00) x R4™Y — R be classical solutions of d-dimensional Muskat equation (T3)

1
with ||V, o, ||V o < ———= and f(0,z) < g(0,x). Then f(t,x) < g(t,x) for all
92l | Vagllim < s and £(0.2) < g(0.2). Then f(t.2) < g(t.2) |
t>0.
1.1. Proof outline. The main strategy is to prove a priori estimates for sufficiently smooth
solutions to the Muskat equation (I3)) on the time interval [0, '] depending only on ||V, fo| =

and Q(R). In particular, the estimates will be independent of the time of existence T. We
then use the existing C%° continuation criteria of [CG07] and the vanishing viscosity method
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from the theory of elliptic equations in order to get global classical solutions for smooth ini-
tial data. Approximating rough, unbounded initial data by smooth compactly supported
functions, our a priori estimates will guarantee that we have enough compactness to pass
to the limit and get a classical solution to ([L3]) which exists for all time.

The most important part of Theorem [Tl is the C1'! bounds (LI0), as the rest of the a
priori bounds are a consequence of that. Following the proof scheme laid out in [AKV(T]
proof of global wellposedness for the critical SQG, we do this by showing that the equation
@3) for the directional derivative V, f - e generates a Lipschitz modulus of continuity. That
is, we show that there exists a Lipschitz function @ : [0,00) — [0,00) depending only on
[V follL~ such that every solution f to the Muskat equation (L3)) satisfies

(L1) V.10 - Vot <o (272)

The technique of tailor crafting a modulus of continuity to fit a specific equation was
first used in [AKVO0T], but it has since been used on a number of active scalar equations
[AKS0S, [MDV14], the 2D Muskat problem [CamI9b], and even for geometric flows
like fractional mean curvature [Cami9al.

In order to explain the main idea behind the proof scheme, let us first consider a simpler
example. Let u : [0,7T] x R? — R solve the drift-diffusion equation

(1.12) duu(t,x) =b- Vyu(t,z) + /5hu(t, z)K (h)dh,
R2
where b € R? is constant and K satisfies
A ~

1.13 0<—<K(0h)<—
) < == <
This equation is translation invariant with a comparison principle. Thus we have that
(1.14)

sup u(0,z + h) — u(0,2) < w(|h|) = u(0,7) < u(0,z + h) + w(|h|) Vo € R?
z€ER?

00,  K(h)=K(=h).

= u(t,z) < u(t,r+h)+w(h]), Y(t,z) €[0,T] x R

Thus we get propagation of an arbitrary modulus of continuity w. In particular, this implies
(1.15)
u(to,z + h) —u(te,z) < w(|h|), Vax,heR?, d
= — (u(t,&/2) —u(t,—&/2 <0,
L L s 20, ows gt (Wb &/2) —ult, =¢/2))

t=to

This implication though only relies on the nonnegativity K(h) > 0, not the full uniform
ellipticity. A more refined argument would in fact prove a strictly negative upper bound

(1.16) ©ult €/2) ult,~¢/2)| < Ol <0.
t=tg

Thus we have a strictly negative, quantitative upperbound depending on the modulus w,
ellipticity constants, and the crossing point £. This strict negativity in fact implies that
our solution u actually regularizes, allowing us to improve the modulus of continuity w over
time.

The equation ([Z3)) that our directional derivative f, solves is not nearly as nice as (L12).
However, because the upperbound ([LT0) is quantitative, there is hope that we may still be
able to prove the same result for f. so long as we can quantitatively bound how far (23]
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is from a translation invariant, symmetric equation with a comparison principle like (L12I),
and then choose the modulus w correctly.

1.2. Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows:

In Section Pl we differentiate (I3]) to derive the equation for the directional deriva-
tives f. = V, f -e, showing that they solve a uniformly parabolic equation (Z3]) with
a maximum principle when ||V f[| L ®r2) < %
In Section [B] we repeat the breakthrough argument of [AKV07], reducing the proof
of generation of a modulus modulus of continuity for V,f down to proving an
inequality.

In Sectiond we derive asymmetry, continuity, and diffusive bounds on our drift term
and elliptic kernel K for ([Z3]) depending on the modulus of continuity of V. f.

In Section [l we then use these bounds to bound the time derivative of our slope,
and then apply them to a specific modulus of continuity, proving propagation of
regularity in the process.

In Section [0l we combine the propagation of regularity along with scale invariance
to get the generation of the modulus @ such that (LII) holds.

In Section [l we prove the comparison principle for the Muskat equation (L3)) along
with a number of corollaries arising from that. In particular, we show uniqueness for

classical solutions and propagation of sublinear growth bounds when ||V, f|[ o (r2) <
1

75
In Section Bl we use our C1'! estimates and growth bounds in order to prove a few
estimates on regularity in time, guaranteeing compactness in C*.

Finally in Section [0 we use the vanishing viscosity method, our a priori estimates,
and the C%? continuation criteria of [CGO7] in order to prove that there exist global,

classical solutions.

1.3. Notation. For h € R?, we let §;, denote the partial difference operator

(1.17)

6ng(x) := g(x + h) — g(z).

For e € S*, we let g, denote the directional derivative

(1.18)

ge() = Vag(z) - €.

We say that a quantity A < B if A is bounded above by B, up to a multiplicative constant
depending only on the initial slope ||V, f]|L. That is,

(1.19)

ASB << A<C(|VsfollL=)B.

2. MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE FOR V, f

Let h € R?, and 4, denote the finite difference operator

(2.1)

ong(w) == g(x +h) — g(=).

Then making a simple change of variables, the Muskat equation can be written in the form

(2.2)

_ 5hf(ta I) — Vf(tvx) -h
Ot ) — / i
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Taking e € S and differentiating ([2:2)) with respect to e gives us

B —Vif(t,z) - h
(2.3) Ofe(t,x) = / Gr . 2)2 + A2 dh + /5hfe(t,x)K(t.:17, h)dh,
R2 R2
where
B 1 Onf(t,z)(6nf(t,z) — Vf(t,x)-h)
@) K = e (13 )

Note that if ||V f]|Le < \/Lg, then
_ 35hf(t,$)(5hf(t, I) - Vf(t,fb) ) h)

(25) 1 on ft0)2 1 B2

1
Hence, K (t,z,h) > 0 whenever ||V, f||L~ < — with

NG
A

SK(t,.I,h,) S ITAD)

(2.6) e

A

|h[?
1

whenever ||V fl|5e®2) < 7

Taking advantage of this, under this initial slope bound we get a maximum principle for
V. f for sufficiently smooth solutions.

Proposition 2.1. Let f : [0,T] xR? — R be a sufficiently smooth solution to (L3)) such that
all directional derivative f. for e € S* are classical solutions to Z3). Then if ||V fol|Le <

1
7 then the kernel K defined in 2.4) is uniformly elliptic. That is,

A
. <K
(2.7) hE S (t,x,h)

with ellipticity constants A\, A depending only on ||Vifol|lLe. In particular, directional
derivatives obey the maximum principle with

<

(2.8) sup fe(t,z) < sup fe(0, ), vt € (0,77,
r€R? rER?

and hence

(2.9) [[Vafllze(t) < [|Vafollzoe-

Proof. Let f:[0,T] x R? = R be a sufficiently smooth solution to (L3)) with ||V fo||r~ <
1

——. Fix some arbitrary constant B with

NG
1
2.10 \Y o < B < —.
(2.10) IV foll 7
Defining the time ¢* by
(2.11) t*=sup{t € [0,7]: ||VfllL=(s) <B Vs < t},

then we necessarily have that t* > 0, and in fact we shall show that t* =T
For any time ¢ < t*, we have that

(2.12) IVFllLe=(t) < B.
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Fix e € S, arbitrary. Then for any t < t* and z,h € R, h # 0, we have that

1 2B2 1 282 1
2.13) 0 —_— 1—-3— | — < K(t M<(14+3—— | —
(213) <(<B2+1>3/2)( B2+1) A < K >—< * B2+1>|h|3<°0

Thus as f. is a classical solution to a uniformly elliptic equation on the time scale [0, t*], we
have that the maximum principle holds:

(2.14) sup fe(t,x) < sup fe(0,2) <|[[VfollLe < B,  Vie[0,t7].
z€R? z€R?

Taking the supremum in e € S, we thus have
(2.15) IVl () <[V ol < B, Ve [0,¢].

By the definition of the time ¢* and the continuity of ||V || (t) as a function of time, we
thus have that in fact t* = T. Hence, every directional derivative f. obeys the maximum
principle on the time interval [0, 7], and solves a uniformly elliptic equation with ellipticity
constants

(2.16)

1 2|V fol|7 2[|V fol|7
0<)\—< )(1—37 §1+37L:A<oo.
([IV fol|3 o +1)3/2 IV foll7ee +1 IV fol|7e +1

O

Remark. We note that mazimum principle for the directional derivatives f. also follows
directly from the comparison principle proven in Section[]. As the uniform ellipticity of
the kernel K is wvital for our later arguments though, we chose to prove these two results
separately.

3. BREAKTHROUGH ARGUMENT

Let f:[0,7] x R? — R be a smooth, decaying solution of the Muskat equation (I3, and
fix some concave function @ : [0,00) — [0, 00) with @(0) = 0. Then since f is smooth and
decays at oo, we then have that
(3.1)

Vo f(t,z)=V.f(t,y) <@ (W_;?A) : for all x # y € R?, and for all times ¢ sufficiently small.

Suppose that V f(¢,-) has modulus of continuity w(-/t) for all ¢ < ¢ for some time ¢ty < T.
Then by continuity,

(3.2) Vo flto,2) = Vo (to,y)| <@ ('xt;y'> . VodycR.

We first prove that if we have the strict inequality |V, f(to, ) — Vi f(to,y)| < @ (| — y|/to),
then V f(to,-) will have modulus @(-/t) for t <ty + €.

Lemma 3.1. Let f € C([0,T]; C3(R?)), and to € (0,T). Suppose that f(to,-) satisfies

(3.3 V. ft0,2) = Vo ftton)] <@ () v 2y e w2,
0
or some Lipschitz modulus of continuity @ with @"(0) = —oo. Then
f P y
(3.4) [Vof(to+ex)—Vf(to+ey)<w (LI :—y€|> Vo #y eR,
0

for all e > 0 sufficiently small.
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Proof. To begin, note that for any compact compact subset K C R*\ {(z,z)|z € R?},

1V f(to,@) — Vo f(to,y)| < @ ('l’t‘oy') V(e,y) € K

(3.5)
= vmf(tO""eu‘r)_vwf(tO'i_eay)<w(%) V((E,y)EK,

for € > 0 sufficiently small by uniform continuity. So, we only need to focus on pairs (z,y)
that are either close to the diagonal, or that are large.

To handle (z,y) near the diagonal, we start by noting that f(to,-) € C3(R?) and @”(0) =
—00. Thus for every x we get that

(0
(3.6) |D2 f(to, )| := géﬁlg)lcafjf(t,x)eiej <2 ( )

Since f € C([0,T]; C3(R?)), D2 fto,z) — 0 as |&| — oo. Thus we can take the point where
max || D2 f(to, x)|| is achieved to get that

@'(0
(1) 10210, e < T2
By continuity of D2 f, we thus have
@'(0)
3.8 D2f(t Mpe < —=
(3.8) I1Dzf(to +¢€,-)lIL <hre
for € > 0 sufficiently small. Hence,
T
B9 Vaflo+en) = Vostoren] <o (1), jemyi<s
for €, d sufficiently small.
Now let Ry, Ro > 0 be such that
_( R
(3.10) w e > 0scr2 Vg f(to + €, -),
and that |z| > Ry implies
1_/ ¢
(3.11) |Vaf(to +e€ )| < 50 (T—l—e)

for e > 0 sufficiently small. Taking R = Ry + Ra, it’s easy to check that |z| > R implies
that
(3.12) IVaif(to+e,x) — Vaf(to + €y <w<|:—:_y€|> , Yy #a.
0
Finally, taking K = {(z,y) € R* : |z —y| > §, |z|, |y| < R}, we're done.
O

Thus by the lemma, if V, f was to lose its modulus after time ¢(, we must have that there
exist  # y € R? with

(3.13) IV f (to, ) — Ve f (o, )| —w('x_y').

and hence a direction e € ST such that

(3.14) fulto ) — fultoy)| =@ (M) |
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We will show for a smooth solution f of (L3) and the correct choice of @ that in this

case
d —
S 6(5)
gt t

d
(315) E (fe(t,fﬂ) _fe(tvy))
contradicting the fact that f. had modulus @(-/t) for time ¢ < t.
Thus we just need to prove (BI5) to complete the proof of the generation of modulus of
continuity, completing the C*! estimate (LI0) of Theorem [Tl

)
t=to

4. MoDULUS ESTIMATES
Let f be a sufficiently smooth solution to the 3-dimensional Muskat equation (L3]) with
1
\Y o < —.
IV foll Lo (r2) 7
Suppose that w : [0,00) — [0, 00) is such that
w(0) = 0,w"(r) <0, Vr € (0, 00)
(4.1) [0nV o f (to, 2)| < w(|h]), Vz,h € R?,
fe(t07§/2) - fe(t07 _6/2) = W(|§|), eec Slug € Rz ﬁxedu

where Jj, denotes the partial difference operator d,g(z) = g(x + h) — g(x).
Our goal is to derive an upper bound on

d
(42) a (fE(tv 5/2) - fe(t7 _5/2)) )
t=to
in terms of the modulus w and the initial slope ||V fo||ze. In order to do this, we first need
to derive estimates on the asymmetry and z-dependence of the drift and kernel K from ([23)

in order to bound how far (Z3)) is from being a simple drift-diffusion equation like ([T2]).
We will then use these to bound the difference in diffusions

(4.3 [ St (E/DE /2 0) = (/2K (~€/2. Wy,
R2

at the end of this section, and finally give an upper bound on (£2) in Lemma 511

4.1. Asymmetry Bounds.

Lemma 4.1. Let f satisfy (A1) and the kernel K be as in 24l). Then the drift and kernel
K satisfy the pointwise asymmetry bounds

1 B 1 dh‘ _ w(h)
(1.4 Gnf @ + TP~ G f 2 + TP |~ TThPP
' h
K (2,h) — K (z,~h)| S “ﬂ'g').
In particular, integrating over |h| < [¢]
€]
|| ) w(r)
| e e - e m s [
[n|<|€] 0
(4.5)
€]
1R g2, ) — K (/2w < [y
IhI<le] i
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Proof. To begin, note that as

1
(4.6)  [onf(x) +0-nf(x)| = ‘ (/ Vf(x+sh) = Vf(z+(s— 1)h)d5) : h‘ < w(|h)IAl;
0

it follows that
| ) | _ 18l (@) + S (@) _ w(lhl)
Onf ()2 + [B2)372 (6-nf(2)? + |R[2)3/2] ™ |h[* ~onP
As we similarly have that |05 f(x) — Vf(z) - h| < w(|h])|R], it follows that
nf(2)(0nf(x) =V [f(z)-h)
e RO

(4.7)

(4.8)

Recalling the equation for K

B | oW (@)(6n S (2) = V() - )

(+9) @ = g (3 )

we see by combining (A7) and ([LS8) that

(4.10) \K (2,h) — K(z,—h)| < “l(]lf;'),

as well. ]

4.2. Continuity Bounds.

Lemma 4.2. Let f satisfy (@) and the kernel K be as in 2Al). Then the drift and kernel
K satisfy the pointwise continuity bounds
1 1 }
)

‘(5hf(§/2)2 + 1R (0nf(=€/2) + [R[2)3/?
[K(§/2,h) = K(=¢/2,h)| S

(411) B2 " R ¥

S uin {206, w2018
|
hl|?

In particular,

] ]
(4.12) |h/ ) ‘ 5 T2 + PP~ onf (&2 + hP J

Proof. In order to bound the z-dependence of our kernel and drift, we first need to note
that
(4.13)

|0nf(§/2) = Onf(=€/2)| = ’ (/ Ve f(§/2+ sh) = Vo f(=§/2 + Sh)dS) : h‘ < w(ENInl,
0

and
(4.14)

51 (6/2) 5hf<—§/2>\ - \(f(g/z R~ (E/2) — (/24 h) f<—5/2>>]

1
—}(/sz(hﬂL(S—l/?)) Vo f((s —1/2)€) ) €}<w|h| €]
0
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Hence it follows that

(4.15)
1 1

(Onf(€/2)2 + [R2)*2 (6nf(—€/2)% + [R[?)3/
As we already have that

S B/ =D ¢, (06D w01
~ e ST T

1
(Onf(2)? + |n[2)3/2
we get immediately that for |h| < [¢]

_ w(lh)

(4.16)

K(xz,h) —

) (g2 - K(-g/2m)| s S

For |h| > ||, we note that

(4.18)
onf(§/2)(6nf(€/2) =V f(£/2) - h)  Snf(=€/2)(6nf(=€/2) = V[(=£/2)-h)
onf(§)? + |h[? nf(=£/2)? +|h|?
< [0nf(€/2) = nf(=&/2)|  |(VF(§/2) = VF(=¢/2)) - bl
~ |h] |h]

(D]
S S .

. . . w w(0) . . .
As by assumption w is concave, the function r — = is non increasing.
Hence,
w(|h])
|h|

<@UED s e,

€]

(4.19)

Thus for |h| > [¢], we have that

w(lkDIE] | w(€) o w(€])

4.3. Diffusive Bounds.

Lemma 4.3. Let f satisfy (@) and the kernel K be as in [24) satisfying the uniform
ellipticity bounds 27). Then

/%ﬂ@@K@ﬂﬁ%%ﬂFU%KFUZmM—A/
]RQ

R2

5hfe(§/2) — 6hfe(_§/2)

e dh

(4.21) €] 0
§w'(|§|)/w(r)dr+w(|§|)/w(|§|+r) _w(|§|)d7”
0

r 72
13

Proof. Let G(§,h) = dnfe(§/2)K(E/2,h) — Opfe(—E/2)K(—&/2,h). Then our goal is to
bound
(4.22) / G(&, h)dh = / G(€, h)dh + / G(€, h)dh,

Ra-1 [R]<[¢] [R>[¢]
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from above. We shall do so by bounded each of the two pieces on the right hand side of

E22)

We shall start by bounding over the integral where |h| > [£|. We first note that we can
rewrite the sum defining G in two different ways. Namely,

(4.23)
G(&,h) = (0nfe(§/2) = 0nfe(=€/2)) K (§/2,h) + Onfe(=£/2)(K(§/2,h) — K(=¢£/2, h))
= (0nfe(£/2) = Onfe(=E/2))K(=€/2,h) + 0nfe(§/2)(K(£/2,h) — K(=§/2,h))
Recall by ([@T]) that
(420)  Ouful6)2) — Onfu(—€/2) = Fo(6/2 4+ h) — fu(—€/2+ h) —w(j€]) <0,
for all h € R2. Hence as K is uniformly elliptic, we get that
(4.25)

G(&,h) S)\éhfe(g/Q) — Onfe(—£/2)

|hf?
+ 0nfe(§/2)+(K(§/2,h) — K(=§/2,h))+ + 0nfe(=€/2) - (K(§/2,h) — K(=¢§/2,h))-
Again by (@I we have that
51 (€/2) < w(l€ + ) — w(lg]) < wlle] + h]) - w(lé]),
onf(=€/2) 2 —w(|§ = hl) + w([&]) = —(w(I€] 4 [h]) — w([£]))-
Plugging ([#26) into ([@25), applying Lemma [£2] and integrating over |h| > [£| thus gives
us that
(4.27)
G(&,h)dh <

[R[>[€] [R[>[€]

(4.26)

A5hfe(§/2) — Onfe(—€/2)
A3

)\5hfe(§/2) — Onfe(—€/2)
A3

+ (gl + [h]) = w(l€]) [K(&/2,h) = K(=£/2,h)|dh

Awel) )

<
= |h|3 I

+ (@ (€] + [A]) = w(l€])

[h|>¢|
oo

Onfe(€/2) — onfe(—£/2) w([é] +7) —w(l€])
< )\h|>/|£| 7 dh+Aw(|§|)|£ ) dr,

for some universal constant A depending only on ||V fol|Le.
Now we are left to bound the integral of G for |h| < [¢|. We begin by adding and
subtracting a linear term from G to get

(4.28)
G(&,h) = (Onfe(&/2) — W' (IE)S - h)K(£/2,h) — (nfe(—€/2) — W' ()€ - B)K(—€/2, D)
+ W (€)E - h(K (€/2,h) — K(—€/2,h)).
Similarly to (£2Z5)) we can then bound

(4.29)
G fu(€/2) — ' (€DE - WK (E/2,1) — (G fu(—€/2) — ' () - WK (—&/2, ) < A2nel&/2) @é’lf o(=¢/2)

+ (Onfe(€/2) — W (IEDE - h) 4+ (K(£/2,h) — K(—€/2,h))+
+ (Onfe(—€/2) — W (€S - h)—(K(£/2,h) — K(—€/2,h))—.
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In order to bound the error terms, we use that w is a concave function of one variable to
thus get

(430)  w(h ) — () < W/ (€]) (1€ Bl — [€]) < o/ (EDE - h+ gf') 02,
Hence, we have that
(4.31)
G(f, h) S Aéhfe(€/2) |;L|ihfe(_§/2)
W (E)E - (K (€/2, ) — K(~€/2,h)) + gf') 21K (€/2,h) — K(~¢/2,h).

Applying Lemmas 1] and and integrating in space, we get
(4.32)

. 50 ful€)2) = Oufu(—€/2) _ w(hl) | w(E) 1

Gleman—x [ E i e e

[h|<]€] [h|<]€] h|<|§|

|§|/ W+ wle)

€]
where the last inequality w(|¢]) / T g s again due to the concavity of w.
0

5. MoODULUS INEQUALITY

Lemma 5.1. Let f : [0,T] x R2 — R be a smooth solution of the Muskat equation satisfy
the crossing point assumption [@I)) at some fized time ty € (0,T). Assume the kernel K
defined in [24) satisfies the uniform ellipticity bounds 270). Then at the crossing point,

(5.1)

%(fe(t,ém)—fe(t, —£/2)) < Aw'([€]) +Aw(|§|)/w(|§|+?2_w(|§|)dr
e 0 ¥ ¥
€] .
+c)\/ drw(l€]) +5 rw(|§|)dr+c/\/w(r+ 1€]) —w(:z— [€]) _2w(|§|)dr,
0 l€|

for some dimensional constant ¢ and constant A depending only on ||V f||Lee.

To prove Lemma [5.1] we simply use the equation for f. ([23)), our crossing point assump-
tion (I, the estimates in lemmas 1] [£.2] along side one final estimate due to Kiselev
et al
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Lemma 5.2. (See [AKV0T] or [MDV14] for more general case) Let f satisfy the crossing
point assumptions [@Il). Then

(5.2)
€] oo
Onfe(€/2) — Onfe(=€/2) | Srw( |§| +5 w(€l) w(r +[€]) —w(r —|€]) — 2w((€])
Rd/1 Ih[ h<c do/ IJ 2 dr

Proof. (Lemma [B))
To begin, note by our crossing point assumption that

(5.3) Snfe(x) <w(hl)  Va,h €R%, fe(§/2) = fo(=€/2) = w([é]).

Thus for any h € R?, we get the bound

(5.4)  fel&/2+h) = [e(§/2) = fe(§/2+ h) — fe(=€/2) — w([€]) < w(I€ + hl) —w([€]),
with equality at h = 0. Hence

(5.5) Ve(€/2) = Vw([€]) = o' (1€])E.

The same argument also tells us

(5.6) fe(=€/2+h) = fo(=€/2) Zw(l€) —w(E = R]), = V/(=€/2)=w/(IE)E
Using that f, solves the equation Z3) and V, fo(££/2) = w'(|€])€, we thus get that

<5 7) A A
(fe(t £/2) — fu(t,—£/2)) h- h-§

o é .
t_to_w('g)R[ G T G2 + TP~ Gnf (&2 + hpppe ™

+ / S fol€/2)K (6)2, 1) — On ful(—E/2) K (—& /2, h)dh
R2

Rewriting the integral of the drift term as

(5.8)

/ hog - hog dh = / hog - hog dh
| Onf(&/2)2 + R[22 (9nf(=€/2)* + [R[?)*/ (Onf(€/2)2 + [R2)3/2 (6nf(=8/2) + |R|?)3/2

R |R]>¢|

1 h-é hoé
o5/ Gl G272 + TRV~ Gonf @27 + hEpe ™

[R|<|€]
L1 / h-§ - he€
2 (G-nf(=E/2)2 + B2 (60 f(=E/2)% + [R[?)3/?

|r|<[é]|

dh,

and applying lemmas [.1] and [£.2] we see that
(5.9)
€]

, h-& heé w(r) T w(r)
“’“%2 YR T R Y e TR R (/ el [ d)

€
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By Lemma 3] we can bound the difference in diffusions as

(5.10)
[ o6/ e ~ s/ (g2 myan - [ L) ljﬂihf <82 g
2 ]R2

€] o

|§| w |§|) / w(|§| + T) — w(|§|)d7‘
2

0 €]

Finally, applying Lemma [5.2 and plugging (£9), (EI0) into (&) gives us (&) O

We are now nearly ready to complete the breakthrough argument of section If our
goal was to prove propagation of a modulus of continuity w rather than the generation of
one p, it would suffice to construct some function w such that

dr+|§|/

€] €]

€]
(€) /

€] 00
srw(l€]) +5 rw(l€]) w(r +[¢]) —w(r —|€]) — 2w([¢])
+cA dr + c\
J ]

ir | + e [ 2L ),

r

(5.11)

dr <0,
r2
€]

which would give the equivalent contradiction to (B15).
As our goal is generation of a modulus of continuity though, we will need to prove the
(marginally) stronger inequality

(5.12)
\5\ I
w/(|§|) +Aw(|§|)/W(|§|+?2_W(|§|)d’r
l€] €l
€] s
o /w )+ ), /w<r+lél>—w<:2— 6D = 200€D g, < o (1eie):
0 €

Luckily, in [AKV07], the authors were able to prove that

Lemma 5.3. [AKV0T7]

Let w : [0,00) = [0,00) be the modulus of continuity defined by

w(§) =€ - &2, <E<O
(5.13) 5 ;

0<
S arieeE) 7
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Then this modulus satisfies

(5.14)
|£|
w'(€])
€]

€]

c)\ Orw( —|—5Tw w(r + —w(r — — 2w

L [ Bl + e, / 6D —wlr —le) =2l _
0 €]

A
for all |€] > 0, so long as § is taken sufficiently small depending on o and 7y is sufficiently
c

small depending on 6, —.
cA

Following the proof of Lemma [£3] we can similarly show that the same modulus of
continuity w satisfies the intero-differential inequality we need.

Lemma 5.4. Let w be as in (B13). Then this modulus satisfies

(5.15)
€] .
w'(I€]) / dr+|§|/ —Zdr +Aw(|§|)/w(|§|+7;)2—w(|§|)dr
€] €|
| N
+c)\/ drw(|€]) ;&rwﬂﬂ)dr_i_c)\/ w(r+&]) —w(;— l€]) — 2w(|§|)dr < o/ (ehwlle])
0 €l

1
so long as § is taken sufficiently small depending on , and v 1is sufficiently small

A+1
depending on ¢, ;
cA

Proof. To begin, note that w is concave so long as v is taken sufficiently small depending
on 0. Hence,

w(l¢]) <

(=)

A
Abusing notation and replacing A + 1 by A and % by A, in light of Lemma [(.3] it suffices

to prove that
(5.16)

2w([¢])

o0 €] -
Aw(|§|)/w(|§|+r) —W(Iﬁl)drﬂ/6rw(|§|)+6-rw(|£|)dr“/w(r+|§|) —w(r =€) -

r2 r2 r2
€l 0 €l
Note that as w is concave, the latter two integrals of (G.I6]) are necessarily nonpostiive.
Depending on the size of |¢|, we shall rely on one or the other to control the error term.
That leaves us with two cases to check.
Case 1: [£| <0

dr < 0.
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We have that in this case,

€]
(517) /57«w(|€|) ‘;25—rw(|§|)dr < |§|w//(|€|) _ _25571/2'
0
We also have the bounds
(5.18)
5 5 5
w(lel ) —wle)  _ fwl) 1
3 rs 5-dr < [ —dr =1log(d/[¢]),
et
[wlel+r) —w(e) , _ [wr), _w@) [ 1
/ r2 dTS/ r2 dTST_FFY/r2(4+10g(r/6))dT<1+5<2
) )

where the last inequality follows by taking v < 46.
Putting this together, we thus have that

(5.19)
]

Aw(|§|)/w(|§| +:)2 |§| )\/ 5rw |§| +5 Tw(|§|)d7° < |§|(A(2+10g(5/|§|)) _ g)\|§|—1/2)
€ 0

-1l <0

so long as ¢ is taken sufficiently small.

Case 2: [£| >0

To begin, note that w(r + [¢]) — w(r —|¢]) < w(2]¢]) since w is concave. Then we can also
bound

2(¢]

/€4+1 g§/5))

€]

so long as 7 is taken sufficiently small depending on §. Hence,

(5.21) /°°w<r+|§|>—w(r—|§|)—2w<|§|>dr§/°°—w<|5|>d 1)

r2 212 "= 2 ¢
€] 13

Using the same argument, we can also bound

(5.22) /w(|€|+T)—w(|€|)dT< w(2[¢]) —w(l€) +/rl2dr< w@ v ﬁ

10g( ol 9)

<w(eh+52 <

N W

(5:20) w(2[¢]) < w(l€]) + w([&]) + (2 w(lgh

" -k =20l el T 1A
€] €]
so long as ¢,y are taken sufficiently small. Hence,
(5.23)
Aw(|g|)/“’(|5| +7;)2_w(|€|)d7"+/\/w(T+|§|)_w(;2_ |§|)—2w(|€|)dTS 2 ?SI) <o
€] €]

O
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6. OUR CHOICE FOR THE MODULUS W

We’ve now shown that for the modulus defined in (BI3]) that if the assumptions ()
hold that

(61) & (Fult &/2) ~ felt—€/2)) | < o (elolle]).

=T
We claim that in fact (GIJ) will hold for any rescaling wr(|¢]) = w(R|]) as well.

Lemma 6.1. Let R > 0, and wgr(|§]) = w(R[E]), where w is such that Lemma [5]) holds.
Then Lemmal[5.7) holds for wr as well. That is, for any |§| > 0,

(6.2)
€] 0 00
Al | [ g [ <5 ar | 1 aon(ep [l —enlED,
0 €] €]
€] 00
+Cd)\/ 5TwR(|§|) —:25_TwR(|€|)dT+Cd)\/ WR(r'i_ |§|) _WREE_ |€|) — 2wR(|€|)dT < _w%(|§|)wR(|§|)
0 €]

Proof. Given g € WH([0, 00); [0,00)), we define the function F|g] : (0,00) — R by
(6.3)
I€]

Flal(eh = A¢ () | [ £ ar+ 16 / +agle) [ LD —alED g,
0

r 72
€] €]

€]

o [ )bl ot 16D ote 216D 208D,
0

= +g/(1€Dg ).
€

Letting gr(|¢]) = g(RIE]), direct calculation gives that
(6.4) Flgrl([€]) = RF[g](RIE])-
Hence,
(6.5)  Flwl(lgh <0 Vi¢l>0, <« Flwrl(l€]) <0, V¢ >0.
|

Remark. We note that Lemmal6.1 is a natural consequence of the fact that solutions to the
Muskat equation ([L3) are preserved under the geometric rescaling R~ f(Rt, Rx) and the
fact that the constants A, X appearing in [62) depend only on the scale invariant quantity
[|VfollLe and dimension.

. 1
Lemma 6.2. Let fo € WH(R?) with ||V fo||p~ < 7 and f :[0,T] x R? — R be a suffi-

ciently smooth solution to the Muskat equation satisfying the assumptions of the breakthrough
argument. Letting w be as defined in (B.I3) satisfying Lemmal[5.7), and taking

o sup r_w ' @IVioll)
(6.6) 0<r<w=1(2]|V fol[poo) W(T) 2||Vfollpe 7
w(r) =w(Cr).
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If Va fo has modulus @ (5), then Vo f(t,-) has modulus @ (F) . In particular taking § = 0,

we for all such solutions f that

(©.7) V. s0) - Vs )] <o (2221,

Proof. We focus on the case that § = 0. The case where § > 0 follows by a simple modifi-
cation of the breakthrough argument given in Section Bl
The constant C' defined in (66) was chosen so that we have the inequality

(6.8) w(r) >, Vrs.t. 0 <@(r) < 2||Vafollre.
Recall the breakthrough argument of section [8l We have that if V, f does not have the
modulus p (Z) for all times ¢, then necessarily we can find a positive time ¢y and points

x,y € R? and direction e € S! such that
(6.9)

xr — T — T — d
p<| t0y|) = Julto,a)—fultory), = — 2 y'w’(' t0y|) < = (felt,x) = fult,y))

t=to

By the maximum principle for the slope (see Proposition [ZI]), we thus have that at a
point of equality

o (M) = fe(to,x) — fe(to,y) < 2[|Vfol|lpe=,

to
N w(lw—y|> > |yl
to to

Hence, applying Lemmas [5.1] and [6.T], we have that

(6.11)
S (Iw—y|>w (Iw—y|> < —Iw;ylwl (Iw—y|> 7
— o to to 2 to

d
— (fe(t, — Je t,
L (fult.) — fult.w)
a contradiction. Thus V, f (¢, ) must have the modulus @ (;) for all times ¢.

(6.10)

Corollary 6.1. Let f:[0,7] x R? = R be as in Lemma[G2 Then

(6.12) 102l (6) % min DAl |

7. COMPARISON PRINCIPLE AND UNIQUENESS

Our goal in this section is to show that under suitable bounds on the slope, classical
solutions to the Muskat equation obey the comparison principle. In order to make our exact
assumptions and claims clear, we start off with a definition of what precisely we mean by a
classical solution. As the comparison principle has not been proven before in any dimension,
we perform all calculations here for a general dimension d.

Definition 7.1. (Classical solution) We say that a function f : [0,T] x R™1 — R is a
classical solution to the d-dimensional Muskat equation (T3] if

(1) f € CY(0,T) x RI=YY, and with uniform limits at initial and final times
(7'1) EE%IJF ||f(67 )= f(07 ')||L°°(]Rd*1)7 ||f(T7 )= f(T -6 ')”L“’(Rd*l) =0.
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(2) For any compact subset K C (0,T) xR~ there exist smooth, nonnegative functions
w,Q:[0,00) = [0,00) such that

sup sup |f(t,x+h)— f(t,z) = Vo f(t,z) - h| <w(r)r,
(t,2)€K heB,

Sup  sup |f(t,$+h) —f(t,$)| <Q(R),

(72) (t,z)eK h€ Br
1 o)
w(r) QR)
0 1
(3) Forall (t,x) € (0,T) x R4™L the function f satisfies the integro-differential equality
7.3 O f(t,x) = P.V. / dy.
(73 D =PV | TG~ T e

A function [ is a classical sub or super solution if in assumption 3. we replace the equality
by the inequalities <, > respectively.

We note that assumptions 1. and 2. guarantees that the integral in assumption 3. is well
defined in the principle value sense for any (t,x) € (0,7) x RZ~L.

1 —a
Lemma 7.1. Let |a] < ———. Then the function t - ————— is monotonic increas-
T V2d-1 (12 +1)d4/2
ng for I < ——
ing for —_—
I = V2d—1
Proof. Differentiating the function, we see that
d t—a

1
By our assumption on a, we have that this is true whenever |t| < —. 0
g V2d -1

Theorem 7.1. (Comparison Principle) Let f, g : [0,T] x R?~! — R be classical sub/super
solutions of the d-dimensional Muskat equation [T3)) for d = 2 or 3. Assume that ||V f||L=<, ||Vg||L= <

1
———— and f(0,z) < g(0,x). Then f(t,x) < g(t,xz) for all t > 0.
= and [(0.9) < g(0.2). Then f(t.2) < g(t.2) f
Proof. By replacing ¢(t,z) with g(t,x) +n + ut for some 7, u > 0, we can assume without
loss of generality that
f(0,2) +1 < g(0,2),

Sng(t,x) —Vg(t,x) - h
(1.0 ) 2 pe [

Now let ¢ : R9~1 — [0, 00) be such that V¢ € W (R4~1; RI71) with

(7.5) sp / |5h|fj|(f)|dhgc.

|h|>1

(7.6) limsup sup fltw) = gt.x) <0.
z—00 te[0,T] P(x)
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Such a function ¢ necessarily exists by the definition of a classical sub/ super solution.
Let € > 0, and g.(t,2) = g(t, ) + ep(z). It suffices to show that

(7.7) ft,x) < ge(t, ), (t,x) € [0,T] x R4L,
By (Z.0) it follows that there is an R, > 0 such that
(7.8) flt,x) <get,x),  t€[0,T]]z| > Re.

Similarly as f(0,2) +n < ¢g.(0,z), it follows by continuity of f, g that there is a § > 0 such
that

(7.9) f(t,2) < ge(t,z),  t< b€ DB,

Thus if f(¢,2) > g.(t,z) at some point (¢,z), then there must exist a first crossing point
point. That is, there must be a point (¢g,zo) € (0,T] x Bg, such that

f(t,2) < ge(t,@), V(t@) €[0,t0] x RTH,

(7.10) f(to, o) = ge(to, o).

At this crossing point, we have that

8tf(t0,$0) Z 8tg€(t0; IO),
(7.11) V f(to, z0) = Vge(to, zo),
Onf(to, z0) < 0nge(to, o).

Let € << 1. Then we claim that g, is a strict superoslution of Muskat on [, T] x R?~!

1
ith ||Vge|| o < ——. It then follows by the Muskat equation and Lemma [Z-1] that
with [Vl < ——— ws by q

dh

Onf(to,z0) — Vf(to,z0) - h
9 f(to,xo) < / (0 [ (to, 0)2 + [1]?)4/
Rd*l

(7.12) - / Inge(to, 20) — Vge(to, z0) - h
- (0nge(to, 0)? + [h[?)4/2

< atgé(t07 xo)u

contradicting ([IT]).
1 .
Since ||Vg||r~ < ——== and ¢ € W1> is smooth, its clear that for ¢ sufficiently small

2d —1

1
that ||Vge||Lo < ——=

. So now we just need to show that g. is a strict super solution.
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Direct calculation gives
(7.13)

5hgé(t7'r) B Vgé(tax) “h _ 5hg(t,$) - Vg(t,:c) h h(b(x) _ ( ) h
/ Onge(t, 22 + By = / Ong (L, 22 1 Ry e / Gnge(t,2)? +|h|2)d/2dh

(
Ong(t,x) = Vg(t,x) -h  Sug(t,x) = Vg(t,z) - h
v | (et ~ e rms )

onp(x) = Vo(x) - h
Onge(t, )2 + |h|2)4/2

< Orge(t,x) —p+e / (

ong(t,z) —Vyg(t,z)-h  pg(t,x) — Vg(t,x)-h
4 / < > dh

(Onge(t, x)? + [A2)42 (Ong(t, 2)* + |n[?)?/?

As ¢ is smooth and g is a classical supersolution, for any (¢,z) € [§,T] x R4~ we can
bound

(7.14)

Oonp(xo) — Vo(xo) - h |0no(x)]
‘/ Cngclt, 22 + |27 }S”D%”L‘” / [ = e

|h|<1 |h|>1

V9l ox / ] B i ”
2 (Onge(t,x)? + |B2)4/2 (6_pge(t,z)? + |R[?)4/2
|h|>1

< C(9,9,9)
Hence taking € < m we have that
onp(x) — Vo(z) - h [
7.15 dh < =.
(7.15) ‘ / Gngelt 22 + BB = 3
—1

Similarly, since ¢ is a classical supersolution there is a r = r(u,d) > 0 such that for any
(t,x) € [6,T] x R?

|ong(t,z) — Vg(t,z) - hj 0
(7.16) / L dh < 3

|h|<r
As we have that
1 1
(Gnge(t,2)2 + [R)P2 — (Gng(t,x)? + [1[?) 72
we can similarly bound
(7.18)

_ < _ .
/ <(5hg€(t,:c)2 ¥+ |h|2)d/2 (5hg(t,x)2 + |h|2)d/2 dh < € |5h9(tv$) Vg(t,:c) h|
|h|>7 |h|>r

- L@I5no)]

(7.17) < e

CWd@)

|h|d+1

)
<2ec@)vali- [ P an

|h|>r

<

3

wl=
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for € > 0 sufficiently small. Plugging (Z.13)), (Z.I6)), (ZI8) into (TI3)), we get that

Onge(t,z) = Vge(t,z) - h
7.19 Buge(t, ) < dh,
(1.19) )< | S i
d—1
for (t,z) € [§,T] x R4, completing the proof. O

Corollary 7.1. (Growth Bounds)
Let f: [0, T} x R¥~Y — R be a classical solution to the Muskat equation with ||V fo||L~ <

————. Then for any h € R, the function
T for any f

(7.20) t— sup f(t,z+h)— f(t,x),

zeRI—1

is nonincreasing. In particular,

(7.21)
h) — < QR t h) — f(t < Q(R).
sup max |fo(@ +h) = folz)| <UR) = sup max |f(t,z+h) = f(t, 2)] < Q(R)
1 1
PTOOf. By PrOpOSitiOnm ||vxf0||L00 < \/ﬁ = ||vmf||Loo (t) S \/ﬁ Thus Theo-

rem [Z1] applies.

Note that solutions to the Muskat equation are closed under translations in R%. Hence,
if (t,x) — f(t, ) is a solution, then so is (¢t,z) — f(t,z+h)+ C for any fixed h € R4~1 and
C € R. Applying Theorem [[2to f and ¢(¢t,z) = f(t,x + h) + C for appropriately chosen C

thus implies ([C20).
Taking the supremum of (Z20)) over |h| < R then gives (Z21)). O
. 1
Corollary 7.2. (Uniqueness) Let fo,g0 € W with ||V follp,||[Vagollre < ———.
v2d—1

Then if f,g : [0,T] x Rt — R are two classical solutions to the Muskat equation (L3,
then

(7.22) sup f(t,x) —g(t,x) < sup fo(x) = go(x).
reRI-1 rERI-1

In particular, fo=g0 = [=g.

Proof. Proposition 2.1l implies that if f, g are two classical solutions of the Muskat equation
with initial data fy.go satisfying

1
7.23 Va oo, ||V 0o L ———,
( ) || f0||L || 90||L m

then the same is true for later times ¢ > 0. Taking advantage of the fact that solutions to
the Muskat equation are closed under the addition of a constant C' € R, we thus have by
Theorem that
(7.24)
fo@) < go(@) + sup fo(y) —goly) = [flt,x) <g(t,z)+ sup fo(y) — go(y).
yERI—1 yERd—1

O

Under an assumption of uniformly bounded slope, it is possible to extend the proof of
the comparison principle Theorem [Z.1] to work for test functions with suitably small slope.
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Proposition 7.1. Let f : [0, T]xR?~! — R be a classcial subsolution to the Muskat equation
with ||V fllre < B for some fited B < co. Then there exists a constant ¢(B) > 0 such
that if g : [0,T] x R¥=! — R is a classical supersolution to Muskat with ||V .g||L~ < c(B)
and f(0,2) < g(0,z), we have

(7.25) ft,x) <g(t,x)  V(t,z)€[0,T] x RIL.

B

Furthermore, for B sufficiently large, we may take the constant ¢(B) = W.

Proposition [1] allows for the possibility of employing barrier arguments to control the
long range properties of solutions, so long as we assume an a priori bound on the slope.
Taking ¢(t, x) = max fo is one trivial example, implying the L°® maximum principle for the
interface f.

Proof. For ease of proof, we assume B >> 1. In particular, B > . Following the

1
V2d -1
argument in the proof of Theorem [T} it suffices to show that if (£,2) € (0,7) x R4~1 is a
first crossing point, then

(7.26) / G ()2 + hRyaz = / Grg@? 1 )iz

In particular, it would suffice to show for every h # 0 that the we have

5hf(x) + sz(x) h < 5hg(x) + vxg(x) -h
Onf(@)?+ [h2)42 = (Ong(x)? + [R[2)%/2

Note that V, f(z) = V,g(z) at the crossing point. Multiplying both sides by |h|¢~!, letting

h h
t= 5h|‘,;L(|I> 5= 5h|gh(|x) ya=Vgf(z)- ] = Vg(z)- 1k it suffices to prove that there exists

a constant ¢(B) such that

(7.27)

t—a s—a

(7.28) 1) S (Er e Vi<s, te€[-B,B], s,a€ (—c(B),c(B)).

We can of course assume that ¢(B) < \/%—_1 It then follows that whenever |t]| < \/%
by Lemma [Z1] that

(7.29) G :_1;2_2 < (5254__1(;(1/2’ Vi<s, t> —\/%, s,a € (—¢(B),c(B)).
We thus just need to prove the inequality in the case that t € [—B, \/%—_1], s,a €

(—¢(B),c¢(B)). As B >> 1 by assumption, it suffices to consider the extremal case ¢ =
—B,s = —c¢(B),a = ¢(b). Thus we just need to take ¢(B) so that

—B —¢(B) - —2¢(B)

(7.30) (B2 + 1)42 = (¢(B)2 + 1)4/2’
As
(7.31) Bredb . B 2 s <%(B)

B2+ 142 = (B2+ 12" (e(B)2+1)42 =
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taking ¢(B) suffices. Thus for this choice of constant ¢(B), (28] holds.

B B

~ 2(B2 +1)d/2
Hence, we have (T.Z6) for any crossing point (¢,z) € (0,T) x R¢~1. Repeating the argument
of Theorem [Z.I] we can guarantee the existence of a crossing point for an arbitrarily small
perturbation of g. Hence, Proposition [I.T] follows. g

8. REGULARITY OVER TIME

With the construction of the modulus @, we get universal Lipschitz bounds in space for
V. f(t,:). By the structure of (3], we also get regularity in space for 0 f.

Proposition 8.1. Let f: [0,T] x R? — R be a classical solution to [L3) with ||V follre <

%, [|D2f||n(t) < 1/t., and growth bounds
TR
(8.1) sup s oo+ 1)~ @) <o), [ Han < .
- 1
Then 0, f(t,-) is Log-Lipschitz in space with
M [QR)
oo < —
10:fllu=(0) S jnt, 5+ [ T
(8.2) M N
|z —y| |z —yl / Q(R) t
- < _log (22U i) —yl< L
01 t2) 0 ()] < 2 o (B o [RBg) ey <
t
In particular, we have for any such solution f and 0 <t < 1/2 that
(8.3)
QR
00l ) £ —ogte) + [ B ar
1
- - ra t
ot - auf ) € T | —rog (E22) —rogy + [ A Dar ). -yl < g
t t R? 2
1

In the case that we can take Q of the form Q(R) = QoR* for some 0 < « < 1, then we also
get the large time decay

OF ¢
(8.4) 0 f] Lo (t) S ———

l—a

Proof. Note that by Corollary [[Il we have for all ¢ > 0 that

(8.5) sup max |f(t,x + h) — f(t,z)| < QR).
zeR2 [h|[<R
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We have that

(8.6

| [ Ot a) = Vaf(t, ) - /5hftx+5hf(tfﬂ)
'atf”' ‘/ i e <3| | G e

dh

_'/ 6hf t,.’L‘) - me(t, ,T) i ) [(6hf(t7 ‘T) + |h| )3/2 B (5—hf(t7 $)2 + |h|2)3/2}
Onf(t,2)? + |h[2)3/2(0-n f(t, ) + |h[?)3/2

We bound each of the above integrals in two ways. For small h, we use our second derivative
bounds to get

(8.7)
5hf(t7'r) + 6*hf(t7'r) < |h’|2 li
(6-nf ()2 + R[22~ ¢ [BP ¢ ]h]
(50 (1,2) = Vi (t,2) - B) [0S (1, 2) + |22 — G (8, 2)® 4 [RR¥2] | _ |2 [0S 1 1
Onf(t, )2 +[h2)32 (0 f(t,2)* + [h]?)3/2 Nt nlS o tRl
Similarly for large h, we can use our growth bounds to get
(8.8)
‘ onf (@) +0-nf(x) Q(|n])
(O—nf()?+[R2)32| ™ |h3 7

(Onf(2) = Vo (@) - h) [(0nf () + |h*)*? — (5-nf()® + WP/ | _ |h] >
‘ (5hf(55)2 + |h|2)3/2(5_hf(.%‘)2 + |h|2)3/2 |h|6 5hf($) - 57hf(17) . |h|
Q(|n[)
~ |3

Hence for any M > 0, plugging in 87) for |h| < M and &S] for |h| > M into [B.6]) gives
us

o0

(8.9) 10:f (£, 2)] < ¥ + / Qg) dR.

M

1
In particular for t < 5> We may take M =t and Q(R) = ||V, f||r=R for R < 1 to get

o0 (oo}

(8.10) |0:f (L, ) / / )dR < —log(t) +/Q(R)dR, 0<t< %

R2
1

If Q(R) is of the form Q(R) = QyR® for some 0 < o < 1, then taking M = (Qqt)'/ (=)
gives

1
2a,1_a
o

(8.11) 0 f (T, )| S

3

1 —«

which is useful for large times ¢.
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t
For regularity in space, fix some time ¢t > 0 and z,y € R? with |z —y| < 3 Then

9:1(5,) = Buf (8, 2wl U e e dh'

S‘ / ’-l—‘ / ’4—‘/’::]14-[24-[3.

|h|<|z—y] |z —y|<[|h|<t |n| >t

(8.12)

For small |h| < |z — yl, it is best to bound each term separately with our second derivative
bounds. Thus similarly to above,

‘ [ T [ -V ‘< 2~y
(Onf(x)? + [n2)3/2 ) Onf()? +[R2)32 7~ ot 7
(8.13)  IhI<ia—y| |hl<]e—y]
=1 < |.’II _y|
~ t

For midsize |x — y| < |h| < ¢, we split the integral into two pieces:

(8.14)
5hf(t7 ‘T) - vzf(tv ,T) “h— (5hf(t7 y) - vmf(tv y) i h)
= On (G + 027 "
le—y|<|n|<t
+ (5hf(t7 ‘T) - vwf(tvx) ' h) [(5hf(t7 :C)2 + |h|2)3/2 - (6hf(t7y)2 + |h|2)3/2])dh’
oy einis (Onf(t, )2 + [h[2)3/2(dn f (t, y)? + |h|2)3/2 '
z—y|<|h|<t

Using our Lipschitz bounds on V, f, we get the bounds

(8.15)
1
5hf(t7 ‘T) - vwf(tvx) ~h— (5hf(t7 y) - vwf(tv y) : h)’ = ‘ (/ 5Shvwf(t’ ,T) - 55hv$f(t’ y)dS) ' h’ 5 W
1 0
Snf(t,x) — 5hf(t,y)' = ' (/me(t,:c—i- sh) =V f(t,y + sh)ds) -h’ < W
0

Plugging these into (8I14]) gives
(8.16)

onf (@) = Vol (@) - h = (0nf(y) = Vaf () h>\ 1hl
R + o Uonf (@) = onf w)IkI*] dh

Iy

A

le—y[<|h|<t

lz -yl / 1 |z —y] |z — vy
< —dh = T e (22T
~ T BE e\

|z—y|<|h|<t
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Finally, to bound large |h| > ¢, we split our integral as

(8.17)
‘ / onf(x) —onf(y)  Onf(@) = Vaf(@)-h) [Onf(@)? + [PP)*2 — (Gnf(y)® + W22
(0nf(y)? + [R[2)3/2 (Onf () + |h[2)3/2(0nf (y)? + |R[2)3/2
—h
+|Vaf(x) = Va.f(y) ’ / (Onf(y)2 + |h|2)3/2 dh

|h|>t
Similar to the mid h bound, we can use our Lipschitz bounds on f to get that
(8.18)
‘ / Snf(x) = onf(y) | Onf(z) = Vaf(z)-h) [(0nf(z)* + |h[*)*? = (3 f(y)* + |h*)*?]
(Onf(y)? +[h[?)3/ (Onf(@)? + |hI2)3/2(6n f (y)? + [h]?)3/2

(@)~ 00 S @), o=
s [ S a s

dh

|h|>t

|h|>t
For the second integral in ([8I7), we use our growth bounds on f to get that
(8.19)

h
‘/ Gnl |h| e ‘ ‘/ Gnl |h| B2 T G+ e

5‘ / |0n.f (y |h|3 S—nf(y ”dh‘ N/Q(R)dR.

R2
|h|>t

Plugging (8I8) and (8I3)) into (8I7), and using that |V, f(t,2) — V. f(t,y)| < @ ; yl gives

(8.20) I; < @ (1 +/Q}(£)dR.) .

t

Combining the various bounds (813), (81d), (820) and using that 1 < —log (W_;?A)

thus gives us

821) 10,50, 2) - 20 0.)] 5 Y (_10g (=) + ng)dR) PR

For small times 0 < ¢ < 1, by taking Q(R) = ||V, f||z=R for R <1 we get that
(8.22)

0:f (8, 2) = 0, f (£, y)| S @ (—bg (@) + / %d}i)

t

o — y| o — y| [ QR) ¢
< — —log ; —log(t) + 2 dR |, |z —y| < 7
1
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0
Proposition 8.2. Let f: [0,T] x R? = R be a classical solution to [L3) with ||V follr~ <
1

and growth bounds

V5
(8.23) sup max | fo(@ + h) — fo(x)| < Q(R) /OOQ(R)dR< o
. X - .
mp|h‘SR 0 0 = ) R2
1
, , ) ‘ = Q(R)
Without loss of generality, assume that Q(R) is concave. Then letting , Q(R) = R

which is nonincreasing, we have that
o 2V flle=(t)
(3.24) 1Vl (£) < 200 <7 .
IDZ fll L= ()
In particular, tlim [|VafllLe (t) = 0 uniformly depending only on 2, ||V fol|Le<, and dimen-
— 00

sion d. In the case that Q(R) = QoR® for some 0 < o < 1, then

Qﬁ
(5.25) 1927l (0) S 2
Proof. Again by Corollary [[I] we have for all ¢ > 0 that
(8.26) sup max |f(t,z + h) — f(t,2)] < Q(R).
reR? |h|<R
Fix some time ¢t > 0 and x € R2. Without loss of generality, assume that V, f(t,z) # 0.
. Vo f(t, )|
Taking R = R(t,z) = ———————, we then have that
S 1] Ty
(8.27)
Vo f(t, z)|?
O (9, 1(0,2) R = 209 f(1,2) R — || D21 (0B < o5cp 1 (t,) < Q2R).
[[DZfllze=(t)
Rearranging, we get
Q@2R) _ 5 ( 2|V f(t z)| )
8.28 V,ft,z)| <222 o ( Z¥el BT
(5:25) Vel a2 TR 102 11~

Taking the supremum in z € R?, we thus have that

27:fle=0))

(8.29) IV flla(t) < 20 < D21~ (¢

Q(R)
R2

Note that since © : [0,00) — [0,00) is concave with / dR < oo, it follows that
1

R — Q(R) is nonincreasing with Rlim Q(R) = 0. Thus (BZ9) implicitly gives an upperbound
— 00
on the slope ||V, f||L=(t) in terms of Q and ||D2f||L~(t). As tlim ||[D2f||L=(t) = 0 with
—00

a rate only depending on ||V, fo||z~ and dimension, and Q(R) — 0 as R — oo with a rate
depending only on €2, we thus have that

(8.30) Jim [V f]] 2~ (1) = 0,

with a rate depending only on those quantities as well.
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Finally, in the case that Q(R) = Q(R) = QoR* for some 0 < a < 1, then using that

1
[|D2f||L=(t) < n and rearranging (8.29) gives

(8.31) Ve fllzee(t) S —=-

Proposition 8.3. Let f: [0,T] x R? — R be a classical solution to [L3) with ||V follr~ <

1
—, and growth bounds
V5
[ R)
. - < .
(8.32) sup max | fo(o + )~ fola)| <R, [ ar < oc

1

Then Vi f € C2 ((0,T] x R%R?) and 8, f € C2.((0,T] x R?) with
(8.33)
IV fllew(@uattan: 10efllca(qu sty < CUIVafollLoe, @, [1D2 fll Lo ((t/2,3t/2) xr2)) max{t ™, 1},

where Qr(s,y) = (s — 1, 8] X By(y), and o > 0 depends only on ||V fol|L= and dimension.
Proof. Let e € S! be arbitrary. Then we have that f. satisfies the equation

—h
(Onf(tx)? +[h[?)

(834)  Oufu(tx) = Vafu(t,z) - /

R2

b+ / ooty 2) K (1,2, B)dh,
RQ

1
where K as defined in (Z4]). Since ||V follr~ < 7 it follows by proposition [Z1] that K

is uniformly elliptic with ellipticity constants depending only on ||V, fo||L~. Rewriting this
equation slightly, we have that

(8.35)
K(t,x,h)+ K(t,x,—h —h
s~ [ston (FEEREEEER = osvo): [ ot
R2 R2
+/5hfe(t7$) <K(t,x,h) —2K(t,x,—h)) dh.
R2

Let F(t,z) denote the righthand side of (83H). Then we claim that |F(¢,-)| is bounded
uniformly in terms of ||D2f||L=(t) and the growth rate Q. To see this, note that we can
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bound the drift term

(8.36)
—h L Gnf @)+ [RP)P2 = (_nf(t2)? + |h|?)3/?
‘/ G 2] +|h|2>3/2dh’ ’5/ D on f 602 + PR () + B2 "
|0nf(t, ) 4+ 0_p f(t, x)]
|h|3 dh
[|D2 f]| L= (1) Q(|h)
< =z WA
~/ |h] dh+/ wp
|n|<1 [n|>1
T Q(R)

SID2 Al () + [ 5 dR
1

Similarly, the asymmetry bounds on K proven in Lemma E] combined with the ellipticity
bounds give us

(8.37)
’/%fe (t,2 ( (t,x, h) —2K(t,x,—h)) dh‘ g‘ / 5 fo(t ) (K(t,x,h) —2K(t,;v,—h)>dh’
<1
K(t,x,h) — K(t,x,—h)

+ ‘ Onfe(t,x) ( ) dh’

y ;

ID2 fll= () 1

N el TR dh ——=dh
h|[1 Al h|[1 |h|

SIIDZfllz=(t)* + 1.

Combining ([B306) and ([B37), we thus have that our directional derivative f. solves the
equation

(8.38)
0Lt z) — /5hfe(t,a:) (K(t’x’m +2K(t’“” —h>> dh = F(t,z),  (ta)e (0,T] x R,
R2
N K(tah) - K(t.z.—h) A T QR
g < MR RORT) L i) S 1+ 10210+ [ 2 ar

1

Thus our directional derivative f. solves a parabolic equation with uniformly elliptic,
(txh)—l—K(tx—h) 9

and right hand side F € L*([e, T] x R?) for

positive € > 0. Rescaling and applying the results of [Sil11], we thus have that there is
an o > 0 depending only on the ellipticity constants and dimension such that for any
(t,z) € (0,T] x R?,

(8.39) fellea@uyattay < Cmax{t™ 1H([|fellLe (@0 zt)) + IFllLo @y 2 (b))

where Q,(s,y) = (s —1,s] X B.(y). As e € S! was arbitrary, we've thus proven the C*
bound for V. f.

symmetric kernel
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To get the C'* estimate for J; f, we simply rely on the equation our original equation

(840) atf(t7x) — / 5hf(t,:t) - vmf(t, I) : hdh
R2

(Onf (£, )% + |n2)3/2

Doing similar bounds as in Proposition Bl control over ||D?f||p«, ©, and a C* estimate
for V, f that is uniform in space similarly gives a C* estimate for 0, f.
O

9. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS FOR ALL TIME

So far, our results and a priori estimates have been for sufficiently regular, classical solu-
tions f : [0,7] x R? — R to the Muskat equation (I.3). While we have formally only derived
these for smooth solutions, the estimates only depend quantitatively on ||V, fo|lpe~ < —=

V5

and integrably sublinear growth bounds on fy, i.e.

dR < .

o0
QR
(0.1 sup e fole )~ Aol <R, [
1
Notably, none of these estimates depending on the time of existence 7. We shall now
show that under these assumptions on the initial data fy, there exists a unique classical
solution f : [0,00) x R? — R to (L3J) with initial data fo.
To prove this, we first show that the same is true for solutions to an e-viscious Muskat
equation,

(92) atf(t, I) - GAzf(t, :Z?) = / 5h‘f(t’ I) — sz(tv'r) ! hdh,
R2

(Onf (£, )% + |h|?)3/2

Lemma 9.1. Let f : [0,T] x R> — R be a sufficiently regular solution of the e-viscous

1
Muskat equation [@2) with initial data fo satisfying ||V follLe= < 7 and growth bounds

Q(R)

2 dR < .

zeR2 |R|<

(0.3 sup max [fo(o + ) = fo(w)] < 2(R). [
1

Then solutions to the e-system satisfy the comparison principle and hence the growth bounds

of Corollary [71],

(9.4) sup f(t,z+h) — f(t,xz) < sup fo(z + h) — fo(x), Vh € R?,
z€ER? z€ER?

as well as the a priori estimates of Corollary [6.1], Proposition[81], and Proposition [8.3

1021l 6) % min {102 flle 1 |
9.5)

1
18:f = €Al () S —log(h),  t< 3,

Ve fllea@q ) 10 lloa (@, attaey) < CUIVafollLe, Q,t).

with constants independent of € > 0.
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1
Lemma 9.2. Let fy € C°(R?) be such that ||V follp= < 7 and

(o]

(9.6) sup, mae oo +1) — folo) < 2R, | 0(R)
1

2 dR < .

rER? |h|<R

Then for any € > 0, there ewists a unique solution f : [0,00) x R? — R to the e-viscous
Muskat equation (@O2]).

Proof. From [CGO07], we have that the Muskat equation (I3) is locally wellposed in H*(R?)
for k > 4. Furthermore, they establish the continuation criteria that if 7' = T'(fo, k) is the
maximal time of existence for a solution f(t,-) € H*(R?), then

(97) T(fo,k) < o0 = lim ||f||CQ,B(R2)(t) = 00,
t—T—

for any 8 > 0. Their proof is all based on L?-energy estimates for the Muskat equation. In
particular, all of these results still hold for the e-viscous Muskat equation.

Thus for given fo € C2°(R?), we have that there is some maximal time T' = T(fo, k) > 0
such that there exists a smooth solution f : [0,7) x R? — R to the e-viscous Muskat
equation. The goal of the lemma then is to show in fact T' = oo.

By Lemma [0 we have that for any time ¢ > 0 and x € R? that

(9.8) [fllcre @ attay < C(E, fo) < o0,

for some « > 0 depending only on ||V fo||re. The bound C(¢, fo) can be taken to be
nonincreasing in time ¢ > 0.
Now consider the e-Muskat equation. We have for any 0 < § < T'(fy) that

6hf(t7x) - vmf(tv ‘T) i
(Onf(t, 2)? +|h[2)3/2

(9.9) Oif(t,x) — eApf(t,x) = / hdh € C*([6,T) x R?),

with C* norm depending only on § and fy. Thus f solves the heat equation with a uniformly
bounded C'* source term, so we get that

(9.10) Ifllcze < C(fo,8,a,€) < oo.

Though this C%“ bound does depend on € > 0, what is important is that the C%% norm of
f cannot blow up. Thus by the continuation criteria, we have that in fact T = T'(fy) = oo
proving the lemma. g

Lemma 9.3. Let fo € C°(R?) satisfy the assumptions of Lemmald2. Then there exists a
global classical solution f € C([0,00) x R?) N CL%((0,00) x R%) N L®([0,00); CT1(R?)) to
the Muskat equation (L3).

Proof. For every € > 0, we have that there exists a global smooth solution f() to the e-
regularized Muskat equation (@.2)). By the a priori estimates given in Lemma [0.1] we have

that the sequence (f(<)).~¢ is precompact in O} ([0, 00) x R?). Hence there is a sequence

ex — 0and f € C([0,00) xR%)NCL((0, 00) xR*)NL®([0, 00); C11(R?)) such that () — f

in L. As f( solve the e-system (I2)) with initial value f()(0,z) = fo(z) for all € > 0, we
thus have that the limit f solves the Muskat equation (L3]) with f(0,2) = fo(z) as well. O
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. 1
Theorem 9.1. Let fo € WH°(R?) satisfy ||V follLe < 7 and the growth bounds

QR
(9.11) i@ﬁg@h@+h%<m@H§Q@% /)éﬁd3<w-

Then there exists a unique classical solution f : [0,00) x R? — R to the Muskat equation
3] satisfying the previous estimates of sections[@l and[8.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that fo(0) = 0. In particular, this implies that

(9.12) [ follzee(Br) < UR).

Let ¢ € C°(By;0,1]) be a smooth cutoff function with ¢ =1 on By /5. Then for any M > 0,
we have that fo(z)¢ (45) € WH*°(R?™1). Furthermore whenever |z| < M and y € R,
we can bound the difference

(9.13)

fo@o (57) = fow)e (35 ‘ < lfo@) — fow)lo (15 ) + Ifo(a)]

o(3) -+ (30|

SQWFWD+Qmem{LCM_m}.

M

Thus as fo(z)¢ (%) = 0 outside of B, we have that for all z,y € R?~!
(9.14)

(@6 (57) = o006 (25) | < 9o = o) + 200y min {1, 21 — 000 ),

Note that for any fixed § > 0, we have that

o9 [y [ g 00D (i (L)),
é é

As () is integrably sublinear, we have that

T Q(R) . Q(R)log(R) _
(9.16) / 72 dR < o0 = hRni}lOI(ljf — % = 0.

1
Thus it follows that

L [QOD(R) T Q(R)
s s

for any fixed 6 > 0. Furthermore, the same reasoning shows
018)  timinf [1V2(fo0)6 (57 )l < [Vafollze +limint 200 — o gy,

Now let n € C2°(B;[0,00)) be a smooth mollifier with [ndz = 1. For any M > 0, let
na(z) = M?n (Mx). Define the smooth initial data

(9.19) 0@ = o0 (57)] *me(@) € C=®2).
Then by basic properties of mollifiers, (O.14) and (@I8) imply that
9:20) 176" (@) = [0 @I < Q0w =y, IVfE e < Ve [f00)6 (57)] e
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Thus for any M > 0, we have by Lemma that there exists a classical solution
fOD 2 [0,00) x R? — R to the Muskat equation ([3) with initial data féM). Passing
to a subsequence M} — oo we can assume that

o QM (R TQR
02 195 o = 19efalles [T ar— [Ear w0
§ §

It thus follows by the a priori estimates of Sections [ and Bl that the sequence (fM¥))y is
uniformly bounded in C([0,00) x R?) N CL%((0,00) x R?) N L2, ((0, 00); C11(R?)). Hence
by passing to a further subsequence, we have that there exists a function f : (0,00) x R?

solving the Muskat equation (L3]) such that
(9.22) FOM) 5 fin CL((0,00) x R2).

Furthermore, this solution f will satisfy all the previous a priori estimates. By Proposition
[B] we have that for k sufficiently large and ¢ < 1/2,

(9.23) @) = 10 10| < ot togte) + [ Sla),
1

it follows that

(9.24)

fote) = Fta)| < Ct [ —togto) + [ ZELaR |+ tmint (o) — 89 )] + 17O (1,) = S0,)
1
[ o

=Ct | —log(t) + dR

[T

Thus

(9.25) lim || fo(z) = f(t,2)[[L= =0,

so f:[0,00) x R? = R is a solution to the Muskat problem with initial data fo.
The estimates proven in previous propositions are enough to guarantee that f is a classical
solution of the Muskat equation in the sense of definition [T} with ||V f[|Le((0,00)xR2) =

1
[V follLoo (r2y < 7 So by Corollary [[2 f is the unique such solution.

7
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