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GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE ONE-PHASE MUSKAT PROBLEM

HONGIJIE DONG, FRANCISCO GANCEDO, AND HUY Q. NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. The free boundary problem for a two-dimensional fluid filtered in porous media is studied. This
is known as the one-phase Muskat problem and is mathematically equivalent to the vertical Hele-Shaw problem
driven by gravity force. We prove that if the initial free boundary is the graph of a periodic Lipschitz function,
then there exists a global-in-time Lipschitz solution in the strong L$°L?2 sense and it is the unique viscosity
solution. The proof requires quantitative estimates for layer potentials and pointwise elliptic regularity in
Lipschitz domains. This is the first construction of unique global strong solutions for the Muskat problem
with initial data of arbitrary size.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the dynamics of a two dimensional incompressible fluid permeating a homogeneous
porous medium. This physical phenomena is modeled by the classical Darcy law [37]

/LU(ZL’,y,t) = —Vx,yp(lﬂ,y,t) - p(07 1)7 Vw,y : u(:n,y,t) = 07 ($7y) € Qt C R27 te R—I-' (11)

Here w is the fluid velocity, p is the fluid pressure, and the positive constants p and p are respectively the
dynamic viscosity and fluid density. The permeability of the media and the gravitational acceleration have
been normalized for the sake of notational simplicity. This problem is known as the one-phase Muskat
problem [63]] and, interestingly, is mathematically equivalent to the vertical Hele-Shaw problem driven by
gravity. It is a fundamental parabolic free boundary problem in fluid mechanics. We should point out that
the horizontal Hele-Shaw problem driven by fluid injection or suction has a different nature and has been
studied extensively.

The fluid occupies a time-dependent domain €2; C R? whose boundary ¥; moves with the fluid
V(3) =u-n onXy = 0Q, (1.2)

where n is the outward pointing unit normal to >3;. Neglecting surface tension, the pressure is continuous
across the free boundary

pls, =0. (1.3)
One is interested in the geometry and regularity of the free boundary ¥ as time evolves. Regarding the ge-
ometry, there are two distinguished cases: graph and non-graph boundary. For both kinds of geometry, the
existence and uniqueness of strong solution for a short time have been established even for much more gen-

eral settings, including multi-phase, with rigid boundaries, with surface tension, nonconstant permeability.
See e.g. [42, 120, 45]] and more recent developments in [30, 16} 28}, 29} [7, 21} 611, 2| 3165 164} 147, |5, 4].

In this paper we are concerned with long-term dynamics of the Muskat problem. Global existence and
uniqueness of solutions have been obtained either when the initial free boundary is the graph of a small
function (in certain function spaces) [66 30} 44, 21, [27]] or is close to a circle [20} |24} 150]]. There are many
recent developments for the former in the direction of low regularity solutions. These include “medium
data” in the Wiener algebra [26, 25, /49| 51]], “medium data” in the Lipschitz norm [12| [13]], small data in
critical Sobolev spaces allowing for arbitrarily large slopes [33} 152} 5] and even infinite slope [4]. We note
that these norms are scaling invariant for the setting considered.
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The geometry has an interesting interplay with the regularity. It is known that for the two-phase problem
(two fluids separated by a free interface), some initial graph interfaces with large slopes can turn over,
passing from a stable regime to an unstable one [18]]. Subsequently the solutions lose regularity in finite
time [[16]]. On the other hand, there exist solutions that shift stability regime from stable to unstable and
then return back to stable [32]. Particles on the free boundary cannot collide along a smooth curve (splat
singularity) for both the two-phase [31] and one-phase problems [34]. However, the one-phase problem is
more singular in the sense that it can develop splash singularity [[17]] from some non-graph initial boundary,
while the two-phase problem cannot [53]]. Here, splash singularity occurs when two particles collide at a
single point on the free boundary while the boundary remains regular. The remaining less well-understood
scenario is the one-phase problem starting from graph initial boundaries. Then, it is known that in stark
contrast to its two-phase counterpart, the free boundary of the one-phase problem cannot turn over. Two
fundamental questions for this scenario are: 1) Does there exist a unique global solution? 2) If yes, what is
its long-term regularity?

In this paper we affirmatively answer the first question. More precisely, we prove that if the initial free
boundary is the graph of a periodic Lipschitz function, then there exists a global Lipschitz solution in the
strong L L2 sense, and hence almost everywhere. Moreover, it is the unique viscosity solution [36]. In
order to establish this result, we first show that the graph free boundary of the one-phase Muskat problem
obeys a nonlinear integro-differential equation.

Proposition 1.1. Assume that the fluid domain is given by

Q= {(z.y) €R?, y < f(z,1)}
for some function f(x,t) : R x [0,T] — R that is 27 periodic in x. Then, f obeys the equation

of = —kG(f)f, K= g (1.4)

Here, for f,g: T = R/2nZ — R the Dirichlet-Neumann operator G(f)g is given by
1 sin(x—a’)+sinh(f(z)— f(2'))0. f ()
Gifg = Ep.v./T cosh(f(z)— f(2'))—cos(x—x')

where 0 : T — R satisfies

1 1 sinh(f () — f(2')) =sin(z—2")0u f(x) ) s\
59(3:) + %p.v./T cosh(F(2)— (@) —cos(z—a) O(x")dx" = 0pg(x). (1.6)

We shall prove using deep results from layer potential theory for C'' and Lipschitz domains [46] [68] that
G(f)g is well-defined in L?(T) with a quantitative bound, provided that f € W1°°(T) and g € H(T).
Our main result is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.2. For all fo € W1°(T), there exists
f € O(T x [0,00)) N L=([0,00); WH(T)),  8f € L2([0,00); L*(T))
such that f|i—o = fo, f satisfies (L4) in L°L2, and

If @) llwreory < Ifollwroory ae t>0.
Moreover, f is the unique viscosity solution of (L4) and is stable in L*°(T).

0(z")da', (1.5)

Remark 1.3. We shall prove in Theorem[6.3]that viscosity solutions of (I.4) obey the comparison principle.
Consequently, every modulus of continuity of fj is preserved by f(¢) for all ¢t > 0.

It turns out that sufficiently smooth solutions of the one-phase Muskat problem obey the comparison princi-
ple. See Proposition and [3]. As a consequence, so long as the free boundary remains to be a graph, its
slope is bounded by the initial slope. Thus starting from a Lipschitz graph, any sufficiently smooth solution
must be a graph.
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The comparison principle has been discovered for other free boundary problems including the Stefan prob-
lem [18, 158} 159]] and the horizontal Hele-Shaw problem [11} 58} [19]. Motivated by the fact that these models
may develop singularities in finite time, the notion of viscosity solutions, introduced by Crandall and Li-
ons [36]], has been employed to construct global solutions past singularities. In the aforementioned works,
viscosity solutions for the unknown scalars are merely continuous and so are their zero level sets—the free
boundary. Consequently, the dynamics of the free boundary is not satisfied in the classical sense (point-
wise). This is also the case for variational weak solutions constructed in [43},157]]. Higher regularity of weak
(viscosity or variational) solutions to these problems has been studied in [I8, 22} [23]]. In particular, for the
horizontal one-phase Hele-Shaw problem, the authors in [22] proved that if the initial Lipschitz norm of the
free boundary is small, then for a short time the unique viscosity solution satisfies the equations pointwise.
We also mention that by using the methodology of convex integration, non-unique weak solutions have been
constructed in the purely unstable [48), 114, 62]] and partially unstable scenarios [15].

As far as the Muskat problem is concerned, to the best of our knowledge there has not been any global
well-posedness result for initial data of arbitrary size, either for weak or strong solutions. We should point
out that for the two-phase problem, the authors in [39] proved the existence (without uniqueness) of global
weak solutions that are monotone in R. In order to obtain viscosity solutions that satisfy the equation almost
everywhere, one cannot appeal to the Perron method as in the aforementioned works. Instead, we construct
solutions by the vanishing viscosity approach. More precisely, for small € > 0 we consider the approximate
equation

O fe = —KG(f°)f° + 02 f5. (1.7

The added viscous term €92 f¢ retains the comparison principle for smooth solutions. The first difficulty
is to establish global regularity for with large data. This is done in Proposition [3.3] via the layer
potential representation (L.3)-(1.6) of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator G(f)g and a careful decomposition
of its singular and non-singular parts. An important ingredient in its proof is the L? bound

1G(f)gllL2ry < C(1+ HfHLip(’]T))2HargHL2(’]T)> (1.8)

where the slope || f||1ip(r) is controlled for all time. The proof of (L8) relies on a quantitative bound for the
inverse (37— K*[f])~"!, where K[f] is the boundary double layer potential for the fluid domain {y < f(z)}.
This is established in Section @l Under the C* regularity condition for the boundary, a similar bound was
obtained [28]. The quantitative bound is also crucial to the uniform L? bound for the solution 6° of (L.6)
with f = f. Finally, from the uniform Lipschitz bound for f¢ and the uniform L? bound for 6%, we are
able to pass to the limit € — 0 in equations (L4)-(L3) and (L.6]) using a decomposition into small and large
scales inspired by [26} [25]]. We thus obtain a global Lipschitz solution in the strong L{°L2 sense.

An advantage of the viscosity regularization is that one can show, in a direct manner, that the con-
structed solution f is also a viscosity solution (see Definition [6.1)). The proof of this makes use of the
contraction estimate for the Dirichlet-Neumann operator associated to two different domains [65]]. In order
to obtain the uniqueness of viscosity solutions we prove that they obey the comparison principle. By the
sup and inf-convolution technique, this reduces to proving the consistency of viscosity solutions. That is,
if a viscosity solution is smooth (C1'!) at a point (x0,to) then it satisfies equation (L4) classically at the
same point. It is known that the harmonic extension ¢ of f to the domain {y < f(x)} is C! at the boundary
point (zp, f(xo)) in all nontangential directions (see, for instance, [9, Lemma 11.17]), so that G(f)f is
classically well-defined at xy. However, without min-max formulas available at hand as in [10, 67, |19], the
C! regularity seems insufficient. Here, we prove that in two dimensions, the harmonic extension ¢ is in fact
C1 at (xg, f(z0)) with quantitative estimates (see Theorem 2.12]and Corollary 2.14)). This pointwise C'**
regularity for harmonic functions in Lipschitz domains is of independent interest. It allows us to reduce to
the Dirichlet-Neumann operator for an interior disk tangent to {y = f(z)} at (xo, f(z¢)), so that an explicit
integral formula can be used (see Proposition to conclude the consistency of viscosity solutions.
3



2. THE DIRICHLET-NEUMANN OPERATOR
Notation 2.1. For any set © € R%, we denote

| o
Lip(©) = {g:0 5 R [gllipoy == sup LD 9N

< oo}.
z,yeO0,x#y |33‘ - y|

For o € (0, 1] we say that g is C*® at g € O if there exists v € R3 and positive numbers M and + such
that

lg(z) — g(z0) —v- (z — z0)| < M|z — 20|'T* Vo €Q, |z — x| < 7. (2.1)
If xg is an interior point of O then implies that Vg(z) exists and equals v.

Notation 2.2. For f : T¢ — R we denote
Q ={(z.f(2) 2z €T y < f(x)}, T={(f(2)):2€T}, (2.2)

N
N = (0. (@)D, (o) = @3)
For ¢ : 2y — R and 29 € X we denote by
lim ¢(z) (2.4)

Z— N 20
the limit of ¢ when €2 > z — 2 in the direction of V.

Notation 2.3. For 2o € R™, m > 1 we denote the ball of radius r centered at xg by B,.(z¢). When zy = 0,
we shall write B, = B,.(0).

2.1. Definition and global properties.

Definition 2.4. For f : T? — R, the Dirichlet-Neumann operator G(f) is defined by

(GU)9) () = Owo(a, f(@) 5= lim 1 [6((w, f) + AN @) = bl f@)], @)

where ¢(x,y) solves the elliptic problem

{Aw(b =0 inQy,

$x, f(x)) = g(x),  Vayd € L*(Qy). (2.6)

When f and g are time-dependent, we write
(G(Ng)(x,t) = (G(£(1)g(t)) (x)- 2.7
The one-phase Muskat problem has a compact reformulation in terms of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator.
Proposition 2.5. If the fluid domain is given by )¢ for some f(x,t) : R x (0,T) — R, then f satisfies
of =—rG(f)f on(0,T), (2.8)
where k = p/pu.

This reformulation has been exploited in [3. 65} 164, 47]. We recall its proof for completeness.

Proof. Let ¢ = p + py denote the ‘hydraulic head’. From Darcy’s law (L1) we have yu = -V, ,q and
A, yq = 0in Q5. Moreover, (L3) implies ¢(x, f(x)) = pf(x). By the definition of the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator, at any fixed time we have

p(G(F)f) (@) = (G(f)(pf))(x) = N(2) - Vaya(z, f(2)) = —puN(2) - u(z, f(2)).
For graph boundary, (I.2) yields

O f(x,t) = N(z,t) - u(f(z,t),t) = —

4

L z
M(G(f)f)( 1),



which finishes the proof of ([2.8]). O

In order to define G(f)g we first study the well-posedness of the elliptic problem (2.6). It was proved in

Proposition 3.6 [63] that (Z.6) has a unique variational solution when f € Lip(R%) and g € H %(Rd). of
course, this is only nonstandard when the domain is unbounded. Adaption to horizontally periodic domains
is straightforward. To fix notation for later purposes, we prove

Proposition 2.6. Ler f € Lip(T%) and g € H %(']Td). Then there exists a unique variational solution
¢ € Hl(Qf) to 2.6), where

H'(Qy) = {u € Lipe(2) : Viyu € L*(Q)}/R (2.9)
endowed with the norm HuHHl(Qf) = [[Vul z2(q,). Moreover, ¢ satisfies
19l 71,y < CA+ HfHLip(Td))”gHH%(Td)' (2.10)

We shall refer to the solution ¢ of [2.6) as the harmonic extension of g to §2y.

Proof. According to Theorem[A.2] there exists g € H'(Qy) such that Tr(g) = g and

lglis ) < OO+ 1 lnipra)lgl @.11)

Denote
HY(Qy) = {u € HY(Qy) : Tr(u) = 0}, (2.12)

where the trace operator Tr : H'(Q) — H 3 (T) is given in Theorem [A.Tl We then define ¢ solution to
@.6) to be

p=u+g, (2.13)
where u is the unique variational solution in H&(Q ) of the equation —A, u = Ay y,g. Thatis, u €
H{ () satisfies

/Q Vet - Veypdrdy = — ; Viyg Vaeypdrdy Vo e H&(Qf). (2.14)
f f

Since HOI(Q ) is a Hilbert space, the existence and uniqueness of u is guaranteed by the Lax-Milgram
theorem. From (2.14) we have

Vay® - Vaeypdrdy =0 Vo e H&(Qf). (2.15)

Qp
Moreover, inserting ¢ = u in (2.14) we obtain (2.10) from 2.11). We note that the solution constructed by
(2.13) and (2.14) is independent of the choice of g. O

With Proposition at hand, a straightforward adaptation of the results in [[1} [38}, 65]], which hold for the
non-periodic setting, yields

Proposition 2.7 ([l Theorem 3.8] and [63] Proposition 3.7]). If f € Lip(T<) and g € H= (T?), then G(f)g
is well-defined in H -3 (T?) and there exists a universal constant C' such that

1G4 oy < COAF 1 lipera))* 9l 4 o (2.16)

)

In higher Sobolev spaces, the Dirichlet-Neumann operator obeys the following tame estimate.
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Proposition 2.8 ([38, Proposition 2.13]). Let sy > 1 + g and o > L. Then there exists a nondecreasing

2
function F : Rt — RT such that

1G9l o1 (vay < FULF I 20 (ay) (||9HH0(W) + HfHH‘T(’]I‘d)HgHHSO(Td)> (2.17)
forall f, g € H™{s0,7}(T),

Despite its nonlocality with respect to the boundary, the Dirichlet-Neumann operator has the contraction
property given in the next result.

Proposition 2.9 ([65, Corollary 3.25]). Let sy > 1 + % and o € [%, So]. Then there exists a nondecreasing
function F : R™ — R™ such that

1G(f1)g — G(f2)gll o1 (ray < F(I(f1, f2)ll o ray) 11 — F2ll o (xayllgl] o (ray
forall f;, g € H(T?).

2.2. Pointwise properties in two dimensions.

2.2.1. Pointwise CY estimate for harmonic functions. Suppose that U is a Lipschitz domain in R2. For
(w0, 10) € R? and r > 0, we denote U,.(x9,y0) = B, (0,v0) N U and U,. = U,.(0). We also define the half
ball as

Bj(.%’(),yo) = {(‘Tvy) € Br(x()?yo) Yy > yO}'
We assume that 0 € QU. Suppose that there exists some ¢ > 0 such that in a coordinate system, OU N By,
can be represented by a Lipschitz graph with Lipschitz constant L > 0.

Let u be a harmonic function in U, which vanishes on OU.

Lemma 2.10. Under the conditions above, there exist ey = (L) > 0 and My = My(L) > 0 such that
u € C’%%O(UTO) and

_3_
[l < Myry 2 EOHUHLQ(UQTO). (2.18)

1
C§+50(UTO)

Proof. By scaling, we may assume that 7o = 1 and |u| 12(U;) = 1. By the boundary De Giorgi-Nash-Moser
estimate, we know that
lall oo 0y ) < ML) (2.19)

Now we fix a point (zg,y0) € OU N Bj. Since QU N By can be represented by a Lipschitz graph with
Lipschitz constant L > 0, we may assume that
Uy o0, 90) C {(#,y) € Byja(w0,50) : ¥ — yo > —L|z — xol}. (2.20)

Let 8 =tan"'(1/L) € (0,%),y =m/(2m — B) € (3, 1), and define

v(z,y) = |[ull e, ) Re( — 2ilz — 2o +i(y — y0)])” (cos((m — B)y)) ™"

In view of (2.20), it is also easily seen that v is a harmonic function in Uy /o (x0,Y0). Moreover, v > 0 on
oU N By a(o,yo) and v > ||UHLOO(U3/2) on U N 9By 5(w0, o). By the comparison principle, we have
|u| < wvin Uj9(20,y0), which implies that

ol
lu(z,y)| < M|(z — z0)* + (y — y0)*|2 ||UHL°°(U3/2)
in Uy /2(70,y0). This together with (2.19) and the interior regularity of harmonic functions complete the
proof with g = v — % g

We remark that alternatively the above Holder estimate can be obtained by using the W14+ estimate by
Jerison-Kenig [56] and the Morrey embedding.
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Assumption 2.11. There exist constants My, ro > 0 and function v in (—rg, ro) such that in a coordinate
system

$(0) =¢'(0) =0, U, ={(z,y) € Byy: y > ¥(2)},
and for any r € (0,r9),
{(z,y) € B, : y > Myr*} C U,. (2.21)

Moreover, U satisfies the exterior ball condition at 0 with radius 1/Mj.

Note that if OU is C1! at 0 € QU, then Assumption is satisfied.

Theorem 2.12. Under the conditions above, u is C1® at 0, i.e., for any (x,y) € U such that /2% + y2 <
ro, we have

Lo o o
fu(e,y) — (@) - Voyu(O)] < Mle? + 92 5 152 lul 20, (2.22)

where M > 0 is a constant depending only on Myrg, and L, and o € (0, 1) is a small constant depending
only on L.

First, by scaling we may assume that 79 = 1, so that the new My becomes Myrg, and €y and L remain the
same. Moreover, by dividing u by a constant we may also assume that ||u|| 2(w) = L.

Since QU satisfies an exterior ball condition, by using a barrier argument, we know that w is Lipschitz at 0
and

lu(z,y)| < M(2? + 4?5 in Us. (2.23)
By the Caccioppoli inequality, it is easily seen that for r € (0, 1),

Ve yull 2w, ) < MrHlull 2w,y < M, (2.24)
where we used (2.23)) in the second inequality. It follows from the reverse Holder’s inequality (see, for
instance, [54, Ch. V]) and (2.24)) that there exists pg = po(L) > 2 such that

2
HV%yuHLpO U) < Mrwo. (225)

Now we take a smooth domain E such that B;'/?)

Er($07y0) = {(:an) € R2 : T_l(x —20,Y — yO) € E}7
Ly (20,y0) = {(%,y) € OE:(%0,%0) : ¥y = Yo}
Clearly, for r sufficiently small, by (Z.21)) we have E,.(0, Myr?) C U,..

Take a smooth function 7 = 7(s) on R such that n(s) = 0 in (—oo, 1) and 7(s) = 1 in (2,00). Denote
nr(s) = n(s/(Mgr?)). A simple calculation reveals that u(z,y)n. (y) satisfies

Am,y(u($a y)n-(y)) = 8y(w77,~) + 8yw77,~ in E,.(0, M07"2)

and u(x, y)n,(y) = 0 on I',.(0, Myr?). Note that the right-hand side is supported in a narrow strip {(z,y) €
U, : Mor? < y < 2Mqr?}.

We decompose un,. in E,.(0, M0T2) as follows. Let w = w, be a weak solution to

Agyw = Oy(un),) + dyun. in E.(0, Mor?)

CEC B;r/4. For any (7o, o) € R? and 7 > 0, denote

with the zero Dirichlet boundary condition on OF; (0, Morz). Then v = v, = un, — w satisfies
Agy,v=0 in E.(0, Morz)
and v = 0 on I,.(0, Mor?).



Estimates of w. Since E,.(0, Mor?) is smooth, by the W1 estimate, we know that for any p < oo, w €
WLP(E,.(0, Myr?)). Notice that 1\.(y) < M|y — v (z)|~!. By using Hardy’s inequality and a duality
argument (see the proof of [41, Theorem 3.5]), we have

IVeywllze e, 0,m0r2)) < MVl oo, ngy<ernry)- (2.26)
Now we fix p = % and let ¢ > 1 be such that % = % — plo. Using (2.26), Holder’s inequality, and (2.23),
we get
3 243
IVaywllze e, 0,m0r2)) < M| Vayulleo w,nfy<errrzyre < Mreo e (2.27)
By the zero boundary condition and the Morrey embedding, from (2.27) we obtain
1—2
lllze ooy < Mrewliwl g o)
1—2
< Mr?[Vwl| o (5, 0,M0r2))
_2,2 .3 1
< Mr' T e te = et (2.28)

Estimates of v. Since B;r/z(O, Myr?) C E,(0, Mgr?), we know that v is harmonic in B:'/2(0, Myr?) and
vanishes on the flat boundary. By the boundary estimate for harmonic functions,

-1
IVayollo st 0,00r2)) < M0l oo (57 0,102
which together with (2.28)) and the Lipschitz regularity of « at 0 implies that
Hvr,yUHLoo(BjM(o,MOTZ)) < M. (2.29)
Moreover, by [40, Lemma 2.5], for any linear function ¢ of y,
2 -2
IVayoll o5t 000r2)) < M7 lv = 5||Loo(3j/2(o,Mor2))-

Thus by the mean value theorem and because v(0, Mor?) = 9,v(0, Mor?) = 0, for any x € (0,1/4),

[v—(y— MOT2)8yU(O= MOT2)HLOO(B§T(0,MOTZ))

2
< Mk ||U_€||Loo(3:r/2(07M0T2))- (2.30)

Estimates of u. Recall that un, = w + v in E,.(0, Myr?). Combining 2.28) and 2.30) gives
[ — (y — Mor®)9yv(0, Mor®) || oo (55 0.010r2))
. 141
S ,2\4’,‘432 lnf HUT]T - (a + by)”LOO(B;F/Z(O,MOTQ)) + MT +¢Z_ (231)

a,beR

1 .
By the C'27°0 estimate (2.18), we also have

[u(l =)oy < sup  u(z,y)]
Urﬂ{y<2M07‘2}

= sup lu(z,y) — u(z,(x))] < Myplt2e0,
Urn{y<2Mor2}

Combining the above inequality, (2.29), and (2.31)) yields that for any « € (0, §),
i f B b . < Mr2 inf o b - Mylta
Jof flu— (a4 0L w,,) < MA™ ok flu—(a+by)|r=w,) + Mr™e,

where o« = min{2¢, %} By a standard iteration argument, we then get

inf |ju— b)) || 1oo sy < Mrite
}gleRllu (a+by)llLee,) < Mr T,
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i.e., for any r € (0, 1), there exist constants a, and b, such that

[ = (ar + bey) || oo,y < Mr'H, (2.32)
Lemma 2.13. We have
lu(0) — a,| < Mrite (2.33)
and forany 5 < s <r <1,
lbs — by| < Mr®. (2.34)

Proof. The inequality (2.33) follows directly from (2.32). For (2.34)), by the triangle inequality, for any
(z,y) € Us,

[(as + bsy) — (ar + bry)|

< fu(z,y) — (as + bsy)| + u(z,y) — (ar + byy)| < Mri*e,
This together with (2.33]) implies (2.34). The lemma is proved. O

Proof of Theorem 2121 From (2.34) we see that b, is convergent as r — 0. Let b* be the limit. Then again
from (2.34)), we have

b — b,| < M. (2.35)
Combining (2.32), 2.33), and (2.33)), we reach
[u(a,y) = byl < Mz + 32| 5",
which gives (2.22)) with 9,u(0) = 0 and 9,u(0) = b*. The theorem is proved. O

Corollary 2.14. Assume that f € W1°°(T) is C*! at xy € T. Then the harmonic extension ¢ of f to Qy
is CY at (g, f(xo)) in the following quantitative sense. Let y € (0,1) and My > 0 be such that

|f(2) = f(x0) — B f(w0)(x — 0)| < Molx — xo|* ]z — m0| <.
Then there exists a € (0, 1) depending only on | f||yw1.0 (), and there exists M > 0 depending only on
| f w00 (T)y and My, such that

14+«

|6(x,y) = f(20) — (& — x0,y — f(20)) - Vd(wo, f(x0))| < My~ =*|(x — 20)? + (y — f(0))?| 2
for all (z,y) € Qg satisfying (|x — xo|*> + |y — f(:z:o)|2)% <.

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that (x¢, f(x0)) = (0,0). Let p = ¢ — y so that p is harmonic in
Q¢ and vanishes on 0€2¢. Since OS2 is a Lipschitz graph globally, Theorem 2.12]implies that

LHa o a
p(z,y) = (2,9) - Vaup(0)| < M|2* +4°| 2 v lIplli2,np.,), Va2 +y2 <y, (236)

where « and M are as in the statement. Since f € W'°°(T), in (2.I3) we can take g(z,y) = f(z)x(y —
f(z)), where the cutoff x is supported on [—1,0] and identically 1 on [—3,0]. Then ¢ = u + g, where
u € H}(Sy) and lgllzr @) < C([fllwre). In the bounded strip 2y, = {f(z) — 2y <y < f(z)},
Poincaré’s inequality yields

lullz2@,.) < 290 Vayullz2@,) < 29(IVaygllz,) < O fllwree)
upon recalling 2.14). In addition, ||g||z2(0;nB,,) < CovV||fllLec(r), Where Cy is an absolute constant. It

follows that ||¢||12(0;nB,,) < YCO(||f|lw1ec). Finally, inserting p = ¢ — y into (2.36) we conclude the
proof. U
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2.2.2. Pointwise comparison principle for Dirichlet-Neumann.

Proposition 2.15. Let fi, fo € Wh(T) be CY1 at xg. If fi(x) < fo(x) forall z € T and f1(z0) =
fa(zo), then G(f;)f; are classically well-defined at xo and

(G(f1)11) (o) = (G(f2) f2) (x0)- (2.37)

Proof. Let ¢; be the harmonic extension of f; to {2; = (2. as given by Proposition 2.6] Then p; := ¢; — y
are harmonic in ; and identically vanish on 92; = {(z,y) : y = f;(z)}. Since x is a C1! boundary point,
Theorem implies that the normal derivatives dx,p;, where N;(z) = (—0,f;(x),1), are classically
well-defined at zo. Consequently, in view of the definition (2.3]), we have

(G(f)£5)(@0) = ON,(20) (05 + ) (20, [ (20)) = On,(w0)Pi (0, fi(20)) + 1 (2.38)
are classically well-defined at (x¢, f(z0)). We first claim that
pi(z,y) >0 a.e. Q;. (2.39)

If ¢; are smooth then so do p; and (2.39)) is a consequence of the maximum principle for harmonic functions.
Here, following Proposition 4.3 [63]] we prove (2.39) for variational solutions. Indeed, recall from (2.13)
that

/ Viy® - Vaeypdrdy =0 VYo € HY(Q)). (2.40)
Q;

Inserting ¢ = min{¢ — infra f;,0} € HE(Q;) into ZA0) gives
inf 6 > inf J;. 2.41)

On the other hand, by choosing ¢ = max{¢ — supya f;,0} we obtain
sup ¢; < sup f;. (2.42)
. Td

J
It follows from @2.41) that p; > 0 for y < infye f;. Hence, p; = min{p;,0} identically vanishes in

{(z,y) 1y < infya f;} and p; € H&(Qj) Thus inserting ¢ = p; into (2.40) and replacing ¢; = p; +y
we obtain

/ \EX I pr;d:ndy = —/ aypj_dxdy
Q; Q;

— Oyp- dxdy = p_ (x,inf f;) = 0.
/inde fi<y<fj(zx) J J Td

This implies fQj Vaypj |2 = 0 and thus p; > 0 a.e. ;. We obtain the claim (2.39).

Since f1 < fa, we have Q1 C Q9 and p := p; — py satisfies p(z, f1(z)) = —p2(x, f1(x)) < 0 by virtue of
(2.39). In addition, noticing p = ¢1 — ¢ we find from (2.40) that

Veyp - Vaypdrdy =0 Vo € Hy(Q1).
1951
Then as for (2.42), upon choosing ¢ = max {p — sup,epa(p(z, fi(z))),0} we obtain

supp < sup (p(z, f1())) < 0.
951 zeTd

Therefore, p attains the zero maximum at the boundary point (xg, f1(x)). In addition, we have N;(zg) =
No(zg) since O, f1(x0) = Oz f2(x0) at the maximum point z¢ of f; — fo. We deduce that
0 < ON, (20)P(T0, [1(20)) = ON, (20)P1(T0, f1(20)) — Ony (o) P2(Z0, f2(0)).

Then (2.37) follows from this and (2.38). O
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Remark 2.16. Proposition 2.13]is valid in all dimensions. Indeed, Theorem 2.12] was only used to conclude
that the normal derivatives Oy, p; are classically well-defined at (o, f;(0)). However, the same conclusion
can be deduced from [9, Lemma 11.17] which is valid in all dimensions. On the other hand, the stronger C'¢
regularity obtained in Theorem 2.12] will be crucial in the proof of the comparison principle for viscosity
solutions in Section [6l

3. CONTOUR DYNAMICS

In this section, we use potential theory to express the Dirichlet-Neumann operator, thereby obtaining a
contour dynamics reformulation of the Muskat problem.

The Newtonian kernel for T x R is
1
N(z):4—ln(coshy—cosw), z=(z,y) € T xR. (3.1)
T

We shall identify functions defined on T to functions defined on the graph ¥ = {(z, f(z)) : = € T}.

Precisely, i : T — R is identified to & : ¥ — R defined by h(z, f(z)) = h(x). The double layer potential
associated to s for a function h : T — R is

KIfIh(z) = /2 (BueN) (= — 2)h()d

1 [sin(x —2")0, f(2') — sinh(y — f(2"))

" 4m Jp cosh(y — f(z')) — cos(z — ')
where z = (z,y) € (T x R) \ X and 2’ = (2, f(2')) € X. Clearly, K[f]h(z) is harmonic on (T x R) \ X.
A direct calculation using (hyperbolic) trigonometric identities gives

(3.2)
h(z")dz',

tanh(y_f(xl)) _ lsin(x —2")0, f(2') — sinh(y — f(2'))
Our (arctan tan(25%) ) "2 cosh(y — f(#')) —cos(z — ')
Hence,
f@&)
K[flh(z) = / Oy arctan %)h(m')dw’. (3.3)

The single layer potential is

S[flh(z,y) = i /Tln (cosh(y — f(2)) — cos(z — 2'))h(2')dz’, (x,y) € T x R. 3.4

Note that the preceding single layer potential differs from the one in [46} 68] by the arc length element
1+ [0 f (2")[>.
The boundary double layer potential is

K(f]h(z) = p. 1 /sm(m—ﬂ?)@ . f (2') — th(f(:n)—f(:n’))h(x,)dx/

e cosh(f(x) — f(2')) — cos(x — ') 35)
[@)=f(a") 3.
= —pv.— / Oy arctan tanh(™ ))h(x')dx',
tan (£ 29” )
where z = (z, f(z)) and 2’ = (2, f(2')). The adjoint of K[f]is
. B 1 tanh(f(m);f(m,)) , ,
K*[flh(x) = —p.. 2 - Or <arctan an () >h(:L' )dx 6

1 smh(f(ac) — f(2)) —sin(x — 2")0, f (x)
Am COSh(f(:ﬂ — f(&")) — cos(z — ')

h(x")dx'.

=Dp.v



If f € Lip(T) and h € LP(T) for some p € (1,00) then the nontangential limit

lim Kh(z) = (%1 + K)h(2) 37

035z'—z

holds a.e. z € T (see Theorem 1.10 [68]). Consequently, the unique solution ¢ of the Dirichlet problem
[2.6) is given by

¢ = IC(%I + K)™1g. (3.8)

It was proved in Section 4 [[68] that for Lipschitz domains, the mappings

%1 + K IP(T) — IP(T), pe [2,00), (3.9)
%1 + K : WH(T) — WhP(T), pe(1,2], (3.10)
%I—K* L LE(T) — LX(T), pe (1,2 G.11)

are invertible. Here, L{)(T) denotes the space of zero mean functions in L?(T).

Proposition 3.1. For f € Lip(T) and g € H'(T), we have for a.e. x € T that

(@fo)w) = o [ T P T gy o
1 / / / /
= Ep.v./qrax In (cosh(f(x) — f(z")) — cos(x — x ))H(x )dx', (3.13)
where
0= (%I—K*)_l(ax ). (3.14)

Proof. Applying (3.8]) we have that the unique solution ¢ to 2.6) is ¢ = KO with © = (%I + K)~!g. Note
that © € H'(T) in view of (3.10). Setting § = 9,0 € L?*(T) we deduce from (3.3)) that

tanh y—f(z')
P(z,y) = L / arctan L_Q,)H(x')da:', (z,y) € T x R.
27 Jr tan(*5%)

It follows from (3.3)) and (3.6)) that

fanh (L)1)

tan (5% )

0. K[f]O(x) = p.v.i am<arctan )>8w®(x')d:n' = —K*[f]0(x),

27TT

whence 0 = 9,(31 + K)lg = (31 — K*)710,9.
For (z,y) € (T x R) \ ¥, we compute

o snb(y — /)
Du(2,y) = AT /11‘ cosh(y — f(z')) — cos(z — 3:’)9( ',

1 sin(x — 2') N
yd(@,y) = AT /T cosh(y — f(2')) — cos(z — w’)e( dz.
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Set T'(x) = (1,0, f(x)) to be the tangent to . For Qf > (Z,y) —n (z, f(x)), by the definition (2.3]) and
the mean-value theorem, we have

(G(g)(x) = N(z) - (Vayo)(Z,y)

i L [ sinh(y — f(2)0,f(2) +sin@E—2)
= 1 .
G oo B Jy cosh(y — F(@) —cos(E ) 4

= lim T(x)-VS[flO(z,y).
Gl 1y T@)- VS0, )

Since f € Lip(T) and # € L?(T), Theorem 1.6 [68] asserts that the tangential derivative of S[f]6 is
continuous up to the boundary. That is,

(54/)—)1}\7%,]”(90)) T(x)-VS[fl0(z,y) =T (x) - VS[f]0(z, f(z))

for a.e. x € T. Therefore, for a.e. x € T we obtain
(G(g)(x) =T(z)- VS[flb(z, f(z))

[ (@) — )OS s =) (G9)
 An '/T cosh(f(x) — f(a')) — cos(x — z’) b(@)dr,

proving (3.12). Finally, since

sin(z — ') + sinh(f(z) — f(2'))0. f(z) 2 eos ) £ — con(a — o
cosh(f(z) — f(z')) — cos(x — z/) =01 < h(f(z) — f(z")) ( )), (3.16)

we obtain (3.13]). O

lim
@y)— N (z,f(x))

Proposition [L 1l follows at once from Propositions 2.5 and

4. QUANTITATIVE BOUND FOR INVERSE OF DOUBLE LAYER POTENTIAL

According to BI1), 37 — K* : L3(T) — L3(T) in invertible provided that the boundary f of € is
Lipschitz. This is sufficient to deduce the unique solvability of the Neumann problem in Lipschitz domain
with L? data [68]. However, in order to obtain uniform bounds for approximate solutions of the Muskat
problem we shall need a quantitative bound for the inverse of %I — K*. This is the content of the next
proposition.

Proposition 4.1. There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that
1 - s

Proof. In order to get this result, we will show that there exists a constant M = C(1 + ||0,f|| Loo(T))5/ 2

with C' > 1 such that

il - K~
I S O Y —— -
M =G+ KX (1))l czr)
We claim that yields
1 *
[nllzzery < 2M”(§[ = K[z Yne€ Lg(T). (4.3)

This in turn implies the desired bound @I)). Indeed, if @3) is false then there exists 71 € LZ(T) with
”771HL3(T) = 1 such that

GG~ KD m)gen) < 577
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Then

1 x 1 . 1 1
I+ KD g ery = Imllzzeny = 1GL = KX D0z > 1= 557 > 5
but using again we find the opposite:
1 . 1 . 1
1L+ KX [FDm)llezery < MIGT = K[ )l Lz r) < 5-
2 0 2 0 2
This finishes the proof of (4.3). Now we prove that
1 * 1 *
IGGT = K (Dlrzery < MIGT+ K [z ¥n € Li(T)- (44
2 0 2 0

Recall that the single layer potential given by

S[flm)(x,y) = % /7T In (cosh(y — f(2")) — cos(x — w’))n(w')dw' = H(z,y). 4.5)

4 —T
With Q = {(z,y) : z € T,y < f(x)}, H satisfies (see [68])

ALyH(ﬂj,y) :07 (:L'vy) € QU(R2\Q)7
ONH(z, f(z)) = (=31 + K*[f])(n)(z) ae.z €T, (4.6)
OfH (x, f(2)) = (51 + K*[f)(n)(z) ae.z€T,

where Oy is the normal derivative from inside the domain €2 and 0%, is to the normal derivative from inside
the complementary set Q¢ = R? \ 0. By Theorem 1.6 [68]], the tangential derivative 9, H is continuous
across the 0€). Thus we shall not distinguish the tangential derivative of H when approaching 0f2 from
either side. Since fT ndx = 0 we can write

Hiz.y) - /Tln (cosh(y — f(2")) — cos(z — xl))n(x/)daz/

coshy — cosx

sinh?(¥=L@)) 4 gin2(z=z’
/ln( ( 22 ) .2( 2 )>77(33,)d33,
T sinh® ¥ + sin” §
and deduce that as |y| — oo, H(z,y) is bounded and V H decay uniformly in z € T.

We consider a compactly supported vector field V' (z,y) given by
where the function G(z, y) is given by

(4.8)

G(ﬂj‘ y) _ ’I’L(:L'), zeT, |y| < 2||f||L°°(']T) + 2,
’ 0 elsewhere,

and ['s(x, y) is a smooth approximation of the identity with compact support. The parameter 6 > 0 is taken
small enough so that

Viz, f(x)) -n(x) > Vo € T. 4.9)

DO =

One could check that
[V]ze <1 and [[VV|pe <C=0(51), (4.10)

where C is independent of f.
Let us recall the Rellich identity for V' and H:

/ v-nyVHy%zaz/ 28nH(V-VH)da+/(V-V)]VH]QdX—/2(VVVH)-VHdX, 4.11)
o0 o0 Q Q
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where VV is a 2 x 2 matrix acting on V H. Using this together with the normal and tangential decomposition
for VH = (0, H)n + (0 H)T gives

/ v.nyanHPda:—/ 2anHaTHV-Tda+/ V |0 H|*do
o0 o0 o0

—/(V-V)|VH|2dX+/ 2(VVVH) - -VHdX.
Q Q

Condition (4.9), Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities yield
1

—/ |0, H|*do <(1+ 8|yV\\Loo)HV|yLoo/ |0-H|*do + 3||VV || L / |VH|*dX.
4 Jog 00 Q
Plugging in the bounds for V in (4.10)) we find that
/ |0, H |*do 336/ 0. H|*do + 120/ \VH|?dX. (4.12)
oN oN Q

Using the boundedness of H and the decay of VH as |y| — oo, we can integrate by parts to obtain

/ \VH|?dX = / VH-V[H — H(—n, f(—7))]dX :/ [H — H(—=, f(—n))]0,Hdo.  (4.13)

Q Q oN

By the fundamental theorem of calculus and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality,

Hx, f(2)) — H(-m f(—m)| = | [ 0.H (', f(a) /T T 10aF (&) Pde’

—Tr

< ([ presneviTmsera) ([ V)

1
< ,/%HNHLM(T)(/QQ oo

It follows from this and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality for (4.13)) that

1 1
/|VH|2dX < 27THNHL00(T)</ |aTH|2da)2(/ 0 Pdo ). (4.14)
Q o0 o0

Plugging above inequality into (4.12)) and using Young’s inequality we get

/ |0, H|*do < 2(12C7)?|| N[ () / 0, H|*do. (4.15)
o0 o0
Next, we employ the Rellich identity (Z.11)) for V and H in Q¢ = R?\ Q to get

1

= / |VH|*do < / 20CH(V - VH)do + / (V-V)|VH?dX — | 2(VVVH)-VHdX

2 Joq o0 Qe Qe

< 2(/8Q|8§H|2da)%</m|VH|2da>% +30/QC VH2dX.

As before, using Young’s inequality and (4.14]) for (2¢ we obtain

1 1 1
_/ wm%g/ ]85H]2da+6C7THNHLoo(T)(/ \(‘)TH‘?da)?(/ o5 1o )
4 Jon o0 o0 o0

The obvious bound |0, H|? < |V H|? combined with Young’s inequality yields
/ |0- H|?do < 2(12C7)?||N || 700 (1 / |0S H|?do. (4.16)
o0 o0
The above argument when applied to €2 gives

/m |0- H|?do < 2(12C7)?||N || F00 /m |0, H|?do. (4.17)
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Combining @.13)) and (4.16) allows us to relate both normal derivatives due to the continuity of the tangential
derivative:

/ 0, H|*do < 4(1207r)4||N||4oo(T)/ |0SH|*do, C =0(671).
[2}9] [2/9]
Thus we obtain @4) with M = 2(12C7)?(1 + || f||Lip(r))*/?. The opposite inequality

I(T+ KMo < MG~ K 1))z

follows by the same argument, completing the proof. ([l

Remark 4.2. The invertibility of (%I — K*)on Lg was proved in [68] using the inequalities

H(%Ii KMz ry < C”(%I:F K*)0)l|2ny + C‘ /TS[f](n)dx‘_ 4.18)

The inequalities in (4.2)) dispense with the second term on the right-hand of (4.18) and hence allowed us to
obtain the quantitative bound (4.).

As an interesting corollary of the proof of Proposition 4.1l we deduce a quantitative bound for the tangential
derivative of the single layer potential in terms of the double layer potential. This in turn yields the continuity
of G(g) : H' — L? assuming only that the boundary is Lipschitz.

Corollary 4.3. Let f € Lip(T). There exists an absolute constant C' > 0 such that for all n € L3(T), we
have

IVS[fI(m) - (1,02 )l z2ry < C(1+ ”f”Lip(']l’))2”(%[ — KX (D))l 2 (4.19)
Consequently,
IG(Agllzzery < CA+ 1 fllLipem)? 10291 L2 cr) (4.20)
forall g € HY(T).

Proof. Denote H(z,y) = S[f](n)(z,y) the single lay potential as given by (4.3). Now ([@.17) allows us to
bound d; H by 0, H as

IVSIAn) - (1 0x F)llzeery < (L + [[fllLiper) 10-H | L2 (T
< CH+ [ flluipm) 2100 H || 221y

where we recall that 7 and n are respectively the unit tangent and normal to the surface {y = f(x)}. On the
other hand, it follows from the second equation in (4.6) that

100 2ce) < 10w ey = (57 + KT )z,
from which (@19} follows.
By the density of H'(T) in H*(T), it suffices to prove @.20) for g € H*(T). Set§ = (31— K*[f])~(»9).
Recall from (3.I3) that G(f)g is a tangential derivative of S|[f]6:
(G(Ng)(x) = VSIfUO)(x, f(2)) - (1,00 f ().
Thus (#.20) follows at once from [@.19) and the fact that (31 — K*[f])6 = 0,g. O

Remark 4.4. The inequality (4.20) upgrades the continuity (2.16) by half a derivative without any additional
regularity assumption on the surface f. By interpolating (2.16) and (4.20)), we obtain

IGH)gll o1y < OO 1 llapcry) 2l oy @“21)

for all ¢ € [3,1]. For the same range of o, this is an improvement over (Z17) which requires in addition
S 3
that f € H*(T) for some sy > 3.
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Remark 4.5. Proposition 4.1l and Corollary 4.3] are valid for general bounded domains of R", n > 2 with
Lipschitz boundary.

5. VISCOSITY REGULARIZATION

We consider the viscosity regularization of the Muskat problem:

Oif = —rG(fE)fe +ed2f, e>0. (5.1)

5.1. Comparison principle for smooth solutions.

Proposition 5.1 (Comparison principle). Assume that f; € C([0,T];C*(T)), j = 1,2 are smooth solu-
tions of 8.1) withe > 0. If f1(-,0) < fa(-,0) then

fi(z,t) < fa(z,t) V(x,t) € T x[0,T]. (5.2)
Proof. Assume by contradiction that Mo = maxryo7](f1 — f2) = (f1 — f2)(x0,t0) > 0. We have tg > 0
since f1(-,0) < fa(+,0). Choose n > 0 sufficiently small so that (f; — fo — nt)(zo,to) = My — ntg > 0,

and thus M, = maXTX[QT}(fl — fa —nt) > 0. Moreover, M, is attained at some point (x4, t,) with ¢, > 0
because (f1 — fa — nt)|t=0 < 0. Then

— fo—mt—M,) =0
Trf[gfgq(fl fa—n )

and is attained at (z,, t.). Applying Proposition gives
(G(f1)f1) (@, t) 2 (G(f2 + nt + M) (f2 + 0t + M) (w4, t).
In addition, at the maximum point (z,, t,) with t, > 0 we have
Of1(@a, t) > O(fo + it + M) (a, i), 02 f1(way ts) < O2(f2 + it + M) (2, t).
It follows that
Oi(fa +nt + M) < 0 f1 = —KkG(f1) fr + €02 fu
< kG (fo 4+ nt + M) (fo +nt + M,) + €02 fo
= —kG(f2)(f2) + 20 f> = Oi 2
at (x4, t«). But this implies 7 < 0 which is contradictory. O
Owing to the translation invariance of (5.1), comparison principle implies maximum principles for the am-
plitude and the slope of solutions.

Corollary 5.2 (Maximum principles). Let f € C([0,T]; C*(T)) be a smooth solution of G.1) with e > 0.
If f(+,0) has the modulus of continuity v : RT™ — R™ then so does f(-,t) for all t € [0, T)]. That is,

In particular, for () = z|[ (-, 0)||Lip(T) we have
1£C OllLipery < NFC0nipery VE € [0,T7]. (5.4)
If f1 and fo are smooth solutions in C([0,T); C*(T)) of @G.1) with ¢ > 0, then

[f1(1) = fa(s D)l oo (ry < N1f1(50) = f2(+,0)|lpeo(ry VT € [0,T7]. (5.5)
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Proof. The modulus of continuity y of f(-,0) is equivalent to f(z 4+ y,0) < f(z,0) +~(Jy|) forall z, y €
T. For every fixed y, the function f(x + y,t) + v(|y|) is a smooth solution of (5.I) with initial data
f(z+y,0)+~(]y|). The comparison principle in Proposition[5.Tlimplies that f(xz,t) < f(z+y,t)+~(Jy|)
forall z, y € T and ¢t € [0, T)]. Therefore, |f(z,t) — f(z +y,t)| < ~(|y|), proving (Z.3).

We turn to prove (5.5). We have fi(-,0) < fa(-,0) + [ f1(-,0) — f2(-,0)|[ oo (1) and fa(-,t) + [[f1(:,0) —
f2(-,0) | oo (1 is a smooth solution of (5.1). By the comparison principle in Proposition

fl(l',t) < f2(x7t) + Hf1(70) - f2('70)”L°°(’]I‘) V(I‘,t) €T x [07T]'
Thus we can interchange the role of f; and f to obtain (5.3). O

5.2. Global well-posedness of smooth solutions. By virtue of Proposition in the class of Lipschitz
solutions, (5.I) is equivalent to the system

N y T sinaz’ + sinh(f¢(z) — fé(x — 2'))0. f°(x)
%S (@) = it / cosh(fe(x) — fe(x — 2')) — cos a’
1. 2 1 (" sinh(f(z) — f(z —2')) —sina’0, f*(z)
29 (z) 471/ cosh(f¢(x) — fé(x — a’)) — cos a’

We prove that (3.6)) is globally well-posed for any smooth initial data in Sobolev spaces.

0°(x — 2 )da' + €02 f (),

—T

(5.6)

0°(z — 2')da' = —K0, f(x).

—T

Proposition 5.3. Let ¢ > 0 and s > 2. For each f§ € H*(T), there exists a unique solution f¢ €
C([0,T); H5(T)) N L2([0,T]; H3(T)) a solution to G.1) for any time T > 0 with initial data f§. In
particular, f€ obeys the maximum principles

1£5 Ol zeecry < N follzecry, 1 Ollipery < 16 llLipery vt > 0. (5.7

Proof. We first note that the dissipative term £02 f¢ makes the regularized Muskat problem (5.I)) semilinear.
Then by the contraction mapping method, it was proved in Section 4.1.5 [65]] that for any s > %, (B.1)) has
a unique solution f¢ € C([0,T:); H®) N L2 ([0, T%); H5*1) where Ty is the maximal time. Moreover, if
T. < oo then

lim sup ||f(-, )|l zs = 0.
t—Te

Therefore, to conclude that f¢ is global in time, it suffices to prove that the H° norm of f¢ is bounded on
[0, 7). To this end, we shall prove that for any 7' < T, the C([0, T]; H®) norm of f¢ can be controlled by
| /& || £+ and the L°°([0, T'); W1°°) norm of f¢, where the latter is uniformly bounded in time owing to the

maximum principles (3.4) and (3.3)).

For notational simplicity we shall write f¢ = f. In what follows, 7 : RT™ — R™ denotes continuous
nondecreasing functions that may change from line to line but only depend on x.

L? estimate. Using (G(f)f, f) > 0and (92 f, f) < 0, we find at once that
If@llze < ol vE>0. (5.8)
H' estimate. Multiplying (5.1)) by —02 f, then integrating by parts and using the estimate (4.20)), we obtain
0. 73 < KBTI 2IC) 22 — o2 s
< F(If lwre) 102 £ 221102 f || 2 — €l|0Z F117 2
< F (w102 132 = S 102112
By a Gronwall argument we find that

t
102 f1172(2) + € /0 102 12:)dt" < 1105 £ 132 (0) exp (=™ F (I fllwe )t ). (5.9)
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H? estimate. We differentiate (3.1) in x, then multiply by —92 f and integrate by parts to obtain
S N3 = R(@LGUN L) ez — T
where by Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities
2
€ K
KOG (), 03 frz.r2 < TN02FNT2 + —N10a[G(N AT

We claim that for any v € (0, 1),

1

10:[G () flllze < vz fllze + = F (I fllwroe) (105 Fllz2 + 192 £1172)- (5.10)

Taking (5.10) for granted we choose v = ;- so that the above estimates yield

5
5 dt\|52f||L2 < ePF(If lwree) L+ 102 FI7) 102 F1 72 — §||3§f\|iz- (.11
Then applying Gronwall’s lemma and (3.9) to bound

t
/0 (L4 021132 () < t+ &[0, fI32(0) exp (7 (I lws )t
we arrive at the 2 estimate

t
HaifH%z(t)Jré?/O 102 f172(5)ds < C(llfolla=, | f oot )- (5.12)

The proof of (5.10) requires a careful decomposition of the singular integral representation (3.12)-(3.14) of
G(f)f and is postponed to Lemma[5.4] below.

Higher regularity. In this step we prove that H?® regularity with s > 2 can be propagated. To this end, we

use Sobolev estimates for the Dirichlet-Neumann operator with the control norm in L{°H 7 a provided by
(G12). Indeed, fixing sy € (2,2) and applying (2.17) with g = f and o = s, we have

G fllers—1 < FA N erso )L s (5.13)
Then an H* energy estimate for (3.1)) gives
1d
th\lfHHb <RGN P, — €| f s
< KF(F Ol ILf Ol | f @)l rssr — ell f @l Frorr + el f (B[ 2 (5.14)

2
< S OISOl = SISO+l fol

where in the last inequality we used Young’s inequality and the maximum principle for the L? norm of f.
By Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain

2
K
LF Oz + el FI7 20450541y < (14t foll7s exp (t;ﬂ(HfHLooqo,t];Hso))). (5.15)
Then using the H? estimate (5.12) together with (3.8), (3.3) and (3.4), we arrive at
| fll oo o7y < Clfollas, Tye) VT < Te. (5.16)
This concludes the proof of global regularity for (5.1). O
We now prove the claim (3.10).

Lemma 5.4. There exists F : Rt — R* nondecreasing such that for any v € (0, 1),

101G () f W2 < w02 f 5 p2ry + f(Hfanm ) (102Nl z2 + 10ZF5 1 2 ry)- (5.17)
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Proof. We shall write f¢ = f, 0° = 6, and 6,/ f (z) = f(z) — f(z — 2’). Recall that G(f)f can be written
as on the right-hand side of the first equation in (5.6) with 6 = (31 — K*)~(—09, f). Moreover, by virtue
of Proposition [4.1]

16002 < CQ+ 105 Flli) 3100l < VERO(L 4 |0, F12). (518
We decompose 470, [G(f) f](z) = 2?21 Gj(x) where
_ cosh (6, f ()0 (0 f) ()
Gi(x) = 8wf(33)/ cosh (6 f(z)) — cos 2’

Gata) = 2f(a) [ g ) pa = 2y

_ [ [sina’ + sinh(6, f(2))0x f (x)] sinh (b £ (x)) 02 (0 f) ()
Galw) = / (cosh (b, f(x)) — cos z’)? b

O(x — 2')da’,

(x — 2')da,

and

[ sina’ +sinh(d, f(x))0, ( ) x — 2')dx' dx
Gue) = | ) e O

Here and throughout this proof we write [ = [" .
Control of G;. We split G; = Z?:l G'1,j where, for 6 < 1 to be chosen,

Gri(2) = 0 f(x) / (cosh(dy f (x)c)os—hzgj; (;r) )CO_S occos—x,l)éxf(axf)(x) 0z — o),

Giaw) = Do f () / 5.0 (0:f) (@)

Ir’\>5 cosh (6, f(x)) — cosz’

x) — 2’92
G1,3($):3xf(x)/ O (0:f) () — 202 f (x)

o|<s cosh(dy f(x)) — cosa’

1 2
Gra(z) = (‘)xf(x)@if(x) /x,<5 (cosh(émrf(x)) —cosz! (1+ (9ef(x))?)(2")?

20, f(x)02f (x) Oz —2')
Gis(r) = T+ 0, f(2))? /lm’|<5 o dx’.

O(z — 2')da’,

=0(x — x)da’,

) 2'0(x — 2')da,

and

We shall use frequently the facts that

/
cosh (0, f(z)) — cos 2’ = 2sinh? (%@)) + 25sin? (%) (5.19)
and , .
% < Z| sin%‘ V2’ € [—m, 7. (5.20)

Here and in what follows, C denotes a universal constant that may change from line to line. Then the integral
kernel in G 1 is bounded by C'||0; f|| .o, giving

IG11llz2 < CllO flIZ / 0(- = 2)da|| 2 < 27C1|0s FlI T 10122 < F(If lwr.oo) 100 £l z2-

Using Young’s inequality for convolutions, we bound

‘6('_33/)’ /
(sl < Clauslumesles | [ e
/ 7
F w102 12 L < 7 e 2
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Next in view of the inequalities
3
1600 (0 f) () — 2'0; f ()] < |2/|2(|03 f |

we deduce that

1G13llr2 < CllOwfllLe= |02 f| 12

3 3
c3(T) < Cla'|? Haﬂ%f”lﬁ(ﬂ‘) < C2')2]102 fll r2(my.

R /
/ 0C =) 1
lz'|<6  |a!|2

To control Gy 4, we use Taylor’s expansion to have

1
, < F(Iflwroo) 102l 20%.

L

1Grallze < O+ 100l 2102 = (02l + D)|| [ 16¢ —a')laz'|

|x'|<d
< F(1Fllwroe) (102 f |70 6 + 102 £ 26),
which in conjunction with Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality implies

IG1allze < F(Iflwreo) 102112102 f 1226 + 102 f 1 2)-
The integral in G1 5 has a Calderén-Zygmund type kernel, whence

1 1
G151z < ClOEFllz N0l L2 < FUIf lwro) 102£1172 1025117
Gathering the above estimates yields

1 1 1 1
1G1lILe < FIFlwroe) (102 F 112105 fII26 + 1105 f 11202 + 105 fll 2672 + 102 F 11721105 £ 1172),

1 1
where we bounded the ||, f|| .2 term in the estimates for G ; and G 4 by CHQ,%szQ HE?:?;szQ

For any v € (0, 1), we choose

5= v
2UF (IS llwree) (X + (1071 22)
with F sufficiently large so that
_ 1 1
G2 <2703 fllze + = F (I fllwroo) 10 F 12(1 + 1107 F[122) 2. (5.21)

Control of GG5. We decompose G = Z?:l Go,; where

Gaale) = 021(a) [ e D=0 ) oy
0o f () — 7' 0n f ()
cosh(d, f(x)) — cos x’

1 _ 2
cosh(, f () —cosw? (LT (Ol @)D @)?

Ga () = 02f () / 0z — o\,

Gaalo) = 2 @)0.1(a) [ ( )bl - o')da',

and

dz’.

203001 (x) [ Ola—a)
Gaalo) = gt |

The integral kernel in G2 1 is bounded by an absolute constant so that
[ 166~ aja

20, f(x) — 6p f ) = (2')? /1 sO2f(x + (s — 1)z’)ds (5.22)
0

21

< Flflwreo) 102 £ 2.

1G21llz2 < F(IF o) 102 £ 2 Lo

The identity




allows us to get

|Gaallrz < |02f]I L2

/ /|a2 F (s = D)6 — a)ldo'ds|)

1
d
< (|02 £l 2 /0 \/Siua%nmneup < F(|[ Fllwroe) 02 £]12,

where we applied Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality for the integral in z’.

Using the inequality
3 3
|60 f () = 2'0u f ()] < [2'[2]102f ]| 3 < Cla’|Z]107f ] 12,

we can bound G2 3 as

G230 2 < F(Iflwreo) 102 f 17 / 10(- = )|dz"| 2 < F (| fllwre) 1021172

Finally, G2 4 obeys the same bound as G 5:

1 1
1Go,alle < 102 fllrol0llz2 < F(I fllwroe) 105 F 11721105 £11 72

Gathering all the above estimates leads to

1 1
1G22 < FUIflwro) (10212102 F 122 + 102 £ 172 + 102511 12)
and thus, for any v € (0, 1), we have

_ 1
1Gallze < 27 WlIOZ fllz2 + —F (I fllwre ) UOZ fllz2 + 102£1172).

Control of G3. We split Gz = 27. G'3,; where

G, (2) = / (sinh(8, f (x)) (cosh((d))?(i)(;C)—SICI(l)I;f )f( LA DIC PN,
L [l f@)of(e ()C((s)lsrllllzgé fj;(g;;) COm() )3 Oef) @) g i
Gys(z) = /|m|<5 (sina’ 4 0, f(x )(COS}(I(()SL(&EK(:U) OS$)( 2)")dw (9 £)(@)

)
(0 f () — O f(

Gsa(x) = O f () /$/<5 (cosh(d f 33)) cos :E’)2 (x —a")da’,
o) — & flz (sina’ + (0uf (2))*a")a’ (0w (0u f) (x) — O3 f (x)2")
Gs(x) = 0o f( )/x’<6 (cosh (6, f(x)) — cos a’)? o

Gs6(x) zaxf(w)aif(x)/ (sina’ + (9:f (x))*2) (a")? A(x, 2")0(x — o')da’

la'|<8

with  A(z,2') =

( : - )
(comh(5, ) —cose)? ~ (1+ @ F@P V) )

and

Gsr(x) = —a')dz'.

(1

40, f (x) 03 f (x) sinz’ 4 (9,.f ()2’ N
(a:cf(w)) ) /x’|<5 (1-/)2 6(

22

xr—a')dx,

x —2)da,

(5.23)



The integral kernel in G'3 1 is smooth enough so that

IG31llz2 < CllOsflIZ< 02 < F(f o) 100 f I 2.

. /
/ 0C =) 40
lz/|>8  |2!|2

For the next two terms, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality gives

By brutal force we have

1027 .2
o S F S )

1G32ll2 < F(Ifllwreo) |02l 3

IGaallza + IGaallze <F ) WOEF = | | 16C = la',
z|<

SF(If llwroe) 107 £l 221102 51| .29

(- —z'
[ ey,
lo'|<§  |2!|2

IGasllze <FOIflwr) 102013 [ 1o —ahlaa’|
|’ | <8 L

<F(Ifllwreo) 102 £l 221021 2.
Finally, the kernels in G'3 7 are of Calderén-Zygmund type in such a way that

1 1
1Gs,7 e < F(Ifllwreo) 102 £ 172102 F117 -

Gathering the above estimates we find that

1 1 1 _1
1G]l ze < FUIfllwree) (102 FUZ2 1102 £ 172 + 10251112102 F 11 120 + 102 f 1| 1267 + 02 £ 1267 7).

For any v € (0, 1), using Young’s inequality for the first term and choosing

The term G'3 5 is bounded by

1G350 L2 < F(I fllwroo ) 102 £l 13

o SFUS w102 F 12262

As for G'1 4, we have

1 v
52 = 7
2R F([ £ llwree) (X + 1021l 2)
we obtain )
1Gsllz2 < 27 W02 f N2> + ~F (I fllwr) 102 fll 2 (524)

Control of G4. We first note that

Ga(x) = 4nV (S[f1(0:0)) (2, f(x)) - (1,0 f ().
In view of the bound for tangential derivative of S[f], we have

1
1Gallzz < FAfllwre)I(GT = E7)(0:0)] 2.

To proceed, we differentiate the second equation in (5.6) with respect to x to have

(%1 _ K@) () = —k2f(2) + Gar + Cas (5.25)
e (00 1 2))6 (00 () — sin B2 ()
1 [ cosh(0y f ()02 (0p f)(x) — sina'0; f (x n
Gaa(w) = ar / cosh (8, f(x)) — cos x’ Oz —a)de,
and

=1 [ (sinh(dy f(x)) — sin 2’0, f(x)) sinh(p f ()02 (Or f)(2)
Gip(z) = _/ (cosh(d, f(x)) — cos a’)?
23
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Therefore,
1Gallzz < F(IIfllwree) (107 fll2 + 1Ganllrz + Gazllr2)

(5.27)

and it remains to bound G4 ; and G4 2. A further splitting gives G4 1 = G}Ll + Gz21,1 + Gil + th where

1 1 [ (cosh(6y f(x)) — cosa’ + cosx’ —1)0, (0 f)(x) N
Gia(w) = E/ cosh(d, f(z)) — cosx’ Oz —a)de,
9 P f(z) x' —sinz’ N
Gia(e) = 47 / cosh (8, f(x)) — cos 3:’9(3j — @),

3 1 8 (0 f) () — 203 f (x) N,
Gia(z) = 4 /x/>5 cosh(d, f(x)) — cos x’ Oz —a)de,

and

1 / 62/ (0 f) () — $/8:%f($)9 IN 3
x—a')dz'.

T irn a/|<s cosh(dy f(x)) — cosa’
Since the kernel integral in Gzll,l is bounded by C||0,. f|| L, we have

I1GL1llz2 < ClOzfllzl0llze < F(IIFllwroo) |02 fll 2

Similarly, the kernel integral in Giﬁ is bounded by an absolute constant, yielding

IGT11lz2 < ClNOZfN 216l 2 < F(IF llwroe ) IOZf |l 2

Using convolution properties, we bound
o(- — '
/ 16 / )
wl>s |7

R
/ 9 =2 4o
lz|>6  |2'|2 L

- CHc‘?foc-l%IWHLz +C\|agf||L12||e\|L2
0z 02
2|12
S}-(”fHWLoo)%-

o —a
lz’|<s  |2!|2 L
We have proved that

1 1
Flfllwre)IGallize < FUfllwroo) 103 112202 + F (UL fllwro) 105 fll 22 (072 +1).
For any v € (0, 1), choosing

Gil(ﬂf)

1G3 12 < ClOafll .y 4+ 02l

Similarly, Gil can be controlled as

1
IGE 1 llze <021l .y , < FIflwroe) 102 fl 202

1%

1
57 = :
20 F ([ fllwree ) (1 + |02 f] 2)

we obtain
F(Iflwreo)Ganllrz: <2703 fll 2 + %f(HfHWLOO)(Ha:%f”H + 102 f1172)-
As for G4 2, we decompose G4 2 = Z?:l Gi; where
_ —1 [ (sinh(dy f(z)) — b f(x)) sinh(dy f(2)) 00 (0u f) () Nt
G}M(w) N E/ (cosh(d, f(x)) — cos a')? b —a)da,
_ —0uf(2) [ (' —sina’)sinh(8,f(2))3, (9 f) ()
Gi’Q(w) Y / (cosh(d, f(x)) — cos )2
3 —1 / (0 f(z) — 2'0p f (7)) Sinh(‘sw’f(x))ém’(axf)(w)9($ — )da,
|2/|>6

O(z — 2')da,

Gyo(z) = i (cosh(d, f(x)) — cos x’)?
24
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and

-1 (0p f(x) — 20y f(x)) sinh(8, f (2))d (O f ) (2)
4 - o ’
Gia(w) = 47 /|x/|<5 (cosh(d, f(x)) — cos x’)? ble - 2)do'.
Since the integral kernel in Géll,2 is bounded by F (|| f||y171.0 ), it follows that
IGi2llz2 + 1GE allze < F(IFllwro) 0]l 22 < Ff w100 £l 2
Next we estimate Giﬁ and GiQ as
/
3 < - 0 =) , , < . 102 /|12
G ale <o) | e, < P ) 725
and
IGalle <Pl ]| 166 = )ide' |, < FUf oo 021 o102 225
z'|<

We thus obtain

Flflwre)Gazllze < FUIflwro) 1021122102 11220 + F(I f lwroo) |00 fll 2 (67" +1).
For any v € (0, 1), choosing

v
)=
20F (| fllwreo) (X + 102 £ 1| 2)
gives
_ 1
F(lF lwroo)1Gazlle < 270|105 f |2 + ;f(llfllvvl»oo)ll@:%fllm- (5.29)
Then plugging (5.28) and (5.29) into (3.27) we obtain
_ 1
1Gallp2 < 27|83 f | L2 + ;f(HfHWL"O)Hagf”LQ' (5.30)

Finally, combining (3.21)), (3.23)), (3.24)) and (3.30)) we conclude that

1
10:[G () flllze < vz fllze + = F (I Fllwroe) (105 Fllz2 + 192 F1172),
which finishes the proof. O

6. VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS AND COMPARISON PRINCIPLE

By virtue of the comparison principle for the Dirichlet-Neumann operator given by Proposition [2.15] and
the fact that G(f + C)(f + C) = G(f)f for any constant C, we have the following natural definition of
viscosity solutions for the Muskat problem (2.8).

Definition 6.1 (Viscosity solutions). A function f : T x [0,T)] is called a viscosity subsolution (resp.
supersolution) of 2.8) on (0,T) provided that

(i) f is upper semicontinuous (resp. lower semicontinuous) on T x [0, T, and
(ii) for every 1 : T x (0,T) — R with 9yp € C(T x (0,T)) and ¢ € C((0,T); CHY(T)), if f — ¥ attains
a global maximum (resp. minimum) over T X [tg — r,to] at (xg,t0) € T x (0,T) for some r > 0, then

Op(xo,to) < —K(G(w)w) (xo,to) (resp. >). 6.1)
A viscosity solution is both a viscosity subsolution and viscosity supersolution.
The next proposition shows that if a viscosity solution is regular (C'"+!) at a point (g, to) then it satisfies the

equation classically at the same point.
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Proposition 6.2 (Consistency). Ler f be a viscosity subsolution of (2.8) on (0,T). Assume that f €
WLoo(T x (0,T)) and f is CHt at (zg,t0) € T x (0, T). Then G(f)f is classically well-defined at (g, o)
and

agf(l’o,to) < —I{(G(f)f) (:E(],t(]). (62)

The corresponding statement for viscosity supersolutions holds true.

Proof. According to Proposition G(f)f is classically well-defined at (xg,tp). We shall write X =
(z,t) and X = (9, to). Since f is 1! at Xy, for some rg € (0, 35 min{m, ¢y, T — to}) and C > 0, we
have

f(X) < f(Xo) + Vx f(Xo) - (X — Xo) + %\X — Xo|? = P(X), |X-Xo|<r0.  (63)
Let v be the tangent parabola with double opening:
U(X) = f(Xo) + Vx f(Xo) - (X = Xo) + C|X — Xo|*. (6.4)
We can find a family of functions 1, € C°°(T x R), r € (0, rp) satisfying
Y <% in BT‘Q(XO)7
v, > f onTx[0,T],

Vs € (0,73), ¥ — f in C(T x [6,T —d]), (6.5)
Vo€ (0,75),  sup  [[Upllwrco(rxisr—g)) < 00
re(0,V9)

The construction of 1,. is postponed to Appendix[Cl The properties in (6.3]) imply that 1,.(t¢)’s are uniformly
C! at g, i.e. there exists My > 0 independent of 7 € (0,70) such that

|9 (w0 + 2, t0) + r(z0 — T, t0) — 24 (z0,t0)| < Mlz|* V|| < ro. (6.6)
Since each 1, is a valid test function for the viscosity subsolution f, we have
b (Xo) < —k(G (¢ )r) (Xo)- (6.7)
At the maximum point X of f — 1., we have 9, f = 9;1),.. Thus (6.2) will be a consequence of (6.7) and
lim (G(vr)ur) (Xo) = (G(f))(Xo)- (6.8)

We shall skip the time variable in the remainder of the proof because ¢ = t is fixed in (6.8). The proof of
(6.8) proceeds in two steps.

Step 1. Let ¢, (reps. ¢) be the harmonic extension of 1, to £, = €y, (resp. 2). We claim that
lim ¢ (2, y) = d(z,y)  V(w,y) € Ly, (6.9)

where we note that Q¢ C €, for all 7. From (2.41)), (2.42) and the uniform boundedness of ||+, ”Wl,oo(’]l‘),
we have

PrllLoo (@) < 19rllpoo(ry < M. (6.10)
Fix a sequence of bounded subsets 2/ € €y satisfying €/ C QJ*! and Uj>19 = Q. Let 7, be an
arbitrary sequence of positive numbers converging to 0. We relabel ¢,, = ¢, and §2,, = €2, . The uniform
bound (6.10) implies that every subsequence of ¢, has a subsequence converging weakly-* in L>°(Q2¢).
For notational simplicity, we write ¢,, = ¢ Weakly-* in L°°(Q). We have the gradient estimate for the
harmonic functions ¢;
Ve ybnllLe@iy < CjllonllLop) < C5M.
By virtue of the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, for every j there exists a subsequence of ¢,, converging to ¢, in
C(Q7). Using the Cantor diagonal argument, we can find a subsequence ¢, — ¢oo in C(QJ) for all 7.
Thus will follow once we can prove that
Poo = ¢ (6.11)
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This can be achieved by using the variational characterization of ¢, and ¢. Indeed, we recall from (2.13)
and (2.14) that ¢, = uy + n, where 1y, € H'(Qy,) with ¢ (2,9, (2)) = 9y (a) (in the trace sense) and
u, € HY(Q,) satisfies
Vaytn - Vi ypdody = — / Vaytn - Vaypdrdy Yo € Hy(Qy). (6.12)
Qn Qn

In particular, the uniform bounds

lunll i (@) < 1¥nll 10,y < COA+ InlLipma)lenll g gy < C
”CanHl(Qn) < 2”%”}'11(9”) <20

hold. Since €2y C €,,, upon passing to a subsequence of ny, we have

Un

— U N HY(Q),  n, — b in HY(Qy). (6.13)

k
As for the convergence of 1, we recall from Theorem[A 2] that we can choose vy, (2, y) = ¥} (2, y—vn(z)),
where ¢}’ (2, 2) = e?1Paly), () for (z,2z) € T x R_. Since 1, — f in C*(T) for all a € (0, 1), vy —
fy = e*P=l f(x) in L>°(T x R_). Consequently, Un(z,y) = f(2,y) = fo(w,y— f(x))in L>(Qy). Then
for all € C2°(€2y), using integration by parts and the dominated convergence theorem gives

VayUn - Vg 0drdy = / U (2)ONO(z, f(x))dx — YAy y0dzdy
— T Q-

— / f(@)oNO(x, f(z))dx — fA Odxdy = Vayl - Vay0ddy,
T Q- Q -

Qy

where N = (—0,.f,1). As C°(Qy) is dense in H'(Q), it follows that

Yo — f HY Q). (6.14)
Recalling that ¢, = up, + % , we deduce from (6.13) and (6.14)) that
boo = U t+ [ (6.15)

On the other hand, since H}(Qs) C H{ (), (€12) implies

Vaytn - Vaypdrdy = — / Vaytn - Vaypdrdy Yo € Hy(Qy).

Qp Qy

By virtue of (6.13) and (6.14), letting n = nj — oo in the preceding equality we obtain

Ve yloo - Ve ypdrdy = — Vaeyf  Veypdrdy Ve e H&(Qf).
O $i
This together with (6.13) proves that ¢ is the harmonic extension of f to 2 in the variational sense. By
the uniqueness of variational solutions we conclude that ¢, = ¢, proving (6.11).

Step 2. Recall that f € W1°(T) is CY! at 7. In addition, ¥, € C°°(T) is tangent to f from above
at xg, so that N,(zg) = N(xo) and there exists an interior disk B tangent to Q¢ at zo = (o, f(0)).
Clearly, B is also tangent to all 2,.. Assume without loss of generality that B = By (0). In addition, in view
of the uniform C'! property (6.6), Corollary 2.14] implies that ¢,’s are uniformly C1® at (xq, f(x0)). In
particular, there exists M > 0 such that for all r < rg, the trace g, = ¢,|p satisfies

|9 (20 + ) + gr (20 — @) — 29, (x0)| < Mla|™* V|z| < ro. (6.16)
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Let g = ¢|p. Proposition [B.I]then gives
_IN(zo)l [T gr(zo + ) + gr(z0 — 2) — 2g:(%0)

(G(Qbr)wr)(xo) = — i,
8 - sin (2)
o - -l [ o221ty 0t

The convergence (6.9) implies that g, (x) — g(z) for all z € B. The uniform bounds (6.10) and (6.16) then
allow us to apply the dominated convergence theorem to conclude the claim (6.8]).

0

Using Proposition we prove that viscosity solutions obey the comparison principle. An immediate
consequence is the uniqueness of viscosity solutions.

Theorem 6.3 (Comparison principle). Assume that f, g : T x [0,T] — R are respectively a bounded
viscosity subsolution and supersolution of 2.8) on (0,T). If f(x,0) < g(x,0) forall z € T, then f(x,t) <
g(x,t) forall (x,t) € T x [0,T].

Proof. For classical sub and supersolutions, one can follow the proof of Proposition Here the source
difficulty comes from the low regularity of f and g. We employ the regularization using sup- and inf-
convolutions. For small § > 0, let f° and g. be respectively the sup-convolution and inf-convolution of f
and g:

1
fé(wvt) = sSup f(y7t)__5(’w_y’2+’t_s‘2)v
(4,5)€TX[0,T] 2
1
t) = inf )+ —(lx —y|? + |t — s|?
gs(x,1) (y’s)enﬁx[oﬂg(y, )+25(\x yl> + [t —s]?)

for (z,t) € T x [0,7T]. Since f (reps. g) is upper (resp. lower) semicontinuous, the supremum (reps.
infimum) in the definition of f9 (reps. gs) is in fact a maximum (reps. minimum). Clearly, f¢ and g5 are
2m-periodic in x. We record the following standard properties of sup- and inf-convolution (see e.g. [35]]).

@) f°, g5 € Lip(T x [0, T)).
@) f g (reps. gs) is semiconvex (reps. semiconcave) in the senses that each point has a tangent parabo-
loid from below (reps. above) with opening 1.
(ii1)) The half-relaxed limits

limsup f°(y,s) = f(z,t), liminf gs(y,s) = g(x,t) (6.17)
6—0 0—0
(y,5) = (1) (y,8)=(@,t)

hold for all (z,t) € T x [0, 7.

The boundedness of f and g is only used in (i).

Next we prove that each f 0 (reps. gs) is a viscosity subsolution (reps. supersolution) of (2.8)). This follows
from the translation invariance of (2.8)). Indeed, let ¢ be a test function as in Definition [6.1]such that f0 —
has a global maximum over T x [to — r, to] at (xg, to) for some r > 0. Let (yo, so) € T x [0, T] be the point
where the maximum in the definition of f°(x, to) is attained. We have that

1
F(z0,t0) = f(yo,50) — %(L’Eo —yol* +|to — So|2),

1
Fo(x,t) > f(z — 20 + yo,t — to + 50) — %(L’Eo —yol® + [to — s0[?).
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Therefore, the function

1
W(z,t) =Y(x + 20 — Yo, t +to — so) + %(’JJQ — y0’2 + |to — 80‘2)

is a valid test function for which f — {/; has a global maximum over T X [sy — r,sp] at (yo,sp). There-

fore, atzZ(yo,so) < —K,(G(?Z)TZ) (Yo, S0), and hence Opth(xg,ty) < —/Q(G(Q,Z))qﬁ) (xg,to). Thus each f7 is
viscosity subsolution of (2.8]). By an analogous argument, each gs is viscosity supersolution of (2.8)).

We claim that for very € > 0, there exists d(¢) > 0 such that for all § < §(¢),

fox,t) < gs(x,t) +¢ Y(x,t) €T x[0,T) (6.18)
Taking this for granted, the half-relaxed limits in (€.17) yield f(x,t) < g(x,t) for all (z,t) € T x [0,T],
proving the comparison principle. To prove (6.18), we assume by contradiction that for some £ > 0, there
exists a sequence ¢, — 0 such that for all n,

Mn = 6" — — 6” - natn > .
Tgl[%?;}(f 95,) = (f 95,)(@n, tn) > €0

Because
lim (f°"(,0) = g5, (2,0)) < f(x,0) - g(z,0) <0,

n—o0
we have fo(z,0) — gs, (z,0) < £ for all n > ng. This implies in particular that ¢, > 0 for all n > n,.
Choose n > 0 sufficiently small so that

260
(féno - g5n0 - nt)($novtno) = Mno - ntno > T?
and hence 5
50
M, = Ong _ —nt) > —
Tgl[gg](f Goug — M) > 5

Moreover, M, is attained at some point (., t,) with t, > 0 since maxr(f° — gs — nt)|i—o < 5. Conse-
quently,

Onog — g5 —mt —M,) =0
Trg[ggl(f 950y — 1 )

and is attained at (x, t.). In what follows we shall write d,,, = J to alleviate the notation. Then the smooth
function nt + M, touches f° — g5 from above at (24, tx), so that f9 — g5 has a tangent paraboloid from
above at (x,t,). On the other hand, both f° and —gs have a tangent paraboloid from below at (z., %),
hence they are C'! at (x,,t,). Then we can apply Proposition [6.2]to have that f % and g5 are classical sub
and supersolutions at (., t,):

atfé(ﬂj‘*,t*) < _K/(G(f(s)f(s)(:n*at*)a 8t95($*7t*) > — (G(g(s)gg)(ﬂi*, )
By virtue of Proposition
G(fé)fé(x*’ te) > G(gs +nt + M) (gs + nt + M) (2, t).

In addition, since t, > 0 we have
Bu(gs + nt + M) (2, 1) < B f (4, L)
It follows that

De(gs + it + M) < 8f° < —RG(f0)f°
< —rG(gs + nt + M.,)(gs + nt + M)
= —rG(95)95 < 995
at (., t«). This leads to the contradiction < 0. O

By virtue of Theorem we have
29



Corollary 6.4. Proposition[3.2]is valid for viscosity solutions.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.2]

Let fo be an arbitrary initial surface in W°°(T). We construct a global solution to the contour dynamics
formulation (L4)-(L.6) by regularizing initial data and the Muskat problem. Precisely, for ¢ € (0,1), let
5 =T * fo(z) be the mollification of fy where I'; is an approximation of the identity. Since f5 € H*(T)
for any s > 0, Proposition [5.3]yields the unique global solution f¢ to the regularized Muskat equation (5.1))
with initial data f§. Moreover, f¢ is smooth and in view of (5.7),

1£5 @ zeecry < Nf6llzeecry < Il follzoe (),
155 lLipery < If5lILipery < lfollLiper)-
Setting 6° = (31 — K*[f°])(—~f*), we deduce from Proposition @I and that

5 7
10l 2ery < CA A+ 1f D) llLipem)2 102 f (Bl 2y < O+ [ follLipemy)? vE=0. (7.2)

Let &, — 0 and relabel f, = f°» and 0,, = 6°". From the uniform bounds (Z.1) and (Z.2), we obtain the
weak* convergences (upon extracting subsequences)

7.1

fa = fin L2°([0,00); WH(T)), 6, = @ in L>([0, 00); L*(T)). (1.3)
In particular, implies that
1f ) llzee(my < [[follzoecmys 1O lLipery < 1follLiper)- (7.4)

We now prove that f and 6 satisfy (L4)-(L.6) for all ¢ > 0. Fix an arbitrary time 7" > 0.

Step 1: Strong convergence in C(T x [0, 7). Combining the L? estimate (#.20) for G( f)g and the uniform
Lipschitz bound (7.1, we have

IG(fn) fall oo qoyz2cry) < CA A+ |l folluipem) Il follLiper)
and
102 full oo o,17:0-1) < N0 fullzoo (qo.77:22) < Cllfallzoo (o, 19:mip(ry) < CllfollLiper)-
It then follows from equation (5.1) that 9, f¢ is uniformly bounded in L>([0,T]; H!(T)). We have the

continuous embedding W1°(T) ¢ C(T) C H~1(T) where the first one is compact by the Azela-Ascoli
theorem. Thus the Aubin-Lions lemma [60] implies that

fo— f inC(T x [0,T)). (1.5)
In particular, lim; g+ f(-,t) = fo(-).
Step 2: f is the unique viscosity solution. It suffices to prove that f is a viscosity subsolution since its
uniqueness then follows at once from Theorem Indeed, assume that for ¢ : T x (0,7) — R with
oy € C(T x (0,7)) and ¢ € C((0,T); C’lvl(']I')l, [ — 1 attains a global maximum over T x [to — 7, to]
at (zo,t9) € T x (0,T) for some 7 > 0. Setting ¥(x,t) = 1(z,t) + |t — to|> we have that f — 1 attains
a strict global maximum over T x [tg — 7, to] at (xg, o). By the uniform convergence (Z.3)), there exists for

each sufficiently large n a point (z,,t,) € T X [ty — 7,to] such that f,, — 1 attains a global maximum at
(Tn, tn) and (xy,, tn) — (x0,10). Set

{/;n = E"" M,, M, = max (fn - 1/})

Tx [to —T,t()}

so that f,, — zzn attains a zero global maximum over T X [ty — 7, to] at (xy,, t,,). It follows that

On(@nstn) < Oufa(Tnstn)s  Osthn(Tnstn) = O fu(@n, tn). (7.6)
The comparison principle in Proposition gives
(G(fn)fn)(xmtn) > (G(Tz;n)in) (Tn,tn). )
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For any function g € C11(T), we denote the generalized second order derivative of g at x by
9**g(z) = {a : Jz; — z with g twice differentiable at z; and §2g(x;) — a}.

Since g € CHH(T), 8?g(x) exists for almost every = € T and [9%g(x)| < [|0g|lLip(r). Consequently,
9**g(x) is nonempty for all z € T and |a| < ||8g||Lip for all @ € d**g(x). If in addition g is twice
differentiable near = and 9?¢ is continuous at x then 9**g(z) = {0?g(x)}. According to the second order
optimality condition proved in [55]], if g € C'*!(T) has a local maximum at x then there exists a € 9%*g(z)
such that a < 0. Applying this with g(z) = f,,(, tn) — thn(z, t,) we find that

02 fr(n,tn) < a, for some a, € 85’*{5”(3:”,15”).

Combining this with (Z.6) and (Z.7) yields
~ 1
atwn(xnatn) < 8tfn(xnatn) = _K(G(fn)fn) (T, tn) + Eagfn(xmtn)

~ 1
< _K(G(wn)wn) (xna tn) + Ean'
Consequently,

O (2, tn) < —K(G(@)VD) (n, tn) + %an,
Since

sup [an| < sUp [|0uWnll oo (0 —rro)Lip()) = 058 Lo (fto—rto]:Lin(T))
neN neN

and 9y € C(T x (0,T)), letting n — oo in the preceding inequality yields
(2o, t0) < —# lim (G@)) (xn, tn),
where we used the fact that G(1))y = G (3))1p. We claim that
Jim (G)0) (. tn) = (G()) (o, to)- (7.8)

Taking this for granted and noticing that 9,1 (zq, to) = s (o, to) we obtain
82‘/710(:1707 to) < —“(GWW) (:EOv t0)7

whence f is a viscosity subsolution. Analogously, f is also a viscosity supersolution. To prove the claim

(8] we write
(G(¢)¢) (Tn,tn) — (G(¢)¢) (xo,t0) = (G(¢(tn))¢(tn))($n) - (G(w(to))¢(t0))($n)
+ (G (to))¥(to)) (zn) — (G(¥(to))¥(to)) (w0)
= N{'+ Nj.
For 1(tg) € CHY(T), G(v(to))¥(tg) € CX(T) for all € (0,1) and thus NI — 0. As for N7 we apply
the continuity and contraction estimates in Propositions 2.8 and 2.9 to have
INT'| < IG((tn))(tn) — G((t0))¢(to) e
< G(@(tn))b(tn) — G(i(to)) b (o)l 1 (m
< NG () (tn) = Yt ) + [|G((En)) Y (t0) — G(3(to))1b (o)l 12 (m)
< F(I@(tn), v (to) a2 m) [¥(tn) — ¥ (to) |2 (ry — 0.
since ¥ € C((0,7); CH1(T)). This finishes the proof of (Z.8).

We shall prove in the following steps that f and 6 solve (L4)-(L.6) by passing to the limit in the equivalent
formulation (3.6)) of (3.1)).
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Step 3: Equation (L.6). Forany ¢ € C2°(T x [0,T")), the second equation in (5.6) together with (3.6)) gives

T T
1 / / o, )0, (2, ) dadt — I = —x / / o, )0 fo (i, ) dadt, (7.9)
2Jo Jr o Jr

T t h fn(mvt)_fn(wlvt)
I :/ //axgp(x,t)iarctan( anh( )>9n(a:’,t)dx’dwdt.
o JrJr 2

tan (5% 2”0 )
The first and the last integrals in (Z.9) converge to their corresponding limit in view of the weak* conver-
gences in (Z.3)). We show now that

T 1 tanh flzt)—f(z' 1)
n'—In= / //amgo(:n,t)— arctan ( anh 2 ))Hn(az/,t)dznlda:dt as n — oo.
o JrJT 2

tan(“":ax')

where

We split I1* — Iy = D7 + Dy where

tanh fn(z+z' t)—frn (2’ t)
//9 x't / Opp(z+2 t)—arctan( anh( =2 ) dxdz’dt
TO{ 2| >5} tan(3)
T t h f(w""m/’t)_f(m/’t)
—/ /H(x/,t)/ 8xg0(x+w',t)iarctan< anhy( = ))da:dx/dt
0 Jr TN{|z|> 6} 2 tan(5)

and

T 1 tanh(fn(m'l'w 7t)_fn(m,7t))
DY :/ /Gn 2t / Opo(x+2',t)— arctan -2 dxdx’dt
2 (= %) Tn{|z|<5} ( )2m < tan(3) )

tanh (L& )=f(@'t) ) f@'t)
/ /9 (2, ) / Opp(z+a’ t)iarctan( A S— )>dxdw’dt.
T{ || <5} 2m tan(3 )

From the uniform bound (Z.2)) and the obvious inequality |arctan(-)| < 7, it is readily seen that

n 7
D3| < 6C|10xpllLoe (1 + [ follLiper) ) 2-

The strong convergence (Z.3) of f,, combined with the weak* convergence of 6,, implies that for any § €
(0,1),

lim |D}| = 0.

n—o0

Thus by sending n — oo and subsequently 6 — 0, we conclude that I7* — I;. Consequently,

T T t h f(xvt)_f(xlvt)
1/ /H(x,t)cp(a:,t)dxdt—p.v.i/ /(%gp(m,t)/arctan( anh( 2 ))H(x',t)da:'
2 Jo Jr tan(x2x)
:—/i// (2,t)0y f (x, t)dzdt.

For f € Wh°°(T) and 6 € L*(T), we have K*[f](#) € L*(T) and hence integrating by parts in the second
integral yields (L.6) in L{°L2.

Step 4: Equation (I.4). We proceed analogously for the f,, equation in (3.6). We multiply (3.6) by ¢ €
C*°(T x [0,T)) and use (3.13)) to integrate by parts, leading to

T
/ / Brip(,1) fu(, t)drdt + / (@, 0)(Te, * fo) (x)dx = I3
0JT T (7.10)

T
—en//amgo(:n,t)amfn(:n,t)dazdt,
0Jr



where

T
Iy = %/0/Tﬁxgp(x,t)/jrln(cosh(fn(:n,t)—fn(:nl,t))—cos(a:—:n'))@n(:nl,t)da:/dzndt.

By (Z.3), the first integral in (Z.1Q)) converges to the same integral with f in place of f,,. Since T'c_ x fo — fo
in C(T), the second integral in (Z10) converges to [ ¢(x,0) fo(x)dx. The last integral tends to zero owing
to the uniform Lipschitz bound (Z.I). Thus it remains to analyze the nonlinear term I}'. Using identity
(5.19), Fubini theorem and the change of variable in x — x + 2/, we rewrite I3 as

T / . !
Iy = = / / On (2 t) / Opo(x+a' t)In <2 sinh? <fn(x+w )= ful@ ’t)) + 2sin? (E)>d:pdaj'dt.
47 oJT T 2

2
Then we split I3 = J7' + J3 where

L s (et
Ji' = E/OAHn(:E,t)/T@mgo(:n+x,t)ln <1+ 2 (2) )d:nda: dt

and

1 (T
Jy = —//Gn(x/,t)/ﬁwgp(aj—l—:nl,t) In (2sin2(£))dazd:ﬂ/dt
am Jo Jr T 2

1 T / / z /
=—— / On(z',t) | e(x+a',t)cot(=)drd'dt
47 0oJT T 2
1 T / / /
== / / On (2’ t)H (p) (2, t)dx'dt.
2 Jo Jr

Here H denotes the Hilbert transform on T. The weak* convergence of #,, in (Z.3) implies the convergence
for J3'. The estimate

sinh (fn(m—l—gc’,t%—fn(m’,t))
sin(%)

allows to bound the In function in J7'. Then the convergence for Ji* follows along the same lines as for /7.
Therefore, taking n — oo in (Z.10) yields

/OT/T Opp(x,t) f(x,t)dxdt + /1r(’0($’ 0) fo(x)dz =

s
< 51 follze cosh(]l follz<)

ﬁ/()T/EamSD(;U,t)/Eln<COSh(f(fE,t)—f(:E/,t))—COS(LU—JL',))e(:L‘,’t)dx,d‘fljdt'

Finally, the regularity of f and 6 together with integration by parts provide the evolution equation (1.4)) for
f in the L$° L2 sense. The proof of Theorem [[.2]is complete.

APPENDIX A. TRACES FOR HOMOGENEOUS SOBOLEV SPACES

Let f € Lip(T%) and recall the notation Q; = {(z,y) € T* x R : y < f(z)}. Let H*(Q;) denote
the homogeneous Sobolev space defined by (2.9). We prove the trace and lifting theorems for functions in
HY(9).

Theorem A.1. There exists a unique bounded linear trace operator Tr : H'(Qf) — H 2 (T?) such that the
following hold.

(1) Tr(u)(z) = u(z, f(z)) for allu € H (Qf) N C ().
(2) For some constant C' = C(d),

Il 54 oy < €A Flipera)llull gy (A.D)
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Proof. By the density of C2°(Qy) in H'(;), it suffices to prove the estimate (A.T) for u € C2°(Qy).

Step 1: f =0,ie. Qp = Qp = T¢ x R_. We extend u to T? x R by even reflection. That is, u(z,y) =
u(x, —y) fory > 0. Clearly, ||lull g1 payry < 2/|ull g1 (payr_)- We have Tr(u)(z) = u(z,0) and
_— 1 _
T = o= [ahOde G0 = [ ulep)e ™y
21 Jr TdxR

By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, for k& € Z% \ {0},
K
R

I @I = 3 WITEE < = 3 [ 02+ fatk. o) de

kez4\{0} keZd
= C(d)Hvx7yu|’i2(deR) <20(d )Hu”Hl (TdxR_)"

Step 2: f € Lip(T4). Setting v(z, 2) = u(x, z + f(x)) for (x,2) € T¢ x R_, we have Tr(u)(z) = v(z,0)
and v € H'(T? x R_) with

2
2 | 2\ 2 L T 2 | 2\ 2
< [0+ o) dﬁ/wwd“m/ﬂ& + Ak, €)Pe,

SO

H"‘)Hﬂl(qrdxug,) <1+ ”f”Lip(']l'd))Hu”Hl(Qf)'
Using Step 1 we deduce that
| TY(U)HH%(W) = H’U("O)HH%(W) < C(d)|[vll g1 raxe_y < C(@)(1 + ”f”Lip(Td))HUHHI(Qf)7
thereby finishing the proof. O

Theorem A.2. Forevery g € H 3 (T?), there exists w € H'(Qy) such that Tr(u) = g and for some universal
constant C' = C(d),

lull i,y < CQA IS llLiprap 9l 53 gay- (A2)

Moreover, we can choose u(z,y) = uy(z,y — f(x)), where uy(z,Y) = e¥|P=lg(z) for (z,Y) € T¢ x R_.

Proof. Clearly, with the given function u we have u(z, f(x)) = uy(x,0) = g(z). Since O, uy(x,Y) =

YD ”‘8% g9(z) and Oy uy(z,Y) = e¥1P=l| D, |g(x), using the Plancherel Theorem for the x variable one can
easily prove that
d
Z; Haxjuﬁﬂzm(qrdxm) Ci(d )HQHZQ (Ta)’ 1Oy ugll2(raxr_ ) = 02(d)H9”H%(Td)-
J:
Consequently,

lull g1,y < 200 + [ flluiperapllusll g raxe_y < CA)(1 + ”f”Lip(']l‘d))”gHH%(Td)
which finishes the proof. O

APPENDIX B. THE DIRICHLET-NEUMANN OPERATOR FOR THE DISK

Proposition B.1. Let g € C(T) be CY* at x € T. Let u € C(By) be the unique solution of the Dirichlet
problem
Au=0 inB1(0), wulsp 0 =9

where €' = (cos x,sin x). Then the normal derivative

Opu(e®) := lim €™ - Vu(re™®)
r—1-
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is well-defined and

. 1 s / A S 2
(e = - [ D) el ) ) e
81 J_x sin”(%)
Proof. Since g is C1 at x, there exist M > 0 and v > 0 such that
l9(x + ') — g(x) — dg(x)a'| < M|/|'T* V]a!| <. (B.2)
Since g € C(T), u is given by the Poisson formula

— |z 2
u(z) = / K(Z, Z/)g(z/)dS(z/), K(z, z/) = 1 | | 1
831(0)

2 |z — 2)?

for z € B1(0). Consequently,

z-Vu(z) = / 2-V.K(z,2)g(z)dS(7), (B.3)
0B1(0)
where )
. R | P Tl Gt |
z2-V,K(z,2') = T (1—|z%) T (B.4)

When g = 1 we have u = 1 and thus (B.3)) yields
/ 2-V.,K(z,2)dS(Z) =0, =z¢& B1(0). (B.5)
9B1(0)
Denoting 2z, = €' and using (B.3)), we write

z-Vu(z) = / 2-V.K(z,2)]g(") — g(2+)]dS(2)
9B1(0)

|22 1 NIdS(+
_ 1 / = ole(e) — 9()las ()
0B1

T (0) ‘Z —Z (B6)
1_‘2’2/ Z’(Z_Z/) / /
+ 1 19(2) — 9(2)]dS(2")
™ Jopo) 12—7|*
=Ji+Jy, z€ B(0).
Step 1. In this step we shall prove that
lim Jy = 0. (B.7)

r—1-

Indeed, we first use the equality 72 + 1 — 2r cos x = (r — cos x)? + sin? z to have

1—r? /7r r? —rcos(x — ')
Jo =

/))2 [g(l’) - g(x')]dac'

T e (r2+1—=2rcos(z —x
(1_7"2)7"/7r 7"—14—251102%, , R
R 29(z) —glz+ o) — g(x — ') |dz’".
o ) T —cosa)? 4 smZ o 290 9@ ) (e = o)

In the integral defining J5, it suffices to consider x’ near 0 because away from 0 the integrand is uniformly
bounded as r — 1. For sufficiently small a € (0,7), let J9 be the contribution of 2’| < a. In view of (B.2),
we have

1— 2 a 1 - Mz 1+«
PP Ly S T
27 _a [(r —cosx’)? + sin® /]
(1—1r2)r / 2(sin? ) M2/ [+
27 _a [(r — cosx’)? + sin? ]2
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Using the inequalities
|sina’| <|2'| V2’ and |sina’|>c|z'| Vi’ € (—a,a)

we estimate

111 <

(1—r?)r /a 2(sin %)M!w’\1+ad =M o (= r)riae
x
27 “a sin* 2/ 47704 _a |2 |1 v < 2ract

Hence, IT — 0 as » — 17. On the other hand,

1=r)r [ (1 —r)M|z'|"+ ,
/ i dx

I <
= 27 r — cos )2 + sin? 2'] sin? 2/
< (1—rrM [* 1—r

— 21 2 J_,[(r —cosx)? +sin? 2] |a! |1~

(B.8)

Writing (r — cos /)2 + sin® 2’ = (1 — 7)? + 4r sin® 5; , we deduce that

(1_T2)TM/G 1-r / M@ +r)r
I[<— 2= R (o
< 2m 2 ), [(1_T)2 +7’02]w’]2”w’\1—a z' <O T) -

This concludes the proof of (B.7).
Step 2. Combining (B.6) and (B.7) yields

; 1
Opu(e”) = lim z-Vu(z) = lim Ji(z) = lim —/
0By

r—1- r—1- r—1- T

1 /’T 29(xz) —g(z+a') — g(z — :El)daz’.

(r — cosa’)? + sin? 2/

In order to obtain we compute

I /” 2g(@) =gz o) —gle—a") , , 1 /2“ 2g(x) —g(z +2') —glz =)
o 0

. !
(r — cos x')? + sin? 4 sin? £

(1+7r —2cosz’)da’.

1—r [T 29(x) —g(z+2') — glx —2')
4 /_W [(r — cosa’)? + sin® 2] sin® &

As before it suffices to consider |2’| < a for small a. Writing 1 +7 — 2cosz’ = (r — 1) + 4sin2(%l) we
split

a _ N _ o
“a (r — cosa’)? + sin® o

+1_r/a 29(e) —0lw o) — 0@ =)\t o 1,y 4 1,

2 2
4 [(r — cos x)? + sin® 2] sin® &
Clearly,
! 1+o¢ 2IM a®
Ly| < 1—rM/ | < (1 —r) e
o sin?z/ ca
On the other hand, L can be treated as in (B.8]). The proof is complete. O

APPENDIX C. CONSTRUCTION OF ;.

Let f € WY(T x (0,T)) be C1! at X = (z0,t0) € T x (0,T). Recall the definitions (€.3) and (6.4)
of the parabolas v and v tangent to the graph {y = f(x,t)} from above at (z¢, f(zo,%0)). We construct a
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family of functions ¢, € C°(T x R), r € (0, ro) satisfying the properties in (6.3). Assume without loss of
generality that f(Xy) = 0 so that

— C
P(X) = Vx f(Xo) (X = Xo) + S |X = Xof",  $(X) = Vx f(Xo)(X = Xo) + C|X = X[

and f(X) < ¢(X) for | X — Xo| < ro < 15 min{m, ¢, —to}. We extend f to 0 outside (0,7") and set
M = || fllLip(Tx (0,1))-

Let I, be an approximation of the identity in R? as 7 — 0 and denote h(") = h x I, for any h : R? — R.
For any U C R?,

Hh(T’) — hHLoo(U) < THhHLip(U-i-Br(O))'

For r € (0,79), let g, = f(’"z) + (M + 2)r?, so that g, — f > 2r%. By increasing C if necessary, we can
assume C' > 4(M + 2). Then for | X — Xy| € [r,r0), we have
Y(x) — gr(2) > Vx f(Xo)(X — Xo) + C|X — Xo|* — [f(X) + Mr® + (M + 2)r°]

C.1
> P(X) = f(X) + %TQ —2(M +1)r? > 2% v

Let F'(a,b) = min{a,b}. Note that ||F|pipr2) = 1 and F®(a,b) = aif a < b— 6. In addition,
F©)(a,b) < a®) = a and likewise F9(a,b) < b.
Define ¢, = F)(g,, ) in B,(Xo) and ¢, = g, in R2\ B,(X,). In fact, (CI) shows that 1(X ) — g, (X) >
r2 in an open neighborhood of 9B, (Xj), so that ¥, = g, in the same neighborhood. It follows that 1,
is a smooth function on R%2, We have v, < 1 in B.(Xp) and in view of (CI)), .(X) < 9(X) for
|X — Xo| € [r,70). Consequently, ¢, < v in B,,(Xp). In B,(Xp), when ¢, (X) < 9(X), we must have
P(X) > g,(X) —r?, whence
¥r(X) 2 min{g, (X), $(X)} — 1% > g,(X) — 2r% > f(X).

Therefore, ¥, > f in B,(Xy).
Let 6 € (0,73) be arbitrarily small. Clearly,

lim fO) = f in C(Tx[5,7—6)), sup [|F") uiperxisr_s) < M.

r—0 r2€(0,6) '

This together with the definition of v, yields

limy, =f in C(Ix[6,T—46]), sup [[Yrlluipaxsr—s) < oo,
r—0 r2€(0,6)

where I = [z — m, ¢ + 7] and X = (xq, to)-

We have proved that v, satisfies all the properties in (6.3) but with T replaced by I. To finish the proof, we
note that x¢ is the midpoint of I and v, = g, for | X — X¢| > r. Therefore, since g, € C*°(T x R) and I
has length 27, we can periodize 1, as

(x4 k2w, t) = p(z,t) V(z,t) €I xR, VEE€Z
and obtain ¢, € C°(T x R).
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