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REGULARITY OF THE FREE BOUNDARY
FOR A PARABOLIC COOPERATIVE SYSTEM

G. ALEKSANYAN, M. FOTOUHI, H. SHAHGHOLIAN, AND G. S. WEISS

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the following parabolic system

Au_atu: |u|q71uX{|u\>O}7 u = (uly"' 7um) ’

with free boundary d{|u] > 0}. For 0 < ¢ < 1, we prove optimal growth rate for
solutions u to the above system near free boundary points, and show that in a uniform
neighbourhood of any a priori well-behaved free boundary point the free boundary is C*®
in space directions and half-Lipschitz in the time direction.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. In this paper we shall study for 0 < ¢ < 1 the parabolic (free boundary)
system

(1.1)

Au—du = f(u) = [u|" M ux(u>0}
1

u:(ula"')um))
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where u: @1 — R™, where Q1 = B;1(0) x (—1,1), with B; being the unit ball in R, n > 2,
m > 2, and | - | is the Euclidean norm on the respective spaces. System (L)) relates to
concentrations of species/reactants, where an increase in each species/reactant accelerates
the extinction/reaction of all species/reactants. The special choice of our reaction kinetics
would assure a constant decay/reaction rate in the case that u’, for i = 1,--- ,m are of
comparable size.

A diverse scalar parabolic free boundary problem has been subject of intense studies in
more than half-century. On the other hand there are very few results for problems that
involve systems (see [1, 5, [9]), and probably no results for the system related to equation
(D).

The elliptic case of the above system is studied in [1, 9] or in the scalar case, when m = 1
in [8], where they prove optimal growth rate for the solutions as well as C1*regularity of
the free boundary at points that are a priori well-behaved.

In this paper we shall study the parabolic system (LI from a regularity point of view.
The analysis of the above parabolic system introduces several serious obstruction, and hence
a straightforward generalization of the ideas and techniques of its elliptic counterpart is far
from being obvious. Due to its technical nature, and the need for notations and definitions,
we shall explain these difficulties below, during the course of developing the tools and ideas.

1.2. Main results and plan of the paper. Our results concern two main questions:
Optimal growth of the solution u at free boundary points (Theorem [B.3]), and the regularity
of the free boundary (Theorem [6.5)) at well-behaved pointsE

To prove our results we use the regularity theory for the elliptic case, see [1, 0] and
follow the ideas that have been used to treat parabolic free boundary problems, as in [4]
that was used for the no-sign one phase scalar case. In doing so we encounter several
technical problems, that we need to circumvent by enhancing the previous techniques.
The first problem we encounter is the use of the balanced-energy monotonicity formula for
proving quadratic growth estimates from the free boundary points. In parabolic setting,
and specially in system case, the combination of balanced energy and Almgren’s frequency
is more delicate than the elliptic case done in [I].

The second problem we encounter concerns the regularity of the free boundary, where
we are forced to use the epiperimetric inequality in elliptic setting. In order to do this we
need to prove that dyu, the time derivative of u, is Holder regular for ¢ = 0. When ¢ > 0
we need some modification (see Section 5). This, however, can be proved at the so-called
regular points. Indeed, since the set of regular points is open (in relative topology) we can
use indirect argument to show that 0;u tends to zero at free boundary points close to a
regular point. From here one can bootstrap a Holder regularity theory for |0;u|. Once this
is done we can invoke the epiperimetric inequality for equations with Holder right hand
side and deduce (in a standard way) the regularity of the free boundary in space. The
Hoélder regularity in time then follows by blow-up techniques, and indirect argument.

1L ater we shall call them regular points.
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1.3. Notation. For clarity of exposition we shall introduce some notation and definitions
here that are used frequently in the paper.

|s] is the greatest integer below s, ie. s —1 < |s] <s.

Points in R"*! are denoted by (z,t), where x € R™ and ¢ € R.

Let X = (z,t) and define |X| := (|z|? + |t|)¥/2.

B,(x) is the open ball in R™ with center = and radius r, B, := B,(0).

Q. (z,t) denotes the open cylinder B,(x) x (t —r2 ¢t 4+ 72) in R"*1,

Qf (z,t) = B,.(z) x (t,t +r?) (upper half cylinder).

Q; (z,t) = B,(z) x (t — r%,t) (lower half cylinder).

Tq = By X (—47’2, —7’2], T, =R" x (—4T2, —7‘2].

0Q,(x,t) is the topological boundary.

0pQr(x,t) is the parabolic boundary, i.e., the topological boundary minus the top of the
cylinder.

V denotes the spatial gradient, V = (Dy,,--- , Dy, ).

Vu = [0iw!]1<i<n1<j<m is the derivative matrix of u with other notations

[Vul* = Z Vu'|?, Vu: Vv = Z:(VuZ V'),
i=1 i=1
Vu & =¢&Vu= (Vu' &, Vu™-¢), for all £ € R™.

We will denote the derivative of the function f by f.
We fix the following constants throughout the paper

(1.2) Ki=—, o= (k(k —1))7%2.

I'=T(u) = {|u| > 0}.
I*(u) = {(zo,tp) € T'(u) : 8idku(wg,tg) = 0 for all 2i + |u| < K}.
Q, Ty, 0 are t-sections of the corresponding sets in R™*1, at the level ¢.
H = A — 0, (the heat operator).
xq is the characteristic function of 2.
We denote by G(z, s) the backward heat kernel
z|?

(—4mt)"zem, t<0
G(z,t) =

0, t>0.
The following parabolic scalings at the point X = (xq,ty) € I' are used,

u(rz + xo, 7%t + to)
TK)

u, x,(z,t) = , u, ;= ur,(op)(x,t).

We say that u is x-backward self-similar if u, = u for all » > 0, or equivalently Lu’ = 0,
for ¢ =1,...,m, where
Lv:=Vv-z+ 2t0v — k.
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For u a solution to the system (L)) in R™ x (—4, 0], with a polynomial growth, we denote
by W the parabolic balanced energy

2
g y L B 2
(1.3) W(ua,r) = o /_47,2 /n <]Vu\ teg T 1+q\u] G(z,t)dxdt,

for 0 < r < 1. A change of variables implies that
W(u,r) =W(u,,1).
For a fixed point Xy = (z9,t9) € I', denote by
W(u,r; Xo) == W(u, x,, 1).
For notational simplicity we set
M(u) := W(u,1).
The class of half-space solutions H is defined as
H:= {x — amax(z - v,0)"e: where,v € R" |v| =1,e € R, |e| = 1},

where o is defined in (L2). A simple computation yields that W(h, 1) =: A, is constant
for every h € H.
We denote by N(r) the monotonicity function of Almgren

_ f—_4rr22 Jan IVR(z, 8) PGz, t)dxdt
2

f—_zfﬂ fRn _Lt |h(z,t)|?G(x, t)d:z:dt,

N(r) =N(r,h) :
where h is of polynomial growth in x-variables.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS AND STANDARD FACTS

2.1. Monotonicity formulas. In this section we shall present a few monotonicity formu-
las, that are the corner stone of our approach. The first of these is the standard balanced
energy functional, that has strict monotonicity property for (global) solutions of our equa-
tion, unless the solution is backward self-similar of order x. See [11] for the similar result
for the scaler case.

Theorem 2.1. (Monotonicity formula) Let u be a solution of (L)) in R™ x (—4,0), with
a polynomial growth at infinity. Then W(u,r) is monotone nondecreasing in r.

Proof. Using the identity

VoG = V(vG) — %’UG,
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we compute the derivative of W with respect to r

dW(u,r) _dW(uT, / / 2, /1|ur| 14q
dr Lar Vel 1+ T3 gl ) Gdudt
/<;u du du
_ u, r T q—1 r
2/ /n<Vur. D DT d)Gddt
du Ku z-Vu
T o q—l —7" o T
/ /n < Au, + u|u, |77 + 57 57 > Gdxdt
/ / dur < aur ur T tVur> Cdudt
G(x,1)
=r dxdt > 0.

—1
The above monotonicity functional being limited to global solutions, needs to be en-
hanced in order for us to apply to a local setting. This is done by inserting a cutoff
function into the functional, that in turn makes the functional almost monotone and calls
for adding an extra term, as stated in the next theorem. See also [4] for the similar result
in obstacle problem.

0

Theorem 2.2. Given a solution u to (L)) in Q7 , we consider the function v := nu,
where n € C§°(Bs)y) is nonnegative, n < 1, and n = 1 in Byy. Then there exists a
non-negative function F depending on the given data, satisfying F(0+) = 0, and such that
W(v,r)+ F(r) is monotone nondecreasing in r for 0 <r < 1/2.

Proof. As in the previous theorem and applying the relation ddﬁ = lLvr7 we get

dW(v,r)  dW(v,,1) 2 - 1 kv x-Vv
- - Lv(-A -1, WV ddt
dr dr r2rtl /—4r2 /n v vV 2t 2t cdr

—r2

2 -1 Lv
:m /_4T2 /n Lv <—AV—|—V|V|q —|—8tV+ ——2t> Gdxdt

2
2 - _
Zm /_4 , /n Lv (—AV + V|V|q 1 + atV) dedt,
Observe that Hv = Hu = ulu|? ! = v|v|?"V in By 5, and Hv(x,t) = 0 if |z| > 3/4, hence

dW (v, 7") _t
dr r2n+1 /4T2 /nLV —Hv + v[v|? ") Gdzdt

r2 =1
Ce6ar2
—Hv + v|v|?™ 1) Gdxdt > —————,
r2/~£+1 /4r2 /B3/4\B1/2 n+2/~c—1
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where we have used the following relations
Lv = (x-Vn)u+nLu, and Hv = Anu +nHu + 2Vu - V1.

Now the statement of the lemma follows with
T —_
F(r)= C/ LS g O
0

We state the following standard result concerning regularity theory, leaving out the
standard proof. See for example [12] for similar result.

Corollary 2.3. Let u be a solution to our problem and suppose it has polynomial growth
from a free boundary point Xy = (xo,to), where both u and Vu vanish. Then the following
hold.

(1) The function W(u,r; Xo) has a right limit as v — 0+.

(2) Any blow up of u at (xo,to) is a k-backward self-similar function.

(3) The function Xo — W(u,0+; Xo) is upper semicontinous.

Next we state, and for reader’s convenience, prove Almgren’s monotonicity formula.
There are different versions of this formula in literature, see for example [6].

Lemma 2.4. (Almgren’s frequency formula) Let h be a non-zero caloric function in R™ x
(—4,0), with polynomial growth, and recall the definition of Almgren’s monotonicity func-
tion N(r,h). Then
i) N'(r,h) >0, for 0 <r <1.
i) If N(r, h) = const := N, then h is a backward self-similar caloric function of degree
2N.
iti) For an integer number € > 2, if 8] 9%h(0) = 0 for all 2j + |u| < £ — 1, we obtain
2N(0+, h) > £ and equality implies that h is backward self-similar of degree £.

Proof. We have
I7 fon VR 2Gdadt

N(r) := :
( ) f__41 fRn _it|hr|2Gdl‘dt
and
o1y [} fun Llhe 2 Gdadt — 215 [} [ b, Y Gdadt
N/(r)— /-4 JRm S 2 J)_a Jrn =gy
— . i |
(S fae Lo 1n G
where

- dh, -
L ::/ / Vh, - VﬁGdazdt and Iy ::/ / \Vh, >Gdzdt.
—4 n —4 n

Let us recall that df[ = %Lhr. Using integration by parts, and taking into account that
h is caloric, we obtain

-1 -Vh
I = / / <—Ahr _ T Vi
L S 2t

dh -1 -1
! t = — ((Lh,)? + kh,Lh, t.
>erdxd /_4 /nm((h) kR ) Gdzd
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By similar computations,

(2.1) 12_/ / (Ah - Vh)thxdt / / (Lhy + khy)hy Gdzdt.

Now consider

—1 _ —1 _
N (r </ /—]h!Gdazdt) :(/ /Tl(Lhr)zGda;dt> </ /TllhTFdedt)
n —4 n —4 n
1 1 2
—( / / Ththera;dt> > 0.
—4 n

Hence N is nondecreasing, and if N’ = 0, then Lh, = ch,.. Recalling that Lh, = x - Vh, +
2t0ih, — khy, we obtain x - Vh — 2t0;h — (k + ¢)h = 0, which is equivalent to h being
backward self-similar of degree ¢ + k. On the other hand, we have from (2.1)

f fRn |Vh,?Gdzdt ¢+ &

f—4 fRn __t|hr|2GdIEdt 2 7’

N(r) =

hence ¢+ k = 2N.
The last statement of the lemma follows now by the contradiction argument. Suppose
that 2N(s) < ¢ for some s € (0, 1], it follows that 2N(0+) < ¢. By scaling

Dy
- 1/2°
(2 o 51y PGt

we infer from the boundedness of N(r) that {w,} is boundedd in L%(—4, —1; W2(Bg)) for
every R > 0. Now we apply Lemma for w, and Vw, to get that {w,} is bounded in
L?(—4,0; W12(Bg)). Indeed, for —4 < s < —2 and —1 < ¢t < 0 we can write

1'2
/ [ fotetPasar < / [/ / L, m(fj) [wn(y, $) PGy, s)dydsdtdz
R R " -

<eF2gatign2 g / / o (3. 9) G, )

_6R2/222n+13n/2|BR|.

Wy 1=

Furthermore, the estimates on derivatives for caloric functions imply that {w; } is bounded
in L?(—3,0; W22(Bg)). Consequently, by diagonalization technique there is a weakly con-
vergence sequence w,, — wqg in W172(—3,0;VV£’3 (R™)) as well as w,,, — wqg strongly
in L?(-3,0; Wlicz (R™)). Therefore, the limit wp is a caloric function satisfying wg(0) =

0! % wo(0) = 0 for all 25 + |u| < £ — 1. The later inequality is a consequence of wy,, being

2Note that G >

> W for |z| < R, and h is of polynomial growth.
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smooth and their derivatives being uniformly bounded by |lwy,, [|11((—4,0)xBy)- We claim
now that for every fixed 0 < r < 1/3,

(2.2) / / |w0| Gdzdt = lim / — |w,, |*Gdzdt = 1,
Ar2 n Tm—0 —4r2 n —t
and
(2.3) / / |Vwo|*Gdxdt = lim / |Vw,,, |*Gdxdt.
Ar2 n rm—0 —4r2 n

Suppose this is true, then we for r < 1/3 we have

N(r,wp) = lim N(r,w,, ) = lim N(rrm,,h) =N(0+,h).
Tm—0 Tm—0
So, wp must be a backward self-similar function of degree 2N(0+,h) < ¢ for 0 < ¢t < 1.
Since wy is caloric function, so 2N(0+, h) € N, comparing with wy(0) = 8] 95w (0) = 0 for
all 2j + |u| < £ — 1, this yields a contradiction with ([2.2)).

Therefore, 2N(s,h) > ¢ for s € (0,1]. If 2N(1,h) = ¢, then N is constant on (0,1) and
thereby h is a backward self-similar function of degree /.

To close the argument, we need to prove ([2.2]) and (Z3]). This is a matter of computation
and can be settled easily by Lemmal[l.2l Indeed, we just need to show the following uniform
convergence when 0 < r < 1/3 is fixed and r,,, — 0,

/ / ]wrml Gdzdt < / / (2V3)" o5 t—G(x t)dxdt
4r2 JrRm\Bp —t 4r2 JR\Bg
1
«( / [ L PGt shavas)
3 n/2+1 | |2 |$|2
<. /Rn\BR () (5 i) o

. 3 n/2+1 ]2
/ / —<—> est dedt — 0 as R — oo.
472 R"\BR —7t

The proof of (2.3]) is the same if we apply again Lemma [T.2] for the caloric function Vw,,,.
O

wl 3

2.2. Nondegeneracy.

Proposition 2.5. (Nondegeneracy) Let u be a solution of (L)) with0 < g < 1. Then there
is a positive constant ¢ = c(q,n) such that if (zg,to) € {|u] > 0}, and Q, (xo,to) C Q1,
then
sup |u| > er”.
Qr (zo,to)
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Proof. Let U(z,t) := |u(z,t)|'~9. The proof follows in a standard way using
|Vul? 1+g¢ IVU|?
sl 1—q U "’
For any (y,s) € {|Ju| > 0}, (close to (z,9)), set w(x,t) = c(jx — y|> + (s — t)) for small
constant ¢ > 0 to be specified later. Then h = U — w satisfies in Q; (v, s)

Ch—h = Ah— g+ 114 (V<U+w> -Vh—§h>

AU -0, U=(1-¢q)+(1—q) in {U > 0}.

1—gq U U
2n+1 1+4¢q |Vul? ol+gs—t
=(1—-¢q)—4 — 1- 4 >

provided that c¢is small enough. In particular h cannot attain a local maximum in @, (y, s)N
{lu] > 0} according to the maximum principle for £ — 9;. On the other hand A < 0 on
0{|u| > 0} and hence the positive maximum of h is attained on 9,Q; (v, s), and we conclude
that
Sup (U - ’lU) > U(y7 8) > 07
OpQr (y,8)
which amounts to
sup U > er.
OpQr (¥,3)
Letting (y, s) — (zo,t0), we arrive at the statement of the proposition. O

3. REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS

In this section we study the regularity of solutions (to equation (I.1J)), which according to

the parabolic regularity theory, are known to be C%’BHC?’(HB)Q for ¢ = 0 and C:%’BHC,}’B/2
for ¢ > 0. Here we will show the optimal growth for solutions from points where u vanish
to the highest order for our problem. In order to study the optimal growth (regularity) of
solution, we start with the following definition; see also [10].

Definition 3.1. The vanishing order of u at point Xq is defined to be the largest value
V(Xo) which satisfies
Il o= @7 (x0))

lim sup V(X0)

r—0t
One of main tools in studying a sublinear equation is Lemma [Z.5] which is the dual of
[3, Lemma 1.1] for the elliptic case. For the convenience of reader we put the proof in the
Appendix. One of the useful result of Lemma is that if u is a solution of (I.I]) and
Xy € T'(u), then V(Xy) € {1,2,3,--- ,|k],k}. Moreover, we can find out easily that if
V(Xo) = s < K, then 9{04u(Xy) exists and vanishes for 2i + || < s. Indeed, there is a
self-similar vectorial polynomial P of degree s such that |u(X) — P(X)| < C|X — X|*.
Our main result for case ¢ > 0 is that if Xg € T"(u) = {Xo € I'(u) : 9ioku(Xo) =
0 for all 2i + || < k}, then V(Xy) = k.
We start with the following lemma which is essential to obtain our result.
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Lemma 3.2. For any u solving (LI) in Q2, and satisfying the doubling
(3.1) ”uHLoo(Q;) < 2H”u”Loo(Q;)7
we have

HuHLm(Q;) < max {1, C|’uG1/(1+Q)HL1+q(Q;)} 7
where C' is independent of u.

Proof. Suppose the statement of the lemma fails. Then there is a sequence u; satisfying
the hypothesis of the lemma with

32wl =L and gl ey = GO o

Define u; = uj/||uj||Loo(Q;), and insert in (B2), to arrive at

1 .
> 5 2 10,6V gy,
Since u; satisfies the doubling (3.1)), then it yields
(850 o5) < 27Il15 ) < 277

Therefore we have a subsequence of u; which converges to a limit function ug satisfying
~ 1 1 ~
Hqu / +q)HL1+q(Q;) =0, HUOHLoo(Q;) =1,
which is obviously a contradiction. O

Theorem 3.3. For u a solution to (L), with (0,0) € T'"(u), there exists a constant C
such that

sup [u| < Cr", Vo<r<l1/2

Qr
Proof. Case k ¢ N: The proof in this case follows by standard blow-up and the use of
Liouville’s theorem, and the only subtle point would be to prove the blow-up solution will
vanish at the origin, of order k; the latter is taken care of in Appendix. here is how it
works out. If the statement of the theorem fails, then there exists a sequence r; — 0 such
that

sup |u| < jr"¥, Vr >y, sup [u| = jry.
Qr Qr,
2t
In particular the function ;(z,t) = % satisfies
J
. " 1
sup |a;] < R, forl<R< —,
— T
Qr J
with equality for R = 1, along with
ﬁ .
Hu; = f(1,) — 0 uniformly in QF.

j



REGULARITY OF THE FREE BOUNDARY FOR A PARABOLIC COOPERATIVE SYSTEM 11

From this we conclude that there is a convergent subsequence, tending to a caloric function
ug with growth x, i.e.

(3.4) sup|ug| < R, VR>1, suplug|=1, Huy=0,
Qr Qr

and furthermore, |0;(X)| < Cy|X| in Q7 uniformly for some constant Cy > 0 and all j.
Thus |Hu,| < ]ﬁ]]q < CdX1]? in Q7. Now if we apply Lemma [Z.5] for each component of
u; = (&]1, e, @), we obtain a caloric polynomial P’ of degree at most |2+ ¢| = 2 so that
\&g (X)— P]( )| < C1Co| X *T% in Q7 and the constant C depends only on n, ¢ and an up-
per bound on Hf’-jHLoo(Q;)' Since (0,0) € I'*(u), so Pj = 0 and then ]ﬂ;(X)] < O1C| X |#Ha.
By a bootstrap argument we find out the uniform estimate |0;(X)| < C¢|X|*~¢ for every
€ > 0. Therefore, we get

(3.5) 1y (0,0) = 904 up(0,0) =0, for all 2i + || < k.

Obviously ([B.4]) and (.5, along with the fact that x ¢ N, violates Liouville’s theorem and
we have a contradiction.
Case x € N: Consider the function v = nu where n € C§°(B3,) satisfies 0 < n < 1,

and n = 1in Byjp. Fix 0 <r < %, let p; :== 27%r,i = 0,1,2, ..., and define v (x,t) =
v(piz, pit)/pf, then

/ / lu|' TG dzdt = Z / / v TG dxdt
—r? pzl

_ 0 1
:E p?"/ / IV, "G dzdt < g p?“/ / IV, " IG Azt
i=1 —4 /By i=1 -4 JR"

1 > -1 |2
Y (- [ (19w ) Gasar
im1 —4 n
_1+q - 2K
7 ;Pi <
1 > —
ﬂz 2“( v,1)+ F(1 / / ’1“’“ Gda;dt)

2
(3.6) r 2% <1+/ / K‘VT_ i dedt)

where we have used Lemma [T 4], F' is the function defined in Theorem and p € H, the
space of all k-backward self-similar caloric vector-functions. We now let p = 7., where

ql2
Ty = argmmqeg{/ / ——Gdxdt,

v~ [ / (19w = + 2P0 i
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and observe that

(3.7) / / dexdt =0, for every p € H.

Now suppose, towards a contradiction, that there is a sequence r; — 0, such that

sup |u| < kr", Vr > rg, sup |u| = kry.
Qr Qr,

Consider the scaling u,(z,t) = u(rz,r?t)/r*, where the sequence u,, satisfies the doubling
condition (BI) because

||um||Loo(Qg) = 2’iHu27‘kHLOO(Q;) <2k = 2K||urkHLoo(Q;)-
Therefore Lemma [3:2] and (3.6]) implies that

0 _ 2 1/2
M, = </ / w&mdt) — .
_1 n -
— Ty,

Vo
For wi = & , we have
k My,

(3.9) / / w

Furthermore, we can show that {Vw;G'/2} is bounded in L?(—1,0; L*(R")). In order to
show this, we can write

2 2
/ / (va 24 B ’“' >Gd dt = —/ / (!V 2+ “'Zj' )Gdazdt
— 2K K’|V —ip |2
= sz 2 /_4 / <|VV2Z-,%|2+%> Gdzxdt

1 (o.]
(3.9) <P > 27 W (v, 27 ) — 0,
k i=1

=1.

which together with (B.8]) implies

(3.10) /_01 / |Vw|2Gdzdt = O(1).

On the other hand, we have

1 1

(riag, An(rea) + n(ree) =9 f (Vi) + 20k Vg, - V(i)
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and also,

1 +q/ / |V7‘k|1+qu‘/Edt —Z _22R/ / |V2 z/,-k|1+qu$dt
; K|Va—ip |?
= 22_21“ (W(V2irk, 1) — / / <‘VV2irk‘2 + 7‘ 22t 1 > dedt)
i=1 -4 JR"
o 2k ! K|Voip, — Ty |
< 22 W(v,1) + F(1) +/ / Y Gdxdt
/ / i M|2Gd dt

1—q

=0(1) +

Therefore by (B.I1), we get for ¢ > 0

0 1 0
(1+q9)/q 1+q
[ wttonGasi < (st + | [ e o)

1 M?
SW C(n, ”u”Hl(Bl,Rm)an7Q) + 1—¢ — 0,
k

and ||[Hwg|o — 0 for ¢ = 0. Hence {wy} is bounded in WP(—1, ; W?P(Bg)) for all
fixed R > 0 and by dlagonahzatlon technique there is a weakly convergent subsequence
with limit wq in L?(—1,0; VVlo’f(Rn)), satisfying Hwg = 0. We claim next that the strong
convergence

Wk ~1/2
(3.12) (—t)1/2G — - )1/2

holds, which follows if we prove the uniform convergence in k

G2, in L2(—1,0; L*(R")),

0 ’Wk’2
(3.13) Gdxdt — 0, as R — oo.
R™\Bpr

This can obviously be obtained by applying Lemma [7.3] and relations (3.8]) and (310

2 [ wi|? ‘ 2 J2?
R Gdzdt < |wi|“—Gdzdt = O(1).
-1 Rn\BR _t -1 n _t
Therefore we get
0 ’W0’2
/ / ——Gdzdt =1,
I -
and also by (3.7,

0 .
(3.14) / / wo tp xdt = 0, for every p € H.
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Moreover, from (3.9), (8.12)) and weakly lower semicontinuity of norm we obtain for every
R>0

2
/ / <|VW 12 + Klw 0’ >dedt< hm/ / <|V ‘ i >dedt§0.
Bgr n

It implies that
(3.15)

0>/ / <\VW I+ rw 0‘ >dedt 22—2’“/ / (\VWM i|? + elwo.- >Gdazdt.

If we further have

(3.16) |80k} (0,0)] = 0, for 20 + |p| < Kk —1,

then by Lemma [2.4] each component wg of w9 must satisfy

-1 ) J12
/ / <|vwg|2 + "';“Z?' ) Gdadt > 0.
—4 n

Summing over j and comparing with (3I5]), implies that w) is a x-backward self-similar
caloric function. But ([B.I4)) implies that wo = 0 which contradicts (3.13]).

To close the argument, we need to prove (B.16]). This can be shown by invoking Lemma
to obtain uniform estimate HWkHLoo(Q;) = o(r®*~1). To apply Lemma it is neces-
K=2-1/2)

sary to show the uniform estimate ||Hwyl| Le(Qr) = o(r . Since we have assumed

||u7"k||LOO(Q ) — 00 by contradiction, the scaled sequence uy, := urk/HurkHLoo(Q;) satisfies
Huy, = (uk)/HurkHLoo @) 0 and converges to a caloric function Gy as a subsequence.
Moreover, |ug(X)| < Cy|X| for a constant Cy > 0 and all k. Now apply Lemma
repeatedly to obtain the uniform estimate |t (X)| < C¢|X|*~¢ for a small value e. So,
[, (X)] < Cellur, | oo (r | X]%7¢ and by Lemma 32 as well as (3.6)

Cq

Hwi(X)] € — | f(u, (X))] < SE(1 4+ M2)2/0+0| X =20 < 0| x|r—2ea,
M, M;.

O

Remark 3.4. Although Theorem shows the backward regularity, we can see obviously
the reqularity in forward problem. A line of proof can be considered toward a contradiction
and assuming the sequence rj — 0 such that

sup |u| < jr", Vr >y, sup]u\ = Jri.

Qi Qr
Then u;(X) = u(r; X)/(jr}) converges to a caloric function ug in R™ x R with polynomial
growth, Hu0|]LOO(Q1+) =1andug =0 fort <0 (we also apply here Theorem [3.3). This
contradicts the uniqueness of heat equation solution with polynomial growth in forward
problem.
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4. HOMOGENEOUS GLOBAL SOLUTIONS

In this section we perform energy classification of regular free boundary points, that will
be needed later in order to establish the Holder regularity of the time derivative d,u in the
next section. Indeed the main goal is to show that half-space solutions are isolated within
certain topologies. The proofs for the case ¢ = 0 and ¢ > 0 differs to some extent and
hence we are forced to consider them separately. For the case ¢ = 0 we need to consider
two lemmas (Lemmas [£1] and [42]) that will give us the result. The proof for the case
q > 0 takes a different turn, and is shown in the proof of Proposition [£.3l

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ = 0 and u be a backward self-similar solution to (LI)). If {|u| >
0}NQy C {x, > —6}, where § > 0 is small, then u € H.

Proof. Let u be a backward self-similar solution, and recall that the condition of homo-
geneity (for each component) is

(4.1) Lu® = 2t0u® + x - VuF — 2uF = 0.
Hence we obtain the following equation for each component

ik — - Vuk uk

k —
(4.2) 5 + Au” — WX{|U\>0} =0,
and
k k u k
(4.3) 2tAu” + - Vu® — ZtHX{IubO} =2u".
Denote by Lo := —A 4+ x -V and £ := Ly + \_111| Then for ¢t = —%, any v is an

eigenfunction of £ in {U > 0} corresponding to the eigenvalue A = 2.

We want to show that A = 2 is the first eigenvalue for £, since then u* = ¢;|u| in each
connected component of {|u| > 0}, and we have a scalar problem for |u| when t = —1/2.
It is sufficient to show that 2 is not larger than the second eigenvalue for L.

We prove that for some 6 > 0, X\o(L, {zy, > —d}) > 2, which implies A\ (£, {z, > —6}) =
2. Sincdl Ay(Lo, R") = 3, we have

(4.4) Ma(L{an > —01) > Aa(Lo, {2 > —6}) > Aa(L0, RY) — w(8) = 3 — w(d),

k

where w(0) is the modulus of continuity of \o(Lo,{z, > —d}). By choosing § > 0 small,
we will obtain A\o(£, {z,, > —d}) > 2, implying that A\ (£, {z,, > —d}) = 2. Hence u = c|u]|
in each connected component of {|u| > 0}, where ¢ € R depends on the component and

|c| =1 . It remains to observe that for t = —1/2, the function U = |u| is a homogeneous
stationary solution to the equation HU = X(y~0}, and therefore U is a half-space solution
and u € H. d

3This follows from a simple computation for one dimensional case, and the fact that eigenvalues decrease
by symmetrisation, and translation invariance of the set R’ in directions orthogonal to en.
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Lemma 4.2. (Closeness to half-space) Let ¢ = 0 and u be a backward self-similar solution
to the system ([LIl) with the property

(4.5) // |lu — h|Gdzdt < ¢,
Qr

where h = @el. Then
(4.6) {lul > 0}y N Q) € {(x,8) 12 > —CePy.
for C =C(n,m), and = B(n).

Proof. The proof is standard and follows from the nondegeneracy. Let (xq,to) € {|Ju| >
0} N Q1_/27 and 79 = —p < 0, then

(4.7) // lu|Gdzdt < // |lu — h|Gdzdt < e.
o Qr

By the nondegeneracy, there exists X € Q, (wo,t0), such that

X)) = sup Jul > cne
Qg (zo,to)

Then for a small r > 0,
inf |u| > eno® — Cpr? > Co?,

Qr (X)
and
(4.8) e > // lu|Gdzdt > Cp™ ™.
Qr (X)
Now (E.0) follows with § = —. O

The next proposition shows that the half-space solutions in H are isolated in the class
of k-backward self-similar solutions.

Proposition 4.3. The half-space solutions are isolated (in the topology of L*(—1,0; H*(B1;R™)))
within the class of backward self-similar solutions of degree k.

Proof. The proof follows from Lemmas [4.1] and for ¢ = 0. When ¢ > 0, we assume
toward a contradiction that there exists a sequence of backward self-similar solutions of
degree k, say u;, such that

0< llllelﬁfﬂ”uZ — h”LQ(_LO;Hl(Bl;Rm)) = Hu, — hHL2(—1,0;H1(B1;IRm)) =:0; >0, asi— o0,

where h = a(z;7)"e;. When passing to a subsequence, (u; — h)/§; =: w; — w weakly in
L?(—1,0; HY(By;R™)), the limit w is still a backward self-similar function of degree k.
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Furthermore, for ¢ € C5°(Q7;R™) we have

/_01 /131 —Vw; : Vo +w; - 0r¢ dadt :6% /_01 /131 (f(ui) —f(fl)) - ¢ dxdt
:5%. /_01 /B /:%f(mf(ui—ﬁ)wmxdt

- / 0 /B | /0 fulh - oowe) (wi) - b drdde

If supp¢ C By x (—1,0), we conclude that

0 0 1
/ / —Vw; : Vo + w; - Or dadt :/ / / fu(fl + T0;w;)(W;) - ¢ drdadt
-1JBy —-1JBy Jo

2/_01 /B /01 fu(Téiw;)(w;) - ¢ drdzdt
0

_l q—1 . AN
—qél /_1 . fu(wi)(w;) - ¢ dadt,

let ¢ — oo to obtain .
/ fu(w)(w) - ¢pdzdt = 0.
-1JBy

Then w =0 in B X (—1,0). Now for every supp ¢ C Bfr x (—1,0),
0 0
/ / —Vw:Vo+w-Opdedt = / / fu(h)(w) - ¢ dzxdt.
-1JBf -1JBf

Thus Hw = fu(h)(w) in B x (—1,0). Now let w/ := w - e; for 1 < j < m, then
Huw = qk(k — 1)(z))2w?, for j =1,
and
Huw’ = k(k —1)(x))2w?,  for j > 1.
Next extend w? to a backward self-similar function of degree x in {z, < 0} and define
y { w/ (2, xp,t),  xn >0,

W (2!, wp,t) = ‘
—w! (2!, 2, t), xp <O,

which is a backward self-similar weak solution of degree x and satisfies
. qr(k — 1)|x,| 7207, for j =1,
Hw =

(4.9)
k(K — 1)|zn| 20, for j > 1.

If we consider any multiindex p € ZZL__I x {0} and any nonnegative integer v € Z, as well as
the higher order partial derivatives 8] 94w’ =: ¢ then ( is a backward self-similar function
of order k — |u|1 — 2y and satisfies again in the same equation in R"™ X (—o0,0). From the
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integrability and homogeneity we infer that 9] 9w’ = 0 for k — |u|y — 2y +1 < —n/2.
Thus (2/,t) — @’ (2, z,,t) is a polynomial and the homogeneity imply the existence of
a polynomial p such that w’(z/,z,,t) = wj(x o1, ;2) = $np(m, , xg) for x, > 0. Next
choose 7 such that 9)p = r(z') # 0, then according to the H'-integrability of djw’/ =

a2 (ﬁ) we know that  — 2y — degr > 1. Take the multiindex p € Z™! x {0} such

that |u|; = degr and 957 # 0, and insert 9, dhw’ = Olra 7M1 i equation (@), which
implies that

(k =2y = [ph)(k =2y = |ph — 1) = gr(k — 1), forj=1,

(k =2y = |pul)(k =2y = Juy = 1) = k(k = 1), for j>1,

and hence
2y +|pli =1, or 2k — 2, for j =1,

2y + |uly =0, or 26 — 1, for j > 1.

The condition k — 2y — degr > % and K > 2 yields that the only possible case is v = 0 and
luli =1 for j =1 and |u|; = 0 for j > 1. We obtain that w'(z,t) = z5(d + £ - 2'/z,) and
w’(z,t) = {;jzf for j > 1. Comparing with the equation (£J) implies that we must have
d = 0. To sum up, we find that w(z,t) = (x5 10y - 2’ loxl -+  Lyx%) for some ¢; € R !
and ly, -+ £ € R.

Recall that we have chosen h as the best approximation of u; in H. So, it follows that
for h,(z) := amax(z - v,0)"ey,

1
(4.10) (Wi, hy —h) 21 0,51 (B, rmY)) < 2—&”}11/ - h”%?(—l,O;Hl(Bl;Rm))'

Now let v — e, so that "; :§Z| converges to the vector ¢ (where £ - €, = 0), then

0
w; e )k(z )z -
2/_131“ D) @ )+

V(w;-eq)- [n(mf{)”_lf + k(k — 1)(3;:{)“_2(3; . f)en] dxdt.
Choosing £ = (¢1,0) and passing to the limit in i, we obtain that

0> / / P2l ) + )2
B1
+ k(k — 1) (x> (2 - )% dedt.

Hence, ¢1 = 0, and then w-e; = 0.
If we apply once more the relation (ZI0) for hy = a(x;})"e; istead of h,, where ey =
(cosf)e; £ (sinf)ej, and let § — 0. We obtain

(w,-,ia(a;:)/iej)wlyg(Q;;Rm) <0.
Therefore,

EJH(.Z' ) HW12Q Rm) 207
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and then ¢; = 0.

So far, we have proved that w = 0. In order to obtain a contradiction to the assumption
Wil L2 (1,0, (B, ;7)) = 1, it is therefore sufficient to show the strong convergence of Vw;
to Vw in L?(—1,0; L?(B1;R™)) as a subsequence i — oo. But by compact imbedding on
the boundary

0 0 0
/ / \Vw;|? dadt = / wi - (Vw; - x) dH"Ldt — / w; - Aw; dxdt
—-1JB; —1 831 -1JB;

0 0
:/ / /{|wi|2 — 2tOyw; - wy dH N dt — / w; - Oyw; dxdt
—-1J0B1 -1J By

0 . ~
5[] ) () - ) do

0 0
1
S/ / K| wil? =ty w;|? dH" " dt — —/ Os|wi|? dxdt
—-1J0B1 2 -1JB1

0
:// (/@+1)|wi|2dﬂ{"_1dt—/ w(z, —1)[2 dFn
—1J0B; 0B,

1
+ —/ |wi(z, —1)]2 — \wi(az,O)\z dx
2 B

0 1
g/ / (ﬁ+1)|wi|2dﬂ-f"_1dt—|——/ w;(z, —1)| da
~1.JoB, 2 /B,

0 1 0
:/ / (k + 1)|w;[*dH"Lat + 7/ / |w|2dzdt — 0,
—-1JoB; n+2/€+2 1JB

as a subsequence i — co. (Note that we have used the homogeneity property of w; in the
last line.) O

Definition 4.4. (Regular points) We say that a point z = (z,t) € T*(u) is a regulaﬂ free
boundary point for u if at least one blowup limit of u at z belongs to H. We denote by R
the set of all reqular free boundary points in T'(u).

Proposition 4.5. If zy = (zg,tg) € R, then all blowup limits of u at zy belong to H.

Proof. Suppose there are two sequences r;,p; — 0 such that the scaling u(xzg + 4, tg +
r2)/rf and u(zo + pi-to + p3-)/pf converges respectively to up € H and a 6y ¢ H.
Furthermore, we can assume that r;11 < p; < r;. By a continuity argument we can find p; <
7; < r; when i is large enough such that dist (u(zo + 74+, to + 77+) /77, H) = 6dist(ti, H) for
an arbitrary § € (0,1/2). The boundedness of u(zg + 7i-,to + 77:) /7 implies that every

4They are also called low-energy points. When ¢ = 0, these points have the lowest energy (see Theorem

[£]). It is not generally true for ¢ > 0 and we have the lowest energy when the coincidence set has nonempty
alta 4k _

interior (see Theorem [£9)). In this case, half-space solutions have the energy M(h) = oD 7122”73F(m—

1), where I is the Gamma function here. The time-dependent global solution 6(z,t) = (%)“/Qe has the
energy M(6) = 2~ (4™ — 1) which is the less than the energy of half-space solutions for x > 5/2.

kF(k—1)
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limit u* of that is a x-backward self-similar solution such that dist(u*, H) = 6dist(ag, H),
which for small 6 contradicts the isolation property Proposition 4.3l O

Remark 4.6. We will conclude later the uniqueness of blowups at reqular points of free
boundary by Theorem in Section [0.

The following lemma and theorem shows that the half-space solutions have the lowest
energy among the global self-similar solutions for the case ¢ = 0.

Lemma 4.7. Let ¢ = 0 and u be a backward self-similar solution to the system (L),

satisfying |u| > 0 a.e.. Then
-1
1
:/ / lu|Gdzdt > —5
u Jn 2

Proof. Observe that by homogeneity of u we have M(u) = W(u, ), for any r. Integration
by parts, and (again) homogeneity of u 1mphes

-1
/ / <|Vu|2 +— —|— 2|u|> Gdxdt = / / |u|Gdxdt.
n —4 n

Let U = |u| > 0 a.e., as we observed before, AU — 9,U > 1. Hence

—1 -1
- / / Gdrdt < / / (AU — 0,U)Gdxdt
—4 n —4 n

—1
:/ —UAG+ UG — 0y(UG)dzdt = — Uz, t)G(x,t)dx|="}
—4 R

(4.11) R"

:—w_%/ U(V—4tz, t)e =P dz|l=71 = —|-47T_75L/ tU(z,—1/4)(3_"Z‘de|;:}1

n

:127r—’z’/ U(z,—1/4)e 1 dz.

Employing again the homogeneity of U, we obtain

-1 -1
= / / Uz, t)G(z, t)dedt = — 4~ > / / tU(z, —1/4)e_lz|2dzdt
—4 n —4 n

. 1
:307T_2/ Uz, —1/4)e” " dz > 25

where we used ({.I1) in the last step. O

Theorem 4.8. Let ¢ = 0 and u be a backward self-similar solution to the system ([I.1).
Then M(u) > % and the equality holds if and only if u € H.

Proof. Step 1: We show that M(u) = % if u is a half-space solution. If u € H, then

-1 1 [t 15
= /_4 /n |u|Gdzdt = 5/_ —tdt = T



REGULARITY OF THE FREE BOUNDARY FOR A PARABOLIC COOPERATIVE SYSTEM 21

Step 2: If U = |u| > 0 a.e., then M(u) > 22 by LemmalZ7l Suppose that [{U = 0}| > 0
and M(u) < %. By the nondegeneracy and quadratic decay estimates, we imply that the
interior of {u = 0} is nonempty. Then we may choose @ (Y') C {u = 0} in such a way that
there exists a point Z € 0,Q; (Y)NI'(u). Moreover, since u is backward self-similar we can
assume that the point Z is very close to the origin and satisfies W(u,0+; Z) < 15/4, by
the upper semicontinuity of the balanced energy. Hence any blow-up at Z is a half-space
solution by Lemma E.1] which contradicts the result in Step 1.

Step 3: It remains to show that if M(u) = % for a backward self-similar solution u,

then u is a halfspace solution. Let Xo = (zo,tp) € I" be as in Step 2, i.e. such that
Q. (Y) C {u= 0}, for a small » > 0. If X =0, then u € H by Lemma [Tl Assume that
| Xo| > 0. Let ug be a blow-up of u at Xy, then uy € H. Hence

1 1
(4.12) Z5 = M(ug) = W(u,0+; Xg) < W(u,400; Xg) = W(u, +00;0) = M(u) = 15,

since W(u, 400, X) does not depend on X € I'. Indeed, by homogeneity of u at the origin,

u(rz + xg, 7%t + to)

)
Therefore (£12]) implies that W(u,r; X() does not depend on r and u is backward self-
similar with centre at Xg, hence u(zg + rz,to + r*t) = r?u(xg + z,to + t). On the other
hand, u(zg + rz, tg +1%t) = r¥u(ze/r + x,to/r? +t), and therefore u(wg/r +z,to /1% +1) =
u(zg + x,t9 + t). Letting r — +oo, we obtain u(x,t) = u(xg + x,ty + t), for any (x,t),
hence u satisfies the assumptions in Lemma 4.1} and u € H. (]

x t
:u(a:+—0,t+—g) — u(z,t), as r — 4o0.
r r

The next theorem is a version of Theorem [4.8]for case ¢ > 0 to show that half-space solu-
tions have the lowest energy among the backward self-similar solutions whose coincidence
set has nonempty interior.

Theorem 4.9. Let u be a backward self-similar solution to the system (LIl) satisfying
{lu] = 0}° # 0. Then M(u) > A,, and equality implies that u is a half-space solution; here
A, =M() for every h € H.

Proof. The proof is indirect. Consider the self-similar solution u with M(u) < A,. Assume
that {|u| = 0} contains the cube @ and Xy = (x0,t9) € 0Q NI{|u] > 0} and ty < 0. From
here we deduce that all derivatives of u at Xy vanish if they exist. If we start with the
initial regularity and the estimate |u(X)| < C|X — Xp|, we are able to apply Lemma
iteratively and obtain |u(X)| < C¢|X — Xo|* €. This implies that X, € I'*. Also from
self-similarity of u, we infer that
W(u, 0+ Xo) = lim W(u,7; Xo) = lim W(u, —; X7*) = W(u, 0+; XT),
r—0t+ r—0t+ m
where X' := (32, T’;L—O) By the upper semicontinuity of the function X — W(u, 0+; X),
we get
W(u, 0+; Xo) = limsup W(u, 0+; X)) < W(u, 0+;0) < W(u, 1;0) = M(u) < A4,.

m—ro0
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Thus every blow-up limit uy of u at the point Xy satisfies the inequality M(ug) < Ag.
Note that by the nondegeneracy property ug #Z 0. Now the self-similarity of u tells us that
uy must be time-independent. To see that let w,(x,t) := u(zg + r2,t9 + 72t)/r* which
converges to ug in some sequence. According to the self-similarity of u, we have

Vu(zo 4 ra, tog +12t) - (zo + ) 4+ 2(to + r2t)Ou(zg + ra, to + r2t) = ku(zg + rx, to + rt),
S0,

vV, (2,t) - (xo +ra) + 2(to + 2o, (x, ) = r?ku,(z,t),
and passing to the limit, we obtain to0pug(x,t) = 0. Therefore, ug is a kK-homogeneous

global solution of Au = f(u) and violates Proposition 4.6 in [9], the elliptic version of
this theorem. To find the elliptic energy of ug, we can write for every s-homogeneous

time-independent solution v,
1
. +q/ / x) "G (x, t)dadt = / / V—atz)|" e ® dzat
q n n

1—q4% —4% .
:—qiﬂ'_2/ ]v(z)\”qe_‘z‘QdZ

M\S

1+q 4k
11— (]421‘i 4H / / |1+qrﬁ(1+q)+n 1 T’Qdédr
1 + q 4k OB
1- q / 2\ 149 72
=—c v(z dz
1-— q. 14q -
——_ 49 dz=¢é, M
st [ M = M (),

where M(v) is the adjusted energy for the elliptic case which is used in Proposition 4.6 in
[9]. In particular, for h € H, we find out M (ug) < M (h).

Finally, to prove the second part of the statement we consider the backward self-similar
solution u satisfying M(u) = A,, @ C {|u] = 0} and Xo = (x0,t0) € 9Q N I{|u| > 0}
for some ty < 0. As in the first part of the proof we obtain that every blow-up limit ug
of u at the point Xy satisfies the inequality M(ug) < A,, that ug is a x-homogeneous

time-independent solution and {|ug| = 0}° # (. Thus according to Proposition 4.6 in
[9], up must be a half-space solution. Therefore, every blow-up limit of u at the point
X§ = (32, %) must be a half-space solution. Assuming u ¢ H, we find by a continuity

argument for an arbitrary 6 € (0,1) a sequence p,, — 0 such that

dist(pyFa(zo/m + pm- to/m? + p2,-), H) = Odist(u, H) > 0.
It follows that w(wg/m+ pm-, to/m?+ p2,-)/ pk, converges to a backward self-similar solution
u* along a subsequence as m — oo, because

W(u*,r;0) = lim W(u,rpp; Xg') > W(u, 0+, Xg") = A,

m—r0o0
and for every 0 < p
W(u*,r,0) = lim W(u,rpm; X§") < li_H)l W(u,p; Xg") = W(u,p;0).
m—00

m—ro0
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Then W(u*,r;0) = A, for all » > 0 and u* must be a self-similar solution. The conclu-
sion is that dist(u*, H) = 6dist(u,H) which for small # contradicts the isolation property
Proposition A3l O

Here, we show that the regular points are an open set in I'(u) = 9{|u| > 0}.
Proposition 4.10. The regular set R is open relative to I'(u).

Proof. Assume that there is a sequence X; = (x;,t;) € I'(u) \ R convergind% to Xo =
(xo,t0) € R. We can find a sequence 7; — 0 and a subsequence of X; such tha
c

(4.13) dist (w(z; + 7, t; + 77-) /77, H) = 92k+1°

where c is the constant defined in Proposition 2.5 and the distance is measured in L>*(Q7 ).
The uniform boundedness of set H implies the convergence u(z; + 7;-,t; + 72:)/7F in a
subsequence to a global solution u*. For convenience assume that ||u,, x, — h|| Le(Qr) <

/4% for h(z,t) = a(z})". Then

c
(4.14) ur x: (@, 1)) <
for all (z,t) € Q] where 1 < 0. According to the nondegeneracy property, Proposition
(2.5 we know that sup— ) lus, x,| > cr® for all Z € {|u,, x,| > 0} such that Q; (Z) C Q7 .
Comparing with (4I4]) for » > 1/4, we deduce that u,, x, = 0 in {(z,t) € Q1_/2 s <
—1/4}. Therefore, the coincidence set {|u*| = 0} has a nonempty interior and there exists
cube @ C {|u*| =0} and Yy € 0Q N 9{|u*| > 0}. According to Theorem [£.8 and Theorem
4.9 Yp is a regular point for u* provided its energy is not larger than A,. To see this, we
fix r < 1 and consider the energy value

W(u*,0+;Yy) < W(u*,r;Yp) = lim W(u,r7; X; + 13Y0) < lim W(u, p; X; + 7:Y0) = W(u, p; Xo),
1—>00 1— 00

where p > 0 is again an arbitrary constant. Then W(u*,0+;Yy) < W(u, 0+; Xy) < A, and
Y) is a regular point. So, W(u*,0+;Yy) = A,, and W(u*,0+;Yy) = W(u*,r;Yy) = A, for
every r < 1. Therefore, u* is self-similar in ()7 with respect to the point Yy = (yo, so).
Now apply again Theorem [£.8 and Theorem to find out u* is a half-space solution with
respect to Yp, say u*(z,t) = a((z! — y})4)" for t < sp. The uniqueness of solution of
(CI) (Lemma[71) yields that the equality holds for ¢ < 0. Notice that |u*(0,0)| = 0 since
X; € I'(u). Therefore, y} = 0 and u*(z,t) = a(xl ), which contradicts (@I3). O

5. HOLDER REGULARITY OF d;u

Our way of approach, as mentioned in the introduction, is to use elliptic regularity
theory for the free boundary problems. This approach is based on using the epiperimetric
inequality for the elliptic systems as done in [I, [9]. The reduction of parabolic problem to
the elliptic case was successfully used in [I2]. The idea is that near regular points of the
free boundary, where the blow-up regime is half-space, the time derivative of the solutions

5The distance ranges between almost zero to infinity, depending on ;.
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vanishes faster than the order of scaling which is kK = 2/(1 — ¢). This enables us to apply
the epiperimetric inequality.

Our strategy is to prove that d;u is subcaloric and vanishes continuously on the free
boundary (when ¢ = 0). So we can deduce the Holder regularity for it. This method needs
a modification for ¢ > 0. We start by following lemma which is essential in the case ¢ > 0.

Lemma 5.1. Let (zg,tg) € " be a regular free boundary point of u. Then for every e > 0,
there exists rg > 0 such that
2

. in Qry (20, to).

2’”: uFvuF

k=1

(5.1) lul?|Vul? < (1+¢)

Proof. By contradiction consider the sequence (x;,t;) — (z0,%) at which inequality (5.1))
does not hold. Let d; := sup{r : Q; (z;,t;) C {|u| > 0}} and (y;,s;) € pQy, (xj,t;)NT(u).
According to the openness of regular points, see Proposition A.I0, we imply that (y;,s;)
are regular points of free boundary. Now, employing the growth estimates of solutions near
I'*, Theorem B.3] (as well as Remark B.4]), and possibly passing to a subsequence, we may

assume that ( ) )
u dj.il' +.Z'j,d»t+tj
o J =uj(x,t) = up(z,1t),
J

and

((y; — x5)/dj, (s; — t;)/d3) = (§,5;) — (Fo, 50) € FpQ7 -
Therefore, inequality (5.]) can not be true for u; at point (0,0). We will show that uyg is
a half-space solution with respect to (7o, S0), i.e.

(5.2) ug(z,t) = a((x — go) - v)}e, in R x (—o0, 3],

for some v € R", e € R™. By the uniqueness of forward problem, Lemma [TI] the
representation (5.2)) is valid for ¢ € (—o0, 0] and ug must satisfy the equality [ug|?|Vug|? =
|Ezn:1 u’éVu’Sf. The contradiction proves the lemma.

In order to show that ug is a half-space solution, let ¢ > 0 be a small number, such that
Qo(zo,to) NT consists only of regular points; see Proposition {10l For every r > 0 denote
by

wy(X) := W(uan, r; X).
Then w, is continuous, and has a pointwise limit, as » — 0. Since Q,(zo,%o) NIT" consists
only of regular points, then

(5.3) rl_i)r&_ wy(z,t) = Ay, for (z,t) € Qy(zo,to) NT.

Furthermore, by monotonicity formula w,(x,t) + F(r) is a nondecreasing function in r,
hence by Dini’s monotone convergence theorem, the convergence in (5.3)) is uniform. Thus

W(ug, r;90,50) = lim W(w;n,r;9;,5;) = lim W(un, d;r;y;, s;) = Ag,
Jj—o0 J—0

for any » > 0. Hence ug is backward self-similar with respect to (%o, S9). To finish the
argument, note that (g;,3;) is a regular point of u; and consider the convergence u; — ug
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in Q5. Then the interior of {up = 0} is not empty and by Theorem 9] we infer that ug
must be a half-space solution with respect to the point (o, So). O

Lemma 5.2. Let
g(z,t) = [Opu(z,t)*[u(z, )| 7>,

(i) If ¢ = 0, then g(z,t) = |Opu(x,t)|? is a subcaloric function in the set {|u| > 0}.
(ii) If 0 < q¢ < 1 and (xg,t9) € T'* is a regular free boundary point. Then there exists
0 < ro and 0 > 2 such that g% is a subcaloric function in the set {|u| > 0}NQ,, (0, to).

Proof. (i) By direct calculations;
Al =Y " AQuF)? =2) ok Aot + 2 [VoukP?
= k=1 k=1

and

k=1
Hence calculating and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

d k s
H(|8,ul?) 228tukH (OuF) + 22 |VouF? = QZatuk (,u"‘fl_q> +2) 0 |Vout|?
k=1

k=1
ukatuk > ujatu m
_22 < DT R +2) Vot
k=1
2 m
M (lu*0pal? = (1 = g)(u- Bu)®) +2) " |[Vou¥|® > 0.
k=1
(i1) Since H(g%) = 0g°~2(gHg + (0 — 1)|Vg|?), it is enough to show that
(5.4) gHg + (6 —1)|Vg[> > 0.

Note that this relation is valid for @ > 2 in {|u| > 0} regardless of whether d;u vanishes or
not. We can write

Hg = [u|"**H(|0pa]?) + |0pu* H ([ 77) + 2V (|0pul?) - V(|u] 7).
From part (i), we know that

2
uf?~a

(lal?[0pu]? = (1 = g)(u- 0u)®) + 2 |VouF,
k=1

H(|0pal?) =
and by a direct calculation we obtain,

H(Ju|727) = —2q|u| ™" — 2qu|*7*[Vu]* + 4¢(1 + g)|u| 7>

Z uFVuF

k=1




26 G. ALEKSANYAN, M. FOTOUHI, H. SHAHGHOLIAN, AND G. S. WEISS

Then
1
~gHg =1 — @)|0pu]*[u| 3 (Ju]*|9ul? — (u- du)?) — ¢|dpul*[u|~*~|Vu/?

2
f: uF vk

k=1

— 4q|0yul?|u| 172 (Z atukvaguk) - <Z ukVuk> .
k=1

k=1
According to Lemma [5.1] we can assume that

2
+ \8tu\2\u\_4q]V8tu\2 +2q(1+ q)\@tu\4\u\_4q_4

2

f: uF vk

k=1

[ul*[Vul* < (1 +¢)

)

in a neighborhood of (xg,tp) for some € > 0 which is determined later. Therefore, in order
to prove (5.4]) in this neighborhood we have

1 _ _4g—
ggHg >|u| ™% Z@tukV@uk + q(2g 4+ 1 — €)|0yul*|u| 22 ZukVuk
k=1 k=1
— 4¢|0yu)?|u| 712 (Z Gtukvatuk) : <Z ukVuk)
k=1 k=1
>—2(0—1)||ul~% (Z atukV&uk) — q|opu|?|u) 202 (Z ukVuk> =—50- 1)|Vgl|?
k=1 k=1

where the last inequality holds when 260q < (20 — 1)(1 — €). We can choose suitable € > 0
provided 26 > %_q. O

Now we prove that the time derivative vanishes continuously on the regular part of the
free boundary.

Lemma 5.3. Let g be the function defined in Lemma and suppose (xg,tg) € I'" is a

reqular free boundary point, then

lim  g(x,t) =0.

({E,t)—)(.’ﬂo,to)
Proof. Let (xj,t;) = (x9,t0) be a maximizing sequence in the sense that

lim g(zj,t;) = limsup g(z,t) :=m? > 0.
Jreo (@,t)—(w0,t0)

Let dj := sup{r : Q; (z,t;) C {|u] > 0}} and (y;,s;) € 8pQ5j (x,t;) NT. Following the
same lines of proof as that of Lemma [5.1], we may assume
u(djz + x5, dit + t;)
dr
J

=uj(x,t) = up(z,1),
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((yj — ) /dj, (s5 — t5)/d3) = (75, 5;) — (o, 50) € 0pQT,
and

(5.5) ug(z,t) = a((z — 90) - v)e, in R" x (—o0,0].

Since Q7 C {|u;| > 0}, then Q] C {|ug| > 0}, and the convergence is uniform in Q7 .
Hence

|0r10(0, 0)] [ue(0,0)[ ™ = Jim |01 (0,0)] [u;(0,0)[ 77 = Jim |Ova(zj, ty)| [a(z;, )1 = m,

and for all (z,t) € Q7 ,

Orto(a, )] o 2,67 = T [Oyut 1) (o £)|

= lim |Qpu(djz + x5, d;t + t;)| [u(djz + x5, d3t + ;)] 77 < m.
j—o0

Since |9yul? is subcaloric for ¢ = 0 or ¢’ for ¢ > 0 (Lemma [5.2), we can apply the

maximum principle to arrive at |Opug(x,t)| = m|ug(z,t)|? in the connected component of

()7, containing the origin, which contradicts (&.5l). O

Now using a standard iterative argument one can prove the Holder regularity of the time
derivative.

Lemma 5.4. Let g be the function defined in Lemma and suppose (xg,t9) € I" is a
reqular free boundary point. Then g is a Holder continuous function in a neighbourhood of

(xo,to).

Proof. Lemma and Lemma [5.3] together imply that g (or ¢? for 0 < ¢ < 1) is a
continuous subcaloric function in a neighbourhood of regular points (we extend g to zero
in {u = 0}). Since the coincidence set {u = 0} close to regular points are uniformly large,
we may invoke Lemma A4 in [2], which states that if h < M in Q1 := By x (0,1) is a
continuous subcaloric function and

Q1N {h < M/2}|

> A>0,
Q1
then there exists 0 < v = y(\) < 1 such that
h(0,1) < yM.

Since g is subcaloric, we obtain that

sup g(z,t) < ysup g(z,t).
Qr/2 Qr

Fix (x,t) € Qyy/2(w0,t0), then there exists k > 1 such that 27k=1py < 2| < 27%rg, and

In ~
1 [ |2\ =2
e t) <y sup mmws%@mmmws—<LQ sup g(i, 1),
Q27k+17‘0 Q’I‘O ’7 TO QTO

Hence the function g is Holder continuous with the exponent = —21{;72. O
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Corollary 5.5. Let u be a solution to (LI and suppose that (zo,ty) € I'"(u) is a regular
point, then there exists constants C', 0 < rg <1 and 0 < 8 < 1 such that

sup || < CriEA, VO0<r<r.
Qr (wo,to)

6. REGULARITY OF THE FREE BOUNDARY

We consider the following local (fixed time) version of balanced energy;

1 2
Wo(ur0) = s | Va0 e )|
r\L0

K
- —— lu(z, to) [PdH" .
pn+2k—1 /QBT (o)

Proposition 6.1. Let (zo,tg) € T'* be a regular free boundary point, then there exist
constants C' > 0 and 0 < § < 1, such that

2
dH" Ldr| < C\Tg — r?\

d
——Urt
dr

T2
Wto(u7r27x0) _Wto(u7r17x0)_2/ T/
r1 0B1(0)

Proof. Let us denote by u,.4, := M, then

TK;
2 2 14q
Wi, (u,7,20) = ’vu?ﬁto’ + T‘uhto’ de — K

2 n—1
Uy g |[“dH" .
B1(0) I+gq ) [urto

B1(0
Hence
(6.1)
d d u,; d d
— W =2 Vu,, V——u, ¢_r dx — 2 rto 5 Ur dj'cn_l
o o (u, 7, 20) /Bl(o) U, g, dru o T+ | dru todx H/{iBl(o) U, g, dru to
d 2
= 2/ —8tu(r:17—|—x0,t0)—ur,t0d$—|—2r/ dH 1.
B1(0) dr 9B1(0)

ar e

Letting 7o > 7 > 0 and integrating (6.I)) in the interval (r{,r2), we obtain
ro 2
‘Wto(u7r2ax0) _Wto(uarlaxo)_2/ T/
1 0B1(0)

dﬂf"—ldr(
T2 d
52/ / |Opu(re + xo, to)| ‘_ur,to
r1 J B1(0) dr

o] lntrimil,,
1 Bl(O)

d
—Urt
dr

dxdr

T

ra
SC’l/ P ldr = %(7‘5 —rf).

1
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The following epiperimetric inequality from [1] and [9] will be used to treat the parabolic
system.

Theorem 6.2 (Epiperimetric inequality). There exists € € (0,1) and 6 > 0 such that if
c = c(x) is a backward self-similar function of degree k satisfying

|lc = hl[w12p, gmy + |l = B[ (5, gm) < 6, for some h € H,
then there exists v.€ WH2(B1;R™) such that v = ¢ on OBy and
M(v) = M(h) < (1 —¢) (M(c) = M(h)),
where
+4q

2
M) := [ (VVv]* + ——|v|'")dz — & [v[2dFm1L
1
By 0By

Proposition 6.3. (Energy decay, uniqueness of blow-up limits) Let (x,t9) € T be a reqular
point, and ug be any blow-up of u at (xg,to). Suppose that the epiperimetric inequality holds
with 0 < e < 1 for each

‘ K

x
e, (a.10) 1= ety (/2] 10) = L (w + 7. o)
and for all r < rg. Then there exists C > 0 and 0 < v < 1 such that
(6.2) Wi, (0,7, 20) — Wy (u, 04, 20)| < Cr7, for small r > 0,

and

(6.3) /8 "

therefore ug is the unique blow-up limit of w at the point (xg,tg).

u(rx + xo,to)

—ug(x)| dH"! < Cr/?,
rr‘ﬁ)
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Proof. Let e(r) :== Wy, (u,r,z9) — Wy, (u, 04, z9), then

by A2k —2 9 2 1+ k(n+2k —1) 9 1l
€ (T) - m /;r'(l'o) ]Vu(x,to)] + m‘u(‘rvto)‘ Idz + MT 9B, (o) ‘u(x7t0)’ dH
1 2 n—1
b VR 2t o)t
K ne1, M1 2 g m—1
r OBr(x0) r OBr(x0)
+ 2k — 2 1 2 _
_ MR R £ W, (w, 04, 20)) + —/ IV (2, t0) 2 + —— |, (z, to)[H4d3 0!
r r OB1(x0) 1+ q
2 -2
= (Vu,(z,tg) - v) - up(x, to)dH ! — M/ lu,(z, to) [PdH™ 1
r OB1(x0) r 0B1(xo)
2k — 2 1 2
> _ ntik—2 (e(r) + Wi, (u,04)) + —/ (!VGuTP b T — (k(n — 2) + H2)]u7,’2> dH
r r 8B (0) 1+ q
2k — 2 1 2
__ntik—2 (e(r) + Wi, (u,04)) + — / <!V9cr\2 + ——Je ' = (k(n —2) + 52)‘%‘2) dH’
r r 9B (0) 1+ q
n+ 2k — 2
D (M(cy) — e(r) — Wy, (u, 0+, 20))

Zn—i—2f<a -2 <M(V) - If/to(u’ 0+, 2o) — e(r)) )
r —€

where we employed the epiperimetric inequality in the last step. Now let us observe that
u, 4, minimises the following energy

2
J(v) = / V|2 + ——|v|' Tz + 27“2_“/ v - Owu(xg + 1o, to)de,
B1(0) l+gq B1(0)

where v = u,.4, on 0B(0). Hence
2
M(v) :/ |Vv|? + ——|v|'Tdx — /1/ [v|2dH" !
B 1+g¢ 8B,

=J(v) — 27’2_“/ v - Opu(xo + ra, to)de — H/ |, g |2dH
B1 0B1

>M(urgy) + 2077 [ (uaegy = v) - oo + 1, to)d
B
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Now we may conclude that

(6.4)
, n+ 2k —2 k
e'(r) 2m (M(ur,to) — Wiy (u, 0+, z9) + 22 /Bl(umo —v) - ou(zy + rm,to)dx>
~ (n+2k—2)e(r) _ (n+2k—2)e(r) (n+2k—2)e(r)
r r(l—eg) r
(n+2k—2) ;_,
+ 2W7"1 /;1 (umo — V) . 8tu($(] + r, to)dﬂj
e(n + 2k — 2)e(r) _
- r(l—e) = o

by Corollary It follows from (6.4)) that

d E(7L+2I'€ 2) E(7L+2I'€ 2)
— (e(r)r™ > —Crfm1 .

dr
Integrating the last inequality from r to 1, we obtain
_s(n+2m72) C _s(n+2m72)
6(1) — C(T)T 1—e Z —m <1 — Tﬁ 1—e ) N
B 1—¢
and therefore
e(n+2k—2) C e(n+2k—2)
e(r) <e(l)r— 1= — —5 e <T = — Tﬁ> < Cor7,
1—¢

e(n+2k—2)
1—¢

proof of (6.2]) is now complete, and we proceed to the proof of (6.3)).

where v := min (5, ), and Cy > 0 depends only on the given parameters. The

Let 270 <y <271 < 27F <y < 275+ where k,1 € N. It is easy to see that

u(zo + rz, to) (:170 + 7‘2:17 to)

/ - dH™ 1 </ / urto drdH" !
8B1(0) Tl 8B1(0
2—Jj+1
< ur drdH" !
S I
2—j+1 2 %
<C, / / ur drdH" !
3 ([ ) ][

By Proposition [6.1] and relation (|Z3:Z|), we can estimate

S

2—Jj+1

drd&("—l < @Y 9y < 027,

u’r‘ ,to
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Hence
/ u(mo + Tlx,to) _ u(a;o + 7‘2$7t0) dg_cn—l < Cf: 2—’Yj/2
081 (0) T Ty o
—~1/2 —~v(k+1)/2
277 /1 :;_:ﬁz )/ < e (Tv/z _ 7,;/2)7
and (6.3]) follows. -

The following theorem has been proved as Theorem 4.7 in [9] (for ¢ > 0) and Theorem
4 in [1] (for ¢ = 0).

Theorem 6.4. Let Cp, be a compact set of points xg € Iy with the following property:
at least one blow-up limit ug of u(rx + xg,to)/r" is a half-space solution, say ug(r) =
amax(z - v(zo,t0),0)%e(xg, ty) for some v(xo,ty) € 0B1 C R" and e(xo,ty) € 0B; C R™.
Then there exist rg and C' < 0o such that

/BBl

for every xg € Cp, and every r < rg.

u(rz + xg, to)

— — amax(z - v(xg, ), 0)%e(zo, to) | dH" T < CrY/2,
,

Theorem 6.5. In a neighbourhood of reqular points the free boundary is C® in space and
COY2 in time.

Proof. First, consider the normal vectors v(zg, tg) and e(zg, tg) defined in Theorem [6.4] we
show that (xo,t0) — v(x0,to) and (zg,to) — e(xo, to) are Holder continuous with exponent

/8 = +2n

Therefore, it follows that for each time section the free boundary is C1?, provided the
free boundary point is a regular point. This in turn implies that the free boundary is a
graph in the time direction, close to such points. To see that the free boundary is half-
Lipschitz in time, we may perform a blow-up at free boundaries, along with a contradiction
argument. This is standard and left to the reader. O

7. APPENDIX

Lemma 7.1 (Uniqueness of forward problem). Let u and v be global solutions of (L.1I)
in R™ x (—o0,tg] which have polynomial growth. If u(-,s) = v(-,s) for some s < to, then
u(-,t) =v(-,t) for all s <t <ty.

Proof. Multiply H(u —v) = f(u) — f(v) by (u— v)G and integrate

o< [* ] ) = s (a=v)Gdadt == [ [ [Sau—vi+ [9a—vP

(V(u —Vv)- 2t> (u— v)} Gdxdt.
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Let w :=u — v, then

! 2 [ Ywpoc - [[vwp AN
2/nlw(x,7')\ G(z,7)dx S/ / |w|“0,G [\VW] + (VW 2t> W] Gdzdt

|$|2+2nt 9 ) T
/ /n[ 2 [w|” = [Vw] +|VW||§||W| Gdxdt

s/s [ SglwPGdade = (r).

Therefore, —2-¢/(7) < ¢(7) and so L [(—7)"2¢(7)] < 0 for s < 7 < 0. From ¢(s) = 0,
we conclude that ¢(7) = 0. O

Lemma 7.2. Let h be a caloric function in R™ x (—4,0]. Then for s <t < 0 we have the

following estimate
lz|? V3s "
ette |z, 1) < ( > / Ih(y, s)]*G(y, s)dy.

s—t
Proof. By the representation of the caloric function, we have
h(:l"vt) = h(y,S)G(ZE - YS _t)dy

Rn
Then

s — )2
@0 e < ([ nesPesay) ( [ dy)

On the other hand, we can write

e S (7 s>2>n/2 P (‘Lit_—yg - |Z_|2>
—S n/2 x xZ - S
<(mior) o (ana o S

n/2 2 2

—$ 1 |z 1 t+s\ |y
<(— _Z - _ EEANE.

_<47T(t—8)2> eXp<< 2+E>t—s+<4e 4S>t—8

we obtain that

For every € > t+s’

or{( ) L g e ) Lo () )
n/2
B ((t—s>(_%—%>) |

Now let € = 2?&3 +t) so by ((ZI)) the proof will be done. O
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Lemma 7.3. Assume that w € L?(Q4) has polynomial growth and t < 0 fized, then

2
/n ]W(mj)ﬁ%(?(x,t)da: < 4/n (n|w(z,t)]> — 4t|Vw(z, 1)) G(z,t)dx.

Proof. Using the relation VG(z,t) = 5;G(x,t) to obtain
2
/ ]W(x,t)lz%(}(a:,t)dx = —2/ |w|?(z - VG)dx = 2/ div(|w|?z)Gdx
n - Rn n

:2n/ ]W\zde—Hl/ w- (Vw - z)Gdz
R” R"

2
< 2n/ \w|?Gdx +/ |w|2ﬂcdx +/ (—8t)|[Vw|*Gdz.
R” R _2t R”
Now we can easily prove the lemma. ([l

Lemma 7.4. Let u be a function defined in R™ x [—R,0) (for some a,R > 0) with
polynomial growth, and p be a k-backward self-similar caloric vector-function. Then for
—R<t1 <t2<0

- flp P : ), A
/ / <|v >Gdazdt / / <|v 24 )Gd:pdt
o Jin ot . ot

Proof. Since VG(x,t) = 5:G(z,t), we have

vG

(Vu:Vv)G=Vu:V(vG) - (Vu-z)- o

Obviously, |V(p — u)|? = |[Vu|? — 2Vp : Vu + |Vp|?, hence

12) 2 12
/ / <|v w2 4+ AP =l >Gd:ndt / / <|v 2 4 flu ‘ )Gd dt

to
/ Vp: (Vp — 2Vu)Gdzdt
t Rn

’ 2u)
—i—/ / k———=Gdxdt
t1 n
to |
/ / <|v 1> + )Gd dt
tl n
to
/ / <Ap + %% Vp — —> - (p — 2u)Gdzdt
tl n 2t
—/tz/ vl + 1Y Gagar
S Jan 21 v

where we used integration by parts and that

1 Kp 1 kp 1 _
Ap+ﬂx Vp—g 8tp+§w Vp 2?—%Lp—o. O
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The following lemma is an extension of Lemma 1.1 in [3] to the parabolic case.
Lemma 7.5. Consider > 0 to be noninteger, and let u(x,t) be a function satisfying
[H (u)(X)| < CulX |7
Then there is a caloric polynomial P of degree at most | 3| + 2 such that
[ = Pl poo(gry < CC.rPt2, forr e (0,1),
where constant C' depends only on n, 3 and ||u||Lo<>(Q;)'

Proof. We can assume that [|u|; . @) <1 and C, < 6, where § is small enough and will

be determined later. (Replace u by u(R™lz, R7?t) for a large fixed constant R to find
|H(u)| < §|X|?) The proof of lemma is based on the following claim.

Claim: There exists 0 < p < 1 and a sequence of caloric polynomials Py such that

= Pl poe g,y < PFOF2,

P
and
|040f (P, — Pr—1)(0,0)] < Coph=DET2IHI=20 = if ) 420 < B+ 2.

A straight forward implication of this claim is that the sequence {Py} converges uni-
formly in @; to a polynomial P of degree at most | 3] 4+ 2 which clearly satisfies

0o
||u — PHL‘X’(Q;k) §||u — P]fHL‘X’(Q;k) =+ Zk: ||Pz - Pi—lHL‘X’(Q;k)
1=k+1

[ee]
<phB+2) 4 Z Z Copli= 1 (B+2=ul=20) pk(lpl+20)
i=k+1 | p|+20< 8+2

<phA+2) 4 Z Copt P2 < Ch, gCopk(B”)-
|| +20<5+2

Therefore, the lemma will be proved for C := %CnﬂCop_(ﬁJrz).

Now we prove the claim. It is obviously true for k = 0 (just take Py = P_; = 0). We
now assume that it holds for £ and we prove it for k£ + 1. Define

(X) = u(pFa, p?*t) — Bu(pFa, p**t)
= FBT2) '

v

Then by inductive hypothesis |v| <1 in Q7. In addition,

U km 2k
’H(’U)‘ — ‘H( )(ZkBHO t)

‘SC*§5-
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If we apply Lemma 6.1 in [7], there exist 0 = d(¢) and function w satisfying
|U—’LU| <€ in Ql_/ga

and
H(w)=0 in Q1_/27

w=7v on 8pQ1_/2.

Now consider a polynomial P of degree at most | 3|+2 such that 949! P(0,0) = 84 8¢ w(0,0)

for |u| +¢ < B+ 2. Since HwHLOO(Q;/2) < Hv||Loo(Q;) < 1, by estimates on derivatives for

caloric functions [929¢P(0,0)| < Cj for a universal constant Cy. Obviously, P is caloric
and
|w — P||Lo<>(Q;) < COpLBJ+3.

In particular, if we choose p sufficiently small so that Coplf!+3 < % p?12 and then choose
e such that € < 2p%*2 we arrive at

5 2
[l — P”Loo(Q;) < p’
or equivalently

lv = Prsillpoo g, ) < pEHDBHD) L (X) = Pu(X) + pRBHD PR, p k),
P

We also have
|040; (Prey1 — Pr)(0,0)] < pMPH2 01910 P(0,0)| < Cop*P+2-IHI=0),
O
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