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The Two-Phase Stefan Problem with Anomalous Diffusion

Ioannis Athanasopoulos, Luis Caffarelli, Emmanouil Milakis

Abstract

The non-local in space two-phase Stefan problem (a prototype in phase change problems)

can be formulated via a singular nonlinear parabolic integro-differential equation which admits

a unique weak solution. This formulation makes Stefan problem to be part of the General

Filtration Problems; a class which includes the Porous Medium Equation. In this work, we

prove that the weak solutions to both Stefan and Porous Media problems are continuous.

AMS Subject Classifications: 35R09, 45K05, 80A22, 35R11.

Keywords: Stefan Problem, Porous Media Problem, Parabolic Free Boundary Problem, Anoma-

lous Diffusion, Non-local operators.

1 Introduction

In this paper we study the parabolic, non-local in space, initial-boundary value problems i.e.



























βt(u(x, t)) ∋ Lu(x, t) (x, t) ∈ Q := Ω× (0, T ]

u(x, t) = 0 (x, t) ∈ Ωc × (0, T )]

u(x, 0) = u0(x) x ∈ Ω× {0}

(1.1)

where

Lu(x, t) =

ˆ

Rn

(u(y, t)− u(x, t))K(x, y, t)dy

with K symmetric in x and y i.e. K(x, y, t) = K(y, x, t) for any x 6= y and satisfying

1{|x−y|≤2}

Λ

1

|x− y|n+α
≤ K(x, y.t) ≤

Λ

|x− y|n+α
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for some Λ > 0 and α ∈ (0, 2) and β is either (i) a monotone graph

β(x) =



























ax− 1, x < 0 (a > 0)

[−1,+1], x = 0

bx+ 1, x > 0 (b > 0)

(1.2)

or (ii) a continuous increasing real-valued function satisfying:











































(a) β′(x) exists for all x 6= 0

(b) β(0) = 0

(c) β′(x) ≥ c1 > 0

(d) β′(x) ≤ C(ǫ) for x ∈ (−1
ǫ ,−ǫ) ∪ (ǫ, 1ǫ ) and ǫ > 0.

(1.3)

Equations (1.1) and (1.2) describe the flow of heat within a substance which changes phase

at temperature zero and equations (1.1) and (1.3) includes the porous media equation. The main

result in this work (Theorem 6.3) asserts that the solution u is a continuous function of x and t

whose modulus of continuity depends on β. In case (ii), if, in addition, we assume that β near

zero has homogeneous behavior as that of porous media, i.e. β(u) ∼ u1/m,m > 1, then we obtain

Hölder modulus of continuity.

In §2 we give the definition of weak solutions and list some symbols used throughout this paper.

In §3 we construct solutions uε to appropriate approximate problems which yield continuity, i.e.

uε are defined pointwise. In order to obtain a oscillation decay we consider two alternatives: one is

when on average uε is very close to the singularity of β and the second when it is far from it. The

main estimate i.e. Lemma 4.1 takes care the former case. Lemma 5.2 of §5.3 handles the latter,

more delicate alternative. By iteration we obtain in §6 the continuity of the approximate solutions

and consequently our reult.

The classical two-phase Stefan problem was treated in [4] and the fractional two-phase Stefan

problem in [1]. In [1] the treatment relied on the extension to an additional one dimension (see

[5]). In this work, the kernel we introduce does not allow any form of extension and therefore the

approach is direct and more general. In fact, the result obtained here, generalizes the fractional as

well as the classical cases. In a forthcoming paper we shall treat the case where the non-locality

occurs in space and time simultaneously, such as in masters kernels, as it was done for the fractional

case in [1]; thus completing the generalization of the results in [1].

2



2 Preliminaries

In the present paper we consider evolution equations involving non-local operators. When we say

that an equation of the form

∂tw(x, t) =

ˆ

Rn

[w(y, t) − w(x, t)]K(x, y, t)dy

is satisfied in the weak sense in Q, we mean that for every smooth test function η, which is vanishing

on the parabolic boundary of Q := Ω× (0, T ] and at {t = T}, we have
ˆ T

0

[
ˆ

Rn

∂tw(x, t) · η(x, t)dx+D(w, η)

]

dt = 0

where

D(u, v) :=

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

(u(x, t)− u(y, t))K(x, y, t)((v(x, t) − v(y, t))dydx.

Similarly, in equation (1.1), when we write

βt(u(x, t)) ∋ Lu(x, t) for (x, t) ∈ Q

we mean that
ˆ T

0

[
ˆ

Rn

∂tv(x, t)η(x, t)dx +D(u, η)

]

dt = 0

for some v ∈ β(u) a.e. and all test function η vanishing in the parabolic boundary and at {t = T}.

Note also the extra condition in (1.1), u(x, t) is always assumed to be zero in Ωc × (0, T )].

Notations:

osc
D

u := max
D

u−min
D

u

∇u = (ux1
, ..., uxn) denotes the spatial gradient of u.

Q := Ω× (0, T ), Ω ⊂ R
n

Q1 ≡ Q1(0, 0), QR ≡ QR(0, 0)

QR(x0, t0) := {(x, t) : |x− x0| < R, t0 −Rα < t < t0}

BR(x0) is the open ball of radius R centered at x0.

|A| is the Lebesgue measure of the set A.
ffl

A fdx = 1
|A|

´

A fdx is the average of f over A.

u+ = max{u, 0}, u− = −min{u, 0}

1A is the characteristic function of the set A.

Although we use the same letter for a universal constant, its precise value can vary from line to

line.
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3 Existence of the approximate problems

If we write β := φ−1 then (1.1) can be expressed by



























∂tv − Lφ(v) = 0 (x, t) ∈ Q := Ω× (0, T ]

v(x, t) = 0 (x, t) ∈ Ωc × (0, T )]

v(x, 0) = v0(x) x ∈ Ω× {0}.

(3.1)

Formulation (3.1) represents a class of nonlinear degenerate diffusion problems called General-

ized Filtration Equations (see [8]) which includes the Stefan Problem, the Porous Media Problem,

and the Fast Diffusion Problem. Weak solutions can be constructed using the theory of [2], in

the general framework of proving existence of weak solutions to problems which involve maximal

monotone operators in real Hilbert spaces.

The regularized problem for our specific choice of β (and that of φ through β := φ−1), by the

regularity theory developed in [3], admits a uniformly bounded solution which will be smooth since

the sequence of nondegenerate increasing nonlinearities βǫ is smooth. This fact leads to the proof

of existence of weak solutions as it is described, for instance, in the proof of Theorem 2.4 of [7]

where the penalization for the boundary Stefan problem (see [1]) is considered. Actually, when we

say that we approximate the problem (3.1), we mean that we choose a sequence {φǫn} of smooth

functions such that

0 < φǫn ≤ max

{

1

a
,
1

b

}

, φǫn(0) = 0, φǫn → φ, uniformly on R

where

φ(x) =



























x+1
a , x ≤ −1

0, −1 ≤ x ≤ 1

x−1
b , x > 1

(3.2)

and we consider the problem



























∂tvǫn − L(φǫn(vǫn)) = 0 (x, t) ∈ Q := Ω× (0, T ]

vǫn(x, t) = 0 (x, t) ∈ Ωc × (0, T )]

vǫn(x, 0) = βǫn(u0(x)) x ∈ Ω× {0}

(3.3)
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where βǫn = φ−1
ǫn . Obviously, problem (3.3) admits a weak solution and moreover, using the results

of [3], this solution is Hölder continuous whose Hölder norm depends on ǫn but its L∞ bound is

independent of ǫn. Since our result is obtained via apriori estimates, this is enough in order to

proceed.

4 Principal estimate

We want to prove an oscillation decay for the approximate solution uǫ, and we do it in two steps.

In this section we are dealing with first one. Our starting point is the approximate problem to (1.1)

i.e.

∂tβǫ(u
ǫ(x, t)− Luǫ(x, t) = 0 in Ω× (0, T ]

uǫ(x, t) = 0 on (Rn \ Ω)× (0, T ] (4.1)

uǫ(x, 0) = u0(x) in Ω× {0}

where βǫ is piecewise linear and uǫ is continuous with L∞ bound independent of ǫ. We seek a priori

bounds independent of ǫ. Our approach is that of DeGiorgi’s (see [6]).

In order to simplify matters, we normalize the solution i.e. we take 0 ≤ uǫ ≤ 1 in a cylundrical

domain and we obtain in the interior of this domain a decay in the oscillation, that is, oscuǫ < 1/2.

Notice that βǫ(0) 6= 0 but βǫ will be zero at some other point in [0, 1] (i.e. at −m
M−n where M > 0

and m < 0 are the upper and lower bounds of the unnormalized solution, respectively).

Lemma 4.1. Let Q1 := B1 × [−1, 0] ⊂ Ω× [−T, T ]. Suppose that uǫ is a solution to (4.1) with

0 ≤ uǫ ≤ 1

in Q1, then there exists a constant σ > 0 independent of ǫ such that

 

Q1

uǫdx < σ

implies

uǫ <
1

2

in Q1/2.

Proof. We start by developing the necessary energy inequalities for these equations. We assume

that βǫ are smooth approximations to β satisfying β
′

ǫ ≥ c1 > 0, and βǫ is bounded on R. For
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simplicity, we drop the ǫ subscript. Choose a smooth cutoff function ζ vanishing near the parabolic

boundary of Q1 := B1 × (−1, 0] and k > 0. Therefore in the weak formulation of (4.1) with

ζ2(u− k)+ as a test function we have

ˆ 0

−1

[
ˆ

Rn

∂tβ(u(x, t))(ζ
2(u− k)+)(x, t)dx +

1

2
D(u, ζ2(u− k)+)

]

dt = 0 (4.2)

where

D(u, v) :=

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

(u(x, t)− u(y, t))K(x, y, t)((v(x, t) − v(y, t))dydx.

Observe that

D(u, ζ2(u− k)+) = D((u− k)+, ζ2(u− k)+) +D(−(u− k)−, ζ2(u− k)+). (4.3)

Multiplying out and rearranging we obtain, for the first term of (4.3),

D((u−k)+, ζ2(u−k)+) =

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

[

(ζ(u−k)+)2(x, t)−(ζ2(x, t)+ζ2(y, t))(u−k)+(x, t)(u−k)+(y, t)

+(ζ(u− k)+)2(y, t)

]

K(x, y, t)dydx

= D(ζ(u−k)+, ζ(u−k)+)−

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

(ζ(x, t)−ζ(y, t))2(u−k)+(x, t)(u−k)+(y, t)K(x, y, t)dydx (4.4)

where we have used the identity a2 + b2 = (a− b)2 + 2ab.

We want to estimate both terms in (4.4). For the first term,

D(ζ(u− k)+, ζ(u− k)+) :=

¨

R2n

[(ζ(u− k)+)(x, t)− (ζ(u− k)+)(y, t)]2K(x, y, t)dydx

≥
1

Λ

¨

R2n

[

(ζ(u− k)+)(x, t)− (ζ(u− k)+)(y, t)
]2

|x− y|n+α
1{|x−y|≤ 1

2
}dydx

=
1

Λ

¨

R2n

[(ζ(u− k)+)(x, t)− (ζ(u− k)+)(y, t)]2

|x− y|n+α
dydx

−
1

Λ

¨

|x−y|> 1

2

[(ζ(u− k)+)(x, t) − (ζ(u− k)+)(y, t)]2

|x− y|n+α
dydx

≥
1

Λ

¨

R2n

[(ζ(u− k)+)(x, t)− (ζ(u− k)+)(y, t)]2

|x− y|n+α
dydx

−
2

Λ

¨

|x−y|> 1

2

[(ζ(u− k)+)(x, t)]2 + [(ζ(u− k)+)(y, t)]2

|x− y|n+α
dydx
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≥
1

Λ

∥

∥ζ(u− k)+
∥

∥

2

H
α
2
−

4

Λ

ˆ

Rn

(ζ(u− k)+)2(x, t)

(
ˆ

|y−x|> 1

2

1

|x− y|n+α
dy

)

dx

=
1

Λ

∥

∥ζ(u− k)+
∥

∥

2

H
α
2
−

2α+2ωn

Λα

ˆ

Rn

(ζ(u− k)+)2(x, t)dx

where in line 4 above we have used the inequality (a− b)2 ≤ 2(a2 + b2) for the second term and on

line 5 the definition of fractional Sobolev spaces.

For the second term of (4.4) we have

¨

R2n

(ζ(x, t)− ζ(y, t))2(u− k)+(x, t)(u − k)+(y, t)K(x, y, t)dydx

≤ 2

ˆ

B1

(u− k)+(x, t)

ˆ

Rn

(ζ(x, t)− ζ(y, t))2K(x, y, t)dydx

≤ 2Λ

ˆ

B1

(u− k)+(x, t)

(
ˆ

|y−x|> 1

2

2

|x− y|n+α
dy +

ˆ

|x−y|≤ 1

2

|∇ζ(x+ s0(y − x)|2

|x− y|n+α
dy

)

dx

for s0 ∈ (0, 1)

≤ CαΛ

ˆ

B1

(u− k)+(x, t)dx.

Similarly, the second term of (4.3),

D(−(u− k)−, ζ2(u− k)+) =

=

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

((u− k)−(x, t)(ζ2(u− k)+)(y, t) + (u− k)−(y, t)(ζ2(u− k)+)(x, t))K(x, y, t)dydx

−

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

(((u− k)−ζ2(u− k)+)(x, t) + ((u− k)−ζ2(u− k)+)(y, t))K(x, y, t)dydx; (4.5)

since the second term in (4) is zero and using the symmetry of the kernel we have

D(−(u− k)−, ζ2(u− k)+) = 2

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

((u− k)−(x, t)(ζ2(u− k)+)(y, t)K(x, y, t)dydx. (4.6)

The first term of (4.2) becomes

ˆ 0

−1

ˆ

Rn

∂tβ(u(x, t))(ζ
2(u− k)+)(x, t)dxdt =

ˆ 0

−1

ˆ

Rn

B((u− k)+)tζ
2dxdt

=

ˆ

Rn

(ζ2B((u− k)+))(x, 0)dx−

ˆ 0

−1

ˆ

Rn

B(u− k)+)(ζ2)tdxdt (4.7)

where

B((u− k)+) :=

ˆ u

k
β′(s)(s − k)ds =

ˆ (u−k)+

0
β′(k + τ)τdτ.
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Again, we want to estimate both terms of (4.7) using the properties of β, i.e.

B((u− k)+) ≥ c1

ˆ (u−k)+

0
τdτ =

c1
2
[(u− k)+]2

and

B((u− k)+) ≤ (u− k)+
ˆ (u−k)+

0
β′(l + τ)dτ ≤ (β(1) − β(0))(u − k)+.

Thus,
ˆ

Rn

(ζ2B((u− k)+))(x, 0)dx ≥
c1
2

ˆ

Rn

(

(u− k)+
)2

(x, 0)dx

and
ˆ 0

−1

ˆ

Rn

B(u− k)+)(ζ2)tdxdt ≤ (β(1) − β(0))

ˆ 0

−1

ˆ

Rn

(u− k)+(ζ2)tdxdt.

We substitute all of the above estimates into (4.2). The fact that the upper limit 0 in the t-

integration could have been replaced by any t ∈ [−1, 0] yields our energy inequality i.e.

sup
−1≤t≤0

ˆ

Rn

(ζ(u− k)+)2(x, t)dx+

ˆ 0

−1
‖ζ(u− k)+‖2

H
α
2
(t)dt ≤

≤ CR−α

ˆ 0

−1

ˆ

B1

{((u − k)+)2 + (u− k)+}dxdt (4.8)

where C depends only on n,Λ, α, and β.

We will obtain now an iterative sequence of inequalities using (4.8). Thus we define for m =

0, 1, 2, ...

km =
1

2
(1−

1

2m
) Rm =

1

2
(1 +

1

2m
) Qm = {(x, t) : |x| ≤ Rm,−Rα

m ≤ t ≤ 0}

and choose cutoff functions ζm such that

1Qm+1
≤ ζm ≤ 1Qm , |∇ζm| ≤ C2m, |ζmt| ≤ C2αm.

We set um := (u− km)+ and

Im := sup
−Rα

m≤t≤0

ˆ

(ζmum)2dx+

ˆ

‖ζmum‖2
H

α
2
dx.

By (4.8)

Im ≤ C4m
(
ˆ

(ζm−1um)2dxdt+

ˆ

ζm−1umdxdt

)

(4.9)

Since um < um−1 and {um 6= 0} = {um−1 > 2−m−1}

ˆ

ζm−1umdxdt ≤
1

2

ˆ

(ζm−1um)2dxdt+
1

2
|{um 6= 0} ∩Qm−1|
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≤
1

2

ˆ

(ζm−1um)2dxdt+
4m+1

2

ˆ

(ζm−1um−1)
2dxdt ≤

1

2
(1 + 4m+1)

ˆ

(ζm−1um−1)
2dxdt.

Therefore

Im ≤ C4m
(
ˆ

(ζm−1um−1)
2n+α

n dxdt

)
n

n+α ∣
∣{um−1 6= 0} ∩Qm−1

∣

∣

α
n+α

≤ C4m(1+α
n
)

(
ˆ

(ζm−2um−2)
2n+α

n dxdt

)

.

Hence, by Sobolev inequality,

Im ≤ C42mI
1+α

n
m−2 (4.10)

and, consequently, Im → 0 as n → ∞ provided that

I0 ≤ 4−
4n2

α2 C−n
α .

5 Oscillation decay

In order to complete the oscillation decay we have to consider the other alternative i.e. when uǫ, on

average, is far from the zero of βǫ. Below, Lemma 5.2 handles the second more delicate alternative

situation to Lemma 4.1. It relies on a parabolic version of DeGiorgi’s isoperimetric lemma (Lemma

5.1) adjusted to our situation:

Lemma 5.1. Given σ > 0 there exists a δ > 0 and a λ ∈ (0, 1) such that, for a bounded v satisfying

(4.1) with β′(v) = 1, v ≥ 0 in Q1, and

|{(x, t) ∈ Q1 : v ≥ 1}| ≥ c0σ|Q1|, for some c0 < 1

if
∣

∣{(x, t) ∈ Q1 : λ < v < 1}
∣

∣ < δ|Q1|

then
 

Q1/2

((

(1−
v

λ

)+)2

dxdt < σ.

We give its proof in the Appendix i.e. §7.

Lemma 5.2. Let Q1 and σ be as in Lemma 4.1 and

0 < uǫ < 1 in Q1

9



a solution of (4.1) with β′
ǫ(s) < C, for s < 1/4 and C is independent of ǫ. Suppose that

 

Q1

(uǫ)2dxdt ≥ σ, (5.1)

then there exists a small constant σ̄ > 0 depending on σ such that

uǫ ≥ σ̄ in Q1/4.

Proof. By hypothesis, it follows that

∣

∣

∣

∣

{

uǫ >
σ

2

}

∩Q1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ c0σ|Q1| (5.2)

for some c0 < 1 (we drop the ”ǫ” again). Therefore, with ζ ∈ C1
0 (Q1), we set in (4.1) η =

ζ2(1− 2
σu)

+. Notice in this range of values β′ = a and with no loss of generality we set a = 1. So

ˆ 0

−∞

[
ˆ

Rn

∂tu(ζ
2(1−

2

σ
u)+)dx+

1

2
D(u, ζ2(1−

2

σ
u)+)

]

dt = 0. (5.3)

Also, (5.3) is satisfied if η := ζ2(1− 2
λkσ

u)+ for any λ ∈ (0, 1) and k = 0, 1, 2, .... Since {u > λk σ
2 } ⊃

{u > σ
2 }, it follows that, for every k = 0, 1, 2, ..., vk := 2

λkσ
u satisfies the hypotheses of the above

Lemma 5.1.

Let δ > 0 and λ ∈ (0, 1) be as in Lemma 5.1, we will show that, in a finite nunber of steps

k0 := k0(δ),

|{vk0 ≤ λ} ∩Q1| = 0.

Indeed, if for k = 0, 1, 2, .., k0 |{λ < vk < 1} ∩Q1| ≥ δ|Q1| then

|{vk ≤ λ} ∩Q1| = |{vk ≤ 1} ∩Q1| − |{λ < vk ≤ 1} ∩Q1|

≤ |{vk ≤ 1} ∩Q1| − δ|Q1|

= |{vk−1 ≤ λ} ∩Q1| − δ|Q1|

≤ |{v0 ≤ λ} ∩Q1| − kδ|Q1|

≤ 0 if k ≥
1

δ
.

Hence, for k0 :=
1
δ ,

vk0 > λ

that is

u > λk0+1σ

2
.
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Suppose now that there exists k∗, 0 ≤ k∗ ≤ k0, such that

∣

∣{λ < vk∗ ≤ 1} ∩Q1

∣

∣ < δ.

By Lemma 5.1 applied to vk∗ and, observing that w := (1− vk∗+1) is a weak solution to (4.1) with

β′ = 1, we can still apply Lemma 4.1 to w =: (1− vk∗+1) in Q1/2 to conclude that

w <
1

2
in Q1/4

or

vk∗+1 >
1

2
in Q1/4

i.e

u > λk∗+1σ

4
in Q1/4.

We complete the proof by observing that in both cases we have

u > λk0+1σ

4
in Q1/4.

We conclude the section by proving the full oscillation decay of our approximate normalized

solution.

Theorem 5.3. Let uǫ be a solution to (4.1) with

0 < uǫ < 1 in Q1.

Then there exists σ̄, 0 < σ̄ < 1, independent of ǫ, such that

osc
Q1/4

uǫ ≤ 1− σ̄.

Proof. Suppose first that the singularity of βǫ is greater or equal to one-half i.e. βǫ(x0) = 0 when

x0 ≥
1
2 . Then if uǫ is, in measure, close of order σ to its minimum (i.e. zero) then by Lemma 4.1

osc
Q1/2

uǫ ≤
1

2
;

if it is far from it, then, since β′
ǫ(x) < C, for x ≤ 1

4 , where C independent of sufficiently small ǫ > 0,

Lemma 5.2 can be applied to have

osc
Q1/4

uǫ ≤ 1− σ̄
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where σ̄ := λk0+1 σ
2 .

On the other hand, if the singularity of βǫ is less than one-half then we argue in a similar

fashion, i.e. if uǫ is, in measure, close of order σ to its maximum (i.e. one) then by Lemma 4.1

applied to 1− uǫ we obtain the same bound for the oscillation as above; on the other hand, if it is

far from its maximum, we apply Lemma 5.2 to 1− uǫ again.

6 Continuity

In this section we are ready to prove our main result. This is achieved by iterating the Theorem

5.3 of the previous section. The iteration will be carried out in a dyadic sequence of shrinking

cylinders which will force the oscillations to diminish. Since the estimates will deteriorate and β′
ǫ

goes to infinity, our modulus of continuity will not be Hölder, except in case (ii) where we have an

extrarescaling invariance.

Proposition 6.1. Let uǫ be a solution to problem (4.1) in QR(x0, t0) ⊂ Q with R ≤ 1 Suppose that

βǫ
(

sup
QR

uǫ
)

− βǫ
(

inf
QR

uǫ
)

≤ K and inf
QR

β′
ǫ ≥ c1 > 0

where K and c1 are independent of ǫ. Then

|uǫ(x, t)− uǫ(x0, t0)| ≤ ω(x− x0, t− t0)

where ω is a modulus of continuity (i.e. a monotone function with ω(0) = 0 depending only on K

and c1.

Proof. We ignore ”ǫ” again. Set Qk(x0, t0) := QR/2k (x0, t0) and mk := infQk
u, Mk := supQk

u.

Define

v :=
uk −mk

Mk −mk

where uk(x, t) := u(x0 +R x
2k
, t0 +Rα t

2αk ). Then v verifies

β̃′(v)vt = Lv in Q1

where β̃(v) := 1
Mk−mk

β((Mk − mk)v + mk). The function v still is a solution to the equation of

(4.1) but with a different kernel. Actually this new kernel K̄(x, y, t) satisfies the same conditions

12



imposed upon K(x, y, t) in a sronger sense. Indeed, simce K̄(x, y, t) :=
(

R
2k

)n+α
K(x0 +

R
2k
x, xo +

R
2k
y, t0 +

(

R
2k

)α
t) we have

1{|x−y|≤(2k+1/R)}

Λ

1

|x− y|n+α
≤ K̄(x, y, t) ≤

Λ

|x− y|n+α

Hence we can apply Theorem 5.3 to v to obtain

osc
Q1/4

v ≤ (1− σ̄)

where the direct dependence of the constant σ̄ to the nonlinearity of β is given by

σ̄ = σ̄

(

infQR
β̃′(v)

β̃(1) − β̃(0)

)

:= C

(

infQR
β̃′(v)

β̃(1)− β̃(0)

)N0

,

where C and N0 are universal i.e. they are independent of ǫ and depend only on Λ, α, the dimension

n and the L∞ bounds of the solution. Hence, in the original setting,

osc
Qk+1(x0,t0)

u ≤ µk osc
QR(x0,t0)

u

with µk := 1 − σ̄( c1K oscQk(x0,t0) u). Therefore µk → 1 as k → ∞ only when oscQk
u → 0 which

yields a logarithmic raised to small power modulus of continuity.

The additional assumption that we will impose on β of case (ii) which includes the porous media

situation i.e. β(u) ∼ u1/m,m > 1 will give us Hölder continuity.

Proposition 6.2. Let uǫ be a solution to problem (4.1) in QR(x0, t0) ⊂ Q, R ≤ 1, with βǫ being

as the one in case (ii). Suppose that for any m < M

inf [m,M ] β
′
ǫ · (M −m)

βǫ(M)− βǫ(m)
≥ l

where l is a very small positive constant independent of ǫ. Then

|uǫ(x, t)− uǫ(x0, t0)| ≤ ω(x− x0, t− t0)

where ω is a Hölder modulus of continuity with exponent depending only on l.

Proof. As in the proof of the Threorem 5.3 we arrive at

osc
Qk+1(x0,t0)

uǫ ≤ (1− ClN0) osc
Qk(x0t,t0)

uǫ

or

osc
Qk+1(x0,t0)

uǫ ≤ (1− ClN0)k osc
QR

(x0, t0)u

where the universal constants C and N0 are the ones in the proof of the previous Proposition 6.1.

The Hölder continuity of uǫ follows easily.

13



The next Theorem is the main result of the present paper.

Theorem 6.3. Let u be a solution to (1.1) with β satisfying (1.2) or (1.3). Then u is continuous

with a modulus of continuity that depends on the nature of the singularity of β.

Proof. By standard methods and using Proposition 6.1 or Proposition 6.2, we can extract a subse-

quence uǫm that converges uniformly to our solution u. The nature of the modulus of continuity is

depending whether we are imposing condition (1.2) or (1.3).

7 Appendix

Now we give the proof of Lemma 5.1 (see also Lemma 4.1 of [3])

Proof. By contradiction, if not true then

0 < σ ≤

 

Q1/2

(

(

1−
v

λ

)+
)2

dxdt ≤
|Q1/2 ∩ {λ > v}|

|Q1/2|

So, there exists a t0 > −1
2 such that

|{x ∈ B1/2 : (λ− v))(x, t0) > 0}| >
σ

2
|Q1/2|.

Therefore for 1B1
≤ ξ(x) ≤ 1B2

and for λ′ = 2λ

ˆ

Rn

[

ξ
(

λ′ − v
)+]2

dx ≥ (λ′ − λ)2|B1/2 ∩ {λ > v}| ≥ (λ′)2
σ

8
|Q1/2|

i.e.

E(t0) :=

ˆ

Rn

(

ξ(x)(λ′ − v))+(x, t0)
)2
dx ≥ (λ′)2

σ

8
|Q1/2|. (7.1)

On the other hand, since v is a solution to (4.1) with β′
ǫ(v) = 1, taking in its weak formulation

η(x, t);=
(

ζ2(λ′ − v)+
)

(x, t) with ζ(x, t) = ξ(x)τ(t) such that 1[−1,0 ≤ τ(t) ≤ 1[−2,0] and keeping

the same ξ as above i.e. 1B1
≤ ξ(x) ≤ 1B2

we have

ˆ 0

−∞

[
ˆ

Rn

(∂tu)(ζ
2(λ′ − v)+)dx+

1

2
D(u, ζ2(λ′ − v)+)

]

dt = 0. (7.2)

Then, as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, we obtain

ˆ

Rn

(ζ(λ′ − v)+)2(x, 0)dx +

0
ˆ

−∞

[

D(ζ(λ′ − v)+, ζ(λ′ − v)+)

14



+2

¨

R2n

(λ′ − v)−(x, t)(ζ2(λ′ − v)+)(y, t)K(x, y, t)dydx

]

dt

=

0
ˆ

−∞

¨

R2n

(ζ(x, t)− ζ(y, t))2(λ′− v)+(x, t)(λ′− v)+(y, t)K(x, y, t)dydxdt

+

0
ˆ

−∞

ˆ

Rn

((λ′−v)+)2ζ2t dxdt. (7.3)

Notice that the right hand of (7) is controlled by Cα(λ
′)2 and the first two terms on the left hand

side of (7) are non-negative therefore, since τ(t) ≡ 1 for t ∈ [−1, 0] we have

0
ˆ

−1

¨

R2n

(λ′ − v)−(x, t)(ξ(y))2(λ′ − v)+)(y, t)K(x, y, t)dydxdt ≤ Cα(λ
′)2. (7.4)

By hypothesis |{(x, t) ∈ Q1 : v+ = 0}| ≥ c0σ|Q1| and if we set I; = {t ∈ (−1, 0); |{v(., t) ≤

0} ∩ B1| ≥
1
2c0σ|Q1| then by the fact that inf |x−y|≥2K(x, y, t) ≥ CΛ−1, the left hand side of (7.4)

is bounded below by

C(1− λ′)c0σ[Q1|

2Λ

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

(ξ2(λ′ − v)+)(y, t)dydt.

Therefore we deduce from (7.4) that

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

(ξ(λ′ − v)+)2(y, t)dydt ≤
C(α,Λ)

c0σ|Q1|
(λ′)3

where we took λ′ < 1
2 and used that (λ′ − v)+ ≤ λ′. Furthermore, if (λ′)1/8 ≤ c0σ|Q1|

C(α,Λ) then

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

(ξ(λ′ − v)+)2(y, t)dydt ≤ (λ′)3−
1

8 .

Since |I| ≥ c0σ|Q1|
2|B1|

by choosing a set F ⊂ I with |F | < (λ′)
1

8 we have

ˆ

Rn

(ξ(λ′ − v)+)2(y, t)dy ≤ (λ′)3−
1

4 ∀ t ∈ I − F.

Moreover for (λ′)1−
1

4 ≤ σ
16 |Q1/2| and ∀ t ∈ I − F

E(t) =

ˆ

5Rn

(

ξ(x)(λ′ − v)+(x, t))
)2
dx ≤ (λ′)2

σ

16
|Q1/2|

and let t∗ < t0 (t0 as above) such that t∗ ∈ I −F be the first time for which E(t∗) ≤ (λ′)2 σ
16 |Q1/2|.

This follows from the fact d
dtE(t) ≤ C ′(λ′)2.
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Now, set

J :=
{

(t∗, t0) :
σ

16
|Q1/2|(λ

′)2 < E)t) <
σ

8
|Q1/2|(λ

′)2
}

then, for t ∈ J ∩N where N := {t ∈ [−1, 0] : |{v(., t) ≤ 0} ∩B1| ≥
1
2c0σ|Q1|}

C(λ′)2 ≥

0
ˆ

−1

¨

R2n

(λ′ − v)−(x, t)(ξ(y))2(λ′ − v)+)(y, t)K(x, y, t)dydxdt

≥
Cc0σ|Q1|

2Λ

ˆ

J∩N

ˆ

Rn

ξ(x)(λ′ − v)+(x, t)dxdt ≥
Cc0σ|Q1|

4λ′Λ

ˆ

J∩N

ˆ

Rn

(

ξ(x)(λ′ − v)+(x.t)
)2
dxdt

≥
Cc0σ|Q1|

4λ′Λ

ˆ

J∩N

E(t)dt ≥
Cc0σ

2λ′|Q1||Q1/2||J ∩N |

64Λ
.

Therefore

|J ∩N | ≤ C̄
λ′

c0σ2

which implies that for λ′ ≤ (c0σ
2|J |/2C̄)

|J ∩N | ≤
|J |

2
.

Thus, for every t ∈ J \N ,

M(t) := |{λ ≤ v(., t) ≤ 1}| ≥ (1−
1

2
c0σ|Q1| −

1

2
σ|Q1/2|) >

1

2
.

and
∣

∣{(x, t) ∈ Q1 : λ < v < 1}
∣

∣ ≥

ˆ 0

−1
M(t)dt ≥

ˆ

J\N
M(t)dt ≥

|J |

4
≥

σ

16
|Q1/2|.
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