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On an Anisotropic Fractional Stefan-Type Problem
with Dirichlet Boundary Conditions

Catharine W.K. Lo* and José Francisco Rodrigues'

Abstract

In this work, we consider the fractional Stefan-type problem in a Lipschitz bounded domain Q C R?
with time-dependent Dirichlet boundary condition for the temperature ¥ = ¥(z,t), ¥ = g on Q°x]0, T,
and initial condition 7y for the enthalpy n = n(z,t), given in Q2x]0,T[ by

on

Sr+La0=f  with g € B(Y),

where L% is an anisotropic fractional operator defined in the distributional sense by

(Lhu,v) = AD*u - D°vdz,
Rd
B is a maximal monotone graph, A(x) is a symmetric, strictly elliptic and uniformly bounded matrix,
and D? is the distributional Riesz fractional gradient for 0 < s < 1. We show the existence of a unique
weak solution with its corresponding weak regularity. We also consider the convergence as s ' 1 towards
the classical local problem, the asymptotic behaviour as ¢ — oo, and the convergence of the two-phase
Stefan-type problem to the one-phase Stefan-type problem by varying the maximal monotone graph .

Keywords — Stefan problem, fractional derivatives, boundary value problem, nonlocal diffusion, phase
transitions, subdifferential, nonlinear, fractional evolution equation

1 Introduction

The classical Stefan problem, in an open bounded Lipschitz domain Q > x = (x1,...,24) and for time
t € [0,T], can be formulated in Qr = Q2x]0,T[ by an evolution equation involving a subdifferential operator
0
o (9) — D-(ADY) > f, (1.1)

where ¥(x,t) is the temperature, D is the gradient, A = A(z) is a symmetric, strictly elliptic and bounded
matrix, and 8 corresponds to a maximal monotone graph, such that 3(r) = b(r) + Ax for x € H(¥) for the
maximal monotone graph H(r) associated with the Heaviside function, i.e. H(r) = 0 for r < 0, H(r) =1
for r > 0, H(0) = [0, 1], and b a given continuous and strictly increasing function, A > 0 (see Figure [1]) with
inverse v = $71 satisfying lim, ;o 7(r) = +00 and lim,_, o, y(r) = —occ for the two-phase problem and
~(r) = 0 for r < X for the one-phase problem. The notation §(+J) should be understood as follows: there
exists a section 7 of the multifunction (¢) which satisfies the required conditions. In turn, ¥ is easy to
recover from 7 since 7! = v is a single-valued mapping. For works on the variational formulation of the
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Figure 1: The maximal monotone graphs 3 as the inverse of the continuous monotone functions v = =1 in
the case of the II phases and the I phase Stefan problems

classical Stefan problem, see for instance [38], [31], [28], Chapter V.9 of [33], Section 3.3 of [35], [19], [50],
[40], [41] and [52].

We can also consider the one-phase problem (I) as the limit of the two-phase problem (II). Indeed,
physically, for large Stefan number, the liquid phase only contributes exponentially small terms to the
location of the solid-melt interface. Therefore, at times close to complete solidification, the temperature
in the liquid essentially vanishes and the two-phase problem reduces to the one-phase problem. For more
detailed discussions, see [37]. See also [49] for the one-dimensional case in the classical setting s = 1.

Here, we consider the corresponding fractional Stefan-type problem, given in Q1 by

o
50 80) + L5305 f, (1.2)

where L% = —D?* - AD® is a non-local operator defined with the distributional Riesz fractional derivatives,
with anisotropy given by a measurable matrix A = A(x), which is symmetric, strictly uniformly elliptic and
bounded independent of time satisfying

a.|z)? < A(z)z -z < a*|2|? (1.3)

for almost every z € R? and all z € R%. Then, the classical problem corresponds to the case s = 1, i.e.
with the operator £}, where D! = D.

The operator £ can be viewed as an anisotopic generalisation of the fractional Laplacian. Indeed,
following the works of Silhavy [47], Shieh-Spector [45]-[46] and Comi-Stefani [I6]-[I7], the Riesz fractional
s-gradient (D?) and the s-divergence (D*-) are defined in integral form for sufficiently regular functions u
and vector fields ¢, respectively, by

u(z) —uly) v —y
Déu(x) := cd7s/ - dy
@i=cas fo =g ey

and
¢(z) —ply) -y

Re [T —yldts |z —y]

D* - ¢(x) :==cqs dy,

. _a (4t . o o
where ¢q,s = 257 % % Then, in the distributional sense, it is well-known that
=

—D? - D°u=(—A)’u



for u € C2°(Q) (see for instance, [45], [47]), where (—A)® is the fractional Laplacian defined as

for 0 < s < 1.

g T (452) u(y) — ulw)
(=A)’u(x) =271 2WP.V./WWC@

Furthermore, we have the convergence of the fractional derivatives to the classical derivatives as s 1, i.e.
D’u — Du,

as in Comi-Stefani [16], Bellido et al. [7] and Lo-Rodrigues [36], for u € H'(RY) and u € H} ().
In this work, we are concerned with the classical fractional Sobolev space H§(f2) in a bounded domain
Q ¢ R? with Lipschitz boundary, for 0 < s < 1, defined as

H (@) = CE@) ",
with
2 2 s 112
[ell s = l[ullz2gay 11D ullz2(gaya » (1.4)
where u is extended by 0 in R%\(2, so that this extension is also in H*(R?). By the classical fractional

Poincaré inequality (see Lemma [2| below), we shall consider the space H§(£2) with the following equivalent
norm

el ) = 1Dl g - (1.5)

We subsequently denote the dual space of Hg(€2) by H~*(2) for 0 < s < 1. Then, by the Sobolev-Poincaré
inequalities, we have the compact embeddings

Hy(Q) = LU(Q),  L7(Q) — H™*(Q) = (H3(Q))’

for 1 < g < 2*, where 2* = df—‘és and ¢’ > 2% = % when s < %7 and if d = 1, 2* = ¢ for any finite ¢ and
% and 2* = oo and 2% = 1 when s > % We recall that those embeddings are continuous
also for ¢ = 2* when s < £ (see for example, Theorem 4.54 of [25]).

The nonlocal operator £ = —D?® - AD® may be defined in the duality sense for u € H*(R?):

2#:(13—1Whens:

(LYu,v) == / AD%u - D%v Vv e Hy (), (1.6)
R4

with v extended by zero outside €, defining an operator from H*(R?) to H~*(f2) since AD%u € L?(R%)?. Also
for u € HE(), since we can extend it by 0 outside Q2 to obtain a function in H*(R9), £, : H3(Q) — H~*(Q2)
can also be represented by

‘u=—D*.(AD%u). (1.7)

Given any § € H*(R?), we introduce g € H*(R?) defined on the whole space R? which satisfies g|oc = §
and is £3-harmonic in €, that is to say, we solve the Dirichlet problem with g = § a.e. on ¢ for the equation

L5%g=0in H*(Q) (1.8)
in a weak sense, which means

/ADSg-st:O Yo € Hy ().
Rd

Note that this is possible and defines g a.e. in R? by Lax-Milgram theorem (see Appendix and also
Theorem 1.13 of [45]), since A is strictly elliptic and bounded.
Next, we introduce the enthalpy function

n(x,t) € B(I(x,t)) for almost every (x,t) € Qr (1.9)

with initial condition

n(0) = no in H™ (), (1.10)



and we prescribe a Dirichlet boundary condition
I(t) = §(t) ae. in Q° =R\ Q, for a.e. t €]0,T], (1.11)

for a given §(t) € H*(R?). For simplicity we shall often describe this Dirichlet condition by saying that
I(t) — g(t) € H5(Q) for a.e. t, which is certainly clear for s > 1/2, by the trace theorem, and an abuse
of notation for s < 1/2. Now, for almost every ¢ € [0,7], introducing g(¢t) = g(¢) in Q¢ and such that

59(t) = 0 in Q in the distributional sense, assuming f € L%*(0,T; H~*(f2)), we then have the following
weak formulation of the Stefan-type problem when viewed as a single-unknown problem:

<ZZ’€> +{La(v(n) = 9),€) = ([,€), V&€ L*(0,T; Hy () (1.12)

with initial data (T.10), where (-, -) denotes the duality between L*(0,T; H~*(€2)) and L*(0,T; H§(f2)). Here
the Lipschitz graph -, which may have flat parts, is defined as the inverse of the maximal monotone graph
B (see Figure[l). We call the solution 7 of the generalised solution for the enthalpy formulation, by
requiring
n € H'(0,T; H *(Q)) N L*(Qr) with y(n) — g € L*(0,T; Hg (1))

By the regularity of n, setting 8 = b + AH, we can write n = [b(¥) + Ax] € S(¥) with x € H(J) a.e. in

QT; ie.
0< x>0y <X<1—Xxq<o} <1 ae inQrp.

Suppose we take a more regular test function £ which additionally satisfies £(T") = 0. Then, using integration
by parts in time, we also have a weak variational formulation, with f € L?(0,T; L*(2)) and 1o € L*(Q), for
the solution ¥ = y(n), i.e. ¥ is the weak solution for the temperature formulation:

(0,x) € [L*(Q7)]*, x € H(¥) and ¥ — g € L*(0,T; H3 (%)) (1.13)
satisfy 5
3 _
— b(Y) + M| = AD*®*9 - D%¢€ = =3 .
f oz [ e= [ sex [mso) vees g
where

=5 = {6 € L*(0,T; HS(Q)) N HY(0,T; L*(R)) : £(T) = 0 in Q}.
Compare with [38], [3I] and Section V.9 of [33] for the classical case with s = 1.

Remark 1. Note that the variational problem incorporates the Dirichlet condition in the
original problem given in because of the definition . Since this implies fRdx[o,T] AD%g- D3¢ =0
for all £ € E5,, we obtain without that term.

Although in general 1,9 may be nonzero outside ), except for the bilinear form fRdX[O,T] AD®*9 - D3¢, the

other integral terms in the variational formulation (1.14]) are only integrated over Q in space, since the test
function & is 0 in Q°x]0,T7.

Different non-local versions of Stefan-type problems have previously been considered, including in [9]
and [I5] for nonsingular integral kernels, in [53], [8], [44] and [42] for the fractional Caputo derivatives, and
in [21], [22], [23], [24] and [30] for the fractional Laplacian and its nonlocal integral generalization in [2].
Stefan-type problems that are fractional in the time derivative have also been considered (see, for instance,
[43], [34] and [14].)

Indeed, when the matrix A is a multiple of the identity matrix, the fractional Stefan-type problem
reduces to that with the fractional Laplacian as considered in [21]-[24]. Furthermore, in instances as
described in Section 2.3 of [36] when the fractional operator £ is replaced with a nonlocal operator fa,
corresponding to a Dirichlet form with the kernel a which satisfies some compatibility conditions, may
also be considered a nonlocal Stefan problem, as considered in [2]. However, an equivalence relation between
the fractional operator with the matrix A and the nonlocal operator with the kernel a cannot be established
in general except in the isotropic homogeneous case (for more details, see Section 2.3 of [36]), so the two
Stefan-type problems with those two operators are not equivalent.



In this paper, we show the existence of a unique solution for the fractional Stefan-type problem with
Dirichlet boundary conditions, where the spatial operator is a general anisotropic non-local singular opera-
tor of fractional type as given by , and we keep the classical temperature-enthalpy relation illustrated
in Figure |1} This relation in the classical equation incorporates, in a generalised form, the free bound-
ary condition relating the balance between the normal velocity of the interface and the jump of the local
anisotropic heat flow. In 1-dimension, the extension of the classical free boundary Stefan condition to frac-
tional diffusion, as in the recent paper [44] with the fractional Caputo derivative in the nonlocal diffusive
term, can be easily made explicit. Similar explicit formulation can be used with the 1-dimensional fractional
Riesz spatial derivative when, for each fixed time, the free boundary is a point.

However, in higher dimensions, the Riesz fractional s-gradient, as proposed in [47], is an appropriate
fractional operator maintaining translational and rotational invariance, as well as homogeneity of degree s
under isotropic scaling, and so the £ operator gives a natural and appropriate anisotropic generalisation of
the fractional Laplacian. Keeping the generalised Stefan condition in the evolution equation involving
the maximal monotone operator 8 is a natural generalisation for the formulation of the anisotropic Stefan
problem, extending [23] and [24], which corresponds to the case where the matrix A is the identity matrix in
the unbounded domain. Such an anisotropic operator is coordinate invariant, which makes it more suitable in
higher dimensions. Furthermore, the use of this £ operator allows us to recover the classical Stefan problem
when s = 1, which is in accordance with a requirement of weak continuity from the nonlocal model to the
local model, when s ~ 1. However, a main issue remains open in the fractional multidimensional model,
namely what is the physical meaning of the Stefan condition due to the lack of a convenient interpretation
and definition for the fractional heat flux across the solid-liquid interface.

In Sections [2 and [3] we employ Hilbertian techniques to show the existence of a generalised enthalpy
solution and a weak temperature solution to the initial and boundary value two-phase Stefan-type problem
(L12)-(L.14) following the approach of Damlamian [I8]-[19] for the classical case s = 1.

Making use of convergence properties of the fractional derivatives to the classical derivatives when s 7 1,
we show, in Section {4l that the solution of the fractional Stefan-type problem converges to the solution
of the classical case corresponding to s = 1. Next, we consider the asymptotic behaviour of the solution
as t — oo in Section Such convergence properties apply to both the two-phase problem, and the one-
phase problem, which corresponds to the case of a nonnegative temperature. The one-phase problem (I)
is recovered in Section [6] from the two-phase problem (II), when the maximal monotone graph for (II) (see
Figure [1) degenerates to that of the one-phase problem (I).

Finally, we complete our paper with three appendices: [A] on the time dependent Dirichlet problem for
the fractional operator L%, |E| on the variational inequality formulation for the two-phase and the one-phase
problems, and [C| on the stability of the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions for the operator £5 in H§ () with
respect to s including the convergence s ' 1.

2 Existence of the Generalised Enthalpy Solution 7

Let £ = L% be the duality mapping defined by

(Lu,v) = 9 AD?u - D%v =: [u,v]a = (U, V), (2.1)

from HE(Q) to H=%(Q) with H(Q) identified to a subspace of L?(Q2). Here (-,-) is the duality between
H—#(Q) with H§(Q), with u,v extended by zero outside Q. The equality of the inner product in H*()

given by (-,-), with the topology endowed from £, with the equivalent inner product [-,-]4 in H§(2) holds
by Riesz representation theorem, with

U = Lu and V' = Lv respectively. (2.2)

This is possible by assumption (1.3)) and the Poincaré inequality, as long as 2 is bounded.
In this section, we consider the two-phase problem with
«v is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant C, such that v(0) =0 and liminf () > 0. (2.3)

[r|[ =+ T



We prove an existence theorem for the enthalpy 1 similar to the classical case, as given in [19] and [18] (See
also [52] for further developments). To do so, we need a result of Attouch-Damlamian [5]-[6] in the case
where the Hilbert space H is H*(Q).

Proposition 1. [Theorem 1 of [5], and [6]] Let (o¢)icjo,r) be a family of lower semi-continuous convexr
functions on a Hilbert space H. Assume that there exists a function a belonging to BV (0,T') such that the
following holds:

(V) < (V) +a(t) —a(n)|(p-(V)+|V]+1), YO<T7<t<TVVe€H. (2.4)

Then, for Uy € D(pg) = {Up € H : po(Uy) < +oo} and F € L?(0,T;H), there is a unique solution
U € HY(0,T; H) satisfying

dU
Furthermore, the following estimates hold independent of yp:
1oy < Cr (10l IFN s o 1y el sy ) - (2.6)
dU
1% < G ([Uollr - 20U FlL s o0y Nl ) 2.7
L2(0,T;H)
H@t(U)HLw(O’T) <C3 (||U0||H’<P0(U0)7||F||L2(0,T;H) a||a||Bv) . (2.8)

Making use of this proposition, we can show the following existence result.

Theorem 1. Let f € L*(0,T; H %(Q)) and § € BV(0,T; L3(Q)) N L2(0,T; H*(R?)), and define g as in
(1.8), so g satisfies the same reqularity as § (see Appendix . Assume 19 € L?(Q) and ~ satisfies ([2.3).
Then there exists a unique generalised enthalpy solution n to the problem (1.12|) with initial condition ((1.10
such that

n € L(0,T5 L) N H' (0, T; H~ (%) (2.9)
and it satisfies
H77||c([o,T];H—s(Q)) <C (Hf”Ll(o,T;H—s(Q)) a||770||H—S(Q) aHgHBv(o,T;Lz(Q))> ) (2.10)
dn
1% sy, = O (it o Aol olaviaaocoy) 2.)

||77||L<x>(0,T;L2(Q)) <Cy <||f||L2(07T;H*S(Q)) a||770||L2(Q) a||g||BV(07T;L2(Q))) ) (2.12)
where C1,Cy are exactly the constants from (2.6)—(2.7), while Cy depends on (2.8) and (2.4). Furthermore,

the corresponding weak temperature solution ¥ = ~v(n) satisfies
9 — g€ L*0,T; H3(Q)) (2.13)
and, in addition, it solves (1.14) when f € L?(0,T; L*(Q)).

Proof. We apply Proposition [1| with |a(t) — a(7)| = ||g(t) — g(T)HLz(Q) to the following functions ¢; on the
Hilbert space H*(f2) given for each t € [0,T] by

fQ(](W) —g(t)W)dz for W € L3();

+o0 for W € H=5(Q)\L*(Q) (2.14)

¢e(W) = {

where j is the primitive of v such that j(0) = 0. Then, j is quadratic and the domain D(¢;) of ¢; is given
by
D(¢y) = {W € H*(Q) : ¢,(W) < o0} = L*(Q) (2.15)



thanks to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and making use of the fact that W lies in L?(Q). It is well-known
(see for instance, Theorem 17 of [II]) that ¢; is lower semi-continuous, convex, proper and coercive on
H~*(Q). Furthermore, there exist constants ¢ and ¢ such that

SIW 220y < &r (W) + el + ()| IV ey - (2.16)

Consequently, by classical results of subdifferentials (see for instance, [I1] or [32]), the subdifferential d¢; is
a maximal monotone operator of H*(2).
In fact, the subdifferential d¢, is characterized as follows:

V €0¢,(U)in H*(Q) ifandonlyif U e L*(Q) and L7Y(V) +g=~(U) a.e. in Q, (2.17)

and we recall from (2.14) that
Y(U) —g=L7H(V) =ve Hj(Q),

representing the Dirichlet condition in weak form in the trace sense for s > % and more generally v(U) = ¢
in Q°¢. Indeed, the characterisation of the subdifferential in terms of the convex conjugate functions involving
(U, V) for U,V € H*() reads as:

Ve0h(U) < ¢:(U)+¢; (V)= (UV) (2.18)
where ¢7 (V) = supy {(W, V) — ¢(W)}. Then for a given V € H*(Q),

¢ (V)= sup {(W.LT'V)— (W)}
WeL2(Q)

— e {<W£1V>/j(W)ngw}
WeL?(Q) Q

L AL wetveg - [

Set J(W) = [, j(W). Recognising the evaluation at the point L7V + g with the convex conjugate on
L2(Q) of j(W), by well-known results (see for example Lemma 1 of [12], or [39]), we can associate the convex
conjugate J*(U) with [, j*(U), so we have

oiV)= [ PV g
Q
where j* is the convex conjugate of j on R. From ([2.18)), this means that

/j(U) CGU TV 4 g) = (VLD
Q

or

/j(U)+j*(£’1V+g)—U(£’1V+g) = 0. (2.19)
Q
Recall (see for example, [4]) that for dual convex functions j and j*,

ja) +j*(b) = ab

for all numbers a,b. Therefore, the integrand in must be non-negative, and so it is almost everywhere
Zero, i.e.
J(U) + 5LV +9) ULV +g) =0.
This means that the points U and £~V + g are conjugated, i.e. L=V + g € 95(U). By definition of j as
the primitive of , we have L7V + g = 95(U) = v(U).
Now, we are ready to apply Proposition [1| in the space H*(2) with the convex functions ¢;. For
W € D(¢,) N D(¢) = D(¢p) since the domain D(¢;) as given in is independent of ¢, we have, by

2.14),
(W) — 6, (W) = /Q Wg(t) — g(r).



so, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
|6e(W) — & (W) <[g(t) = 9(D)| 2.0 W Il L2y - (2.20)

Also, from (2.16)), we have that
W2y < Cs(1+ ¢-(W)), (2.21)

where C5 depends only on ¢, || and ||g||BV(0 T.L2(0)) Therefore, with the given regularity of ¢g inherited
from g, (2.4)) is satisfied, hence we can apply Proposition [1| to solve the Cauchy problem

Ccilizz + 0¢i(n(t)) > f(t) for almost all ¢t € [0,T], 7(0) =mno in H *(Q) (2.22)

with 79 € D(¢o), i.e. no € L*(2) and j(no) € L' (£2), obtaining a unique
ne HY0,T; H*()).
Moreover, the estimates in Proposition [1| and give
n € L>(0,T;L*(Q)).

Also, setting ¥ = y(n) gives
L(Y—g) € L*(0,T; H~*()),
so that
9 — g € L2(0>T7 HS(Q)),

and by ,
9¢:(n(t)) = L{(v(n) — g).

Therefore, multiplying (2.22)) by a test function ¢ € L2(0,T; H5(f2)), since n € H*(0,T; H=*(£2)), we have
dn

which is (1.12]).
Finally, for £ € 2%, we can integrate in time by parts and obtain (|1.14]). O

Remark 2. To apply Pmposition we see from ([2.20)) that it is sufficient to require g € BV (0,T; L*(f2)),
as in [19]. However, we require additionally that g € L*(0,T; H*(R)) so that (1.12)—(1.14) is well-defined.

Remark 3. We observe that the general result of the above proposition and theorem applies to gemeral
mazimal monotone operators of subdifferential type with different functions v, and so, besides two-phase
Stefan-type problems, it applies also to other models including the porous medium equation. In fact, different
assumptions on «y can be used (see page 12 of [18] for more details), generalising the case of the assumption

23).

Remark 4. Considering the above proposition in the case where the Hilbert space H is H—*(2), the solution
to the Cauchy problem in H=%(2) with the convex function ¢y, with domain L*(S)), is obtained by
considering the approximated problem with the convex function given by its Yosida approzimation ¢, x(V) =
%(Id—k (Id+X0¢)~1)V. Since the estimate ([2.4)) carries over to ¢: , we can apply the Gronwall’s inequality
to obtain the estimates and for the solutions to the approximated problem as in the Part 3 of the
proof of Theorem 1 of [5]. Next, we make use of the absolute continuity of the map t — ¢ A (V) to apply
to the to obtain the estimate from the time derivative. Passing to the limit for the approrimated
problems give the corresponding constants Cy, Cy and Cs for the problem in H5(Q).

Therefore, for o < s < 1, recalling that we have the continuity of the inclusions H=7 () C H*(Q) C
H=Y(Q) as a consequence of Lemma@ below, we can bound the H~°(Q) norms with the H~?(2) norms,
thereby obtaining the solution to for all s, 0 < s <1 with the corresponding estimates 7 for
the constants Cq, Co and Cs depending only on o and independent of s.

Since the constant Cy is obtained from and , stmilarly, we can once again consider the problem
in H=%(Q) for each s, 0 < s <1, and such that the constant Cy in may be chosen depending

only on o and not on s.



Furthermore, we have the following continuous dependence result (see also Lemma 3.2 of [20]).

Proposition 2. Let n and 7) denote two generalised enthalpy solutions of the fractional Stefan-type problem
(1.12) corresponding to (f,g,m0) and (f,g,M0) respectively, where f, f, g, and ng, 7o are as in the assumptions
of Theorem[1l Then, for any 0 <t <T':

ro=io|, . (2.23)

t
[n(t) = O] 5. ) < N0 =70l 51202 +/0 H-2()

and furthermore

A R 3C A
Hﬂ —v L2(0,T5L2(92)) <V lImo = Tioll -+ + V TVHf -7 LY(0,T5H () (2:24)
Proof. Writing 9 = ~(n) and 9 = v(#), we have in H—*(Q),
d
=T) = =L30(7) = g() + f(7) (2.25)
and df
=m) = =L3(0(r) = g() + f(7) (2.26)

for a.e. 7 € [0,T]. Taking the difference of these two equations and multiplying by 7 — 7}, we have

) = Ay = 2 ((7) = i (1), m(7) = (7))
=2 (£300() = D(r) = g(r) + 9())n(7) = (7)) + 2 ($(7) = F(7),n() = (7))
= —2(£30(r) = A, 0(r) = (7)) +2 () = f(r),m(r) = i)

for a.e. 7 € [0,T]. Recalling by Theoremthat I(r) — () € H5(Q) C L2() and n(7) — () € L*(Q) for
a.e. T, observe that the Lipschitz property of v give

(9(r) = 9(0) (n(r) = (7)) = = [[0(r) = 97|

(230 = 9t~ ) = | >

Q L2 (Q)

by (2.1) and by identifying the duality (-,-) with the L?(Q)-inner product in the framework of the Gelfand
triple H§(Q) < L%(Q2) < H~*(Q). Therefore, we deduce that

2

L llntr) = A g+ CiHﬂ(ﬂ ~0@)|| . 2(F0) = o)) - i) (2:27)

L2(Q)
for a.e. 7 € [0,T]. Integrating both sides of (2.27)) over [0,¢] C [0,7] for any T > 0 gives

2

9(r) = 9(r)

NP 2 [
o0~ 2000 + o [ o
t

<l =l +2 [ (£0) = Fo)nir) =) e (2:28)

t
<l = ol + 2 [ [|70) = FO] o 19 =) g

H—*(Q

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Finally, recalling (2.10]), we apply these estimates and a Gronwall-type
inequality (see Lemma [l| below) to obtain the result (2.23)).



Furthermore, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality again, we obtain, applying (2.23) to (2.28]),

e )y o=

T
dt <||no — fol|% - 2lm0 — 7ol g H t—AtH dt
<l = ol + 2w = ll—oy | 0= FO,

+2/THf(t) —f(t)HHis(Q) (/t f(r) — f(T)HH—s(Q) d7—> dt

<||770—770||H (z)+2||770 Moll - Q)Hf f‘

w2 [ - ff, . (177

< 2l ol ) + 3£ = 7]

L2(Q)

LY(0,T;H=+())

) a
LY(0,T;H=#(2))

L1(0,T;H= (%))

which gives (2.24). O

Lemma 1. Let F € L'(0,T) and y € L*(0,T) be non-negative functions and C > 0 a constant such that

/ F(r)y(r)dr +C  fort€]0,T].

Then we have

t) < ;/OtF(T)dT—F\@ fort €10,T7.

Proof Let x(t fo 7)dr + C. Then 2’ = Fy < F\/z. Integrating in time of the relation E(\/E) =

5 f , we have the rebult. O

Remark 5. In general, for v £ 4, g # § and an arbitrary time interval 0 < t; < to < T, with a similar
argument we have the fractional version of the continuous dependence property corresponding to Lemma 3.2
of [20] for the classical case s = 1:

Intte) = )iy + & [ 190) =10y dr 2 [0 = 7)) — ()

tz t2
. 2 5 . .
<Mt = el ey +2 [ (1) = Fo)ntr) = itn)) a2 [ [ (6(r) =g () () o
tl tl
(2.29)
As a consequence, we immediately see that if f = f, g=g and v =74, then
. 2 2 (" NIk . 2
Intee) =iy + & [ [0 g <lonte) =) - o
for any 0 < t; < t9 <T. Furthermore, in this case, the map t — Hn(t) — ﬁ(t)HH_S(Q) is non-increasing in

t €10, T] for the same given data.

Also as a consequence of (2.29)) with v = 4 and the estimates leading to (2.9) of Theorem [} we have the
following corollary:

Corollary 1. The solution of the variational Stefan-type problem on the interval [0, T] depends contin-
uously on f, g and 1y in the following sense: if a sequence f,, € L*(0,T; H=*()), gm € BV (0,T; L*(2)) N
L%(0,T; H*(RY)) and nom € L?(Q), is such that the g,,’s and the nom’s are uniformly bounded in those
spaces and fm — f in L2(0,T; H=*(Q)) and gy, — g in L*(0,T; L*(2)) and 1o.m — 1o in H*(Q), then the
solution n,, converges to n in L*(0,T; H=%(Q)) and 9, = Y(nm) converges to 9 = v(n) in L*(0,T; L*()).
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3 Regularity of the Weak Temperature Solution o

If we further assume that g has two time derivatives, by the Lipschitz continuity of v, we can achieve higher
regularity of the weak temperature solution ¥ = v(n) in . The proof makes use of the Faedo-Galerkin
method, and follows closely Chapter 6 of [I8], and we include it here for completeness.

Let (Fy,)nen be an increasing set of finite dimensional subspaces of H(€2), such that their union is dense
in H§(12), generated by the eigenvectors of the operator £’1|L2(Q). This is possible since the inverse of L is
compact in L?(Q), by the compactness of the injection Hg(2) < L%*(Q). We denote F = L(F,,) C H*(Q)
and set

bt,n = ¢t + Ipx in H*(Q),

where IFJ is the indicator function of F, i.e. IF; =0in F}, IF; = 400 elsewhere.
We first recall a result of Attouch (Theorem 1.10 of [3]), which relates the Mosco convergence of the
convex functionals and the convergence of the solutions of the Cauchy problem in the space H = H~°({2).

Proposition 3. Let H be a real Hilbert space with a scalar product and associated norm. Let ¢, M, %)
be a set of lower semi-continuous convex functions in L?(0,T; H) that converges in the Mosco sense in H.
Denote n, the solutions of the evolution equations

dny,
% + &Pn(ﬁn) > fun, 77%(0) = To,n (3~1)

where f, € L*(0,T; H), no.n € D(pn). Suppose that no, — mo in H, fo — f in L*(0,T; H). Assume also
that dstn is bounded in L?(0,T; H). Then there exists a limit n € H*(0,T; H), such that n, — n weakly in
HY0,T; H), where 1 is the solution of

dn

s dp(n) > f, n(0) = no. (3.2)

With this proposition, our approach would be to determine the subdifferental of ¢;, and show that

they converge to ¢; in the sense of Mosco. We recall that ¢, ELR @ if for every x € D(yp), there exists an
approximating sequence of elements x,, € D(p,,), converging strongly to x, such that imsup,,_, . ©n(2,) <
(x), and for any subsequence @y, of ¢, such that x5, — z in H, we have liminfy_, o @n, (2x) > @(z). Then
applying Proposition [3] to our Faedo-Galerkin approximation, and with the additional estimates we obtain
from Proposition |1, we can pass to the limit to get the additional regularity to the solution for the limit
problem.

For simplicity, we drop the parameter ¢ and consider ¢ to be fixed in ]0,T'[, and we denote ¢ ,, as ¢,, and
¢¢ = ¢. Denote i to be the compact injection of H(f2) into L?(Q2) and take E,, = i(F,) by considering F,,
as a subspace of H(£2). It is clear that i~! is an isomorphism between E,, and F,,, with norm depending
on n.

Proposition 4. ¢, M, ¢ in H5(Q).

Proof. Denote i* to be the injection map from L?(2) to H~*(Q). Then i*(E,) = i* 0 i(F,) = F*. Indeed,

for an eigenvector u of L|z2(q) corresponding to an eigenvalue p, we have, by definition, Lu = pi* oi(u) in

H~4(£2), hence the result.

For i*(U) € D(¢), we define i*(U,,), where U,, = Pg U is the projection of U into E, in L?(f). Since
2

UEnL = L*(Q) by construction, so U, — U in L*(2), and therefore i*(U,) = Pp+i*(U) — i*(U) in H*().

In addition, since «y satisfies the growth condition at +00, its primitive j is quadratic at +o0o (so that
j(r)/|r|? and its inverse remain bounded as r — +00). Therefore, by the dominated convergence theorem,
the map U — [, j(U) is continuous in L?(2), and since i*(U,) € Fi, s0 ¢ (i*(Un)) = ¢(i*(Un)) — ¢(i*(U)).

On the other hand, the sequence ¢, is decreasing (since F,, is increasing), so we conclude the Mosco
convergence of ¢, to ¢ given that ¢ is known to be lower semi-continuous. O

Next, we want to obtain a solution of the approximate Cauchy problem for 7,,, making use of Proposition
[ as in the proof of Theorem

11



Proposition 5. Setting V = Lo,
V € 0¢,(U) in H*(R) if and only if U € D(¢)NF*,v(U)—g € L*(Q) and i(v)+g—~(U) L E, in L*(Q).

Proof. Denote the inf-convolution of two convex functions by the composition operator V. Then by definition,
we know that the convex conjugate ¢} = (¢*VIf.)**, where the double asterisk ** stands for the regularized
Ls.c. function of ¢, = ¢*VI;;;. !

Since F¥ is a subspace of H~*(2), we have I}; = I(p=)+, where the orthogonality is inherited from the
duality between H§(Q2) and H—%(Q). Since L(F,) = E¥, (F¥)* is also the orthogonal of F,, in H§(2). We
therefore have

Un(w) = VI (0) = ' VI (0) = int [ (g2,
n Pr, (z—w)=0 Jqo
Since + is globally Lipschitz, g satisfies the growth assumption at infinity, so the function j* is quadratic
at infinity and therefore z — [, j*(2) is continuous in L?*(Q2). Furthermore, the function z — [, j*(2) is
coercive in L?(12).

Henceforth, we deduce that there exists z = z(v) in L?(£2), not necessarily unique, such that v, (v) =
Jo (g + z(v)) with z(v) —i(v) in L*(Q), such that z(v) —i(v) L E, in L*(Q). Indeed, z —v L F, in
HE(Q) so (L€,z —v) = 0 for all £ in the basis of F,,. Hence, taking a vector £ in that basis, we have
LE = i*(LE) = pi* 0i(€), s0 0 = [, i(£)i(z — v) which means that i(z) — i(v) is orthogonal to E,, in L*(£2).
Since z(v) is the weak limit in L?(Q), con51der1ng a minimising sequence of such i(z), we have the result.

Futhermore, using the coercivity of the integral of j* in L?(Q) again, we see that v, is lower semi-
continuous in H§ (), so ¢, = ¢.

Therefore, V' € 0¢,,(U) if and only if i*(U) € F;

. and there exists z(v) € L?(Q) with z(v) —i(v) € E;-
and, as in (2.19),

/Qj<U>+j*<g+z>= (U, g+ 2).

But since U € D(¢) N F* C L*(Q), we can rewrite this as

/Qj<U>+j*<g+z>fU<g+z>:o7

so, as in the proof of Theorem [I} we have that the points U and g + z are conjugated by j, thus z(v) + g =
9j(U) = ~(U) a.e. in Q. The reverse is also clearly true. O

Now, setting f, = Pg, f for f € L*(0,T;L?*(2)) and for ny € L*(Q), we apply the Proposition [1| for
(¢t,n)tejo,1) to solve
dnn,
P 060,0(1) 3 8" (fa)e 7 (0) = Mo, (3:3)
where 7 ,, is constructed as in the proof of Proposition I [ such that 19, € D(¢o,n) With 19, — 1m0 € D(¢0)
strongly in H~*(2) and ¢o.,(10,n) — ¢0(n0). Then by [2.7), % d"" is bounded in L2(0,7T; H=*(£2)). Moreover,
as in PrOpOblthDl for all U € L2(0,T; H—*(f)), we have

T
/ e (U dt—)gp U) ::/ o (U(t)) dt
0
in the sense of Mosco.

Therefore, applying Proposition [3| we conclude that 7, converges weakly in H(0,7; H*()) to the
solution 7 of

W 060 38 (1), n(0) =

Having obtained the approximation 7, — 7 for the enthalpy 7, we want to pass to the limit in the
temperatures ¢,, = v(n,) — ¥ = y(n). To do so, we require some estimates on the derivative of the
temperatures.

12



Proposition 6. Suppose f € L*(0,T;L*()) and § € W*(0,T; L>(R%)) N L>=(0,T; H*(R%)). Assume
no € L*(Q) and, setting 9(0) = (o), assume 9(0) — g(0) € HF(Y). Denote by n, € HY(0,T; F?), and
N, € HY(0,T; E,) such that n, = i*(7,), the generalised solution associated to the approzimate Cauchy
problem , corresponding to the Faedo-Galerkin method as described above. Then, the integral

I

is uniformly bounded in n, with the bounds Cs, C7 dependent on the Lipschitz constant C., and the given
data f, g,70-

Proof. Since 1, € H'(0,T; F), there exists 7, € H*(0,T; E,,) such that 0, = i*(7,), vn = ¥(iln) — g, and,
by Proposition [§] applied to 7, satisfies

77n

< Cs, |[Pr,(v(7In) — 9) <Cy (3.4)

HL°°(O,T;H5’(Q))

O

ot

Since v is Lipschitz, we have (7,,) € H'(0,T; L*(Q)) and y(ij,) — g € H*(0,T; L*(2)). Let hy, = P, v,
and h,, = Pg, (v(7,) — g). Then

h, € HY(0,T; F,) and h,, € H*(0,T; E,). (3.6)

Indeed, we have (7i,) — g € H'(0,T; L*(Q)), so h, = Pg, (v(7,) — g) € H'(0, T; E,). Since by = Pg i(vy,),
so by the choice of F),, we have Py, oi =1i0oPp , and we deduce that i(hn) = hp. Therefore, since i gives
an isomorphism between F;, and E,,, we obtain the properties in

Making use of these properties, we can therefore multiply (3.5] . by ah" € L*(0,T; F,,) to obtain

3 LR ] L8
by (2.2). Now,

%avn = ahn»PF Un = %7}177, :/ ADS%'DShn:}g ADShn'DShTH
o T o T et T e Tt 201 Jpa

+ Lo, = i*(fn),vn € L*(0,T; Hy(Q)) with i(v,) + g — v(7,) L E, in L*(Q). (3.5)

and from f,, = Pg_ f, we obtain

87}n oh, 10

oh
+ == ADShn~DShn:/fn—". 3.8
q Ot ot ' 20t Jza Q" ot (3:8)

Now, recalling the definition of h.,,, we observe that
Oy, Oy, _ M o,
/ ( fn) - / ( fn) £, (V(7n) — 9) = / ( —fn ) Pe, 5, (V) — 9),
Q Q
so since aé’t” fn L L2(Q)\E,, we have

M, 10 s s
/9( fn> —(v(7 )—g)—&—i& ]RdADhn-Dhn—O. (3.9)

Integrating this over [0,¢] for ¢ < T, we obtain, by the coercivity of A in (1.3) and integrating by parts in

time
/ [ G ) Sl 0l o

o>|>i,g(m / / P2k [ 50

+/Qﬁn<t>g§<t>—/ﬂﬁn<o>2§<o>_/0 1.2

13

(3.10)

1,
=—a
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Now, we know by (2.8) that ¢y, (1, (t)) is bounded independent of n and ¢, 80||7n || < (0,7, 1.2 () is bounded
independent of n (see also (2.10)). Then, by the Cea-type lemma (see, for instance, Proposition 2.5 of [I])
given by

1P, w||Hé(Q ||w||Hb @ Yw € Hj(Q),

we have, by the compatibility of the initial condition giving h,,(0) = Pg, (7(7,(0)) —g(0)) = Pg, (¥(0) —g(0)),

[ G %a*llhnw@m)
< 30 o0y [ [ 22 [ / 2
+/Qﬁ"(t)?9§(t)/ﬂ n(0) //fnat. (3.11)

Now, letting C., be the Lipschitz constant of v, we have

0v(7in)
ot

2

! a.e. Qr. (3.12)

Oin OY(11n) 1
ot ot~ C,

~—

Also, observe the boundedness of 7,, in L>(0,T; LQ(Q))7 since 7,, is obtained as a solution to the Faedo-
Galerkin finite dimensional approximated problem and therefore also satisfies . Therefore,
applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the term fo fQ fn 87("” and making use of the assumption
¥(0) — g(0) € H§ () gives the first uniform bound fo Jo < Cs.

Using again E[), we can easily take the supremum over all time to obtain the second uniform bound
[P, (v(71n) — 9)] Lo (0,5 Hg () =Pl Lo 0,015 2)) < O O

( nn)
ot

Remark 6. For fized o > 0 and s such that o < s < 1, similarly to Remark [J| we observe that 7, €
L*(0,T; L3(2)), and 7,, can be bounded for each s by a constant depending on o but independent of s, by
the continuity of the eigenfunctions (in Appendzx@ and depending explicity on T and ~. Similarly, by
Appendzx@ the ny,’s are bounded independent of s > o in HY(0,T; F*). This allows us to consider the
convergence of the variational problem as s varies.

In addition, when we have a sequence of Lipschitz functions v,, we can also obtain by considering
a Lipschitz constant C, given by the supremum of all the Lipschitz constants C.,, .

Now, we can finally proceed to show the existence of more regular solutions to the variational problem
(1.14). Indeed, we have the following result:

Theorem 2. Let f € L%(0,T;L?(2)) and g € W21(0,T; L2(R%)) N L>(0,T; H*(RY)), and define g as in
(1.8) with the same regularity (see Appendiz . Assume ng € L%(Q), and setting 9(0) = ~v(no) assume
9(0) — g(0) € HE(Y). Then there exists a unique weak temperature solution ¥ to the variational problem

(1.12)—(1.14), such that
¥ € L®(0,T; H*(RY)) N HY(0, T; L*(Q)). (3.13)

Proof. From Proposition @ hy, is bounded in L>°(0,T; Hg (). Furthermore, if we recall the definition of h,,
as the projection onto FE,,, we have

50 hy is bounded in H'(0,T; L*(Q)).
By Proposition [3] we know that n, — 1 in H'(0,7; H=*(Q)) and 7, — n weakly* in L>(0,T; L?(12)),
and

)

L2(Q)

@)

L(vyp) = 0Py (™) =" (fn) — O i*(f) — n = 0¢¢(n) = Lv in L*(0,T; H*(Q)).



Therefore, on applying £, v, tends to v = y(n) — g weakly in L?(0,T; H§(Q2)).

Since v, = hy, + ky, for some k, € F:-, we deduce that k,, — 0in L2(0,T; H3(2)) and h,, — ~v(n) — g also
in this space, so h, — i(y(n) — g) in L?(0,T; L*(2)). Therefore, by (3.4), v(n) — g lies in L>(0,T’; H3(£2))
and i(y(n) — g) € H'(0,T; L*(Q)). Finally as 9 = (n), we have the desired regularity (3.13). O

Remark 7. It can be seen that the bounds in (3.4)) can be made to depend only on o > 0 and independent of

s for o < s <1, by the continuity of the eigenfunctions as shown in Appendiz[C} Then, as in Remark|[6, the
P ol : -

bounds HDg(ﬁ — g)HLw(O,T;L"’(]Rd)d) and HWHLQ(O,T;LQ(Q))HI (13.13) only depend only on o and independent of
s, allowing us to consider the convergence of the variational problem as s varies.

4 Convergence to the Classical Problem as s 71

Next, as s 1 the s-fractional derivatives converge to the classical derivatives, we show that the correspond-
ing solutions to the fractional Stefan-type problem converge in appropriate spaces to the classical one. We
first recall the fractional Poincaré inequality.

Lemma 2 (Fractional Poincaré inequality, Theorem 2.9 of [7]). Let s € (0,1). Then there exists a constant
Cp=C(d,Q) >0 such that
Cp
lull 20y < —-I1D%ull L2 aya

for all uw € H§(2).

To consider the convergence of the problem as s ' 1, we start with a continuous dependence property of
the Riesz derivatives as s varies, which can be easily shown using Fourier transform first for u(t) € C°(Q),
and extended by density as in Lemma 3.7 of [36].

Lemma 3. For u € L°(0,T; H§ (Q)), D*u is continuous in L>(0,T; L2(RY)%) as s varies in [o,s] for
0<o<s <1. As a consequence, we have the following estimate: for c < s <1,

HDou(t)HLZ(Rd)d < CO’||DSu(t)||L2(Rd)d , (4'1)
for any u(t) € H5(Q) for a.e. t € [0,T], where the constant ¢, is independent of s and t.

Consequently, we have a continuous transition from the fractional Stefan-type problem to the classical
Stefan-type problem as s /' 1 in the following sense.

Theorem 3. Let (ns,95) be the solution to the fractional Stefan-type problem for 0 < ¢ < s < 1 for
fs € L2(0,T; L2(R2)), s € W2L(0,T; L2(R4)) N L>°(0,T; H*(R?)), i.e. ¥4 = y(ns) for a.e. x,t € Qr and

13)
_ / 02 AD*9, - D¢ = / fé+ / NonE(0), VE €= T
QT at QT Q

R x[0,7]

with Dirichlet boundary condition 95 = g5 on Q°x]0, T, initial condition ns(0) = no.s € L*(Q), and setting
95(0) = y(no,s) assume V5(0) — gs(0) € H(Q) is bounded uniformly in s for 0 < o < s < 1. Suppose that
there exists ng € L*(2), f € L*(0,T; L*(Q)) and § € W21(0,T; L*(R?)) N L>°(0, T; H'(R)) such that

M0,s — 1o n LQ(Q)a
fs — fin L*(0,T; L*(Q)), and (4.2)
Gs — § i W20, T; L*(R?Y))-weak and in L>=(0,T; H° (R?))-weak*.
Then, the sequence (ns,9s)s converges weakly to (n,9) in the sense that
ns — n in L>=(0,T; L*(Q))-weakly* and in H*(0,T; H™*(Q))-weak, (4.3)
and

95 — 0 in L>(0,T; H? ())-weak™, in H*(0,T; L*(Q))-weak and in C(]0,T]; L*(Q)) (4.4)
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as s /1, where (n,9) solves uniquely the Stefan problem for s = 1 with ¥ = ~v(n) and initial condition
1(0) = no in Q, and Dirichlet boundary condition ¥ = g on 0Q2x]0,T[, and

% _ N
[ o [ appe= [ ger [ o), veesi (4.5

Proof. Recall that n, € L>=(0,T; LQ(Q)) N HY0,T; H~1(Q)) independent of ¢;, by Remark [4. Moreover,
invoking the continuity of the inclusions H~7(Q) C H*(Q) € H~ (), we have, by (2.12)),

H778||Loc(o,T;L2(Q)) <Cy (HUO,sHLz(Q) aHfSHL?(O,T;H*S(Q)) a||gs||3v(o,T;L2(Q))) < (4.6)
for a constant C) depending on ¢ but independent of s by assumption (4.2). Then, by Lemma

<CP

1 fsll 220, () 1fsll 20,7 22(02)) -

Similarly, by (2.11]) and (4.2]),

ons
ot

H s
r2oma-1e) |l Ot

< (s (||770,s||L2(Q) aHfSHL2(0,T;L2(Q)) 7||gSHBV(O,T;L2(Q))> :

(4.7)
Therefore, 75 is bounded in L°°(0,T; L*(Q)) N H(0,T; H~1(Q)) uniformly with respect to s, and, up to a
subsequence, (1;)s is converging in H'(0,T; H=*())-weak and in L>(0,T; L?(Q2))-weak* to some 7 as in
E3).
Furthermore, for ¥ — g5 € L*(0,T; H§(2)), we have

“ L2(0,T;H~#())

<C (4.8)

||DS(19s — 9s) ||L°°(07T;L2(Rd)d) -

by (4.2) and Remarks |§| and |z| for some constant C' independent of s depending on o < s and on the data.
By the Poincaré inequality, 95 — g5 is also bounded, so

¥s — gs 5/‘—1\ ¥ — g in L=(0,T; L*(R?))-weak* and  D*(d, — gs) s/—l\ ¢ in L>(0,T; L*(R%)%)-weak*

for some 4, . 3
Now, by the convergence Lemmal 3} for all ® € L2(0,T; C(2)9), denoting by ® the zero extension of ®
outside €,

D@ D ®=D-& inL20,T; L2(RY)%,

therefore,

/OT Rstw —gs) &=~ / /Rdﬂ —gs)(D* - D) 7 / Rdﬂ 9)(D- <I>)

But by the a priori estimate on D*(9, — gs),

T
/ l)s(ﬁs_gs)'(D
0 R4

which implies, in the limit, that
T T —
Jo-aw-o|=|[ [ @-9D)
Q 0 JRd

Therefore we have D(9 — g) € L?(0,T;[L*(2)]?) and hence

/OT/Rdwg)(D-@)/OT TR
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< C||(I)||L2((),T;L2(Rd)d) )

< CH(I)”L?(QT;LQ(Rd)d’) :




so ¢ = D(¥ — g). Moreover, since ¥ — g = w — lim, 1 (¥s — gs) = 0 outside 2, and the boundary of 2 being
Lipschitz, we may conclude ¥ — g € L*(0,T; H}(Q)).
We claim that (7, ) satisfies the Stefan-type problem for s = 1. Indeed, for any £ € E%. C =5,

/QTngﬁ+/oT/QAD(199)~D£—/QTng§+/OT/RdAD(199)‘5£

=Sli/n}{—/QTnsgﬁ+/oT RdADS(m—gs)-D%} =y/rq{/QTf§+/Qno,ss(0>} =/QTf£+/Qno§(0)

since D*(¥s —g,) — D(9—g) in L>(0, T; L?(R%)%)-weak*, n, — 1 in L>(0,T; L3(Q))-weak*, and D3¢ — D¢
strongly in L2(0, T; L*(R9)4) by Lemma Therefore, (n,1) satisfies (4.5)).
Moreover, by Remark 8679)55 is bounded in L2?(0,T; L?(Q2)), so we can take the limit as s /1 to obtain

that 99 59
81&8 — 5 L*(0,T; L?(R%))-weak.
Since % - % in L%(0, T; L?(R?))-weak,

Vs —gs — ¥ — g in L>®(0,T; HJ (Q))-weak* and in H'(0,T; L*(Q))-weak
as s /' 1, and so by compactness (see, for instance, Corollary 4 of [4§]),
195 —Ys — 19 -9 in C([OaTL L2(Q))v

giving the convergence as desired using the convergence of gs to g in .
Finally, it remains to show that ¢ = ~v(n) a.e. in Qx]0,T[, or equivalently n € SB(). Indeed, since
Js = v(ns) a.e. in Qx]0,T[ with n, — n weakly in L?(0,7; L?(2)) and 9, — o in C([0,T]; L?(2)), by the
maximal monotonicity of 3 (see, for instance, Proposition 2.5 of [I3]), we have n € S(¢) and ny € 5(9(0))
satisfying . Subsequently, we obtain the solution ¥ = ~(n) a.e. in 2x]0,T[, with initial condition
9(0) = lim, ~1 ¥(n0,s) = (o) by the convergence of 19 s to 1o in L*($).
O

5 Asymptotic Behaviour as ¢t — oo

In this section, we derive the asymptotic behaviour of the weak solutions as t — oo, following the approach
of the classical case in [20]. We first begin with a well-known asymptotic convergence result for the solutions
of differential equations with maximal monotone operators.

Proposition 7 (See, for instance, Theorem 3.11 of [I3]). Let ¢ be a lower semi-continuous convex functional
on a Hilbert space H. Suppose that for all C € R, the set {x € H : p(x)+ |z|> < C} is compact. Let fo, € H
and let f(t) be a function such that f — fo € L(tg,00; H). Suppose U € C(tg,00; H) is a weak solution to
the equation 2 + 0p(U) > f. Then limy_ ;oo U(t) = Uso in H ezists and fo € 0p(Uss).

With this proposition, we can directly obtain the convergence of the generalised enthalpy solutions n(t) —
Moo i1t the case where §(t) = o for all t > ¢y, i.e. the Dirichlet data is independent of time, with f(t) — foo €
L!(tg,00; H=%(€)). For more general §(t) converging to some ., we may also have a characterisation of
the asymptotic behaviour of the generalised enthalpy solution towards the stationary solution, which can be
written in terms of the stationary Dirichlet problem ¥, = goo in Q¢ for the temperature ¥:

/Rd AD*0o - D*¢ = (o, &), VE € H5(). (5.1)
Theorem 4. Let f, § and g satisfy the assumptions in Theorem such that f — foo € L1(0,00; H=5(2)) N

L%(0,00; H7%(Q)) and § — Joo € WHL(0,00; L2(2)) for given foo € H™5(Q) and oo € H*(R?). (We can
subsequently define goo and g(t) in the same spaces using (1.8)) as explained in the Appendix.) Letn € B(09)
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be the generalised enthalpy solution to the fractional Stefan-type problem (1.12)) for all T > 0. Then, there
exists an Ns € L2(Q) such that

n(t) = Neo strongly in H™*(Q) and weakly in L*(Q) as t — oo,
where Ny 18 such that Yoo = Y(Neo) satisfies (5.1) with Vo = goo in QF°.

Proof. We first note that, while 7., is not unique in general, there exists a unique weak temperature solution
Yoo = ¥(Noo) tO with Yo = goo in Q¢ by the Riesz representation theorem for A coercive and bounded,
since we have the equivalent norms in H§(Q).

Furthermore, under our assumptions, by a similar approach to the Proposition 3.2 and its Corollary in
[20], there is a positive constant M such that

jgan(t)HLz(m < M. (5.2)

Let € be any positive number. Since g is bounded, we can take a number . such that

[ 1180 = el oy 1) = ol 7 <

Also, let w, be the solution of the fractional Stefan-type problem (1.12)) corresponding to (fso, goo) 0N [te, 00|
with initial value w¢(t.) = n(t.), i.e.
dwe dwe
dt dt
By Proposition [7] in the interval [t.,o0] with H = H*(Q) and ¢ given by the convex functional ¢, as

defined in (2.14)) for the Dirichlet boundary condition g.., since the set {W € H=*(Q) : ¢oo (W) +|W|?> < C}
is a bounded set in L? and therefore compact in H~%(Q), we have that

(t) + LZ(’Y(we(t)) - goo) = foo (53)

(t) + Opoo(we) =

we(t) converges in H™*(Q) as t — 0o to a point w™ € L*()

satisfying
foo € 0o (W), or equivalently L5 (y(wd®) — goo) = foo- (5.4)

Therefore, there is a number ¢, > t. such that
[|we(t) — we(T)HH_S(Q) <e Vt, 7>t
Also, as in Remark [5], we have that

1d

2 2 2
5%””(7—) - we(T)HH—s(Q) + aH’Y(U)(T) - 7(w€)<7—)HL2(Q)

< 2(f(7) = foorn(7) — we(7)) + 2/ (9(7) = 9o ) (n(7) = we (7)),

Q

so in particular,

d 2

EHW(T) - ’LUE(T)HH,S(Q) <K (Hf(T) - fooHHfs(Q) +Hg(7—) - goo||L2(Q))
for some constant K for a.e. 7 > t.. Integrating both sides over [t,t], we have

(|n(t) — we(t)Hi_s(Q) < Ke (5.5)
for any t > t.. Therefore, if ¢, s > ¢/,
I8) — 5 ey < 8) = 02 g+ 0e0) — 0] gy ) = 3) 2 ) < 2V

This implies that n(t) converges in H*(2) as ¢ — 0o to some 1o, € H*(2). Also, since (5.5 holds for all
t > t. and lims_, o0 we(t) = w°, we have that w>® — 1 in H%(Q) as € \, 0. Since w® satisfies (5.4)), so
does Moo

Finally, defining ¥ = 7(nso), taking the limit in € in (5.4)), we have 9o = (£5) 7 foo + goo- O
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Remark 8. In addition, if we assume f — foo € W1(0,00; H=%(Q2)), we have that the solution n to the
fractional Stefan-type problem (1.12)) satisfies 1 — 1o € H (0,00, H=*(Q)). This follows as in the proof of
Theorem 2.1 of [20], and it can be shown that the energy functional J(t) given by

t 89
dT—C/ H
,S(Q) 0 < 8t( )

is bounded and non-increasing on ]0,00[. So lim;_,o J(t) exists and

Il dn

T0) = auln0) + | | G Sl

- dr fort>0
L2(Q) Hdt S(Q))

% € L2(0, 00, H~*(9)). (5.6)

We can also increase the regularity of g as in Theorem [2| to obtain the convergence of .

Theorem 5. Let f — foo € LY(0,00; H=*(Q)) N L%(0,00; L%(Q)) and § — oo € W?1(0,00; L2(R9)) N
H'(0,00; L2(R%)) N L2(0, 00; H*(RY)) (and so similarly with g — go ), and o € L%(Q), where fo, € L*(Q)
and §oo € H*(RY). Suppose that ¥ is the weak temperature solution to the fractional Stefan-type problem
, and Vs 1S the stationary weak temperature solution to wWith Voo = goo 0 Q2°. Then

I(t) = Voo in L2(Q) and in H*(R?)-weak as t — oo.
In addition, if f — foo € WHL(0,00; H=*(2)), we have
I(t) — g(t) = Yoo — goo Strongly in Hy(Y) as t — oo.
In particular, if g(t) — goo in H*(R?) as t — 0o, then V(t) — Vo strongly in H*(R?) as t — oc.

Proof. Let (n,9) be the solution to the fractional Stefan-type problem , so that their finite-
dimensional approximations (7,,v(n,)) satisfy the inequality (3.11] - Since the Ny’s are uniformly bounded
in L°°(0, 00; L?(£2)) by Theorem [4] I applied to the approximated problem, we have

0%g

<Ml o 0,002200) || 772

b

L1(0,00;L2(2))

_—
anﬁ

. dg
tliglo (t) ot

|/ ﬁn<o>a§<o>' <)

(t)=0 since % — 0 in L*(Q),

dg
o)

and

dg
ot

RS- T P—

L2(0,00;L2(9))
dg
ot

9%
ot

a
=IPe, fll L2(0,00,12()) < a7||f||L2(0,oo;L2(Q))

L2(0,00;L2(92)) L2(0,00;L2(%))
and, passing to the limit in n in (3.11]), we conclude
¥ — g€ L>(0,00; H5()) N H'(0,00; L*(Q)). (5.7)

Let w* be any accumulation point of {d(¢) — g(¢t)} in H§(Q) for the weak topology as t — oo, and let
{tn}n be a sequence in [0, co[ such that ¢, oo and 9(t,) — g(tn) — w* weakly in HF(2) as n — oco. Then,
by the convergence of g and the compactness of Hg(€) in L2(€2),

I(tn) = w* + goo in L3(Q).
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Also, from Theorem @ there exists an 7)., such that
n(tn) — 7o In LQ(Q)—weak.

As 9(t,) = v(n(t,)), by the property of maximal monotone operators in L?(£2), the limit of any subsequence
as t, — oo satisfies

W+ Goo = V(Noo) = Voo-

Therefore, w* = Yo — goo, and we have the convergence
I(t) = Voo in L?(Q) as t — oo (5.8)

and
I(t) — g(t) = Yoo — goo In Hj(Q)-weak as t — oco. (5.9)

In order to obtain the strong convergence in (5.9)), we define the function E(t) by
I 1, ., dg(t)
B(t) = & dr + (L4 (1) = 9(6)), 9(8) =g (1) = | n(t)=5= = {F(1),9(t) = (1)) (5.10)
v /0 L2(Q) Q
for ¢ > 0. Then, using again the inequality (3.11)) in the limit n — oo with the integral taken over the
interval [t1,t2] and incorporating the Lipschitz property in (3.12)), we obtain

1 /tz A (r
C’Y t1

oY(t
ot

2

o dr -+ (L4 0(E2) — g(t2)),9(12) — g(12)

L*(Q)

= [ ) B20) — (502),9002) — gle2)
Q
(LA0(02) = 9(02).9(01) = g(12)) — [ afen) P2 (e0) = (), 9(00) - (1)

IAS SRR /Q g

to T 2 T
Blt2) < Blex) - | {<8J;(t Lo -9 + [0 22 ’} ar. (.11)

Recalling (5.2) and (5.7), we have n € L>(0,T; L*(Q)) and ¥ — g € L*>(0,T; H5(Q2)), and so

[ (28200 882 < [ ]2

ot
for some constants K, Ko > 0 for any to > t; > 0. Setting H to be the function

w\)—*

or

ta

d%g(1)
o2

dr + K2
H—2(Q) t1

dr
L2(2)

. 2 .
H() = K, 82§)“ + Ko aagtg) Ll(0,00),
H=2(Q) L2(Q)
it follows that .
E(ts)— [ H(r)dr < B(#ty) —/ H(r)ydr forall ty >t > 0.
0 0

This implies that lim;_, o, E(t) exists, which we write as F, and, by definition (5.10)),

L2(Q)

Jim (£5(0(0) = (0).9(0) = gt6) =208 = - [ |

since 7 is bounded in L?(Q) and 6%&’:) — 0 in L2(RY) as t — oo.
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Next, taking a sequence {t, }, with ¢, — co so that

dn . s
E(tn) — 0in H%(Q),

which is always possible by (5.6]), we have, recalling that ¥, is the weak temperature solution to (5.1]),

LY(0(tn) — g(tn)) = f(tn) — C:T?Z(tn) = foo = L3 (Vo0 — goo) in H™*(R). (5.13)
Therefore, by , and ,
<‘Cj4(19<tn) - g(tn»?ﬁ(tn) - g(tn)> - <‘C,§4(1900 - 900)71900 - goo> = loo (514)

Finally, since the duality in the left hand side of (5.12)) is equivalent to the square of the Hg(€2) norm of
3(t) — g(t) by (2.1), we may conclude the strong convergence result

I(t) — g(t) = Voo — goo in H(Q) as t — oo,
L]

Remark 9. Since n(t) = b(9(t)) + x(t), x(t) € H(I(t)), and n(t) o iR L?(Q)-weak and 9(t) — Voo
in L?(Q), we have the ezistence of a Xoo € H(Vo0), such that x(t) T Xeo in L (Q)-weak*.

Remark 10. Similar asymptotic results as t — oo for the case s = 1 have been obtained in [20)] considering
other variants on the asymptotic behaviour of f and g.

Earlier asymptotic behaviour results for s = 1 were obtained in Remarks 9 and 11 of [51] in the variational
inequality form in a special case.

6 From Two Phases to One Phase

Let v be a parameter such that written with the Lipschitz graph +” corresponds to the two-phase
problem when v > 0, and to the one-phase problem when v = 0. In this section, we obtain the solution to
the one-phase problem, making use of the solution to the two-phase problem.

Consider the one-phase problem given with data f°, g° > 0 by

15]
[ wies [ ape-pe= [ e [ g0, vees: )
Qr R4 Qr Q

with initial condition n°(z,0) = ng(x) with regularity as in Theorem [2| and 9° = 7°(n°) such that 9¥°(0) —
g°(0) € HE(£2). In this section, we use the lower subscript o to indicate the one-phase problem, and the upper
superscript 0 to indicate the initial condition. We first show that there exists a solution to this problem, by
obtaining the solution as the limit of a sequence of solutions to two-phase problems. The main idea is that
we flatten the left leg of the monotone Lipschitz graph « to obtain «° which has range [0, co[. Then ~° will
still satisfy the same conditions at 7 = +oo. Furthermore, we define the convex functional ¢¢ by

oty — 4 JalG° W) —g?()W)dz  for W e L(Q);
#W) = {JrQoo for W € H=*(Q)\L*(Q)

for the primitive j° of v° chosen such that j° vanishes at 0.

Remark 11. Observe that the image of v° is [0,00[. Therefore, given any ng € L*(Q), 9°(0) = ~v°(ng) > 0.
This also applies to n°(t) € L*(Q) at general time t € [0,T], so we have ¥°(t) = v°(n°(t)) > 0 for all t. As
such, it is necessary that the Dirichlet boundary condition g° is non-negative in Q°x]0,T7.
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Theorem 6. Let f° € L*(0,T;L*(2)) and §° € W21(0,T; L*(R%)) N L>°(0,T; H*(R?)), and define ¢° as
in (and subsequently with the same regularity). Assume ng € L*(Q) and, setting 0 < 9°(0) = v°(ng),
assume g° > 0 in Q°x]0,T[ and 9°(0) — ¢g°(0) € HE(Q). Then, there exist a unique generalised enthalpy
solution n° and a weak temperature solution ¥° to the variational problem ph) with

n° € po(W?)  and 97 =+°(n°) =0,
such that
n° € L>(0,T;L*(Q) N H'(0,T; H*(Q)) (6.1)
and
90 € L>(0,T; H*(RY)) N HY(0,T; L*(Q)) (6.2)
with 9° = ¢g° in Q°.
Proof. We construct n° and 9° as the limit of an approximating sequence of n” and ¥”. (See also the proof
of Theorem A.1 in [24].)
Indeed, since 7° is non-negative,
o
i 200)
7| =400 T

> 0.

Then, consider the strictly increasing approximation

7(r) = 2°(r) + vr (6.3)

for v > 0. Assuming ~° is Lipschitz continuous, so is v”. Also, v” clearly converges to v° uniformly on
compact sets as v tends to zero. Furthermore,
°(r)

lim inf 77(r) > v+ liminf v

|| =400 T [r| =400 T

> 0,

so ([2.3)) is satisfied. The corresponding maximal monotone graph ¥ is then given by

B(r) = L (r — (Id + vB°) " (1)), (6.4)

AN

which is Lipschitz continuous with constant % Therefore, from Theorem (1| and Theorem we obtain
the unique generalised enthalpy and weak temperature solutions n* and " of the approximate regularized
problem with approximating compatible functions f*, ¢* and n§ in the same spaces as the ones of the data

0
- g Ao g = [ e [ mpeo)., veess, D)
T Qr Q

ot Jraxjo,1)
such that 7 = B”(9") are uniformly bounded in H'(0,7; H=%(Q) N L>(0,T; L*(Q)) for v < 1, since the
estimates (4.6)—(4.7)) are independent of v with
) = [ G 5) + " O) + I
= [ o) + vIngl? + 5 On) + I

< /Q GO + Ins1? + ¢ O)nE) + Irs

for uniformly bounded nj, g (0) € L?*(Q). We recall that (F),)nen is an increasing set of finite dimensional
subspaces of Hg(Q2), F;y = L(F,) C H *(Q), and Irx is the indicator function of F};, i.e. Ir: = 0 in F};,
Ir- = +o0 elsewhere.

Henceforth, taking Cy = Cyo + 1 in and making use of at the limit n — oo, we obtain that
66—’9; is bounded in L?(0,T; L?(Q)) and 9 — g¥ is bounded in L>(0, T; H3(£2)) independently of v. Passing to
the limit as v tends to zero, since n” is bounded in H'(0,T; H*(2)) as a solution to ), we have (),
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converging in H'(0,T; H*(Q))-weak and in L>(0,T; L*()) in the weak* topology, to some 7°. Similarly,
(97")n = (v (")), converges weakly in H*(0,T; L*(€2)) N L>*(0,T; H*(R%)), and by compactness also in
C([0,T); L*(£2)), to some 9¥° such that ¥°(t) —g°(t) € H3(Q) a.e. t. Passing to the limit, ¥° satisfies ph)
with the required regularity . Also, by the maximal monotonicity of £° and the Mosco convergence of
BY to 3°, we have n° € 8°(¢°) and 7§ € 8°(9°(0)) satisfying (L.14},) and (6.1). Subsequently, ¥° = ~°(n°)
a.e. in Ox]0,7[ and ¥°(0) = lim,—07*(n§) = 7°(ng) by the convergence of n¥ to ng in L?(Q2). Since the
range of 7° is [0, 00, ¥ > 0 and we obtain the solution of the one-phase problem. O

Having obtained a unique solution to the limiting one-phase problem, we now show that the solutions of
the two-phase problem given by

9

Qr ot R4 x[0,T]

A =g 0= | e [ o) vee=s [CTTn)
T

with ¥ = 4”(n") in fact converges to the one-phase problem (1.14};,;,). For the classical case of s = 1, see

also [49], as well as the proof of Theorem 6.1 on pages 44-45 of [1§]).

Theorem 7. Assume that for each v >0, f¥ € L?(0,T; L*(Q)), g € W*(0,T; L?(2)) N L>(0,T; H*(R%))
bounded independently of v, and nf € D(¢Y). Writing 9V = ~v¥(n") for the Lipschitz graph v with a uniform
Lipschitz constant C., for all v > 0, assume that n§ € L*(Q) and, setting 0 < 9”(0) = v*(nl), assume §* > 0
in Q°x]0,T[ and ¥”(0) — g”(0) € H§(Y) is bounded uniformly in v for v > 0. Let (n¥,9") be the unique
solution of the fractional two-phase Stefan-type problem ph), while (n°,9°) is the unique solution of the
fractional one-phase Stefan-type problem ph) with 0 < 9° = v°(n°). Suppose that n§ — ng in L*(Q),
v — foin L*(0,T; L*(Q)), g* — ¢° in W>1(0,T; L*(R%))-weak and in L>(0,T; H*(R?))-weak*, and ~*
converges to v° uniformly on compact sets as v tends to zero. Then,

n” —n° in H*(0,T; H *(Q))-weak and in L°(0,T; L*(Q))-weak™ as v \, 0
and
Y — 9% in H'(0,T; L*(Q))-weak, in L>=(0,T; H*(R%))-weak™ and in C([0,T]; L*(Q)) as v \, 0.

Proof. Indeed, as in the previous theorem, since n¥ € SY(9¥) is a solution to ph), it is bounded in
HY(0,T; H=*(Q)). Passing to a subsequence, we have (n*"),, converging in H*(0,T; H*())-weak and in
L*(0,T; L2(2)) in the weak* topology, to some 7°.

Furthermore,

J— 6770
ot

a v
LA (") =g") = 06} (") = "= = f°

o = 0¢7(n°) = L5(7°(n°)—g°) weakly in L*(0,T; H™*(R2).

Therefore, by applying (£5)~!, w” =" (n") — g* converges weakly to w® = ~°(n°) — g° in L?(0,T; H3(9)).
But n” is in L>(0,T;L?(Q)) for each v by Theorem [l| since ¥ is the generalised enthalpy solution to
the Stefan-type problem ph), bounded independent of ¥ > 0 for v small enough. Therefore, by the
assumptions, we can again obtain a priori estimates on 9, = v*(n") in L>=(0,T; H*(R%)) N H'(0,T; L?()),
and the conclusion follows as in the proof of the previous theorem. O

Remark 12. Similarly to the convergence of the two-phase problem, it is possible to extend the results of
Sections 4 and 5 to the one-phase problem.

A Appendix - The Fractional Dirichlet Problem

The function g = g(t) is constructed for every fixed ¢ € J, for the interval J = [0, 7] for all T' < oo, (using
Theorem 1.13 of [45]) by solving

/ ADg(t)-D*v =0 Yo € H3(Q) (A1)
]Rd
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with the Dirichlet boundary condition given by
g(t) = g(t) in QF,

with G(¢) defined on H*(R%). When § € BV (0, T; H*(R%)) or H*(0,T; H*(R%)) for k = 1,2, by solving this
Dirichlet problem, g will have the same time regularity as g.
Indeed, consider uw = g — §. Then w satisfies u(t) = 0 in ¢ and

/ AD*u(t) - D=~ / CAD*(1)- Do = (£(1),0) Vo € H(9) (A.2)

Since £ : H*(R?) — H—*(Q) with §(t) € H*(R?), £Lg(t) is a linear functional in H~*(Q). By the coercivity
and boundedness of £, there exists a unique solution u(t) € H§(£2) satistying for almost every t € J
by the Lax-Milgram theorem. By the uniqueness of u(t), there exists a unique g(t) := u(t) + §(t) € H*(R9)
satisfying for almost every ¢ € J. It is clear that g € L%(0,T; H*(R%)) if g € L?(0,T; H*(R%)).

Furthermore, by linearity of £, considering two time slices {t} x Q and {7} x Q, we have, taking the test
function to be u(t) — u(7),

ax ||u(t) — u(T)HZS(Q) < » AD*u(t) - D*(u(t) — u(r)) — g AD*u(r) - D*(u(t) — u(r))
== J AP0 DO~ [ ADGE) DO —ur) )
<a” §(t) - g(T)HHs(Rd)Hu(t) - u(T)HHg(Q) ’

so taking the sum of all time steps in [t;,t;—1] C [0,T], u € BV(0,T; H3(Q)) if § € BV (0,T; H*(R%)), and
consequently g = u + § € BV (0,T; H*(R?)).

Also, from (A.3)), we have the continuity of u(t) in time for ¢ € J. Therefore, u € C(J; H§(Q)) if g(¢) is
continuous for ¢ € J. Furthermore, we consider the problem

/ A w(t)- D= — [ a9y o= (22w, 0) o e HEQ) (A4)
Rd Rd ot ot

when % € H*(R%), and we can once again apply the argument above to obtain a unique solution w € Hg(£2)
for almost every t € J. It remains to show that

w(t) = %(t) a.e. tin Hj(Q).

But, as in (A.3]), we have, using (A.2) and (A.4)) and taking the test function to be w — w(t),

w(t) — u(t + h) 2

h H;(9)

< 9 ADSM . D* <W _ w(t)) -/, AD*w(t) - D* (W _ w(t))

Qs —w(t)

=/, ap>90 =3t h) ]’Z(t T ps (“(t) - Z(t th)_ w(t)> | ADS%(t) - D* (“(t) - Z(t th)_ w(t)>
A||9®) —g(t+h) 9 u(t) —ult+h)
B h ot © HHS(Rd) h 2 HH@(Q)

But recall that by definition (see, for instance, Chapter 23.5 of [54]),

G0 —g(t+h) 05
o e

5 in H*(R%) as h — 0.
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Therefore, for any ¢ > 0, take a small enough h > 0 such that Hig(t)f}’z(“rh) — %f (t)H &) < €, then
Hs(R
< 2¢ Since € is arbitrary,
Hg () =

u(t)*z(“rh) _ w(t)‘

w(t) = lim ut) —u(t+h)

Lim " a.e. tin H(Q),

and the limit of the difference quotient is, by definition, %. Therefore, % =w(t)+ %(t), and we have that

g has the same regularity as § in H'(0,7; H*(R?)). Repeating this argument again by taking a second time
derivative, we have the same result for g if g € H?(0,T; H*(R%)).

Analogously, for g € W2(0,T; L?(R%)) N L(0,T; H*(R?)) for T €]0,00], g is first constructed from
g € H?*(0,T; H*(R%)), and then extended by density to obtain also g € W21(0,T; L?(RY))NL2(0, T; H*(RY)).

B Appendix - The Variational Inequality Formulations

We observe that the formulation given in can be formally transformed into a variational inequality
formulation with fractional derivatives (see for example [41] or Chapter VII of [18]). Indeed, consider an
element w € HF () independent of ¢ and taking in the test function &(x,7) = w(x) for T €]t —e€, t + €]
and ¢(z,7) = 0, dividing by 2e¢ and letting e — 0, denoting now by (-,-) the duality between H%(Q2) and
HE(Q), we obtain

<C§Z(t)’w> + (L5 (v(n®)) — g(t)),w) = (f(t),w) for a.e. t for all w € H(N).

Then, integrating with respect to time and using the regularity of 1 and its initial condition, we have,

[awos [ [ a0y 0= [ [ sos [ B.1)

for almost all ¢ € [0,7] and w € H{(2) by recalling that fot Jga AD*g - D3w = 0 for all w. We write
n(t) = b(I(t)) + Ax(t) for a.e. ¢ for A > 0 and b a given continuous and increasing function (see Figure [1)).
Then, denoting

G(t):/o d(r)dr and S(t):‘/o f(r)dr,

we observe that b(d(t)) = b (%—?(t)) € L%(Q) a.e. t. On the other hand, since H(r) is the subdifferential of

the convex function r*, we have the inequality
sy < (r+s)t —rt. (B.2)

So, we obtain from (B.1]) the nonlocal variational inequality

Ab(‘?f(t)>w+ i ADSG(t)-DSw+/Q)\<%(?(t)+w)+ Z/gl/\(aa?(t)>++/§2(8(t)+no)w (B.3)

for all w € H§(Q) for a.e. t.
By Theorem 9 —ge L*0,T; H3()), so O satisfies

t
O ¢ H'(0,T; H*(RY)), ©(0)=0, and O() — / g(r)dr = 0 in Q° for ae. ¢, (B.4)
0

and defining
K(t) := H5(Q) + g(t) for a.e. ¢t €]0,T7,
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from (B.3) with w = w(t) — 22(t), where 1w(t) € K(t), we obtain, for almost every ¢,

/Qb(%?> <u”188(;)>+/RdADs®«DS(w%(;))+/Q)\zb+/ﬂ)\(%(?>+
> [Go+m (0-5). voo exo. ©

which corresponds to the variational inequality formulations of Duvaut and Frémond (see [I8], [50], [61] and
[41]). With the same assumptions on f, § and 7y, we can obtain a solution © to (B.5), using the
Faedo-Galerkin method (refer to [51] or Chapter 3 of [4I] for a proof starting from the variational inequality
formulation , using the special basis of Appendix A similar result can also be obtained using the
Rothe method (refer to Section 3.1 of [52]).

Similarly, for the one phase problem we can also obtain an equivalent variational inequality formulation,
now of obstacle type. Indeed, governed by ~°, the weak temperature solution 9¥° obtained in ph) is
non-negative at all times ¢ € [0, T]. Therefore, its primitive

t

0°(t) = [ 9°(r)dr

0

is also always non-negative, and satisfies

t
0° € H*(0,T; H*(R%), ©°(0) =0 and ©°(t) >0, ©O°(t) —/ g(7)dr =0 in Q° for a.e. t €]0,T7,
0

B)
and from (B.1)), denoting x, € H(9°),

/Q b(a@O(t)> wt /R AD*O°(t) D"+ /Q o (H)w = /Q F(Ow+ /Q now,  for ae. t,Yw € H(Q). (BIP)

ot

Now introduce

t
K*(t) := {U € H*(RY) :v >0 ae. in Quv= / g(T)dr in QC} , for a.e. t €]0,T7.
0

Assuming that x{ge(#)>0} = X{@°(t)>0} and X{go(r)<0} = X{oo()<o} for a.e. t €]0,T[, we can once again
make use of the inequality (B.2]) to obtain

Mo(v —0°) < AvT —0°T) = \(v — @)
when v(t), ©°(t) > 0. Therefore, we can rewrite the equation (B.1f) with w = v — ©°(t) for v € KT (¢) as a
variational inequality to obtain the following evolutionary obstacle-type problem for ©°(t) € K¥(¢):

X (860 <t>) (=0 (0) + [ AD'O() D=0 = [ F(0)+m - N(w-67(1) WK ().

at o

This corresponds to the nonlocal version of the parabolic variational inequality obtained by Duvaut [26] for
the one-phase Stefan problem for the classical case s = 1. See also [40], [41] or [52].

C Appendix - Dependence of Eigenfunctions of £ on 0 < s <1

Here we show the continuity of the eigenfunctions of £ with respect to the parameter s, 0 < s < 1. A
similar result on s 1 can be found in Theorem 1.2 of [I0] for the nonlocal p-Laplacian and Theorem 3.1
of [27] for other nonlocal operators.

Recalling the compact embeddings Hg(Q) < H(Q) — HZ(Q) — L%*(Q) for the bounded open set  C
RY, with Lipschitz boundary, where 0 < o0 < s < 1, consider the operator T° : L?(Q) — Hg(Q) — L?(Q),
which depends on s, defined by u® = T*(h) € H§(Q) corresponding to the homogeneous Dirichlet condition:

u® € Hy(Q):  (L5u°,v) = / AD?u’® - D%v = / hv, Yv e Hj(Q). (C.1)
R4 Q
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Then, by the Poincaré inequality, we have

C C C C
512 P 8,82 P 8,8 .8 P s P s
1220y < — D0 Lo gaya < ——{Lou’, u’) < g/ﬂhu < sa Mllze @) llwll 2o - (C2)
Therefore, for o < s,
[ull o) Cp _ Cp
Tl = sup [[T*(0)|| oy = sup @ =P 22

11l 12 0y <1 ner2(@) 1hllpe@) — sax ~ oax

By the estimate (C.2), for ¢ < s — r < 1, u® converges strongly to some u* in L?(Q). As argued in
Section 3.2 of [36], | D*u®|| ;2 (gaya < C' for some constant C' independent of s. Therefore,

Du® —— ¢ in L*(RY)%-weak

S—=r

for some (.
Now, for all ® € C°(R%), for s — r

D*-®—D"-® in L*(R%),

therefore
Dsus-@:—/ uw’(D? - ®) — — [ u*(D"-®).
Rd

Rd S5—r R

But by the a priori estimate on D’u?,

/ Doy’ - @‘ < CH(I)HLz(Rd)d )
R4

which implies that

/ u (D" - <I>)‘ < O|®] 2gaye YO € C(RY™.
R4

This means that D"u* € L2(R9)?, and since Q has a Lipschitz boundary, u* € Hj ().
Furthermore, since D* - ® — D" - ® strongly in L?(R%)? as s — r, so

D’ —u*) @ = —/ (v’ —u*)(D?- D) -0 Ve C’SO(Rd)‘i,
R4 R4
therefore
¢ =w — lim D*v* = D"u* € L*(R%)%.
s—=r

Taking test functions ¢ € C°(Q),

/ AD™w* - D"p = lim AD*u® - Dfp = lim/ ho = / he Vo e CX(Q).
R S—r Rd S—7T Q Q

Extending this by density to all test functions v € H{ (), by the uniqueness of the solution to the homo-
geneous Dirichlet boundary problem (C.1|) with s = r < 1, we have that u* = u”. Therefore, for every
h € L3(2), T%(h) converges to T"(h) in L*(Q) as s — .

Theorem 8. Let 0 < o < s, < 1. For the sequence of operators T : L?(Q) — L?*(2) given above, T*®
converges to T" strongly in the operator norm as s — r.

Proof. We first claim that, for each fixed s, it is possible to find an h® in the unit ball of L?() achieving
the supremum, i.e.

sup (| T°(h) = T"(R)|| 1) = T°(0%) = T" (R

HhHLZ(Q)<1

Mz
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Indeed, for any maximizing sequence {h, }.m, we can extract a subsequence which converges weakly to some
h® which also belongs to the unit ball of L?(£2). Since the embedding from L?*(Q) into H=°(2) C H~*(2) N
H~"(Q) is compact, and since T° and T" can also be considered continuous operators from H~*(Q2) into
HE(Q) and from H () into HJ(2), respectively, both operators are also completely-continuous operators
in L?(Q), and so taking m to infinity we have the conclusion.

Having obtained the sequence {h®}s, since they are the weak limits of a uniformly bounded sequences,
there exists h in the unit ball of L?(£2) such that h® converge weakly in L?(2) and strongly in H () to h.
Then, by Lemma for o < s, we have ||uHHg(Q) < cg||uHHOS(Q) for u € H§(Y) and consequently

(o, u)
1Pl gy = sup T

< o llhll o (q) -
ueHg(Q)HUHHg(Q) )

Asin (C.2), if u = T*(f) with f € H~*(Q2), we obtain

aﬁwnzﬂg>:cun0%mi%Rﬁdg<£1un»::/qusqququmuuHagw Ve H M (Q),

and then lul
| g 1
rer—=@) lfllg-s) ~ a

for the operator norm ||-||, as an operator from H~°(€2) to H*(Q2). Therefore, it follows that

(Ol o 75O .. 5
|T°||, = sup HM <t sup HM = 2|17, < S
rea==@) g rer—s@ Ifllg-s@ ax
Similarly, we have
2
T CU
1"l < —=.
a

Since T (h) converges to 1" (h) in L?(2) for every h € L*(Q), for any € > 0, we can pick a § > 0 such that,
for |s — r| < §, we have

1h* = Al gr-o (o) < Z; and HTS(h) - TT(h)HLQ(Q) < %
Therefore,
swp 1755 = T (Dl gy =750 = 77 12
HfHL2(n)S1

= HTs(h) - TT(h)HLz(Q) +HTs(hs —h)=T"(h* - h)HL2(S2)

N

+ (Tl +NT ) N2 = Rl o 0

€
2
€
5 = €.
As a corollary, by Theorem 2.3.1 of [29], we have

Corollary 2. For the operators T*, T" as given in the previous theorem, let \j = Ai(T*) and A, = A, (T")be
the k-th eigenvalues of T and of T" respectively for s and forr, 0 < o < s,r < 1. Then,

A= X I =T = s (70 =TT ()]
1 £llL2@)<t

In particular, the map [0,1] 3 s = A € (0,00) is continuous.
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For each eigenvalue A7, the associated eigenvector hj of T such that T°(h}) = Ajhj. Setting uj :=
T5(hi), we have uj = T°(hi) = Ajhi = A\ L5uf, so 1/A7 is the eigenvalue of £5 with associated eigenvector

Corollary 3. Let u} be the corresponding eigenfunctions of 1/X for the operator L% for s € [o,7], 0 < o <
r < 1. Then, the maps [0,1] 2 s +— uj € L*(Q) and |o,1] > r — u}, € HJ(Q) are also continuous.

Proof. Since Aj converges, so does 1/A;. Therefore,
@D 2 gors < (Lui ) = = o
* kllLz(raye = \baly, Ug) = /\zHuk||L2(Q)'

Normalizing by ||u2|| L2Q) = 1, the convergence of the eigenvalues gives

1 1 1 1
a | D u)? < | —=-—= — <14 =
for |r — s| sufficiently small and for » <1 and k fixed. This means that the H§(2) norm of uj is bounded,
so by compactness, there exists a sequence {s,}nen with s, — r such that the corresponding sequence of
eigenfunctions {u;" },en converges weakly in Hg () and strongly in L*(2) to some uj for each k. This u}
corresponds to a hj, = {-uj which is the limit of hj, where hj satisfies T°(hj) = Ajhj. Since Aj — AL,
k
hj = leuz converges to hj = iuz strongly in L2(2) as s — r, and by the convergence of the operator norm
Ts T,
T°(hy) = T"(h) and A, — A, ass—T.
Now, by the definition, the image of T" lies in H{(Q), so uj = A h; = T7(h}) € H{(2). Consequently,
hj, = hy, so uj, = uj. Therefore, for every fixed k and r, u; converges strongly to uj in L?(Q) as s — 7,
with ||u2||L2(Q) = 1, which yields the continuity of the map [0,1] 3 s — uj € L*(Q). Since r > o, by
the compactness of the inclusion HJ (Q) < HS(Q) for all ¢’ > &, we also have the continuity of the map
lo, 1] 3 r—uj, € HJ(Q).
O
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