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WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE CLASSICAL STEFAN PROBLEM AND THE
ZERO SURFACE TENSION LIMIT

MAHIR HADZIC AND STEVE SHKOLLER

ABsTrRACT. We develop a framework for a wunified treatment of well-posedness for the Stefan
problem with or without surface tension. In the absence of surface tension, we establish well-
posedness in Sobolev spaces for the classical Stefan problem. We introduce a new velocity variable
which extends the velocity of the moving free-boundary into the interior domain. The equation
satisfied by this velocity is used for the analysis in place of the heat equation satisfied by the
temperature. Solutions to the classical Stefan problem are then constructed as the limit of solutions
to a carefully chosen sequence of approximations to the velocity equation, in which the moving
free-boundary is regularized and the boundary condition is modified in a such a way as to preserve
the basic nonlinear structure of the original problem. With our methodology, we simultaneously
find the required stability condition for well-posedness and obtain new estimates for the regularity
of the moving free-boundary. Finally, we prove that solutions of the Stefan problem with positive
surface tension o converge to solutions of the classical Stefan problem as o — 0.

1. Introduction

1.1. The problem formulation. We consider the local well-posedness and boundary regularity
of solutions to the classical one-phase Stefan problem, describing the evolving phase boundary of a
freezing liquid. We also establish the limit of zero surface tension.

The temperature p(t,z) of a liquid inside of a time-dependent domain Q(t) and an a priori
unknown moving boundary I'(¢) satisfies the following system of equations:

pr—Ap=0 in Q(t), (1.1a)
Onp=Vr@) on T'(t), (1.1b)
D=0KT on I'(t), (1.1c)
p(0,-)=po, I'(0)=TY. (1.1d)

The domain (t) is an evolving open subset of R? with d>2. The set I'(t) denotes the moving
boundary (which may be a connected subset of 9€Q(¢) if a part of the boundary of (¢) is fixed). See
Figure [
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FIGURE 1. The one-phase Stefan problem. Displayed on the left side of the figure is the reference
domain Q and reference boundary I'. The time-dependent domain (t) and the moving free-

boundary I'(t) is shown on the right side of the figure.
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Equation (LIa) expresses the fact that heat heat diffuses in the bulk (¢), while the boundary
condition (L1B) states that the heat flux across the boundary governs the boundary evolution; that
is, Opp=Vp-n is the normal derivative of p on I'(t) where n stands for the outward pointing unit
normal, and V() denotes the speed or the normal velocity of the hypersurface I'(). In the case
that 0 =0, (IId) is termed the classical Stefan condition and problem (1)) is called the classical
Stefan problem. In this case, freezing of the liquid occurs at a constant temperature p=0. On the
other hand, if o >0 in (IId) then the boundary condition is called the Gibbs-Thomson correction to
the classical Stefan condition, and the system (L)) is then termed the Stefan problem with surface
tension, whereby o > 0 is a given coefficient of surface tension and k() stands for the mean curvature
of the moving boundary I'(t). Finally, we equip the problem with suitable initial conditions (LId):
po:Q(0) = R and I’y are the prescribed initial temperature and boundary, respectively.

Problem (LT) is an example of free-boundary partial differential equation which requires the initial
data to satisfy a stability condition in order to ensure well-posedness in Sobolev spaces; specifically,
we shall require that

—0Oppo>0 onT(0),

which, by analogy to fluid dynamics, we shall refer to as Taylor sign condition or the Rayleigh-Taylor
sign condition. Below, we will explain how this Taylor sign condition naturally appears from our
analysis.

1.2. The reference domain 2 and the initial domain ;. We will begin the analysis with mo-
tion in R?, and then describe the minor modifications needed to study motion in R3. To simplify our
presentation, we will parameterize our initial free-boundary I'y as a graph over the one-dimensional
torus T! which we identify with [0,27]; we define

Do={xeT' xR, x=(2/,ho(z))}, ho€ H*(T"). (1.2)

Without loss of generality we shall further assume that I'g is a small perturbation of the manifold
T! x {2=0} in the sense that

Aol a1y <€ <1, (1.3)

for some sufficiently small €. In Appendix [A] we shall explain how to remove the assumption (L3)).
The only reason for making this smallness assumption is that (IL3]) and (L2) allow us to to use
one global Cartesian coordinate system (rather than a collection of local coordinate charts). This
is ideal for describing new identities that provide very natural estimates for the second-fundamental
form of the evolving free-boundary I'(¢). All of our results apply to general domains; however, in
a general setting, we must employ a finite covering of Q2 by local coordinate charts, together with
a partition-of-unity subordinate to that cover. In particular, the Stefan problem localizes to each
chart and effectively reduces to the analysis on

Q=T"x(0,1).

Again, we emphasize that the assumption (I3)) is not essential to our proof, and in Appendix [Al we
explain how to treat general H* initial geometries.
We define the initial domain

Qo ={(z1,22) eT! x R‘ ho(:cl) <x?< 1},
while the reference domain =T x (0,1). The set
I=T!x{z*=0}

is the reference boundary on which our parameterization (z',h(t,z’)) will be defined. The top bound-
ary Oop =T x {z* =1} is fixed in time, and

Onp=0 on 0Qop. (1.4)
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1.3. Notation. For any s >0 and given functions f:Q—R, ¢:I'—R we set

1 £lls = fllzs); lels = Mol s ()

In particular, when s is not an integer, the corresponding fractional Sobolev space is defined by
interpolation in a standard way. If f: [0,T]xQ—=R, ¢: [0,7]xT =R are given time-dependent
functions, then for any 1 <p < oo we set

HfHLfH; = HfHLP([o,T];Hs(Q))H; |<P|LfH; = ||80||LP([0,T];HS(F))-

If i=1,2 then f,;:=0,: f is the partial derivative of f with respect to z* coordinate. Similarly, f,;;:=
0,055 f and so on. When differentiating with respect to the time variable ¢, we set fi=f:=0:f.
For horizontal derivatives, we write

5f::f515 5kf:g§1f

We use C to denote a universal constant that may vary from line to line. In numerous estimates
the sign < is used; by definition, X <Y if and only if there exists a universal constant C' such that
X <CY. We use P to denote a generic real polynomial with positive coefficients that can similarly
vary from line to line. We always sum over repeated indices.

1.4. Fixing the domain. In order to obtain a priori estimates, and to facilitate the construction
of solutions, we transform the Stefan problem to an equivalent problem on a fixed domain. To this
end, we shall view I'(¢) as a graph over T! given by the height function h(t,"):T —R

D(t):=U(t,T).

In other words, the moving surface I'(t) is parameterized as the graph of a signed height function
h(t,z), so that I'(t)={x€T! xR| x=(2/,h(t,2’))}. With this parameterization, the outward unit
normal n(t,2’) to T'(t) at the point (2/,h(t,z')) is given by

(0h,—1)
NSEREE
Assuming that h(t,-) is sufficiently regular and remains a graph, we can define a diffeomorphism

U(t, ): Q—Q(t) as an harmonic extension of the boundary diffeomorphism (z’,h), by solving the
elliptic equation

n(t,a') = (1.5)

AV(t,-)=0 in (1.6a)
U(t,2’,0)=(2',h(t,2")) o’ €T, (1.6b)
U(t,-)=1d on 0Qep, (1.6¢)

where Id denotes the identity map. The mapping ¥(¢,-) is indeed a diffeomorphism; note that the
map ®:= WV —1d solves the problem

A®(t,)=0 in Q, (1.7a)
d(t,2',0)=(0,h(t,2")) a' €T, (1.7b)
®(t,-)=0 on op, (1.7¢)

so that by elliptic estimates, we may conclude that || ¥(z,-) —Id|| g5 () S|h(t,-)| g2y S €o using the
assumption (3], and the continuity of the map ¢+ h(t,-) in H*(T') which will be proved below. By
the inverse function theorem we infer that ¥(¢,-) is a diffeomorphism.

As a consequence of (LG,

19| s () < CN || prs—o0.5(r) 5 (1.8)

and thus U(t,-) gains a half-derivative of regularity in © with respect to the height function h(t,-)
on I
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1.5. Reference unit normal, unit tangent, line element, and the Jacobian. We let
N=(0,—-1), T=(1,0)

denote the outward pointing unit normal and tangent vectors to I' =T! x {25 =0}, respectively. The
time-dependent unit normal n(t,-) and tangent 7(t,-) vectors to I'(t) are given by

n=Jg 'ATN, 1=Jg7tATT, (1.9)
where
J(t,x):=det VU(t,x), x€, (1.10)

denotes the Jacobian determinant of VW, and
g(t,x):=1/1+(0h(t,z))2, z€T!, (1.11)

where g?dz is the line element associated with the metric induced on T'. Together with (L) we
obtain the relationship

AZ:=J7Y(0h,—1), |A2|=J"1¢g. (1.12)
The vector A2%(t,-) will play an important role in the derivation of energy identities as it is parallel

to n(t,-).

1.5.1. The change of variables. On the reference domain 2, we set
qg:=po¥, A:=[VY]™' w:=0, wv:i=-Vpol. (1.13)
Note that, by the chain-rule, the relation v=—Vpo W can be written as
vi+A¥gr=0 in Q. (1.14)

We also express p:oW in terms of ¢,v,w. Again, by the chain rule, ptzqto\I!’l—i—qu\I/’l-\Ift_l.
Since U; ' = —AoU W, 0¥~ and w=U,, using (LI4) we obtain that

proW =g — g Ajw" =g +v-w.
The transformed Laplacian Agq:=Apo V¥ is defined as
Awg=Al(Afqr).;, (1.15)
and we define
Vuq:=Afqr=Vpol. (1.16)

Remark 1 (Differentiation rules). When differentiating the matriz A=[VW¥]~1, for a given i,k e
{1,2},
O AY =—Akuw  AS; 0AF=—AFOUT AL

In particular, a simple application of the above identities, together with the product rule, show that
for any given a,beN:

DUOpAF = — ARG P AT+ {0000, ARy, {0mop, Ay = apd'ol (AR A lop Tl wr
I+1>1
(1.17)
where the term {-,-} is the commutator error. Here the constants a; i are some universal constants,
depending only on m, n, l and I’ (where 0<I<m, 0<I'<n).
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1.5.2. Classical Stefan problem in the new variables. Using the family of diffeomorphisms ¥ (¢,-), the
classical Stefan problem (i.e. problem (II]) with o =0) on the fixed reference domain {2 is given by

@ —Agqg=—v-w in Qx(0,7], (1.18a)
v+ AFq =0 in Qx(0,7], (1.18b)
q=0 on I'x[0,7], (1.18¢)

AT =0 on Qx[0,7], (1.18d)
U=Id+hN on T'x[0,7], (1.18¢)

U=1d on 94y x 0,7, (1.18f)

U, -n(t)=—v-n(t) on I'x (0,77, (1.18g)
v-N=0 on 0Qep % [0,T7, (1.18h)
(0,)=%o ¢(0,-)=go=poo Vo, (1.181)

where Ayq is defined in (LI5) and N =(0,1) is the outward-pointing unit normal to 9Qp. Prob-
lem (I8) is a reformulation of problem (). Condition (I[-I8g) is equivalent to the evolution
equation for the height function h(t,-) which is given by

ht(tax):_g(tax)qu(tvx)'n(tvx)a .IETl, (119)
where the quantity ¢ is defined in (III) and Vyq is defined in (II6). The time-evolution of the
map U(t,-) is, in turn, coupled to the evolution of ¢(¢,-) via (LIal).

1.5.3. The higher-order energy function E(t). We define the higher-order energy function as

EW=E@m)(t)="3 10°0vlra+ S 110000l
a+2b<4 a+2b<3

2 2 2 1
S 7[R Syt I ST 2 IS Syt T A
b=0 b=0 b=0 b=0

(1.20)

where the time integrals in the L?-norms above are over the time-interval [0,¢]. We will show that
£(t) remains bounded on [0,7].

1.5.4. The Taylor sign condition. In order to obtain a locally well-posed problem for arbitrarily large
initial data, we must impose the Taylor sign condition on the initial data as follows:

—0ppo>0 on T'(0). (1.21)
Expressed in terms of ¢(0,-), (L21) is written as
q0,2|;—g>0onT. (1.22)
The condition ([.22]) ensures that

i,réfrq,g (t,2',0)>0, t€[0,T] (1.23)

if T'> 0 is taken sufficiently small. As mentioned in Section [[I] we shall refer to (IL22)) as the Taylor
sign condition in analogy to the terminology used in the well-posedness theory in fluid mechanics [40),
44]. The Taylor sign condition will provide positivity of the natural energy functional.

Remark 2. Note that g,o=gJ 'v-n on T, with v defined by (I.13). By @I2), we conclude that
hi=Jq,2 at time t=0. Since the Jacobian remains positive on a short interval of time the Taylor
sign condition (L21) shows that hy(0,2) <0 for all x € TY. Thus, the domain 2(t) expands on a short
interval of time.
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1.5.5. Compatibility conditions. To ensure that the solution is continuously differentiable with re-
spect to t, at t=0, we must impose compatibility conditions on the initial data. In particular,
restricting (LI8a) to I' and evaluating at time ¢t =0, for H* initial data, we find that

=0 on T, (1.24a)
Aw,go+J5°95(q0),5=0 on T. (1.24b)

In the derivation of (.24h]) we have crucially used (L) and the identity
U(Oa ) U}(O, )|F = _quo,kat\pi(oa ) = _qO,QAql;chk ‘Iji(ov )
=J5 95 %20.2%4(0.) -0 = J5 g5 *10.20(0,) "o
=J5 %95 (90)-3-

Here Joy,go are the initial values of J,g defined in (ILI0O)), (LIT) respectively. Conditions (I24)
are satisfied for a large class of functions. Consider simply a function gy independent of z; in the

slab T, =T* x [0,¢] for some € >0, and of the form
22
Go(w1,72) = —0* T +axs (1.25)

in T, for some o > 0. Condition ([:24a)) is obviously satisfied, while (I.241) reduces to the requirement
that

0=—Ag,q0+J 9 (q0)3=—IA2*(q0):22+J *¢°(q0),5=T *g* ((%%22 +(QO)7%) )
where we have used (LI2). It is easily checked that for such qo,

(q0)722+(q0)7320 on Fv

and therefore the condition (L.24D) is satisfied. Note that the assumption o> 0 ensures the validity
of the Taylor sign condition (gp),2 > 0.

Since we imposed the homogeneous Neumann condition (LI8L) on the top boundary 9Qcp, we
impose the compatibility condition

(90)2]t=0=0 on  9Qop. (1.26)

By employing a partition-of-unity of €, we can now easily construct a qo€ H*(f2) such that the
compatibility conditions (L24)) and (26)) are simultaneously satisfied.

Remark 3. The quadratic function qo defined in (L28) satisfies the compatibility conditions. This
is one of many possible constructions of initial data satisfying the corresponding regularity and
compatibility conditions.

1.6. Local-in-time well-posedness for the classical Stefan problem. We define

S(t):={(q;h): E(q,h)(t) <oo}. (1.27)
Our first result is a well-posedness statement for the classical Stefan problem.

Theorem 1.1 (Well-posedness of the classical Stefan problem). Given initial conditions (qo,ho) €
S(0) with qo satisfying the Taylor sign condition (1.22) and the compatibility conditions ([24)—
([T=26), the problem (ILI8) is locally-in-time well-posed, i.e. there is a T >0 such that and a unique
solution (q,h) on the time interval [0,T] with initial data (qo,ho), such that

sup €(q,h) <2&(qo,ho).
t€[0,T]

Remark 4. The definition of our higher-order energy function £ restricted to time t =0 requires an
explanation of time-derivates of ¢ and h at t=0. Specifically, the values qi|t=0, qit|t=0, hit|t=0 and
hitli=o are defined via space-derivatives using equations (L18d) and (I-18g).
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1.7. The vanishing surface tension limit. Our second main result establishes the vanishing sur-
face tension limit. Denoting by H the mean curvature of the free-boundary, in the U-parametrization,
the boundary condition (I.I8d) is replaced with

0%V -n 0%h

— = —0g — N
|02 |2 (1+1|0n|?)3/2°
then, the problem (LI§]), with the boundary condition (I.28)) replacing (LIZd), is the Stefan problem

with surface tension formulated in harmonic coordinates. The high-order energy function adapted
for the presence of surface tension is given by

2 1 2
E7=E7(q,h) =@, )+ Y |02 o2+ 0 |00 hel s ppaon +0° Y |OPAI T prame, o> 0. (1.29)

1.7.1. Compatibility conditions for the Stefan problem with surface tension. To ensure the spatial
continuity of the temperature function ¢ and its first time derivative ¢; at time ¢ =0, we must impose
two sets of compatibility conditions. The first condition is

qoonoz—ogagézho on T, (1.30)

where Ho denotes the mean curvature of the initial free surface T'g, and go = /14 (0ho)2. To ob-
tain the second compatibility condition, we note that ¢; —05,57-[‘ +—o- From the boundary condi-
tion ([I.I8g)) we can evaluate h; at time ¢t =0 as

‘F:

ht|,_y=—90Vw,q0 -0, (1.31)

where the subscript 0 refers to the initial values of the quantities g,¥,q, and n defined above.
Therefore,

OM|,_y=—00 "0hs|,_,+3905 °0°hoOhy|,_,0ho
=90 °0%(90V'w, 90 -10) + 39095 20(90V'w,q0 - 10)Oho, (1.32)

where we have used ([L30) and (I31)) in the last line. After restricting (II8a) to ' at time ¢ =0 and
using (L32), we find that

—0(9520%(90Vweq0-10) + 30090 *0(90Vweq0 - 10)0ho) — Awego = —go (VweGo - 10) (Ao)5qo, k-

In particular, the right-hand side can be separated into the o-depenendent and o-independent con-
tributions, so that

—90(Vweqo-10) A5qo.k = J5 298 (90),3+00Ho (90 (Voo -10) (Ao)3 + 9o ((Ao)s - 10) A3(q0),2) -
Combining the two previous identities, we find the second compatibility condition to be
Awoq0+J5 °95(0),5=0C(go, ho), (1.33)
where
C(qo.ho) === [9520%(90 Vw0 - 10) + 39095 >9(90V'wo qo - 10) o |
—9Ho [90(Vwedo-n0) (A0)z+90 ((Ao)s 10) (A0)3(g0) 2] (1.34)

1.7.2. Initial data satisfying compatibility conditions. When U =1Id (and therefore ho(z)=0, go=
Jo =1) the compatibility conditions (I30) and (33)—(L38]) simplify significantly and take the form

q0=0 and (qo),22+(q0).3=0(q0)211 on T (1.35)
(40),222 (g0),211 € CO(T). (1.36)

It is easy to check that the function gy constructed in Section 55l satisfies (I38)-(36). For general
h satisfying |h|4 <1 we can construct the initial temperature qg satisfying (L30) and (C33)—(30)
by perturbative methods, using for instance the implicit function theorem.
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1.7.3. Well-prepared initial data. To obtain the vanishing surface tension limit, we need to define a
suitable class of initial data (¢J,h§), o >0.

Definition 1 (Well-prepared data). A family of initial data (q§,h§)s>0 such that E(qf,h§) < oo is
well-prepared if it satisfies 1) compatibility conditions (L30), (L33)-([L36]) associated to the Stefan
problem with surface tension, 2) the Taylor sign condition (L22), and 3) E(¢§ —q0,h§ —ho) =0 as
o—0.

We now demonstrate that the class of well-prepared initial data is non-empty. Let us assume for
simplicity that ¥g=1Id and therefore the initial hypersurface 'y is flat. For o >0 we have h?(z') =0,
2’ €TL Let b: T — R be a given smooth function and a >0 a given positive real number. Consider
a function ¢§ independent of 71 in the slab T. =T x [0,¢] for some 0 <e <1 and of the form

2
x
q§ (z1,22) = —a272 —i—a:zcz—l—ab(:vl)xg, (z1,22) €T.

It is straightforward to check that conditions (L38)-(L36) are both satisfied with this choice of
qg - Moreover, The Taylor sign condition holds since g§ o =a >0 for any o >0 and the convergence
requirement 3) in Definition [l is clearly satisfied. Outside the slab T. we can extend the function
g§ smoothly so that the Neumann boundary condition Ongqg is satisfied on 0.

1.7.4. The vanishing surface tension limit. For a given T >0 let
ciedncpczi={ (a.n): 4& CH(0,THEC Q) NC°(0,T];C(9),
heCl([O,T];OO(F))ﬂOO([O,T];CQ(F))} (1.37)
with the associated norm:

(@) lciconcocz = max (Jq(t,z)]|+|g(t,2)[+[Va(t,x)|+[Vq(t,2)])
® o tel0,T],ze

h(t,x")|+|0:h(t,2")| +|Oh(t, ")+ |0*h(t,2")]) . 1.38
+ (B2l +00h(ta))] + Phea) +OP RN ). (138)
Theorem 1.2 (The limit of zero surface tension). Let (¢§,hd)o>0 be a sequence of well-prepared
initial conditions in the sense of Definition [ such that

E(q§ —qo,hg —ho)—0 as 0 —0.

Let (¢° (t,-),h (t,"))o>0 denote the corresponding sequence of solutions to the Stefan problem with
surface tension, such that (¢°(0,-),h°(0,-)) = (q§,hg). Then, there exists a o-independent time T >0
and a constant C' depending only on (qo,ho) such that

£ W) T)<C  o>0.

for all 0 >0.
Furthermore, the sequence (q°,h?) converges in the CtCONCYC2-norm to the unique solution

(g,h) of the classical Stefan problem (II8) with 0 =0 and the initial data (¢(0),h(0)) = (go,ho)-

1.8. Prior results and a motivation for the current treatment. There is a large literature on
the classical one-phase Stefan problem. For a comprehensive overview, we refer the reader to MEIR-
MANOV [40] and VISINTIN [49]. The first weak solutions were defined by KAMENOMOSTSKAYA [35],
LADYZHENSKAYA, SOLONNIKOV and URALCEVA [38]. These weak solutions were analyzed by FRIED-
MAN, KINDERLEHRER [24], [25], [26], CAFARELLI, EVANS [6], [7], wherein the regularity of weak
solutions was established. Since the problem satisfies a maximum principle, it is ideally suited to
the so-called wviscosity solutions approach. Existence and regularity of viscosity solutions was estab-
lished by ATHANASOPOULOS, CAFFARELLI, AND SALSA in [4], [5]. Existence of viscosity solutions
in the one-phase case was proven by KiM [36] and in the two-phase case by KiM AND POZAR [37].
A local-in time regularity theorem was proven in [I3] which in particular shows that initially Lips-
chitz free-boundaries become C' over a possibly smaller spatial region. For an exhaustive overview
and introduction to the regularity theory of such solutions we refer the reader to CAFFARELLI AND
SALSA [8], see also more recent results [13], 12].



WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE CLASSICAL STEFAN PROBLEM AND THE ZERO SURFACE TENSION LIMIT 9

Local existence of classical solutions for the classical Stefan problem was shown by MEIRMANOV
(see [40] and references therein) and HANZAWA [34]. In the first approach, the author regularizes
the problem by adding artificial viscosity to (LID) and fixes the moving domain by switching to
so-called von Mises variables. The obtained solutions however, lose derivatives with respect to the
assumed regularity on the initial data. Similarly, in [34] the author uses Nash-Moser iteration to
obtain a local-in-time solution, however again with a significant derivative loss with respect to the
initial data. A local existence result for the one-phase n-dimensional Stefan problem is proved in [2§],
where the required regularity class for the temperature function is W' with p>n+2. For the two-
phase Stefan problem a local existence result is presented in [4I] in the framework of LP maximal
regularity, where the corresponding functional spaces of Sobolev-type require p>n+3, where n is
the dimension of the ambient space.

In related work, local and global existence for the one-phase and two-phase Muskat problems
has been established in [I5] [I6, 14, [10]. For the local and global well-posedness of the one-phase
Hele-Shaw problem and optimal decay rates of the solutions, see [9] and the references therein.

As to the Stefan problem with surface tension (also known as the Stefan problem with Gibbs-
Thomson correction), a global weak existence theory (without uniqueness) is given in [I} 39, [45]. In
[27] the authors consider the Stefan problem with small surface tension i.e. o<1 whereby ([Id)
is replaced by v=o0k. Local existence of classical solutions is studied in [43]. In [23] the authors
prove a local existence and uniqueness result for classical solutions under a smallness assumption on
the initial datum close to flat hypersurfaces. Global existence close to flat hyper-surfaces is proved
in [30] and close to stationary spheres for the two-phase problem in [29] and later in [42].

With the Gibbs-Thomson correction, problem (1)) can account for phenomena such as the phase
nucleation, undercooling (superheating) and it is also used in modeling crystal growth [49]. It is a
small-scale model as opposed to the macro-scale classical Stefan problem. In this sense, there is a
fundamental importance in rigorously understanding the link between the two models. As explained
in [49], [48], one can associate a free energy to the Stefan problem with surface tension defined by

F, (5.T) = / pdz+olF|,
Q

where p, [ are time-independent. Then in the the sense of I'-convergence of De Giorgi [22], the
free energy F,(p,I') converges to the free energy for the classical Stefan problem, see [49]. This is,
however, a completely time-independent consideration and does not address the vanishing o-limit
of time-dependent solutions to the full non-linear problem (LI). In the context of the water wave
problem, the vanishing surface tension limit in two and three dimensions has been studied in [2] [3];
for the full Euler equations, see [I7].

Turning our attention to the Stefan problem, we can observe that there are two parallel devel-
opments in the existence theory for weak solutions briefly mentioned above. The first one applies
to the classical Stefan problem and it is motivated by the validity of maximum principle; suitable
notions of weak and viscosity solutions have been established [4] [5] 38| 26] [6]. The second develop-
ment refers to the problem with surface tension, wherein the weak solution existence results are in
BV-type spaces, and rely upon the gradient-flow structure of the problem. From the point of view
of the vanishing surface tension, it is natural to ask whether the two concepts are compatible in any
rigorous mathematical manner. The answer is inconclusive due to a lack compactness. While the
control of solutions constructed in [39, 1] is strong enough to pass to some limit as ¢ — 0, it is too
weak to guarantee a sharp interface in the limit. In other words, it is not clear how to preclude the
formation of so-called mushy regions [49].

We develop a new energy method for the Stefan problem with and without surface tension and
prove the vanishing surface tension limit. The well-posedness is established in H* Sobolev spaces
using a combination of energy estimates for tangential derivatives and elliptic-type estimates for
added parabolic-type regularity. Our framework is motivated by the analysis of the free-surface
incompressible Euler equations of COUTAND AND SHKOLLER [19 20].

Precise statements of our results are given in Theorems[[.Tland[[.2l The estimates that we use are
nonlinear in nature and they fundamentally exploit the intricate energy structure of the problem. In
particular, no derivative loss occurs with respect to the regularity of the initial data. This framework
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is particularly convenient, as it allows us to rigorously establish the vanishing surface tension limit
locally-in-time, as formulated in Theorem[[.2] In this way, we link two fundamental models of phase
transitions that are valid on different spatial scales, thus answering the open question explained
above. In forthcoming work, we shall extend our results to the two-phase Stefan problem, providing
the analog of Theorem [Tl [33], while the question of global-in-time stability of steady states using
this functional-analytic framework has been addressed in [31 [32].

1.9. Methodology and outline of the paper. There are three main ingredients in our approach
to the Stefan problem. First, we replace the study of the heat equation for temperature, with the
equation for a velocity field u(¢,z) which satisfies the equation u+ Vp=0. Second, we introduce the
so-called Arbitrary Lagrange-Eulerian (ALE) variables, in which we introduce a family of diffeomor-
phisms U(¢,-): Q — Q(¢t) which fix the moving domain. With respect to this change-of-variables, we
define, respectively, the new velocity and temperature fields v=uo ¥ and g=po ¥; in these variables,
the velocity equation becomes v+ VpoW =0. This equation contains the geometry of the evolving
free-boundary, and by the use of energy estimates for tangential derivatives, we are able to naturally
estimate the second-fundamental form as

/q,2|(§k\IJ~A3|2dx’z/q,2|(§kh|2d:17/, (1.39)
r r

for k some positive integer. In the original Eulerian framework (LIJ), the energy dissipation law is
given by

Ld p(t,:z:)de—l-/ |Vp(t,z)*dz=0.

2dt Jou Q)
This basic energy law is to weak to control the regularity of the evolving free-boundary. Observe that
our higher-order control of the free-boundary given by ([L39) naturally produces the stability con-
dition; in particular, the Taylor sign condition ([22]) arises as coeflicient to the second-fundamental
form, and it sign determines either the control or growth of the curvature and its derivatives via a
Gronwall-type inequality.

A further subtlety consists in the discovery of another coercive energy term which is defined on
the whole domain 2 (phase), displayed in the fourth line of (2:24). It contains terms of the general
form

1090 q-+5°0PW ][22 and [0V g +5°0T, ]2
t x t~x

for a,b as in (Z24). They are intrinsically linked to the problem and contain information about the
regularity of the divergence of the velocity v. Taking a=0 and b=1, the first term above becomes
the norm of the ALE-divergence of v, as it is easily seen from ([ I8al):

gt +v-w|psep2 = [|divev| L.

The gauge condition (L) allows us to get optimal Sobolev regularity for ¥ and hence for the
temperature function g. This allows us to prove that the energy £ defined in (2I6]) is in fact
bounded by the coercive quadratic form (the “natural energy") F (224) dictated by the Stefan
problem.

Condition (2] is the exact equivalent of the Taylor sign condition, necessary for well-posedness
of free-surface incompressible Euler equations without surface tension [I9] or the water wave prob-
lem [50]. If the initial temperature ¢o is nonnegative, it is implied by the Hopf’s lemma, at least over
a short period of time. In a short time regime, we prove a uniform lower bound on A (cf. (L23)),
thus enabling us to close the estimates.

In many free-boundary problems, constructing the solution is in general a challenging problem
despite the (possible) availability of good a-priori estimates. Our main technical idea to make the
construction as straightforward as possible, is to regularize the problem via horizontal convolution
by layers as introduced in [I9] in the study of well-posedness of the incompressible Euler equation
on a moving domain. In addition to that, we also regularize the Stefan condition p=0 on I'(¢) by
modifying it into a Robin-type condition. If k>0 is a suitable regularization parameter, to each
k we shall associate an energy functional &£, which will be shown to satisfy the following energy
inequality:

E.(t) SCEL0)+C(t+ VO P(VES)
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where P is some with the leading order cubic contribution. Such a polynomial inequality, through
a continuity argument leads to uniform-in-x time of existence [0,7] and the bound

() <2CE,(0).

Passing to the limit as kK — 0, we recover the solution of the Stefan problem (ILI8). Our regularization
is intrinsic to the problem and it does not rely on formulating a sequence of iterated linear problems.

The second part of this work focuses on the problem of the vanishing surface tension limit. Once
the well-posedness framework of Theorem [[.T]is set-up, the idea is rather straightforward. Namely, at
the level of energy, the presence of surface tension simply augments the high-order energy functional
by a o-dependent contribution coming from the boundary T, so to obtain (IL29). The goal is to prove
a uniform-in-o upper bound on £7 on a o-independent time interval [0,77]. This is made possible
by one fundamental property of £7: it distinguishes between two boundary energy contributions of
general forms

V@20 Oh[3 and ol OhI3

for suitable a,b€Ny. Since the error terms are at least of cubic order, we can afford to estimate
all lower order terms in terms of the o-independent energy term, while the two terms with highest
number of derivatives get bounded via the o-dependent energy contribution. With uniform estimates
in hand, we can pass to the limit as ¢ — 0.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 2. we introduce the k-regularized problem and the
associated high-order energy &,. We then state the energy identities (Lemma [2:2)), prove that &, is
controlled by the natural energy F,; (Proposition 23] and finally prove Lemma In Section 2.7
we provide the energy estimates for the error terms. Passage to the vanishing surface tension limit
is explained in Section Bl In Section ] we explain how to extend our results to the three dimensional
setting.

2. Local well-posedness for the classical Stefan problem

2.1. A nonlinear regularization of the Stefan problem: the x-problem. We regularize the
problem by using the horizontal convolution by layers, introduced in [19] in the study of well-
posedness of the incompressible Euler equation on a moving domain.

Definition 2 (Horizontal convolution-by-layers). Let p,; be a C°°(R)-bump function supported in a
ball of radius r defined through: p,(x):=<p(%), where

C 6_1/(1_‘1‘2) |fL'|<1
_Je ; ; 2.1
p(x) {0 2| >1 (2.1)

and constant c. s such that pr(:C')dx’ =1. For any given g:— R we define the horizontal convo-
lution by layers of g via

Mgl )= [ glat o (ot ~') o'
T

We also define the standard 2-D sequence of mollifiers: n,(z)=r"2n(z/k) where n(z)=
e V=121 for || <1 and n(z)=0 for || >1, and ¢, is chosen so that Jgen(z)dz=0. To for-
mulate the regularized problem, we introduce the following quantities:

U, (t,2") = (2’ he(t,2')) with h,(t,2") ;== A A h(t,2'), 2’ €T

and we define ¥,; on 2 as a harmonic extension of its boundary value on I' as in (Lf]). Analogously
to (L) the following trace estimate is true:

1079l s () SNOF Vel o051y, $>0.5, aeN. (2.2)
We also denote J, :=det VV¥,. Furthermore,
=V w:=0,9,.
In analogy to (LIZ), we introduce

542 — (5hl€a_1) .

A fa:=J A (2.3)
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For k>0, we now define a nonlinear regularization of the Stefan problem, which we call the x-
problem (II])), in which the coefficients are smoothed by use of the horizontal convolution operator
A,. On a time interval [0,7T}], the xk-problem is given as

@ —Ag, qg=—v-"w+ta in [0,7,] %€, (2.4a)
v+ A =0 in [0,T,]x9Q, (2.4D)
q=—r*v-"a2+K*B(t,2’) on [0,T,]xT, (2.4c)
Wy ng=—0-N on [0,T.]xT, (2.4d)
v-N=0 on [0,75] X 0ep. (2.4e)
w(0,-)=%o ¢(0,")=Qg, (2.4f)
where
AV, (t,-)=0 in Q, (2.5a)
U, (t,2',0)=(2' hy(t,2")) o' €T, (2.5b)
U, (t,-)=Id on op, (2.5¢)

Ay, q:= 541 (ﬂfq,k),j, and the time-independent forcing function «(z) is given by
a=Jy 931a0,2]% = J(0,-) 729, (0,-)[g0,2]°. (2.6)

Here

gr(t, ) :=1/1+ (0hy(t,2))?,
and SB(t,z’) is defined as

2 ik
B(t,a") ::Z%af(v-’"‘af)h:o. (2.7)
k=0

Note that we use the subscript and superscript x on dependent variables in which there is explicit
use of the horizontal convolution operator A,; of course, all of the ¢, h, and ¥ all implicitly depend
on ~ as well, but for notational convenience, we do not indicate this implicit dependence on k.

The presence of the horizontal mollification operator A, in the approximate s-problem changes
the compatibility conditions on the the initial data. The addition of the forcing functions a(z) and
B(t,x") ensure that the compatibility conditions (I24) are modified to be

Q5=0 on T, (2.8a)
AwsQf=—Jy g8lq0,2)* on T, (2.8b)

where U§=W,(0,-). The approximated initial temperature function @Qf is then defined as the
solution of the fourth-order elliptic equation

A‘I/g A‘I/g QS =Nk * E(A‘IIOA\PO QO) in Qv (29&)
Qe=0 on [, (2.9b)
Ay Q5 =—J5 *g590,2)° on I, (2.9¢)

where E continuously maps H*(Q2) to H*(R?) for all k>0. The fourth-order elliptic equation (2.3
can be written as a system of second-order equations given by

Aus Q5 =RS in Q, (2.10a)
Ays RG =1x % E(Ap,Aw,q0) in Q, (2.10b)
Q=0 on I, (2.10c)
RE=—J5292q0,2)° on T. (2.10d)

According to the basic elliptic regularity theorem with Sobolev class coefficients, Theorem 3.6 in
[11], we obtain estimates for R and then Qf which show that



WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE CLASSICAL STEFAN PROBLEM AND THE ZERO SURFACE TENSION LIMIT13

the constant C' being independent of . Thus we see that Qf —qo in H*(2), s€[0,4), and so
we have an approximated initial temperature function Qf € H*(2) which satisfies the compatibility
conditions (Z8)). Again, from the elliptic system (ZI0) and the Sobolev embedding theorem, Qf — go
in C1(Q), and hence the Taylor sign condition ([L22)) remains valid for Qf, so that
(Q85)y2 ‘ >0 for sufficiently small x> 0. (2.11)
t=0
In equation (2.4d)), n, denotes the outer unit normal with respect to the regularized surface 'y,
i.e. in the coordinate representation

_ (Ohg,-1)
Vivonp "
Note that the corresponding unit tangent to I',; is given via
oV, (1,0h.) 4
CIOv iR

In analogy to (ZI2)), equation (2.4d) can be reformulated as an evolution equation for h, given by
hi(t,z) = gu(t,2)v-ny(t,x), €T, (2.12)

(Ohy,—1).

(1,0h,).

Tk

Remark 5 (The regularization [2:4d)). The approzimate k-problem uses horizontal convolution by
layers together with carefully chosen artificial viscosity terms. This approximation scheme provides
a simple existence theory for the k-problem while maintaining the nonlinear energy structure.

Remark 6. We introduce the reqularization (24d) to circumvent a technical difficulty of closing the
energy estimates at the level of highest-in-time differentiated problem. The problem arises from the
commutation of the horizontal convolution operator appearing in the terms of the following schematic
form:

/AKAK\I/tt : \I/tttdelv
r

where T is a lower order term. Of course, when performing a-priori estimates (i.e. assuming that
the solutions to the original problem are smooth enough to justify all the integrations by parts), such
an issue does not arise.

2.1.1. Solutions to the k-problem.

Theorem 2.1. Let >0 be fized. Let (Qf,ho) € H*(2) x H*(T) be given initial data satisfying the
compatibility conditions (Z8). Then there is a time T, depending on k, such that there exists a
unique solution (g,h)=(g(k),h(k)) to (27)) on the time interval [0,T,]. The solution satisfies

2

1
Z (”8?‘1”091{;1*2‘1 + ||3?(J||L3Hgf2a + ||Qttt||L§(H;)’ + |8f+1h|L§H;;72a) +Z |8?+1h|chg*2a <00,

a=0 a=0
(2.13)
where HY(Q)' denotes the dual space of H' ().

Proof. We briefly sketch the proof. For T fixed (and taken sufficiently small) and for K >0, we
define the closed set

Zy = {h: 0,7]xT' =R, |0fh e C([0,T], H*>*(I"))NL*([0,T], H*~**(I)), a=0,1,2,

2
Z (|8fh|20?H472a + |5fh|i§H572a) <K, hoand Qf satisfy compatibility conditions (]2:8[)}
a=0
(2.14)
Given h € Zk, we define h, = A%2h, and then we define its harmonic extension ¥,; by solving (2.5]).

We then define the corresponding A, "a, and J,, and consider the weak formulation of the parabolic
problem (Z.4a)—(Z.4d): for all test functions ¢ € H'(2) and a.e. t€[0,T],

. 1 .
<thK,¢>+/q,k7lf7lf¢,j J,{dx—kg/q(bdazl:/q,k"affbiqﬁdaz—k/aqﬁJ,{da:—F/ﬂ(bdxl, (2.15)
Q r Q Q r
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together with the initial condition
q(0,2) =Qg ().
Since A, *a, and J, are in C'*°, and since 545715 > A for A>0, and the compatibility conditions are
satisfied, standard parabolic theory provides the existence of a unique solution on a short time-
interval [0,7,;] with the desired regularity properties. In particular it is a standard argument to
establish existence of a unique solution in g € L?(0,T,; H°(2)) which satisfies the estimate ([Z.I3).
Using a Galerkin scheme on (Z.I5), we obtain unique solutions in L2(0,T,; H(Q2)) for q, q;, and g4
and also find that g € L?(0,T,; HY(Q)'), where H(2)" denotes the dual space of H!(Q). Standard
parabolic regularity theory, as in [47], shows that g € L?(0,T,; H®(Q2)) and that ¢; € L?(0,T,; H3(Q)).
With this solution ¢, we define the associated velocity field v using (2.4D). We then update the
height function h as

fI)(h)(t)::hO—F/O gx(t)v-ng(r)dr, t€[0,T].

Choosing T}, sufficiently small, it can be shown that ® maps Zx into itself, and that ® is a contraction
map. The fixed-point of ® is then a solution to the x-problem ([Z4)). O

Remark 7. A priori, the time of existence T, may converge to 0 as k—0. By obtaining k-
independent bounds on solutions to ([2.4]), we will prove that, in fact, the time of existence is in-
dependent of k and given by T > 0.

2.2. The higher-order energy function compatible with the x — 0 asymptotics. The asymp-
totically consistent higher-order energy function associated to our sequence of regularized x-problems
is given by

Ec=En(ah)i= Y 110°0pvlFapa+ D 0°0F0)Z0e
a+2b<4 a+2b<3
S S R P e N e/ Mt
a+2b<4 a+2b<3

2 2
S 1721 ARy S 17727
b=0 b=0
1

2
Y Ik o i+ D 1OARALT s oo (2.16)
b=0 b=0

As a consequence of Theorem 2] the map ¢t — &,(¢) is continuous on [0,7}].

2.3. Bounds on lower-order norms. Let

At)= Y 10°0ollTse + D 10°000] T
a+2b<2 a+2b<1
+I€2 Z |5aafht|%§lli +:‘€2 Z |gaafht|%$oL§
a+2b<2 a+2b<1

1 1 1
+ Z ||8fq||i$oH572b + Z ||afq||i$H272b + Z |6fAnh|i§oH£72b + |Anh|i%H572b.
b=0 b=0 b=0

We then assume that
A (1) <E:(0)+1, te[0,Ty]. (2.17)

By the fundamental theorem of calculus it is easy to see that

A (t) < An(0) 1 sup Ex(t) <E(0)+ sup Ex(t).
0<s<t

0<s<t

In Section 2.8 we will prove an a priori bound for &£, independent of x and show that the time
of existence T is independent of x. The bound (ZI7) will then be justified a posteriori using the
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fundamental theorem of calculus, smallness of T, and the definition of &,. By choosing T}, possibly
smaller we assume that for certain § >0

mirllq,g(t,x’)>5 and |0h,(t,-)|% <1/2, t€[0,T.], (2.18)
S
where (g,h) is the solution of the k-problem ([24]). The first inequality is true by continuity-in-time

of the energy &, and the Taylor sign condition (ZIT)). The second inequality follows from the from
the continuity-in-time and smallness of |Ohg|s (3.

2.4. The energy identities. In this section we collect the high-order energy identities in two
lemmas stated below. We use the notation 7 for those error terms which in an easy straightforward
way are seen to satisfy the energy bound of the form:

/O T ()] ds S tP(E)

this bound will then always follow from the standard L> — L? — L? type estimates. Here and in the
rest of the paper P(-) stands for a generic polynomial satisfying P(0)=0.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that (q,h) is a solution to the regularized Stefan problem (24)) given by
Theorem [2.1l. Then the following identities hold:

(i)
[P+ [(Canlptae P el o [(@4+0"v,0)"
+f<;2/J;1|54ht|2:/R1+/R2+T; (2.19)
r Q r
/|828 2+ = Ld [ g )|020,A, 022 lﬁ/(éz’a g+ 020, -v)?
tU 2d ,2 tilk ° 2dt 0 t t ¥k
+52/J;1|528tht|2: R3+/R4+T; (2.20)
r Q r
d 9 1d 2
/|82v|2+2dt —a)|o2A -1 4 5 [ (000w, )
+K /J;1|8ttht|2:/R5+/R6+T, (2.21)
r Q r
where R, i=1,...6, are error terms given below respectively
by (241), (242), (223), (ZZ4), (Z48) and (240).
(i)

Lo / Fut [(aa)Pae B+ [ @800y

" dt/ 1|58 R |2 = /81+/82+T (2.22)

2dt/|avt|2 / Qa2)|5An“Ijtt'7lg|2+/(5Qtt+5%t'v)2
Q

d _
+“——/ TV B2 = S3+/S4+T, (2.23)

where S;, 1=1,...4, are error terms given below respectively by (2.51), (2.53), (2.53), (2-54).

We postpone the proof of Lemma to Section



16 MAHIR HADZIC AND STEVE SHKOLLER

2.5. Equivalence of the higher-order norm &, and the natural energy function F,. By
summing the left-hand sides of the identities [ZT9)—(Z23) from Lemma 22 the natural coercive
quadratic form F,; that arises as the energy takes the form

qa 1 qa
Fi= Z 1 65“”%3@"’5 Z [0 af””%g%g

a+2b<4 a+2WS3
- Ja K —1a9a

+r2 > IR0 3fht|2LgL§+7 > 10O e 2

. a+2b<4 a+2b<3 (2.24)
to D WaadPORND e pa D Va2 P00 Akl 1

a+2b<4; a+2b<3

1 _ _ _ _
t5 Do 100 q+0 Ve vlimrat D0 1090+ 00 Vs v -

a+2b<4; a+2b<3;

The mathematical reason for imposing the Taylor sign condition (23] now becomes apparent. In
order for the second line in the definition of F,, (Z.24]) above to make sense we must have

i t,2’,0)>0
;I}érll(qﬂ)( , Ly )> B
as it was assumed in ([23)) for the (unregularized) classical Stefan problem. In order to perform the

estimates in the next section, it is crucial to show that the energy & is bounded by F,. To prove
this statement we first establish the following temperature estimate.

Lemma 2.3. Let (¢,h) be a solution of the reqularized problem ([Z4) given by Theorem[21l Assume
that the a priori assumption (21T) holds on [0,Ty]. Then

(1)

2
Z||8£1Q||230H;172a S‘FK on [O)TK] (225)
a=0
(if)
2
gl 7z pas+ Y 1107 l72p5 20 SFe o [0,T4]. (2.26)
a=1

Proof. We use elliptic regularity theory and the a priori assumption (ZI7) to show that ||q||pe 2 <
Fr since Ay, q=q+v-"wta, [q@llper> SFs, vllerzllwlier: <lvllierz|hilien S Fs, and
lallLee 2 S Fi(0) S Fi. Differentiating ([2.4al) with respect to x/ (j=1,2), we obtain that Ay, g,;=
(A7"AT),; ¢ymn +(q +v-"w),; +a,;. Furthermore, since q,;= U, ;-v we have that
5t | S gell oo e 10l go Lz + 11l Lgo noe vl oo 2
Slhelpsemz lvllpoonz + (IVWs|l oo s |[vel| oo Lz S Fs
where we have used the trace bound (2Z2)) and the a priori assumption (2I7). Note that
[(v-"w),j lLee mrr SNl oo mn |l Loepoe + (|0l oo 2 |"w,5 [ Loo Lo
Sl mz .t Lo 2 + gl s | oo 2 S Fe

where we have used the bound @ZI7) in the last estimate. It is easy to see that
(A7) 5 @ymn lLge L2 S Fi (14 P(Ay)) S Fi, where P stands for a generic polynomial. Finally,
[Valpeerz: S Fs. Thus, by the elliptic theory again, we conclude

gl s < Fc
Differentiating (Z4al) with respect to t, we obtain Ay, g = — (A" A7)t ¢ymn +vee + (v-"w); (since « is
independent of ¢.). Again, using |[vy]|? 2 S Fr, the previous estimates and the bound |f. 4|2 w 1o S
t x t x
Fi, elliptic regularity implies ||g;||zoc 2 S Fx. Furthermore ||qtt||%?oL2 S lqee +"we -v||2LtooL2 +[[Fw -
v[|2 <2 SFr. The last equality follows from the third line on the definition ([2I6]) of F,, and a
t x
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simple bound on the L°L°-norm of v, which follows from Sobolev embedding. Finally, choose any
j,ke€{1,2}. Applying 0,;0,+ to (24al), we arrive at the elliptic equation

A\I’n Q;jk = _(54:7154?)5J qvmnk _(%Zn%?)vk Qamnj _(%T%?)Uk Qamn +(Qt +'U . Ku})vjk +a;jk .
By the estimates already derived above, (ZI6]), (2.6]), and (ZIT), the right-hand side is bounded by
Fr(1+ P(Ay)) S Fe in L{°L2-norm. Thus, by elliptic regularity, we finally conclude ||q|| g1 < Fi,

concluding the proof of (Z23]).
To prove (2:26]) we start with the easiest case b=2. For j=1,2, we have

q,jtt = (\Ijn,j'v)tt =Wy it v+ 2V g ve+ Wy j - Vg

From the above we easily infer that

t ¢
/0 IIVQttllﬁdTS/O (Ve300 + 12 e 2 015 + 1212 N0l [5) d
SP(Fe). (2.27)
We thereby used the trace estimate (22)) to obtain
IV el S 1eelB5 S Foes

where we have used the definition ([2.24)) in the last bound above. On the other hand, using the a
priori bound (2I7)) and the Sobolev embedding we conclude that ||[v||leo S||vll1 Slgll2 < E(0)+1 <1,
The remaining two terms on the right-hand side of ([2:27)) are estimated in a similar fashion. If b=1
we apply the same ideas using ([2:25), (ZI7), and the Sobolev embeddings. To prove ||q||%§H;L5 SFe

we need to use an interpolation estimate. The strategy consists of estimating [|¢[|7 .5 and [|q[|7. ;.4
t t - x

separately and then interpolating between the two estimates. The reader may consult [31] for the
details. g

Remark 8. The reqularity of g€ L?H2X® can in fact be improved.

Lemma 2.4 (Optimal regularity for ¥,; and q). Suppose that the pair (q,h) is a solution of the
k-problem 2A4) given by Theorem [2], and that the basic assumption (ZIT) holds on [0,T,]. Then

Tm
Jo " (102 + lqll2) dt < CEL(t).

Proof. Step 1. We will first prove that [" || ¥ [2dt <CE(t). Since ¢=0 on T it follows that
v(a,t) 1 (x,t)=00n T, (2.28)

where we recall that 7, is the unit tangent vector to W, (¢,I'). Applying the horizontal derivative
0 to ([Z28), and using the fact that o1, =g, '0?V, -n, n, and that 9?°¥, -n, =—g-10%h,, we find
that

g?ﬁv Tk

0*h, = (2.29)

VN
The dominator in ([232) is strictly positive for T, small enough by the Taylor sign condition ZIT]).
For any W :Q — R? we define _
curly W=e;; AW" (2.30)
where e91 = —c12=1, £11 =e22=0. By the tangential trace inequality (see [I1]),
‘({541) . T,{‘H,%(F) ,S ||Cur1\p(§3v||L2(Q) + ||(§4v||L2(Q), (2.31)

We observe that

3
curlg 830 =0 (curlgv) —ej; Z cmémAjggfmvj .
m=1
3 — — .
=—cji Dm0 AZOP T
m=1
where we have used the identity curlgv = (curlVp) o ¥ =0. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
the definition of &, we obtain

||lcurly O3vlo < /Ex.
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From (23] and the definition (ZI6]) of £, we obtain
t
= 2
/0 |00 3 4 oy Ao S Ext), 0SE<T,, (2.32)

Using (2.32) and (2:31)) it follows easily that fg |hi|3 sdo < Ex(t), 0<t<T,. Recalling that U, is the
harmonic extension of (z/,h(2")), 2’ €T the optimal trace inequality (L8] implies that fot V.| 2do <
CE,(t) for any t€[0,T,].

Step 2. The fact that [~ [ql[3dt <CE(t) follows from Step 1, and the elliptic regularity result in
Theorem 3.6 in [I1]. O

As a consequence of Lemmas and 2.4] we obtain the following key bound between the norm
&, and the energy Fj.

Proposition 2.5 (Norm-energy equivalence). Let (q,h) be a solution of the k-problem [24)) given by
Theorem [21. Assume that the a priori assumption ZIT) holds on [0,T,]. Then & S Fi on [0,T].

Proof. Due to the Taylor sign condition (2.I8)), the boundary integrals in £,and F,; satisfy

2 1

Z|A“h|i§°Hf2b +Z|A“ht|2LfH§’2b

b=0 b=0

S D W00kl e+ Y IV=0:20"00Ashilfz 2

a+2b<4; a+2b<3

The remaining estimates now follow directly from Lemmas 23] and 2.4 a
2.6. Proof of Lemma Proof of part (i) of Lemma[Z2. Applying the tangential differential
operator 0* to the equation (2.4R), multiplying it by d*v’ and integrating over €2, we obtain

3
(54vi + A gk + AT g, 54vi)L2 = ch (5l'f4f54_lq,k, 54vi)
=1

I (2.33)

where ¢; = (‘ll) Recalling (LIT), we write
§it = —:otwy, Mk 4+ {01, 1k}, (2.34)

where {9*,"%} stands for the lower order commutator defined in (LI7). With this identity, we
obtain

71?54\1127571fq7k,54vi)

(54%5‘1’“54“—%2(9) =—( 2@ T ({54a54§}Q,k754”i)L2(Q)

:—/qyk%fé‘lllf:;%fé‘lviNs—i— A0 AL g O + T (2.35)
Q '
=— [ ¢ M;0" 0 AF I NG — / A0 O 4+ T

r Q

where we have used (5),,=0 and the identity v" =—"%q to write the last line more concisely.
Furthermore, integrating by parts with respect to x*

(8 1, B47) |, = / B 5 = / 55 G gt . N — / WG g (2.36)
Q T Q

Note that the the boundary contribution coming from the fixed boundary 92, vanishes due to the
boundary condition (ZZ€]), which further reduces to v* =0 on 9Qop. Summing (Z35) and (236),

we obtain

(0" AT g+ A0, 0%") 1o )=~ / g A0 HEO W N + / Arotqotvt - N*
r r (2.37)
- / By, (D + 0T 0) + T
Q
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The first three terms on the right-hand side of ([2:37)) will be the source of positive definite quadratic

contributions to the energy. To extract the quadratic coercive contribution from the first integral
on the right-hand side of ([Z31), we simplify it to

- [aamawaiotene = [ gamiotvpnot s [ ganateaiots
I I I

= /%254\1%'5435411-T‘lf—i—/q,lg‘lkllgfilié‘*v-%f.
r r

We rewrite the expression 9*v-2 and thereby use the boundary condition (2.4d):
O*v-M2 = 0Mw- A2+ 0 (v+w) - A2

1
= 0w A +0*((v+w)-A42) —Zaz(f;‘l_l(v—i—w)-élfélf
T Py

4
= 0Mw-"42 —Za15471(v+w)~5lf43.

=1

Due to the above identity and recalling ¥, = A,A,V, we obtain

4
/q,254\IIN-n,ﬁ‘*v-%iz/q,254ANANW-%§54w-%2—Zal/q,2(§4\11,.;-74254_l(v+w)-5lf42.
r r - Jr

(2.38)
The first term on the right-hand side of (2.38) is rewritten in the following way
/q,254A,§AN\II-§4354w-T4f:/q,gA,.ﬁ‘l\If-TélfA,ﬁ“\I!t-%f
r r
b [ 90,0 (8" 02)2) — g (9%, 0, 202) 2]
r

1 = 1 - _ _

ziat/q,z\a‘*AK\y-%ff_E/q,zt\a4AK\1/-f4f\2_/q,234AK\1/-54§a4AK\11-%2t (2.39)
r r r

+ / AcD" 0 (A [0 (000 212)12] — 0,2 (AW, - 12) 22

r
- %at / g2 |0 A0 - 227 1 / W [An (q,2 (0", - AZ)HZ] — g2 (Aném-%f)%f} +T.
r r
The second term on the right-hand side of ([2:37) turns into
/f4§54q(§4vi~]\]k = —/54q54v-f42
r r
3
= /42/54ht(54(v-543)—Zal({;lvg‘l*l%f)—|—li2/ﬂ(t,x’)é‘lv.%f
r =0 r
3
= 52/J;1|(§4ht|2—n22a1/54htélv54_l%f+n2/54ﬁ(t,x')54v-543,
r —o Jr r

where we have used the boundary condition ([24d) in the second equality above (recall v-%a2 =
w-"a2="hy). As to the third term on the right-hand side of ([2.37)), note that

4 4
%554’01.,;@ = 34(54?Ui,k ) — chél%§g4_lvi,k= —54((]15 +uv- %) - chél%?gél_lvi,k,
=1 =1
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where A¥v7 = —divy_v=—(g +v-"w)+a by the parabolic equation (2.Za). Thus
—/ ﬂfé%i,k (54q+54\11,.;-v)
Q

4
= 54(qt+\11,{t-v—a)(54q+54\11,<-v) —I—ch 5@1?5371111',;6 (54q—|—54\11,i~v)
Q - Je

4
=30 [ (@00 W0 [ (S0 - 0,0 (0 + 510 )
Q

Q4

(2.40)

4
+Y o [ ARG (0 M) + [ Fa(@a 800,
=1 78 @

Combining (Z37), (Z38), (Z39) and (Z40) we obtain the identity [2I9) with the error terms Ry

and R given by:

3 4 4
R1 1220151%5544(]&54 i (Zc151ﬂ554710i,k—|—Zd154*l%-5lv—54\1@-vt) (54q—|—54\11,{.v)
=1 =1 =1
+0'a(0'q+ 0"V, -v); (2.41)

Ry i= =AW [ A [(—q.2) (10, 53) 2] = (—q.2) (82,0, - 213) 12

4 3
S (=)0 B2 (4 ) B2 gy GUULALG A 4 RS B B eG 2 (242)
=1 _ 1=0
—K20* B0 -2
Applying the tangential differential operator 929; to the equation (2.4H), multiplying it by 9%20;v°
and integrating over {2, we obtain in a completely analogous fashion identity (220) claimed in
Lemma with error terms R3 and R4 given by:

Ryi= Y Con0"OPAP "0} "qr 0700 — (D om0 OFATOTTO M

1<m+n<2 ~ ~ B 1Sm+n§2 - (2 43)
Y 00Ty PO T 0= 0P Wy vy) X (P g+ 07T )3
0<m+n<2

Ra:=—A: 0%V, [AK (4,2 (00,0, - A3) A7) — 4,2 (0* O A W, - %3)%3]

+ Y ar / 4,20'0) W, 135770 (v w)- 9 A3
I+1'>1 r
—q1 00,V A 0% 0w AT+ D Y 000 D) v- 0710 AL - K700, 800 - A

0<I+l'<3

(2.44)

Finally, applying d;; to the equation (2.4H), multiplying it by d;v® and integrating over Q, the last
identity ([221I)) of Lemma 2.2 follows with error terms R5 and Rg given by

Rs:=— (%?att Ol F2HE 0y 20w v — Uy ) (qet + Vgt - 0); (2.45)
Re:=—N:Vy [An [q,2 (‘I’ttt ’ 542)542] — 4,2 (8ttAn‘I’t : 542)542}

2 1
+) af / 202, A2077 (v w) 02 — 4.0 0w WAL A2+ 52D Dyhydf w072 (2:46)
=1 T 1'=0
—,%2('“)”68”1) . 54%
Proof of part (ii) of Lemma[2Z2. B B
Applying the tangential operator 939; to the equation (2.4h), multiplying by 93v® and integrating
over () we obtain

(0°000", 0%0") |, + (001 (Af 1), 0*') . =0,
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implying

1 o _ _ o - _ 7 T o
50 / 0% + (D*0 A @ +Af 0o, 0%0') o= D ey (0'0FAFI'O g, 0P
Q2 14+1=3,k+k=1
0<i+k<4

(2.47)
Recalling (LIT), we write

2ok = — 1k §3m,m M5 + {530, AR Y. (2.48)

Using this decomposition we have
(004 AL g1 +A5 0% g, O%') , = — [ AFO*"w,[ASq, 0% + / 1E920,q,, 0%V + T, (2.49)
Q Q

where the commutator term has been absorbed in the error 7. Integrating by parts with respect to
s and k in the first two integrals on the right-hand side above respectively, we obtain analogously
to the proof of Lemma

- [t g s [ kg
¢ ¢
= [ 428w A20%w- 912 — | 5°0,q0%v- A2+ [ q,1 A0 v - A2
r T T " (250)

3 3
4 / (BPq+ 5w -v)? + / (S i 8o+ S @ A1, ) (8%, +8%wv) + T
Q L =1

Note further that the first term on the right-hand side above can be, similarly to (239), further
written as

/q,ggg%-%fggw-%f = /q,2|53ANw-'f4f|2+/A,ﬁgw- [Aﬁ[q,g(ggw-?lf)%f]
r r r
—qy2 (PPN w- %2)542} )

The second term on the right-hand side of ([Z50) reads, using the boundary condition (Z4d)

2
/ D30,q0%v -2 = K2 / 0*0hy (0% (v-12) =Y cd'v- 9% 1H7) + K / D30,60%v -2
r r e r
k2 d = 2 - ~ = _ _
= —— [ J7Y9%h? —nQch/a3athtalv-a3*l%3+n2/ 30,6030 - A2+ T,
where the error term 7 denotes the lower order terms containing the time derivative of J,,. We also
used the regularized boundary condition (2Z.4d) in the first equality above. Combining (Z47)—(250)
and the last identity we obtain the identity (2:22)) with error terms & and Sa given by

S1:= Z Cl,k,f,Eglaf%fgiaEQak

1+1=3,k+k=1
0<l+k<4
3 3 )
— (D i w0+ e d" ;0 ) (0% + 0w v); (2.51)
=1 =1

Sy == AP [Mslgn (B H2)H2] — 0,5 (9% A 12) 2]

3
+) a(—q.2)0%w- 130 (v+w) - 0'HZ) — g, AL w9 - A
=1

2
+52Y 000l 0P AT - k2070, 80w - A (2.52)

=0
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Applying the tangential operator 99? to the equation (2.4h)), multiplying by 99;v* and integrating
over ) we obtain the identity (2:23) in an analogous way, with error terms S3 and Sy given by
83 = (U,S -g\lfmtf‘lf — {5(93,54?}(],16)51)}; + Z cmngaaf%?gl—aag—bqjkévit

1<m+n<2
Jaabrsal—aql—>b, i 3 3 3 3 3 (253)
Z dmn(? (9t 541(9 (9t v ,S—(\Iftt-ﬁv—i—allft-vt—i—\lft@vt)) (8qtt+8\11,€,tt-v);

1<m+n<2
Si:=,2 0wy - AZ[(O(v+"w) - A2 + (wy +vy) - OA; + ("w+v) - 047, ]
— 00y Aw - A, [An«—q,g )AI00yw- A7) — g2 5atAnwf43]
— 1 AL00, w00y - A2 + k2D, hy (DO (v-A2) — DO - A2) — K208y, LOO,v - 2. (2.54)

2.7. Nonlinear energy estimates. The following proposition states the desired energy bound for
the classical Stefan problem (with o =0), will subsequently lead to a uniform-in-x time of existence
for our family solutions to the regularized x-problems (2.4).

Proposition 2.6 (Main energy inequality). There exists a constant C independent of k and a
generic polynomial function P such that for any t €[0,T%] we have the following bound:

E()<CEL0)+C(L+VE)P(Ey). (2.55)

The proof of the proposition proceeds by systematically estimating error terms in the energy
identities from Section 2.4l We shall implicitly use the a priori bound (2.I7) freely throughout the
proof without explicitly making a reference to it.

Step 1.  Estimates for f(f fQ R1 defined by (24I). We start by estimating the integral
Z?ﬂ f(f Jo c0"1F9 g 0% (the first term appearing in (241).) If I=1, we have

t
| / / Ik g 0
0 JQ

t
< O oo e / 18 122 100 2

t
N II/ 00y (A7) | 115 10° g,k | 222 [0*0" || 2 2
0
< \/E”%”Lngf’”és%k||LfL§||54vi||L§L§ g\ﬁp(gn),

S 10" || e mro-s

For [=2,3 we have
t t
‘/ /5l§4§547lq7k54vi 54ilq,k||H0A5/ ||54vi||L2
0o Ja 0
S VUV (U —1d) || Lo 25 gl e mrz s [|0*0 | L2 L2 S VEP(E).
We proceed to estimate the integral Z?Zl c fotfsz o'k g—tyt (0*q+0*W,;-v) (the second term
appearing in (Z41))). Only cases =1 and [=4 deserve special attention, while the cases =2

and [ =3 are estimated by a routine application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Sobolev
embedding. When [ =1, we can use Lemma [B.2]to conclude that

t t
I /5%553vi,k(54q+54m-v)‘g/ 1O .5 10" s 2518+ 8- ]l
0 JQ
AN [ ot o1l 10 0)los)
<1 [ s [ s (10l 190 vlos) 1 [ 90,08 [ lals

+||V2\I/ ||LooH1.5||U||LooH0,5||V2\If ||LooH2,5/ ||q||45

SV 2 mallall T2 gras + VWl L2 s V0 ||L°°H25/ ||Q||45+C\/—||%”L2H35/ lqllis
+COV| V2T, ||L°°H15||V2‘I’ ||L°°H25||Q||L2H4o<\/_P( k)
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As for the case [ =4, we use Lemma [B.2] again and obtain

t t
\/ 84?1§v1,k(84q+84\1mv)\§/ /||71§||3_5||U1,k(34q+84‘11,{~v)||0_5
0 Q 0 Q
t
< / V20 a5l e 5%+ 0405
0

t
S”vQ‘IJRHL?"Hﬁ‘E’||Q||L§’°H§‘5/ (lallas+IV*Thll25)
0
<VUIV?Os e nzsllall e masllal 2ass +tlall Lo aas V2 2o s S (VEHEP(Ex).

The next error term to estimate is Z?:l dy fg fQ o+l - 5lv(54q—|— o'V, -U) (the third term appearing
in [241). If I=4, we estimate

t ¢
[ [ w0te(@ e+t ) < [ ulll@telolte+ 0w, ol
Q 0
< \/EH%HL?’Héﬂ ||54Q+54‘1’n'v||Lg°Lg ||54U||L§L§ N \/ZP(EK);
and analogously for [ =3
t
[ ] 800 0(0t 0+ 340, ) | < VAl 10%0+ 34 o2 190 S VEPLEL.
0 Ja
For [=1,2, we have
¢ t
[ 8%t @+ 5| < [ 100l ol |+ 00, ol
Q 0
< \/gH%HL;?OH§H54Q+54\PK 'U||L;?°Lg||Q||L§H;1~5 SVEP(E,).
The next-to-last term on the right-hand side of (2.41]) is estimated as follows:

}54\11,{-1),5 (54q—|—54‘11,<-v)

< \/¥||54\I/KHL§°L§ ||54Q+54‘1/n 'U||L$°L§ ||Ut||L$H;«5 N \/ZP(&@)-

Finally, to bound fg Jo 5404(54(1—1—54\11N -U) (the last term appearing in (Z41])) we Integrate by parts
and use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain

¢
[ ][0 a(@a+8"0,0) | <10l 112 VEI 0+ 0 W) 1202 SE(0)+E.(0)
0 Ja
We used Lemma 2-4] and a priori bound (ZI7).

Estimates for the error term fngRg defined by [2.42)). For any i,5€ {1,2} set F:q,gﬁﬁl?'}li, G=
03Wi and apply Lemma [B.1lto conclude

t

AL
2 212

< sup g2 M2 / A w2 < P(E,).

0<s<t

w02 (04, M2)H2] — g0 (9% A, T, - A2) 712

/ 002 2221 o (A2

where we estimate |A,w|p2 s using (2.12):

IhtILszN/ |0°(\/ 1+ 0| (v- 7)) / lgll3 5 < P(Ex). (2.56)

Note that we bounded |v|3 by relating it to its norm over € via the trace estimate

0215 S 1ol prs0 S P / lall25 < P(En). (2.57)
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Thus,
‘/ /A '[N [g.0 (00, 12) 2] — .0 (9 AW, -2) 2]
< P(E)2( / /\A 5'0[*) 2 <tP(E,).

Finally, we treat the last term on the right-hand side of (2:42). For 1<[<2, we have

// 28, B2 (04 w) - B2 < g, 02 |LmLoo/ 551208 (0 +%0)
<|(172|L~'><>H1|854 |L°°H1|34‘I’ A7 |L°°L2\/_(|U|L2H'*+|%|L2H3)<\/—P( K)s

where estimates ([2.56) and (Z.57) were used in the last inequality. If =3, we apply a similar
estimate, bounding the term 9'4Z =942 in L?*-norm and 0*~!(v+"w) = d(v+"w) via L> norm and
Sobolev embedding leading to:

t
[ [ aa0tw. 200w )-8 5 Vipe,)
0 JIr

Case |=4 is the trickiest error term as four derivatives fall on A2, thus creating a term that at
highest order contains five derivatives of ¥, which is more than the number of derivatives allowed
by our energy &£.. However, we have the following identity:

/q,254\11,i.§4§(v+%).54f4§:1/5[q,2 0Tk (G, a2)?
r I 07| (2.58)
+/ oM, M20M, 02 + /q,2(§4\I/R-742E
|6TH| T
where E is the lower order error term given by
3 3
E:%-TKZelglﬂkll,ﬁ‘l*l(wllfnrl)-%f—kZel%-Tﬁélmg‘l*l%f. (2.59)

=1 =1
To prove (2.58)) we first note that
v+"w=w+"w) ngn.+W+"w) 17 = (V+ W) T Tk
where we have used the boundary condition (2.4dl). Therefore, we have the equality
(U—I—Kw)-54'f4§ = (v+"w) TTe - OYA2 =" 77, - A2
3
= —"w-T. 0%, - A2+ Zeﬁw 1Ol 02
1=1
where we first used the identity v-7, =0 and in the last line we used the product rule expansion of

the the identity 0= 34(@-542) with e; the corresponding binomial coefficients. Since 7, = Iggﬁl’ we
have
A4 ) OOV 2 . A+l A4—1(17 .82 A% A9 1y 2
O, M2 = 5.1 O, 0 (|0W, |7 A2+ 0,0 (|0W | 1) -2
e = By .+Zez (10W] ) - AL+ (10W,[)
55

= 57 | 542+Ze I, 9 (|0T, -
where we simply used the product rule to expand 9%( I B‘IJI) and the orthogonality of 0¥, and A2 in
the last line. Combining the previous two identities, we may write

P,
|8\I]Kz|
where the error term E is given by (259). We thus obtain

/ 4,20V, (0 +"w) - 1A = — / 72?;\1:7784‘1“ DT / 720'0, - ALE
T T

(v+"w) - 942 = Swe e+ E,
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Note that first integral on the right-hand side has a symmetry allowing us to extract a full tangential
derivative at the level of highest order terms:

_ / g LT Gy 255, 2
|07%]

:_1/ T{‘; |a[(a4\1: 12)%) 4 / 5 |a4\1/ 204, 52

0
2/p 92 5] 2 o]

where we have used integration by parts in the second equatlon. Finally, summing the previous two
identities we arrive at (2.58).

Note that W, enters the right-hand side of the above identity at most with 4 derivatives. By
standard L™ — L? — L? type estimates and identity (Z58]), we finally arrive at

}/t/rq,254\115-54f(v+%)-54§4§ <VIP(E,). (2.60)
0

Before we estimate the third term on the right-hand side of (Z42]), we first rewrite:

5 (0M, - m2)° 55, - A20M, - 02,

3 3
Dhv-M2 =9 ("w-A2) - Zalélv54_l%§ =—J 0% — Zal5l054_lﬂf,
=0 =0

where a;, [ =0,...,3 are the corresponding binomial coefficients. As a consequence, we have

¢ t
Iy q’154‘m4154“'7‘2\§“2\/ [z epatemiiion,
0 JI
+“22al!/ / 02+ B) O WAL O 2

The first term on the right-hand side above is easily bounded as follows:
’/ / 003+ 8),0 0 LALT T 0 e | < VK| (v-"al + B) 1 AT Lo £ |00 Wk | Lo 12 |0 | 122
< VitkP(E).

The second term on the right-hand side of (ZGI)) is a sum, and the hardest summand to bound
is created when [=0. In this case, roughly speaking we bound |0*4Z|y by x~'|A,¥|, trading one
tangential derivative on 9*A,.A, V¥ for a bound on A, V¥ in H?, at the expense of a factor of £~ !
Using this observation we obtain

t
/@2‘/ /(vﬁag—kﬂ),lé‘l\PZ%,{vé‘l%f §n2\/g|(v-7lf+ﬂ),1%i|Lg°L;o|H_1|54An|Lg°Lg
oJr
SVteP(Ey).

The next-to-last term on the right-hand side of ([2:42)) is again a sum and the hardest term to estimate
is created again when [ =0. We use the same idea as in the previous estimate to obtain

¢
112/ /54htv-54543 <
0JT

Note that we exploited the presence of the r-dependent energy term in our energy &, using the
bound k|0*h| r2r2 <VE&. In analogous manner, we conclude

t/ﬁ}|(§4ht|L%L§ |U|L;’°Lg° K,K,71|A,{\IJ|L§<>L% 5 \/%P(SK)

Ra+Rsdz|+| | Ra+Reda'| < (t+ V1) P(Ey),
Q T

where we note that the commutator term, i.e. the first term on the right-hand side of (2.46) deserves
special attention. Due to the absence of spatial derivatives in the term W in

AWy |:An [q,2 (\Pttt-%f)%f] —4q,2 (attAn\I’t : 542)542}
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we cannot apply the commutator bound from Lemma [B.1] in the form stated. Here we crucially
exploit the k-dependent term in the energy £.. Note that

t

‘/ /An‘l’tt {An (4.2 (‘I’ttt'f‘ﬁ)f‘ﬁ] — 52 (attAn\IJt'%g)%%}
0 JI
S\/ElAn\IJttlL?’Lﬁlmﬂﬁz:%zlLtooWzlvm’q\IJtttthg
<VIP(Ey),

where we gain one power of k in the second line above from the commutator estimate and then
absorb it into the energy contribution x[Wes|p22. The last term on the right-hand side of ([2.42)
contains the S-contribution from the regularized Dirichlet condition ([ZZ4d). It is easily estimated
using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality by a term of the form Ctmg+ Ctr2|0*hy|2,, . which in turn is
smaller than a constant multiple of tmg+tE,;. Here mg is a constant, which depends only on the
initial data.

(2.62)

Estimates for [, Sy and [.S>. In the first term on the right-hand side of (Z5I)), the hardest terms
to estimate correspond to the cases (I,k)=(2,1) and (I,k)=(2,1). If (I,k) =(2,1), then

t
‘ / / 51E 528, 80 / / 1D(8AE 53 01)HD,q.1.|

/ 1325|5010} 30r,i o + / 180,45]| 150" 0|00 o

t
k Arp K 54, i
5\/%”32541' ”L;?OH;*‘“||8SU||L;?°L§||thL§H§+||/ O0A; (s)ds|| g5 a4vz||L§L§||QtHL§H§

_ 0 .
N \/Z||V2\I/H||L§OH£,5 ||53U||L30L§ ||Qt||L$Hg +t||vw||L§H; ||34U1||L$L§ ||qt||L$Hg

SE+HVOP(E).

Assume now (I,k)=(2,1), then

t
| / / 520,k D, 5%
0 JQ

The second error term is rather straightforward: for any [=2,3

N \/EHQHL?’Hg ||53U||L§°Lg ||%||L§H§ N \/Zp(g,{)_

t t
[ ][0t du(@a+ 3%w-0)| <10 el [ 100l0]8 0+ 8-
0JQ _ _ _ ) 0
S\/EH%||L§OH§~5H6ZUHL§OL§||83qt+63%'v||L§L§Sﬂp(‘gﬁ)'
If I=1, then
t
\/ /a‘%.év(éﬁqt+53%.v)
0 JQ

Similar analysis yields:

N ||DU||L;>°H;«5 ||%||LfH£ ||5SQt +0*w- U||L§L§ S \/Zp(g,i)_

3 t
> ]/ O"M30% ' (g + 0w -v) | SVEP(Ey).
0 JQ

As for the error term (Z52), we start by applying Lemma [B1l to deal with the commutator term.
For any 7,5 €{1,2} set F=q,2 74%545, G = 0w and apply Lemma [B.1] to obtain

t

k2,2 (03w M2)AZ] — q,2 (03 A w- A7) A2

<t sup |q,254 -2 |2 sup |w| tP(Ey),
0<s<t

q, 542 542 1o W
Y A R .

where, in order to bound |w|pe g2, we use the equation ([2.4d) analogously to the bound (2.56).
Upon using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get

t
’/ /A,{(§3’LU' [AK[QQ (5311)%2)%2] — 52 (531\,{11)542)%2] =
0 JI

(€x)-
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As for the second term on the right-hand side of ([2.52) we obtain

t
}/ /q,2(53*l(v+w)-51542)53%.542
0 JT

V[l Lo pr2.5 + [wl2) |5\1/—1d|3/ |03 A wlo, SVEP(E).
0

t
< / 10,2 oo (([0]2 4+ 1t0]2) 3%4210) 15 A oo
0
t

S ||Q||L$°H§»5(

where, the term |w|? ;- is bounded by P(€,) for the same reason as in (2.63). The last term on
t x

the right-hand side of (2.52) is a sum, and the hardest term to bound is created when I=0. We
must integrate by parts with respect to the time variable, to obtain

t B B B B t t B B t B B
H2/ /aSatht,U.aB%E _ 52/ 83htv-837lf’ —H2/ /thtvt_aB?ﬁ _ KQ/ /83htv-838t713.
o Jr r 0 o Jr o Jr

(2.64)
Now observe that
_ _ t _ Lo
52/33%”'33543}0 N H2mo+ﬁ|3ght|L§°Li|U|L§°L;"H|/ 00N Lo 12
r 0
S VENENE|0 M| 202 SVEP(Ey),

where m( depends only on the initial conditions. As for the remaining three terms on the right-hand
side of (Z.64)), they are straightforward to bound using the standard energy estimates. We arrive at

t
Ii2’/ /53815}1{0'53%2
0 JI

In analogous manner we conclude

t t
0 JQ 0 JI

2.8. Proof of Theorem [I.1Il The polynomial inequality [2.55]) replaces the typically used Gronwall
inequality. Since the constants appearing in (Z55) are independent of x a standard continuity
argument (see for instance Section 9 of [I8]) yields the existence of a k-independent time T such
that

< K2 mo+ V(1 +K)P(E).

S(E+VOP(ER).

Ex(t) < CEL(0) < CE(0) +1

for x small enough.
Since E(t) <E&.(t), t€[0,T] (recall the definitions (L20) of £ and 2I0) of &), we obtain the
uniform bound

E(g" A7) <CE(0)+1,

where (¢",h"), is a family of solutions to the k-regularized problem (Z4]), 0 <k <1. Note that the
assumptions (Z.I8) remain valid (on a possibly smaller) time interval [0,77], as both [0h|Lz e and
0 are easily controlled by the energy £. By the fundamental theorem of calculus, it is clear that on
a possibly smaller time interval [0,7] we have

sup A(t) <E0)+T sup Ex(t) <E(0)+ .
0<t<T 0<t<T 2

thus justifying a posteriori the a priori assumption (217). Thus, passing to the weak limit as Kk —0

we obtain a solution on the time interval [0,7] which belongs to the space S(T') defined in (27]).
Since S(T') embeds compactly into C}CONCPC? the solution is also classical.

Uniqueness. We only present a brief sketch of the uniqueness argument. A simple application

of the energy method also implies uniqueness of the solution. Assume that (g,h) also solves (2.4)
with the corresponding ¥, v,w. Then the pair (r,p):=(q¢—¢,h—h) satisfies the following system of
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equations:
rt—Ag(Afr,k),jz(A\p—A@)q—(U—ﬁ)-w—i—ﬁ(w—u?) in Q; (2.65a)
(v—20)" 4+ Afr+q.0 (AF — AF) =0 in Q; (2.65b)
r=0 on I'; (2.65¢)
pPr=—T2 on I'; (2.65d)
Onr=0 on 0Qep. (2.65e)

Furthermore, initially (r(0,z),p(0,2")) = (0,0). Applying O to the identity (Z.65bh), multiplying by
(0(v—7))* and integrating over Q, we derive the first identity in analogy to the proof of Lemma
Similarly, applying 9; to (2.65H), multiplying by (v — ) and integrating, we obtain the second energy
identity. The natural quadratic form that emerges is equivalent to

E:=0(v=0)l7212 + 0= 0ll7~ L2 + 17l 2 sy + el 212 +lplLoe 12 + 1ot T s

Furthermore, we have an a-priori control of the high-order derivatives of the two solutions, i.e. for
some M >0: E(q,h)+E(G,h) <M. From here, we can easily prove the polynomial bound

E(t) <tP(E(t)),

which in particular, uses the fact that the initial values for p and r are 0. We infer that £ =0 and
hence the uniqueness follows.

Continuity in time. Since q€ L?H?> and q, € L?H3, it follows that q€ CYH2; similarly, since
qit € L7H32, then g; € C) H2. Passing to the limit as k — 0 in ([2.32),

250 -
3, h:gai, (2.66)

v-n

where v-n >0 by the Taylor sign condition. By passing to the limit as x — 0 in Lemma [2.4] we have
that U e L2H®, and we also have that ¥ € L?H32-5, from which it follows that ¥ e CYHZ2. Since g€

CYH? and , and since v=—Vyq€ L?H2, it follows that v€ LZH*NCY H3; hence, ov-7 € L2H?5(T).
Then, since g and n are in L H3(T'), and v-n € L{°H*5(T), we see from (2.66)) that

he L?H*5(T).
Since hy=gv-n on I', we then have that
hy€ L?H35(T),
from which it follows that
heCYHA(T).

Since hy=gv-n on T, and since g and n are in CYH*(T") and ve CYH?5(T'), then h, € CY H?5(T).
Using that hy =0, [gv-n] on T and the fact that v, € CY H*?(T'), we also have that hy, € C H*>(T).
It remains to show that g, € CfL2. From (LIZa),

qit = (AQ)t - (U W)

Given the regularity already established for ¢, g;, ¥, and ¥, we need to establish the regularity for
wy =Wy Since hy € CYHO5(T), then Uy € CYHY(Q), and we find that g € CPL*(Q).

3. The vanishing surface tension limit

Local-in-time existence for the Stefan problem with surface tension has been studied in a variety
of papers; see, for example, |30, 29, 43, 23]. For any (¢f,hq) € H*(2) x H55(Q) there exists a local-
in-time classical solution (g,h) to the Stefan problem with surface tension in the harmonic gauge:
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—Agg=—v-w in Qx(0,7], (3.1a)
v+ AFq =0 in Qx(0,7], (3.1Db)
q:—UL_h3 on I'x[0,T], (3.1¢)

(1t ohf2)?
AT =0 on Qx[0,7T], (3.1d)
U=Id+hN on T'x[0,1], (3.1e)
U =Id on O, x 0,77, (3.1f)
U, -n(t)=—v-n(t) on I'x (0,7}, (3.1g)
v-N=0 on 9p x [0,77, (3.1h)
¥(0,)=Tq ¢(0,")=qj =poo¥o,. (3.1i)

With ¢ >0, we can prove the following energy identities in the same way as Lemma

Lemma 3.1. Let (¢,h) be a local-in-time solution to B.]) defined on the time interval [0,T,]. Then
we have the following energy identity:

t t
F7(q,%)(t) :/ {R1+R3+R5+51+33}+/ /{R2+R4+R6+82+84}
o Jo 0 Jr

t
+/ /{R5+RZ+Rg+S§’+S§},
0 T

o g I — — aa I — - Ja 2
Fr=F+2 3" \|a\1/| RS AT ]a\m Vo L (32)
a+2b<4 L a+2b<3 o
with the energy F and error terms R;, i=1,...,6, S;, i=1,...,4 given by Z24) and Lemma 22
respectively, wherein we drop the k-dependent terms. Furthermore,

2
R3:=—00 SJ - AL§ty- A2
+a{—55h-a( *he|OW| %) +0°hhy|0W|~ 3}
|85h| 0,(|0V| 31 + 0t w- A2 [34(|g\1/}|‘3)—56h|5\1/|3} (3.3)
N—1 a3l 4234 52h
—|—aZa18 (w+v)-0"AZ0 (|5\I/|3)
=1
o. 8 h 2 a2 2
R4 = (|aqj|3),18 8t\11 A 0 6{1) A i
h . Phy

a3 2 =3 7— 23 2
_|a Oh|20,(|0W| 3T + 0030w - A2 [aat(|5‘1’|3) |g\1;|3] (3.4)

9%h
+o Y awd at(ww)alal (w+v)- %9~V A2

+0'>1
Rg:=—o(%),llﬂtt%ﬁ&gtv-/ﬁ—f—g|8htt|2(|8\11|_3j_1)t—o@htthttt6(|8\11|_3)
+awtt(3tt(|g;73) A2|(?9£|t; +Uzalatt|g2\1,| H(w+v)- 97 AL )
S5 ._azala?’ Hw+v)- 61A2838t6(|§$|)
‘o 12 0w A29°H1 9l hd 0" (10| ) (30

a+b<4
a<3,b<1
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Si=0 Y apd o (w+v)-9'9) AQaatta(gg')
s ) o o (3.7)
+o > bpddw-AZ070; ho' o7 (10w 7).
I+1/<3
1<1,1/<2

Remark 9. The higher-order energy function F° is obtained by proceeding in the same way as in
the derivation of the energy function F, in Section 2.6l The essential difference is the nontrivial
trace of the term 0*q on the boundary I'. Since q=0H on T an integration by parts with respect to
Tk in the integral

/Af54q,k o'’
Q
leads to an additional o-dependent energy term in (3.2).

3.1. Nonlinear energy estimates. In the following proposition we prove the basic energy estimate
in analogy to Proposition Most importantly, we establish a nonlinear polynomial inequality
for the energy &, with o-independent coefficients. As a consequence, we show that under the
assumptions of Theorem the time interval T, is independent of o.

Proposition 3.2. Let (¢5,h§)o>0 be a given family of well-prepared initial conditions in the sense
of Definitiondl. There exists a constant C independent of o and a universal polynomial P such that
for any t€1[0,7°] the following bound holds

E7(t) <CE(0) +C(t+Vt)P(E). (3.8)

In particular, there exists a time T >0 independent of o, a constant C* >0 and the solution (¢°,V7)
to the Stefan problem with surface tension defined on [0,T] satisfying the bound

E7(¢°,0)(t)<C*, 0<o<1, te[0,T].

Proof. In comparison to the estimates for the classical Stefan problem carried over in Section 2.7]
the only new error terms to estimate are the terms RS, R, Rg, S, Sf given in the statement of
Lemma 3.1}

Estimating fot Jr- RS defined by B3). We start by bounding the first term on the right-hand side

of (3)
tr_, Oh = - ¢ -
A R o N RN T
o Jr [0WOA| 0 B
5P(|\/Eah|L°°H4)|\/E\I/|L°°H5\/E|U|L2H3S\/Zp(ggah)'

The second and the third term on the right-hand side of (B.3]) are estimated analogously and rely on
the standard L>° — L? — L? estimates. As for the fourth term on the right-hand side of (3.3), note
that due to (Z3)

a2h 3 0?2 h 9%h
—1 4 3h 4 d
’// I'h |a\1:|3 |a\1/|3 ’N/|fa tlov/a 0 |a\1/|3 |a\1/|3>|1
S VEP(E7),

where the last estimate follows in the standard way: terms with less derivatives are bounded in the
L*>-norm and then by the Sobolev embedding theorem. In the last term on the right-hand side
of (B3), the hardest case to deal with is [=4. Note that

//v+w 64A264(|g£| —a//v—i—w 9T AZ(9°h|0T|7?)

+a/ / v+w) 84A22al OV hd" (|0W| %) =:T+1II.
I'=1
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The more challenging term to estimate is term I. Since A2=.~'(0h,—1) we have the identity

= o//v—l—w )34 (1 (Bh,—1)) (3°h|5W| )

:a/o/r Yv+w)-(8°h,0) (9°n|0W|2) —l—UZcm/ /am ) (vtw)- 9" (0h, ~1)(9°h|0¥| %)

for some universal constants c,, € R. Note that when m =4 term (v+w)- 0*=™(0h,—1) vanishes since
(Oh,—1) is parallel to 7 and v-n=—w-n by [B.Ig).

}IA}—U’// (' —w")oPhahlow || :-a‘// T h ) (0 )|
‘5"’/0 /F|55h|25(rl(v1—w1)|5\1u|*3)}51513(50),

where we have used the parametric representation of ¥ in terms of i and integrated by parts. The
last inequality is rather standard and follows by estimating 9((v' —w!)[0¥|~®) in L> norm and
further via Sobolev inequality, where we also use o|0°h| ez SE7. Terms Ip and I are easily
estimated via the standard energy L° — L?—L? bounds and Sobolev imbedding, and the same
applies to the remaining cases [=1,2,3. When estimating the fourth term on the right-hand side
of [B3)) first integrate by parts so to remove one O-derivative from 9%¥ term and then apply the
standard energy estimates.

Estimating fg fF RY defined by [B.4]). The estimates are completely analogous to the ones for Rg.

Estimating fot J-RE defined by BH). The first term on the right-hand side of () is estimated
analogously to the first term on the right-hand side of ([8.3]). Note that

2 [ [1ma 0w (00125 ko [ 0000 Pl S 1P(E,
where we use Sobolev inequality and the definition of £ to infer
b e S0l S [ (—a2)lOPhal? <67
and similarly
BhE 5 [ ()PP . (39)

Space-time integrals of the third and fourth term on the right-hand side of (3] are bounded in the
usual way by P(£7). To bound the last term on the right-hand side of [8.5]) we distinguish the cases
I=0and [=1. If =1, by Leibniz rule expand

0%h

attm/' 0?hy| 00|~ 42020, (|0 1)+ 0*h(|0T| 1)y,

For the first two terms above integrate by parts to move one 0 derivative away from 0%hy and 0%hy.
Then use the standard L> — L? — L? type estimates as well as the bound [Qv;|pe 2 Sl Lo 25 to
get the desired estimate. For the third term on right-hand side above we have

t
U}‘/O /F(62h(|a\11|_1)tt)at(w+v)6“42
<102 oo VAV (10U~ etl 1212104 (v +w) Lo 12|00 A2 Lge L2 SVEP(E7).
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Estimating 8§ and S defined by B6) and [BI) respectively. The estimates are straightforward
and follow the same principle: terms with least amount of derivatives are bounded via Sobolev
embedding by the o-independent energy £(¢%,h?).

Summing up the above estimates we prove the first inequality in the proposition. The existence
of a og-independent time 7T follows from the standard continuity argument and the fact that constant
C in (B8) is o-independent. Since £7(0) = &(0) as o — 0 due to our assumption on initial data, the
last statement of the proposition follows. O

Proof of Theorem [I.21 Recall the definition (L38) of [[(¢,h)llciconcocz. Assume that [[(g7,h7) —
(@°,h%)lciconcoc: does not converge to 0 as o — 0. Then there exists an € >0 and a subsequence
(0n)neN, 0n — 0 as n— o0, such that

(g° A7) — (qoaho)Hcgcgmcg’cg >e Vnel. (3.10)

Since £(q7",h") < C, there exists a subsequence of (¢7",h7"), (without loss of generality indexed
again by (0,)) and (g,h) €S such that

(g7, h°*)—(q,h), weakly in S,

where we recall that S is defined in (L27). Note that the injection operator I:S— C}CYNCYC? is

compact. Hence (¢°",h7") — (g,h) in CLCONCYC2 where (q,h) = (qo,ho) due to the property 3)
t=0 -

in the Definition [l of the well-prepared initial data. Since o,, — 0 as n— oo, (g,h) solves the classical

Stefan problem with those initial conditions. From the uniqueness statement of Theorem LT we
conclude that (g,h) = (g,h). Thus (¢°",h°") = (q,h) in CLCO2NCYC? contradicting (B.1I0).

4. The three-dimensional case

In this section, we briefly sketch how to adapt the analysis of the previous sections to prove
theorems analogous to Theorem [[.1] and in the three dimensional setting. We assume now that
Q(t) is an evolving phase inside the reference domain

Q:=T?x (0,1),
where T? is the 2-torus. Initially at t =0 the moving boundary
To=T2 x {x3=ho(z)}

is parametrized as a graph over I'=T? x {23=0} by the height function hg. The top boundary
Oop =T? x {z3 =1} is fixed and the temperature p satisfies the homogeneous Neumann boundary
condition on 92 just like in ([4). We parametrize boundary as a graph over I'" with the height
function h(t,z’), where 2’ := (2!,2?). Using the harmonic coordinates we can change of variables as
in (LI3) to obtain a fixed boundary problem given by (ILI8). The associated energy is given by

_ 1 _
L) =€ (g,h)(t):= ||Vaafv||%m+§ > Vel 2
la|+2b<5 || +20<4

1 _ _
+§ Z |v—q,2V°‘8fh|%?oLg+ Z |V—q,2V°‘8fht|%%L§ (4.1)
|| +2b<5 |al+2b<4
1 _ _ _ _
*3 Z ||vaafq+vaaf\p.v||%m§+ Z ||Vaant+Vaaf‘I/t'U”2L$L§'
|| +26<5 || +2b<4;
In the above definition, o= (a1, 2) is a multi-index of order |a| = a; + as, where_by Q1,0 are non-

negative integers. Symbol V refers to differentiation in tangential directions, i.e. V& := 051053 . The
three-dimensional Taylor sign condition for a function g reads:

mirlg(q,g)(t,:c’,O) >0. (4.2)
z'e

The following theorem holds:
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Theorem 4.1. Let the initial conditions (qo,ho) be such that E3P(qo,ho) < oo and let qo satisfy
the Taylor sign condition (£.3). Then the three-dimensional one-phase classical Stefan problem is
locally-in-time well-posed, i.e. there is a T >0 such that there exists a unique solution (q,h) with the
initial data (qo,ho) on the time interval [0,T]. In addition it satisfies the bound:

83D (Qa h’) < 253D (QOa h’O)

Furthermore, let (qf,98)o>0 be a given family of well-prepared initial conditions in the sense of
Definition[1l. Assume that it satisfies the Taylor sign condition [{.2) and the corresponding compat-
ibility conditions. By (q%,h%)s>0 we denote the associated family of solutions to the problem (LIJ).
There exists a o-independent time T >0 and a constant C' depending only on (qo,ho) such that

£30:7 (47 W) T)<C o >0.

for all 0>0. As a consequence, sequence (¢°,h°) converges to the unique solution (q,h) of the
classical Stefan problem (I.18) with o =0 in C}tCONCYC2-norm.

Remark 10. Note that the definition of E3P contains time derivatives. Thus, to make sense out
of the assumption E3P (qo,ho) < oo, we express the time derivatives 0;qo and Oihgy in terms of the
spatial derivatives as explained in Remark[])
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Appendix A. Modifications of our analysis for a more general initial domain

In this section we explain how to construct a smooth reference interface for a general graph
To={x [x=(z,ho(z))} CT! x[0,1), where the size of |h|s5 is not necessarily small. For any >0
we define

ia)= [ ydola—p), o€ T5={x x= (k@) €T [0.1)
and set
Q5 :={(x,y) €T x [0,1) |z €T, hj(x)<y<1}.

Here p. is the the standard mollifier defined in Definition [2land the domain €25 will be our reference
domain. Clearly h§ e C>(T') and for ¢ sufficiently small we can parametrize the evolving surface
I'(t) as a graph over I'§ using the outward-pointing unit normal vector field N¢ to I'§:

V1+|ohg?

Note that |he —hglsa.s — 0 as € — 0. The construction of the harmonic diffeormorphic extension ¥:
QF — Q(t) of the boundary data

D)= {x [x=(z,h5(x)) +h(t,2)N*(2)}, N°(z)=

U(t,z,hg(x)) = (z,hi(x))+h(t,z)N°(x), ¥(t,z,1)=(z,1)

is a simple consequence of the existence theory for the Dirichlet boundary value problems for systems
of elliptic partial differential equations, since for small ¢ and small times ¢ >0 we have

|\I/—Id|4v5§€<<1.

Using the argument in (7)) the trace estimate (L)) is true. Fixing an ¢ >0 sufficiently small we
drop the e-notation and refer to the reference curve I'fy as I', the reference domain Qf as €2, the
reference unit normal N¢ as N, and the reference height hg as h. In the harmonic gauge, the Stefan
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problem takes nearly the same form (LI8):

g — A (AFq ), = —v-w in Q, (A.la)
v+ Akgp=0 in Q, (A.1b)

g=0 on T, (A.1c)
U,-n(t)=—v-n(t) on T, (A.1d)

v-N=0 on 0Qep, (A.le)
q(0,-)=qo=poo¥; ¥(0,-)=Ty,, (A.1f)

where
[Wo—1d[| s Se

and the local coordinate realization of the unit normal n(¢,z) takes the more general form:

t.0)= (1—hH)\/14(Dh)2 N —OhT

V(L4 (9R)2) (1~ hHo)? + (O1)?

, :CE'H‘l,

where

d%h (1,0h)

- =
(1+(Dh)2)3/2 N+ @2

stand for the mean curvature and the unit tangent to the reference surface I'" respectively. The
proof of Theorem [[1] applies to (A in an analogous manner, it is simply more technical. The
main technical novelty is that the tangential vector-fields to the reference surface I' are not given
by 0=0,, as I may have a nontrivial curvature in general. Therefore, in the neighborhood of T' for
any C' function f:Q—R we define the tangental derivative

where T is a local extension of the unit tangent vector field T into the domain €. Choosing a smooth

cut-off function p:Q—1[0,1] defined to be 1 in a neighborhood of I" and 0 in a neighborhood of 9oy,
we can replace the operator 0 in Lemma by the operator

pd+(1—p)d;, i=1,2.

The ensuing energy identities, energy estimates, and the proof of Theorem [[T] follow in an analogous
way.

Appendix B. Auxiliary lemmas

We collect some auxiliary estimates in this section that have been used in the proof of the energy
estimates. The following commutator estimate is used in the proof of Proposition

Lemma B.1 (Lemma 5.1 in [20]). For F € W1>°(T') and G,0G € L*(T"), there is a generic constant
C independent of k such that

‘A,{(FgG) - fA,QgG‘ < C|F|W1,oo(1") |Glo,
where W12°(T') denotes the Sobolev space of functions h € L>(T') with weak derivative Oh € L>=(T).
Similarly, the following bound is used in estimating some top-order terms in the energy estimates.

Lemma B.2 (Lemma 8.5 in [20]). Let Hz(Q) denote the dual space of H? (). Then there exists
a positive constant C >0 such that

1OF|l,;1 o, SCIIF

H2(Q) = H3 (Q)

Proof. The proof is a simple consequence of an interpolation estimate between L?(2) and H' ()’ -
spaces. The details are given in [20]. O
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