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SENSITIVITY TO INITIAL DATA FOR PHYSICAL AND MINIMAL

SOLUTIONS OF THE SUPERCOOLED STEFAN PROBLEM

GRAEME BAKER

Abstract. We address the problem of well-posedness for physical and minimal solutions
to a probabilistic reformulation of the supercooled Stefan problem by investigating the
sensitivity of these solutions to changes in the initial data. We show that the solution
map for physical solutions is continuous under perturbations to the initial condition X0−

(in the weak sense of probability measures), provided that X0− admits a unique physical
solution. Furthermore, we show continuous dependency of the solution map for minimal
solutions when the data is shifted to the right; however, continuity of this solution map
is shown to fail at X0− for shifts to the left unless uniqueness of physical solutions holds.
As a result, we show that the question of whether the solution map for minimal solutions
is continuous at X0− is equivalent to the question of whether the given data X0− admits
a unique physical solution.

1. Introduction

We consider the McKean–Vlasov equation

(1)





Xt = X0− +Bt − Λt, t ≥ 0

τ = inf{t ≥ 0 : Xt ≤ 0},

Λt = αP(τ ≤ t), t ≥ 0,

where α > 0, the initial condition X0− is a random variable on R, and B is a Brownian
motion independent of X0−. In this article, we study physical and minimal solutions to
this problem, and the sensitivity of these solutions to perturbations in the initial data.
Throughout the work, we let D(I) denote the space of càdlàg functions from a given
interval I to R. A priori, we are concerned with solutions Λ ∈ D([0,∞)) to (1) which are
in the set

M = {ℓ ∈ D([0,∞)) : ℓ0− = 0, and ℓ is increasing}.(2)

The system (1) arises as a probabilistic reformulation of the one-phase supercooled
Stefan problem in one dimension: a free boundary problem for the heat equation which
models the solidification of a supercooled liquid. In that setting, the function t 7→ Λt de-
scribes the time evolution of the boundary between liquid and solid [DNS22]. For general
initial conditions, the corresponding free boundary partial differential equation (PDE)
may exhibit finite-time blowup of the derivative of the boundary, and admit multiple
weak solutions (in the sense of PDE). Equation (1) has also been used as a model for
systemic risk in interconnected banking systems, where τ denotes the time of default for
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2 SENSITIVITY TO INITIAL DATA FOR THE SUPERCOOLED STEFAN PROBLEM

a representative bank whose assets at time t are given by Xt, and Λt is the proportion of
banks which have defaulted by time t (see [NS19b], as well as extensions such as [NS19a;
HS19; BS23], among others). In the case of either application, equation (1) can be seen
as the mean-field limit of the interacting particle system

(3)





X i
t = X i

0− +Bi
t − LN

t , t ≥ 0

τ i = inf{t ≥ 0 : X i
t ≤ 0},

LN
t =

α

N

N∑

i=1

1{τ i≤t}, t ≥ 0,

where particles (X i)1≤i≤N have independent and identically distributed initial conditions

X i
0−

d
= X0− and (Bi)1≤i≤N is a family of independent Brownian motions.

Depending on the initial distribution X0−, both (1) and (3) may admit multiple solu-
tions (see, for instance, [DIRT15, Subsections 2.1 and 3.1]). There is a natural way of
resolving jump cascades which occur in (3) when the hitting time of one particle triggers
one or more other particles to hit (for specifics, we refer the reader to the detailed dis-
cussion in [DIRT15, Section 3]). The condition used to resolve the cascades in the finite
problem (3) informs which jump sizes are admissible in the limiting problem and gives
rise to the following definition.

Definition 1.1. A solution Λ ∈ M of (1) is deemed physical provided that

Λt − Λt− = inf{x > 0 : αP(τ ≥ t, Xt− ∈ (0, x]) < x}(4)

is satisfied at all times t ≥ 0.

The physical jump condition was introduced in [DIRT15] in the context of mean field
networks of integrate-and-fire neurons, and later for the supercooled Stefan problem in
[DNS22]. For the purpose of applications, the discontinuities of Λ represent finite-time
blowup for the free boundary in the supercooled Stefan problem, or an event where a
macroscopic proportion of banks simultaneously default in the context of systemic risk.
The physical jump condition (4) ensures that when a discontinuity of Λ occurs, it is the
smallest possible choice of jump among càdlàg solutions [HLS18, Proposition 1.2].

Provided that some assumptions are made on the regularity of the initial condition
X0−, equation (1) is known to admit a unique physical solution. For instance, when X0−

possesses a bounded density on [0,∞) which changes monotonicity finitely often, then
the physical solution is unique and the regularity of it is fully characterized by [DNS22,
Theorems 1.1 and 1.4]. Uniqueness of the physical solutions has also been established
using a weaker assumption in [MS23], which allows for oscillatory initial densities such as
those which behave like (1 + sin 1/x)/2 near the origin. As of writing, we do not know
of an initial condition which gives rise to multiple physical solutions. Of course, we do
know that such an initial condition would have to be irregular enough to invalidate the
assumptions of [DNS22; MS23].

With regards to the supercooled Stefan problem as a physical model, the physical
solutions of [DNS22] give a notion of global-in-time solutions in the presence of possible
blow-ups, and these solutions are unique under the aforementioned technical assumptions.
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A mathematical model for a physical phenomenon is well-posed provided that (i) there
exists (appropriately defined) solutions, (ii) these solutions are unique, and (iii) they
depend continuously on initial data [Eva10, page 7]. In Section 3, we show that the
following holds

Theorem 1.2. Let Λ ∈ M solve (1) with initial data X0− such that E|X0−| < ∞.

Let (Λn)n≥1 be a sequence of physical solutions to (1), where the corresponding initial

conditions (Xn
0−)n≥1 all have finite expectation. Suppose that Xn

0− → X0− weakly and

Λn → Λ in (D([−1,∞)),M1). Then Λ satisfies the physical jump condition

Λt − Λt− = inf{x > 0 : αP(τ ≥ t, Xt− ∈ (0, x]) < x}(5)

at all t ≥ 0.

Remark 1.3. The convergence is stated in (D([−1,∞)),M1), where M1 denotes the
Skorokhod M1 topology. We work on (D([−1,∞)),M1) rather than (D([0,∞)),M1) since
the M1 topology enforces continuity at the left endpoint. Throughout this work, we will
use the embedding ι : D([0,∞)) →֒ D([−1,∞)) defined by ιf(x) = f(0−) for x ∈ [−1, 0)
whenever f ∈ D([0,∞)) (we will omit the symbol ι). This gives us convergence at the
left endpoint for free (c.f. [CRS20, Remark 4.3]).

With Theorem 1.2, we see that continuous dependence holds for the physical solution
map when the initial condition X0− admits a unique physical solution. Therefore, we see
that the question of well-posedness of physical solutions to (1) reduces to the question
for which initial conditions does (1) admit a unique physical solution? In this work, we
highlight the centrality of this question for both the well-posedness of physical solutions
and the well-posedness of minimal solutions, which we define next.

Another notion of solution to equation (1), known as the minimal solution and intro-
duced in [CRS20], is arrived at as follows: first, let ℓ ∈ M be a candidate for the free
boundary. Consider the problem

(6)





Xℓ
t =X0− +Bt − ℓt, t ≥ 0

τ ℓ = inf{t ≥ 0 : Xℓ
t ≤ 0}

Γ[ℓ;X0−]t :=αP(τ ℓ ≤ t), t ≥ 0.

We see that the hunt for solutions to (1) amounts to finding fixed points of Γ[ · ;X0−].
The operator Γ[ · ;X0−] is continuous on M by [CRS20, Proposition 2.1], and it is easy
to see that it is monotone in the sense that

ℓ1t ≤ ℓ2t for all t ≥ 0 =⇒ Γ[ℓ1;X0−]t ≤ Γ[ℓ2;X0−]t for all t ≥ 0.(7)

For any solution Λ of (1), we must have 0 ≤ Λt for all t ≥ 0, as 1
α
Λt is the probability

of some event. Hence

Γ[0;X0−]t ≤ Γ[Λ;X0−]t = Λt, t ≥ 0,(8)

since Λ is a fixed point of Γ[ · ;X0−]. Define Γn[ · ;X0−] recursively by

Γn[ · ;X0−] := Γn−1[Γ[ · ;X0−];X0−],(9)
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for n ≥ 2. Applying Γn to the inequality 0 ≤ Λt for all t ≥ 0 yields

Γn[0;X0−]t ≤ Γn[Λ;X0−]t = Λt, t ≥ 0.(10)

In [CRS20, Proposition 2.3], it is shown that the limit Λ := limn→∞ Γn[0;X0−] is a solution
to (1).

Definition 1.4. We call Λ := limn→∞ Γn[0;X0−] the minimal solution to (1).

Taking the limit of (10), we see that Λt ≤ Λt, for all t ≥ 0 when Λ is any other solution
to (1). The minimality of Λ among solutions to (1) can also be taken as the definition of
the minimal solution. Either by construction, or by minimality, we have that the minimal
solution is unique. We note the following important connection between minimal and
physical solutions:

Proposition 1.5 (Theorem 6.5 in [CRS20]). When E|X0−| < ∞, the minimal solution

is a physical solution.

From [CRS20], there is the following conjecture concerning sensitivity to initial condi-
tions for minimal solutions:

Conjecture (Conjecture 6.10 in [CRS20]). Let X0− be given with E|X0−| < ∞. For

x ∈ R, let Λx denote the minimal solution to (1) with shifted initial condition X0− + x.
The map x 7→ Λx is continuous from R to (D([−1,∞)),M1).

In a positive direction, we are able to show that x 7→ Λx is càdlàg in the following sense:

Theorem 1.6. Suppose that E|X0−| < ∞. Then x 7→ Λx is right-continuous from R to

(D([−1,∞)),M1). As x ↑ 0, Λx converges in (D([−1,∞)),M1) to some Λ0 ∈ M , which

is a solution to (1).

Proof. Right continuity is a consequence of our more general convergence result, Theorem
1.8. The proof of that theorem shows that the left limit gives some solution to (1). This
is formally stated in Corollary 2.2. �

Returning to the notion of well-posedness, the conjecture effectively states that the
problem of finding minimal solutions to (1) is well-posed among initial conditions with
E|X0−| < ∞. Proposition 1.5 tells us that the minimal solutions Λx are physical, and
hence by Theorem 1.2, the left limit point Λ0 is physical. Therefore, if the initial condition
X0− admits a unique physical solution, then Λ0 = Λ0 and the conjecture holds (this was
previously known, see [CRS20, Theorem 6.6]). To complicate matters, the following
theorem shows that the non-uniqueness of physical solutions to (1) implies failure of left-
continuity for the map x 7→ Λx. In fact, the left limit Λ0 = limx↑0 Λ

x is a maximal physical
solution in that it dominates all other physical solutions at all times.

Theorem 1.7. Let X0− be an initial condition with E|X0−| < ∞ and let Λ0 = limx↑0 Λ
x.

If Λ is any physical solution to (1) with initial condition X0− then Λ0
t ≥ Λt for all t ≥ 0.

As a result, if X0− admits at least two physical solutions, then Λ0 6= Λ0.

Therefore, the question of well-posedness for the minimal solutions to (1), just as with
well-posedness for physical solutions, reduces to the question for which initial conditions

does (1) admit a unique physical solution? In other words, the conjecture holds if and
only if all initial conditions with finite expectation admit unique physical solutions.
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Our general convergence result for minimal solutions, stated below, allows for both
deterministic and random shifts to the initial condition: we consider a sequence of initial
conditions (Xn

0−)n≥1 and assume that the cumulative distribution functions (CDFs) of the
initial conditions increase pointwise and converge to the CDF for X0− at all continuity
points of the latter. Note that pointwise convergence of CDFs at continuity points of the
limit is equivalent to weak convergence of probability measures on R, by the Helly-Bray
Theorem (see, for instance, [Dud02, Theorem 11.1.2]). Alternatively, we may consider
Xn

0− = X0− + Y n for a sequence of independent non-negative random variables (Y n)n≥1

with Y n → 0 weakly and P(Y n ≤ x) ≥ P(Y m ≤ x) for all x > 0 whenever n > m (we
note that this partial ordering is known as stochastic dominance).

Theorem 1.8. Let X0− have CDF F . Let (Xn
0−)n≥1 be random variables on [0,∞) with

CDFs (F n)n≥0, respectively, such that F (x) ≥ F n(x) ≥ Fm(x) for all x ≥ 0 whenever

m < n, and F n(x) → F (x) whenever x is a continuity point of F . For n ≥ 0, let Λn

denote the minimal solution to (1) with initial data Xn
0−; and let Λ denote the minimal

solution with initial data X0−. Then Λn → Λ in (D([−1,∞)),M1)

In [HM22, Proposition 5.1], convergence for the initial conditions Xn
0− = X0− + ξn

is considered, where ξn is an exponential random variable with rate n. Following the
reasoning of [HM22, Section 3], we see that this in turn is a generalization of our earlier
result [BS22, Theorem 1.2], where it was assumed that the density for X0− is bounded by
α/2 (this bound renders the physical solution unique and continuous by [LS20, Theorem
2.2 and last paragraph of Section 2.1]). Our proof of Theorem 1.8 fixes an error in the proof
of [HM22, Proposition 5.1] (see Remark 2.1) and further generalizes the result by using
a fact about the zeroes of Brownian motion with a bounded variation drift. Specifically,
we make use of [ABPR11, proof of Proposition 3.4(i)] to show that almost surely none of
these zeroes are local maxima. This observation has also found recent use in the works
[BS23; NS22].

The outline of the remainder of the paper is as follows: in the following subsection
we will cover some technical preliminaries. Then, in Sections 2 and 3 we give the proofs
of our convergence results for minimal and physical solutions, respectively. Finally, in
Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.7, thus showing that non-uniqueness of physical solutions
implies the ill-posedness of minimal solutions.

1.1. Mathematical Preliminaries. We first state a useful characterization for conver-
gence of monotone functions in the M1 topology.

Proposition 1.9 (Corollary 12.5.1 in [Whi02]). Let D([T0, T1]) denote the space of càdlàg
functions from [T0, T1] to R which are left continuous at T0. Suppose that (fn)n≥1 is a

family of non-decreasing functions in D([T0, T1]). Then fn → f in (D([T0, T1]),M1) if

and only if fn(t) → f(t) for all t in a dense subset of [T0, T1] including T0 and T1.

Following [Whi02], we say that fn → f in (D([T0,∞)),M1) if there is a sequence
(TN)N≥1 with TN ր ∞ such that fn → f in (D([T0, T1]),M1) for all N ≥ 1. Note that
this imposes convergence at the left endpoint: fn(T0) → f(T0). Recall from Remark
1.3 that we are working with convergence in (D([−1,∞)),M1), and we will embed any
function f ∈ D([0,∞)) into D([−1,∞)) by defining f(x) = f(0−) for x ∈ [−1, 0).
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For the proof of Theorem 1.8, we will also make use of the following definition and
technical lemma from [CRS20, Definition 5.1 and Lemma 5.4].

Definition 1.10. For f ∈ D([−1,∞)) define the path functionals

τ0(f) := inf{s ≥ 0 : fs ≤ 0} and λt(f) := 1{τ0(f)≤t}.(11)

Lemma 1.11. Let (f, f 1, f 2, . . . ) ⊂ D([0,∞)). Suppose that fn → f in (D([−1,∞)),M1)
and f satisfies the crossing property

inf
0≤s≤h

(fτ0(f)+s − fτ0(f)) < 0 for all h > 0.(12)

Then there exists some co-countable set E such that

lim
n→∞

λt(f
n) = λt(f)(13)

for all t ∈ E.

2. Convergence of Minimal Solutions

We now present the proof of our general convergence result for minimal solutions.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. The condition F (x) ≥ F n(x) ≥ Fm(x) for all x ≥ 0 whenever
m < n implies

Γk[0;Xm
0−]t ≤ Γk[0;Xn

0−]t ≤ Γk[0;X0−]t, t ≥ 0(14)

for all k ≥ 1. Taking the limit as k → ∞ yields Λm
t ≤ Λn

t ≤ Λt for all t ≥ 0. For each
t ≥ 0 we define the pointwise limit

Λ∞
t := lim

n→∞
Λn

t(15)

and note that Λ∞
t ≤ Λt.

The function t 7→ Λ∞
t is non-decreasing and hence has at most countably many discon-

tinuities, which we denote by J . Λ∞ may not be càdlàg, so we define Λ̂∞
t = lims↓t Λ

∞
s .

We have that Λn
t → Λ̂∞

t whenever t ∈ Jc. We extend the domain of all relevant functions

to [−1,∞) by setting them to zero on all of [−1, 0). Proposition 1.9, gives Λn → Λ̂∞ in
(D([−1, t]),M1) for all t ∈ Jc and hence on (D([−1,∞)),M1).

Provided we can show

Λ̂∞
t = P( inf

0≤s≤t
X0− +Bs − αΛ̂∞

s ≤ 0),(16)

we will have Λ̂∞ = Λ by minimality of the latter. Since Λ̂∞ is increasing and bounded,

[ABPR11, proof of Proposition 3.4(i)] implies that t 7→ X0− + Bt − Λ̂∞
t satisfies the

crossing property (12). Recall that the pointwise convergence of F n → F at continuity
points implies that Xn

0− → X0− in law, by the Helly-Bray Theorem [Dud02, Theorem
11.1.2]. Therefore, we may apply Lemma 1.11 to obtain

lim
n→∞

P( inf
0≤s≤t

X0− +Bs − αΛn
s ≤ 0) = P( inf

0≤s≤t
X0− +Bs − αΛ̂∞

s ≤ 0)(17)

for t in a co-countable set E. The left hand side of the above expression is the definition

of Λ̂∞
t when t ∈ Jc. Hence Λ̂∞

t = Λt for Jc ∩ E (and in fact everywhere by the right
continuity of both) and Λn → Λ in (D([−1,∞)),M1). �
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Remark 2.1. We note an error in the proof of [HM22, Proposition 5.1]: the last display
equation in that proof gives

lim
κ→∞

Λκ
t = lim

κ→∞
P(X0− + ξκ +Bt − αΛκ

t ≤ 0) = P(X0− +Bt − αΛ∞
t ≤ 0),(18)

which is similar to (17), except that the infimum is missing from the expression for Λκ
t .

This equality is then verified by the Portmanteau Theorem (see, e.g., [Dud02, p. 11.1.1])
since X0− +Bt − αΛ∞

t has no atoms. However, this fails when the infimum is present.

The proof of Theorem 1.8 also gives us some information about left limits: consider a
sequence Xn

0− → X0− with F ≤ F n ≤ Fm whenever m < n. This holds, for instance,
when Xn

0− = X0− − xn where (xn)n≥1 is a sequence of non-negative numbers converging
monotonically to zero. Then Λm

t ≥ Λn
t ≥ Λt for all t ≥ 0 and one may define a pointwise

limit Λ∞ analogous to (15). Continuing through the proof we see that the right contin-

uous version Λ̂∞ solves (1). However, without the inequality Λ∞
t ≤ Λt at all t ≥ 0, we

cannot conclude that Λ̂∞ is a minimal solution. We summarize the considerations of this
paragraph as a corollary.

Corollary 2.2. Let X0− have CDF F . Let (Xn
0−)n≥1 be random variables on [0,∞) with

CDFs (F n)n≥0, respectively, such that F (x) ≤ F n(x) ≤ Fm(x) for all x ≥ 0 whenever

m < n, and F n(x) → F (x) whenever x is a continuity point of F . For n ≥ 0, let Λn

denote the minimal solution to (1) with initial data Xn
0−. Then Λ∞ defined by

Λ∞
t = lim

s↓t
lim
n→∞

Λn
s(19)

solves (1) with initial data X0−.

3. Convergence of Physical Solutions

In this section, we show that physical solutions converge to solutions which satisfy the
physical jump condition. Our proof is by a similar method to [CRS20, Proof of Theorem
6.4], except that in our case the limit is being approximated by solutions to (1) with
converging initial conditions and free boundaries rather than by finite particle systems.
Note also that α appears in a different location in that work.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Fix T > 0. For n ≥ 1 and t ≥ 0, we let Xn
t = Xn

0− + Bt − Λn
t ,

τn = inf{t ≥ 0 : Xn
t ≤ 0}, and consider the subprobability measures νn

t− defined by

νn
t−(A) = P(τn ≥ t, Xn

t ∈ A).(20)

on t ∈ [0, T ], and νn
t− = 0 on [−1, 0). We define νt− analogously for Xt = X0− +Bt − Λt

and τ = inf{t ≥ 0 : Xt ≤ 0}, which along with Λ give a solution to (1) by the reasoning
in the proof of Theorem 1.8. Each of the bounded increasing functions Λ,Λ0,Λ1, . . . can
have at most countably many discontinuities, and we collect all of these together in a set
J . Recalling Proposition 1.9, we have that Λn

t → Λt for all t in a dense set, which we will
call E.

By [CRS20, Proof of Theorem 6.4, Step 2], for sufficiently small ε > 0 for every n ≥ 1
we have that

ανn
t−([0, z + Cε1/3]) ≥ z(1 − Cε1/3)(21)



8 SENSITIVITY TO INITIAL DATA FOR THE SUPERCOOLED STEFAN PROBLEM

whenever t, t+ε ∈ [0, T ]∩Jc∩E and z < Λn
t+ε−Λn

t −Cε1/3. The constant C depends only
on α, E|X0−|, and T . Using the weak convergence of Xn

0− to X0−, the M1 convergence of
Λn to Λ, and following [CRS20, Proof of Theorem 6.4, Step 1] we obtain

lim
n→∞

νn
t− = νt−(22)

weakly at all t ∈ [−1, T ] ∩ Jc ∩ E. Note also that

lim
s↑t

νn
s− = νt−(23)

by [CRS20, Proof of Theorem 6.4, first argument of Step 2].

Suppose now that Λt − Λt− = L > 0 for some t ∈ [0, T ). Then, using the density of
Jc ∩ E in [−1, T ], we may find (tm)m≥1 and (εm)m≥1 with tm, tm + εm ∈ Jc ∩ E such
that tm ↑ t, tm + εm > t, and εm ↓ 0. Let z < L. Since Λ is càdlàg we must have

z < Λtm+εm − Λtm − Cε
1/3
m for sufficiently large m. Since tm, tm + εm ∈ Jc ∩ E, then by

the definition of E, for any η > 0 there is some N such that Λtm+εm − Λtm − Cε
1/3
m <

Λn
t+εm −Λn

tm −Cε
1/3
m + η for all n ≥ N . For any δ > 0, taking η smaller if necessary, using

the Portmanteau theorem, along with (22) and (23) gives

ανt−([0, z + δ]) ≥ lim sup
m→∞

lim sup
n→∞

ανn
tm([0, z + δ]) ≥ lim sup

m→∞
z(1 − Cε1/3m ) = z.(24)

Furthermore, by the argument of [HLS18, Proof of Proposition 1.2], we must have L ≥
inf{x > 0 : αP(τ ≥ t, Xt− ∈ (0, x]) < x} since Λ is right continuous. �

4. Non-uniqueness of Physical Solutions Implies Ill-posedness of Minimal

Solutions

In this final section we prove Theorem 1.7, hence showing that the minimal solution
map at a given initial condition is continuous if and only if the initial condition admits a
unique physical solution.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let x < 0 and let Λx be the minimal solution to (1) with initial
condition X0− + x. By Proposition 1.5, Λx is physical. At time zero, the physical jump
condition (4) yields

Λx
0 − Λx

0− = inf{z > 0 : αP(X0− + x ∈ (0, z]) < z}

≥ inf{z > 0 : αP(X0− ∈ (0, z]) < z}

= Λ0 − Λ0−.

(25)

Consider

t∗ := inf{t ≥ 0 : Λx
t < Λt}(26)

and suppose for the sake of contradiction that t∗ < ∞. First, we consider the case where

t∗ = 0(27)

and show that this is impossible. By right-continuity of Λ, for any ε > 0 we can find a
δ > 0 such that Λt −Λ0 < ε for all t < δ. Assuming (27) holds, we may always find some
tε < δ such that

Λx
tε < Λtε .(28)
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On [0, tε], we may upper bound Λt − Λ0 by ε and lower bound Λx
t − Λx

0 by zero. Taking
ε < |x| and applying (1) gives

Λx
tε ≥ αP

(
inf

0≤s≤tε
X0− + x+Bs − (Λx

0 − Λx
0−) ≤ 0

)

≥ αP

(
inf

0≤s≤tε
X0− +Bs − (Λ0 − Λ0− + ε) ≤ 0

)

≥ Λtε,

(29)

which contradicts (28). Therefore, we may assume that t∗ > 0.

The goal now is to show that Λx
t∗ > Λt∗ , which along with the definition of t∗ will

contradict the right-continuity of Λx and Λ. Suppose that Λx
t∗ ≤ Λt∗ and let

τ = inf{t ≥ 0 : X0− +Bt − Λt ≤ 0}. Then by the definition of Λ in (1) we must have

Λt∗− + (Λx
t∗ − Λt∗−) ≤ αP

(
inf

0≤s<t∗
X0− +Bs − Λs ≤ 0

)

+ αP

(
τ ≥ t∗, X0− +Bt∗ ∈ [Λt∗−,Λ

x
t∗ ]

)
,

(30)

which holds with equality when Λx
t∗ = Λt∗ , and with possible inequality when Λx

t∗ < Λt∗

by applying the physical jump condition (4) to Λ at time t∗−. Consider the following
augmented path defined on [0, t∗]:

Λ̃t =

{
Λt, t ∈ [0, t∗),

Λx
t∗ , t = t∗.

(31)

We see that the right hand side of (30) is equal to

αP

(
inf

0≤s≤t∗
X0− +Bs − Λ̃s ≤ 0

)
,(32)

where we note that the infimum here is taken over [0, t∗] rather than [0, t∗). Note that,

Λx
t ≥ Λt on [0, t∗) by the definition of t∗. Therefore, Λx

t ≥ Λ̃t on [0, t∗]. Since |x| > 0 and
t∗ > 0, the following holds with strict inequality:

αP

(
inf

0≤s≤t∗
X0− +Bs − Λ̃s ≤ 0

)
< αP

(
inf

0≤s≤t∗
X0− + x+Bs − Λx

s ≤ 0

)
= Λx

t∗ .(33)

Putting this together with (30) yields Λx
t∗ < Λx

t∗ . This contradiction implies that Λx
t∗ > Λt∗ ,

which as mentioned before, contradicts the right-continuity of Λx and Λ at t∗. Hence
t∗ = ∞ and we must have Λx

t ≥ Λt for all t ≥ 0. As x was arbitrary, we may take the
limit as x goes to 0, and the inequality Λ0

t ≥ Λt holds for all t ≥ 0.

Suppose now that X0− admits two non-equal physical solutions Λ and Λ̂. Suppose there
exists some t > 0 such that Λt > Λ̂t (if this is not the case then we can swap the labelling

on Λ and Λ̂ so that this holds). Then by the above arguments, Λ0
t ≥ Λt > Λ̂t ≥ Λt. This

shows that Λ0 6= Λ. �
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Statistiques 58.2 (May 2022). issn: 0246-0203. doi: 10.1214/21-AIHP1194.
[BS23] G. Baker and M. Shkolnikov. A singular two-phase Stefan problem and parti-

cles interacting through their hitting times. arXiv:2203.06003 [math-ph]. Apr.
2023. doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2203.06003.

[CRS20] C. Cuchiero, S. Rigger, and S. Svaluto-Ferro. Propagation of minimality in

the supercooled Stefan problem. arXiv:2010.03580 [math, q-fin] version: 1. Oct.
2020. doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2010.03580.

[DIRT15] F. Delarue, J. Inglis, S. Rubenthaler, and E. Tanré. Particle systems with a
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