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Abstract

We study self-similar solutions of a multi-phase Stefan problem for a heat equa-
tion on the half-line x > 0 with a constant initial data and with Dirichlet or Neumann
boundary conditions. In the case of Dirichlet boundary condition we prove that a
nonlinear algebraic system for determination of the free boundaries is gradient one
and the corresponding potential is an explicitly written strictly convex and coercive
function. Therefore, there exists a unique minimum point of the potential, coordi-
nates of this point determine free boundaries and provide the desired solution. This
result is also extended to the case of infinitely many phase transitions. In the case of
Neumann boundary condition we demonstrate that the problem may have solutions
with different numbers (called types) of phase transitions. For each fixed type n
the system for determination of the free boundaries is again gradient and the corre-
sponding potential is proved to be strictly convex and coercive, but in some wider
non-physical domain. On the base of these properties it is proved that there exists a
unique solution of Stefan-Neumann problem, and we also provide precise conditions
to specify the type of the solution. Bibliography: 5 titles.

1 Stefan problem with Dirichlet boundary condition

In a quarter-plane I, = { (t,z) € R? | t,z > 0 } we consider the multi-phase Stefan
problem for the heat equation

2 .
Up = AUy, U < U<Upp, 1 =0,...,m, (1.1)

where ug < uy < -+ < Uy < U1 = Up, Ui, © = 1,...,m, being the temperatures of phase
transitions, a; > 0, ¢ = 0,...,m, are the diffusivity constants. We will study continuous
piecewise smooth solutions u = u(t, z) in 11, satisfying (I.1)) in the classical sense in the
domains w; < u(t,z) < w1, ¢ = 0,...,m, filled with the phases. On the unknown lines
x = x;(t) of phase transitions where u = w; the following Stefan condition

is postulated, where k; > 0 is the thermal conductivity of the i-th phase, while d; > 0
is the Stefan number (the latent specific heat) for the i-th phase transition. In (2] the
unilateral limits w, (¢, z;(t)+), (¢, z;(t)—) on the line x = x;(t) are taken from the domain
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corresponding to the warmer/colder phase, respectively. For physical reasons, the Stefan
numbers d; should be positive. We will study an even more general case d; > 0, assuming
that dq > 0 if ug = uy.

In this case the problem (ILII), (L2) is well-posed for ug < u < up and reduces to a
degenerate nonlinear diffusion equation (see [2], [3, Chapter 5])

Bu); — o)z, = 0, (1.3)

where a(u), [(u) are strictly increasing functions on [ug,up] linear on each interval
(ui, uir1), i = 0,...,m, with slopes o/(u) = k;, 8'(u) = k;/a?, and such that

Oé(ul—i—) - oz(ui—) = 0, B(UZ—F) - B(’UJZ—) = di, 1= 1, "

(here we agree that a(u;—) = a(ug), B(ur—) = B(ug) in the case u; = uyg).
We will study the initial-boundary value problem with constant initial and Dirichlet
boundary data
u(0,x) =up Y >0, u(t,0) =up Vt > 0. (1.4)

By the invariance of our problem under the transformation group (¢,z) — (A%, A\x), A € R,
A > 0, it is natural to seek a self-similar solution of problem (LTI, (I.2), (L4), which has
the form u(t, ) = u(¢), £ = x/v/t. In view of (L4),

u(0) =up, u(4+o0)= lim u(§) =wuy < up.
{—+o0
Thus, it is natural to suppose that the function u(¢) decreases. The case when up < ug
can be treated similarly. Certainly, in this case the function u(&) should be increasing.
For the heat equation u; = a?u,, a self-similar solution must satisfy the linear ODE

a*u" = —&u’ /2, the general solution of which is

3
u=C1F(§/a)+ Cy, Cy,Cy = const, where F(§) = %/ e/ ds.
0

This allows to write our solution in the form

o Uj+1 — Uy N e
U(g) = U + F(gi—i-l/a'i) - F(&/CI,Z) (F(g/al) F(gl/al))’ (15)
Siv1 <&<&, 1=0,...,m,
where +00 = & > & > - > & > Enir = 0 and we agree that F(400) =

1 too
7/ e=*"/*ds = 1. Notice that the function u(¢) is constant on the interval (£, +00)
T Jo

if up = u;. The parabolas £ = &;, i = 1,...,m, where u = u;, are free boundaries, which
must be determined by conditions (L.2)). In the variable £ these conditions have the form
(cf. [1, Chapter XIJ)

ki(ui—i—l - uZ>F,(£Z/CLZ) ki—l(ui - Ui—1)F/(fi/ai—1)
di&i/2 + - =0, 1.6
P P Efa) — F(&/a))  aa(F(&/ar) — F&ifa) o
i = 1,...,m. Formally, we can consider solution (5] also in the case u,, = u,,4+1 when

u(§) = up for 0 < € < &, but in this case condition (L6) with ¢ = m reduces to the relation

K1t — U 1) F' (& /Am—1)
am—l(F(gm/am—l) - F(gm—l/am—l))

2

dmém/2 —

=0,



which is impossible since the left-hand side of this relation is strictly positive. This is
the reason why we exclude the case u,, = u,,+1 in our setting. On the contrary, the case
u1 = ug is correct and does not cause any problems if d; > 0 because in this case (.6 with
1 = 1 provides the relation

ka(up — w) F'(&/ar)
al(F(fz/al) - F(fl/al))

containing the terms of opposite signs.

In the case m = 1 system ([L6) reduces to a single equation, which can be easily
analysed. As a result, we obtain the classical Neumann solution of the Stefan problem.
To investigate the nonlinear system (L)) in general case of arbitrary number m of phase
transitions, we notice that it is a gradient one and coincides with the equality VE(§) = 0,
where the function

di&1/2 +

E(é) = - Z ki(ui+1 - Uz) 1H(F(5i/az‘) - F(féﬂ/%‘)) + Z dzfz‘z/lla (1-7)

g: (517"'76771) €Q>

the open convex domain 2 C R™ is given by the inequalities {; > --- > £, > 0. Observe
that F(§) € C*°(Q2). Since the function F'(§) takes values in the interval (0, 1), all the terms
in expression (LT) are nonnegative while some of them are strictly positive. Therefore,
E(€) > 0.

1.1 Coercivity of the function £ and existence of a solution

Let us introduce the sub-level sets
Q) ={EeQ|E@ <c} c>0.

Proposition 1.1 (coercivity). The sets Q(c) are compact for each ¢ > 0. In particular,
the function E(§) reaches its minimal value.

Proof. If € = (&,...,&m) € Q(c) then

—ki(uipr —w) n(F(&/a;) = F(&/ai)) S E(E) < e, i=0,...,m; (1.8)
<

d:&2 /4 < E(£) i=1,...,m. (1.9)

It follows from (L&) with i = m that F(&,,/a,,) > e~¢/Fn(umi—um)) which implies the low
bound m
gm >ry = CLmF_l(e_C/(kM(um+1—um))).

Similarly, we derive from (L8] with ¢ = 0 that in the case u; > ug
- F(£1/a0) > e_c/(ko(ul—uo))

(notice that F'({y/ap) = F(+00) = 1) Therefore, F(&/ag) < 1 — e/ (kolwi=uo)) - This
implies the upper bound & < aoF (1 — e~¢/(o(wi=u0))) = On the other hand, if uy = wu,



then d; > 0 and it follows from (L9) with i = 1 that & < (4¢/d;)/?. We summarize that
in any case
CL(]F_l(l — 6_6/(k0(u1_u0))> , Ug < Uy,
<y =
§1 < { (de/d)) /> g =y

Further, it follows from (L8) that foralli=1,...,m —1

F(&Z/al) — F(&H/ai) >0 = exp(—c/a) > 0, (110)
where a = '_1min_1ki(ui+1 —u;) > 0. Since F'(§) = %6_52/4 < 1, the function F(&) is

Lipschitz with constant 1, and it follows from (LI0) that

(& —&iv1)/ai > F(&i/ai) — F(§qr/ai) > 01, i=1,...,m—1,

and we obtain the estimates & — &; 11 > 6 = d; mina;. Thus, the set Q(c) is contained in a
compact

K={(=(&,....6n) ER" |1y >& > 2621, §—&n>0Vi=1,....m—1}

Since E(€) is continuous on K, the set Q(c) is a closed subset of K and therefore is compact.
For ¢ > N = inf E(), this set is not empty and the function E() reaches on it a minimal
value, which is evidently equal to N. O

We have established the existence of minimal value E(£y) = min E(£). At the point
& the required condition VE(&) = 0 is satisfied, and & is a solution of the system (L6).
The coordinates of & determine the solution (L5 of our Stefan problem. Thus, we have
established the following existence result.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a self-similar solution ([I.3) of the problem (I1), (L2), ({I7).

1.2 Convexity of the function £ and uniqueness of a solution

In this section we prove that the function E(£) is strictly convex. Since a strictly convex
function can have at most one critical point (and it is necessarily a global minimum), the
system (L) has at most one solution, that is, a self-similar solution (L.5]) of the problem
(L1, [C2), ([@C4) is unique. We will need the following simple lemma proven in [5] (see
also [4]). For the sake of completeness we provide it with the proof.

Lemma 1.1. The function P(x,y) = —In(F(x) — F(y)) is strictly convez in the half-plane
T >y.

Proof. The function P(z,y) is infinitely differentiable in the domain = > y. To prove the
lemma, we need to establish that the Hessian D?P is positive definite at every point. By
the direct computation we find

0 P by = (F'(x))* = F"(x)(F(x) = F(y))
0z (F(z) = F(y))? ’
0_P(x7y) _ () = F'(y)(F(y) = F(x)) 0 Pla,y) F'(x)F'(y)

(F(z) = F(y))? " Oxdy (Fo) = F(y)*



We have to prove positive definiteness of the matrix Q = (F(z) — F(y))?D*P(x,y) with
the components

Qu = (F'(z))* = F"(z)(F(x) — F(y)),
Q2 = (F'(y))? = F"(y)(F(y) — F(x)), Quz = Qa1 = —F'(2)F'(y).

Since F'(x) = %e‘ﬁ/‘l, then F"(r) = —5F'(x) and the diagonal elements of this matrix
can be written 1n the form

Qu = F(@)(5(F(x) = F(y) + F'(x)) =

F'(fv)(g(F(ff) — F(y)) + (F'(z) = F'(y))) + F'(x)F'(y),
Qo = F’(y)(%(F(y) — F(2)) + (F'(y) = F'(z))) + F'(z) F'(y)-

By Cauchy mean value theorem there exists such a value z € (y, z) that

Flae) - F'ly) _ F'(2)
Flr) = Fy)  F'(2)

=—z/2.

Therefore,

Qu = F'(z)(F(z) = F(y))(x — 2)/2 + F'(2) F'(y),
Qa2 = F'(y)(F(x) — F(y))(z —y) /2 + F'(x) F'(y),

and it follows that @ = Ry + F'(z)F’'(y)Ry, where R; is a diagonal matrix with the
positive diagonal elements F'(z)(F(x) — F(y))(x —z2)/2, F'(y)(F(x) — F(y))(z —y)/2 while
Ry = (_11 ! ) Since Ry > 0, Ry > 0, then the matrix ) > 0, as was to be proved. O

Remark 1.1. In addition to Lemma[[.T] we observe that the functions P(z,0) = —In F'(x),
P(+00,2) = —In(1 — F(x)) of single variable = are strictly convex on (0, +o00). In fact,
it follows from Lemma [[.1] in the limit as y — 0 that the function P(z,0) is convex on
(0, +00), moreover,

(F@)?L P(e,0) = F/@)(EF(x) + F/(2) = lim Qu > 0

T w Z, = i 5 X xT)) = y% 11 = U.
Since F'(x) > 0, we find, in particular, that $F(x) + F'(x) > 0. If dd—;P(:c,O) =0 at
some point © = o then 0 = % F(xo) 4 F"(z0) is the minimum of the nonnegative function
$F(x) + F'(x). Therefore, its derivative (§F + F')(zo) = 0. Since () = —5F'(x), this
derivative
(GF+ F)(@0) = F(ao)/2+ 3 F/(w0) + F"(xo) = F(x0)/2 > 0.

But this contradicts our assumption. We conclude that %P(I, 0) > 0 and the function
P(z,0) is strictly convex.

The strong convexity of the function P(+o00,x) = —In(l — F(x)) is proved similarly.
For the sake of completeness, we provide the details. In the limit as z < y — +o0 we
derive from Lemma [[I] that the function P(4o00,x) = 1iri1 P(y, z) is convex on R and

y——00

2

(1~ F(2)) 4o (o0, ) = F'(x) (5(F(x) ~ 1) + F/(x)) > 0
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If FP(—I—OO x) = 0 at some point z = xy € R then z( is a minimum point of the
nonnegative function $(F(x) — 1) + F'(x). Therefore,

0= (5(F(x)=1)+F'(x))'(z0) = (F(xo) =1)/24 F"(w0) + F'(x0)w0/2 = (F(29) —1)/2 < 0.

x

2
d2

This contradiction implies that FP (+00,x) > 0 for all x € R and, therefore, the function
x

P(+00, ) is strictly convex (even on the whole line R).
Now we are ready to prove the expected convexity of E(€).
Proposition 1.2. The function E(€) is strictly convez on €.
Proof. We introduce the functions
Ei(§) = —ki(uiv1 — w) n(F(§/ai) — F(§ira/ai)), i=0,...,m.

By Lemma [[.Tl and Remark [[.1] all these functions are convex. Since
E(§) =) Ei(d) + En(¢ +Zd§ /4

and all functions in this sum are convex, it is sufficient to prove strong convexity of the

sum m
£(€) = ZEZ-(@

By Lemma [[.T] and Remark [L.T] all terms in this sum are convex functions. Therefore, the
function F is convex as well. To prove the strict convexity, we assume that for some vector

= Cm) ER™.

m ~_

Z % ggj =0 (1.11)

Lj=

Since

0=D*E(6)¢-¢ = ZD2
while all the terms are nonnegative, we conclude that

Ei(6C-¢=0, i=1,...,m. (1.12)

By Lemma [T for i = 1,...,m — 1 the function E;(€) is strictly convex as a function
of two variables &;, &1 and it follows from (LI2) that ¢; = ¢4 = 0,9 =1,...,m — 1.
Observe that in the case m = 1 there are no such 4. In this case we apply (LI2]) for i = m.
Taking into account Remark [T, we find that E,,(£) is a strictly convex function of the
single variable &,,, and it follows from (LI2]) that (, = 0. In any case we obtain that the
vector ¢ = 0. Thus, relation (LTI can hold only for zero ¢, that is, the matrix D?E(€)
is (strictly) positive definite, and the function E(€) is strictly convex. This completes the
proof. O



Propositions [LTIT.2] imply the main result of this section.

Theorem 1.2. There exists a unique self-similar solution (L) of problem (I1), (1.3),
(1-4), and it corresponds to the minimum of strictly convex and coercive function (1.7).

Remark 1.2. In paper [4] Stefan problem (LII), (I.2) was studied in the half-plane ¢ > 0,
z € R with Riemann initial condition

Uy, x>0,
u(0,2) = { uf <0 (1.13)

Solutions of this problem have the same structure as in (ILE) and correspond to a unique
minimum point of the function similar to (7)) with only the difference that the parameters
&; are not necessarily positive and can take arbitrary real values. In this section we mainly
follow the scheme of paper [4].

Remark also that in paper [B] the Stefan-Riemann problem (LI)), (L2), (LI3) was
studied in the case of arbitrary (possibly negative) latent specific heats d;. We found

a necessary and sufficient condition for coercivity of F(), as well as a stronger sufficient
condition of its strict convexity. The similar results can be obtained for the Stefan-Dirichlet

problem (L), (I2), (L3).

2 The case of infinitely many phase transitions

In this small section we consider the exotic case when the number m of phase transitions is
infinite. More precisely, we suppose that the phase transitions temperatures u; > ug form
a strictly increasing sequence, ;.1 > u;, i € N. In ([ILT]) there are infinitely many phases,
the i-th phase corresponds to the temperature u € (u;, u;41), ¢ = {0} UN. The parameters
a;, k; > 0 are, respectively, the diffusivity constant and the thermal conductivity of the i-th
phase, i =0,1,...; d; > 0 is the latent specific heat of the i-th phase transition, 7 = 1,2, .. ..
As in the previous section, we assume that d; > 0 whenever u; = ug. We will study the
problem (LII), (L2), (I4) with possibly infinite Dirichlet data up = lim u; < +o00. A

1—00
self-similar solution u = u(¢), € = x/v/t, of this problem is given by expression (L), where
now 7 runs over all nonnegative integers. The Stefan conditions ([L.2)) reduce again to (now
infinite) system ([L6), which can be written in the form a%E (&) = 0, where the functional

E(§) =— Z ki(uivr — i) In(F(&§/a;) — F(&iv1/ai)) + Z di&7 /4, (2.1)
EI (&)ien € 9,

Q:{EI(&)Z’GNELX,‘fi>£i+1>OVi€N}.

Here, as usual, I, is the space of bounded sequences equipped with the norm |||/ =
sup |&;|. Asis well-known, this space is dual to the space of summable sequences [;. Observe
also that there is only finite number of terms in (2.I) depending on a fixed variable ;.
Therefore, the partial derivatives a%E (€) are well defined whenever the value E(€) is finite.

We do not include the natural requirement lim & = 0 in the definition of {2 because this
1— 00

requirement spoils coercivity of the functional F in the weak-* topology. Observe that the

7



functional F may take the value +o00, moreover, it can happen that £ = 4+o00. Assuming
that the latter does not however happen, i.e. the functional F is proper, F # 400, we will
show that this functional admits a unique global minimum point. For that we need some
nice properties of F collected below.

Proposition 2.1. (i) The functional E(§) is low semi-continuous in weak- topology;
(ii) It is coercive, that is, the sets Q(c) = {§ € Q | E(§) < ¢ } are weakly-+ compact;
(iii) The functional E(§) is strictly convex on SQ.

Proof. Tt is known that weak-* convergence &, — & of a sequence &, = (£")ien € loo, 1 € N,
is equivalent to uniform boundedness |,;| < const and elementwise convergence &' — §&;

_ _ _ _ n—oo
of this sequence. Assume that &, € Q, £ € Q, and &, — & weakly-* in . Then ' — &
as n — oo for each i € N. Since all terms in formula (ZT]) are nonnegative, we can apply
Fatou’s lemma for sums and conclude that

5 _ Z —ki(uiyr —w) In(F(&/a;) — F(&v1/ai)) + Z digf/gl <

nggf{z; —ki(uir1 — ug) In(F (€' /a;) — F(E/a)) + Z di(&)* 4} = lim inf B(E,).
Hence, the functional E' is weakly-* low semi-continuous, and (i) is proven.

~ To prove (ii) we first notice that (c) = ) if ¢ < 0 and we can suppose that ¢ > 0. If
€ = (&)ien € Q(c) then relations (IL8)), (L9) hold for all i € {0} UN. As in the proof of
Proposition [T, we derive from these relations that

a,oF_l(]- o e—c/(ko(ul—UO))) , Ug < Uy,
< —_
51 T { (4C/d1)1/2 , Uy = U.

Further, it follows from (L) that for every i € N

F(&i/ai) = F(§i41/ai) 2 0; = exp(—c/ai) > 0,

where a; = k;(u;11 — u;) > 0. Since F(§) is Lipschitz with constant 1, this implies the
inequalities
51' - gi—i—l > a;0; > 0, 7€ N.

Hence, €2(c) is contained in the set
K={{€l|0<& <, &§— & >ad; VieN}

Obviously, this set is bounded and weakly-* closed in ... By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem
the set K is weakly-x compact. Since F is weakly-* semi-continuous, the set Q(c) is a
closed subset of K and, therefore, is compact. Coercivity of E' is proved.

To prove (iii), we observe that the functional E(£) is convex as a sum of the convex
functionals —k;(uiy1 — us) In(F(&/a;) — F(€41/a;)) and di€2/4. By the same reason for
each m € N the functional

— Z k’z’(ui—}—l - Uz) IH(F(SZ/CLZ) &_}_1/&2 Z d. 52/4

i=m+1



is convex while the function
m—1 m
= kit —w) I(F(&/a;) — F(&a/a) + Y di€?/4, &n= (€1, &m)
i=0 i=1

is strictly convex on R™, this can be established on the base of Lemma [[.T]in the same way
as in the proof of Proposition It is clear that E(§) = E,,(€) + Ry (&n). Now we take
different points £',£2 € Q and o € (0,1). Since &' # &2 then we can find such m € N that
€L £ €2 where ", n = 1,2, are the vectors in R™ formed by the first m elements of £".
Since the function E,, is strictly convex then

En((1 = )&, +a&y) < (1= a)En(&,) + aBn(E,)
while
Ry((1 =)' +ag?) < (1 - a)Ru(€') + aRpn(E?)
by the convexity of R,,. Therefore,
E((1 - )" +a€®) < (1 - a)E(') + aB(&?).
This proves the strict convexity of E(€). O

In the case F(£) #Z +oo Proposition 2.1] allows to establish existence of a solution to
the problem (L]), (L2), (L4) with infinite number of phase transitions. More precisely,
the following statement holds.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that the potential E(£) is a proper functional, i.e. N = me(E)
+00. Then there exists a unique minimum point £ = (£9)en € Q of E(€), i.e., B(E%) =
Moreover, lim &) = 0, and function (I.3)

1—00

Ujp1 — Uy

F(&0 1 fag) = F@fay &/ 00) ~ F(& /) (22)

€2+1<€<§?> Z:O,l,

u(§) = u; +

is a solution of (11), (1.3), (1.4).

Proof. We define for n € N the sub-level sets K,, = Q(N + 1/n) where £ < N + 1/n.
Then these sets are nonempty. By Proposition 2.1l they are weakly-* compact. Obviously,

K,.1 C K, Yn € N. By Cantor’s intersection theorem there exists a point 50 € N K.
neN

Then, N < E(£°) < N+1/n for all n € N, which implies that E(£°) = N, and £° is a point
of global minimum of £. Uniqueness of this point directly follows from the strict convexity
of E stated in Proposition 2.I|(iii). It only remains to prove that the sequence £ = (£?);en
vanishes. Assuming the contrary, we will have lim ¢ = 'mI£I ¢ =7 > 0. Then the sequence
_ _ 71— 00 1€
€ = £ — r with components £ —r lies in Q. Since 1 — F((£9 — 1) /ag) > 1 — F(£%)/ay and
for all i € N (€2 —r)? < (&9)?,

1 (€0—r)/ai

\/_ (£z+1 /az

e~ ds = F(€)a;) — F (&), /ai),

e /4ds >

F((& —r)/ai) = F((& —7)/ai) =
1 £ /a;
ﬁ 5?+1/“i



all the terms in expression (ZI)) became smaller if we replace £ by £". Therefore, E(£") <
E(£%) = N, which is impossible. Hence, lim &) = 0. Since £° is a minimum point of F
1—00

then a%E (€%) = 0 for all i € N and Stefan conditions ([L2)) are satisfied. We conclude that
([22) is a solution of our problem (I.T), (T.2), (L.4). O

Example 2.1. Assume that k; = a? = 1,4 > 0; d; = 0, « > 0. Then Stefan conditions
(L2) simply means that u(§) is a self-similar solution of the heat equation u; = Ug,.
Therefore, u(§) = C1F(§) + Cy, C1,Cy = const, and u(§) is a bounded function. In
particular, a solution of (L1l), (L2), (L4) with up = zliglo u; = +o0o does not exists. As

is easy to verify, in this case E(£) = 400, so that the assumption of Theorem 2.1] is
violated. On the other hand, if up < +oo then a unique solution of (LII), (L2]), (T4)
has the form u(§) = up — (up — up)F(€). Solving the equations u(§) = wu;, we find
& = F((up — w;)/(up — ug)). Hence,

E(f) == Z(WH —u;) In(F (&) — F(&i1)) = Z(ui-i-l —ug)(In(up — ug) — In(uirr — uy))

o
= (up — wo) In(up — up) E (Ui — ug) In(uiey — uy).
=0

As follows from Theorem 2.l and the uniqueness of our solution, this value is the minimum
value of E' whenever the functional E(¢) is proper. In particular, F(£) = +oc if (and only

if) the series Z(uiﬂ — u;) In(u;pq — u;) is divergent.
=0

3 Stefan problem with Neumann boundary condition

Now we return to the case of finite m and consider the Stefan problem (LTI, (L2), with
the constant initial data uy and with Neumann boundary condition:

u(0,x) = ug Vo >0,  afu),(t,0) = t72by ¥t > 0, (3.1)

where a(u) is the diffusion function in equation (L3]), now defined on infinite interval
[ug, +00) (we take up41 = +00), and by < 0 is a constant. The specific form of Neumann
boundary data is connected with the requirement of invariance of our problem under the
scaling transformations (t,z) — (A*, Az), A > 0. This allows to concentrate on the study
of self-similar solutions u = u(x/v/t) of the problem (1)), (I2), 3.I)). For such solutions
conditions (B.I]) reduce to the requirements

a(u)'(0) = by, u(+00) = ug. (3.2)

Since a(u) is a strictly increasing function and by < 0, we will assume that the function
u(§) decreases. The case by > 0 corresponds to an increasing u(§) and can be treated
similarly. For homogeneous Neumann problem by = 0 there is only the constant solution
u = ug. Let u;, i =1,...,m, be all phase transition temperatures in the interval [ug, +00)
so that ug < wuy < +++ < Uy < U1 = +00. As in Section [I, we suppose that the latent
specific heat d; > 0 if u; = uy. Assume that u = u(§) is a decreasing self-similar solution
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of (L)), (L2), BI). Then u(0) > up and there is an integer n, 0 < n < m, such that
Uy < u(0) < uppq. We call this number n (i.e., the number of phase transitions) a type
of solution u. The Neumann condition for a solution of type n reads k,u'(0) = by (notice
that k,u, is exactly the heat flow through the boundary point x = 0). A solution of type
0 does not contain free boundaries and can be found by the formula

a
u(€) = o + e /F(F(E/ag) 1), (33

0
As is easy to verify, kou/(0) = by, u(+00) = uy and requirement (3.2)) is satisfied. By
easy computation we find u(0) = ug — apbn+/7/ko, therefore, the necessary and sufficient
condition for existence of a solution ([B.3) is the inequality ug — agby+/7/ko < uq, which

can be written in the form
ko(ul - Uo)

Cl()\/7_1'
In particular, a solution of type 0 does not exist if u; = ug. A solution of type n > 0 has
structure similar to (LE) (with m = n)

—by <m = (3.4)

Ui+1 — Uy

U(g) = u; + F(£i+1/ai) — F(fl/al) (F(g/al) — F(&/al)), gi—l—l < é- < gi, 7= O, o, n = 1,
(3.5)

u(€) =y + ONVA(F(Efa) = F(Eafan)), 0<E <6

! (3.6)

The necessary (but not sufficient, as we will soon realize) condition u(0) < u,41 has the
form

—bnVTE (&) an) < kn(tps1 — uyn)/ay (3.7)

(if n = m then it is always fulfilled since w1 = +00).

Firstly, we investigate the uniqueness of a solution of our Stefan-Neumann problem. If
u = u(t,z) is a solution of (ILT]), (L2), (BI)) then the even extension u(t,z) = u(t, |x|) is
continuous on the half-plane IT = (0, 4+00) x R and it is a distributional solution of (L3)
in a domain (¢,z) € II, x # 0. Now, the increasing functions f(u), a(u) are defined on
[ug, +00) by the same relations as in (L3): o/ (u) = k;, 8'(u) = k;/a? on intervals (u;, u;y1),
i=0,....m; a(ui+) — a(u;—) =0, B(ui+) — B(u;i—) =d;, i =1,...,m.

Since the jump of a(a), at the line z =0

[a(@),] = au@t)o(t,04) — (@) (t,0—) = 20(u)4(t, 04) = 2byt~ 2,
it follows that
B(i)y — o) e = —2bxt™Y25(z) in D'(IT), (3.8)

where d(z) is the Dirac J-function. Besides, the initial condition 8(@)(0,z) = B(ue) holds
in the sense of point-wise convergence as t — 0+ for all x # 0. Notice that the function
B(u) has a jump at u = ug if u; = ug. In this case B(@)(t, z) = B(up) in the set |z| > &/t
by B3] with ¢ = 0.

Now, we are ready to prove the uniqueness.

Theorem 3.1. A solution u = u(§) of the problem (I1), (1.2), (31) having the self-similar
form (33), (3.8) (for some n € 0,m, which may depend on a solution) is unique.
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Proof. Assume that wuq, uy are two solutions of (IL1l), (L2), BI)) (possibly, of different
types), and @;(t, x) = w;(t, |z|), i = 1,2. In view of (3.8) we have

(8(t1) — B(ia)) — (e(tin) — a(iiz))ze = 0 in D'(II). (3.9)
Remark that for all u,v > ug, u # v

a(u) — a(v)
Blu) — B(v)

We introduce the function P = P(t,x) = (a1) — 8(az) € L>(11).
As follows from the representation (B.5) with i = 0, for large & = |z|/v/t

< maxa;. (3.10)

- N k
|P(t,2)] = |B(u1) — B(uz)] = a—g\ul(ﬁ) —uz(§)| = c(1 = F(§/ag)), c¢=const  (3.11)
0
(moreover, ¢ = 0 in the case u; = wug). By the L’Hopital’s rule and the identity
F'(y) = ~4F'()
2 () oy TP -y W) e L o
LN LU Fy) =2l vy =1

Therefore, 1 — F(y) ~ 2y~ F'(y) = 2y~'e ¥"/* as y — +o00. This implies that for large &
|P(t,z)| < const - £ 1e=¢"/(4ad),

Therefore, P(t,-) € L?(R) and ||P(t,-)||2 = ct'/*, ¢ = const. In particular, P(t,-) — 0 as
t — 0+ in L*(R). Similar statements hold for the function Q = «a(@;) — a(uy) because
Q = CP, where C' = C(t,x) = (a(t1) — a(uz))/(B(01) — B(ag)) (if @1 = Uy we set C' = 0)
is a nonnegative bounded function, in view of .

Hence, we can apply (B9) to a test function f = f(¢,z) from the Sobolev space
W, (I7), Ty = (0,T) x R (so that f, fi, fu, fox € L*(Il7)) such that f(T,z) = 0. As
a result, we obtain the relation

/ Pt 2)[f, + Cf.]dtdz — 0. (3.12)

Let F(t,z) € Ci(Ilp), e > 0, and f¢ = fo(t,x) € W,*(Il7) be a solution of the backward
Cauchy problem
ft+(C+€)fmm = F| f(T,x) = 0.

As is demonstrated in [2, ] in general multidimensional case, such a solution exists and
satisfies the estimate

| feall2 < Co/ Ve, (3.13)
where Cj is a constant independent of € and || - [|2 = || - | z2(11,). It follows from (3.12) with
f = f¢ that

/ P(t,x)F(t,z)dtdr = 5/ P(t,x)f:,(t, x)dtdx. (3.14)
HT HT
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By the Cauchy-Bunyakovsky inequality and (313)

/ P(t,x)f; (t,x)dtdx

< [IPll2ll fz:ll2 < Coll Pll2/ Ve,
and the right-hand side of (3.14]) vanishes as ¢ — 0. We conclude that
/ Pt 2)F(t, 2)dtdz = 0
IIr

for all F(t,z) € C}(Ily) and all T > 0. This means that P = 0 a.e. on II, that is,
U1 = Ug. O

Assume that u(&) is a solution ([B.5)), (8.6) of type n. On a phase transition lines £ = &,
the Stefan condition reads

.  (ui —w) P&/ @)
Baf2 4 b ai(F(&iv1/ai) — F(&/aq))
(ui —ui)F'(§i/ai1) B . .
TR e~ FEgay = i= bl (319)

/ ) — (un - un—l)F/(gn/an—l)
Anbn /2 + VT E (Gn/an) = kot e S T e )

Like in the case of Dirichlet boundary condition, this system turns out to be gradient one,
it coincides with the equality VE,, = 0, where the function

ki1

=0, i=n. (3.16)

n—1
E (&) == ki(uir —u) n(F(&/a;) — F(€ig1/a:))
i=0
+anbyVTF (€0 ) an) + Zd 2 £=(&,...,&) €, (3.17)

(), is an open convex cone in R" consisting of vectors with strictly decreasing positive
coordinates. Remark that F”(s) = —s/2F'(s) < 0 for all s > 0. Since by < 0, this
implies that the term a,by+/7TF (&,/ay) is strictly convex function of single variable &, on
the interval [0, +00). In the same way as in the proof of Proposition we find that the
function

E, () = - ‘ ki(uipr — wi) n(F(&/a;) — F(&iy1/aq)) ng

is strictly convex on a cone

Qu={&6=(&,....6)eR" | &>-->6,>0}DQ,,

consisting of points with strictly decreasing nonnegative coordinates. Since

En(g) = En(g) + anbN\/%F(gn/an)a

the function EE(E) is strictly convex on ), as well. Let us demonstrate that this function
is coercive on (2,,.
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Proposition 3.1. For all c € R the set Q,(c) ={ £ € Q, | E.(§) < ¢} is compact.
Proof. Suppose that & € Q,, E,(£) < c. Then

E,(§) = - ' i(uir — wi) In(F(&/ai) — F(&iv1/ai))+

1 _
1 Z — anbn VT (§n/an) < ¢1 = ¢ — anby /.
=1

Since all the terms of the left-hand side of this inequality are nonnegative, we obtain the
relations

—ki(ui+1 — UZ> ln(F(@/al) - F(£Z+1/CLZ)) S C1, 1= O, o, = 1, (318)
di&?/4<ecy, i=1,...,n, (3.19)

the same as inequalities (L), (L9). As follows from (3.I8), (3.19), the set Q,(c) = 0 if
¢1 < 0. Therefore, we may (and will) suppose that ¢; > 0. Arguing as in the proof of

Proposition [T, we derive from (3.I8), (8.19) the bounds
agF71(1 — eme/(kolwi—uo))y gy < gy
oz {r s

(401/d1)1/2 , U = U1,
(& —&iv1)/a; >0 =exp(—ci/a) >0, i=1,...,n—1,
where o = '_1m1n 1ki(ui+1 —u;) > 0. Thus, the set Q,(c) is contained in a compact

K={&=(&,.. .G eR" |rn>6> - >6>0, -6 >0, Vi=1,...,n—1}.

Since E,(€) is continuous on K, the set ,(c) is a closed subset of K and therefore is
compact. This completes the proof. O

It follows from Proposition 3.1l and the strict convexity of function E,, that there exists
a point £" = (£1,...,&") € Q, of global minimum of E,,, and it is a unique local minimum
of this function. There are two possible cases:

A) & e Q,, ie £ > 0. If, in addition, condition (B.7) is satisfied then there exists a
unique solution ([B.5]), (3:6) of type n with & =&, i =1,...,n;

B) & ¢ Q,, ie. & = 0. Then a solution of type n does not exist. Let us in-
vestigate this case more precisely. The necessary and sufficient conditions for the point
£ = (€7 ...,€" ,,0) to be a minimum point of E,(§) are the following

0

JBE) =0, i= 1, (320

8—&&(5") >0, (3.21)

where condition (3:20) appears only if n > 1. Notice that for such n

—_

n—

En(&r, . 6n-1,0) = = ) ki(uips — wi) In(F(&/ai) — F(§i41/as)) de
fn = , (51, . ,fn_l) - Qn—l-

~
Il
o
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We see that E(&, ..., & 1) = En.(&, ..., &—1,0) coincides with function (L) with m =
n — 1, corresponding to Stefan-Dirichlet problem (LTI, (L2)), (L4) with up = u,. Relation
(3:20) means that VE(&,...,&,1) =0, that is, (£9,...,£% ,) € Q,,_; is a unique minimal
point of F(&y,...,&,—1). According to Theorem [[.2] the coordinates £, i =1,...,n — 1,
coincide with the phase transition parameters & of the unique solution (LH]) of problem
(C1), (C2), () with up = w, (in particular, they do not depend on the Neumann data
by and on parameters a;, k;, d; with ¢ > n). As is easy to calculate, condition (B3.21]) reads

kn—l (un - un—l)

Va1 F (6 /an)

This formula remains valid also for n = 1, in this case one have to take 7 | = &} = +o0,
so that F/(£'_,/an—1) = F(+00) = 1. Under requirement (B.22]) the case B) is realised so
that a solution of type n does not exist. More precisely, the following statements hold for
n>1.

+by > 0. (3.22)

kn—l(un - un—l)
ﬁan—lF(gz—l/an—l)
not exist;

(i) If —bn > vn and —by—y, is small enough then a solution of type n exists. Moreover,
if Yn < Yna1 then a solution of type n exists for each Neumann data by such that v, <

_bN < Fn+1-

Proof. If —by < 7, then relation ([3.22) holds and the first statement follows. If n = m
then condition (B.7)) is always satisfied and a unique solution of type m exists for v, <
—by < Yms1 = +oo. Hence, it remains to prove (ii) in the case 1 < n < m. We notice
that by the strict convexity of function (8.I7) its minimum point " depends continuously
on the parameter r = —by. In particular, the last coordinate &' = £"(r) is a continuous
function of r. Since £"(v,) = 0 then for sufficiently small —by — v, > 0 the left-hand
side of relation ([B.7) can be made so small that this relation is satisfied while condition
B22)) is violated. We conclude that there exists a unique solution (3.3]), (3.6]) of type
n with & = "(—=byn), ¢ = 1,...,n. In the case v, < 7,41 we introduce the function
o(r) = ky(uny1 — up)/ay, — r/TF(EX(r)/ay,). This function is continuous on (0, +00) and
o(r) = kp(tps1 — upn)/an, > 0 for 0 < r <, (since £!(r) = 0 for such r). If ¢(r) = 0 with
some r > 7, then for by = —r relation ([B1) holds with equality sign, this means that the
solution (B.5]), ([B.0) satisfies the property u(0) = wu,41. Therefore, u = u(¢) is a unique
solution to Stefan-Dirichlet problem (I.T]), (L2)), (I4) with up = u,41. By the definition

kn(Unt1 — up)
Vra, F(Entt/an,
is the unique zero of the continuous function ¢(r). Therefore, ¢(r) keeps the positive
sign on the segment [V, Ynt1) and (1) = ky(ups1 — up)/an — r/7TF (£ (r)/a,) > 0 for
Yn < 1T < Ypa1. Substituting r = —by, we obtain that condition (B.7)) is satisfied together
with the condition —by > ~,. Thus, a solution of type n exists. O

Lemma 3.1. (i) If0 < —by <, =

then a solution of type n does

of numbers ~,, k = 1,...,n, we conclude that r = ] = Ypi1. Thus, v,41

Remark 3.1. In addition to the statement (ii) we notice that condition (B.4]), sufficient
for the existence of a solution of type 0, can be written in the form

Y% =0< by <M

Certainly, the latter condition has sense only if u; > wug, otherwise v; = 0.
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Now we are going to demonstrate that actually the requirement ~, < 7,41 is always
satisfied.

Lemma 3.2. The sequence v,, n =1,...,m, strictly increases. Besides, the condition
Yo < —bN < Yo (3.23)
s necessary and sufficient for existence of a solution of type n.
Proof. We will prove that for all k =0,...,m —1
Vi < i1 foralli e N1 <i<k. (3.24)

We use the induction in k. If £ = 0, the set of ¢ in (3.24]) is empty and there is nothing to
prove. Assuming that (3.24)) holds for £ = n— 1, we have to prove it for k = n. For that we
only need to establish that v,, < 7,41. If this inequality is wrong, then either v, 1 = 7, or
Vi < Yna1 < Yiy1 for some i € 0,n — 1 (where we agree that vy = 0 and use the induction
assumption). In the former case, by Lemma B.I[(ii) for some —by > 7,41 = 7, there exist
solutions of problem (1), (L2), (31) of both types n, n + 1, which contradicts to the
uniqueness statement of Theorem B.Il Now we consider the case v; < v,41 < Yir1.- By
Lemma B.J(ii) and Remark B.] we find that for some by such that v,11 < —by < Y41
there exist solutions of problem (ILTl), (L2), (3]) of different types i and n + 1. But this
is impossible in view of Theorem 3.1l We conclude that 7,1 > 7, as required.

To prove the second statement, we remark that by Lemma Bl condition (B.23) is
sufficient for existence of a solution of type n. Conversely, if there exists a solution of
problem (L)), (L2), (B.I) having type n then —by > 7, by Lemma B.II(i). If —by > Y541
then necessarily n < m and there exists such k > n that 7, < —by < vy1y1. By Lemma [B.1]
there exists another solution of problem (I.I), (I2)), (31 that has type £ > n. By the
uniqueness this is impossible. We conclude that —by < 7,,1. Hence the condition (3.23))
is necessary for existence of a solution of type n. O

In view of Theorem B and Lemmas B3], B.2] we establish the following main results
on correctness of problem (1), (L2), 31)).

Theorem 3.2. For any Neumann data by < 0 the exists a unique solution of the Stefan-
Neumann problem (11), (L2), (Z1). The type n of this solution is determined by the
condition v, < —bny < Yni1

ko(ul - Uo)

In the case m = 1, u; > wug the parameter v; = Hence, in the case

agy/ T
0 < —by < 71 a unique solution u = u(§) of (ILT)), (L.2), (BI)) has type 0 while in the case
—by > 7 it has type 1.

Remark 3.2. The form of equation (I.I]) may induce someone to conclude that a more
natural Neumann condition is the following one:

aug(t,0) = bt~ /2 (3.25)

whenever u is a solution of type n. But this problem is incorrect. Generally, neither
existence nor uniqueness holds. In fact, consider the simple case m = 1, u; > ug discussed
above. Since for a solution of type n

K

by = kyug(t,0)tY2 = a—2b,
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2
a
we find that criteria for existence of a solution of type 0, 1 are, respectively, —b < —2v;,

2 o
a
—b > k—lﬁ- We conclude that no solution exists if
1
CL_% < _ﬂ S CL_%
ko 2! k1
while in the case
a? b a}
— << —— S -
k1 2! ko

there are solutions of both types 0,1, and the uniqueness fails.

Remark 3.3. We established the uniqueness of a solution of the prescribed form (3.0,
B6). In the case up = uy there is another “non-physical” solution u = u,(§) of problem
(CI), (1), BI) such that u.(&) > wuy for all £ > 0 and therefore the phase transition
corresponding to the temperature u; is absent (it happens instantly at the initial moment
t = 0), so that the total number of phase transitions reduces by one. The solution u. (&) of
type n—1 is defined by the same expressions ([3.3]), (3:0), where we now take {; = &y = +oo.
By the similar reasons as for solutions u(£) we can prove the existence and uniqueness of
the solution u,.

Observe that both the functions @ = u(|z|/v/%), i, = u.(|z|/V/t) are solutions of [B.5).
This seems surprising because of the uniqueness statement of Theorem B.Il But there is
no contradiction here. The matter is that the functions (), B(u.) take different initial
data, namely

Ba)(0+,x) = Bluo),  B(t)(0+, 2) = B(uot) = B(uo) + dr.

Therefore, P(0+,x) = f(u,)(0+, z) — B(@)(0+, z) = dy > 0, and the reasoning used in the
proof of Theorem B.1]is not applicable.
Similar non-physical solutions can be constructed for the Dirichlet problem as well.
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