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FREE BOUNDARY REGULARITY OF THE POROUS MEDIUM EQUATION
WITH NONLOCAL DRIFTS IN DIMENSION ONE
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ABSTRACT. We study the free boundary of the porous medium equation with nonlocal drifts in dimen-
sion one. Under the assumption that the initial data has super-quadratic growth at the free boundary,
we show that the solution is smooth in space and C’lzo’cl in time, and then the free boundary is Clzo’cl
Moreover if the drift is local, both the solution and the free boundary are smooth.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study the free boundary problem of the following equation in space dimension one

0t = (0™)yp + (0V +0Wx0), inRxRY,
o(x,0) = 0o() on R,

where V, W are two smooth vector fields in R x R* and m > 1. The initial data oo is non-negative,
bounded and compactly supported.

The nonlinear diffusion in (1.1) represents an anti-congestion effect. When W = 0, the system models
a gas flow in one direction in a 3-dimensional Euclidean space filled with homogeneous porous medium
and o is the gas density, [12]. The vector field —V corresponds to an external force (e.g. wind) acting on
the flow [9,18,19,27]. In mathematical biology, the nonlocal term involving W appears in the model of
chemotaxis, angiogenesis and motion of animal crowds, where the behavior of agents are largely driven
by interaction forces, due to chemical or social effects [8,11,16-18]. The equation covers an important
class of aggregation-diffusion equations with smooth kernels.

(1.1)

The finite propagation property is one well-known feature of the nonlinear diffusion, see section 14 [34].
The property implies that if the non-negative solution p is initially compactly supported, then ¢ stays
compactly supported for all finite time. Therefore it makes sense to consider the solution’s free boundary
(or interface) that separates the region where there is gas (¢ > 0) from the void place (¢ = 0).

Note that if the solution p is strictly positive, (1.1) is a uniformly parabolic equation and the nonlocal
drift inherits the regularity of o. Hence by iteration p is smooth. So problems occur near the free
boundary. The goal of the paper is to study the regularity property of both the solution and the free
boundary of (1.1).

Let us briefly discuss the regularizing mechanism of the interface. We start with rewriting the equation
in the form of a continuity equation,

! is the pressure variable and

B:=—(V+Wxo)(x,t). (1.2)

. _m_  m-—
where u := 50

Notice that the support of p is the same as the support of its pressure. So it suffices to consider u, and
the discussions below are for general dimensions.
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In dimension d, the pressure variable u satisfies

ug = (m—DuAu+|Vul> =Vu-B—(m—-1)uV-B inRYxRTF, 13)
u(z,0) = up(zx) on R?, .
where ug = %96”_1. Formally, the speed of the free boundary to its outer normal direction (which
equals ‘*vvu“‘) is the same as 4. Let us denote the free boundary at time ¢ as Ty (u) == 0{u(-,t) > 0}.
If uAu = 0 at a free boundary point which can be induced from
Au(z,t) > —co in  RIxRT, (1.4)
then (1.3) implies that the velocity of the free boundary equals
Uy Vu-B
— =|Vu| - ———— 1.5

since u = 0 on T'y(u). Here (1.4) is often referred to as the fundamental estimate and (1.5) is called
Darcy’s law. Now if the free boundary is non-degenerate:

liminf |Vu|(y,t) >0 for =z €T (u), (1.6)
Yy—x

in view of (1.5), the free boundary expands with a positive speed relatively to B. This movement is
expected to regularize the free boundary since it comes from the diffusion, and this is also strongly
bonded to the regularity of the solution. Both (1.4) and (1.6) are crucial to the free boundary problem.

When V.= W = 0, the equation for all dimensions is the well-known Porous Medium FEquation
(PME) and there is an extensive literature studying the regularity properties of the free boundary. The
fundamental estimate of (PME) is due to Aronson and Benilan [4]. Caffarelli and Friedman [13] have
shown that the solution’s free boundary can be described by t = S(z) where S is Holder continuous
if ug satisfies (1.8) i.e. ugy grows slightly faster than the quadratic-growth near the boundary. Later
Caffarelli, Vazquez and Wolanski [14] prove that after a finite time, the free boundary is a Lipschitz
continous d-dimensional surface, and furthermore if (1.4) and (1.6) hold at ¢ = 0, the free boundary is
non-degenerate for all time. Based on non-degeneracy, Caffarelli and Wolanski proved that the interface
is a C'1< surface in [15]. Later Koch [29], Aronson and Vézquez [5] improved the regularity: the solution
is actually smooth uniformly up to the free boundary and the free boundary is a smooth surface after
the finite time. In dimension one, these results are known earlier in [3,5,22]. In [31], Lee and Vazquez
found that in general dimensions the solution becomes concave in finite time. More recently Kienzler,
Koch and Vézquez [24] proved that, without assuming non-degeneracy on the initial data, flatness of
the solution implies smoothness of both the solution and the free boundary.

Regarding the equation with drifts, well-posedness of (1.1) is established in [7,10,18]. If V,W are
potential vector fields, the equation shares the feature of being a gradient flow of a free energy functional,
as discussed extensively in the literature ( [2,16,17,35] etc.). We only mentioned a small portion of works
in this active field of research and the topics range from regularity, asymptotics, singular limits, vanishing
viscosity and phase transition etc. For the case when V' is smooth and W = 0, it was proved in [20,21]
that the solution becomes Holder continuous instantaneously after time 0. In view of [23,26], V € LPL{
locally with % + % > 1 is enough to deduce the continuity.

To our knowledge, the regularity of the free boundary is widely open even for W = 0. The presence
of drifts poses significant challenges and it typically implies that one cannot rely on the classical results.
Even for travelling wave solutions in space dimension 2 with a smooth divergence-free drift, an interesting
numerical experiment by Monsaigeon [32] suggests the possibility of singular free boundary (while the
travelling wave solutions of (PM E) are of the form (x; +ct)4 and the free boundary is just hyperplanes).
The analysis of this observation is lacking, and we only know from [33] the existence of Lipschitz traveling
wave solution. When —V is a convex potential vector field, Kim and Lei [27] showed the exponential
convergence rate of the free boundary to the one of an equilibrium. The author and Kim [25] showed that
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in general dimensions with general smooth V' and W = 0, the free boundary is locally non-degenerate
and then C1'* under a cone monotonicity condition on the solution and an upper bound on u; — C|Vul|.

This paper reports the first attempt to characterize the free boundary regularity in the presence of
both local and nonlocal drifts. By making use of the huge advantage of space dimension one, we are
able to obtain a Lipschitz regularity of the pressure variable (which is not known in general dimensions),
and some regularity property of the nonlocal drifts. Next, since in dimension one the free boundary is
just a collection of functions of time, we do not need the cone monotonicity condition assumed in [25] to
prevent sudden topological changes in the free boundary. With the obtained regularity of the solution
and the drift, we modify the method that is introduced in [12] to obtain the non-degeneracy under the
assumption that the free boundary is strictly expanding relatively to the streamlines. Eventually, we
show that the solution is Cfocl in time and smooth in space uniformly up to the free boundary, and the

21
free boundary is C}_..

1.1. Our results. The goal of this paper is to study the regularity property of both the solution and
the free boundary of (1.1) in space dimension one. We first show the following regularity (of the solution
and the drift) that is uniform in R and locally uniform in time. Throughout the paper, we will assume
that V and W are bounded in C¥ (R x [0, 00)) for each k > 0.

Theorem 1.1. [Lemmas 3.1, 3.2] Let o be the solution to (1.1) with bounded, non-negative, compactly
supported initial data oo, and with V,W bounded in C5(R x [0,00)). Let u be the pressure. Then for
any T > 7 > 0, there exists a constant C = C(1,T) such that

vz (| oo (x [,77) + [[well Loo R x 17y < C.
Let B = B(x,t) be as given in (1.2). For any k > 0, there exists C' = C'(7,T, k) such that

HB”cgcgvl(Rx[r,T]) <.

The obtained regularity of B is essential for establishing non-degeneracy later. The spatial regularity
of B follows immediately from the regularity of V, W and that the solution is compactly supported.
However the bounds on B; and By; are more delicate and require more careful treatment because

By=—(Vi+Wi*o+ W)
and it is possible that when m > 2

2—m

1 <m—1 >’"1
o=—(—u) u
m m

is singular at u = 0 even with smooth u. Enlightened by Theorem 15.6 [34], we overcome this problem
by proving that g;(-,¢) € L for some p and for a.e. ¢ > 0. Using this identification of g;(+,t), we obtain
that B is Lipschitz continuous in time, and combining this with the equation (1.1), the Lipschitz bound
of B; follows. We will explain the obstacle that prevents us from further improving the regularity of B
after Theorem 1.4.

For solutions without compact support, to obtain the regularity, we only need to further assume some
integrability condition on W and derivatives of W, see Remark 3.3. The same applies to Theorems
1.3-1.4 below. For simplicity we mainly discuss solutions with compactly supported initial data in the
paper.

Now we proceed to study the free boundary’s regularity. We will firstly show that the free boundary
is Lipchitz continuous and then justify Darcy’s law in Lemma 3.5.

As suggested in (1.5), the gas diffuses and at the same time flows along the drift. So it is important
to consider the streamline X (xo,to;t) that is defined to be the integral curve along the vector field B
starting at (xo,to) for a time period t i.e. X (t) := X (o, to; 1) is the unique solution to

X (t) = B(X(t).to +1)
{X Zo-

0) (1.7)
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For (PME) the positive zone of solutions is non-contracting, while when there is a drift, the positive
zone is non-contracting relatively to streamlines. Actually we have the following stronger alternative
result. We use the notation

r(t) :=sup{z |u(x,t) > 0}
as the right-hand side free boundary of u.

Proposition 1.2. Let xy = r(to) for some ty > 0. Then either of the following holds:
(i) r(t) = X(wo,to;t — to) for allt € [0,to];
(ii) 7(t) > X(xo,to;t —to) for all t > to and r(t) < X(xo,to;t —to) for all t € [0,tp).

Moreover, if the initial data satisfies
up(z) > ¢(r(0) —z)l  for some ¢ > 0,7 € (0,2) and all |z —r(0)] < ¢, (1.8)
then (i) happens for all boundary points.

The proposition is a direct corollary of [25, Theorem 1.2], and we will sketch the proof in the appendix.

The alternative (i) corresponds to a relative waiting time phenomena. The second alternative shows
that the support {u(-,¢) > 0} is always strictly expanding relatively to the streamlines once it starts
strictly relatively expanding. The growth condition (1.8) prevents waiting times and forces the free
boundary to start moving (relatively to the streamlines) immediately. The condition (1.8) is optimal in
the sense that there are stationary solutions to (1.1) with quadratic growth at the free boundary (see
the proof of Theorem 1.6).

As discussed before, we want the free boundary not only to strictly expand but also to have a positive
expanding speed (which is the non-degeneracy) since we expect that regularization comes from move-
ment. In [25], the non-degeneracy for general dimensions is obtained for type (ii) free boundary with
an extra monotonicity assumption which is satisfied in a traveling wave type setting. Nevertheless it is
not easy to verify the monotonicity assumption in other general situations even in dimension one, and
proving non-degeneracy is still a hard problem. We solved this problem in space dimension one by taking
a different approach. We are able to improve type (ii) free boundary to non-degenerate free boundary
that corresponds to a positive sign of —D_ u(r(t),t) by (1.6). For simplicity, we assume (1.8).

Theorem 1.3. [Lemma 3.5, Corollary 4.2] Let u be given as in Theorem 1.1. Then —Dju(r(t),t) :=
—limg_,,(4)- uz(z,t) exists for allt > 0. If in addition (1.8) holds, then —D u(r(t),t) is positive for all
t>0.

To prove the non-degeneracy result, we will firstly show that if the free boundary is non-degenerate
at one time, then it is non-degenerate for all time after. The corresponding conclusion for (PME) in
spatial dimension one is given in [12]. In [12], one key step is to use the fundamental estimate and
Barenblatt profiles to construct suitable barriers, which then reveal a lower bound on the acceleration
of the free boundary. For us, additional difficulties come from the drift.

With drifts, the most direct approach is to follow the streamlines. However on one hand the coordinate
of using streamlines does not cope well with the diffusion in the equation (1.1), on the other hand using
simple approximations of streamlines might not be accurate enough for the purpose of estimating the
second derivative of the free boundary. In fact we construct new barriers involving the second order
in time approximation of the streamlines, see (4.3), to carry out the argument. We rely heavily on
the bound of || B|| cscrt » in which the estimate for time derivatives is non-trivial. Then the estimate
at each single time, iﬁterpreted as inequalities between distributions, implies that a positive relative
expanding speed of the free boundary can not decrease to 0 in finite time. From this we conclude with
the non-degeneracy property.

With non-degeneracy, we are able to prove the following regularity of the solution which is uniform
up to the free boundary. It then follows the regularity of the free boundary.
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Theorem 1.4. Assume the conditions of Theorem 1.1. For any to > 0 and k € NT, there exist n,C > 0
such that

lellerez vy < ©
where
Ny(to) = {(2,) [(t) —x € (0,), [t —to| <n}, (1.9)
and r(+) is a C*1 function on (to —n,to +1n).

The proof of the theorem is given in Section 5. We adopt the inductive argument given in [5] where,
after assuming non-degeneracy, both the solution and the free boundary of (PMFE) are shown to be
smooth. In our case, a notable modification is necessary. To compensate the effect from the drift, we
will follow the streamline starting at one boundary point and study equation (5.3).

Now let us explain (with some formal calculations) the reason why we are only able to obtain Cll.gg

and 01202 regularity in time for B and u respectively, even with smooth V, W. The problem comes from

the nonlocal drift. Since B = —V — W x g, to study the regularity of B, we need to make sense of the
a1

derivatives of ¢ in time. Recall that o = (%u) m=1_ In general if ﬁ ¢ N, p is not a smooth function

even when u is smooth. Suppose that u; > 0 on the free boundary and then p; is unbounded near the

free boundary. As discussed before, it can be shown that g; is integrable in space. Formally the equation

(1.1) yields
01t = (0")zwt — (BO)at- (1.10)
Let us ignore functions with only spatial derivatives, and then the right-hand side of (1.10) is of the

linear form f10: + fo0zt + f30z2¢ for some bounded functions f;. Thus, we expect g;+ to be integrable.
However g+ can be very singular near the free boundary. In fact further differentiating (1.10) in ¢ shows

ottt = (0" )aatt — (BO)wtt (1.11)

and there are singular terms involving o7 in the expression due to the nonlinearity of the equation. Also
formally computing the convolution W x g4 using (1.11) and integration by parts, we might need to
evaluate singular function (0™) at free boundary points. Thus it is possible that By is not well-defined
and so we are only able to obtain C’llo"i regularity of B in time. Due to this and in view of the pressure
variable equation, we can only expect u to be 01203

In general, suppose W £ 0, ﬁ ¢ N and there is no topological changes of the support, the problem
of smoothness of both B and u in time remains open.

When the initial data’s support is one open interval, the support of the solution is simply an evolving
interval. Then we have the following global result, in which we will use the notations

Q= {(z,t) |u(x,t) > 0,t >0}, Q:={u(-,t) > 0}.
Theorem 1.5. Assume the conditions of Theorem 1.1. Suppose Qg is a finite interval and
up(x) > e(dist(x, (Q0)°)Y  for some ¢ > 0,~ € (0,2). (1.12)

Then in 2, u is smooth in space and 01202 in time locally uniformly up to the free boundary (in the sense
of Theorem, 1.4), and there exist two C2' functions 1(-),7(-) on (0,00) such that Qs = (I(t),7(t)).

loc
Moreover if W =0 or ﬁ e N, u is smooth in Q locally uniformly up to the free boundary, and there

exist two smooth functions I(-),r(-) on (0,00) such that Q. = (I(t),r(t)).

Here the condition (1.12) corresponds to (1.8) which forces both the right and left free boundary to
move relatively to the streamlines at all time. Thus instead of (1.12), if assuming that I(-),r(-) are not
of type (i) after time ¢ty > 0, then the same conclusion holds for all ¢ > ¢y. The proof is the same.

For (PME), the free boundary is strictly expanding after a finite time, [34]. However for the equation
with drifts, both nonlocal and local ones, it is possible to have permanent waiting time i.e. there is one
streamline lying on the free boundary for all time.
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Theorem 1.6. Let T denote the one dimensional flat torus. There exist W € C°°(T) and a non-negative
function o € C°°(T) such that {o(x) = 0} # 0 and o is a stationary solution to (1.1) withm =2,V =0
and domain T.

For any m > 1 and an open set I C R, there exist a non-negative function py with support I and a
smooth V.=V (z) such that the solution p to (1.1) with W = 0 and with initial data o(0) satisfies: the
free boundary I'y =Ty is time-independent.

The proof is given at end of Section 5. In the above two examples, B = 0 on the time-independent free
boundary. Then streamlines starting at those points are stationary. Also, the solutions have quadratic
growth near the free boundary. This implies that the growth condition (1.8) is indeed necessary to have
strictly expanding (relatively to streamlines) free boundary.

Let us mention that when W = 0, several examples in general dimensions are given in [25] showing
the preservation and formation of singularities at free boundary points with waiting time.

1.2. Outline of the paper. Section 2 contains notations, preliminary definitions and the proof of the
fundamental estimate. Section 3 proves the Lipschitz continuity of w, and then the C° C’t1 1 regularity
of B. In 3.1, we study the equation of the free boundary and prove Darcy’s law. Non-degeneracy of the
free boundary is given in Section 4 under the mild condition (1.8) on the initial data. In Section 5, we
consider higher regularity of the solution and the free boundary, and we provide the proofs of Theorems
1.4-1.6.

We gratefully acknowledges partial support by an AMS-Simons Travel Grant. We would like to thank
anonymous referees for their helpful comments and suggestions.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. Assume O C R x R* is open. For m,n € NU {oo}, C"C}*(O) denotes functions in
O that are m-times continuously differentiable in space and n-times continuously differentiable in time.
Let f(z,t) be a function on R x R and suppose f € C*C*(U). For m,n < co, we write

Ifllepepo) = Y sup [050]f(w,t)|.
Ogigm(x,t)eo
0<j<n
By €}, we mean C7C{'. For n > 1, we denote f(") .= 9" f for abbreviation.
For 0 < v <1, m € NU{oo} and n € N, the Holder space CI*C;"7(O) consists of all functions
f e CCpr(O) for which the following norm is finite

[fllemeroy = Ifllcmopo) +  sup { it— s

(z,t),(x,8)€0
t#£s

If v = 1, then 0J'0; f satisfies the Lipschitz condition in time. By f € C?Cgi;yc, we mean that
HfHC;”C;l"Y(RX[tl,h]) < C for some C' = O(tl,tz) > 0 for all 0 < t; <ty < o0.

Let U be an open subset of R. The Holder space C™7(U) consists of all functions in U that are
n-times differentiable and ¢(™ is y-Hélder continuous. The C™7 norm is defined similarly as the above.

We write || f|loo as the essential supremum norm (L norm) of f in its domain.

By U€, we mean the complement of U in R.

We write

Qo) :=A{(z,t) | o(x,t) > 0, ¢ >0}, (o) :={=z|o(t) > 0}
and
Ti(0) == 0N(0), T(0):= J Ty x{t}).
teR+
Suppose ¢ solves (1.1) and u is its pressure. Then the above four sets stay the same after replacing o by
u. We will omit their dependence on p (or u) when it is clear from the context.
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Throughout the paper, if there is no further description, we denote C' as various universal constants,
by which we mean constants that only depend on m, gy, and regularities of V, W.

Now we introduce the notion of solutions.

Definition 2.1. Let go(x) be a non-negative, bounded and integrable function. For any T > 0, we say
that a non-negative, bounded and integrable function o(x,t) : R x (0,T) — [0,00) is a solution to (1.1) if

0€ C([0,T], L*(R)) N L>®(R x [0,T]) and (™). € L*(R x [0,T]), (2.1)
and for all test functions ¢ € C°(R x [0,T))

/ /Q¢td$d—/90¢ diC-i-/ / s+ 0(V+Wxp))d, dudt.

m—1

We say that u = =50 is the pressure of the densily o.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that oo is non-negative, bounded and compactly supported, and VW € C;,t'
Then there exists a unique weak solution o to (1.1) with initial data oo for all time. Moreover there exists
a constant C' > 0 depending only on m, |00l + [leollLrs [[Vlico ,, [[Wllco, such that [|of| L=@xr+) < C-.

The well-posedness result can be derived similarly as done in [6,7]. Since the solution to be derived
is compactly supported due to that the initial data is compactly supported (see Lemma 2.7), we can
take advantage of space dimension one and modify W for |z| being large enough so that it is the spatial
gradient of an admissible kernel in the sense of Theorem 4.2 in [7] and the modification does not affect
the solution in a finite time. Then we are able to adapt the regularisation technique (used in the paper to
remove the degeneracy of the diffusion) to obtain the unique weak solution that is compactly supported
in the finite time. If W is a potential of a convex function, we also refer readers to Theorem 11.2.8 [2]
where the gradient flow structure is employed. Uniform boundedness of the solution for all time is
obtained in [7,11,36].

Next we introduce the fundamental estimate.

Proposition 2.3. [The fundamental estimate] Let ¢ be from Theorem 2.2 and let u be its pressure.
Suppose V,W € C3Cy. We have for some C > 0 only depending on m, ||oolle + lloollzt, [|VIlcsco and
[Wllcsco such that for all t > 0,

1
Um(',t)Z—;—C in R

in the sense of distribution.

The proof of the theorem is similar to the one of Theorem 1.1 [25] where the case of W = 0 is studied.
We include the proof in the appendix.

With the existence of the solution and due to Theorem 1.1, we can view B = —V — W % ¢ as a known
Lipschitz function of (x,t). Then solving the following local-drift equation

with initial data gg is the same as solving for (1.1). Setting u = %Qm_l, the corresponding pressure
variable equation of (2.2) is

g = (m — Dty + [ug)* —ueB— (m—1)uB, inRxRT. (2.3)

Below we give the notions of weak solutions to (2.2) and (2.3) which are similarly to those in Definition
2.1 (with V, W replaced by B,0 respectively). However for the equation with local drift, comparison
principle is available and so we also introduce sub/super solutions.
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Definition 2.4. Let T, 0y be as in Definition 2.1 and suppose o satisfies (2.1). Let B be a bounded
vector field in R x [0,00). We say that o is a subsolution (resp. supersolution) to (2.2) with initial data

0o if
T T
/0 /Rg@dacdt > (resp. <) /R 00(x)p(0, z)dx —i—/o /R((gm)m — 0B)¢, dxdt, (2.4)

for all non-negative ¢ € CZ(R x [0,T)).

We say that ¢ is a weak solution to (2.2) if it is both sub- and supersolution of (2.2). We also say that
u = =01 is a solution (resp. super/sub solution) to (2.3) with known B, if ¢ is a weak solution
(resp. super/sub solution) to (2.2).

The existence result of (2.2) can be find in [1] if B is smooth, and in [26] if B is bounded.

We will make use of the following comparison principle for (2.2).

Theorem 2.5. [Theorem 2.2, [1]] Suppose U is an open subset of R and B € CLCP(R x [0,00)). For
some T > 0 let g, 0 be respectively a subsolution and a supersolution of (2.2) in U x (0,T) such that
0 < 0 a.e. on the parabolic boundary of U x (0,T). Then ¢ < ¢ in U x (0,T).

The following technical lemma is useful when we apply the comparison principle.

Lemma 2.6. [Lemma 2.6, [25]] Under the conditions of Theorem 2.5, let 1 be a non-negative continuous
function defined in U x [0,T] such that

(a) v is smooth in its positive set and in this set we have ¥y — (Y™) gy — (¥ B)y > 0,

(b) ¥* is Lipschitz continuous for some o € (0,m),

(¢) T'(¢) has Hausdorff dimension 1.
Then

Yy — (V"™ )zz — (P B)z > 0 in U x (0,T)

in the weak sense.

To end this section, let us quantify the finite propagation property of the drift equation. The proof
makes use of the comparison principle and it is postponed to the appendix.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose u solves (2.3) with vector field B € CLC?(R x [0,00)), and with non-negative,
bounded and compactly supported initial data ug. Then there exists C' > 0 such that for each t > 0,
u(-,t) is supported in Be(i44)-

3. PRESSURE’S REGULARITY AND DARCY’S LAW

In this section, we establish some regularity property of the pressure variable w and the drift B =
—(V4+Wxp)(z,t). As a corollary we will obtain Darcy’s law.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ be the solution to (1.1) with bounded, non-negative and integrable initial data oo,
and suppose that V,W are bounded in C2CY (R x [0,00)). Let u be its pressure variable. Then there is a
universal constant C > 0 such that for any t > 0 the following hold a.e. in R,

1
g |* (-, 1) + |uel (1) < C(1 + ;)-
Here C only depends on m, |[ooll1 + [[oollec and [|V]lcscomx(o0,00)) T W lesco@x[o,00)) -

Proof. Since [[o(-,t)||z1r) = lleollz1) by the equation, the assumption yields that B = B(x,t) is
uniformly bounded in C2C?(R x [0,00)). With this vector field, let u be a solution to (2.3) with initial
ug = %Q’O”*l. By taking a sequence of smooth approximations u” with 7 > 0 of u as described in the
proof of Proposition 2.3 (4™ — u locally uniformly in R x [0,00) as 7 — 0) and due to this proposition,
we can assume that for some universal constant C' > 0,

rr —

1 1
[ul,(,0) < =inR, and wuj, >—-——+4CinRx[0,00). (3.1)
T t+T1
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Below we write w in place of u” for the sake of simplicity.

To show the Lipschitz bound in space, we apply Lemma 15.2 [34] which says that if a function
f € C*(R) satisfies 0 < f < N and f,, > —C, then |f,| < V2NC. In view of the fundamental estimate
and Theorem 2.2, we obtain

lug|?(z,t) < C(1 + ) forall (z,t) € R x [0, 00). (3.2)

t+71

The lower bound in the second estimate follows immediately from the equation (2.3) and the fundamental

estimate. Indeed
1

t+7 )
For the upper bound, we modify the proof of Theorem 15.5 [34] (where (PME) is considered). Set

g = (M — D tgy + [ug]? —ueB — (m — 1DuB, > —C(1 +

@ = us + (m— Du +ueB + (m — DuB, = (m — Dutg, +mu?.

By direct computations,
0r = (M — Dutge, + (3m — Dugtg,,
Prx = Utge + 2(m — 1)(“:%:5 + UpUgzs) + (Uzaa B + (M 4+ Dy By + (2m — DugBey + (m — 1)uBggy),
or = (m — Duttger + (M — Dugtge + 2mugiuy
= (m — Dtttz + (M — Dtgtige + 2m(m + Duluge +2m(m — 1utiptpe,
— 2m(Uuptigy B + mu? By + (m — 1)uu,Bey).
Next define £1(p) := 1 — (m — Dupgy — (2uy — B)p,. We get
L1(¢) = (m — Dugtize + 2m(m + Dl ug, + 2m(m — 1) utgtip e,
—2m(uztize B + muiBz + (m — Duu,Byy)
— (m = Du2(m — 1)(u2, + Uztizzz) + (M + Vtge By + (2m — 1)uy Byp+
(m — D)uByzz)) — (2uy — B)(3m — 1)ugtgy
= (m — Dtge(us + 2(m — 1)u2 — 2(m — 1)u ugy)
— (m = 1Du((m+ 1)uge Bz + (dm — DuyBey + (m — 1)uBgss)
—2m*u B, + 2(4m — 1) uguz, B.
Using the equation of u, the above

™™ — 1

= (m — Dtge(—(m — Dz, + (2m — 1)u2 + . Uy B — 2muBy)

m —

— (m — Du((4m — 1) ug By + (m — 1)uByps) — 2m*u2 B,.

Then apply (m — 1)ug, = LML 46 obtain
1 , , Tm—1
L1(p) = —a(ga —mui)(e — (3m — ui — p— Uy B + 2muBy)

— (m —1)(4m — DuuyBey — (m — 1)?u? Bryy — 2m*u’ B,
= =2~ i)~ folus g, B)) + folw, vz, B)

where
9 9  Tm—1
fi(ug) = muZ, fo(u,ugy, B) = (3m — 1)us + 71umB —2muB,,
m—

f3(u, g, B) = —(m — 1)(4m — DuyBey — (m — 1)?u®Byyy — 2m2u? B,
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Using that B is uniformly bounded in C2C?(R x [0,00)), |u| < C, and |u,(-,t)[* < C(1+
that for some universal C7 > 0,

7 +T) it follows

1
< —).
[filloe + I f2lloo + Ifsllee < C1(1+ t+T)

From the above computations, we find £1(p) — F(¢) = 0 where

F(p) = (o~ fi)o— f2) + s

Now take w(z,t) := Cao(1 + ) with Cy > C;. Then
C
&waWw:75§F+;@u+ﬂ;rﬁmau+—iw )~ 1
Co 1 1 1
> NTE + 5((02 -0+ t—l——T))2 —-Ci(1+ t—i—T) >0

for all ¢ > 0 if Cy is large enough depending only on C, C;. Note that (3.1) and (3.2) yield ¢(z,0) < g
Hence by further taking Cs to be large enough, we have w > ¢ at t = 0. By comparison principle for
the parabolic operator (£; — F)(+), we conclude that ¢ < Ca(1 + Then the definition of ¢ yields

)

for some universal C' > 0. Finally, taking 7 — 0 finishes the proof. O

t+7')

1
utzgo—(m—l)ui—umB—(m—l)qu§C(1—|—t+7_

Viewing B as a given vector filed of (x,t), below we show that B = B(z,t) is smooth in space and
CH! in time.

Lemma 3.2. Let g be the solution to (1.1) with bounded, non-negative, compactly supported initial data
00, and suppose that V, W are bounded in C35(R x [0,00)). Let u be its pressure variable. Then for each
k >0, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

[ Bllcrco@xo,00)) < Cks
and for any T > 1 and t € (0,77,

1
1B Dllxn + 1But- Dz < O (1471 ) (3.3

Proof. From the equation (1.1), |lo(-,t)||z1 = [Jeo(:)||z1 < co. Since B = =V — W % g and V, W are
smooth in space, B is also smooth in space.
For the regularity of By, we start with the case of m < 2. Since

2-m
1 /fm—1 \" 1

0t = — u Ut,
m m

Lemma 3.1 and boundedness of the solution imply that for some C' > 0,

lot(z,t)| §C(1+1) in R x (0, 00). (3.4)

Due to Lemma 2.7, for all ¢ € (0,T], o(-, ) is supported in Bor for some C' > 0. Thus using smoothness
of V and W, we get

1B )llermy = (Ve + Wik 0+ W 00)(- )l ok (r)
1

< C(k)(1 +ilé§/| e lo¢(x 4+ 7)|dr) < C(k)T(1+ ;).
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Next, to show By is Lipschitz in time, it suffices to show that W x g, is Lipschitz in time. For a.e.
0<s<t<T,and z € R,

|(W s 00) (w0, 8) — (W g1) (2, 5)
< |W('7t) * Qt('vt) - W('v 8) * Qt('vt”(x) + |W(7 8) * Qt('vt) - W('v 8) * Qt('v 8)|($)
S Ot =)L |o(, 8)[(2) + W (s s) % 0e(, 1) = Wty s) % 0e(c, 8) (@) =2 Ay + Ay

Since g; is supported in Ber, we use (3.4) to get
1
A <CT(1+ —)(t —5).

As for As, because g.(-,t) with ¢t > 0 is an almost everywhere well-defined L function, (2.2) yields

/ Wl = 108) (2o = (@B 0) = ((€")s — (2B)2)(003)] ]

Since p is supported in Bop, we can change the domain of the integration to Bop. Notice that due to
1
luz| < 00, (0™)z = Cryum=Tu, = 0 on the free boundary, and so applying integration by parts, we get

Ay =

Wale = 5,8) [((@")a = (@B)) 1) — (") — (eB))(y.5)] dy\

Ber

< /B Wea(z —y,8) (0™ (y,t) — 0" (v, 5)) dy' + Wz —y,s)((eB)(y,t) — (eB)(y,s)) dy‘

/ - / Wale = 3,5) (0B (v, )dey’

Ber

=m

/ / me —Y,Ss ) " 1(y7 )Qt(yu dey
Ber

<CT(t—s)(1+ S)

where in the last inequality we used (3.4), and o, |Wy|, [Was|, |B| < C for some universal C' > 0, and
|Be] <CT(1+21)inRx[s,T]

Overall, we find that there exists ﬁ(-,t) = By(-,t) for a.e. t € (0,T) such that 3(-,-) is Lipschitz
continuous in time with bound CT (14 1) in R x [t,T], and j, B are smooth in space. Using (3.4) and
the definition of B yields that B(x,t) fl x,8)ds + B(x, 1) is continuously differentiable (in both x
and t) for all ¢ > 0. Since f is L1psch1tz in time, we obtain Lipschitz continuity of B; in time. Similarly
we can get for all k£ > 0,

1
Bt (- )l e my < CrT'(1+ ;)-

When m > 2, again by Lemma 3.1, in the positive set of o,

2—m

1 —1 ™1 1
0 = — (m u) u < C (1 + —> 0™ and o <CO+ = )1/2 2-m, (3.5)
m m t

So we deduce
1o,
(€™)aw = 01 + (Bo)o < C(1L+ 5)o’ in {0 > 0}.

Therefore the bounded non-negative continuous function w(-,t) := (1 + $)~70™(-,t) with v := T
(then 7 € ($,1) by m > 2) satisfies for some universal C' > 0,

1 1 e
(W) = (14 5)77(")ex < C(L+ ) 70" < Cu " in {w > 0} (3.6)
It follows from the fundamental estimate that

m—1 1 (m—1)y

(W ee = (L4 2)" 7 (@™ aw 2 =C in D'(R). (3.7)
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With properties (3.6) and (3.7), Lemma 15.7 [34] implies that w,, is bounded in L{, (R) for any p €
[1, m=1). Moreover the L} (R) bound is independent of ¢ and the location:

Y m—2 loc

a+1
/ |wes (2, t)|Pde is uniformly bounded for all @ € R, and ¢ > 0. (3.8)
a—1

This and (1.1) yield
2= (14 3) 7 (0 + Boa) = (@har — (1+ 1) Beo € L((0,00), L. (R). (39)

Now for any fixed ¢y > 0, we use the substitution of streamlines Y := Y (t) = Y (y,to;t — to) (then
y — Y (y,to;t — to) is a bijection when |t — o] is small enough). With this coordinate, due to Y;(t) =
B(Y (t),t), we have

1
Geo(Y (1),) = 0:(Y (1), 1) + (Bea)(Y (1), 1) = (1 + 3)7 Z(Y (1), ¢). (3.10)
Since 9y0,Y = 0y B(Y,)0,Y and Yy (to) = 1, 9,Y and 9,0;Y are uniformly bounded for all y € R when

|t —to| is small enough depending on || B||¢1co. Moreover, we have

(W 0)e(z,t0) = at/ Wz —y,t)oly, t)dy|,_, = 3t/ Wz =Y, )oY, t)Yydy|,_, . (3.11)
yeR yER

Recall that o(-,t) is compactly supported in Ber for ¢ < T. Using (3.8)—(3.11) with p = 1, and
[We|, Wi, Y] and |0,0,Y| are bounded, we obtain

|(W*Q)t(xat0)| S O+ W($—Y, to)atQ(Y, tO)dey

Ber

1
<cacr oy [ W=t Zto)ldy (312)
0 Ber

1 1
<O+ Ot )TIW = Yol 2 t0) e < CT(+ )7

Similarly for any k > 0, since W is bounded in CEC}, we get ||(W * 0)t(t)ller < CT(1 + )7 which
implies that for ¢ € (0,7,

1 1
IBe( D)l ermy < CkT(1+ ;)7 < CRT(1+ ;)- (3.13)

Now we are left to show that 9¥9; B is locally Lipschitz in time. Let us only consider the case of k = 0
and prove the following for all x € R, and 0 < tp <t < T such that ¢t — ¢ is small enough,

[(W s 0)i(x,t) — (W x 0)(x,t0)] < CT(t —to)(1+ %) (3.14)

Let Y (t) = Y (y,to;t — to) be as before. Note that (1.7) yields

Y (y,to;t — to) = By (Y,1)Y; + By(Y,t) = By (Y, t)B(Y,t) + By(Y, 1),

9y07Y (y,to;t — to) = Byy (Y, 1)Y,Y; + By (Y, 1)Y, + By (Y, )Yy,

where By := 0y 9; B and Yy; := 0,0;Y. Thus, by (3.13), 82Y and 9,0?Y are bounded by CT'(1 + %)7
for all y € R and ¢ such that ¢ — ¢y is small enough. This yields that 92W (x — Y, ) is also bounded by
CT(1+ %)7 for these ¢. Then, arguing similarly as before and using (3.10), the left-hand side of (3.14)
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satisfies

o [ W=y, Wiy ) ()~ o ( [ W=y Wody ) (o)

< CT( = 1)1+ )7+ }( [ (& o) 2:0)~ s (& )aoty ) )

+( [ (Bahay ) ) - (

< CT(t —to)(1 + %)V + }(/yeR Wy * gmdy> (z,t) — (/yER Wy * @’”dy> (z,t0)

W (Bw)dz;) (2,t0)

yeR

+ As

< CT(t—to)(1 + tl),
0

where we used (™), = 0™ = 0 on the free boundary, v < 1, and |(¢™):] < C(1 + %) in R x [tg,00) by
(3.5). In the last inequality, by (3.13), A3 < CT(t — to)(1 + %)7 follows in the same way as we derive

(3.12). We finished the proof of (3.14).
O

Remark 3.3. The restriction of compactly supported solutions can be removed if we assume that the
solution is uniformly bounded and W satisfies the following integrability condition:
(I) Ifm <2, Wi(-,t) € LY(R) for all t > 0 and j € N; if m > 2, for some ¢ > m — 1, and for each
JeN,
> (WD) sy + I 6Dl oy ) < oo,
keN
locally uniformly in ¢ € [0, c0).
Under condition (I), (3.3) holds for some constant C'= C(T'). The proof is in the same spirit by making
use of (3.9) for p € [1, 2=L). However the computations are more complicated, and we skip them. We

' m—2
will only consider solutions with compact support later.

3.1. Equation of the free boundary. In this subsection, we introduce Darcy’s law and the equation
of the free boundary. The discussions are parallel to those in section 15 of [34] for the zero drift case.

The following lemma is the same as Lemma 3.3 [25] which mainly says that a streamline cannot leave
the support of the solution as time evolves.

Lemma 3.4. Let u be a non-negative solution to (2.3) with compactly supported initial data. The set
Usso{u(-,t) > 0} x{t}) is non-contracting along the streamlines i.e. if u(xo,to) > 0, then u(X (xo,to; 1), to+
t) >0 for allt > 0.

In view of the finite propagation property and the fact that the initial data is compactly supported,
we can define the right-hand side free boundary as

r(t) :=sup{x | o(z,t) > 0} = sup{x |u(x,t) > 0}. (3.15)

As derived formally in the introduction, we have Darcy’s law: 7/(t) = —uy(r(t),t) + B(r(t),t). We
prove it below.

Lemma 3.5. For every t > 0, the following limits exist

1
Dyulr(t)) = T w(et), DFr(t) = lim (o4 1) (),
Moreover, Darcy’s law holds in the form

Dfr(t) = =D, u(r(t),t) + B(r(t),t).

In particular since u, and B are bounded, the free boundary is Lipschitz continuous in time.
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Proof. The existence of the two limits mainly follows from the fundamental estimate and the regularity
of B established in Section 3. The proof is the same as the one for the zero-drift case. We refer readers
to Theorem 7.2 [28] and Theorem 15.19 [34].

Now let us show Darcy’s law, the proof of which is in the same spirit of the proof of Theorem 15.19 [34]
(though we need a slightly different barriers). Take one right-hand side free boundary point (zg,to) with
to > 0 and by shifting the coordinates, we assume it is (0,0) i.e. 7(0) = 0. Denote a = —D_ u(0,0) > 0.
For any small € > 0, consider the following linear functions

LE(z,t) == (a+¢e)((a+2e)t —z+ B(0,0)t)4,

)
L (z,t) .= (a —¢)((a —2e)t — x4+ B(0,0)t) 4.

We want to compare u(z,t) with L} in a domain of the form R(4,7) = {|z| < §,t € (0,7)}. By the
definition of a, if § is small enough, LT (x,0) = (a + €)(—z)+ > u(z,t) on the bottom of R(d,7) and
u(—6,0) < LF(—4,0). By continuity of u, there is 7 > 0 such that u(—4,t) < LT (—d,t) for all ¢ € [0, 7).
Moreover by continuity of r(t), after further assuming 7 to be small enough, we get u(d,t) = LT (d,t) =0
for all t € [0, 7).

Next let us check that L} is a supersolution to (2.3). Indeed in the positive set of L}, we have

LLE) = (L) = (m = 1)(L)aaLd = [(LE)al* + (LE)e B, 1) + (m — 1) LT Ba(x, 1)
=(a+e)(a+2e)+ (a+e)B(0,0)— (a+¢e)*—(a+e)B+ (m—1)LIB, (3.16)
> (a+¢e)e —Cla+e)(|z| + |t]) — C(m —1)LT.

Here we used the estimate that B is Lipschitz continuous in both space and time. Now if further letting
8,7 to be small enough, we get |x| + [t| << e and L} << ae, and then £(LF) > 0. So LI is a
supersolution to £ in R(d, 7). By comparison u(x,t) < L (z,t) in R(, 7). Therefore, the free boundary
of u lies to the left of that of LT within a short time which implies

r(t) <r(0) + (a+ 2e)t + B(0,0)t fort <.
We find

DFr(0) = lim ~(r(h) — 1(0)) < a+ 2= + B(0,0). (3.17)
h—0+ h
After passing € — 0, we obtain D;fr(0) < a + B(0,0).
If a = 0, it follows from Lemma 3.4 and Lipschitz continuity of B that D;r(0) > B(0,0) which,
combining with (3.17), yields the proof. If a > 0, similarly as done in the above argument, we can show
w > L7 in a small neighbourhood of the free boundary point, which implies that

DEr(0) = lim ~(r(h) — r(0)) > a + B(0,0).

Overall, we proved for free boundary point (r(tg),to) that D, r(to) = —D;u(r(te),to) + B(r(to), o).
O

4. NON-DEGENERACY OF THE FREE BOUNDARY

The goal of this section is to prove that if the free boundary is non-degenerate at one time, then non-
degeneracy preserves for all time. For this purpose, we only need V, W € C2C2(R x [0, 00)). Throughtout
the rest of the paper, let us write the right-hand side free boundary of the solution u (or o) as r(t), see
(3.15).

Theorem 4.1. Let o be the solution to (1.1) with bounded, non-negative, compactly supported initial
data 09, and V,W € C3CZ(R x [0,00)). Let u be its pressure variable. Suppose for some to > 0,
—D_u(r(to),to) > 0. Then for any T > to there exists o = o(to,T) > 0 such that

—D u(r(t),t) > —e ) Doy(r(ty), to) >0 for all  t € [to, T).
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Proof. Denote

k(t) := =D u(r(t),t).
Since w is Lipschitz continuous after positive time, we have k(t) < g9 = go(to) for all ¢t > ¢g. It follows
from Proposition 2.3 that u,, > —o;1 in R x [tg, 00) in the sense of distribution for some o1 = o1 (tp).
Denote B(x,t) = —(V + W * g)(x,t). Fix any T > min{to,1}. By Lemma 3.2 and the assumption that
V,W € C3C2(R x [0,00)), there exists oo = 02(tg, T) such that

(1+HB”C§+HBtHC£ +HBtt||oo)3 < o9. (4.1)

Take one free boundary point z1 = r(t1) with ¢t; > ¢y. For simplicity of notations, by performing a
translation on (x,t), we can assume 1 = t; = 0.

Define o
L := max{(m — 1)(bos + 20¢),403} and A(t):= 736_2Lt (4.2)
where o3 := max{oy,02} > 1. Next we set a(t) to be the unique solution to
2k ki
o/ (t) = Z2N(1)(1 - Lt)  with a(0) = ap := — and ko := k(0) > 0.
o3 g3
Consider the following barrier
22\’
+

It can be checked that,
4(0,0) =u(0,0) =0, D, u(0,0) =D, u(0,0) = —2X(0)ap = —ko,
and for all < r(0),
wa(xa O) = —03 < Ugy.
Hence we have
u(,0) < u(z,0).

We claim that u is a subsolution to (2.3) for ¢ € [0,7.] where 7. = min{ko,7} for some 7 > 0
depending only on ¢y, 7 and universal constants.

The proof of the claim will be given below. We first discuss the consequences. With the claim, using
u(z,0) < u(x,0) and comparison principle, we obtain 4 < u in R x [0, 7,]. By the definition of u, the
right-hand side free boundary (denoted as r = r(t)) of u satisfies

2

r(t) = a(t) — ao + B(r, t)t — (B(r,t) By (r, t) + Bi(r, t))E, (4.4)
which is obtained by solving for u(r(t),t) = 0. And so
' (0) = o/(0) + B(0,0) = ko + B(0,0) = D, r(0). (4.5)
Because u < u in R x [0, 7], we know r < r for ¢ € [0, 7.]. Hence for h < 7,
r(h) = r(0) — hr'(0) < r(h) — r(0) — hD/r(0). (4.6)

Direct computation yields
a”(0) = 200 (A(t)(1 — Lt))|4=0 = —6cgLA(0) = —3Lko.
Recall that 7(0) = r(0) = 0. By differentiating (4.4) twice, we get
r(0) = ~3Lko +2(B(1(0),0))’ — B(0,0)B,(0,0) - B(0,0)

where
(B(z(0),0)) = 5B, Dlico.
Due to (4.5),

(B(£(0),0))" = Bz(0,0)(ko + B(0,0)) + B(0,0) = D} B(r(t), )] e=o-
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Therefore
r(0) = =3Lko + 2D} (B(r(),£)) 1o — B(0,0)B,(0,0) — By(0,0)
= —3Lko + D (B(z(t),1))|t=0 + Bx(0,0)ko (4.7)
> —oko + D (B(r(t),1))|i=o
:= —oko + D} B(r(0),0),
where o := 3L + 0s.

Now let us go back to any general free boundary point & = r(t) with ¢ > ty. According to (4.6) and
(4.7), we have for the function
~r(t+h)—r(t) — hDfr(t)
N h2/2 ’

gn (1) :
the estimate
gn(t) > —ok(t) + D} B(r(t),t) + o(h), (4.8)

under the condition that h < min{k(¢),7}.
While in the case when k(t) = 0, by Lemma 3.5,

Dfr(t) = k(t) + B(r(t),t) = B(r(t),t). (4.9)
Proposition 1.2 yields, for all h > 0,
r(t+h) > X(r(t),t; h). (4.10)
Thus

N,
[ e

gn(t) (X (r(t), t; h) = r(t) — hB(r(t),1))

t+h
) ( \ B(X(r(t),t;s),t +s) —B(T(t),t)ds) )

It follows from (1.7) that
|B(X (r(t),t;8),t + 8) — B(r(t),t)| < o2s < oah,

and thus g (t) is bounded below by —205 when k(t) = 0.
Due to Lemma 3.5, r(t) is Lipschitz continuous. In view of Lemma 3.1,

/: gn(t)dt

for some C(ty) > 0 independent of h. Therefore we can select a sequence of h, — 0 such that g,
converges to a signed measure p. In view of the definition of g;, and (4.9), we get

1= (k(H) + B(r(t), 1)) (4.11)

T+h to+h
=2 [0 e [ 0 - o

T to

< Cf(to)

in the sense of distribution.

Denote Ey := {t € [to,T]| k(t) = 0}. In view of (4.9) and (4.10), k(¢) is the right derivative of a strictly
increasing function (for which right derivatives always exist), and so Fy is measurable of 0 measure.
Notice that gp(t) > —202 on Ey. Hence boundedness of (B(r(t),t))’ implies that puxg, > (B(r(t),t)) in
the sense of distribution. Next passing i — 0 in (4.8) shows that

p+ok(t) = (B(r(t),t))’
is a non-negative measure on [to, T|\Ep. Overall these yield that
pu > —oak(t) + (B(r(t),t)) in [to,T], in the sense of distribution.
Combining this with (4.11), we obtain
K'(t) + ok(t) >0 (4.12)
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in the sense of distribution for ¢ € [tg, T]. Thus we obtain
k(t) > e (10 k(ty)

which implies that k(t) = —D_u(r(t),t) > 0 for ¢ € [to,T]. Here the Gronwall type inequality for
distributions can be justified as follows. Since k is bounded and k(to) > 0, (4.12) implies that k(t) is
positive for a short positive time after ¢g. Then we can approximate k by k. := k x ¢, where {¢,}.>0
are smooth non-negative mollifiers satisfying ¢, — g as 7 — 0. Then for all 7 > 0 small enough,
k-(to+ 7) > ¢ > 0 with ¢ independent of 7, and so the conclusion follows since k, satisfies (4.12) in the
classical sense.

Now we proceed to prove the claim.

Proof of the claim. To prove that u is a subsolution to (2.3), by Lemma 2.6, it suffices to prove
L(w) > 0 in the positive set of u, where the operator £ is given in (3.16).
For abbreviation of notations, denote o = «(t),

t2
y=y(z,t) =24+ oy — Bt + (BB, +Bt)5’ (4.13)
and then u = A(a? — y?),. We have
2

t
Yo =1 — Byt + (BB + Bf. + th)§7

t2
t2
yr = =B+ BByt + (B.By + BBy + Bu) 5

Plugging u into the operator £, we find in the positive set of u (i.e. |y| < «) that,
Llu) = N(a® —y?) +2XMaa’ —yyi) +2(m — DA*(y; + Y yau) (0® — y7)
— ANYy; = 22y g B+ (m — DA(0® — y*) By
= (N +2(m = DN Y2 4+ Yyae) + (m — 1)AB,) (@ — )
+ 2 aa’ — 20y y; — 4\ y*y2 — 2\y y. B.

To have L(u) < 0, we only need to verify the following two inequalities

A/
Jii= o5+ 2m - DAY2 + Y Yza) + (m — 1)B, <0, (4.15)
and
)\I
Jy = 5(a2 — ) + 20 — 2 yyr — 4X%*y% Y2 — 20y . B < 0. (4.16)

By (4.13) and the regularity of B, there is 71 = 71 (02) such that for all ¢ € (0,71),
|yz - 1| + |ymc| <1
Next recall the definitions of A(t) and «(t), and then we get

A< T, o) <ko<on and

Hence for t < L,
o3

2k, 2
a(t) SOéo—l—th:—O < ﬂ
g3 g3
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(4.14), into the left-hand side of (4.15) yields for ¢ < a%’

Also in the support of u, we have |y(z,t)] < a(t) < % for t < 0—13 Plugging these estimates, as well as

2
Ji = —L+ (m—1os(4+ -22) + (m — 1oy

o3
< —L+ (m—1)(503 + 200) <0.

Next we prove (4.16). It follows from (4.1), for some universal ¢ € (0,1) and all 0 <t < =,

t2
—B,t+ (B, B+ B2 + Bm)5 < ost.

Pick 7 = min{g—cg, %,7’1}, and we have for t < 1
200/ \ — 4X2y% y? = 4X}(aao(1 — Lt) — y*(1 — Byt + (B. B + B2 + th)g)Q)
<4XN(a?(1 — Lt) — y*(1 — a3t)?)
< 4XN(a?(1 — 203t) — 2030t — y*(1 — 203t))
=4X\*(a® — y?)(1 — 203t) — 83\t

In the first inequality we used a > «q, while in the second inequality we used L > 4o3.
By (4.1) and (4.14), we have for |y| < a,

t2
—2\yyr — 2\y Yo B = —2\y(B..B* + B2B + BB, + 2BB,; + Btt)5

< oo \|y|t? < ozat?.

It follows that

!/
Jo < (a? — yQ)(% +4X%(1 — 203t)) — 803 2a’t + oz at?. (4.17)
Note that A < % and ’\7/ = —2L < —803. Hence

(02~ )5+ 42(1 — 2031)) < (0% —yIA(-L 4 4) <0

L

Moreover when ¢t < 53, by definition, A(t) > 2. Also since a(t) > ag = 5—2, we get

At)a(t) > ? for t < 7.
e

So
2 2 2 4ko
—8o3\“a’t + o3 at® = UgAat(—? +1) <0

holds for all ¢ < min{kg, 72}. Combining these with (4.17) implies that J; < 0.
Finally we proved

L(u) >0 forall 0 <t < min{ko, 72},

and here, 7 only depends on ty, T and universal constants.
O

The following corollary uses the condition (1.8) which is weaker than the initial non-degeneracy as-
sumption (it is weaker because the non-degeneracy (1.6) at time 0 corresponds to v < 1 in (1.8)).

Corollary 4.2. Let ¢ be the solution to (1.1) with bounded, non-negative, compactly supported initial
data 0o, and V,W € C2C?(R x [0,00)). Let u be its pressure variable and suppose (1.8) holds. Then
—D_u(r(t),t) >0 for all t > 0.
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Proof. Fix any to > 0. Recall (4.10) by Proposition 1.2. We get r(to) > X (r(%), %2; %) and so there
exists t1 € (%,1%o) such that

Difr(ti) > B(r(t1), t1)
and thus —D_u(r(t1),¢1) > 0. By Theorem 4.1, for all ¢ > t1, we have —D u(r(t),t) > 0. O

5. HIGHER REGULARITY

With the knowledge of the fundamental estimate and non-degeneracy, the C* regularity of the free
boundary follows from Theorem 6.1 [25].

Theorem 5.1. Assume the conditions of Corollary 4.2. Then r(t) is a C® function for all t > 0.

Proof. 1t follows from Corollary 4.2 that the free boundary is non-degenerate for all £ > 0. Since uyy is
bounded from below and u is C? in {u > 0},

r(t)
—ug(z,t) = =D u(r(t),t) +/ Uy (Y, t)dy > =D u(r(t),t) — C(r(t) —x) > 0, (5.1)

if #(t) — « is sufficiently small. Hence u is locally uniformly monotone decreasing in the positive z
direction near the free boundary (r(t),t). Next, as before, we treat B(z,t) = —(V + W % g)(x,1) as a
function of x,¢, which satisfies (4.1). Thus all the conditions of Theorem 6.1 [25] are satisfied and the
conclusion follows. 0

Thanks to Theorem 5.1, we are able to write 7/(¢) instead of D; r(t), and for simplicity (with a slight
abuse of notation) we will also write

ug (r(t),t) := Dy u(r(t),t). (5.2)

Corollary 5.2. Under the assumption of Theorem 5.1, the functions g, us, U Uy, are continuous in

Upo (Tul-0) > 0F x {2}). And
Uy = ui —uyB—(m—1)uB;, uuy, =0 on the free boundary.
The proof is similar to the one of Theorem 2.3 in [12]. We will sketch it in the appendix.

Now we proceed to show high regularities of both the solution and the free boundary. The proof
follows the line of the argument in [5] where the (PMFE) is studied. Let us remark that there is an
alternative approach to high regularities which is given in [22]. Both of the approaches are based on the
non-degeneracy property, and the parallel statements in Theorem 5.1 and Corollary 5.2.

As discussed in the introduction, firstly we show that w,, is bounded from above near the free
boundary. For ¢y > 0, let 9 = r(ty) be the right-hand side free boundary point of u. Recall that
X (t) = X (0, t0;t) is the streamline starting at (xg, o). We get v(z,t) := u(z+ X (t),to +1) is a solution
to

vy = (M — 1)00ge + |vg|> — v2 B — vB,, (5.3)
where
B(z,t) := Bz + X (t),to +t) — B(X(t),t0 +1).
We have B(0,0) = 0 and from Lemma 3.2, for ¢ € [0, T] and any k > 0,

HB('J)Hc@(R) + Hét("f)Hcg(R) + HBtt('at)HCQ(R) < C(k,to,T). (5.4)
Write () as the right-hand side free boundary of v(-, ), and then Lemma 3.5 implies that
¢(t) is Lipchitz continuous with ¢(0) = 0. (5.5)

Also non-degeneracy of u translates to —v,(0,0) > 0.

Lemma 5.3. In the above setting, there exist C,n > 0 such that vy, < C in R,, where
Ry = {(z,t) e R?|((t) —n <y < (1), [t| <n}.
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Proof. In the set {v > 0}, p := vy, satisfies

L2(p) == pt — (M — 1)vpys — 2mugp — (m + 1)p* + p. B + (m + 1)pB,
+ (2m — l)vzém —(m— l)vBmm =0.

Denote kg := —v,(0,0) = —uz(x0,t9) > 0 and then set

By Corollary 5.2, v, is continuous up to the free boundary. Also we have B(O, 0) =0, and B and ¢ are
Lipschitz continuous. So there exists g = oo (ko, to, v) such that for all n € (0,0¢), we have

|_'Um_k0| <g |B(<()a)| <e in R—Qn (57)

Applying Lemma 3.5 to v shows that ¢’(t) = —v,.(C(t),t) + B(C(t),t). By Corollary 5.2 again, we find
for ¢t € [—2n, 27,

IC'() = kol = | = va(C(2), 1) + B(C(t), 1) — kol

- (5.8)
< =02 (C(1), 1) — kol + |B(C(2), )] < 2e.
Thus we get
(ko = 2¢)(t +2n) < ((t) — ((=2n) < (ko + 2¢)(t + 2n).
Set
G (t) = C(=2n) + (ko + 3e)(t + 21),
and then it follows that for ¢ € [—2n, 27],
C(t) = ¢(t) = (ko + 3e)(t + 2n) — (ko + 2¢) (¢ + 2n)
(5.9)
> e(t+2n),
and
Ge(t) = (1) < (ko + 3¢)(t + 2n) — (ko — 2¢)(t + 2n) - 10
< Bne(t+2n) < 20me. (5.10)

Now we construct a barrier for p that is of the form

a B
OE AR

o(z,t) = ( with o, 8 > 0)

where § := gy and a is a constant in (0, ).
For abbreviation of notations, we write ¢, Cs, ¢ as C(t), Cx (), ¢(z, t) below. We obtain in Ra),
La(¢) > ﬁ (—g’ —20m = 1); - — — 2mu, — 2(m + 1)a>
+@£%¥<—g—%m—ngﬁx—mm&—%m+m@
¥ ﬁ (B F(m+1)(C— x)Bm) + ﬁ (B +(m+1)(C — x)Bm)

+ (2m — 1)1}1311 —(m— 1)v£~3mm.
In view of (5.4) and (5.5), in Ry,
|B] < C||Bulllz| < C(I¢(1)] +2n) < Cnp and || Blles < C.
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We then get

Lo(¢) = (5L (‘C' —2(m — 1)< —
g ' 9l —
“ e (62
—C(B,llullcy)  in Ry
It follows (5.7) that for (z,t) € Ray,
vz, )] = [v(z,t) —v(C(t),1)] < (ko +€)(C(#) — ),

—2mu, —2(m+ 1)a—Cn—C(( — x))

(%

(5.11)

—2mu, —2(m+ 1) —Cn—C(( — J?)>

* — X

which implies that

‘ v

— Kk
(—z

<e. (5.12)

Since (. > ¢, we also have for such (z,t),

v

<k . 5.13
Lz =" t+e (5.13)
Next using (5.10) and € < 5=, we obtain

G—2 <G —C+2n < 4. (5.14)
Let us apply (5.7)(5.8)(5.12)-(5.14) in (5.11) to get in Ray,

Lo(g) > ﬁ (—ko —2e —2(m —1)(ko + &) + 2m(ko — ) —2(m + 1)a — C)

B
R
4;:;2 (ko —4me —2(m + 1)ae — Cn)
B Cn?

(ko —3c—=2(m —1)(ko + &)+ 2m(ko — &) —2(m+ 1) —Cn) - C

>

Recall (5.6) and
ko
8(m+1)
Then it is not hard to see that there exists o1 = o1 (ko, to,v) < 0¢ (independent of «) such that for all
n < o1, we have La(¢) > 0.

a<f=

Next we show ¢ > p = v,, on the parabolic boundary of Ry,. By Corollary 5.2, vvy, — 0 as (x,t)
approaches the free boundary. And by (5.7), v(z,t) > (ko —¢€)({ — ) in Ra,. Thus we can fix n € (0,01)

to be small enough depending only on kg, ty and v such that v v,, < B 1({101_0? in Rg,, which yields
e . B
Vaz < (=) in Ry,, wheree := e 1 (5.15)
Using (5.10) and (5.15), we deduce for t € (—2n,2n),
p g

o) =2m1) = —— 5 2 55 o
E/

For t = —2n and x € (((—2n) — 2n,{(—2n)), due to (5.15) again,

Y

B
> > .z, —2n).
— 2 gy 2 Ue(® )
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Finally consider the right-hand side lateral boundary of Ry,. Due to Corollary 5.2, there is a neigh-
bourhood depending on « (denoted as Ny) of {(((t),t), |t| < 2n} such that
VUzq < a(kg —e) in Ny N Roy,.
It follows from (5.12) that C%:E > ko — e, which implies

ko —
> c @ > oko —€) > Ugg(z,t)  in No N Ray.
—x v

Therefore by comparing ¢ and vy, in Ro,\Na, we get ¢ > vy, in Roy\N,. From the above we proved
(b Z Vg in R2n-
Since 7 is independent of «, after passing o — 0, the order of ¢, v, shows that

VUga(2,1) < g‘*ﬁ—x

By (5.9), for (z,t) € R,), we have (,(t) —x > en. We conclude with vy, (z,t) < % in R,,.

in RQn .

O

Lemma 5.3 implies that wu,, is bounded from above near (r(tg),to). Combining this with the funda-
mental estimate, we obtain that |us,| is locally uniformly bounded near the free boundary if we have
non-degeneracy.

Now we estimate the higher derivatives of u near the free boundary. As before, we consider v instead
of u. For j > 1, write o) = 8%1) and BY) .= (’“)%B. Notice that for j > 3, v satisfies the linear
equation

L)) = vgj) —(m—1wod) — 2+ j(m—1)v0) — oV B

l3/2]+1 j—1
— G+ DB — v 4 S 2uPy(t2on) 4 30 P RO —
p=3 p=0

where the constant ¢! only depends on m, j, and the constants c%, cf; only depend on p, j, m.
We have the following lemma:

Lemma 5.4. Suppose V,W € O, and (1.8) holds. For any to > 0, let v = 7(to) and v =

u(z + X (xo,tost),to +t). For each integer j > 2, there exist positive constants Cj,n; depending on
m,d, j, to, V,W and u such that [v0)| < Cj in Ry, where R, is given in Lemma 5.5.

Proof. Recall that we write the right-hand side free boundary of v as ¢ and so ¢(0) = 0.

The proof proceeds by induction. By Lemma 5.3 and the fundamental estimate |’U(2)| < oo in R, for
some 7 > 0. Suppose that for some k > 2, [v0)| < C}, for all j = 2,3,..., k in R, for some n; > 0, and
the goal is to show boundedness of v**1) in Ry, ., for some ng 1 > 0.

Notice that the operator Ly is of the form:

Lii1(0) = ¢ — (M — 1)v o + f1de + f200 + f3,

where, by induction hypothesis, f1, f2, f3 are bounded functions. This is of the same form for the cases
when B = 0. Therefore following the proof of Proposition 3.1, [5], there exist 741 > 0 and Ci4q1 > 0
such that

k .
|v( +1)| <Cry1 inRy,,.

And we can conclude.

Let me briefly sketch the key idea used in Proposition 3.1 [5] to prove the inductive step below.
Consider any subset R of R,, such that (z,t) € R implies ((t) — 2 > A > 0 for some A\ > 0. By
the non-degeneracy property, v > ¢\ in R and therefore the operator £y is uniformly parabolic with
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elliptic constant > ¢\ in R. It then follows from the regularity estimate for parabolic type equation
(Theorem 5.3.1 [30]) that |[v*+1)| < £ in R. This implies that

C
k41 :
|U( )|§m in R, .
To remove the denominator ﬁ, we apply the barrier transformation lemma (Lemmas 3.2-3.4 of [5])
and the estimate can be improved to

| <y in R,, ., for some smaller 71 > 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.4.

Due to Lemma 3.2, B € C°CY (R x [to — 1, to 4 1]). The classical parabolic regularity result yields
that w is C2°C? in Q = {(z,t)|u > 0,t > 0}. Below we need to obtain a uniform bound up to the
boundary. For any k > 0, we apply (%)(a%)k to L(u) = 0 where the operator L is given in (3.16). We
get that ¢1 := (%)(a%)ku satisfies the linear equation in €2 in the classical sense

(61) = (m = D)w(d1)aa + f1($1)z + f201 + f3 (5.16)

where f{, f3, f3 are linear combinations of 02u, 08B, 94u 00, B with ¢+p < k+1. By taking n € (0, %2)
to be small, we can assume that u is strictly positive in N, (to) when (z,t) is away from the right-hand
side free boundary. Since u is smooth in the region where it is strictly positive, it then follows from
Lemmas 3.1, 5.4 that u is Lipschitz continuous in time and spatially smooth uniformly in N, (to).

Due to Lemma 3.2, B € C°CH (R x [tg — 1t +71]). Therefore in N, (to), the right-hand side of
(5.16) is uniformly bounded which implies that ¢ is Lipschitz continuous in time. We deduce that u is
uniformly C°CH" in N, (to).

Next we can apply (£)2(Z)* to L(u) = 0 to get that ¢o := (Z)?(2 ) u satisfies

(p2)r = (m_l)u(¢2>m+f12(¢2)z+f22¢2+f?? in

where f2, 3, f2 are bounded functions, due to the established regularities for B,u. Then similarly we
obtain that u is C2°C' uniformly in N, (to). However we are not able to proceed further with this
argument since B is only known to be C1! in time.

Using this regularity of u, we claim that the free boundary is a C%' function of ¢. Indeed, let us write
r(t) as the right-hand side free boundary of w and then w(r(t),t) = 0. Since it was proved that =(t) is
Lipschitz continuous, after differentiating the above equality by ¢, we get

g (r(t), )1 (t) + ug(r(t),t) = 0.

By non-degeneracy, u, is strictly positive near the free boundary. Also since u.(r(t),t), u:(r(t),t) are
Lipschitz continuous, 7 is uniformly Ct! in (tg —n,to + 7).
Then by differentiating the above equality one more time, we find

g (7(1), )" () + U (r(2), )| (8) 2 + wat (r(t), )1 () + uge (r(t), ) = 0.

It follows from the non-degeneracy property and the regularity established for u that r//(¢) is Lipschitz
continuous. Thus we proved that the free boundary r(¢) is a C*! function locally uniformly for positive
time.

O

Proof of Theorem 1.5.

In view of Lemma 3.4 and the assumption that € is a finite interval, there are functions I(t), r(t) such
that Q;, = (I(¢),r(¢)) for all ¢ > 0. The first part of the statement follows from Theorem 1.4.

To prove the second part, we need to improve the regularity of B in time using the assumptions that
W =0 or Ll € N. For any T >ty > 0, let us always restrict ¢ to (t9, ") in this proof. For induction,

m—
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suppose that for some p > 2, u is uniformly C°CP" in QN(Rx {t € (to, T)}) and I(-), r(-) € CP((to, T)).
If W = 0, by the assumption B is smooth in space and time. In the case when W # 0 and ﬁ eN,

by the assumption and inductive hypothesis, w7 is bounded in ckoy ! norms for any k£ > 0 in
QN (R x {t € (to,T)}). Thus

1
— 1\ m-1 [r®
B=—V—W*g:—V—(m—> W(x—y,t)u(y,t)ﬁdy
m 1(¢)
is also bounded uniformly in C*CP!' (R x [to, T]) norms.
Then applying the differential operator (Z)P+(£)* to £(u) = 0, we obtain that
— 9 k 9 p+1
(bp"l‘l T (8117) (8t) u

satisfies the following equality almost everywhere in €2,

(¢p+1)t = (m— l)u(¢p+l)m + ff+1(¢p+1)z + f§+1¢p+1 + §+1

where fP f2H1 2T are uniformly Lipschitz continuous in QN (R x {t € (to, T)}). Therefore, by the
equality and the inductive hypothesis, (¢p+1)+ is also Lipschitz in time.
To conclude, we proved that when W = 0 or -5 € N, u is smooth in QN (R x {t € (to,7)}) uniformly

up to the free boundary.
O

Finally, we show that permanent waiting time is possible with the appearance of either V or W.
Proof of Theorem 1.6.

We will present two explicit examples of stationary solutions which indicate the possibility of perma-
nent waiting time.
First let us consider the domain to be T. Set

® = —4cos(2mx), p:=sin(27x)+ 1.

Then
1
D xo(x) = —4/ cos(2m(x — y))(sin(2my) + 1)dy
0
1
= —2/ [sin(27x) — sin(2wx — 47y) + 2 cos(2m(x — y))] dy
0
= —2sin(27z).
Therefore

204+ P x o = 2.
Now if we pick W := &, then
(0*)zz + (oW % 0)2 = (0(20+ ® % 0)a), = 0.
Hence this pair of o, W satisfy
0%z +(eW % 0)z =0 inT,
and clearly o(2) = 0.
Next we present the second example. Take any open subset of R and write it as a union of disjoint

open intervals: UZ—GN I;. For each i, let ¥; be a smooth function such that ¥; < 0 in I; and ¥; = 0
outside I;. Next set

and then
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Therefore o, := Yjen 0; and V := X,;enV; is a pair of functions satisfying

and {0, = 0} = (U;en 1)

Let o be a function such that gy < g, and {go > 0} = {g. > 0}. Then by comparison principle, the
solution o(z,t) to (2.2) with initial data g satisfies o(+,t) < p.(+) for all ¢ > 0. Hence I';(9) C {o. > 0}.
Notice that by the construction, V' = 0 at Iy = (J,;cy (0I;). It follows from Lemma 3.4 that the free
boundary is non-contracting along streamlines. Hence I'y = T’y for all £ > 0.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.2

Using that V,W € C2CP(R x [0,00)), 0 > 0, and [[o(,t)||L1r) = |loo]l£1(r) from the equation, we
get that B = B(x,t) is a vector field uniformly bounded in C2C?(R x [0,00)). Note that the proof of
Theorem 1.2 [25] only used C2CY regularity of the vector field, and so the theorem yields either of the
following holds (using the notation X (¢) := X (o, to;t))

(1) X(=s) eI forall s €[0,to] with I' := U, ,(T's x {t});

(2) there exist C, 8 > 1 and h > 0 such that for s € (0,h), u(z,tg —s) = 0 if |z — X (—s)| < Os?,
and u(z,to 4+ s) > 0if |z — X (s)| < CsP.
Since the right-hand side free boundary is 7(t), (1) clearly implies (i) after taking s = to — ¢. Also we
see that if r(¢) is of type (1), then r(s) is of type (1) for all s € [0,¢]. Thus there exists ¢t; € [—1, 00],
such that r(¢) is of type (1) for all ¢ € [0,11], and it is of type (2) for all ¢ > ¢;.
Now suppose (2) holds at tg > 0, we get for all s € (0, h] (for some small h > 0 depending on ¢g) such
that r(to — s) < X(—s) and r(to + s) > X (s). We are going to show (ii). Since all r(t) with ¢ > ¢ are
of type (2) with h depending only on t; and universal constants by [25], we use the property that

X(r(to+h),to+h;s") > X(X(h),to + h;s") = X(xo,to;h+5") foralls’ >0
(r( )

to conclude that r(tg + h +s") > X(r(to + h),to + h;s’) > X(h + §) for all s € (0,h]. Therefore, by
iteration, we obtain r(tg + s) > X (s) for all s > 0 which yields the first part of (ii) with s =t — ¢y. For
the other part, assume for contradiction that there is s € (0, #o] such that r(tg — s) > X (—s). It follows
from (i) and the first part of (ii) (or, alternatively, Lemma 3.4) that for any z € (0, s),

T(tO - Z) Z X(X(_S)ato — 55— Z) = X(_Z)a

which cannot happen because r(tg) is of type (2). Overall we obtained (ii), which concludes the proof.

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.3

By Theorem 2.2, p € L*°(R x [0,00)) and so does u. Recall B in (1.2) and since V, W are smooth, B
is smooth in space. Theorem 1.1 in [26] implies that the solution is Holder continuous for ¢ > 0 and so
B = B(x,t) is also Holder continuous for ¢ > 0.

We proceed by considering a set of approximated solutions uy with k € Z*. Take smooth approxima-
tions By, of B and smooth non-negative approximations ug x of ug. Let ui be the solution to (2.3) with
vector field By, and initial data wug, + % By comparison principle, uy, is positive, and so (2.3) is locally
uniformly parabolic for all finite time. Then by the standard parabolic theory, uy is smooth. Parallel to
the proof of Lemma 9.5 [34], we can show that uy are positive and smooth, and u; — u locally uniformly.
Therefore to prove the proposition, it suffices to consider positive and smooth wu.

Set p := uy,, and then by differentiating (2.3) twice, we get

pe = (m — Dupgs + 2mugp, + (m + 1)p?
—pzB—(m+1)pB; — (2m — VuzByz + (m — 1)uBgys
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By Young’s inequality, we have
|(m + 1)pB,| < mp*+Cm
|(2m = 1)ty Bag| < mu2 + Cm,
[(m — 1)uByze| < Cm.
Thus we obtain
pr— (M — 1)upss — 2mugp, — p* + pa B +mul + Cm > 0.

Viewing u as a known function, we can write the above quasilinear parabolic operator of p as Ly(p), and
thus Lo(p) > 0.
Take w = —H% +u—Cy for 7 >0 and C; > ||ul| to be determined later. Then

1 2
Lo(w) = ———= +ur — (M — Dttty — mu — (— +u—C’1> +uy B+ Cm.

(t+71)2 t+T
Now we use the equation (2.3) and the fact that u, B, are bounded to get for some C' > 0 that

1 2
<—  —(m-DuE-—— -
Lo(w) < TEwsE (m—1)ug ( e +u Cl) +Cm
< (2 +Ch — 2+C’
~(t+7)? t+7 L "

<—(C1—u)*+C0m<0,

if C1 is large enough depending only on m, [[ul|s, [|Bllcaco. Therefore Lo(w) < 0 < Lo(p). And we
know p(-,0) < w(+,0) since w(-,0) — —oo as 7 — 0. By comparison, we have

1
um:prZ—?—Cl

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA 2.7

By Theorem 2.2, the solution is uniformly bounded. Denote

M = || Blloo + [ Baloo + [|tf| - (C.1)
Suppose ug is supported in (—oo, R). Take
1
a=(m-1)M, 7= e Cy=(e+1)Mr+1.
Let us prove by induction that
u(-,t) is supported in (—oo, R 4+ Cyn] if t € [0, n7]. (C.2)

When n = 0, (C.2) holds by the assumption. Suppose (C.2) holds with n = k for some k € N. Because
u(+, k) is supported in (—oo, R+ C1k] and w is bounded by M, then

(x,t) == e MR+ Cik+ (e + )Mt +1—z)4
satisfies that
¢(-,0) > u(-,kr) on R.
Using (C.1), direct computation yields that in the positive set of ¢,
¢ — (m = D)dous — ds|* + ¢uB(,- +k7) + (m = 1)¢ By (-, - + k7)
>ap+e*(e+1)M? — 2 M? — e M? — (m — 1)M¢
>0,
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if t € [0,7] = [0, %] Since ¢ is Lipschitz continuous, Lemma 2.6 implies that ¢ is a supersolution for
t € [0,7]. Thus it follows from the comparison principle that
u(s -+ k) <o) inRx[0,7].
Since for ¢ € [0, 7], the right end-point of the support of ¢ is bounded from above by
R+Cik+(e+1)M7+1=R+Cy(k+1).

We obtain that wu(-,t) is supported inside (—oo, R + Ci(k + 1)] for ¢ < (k + 1)7. By induction, we
established (C.2).

Similarly we can get a lower bound on the left end-point of the support of u. We conclude that there
exists C' > 0 depending only on ug and [|B||¢1co such that u(-,¢) is supported in (=C(1 +1),C(1 +1)).

APPENDIX D. PROOF OF COROLLARY 5.2

First we prove that u, is continuous in £ up to a free boundary point (r(tg),to) with to > 0.
By Theorem 5.1, r/(t) is continuous. Then using the notation (5.2) and Lemma 3.5 yields /(t) =
—ug(r(t),t) + B(r(t),t). Therefore u,(r(t),t) is continuous in ¢. In view of (5.1), we obtain

limsup  wg(x,t) < ug(r(to),to).
(@,1)=(r(to) to)

For the other direction, we prove by contradiction. Denote xg := r(tg) and ko = —u.(xg,%0). Suppose

there is a sequence of (2, t,) € Q and (zy,t,) — (z0,t0) as n — oo such that for some § > 0,

Uy (T, ty) > —ko + 0.
Then by the fundamental estimate, for any = < x,,,
w(z,tn) > u(@n, tn) + (ko + 6)(x — x,) — C( — ).
After passing n — oo, we get
u(z,to) > (—ko + 6)(x — x0) — Oz — 20)?

which is impossible since —ug(z,t9) — ko as © — x¢ (due to Lemma 3.5). The continuity of u, at
(x0,10) follows.

Now we only need to show the continuity of u; at the free boundary, because after that the continuity
of wuy, follows due to (2.3). By the equation,

liminf w; = liminf ((m — Du ey + [ug]® — ueB — (m — D)uBy,) > ki + ko B(xo, to),
(z,t)—(zo,to) (z,t)—(zo,to)

where in the inequality we used u(xo,to) = 0, gz > —C and im(g 4y, (20,40) Ue (T, ) = —ko. This proves
one side of the desired continuity of wu;.

Based on non-degeneracy, one can argue as in Lemma 4.2 of [12] with the help of Schauder estimates
that for some > 0 and C > 0,

luug| < C in Ny(to)
where N, (to) is defined in (1.9). Now suppose for contradiction that there is a sequence (z,t,) — (2o, o)
such that for some § > 0,
Ut (T, tn) > kg + koB(wo,to) + 0.
Denote €,, := 7(t,,) — x, which converges to 0 as n — co. Next for any 6 € (0,1),

Wy, ty + 0cp) = wW(@n, tn) + ut(xn, t,)0, + %utt(xn, §)(95n)2

where € € (t, — Oep, t,, + 0,,). Since r is Lipschitz continuous, there exists 6y € (0, 1) independent of n
such that for all 6 < 6,

r(¢) — xp > r(ty) — x, — Cle,, = %l
By non-degeneracy, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

u(xy, &) > 2¢(r() — xn) > c(r(ty) — xn) = cep
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and so |ug(Tn,&)| < %
Using the notation ky, := —uy(r(ty), tn), the fundamental estimate implies
W, tn) > kpen — Ce2.
Then )
C(Oey,
(T, tn + 06n) > u(wp, tn) + (k3 + koB(x0,t0) + 0)f2, — éii)
cen
> knen — Ce2 + (k2 + koB(zo, to) + 0)0e, — C'0%c, (D.1)
00e,,
> knen + (k2 + koB(zo, t0))0en + 25

ife, <2 and 6 < %C,. Let us fix 6 to be min{fy, %}.

4C

By continuity of u, on the free boundary, there is k!, such that k], — k¢ and

(T, ty + 02,) <K (r(tn + 0en) — 1) = kL (r(tn + 02,) — r(tn) + €n).

Since 1/ (tg) = ko + B(xo,t9) and " is continuous, then

T(tn + 0en) = r(tn) + (ko + B(xo,t0))0en + o(en)-

We obtain
(T, by + O2y,) < k. (ko + B(wo,to))0en + klen + 0(en). (D.2)
Combining (D.1) and (D.2) shows
00¢ey,
(Ky, = k) (e + (ko + B(xo, to)0n)) +0(en) = =

and then we get

(4, — ) (1 + (o + Blzo, t0)0)) + (1) 2 .

which is impossible after sending n — oo. Therefore we proved

(1]
2]

3]

(10]
(11]

(12]

lim wg(wp,tn) = ki + koB(zo,to)-

n—oo
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