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CONVEXITY FOR A PARABOLIC FULLY NONLINEAR FREE BOUNDARY
PROBLEM WITH SINGULAR TERM

SEONGMIN JEON AND HENRIK SHAHGHOLIAN

AssTRACT. In this paper, we study a parabolic free boundary problem in an exterior domain

F(D*u) — diu = u’xpys0p  in (R" \ K) X (0, ),

u =1y on {t=0},
Vul=u=0 on dQ N (R" x (0, 0)),
u=1 in K X [0, 00).

Here, a belongs to the interval (-1, 0), K is a (given) convex compactsetin R”, Q = {u > 0}
K% (0, 00) is an unknown set, and F denotes a fully nonlinear operator. Assuming a suitable
condition on the initial value 1, we prove the existence of a nonnegative quasiconcave so-
lution to the aforementioned problem, which exhibits monotone non-decreasing behavior
over time.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Let K be a given compact convex set in R" (n > 1), uy a nonnegative
function with compact support in R" with uy = 1 on K. We consider the problem of
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finding a solution u to

F(D*u) — dyu = g(u) in (R" \ K) X (0, c0),

11 U= Uy on {t =0},
' Vul=u=0 on dQ N (R" X (0, o)),
u=1 in K X [0, o),

where Q) = {u > 0} is an open set in IR" X (0, ) such that K x (0,00) C €, F is a fully
nonlinear operator, and g(s) = s” x50 for some a € (-1, 0). Notice that g(u) = g(u) X {u>0)-

Free boundary problems featuring singular right-hand sides like u*, where -1 < a < 0,
were examined by Alt-Phillips [2] for the Laplacian case. Aratjo-Teixeira [4] extended the
analysis to problems involving fully nonlinear operators. Recently, Aratijo-Sa-Urbano [3]
addressed the singular fully nonlinear free boundary problem in the parabolic setting.
Convexity configurations in parabolic partial differential equations have been extensively
explored in the literature; refer to Definition[Ilfor various convexity concepts. Noteworthy
studies include parabolic quasiconcavity in [17, 18], space-time quasiconcavity in [6), 9],
and a more general notion of parabolic power concavity in [19 20]. The concept of a
”“spatially quasiconvex envelope” in the parabolic setting is discussed in [22]. Additional
references encompass (7,9, 12,17, 18, 19, 20| 22, 23| 24].

The authors, in their recent work [21], investigated the obstacle-type convexity problem
involving the fully nonlinear operator and the p-Laplacian. In this paper, we extend
specific results from the elliptic to the parabolic setting. The main objective of this study
is to show the existence of a space-time quasiconcave solution to the singular parabolic
fully nonlinear free boundary problem (LI).

Definition 1. Let u be a continuous function in IR" X (0, c0) and a € (0, o) be a constant.
(1) We say that u is spatially quasiconcave if

u((l - P)xO + ler t) > min{u(xO/ t)/ u(xll t)}
for every xo,x; € R", t > 0and p € (0,1).
(2) u is said to be a-parabolically quasiconcave if

1/a
U ((1 — p)xo + pxy, (1= p)tg + pts) ) > min{u(xo, to), u(x1, h))

for every xo,x1 € R, ty,t1 > 0and p € (0,1).
(3) u is called to be space-time quasiconcave if it is 1-parabolically quasiconcave, i.e.,

u((1 = p)zo + pz1) = min{u(zo), u(z1)}
for every zp,z; € R" X (0, 00) and p € (0,1).
The following notion of parabolic convexity of sets was introduced in [7].

Definition 2. We say that a set E C R" X [0, 00) is a-parabolically convex if

1/a
((1 — p)xo + px1, ((1 - p)ty + pti‘) ) €E
whenever (xo, ty), (x1,t1) € Eand p € (0, 1).

Remark 1. It is easy to see that the a-parabolically quasiconcavity of u is equivalent to the space-
time quasiconcavity of i(x, t) := u(x, t/%). Moreover, u is a-parabolically quasiconcave if and only
if its super-level sets {(x, t) € R" X [0, 00) : u(x, t) > I} are a-parabolically convex for every | € R.
Clearly, u is space-time quasiconcave if and only if its super-level sets are (n + 1)-dimensional
convex sets.
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1.2. Main results. Let S = S(n) be the space of n X n symmetric matrices. For constants

A=A >0,welet M} ,, M , be the extremal Pucci operators

M (M) = A Z e+ A Z e, M (M) =2 Z e+ A Z e,
ei>0 e;<0 ei>0 e;<0

where ¢;’s are eigenvalues of M € S. We assume F : S — IR satisfies

- F is uniformly elliptic, i.e., there are constants A > A > 0 such that
M, \(M = N) < FM) - F(N) < M3 ,(M — N) for every M,N € S,
- F is convex,
- F is homogeneous of degree 1. Thatis, F(rM) = rF(M) forall r >0, M € S.

(1.2)

Regarding the initial value 1, : R" — R, we assume

- 1y is nonnegative, quasiconcave and compactly supported in R",
(1.3) -up=1 inK,
- F(D?up) > g(up) in {ug > 0} \ K.

The following is the central result of this paper.

Theorem 1. Let K C R" be a compact convex set with a nonempty interior and o € [1,0).
Suppose that the initial data uy satisfies (I3)). Then there exists a nonnegative space-time qua-
siconcave function u, which is nondecreasing in time and satisfies (1) with Q = {u > 0} and
{tp > 0} X (0, 00) C Q C Bg, X (0, ) for some Ry > 0.

It is worth noting that the solution u in Theorem [Ilis also a-parabolically quasiconcave
for any a > 1. This follows from the time-monotonicity of #, and the monotonicity of

a ((1 —p)ty + ptf)l/a for every to,t; > 0 and p € (0,1) as a consequence of Holder’s
inequality.

We would like to emphasize that the quasiconcavity condition on the initial value u, in
Theorem [Iis not redundant. This is because the quasiconcavity of the solution implies
the quasiconcavity of the initial value 1, due to continuity.

In Theorem [ we assume that u is a subsolution of F(D%ug) = g(u). It is worth noting
that for general quasiconcave initial data 1y, even the solution of the homogeneous heat
equation may not be spatially quasiconcave, as demonstrated in [16]. Furthermore, [8]
provides a counterexample illustrating that the additional subharmonicity assumption
on 1 is still insufficient to ensure the quasiconcavity of the solution.

We observe that the question of uniqueness in the free boundary problem addressed in
this paper can be straightforwardly established through the application of the Lavrentiev
principle when the free boundary is sufficiently smooth, for instance, C' in space and
Lipschitz in time. Asindicated in [21, Remark 1], an alternative method is necessary, even
in the elliptic case, to rule out the possibility of a free boundary point with singularity.
Furthermore, it can be shown that the solution converges to its elliptic counterpart,
provided the elliptic solution has a unique solution, which holds true within the class of
smooth boundaries.

We would like to enumerate several open questions to which our main result, Theo-
rem[I] can be extended:

(1) Equations with a right-hand side f(u), and how general can this f(u) be, to allow
existence of convex solutions.
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(2) Asymptotic convexity, i.e., the convexity of the solution after some (uniform) time,
starting from a general initial value.

(3) Problems with unbounded support of initial data.

(4) The case when the compact set K is a “flat piece,” as considered in the elliptic
problem [21].

1.3. Notation. We denote the pointsof R*!'byz = (x, ) = (x, x,,, t), wherex’ = (x1, - ,X,-1) €
R"!. For z° = (x°,1°) € R**! and r > 0, we denote

B,(x°):={xeR" : |x—2" <7} : ballinR",

Q,(z") := B,(x%) x (t* = 1%,#°] : parabolic cylinder in R"*".
We denote the gradient of u by

Vu =Du = (dyu, -+ ,0x,u).

We also use the notation D?u to indicate the Hessian of u, representing the n X n matrix
with entries dy,u. For —1 <a < 0, we consistently fix the following constant throughout
the paper

2
ﬁ = m S (1,2)

2. REGULARIZED PROBLEM

In our problem, the presence of a highly singular right-hand side in (L.I) adds com-
plexity to the investigation of the existence of quasiconcave solutions. To overcome this
challenge, we employ an approach where we approximate the r.h.s. ¢ with more regular
functions.

For some small constant ¢; > 0, we consider a function & : R — R defined by

0, —-o0<s<0,
(2.1) h(s) := e, 0<s<e¢,
st, s>e¢.

Notice that hi(s) = h(s) x(s>0;- Moreover, let vy : R" — IR be a continuous function satisfying
the first two conditions in (I.3) and F(D?*vg) > h(vp) in {vy > 0} \ K.
We find a nonnegative compactly supported function v, : R" — IR satisfying
F(D*vs,) = h(vs) inR"\ K,
(2.2) Voo =1 in K,
V| =0 on d{v., > 0},
with {v, > 0} D {vy > 0} in the following way: for each k € IN, we let v :R" - Rbea
compactly suppport nonnegative function satisfying
F(D*0*) = h(v¥) inR"\K,
(2.3) vo=1+1 in K,
IVok | =0 on d{vk, > 0},
with 5, > vy in {v, > 0}.
The existence of {v¥ Jyen can be obtained by the application of the Perron’s method,

see the proof of [21, Lemma 1]. Then, over a subsequence, v¥, is uniformly convergent
in compact sets, say to v, and it satisfies (2.2). See the proof of Theorem 1 for the
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fully nonlinear case in [21]]. will play an important role in the proof of the support
condition of the solution in Lemma 3] specifically in Step 3.
We consider the following regularized problem:

Proposition 1. Let K and a be as in Theorem [Il and h, vy and v, be as above. Let Ry > 0 be
such that supp v. C Bg,. Then there exists a space-time quasiconcave nonnegative function v in
R" X (0, 00) which is nondecreasing in time and satisfies

F(D*v) — 0w = h(v) in (R"\ K) X (0, 00),

2.4) v =7 on {t =0},
' [Vol=v=0 on 90, N (R" x (0, 0)),
v=1 in Kx [0, 00),

with Q, = {v > 0} satisfying {vy > 0} X (0,00) C Q, C Bg, X (0,00). Moreover, there
exist constants C > 0 and y > 0, depending only on a,A, A\, n and vy, such that for any
Q(z0) € (R"\ K) X (0, 00) with zy € dQ, N {t > 0}

(2.5) sup v < Cr'*.
Qr(z0)

We remark that is much stronger statement that [Vo| = 0 on dQ, N (R" X (0, 00)).
In Section 4, we will prove Proposition [lland utilize it to establish Theorem Il

3. SUBSOLUTION PROPERTY OF ENVELOPES

For a function v as in Proposition [I, we say that a function v* is the a-parabolically
quasiconcave envelope of v if v* is the smallest a-parabolically quasiconcave function that
lies above v. The main objective of this section is to establish the subsolution property of
v* (see Corollary/[ll), which will play a pivotal role in the proof of Proposition[llin Section ]

To achieve this goal, we introduce some notation. Given @ € (0, 0) and T > 0, we define
D, tobe the a-parabolically convex hull of the set {v > 0}. In other words, D, is the smallest
a-parabolically convex set that contains {v > 0}. We also define A, := D, \ (K X [0, T]).

For each

i=1

n+2
H €M:= {y = (#1/#2/"'/‘un+2) € (0,1)1’1+2 : Zyl = 1},

we set

n+2 n+2 1/a
Al = {(x, HeA, : x= Z wix; and t = (Z yitf‘]
i=1 i=1
for some (x;,t;) € {v >0} \ (KX [0, T]), 1 <i<n+ 2}.

For € € (0,1/2) small, we also define

Ape i=1{(x,t) € A, : dist((x, 1),dA, N{0 <t < T}) > ¢},
AL, = 1{(x, t) € AL : dist((x, 1), 0A5 N {0 <t < T}) > &}.
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Next, for b = (b1, -+ ,buin) € (0,00)"*2, g € Mand p € [-o0, 0], we denote the u-
weighted p-mean of b by

[Lrzu]” ifp# —o0,0,00,
M b; = max{bl, Tty bn+2} lfp = 00,
P( [“l) blill"'b;ljfzz ifp:()’
min{by, -+, by} if p = —oo.

We say that a function v is a-parabolically p-concave if

n+2
(4 [Z [Jixi, Ma(tll Tty tn+2; ‘U)] > MP (v(xll tl)/ Tty v(xn+2/ tn+2); #)
i=1

for every u € M and {(x;, ti)}?:lz. In addition, we define the a-parabolic p-convolution of v
for 1 € M: for (x,1) € A}

n+2

1/p
(3.1) Vpulx,t) :=sup { [Z pio(xi, ti)p] D (x,t) € {v>0F\ (KX [0, T]),
pa

n+2 n+2 1/a
X = Z WiXxi, t= (Z ‘Llit?] }
i=1 i=1

V,(x,t) :=sup V, .(x, t).
ueM

We also set

Notice that V, is the a-parabolically p-concave envelope of v, i.e., the smallest a-parabolically
p-concave function greater than or equal to v. Similarly, we define

V;(x, t) :=sup {min{v(xi, t):1<i<n+2}: (x,t;)e{o>0}\(Kx][0,T)]),

n+2 n+2 1a
X = Z Wixi, t = (Z Hit?] }
i=1 i=1

and let
Vi(x, t) = sup V,(x, ).

ueM

Clearly, V* is the a-parabolically quasiconcave envelope of v.
For p € (=00,0), let w, : R" X [0, T*] — R be a function defined by

wy(x, T) == P (x, /%),
which corresponds to (1.21) in [15]. Recall (3.1)), and define

n+2

W, (x, 7) := inf{Z wiwy(x;, ) ¢ (1) € {w > 0} \ (KX [0, T]),

i=1
n+2 n+2

X = Z Uixi, T = Z HiTi}-
i:l l=1
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It is easy to see that
W,,u(x, T) = V,, 0 (x, 7).
In the following lemma, we prove that the supremum in (3.1) is achieved at interior
points (x;, t;) € {v > 0}N{0 <t <TH\ (KX [0,T]), 1 <i <n+2. This corresponds to the
situation with p < 0 in [15, Lemma 4.1], which is trivial under their assumption of zero

boundary data. However, in our case, this becomes nontrivial and requires additional
technical difficulty.

Lemma 1. Let v € C(R" X (0, o0)) be a nonnegative function which is nondecreasing in time and
satisfies (2.4). Let a € [0, 00) and suppose that for every x € {vy > 0} \ K

. Up(x/ t) B Up(x/ 0)
lim = -

t—0+ ta

(3.2)

Given any ¢ € (0,1/2), there exists p € (—o0,0) such that for any p € (—oo,p), 4 € M and
&, 1) € AL.N{0 <t < T}, thereexist (x;, ;) € ({v > 0}N{0 <t < TH\(KX[0,T]), 1 <i<n+2,
such that

n+2 n+2 Yo n+2 1p
(33) X = Z HiXxi, f = [Z (l.ll‘t?) and Vp,“()?, i) = [Z yiv(xi, ti)p] .
i=1 i=1

i=1

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1. By continuity of v, we can find (x;,t;) € {v > 0} \ (KX [0,T]), 1 £i < n+2, such that
(B.3) holds. We first claim that no (x;, t;) can be contained on {v = 0} U ({0 < vy < 1} x {0}).

To prove the claim, we assume to the contrary that (x;, t;) € {v =0} U ({0 < 9y < 1} X {0})
for somei,sayi = 1. If v(xy, t;) = 0, then we readily have V,, (%, ) = 0 due to the negativity
of p. This is a contradiction since V,, , > 0 in AL, Therefore, we may assume 0 < vp(x;) < 1
and t; = 0. If t; = 0 for all i, then f = 0, which contradicts f > 0. Thus, we may assume
without loss of generality (xz,t2) € (fv > 0} N {t > 0}) \ (K x [0, T]). Writing 2 = #* and
7; = t¥, (3.3) reads

n+2 n+2 n+2

= Z wixi, t=) wr and V(&) =W,,(%1) = Z piwp (X, T;)-
p

i=1 i=1
For small p € (0, 1), we consider {(%;, %i)}?:f defined by

X = x; fOI'lSiSVl-i—Z,

N - P N .
leﬁ, Th=Ty——, andT;=1;, for3<i<n+2.

451 Ua

Note that Y/*7 17, = Y2 ;T = % and that both (¥;,7,) and (%, 7,) are contained in
({w, < oo} N {t > 0}) \ (KX [0,T%]) for p > 0 small. The Lipschitz continuity of w, near
(%2, T,) gives that for some constant Cy > 0, independent of p,

(3.4) o (wy (X2, T2) — wp(x2, 2)) < Cop.
On the other hand, we observe that (3.2) is equivalent to

wy(x, t) — w,(x, 0) _

x € {vg >0} \ K

t—0+ t !
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This gives that

wy(X1,T1) — wy(x1, T1) = Wy (xh ﬁ) — wy(x1,0) < —2C0£
U1 t

if p > 0 is small enough. Combining this with yields
n+2 n+2

Z wiwy(Xi, 7)) = (W, (%1, T1) — wy(x1, 1)) + to(Wp(X2, T2) — wy(x2, 72)) + Z piwy(xi, Ti)
i=1 i=1

< =Cop + W, (&, 7).
This is a contradiction by the definition of W, .

Step 2. In this step, we prove the lemma by making use of the result obtained in Step 1 and
the idea in [11, Lemma 5.1]. We assume to the contrary that the lemma is not true. Then

we can find sequences p; € (-0, 0), (£,)) € A, N{0 <t < T} and {(x]l, Y2 C {o > 0\
1/a

(Kx[0, T]) such that p; — —oo, (x,l, ti1) € 9Kx(0,T], % = Y wixji, = (Z”+2 Li t“) and
Vyu®, f]-) = (Z”+2 v(x;i, i) 1) . Over a subsequence we have that (£}, ]) — (%, € AM,
(xj1,tj1) = (x1,t1) € KX [0, T] and (x;;, t;;) — (x;,t;) for 2 < i < n +2. Clearly, we have

=Y i and f = (Z”+z Ui t"‘) " Moreover, for each g < 0, we have for large j so that

pi<q
n+2 p; n+2
Vyu®i b)) = (Z wio(x;i, tj,i)pj) (Z wio(x;i, ;i) )
i=1

by the Jensen’s inequality. Taking j — oo gives

n+2
Vi@ < (Z o, ) ]

We then let g — —oo to get
V(%) < minfo(x, t;) : 1<i<n+2}

By the definition of V}, we find

(3.5) V(2,1 = min{o(x;, t;) : 1<i<n+2}
We consider the two cases either f = 0 or £ > 0.
Case1. If f =0, thent; =0forall1 <i<n+2. Thus

Vi(%,0) = minfog(x;) : 1<i<n+2},

with £ € {vy > 0} \ K and x; € JdK. Since VL(-, 0) is the p-quasiconcave envelope of vy, we
can apply [11, Lemma 4.2 and Remark 4.2] (see also [10]) to get a contradiction. In fact,
the conditions in [11] require [Voy| > 0 within the domain to guarantee 0 < vy < 1 in the
considered region. In our case, despite lacking |Vvy| > 0, wehave 0 < vy < 1in our domain
{vo > 0} \ K. This is because vy cannot have a local maximum, as F(D?*v;) > h(vy) > 0 in
{vo > 0} \ K.

Case 2. Suppose f > 0. Then (£, f) is contained in E N {t > 0}, i.e., it is away from d,A5.
Using that F(D?*v) — d;v = h(v) > 0in {v > 0} \ (K X [0, T]), we can follow the argument in
[11, Lemma 4.2 and Remark 4.2] to contradict (3.5). O
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Next, we prove the subsolution property for the envelopes V), for small p € (-0, 0) by
following the approach in [15]. A similar outcome is demonstrated in [15, Theorem 1.1].
However, direct application of this result to our case is not available, as [15] assumes a
zero-Dirichlet boundary condition, whereas we are dealing with more general boundary
data.

Proposition 2. Let v be as in Lemmal[ll Then, for any a € [1,00) and ¢ € (0,1/2), there exists
p € (—o0,0) such that for any p € (—oo,p), V, satisfies

F(D*V,) = 0;V, = h(V,) inA,, N{0<t<T)
Proof of Proposition[2l For p € (—00,0), let G, x : (0, 00) X R" X S(n) — R be defined by
p-1

PZ

Gpi(r, &, X) == HA2F —ng + E® 5) +7*h(r'/?), wherek=1-1/p,

which corresponds to (1.9) in [15]. We note that w,(x, 1) = 0*(x, 71/%) is nonincreasing in
time. A direct computation shows that

(3.6) -4 90, (x, 1) + Zcp,k(wp, Vw,, D*w,) = 0.

We claim that the following two conditions, corresponding to (H1) and (H2) in [15],
respectively, are satisfied:

(C1) Either%—1+k§00ra(%—1+k) > 1.

(C2) Forany u€ M, r € (0,00), £ € R" \ {0} and Y € S(n),

n+2

Gpx(r, &, Y) < ) piGpi(ri &, X))

i=1
holds for (r;, X;) € (0,00) x S(n) (i =1,2,--- ,n + 2) satisfying }_; y;; = r and

H1X1 H%Y H1H2Y ce Hl#n+2Y
. M2X2 . H2H1Y H%Y cee szn+2Y
sgn’(p) . < sgn‘(p) : : . : .
Pn+2 Xnt2 UnothY  UpaoflaY o+ w2 Y

Indeed, (C1) simply holds due to our choice of k = 1 —1/p. For (C2), we observe that

ik, 0<r<é,
r +— r*h(r/r) = {ff‘{ﬁ 'S s convexask=1- 1/p > 1 and a/p > 0. Moreover,

the convexity of F gives that for each fixed &, (r, X) — P2 (—;CX + pp;zlcf ® cf) is convex.
Thus, (1, X) — G,i(r, &, X) is a convex function, and hence G, satisfies the condition
(C2); see pages 348-349 in [15].

Suppose the condition (3.2) is true, which enables us to use Lemmal[ll With this lemma,
the monotonicity of w, in time and conditions (C1) and (C2) at hand, we can follow the
argument in the proof of [15, Lemma 4.2] to obtain that for p as in Lemmal[l W, , is a
supersolution of (3.6) for any p € (—oo,p). By [15, Lemma 3.1], we see that V,, with
p € (—o0,p) is a subsolution of

F(D*V,,) = 0V, =h(V,,) inAL. N{0<t<T)

p
r> ¢l

This implies that V}, = sup sV, is a subsolution.
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To close the argument, we need to prove (3.2). For this, we use the idea on pages
367-368 in [15]. For small & > 0, let F; := F + & and let v; be a solution of 2.4), with F
replaced by F:. We take a nonnegative function 1y € C*(IR") such that supp 1y C supp vy.
By continuity, we may assume o > 1. We take y € (1, a) and set {(x, t) := vy(x) + Ppo(x)t”.
Then we have in {vy > 0} X (0, ty) with small ¢, > 0

Fo(D*Y) — 9 — h(y) > F(D*vy + £/ D*g) + & — yt' by — h(y)
> F(D*vg) + "M \(D*o) + & — yr’ P — h(¢)
> h(Uo) — h(lp) + tVMX/A(DZIPO) — )/ty_llp() + &
>0,

where in the last inequality we used that / is nonincreasing and that > 1. Since ¥y = 0
on d{vy > 0}, we have v; > 1p on d,({vy > 0} X (0, ty)), thus the comparison principle implies
v: > P in {vy > 0} X (0, t). This, together with the strict inequality @ > y, implies (3.2) for
(OF

A, ) = 0,) (0o(x) + Po(0)E)Y — vh(x)
< lim =

lim -

t—0+ e t—0+ to
This proves Proposition 2 for v;. We then pass to the limit & — 0 to conclude Proposition 2
for v. m|

Lemma 2. Let D be a bounded domain R"*' and u : D — R be a continuous function. For
a € (0,00) and p € (—o0,0), we denote by v, the a-parabolically p-concave envelope of D and v*
the a-parabolically quasiconcave envelope of v in D. Then v, — v* uniformly in Dasp — —co.
Proof. The proof of similar to that of its elliptic counterpart [11, Theorem 4.3]. However,
we present the full proof for the sake of completeness. We note that v, \, v" pointwise
in D as p — —oo. For each p < 0, we take z, = (%,,f,) € D such that v,(z,) — v'(Z,) =
max, 5(0,(2) — v*(z)). We also take 1, = (U1, , fluszp) € M and {z;, = (x;p, ;)17 such
_ _ 1a _ Up . .

that &, = Y7 pixip, |y = (Z?:lz yi,ptf,‘p) and v,(z,) = (Z?:lz yi,pv(zi,p)i’) . Fixing g < 0,
we have that for every p < g

n+2 1/p
Up(zp) - U*(Zp) = Z [Ji,pv(zi,p)p - U*(Zp)
i=1
n+2 1/q
<|Y w0, | —minfo(ziy), -, 0Ema,))-
i=1

Over a subsequence, u, — u = (U1, -+, Uns2) € Mand z;, — z; € D as p — —oo. It then
follows that

lim sup max [v,(z) — v"(z)| = lim sup(v,(Z,) — v*(2,))
p——0c0 zeD p——00

n+2 1/q
< (Z uiv(zi)qJ - minfo(z)), -+, 0(zm2))-
i=1

Finally, by taking g — —oco, we conclude the lemma. O

From Proposition 2 and Lemma 2 we immediately obtain the following subsolution
property of the a-parabolically quasiconcave envelope of v.
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Corollary 1. Let v be as in Lemma[ll Then, for any « > 1, the a-parabolically quasiconcave
envelope v* of v satisfies

E(D*v") = 9,v" > h(v*) in {v" > 0} \ (K x [0, T]).

4. EXISTENCE OF A QUASICONCAVE SOLUTION

The objective of this section is to prove Proposition [Iland utilize it to establish Theo-
rem[Il To prove Proposition[I, we need some auxiliary results, Lemma[3and Lemma 4

Lemma 3. Let h, vy, K and Ry be as in Proposition[Il Then there exists a nonnegative function v
in Bg, X (0, ) that satisfies

F(D?v) — dyv = h(v) in (Bg, \ K) X (0, o),

@1 V=1 (?n {t =0},
v=1 in K x [0, 00),
v=0 on dBg, X (0, 00).

Moreover, v satisfies the growth condition 2.5) and the support condition {vy > 0} X [0, 00) C
supp v C Bg, X [0, ), and it is nondecreasing in time-variable in B, X (0, co).

Proof. We split the proof into several steps.

Step 1 (Existence & growth condition): For &1 > 0 as in (2.1)), we consider two functions vy
and o*, satisfying

F(D*vy) — dyvy = €l Xw>0)  in Bg, X (0, 00),

Uy =0 on {t = 0},
(42) vﬁ = 10 in Ii X [O,} ),
=0 on dBg, X (0, o),
and
F(D**) — d,vF =0 in By, X (0, ),
=0 on {t =0},
*3) ot = 1O in Ii X [0,}00),
o =0 on dBg, X (0, o),

respectively. We note that their existence follows from the standard Perron’s method
(smallest super-solution) and o > 0 in Bg, x (0, ) due to the minimum principle. We
claim that

(4.4) vy >0 in Bg, X (0, o0).
To prove it by contradiction, we assume to the contrary for some T € (0, )
A:={z€ (Bg,\ K)X[0,T) : vy(z) <0} #0.

Clearly, F(D?v3) — dyvy = 0 in A. In addition, since vy > 0 on d,((Bg, \ K) X [0, T)), we have
vy = 0 on d,A. Those violate the minimum principle.
To find a solution of (@.I) by making use of v; and v*, we use the penalization method

adopted in [3]. Let ¢ € C*(IR) be compactly supported in [0, 1] with fol ¢@(p)dp = 1. For
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B = ﬁ € (1,2) and a parameter 0 < gy < 1, define for each j € N
s=ogjF

]
Bi(s) ::/0 : p(p)dp, se€R,

and notice that B; is an approximation of the characteristic function x/o,«). For a Lipschitz
function ; := B;h, we then consider the problem

F(D*0') — 9;0! = (/) in (Bg, \ K) X (0, ),

(45) v]: =1 .on {t =0},
v =1 in K X [0, o),
vl =0 in dBg, X (0, ).

Clearly, vy and o are sub- respectively supersolution to
(4.6) F(D*w) — dyw = hj(w) in (Bg, \ K) X (0, o).
Let
8/ := {w € C(Bg, X [0, )) : vy <w < v andwisa supersolution of (4.6)}.
Then,
4.7) v/ = inf w

wes/
is a solution of (.6), see e.g. [25, Theorem 3.1]. From vy < v/ < o* it is evident that
v/ satisfies (@5). Furthermore, utilizing 0 < 71,(v/) < (v/)"x|,i5, We can easily verify that
the argument supporting the regularity of solutions to the regularized problem in [3] is
applicable in our context. Since v/ < 1 by the maximum principle, there exists a constant
C > 0, independent of j, such that

sup v/ < Cr'*”

Qr(z0)
whenever z; € d{v/ > 0} N {t > 0} and Q,(z0) € (Bg, \ K) X (0, ). By the Arzela-Ascoli
Theorem, there exists a continuous function v in (Bg, \ K) X (0, o) such that, along a
subsequence, v/ — v uniformly on compact subsets of (Bg, \ K) X (0, ). Letting v = 1
in K x (0, 00) and considering the uniform convergence and the fact that v; < v/ < v#, we
deduce that v satisfies (4.1) and the growth condition (2.5).

Step 2 (Monotonicity): In this step, we establish that each solution v/ of (.5) is nonde-
creasing in the time variable within Bg, X (0, o). Notably, this property readily extends
to v due to the uniform convergence v/ — v. To demonstrate the monotonicity of v/, we
extend v, from R” to R" X [0, o) by

vo(x, t) := vp(x).

We first claim that
(4.8) v/ > vy in{vy > 0} X (0, 00).
To prove the claim, we assume to the contrary that for some T > 0, Aj := v/ <

v} N (({vg > 0} \ K) X (0, T]) is nonempty. Since v/ > v on dp(({vo > 0} \ K) x (0, T1), we have



CONVEXITY FOR A PARABOLIC FULLY NONLINEAR FREE BOUNDARY PROBLEM 13

vl = vy on dpAo. Moreover, observe that hj = Bih < has 0 < B; < 1. This, along with the
Lipschitz regularity of 1, gives that for some constant c; > 0, we have in A

M A(D*(vo = 01) = 9i(vy — /) 2 (F(D*vo) = dywo) — (F(D*0)) — 90)

> h(vo) = (V') 2 hj(ve) = 1;(v))

> —ci(vg — v)).
Now consider the function

w(x, t) := e 5 (vy — v/)(x, 1)
which satisfies w > 0 in Ag and w = 0 on d,Ay. Moreover, in A
M} \(D*w) — dyw = e (M;A(Dz(vo —0/)) = di(vy — vj)) +cie i (vg — v/) 2 0.
These properties contradict the maximum principle, and hence f.8) is proved.
Next, we consider translations of v/ in time: for p > 0
vl 1) = 0l(x, t+p),  (x,t) € By, x (0, 00).

We claim that for every p > 0

(4.9) v/ <0, in Bg, X (0, ).

Notice that this assertion immediately implies the nondecreasing nature of v/ in time
within Bg, X (0, ), thereby completing the proof. To establish (.9), we assume, for

contradiction, that there exist p > 0and T > Osuch that A, := vl > vfj N((Br, \ K) X (0, 7)) #

0. Since v}, > v/ on d,((Bg, \ K) x (0,T)) due to @38), it follows that v, = v/ on J,A,.

Moreover, by using the Lipschitz continuity of /;, we have in A,
M (DX = 0))) = 3(v/ — v)) > (F(D*)) - 9,v)) — (F(D*v))) — 9,v))
= h(0) — hj(v}) = —¢;(® - v)).
Then, for ‘
wy(x, 1) = (0 = 0))(x, ),

we can argue as above to get

w, >0, M, (D*wp) —dw, 20 inA,,

w, =0 on d,A,.
This contradicts the maximum principle.

Step 3 (Support condition): In this step, we show {vy > 0} X [0, o) C supp v C Bg, X [0, o).
The first inclusion simply follows from the monotonicity of v in time. For the second
inclusion, it is sufficient to prove

(4.10) v(x, 1) < v(x) forall (x,t) € {x € R" : v,(x) > 0} X (0, ).

To prove (£10), let {vf }ren be as in (2.3). We extend v, and o¥, from R" to R" X [0, ) by
Voo(X, 1) 1= Ueo(x), U (x, 1) 1= 05 ().

For small ¢ > 0, we write A, := {x € R" : v¥ (x) > ¢}. We claim

(4.11) o5, >0 inAg, x (0, 00).
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Indeed, since v%, > vy = v on the compact set A_kg x {0}, we have by continuity
(4.12) o >0 inAi. x[0,Ty) forsome T, > 0.

Suppose the claim (@I]) is not true. Then, due to @I2), we can find a point (x%,t°) €
(Are \ K) X (0, 00) such that v%, = v > 0 at (x°,t°) and 0%, > v in Ay, X (0,t°). In particular,
we have v¥, — v > 0 in an open set D := ((Ax \ K) X (0, %)) N {v > 0}. Moreover, using the

monotonicity of &, we obtain that in D
M A (D (v, = 0)) = di(v, = v) < (F(D*,) = 9l) = (F(D?0) = 9yv)
= h(d%,) — h(v) < 0.

Then, the strong minimum principle implies that vf, = vin D. This contradicts (.12), and
hence the claim @.11) is proved.

Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, @.I1) gives that o', > vin {x € R" : v¥ (x) > 0} X (0, ). Taking
k — oo, we conclude (4.10Q). |

Lemma 4. Let v € C(R" X (0, o0)) be a nonnegative function which is nondecreasing in time and

satisfies (2.4). Then
suppv N {t = 0} = supp vy.

Proof. We first claim that each time section of supp v is connected. Assuming the contrary,
suppose the claim is not true. Then, due to the monotonicity of v, we can find t; > 0
such that a connected component of a time section supp v N {t = t;}, say A; X {t;}, satisfies
A;Nsuppvy = 0. For Ay := (Int A; X (0,£1)) N {v > 0}, this implies that v = 0 on J,A;.
On the other hand, v > 0 and F(D?*v) — d,v = h(v) > 0 in A;. Those violate the maximum
principle.

Now, we observe that the monotonicity of v gives supp v N {t = 0} D supp vy. To prove
the reverse inclusion, we assume to the contrary that A, := Int (supp v N {t = 0}) \ supp vo
is a nonempty open set in IR". Notice that A, is connected due to the claim above. By the
monotonicity of v, we have v > 0 in A, X (0,0). Since v = 0 on A, X {0}, we can find a
small constant £, > 0 such that v < &; in A, X (0,t,), where &; > 0 is as in 2.1). Then

F(D*v) = 90 + h(v) > & in Ay X (0, t5).
By the nondegeneracy, there exists a constant ¢y > 0 such that

sup v >cy forevery(<s<t.
Arx{s}

Taking s — 0 gives sup, vy > co, which is a contradiction since vy = 0 in A,. ]
Now we prove Proposition [Ilby making use of Lemmas[Bland 4

Proof of Proposition[ll Let v € C(Bg, X (0,0)) be a function as in Lemma[3l We extend v
to R" X (0, 00) by letting v = 0 in (R" \ Bg,) X (0, o). Then, from the support condition
supp v C Bg, X (0, ) and the growth condition (2.5), we see that v satisfies (2.4). In view
of Lemma 3] it remains to prove the space-time quasiconcavity of v. To this aim, let v* be
the space-time quasiconcave envelope of v, which, by Corollary [} is a subsolution of

F(D*") — 30" = h(v") in {v* > 0} \ (K X (0, o0)).

As v" is space-time quasiconcave and v* > v, it is sufficient to prove v > v*. We will use
the Lavrentiev Priniciple to achieve this. We assume without loss of generality that the
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origin 0 is contained in K°, the interior of K. We define for T >1and 0 <p <1
Dr:={(x,t) e R" x (0,T] : v(x,t) >0}, D7:={(x,t) € R"x(0,T] : v"(x,t) >0},
of(x, 1) == v(px, p°t), D? ={(x,t) e R"x (0,T] : v°(x,t) > 0},

and let
Er:={0<p<1:0” >0 inDj}.

Notice that both Dy and D7 are bounded since v restricted to IR" X [0, T] has a compact
support. As vy : R" — IR is a nonnegative compactly supported function satisfying
F(D?vp) > h(vp) > 0in {vy > 0} \ Kand vy = 1 in K, the maximum principle gives 0 < vy < 1
in R". This in turn implies by the maximum principle 0 < v < 1in R" X (0, o), and hence
0 <9 <1inR" X (0,00). On the other hand, the assumption 0 € K° guarantees that
D;. c (p7'K) x (0, T] for small p > 0. Since v = 1in (p~'K) x (0, T], we have v* > ¢* in
R" x (0, T] for such p > 0, and hence Er # (. Note that our desired inequality v > v*
in R" x (0, ) follows once we show that sup Er = 1 for every T > 1. Now, we assume
towards a contradiction that for some T > 1, py := sup Et € (0, 1).

We claim that there is a point z° € D3 \ (K X [0, T]) such that v*(z°) = v(z°). To prove
it by contradiction, suppose that v > v* in D_T \ (K% [0, T]). For a fixed py € (po, 1), we
have v > v* in a smaller compact set D_T \ (p;'K° x [0, T]). By continuity, there exists
p1 € (po, Po) such that v”* > v* in D_T \ (fy'K° x [0, T]). Since v"' =1 > v* in p;'K x [0, T]
and p7'K x [0, T] > g;K° % [0, T], we have v°* > v* in D7, contradicting py = sup Er.

Now we consider the following three possibilities.

A: 2" (Dp\ (Kx[0,T))N{t=0),
B: z"¢(D;\(Kx[0,T))N{t>0} and v'(z") = v”(") >0,
C: 2e(Dy\(Kx[0,TD)N{t>0} and v'(z") = v7(z") = 0.

Case A. We first consider the case z° = (x,0) € {t = 0}. Using the fact that 7°(x, t) :=
v*(x, t1/%) is space-time quasiconcave in R" X (0, ), it is easy to see that v*(-,0) is the
quasiconcave envelope of v(-,0) in R". This, along with the quasiconcavity assumption
on vy, implies that v* = vy = v on {t = 0}. We further split into two cases

either v'(z°) =07 =0 or v'(°) =0v"(Z° > 0.

Case A.1. Suppose v*(x°,0) = v”(x?,0) = 0. Note that this is equivalent to vy(x°) =
vo(pox®) = 0. Since suppv* is the convex hull of suppv, we have by Lemma [ that
suppv* N {t = 0} = suppwvy. Thus, it follows that both x” and pyx° are contained on
d{vy > 0}. This is a contradiction since {vy > 0} is a convex set containing the origin.

Case A.2. Next, we suppose a, := v*(x%,0) = v”7(x%,0) > 0. Since vy(x°) = vo(pox’) = ag
and vy is quasiconcave, we have vy = ap on the line [ := [pox?, x°]. This, combined with
the fact that both {vy > ap} and {vy > ap} are convex sets, implies that {vy = ap} = {vy >
ao} \{vo > ap} is an n-dimensional convex ring/shell containing a nonempty open set. This
is a contradiction since F(D?v;) > 0in {vy > 0} \ K.

Case B. Suppose 20 € (D; \ (Kx [0,T])) N {t > 0} and v"(z%) = v™(z°) > 0. Then 2’ €
(D;; N DY)\ (K% [0, T]). Since F is strictly positive in (0, 00), we have h(v*(2%)) = h(v™(2%)) >
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p2h(vP(2°)). By continuity, we further have h(v*) > pah(v™) in Q,(z°)  (D;NDY)\(Kx(0, T1)
for some small r > 0. It follows that

F(D*v") — 0;v" > h(v*) > pah(v™) = F(D*0™) — 90 in Q,(z°),
which yields
M A(D*(0™ = v")) = 9y(v™ — v*) < (F(D*0™) — 9;v) — (F(D*v") - d;v") < 0 in Q,(2°).

On the other hand, we have v” — v* > 0 in Q,(z°) by the definition of py, and thus
vP —v* attains a local minimum at z°. Therefore, by the strong minimum principle, we get
oM —v" = 0in Q,(2"). This contradicts the strict inequality M , (D*(v” ~v"))=d(vP°~v") < 0.
Case C. Next, we consider the case when z° = (x°,1%) € (D_T \ (K x [0, T])) N {t > 0} and
v*(z%) = v”(z") = 0. Notice that z° € d{v* > 0} N o > 0} N {t > 0}. For &; > 0 as in 2.0)),
we can find by continuity small 7 > 0 such that 0 < v* < v < ¢ in Q,(z°) N D;. Then
h(v*) = h(v™) = & in Q,(z°) N D%, thus we can proceed as in Case B to obtain

(4.13) M A(D*(0™ = v")) = 94(v™ - v") < 0 in Q,(z°) N D

This implies v* > v* in Q,(z°) N D7, otherwise v — v* has a local minimum and we can
argue as in Case B to get a contradiction.
We claim that there exist a spatial vector u € IR" and a constant 7 > 0 such that for any

small n > 0, we can construct a spatial cone Gf]?y 1= {x € R" : li:;gl . ﬁ > n} and an oblique
cylinder

20 .— n+l . 0 0 20 0
& e =1 ) eR™ c te (-1, xe € +1(t’ - tu)

satisfying

(4.14) NQ,(z°) c D} for a small constant 7 > 0.

ZO
€
Suppose now the claim is true. We let w be a solution of

M (D*w) = dw =0 in €, NQ.Z"),

i

0
w=0 on apffpw N Q,(z°,
w =0 — on & . N JQ(2").

By using and that o™ > v* in Q.(z°) N D7, we can apply the comparison principle
to deduce w < v — v" in Ef]?y,T N Q,(z°). Thus, by taking ) > 0 small enough, we have by

Lemmal6lin Appendix[Althat for s > 0 small

(4.15) sup (0" -7) > sup  w >cs?
(B(O)x{OPnes, (Bs()X{ODNEZ), .

T

On the other hand, we notice that v” solves F(D*0f) — 9o = p2h(vf) in Q,(z°) N DY’
Since h = &? on (0, €1) and v (z°) = 0, v belongs to Cy' N C}! inside Q,(z°) N D’ for small
s > 0, see e.g. [13]. Thus, SUP 5 (0)is0 vP < cs? for small s > 0, which contradicts
@I5).

To close the argument, we need to prove the claim (4.14). By the Caratheodory’s
theorem (see also [5), [10]), z° can be written as a (space-time) convex combination of
points z!,--- ,zF, with k < n + 1, such that z' € d{v > 0}, 1 < i < k, and there exists a
hyperplane IT in R"*! supporting d{v* > 0} at z° and d{v > 0} atz/, 1 <i < k. Since v* = 1

0
&S o)
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on {0} x (0,00) and z° € d{v* > 0} with x° # 0 and t° > 0, we have by the space-time
quasiconcavity of v

v'>0 in {6:2°,5") € R" X (0,0) : 5> 0, 0 < 51 < minfsy, 1}

This implies that if v = (v, V) is the unit normal to IT pointing towards {v* > 0} at z® and
d{v > 0} at Z/, then v cannot be parallel to (0, 1), i.e., v,0 # 0.
Next, we observe that from (2.1) and (2.4), v can be seen as a nonnegative solution of

F(D*v) — div = €l x>0y near each free boundary point on dfv > 0}.

Thus dfv > 0} N {t > 0} is locally C! in space-time near points satisfying a thickness
condition on {v = 0}, see e.g., [13]. As z° € {t > 0}, at least one of z'’s are contained in
{t > 0}, say z!. It then follows that d{v > 0} is C' in space-time near z'. This allows us to
construct an n-dimensional spatial cone Gf]fvxo such that for large 79 > 0 and small r; > 0,

(4.16) & NQ.@EHclv>0)c >0l

1,Y,0,T0

Here, 7y can be chosen independently of 7, as the requirement for 7 is that the “slope” of

the oblique cylinder Sfﬁv .7, is less than that of the hyperplane I1. This condition can be
expressed analytically as
1 |Vx0|
Tolvol vl

Recall we have showed v,0 # 0.

Now, since {v" > 0} is a convex set and 2z’ is a convex combination of {z'}}_, implies

@14). O

We are now ready to prove our main result, Theorem 1l

Proof of Theorem[Il For large i € N, let ¢' : R — R be a function defined by

0/ —00 <SS S 0,
g'(s):=3(1/2)", 0<s<(1/2),
57, s> (1/2).

Note that ¢' ,/ ¢ as i — oo and F(D?*up) > ¢(uo) > ¢'(y). Moreover, we consider a
sequence of nonnegative compactly supported functions i, satisfying (2.2) with ¢’ and
Uy in the place of 1 and vy, respectively. Since 0 < u/, < 1 by the maximum principle, we
have
F(D*ul,) = ¢'(ul,) > 1 in {ul, > O}.

Thus, the non-degeneracy gives that supp u’, C Bg, for some R, > 0, independent of i.

Now, thanks to Proposition [I} for each i there exists a nonnegative space-time quasi-
concave function u' which satisfies the regularized problem

F(D?u') - o' = ¢'(u')  in (R" \ K) X (0, ),

u' = ug on {t =0},
Vul=u=0 on dQ; N (IR" X (0, c0)),
u =1 in K x [0, c0),
where Q; = {u' > 0}. Moreover, each u' is monotone in time and satisfies (2.5) and

{ug > 0} X (0,00) C €); C Bg, X (0,0). Since gi > 0 and uy is bounded above by 1, we
have by the maximum principle that 0 < u' < 1in (R" \ K) X (0, ). By the Arzela-Ascoli
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Theorem, there exists a nonnegative continuous function u in (R" \ K) X (0, ) such that
over a subsequence #' — u uniformly on compact subsets of (R" \ K) X (0, o). From the
convergence ¢ — ¢ in every compact subset of (0, ), we infer that u is a space-time
quasiconcave function which is nondecreasing in time and satisfies F(D*u) — dyu = g(u)
in (R" \ K) x (0, o). Clearly, {u > 0} C Bg, X (0, o). In addition, for v* as in with the
initial value vy replaced by u,, we have u' < vF: see Step 1 in the proof of Lemma[3l This,
along with the monotonicity of /', yields uy(x) < u'(x, ) < v*(x, t) for all (x,t) € B R, X (0, 00).
Taking i — oo and letting # = 1 in K° X (0, o), we get u = 1in K X [0, o0), 1 = 1y on {t = 0}
and {ug > 0} X (0, c0) C {u > 0}. Finally, the growth condition (Z.5) for 1’ and the uniform
convergence u' — u give [Vu| = u = 0 on dQ N (R" X (0, o0)). This completes the proof. O

AprPENDIX A. NONDEGENERACY

In this section, we derive the nondegeneracy result for the parabolic equation involving
Pucci operator, following the argument for the elliptic counterpart in [1].
We use the same notation D; r as in [1] for Lipschitz domains in IR":

Dir:={(x',x,) € Bg : x, > f(x')},

where f is a Lipschitz function with constant at most L and satisfies f(0) = 0.
For such Dy r and a constant 7 > 0, we define

EL,R,T = {(x, t) S ]Rn+1 1 te (—1, O], X € DL,R - "Cten}.

Lemma 5. For any t© > 0, there exist small constants 1 > 0, k., > 0 and c. > 0, depending only
onn, A, A\, T, such that if u satisfies

@M} \(D*u) = =0 inEp,,
BO)u>0 inEp;,,

() ule,/2,-x.) =1,

@L<n,

then u(x,t) > c.x, whenever (x,t) € E1 116, Xn = 21 and —(641)*> <t < 0.

(A.1)

Proof. We divide the proof of this lemma into a few of steps.

Step 1. We define a spatial cone C := {x € (x’,x,) € By : x, > %lx’|} and an oblique
cylinder &; := {(x,t) € R™ : t € (-1,0], x € C—tte,}, and notice that €, C E; 1 . whenever
L <n<1/16. We take 0 < x < 1/8 small, depending only on 7, such that

BS/S(en/z) X [_K/ 0] c 81-
By Harnack inequality (Theorem 2.4.32 in [14]), we have for some constant ¢; = ¢1(1, A, A)
K 3 1
inf u>c ux,t) : Jx—e,/2| < —, -k + x> <t < —k + =K
ot 1sup{ (x, 1) © Ix—en/2] ; 3 > }
By taking «. := x — 3k* and using (c) in (A.J), we further have

inf u>c.
Qx(en/2,0)

We let ¢(x) := |x|™ for some large constant g4 > 0 to be determined later, and consider a
function .
(1+ 25L4) (x - e,/2) — (3/8)77

K1 — (3/8)7

h(x,t) ==
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and a set
A= {(x/t) € Ql : _KZ <t< O/ 0< h(x/t) < Cl}'
Here, the function & and the set A are constructed so that

(A.2) A€E; ; and u>hond,A.

Indeed, one can easily see that

— 8

1 - 8
A:{(x,t) : k2> <t<0, K(1+ 1<23 t)s lx —e,/2| $3/8[1+ > t)}

KZ

Thus, each time slice of A at time ¢, —x? < t < 0, is an annulus centered at ¢, /2, and the
annuli shrink as time t decreases. In particular,

AN (=0} = (Bys(en/2) \ Belea/2)) x 0},
ANt = =) = (Bu(ea/2) \ Bajs(en/D) X [=1%).

This readily gives
AC B3/8(€n/2) X [—KZ, 0] c ET C EL,],T'

In addition, the lateral boundary d,AN {=x? < t < 0} consists of the following two surfaces:

the outer surface S; = {(x,t) € Q1 : —x* <t <0, h(x,t) = 0},

the inner surface S, = {(x,t) € Q1 : —x*> <t <0, h(x,t) = c1}.

Notice that both S; and S, are lateral boundaries of conical frustums. The parabolic
boundary d,A is composed of S, S, and the bottom d,A N {t = —k?}. On Sy, we simply

have h = 0 < u. Regarding S, and d,AN{t = —x2}, as they are contained in Q,(e,/2,0) and
h<c inA wehaveh <c; <uon S U(d,AN{t=-x}). Hence, (A2) holds.
Next, we show that /1 is a subsolution in A. For this purpose, we compute that in B \ {0}

2
D*¢p(x) = glx| ™2 (&x ®x— In) ,

|x|?

and thus
- 2 g2 (112
M)L,A(D QZ)) = q|X| ! ( |x|2

= glx[172 (A(q + 2) — An).

My(x®x) + MX,A(—IW))



20 SEONGMIN JEON AND HENRIK SHAHGHOLIAN

It follows that in A
M; \(D?h) -2
(1t g;«/st)
1 —(3/8)71
(14 12858
20— q|X
T
—e,/2 _ q-1 /1 _
P(x —e,/2) q(l N 1 8K/3t) (1 81</3)

M A (D*(x — €,/2)) — dsh

—e,/2]72 (Mg +2) — An)

- k™1 —(3/8)1 K2 K2
crqlx — e,/2]712 _ 71
_ 1qlx — e, /2| (1+ 1 8K/3t) y
k™1 — (3/8)1 K2

x[(l ! :K/ )(/\(q+2) An)—lx—en/2|2(1_:2K/3)].

Here, if q is large, then we have
( 1+ 1-8x/3
K2

)(A( +2) = An) = |x - en/2|2(1 - 821</3)

@/ 8)2

Z(?K)(/\(q+2) An) - >0,
thus
My A(D?h) = 9ih > 0 = M  (D*u) — du in A.
With this and (A.2) at hand, we can apply the comparison principle and get
u>h inA.
Step 2. Let

_(11/32)7 - (3/8)
Co:=C1 T~ (3/8)7 € (0,c).

Then Ag :={(x,t) € Q1 : —x* <t <0, ¢p < h(x, ) < ¢1} satisfies the following:
Ao C A, u>h> Co in Ao, A() N {t = 0} = (B]1/32(€n/2) \ BK(en/Z)) X {t = 0}
Fix a point (v, 0) = (v/, y,, 0) with |[y'| < 1/16 and vy, = 1/4. For r := 1/4 — 1, we define
(14 558) G — y) - 1

=1

hy,(x,t) := co
in
Ayi={(x, ) eQr: —® <t <0, 0<hyx,t) <co).

Here, ® and 4§ are small constants, depending only on 1, A, A, 7, to be determined later,
and ¢(x) := |x[7. Then,

Ayc{(x,t)eQr: - <t <0, 0<hyx,t)

N r—K
={(x,H)eQy: R <t<0, x—yl<r+ P t)

ClvheQ : —F<t<0, -yl <r+l.
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This, along with the fact that r = 1/4 — n < |y|, implies that A, € E; ;. for small & > 0.
Moreover, as before, the lateral boundary 8pAy N {—®? < t < 0} consists of two conical
cylinder-shaped surfaces. On the outer surface, we simply have i, = 0 < u. Concerning
the inner surface S, := {(x,t) € Q; : — R2<t<0, h,(x,t) = co}, we observe that

Sy N {t =0} = Be(y) X {0} C (B11/32(e4/2) \ By(e4/2)) X {0} = Ag N {t =0},
where the inclusion holds whenever « + & < 1/8. Thus, if ® is small enough, then we have
S, € Ay, and thus h, = ¢y < u in S,. Similarly, from 9,A, N {t = =&%} = (Bx(y) \ Bez()) X
{—%?} and Bg(y) C Bi1/a2(e4/2) \ Bi(en/2), we infer that d,A, N {t = —k*} C A for & small
enough, and hence 1, < ¢g < uond,A, N {t = —#%2}. Therefore, we conclude that

h,<u ond,A,.
In addition, we can compute (as we have done for My A(Dzh) — d:h)
Sl — 1/]—G-2 > q-1

Cofx ~ ¥l (1+ L K/rt) X

~ 122

My A(D*hy) = ity 2 =

xK1+1—ﬁﬁQM@+2ynmo_w_mﬂﬁgﬁ]

%2
in A,. Using thatr = 1/4 —n € (1/8,1/4), we can obtain that M;/A(Dzhy) —dihy > 0in A, if
g =q(n, A, A, ) is large enough. Thus, by the comparison principle,
u>h, inA,.
Step 3. Now, we are ready to prove Lemma[bl For y as above (i.e, |[y'| < 1/16 and y, = 1/4),

let (x, ) be a point satisfying " = i/, 21 < x, < 1/4— & and —(641))* < t < 0. Then (x, ) € A,
for small n > 0. Thus

u(x, t) > hy(x,t)
=% [(1 + 2 _ﬁf/rt)q -yl - r‘q]

&7

— % q ) _
ol [(1 + L ﬁ;c/rt) Ix —y|™T - r‘q]
_ o _ 1-#®/r )\
Cqu(lx—y| T—r q)—Cqu(l —(1 + = t)
=:1-1I
Using x,, > 21, we get
I'= o ((1/4 =) = (/4= 1)) 2 e(n, A, A, D) = 1)) = €2,

for some c; = c(n, A, A, ) > 0. On the other hand, to bound II, we observe that for n
small

v

)w—mﬂ

1-®/r \ 1-=&/r 1
1—(1+ — t)sl—(1+ — (6417)2)$C172$C17xn.

From [x'| = |y'| and x,, < 1/4 — &, we also have

e =y =[1/4 - x,| T < ®T<Cn, A, A, 7).

Thus,
IT < Cnx, < ca/2xy,
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where the last inequality holds if we take 1 small enough. Therefore, we conclude by
taking c. := c,/2

u(x,t) > 1—-11 > c.x,.
This completes the proof. m|

Lemma 6. Let T > 0and 1 < y < 2 be given. Then, there exist small constants x, > 0and n > 0,
depending only on n, A, A, t,y, such that if u solves (A.1)), then

u(x,0) > c(n, A, A, y)dist(x, dDp1)"  forall x € Dy 164

Proof. Let c. = c.(n, A, A, 7) > 0 be as in LemmafBl One can easily check in its proof that
c. was chosen independently of 1. We let r; := 64 for small 1 > 0 to be determined
later. Particularly, we ask 7 to be smaller than the one in Lemma Bl We claim that if
X = (X’, Xn) S 8DL,1/64, then

k+1
(A3) uw 092 (5] (o-x)

whenever x, + 21]1"{ <p < x,+ r’i /16 and —ri(kﬂ) < s < 0 for some k € IN. Clearly,
(x’, p,s) € Er1/16, holds for small r; (or, equivalently, for small 17). We prove the claim by
induction on k € IN.

For k =1, welet k. = x.(n, A, A, 7) > 0 be as in Lemma[5land consider

u(x + ryy, rit)

ui(y, t) .= , (W, t)€EL,.

u(x + Ze,, —13K.

Here, the set E; ; . may be equipped with a different Lipschitz function f from the one in
(A.J). Clearly, u; satisfies the conditions (2) — (d) in (A.T). Applying Lemmalflto u and u;
gives
u(x+r—1€n —T’ZK)>C (x +ﬁ)> Sy
2 4 1™ ) = =\ P ) 1,
u1(0, yu, 1) > .y, for2n <y, <1/16, —r3 <t < 0.

By putting p = x, + r1y, and s = rit, we obtain that

r
u(x// [ S) = u(x// Xn +11Yn, T’%i’) =U (O/ Y, t)u (x + Elen/ _7’%7(*)
2

> S 2 ($) -2

for x, + 2nry < p < x, +r1/16 and —1/‘11 <5 £0. This proves (A.3) for k = 1.
Now we suppose that (A.3) holds for k — 1, and prove it for k. For this aim, we define
u(x + rky, r*)
ur(y, t) := 11 (yt)€Epn
d |

r 2k
X+ 5en, —1] Ke

k-1
< %, we have by the induction hypothesis

k k [ vk
r k .\ (1
" (x oo N K*) = (E) (E)

Since uy satisfies (a) — (d) in (A.T), we can apply Lemma[5]to obtain that

N |Hﬂﬁ‘

From 2nrt~! <

ue(0, yu, t) > ey, for2n <y, <1/16, -1 <t <0.
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By putting p = x, + iy, and s = r**#, we deduce that
Vk
u(x” IO’ S) = u(x’l Xn + rliyi’l/ V%kt) = uk(ol yn/ t)u (x + Elen/ _r%kK*)

This finishes the proof for the claim (A.3).
Now, we are ready to prove Lemmal6l To this end, we fix x = (X', x,,) € dD},1/64 and let
p € (x,21). Then we can take k € N such that 2nrf < p —x, < rt/16. By (A3),

u(x’, p,0) > (%)M (p — xn).

—X,
P >, we have
1

From 1/’{ <

C. k C. log,l(%) p— Xy lOgrl(%)
Z)1 > 1= —
5)=6" (%)

If n =n(n, A, A, t,y)is small enough, then

C. log (CE)
e (5)-

2/ log(64n) €Qy-1.

Thus, we have for x, < p <21

c.\f ¢, — X,
u(x’lplo) 2 (E) E(P - xn) 2 (pzn

>c(n, AN, T,7)(p—x,).

y-1
Cs
) E (P - xn)

On the other hand, when (x’, p) € Dy 164 With p > 21, we can simply use Lemma [ to
obtain

u(x’, P, 0) 2 C«p 2 C*(p - xn)y'
Therefore, we conclude that if (x’, p) € Dy 1/64 (and x = (X', x,,) € DL 1/64), then

u(x’, p,0) = c(p — x,)" = cdist((x’, p), D).
This completes the proof. m]
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