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Abstract

We consider a parabolic non-local free boundary problem that has been derived as a
limit of a bulk-surface reaction-diffusion system which models cell polarization. In previous
papers [3], 4] we have established well-posedness of this problem and derived conditions on the
initial data that imply continuity of the free boundary as ¢ — 0. In this paper we extend the
qualitative study of the free boundary by considering axisymmetric data. Under additional
monotonicity assumptions on the data we prove global continuity of the free boundary. On
the other hand, if the initial data violate a "no-fattening" condition we show that the free
boundary can oscillate as t — 0.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Background

In this paper we discuss qualitative properties of a nonlocal free boundary problem that has been
derived from a bulk-surface reaction diffusion system [5], 4] as a model for cell polarization.
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In the following let 7 > 0 be an arbitrary time and I' C R? be a smooth compact surface without
boundary that represents the membrane of a cell. The nonnegative function u: I'x[0,T) — [0, c0)
denotes the density of a certain protein on I' while g: I" x [0,7) — (0,1] is a given function
representing a chemical signal. Then, if H: R — {0,1} denotes the Heaviside function, and
up: I' = [0, 00) initial data, the free boundary problem can be stated as follows (see |4, Lemma
2.3])

9 —
Bpu — Au = —(1 - 5@) H ae. on Tp:=T x (0,T), (1.1)
A(t) == ][ gds, for a.a. t € (0,7), (1.2)
{u(-1)>0}
g < A1) a.e. in {u(-,t) =0}, (1.3)
u>0 a.e. on I'x (0,7) (1.4)
u(-,0) = uo a.e. onI'. (1.5)

where Ar denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator on I'. The function A in (1.2)) can be understood
as a Lagrange multiplier that guarantees mass conservation, i.e.

/u(-,t) ds = / up dS for all ¢t € [0,T]. (1.6)
r r

One key property of the parabolic obstacle-type problem — is the particular nonlocality
in form of a dependence on the support of the solution.
For the system — we say that we have a polarized state if both, the zero set of (-, )
and its complement on I' have nonzero measure. In our previous work [5] we proved existence
and uniqueness of steady states for a given mass and in addition we characterized the critical
mass below which polarization occurs. Well-posedness for the full parabolic problem as well as
global stability of steady states has been established in [3].
The purpose of this paper is to continue a qualitative study of the parabolic free boundary
problem that we have started in [4]. More precisely, in [4] we have derived the two following con-
ditions on the initial data which ensure that the positivity set {u(-,¢) > 0} changes continuously
ast— 0.
First, we require that

g—XA0)<—-6<0 in {up = 0} (1.7)

for some fixed 8 > 0, and, second, we assume a ‘non-fattening’ of the boundary of the support
of the initial data, i.e.

H?(0{up > 0}) =0. (1.8)

If holds we show in [4] that condition is necessary and sufficient to obtain the continuity
of solutions at ¢t = 0 from the right.

In general, however, in [4] it remained open whether is necessary for the solution to be
right-continuous at ¢ = 0 and whether the solution remains continuous for positive times.

In this paper, we first prove in Section [2 a global continuity result for the support of the solution
u(+,t) under additional symmetry and monotonicity assumptions on the data. Second, we prove
a result that indicates that if condition fails, then the function A is not necessarily right-
continuous at t = (0 even if holds. More precisely, we provide an example of initial data wug
for which is not valid and such that the support of u(-,t) and A(¢) behave oscillatory with
t 1 0. We prove this result rigorously for the classical parabolic obstacle problem in Section



which is of interest in its own, and then extend this result to a slightly simplified nonlocal free
boundary problem in Section

In the rest of this paper we restrict ourselves to the specific case of spherical geometry, I' = S?
and to axisymmetric data and axisymmetric solutions. Therefore the problem is reduced to a
one-dimensional spatial dependence. First, we collect some results from previous works that will
play a crucial role in the current analysis. In Section [2] we prove the global in time continuity of
the positivity set {u(-,t) > 0}.

The following sections provide examples of an oscillatory behavior of solutions if the second
non-degeneracy condition is violated. Section |3| considers first the classical parabolic obstacle

problem on the real line. Finally, in Section [f] we present a corresponding oscillation result for a
nonlocal analogue of the system (1.1])-(1.5)) on the real line.

1.2 Preliminaries

We have established in [3] that problem — admits a unique nonnegative global solution.
More precisely, we prove that for any 7' > 0 and any nonnegative ug € L?(T), there exists a unique
solution uw € L*(0, T; H(T'))NH' (0, T; H*(I")*) and further we show that u € L? (8, T; W2?(I')) N
whp (6,T ; LP(F)) for any 0 > 0, 1 < p < co. By classical embedding arguments it follows that
ue OV (D x [5,T)) for all 0 < 3 < 1.

In the case that ug € H*(I') we even have u € LP(0,T;W?P(I')) N WP (0,T; L?(T')) for any
1<p<oo,and u € CH”B’#(F x [0,T7]) for all 0 < 8 < 1, see for example [2, Lemma I1.3.3].
Finally we remark, that by the uniform convergence to a unique stationary state and the estimates
provided in [3] we even have that u is uniformly bounded in I" x [0, 00).

From now on we will restrict ourselves to the spherical case I' = 8% and to axisymmetry with
respect to the first coordinate axis.

Remark 1.1 (Axisymmetric data). We consider functions U on the sphere S* C R3 given by a
function u on [—1,1] by

U(x17$27$3) = uaxs($17$2,x3) = u(:nl) .

For functions that depend on a scalar space variable we denote the derivative just by a prime, in

particular v’ (x1) = d%,'ilu et cetera.
The Laplace-Beltrami operator for axisymmetric functions U as above can then be written as
As2U(z) = (1 — 2h)d/ (z1)) (1.9)

Moreover, u € L'(—1,1) if and only if U € L'(S?), and it holds

/Sﬂds _ 27r/11u(7") dr. (1.10)

We denote by CL([—1,1]) and WEE(—1,1) the space of functions u such that uaxs € CH(T') and

u € WkP(S2), respectively. We remark that u € CY(S?) if and only if i € C*(—1,1) with
liglru/(:i: 1-r2)=0, (1.11)

which in particular reflects that Vu(0,0,+1) = 0 holds, and that u € Wal,fs’(—l, 1) if and only if

we LI(-1,1)N VVI})’f(—l, 1) with x — V1 — 224/ (z) € LY((—1,1)).

The parabolic Hélder and Sobolev spaces C’:)]Z:a’ﬂf([—l, 1] % [0,T]) and Wyns((=1,1) x (0,T)),

respectively, are defined analogously.



Lemma 1.2. Consider ' = 82,1 < p < 0o and an azisymmetric function U € Wy (S2x (0,T))
represented by some u € W;?,lalxs((—l, 1) x (0,7)) as U = uaxs.
Then U solves (1.1) (with u replaced by U ) if and only if u solves

o — (1 — a)') = —<1 - %)H(u) in (—1,1) x (0,T]. (1.12)
Moreover, for given azisymmetric data Uy = up,axs € H?(8?) and G = gaxs € C°(S?) there is a
one-to-one correspondence between solutions U of (1.1))-(1.5)) (with u, g,up replaced by U, G,Up)
and solution u to the nonlocal initial boundary problem given by (1.12)) and

At) = ][ g(r)dr, for a.a. t € (0,7, (1.13)
{u(-t)>0}

g < \(t) a.e. in{u(-,t) =0}, (1.14)

u>0 a.e. on (—1,1) x (0,7) (1.15)

u(-,0) = up a.e. on (—1,1). (1.16)

Proof. This follows by the formulas stated in Remark and by the existence and uniqueness
result of solutions to (1.1])-(1.5)) proved in [3]. O

2 Global continuity result for axisymmetric solutions

From now on we will only deal with the axisymmetric case.
Our aim in this section is to provide global continuity results under certain assumptions on the
initial data ug and the external stimulus g.

Assumption 2.1. We assume that
ug € C2 ([-1,1))  with ug >0 and |{ug >0} >0 (2.1)
and for some vy € [—1,1)
{up >0} =(v,1] and wuy>0 ae. in(y,1). (2.2)
Furthermore, we assume that
geC? ([-1,1]) with 0<gy<g<gi<1 onS? (2.3)
for some constants 0 < gg < g1 < 1 and that for some k > 0 we have
¢ >k>0 in[-1,1]. (2.4)
For the following we define the boundary of the positivity set of u via
p(t) == inf{x |u(x,t) > 0}. (2.5)

Indeed, we will see in Lemma that if ug is increasing, then so is u(-,t) for any ¢t > 0 and
[p(t),1] is indeed the support of u(-,t).

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that Assumption holds. Moreover, let u € Wyas([—1,1] x [0,00) be
a solution to (1.12)-(1.16)). Then p: [0,00) — [—1,1] is continuous.

The proof will be given at the end of this section. We start with some auxiliary results.



2.1 Monotonicity and non-degeneracy

First we prove that the monotonicity property assumed for the initial data propagates to positive
times.

Lemma 2.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem u'(+,t) > 0 holds for all t > 0.
Proof. We multiply by ((1— a;2)u/(x,t))/ and integrate over {u/(-,t) > 0} C {u(-,t) > 0}.
We use
/ Opu(z, t)((1 - ) (x, t))/d$ _ 4 1((1 - :cQ)u’(az,t))2 dzx
{w (>0} At Jw (>0 2

in a weak sense, and

_ _@ — 2 (2 ,l’:_i " — D (x .
/{ul(.,tm} (1 A(t)>((1 ' (@, ) de = —<7s /{u/(.,t)>0}g( )1 — 22) (2, 1) dz > 0.

Therefore we obtain

d/ 1 o\ 4 2
— —((1 —2%)u' (x,t)) dx <0,
di {u’(-,t>>0}2(( )

which implies by uf, > 0 that «/(-,¢) > 0 almost everywhere in (—1,1) for almost all ¢ € (0, 00).
By continuity of v/, see the remarks at the beginning of Section the claim follows. O

Next, we show that the support of u can not be arbitrarily small. For that we recall that for any
T > 0 we have a bound [|ul|eo = |l oo ((=1,1)x[0,1)) < Cr-

Lemma 2.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem [2.3 it holds

H<l— ——— It T]. 2.
P01 g forall e[0T (26)
Furthermore we have
g(z) < \(t) — o for all x € (—1,p(t)) and t € [0,T]. (2.7)
4 ||ulf oo

Proof. We observe that due to (1.6)), (1.10) estimate (2.6]) follows from

1
m = 271'/ u(z,t) de < 27||ul| (1—p(1)) .
p(t)

By Taylor’s Theorem and (2.4)), we obtain that

1 1
A(t) = — / gde> — / 9(p(t)) + £z — p(t)) da

—1=p(t) Sy — 1-p(t) Jpe
K Km
> t —(1—p(t)) > t .
2 9(p(t) + 5 (1-p(t)) 2 9(p(t)) + Tl
Due to the monotonicity of g we deduce ([2.7)). O

Next we prove that p(t) is sufficiently separated from the value s(t) where g(s(¢)) = A(t). We
therefore obtain a uniform non-degeneracy property of the solutions, compare assumption (1.9)
in [4] and the discussion in that paper.



Lemma 2.5. Assume that (2.2)), (2.4)) are valid. Then, there exists a unique s(t) > p(t) with

9(s(t)) = At) (2.8)

and it holds
p(t) < s(t) — co for allt € [0,T] (2.9)

for some co = co(g, m, [|ufloc) > 0.

Proof. We notice due to (1.6)), (2.3) and (2.4) that g(—1) < A(t) < g(1) for all ¢t € [0,T]. Thus,
there exists s(t) € (—1,1) such that (2.8) holds true. Furthermore, due to (2.4), the function

g ' :[g(—=1),9(1)] = [~1,1] is well defined. Then, recalling that g(p(t)) < A(t), it follows that
p(t) < s(t). Inequality (2.9) then follows from (2.7) and ([2.4]). O
Finally, we formulate a non-degeneracy lemma, analogous to [4, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 2.6. Let 0 < t; < tg, 29 € (—1,1] and 0 < p < 1 are given such that xo + 2p < p(t1)
and such that for u € Wgylalxs((—l, 1) x (t1,12))
Ou— ((1— w2)u’)/ < —0H(u) in (=1,xz0+ 2p) X (t1,t2), (2.10)
Moreover, assume that
u<0p®  on(—1,z042p) X (t1,t2). (2.11)
Then u =0 holds in (—1,z0+ p) X (t1,t2). This in particular implies that p(t) > xo+p in [t1,t2].

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume ¢; = 0 and set T' = t3, pg = p(0).

Consider the function U = uays € sz’l(82 x (0,7)). Then U solves in (8?N{z-é& <
zo + 2p}) x (0,T) and satisfies U(-,0) =0 in (S N {z - & < zo + 2p}).

Assume by contradiction that u(yp,t;) > 0 for some —1 < y; < 9+ pand 0 < t; < T. Let
y := (y1,0, /1 — y?). Consider the comparison function

Q: Bs:(y,p) x (0,t1) = R, Q(x,t) = 0(|]z — y[> + (t1 — 1)),

where Bg:(y, p) refers to the respective ball in S? with respect to the distance in R3.
Then

(3Q — AQ)(z,t) =0( —1—4—2Hg(z) - (x—y)) =0(—1—4+2—2z-y) < 0.

We use a comparison principle on (Bgz(y,p) x (0,t1)) N{U > 0}.
We first observe that Bg2(y, p) C {z - €1 < zo + 2p} and that @ > U holds on 9{U > 0} and in

Bs2(y, p) x {0}. Furthermore on {z € §% : |x — y| = p} we have Q > 0p®> > U by (2.11).
It follows that U(y,t1) < Q(y,t1) = 0, a contradiction to our assumption. O

2.2 Proof of Theorem [2.2]
We define

1 m Km
dp := — min (c , , ) 2.12
0= gmin (0 5l I ull (2.12)

with ¢y as in (2.9).
Step 1: We prove the uniform lower-semicontinuity from the right, more precisely: For any
t €10,T) and any § > 0 there exists w(d) only depending on g, m, [ull gevarz (1,17 [0,77) Such that

p(t) — 6 < p(t) for all t € [£,7 + w(¥)]. (2.13)



Without loss of generality we can assume £ = 0 in the following.

We fix any ¢ € (0, o] and suppose that p(0) > —1 + 0 since otherwise there is nothing to show.
By the assumption (2.1)) on the initial data and the remarks at the beginning of Section for
any fixed a > 0 we can choose w > 0, w = w(d) such that

K C

=452 2.14
gmax 8 ( )

[ull gaera((—1,1xj0,rpw 2 <

Next we define
s*(w) :==inf {s(7) : 0 <7 <w}.

Due to (2.9) we always have s*(w) > —1 + ¢.

We set . c
b := min {p(O), 5% (w) — g} . (2.15)
For any 0 <t < w and any —1 <z < b we have b < 5(t) — ¢ and
9(@) = Mt) < g(b) - g(s(t) < —r
hence
b i((j; > 08 (2.16)
We deduce that
Ou — (1 — 22)')’ < _gjax SH(u) on (~1,b) x (0,w),  (2.17)
u(-,0) =0 in (—1,b), (2.18)

where we have used b < p(0).

Due to (2.14) and Lemma [2.6| we deduce that
u(z,t)=0 forall —1<z<b-0§,0<t<w, (2.19)

which implies
p(t)y>b—6 forall0<t<w. (2.20)

Assume that b = s*(w) — ¢ in (2.15). However, (2.9) and ({2.20) then yield s*(w) > b—6 +co >

b+ %, a contradiction.
Therefore b = p(0) and by (2.20) the claim is proved.



Step 2: We now prove the uniform lower-semicontinuity from the right, more precisely: for any
d € (0, do] there exists w(d) > 0 such that

p(t) <pt)+6 for all t € [t,1 + w(5)]. (2.21)

Towards this aim we will construct a suitable subsolution, more precisely, we are going to show
that there exists a nonnegative, continuous function W that depends only on the initial data wy,

with W (&) > 0 for all £ > 0 and W (0) = 0 such that
u(z,s) > W(x —p(s)), forze (p(s),p(s)+dy),se€(0,T]. (2.22)

Indeed, if (2.22) holds we define for any ¢ > 0 the function w as the solution to

dw — ((1—z?)w') =0 in (p(2),p(t) + &) x (£,T] (2.23)
w(z,t) = W(z —p(?)) in (p(t), p(t) + do) (2.24)
w(p(t),t) = w(p(t) + do,t) =0 in (¢,% + w(dp)] (2.25)

and let W := w — (t — ). Equation (2.23) yields

i — (1 - a2)d') = ~1 < dpu— (1 - 2)’

),p(t) + do) by
,T]. Hence, we

in (p(t),p(t) + do) x (¢, T). Furthermore, u(z,t) > W(x — p(t)) for all z € (p(

[2-22)) and u(p(t),t), u(p(t) + o,t) > 0 = w(p(t),t) = w(p(t) + oo, t) for all ¢ € (
obtain by a comparison principle argument that

t
¢

u(z,t) > in [p(f), p(t) + o] x [£, T]. (2.26)
If we consider any 0 < § < %0 it holds
w>w >0 in [p(f) + 6,p(t) + 6 — ) x [t,t + w(6)]
redefining w(d) if necessary. Moreover, the monotonicity of u yields that
u(z,t) >0 in [p(t) +6,1] x [{,# +w(d)]

which proves the claim.

We now proceed to the proof of (2.22]). Due to Step 1, we can fix a monotone increasing positive
function w : R™ — R* such that for all s € (—1,1], t € [-1,1)

p(t) <p(s)+d if0<s—t<w(d). (2.27)
To prove ([2.22) we argue differently depending on the value of s.
Case 1: Consider s > w(dp) and let § € (0, %0] By (2.27)) we have
p(t) <p(s)+46 forallte [s—w(d),s].

Therefore, u is a solution of

9

u— (1 —2Hu) = 1+ o)

in [p(s) + 6, p(s) + 20] x (s —w(d),s] .



We observe that, by regularity of u and standard embedding theorems, we can differentiate the
above equation with respect to x. Then for v = v’ we obtain, using (2.4), that

/

O — ((1 - 332)11)” = /\g(t) > M in [p(s) + 6,p(s) + 20] x (s —w(9),s],

for some constant M := M (||g||o:11¢'llo) > 0. To construct a suitable subsolution let V' satisfy

RV —((1- x2)V)” < M, in [p(s)+9,p(s)+ 20]

X (s —w(9),s], (2.28)
V(z,t5) =0, in [p(s) + 9, p(s) + 24], (2.29)
V(p(s) +9d,t) =V(p(s) +24,t) =0, forte (s—w(d),s]. (2.30)
It is easy to verify that the function
t—s+w(s T — S 3
V(e t) = %(t st w(@)e T cos ( ( (pE; )+ 25))) : (2.31)

satisfies (2.28)-(2.30) if x4 > 0 is sufficiently large.

In particular we find that

W (2,8) > Co@)e ™ H = FO) in [p(s) + 2 pls) + 0]

Therefore, since § < §y but otherwise arbitrary, we deduce
u(,s) > Wz —p(s)) i (p(s),p(s) + &

for some function W which is positive on R;. Integrating this equation we find indeed that

(2.22) holds for s > w(dyp).
Case 2: Next we investigate the case s < w(dp). Again by (2.27)) we have

p(t) <p(s)+é forallte[0,s].

We find as above that v = u/ solves

/

I_>M [p(s)+6,p(s)+26] x (0, 5] .

v —((1— .7,‘2)11)// = D) =

We construct a subsolution V' by solving the problem

av — ((1—2*)V)" =M, in [p(s) + 6, p(s) + 28] x (0, 5], (2.32)

V(z,0) = uyp, in [p(s) + 0,p(s) +29] , (2.33)

Vp(s)+9,t) = V(p(s) +24,t) =0, in (0, 5] . (2.34)
Since by assumption ug > 0 in (p(0), 1] D [p(s)+6,p(s)+24], we conclude that V(z,s) > ¢(J, ug)

in [p(s) + 28, p(s) + L8] and as above we finally conclude that there exists a positive function Wo
such that
u(z,s) = Wa(x —p(s)), in [p(s),p(s) + do] (2.35)

for s € [0,w(do)] from which (2.22) follows with W := min{W;, Wa} > 0.

Step 3: Since w(d) does not depend on £, the estimates (2.13) and (2.21)) imply the uniform
continuity from the right therefore that p is a continuous function.



3 An oscillatory solution to the classical parabolic obstacle prob-
lem

In this section we will provide a rigorous construction of an oscillatory solution to the classical
parabolic obstacle problem.

The classical parabolic obstacle problem in one space dimension and in the whole space can be
formulated as follows. We say that a function u: R x (0,7") — [0, 00) is a solution to the obstacle
problem with data ug if u € WpQ’l(]R x (0,T)) for all p € [1,00) and if it satisfies

Ou —u" = —H (u) a.e. in R x (0,7 (3.1)

u(-,0) = up in a suitable sense. (3.2)

In order to prepare the construction of an oscillatory solution to a nonlocal obstacle problem in
Section [4] we also consider the problem with a rescaled right-hand side: For A > 0 we denote by
u) the solution of

dpuy — uf = =N H(uy) a.e. in R x (0,7 (3.3)

ux(+,0) = up in a suitable sense. (34

We will need the following consequence of the maximum principle, which is a variant of Lemma
2.0l

Lemma 3.1. Consider any zo € R, to > 0, 8 > 0 and 0 < p < \/tg. Then for any u €
WP (B(wo, 0) % (to — 0%, t0)) with

0
Ou —Au< —0H(u), 0<u< 592 in B(zo, 0) X (to — 0%, to)

we have u(xg,to) = 0.

Proof. Assume u(zg,tp) > 0 and define

0 0
w(z,t) = §|l‘ — zol* + g(to —t)

Then
oyw — Aw = —0  in B(zg, o) x (to — 0%, to),

and w(x,ty — %) > 292 for all x € R and w(z,t) > ggz for all z € dB(xo, 0), t € (tg — 0°,t0).
We apply the weak maximum principle in (B (w0, 0) X (to — 0%, tg)) N{u > 0} and deduce u < w.
This yields u(xg,ty) < 0, a contradiction to our assumption. O

Our main result on the oscillatory behavior for the classical parabolic obstacle problem is the
following.

Theorem 3.2. There exist initial data ug € M4 (R) with compact support in (0,1) such that the

solution to (3.1), (3.2) satisfies

liminf [{u(-,t) > 0}| < litriiljp {u(-,t) >0} . (3.5)

t—0+

10



Actually, we will prove the following stronger statement that will be needed below in Section [4]
for the nonlocal case.

Theorem 3.3. For any Ao > 0 there exists 0 < k < Ao with the following property: For any
0 <n <1 there exist initial data ug € M4 (R) with compact support in (0,n) such that for any

A pin [Xo — K, Ao + K] the solutions uy, u, to (3.3), (3.4) satisfy

liminf [ {ux (- £) > 0}] < limsup [{uy(-,#) > 0} . (3.6)
t—0+t t—0+

Before proceeding to the proof of this theorem, we first consider the problem (3.1))-(3.2) with
initial data
ug = 50 (37)

where dg denotes the Dirac distribution in x = 0.
The solution of this particular problem is the key building block to construct initial data ug as
in Theorem and Theorem

Proposition 3.4. There exists a unique solution U € T/VZ,Q’1 (R x (0, oo)) for all 1 < p < o0,
d > 0 that satisfies (3.1]) almost everywhere in R x (0,00) and (3.7) in the sense of

|U(z,t) — ®(x,t)| <Ct  forallz €R, t>0 (3.8)

for some C independent of x, where ® denotes the heat kernel ®(x,t) = ﬁef%
Moreover the solution satisfies the following:
(1) There exists T* > 0 such that U(x,t) =0 for any t > T* and for all z € R.
(2) The solution U(z,t) is symmetric, that is U(z,t) = U(—z,t) for allz € R and t > 0.
(8) The first derivative satisfies 0,U (z,t) <0 for all x >0 and t > 0.

(4) There ezist two continuous function £: (0,7%) — R and L: (0,T*) — R such that for each
t € (0,7%) we have

{lz] < ()} C{U(2,t) > 0} C {la| < L)}

Moreover, it holds

lim ——— = _—
t=0"  /6tIn (%) t=0"  /6tIn (%)

Proof. Existence and uniqueness follows from [I, Theorem 2.1].
We proceed to the proof of the additional properties.
(1) Item follows from [I, Theorem 3.1].

(2) Item follows from the invariance of the equation and the initial data under the trans-
formation x — —ux.

(3) The proof of item is analogous to the one of Lemma and we omit it here.

11



(4)

Left-hand side inclusion in [(4)} Since H(u) < 1 the function (z,t) — ®(z,t) — ¢ is a
subsolution and we deduce from the maximum principle that
|=|?

1
U(x,t) > e 4t —t forallz eR,t>0.
(1) 2v/ 7t

ZQ
This implies in particular that {Q\}Ee_lzllt > t} C {U(z,t) > 0} . Then it is easily

|2

R e 2 1
calculated that FUmC > tis equivalent to |z|* < 6t 1n(

m) and the claim follows.
Right-hand side inclusion in By comparison principle we deduce

1 _=?
\/He . forallz e R, ¢t > 0. (3.9)

For some (zg,tp) € [0,00) X (0,00) and ¢ > 0 that we specify below in (3.12]) we consider
the rectangle

Uz, t) < ®(x,t) =

R := [xo — 0, x0 + 0] X [to — 0% to] - (3.10)
Exploiting (3.9), we obtain that

1 _lzg—el?
Uz,t) € ————e” T forall (z,t) €R . (3.11)
2y/m(to — 0%)
If
lzo — 0| > 12a0*(—Inp) and ty = a? (3.12)
for some o > 1 to be chosen below, we deduce from (3.11)) that for all (x,t) € R
1
Uz, t) < ————0°
dm(a — 1)

Choosing a > 9{1,7*} sufficiently large Lemma yields that U(xg,tg) = 0. Hence,
U(z,t) =0 for all z € R, ¢t > 0 with

|z| > \/6t(—1Int) + 6tlno + \/? = L(t).
«

This implies the second inclusion in

Remark 3.5. Let U denote the solution of (3.1)), (3.7) and let for A > 0 fized

Ux(z,t) = AUz, \°t), € R, t > 0.

Then Uy satisfies (3.3), U(+,0) = &g and

{lz| < &x(1)} € {Ux(x,t) > 0} C {|z| < La(1)}-

with 0\(t) = $€(Nt), Lx(t) = 1 L(A\?t). In particular

lim L(t): lim ¢:1: lim LAi(t): lim L/\i(t)
t—0+ m t—0+ \/m t—0+ \/m t—0+ \/m

12



Ted o= s ;
. Yl ~
. 7 A
. 4 N
: e N
N / N
: / N
: ’ \
: / \
: / \
HE \
N \
= ! \
H \
U \
) \
] v
1 i
1 |
1 [}
1 4
0 I
N I:
Y /0
\ /o
\\ //
~ 7’
~ -
0- ~\~~ _”a
T T T
24 0 2d

Figure 1: Main building block of the construction. The boundary of the support of U is indicated
by the oval line.

Proof of Theorem[3.5 Let U denote the solution of , . By a scaling argument it is
sufficient to consider the case A\g = 1. Let > 0 be arbitrarily prescribed.

We are going to construct a solution u of with oscillatory support such u(-,0) is supported
in the interval (0,7). We will use an iterative procedure with U as main building block.

Let

3
d:= —sup{z > 0|U(x,t) > 0}. (3.13)
2 >0
By Remark the support of the solution Uy of (3.3)), (3.7 satisfies
2
{Ux(-,t) >0} C (—d,d) forallt >0, A> 3 (3.14)
Increasing the value of T* from Proposition item by a factor % we have
2
Un(,t) =0 forallt>T" A > 3

Next, for a parameter 6 € (0, 1) we define the rescaled solution

2
Ax A t) _ 2 /\(33 t (3.15)

G I
Furthermore we deduce from Proposition and Remark that there exist constants C; > 0
and 0 < kg < % such that

ug(z,t) == )\02U<

1
{Ux(-,t) >0} C (— Clx/tlnt—l,Clx/tlnt—1> for all 0 <t < o, [1= A <o (3.16)
This implies in particular that for any zg € R, 0 < t < %, |1 — Al < Ko
— t 02 02
up \(x — x0,t) =0 if = 0350\ >4 ﬁlII?, that is if |z — x| > C”/tln7.
(3.17)
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We are now going to define iteratively a set of points that represents the atoms of the measure
that we choose as initial datum.

Consider a sequence (6,,)nen that converges strictly monotone to zero and that we will specify
later.

In a first step we iteratively define sets of points xg?) g ME N, via
2 = 440,y el = {1 2, {LJ _ 1}
Jl ) ) ) ) 4d91 )
2 1 . . . 91
51?]2 = ‘51) +4d92]27 J1 € Ila J2 € IQ = {1727 Tty [gJ - 1}7
() ="V 4d6,,j el €I, =112 Our| 4
Tjrgardn = Tinyegnos T 2W0ndns I €A In € A= L2y — iy

We note that the number Z,, of points on the level n is of the order (4d0n)71

Next we consider index sets I' C I,, n € N that we will specify later, and define a corresponding
solution ug\n), n € N of (3.1) by

1 _ J1 J1 _ (1)
Uy = Z Yoy 20 Uel,,\(xat) = u91,>\(x — Ty 7t) )
J1€IT

o 2
- Z Z Uélg’,]/\Z)v “@’b (1) = ugy (2 — x§1)J2’t) ’

J1EIT j2€15

Z Z Z ué; n u‘é;A Iz, t) = ug, A (7 — xg-i),_’jn,t) : (3.18)

J1EIT jo€l3 Jn€l%

Finally we define

ur(e, t) == > ul" (2,t) . (3.19)
neN
We will choose the index sets I; below such that the supports of the different building blocks do
not overlap. This in particular implies that the infinite sum in (3.19)) converges and that u) is a
solution of (3.1)) with initial datum

2D ID DD BERD LN

neN ji€l} jo€li  jn€l} on

We observe that ug is a finite Radon measure if

Z(4d9n)_19§b < 0o, which is guaranteed by Z 62 < 0. (3.20)
neN neN

In the following we always assume 0 < ¢t < % We specify the choices of the index sets I;; such
that wy is well-defined and such that the size of supports of uy(+,t) is oscillatory for ¢ 0.
First, we notice that due to the definition of d, see , and the choice of the spacing of the
2™ the supports uj N ’J” do not overlap.

We will now choose the index set I); C I,, such that the support of ug, ) does not overlap with any

of the previous levels. We therefore consider a point 2D it Jp€lffork=1,...,5 -1

J1yeendn—1

14



Figure 2: Points on the level n (circles) and n + 1 (triangles)

In order to exclude that the support of UJQ;A Jn overlaps with the support of “{9;,1&%1 by (3.16))
it is sufficient to guarantee that

92
4d0,j, — d, > C1y[T*621 ( ”—1)
J ~ 1\/ n\Teg2 )
that is
.1 O "1
n > ——Pl(")
=gt g\t M e
We notice that this is ensured if
C 02
Jo> 51/ T7In (ngé) (3.21)
and the sequence (6,,), satisfies
O, 1 d?
_ ) = . 3.22
Hn_1<:yﬁf?eXp( 27&cﬁ> “ (3.22)

Similarly, the conditions (3.22)) and

. N O 62_
In< g _mvpm9@> (3.23)

exclude that the support of ué; I overlaps with the support of ugi’:’l’j"_lﬂ.

Therefore, we can choose I; C I, with a number of indices

O
* > i *
113 = 1Tl = — T n (

15



The number Z; of indices (ji,...,Jn) with ji € I} for all K = 1,...,n can thus be estimated
from below by

1 0, Cy 62 On—1 Ch 02_,
ZE>(———2) [ 2 —2- 2L [T*1 —2— 2Ly T (22
n = (4d01 ) (92 d “(T*eg) 0, d n<T*9g>
1
_mﬂgﬂ(l £),
with
Hj Cl 0]2‘71 .
_ _ L > 2.
el =8dfy, ¢ T (2+ SR <T*9]2.>)’ j>2
This yields
1 " 2 > 1
* > _ ) > 3 . —. .
Zn_4d9n(1 ;ej)_gden if ;aj<9 (3.24)

Next, we define a sequence of times along which the support of the solution oscillates. By
Proposition [3.4] there exists 0 < T} < T* and 0 < k < kg such that

U\, Ty) > 0} > U(T1) = dy >0 forall \e (1—r,14 k). (3.25)

We then define t,, := T102, which implies for any j1,...,j, with ji € I}, k = 1,...,n that for
all |[1 -\ <k

{0 Cot) > 03 0 2l = 260,050+ 2d05]| = dif. (3.26)
Again by Proposition we can choose 0 < Tl < T3 such that
(T > 01 < L
hence for all 0 < k < kg sufficiently small
{U\(-, T1) > 0} g% for all A € (1 — &, 1+ k). (3.27)

We define ¢, = T10,21, which implies for any ji,...,j, with jp € I, kK —1,...,n and any
A€ (1—k,1+ k) that

(). 7 (n) (n) d
{uy(z,t,) >0} N [le,---,jn —2dbp, ;.. . + 2d0,] | < ZHn. (3.28)

We ensure that there is no overlap with the support of ug\k) (-,t,) = 0 for any k > n + 1, which
is guaranteed by
On1 Ty

—. 2
0 < L (3.29)

T*02,, < t,, thus by
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We assume T} < 1, set 0y = ﬁ and estimate the overlap with the support of ug\k)(-, tn) = 0 for

any 1 <k<n-—1and|l— A <&kby

\h&%3@)>oﬁf;uﬂﬂlvgﬂncﬁ>

01 . 0?
< == —
< =200 T11n< )

7,62
1,62 62
< n _ k
< 2019k_1\/9% In <T19,%>
602 62,
< n ~TL
~ 201(90\/97%_1 In (T19%>
6, [~ /02
< o). .
<2015 [Tiln <T193) (3.30)
This yields
]{Sl: V(0 0) > 0} <2010 n |71 (6’%—1) for all A € (1—r,1+
k:1u)\ (- 1n) <204 09n—1 ) In Tlﬁ,% or a ( K, K).

Together with (3.28) we can estimate the size of support at ¢ = #,, from above by

~ dy 1 nbtp = 9721—1 1d;
L) >0 < Dol | 120000 T (22L) <~ 3.31
|{U/\(> ) > }‘_ 1 le@nJ 10971_1 1H<T19%> 94 ( )
if
= < —— . .
20160 [Tin <T10,%> <7 forallneN (3.32)

We next obtain a suitable bound from below for the support at time ¢ = ¢,,. By (3.24), (3.26)
(n),. . .
the support of uy ’(-,%,) is estimated from below by
2 2d

(n) . > DS _ =
‘{UA (,tn) >0}‘ _d19nZn_d10n9d9n 9’

(3.33)
if the condition on (6,), in holds.

We remark, that all conditions (3.22)), (3.24), (3.29) and can be satisfied if we only choose
the sequence (6,), with a sufficiently strong decay to zero.

To summarize, for any A € (1 — k,1 4+ k) we have constructed a solution wu) to the obstacle
problem on the real line with support in (0,1) and two sequences t,,t, — 0 with

2d - 1d
lim sup |uy(x, t,)| > 221 and liminf |uy(x, t,)] < -1
tn—0 9d Tn—0 9d
This in particular proves Theorem with n = 1.
The construction shows that for any n > 0 the property (3.6]) remains valid if we set ugy to zero
outside (0,n). O

17
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Figure 3: Graph of g (solid) and of u;, (dashed)

4 Oscillatory solutions for a nonlocal obstacle problem on the
real line

In this section we construct oscillatory solutions with compact support to the nonlocal obstacle
problem

9

— " e _ < .
B — u (1 A)H(u) in I % (0,00), (4.1)
u>0 in I x (0,00), (4.2)
g <At) ae. in{u=0} for almost every ¢ > 0, (4.3)
A(t) = ][ g(z)dx for almost every t > 0, (4.4)
u(-,0) = ug in I (4.5)

with I = R. The solution u(-,t) will have compact support in (—5,5) for all sufficiently small
times and will be constructed by considering (4.1))-(4.5) with I = (—5,5) and with a Neumann
boundary condition

' (£5,t) =0 for all t > 0. (4.6)
For simplicity we choose a particular g € C?([—5, 5]), satisfying gmin := % <g< g =: g9 and
. . 7 3
9=99 i [=3,-2, ¢=gmn in[-55]\ (-5 —3) (4.7)

We consider ug = ug +ug withuy, € C?(—5,5), {ug > 0} = (—4,—1) and u a finite nonnegative
Radon measure supported in (0,7) for some 7 > 0 that will be chosen below as a rescaling of the
initial datum constructed in Section Bl

Our main result in this section is the following.

Theorem 4.1. There exist initial data ug € ./\/l+((—5,5)) such that the solution to (4.1))-(4.5))
with I = R satisfies
liminf [{u(-,t) > 0}| < limsup [{u(-,t) > 0} (4.8)

t—0+ t—0+
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and
liminf A(¢) < limsup A(¢) . (4.9)

t—0t t—0+
We will prove the theorem below.
Remark 4.2 (Original system). The construction made in this Section depends only on local
properties of parabolic equations. Therefore, we think that a completely analogous construction

can be made to obtain an axisymmetric solution to the original model on the sphere with an
oscillatory behavior, that means an initial datum ug on (—1,1) such that the solution u of (1.12])-

(1.16)) satisfies (4.8]) and (4.9).
In the remainder of this section we prove Theorem

Lemma 4.3 (Rough estimates). Let u denote the solution of (4.1)-(4.5), (4.6) with I = (=5,5).
There exists T > 0 such that for all0 <t <T

7 3

u(-,t) >0 in [ 5,—5}, (4.10)

11 1 [t
— < A\t) <L = . 4.11
S ERUEE Y I (411)

Moreover, we have
g 1 ‘ 7 3

1—-2> = - - =, —=]. 4.12

Proof. We have ug > u;, and by comparison principle v > v~ and A < A7, where (u™, A7)
denotes the solution of the obstacle problem —, with initial datum «™(-,0) = ug
in I = (—5,5). (For the comparison principle, compare [3, Theorem 3.1 and (3.4)].)

For u~ the continuity result as ¢ — 0 from [4] applies and yields that the support of u~ and A~
are continuous, which in particular implies the existence of 7' > 0 such that holds and
such that

which yields the upper estimate for A(t) in (4.11)).
The lower estimate follows from (4.10), since

O

Lemma 4.4 (Finer estimates). For all € > 0 there ezists T(e) > 0 such that for all 0 <t < T'(e)
u(-,t) >0 in[-4+e,—1—¢, (4.13)
u(t) =0 in(=55)\ ([-4—¢,-14¢e]U[-¢&,n+¢]). (4.14)

Moreover, for all0 <t < T(¢)
IA(t) = Ay | < C(e+n), (4.15)

where Ay = 3 [ g.
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Proof. The estimate follows as in Lemma by comparison with v~ and the continuity
of the support of u~.
Next we let (5(¢)):+>0 denote the heat semigroup associated to the Neumann problem on (—5,5)
and define

v(-,t) = S(t)ug + 10t.

We deduce from (4.11))

g 6 120 .

< -1 — . — <10 =0 —

AR AT e

and by the maximum principle v < v. By upper heat kernel bounds we deduce that v — 0

uniformly away from the support of ug, in particular

Ou —u" = —1+

u(z,t) <w:(t) forallw e (—5,5)\ ([-4—¢/2,—-1+¢/2]U[-¢/2,n+¢/2]),

where w. depends only on € > 0 and f_55 ug and satisfies w.(t) = 0 as ¢ ] 0.

We then can apply Lemma and deduce (4.14).
The estimate (4.15) follows from (4.13]) and (4.14). O]

We next define u,,up : R x [0,7] — RJ by

u(x,t if —1<a<s,
uT(%t):{O( ) else2

and

u(z,t) if =5 <z < -3,
uel@,t) = {0 else i

Then wu, solves

Oy —ull = —fH(u,) in R, (4.16)
ur(-,0) = ug, (4.17)

where f(t) =1— g)\“(“z‘)‘ and uy solves

Opug —uy = —feH(ug) in R, 18)
w(-,0) =g, 4.19)

with fy(z,t) = 1- 42

By Lemma [£.4) we de(iuce that f is nearly constant, more precisely
ft)— [T <Cle+n) forall0<t<T(e) (4.20)

with f*:=1 — 4min

)\O
Proof of Theorem[{.1 So far we have chosen u;. We will now define u[)F and thus also ug.
Consider \g := f* in Theorem and let K > 0 be chosen as in that theorem. By we can
next fix n > 0, e > 0 such that |f(t) — Ao| < x and an initial datum ug as provided by Theorem
RIS
Now consider A = A\g + K, © = Ag — x and the solutions uy, u, of , . By comparison
principle the solution u, of , satisfies u, < up < uy.
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By Theorem [3.3] we conclude
liminf [{u,(-,t) > 0} < liminf |[{uy(-,t) > 0}]
t—0+ t—0t

< limsup [{uy(-,t) > 0}| < limsup [{u,(-,t) > 0}].
t—0+ t—0t

On the other hand we deduce from (£12) that f; < —& in R\ [ — Z,—2] and hence in a
neighborhood of d{u, > 0}. By the results in [I] this is sufficient to conclude that

lim [{ue(-,t) > 0} = [{u, > 0} = 3.
t—0+
Since

we deduce (4.8).
Finally, we have with A,(t) = {us(-,t) > 0} and A, (t) = {we(-,t) > 0}

\Ae /Ag(t /

= Qmin T |A£( )| i |Ar( )’ <[4g(t)(g gmin) + (gmax _gmin)‘Ar(t)D

We have Ay(t) — A(0) and

At) =

a, = liminf|A,(t)| < limsup |A,(t)| =: a;F .
tl0 tl0

This gives

lim sup A\(¢) — lim inf A(¢)
tl0 t}0

1
> - 0000
= |Ag(0)] + af

1 / _
P —— 9 — Ymin + 9max — Ymin)Qy
AT Uy o)+ )er)

_ ng gmax—g) L
(40 )\+ar)(\Ag( O a &~ >0

(/A 0) (9 = 9min) + (gmax — gmin)aj)
0

O]
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