arXiv:2410.15249v1 [math.AP] 20 Oct 2024

CASCADE EQUATION FOR THE DISCONTINUITIES IN THE STEFAN PROBLEM WITH SURFACE TENSION

YUCHENG GUO, SERGEY NADTOCHIY AND MYKHAYLO SHKOLNIKOV

Abstract. The Stefan problem with surface tension is well known to exhibit discontinuities in the associated moving aggregate (i.e., in the domain occupied by the solid), whose structure has only been understood under translational or radial symmetry so far. In this paper, we derive an auxiliary partial differential equation of second-order hyperbolic type, referred to as the cascade equation, that captures said discontinuities in the absence of any symmetry assumptions. Specializing to the one-phase setting, we introduce a novel (global) notion of weak solution to the cascade equation, which is defined as a limit of mean-field game equilibria. For the spatial dimension two, we show the existence of such a weak solution and prove a natural perimeter estimate on the associated moving aggregate.

1. Introduction

The classical formulation of the Stefan problem with surface tension can be stated as follows: Given Γ_0 Ă R^d and up0, ¨q: R^d Ñ R, find tΓ_s Ă R^d u_{są0} and tups, ¨q: R^d Ñ Ru_{są0} such that

(1.1) $ ’& ’% B_sups, xq “^1_2 Δ_xups, xq, x P R^d zBΓ_s, s ą 0, ups, xq “ ´γH_spxq, x P BΓ_s, s ą 0, V_spxq “ ´^1_2 B_{nspxq}ups, xq ´^1_2 B_{´nspxq}ups, xq, x P BΓ_s, s ě 0.

Here, tΓ_su_{sě0} is interpreted as the evolution of a solid (e.g., ice) crystal that is surrounded by the corresponding liquid (e.g., water); tups, ¨qu_{sě0} describes the temperature distribution relative to the equilibrium freezing point, which evolves according to the standard heat equation; H_spxq is the mean curvature of Γ_s at the point x P BΓ_s; the “surface tension coefficient” γ ą 0 quantifies the “Gibbs-Thomson relation” ups, xq “ ´γH_spxq reflecting the shift of the equilibrium freezing point by ´γH_spxq at a curved interface; V_spxq is the outward (relative to Γ_s) normal speed of the point x P BΓ_s at the time s; and B_{nspxq}ups, xq (resp., B_{´nspxq}ups, xq) are the outward (resp., inward) normal derivatives of ups, ¨q at the point x P BΓ_s.

While the mathematical study of Stefan problems goes as far back as [LC31] and [Ste89, Ste90a, Ste90b, Ste91], the well-posedness of the problem (1.1) is still open, despite the regularizing effect of the Gibbs-Thomson relation on BΓ_s. Thereby, a crucial challenge is posed by the (generic) discontinuities of tΓ_su_{sě0} in s, see, e.g., [GNS24, Section 1], [DNS22, Section 1], and [Luc90, Section 5] for discussions in the radially symmetric, the translationally symmetric, and the general case, respectively. In fact, the behavior of pΓ, uq at the times of such discontinuities, a.k.a. the times of jumps, is not uniquely determined by the system (1.1), and the appropriate choice of such behavior turns out to be crucial for obtaining a notion of solution that enjoys uniqueness. Assuming, for simplicity, that a jump occurs at time s and that Γ_s Ą Γ_{s´} :“ Ť 0ďrăs Γr, one can

describe the energy solution introduced in [Luc90] as corresponding to the assumption that each point in the jump region Γ_szΓ_{s´} instantly changes its phase – from liquid to solid – and adjusts its temperature so that the overall phase-temperature energy at this point does not change while the boundary condition (i.e., the second line of (1.1)) may be violated. This choice of jump time

1S. Nadtochiy is partially supported by the NSF CAREER grant DMS-1651294. 1

behavior leads to obvious non-uniqueness of a solution, even in the radially symmetric case. In contrast, the physical solution introduced in [DIRT15] and [DNS22] is obtained by viewing each jump as a limit of a family of aggregates (i.e., a cascade) evolving continuously but on a “fast” time scale. This leads to a relaxation of the energy preservation condition – it is only preserved globally, over the entire jump region, as opposed to locally, at each point – but enforces the boundary condition (i.e., the second line of (1.1)) at each point of the jump region. In the radially symmetric case, the physical solution enjoys both existence and uniqueness, see [NS23], [GNS24]. However, to date, the notion of physical solution has not been extended beyond the radially symmetric case, and the main obstacle is the lack of an appropriate definition of a physical jump without the assumption of radial symmetry.

The main subject of this paper is the extension of the notion of a physical jump for solutions to the Stefan problem with surface tension to the general multidimensional setting in the absence of any symmetry assumptions. More specifically, we analyze the discontinuities of tΓ_su_{sě0} in s when Γ_s is non-decreasing in s (“one-phase setting”). We argue in Section 2 that, given Γ_{s´} :“ Ť 0ďrăs Γr and ups´, ¨q :“ lim_{rÒs} upr, ¨q, the set Γ_s is obtained by, first, (globally) solving the auxiliary partial differential equation (PDE)

(1.2) div ^ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| ^ 1 |∇wpxq| ` γ ˙˙ “ ´1 ´ ups´, xq, for x P R^d zΓ_{s´}, subject to the boundary conditions wpxq “ 0 and B_{ns´pxq}wpxq “ 1{V_0 along BΓ_{s´}, for any given initial speed function V_0 ě 0, then, considering the limiting w as V_0 Ó 0 and letting Γ_s :“ tx : wpxq ă 8u (where we extend w to R^d by setting w ” 0 on Γ_{s´}). In the present paper, we focus on the first part of this program – i.e., on constructing a global solution to (1.2) for a given V_0. As alluded to in the previous paragraph, the formulation (1.2) is inspired by the main idea of [DIRT15, Subsection 3.1.2] in the translationally symmetric case: to continuously interpolate between Γ_{s´} and Γ_s using an auxiliary cascade of aggregates evolving on a “fast” time scale. We interpret each wpxq in (1.2) as the first arrival time, on the fast time scale, of the cascade at x P R^d .

A straightforward computation reveals that (1.2) is of hyperbolic type and that, at any point x, the direction ∇wpxq is time-like, whereas all directions orthogonal to ∇wpxq are space-like. In other words, the level sets of w propagate towards higher values of w according to a quasi-linear wave equation encapsulated by (1.2). Such equations are routinely encountered in the theory of general relativity (at least, when d “ 4), and their local solvability for smooth initial data is well-known (see, e.g., [Tay23, Chapter 16, Proposition 3.2]). In contrast, the construction Γ_s “ tx: wpxq ă 8u necessitates a global solution w of (1.2). Moreover, for solutions of (1.1), higher regularity of Γ_s beyond being a set of finite perimeter in the sense of the geometric measure theory (see, e.g., [EG15]) may not hold (think, e.g., of two growing solid balls at the time they merge).

In some sense, it is more instructive to recast (1.2) as

(1.3)´

∇wpxq^J Hess wpxq ∇wpxq |∇wpxq|^5 ` 1 ` ups´, xq |∇wpxq| “ ´div ^ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| ˙^ 1 |∇wpxq| ` γ ˙ 1 |∇wpxq| and to contrast it with^1_{|∇wpxq|} “ ´div `_{∇wpxq} |∇wpxq| ˘ , the arrival time PDE of the mean curvature flow (see [ES91, equation (2.4)] and take upt, xq “ t ´ wpxq therein). When ups´, ¨q ” ´1, the PDE (1.3) states that the acceleration ´^{∇wpxqJ Hess wpxq ∇wpxq}

|∇wpxq|^5 (rather than the speed 1 |∇wpxq| in the

mean curvature flow) is proportional to the negative mean curvature ´div `_{∇wpxq} |∇wpxq| ˘ , resulting in a hyperbolic (rather than an elliptic) problem. The factors^1_{|∇wpxq|} ` γ and^1_{|∇wpxq|} have the physical meanings of interfacial energy and speed, respectively (see Subsection 2.1 for more details). 2

Simple examples (see Propositions 5.3, 5.7, 5.10, 5.13, and Remarks 5.9(b), 5.15(c)) reveal that: (i) the arrival time function w may take infinite values (if a point is never reached by the cascade), and (ii) even in the domain tx : wpxq ă 8u, the PDE (1.2) can only be solved with ““” replaced by “ď”, or, equivalently, we must relax (1.2) by allowing for an additional non-positive measure-valued summand in its right-hand side. As elaborated in Remarks 5.9(b), 5.15(c), the appearance of such a summand corresponds to the “excessive loss of boundary energy” that ends up being “locked inside” the solid domain. Naturally, we would like to select a solution to the relaxed version of (1.2) that “loses as little extra energy as possible for as long as possible”, meaning that a boundary point keeps moving as long as its velocity is non-zero and there is vacant space for it. This concept is made precise in Definition 1.3, leading to the notion of a minimal solution to (1.2).

In order to define and construct solutions to the relaxed version of (1.2), it turns out to be mathematically convenient to obtain a “particle-level” representation for such solutions. In the spirit of the control representations for curvature flows in [BCQ01], [ST03], [KS06], [LR21], we represent solutions to (the relaxed version of) (1.2) via equilibria in an associated family of meanfield games. Such equilibria are given by triplets pκ, Q, Lq, where κ P p0, 8q is a normalizing constant (turning finite positive measures into probability measures), Q is a Borel probability measure on the space Y ^ R_` “ tpy, βqu, in which we equip

Y :“ � y : r0, 8q Ñ R^d : } 9y}_8 ď 1, θ :“ inftt ě 0: y_t P Γ_{s´}u ă 8, y_t “ y_θ for t ě θ ( with the metric d_Y py, ŷq :“ }y ´ ŷ}_8 ` |θ ´ θ̂|, and L: R^d Ñ Rzt0u is upper semicontinuous.

Definition 1.1. We call pκ, Q, Lq an equilibrium capped at T P p0, 8q, in short pκ, Q, Lq P E_T , if

Q P argmin_{Q̂: Q̂˝y}´1_{0 “Q˝y}´1_0 E^{Q̂}

„ ż_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt ȷ , Q ^ ż_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt ď T, β ď θ ˙ “ 1, Q ` y_θ P B_˚Γ_{s´} ˇ ˇ β “ θ˘ “ 1, (1.4)

@ ϕ P C^8_c pR^d q: κ E^Q „ ż_β 0 ϕpy_tq L^`py_tq dt ȷ “ ż R^d ϕpxq p1 ` γLpxqq dx, E^Q „ ż_β 0 ϕpy_tq L^´py_tq dt ȷ “ 0,

where B_˚Γ_{s´} is the measure theoretic boundary of Γ_{s´} Ă R^d , as defined, e.g., in [EG15, Section 5.8].

For the set E_T to be well-defined and non-trivial, we need to assume that Γ_{s´} is a set of locally finite perimeter (a.k.a. a Caccioppoli set) and that its perimeter is non-zero. These are standing assumptions throughout the paper.

The described setup constitutes a mean-field game equilibrium in which the particles, whose initial states are distributed according to Q ˝ y^{´1}_0 , minimize the cost ş_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt over y P Y and are coupled via the “fixed-point” constraint κ E^Q

“ ş_β

0 ϕpy_tq L^`py_tq dt ‰ “ ş R^d ϕpxq p1 ` γLpxqq dx,

ϕ P C^8_c pR^d q, where β is the “killing time” of a particle. The latter constraint can be interpreted as follows: The running cost in the objective of each particle is given by a function of the cumulative occupation density of all alive particles’ trajectories. We refer to Subsection 2.2 for more details.

To represent the cascade and the arrival time function w via an equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq, let us write w^L for the value function of a representative particle:

w^Lpxq :“ inf_{yPY: y0“x} ż_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt, x P R^d .

(1.5) 3

The HJB equation of the above control problem is |∇w^L|“L^`, and the optimal trajectory can be written (heuristically) as 9y_t “ ´∇w^Lpy_tq{|∇w^Lpy_tq|. Consequently, along any equilibrium trajectory y, we have dw^Lpy_tq “ ´L^`py_tq dt, which allows us to regard the integrals ş_¨ 0 L^`py_tq dt as the “physical time” clock on which the cascade evolves along a particle trajectory y. We then define the time-t cascade D^{Q,L}_t as the set of initial points from which a particle following an equilibrium trajectory reaches Γ_{s´} within t units of physical time:

D^{Q,L}_t :“ Γ_{s´} Y supp Q_t, Q_tpdxq :“ E^Q „ ż_{β_ιpL,tq} ιpL,tq 1_{tyr P dxu} dr ȷ , ιpL, tq :“ inf " r P r0, θs:

ż_θ r L^`py_zq dz ă t * . Lemma 3.6 shows that, in the region visited by the particles, the value function w^L coincides with the arrival time function w^{Q,L} of the cascade pD^{Q,L}_t q_{tě0}:

w^Lpxq “ w^{Q,L} pxq :“ inftt ě 0: x P D^{Q,L}_t u.

The above definition of the equilibrium arrival time function w^{Q,L} ensures that w^{Q,L} |_{BΓs´} “ 0. It turns out (see Proposition 2.1 for more details) that the second boundary condition, B_{ns´} w^{Q,L} |_{BΓs´} “ 1{V_0, is equivalent to

κ Qpy_θ P dx, β “ θq “ ` γ ` V_0pxq ˘ 1_{B˚Γs´} pxq H^{d´1}pdxq,

(1.6)

assuming BΓ_{s´} “ B_˚Γ_{s´} (otherwise, the boundary condition for B_{ns´} w^{Q,L} is relaxed to hold only at B_˚Γ_{s´}), where H^{d´1} is the pd ´ 1q-dimensional Hausdorff measure. In addition, to take into account ups´, ¨q, we require w^{Q,L} to satisfy (1.2) with the inequality “ď”, where the inequality is due to the fact that a cascade may exhibit an excess loss of boundary energy, as mentioned above and illustrated by the examples in Subsections 5.2 and 5.4. (In the absence of such an excess loss of energy, the inequality turns into an equality – see Proposition 2.1.) Corollary 3.10 shows that, for any t ě 0, the PDE div ^ ∇w^{Q,L} pxq |∇w^{Q,L} pxq| ^ 1 |∇w^{Q,L} pxq| ` γ ˙˙ “ ´κ ` Qpy_0 P dxq ´ Qpy_β P dxq ˘

holds in any open subset of D^{Q,L}_t zΓ_{s´} “ tx : 0 ă w^{Q,L} pxq ď tu. Comparing the above to (1.2), we realize that the excess loss of energy is measured by

e^{κ,Q,L} pdxq :“ κ Qpy_0 P dx, θ “ 0q ` 1_{tw}Q,L_{ă8uzΓs´} pxq ` κ Qpy_0 P dxq ´ κ Qpy_β P dxq ´ p1 ` ups´, xqq dx ˘ , (1.7)

and that any admissible equilibrium must have e^{κ,Q,L} ě 0, (1.8)

i.e., e^{κ,Q,L} must be a non-negative measure.

Thus, finding a minimal solution to the relaxed version of (1.2), with the boundary conditions w|_{BΓs´} “ 0 and B_{ns´} w |_{BΓs´} “ 1{V_0, amounts to selecting a minimal element in the set of admissible equilibria pκ, Q, Lq satisfying (1.6), parameterized by Q ˝ y^{´1}_0 and Qpβ|yq. To make this selection (or, planning) problem precise it remains to define the notion of minimality. Recalling the above discussion of minimality for solutions to the relaxed version of (1.2), we conclude that an equilibrium is minimal if its cumulative excess energy loss function t ÞÑ E^{κ,Q,L}_t :“ e^{κ,Q,L} ptw^{Q,L} ď tuq cannot be bounded from below by the corresponding function of another equilibrium, on any interval t P r0, T s (see Subsection 4.1 for more details).

Remark 1.2. The structure of (1.4), (1.6) resembles that of the Lions planning problem (see [RTTY23, Section 1] for a summary). However, in our problem the planner chooses the distribution Q ˝ y^{´1}_0 of the players’ initial states, as well as the conditional distribution Qpβ|yq of the killing time β (note that the objective in the first line of (1.4) depends only on the y-marginal of Q̂ , hence, the agents only control the latter), rather than the players’ terminal reward function. In contrast to the Lions planning problem, the planner’s choice is highly non-unique, leading to the additional selection problem for the planner.

Simple examples (see, e.g., Remarks 5.5(b) and 5.9(a)) show that, in order to capture natural solutions w to the cascade equation, one needs to consider a closure of the set of equilibrium arrival time functions tw^{Q,L} u, with the approximating sequences being asymptotically minimal and having strictly larger initial velocity. All in all, we arrive at the following definition of a minimal solution (see Subsection 4.1 for a more detailed interpretation of this definition).

Definition 1.3. We say that w : R^d Ñ r0, 8s is a minimal solution to (1.2), with initial domain Γ_{s´} and initial velocity V_0, if there exist equilibria pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq_{nPN} such that, for any T ą 0:

(i) κ^n Q^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq ą ` γ `V_0pxq ˘ 1_{B˚Γs´} pxq H^{d´1}pdxq, e^{κn,Qn ,Ln} ě 0, w^{Qn ,Ln} ^T^{L1loc}ÝÑ w ^T and κ^n Q^n pβ “ θq Ñ ż B_˚Γ_{s´} ` γ ` V_0pxq ˘ H^{d´1}pdxq,

(ii) and for any sequence pκ̂^n, Q̂^n , L̂^nq_{nPN} satisfying κ̂^n Q̂^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq “ κ^n Qpy_θ P dx, β “ θq, e^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} ě 0, and E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n}_t ď E^{κn,Qn ,Ln}_t for all t P r0, T s, we have:

lim inf nÑ8 ´ E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} t ´ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} r ¯ ě 0 for any 0 ď r ă t ă T.

We are now ready to state our first main result.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that d “ 2, the set Γ_{s´} has finite perimeter, ş B_˚Γ_{s´} pγ ` V0q dH

1 ă 8, and ş R^dzΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq

´ dx ă 8. Then, there exists a minimal solution to (1.2).

Remark 1.5. Our proof of Theorem 1.4 goes by a compactness argument in BV_{loc}pR^d q, the space of functions of locally bounded variation equipped with the topology of L^1_{loc}pR^d q-convergence. For this purpose, it suffices to show a uniform bound on the BV-norm (see [EG15, Subsection 5.2.3]), which in turn reduces to a perimeter estimate on the cascade aggregates D^{Q,L}_t , at Lebesgue-a.e. time t ě 0. To prove such a perimeter estimate, in Lemma 3.18 and Corollary 3.19, we use a characterization of the essential boundary of a planar finite-perimeter set in terms of rectifiable Jordan curves ([ACMM01, Corollary 1]). The latter restricts Theorem 1.4 to d “ 2, while all other arguments used to establish the desired perimeter estimates, and to prove Theorem 1.4, are valid for any d ě 1.

In addition to playing a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 1.4, a perimeter estimate on the cascade aggregates D^{Q,L}_t is of great interest in its own right, as it implies a perimeter estimate on the “post-discontinuity” aggregate Γ_s “ tx : wpxq ă 8u in the Stefan problem with surface tension (1.1). The latter constitutes a major step in controlling the perimeter of the aggregate Γ_s in (1.1) for all times s ě 0. While expected, such a result for (1.1) would stand in stark contrast to the findings for the Stefan problem without surface tension, in which an instantaneous explosion of the perimeter is possible (see [NSZ24, Figure 1] for an illustration). Thus, the perimeter estimate asserted in the next theorem is our second main result. 5

Theorem 1.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.4, for any minimal solution w to (1.2),

(1.9) › ›Btw ă 8u › ›pR^2 q ď 1 γ ż B_˚Γ_{s´}

pγ ` V_0q dH^1´ 1 γ ż twă8uzΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq dx, where › Btw ă 8u › pR^2 q is the perimeter of the set tw ă 8u, i.e., the total variation of 1_{twă8u} (cf., e.g., [EG15, Section 5.1]).

Remark 1.7. To gain intuition for the perimeter estimate (1.9), suppose a continuous w:R^2 Ñr0, 8s solves the relaxed version of (1.2),

(1.10) div ^ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| ^ 1 |∇wpxq| ` γ ˙˙ ď ´1 ´ ups´, xq, classically in t0 ă w ă 8u, and is such that wpxq “ 0 ô x P Γ_{s´} and that

lim inf_{εÓ0} ż B_˚tεăwu ^ γ` 1 |∇w| ˙ dH^1 ď ż B_˚tw“0u

pγ ` V_0q dH^1.

Then, using (1.10) and the divergence theorem in the form of [EG15, Section 5.8, Theorem 1]: ´ ż tεăwăT u p1 ` ups´, xqq dx ě ż tεăwăT u div ^ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq|^2 ` γ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| ˙ dx “ ż B_˚twăT u ^ 1 |∇w| ` γ ˙ dH^1´ ż B_˚tεăwu ^ 1 |∇w| ` γ ˙ dH^1

ě γ }Btw ă T u}pR^2 q´ ż B_˚tεăwu ^ γ` 1 |∇w| ˙ dH^1,

for all 0 ă ε ă T ă 8, where we assume that 1 ` ups´, ¨q is absolutely integrable on t0 ă w ă 8u. Taking T Ò 8 via [EG15, Subsection 5.2.1, Theorem 1] and then ε Ó 0 gives

(1.11) }Btw ă 8u}pR^2 q ď 1 γ ż B_˚tw“0u

pγ ` V_0q dH^1´ 1 γ ż t0ăwă8u p1 ` ups´, xqq dx, which is precisely (1.9). The actual proof of (1.9) for a minimal solution w is much more involved, because the various regularity assumptions made in this example are not satisfied a priori. In particular, the arrival time function w^{Q,L} approximating w may not be continuous, which means that the boundary of tε ă w^{Q,L} ă T u may not be contained in tw^{Q,L} “ εu Y tw^{Q,L} “ T u. Remarkably, our proof of the perimeter estimate for w^{Q,L} , given in Subsection 3.2, shows that the discontinuities of w^{Q,L} may only occur when w^{Q,L} “jumps to infinity”. We conjecture that a minimal solution w cannot jump to infinity, which would imply that it is continuous, but we are not yet able to prove it.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we derive the cascade PDE (1.2) (Subsection 2.1) and relate its solutions to the arrival time functions of a family of mean-field games (Subsection 2.2). In Subsection 3.1, we establish various useful properties of the aforementioned mean-field equilibria and derive a rigorous connection between their arrival time functions and the solutions to the relaxed version of (1.2), in Corollary 3.10. Then, in Subsection 3.2, we estimate the perimeter of equilibrium aggregates. In Subsection 4.1, we discuss the concept of a minimal solution and prove its existence (i.e., prove Theorem 1.4). Section 4.2 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.6. In the concluding Section 5, we consider examples that illustrate the proposed theory and justify the choices we made in developing it.

Acknowledgement. The authors are grateful to Alpar Meszaros and Nizar Touzi for enlightening discussions during the preparation of this paper. 6

2. Derivation of the cascade equation 2.1. PDE formulation. To motivate the arrival time formulation of the cascade equation, let us start with the translationally invariant setting: Γ_{0´} “ p´8, 0s ^ R^{d´1} , up0´, xq “ up0´, x_1q. One is then naturally led to look for solutions of the Stefan problem in the form Γ_s “ p´8, Λ_ss ^ R^{d´1} , ups, xq “ ups, x_1q. In such solutions, “physical” discontinuities are characterized by the condition

(2.1) Λ_s ´ Λ_{s´} “ inf " z ą 0 :´ ż_{Λs´`z}

Λ_{s´}

ups´, x_1q dx_1 ă z *

(cf. [DNS22, equation (1.6)]). One can also imagine the solid traversing the strip rΛ_{s´}, Λ_ss ^ R^{d´1} continuously on an auxiliary “fast” time scale t ě 0. The jump size in (2.1) can then be modeled equivalently through the ordinary differential equation (ODE) problem

(2.2) # x^1ptq “´ ş_{x1ptq}

Λ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, zqq dz, x1p0q “ Λs´,

Λ_s :“ lim_{tÑ8} x_1ptq.

The arrival time formulation of the problem (2.2) goes as follows: Define the arrival time function (2.3) wpzq “ inftt ě 0 : x_1ptq ě zu, with the convention inf H :“ 8. Then, differentiating once with respect to t in (2.2), and using the change of variable formulas x^1ptq w^1px_1ptqq “ 1, x^2_1ptq w^1px_1ptqq ` x^1ptq^2 w^2px_1ptqq “ 0 and wpΛ_{s´}q “ 0, we end up with w^2pzq “ p1 ` ups´, zqq w^1pzq^2, wpΛ_{s´}q “ 0,

(2.4) Λ_s :“ suptz ą Λ_{s´} : wpzq ă 8u.

(2.5)

In the absence of translational invariance, the naive analogue of (2.4) reads (2.6) B_{npxqnpxq}wpxq “ p1 ` ups´, xqq pB_{npxq}wpxqq^2, w|_{BΓs´} ” 0, where npxq is the outward unit normal to the sublevel set trx P R^d : wprxqďwpxqu. The equation (2.6) simply restates the ODE in (2.4) at every x P trx P R^d : wprxq ă 8u in the direction of npxq. Since

B_{npxq}wpxq “ ∇wpxq¨ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| “ |∇wpxq|, (2.7)

B_{npxqnpxq}wpxq “ ∇|∇wpxq|¨ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| “ ∇wpxq^J Hess wpxq ∇wpxq

|∇wpxq|^2 , (2.8)

the problem (2.6) amounts to

(2.9)

∇wpxq^J Hess wpxq ∇wpxq |∇wpxq|^4

“ 1 ` ups´, xq, w|_{BΓs´} ” 0.

However, (2.9) (and (2.6)) ignores the change in the surface area of the sublevel sets trx P R^d : wprxq ď tu as t increases, which leads to an energy imbalance in (2.9) as larger surface areas require more energy to move. The local change in the surface area is given by Hpxq^1_{|∇wpxq|} , where Hpxq is the mean curvature of Btrx P R^d : wprxqďwpxqu at x, and^1_{|∇wpxq|} is the speed at which x moves (see, e.g., [Gar13, equation (3)]). Thus, we amend (2.9) to

(2.10)´ Δwpxq |∇wpxq|^2 ` 2 ∇wpxq^J Hess wpxq ∇wpxq

|∇wpxq|^4

“ 1 ` ups´, xq, w|_{BΓs´} ” 0,

where we have plugged in Hpxq “ div ´_{∇wpxq} |∇wpxq| ¯ and expanded. 7

It is instructive to rewrite (2.10) as

(2.11) ´div ^ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq|^2 ˙ “ 1 ` ups´, xq, w|_{BΓs´} ” 0.

In particular, this renders the divergence theorem applicable: ż t0ăwătu

p1 ` ups´, xqq dx “ ż t0ăwătu

´div ^ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq|^2 ˙ dx “ ż Bt0ăwătuXtw“0u ∇wpxq |∇wpxq|^2 ¨ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| H^{d´1}pdxq´ ż Bt0ăwătuXtw“tu ∇wpxq |∇wpxq|^2 ¨ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| H^{d´1}pdxq “ ż Bt0ăwătuXtw“0u 1 |∇wpxq| H^{d´1}pdxq´ ż Bt0ăwătuXtw“tu 1 |∇wpxq| H^{d´1}pdxq.

The latter energy balance equation assumes zero surface tension, i.e., γ “ 0. For γ ą 0, one accounts for the surface tension by following [RS06, Example 5, displays (2.42), (2.44)] and including the increment of the surface energy into the energy balance equation: ż t0ăwătu p1`ups´, xqq dx ` γH^{d´1} ` Bt0ăw ătuXtw “tu ˘ ´ γH^{d´1} ` Bt0ăw ătuXtw “0u ˘

“ ż Bt0ăwătuXtw“0u 1 |∇wpxq| H^{d´1}pdxq´ ż Bt0ăwătuXtw“tu 1 |∇wpxq| H^{d´1}pdxq.

(2.12)

The corresponding amendment of the problem (2.11) is then div ^ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq|^2 ` γ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| ˙ “ ´1 ´ ups´, xq, w|_{BΓs´} ” 0,

which yields precisely the PDE (1.2).

2.2. Equilibrium formulation. In the first part of this subsection, we show that a sufficiently regular weak solution to the PDE (1.2) (understood in its integrated form (2.13)) is an arrival time function of an equilibrium. Note that the regularity of a solution to (1.2) includes the requirement |∇w| ‰ 0, which excludes points of local maxima. Hence, the existence of such a regular solution can only be assumed to hold locally. The desired result is described in the following proposition and in its proof.

Proposition 2.1 (From PDE to equilibrium). Consider an arbitrary T ą 0, and measurable functions V_0, w : R^d Ñ R_` and ups´, ¨q : R^d Ñ R, with the properties that

(i) w P C^1pt0 ă w ă T uq X Cpt0 ă w ă T uq, tw “ 0u “ Γ_{s´}, ş t0ăwăT u |ups´, xq| dx ă 8, and

the functions V_0, 1_{t0ăwăT u}{|∇w| are bounded.

(ii) For any t P p0, T q, the sets Γ_{s´} and tw ă tu have finite perimeters, with BΓ_{s´} “ B_˚Γ_{s´} and Btw ă tu “ B_˚tw ă tu. Moreover, LebpBtw ă T uq “ 0.

(iii) w is a weak solution to (1.2), (1.6) in t0 ă w ă T u, in the sense that ż t0ăwătu ´ϕpxq pups´, xq ` 1q ` ∇ϕpxq¨ ^ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq|^2 ` γ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| ˙ dx “ ż Btwătu ϕpxq ^ 1 |∇w| ` γ ˙ H^{d´1}pdxq´ ż BΓ_{s´} ϕpxq ` V_0pxq ` γ ˘ H^{d´1}pdxq

(2.13)

for any compactly supported ϕ P Lippt0 ă w ă tuq and any t P p0, T q. 8

(iv) For any z P BΓ_{s´} Y t0 ă w ă T u, there exists a unique solution Y^z to the ODE

(2.14) dY^z_r “ ∇w |∇w| pY^z_r q dr, a.e. r P r0, τpT qq,

with the initial condition Y^z_0 “ z and with τptq :“ inftr ě 0 : wpY^z_r q ě tu. Moreover, there exists a continuous map r0, T q ^ BΓ_{s´} Q pt, zq ÞÑ Ypt, zq P t0 ă w ă T u with a (locally) Lipschitz-continuous inverse on BΓ_{s´} Y t0 ă w ă T u, denoted by x ÞÑ ptpxq, zpxqq, such that Y^z_{τ ptq} “ Ypt, zq.

Then, there exists pκ, Q, Lq P E_T with the properties that (1) w “ w^{Q,L} in tw ă T u.

(2) e^{κ,Q,L} ě 0 and E^{κ,Q,L}_t “ e^{κ,Q,L} ptw^{Q,L} ď tuq “ 0 for any t P p0, T q. (3) κQpy_θ P dx, β “ θq “ pV_0pxq ` γq 1_{BΓs´} pxq H^{d´1}pdxq.

Remark 2.2. Assuming (i) holds, a sufficient condition for (iv) is as follows: ∇w is Lipschitzcontinuous in t0 ă w ă tu for any t P p0, T q and Γ_{s´} “ tx P R^d : Φpxq ď 0u with a function Φ P C^1pR^d q such that |∇Φ| ą 0 on BΓ_{s´}.

Proof. Let us construct pκ, Q, Lq P E_T satisfying the desired properties. First, we denote

κ :“ ż t0ăwăT u

p1 ` ups´, xqq^´ dx` ż BΓ_{s´}

pV_0 ` γq dH^{d´1} ą 0

and define a probability measure

αpdxq :“ κ^{´1} 1_{BΓs´} pxq ` V_0pxq ` γ ˘ H^{d´1}pdxq ` κ^{´1} 1_{t0ăwăT u}pxq p1 ` ups´, xqq^´ dx.

Next, we denote by Y the solution to (2.14) with a random initial value ξ, constructed on the time interval r0, τs, where 0 ď τ ď τpT q is a random time. We choose the joint distribution of pξ, τq so that ξ „ α and the distribution of Y_τ restricted to t0 ď w ă T u equals λpdxq :“ κ^{´1} 1_{t0ăwăT u}pxq p1 ` ups´, xqq^` dx.

Let us show that such a coupling of pξ, τq exists under the assumptions of the proposition. We consider an arbitrary ψ P C^1_c pR^d q, define ϕpxq “ ψpzpxqq, and notice that ϕpY^z_r q “ ψpzq remains constant over r, for any z P BΓ_{s´}, which implies ∇ϕ ¨ ∇w “ 0 in t0 ă w ă tu. Then, for such ϕ, the equation (2.13) becomes ż t0ăwătu

ψpzpxqq p1 ` ups´, xqq^` dx “ ż t0ăwătu

ψpzpxqq p1 ` ups´, xqq^´ dx ` ż BΓ_{s´} ψpxq ` V_0pxq ` γ ˘ H^{d´1}pdxq´ ż Btwătu ψpzpxqq ^ 1 |∇w| ` γ ˙ H^{d´1}pdxq.

(2.15)

Choosing ψ Ò 1 and t Ò T , we deduce from (2.15) that λpR^d q ď 1. Next, we treat pt, zq as a random vector defined on R^d and disintegrate its distribution under the measures α and λ: αpt P dt, z P dzq “ α_1pz, dtq α_2pdzq, λpt P dt, z P dzq “ λ_1pz, dtq λ_2pdzq, where α_1, λ_1 are probability kernels, α_2 is a probability measure, and λ_2 is a sub-probability measure. Equation (2.15) yields E^α “ ψpzq 1_{r0,tq}ptq ‰ ě E^λ “ ψpzq 1_{r0,tq}ptq ‰ , 0 ď ψ P C^1_c pR^d q,

(2.16) which implies λ_2pdzq “ lpzq α_2pdzq with 0 ď l ď 1. Next, we consider a probability measure λ̄_1pz, dtq α_2pdzq on r0, T s^BΓ_{s´}, with the property that λ̄_1pz, ¨q “ lpzq λ_1pz, ¨q on r0, T q, constructed as follows:

λ̄_1pz, dtq “ lpzq 1_{r0,T q}ptq λ_1pz, dtq ` p1 ´ lpzqq δ_T pdtq.

Then, (2.16) implies α_1pz, r0, tsq ě λ̄_1pz, r0, tsq for all t P r0, T q. Since α_1pz, tT uq “ 0, we extend the latter property of stochastic dominance to all t P r0, T s, which in turn implies the existence of random elements σ_0, σ_1, Z such that pσ_0, Zq „ α_1pz, dtq α_2pdzq, pσ_1, Zq „ λ̄_1pz, dtq α_2pdzq, σ_0 ď σ_1. Since the law of pσ_0, Zq coincides with the law of pt, zq under α, we conclude that Ypσ_0, Zq „ α, and hence we set ξ :“ Ypσ_0, Zq. Similarly, since the restriction of the law of pσ_1, Zq to r0, T q^BΓ_{s´} coincides with the law of pt, zq under λ, we conclude that the distribution of Ypσ_1, Zq restricted to t0 ď w ă T u equals λ, and hence we set τ :“ inftr ě 0 : wpY_rq ě σ_1u´inftr ě 0 : wpY_rq ě σ_0u ě 0. It is easy to see that the joint distribution of pξ, τq satisfies the desired properties.

Finally, we define Lpxq “ |∇wpxq| 1_{t0ăwăT u}pxq ´ p1{γq 1_{Rd zt0ăwăT u}pxq and Q “ LawpY_{τ ´¨}, τq, where we extend |∇w| to the boundary of t0 ă w ă T u via its upper semicontinuous envelope. Note that L^` “ |∇w| is the HJB equation expected to be satisfied by the value function of the control problem inf_{} 9y}8ď1} ş_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt (see, e.g., [FS06, Section I.8]). Then, the solution of (2.14) gives an optimal trajectory for this problem, after time-reversal, as can be shown directly by verifying the equality wpY_τ q “ ş_τ 0 L^`pY_{τ ´r}q dr and the inequality wpy_0q ď ş_θ 0 L^`py_rq dr for any y P Y. This yields the optimality stated in the first line of (1.4). The second line of (1.4) holds by construction.

It is easy to see that w^{Q,L} “ w 1_{twăT u} ` 8 1_{RdztwăT u}. In addition,

1_{t0ăw}Q,L_{ă8u}pxq Qpy_0 P dxq “ 1_{t0ăwďT u}pxq Qpy_0 P dxq “ κ^{´1} 1_{t0ăwăT u}pxq p1 ` ups´, xqq^` dx ` 1_{tw“T u}pxq Qpy_0 P dxq, 1_{t0ăw}Q,L_{ă8u}pxq Qpy_β P dxq “ 1_{t0ăwďT u}pxq Qpy_β P dxq “ 1_{t0ăwďT u}pxq αpdxq “ κ^{´1} p1 ` ups´, xqq^´ 1_{t0ăwďT u}pxq dx,

Qpy_θ P dx | β “ θq “ ^ ż BΓ_{s´}

pV_0 ` γq dH^{d´1}

˙_{´1} ` V_0pxq ` γ ˘ 1_{BΓs´} pxq H^{d´1}pdxq,

Qpβ “ θq “ κ^{´1} ż BΓ_{s´}

pV_0 ` γq dH^{d´1}.

The last two lines of the above yield the property (3) stated in the proposition, while the first two lines imply the property (2).

To verify the last line of (1.4), for any ϕ P C^8_c pR^d q supported in t0 ă w ă T u, we deduce

´ κ^{´1} ż t0ăwăT u

ϕpxqpups´, xq ` 1q dx “ E^Q rϕpy_βq ´ ϕpy_0qs

“ E^Q

„ ż_β 0 ´∇ϕpy_rq¨ ∇w |∇w| py_rq dr ȷ “´ ż t0ăwăT u ∇ϕpxq¨ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| Q pdxq, (2.17)

where we introduce the occupation measure of Y :

(2.18) Q pdxq :“ E

„ ż_β 0 1_{tYr P dxu} dr ȷ . Matching (2.17) and (2.13) we conclude:

(2.19)

L^`pxq 1 ` γL^`pxq

Q pdxq “ dx κ ðñ κL^`pxq Q pdxq “ p1 ` γL^`pxqq dx,

which gives the last line in (1.4). □ Remark 2.3. Notice that the above proof relies on several simplifying assumptions. Among them are the assumptions that w solves the cascade PDE (1.2), as opposed to its relaxed version with ““” replaced by “ď”, and that |∇w| ą 0 in t0 ă w ă T u, which typically does not hold for all 10

T ą 0, even if w is smooth. In fact, the latter assumption is directly related to the existence of a solution Y to the ODE 9Y_t “ ∇wpY_tq{|∇wpY_tq| that is well-defined up until Y exits tw ď T u, which was used to show that the equilibrium constructed above satisfies (1.8) in tw ă T u with ““” rather than “ě”. As illustrated by the examples of Subsections 5.2 and 5.4, the arrival time functions generically violate these assumptions (e.g., these properties fail to hold at any strict local maximum of w), which leads to the existence of gradient ascent curves that cannot be extended to arbitrary level sets, resulting in an excess loss of boundary energy that manifests itself in turning ““” in (1.2) into “ď”.

The above proposition shows that any sufficiently regular solution to the cascade PDE (1.2) can be represented as the arrival time function of an equilibrium. Since the latter functions can be defined without strong regularity assumptions, we choose to define solutions to (1.2) via equilibria.

Let us comment on the specific assumptions made in the definition of the set of admissible equilibria (recall Definition 1.1), which are not explained by the proof of Proposition 2.1. First, we note that the moving interface starts at Γ_{s´} and moves into the liquid domain, whereas the particles in the optimization problem given by the first line of (1.4) evolve along the time-reversed trajectories – from inside the liquid domain and towards Γ_{s´} – minimizing the total cost of travel, measured by ş_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt. Such trajectories are expected to be orthogonal to BΓ_{s´}, which is consistent with the intuition that ∇w should be orthogonal to BΓ_{s´} at the points of the latter. In order to ensure that the notion of orthogonal direction is well-defined at the points where the trajectories reach BΓ_{s´}, we require that y_θ P B_˚Γ_{s´} in the second line of (1.4). Second, in order to make the connection between the HJB equation |∇w| “ L^` and the associated control problem rigorous (i.e., to ensure that the dynamic programming principle holds), we assume that L is upper semicontinuous.

Remark 2.4. We note that, for any T P p0, 8q, κ ě 0 and ν P PpB_˚Γ_{s´}q, the tuple pκ, Q^0 , L^0q is always in E_T , where Q^0 is the image of ν under the map that takes any x P R^d to the constant path y_t ” x, and L^0 ” ´^1_γ . Hence, E_T is always non-empty.

Remark 2.5. An equilibrium capped at T corresponds to a cascade that is stopped at the physical time T . We let E :“ Ť T ą0 ET . Remark 2.6. Note that neither the boundary condition (1.6), nor the condition (1.8), nor the minimality of an equilibrium are ensured by the definition of E. These additional conditions lead to the selection (or, planning) problem analyzed in the next section.

3. Properties of equilibria

3.1. Arrival time function in the equilibrium formulation. In this subsection, we introduce the equilibrium arrival time function w^{Q,L} and show rigorously its connection to the relaxed version of the cascade PDE. We begin with two auxiliary results.

Lemma 3.1. Let pκ, Q, Lq P E_T and w^L be the corresponding value function. Then the following statements hold true:

(1) For any Borel-measurable ϕ that is either Lebesgue-integrable and compactly supported or non-negative, ż R^d ϕpxq pLpxq ` 1{γq dx “ κ γ E^Q „ż_β 0 ϕpy_tq L^`py_tq dt ȷ , E^Q „ż_β 0 ϕpy_tq L^´py_tq dt ȷ “ 0. 11

(2) Recall the occupation measure of Q ˝ y^{´1}_{r0,βs}: Q pdxq “ E^Q

”ş_β

0 1_{tytP dxu} dt ı . This measure is σ-finite, absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure, and its density q satisfies Lpxq “ κ γ qpxq L^`pxq´ 1 γ , qpxq L^´pxq “ 0, a.e. x P R^d .

In particular, qpxq ą^γ_κ a.e. on the set tx : qpxq ą 0u, and L is determined a.e. from q by Lpxq “ 1 κqpxq ´ γ 1_{tqpxqą0u}´ 1 γ 1_{tqpxq“0u},

and conversely, q is determined a.e. by L via qpxq “ ^ γ κ ` 1 κL ˙ 1_{tLpxqą0u}.

(3) L ą 0 in supp Q , and L “ ´1{γ a.e. in R^d zsupp Q . (4) For Q-a.e. y P Y,

w^Lpy_tq “ ż_θ t L^`py_rq dr, t P r0, θs.

(5) w^L is locally Lipschitz continuous and, thus, is differentiable a.e. In addition, |∇w^L| “ L^` a.e. and |∇w^L| P L^1pR^d q, with ż R^d |∇w^Lpxq| dx ď κ γ T. Finally, for Q-a.e. py, βq and a.e. t P r0, βs, t ÞÑ y_t is differentiable with

|∇w^Lpy_tq| “ L^`py_tq ą 0 and 9y_t “´ ∇w^L |∇w^L| py_tq. Proof. (1) follows from standard measure-theoretic results. (2) is deduced similarly, making use of the fixed-point conditions in the last line of equations (1.4) and recalling that L is upper semicontinuous and does not take value zero. (3) follows from (2) and the upper semicontinuity of L.

To prove (4), we ease the notation by identifying Q with its y-marginal. Let us first show that

w^Lpy_0q “ ż_θ 0 L^`py_rq dr

for Q-a.e. y. Apparently, w^Lpy_0q ď ş_θ 0 L^`py_rq dr as y P Y is a path connecting y_0 to Γ_{s´}, and we will prove the opposite inequality by contradiction. Suppose Q ^" y : w^Lpy_0q ă ż_θ 0 L^`py_rq dr *˙ ą 0.

Then, setting μ :“ Q ˝ y^{´1}_0 ,

ε :“ E^Q

„ż_θ 0 L^`py_rq dr ´ w^Lpy_0q ȷ “ E^Q

„ż_θ 0 L^`py_rq dr ȷ ´ ż R^d w^Lpxq μpdxq ą 0.

We would like to apply [Rie78, Theorem 4.8] (a version of the measurable selection theorem) to X :“ R^d , Y :“ Y, Ω :“ tpx, yq P R^d ^ Y : y_0 “ xu, upx, yq “ upyq :“ ż_{θpyq} 0 L^`py_rq dr for px, yq P R^d ^ Y. 12

It is obvious that Ω is a closed (thus trivially F_σ) subset of X ^Y . We claim that y ÞÑ ş_{θpyq} 0 L^`py_tq dt is upper semicontinuous. Indeed, let y_n Ñ y in Y. Then 8 ą θpyq “ lim_{nÑ8} θpy^nq and by the upper semicontinuity of L^`, L^`py_tq 1_{r0,θpyqs}ptq ě lim sup_{nÑ8} L^`py^n_t q 1_{r0,θpy}n_{qs}ptq for all t ‰ θpyq. Moreover, there exists a compact set E Ă R^d containing the images of y and all the y^n’s. As L^` is upper bounded on E thanks to the upper semicontinuity of L^`, we can now apply Fatou’s Lemma to obtain

ż_{θpyq} 0 L^`py_tq dt “ ż_8 0 L^`py_tq 1_{r0,θpyqs}ptq dt ě ż_8 0 lim sup nÑ8 L^`py^n_t q 1_{r0,θpy}n_{qs}ptq dt

ě lim sup nÑ8 ż_8 0 L^`py^n_t q 1_{r0,θpy}n_{qs}ptq dt “ lim sup_{nÑ8} ż_{θpy}n_q 0 L^`py^n_t q dt,

which justifies the claim. Therefore,

tpx, yq P Ω : upx, yq ă cu “ ^ R^d^ " y P Y :

ż_{θpyq} 0 L^`py_tq dt ă c *˙ X Ω is the intersection of an open (thus F_σ ) set and a closed set, hence an F_σ set. As a result, [Rie78, Theorem 4.8] (with a change of sign) implies the existence of an^ε_2 -minimizer, that is a measurable map φ : R^d Ñ Y such that px, φpxqq P Ω and that upx, φpxqq ď inf_{yPY,y0“x} ż_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt` ε 2 “ w^Lpxq` ε 2 . It is now clear that Q^ε :“ μ ˝ φ^{´1} satisfies Q^ε ˝ y^{´1}_0 “ μ and that E^{Q ε} „ż_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt ȷ “ ż upx, φpxqq μpdxq ď ż w^Lpxq μpdxq` ε 2 ă E^Q

„ż_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt ȷ , which is a contradiction to the first line of equations (1.4). Therefore, it must hold that w^Lpy_0q “ ş_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt for Q-a.e. y.

For a general t P r0, θs, since y_{rt,θs} is a path connecting y_t to Γ_{s´}, it is obvious that w^Lpy_tq ď ş_θ t L^`py_rq dr. On the other hand, as y_{r0,ts} is a path connecting y_0 to y_t we must have w^Lpy_0q ď w^Lpy_tq` ş_t 0 L^`py_rq dr, which together with w^Lpy_0q “ ş_θ 0 L^`py_rq dr implies that w^Lpy_tq ě ş_θ t L^`py_rq dr.

To prove (5), we first take any x_1 P R^d zΓ_{s´}, r ą 0 such that Bpx_1, rq Ă R^d zΓ_{s´} and any x_2 P Bpx_1, rqztx_1u Ă R^d zΓ_{s´}. As L is a real-valued upper semicontinuous function, it must be upper bounded on any compact set. For any y P Y such that y_0 “ x_2, we can construct a corresponding ỹ P Y by defining ỹ_t :“ px_1 ` t^{x2´x1}_{|x2´x1|} q 1_{r0,|x2´x1|s}ptq ` y_{t´|x2´x1|} 1_{r|x2´x1|,8q}ptq, which satisfies ỹ_0 “ x_1 and θpỹq “ |x_2 ´ x_1| ` θpyq. This ỹ allows us to upper bound

w^Lpx_1q ď ż_{θpỹq} 0 L^`pỹ_rq dr ď |x_2 ´ x_1| ¨ sup Bpx_1,rq L^`` ż_{θpyq} 0 L^`py_rq dr.

(3.1)

As y ranges over ty P Y : y_0 “ x_2u, we get w^Lpx_1q ď |x_2 ´ x_1| sup_{Bpx1,rq} L^` ` w^Lpx_2q. Similarly, we can prove w^Lpx_2q ď |x_2 ´ x_1| sup_{Bpx1,rq} L^` ` w^Lpx_1q, and thus |w^Lpx_2q ´ w^Lpx_1q| ď |x_2 ´ x_1| sup_{Bpx1,rq} L^`. This establishes the local Lipschitz continuity of w^L in R^d zΓ_{s´}. We then take any x_1 P Γ_{s´} and any x_2 P R^d . If x_2 P Γ_{s´}, then w^Lpx_1q “ w^Lpx_2q “ 0, and thus |w^Lpx_2q ´ w^Lpx_1q| ď 13

|x_2 ´ x_1| trivially holds. If however x_2 P R^d zΓ_{s´}, then, using w^Lpx_1q “ 0 and the shortest line segment joining x_2 and Γ_{s´}, we obtain

|w^Lpx_2q ´ w^Lpx_1q| “ w^Lpx_2q ď dpx_2, Γ_{s´}q sup

Bpx_2,dpx_2,Γ_{s´}qq

L^` ď |x_2 ´ x_1| sup

Bpx_2,dpx_2,Γ_{s´}qq

L^`.

In summary, we have proved that w^L is locally Lipschitz continuous in the whole space R^d . It then follows from Rademacher’s Theorem that w^L is a.e. differentiable. Moreover, given a direction α P Q^d , |α| “ 1 and an x P R^d zΓ_{s´}, an argument similar to the one that led to (3.1) yields

(3.2) w^Lpx ` tαq ď w^Lpxq` ż_t 0 L^`px ` zαq dz, as long as x ` tα P R^d zΓ_{s´}, t P r0, rs. By the Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem, it follows that |B_αw^Lpx ` tαq| ď L^`px ` tαq for Lebesgue-a.e. t in the open set tt P R : x ` tα P R^d zΓ_{s´}u. In view of Fubini’s Theorem, we may conclude that |B_αw^L| ď L^` Lebesgue a.e. in R^d zΓ_{s´}. Taking the supremum over α P Q^d , we infer that |∇w^L| ď L^` Lebesgue a.e. in R^d zΓ_{s´}. On the set Γ_{s´}, w^L “ 0 and thus |∇w^L| “ 0 a.e. on Γ_{s´} by [EG15, Theorem 3.3]. In summary, we have obtained the comparison |∇w^L| ď L^` a.e. in R^d .

Now, taking ϕ ” 1 in the fixed point equation (the last line of equations (1.4)) gives ż R^d |∇w^Lpxq| dx ď ż R^d L^`pxq dx ď ż R^d pLpxq ` 1{γq dx “ κ γ E^Q „ż_β 0 L^`py_tq dt ȷ ď κ γ E^Q „ż_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt ȷ ď κ γ T. To obtain the equality between |∇w^L| and L^`, we first note that ∇w^Lpy_tq exists and L^`py_tq ą 0 for Q-a.e. py, βq and a.e. t P r0, βs as the occupation measure Q is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. As a result, another application of Rademacher’s Theorem and the Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem, combined with item (4), shows that

9y_t :“ d dt y_t exists and | 9y_t| ď 1,

´ ∇w^Lpy_tq ¨ 9y_t “ d dt p´w^Lpy_tqq “ d dt ^ ´ ż_θ t L^`py_rq dr ˙ “ L^`py_tq # ą 0 ě |∇w^Lpy_tq|

for Q-a.e. py, βq and a.e. t P r0, θs. For such py, βq and t, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality forces

|∇w^Lpy_tq| “ L^`py_tq ą 0 and 9y_t “´ ∇w^L |∇w^L| py_tq. The above implies that |∇w^Lpxq| “ L^`pxq for Q -a.e. (and hence Lebesgue-a.e.) x P tq ą 0u. On the set tq “ 0u, we know from part (2) that L^` “ 0 a.e., which, combined with the above estimate |∇w^L| ď L^` a.e. in R^d , forces that |∇w^L| “ L^` a.e. on tq “ 0u. This finishes the proof of the desired result that |∇w^L| “ L^` a.e. in R^d . □

The next lemma introduces the notion of a T -level projection, which transforms any equilibrium into its T -capped version, and shows that this projection preserves the equilibrium property.

Lemma 3.2. For any equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq P E_T 1 and any T P p0, T^1q, we have pκ, Q_T , L_T q P E_T , where the latter is the T -level projection defined by:

Q_T :“ Q ˝ py_{rιpL,T q,8q}, pβ ´ ιpL, T qq^`q^{´1}, L_T :“ L 1_{tw}L_{ďT u}´ 1 γ 1_{tw}L_{ąT u},

ιpL, T q :“ inf " r P r0, θs :

ż_θ r L^`py_tq dt ă T * . Moreover, the value functions are related by w^{LT} “ w^L ^ T. Proof. We first prove the identity relating the two value functions, which is a basic fact about the optimal control problem (1.5). Indeed, it follows immediately from the definition of L_T that L^`_T ď L^`, and hence w^{LT} ď w^L. If x P R^d is such that w^Lpxq ą T , then we can connect x with the set tw^L “ T u via a line segment with zero L^`_T -cost. This shows w^{LT} ď T and hence w^{LT} ď w^L ^ T . We then take any x P R^d zΓ_{s´} and any y P Y that connects x to Γ_{s´}, i.e., y_0 “ x and θ “ inftt ě 0 : y_t P Γ_{s´}u ă 8. If y_{r0,θs} Ă tw^L ď T u then ş_θ 0 L^`_T py_tq dt “ ş_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt ě w^Lpxq. Otherwise ξ :“ suptt P r0, θs : w^Lpy_tq ą T u and necessarily ş_θ 0 L^`_T py_tq dt ě ş_θ ξ L^`_T py_tq dt “ ş_θ ξ L^`py_tq dt ě w^Lpy_ξq “ T . This proves w^{LT} ě w^L ^ T .

Next, we prove that pκ, Q_T , L_T q P E_T . Clearly, Q_T ˝ y^{´1}_0 “ Q ˝ y^{´1}_{ιpL,T q} “: μ_T . Thanks to the definition of ιpL, T q, it holds that y_{rιpL,T q,θs} Ă tw^L ď T u for Q-a.e. y, that is y_{r0,θs} Ă tw^L ď T u for Q_T -a.e. y. It is also clear that Q_T ^ ż_θ 0 L^`_T py_tq dt ď T ˙ “ Q ^ ż_θ ιpL,T q L^`py_tq dt ď T ˙ “ 1.

(3.3)

For the optimality condition Q_T P argmin_{Q̂˝y}´1_{0 “QT ˝y}´1_0 E^{Q̂}

”ş_θ

0 L^`_T py_tq dt ı (the first line of (1.4)), it suffices to notice that ż_θ 0 L^`_T py_tq dt “ ż_θ 0 L^`py_tq dt “ w^Lpy_0q “ w^{LT} py_0q

for Q_T -a.e. y as a result of Lemma 3.1 and equation (3.3).

To verify the fixed point equation (last line of (1.4)), for any ϕ P C^8_c pR^d q, we obtain: ż R^d ϕpxq pL_T pxq ` 1{γq dx “ ż R^d ϕpxq 1_{tw}L_{ďT u}pxq pLpxq ` 1{γq dx “ κ γ E^Q „ż_β 0 ϕpy_tq 1_{tw}L_{ďT u}py_tq L^`py_tq dt ȷ

“ κ γ E^Q «ż_{β_ιpL,T q} ιpL,T q ϕpy_tq L^`_T py_tq dt ff “ κ γ E^{Q T} „ż_β 0 ϕpy_tq L^`_T py_tq dt ȷ , and E^{Q T} „ż_β 0 ϕpy_tq L^´_T py_tq dt ȷ “ E^Q «ż_{β_ιpL,T q} ιpL,T q ϕpy_tq L^´_T py_tq dt ff

“ E^Q «ż_{β_ιpL,T q} ιpL,T q ϕpy_tq L^´py_tq dt ff “ E^Q

„ż_β 0 ϕpy_tq 1_{tw}L_{ďT u}py_tq L^´py_tq dt ȷ “ 0. □ 15

Remark 3.3. It is easy to see that, for any equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq P E and any 0 ă t ă T , the t-level projection of pκ, Q_T , L_T q coincides with pκ, Q_t , L_tq. It is also clear that, if pκ, Q, Lq P E_T , then pQ, Lq “ pQ_T , L_T q.

Notice that the T -projection corresponds to stopping the moving boundary at the physical time T . Continuing this line of thought, we notice that any equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq P E generates a nondecreasing set-valued mapping t ÞÑ D^{Q,L}_t , for t ą 0, where D^{Q,L}_t Ă R^d is the union of D^{Q,L}_0 :“ Γ_{s´} and the support of Q_t, where the latter is the occupation measure of Q_t :

Q_tpdxq :“ E^{Q t}

„ż_β 0 1_{tyz P dxu} dz ȷ . We interpret D^{Q,L}_t as the cascade aggregate at time t.

Now, we can formally introduce the arrival time function w^{Q,L} : R^d Ñ r0, 8s in the equilibrium formulation:

w^{Q,L} pxq :“ inftt ě 0 : x P D^{Q,L}_t u.

The value of w^{Q,L} pxq measures the physical time it takes the cascade to reach x.

Remark 3.4. As the set-valued map t ÞÑ D^{Q,L}_t is non-decreasing (in the sense that s ă t implies D^{Q,L}_s Ă D^{Q,L}_t ), it is not hard to see that

tx : w^{Q,L} ď tu “ č εą0 D^{Q,L}_{t`ε} “: D^{Q,L}_{t`} . (3.4)

Remark 3.5. For any pκ, Q, Lq P E_T , we have D^{Q,L}_T “ Γ_{s´} Y tL ą 0u.

The next lemma shows that w^{Q,L} is obtained by setting w^L to infinity outside of the terminal cascade aggregate.

Lemma 3.6. Let pκ, Q, Lq P E_T and D_t :“ D^{Q,L}_t . Then w^{Q,L} pxq “ w^Lpxq 1_{DT} pxq ` 8 1_Rd_{zDT} pxq, x P R^d .

Proof. The desired equality clearly holds for x P Γ_{s´}. Let x P D_T zΓ_{s´} and consider t :“ w^{Q,L} pxq ď T . It holds that Q_{t`ε}pBpx, rqq ą 0 for any r ą 0 and any ε ą 0. In particular, Lemma 3.1 implies the existence of a sequence px_nq_{ně0} converging to x with the property that w^Lpx_nq ď t ` ε, which shows that w^Lpxq ď t by the continuity of w^L and by letting ε Ó 0. On the other hand, if t ą 0 then for any ε P p0, tq, Q_{t´ε}pBpx, rqq “ 0 for all sufficiently small r ą 0. Lemma 3.1 implies that for Q-a.e. py, βq and a.e. z P r0, βs such that y_z P Bpx, rq it must be that w^Lpy_zq ą t ´ ε. This, together with the first half of the proof, implies the existence of a sequence px_nq_{ně0} converging to x with the property that w^Lpx_nq ą t ´ ε, which shows that w^Lpxq ě t by the continuity of w^L and by letting ε Ó 0.

As D_t “ D_T for all t ą T , we see from the definition that w^{Q,L} pxq “ 8 if x P R^d zD_T . □

Corollary 3.7. For any pκ, Q, Lq P E, we have w^{Q,L} “ w^L 1_{tLą0uYΓs´} ` 8 1_{tL“´1{γuzΓs´} .

The next lemma shows how the arrival time function is affected by a projection.

Lemma 3.8. Let pκ, Q, Lq P E and D_t :“ D^{Q,L}_t . For any T P p0, 8q, we have: w^{Q,L} ^ T “ w^{QT ,LT} ^ T, w^{QT ,LT} “ w^{LT} 1_{DT} ` 8 1_Rd_{zDT} . 16

Proof. Thanks to the tower property of projections, it holds that D^{Q,L}_t “ D^{QT ,LT}_t for any t ď T and thus w^{Q,L} ^ T “ w^{QT ,LT} ^ T . The second equality follows easily from the same observation: D^{Q,L}_T “ D^{QT ,LT}_T . □ The following proposition connects the value function w^L back to the cascade PDE (1.2).

Proposition 3.9. Let pκ, Q, Lq P E be such that E^Q rβs ă 8 (or, equivalently, let Q be a finite measure) and let v :“ w^L, μ :“ Q ˝ y^{´1}_0 and ν :“ Q ˝ y^{´1}_β . Then, div "^ ∇vpxq |∇vpxq|^2 ` γ ∇vpxq |∇vpxq| ˙ 1_{t|∇v|ą0u}pxq * “ κν ´ κμ holds in the sense of distributions, or, more specifically, ż t|∇v|ą0u ^ ∇vpxq |∇vpxq|^2 ` γ ∇vpxq |∇vpxq| ˙ ¨ ∇φpxq dx “ κ ż R^d φ dμ ´ κ ż R^d φ dν, for any φ P C^8_c pR^d q.

Proof. Items (2) and (5) of Lemma 3.1 imply that t|∇v| ą 0u^{a.e.}“ tL ą 0u^{a.e.}“ tq ą 0u^{a.e.}“ tq ą^γ_κ u and that |∇v| “ L^` a.e. Taking φ :“^1_{|∇v|} 1_{t|∇v|ą0u} in the fixed point equation (the last line of equations (1.4)), we see that ż t|∇v|ą0u ^ γ` 1 |∇v| ˙ dx “ κ E^Q rβs.

As a result,^1_{|∇v|} 1_{t|∇v|ą0u} is integrable under the assumptions of the proposition. For any φ P C^8_c pR^d q, ∇φ ¨^{∇v}_{|∇v|2} 1_{t|∇v|ą0u} is an integrable function with a compact support and thus we can use the fixed point equation (the last line of equations (1.4)), together with Lemma 3.1 (5), to deduce that κ ż R^d φ dμ ´ κ ż R^d φ dν “ κE^Q rφpy_0q ´ φpy_β qs “ κE^Q „ ´ ż_β 0 d ds φpy_sq ds ȷ

“ κE^Q „ż_β 0 ∇φpy_sq¨ ∇v |∇v| py_sq ds ȷ

“ κE^Q „ż_β 0 ∇φpy_sq¨ ∇v |∇v|^2 py_sq1_{t|∇v|ą0u}py_sqL^`py_sq ds ȷ

“ ż t|∇v|ą0u ∇φ¨ ∇v |∇v|^2 pγL ` 1q dx “ ż t|∇v|ą0u ∇φ¨ ^ γ ∇v |∇v| ` ∇v |∇v|^2 ˙ dx, which proves the claim. □ The above proposition has the following obvious corollary, which provides a rigorous connection between the arrival time function w^{Q,L} and the cascade PDE (1.2). Corollary 3.10. Using the assumption and notation of Proposition 3.9, the equation div ^ ∇w^{Q,L} pxq |∇w^{Q,L} pxq|^2 ` γ ∇w^{Q,L} pxq |∇w^{Q,L} pxq| ˙ “ κν ´ κμ (3.5) holds the sense of distributions, for x in the interior of tL ą 0u.

Corollary 3.10 shows that any arrival time function w^{Q,L} satisfying (1.8) does solve the relaxed version of (1.2) in the interior of tL ą 0u (which contains the interior of t0 ă w^{Q,L} ď tu for any t ą 0). Moreover, we obtain the precise characterization of the “relaxation term”, which describes the distribution of the excess loss of boundary energy, via e^{κ,Q,L} (cf. (1.7)).

3.2. Perimeter of equilibrium aggregates. Herein, we estimate the perimeter of the equilibrium cascade aggregates D^{Q,L}_T . Throughout the subsection, we assume that d “ 2 and fix an arbitrary finite-perimeter set Γ_{s´}, an arbitrary equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq P E, any T P p0, 8q, and any Lebesguemeasurable ups´, ¨q with ş R^2zΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq

´ dx ă 8. Recall that D^{Q,L}_T “ D^{QT ,LT}_T denotes the union of Γ_{s´} and the support of the occupation measure Q_T . We also recall

e^{κ,Q,L} pdxq “ κ Qpy_0 P dx, θ “ 0q ` 1_{tw}Q,L_{ă8uzΓs´} pxq ` κ Qpy_0 P dxq ´ κ Qpy_β P dxq ´ p1 ` ups´, xqq dx ˘ , (3.6)

which describes the distribution of the excess loss of energy. The main goal of this subsection is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.11. Assume that e^{κ,QT ,LT} ě 0 and κ 1_{B˚ Γs´} pxq Qpy_θ P dx, β “ θq ě γ 1_{B˚Γs´} pxq H^1pdxq. Then, D^{Q,L}_T is a set of finite perimeter, and › ›BD^{Q,L}_T › ›pR^2 q ď κ γ Q_T pβ “ θq´ 1 γ ż tw^QT^{,L}T ă8uzΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq dx. To prove Theorem 3.11, we first let O :“ R^2 zsupp Q_T , and notice that O is an open set and that R^2 zD^{Q,L}_T “ OzΓ_{s´}. Next, we find a convenient decomposition of O. Throughout this subsection, to ease the notation, we let v :“ w^{LT} . We start with several auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 3.12. For any open connected component of O, there exists a t P r0, T s such that tv “ tu contains this component.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1 (3), L_T “ ´1{γ in any open connected component of O, which yields that v is constant therein. □

Lemma 3.13. For any random times 0 ď τ, σ ď β, we have tτ ă σu Ă tvpy_τ q ą vpy_σqu, Q_T -a.s.

Proof. This is a simple consequence of items (4) and (5) of Lemma 3.1. □

Lemma 3.14. For any t P r0, T s, the (topological) interior of tv “ tu is a subset of O.

Proof. We argue by contradiction and assume that there exists a point x P tv “ tuzO and an open neighborhood A of this point in which v “ t. Since x belongs to the support of Q_T , we have Q_T pAq ą 0, hence, with positive Q_T -probability, the canonical path hits an open ball inside A before the killing time β. On the other hand, the function v evaluated along any such path cannot be strictly decreasing between its hitting time τ of A and its hitting time σ of the smaller ball, which yields a contradiction with Lemma 3.13. □

Since v is continuous and takes values in r0, T s, the above lemmas yield the decomposition: O “ Ť_8 i“1 O_i, where O_i is the interior of tv “ t_iu, for some t_i P r0, T s. Clearly, OzΓ_{s´} “ Ť ipO_izΓ_{s´}q.

Then,

lim_{nÑ8} nÿ i“1 1_{OizΓs´} “ 1_{OzΓs´} in L^1_{loc}, 18

hence, the perimeter of OzΓ_{s´} is bounded from above by the limit inferior (see, e.g., [EG15, Subsection 5.2.1]), as n Ñ 8, of the perimeter of

Ť_n

i“1pO_izΓ_{s´}q. Thus, to prove Theorem 3.11, it suffices to estimate the perimeter of

Ť_n

i“1pO_izΓ_{s´}q. The desired estimate is deduced from the following proposition.

Proposition 3.15. Assume e^{κ,QT ,LT} ě 0 and κ 1_{B˚ Γs´} pxq Qpy_θ P dx, β “ θq ě γ 1_{B˚Γs´} pxq H^1pdxq. Then, for any i ě 1, O_izΓ_{s´} is a set of finite perimeter, and there exists an H^1-zero N_i Ă B_˚pO_izΓ_{s´}q such that

γ 1_{B˚pOizΓs´qzNi} dH^1 ď κ 1_{B˚ pOizΓs´qzNi} dpQ_T ˝ y^{´1}_0 q ´ κ 1_{B˚ pOizΓs´qzpNiYB˚Γs´q} dpQ_T ˝ y^{´1}_β q.

(3.7)

To deduce Theorem 3.11 from the above proposition, we first recall that, up to an H^1-zero set, the measure-theoretic boundary B_˚E of a finite-perimeter set E coincides with its reduced boundary B^˚E (cf. [EG15]), which in turn coincides with its essential boundary B^M E (cf. [ACMM01]). Thus, we can replace B_˚pO_izΓ_{s´}q by B^M pO_izΓ_{s´}q on the left-hand side of (3.7). Next, we recall (cf. [ACMM01]) that B^M p

Ť_n

i“1pO_izΓ_{s´}q is contained in

Ť_n

i“1 B^M pO_izΓ_{s´}q. Then, the former can be decomposed into a union of at most n disjoint sets tE_iu such that E_i Ă B^M pO_izΓ_{s´}q. Thus, according to Proposition 3.15, γ › › ›B nď i“1 pO_izΓ_{s´}q › › ›pR^2 q “ γ ż B_˚

Ť_n

i“1pO_izΓ_{s´}q

dH^1 “ nÿ i“1 γ ż E_izN_i dH^1

ď κ nÿ i“1 ` Q_T py_0 P E_izN_iq ´ Q_T py_β P E_izpN_i Y B_˚Γ_{s´}qq ˘

“ κ Q_T ´ y_0 P nď i“1 E_izN_i ¯ ´ κ Q_T ´ y_β P

´ nď i“1 E_izN_i ¯ zB_˚Γ_{s´} ¯ . Next, we notice that, Q_T -a.s.: y_0 P tL_T ă 0uzΓ_{s´} or y_β P tL_T ă 0uzΓ_{s´} implies 0 “ β ă θ; y_0 P Γ_{s´} implies 0 “ β “ θ and y_0 P B_˚Γ_{s´}; y_β P Γ_{s´} implies y_β P B_˚Γ_{s´}. Then,

Q_T py_0 P tL_T ą 0uzΓ_{s´}, β ă θq ď Q_T ` y_β P tL_T ą 0uzΓ_{s´} ˘ , κ Q_T pβ “ θq “ κ Q_T py_0 P B_˚Γ_{s´}q ` κ Q_T py_0 P tL_T ą 0uzΓ_{s´}, β “ θq ě κ Q_T ` y_0 P tL_T ą 0u Y Γ_{s´} ˘ ´ κ Q_T ` y_β P tL_T ą 0uzΓ_{s´} ˘ . Due to upper semicontinuity of L, we have

Ť_n

i“1 E_izN_i Ă

Ť_n

i“1 B^M pO_izΓ_{s´}q Ă tL_T ą 0u Y Γ_{s´}.

Then, using the above and e^{κ,QT ,LT} ě 0, we obtain:

κ Q_T pβ “ θq ě κ Q_T ´ y_0 P nď i“1 E_izN_i ¯ ´ κ Q_T ´ y_β P

´ nď i“1 E_izN_i ¯ zΓ_{s´} ¯

` κ ż tL_T ą0uzpΓ_{s´}Y

Ť_n

i“1 E_izN_iq

Q_T py_0 P dxq ´ Q_T py_β P dxq ě κ Q_T ´ y_0 P nď i“1 E_izN_i ¯ ´ κ Q_T ´ y_β P

´ nď i“1 E_izN_i ¯ zB_˚Γ_{s´} ¯ ` ż tw^QT^{,L}T ă8uzΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq dx, where we also used the fact that Lebp

Ť_n

i“1 E_izN_iq “ 0. Collecting the above, we obtain › › ›B nď i“1 pO_izΓ_{s´}q › › ›pR^2 q ď κ γ Q_T pβ “ θq´ 1 γ ż tw^{QT ,LT} ă8uzΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq dx, for all n ě 1. Taking lim inf as n Ñ 8 and using the lower semicontinuity of the perimeter (see, e.g., [EG15, Subsection 5.2.1]), we deduce the statement of Theorem 3.11. 19

The remainder of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.15. Step 1. In this step, we show that, for any t P p0, T s, we have: Q_T py_{ιpL,tq} P dx, β ą ιpL, tqq ě γ κ }Btv ă tu}pdxq,

(3.8)

where we recall and slightly modify (so that it works for t “ 0 as well) the definition

ιpL, tq “ inf " r P r0, θs :

ż_θ r L^`py_zq dz ă t * ^ θ. Consider a function 0 ď ϕ P C^1_c pR^2 q and ϵ P p0, tq. Using the fixed-point condition (the last line of (1.4)) with the test function ϕ 1_{tt´ϵăvătu} and making use of Lemma 3.1 (5) and the fact that L^` ď L ` 1{γ, we obtain successively: ż R^2

ϕpxq 1_{tt´ϵăvătu}pxq pLpxq ` 1{γq dx “ κ γ E^{Q T} „ż_β 0 ϕpy_rq 1_{tt´ϵăvătu}py_rq L^`py_rq dr ȷ , ż R^2

ϕpxq 1_{tt´ϵăvătu}pxq L^`pxq dx ď κ γ E^{Q T} „ż_β 0 ϕpy_rq 1_{tt´ϵăvătu}py_rq L^`py_rq dr ȷ , ż tt´ϵăvătu ϕpxq |∇vpxq| dx ď κ γ E^{QT} „ż_β 0 ϕpy_rq 1_{tt´ϵăvătu}py_rq L^`py_rq dr ȷ . Using the coarea formula, we obtain ż tt´ϵăvătu ϕpxq |∇vpxq| dx “ ż pt´ϵ,tq ż tv“ru ϕpxq dH^1pxq dr.

On the other hand, ż_β 0 ϕpy_rq 1_{tt´ϵăvătu}py_rq L^`py_rq dr ď 1_{tβąιpL,tqu} ż_{ιpL,t´ϵq} ιpL,tq ϕpy_rq L^`py_rq dr.

The definition of ι and the positivity of Lpyq imply that lim_{ϵÓ0} ιpL, t ´ ϵq “ ιpL, tq in tβ ą ιpL, tqu, Q_T -a.s. Moreover, ϕpy_rq “ ϕpy_{ιpL,tq}q ` R_r, where |R_r| ď sup zPrιpL,tq,ιpL,t´ϵqs |ϕpy_zq ´ ϕpy_{ιpL,tq}q| “: η. (3.9)

Recalling, in addition, that ż_{ιpL,t´ϵq} ιpL,tq L^`py_rq dr ď ϵ,

we deduce ż_β 0 ϕpy_rq 1_{tt´ϵăvătu}py_rq L^`py_rq dr ď 1_{tβąιpL,tqu} ` ϕpy_{ιpL,tq}q ϵ ` ϵ η ˘ . All in all, we obtain ż pt´ϵ,tq ż tv“ru ϕpxq dH^1pxq dr ď ϵ κ γ E^{Q T} “ 1_{tβąιpL,tqu} pϕpy_{ιpL,tq}q ` ηq ‰ . Using (3.9), the Bounded Convergence Theorem, and lim_{ϵÓ0} ιpL, t ´ ϵq “ ιpL, tq, we deduce that

lim_{ϵÓ0} E^{Q T} rηs “ 0.

The above implies that, for any ε ą 0, there exists an increasing sequence t_n Ò t such that, for every n, ż tv“t_n u

ϕpxq dH^1pxq ď κ γ E^{Q T} “ 1_{tβąιpL,tqu} ϕpy_{ιpL,tq}q ‰ ` ε. Next, we notice that 1_{tvătn u} Ñ 1_{tvătu} a.e. as n Ñ 8, and the Bounded Convergence Theorem implies that these indicators converge in L^1_{loc}. Then, ϕpxq 1_{tvătn u}, ϕpxq 1_{tvătu} P BVpR^2 q and the lower semicontinuity of the perimeter (see, e.g., [EG15, Subsection 5.2.1]) yields:

lim inf nÑ8 ż R^2

d|∇pϕ 1_{tvătn u}q| ě ż R^2

d|∇pϕ 1_{tvătu}q|,

where we denote by d|∇f| the variation measure of a BV_{loc}pR^2 q function f (cf. [EG15]). Notice also that ż R^2

d|∇pϕ 1_{tvătn u}q| “ ż R^2

|∇ϕpxq| 1_{tvătn u}pxq dx` ż R^2

ϕ d}Btv ă t_nu}, ż R^2

d|∇pϕ 1_{tvătu}q| “ ż R^2

|∇ϕpxq| 1_{tvătu}pxq dx` ż R^2

ϕ d}Btv ă tu},

where we made use of the mutual singularity of the Lebesgue measure and d}Btv ă ¨u} “ d|∇1_{tvă¨u}|. Since the first integrals on the right-hand sides in the above display become equal in the n Ñ 8 limit, we conclude that

lim inf nÑ8 ż R^2

ϕ d}Btv ă t_nu} ě ż R^2

ϕ d}Btv ă tu}.

Next, we notice ż R^2

ϕ d}Btv ă t_nu} “ ż B_˚tvăt_n u

ϕ dH^1 ď ż tv“t_n u

ϕ dH^1.

Recalling that ε ą 0 is arbitrary, we deduce from the above the desired ż R^2

ϕ d}Btv ă tu} ď κ γ E^{Q T} “ 1_{tβąιpL,tqu} ϕpy_{ιpL,tq}q ‰ . Step 2. In this step, we first repeat the arguments in Step 1 to show that, for any t P r0, T q,

Q_T py_{ιpL,t`q} P dx, β ě ιpL, t`q :“ lim_{rÓt} ιpL, rq ą 0q ě γ κ }Btv ą tu}pdxq.

(3.10)

The above, in particular, proves that tv ą tu is a finite-perimeter set.

Let us show that we can replace ιpL, t`q by ιpL, tq in the above. To this end, we notice that ιpL, t`q ď ιpL, tq always holds, and that tιpL, t`q ă ιpL, tqu implies β “ ιpL, t`q ă θ, Q_T -a.s. Next, we notice that e^{κ,QT ,LT} ě 0 implies Q_T py_β P dxq ´ Q_T py_0 P dxq ď p1 ` ups´, xqq^´ dx in B_˚tv ą tuzΓ_{s´}, and that the Lebesgue measure of B_˚tv ą tu is zero (since tv ą tu is a finiteperimeter set). Then in B_˚tv ą tuzΓ_{s´},

Q_T py_β P dx, β ą 0q ď E^{Q T} ” p1_{tyβ P dxu} ´ 1_{ty0P dxu}q 1_{tβą0u} ı ď E^{QT} r1_{tyβ P dxu} ´ 1_{ty0P dxu}s ď p1 ` ups´, xqq^´ dx,

(3.11) Q_T ` y_{ιpL,t`q} P B_˚tv ą tuzΓ_{s´}, β ě ιpL, t`q ą 0, ιpL, t`q ă ιpL, tq ˘ ď Q_T ` y_β P B_˚tv ą tuzΓ_{s´}, β ą 0 ˘ ď ż B_˚tvątuzΓ_{s´}

p1 ` ups´, xqq^´ dx “ 0.

Thus, we deduce:

Q_T py_{ιpL,tq} P dx, β ě ιpL, tq ą 0q ě γ κ }Btv ą tu}pdxq.

(3.12)

To conclude this step, we notice that ιpL, 0q “ θ and that Q_T py_θ P B_˚Γ_{s´} | β “ θq “ 1, hence, in view of the above domination, we conclude that B_˚tv ą 0u Ă B_˚Γ_{s´}, and in turn B^M tv ą 0u Ă B^M Γ_{s´}, up to an H^1-zero set.

Step 3. In this step, we ease the notation by dropping the (fixed) index i and replacing O_i by O and t_i by t (with a slight abuse of notation), and we complete the proof of Proposition 3.15.

We begin with the following auxiliary result which, in particular, shows that OzΓ_{s´} has finite perimeter.

Lemma 3.16. If t P p0, T s, we have B^M pOzΓ_{s´}q “ B^M O “ B^M pR^2 zptv ă tu Y tv ą tuqq “ B^M ptv ă tu Y tv ą tuq Ă B^M tv ă tu Y B^M tv ą tu. If t “ 0, we have B^M pOzΓ_{s´}q Ă B^M Γ_{s´} Y B^M tv ą 0u “ B^M Γ_{s´}.

(3.13) Proof. First, we prove the statement for t P p0, T s. In this case, OzΓ_{s´} “ O. Suppose that LebpBtv “ tuq “ 0. Then, B^M O “ B^M O “ B^M tv “ tu “ B^M pR^2 zptv ă tu Y tv ą tuqq “ B^M ptv ă tu Y tv ą tuq Ă B^M tv ă tu Y B^M tv ą tu, as stated in the lemma. Thus, it suffices to show that LebpBtv “ tuq “ 0. To this end, we argue by contradiction and assume that LebpBtv “ tuq ą 0. Recall also that, according to Lemma 3.1 (5), v is differentiable a.e. and |∇v| “ L^` a.e. Then, due to the Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem, there exists x P Btv “ tu such that v is differentiable at x, |∇vpxq| “ L^`pxq, and

lim_{rÓ0}

LebpBpx, rq X Btv “ tuq LebpBpx, rqq “ 1.

(3.14)

On the other hand, any open neighborhood of x contains points in the support of Q_T , at which L ą 0, according to Lemma 3.1. As L is upper semicontinuous, we deduce |∇vpxq| “ L^`pxq ą 0. Next, we notice that, in view of (3.14), for any small enough r ą 0, there exists x ‰ y_r P Bpx, rqXBtv “ tu such that py_r ´ xq ¨ ∇vpxq |y_r ´ x||∇vpxq| ě 1 2 . Notice also that, as r Ó 0, 0 “ vpy_rq ´ vpxq “ py_r ´ xq ¨ ∇vpxq ` op|y_r ´ x|q

“ |y_r ´ x||∇vpxq| ^ py_r ´ xq ¨ ∇vpxq |y_r ´ x||∇vpxq| ` op1q ˙ ě 1 4 |y_r ´ x||∇vpxq|, which yields the desired contradiction.

For t “ 0, we repeat the above argument to show that LebpBOq “ LebpBtv “ 0uq “ LebpBtv ą 0uq “ 0. Next, we notice OzΓ_{s´} “ pR^2 ztv ą 0uq X pR^2 zΓ_{s´}q.

The above yields B^M pOzΓ_{s´}q Ă B^M tv ą 0u Y B^M Γ_{s´} “ B^M tv ą 0u Y B^M Γ_{s´}.

The equality B^M Γ_{s´} Y B^M tv ą 0u “ B^M Γ_{s´} follows from Step 2. □ 22

Recalling that κ Q_T ˝ y^{´1}_θ ě γ d}BΓ_{s´}}, and using the above lemma and the results of Steps 1 and 2, we conclude that, whichever t P r0, T s is associated with O, we have

Q_T ˝ y^{´1}_{ιpL,tq} ě γ κ d}BpOzΓ_{s´}q},

which, in particular, implies that OzΓ_{s´} has a finite perimeter.

The following proposition completes this step of the proof, and thereby the proof of Proposition 3.15.

Proposition 3.17. There exists an H^1-zero set N Ă B^M pOzΓ_{s´}q such that, Q_T -a.s., the event y_{ιpL,tq} P B^M pOzΓ_{s´}qzN implies ιpL, tq “ 0.

Proof. We begin with an auxiliary general result, which explains why we make the assumption d “ 2.

Lemma 3.18. Assume that A, E Ă R^2 are disjoint open sets, that A has a finite perimeter, and that E is connected. Then, there exists an H^1-zero set N Ă BAXBE such that, for any x P pBAXBEqzN admitting a continuous curve θ : r0, 1s Ñ R^2 with θp0q “ x and θpp0, 1sq Ă A, we have x P B^M A.

Proof. Corollary 1 in [ACMM01] implies the existence of rectifiable Jordan curves tγ^{`,k}u^8_{k“1} and tγ^{´,n}u^8_{n“1} such that any two elements of tintpγ^{`,k}q, intpγ^{´,n}qu_{k,n} are either disjoint or one of them contains the other, and A “ 8ď k“1 Y_k, Y_k :“ intpγ^{`,k}qz ď n: intpγ^{´,n}qĂintpγ^{`,k}q

intpγ^{´,n}q,

up to a Lebesgue-zero set. Moreover, B^M A “ Ť k γ^{`,k} Y Ť n γ^{´,n}, up to an H^1-zero set, and for any intpγ^{`,k1} q Ă intpγ^{`,k}q there exists an n such that intpγ^{`,k1} q Ă intpγ^{´,n}q Ă intpγ^{`,k}q.

As BA Ą B^M A, we have Ť k γ^{`,k} Y Ť n γ^{´,n} Ă BA. Since A is open, it cannot contain any of the points in Ť k γ^{`,k} Y Ť n γ^{´,n}. In addition, by Jordan’s Theorem, any continuous curve connecting a point in Y_k to a point in R^2 zY_k must intersect Ť k γ^{`,k} Y Ť n γ^{´,n}. These observations are used below without being cited explicitly.

Consider any x P BA X BE that admits a continuous curve θ : r0, 1s Ñ R^2 with θp0q “ x and θpp0, 1sq Ă A. It suffices to show that x P Ť k γ^{`,k} Y Ť n γ^{´,n}. Assume that θpp0, 1sq does not intersect any Y_k. Then, by covering θprϵ, 1sq with small open balls contained in A and recalling that A cannot intersect Ť k γ^{`,k} Y Ť n γ^{´,n} (hence our covering cannot intersect

Ť_8 k“1 Y_k), we obtain a set of positive Lebesgue measure that is contained in A but is not contained in

Ť_8 k“1 Y_k, which is a contradiction. Thus, there exists a k such that θpp0, 1sq Ă Y_k.

Since E is open, connected, and disjoint with A, we must have either E Ă R^2 zintpγ^{`,k}q or E Ă intpγ^{´,n}q Ă intpγ^{`,k}q for some n. Then, either x P γ^{`,k} or x P γ^{´,n}, which completes the proof of the lemma. □

The above lemma has a useful corollary.

Corollary 3.19. Assume that F, G Ă R^2 are disjoint open sets with finite perimeters. Then, there exists an H^1-zero set N Ă BF such that, for any x P B^M F zN admitting a continuous curve θ : r0, 1s Ñ R^2 with θp0q “ x and θpp0, 1sq Ă G, there exists an open finite-perimeter set A Ă G such that x P B^M A.

Proof. Applying the decomposition of B^M F into Jordan curves tγ_iu, as in the proof of Lemma 3.18, we choose N_0 so that x P B^M F implies that x belongs to one of these Jordan curves. For each i, we define the open sets A^`_i and A^´_i as the intersections of G and, respectively, the unbounded and the bounded open connected components produced by γ_i. Notice that A^`_i and A^´_i have finite 23

perimeters and are subsets of G. We denote by E^`_i and E^´_i , respectively, the bounded and the unbounded open connected components produced by γ_i. Then, Lemma 3.18 implies the existence of H^1-zero sets N^`_i and N^´_i such that, for any x P pBE^˘_i XBA^˘_i qzN^˘_i , admitting a curve θ : r0, 1s Ñ R^2 with θp0q “ x and θpp0, 1sq Ă A^˘_i , implies x P B^M A^˘_i . We denote by N the union of N_0 and all tN^˘_i u. Then, for any x P B^M F zN , admitting a continuous curve θ : r0, 1s Ñ R^2 with θp0q “ x and θpp0, 1sq Ă G, there exists an i such that x P γ_i and θpp0, 1sq is contained in one of the open connected components produced by γ – w.l.o.g. we assume it is the bounded component. Then, θpp0, 1sq Ă A^´_i and x P pBE^´_i X BA^´_i qzN^´_i , and hence, x P B^M A^´_i . □

Next, we go back to the proof of Proposition 3.17. Recall that O is the interior of tv “ tu, for some t P r0, T s. Assume that t P p0, T q and notice that, in this case, OzΓ_{s´} “ O. Consider a path y P Y with x :“ y_{ιpL,tq} P B^M O and ιpL, tq ą 0. Lemma 3.13 implies that, Q_T -a.s., the continuous path y_{r0,ιpL,tqq} is inside the open set G :“ tv ą tu. Recalling that G and F :“ O are disjoint and have finite perimeters, we apply Corollary 3.19 to conclude that there exists an H^1-zero set N Ă BO, such that, whenever x P B^M OzN , there exists an open finite-perimeter set A Ă tv ą tu such that x P B^M A. Applying the same argument and using ιpL, tq ă θ, we conclude that there exists an open finite-perimeter set A^1 Ă tv ă tu such that x P B^M A^1. All in all, we conclude that there exists an H^1-zero set N , such that y_{ιpL,tq} P B^M OzN and ιpL, tq ą 0 imply the existence of two open finite-perimeter sets A Ă tv ą tu and A^1 Ă tv ă tu such that y_{ιpL,tq} P B^M A X B^M A^1 X B^M O, Q_T -a.s. Let us show that the latter is impossible. Using [EG15, Theorem 5.13] and increasing N if needed (so that it remains an H^1-zero set), we deduce that x “ y_{ιpL,tq} P pB^M OzN q X B^M A X B^M A^1 yields:

1_{Or pxq} Ñ 1_H´_{pO,xq} in L^1_{loc}pR^2 q, 1_A1_{r pxq} Ñ 1_H´_{pA}1_{,xq} in L^1_{loc}pR^2 q, 1_{Ar pxq} Ñ 1_H´_{pA,xq} in L^1_{loc}pR^2 q, as r Ó 0, where the blow-up set E_rpxq is defined by E_rpxq :“ ty P R^2 : rpy ´ xq ` x P Eu,

and the half space H^´pE, xq is defined by H^´pE, xq :“ ty P R^2 : ν_Epxq ¨ py ´ xq ď 0u,

for E “ O, A, A^1 and ν_Epxq is the measure theoretic unit outer normal to E at x. Next, we notice that 1 ě 1_{Orpxq}pzq ` 1_{Ar pxq}pzq ` 1_A1_{r pxq}pzq,

for any z P R^2 as the three sets O, A, A^1 are disjoint. On the other hand, 3 2 LebpBpx, Rqq “ ż Bpx,Rq p1_H´_{pO,xq}pzq ` 1_H´_{pA,xq}pzq ` 1_H´_{pA}1_{,xq}pzqq dz

ď lim inf_{rÓ0} ż Bpx,Rq p1_{Or pxq}pzq ` 1_{Arpxq}pzq ` 1_A1_{r pxq}pzqq dz ď ż Bpx,Rq 1 dz “ LebpBpx, Rqq,

for any R ą 0, which yields a contradiction. Hence, such an x does not exist, which means that y_{ιpL,tq} P B^M OzN implies ιpL, tq “ 0, Q_T -a.s.

It remains to analyze the cases t “ 0, T . The case t “ T is trivial as Q_T pιpL, T q “ 0q “ 1 by the definition of the T -projection and the definition of ιpL, T q. In the case t “ 0, we recall (3.13) 24

to deduce that any x P B^M pOzΓ_{s´}q also belongs to B^M Γ_{s´}. On the other hand, if x “ y_{ιpL,0q} and ιpL, 0q “ θ ą 0, then x also belongs to the boundary of tv ą 0u. Then, Corollary 3.19 implies the existence of an H^1-zero set N such that y_{ιpL,0q} P B^M pOzΓ_{s´}qzN and ιpL, 0q ą 0 imply the existence of an open finite-perimeter set A Ă tv ą 0u such that x P B^M A. Using [EG15, Theorem 5.13] and repeating the estimates in the preceding paragraph, we conclude that pB^M pOzΓ_{s´}qzN q X B^M Γ_{s´} X B^M A “ H. The latter means that y_{ιpL,0q} P B^M pOzΓ_{s´}qzN implies ιpL, 0q “ 0, Q_T -a.s.. □

Let us complete the proof of Proposition 3.15, with B_˚pOzΓ_{s´}q replaced by B^M pOzΓ_{s´}q in (3.7), w.l.o.g. First, Proposition 3.17 and (3.12) imply that H^1pB^M pOzΓ_{s´}q X B^M tv ą tuq “ 0 for any t P r0, T s. Then, for t P p0, T s, Lemma 3.16 implies that

1_BM_{pOzΓs´qzN} pxq H^1pdxq “ 1_{pB}M_{pOzΓs´qXB}M_{tvătuqzN} pxq H^1pdxq.

On the other hand, for t P p0, T s, (3.8) and Proposition 3.17 yield the existence of an H^1-zero set N such that γ κ 1_{pB}M_{pOzΓs´qXB}M_{tvătuqzN} pxq H^1pdxq ď 1_{pB}M_{pOzΓs´qXB}M_{tvătuqzN} pxq Q_T py_0 P dx, β ą 0q

ď 1_BM_{pOzΓs´qzN} pxq Q_T py_0 P dx, β ą 0q “ 1_BM_{pOzΓs´qzN} pxq Q_T py_0 P dxq ´ 1_BM_{pOzΓs´qzN} pxq Q_T py_0 P dx, β “ 0q “ 1_BM_{pOzΓs´qzN} pxq Q_T py_0 P dxq ´ 1_BM_{pOzΓs´qzN} pxq Q_T py_β P dxq,

where the last equality is due to the fact that y_β P B^M pOzΓ_{s´}qzN and β ą 0 yield ιpL, tq ą 0 and y_β “ y_{ιpL,tq}, Q_T -a.s., by Lemma 3.13, which implies Q_T py_β P B^M pOzΓ_{s´}qzN , β ą 0q “ 0 via Proposition 3.17. The above displays imply the statement of Proposition 3.15 for t P p0, T s, since, for such t, we have B^M pOzΓ_{s´}q X B_˚Γ_{s´} “ H. If t “ 0, then B^M pOzΓ_{s´}q Ă B^M Γ_{s´}, due to Lemma 3.16, and it suffices to prove the existence of an H^1-zero set N such that γ κ 1_BM_{pOzΓs´qzN} pxq H^1pdxq ď 1_BM_{pOzΓs´qzN} pxq Q_T py_0 P dxq.

The above follows by applying Proposition 3.17 to deduce that the right-hand side of the above display is equal to 1_BM_{pOzΓs´qzN} pxq Q_T py_β P dx, β “ θq, and then applying the assumption of Proposition 3.15.

Theorem 3.11 yields the following bound on the total variation of the arrival time function of an equilibrium.

Corollary 3.20. Consider any equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq P E. Assume that d “ 2, that Γ_{s´} is a set of finite perimeter, that ups´, ¨q is Lebesgue-measurable with ş R^2zΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq

´ dx ă 8, that e^{κ,QT ,LT} ě 0, and that κ 1_{B˚Γs´} pxq Qpy_θ P dx, β “ θq ě γ 1_{B˚Γs´} pxq H^1pdxq. Then, for any T P p0, 8q, we have w^{Q,L} ^ T P BV_{loc}pR^2 q and ż R^2

d|∇pw^{Q,L} ^ T q| ď T γ ^ 2κ` ż R^2 zΓ_{s´}

p1 ` ups´, xqq^´ dx ˙ . Proof. Recalling Lemma 3.8, we obtain:

w^{Q,L} ^ T “ pw^{LT} ^ T q 1_DQ,L_T ` T 1_{R2 zD}Q,L_T “ w^{LT} ^ T ` pT ´ w^{LT} q^` 1_{OzΓs´} ,

where O “ R^2 zsupp Q_T . Decomposing O into a countable union of open connected components, we apply Lemma 3.1 to deduce that ∇w^{LT} “ 0 a.e. in every such component, and hence, in O. 25

Proposition 3.15 states that O has finite perimeter, which implies that the variation measure }BO} is mutually singular with the Lebesgue measure. Then, we deduce from Theorem 3.11:

d|∇pw^{Q,L} pxq ^ T q| ď |∇pw^{LT} pxq ^ T q| dx ` |∇pT ´ w^{LT} pxqq^`| 1_{OzΓs´} pxq dx

` pT ´ w^{LT} pxqq^` }BD^{Q,L}_T }pdxq, ż R^2

d|∇pw^{Q,L} pxq ^ T q| ď ż R^2

|∇pw^{LT} pxq ^ T q| dx` T γ ^ κ´ ż tw^QT^{,L}T ă8uzΓ_{s´}

p1 ` ups´, xqq dx ˙

ď T γ ^ 2κ` ż R^2 zΓ_{s´}

p1 ` ups´, xqq^´ dx ˙ , where we used Lemma 3.1 (5) to obtain the last inequality. □

4. Minimal solution to the cascade equation

4.1. Existence of a minimal solution. Recall that we would like to select a solution to the relaxed version of (1.2) that corresponds to a moving boundary which “loses as little extra energy as possible for as long as possible”. Since the total excess loss of energy by an equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq up to the physical time t ě 0 is given by E^{κ,Q,L}_t “ e^{κ,Q,L} ptw^{Q,L} ď tuq, with e^{κ,Q,L} defined in (1.7), we search for an equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq that is minimal in the sense that there exists no other equilibrium pκ̂, Q̂ , L̂q with the property that E^{κ̂,Q̂,L̂}_t ď E^{κ,Q,L}_t , t P r0, T s, with some T ą 0, and the inequality being strict at some t P r0, T s.

Of course, the above notion of minimality only makes sense if we compare equilibria with the same initial velocity (i.e., with the same initial boundary energy) and with non-negative excess loss of energy (cf. (1.8)). Recall from (1.6) that the boundary condition B_{ns´} w |_{BΓs´} “ 1{V_0 translates into the equilibrium setting as

κ Qpy_θ P dx, β “ θq “ ` γ ` V_0pxq ˘ 1_{B˚Γs´} pxq H^{d´1}pdxq “: πpdxq,

(4.1)

with the same function V_0 ě 0. Thus, given Γ_{s´}, ups´, ¨q and V_0 ě 0, we search for a minimal equilibrium across all elements pκ, Q, Lq P E satisfying (4.1) and e^{κ,Q,L} ě 0.

Unfortunately, simple examples (see Subsection 5.2 and the remarks therein) indicate that a desired minimal element may not be attainable within the space of all admissible equilibria, and one needs to consider a closure of the family tw^{Q,L} u, parameterized by all pκ, Q, Lq P E that satisfy κ Qpy_θ P dx, β “ θq ą πpdxq and e^{κ,Q,L} ě 0 (where we use the notation P ą Q for two finite measures P and Q, if PpEq ą QpEq for any measurable E with PpEq ą 0). To ensure consistency with the input data pups´, ¨q, V_0q and minimality, we require that a minimal solution w has an approximating sequence pw^{Qn ,Ln} q_{ně1} that is asymptotically minimal (property (ii) of Definition 1.3) and satisfies κ^n Q^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq Ó πpdxq and e^{κn,Qn ,Ln} ě 0 (property (i) of Definition 1.3).

Remark 4.1. Note that κ^n Q^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq ą πpdxq and κ^n Q^n pβ “ θq Ñ πpB_˚Γ_{s´}q, in Definition 1.3, yield κ^n Q^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq Ñ πpdxq in total variation.

Note also that the condition lim inf_{nÑ8} ´ E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} t ´ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} r ¯ ě 0 for any 0 ď r ă t ă

T , combined with E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} ď E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} , stated in Definition 1.3, is equivalent to saying that E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} ¨ ´ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} ¨ converges to zero in Lebesgue measure on r0, T s.

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.4, which states the existence of a minimal solution. We recall the assumptions that d “ 2, the set Γ_{s´} has finite perimeter, 26

ş B_˚Γ_{s´} pγ ` V0q dH

1 ă 8, and ş R^2 zΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq

´ dx ă 8. Throughout the proof, we use the following partial orders on the space E: pκ̂, Q̂ , L̂q Á_T pκ, Q, Lq if E^{κ̂,Q̂,L̂}_t ď E^{κ,Q,L}_t for a.e. t P r0, T s and κ̂^n Q̂^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq ě κ^n Qpy_θ P dx, β “ θq. It is clear that this relation is transitive. Moreover, it is easy to see that pκ̂, Q̂ , L̂q Á_T pκ, Q, Lq implies pκ̂, Q̂ , L̂q Á_T 1 pκ, Q, Lq whenever 0 ă T^1 ă T . In addition, since E^{κ,QT ,LT}_t “ E^{κ,Q,L}_t for all t P r0, T s, we deduce that pκ̂, Q̂ , L̂q Á_T 1 pκ, Q, Lq if and only if pκ̂, Q̂_T , L̂_T q Á_T 1 pκ, Q_T , L_T q, for any 0 ă T^1 ă T .

Next, we choose an arbitrary sequence ϵ^n Ó 0 and, for any fixed n “ 0, 1, 2, . . . , we define the sequence of equilibria pκ̃^k, Q̃^k , L̃^kq_{0ďkďn}2 recursively, as follows. We set pκ̃^0, Q̃^0 , L̃^0q “ pκ_0` ϵ^n{2, Q^0 , L^0q, where κ_0 :“ πpB_˚Γ_{s´}q, Q^0 is the image of κ^{´1}_0 π under the map that takes any x P R^d to the constant path y ” x, and L^0 :“ ´^1_γ . We choose pκ̃^{k`1}, Q̃^{k`1} , L̃^{k`1}q Á k_n pκ̃^k, Q̃^k , L̃^kq, for k “ 0, 1, . . . , n^2 ´ 1, so that pκ̃^{k`1}, Q̃^{k`1} , L̃^{k`1}q P C^k_n and ż k`1_n 0 E^{κ̃k`1,Q̃k`1 ,L̃k`1} t dt ď inf_{pκ,Q,LqPCkn} ż k`1_n 0 E^{κ,Q,L}_t dt` 1 n , where

C^k_n :“ ! pκ, Q, Lq P E k`1_n : pκ, Q, Lq Á k_n pκ̃^k, Q̃^k , L̃^kq, κ Qpβ “ θq ă κ_0 ` ϵ^n, e^{κ,Q,L} ě 0 ) . Then, we define pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq :“ pκ̃^{n2} , Q̃^{n2} , L̃^{n2} q, for n “ 0, 1, . . . .

For any k ď n^2 ´ 1, we have pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq Á k`1_n pκ̃^{k`1}, Q̃^{k`1} , L̃^{k`1}q Á k_n pκ̃^k, Q̃^k , L̃^kq, κ^n Q^n pβ “ θq ă κ_0 ` ϵ^n and e^{κn,Qn ,Ln} ě 0, which implies pκ^n, Q^n_{pk`1q{n} , L^n_{pk`1q{n}q P C^k_n. Then, since it holds

E^κ n,Q^n_{pk`1q{n} ,L^n_{pk`1q{n} t “ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln}_t for all t P r0, pk ` 1q{ns, we obtain: inf pκ,Q,LqPC^k_n ż k`1_n 0 E^{κ,Q,L}_t dt ď ż k`1_n 0 E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} t dt ď ż k`1_n 0 E^{κ̃k`1,Q̃k`1 ,L̃k`1} t dt ď inf_{pκ,Q,LqPCkn} ż k`1_n 0 E^{κ,Q,L}_t dt` 1 n . Similarly, for any k ď n^2 ´ 1 and any pκ̂^n, Q̂^n , L̂^nq Á k`1_n pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq with κ̂^n Q̂^n pβ “ θq ă κ_0 ` ϵ^n and e^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} ě 0, we have pκ̂^n, Q̂^n , L̂^nq Á k`1_n pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq Á k`1_n pκ̃^{k`1}, Q̃^{k`1} , L̃^{k`1}q Á k_n pκ̃^k, Q̃^k , L̃^kq. Hence, inf pκ,Q,LqPC^k_n ż k`1_n 0 E^{κ,Q,L}_t dt ď ż k`1_n 0 E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} t dt ď ż k`1_n 0 E^{κ̃k`1,Q̃k`1 ,L̃k`1} t dt ď inf_{pκ,Q,LqPCkn} ż k`1_n 0 E^{κ,Q,L}_t dt` 1 n . Thus, assuming that the sequence pnq and the time R are such that for all large enough n in the sequence there exists a k ď n^2 ´ 1 with R “ pk ` 1q{n, we obtain: 0 ď ż_R 0 ´ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} r ´ E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} r ¯ dr ď 1 n , (4.2)

for all large enough n.

To complete the proof, we apply Corollary 3.20 and use the pre-compactness of BV_{loc}pR^2 q in L^1_{loc}pR^2 q (see e.g. [EG15, Theorem 5.5]) to deduce the existence of a subsequence of pnq along which pw^{Qn ,Ln} ^ tq converges in L^1_{loc}, for any t ě 0. It is then clear that there exists a Borel function 27

w : R^2 Ñ r0, 8s such that these limits are given by w ^ t. In addition, by choosing a further subsequence of pnq we ensure that the set tk{nu^{n2}_{k“1} is non-decreasing in n and converges to a dense set in R_` , denoted by S.

Then, we notice that κ^n Q^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq ě κ̃^0 Q̃^0 py_θ P dx, β “ θq ą πpdxq, e^{κn,Qn ,Ln} ě 0 and κ^n Q^n pβ “ θq Ñ κ_0 “ πpB_˚Γ_{s´}q. Thus, pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq satisfies the property (i) of Definition 1.3.

To verify the property (ii) of Definition 1.3, we consider an arbitrary T ą 0 and a dominating sequence pκ̂^n, Q̂^n , L̂^nq P E, with pκ̂^n, Q̂^n , L̂^nq Á_T pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq and e^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} ě 0. We fix arbitrary 0 ď r ă t ă T and consider a subsequence along which lim inf_{nÑ8} ´ E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} t ´ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} r ¯ is attained. Then, applying (4.2) to any R P S X pt, T q and selecting a further subsequence, we conclude that E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} z ´ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} z converges to zero for a.e. z P r0, Rs along this subsequence. In particular, there exists z P pr, tq at which the latter convergence holds. Then, E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} t ´ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} r ě E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} z ´ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} z , and the right-hand side of the above converges to zero along the chosen subsequence. 4.2. Perimeter of minimal aggregates. Corollary 3.20 allows us to estimate the total variation of a minimal solution.

Corollary 4.2. Assuming that d “ 2 and that Γ_{s´} is a set of finite perimeter, consider a minimal solution w corresponding to Lebesgue-measurable V_0 ě 0, with ş B_˚Γ_{s´} pγ`V0q dH

1 ă 8, and ups´, ¨q, with ş R^2zΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq

´ dx ă 8. Then, for any T P p0, 8q, we have w ^ T P BV_{loc}pR^2 q and ż R^2

d|∇pw ^ T q| ď T γ ^ 2κ´ ż R^2zΓ_{s´}

p1 ` ups´, xqq^´ dx ˙ . Proof. Since w ^ T is obtained as the L^1_{loc} limit of a sequence pw^{Qn ,Ln} ^ T q, with pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq P E, we deduce the desired statement from Corollary 3.20 and from the lower semicontinuity of the total variation. □

Next, we show that the perimeter bound for equilibrium aggregates translates into the same bound for the aggregates in a minimal solution.

Proposition 4.3. Using the notation and assumptions of Corollary 4.2, for all but countably many T P p0, 8q, we have

}Btw ď T u}pR^2 q ď 1 γ ż B_˚Γ_{s´}

pγ ` V_0q dH^1´ 1 γ ż twďT uzΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq dx. Proof. First, we recall (3.4) to see that, for any pκ, Q, Lq P E, we have 1_{tw}Q,L_{ďT u} “ lim_{nÑ8} 1_DQ,L_{T `1{n} , with the convergence being Lebesgue-a.e. and in L^1_{loc}. We also have: Q_t pβ “ θq ď Qpβ “ θq and tw^{Qt ,Lt} ă 8uzΓ_{s´} “ D^{Q,L}_t zΓ_{s´} for all t ą 0. In addition, Fatou’s Lemma yields:

lim inf nÑ8 ż R^2

1_DQ,L_{T `1{nzΓs´} pxq p1 ` ups´, xqq dx ě ż tw^{Q,L}ďT uzΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq dx. Then, Theorem 3.11 and the lower semicontinuity of the perimeter yield › Btw^{Q,L} ď T u › pR^2 q ď κ γ Qpβ “ θq´ 1 γ ż tw^{Q,L}ďT uzΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq dx, T ą 0. We now recall that there exists a sequence pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq P E such that w^{Qn ,Ln} ^ T converges to w ^ T in L^1_{loc} as n Ñ 8, for any T ą 0. Fixing a T ą 0, the sequence pw^{Qn ,Ln} ^ T q_{ně1} has a subsequence converging to w ^ T Lebesgue-a.e., denoted as the same sequence for simplicity. We 28

claim that, for all but countably many t P p0, T q, it holds that 1_{tw}Qn,Ln_{ďtu} Ñ 1_{twďtu} Lebesgue-a.e. and in L^1_{loc}. Indeed, Lebesgue-a.e.,

lim sup nÑ8 ˇ 1_{tw}Qn,Ln_{ďtu} ´ 1_{twďtu} ˇ ď lim sup nÑ8 1_{tw}Qn,Ln_{ďt, wątu} ` lim sup_{nÑ8} 1_{tw}Qn,Ln_{ąt, wďtu} ď 1_{tw“tu}.

Moreover, since for any bounded open U Ă R^2 the function t ÞÑ Lebptw ď tuXUq is right-continuous with left limits, tw “ tu X U is a Lebesgue null set for all but countably many t P p0, T q. Thus, 1_{tw“tu} “ 0 Lebesgue-a.e. for all but countably many t P p0, T q, and the claim readily follows.

Then, for any such t, we apply Fatou’s Lemma to obtain

lim inf nÑ8 ż R^2

1_{tw}Qn,Ln_{ďtuzΓs´} pxqp1 ` ups´, xqq dx ě ż R^2

lim inf nÑ8 1_{tw}Qn,Ln_{ďtuzΓs´} pxqp1 ` ups´, xqq dx “ ż R^2

1_{twďtuzΓs´} pxqp1 ` ups´, xqq dx.

It remains to recall that lim_{nÑ8} κ^n Q^n pβ “ θq “ ş B_˚Γ_{s´} pγ ` V0q dH

1 and to apply the lower semicontinuity of the perimeter to infer, for all but countably many t P p0, T q: › ›Btw ď tu › ›pR^2 q ď lim inf_{nÑ8} › ›Btw^{Qn ,Ln} ď tu › ›pR^2 q ď 1 γ ż B_˚Γ_{s´}

pγ`V_0q dH^1´ 1 γ ż twďT uzΓ_{s´} p1`ups´, xqq dx. □ The following corollary of Proposition 4.3 yields Theorem 1.6.

Corollary 4.4. Using the notation and assumptions of Corollary 4.2, we have › ›Btw ă 8u › ›pR^2 q ď 1 γ ż B_˚Γ_{s´}

pγ ` V_0q dH^1´ 1 γ ż twă8uzΓ_{s´} p1 ` ups´, xqq dx. Proof. We notice that 1_{twă8u} “ lim_{tÑ8} 1_{twďtu} Lebesgue-a.e. and in L^1_{loc}. Then, the desired statement follows from Proposition 4.3, the lower semicontinuity of the perimeter, and Fatou’s Lemma. □

5. Examples Throughout this section, we use upxq to denote ups´, xq and assume that u is a bounded function.

We start with the following technical lemma which shows that the net distribution of the birth/death of the particles outside of the aggregate is zero.

Lemma 5.1. Consider any equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq P E_T and set μ :“ Q ˝ y^{´1}_0 , ν :“ Q ˝ y^{´1}_β , D_T :“ D^{Q,L}_T . Then, μ ´ ν vanishes outside D_T . As a result, μpD_T q “ νpD_T q.

Proof. As the support of Q (which is a closed set) is a subset of D_T , we immediately see that

Qpy_0 P R^d zD_T , β ą 0q “ Qpy_β P R^d zD_T , β ą 0q “ 0.

As a result, for any Lebesgue-measurable A Ă R^d zD_T ,

μpAq ´ νpAq “ Qpy_0 P Aq ´ Qpy_β P Aq “ Qpy_0 P A, β “ 0q ´ Qpy_β P A, β “ 0q “ 0. The second statement follows from the above and the fact that both μ and ν are probability measures. □ 29

5.1. Example: One Dimension, One Interface. Let Γ_{s´} :“ p´8, 0s and consider any V_0 ě 0. Note that due to the special form of Γ_{s´}, the value function of the optimal control problem (1.5) must be given by

w^Lpxq “ ż_x 0 L^`pzq dz, x P r0, 8q.

Lemma 5.2. Consider any T ą 0 and any equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq P E_T that satisfies the admissibility condition e^{κ,Q,L} ě 0.

(1) There exists a non-decreasing continuous function t ÞÑ Λ_t with Λ_0 “ 0 such that D^{Q,L}_t “ p´8, Λ_ts “ tw^{Q,L} ď tu for any t ě 0.

(2) Q-a.s., β “ 0 or y_t “ py_0 ´ tq 1_{r0,y0s}ptq.

(3) Let μ :“ Q ˝ y^{´1}_0 , ν :“ Q ˝ y^{´1}_β , and let q be the Lebesgue density of the occupation measure Q . Then, qpxq “ νpr0, xsq ´ μpr0, xsq, a.e. x P r0, 8q.

(4) The following holds for any x ě 0: κ ` νpr0, xsq ´ μpr0, xsq ˘ “ κQpβ “ θq´ ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ´ e^{κ,Q,L} pr0, xsq.

(5) The following holds for any x P r0, Λ_T q, provided that Λ_T ą 0: ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ď κQpβ “ θq ´ γ ´ e^{κ,Q,L} pr0, xsq ď κQpβ “ θq ´ γ.

(6) If either κQpβ “ θq ě γ or Λ_T ą 0, then E^{κ,Q,L}_T “ e^{κ,Q,L} pr0, Λ_T sq ě γ.

(7) If κQpβ “ θq ě γ and Λ_t “ Λ_{t0} for some t_0 ă t ď T , then necessarily Λ_{t0} “ Λ_T and E^{κ,Q,L}_t ě γ. Proof. (1) We first prove D^{Q,L}_T is of the form p´8, Λ_T s by contradiction. Suppose there exists an x_1 ą 0 such that x_1 R D^{Q,L}_T but rx_1, 8q X D^{Q,L}_T ‰ H. Consider (note that D^{Q,L}_T is a closed set)

x^˚ :“ suptx ą x_1 : rx_1, xq Ă RzD^{Q,L}_T u P px_1, 8q,

which satisfies rx_1, x^˚q Ă RzD^{Q,L}_T . It is easy to see from the definition of x^˚ that there exists a t P r0, T q such that tx^˚u “ Btw^L ą tu “ B_˚tw^L ą tu. Then, applying (3.12),^1 we deduce that Q_T py_{ιpL,tq} “ x^˚, β ě ιpL, tq ą 0q ą 0. On the other hand, the last inequality in (3.11) implies Qpy_β “ x^˚, β ě ιpL, tq ą 0q “ 0, which yields Qpy_{ιpL,tq} “ x^˚, β ą ιpL, tqq ą 0. Notice also that β ą ιpL, tq implies y_β ă y_{ιpL,tq}, Q-a.s., in view of the monotonicity of w^L and Lemma 3.13. Thus, we conclude that Q prx_1, x^˚qq ą 0 and obtain the desired contradiction. The monotonicity of Λ is clear from its definition. To show the continuity of Λ, we notice from Lemma 3.2 that w^L must remain constant in pΛ_{t´}, Λ_{t`}q, for any t P r0, T q for which the latter interval is non-empty (with the convention 0´ “ 0). The latter implies that, for x^˚ “ Λ_{t`} ą 0, there exists x_1 P p0, x^˚q such that rx_1, x^˚q Ă RzD^{Q,L}_T and tx^˚u “ Btw^L ą tu “ B_˚tw^L ą tu. Repeating the above argument, we obtain the desired contradiction with the existence of a jump time t P r0, T q (in rT, 8q, the function Λ remains constant due to w^L ď T ). The equality D^{Q,L}_t “ tw^{Q,L} ď tu is due to the continuity of Λ.

1Although d “ 2 is assumed throughout Subsection 3.2, it is easy to check that only Lemma 3.18 and the subsequent results rely on this assumption – all the results preceding Lemma 3.18 hold for any d ě 1. 30

(2) It is an easy consequence of (1) and the optimality of Q in the sense of the first line of (1.4). (3) Making use of the explicit form of Q ˝ y^{´1}, we can evaluate the occupation measure for any Borel set A Ă r0, 8q by

Q pAq “ E^Q

„ż_β 0 1_Apy_tq dt ȷ “ ż LebpA X ry_β, y_0qq Qpdy dβq “ ż LebpA X r0, y_0qq Qpdy dβq´ ż LebpA X r0, y_β qq Qpdy dβq “ ż_8 0 ż 1_Apxq1_{ty0 ąxu} Qpdy dβq dx´ ż_8 0 ż 1_Apxq1_{tyβ ąxu} Qpdy dβq dx “ ż A μppx, Λ_T sq dx´ ż A νppx, Λ_T sq dx,

implying that its Lebesgue density is given by qpxq “ μppx, Λ_T sq ´ νppx, Λ_T sq “ νpr0, xsq ´ μpr0, xsq for Lebesgue-a.e. x P r0, 8q. Note that the last equality is a simple corollary of Lemma 5.1. (4) Using the definition of e^{κ,Q,L} and the fact that tβ “ θu “ ty_β “ 0u, we obtain

e^{κ,Q,L} pr0, xsq “ κQpy_0 “ 0q ` κQpy_0 P p0, xsq ´ κQpy_β P p0, xsq´ ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz “ κ ` μpr0, xsq ´ νpp0, xsq ˘ ´ ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz “ κ ` μpr0, xsq ´ νpr0, xsq ˘ ` κQpy_β “ 0q´ ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz “ κ ` μpr0, xsq ´ νpr0, xsq ˘ ` κQpβ “ θq´ ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz.

The desired identity is just a rearrangement of the terms in the equation above. (5) If Λ_T ą 0, then it follows from items (3), (4) and Lemma 3.1 (2) that

0 ď e^{κ,Q,L} pr0, xsq “ κQpβ “ θq´ ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ´ κqpxq ď κQpβ “ θq´ ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ´ γ

for a.e. x P p0, Λ_T q, which yields the desired inequality for any x P r0, Λ_T q by the continuity of x ÞÑ ş_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz and the right continuity of x ÞÑ e^{κ,Q,L} pr0, xsq.

(6) If Λ_T “ 0, then it follows from Lemma 5.1 and item (4) that E^{κ,Q,L}_T “ e^{κ,Q,L} pt0uq “ κQpβ “ θq ě γ. If Λ_T ą 0, then taking x Ò Λ_T in item (5) implies in particular ż_{ΛT} 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ď κQpβ “ θq ´ γ.

We can then apply Lemma 5.1 and item (4) to obtain

E^{κ,Q,L}_T “ e^{κ,Q,L} pr0, Λ_T sq “ κQpβ “ θq´ ż_{ΛT} 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ě γ.

(7) Recall that Q-a.s., y_t “ y_0 ´ t for t P r0, βs. If Λ_t “ Λ_{t0} for some t_0 ă t ď T , then necessarily Qpy_{ιpL,tq} ą Λ_{t0} , β ą 0q “ 0 (as otherwise D^{Q,L}_{t0} will be a strict subset of D^{Q,L}_t ), which forces Qpy_0 ą Λ_{t0} , β ą 0q “ 0, and hence QpDt P p0, βq : y_t ą Λ_{t0} q “ 0. As a result, D^{Q,L}_T “ D^{Q,L}_{t0} , and thus Λ_T “ Λ_{t0} . We then apply item (6) to deduce E^{κ,Q,L}_t ě γ. □ 31

Proposition 5.3. The unique minimal solution w to (1.2), with initial domain Γ_{s´} and initial velocity V_0, is given by wpxq “ ż_x 0 1 V_0´ ş_z 0 puprq ` 1q dr dz 1_{p0,x}˚_spxq ` 8 1_{px}˚_{,8q}pxq,

where

x^˚ :“ inf " x ą 0 :

ż_x 0 pupzq ` 1q dz ą V_0 * P r0, 8s.

Remark 5.4. In the special case V_0 “ 0, the above expression for wpxq evaluates to wpxq “ 8 1_{p0,8q}pxq by making use of the assumption that u is bounded in p0, 8q.

Proof. Take any sequence ε_n ą 0 with ε_n Ñ 0, and define

w^npxq :“ ż_x 0 1 V_0 ` ε_n´ ş_z 0 puprq ` 1q dr dz 1_{p0,x}n˚_spxq ` 8 1_{px}n˚_{,8q}pxq,

where

x^{n˚} :“ inf " x ą 0 :

ż_x 0 pupzq ` 1q dz ą V_0 ` ε_n * P r0, 8s.

As it has been assumed that u is bounded and that p1`uq^´ is integrable, it holds that w^npx^{n˚}´q “ 8. The sequence of functions w^n satisfies the convergence w^n ^ T Ñ w ^ T

pointwise and in L^1_{loc} for any T ą 0. Moreover, for each n, w^n P C^1pr0, x^{n˚}qq with pw^nq^1pxq “ 1 V_0`ε_n´ ş_x 0 pupzq`1q dz , and thus ^ 1 pw^nq^1pxq

˙_1

“ ´pupxq ` 1q

holds a.e. and weakly in r0, x^{n˚}q. Consider any sequence T_n Ò 8. By Proposition 2.1 (with V_0 replaced by V_0 ` ε_n and T replaced by T_n for each n ě 1), there exists a sequence of equilibria pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq with the properties that w^n “ w^{Qn ,Ln} in p´8, pw^nq^{´1}pT_nqq, that E^{κn,Qn ,Ln}_t “ 0 for any t P r0, T_nq, and that κ^nQ^n pβ “ θq “ γ ` V_0 ` ε_n. To justify the minimality of w, we take any T P p0, 8q and any sequence pκ̂^n, Q̂^n , L̂^nq_{ně1} satisfying κ̂^n Q̂^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq “ κ^n Q^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq, e^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} ě 0, and E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n}_t ď E^{κn,Qn ,Ln}_t for all t P r0, T s, and we need to show that

lim inf nÑ8 ´ E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} t ´ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} r ¯ ě 0 for any 0 ď r ă t ă T.

(5.1)

For all sufficiently large n, T_n ą T and thus the condition (5.1) holds trivially, showing that w is a minimal solution.

Now we turn to the uniqueness of minimal solutions. Suppose w̃ is possibly another minimal solution, and let pκ̃^n, Q̃^n , L̃^nq P E_{T̃n} be the approximating sequence for w̃ as in Definition 1.3. Consider ε_n :“ κ̃^nQ̃^n pβ “ θq ´ γ ´ V_0 which satisfies ε_n ą 0, ε_n Ñ 0. We take any T P p0, 8q, and let the sequences of functions pw^nq and of equilibria pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq be constructed as at the beginning of this proof based on this sequence pε_nq and T_n :“ T . It is clear that κ^nQ^n pβ “ θq “ κ̃^nQ̃^n pβ “ θq “ γ ` V_0 ` ε_n, and we know that E^{κn,Qn ,Ln}_t “ 0 for all t P r0, T q. Therefore, it trivially holds true that E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} t ď E^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n} t for any t P r0, T q. Now, condition (ii) of Definition 1.3 forces that 32

lim_{nÑ8} E^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n} t “ 0 for any t P r0, T q. But since the choice of T is arbitrary, we actually obtain that lim_{nÑ8} E^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n} t “ 0, t P r0, 8q.

(5.2)

The equation above actually implies that, for each fixed t ą 0, w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} pΛ̃^n_t q “ t for all sufficiently large n, as w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} pΛ̃^n_t q ă t would entail E^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n}_t ě γ by Lemma 5.2 (7). In particular, Λ̃^n_t ą 0 for all sufficiently large n. To obtain a more accurate lower bound of Λ̃^n_t , we can apply Lemma 5.2 (3), (4) to see that

κ̃^nq̃^npxq “ κ̃^n ` ν̃^npr0, xsq ´ μ̃^npr0, xsq ˘ “ κ̃^nQ̃^n pβ “ θq´ ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ´ e^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n} pr0, xsq

“ γ ` V_0 ` ε_n´ ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ´ e^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n} pr0, xsq, a.e. x P r0, Λ̃^n_8q.

Now we apply Lemma 3.1 (2) and Lemma 3.6 to see that

t “ w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} pΛ̃^n_t q “ w^{L̃n} pΛ̃^n_t q “ ż~_Λn_t 0 pL̃^nq^`pxq dx “ ż~_Λn_t 0 1 κ̃^nq̃^npxq ´ γ dx “ ż~_Λn_t 0 1 V_0 ` ε_n´ ş_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ´ e^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n} pr0, xsq dx. (5.3)

If V_0 ą 0, then necessarily w^{´1}ptq ă x^˚, or equivalently sup_{xPr0,w}´1_{ptqs} ş_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ă V_0. We claim that lim inf_{nÑ8} Λ̃^n_t ě w^{´1}ptq. Suppose, on the contrary, there exist a sufficiently small ϵ ą 0 and a subsequence pΛ̃^{nk}_t q_{kě1} such that Λ̃^{nk}_t ď w^{´1}ptq ´ ϵ, k ě 1. Making use of the fact that 0 ď e^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n} pr0, xsq ď E^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n}_t Ñ 0 for x P r0, Λ̃^n_t s, we can let k Ñ 8 in the equation (5.3) with n “ n_k to see that

t “ lim sup kÑ8 ż~_Λ^nk_t 0 1 V_0 ` ε_{nk}´ ş_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ´ e^{κ̃nk ,Q̃nk ,L̃nk} pr0, xsq dx

ď ż_w´1_{ptq´ϵ} 0 1 V_0´ ş_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz dx “ w ` w^{´1}ptq ´ ϵ ˘ ă t, a contradiction. Hence, lim inf_{nÑ8} Λ̃^n_t ě w^{´1}ptq for any t ą 0 and therefore lim inf_{nÑ8} Λ̃^n_8 ě x^˚ by taking t Ò 8. Now, we can go back to the above expression of q̃^npxq and get the convergence

κ̃^nq̃^npxq “ γ ` V_0 ` ε_n´ ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ´ e^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n} pr0, xsq Ñ γ ` V_0´ ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz,

as n Ñ 8, for a.e. x P r0, x^˚q with the limit being locally uniform in x P r0, x^˚q as x ÞÑ e^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n} pr0, xsq is non-decreasing for each n and is such that 0 ď e^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n} pr0, xsq ď E^{κ̃n,Q̃n ,L̃n}_t Ñ 0 for x P r0, Λ̃^n_t s. Moreover, the right-hand side of the above display stays strictly above γ on each compact subinterval of r0, x^˚q. Using these observations, Lemma 3.1 (2), Lemma 3.6 and the Bounded Convergence Theorem, we obtain: w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} pxq “ ż_x 0 pL̃^nq^`pzq dz “ ż_x 0 1 κ̃^nq̃^npzq ´ γ dz Ñ ż_x 0 1 V_0´ ş_z 0puprq ` 1q dr dz “ wpxq, as n Ñ 8, for any x P r0, x^˚q. As x ÞÑ w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} pxq must be non-decreasing, it shall hold that lim_{nÑ8} w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} pxq “ 8 for any x ě x^˚. 33

If V_0 “ 0, then equation (5.3) implies that t ě ż~_Λn_t 0 1 ε_n´ ş_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz dx. As u is assumed to be bounded, the above forces lim_{nÑ8} Λ̃^n_t “ 0, and thus lim_{nÑ8} w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} pxq “ 8, x ą 0.

Therefore, in both cases,

w̃ ^ T “ lim_{nÑ8} w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} ^ T “ w ^ T

holds a.e. and in L^1_{loc} for any T ą 0, which then implies w̃ “ w, hence concluding the proof of the uniqueness of minimal solutions. □

Remark 5.5. (a) If V_0 “ 0, the value of x^˚, defined above, coincides precisely with the physical jump size in [DIRT15] (after a change of variables) and [DNS22].

(b) It is not unusual that a minimal solution w does not correspond to the arrival time function of any single equilibrium. Indeed, for any T -capped equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq P E_T , its arrival time function w^{Q,L} takes its values in r0, T s Y t8u, whereas the minimal solution w may have its image being r0, 8q (as in this example with u ” ´1) or r0, 8s (as in this example with u ” 0). Thus, only the capped function w ^ T can be expected to coincide with the arrival time function of an equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq P E_T , and one can recover w as lim_{TnÑ8} w ^ T_n. This is one of the reasons why it is necessary to consider limits of equilibria (as opposed to the equilibria themselves) in the definition of a minimal solution.

5.2. Example: One Dimension, Two Interfaces. Let Γ_{s´} :“ p´8, 0s Y r1, 8q and consider any V_0p0q, V_0p1q ě 0.

Note that due to the special form of Γ_{s´}, for any x P p0, 1q, the value of the optimal control problem (1.5) can be obtained by either the path y_t “ px ´ tq 1_{r0,xs}ptq or the path y_t “ px` tq 1_{r0,1´xs}ptq ` 1_{p1´x,8q}ptq. Therefore, the value function of the optimal control problem (1.5) must be given by

w^Lpxq “ ż_x 0 L^`pzq dz^ ż_1 x L^`pzq dz

for x P r0, 1s. Similar to Lemma 5.2, we list a few properties of admissible equilibria in the following lemma, but omit the proof for brevity.

Lemma 5.6. Consider any T ą 0 and any equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq P E_T that satisfies the admissibility condition e^{κ,Q,L} ě 0.

(1) There exists a non-decreasing continuous function t ÞÑ Λ^0_t with Λ^0 “ 0, and a non-increasing continuous function t ÞÑ Λ^1_t with Λ^1_0 “ 1, such that Λ^0_t ď Λ^1_t and D^{Q,L}_t “ p´8, Λ^0_t s Y rΛ^1_t , 8q “ tw^{Q,L} ď tu for any t ě 0.

(2) If Λ^0_T ă Λ^1_T , then we have:

ş_Λ0_T 0 L^`pzq dz “ ş_1

Λ^1_T L

`pzq dz and, Q-a.s., β “ 0 or

y_0 ď Λ^0_t ùñ y_t “ py_0 ´ tq 1_{r0,y0s}ptq,

y_0 ě Λ^1_t ùñ y_t “ py_0 ` tq 1_{r0,1´y0 s}ptq ` 1_{p1´y0,8q}ptq.

If Λ^0_T “ Λ^1_T “: x^˚, then we have:

ş_x˚ 0 L^`pzq dz “ ş_1

x^˚ L

`pzq dz and, Q-a.s., β “ 0 or y_0 ă x^˚ ùñ y_t “ py_0 ´ tq 1_{r0,y0 s}ptq, y_0 ą x^˚ ùñ y_t “ py_0 ` tq 1_{r0,1´y0 s}ptq ` 1_{p1´y0,8q}ptq, y_0 “ x^˚ ùñ y_t “ py_0 ´ tq 1_{r0,y0 s}ptq or y_t “ py_0 ` tq 1_{r0,1´y0s}ptq ` 1_{p1´y0,8q}ptq.

(3) Let μ :“ Q ˝ y^{´1}_0 , ν :“ Q ˝ y^{´1}_β , and let q be the Lebesgue density of the occupation measure Q . Then, qpxq “ # νpr0, xsq ´ μpr0, xsq, a.e. x P r0, Λ^0_T q, νprx, 1sq ´ μprx, 1sq, a.e. x P pΛ^1_T , 1s.

(4) The following holds for any x P r0, Λ^0_T q (including Λ^0_T if Λ^0_T ă Λ^1_T ): κ ` νpr0, xsq ´ μpr0, xsq ˘ “ κQpy_θ “ 0, β “ θq´ ż_x 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ´ e^{κ,Q,L} pr0, xsq.

The following holds for any x P pΛ^1_T , 1s (including Λ^1_T if Λ^0_T ă Λ^1_T ): κ ` νprx, 1sq ´ μprx, 1sq ˘ “ κQpy_θ “ 1, β “ θq´ ż_1 x p1 ` upzqq dz ´ e^{κ,Q,L} prx, 1sq.

Finally, the following identity holds if Λ^0_T “ Λ^1_T :

0 “ κQpβ “ θq´ ż_1 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ´ e^{κ,Q,L} pr0, 1sq.

Proposition 5.7. The unique minimal solution w to (1.2), with initial domain Γ_{s´} and initial velocity V_0, is given by wpxq :“ w_0pxq ^ w_1pxq, where

w_0pxq :“ ż_x 0 1 V_0p0q´ ş_z 0 puprq ` 1q dr dz 1_{p0,x}˚_{0 s}pxq ` 8 1_{px}˚_{0 ,1q}pxq,

x^˚_0 :“ inf " x P p0, 1q :

ż_x 0 pupzq ` 1q dz ą V_0p0q * ^ 1,

w_1pxq :“ ż_1 x 1 V_0p1q´ ş_1 z puprq ` 1q dr dz 1_{rx}˚_{1 ,1q}pxq ` 8 1_{p0,x}˚_{1 q}pxq,

x^˚_1 :“ sup " x P p0, 1q :

ż_1 x pupzq ` 1q dz ą V_0p1q * _ 0.

Remark 5.8. Similar to Proposition 5.3, for i “ 0, 1, if V_0piq “ 0, then the above expression for w_ipxq evaluates to w_ipxq “ 8 1_{p0,1q}pxq.

Proof. We only outline a sketch of the proof, as it is similar to the proof of Proposition 5.3. Consider any two positive sequences ε^0_n, ε^1_n Ñ 0 and define w^npxq :“ w^n_0 pxq ^ w^n_1 pxq, where

w^n_0 pxq :“ ż_x 0 1 V_0p0q ` ε^0_n´ ş_z 0puprq ` 1q dr dz 1_{p0,x}n˚_{0 s}pxq ` 8 1_{px}n˚_{0 ,1q}pxq,

x^{n˚}_0 :“ inf " x P p0, 1q :

ż_x 0 pupzq ` 1q dz ą V_0p0q ` ε^0_n * ^ 1,

w^n_1 pxq :“ ż_1 x 1 V_0p1q ` ε^1_n´ ş_1 z puprq ` 1q dr dz 1_{rx}n˚_{1 ,1q}pxq ` 8 1_{p0,x}n˚_{1 q}pxq,

x^{n˚}_1 :“ sup " x P p0, 1q :

ż_1 x pupzq ` 1q dz ą V_0p1q ` ε^1_n * _ 0.

The sequence of functions w^n satisfies w^n ^ T Ñ w ^ T

pointwise and in L^1_{loc}, for any T ą 0. Moreover, if we let T_n :“ n ^ sup_{xPr0,1s} w^npxq for each n ě 1, then we have: w^n P C^1pt0 ď w^n ă T_nuq and ^ 1 pw^nq^1pxq

˙_1 “ ´pupxq ` 1q

holds a.e. and weakly in t0 ď w^n ă T_nu. By Proposition 2.1 (with V_0p0q, V_0p1q replaced by V_0p0q ` ε^0_n, V_0p1q ` ε^1_n and T replaced by T_n for each n ě 1), there exists a sequence of equilibria pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq with the properties that w^n “ w^{Qn ,Ln} in t0 ď w^n ă T_nu, that E^{κn,Qn ,Ln}_t “ 0 for any t P r0, T_nq, and that κ^nQ^n py_θ “ 0, β “ θq “ γ ` V_0p0q ` ε^0_n, κ^nQ^n py_θ “ 1, β “ θq “ γ ` V_0p1q ` ε^1_n.

To justify the minimality of w, we take any T P p0, 8q and any sequence pκ̂^n, Q̂^n , L̂^nq_{ně1} satisfying κ̂^n Q̂^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq “ κ^n Q^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq, e^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} ě 0, and E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n}_t ď E^{κn,Qn ,Ln}_t for all t P r0, T s, and we need to show that

lim inf nÑ8 ´ E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} s ´ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} r ¯ ě 0 for any 0 ď r ă s ă T.

(5.4) If T^˚ :“ lim_{nÑ8} T_n “ lim_{nÑ8} sup_{xPr0,1s} w^npxq “ sup_{xPr0,1s} wpxq

is infinite, then T_n ą T for all sufficiently large n, and thus the condition (5.4) holds trivially, showing that w is a minimal solution.

If, on the contrary, T^˚ ă 8, then necessarily x^{n˚}_0 ą x^{n˚}_1 and Λ^{n0}_{Tn} “ Λ^{n1}_{Tn} for all sufficiently large n. In that case, E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} t “ 0 for any t P r0, T_nq, and, according to Lemma 5.6 (4), E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} t “ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} T_n “ e κ^n,Q^n ,L^n pr0, 1sq “ κnQ n pβ “ θq´

ż_1 0 p1 ` upzqq dz

holds for any t P rT_n, 8q. If T ď T^˚, then, for any r ă T , we have T_n ą r for all sufficiently large n, and thus the condition (5.4) holds trivially. It remains to address the case T ą T^˚ and r ě T^˚. Note that the condition E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n}_t ď E^{κn,Qn ,Ln}_t for all t P r0, T s forces E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n}_t “ 0 for any t P r0, T_nq, which, combined with Lemma 5.6 (3), (4), Lemma 3.1 (2) and Lemma 3.6, implies w^{Q̂n ,L̂n} pxq “ ż_x 0 pL̂^nq^`pzq dz “ ż_x 0 1 κ̂^n q̂^npzq ´ γ dz “ ż_x 0 1 V_0p0q ` ε^0_n´ ş_z 0puprq ` 1q dr dz “ w^npxq for x P r0, Λ̂^{n0}_{Tn} q, and, similarly, w^{Q̂n ,L̂n} pxq “ w^npxq for x P pΛ̂^{n1}_{Tn} , 1s. Then, we conclude that Λ̂n0_t “ Λn0_t and Λ̂n1_t “ Λn1_t for a.e. t P r0, T_nq, which then forces Λ̂n0_{Tn} “ Λn0_{Tn} “ Λn1_{Tn} “ Λ̂n1_{Tn} . Next, we invoke Lemma 5.6 (4) again to obtain E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} t “ E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} T_n “ e κ̂^n,Q̂^n ,L̂^n pr0, 1sq “ κ̂nQ̂ n pβ “ θq´

ż_1 0 p1 ` upzqq dz

“ κ^nQ^n pβ “ θq´ ż_1 0 p1 ` upzqq dz “ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} t , for any t P rT_n, 8q. In conclusion, we have established that E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n}_t “ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln}_t for all t ě 0, thus proving the minimality of w.

Now we turn to the uniqueness of the minimal solution, and we focus on the case V_0p0q, V_0p1q ą 0 to demonstrate the idea. Let w̃ be another minimal solution, and let pκ̃^n, Q̃^n , L̃^nq P E_{T̃n} be the approximating sequence for w̃, as in Definition 1.3. For any fixed T P r0, T̃^˚q (where T̃^˚ :“ sup_{xPr0,1s} w̃pxq “ lim_{nÑ8} sup_{xPr0,1s} w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} pxq), we have sup_{xPr0,1s} w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} pxq ą T and Λ̃^{n0}_T ă Λ̃^{n1}_T for all sufficiently large n. That means we can work with Λ̃^{n0}_t and Λ̃^{n1}_t separately and proceed in a similar manner as in the proof of Proposition 5.3 to obtain successively lim inf_{nÑ8} Λ̃^{n0}_8 ě inf tw “ T^˚u, lim sup_{nÑ8} Λ̃^{n1}_8 ď sup tw “ T^˚u, T̃^˚ ě T^˚, w̃pxq “ lim_{nÑ8} w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} pxq “ wpxq for a.e. x P r0, inf tw “ T^˚uq Y psup tw “ T^˚u, 1s “ tw ă T^˚u. If T^˚ ă 8, then tw “ T^˚u “ tx^˚u, where x^˚ :“ arg max_{xPr0,1s} wpxq, and the above already shows that w̃ “ w a.e. If T^˚ “ 8, then the

above implies that w̃ “ w a.e. in r0, x^˚_0 q Y px^˚_1 , 1s. In addition, due to the shape of D^{Q̃n ,L̃n}_t as given in Lemma 5.6 (1), we must have

w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} pxq ě mintw^{Q̃n ,L̃n} px^˚_0 ´ εq, w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} px^˚_1 ` εqu

for x P rx^˚_0 , x^˚_1 s. But the right-hand side diverges to 8 as n Ñ 8 and ε Ñ 0. Hence, we also obtain w̃pxq “ lim_{nÑ8} w^{Q̃n ,L̃n} pxq “ wpxq, a.e. x P rx^˚_0 , x^˚_1 s. We thus conclude the proof of the uniqueness of the minimal solution.

If there exists i P t0, 1u such that V_0piq “ 0, then similar to the proof of Proposition 5.3, we obtain lim_{nÑ8}pΛ̃^{ni}_8 ´ Λ̃^{ni}_0 q “ 0. The rest of the argument can be carried out similarly as above by making use of Lemma 5.6 (1) and is omitted. □

Remark 5.9. (a) If V_0p0q “ 0 and V_0p1q ą 0, even the capping w ^ T of the resulting minimal solution w does not correspond to the arrival time function of any equilibrium (cf. Remark 5.5). Indeed, with u ” ´1, the minimal solution w in this example has a discontinuity at x^˚ “ 0, where it jumps from zero to a finite positive number. On the other hand, Lemma 3.6 and the Lipschitz property of w^L (cf. Lemma 3.1) imply that the only discontinuity points of the arrival time function of any equilibrium are the ones where the function jumps to infinity. Moreover, assuming u ” ´1 for simplicity and considering any equilibrium pκ, Q, Lq with e^{κ,Q,L} ě 0 and κQpy_θ “ 0, β “ θq ď γ, we apply Lemma 5.6 (3) and (4) to deduce that κqpxq “ κ ` νpr0, xsq ´ μpr0, xsq ˘ ď κQpy_θ “ 0, β “ θq ď γ a.e. x P r0, Λ^0_T q,

which, combined with Lemma 3.1 (2), ensures that Λ^0_T “ 0 and, in turn, that Λ^1_T “ 1 by Lemma 5.6. In other words, any equilibrium corresponding to V_0p0q “ 0 and V_0p1q ą 0 has to be trivial, in the sense that all particles are born, and immediately killed, at the initial boundary. On the other hand, we can obtain the minimal solution w as a limit of the arrival time functions of equilibria with initial velocities equal to ε^0_n Ó 0 at x “ 0. This example illustrates the necessity to “increase the initial velocity” of the boundary in Definition 1.3 and provides another reason why it is necessary to 37

consider limits of equilibria (as opposed to the equilibria themselves) in the definition of a minimal solution.

(b) If the function u is chosen so that x^˚_0 ą x^˚_1 , then necessarily sup_{xPr0,1s} wpxq ă 8, which means that the initial liquid region vanishes in a finite time with some remaining boundary energy “locked inside” the solid domain after the freezing is over. In such a case, w is not differentiable at x^˚ “ arg max_{xPr0,1s} wpxq as w^1px^˚´q ą 0 ą w^1px^˚`q, which becomes a point of singularity for the PDE (1.2). In the sense of distributions, w satisfies div ^ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq|^2 ` γ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| ˙ “ ´pupxq ` 1q´ ^ 2γ ` V_0p0q ` V_0p1q´ ż_1 0 p1 ` upzqq dz ˙ ¨ δ_x˚

in the domain p0, 1q, where the last term in the right-hand side of the above records the energy “locked in” at x^˚. This example illustrates that, even in the domain tx : 0 ă wpxq ă 8u, the PDE (1.2) can only be solved with ““” replaced by “ď”, or, equivalently, we must relax (1.2) by allowing for an additional non-positive measure-valued summand on its right-hand side. 5.3. Example: General Dimension with Radial Symmetry, Growing Ice Ball. Let d ě 2, Γ_{s´} :“ Bp0, R_0q and let V_0pxq “ V_0 ě 0 be a constant function on BBp0, R_0q. In addition, let upxq “ up|x|q be a radial function.

Proposition 5.10. A minimal solution w to (1.2), with initial domain Γ_{s´} and initial velocity V_0, is given by wpxq “ ż_{|x|}

R_0 r^{d´1} pγ ` V_0qR^{d´1}_0´ ş_r

R_0 p1 ` upzqq z d´1 dz ´γr^{d´1} dr 1_{tR0 ă|x|ďR}˚_upxq ` 8 1_{t|x|ąR}˚_upxq,

where

R^˚ :“ inf " r ą R_0 :

ż_r

R_0

p1 ` upzqq z^{d´1} dz ą pγ ` V_0qR^{d´1}_0 ´ γr^{d´1} * P rR_0, 8s.

Remark 5.11. Similar to Proposition 5.3, if V_0 “ 0, then the above expression for wpxq evaluates to wpxq “ 8 1_Rd_{zΓs´} pxq.

Proof. Take any ε_n ą 0 with ε_n Ñ 0, and define

w^npxq :“ ż_{|x|}

R_0 r^{d´1} pγ ` V_0 ` ε_nqR^{d´1}_0´ ş_r

R_0 p1 ` upzqq z d´1 dz ´γr^{d´1} dr 1_{tR0ă|x|ďR}n˚_upxq ` 8 1_{t|x|ąR}n˚_upxq,

where

R^{n˚} :“ inf " r ą R_0 :

ż_r

R_0

p1 ` upzqq z^{d´1} dz ą pγ ` V_0 ` ε_nqR^{d´1}_0 ´ γr^{d´1} * P rR_0, 8s.

As it has been assumed that u is bounded and that p1 ` uq^´ is integrable, lim_{|x|ÒR}n˚ w^npxq “ 8. The sequence of functions w^n satisfies the convergence w^n ^ T Ñ w ^ T pointwise and in L^1_{loc} for any T ą 0. Moreover, for each n, w^n P C^1ptR_0 ď |x| ă R^{n˚}uq with ∇w^npxq “ |x|^{d´1} pγ ` V_0 ` ε_nqR^{d´1}_0´ ş_{|x|}

R_0 p1 ` upzqq z

d´1 dz ´γ|x|^{d´1} x |x| , and thus div ^ ∇w^npxq |∇w^npxq|^2 ` γ ∇w^npxq |∇w^npxq| ˙ “ ´pup|x|q ` 1q “ ´pupxq ` 1q holds a.e. and weakly in tR_0 ď |x| ă R^{n˚}u. Let T_n be a sequence increasing to 8. By Proposition 2.1 (with V_0 replaced by V_0 ` ε_n and T replaced by T_n for each n ě 1), there exists a sequence of equilibria pκ^n, Q^n , L^nq with the properties that w^n “ w^{Qn ,Ln} in t0 ď w^n ă T_nu and that E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} t “ 0 for any t P r0, T_nq. To justify the minimality of w, we take any T P p0, 8q and any sequence ppκ̂^n, Q̂^n , L̂^nqq_{ně1} satisfying κ̂^n Q̂^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq “ κ^n Q^n py_θ P dx, β “ θq, e^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} ě 0, and E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} t ď E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} t for all t P r0, T s, and we need to show that

lim inf nÑ8 ´ E^{κ̂n,Q̂n ,L̂n} t ´ E^{κn,Qn ,Ln} r ¯ ě 0 for any 0 ď r ă t ă T.

(5.5)

As T_n ą T for all sufficiently large n, the condition (5.5) holds trivially, showing that w is a minimal solution. □ Remark 5.12. (a) Recall that in this example we have wpxq “ wp|x|q and upxq “ up|x|q, and the PDE for w becomes the ODE rw^2prq ´ pd ´ 1qw^1prq ´ pγpd ´ 1q ` rpuprq ` 1qqw^1prq^2 “ 0, which admits a unique maximally defined solution, once we impose the initial conditions wpR_0q “ 0 and w^1pR_0q “ V^{´1}_0 , for any V_0 ą 0. It is easy to see that the latter solution coincides with the minimal solution w constructed above.

(b) In this example, we cannot rule out the existence of other minimal solutions. However, we can apply the general local well-posedness result for quasi-linear second-order hyperbolic equations (e.g., [Tay23, Proposition 16.3.2]) to obtain that the minimal solution w constructed in this example is the unique (maximally defined) smooth classical solution to the cascade PDE (1.2) in tx P R^d : |x| ą R_0u, subject to the initial conditions (assuming V_0 ą 0)

wpxq “ 0, B_nwpxq “ 1 V_0 on BBp0, R_0q,

provided that u is a smooth radial function.

5.4. Example: General Dimension with Radial Symmetry, Shrinking Water Ball. Let d ě 2, Γ_{s´} :“ R^d zBp0, R_0q, and let V_0pxq “ V_0 ě 0 be a constant function on BBp0, R_0q. In addition, let upxq “ up|x|q be a radial function.

Proposition 5.13. A minimal solution w to (1.2), with initial domain Γ_{s´} and initial velocity V_0, is given by wpxq “ ż_{R0} |x| r^{d´1} pγ ` V_0qR^{d´1}_0´ ş_{R0} r p1 ` upzqq z^{d´1} dz ´γr^{d´1} dr 1_{tR˚ď|x|ăR0u}pxq ` 8 1_{t|x|ăR˚u}pxq,

where

R_˚ :“ sup " 0 ă r ă R_0 :

ż_{R0} r p1 ` upzqq z^{d´1} dz ą pγ ` V_0qR^{d´1}_0 ´ γr^{d´1} * _ 0,

provided that ż_{R0}

R_˚ r^{d´1} pγ ` V_0qR^{d´1}_0´ ş_{R0} r p1 ` upzqq z^{d´1} dz ´γr^{d´1} dr “ 8.

Remark 5.14. Similar to Proposition 5.3, if V_0 “ 0, then the above expression for wpxq evaluates to wpxq “ 8 1_Rd_{zΓs´} pxq.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition 5.10. □ 39

Remark 5.15. (a) When V_0 “ 0, R_0 ´ R_˚ above coincides exactly with the physical jump size (with a change of variable and phase) in [NS23]. (b) If R_˚ “ 0 and ż_{R0} 0 p1 ` upzqq z^{d´1} dz ă pγ ` V_0qR^{d´1}_0 ,

then necessarily ż_{R0} 0 r^{d´1} pγ ` V_0qR^{d´1}_0´ ş_{R0} r p1 ` upzqq z^{d´1} dz ´γr^{d´1} dr ă 8,

which means that the initial water ball vanishes in a finite time with some remaining boundary energy “locked inside” the solid domain. When this is the case, w is C^1 around x “ 0 but ∇wpxq “ 0, which is a point of singularity for the PDE (1.2). In the sense of distributions, w satisfies div ^ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq|^2 ` γ ∇wpxq |∇wpxq| ˙ “ ´pupxq ` 1q´ ^ pγ ` V_0qR^{d´1}_0´ ż_{R0} 0 p1 ` upzqq z^{d´1} dz ˙ ¨ δ_0 in Bp0, R_0q,

the last term on the right-hand side of which records the energy ”locked in” at the origin. (c) Similar to the argument in Remark 5.12, if u is a smooth radial function, then it can be shown that the minimal solution w constructed in this example is the unique maximally defined smooth classical solution to the cascade PDE (1.2) in tx P R^d : R_˚ ă |x| ă R_0u, subject to the initial conditions (assuming V_0 ą 0)

wpxq “ 0, B_nwpxq “ 1 V_0 on BBp0, R_0q.

If, in addition, the assumption of the above part (b) is satisfied, then there is no classical solution to the PDE (1.2) that is smooth everywhere in Bp0, R_0q. This example illustrates that, even in the domain tx : 0 ă wpxq ă 8u, the PDE (1.2) can only be solved with ““” replaced by “ď”, or, equivalently, we must relax (1.2) by allowing for an additional non-positive measure-valued summand in its right-hand side.

References

[ACMM01] Luigi Ambrosio, Vicent Caselles, Simon Masnou, and Jean-Michel Morel, Connected components of sets of finite perimeter and applications to image processing, J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 3 (2001), no. 1, 39–92. MR 1812124 [BCQ01] R. Buckdahn, P. Cardaliaguet, and M. Quincampoix, A representation formula for the mean curvature motion, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 33 (2001), no. 4, 827–846. MR 1884724 [DIRT15] F. Delarue, J. Inglis, S. Rubenthaler, and E. Tanré, Particle systems with a singular mean-field self-excitation. Application to neuronal networks, Stochastic Process. Appl. 125 (2015), no. 6, 2451– 2492. MR 3322871 [DNS22] F. Delarue, S. Nadtochiy, and M. Shkolnikov, Global solution to super-cooled Stefan problem with blow-ups: Regularity and uniqueness, Probab. Math. Phys. 3 (2022), no. 1, 171–213.

[EG15] Lawrence C. Evans and Ronald F. Gariepy, Measure theory and fine properties of functions, revised ed., Textbooks in Mathematics, CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2015. MR 3409135 [ES91] L. C. Evans and J. Spruck, Motion of level sets by mean curvature. I, J. Differential Geom. 33 (1991), no. 3, 635–681. MR 1100206 [FS06] Wendell H. Fleming and H. Mete Soner, Controlled Markov processes and viscosity solutions, second ed., Stochastic Modelling and Applied Probability, vol. 25, Springer, New York, 2006. MR 2179357 [Gar13] Harald Garcke, Curvature driven interface evolution, Jahresber. Dtsch. Math.-Ver. 115 (2013), no. 2, 63–100. MR 3095481 40

[GNS24] Yucheng Guo, Sergey Nadtochiy, and Mykhaylo Shkolnikov, Stefan problem with surface tension: uniqueness of physical solutions under radial symmetry, Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis 248 (2024), no. 90.

[KS06] Robert V. Kohn and Sylvia Serfaty, A deterministic-control-based approach to motion by curvature, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 59 (2006), no. 3, 344–407. MR 2200259 [LC31] G. Lamé and B. P. Clapeyron, Mémoire sur la solidification par réfroidissement d’un globe liquide, Ann. Chimie Physique 47 (1831), 250–256.

[LR21] Martin Larsson and Johannes Ruf, Relative arbitrage: sharp time horizons and motion by curvature, Math. Finance 31 (2021), no. 3, 885–906. MR 4273539 [Luc90] S. Luckhaus, Solutions for the two-phase Stefan problem with the Gibbs-Thomson law for the melting temperature, European J. Appl. Math. 1 (1990), no. 2, 101–111. MR 1117346 [NS23] S. Nadtochiy and M. Shkolnikov, Stefan problem with surface tension: global existence of physical solutions under radial symmetry, to appear in Probab. Theory Related Fields (2023).

[NSZ24] Sergey Nadtochiy, Mykhaylo Shkolnikov, and Xiling Zhang, Scaling limits of external multi-particle DLA on the plane and the supercooled Stefan problem, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 60 (2024), no. 1, 658–691. MR 4718394 [Rie78] Ulrich Rieder, Measurable selection theorems for optimization problems, manuscripta mathematica 24 (1978), no. 1, 115–131.

[RS06] R. Rossi and G. Savaré, Gradient flows of non convex functionals in Hilbert spaces and applications, ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var. 12 (2006), no. 3, 564–614. MR 2224826 [RTTY23] Zhenjie Ren, Xiaolu Tan, Nizar Touzi, and Junjian Yang, Entropic optimal planning for path-dependent mean field games, SIAM J. Control Optim. 61 (2023), no. 3, 1415–1437. MR 4599316 [ST03] H. Mete Soner and Nizar Touzi, A stochastic representation for mean curvature type geometric flows, Ann. Probab. 31 (2003), no. 3, 1145–1165. MR 1988466 [Ste89] J. Stefan, Über einige Probleme der Theorie der Wärmeleitung, Sitzungber., Wien, Akad. Mat. Natur. 98 (1889), 473–484.

[Ste90a] , Über die Theorie der Eisbildung, Monatsh. Math. Phys. 1 (1890), no. 1, 1–6. MR 1546138 [Ste90b] , Über die Verdampfung und die Auflösung als Vorgänge der Diffusion, Ann. Physik 277 (1890), 725–747.

[Ste91] , Über die Theorie der Eisbildung, insbesondere über die Eisbildung im Polarmeere, Ann. Physik Chemie 42 (1891), 269–286.

[Tay23] Michael E. Taylor, Partial differential equations III. Nonlinear equations, Applied Mathematical Sciences, vol. 117, Springer, Cham, [2023] ©2023, Third edition [of 1477408]. MR 4703941

ORFE Department, Princeton University, Princeton, NJ 08544. Email address: yg7348@princeton.edu

Department of Applied Mathematics, Illinois Institute of Technology, Chicago, IL 60616. Email address: snadtochiy@iit.edu

Department of Mathematical Sciences and Center for Nonlinear Analysis, Carnegie Mellon University, PA 15232.

Email address: mshkolni@gmail.com