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Abstract. The thin-film equation ∂tu = −∇ · (un∇∆u) describes the evo-

lution of the height u = u(x, t) ≥ 0 of a viscous thin liquid film spreading
on a flat solid surface. We prove Hölder continuity of energy-dissipating weak

solutions to the thin-film equation in the physically most relevant case of two

spatial dimensions d = 2. While an extensive existence theory of weak solu-
tions to the thin-film equation was established more than two decades ago,

even boundedness of weak solutions in d = 2 has remained a major unsolved

problem in the theory of the thin-film equation. Due the fourth-order struc-
ture of the thin-film equation, De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory is not applicable.

Our proof is based on the hole-filling technique, the challenge being posed by

the degenerate parabolicity of the fourth-order PDE.

1. Introduction

The thin-film equation

∂tu = −∇ · (un∇∆u)(1)

(with u : Rd × [0, T ) → R+
0 ) describes the evolution of a viscous thin liquid film

spreading on a solid surface. The parameter n > 0 is related to the slip condition
at the liquid-solid interface, with n = 3 corresponding to a no-slip condition and
with n = 2 corresponding to a Navier slip condition.

The thin-film equation (1) may be regarded as the fourth-order analogue of
the porous medium equation ∂tu = ∆um = m∇ · (um−1∇u). While there are
many similarities in the qualitative behavior of solutions – such as preservation of
nonnegativity of solutions, as well as the finite speed of propagation property of the
free boundary ∂{x : u(x, t) > 0} – there are important differences: Being a fourth-
order equation, the thin-film equation lacks a comparison principle. Furthermore,
as Remark 3 below illustrates, for n ≥ 3 one should not expect a regularizing
effect of the evolution; in more than one space dimension, in this parameter regime
solutions may never become Hölder continuous.

While the existence theory of weak solutions to the thin-film equation (1) is well-
developed [2, 6, 5, 11, 16, 33, 35] and the existence of strong solutions is known
in many perturbative regimes around explicit solutions [23, 25, 26, 28], regularity
results for weak solutions have remained limited to those implied by the known
integral estimates for the thin-film equation. Due to its fourth-order structure,
De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory is not applicable to the thin-film equation. In the
physically most relevant case of two spatial dimensions d = 2, the energy estimate´
|∇u(·, t)|2 dx ≤

´
|∇u0|2 dx just barely fails to entail boundedness or Hölder

continuity of weak solutions. The question of boundedness or Hölder continuity of
1
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weak solutions in d = 2 and for n < 3 has remained one of the most important
open problems in the theory of the thin-film equation.

In the present work, we prove the first regularity result for weak solutions to the
thin-film equation beyond integral estimates: In two spatial dimensions d = 2, we
prove that any energy-dissipating weak solution u as constructed in [35] is locally
Hölder continuous in the sense u ∈ Cσ

loc(Rd × (0, T )) for some σ = σ(n) > 0. If the
initial data satisfy ∇u0 ∈ Lp for some p > 2, we even have global Hölder continuity
up to the initial time u ∈ Cσ(Rd × [0, T )) for some σ = σ(n, p) > 0.

2. Overview of the Literature

The mathematical theory of weak solutions to the thin-film equation relies on
two basic integral estimates, the energy estimate

∂t

ˆ
1
2 |∇u|

2 dx = −
ˆ
un|∇∆u|2 dx(2)

(which is formally readily verified by testing the PDE (1) with ∆u) and the so-called
“entropy estimates”

∂t

ˆ
1

α(1+α)u
1+α dx ≤ −c(n, α)

ˆ
|D2u(n+α+1)/2|2 + |∇u(n+α+1)/4|4 dx(3)

valid for any α /∈ {−1, 0} with 1
2 < n+ α < 2. Unfortunately, no regularity results

for weak solutions have been available that go beyond the regularity implied by (2)
and (3). As a consequence, also the uniqueness of weak solutions has remained a
widely open problem.

This is despite the extensive existence theory for weak solutions to the thin-film
equation having been developed several decades ago: The first existence result for
weak solutions was obtained by Bernis and Friedman [6] in the case of one spatial
dimension d = 1; as their solution concept relies only on the energy estimate, it does
not impose a contact angle condition at the free boundary and therefore suffers from
a failure of uniqueness. In subsequent works by Beretta, Bertsch, and Dal Passo
[2] and Bertozzi and Pugh [7], a notion of weak solution was developed for n < 2
that is not subject to this immediate failure of uniqueness, based on the discovery
of the family of entropy estimates (3); note that by the Morrey embedding, the
regularity (u(2−δ+1)/4)x ∈ L4 for a. e. t > 0 entails a vanishing contact angle at the
free boundary for a. e. t > 0. Bernis [5] discovered the estimate

´
|(u(n+2)/6)x|6 +

|(u(n+2)/3)xx|3 dx ≤ C
´
un|uxxx|2 dx valid for all smooth positive functions and for

n ∈ ( 12 , 3), making it possible to develop a concept of weak solutions that relies on
the energy estimate (2) alone and that at the same time enforces a constraint of
vanishing contact angle |∇u| = 0 at the free boundary ∂{x : u(x, t) > 0}.

In the case of multiple spatial dimensions, the first existence results for weak so-
lutions were developed by Elliott and Garcke [16] and Grün [33]; for initial data with
free boundary, these results were limited to n < 2. Dal Passo, Garcke, and Grün
[11] generalized the entropy estimate (3) to the multidimensional case, allowing for
the construction of weak solutions with contact angle constraint also for n ∈ [2, 3).
Grün [32] derived a multidimensional variant of the Bernis inequalities, enabling
him to prove the existence of weak solutions subject to the energy dissipation prop-
erty ∂t

´
1
2 |∇u|

2 dx ≤ −c
´
|D3u(n+2)/2|2 + un−2|D2u|2|∇u|2 + |∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx in

the parameter range 2−
√

8/(8 + d) < n < 3 [35].
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For finite (nonzero) contact angle, only a limited number of existence results is
available [9, 43, 46]. The work by Otto [46] exploits the Wasserstein gradient flow
structure of the thin-film equation present in the particular case n = 1; see also
[42] for a Wasserstein-like structure in the case of more general exponents n < 1.

More recently, a rich theory of strong solutions in perturbative settings around
explicitly known solutions has been developed, following the pioneering work by
Giacomelli, Knüpfer, and Otto [26], see [23, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 39, 40, 41, 48] and
the references therein.

Like the porous medium equation, the thin-film equation gives rise to a free
boundary problem, the free boundary being the current boundary of the droplet
∂{x : u(x, t) > 0}. Unlike for the (second-order) porous medium equation, no
comparison principle is available for the (fourth-order) thin-film equation; thus, the
analysis of the qualitative behavior of solutions had to rely on localized versions of
the energy and entropy estimates. Finite speed of propagation of the free boundary
– in the sense that ∂{x : u(x, t) > 0} may only expand with a Hölder-like speed
– has been shown for the various settings of weak solutions [3, 4, 38, 8, 34]. For
n > 3

2 it has been shown that the support of solutions cannot shrink [6, 2, 8]; in the

regime n < 3
2 , the explicit solution to the thin-film equation u(x, t) := (x+ cnt)

3/n
+

demonstrates that the free boundary may recede, in stark contrast to the case of
the porous medium equation. In the particular case d = 1, n = 1, convergence
to a self-similar solution was established by Carrillo and Toscani [10]. In [12, 24],
sufficient criteria for a waiting time phenomenon were established: If the initial
data u0 are flat enough near the free boundary ∂{x : u0(x)} > 0, the free boundary
was shown to not move forward for some finite time before it could start advancing.
Lower bounds on the propagation of the free boundary as well as upper bounds on
waiting times have been established by the second author [18, 17, 19, 15], based on
the discovery of a new family of monotone quantities of the form

´
u1+α|x−x0|−γ dx

for suitable α ∈ (−1, 0) and γ > 0.
The thin-film equation has received considerable attention in physics; we only

refer to [31, 45] regarding the classical thin-film equation, as well as to [14, 36] for its
stochastic variant that incorporates thermal fluctuations in microscopic thin liquid
films. In recent years, the mathematical analysis of the latter has seen substantial
developments; we refer to [1, 13, 20, 22, 37, 44, 47] and the references therein.

The hole-filling technique was originally developed in the context of second-
order elliptic systems [50]; its applications in the parabolic context so far have been
limited to strictly parabolic PDEs [49, 21]. In particular, the approach by Struwe
[49] appears inherently limited to strictly parabolic equations.

3. Main Results

In this work, we prove Hölder continuity of weak solutions to the thin-film equa-
tion (1) in the case of two spatial dimensions d = 2, see Theorem 1. We will achieve
this goal for the notion of weak solutions introduced by Grün [35], which are char-
acterized by an energy dissipation inequality and are available in the parameter
regime 2 −

√
4/5 ≈ 1.106 < n < 3. We emphasize that this covers the majority

of the parameter regime for which Hölder regularity of solutions may be expected:
For parameter values n ≥ 3, the so-called no-slip paradox is conjectured to prevent
the motion of the contact line ∂{x : u(x, t) > 0}; as shown in Remark 3 below, this
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would immediately enable the construction of counterexamples to Hölder continu-
ity. On the other hand, the lower bound on n is expected to be technical and is a
consequence of the current range of availability of the Bernis-Grün inequalities (see
Proposition 21); an extension of the Bernis-Grün inequalities to smaller values of
n would immediately imply a corresponding extension of our result.

Theorem 1 (Hölder continuity of energy-dissipating weak solutions to the thin-film

equation for d = 2). Let d = 2 and let 2−
√
4/5 < n < 3. Let u0 ∈ L1(R2)∩H1(R2)

be compactly supported. Let u be a weak solution to the thin-film equation in the
sense of Definition 2 below.

a) Then u is Hölder continuous for t > 0 in the sense u ∈ Cσ
loc(R2 × (0, T ))

for some σ = σ(n) > 0.
b) If the initial data have the additional regularity ∇u0 ∈ Lp(R2) for some

p > 2, the solution u is Hölder continuous up to the initial time in the
sense u ∈ Cσ(R2 × [0, T )) with σ = σ(n, p) > 0.

Our main result applies to the following notion of weak solution, which we shall
call energy-dissipating weak solutions1. Note that for any u0 ∈ H1(Rd) with com-
pact support and any d, n in the parameter range stated below, existence of such
energy-dissipating weak solutions has been shown by Grün [35].

Definition 2 (Energy-dissipating weak solutions, see Definition 1.1 in [35]). Let

d ∈ {1, 2, 3} and n ∈ (2 −
√

8/(8 + d), 3). Let T > 0 and let u0 ∈ H1(Rd) have
compact support. We call a nonnegative function u ∈ L∞([0, T );H1(Rd) ∩ L1(Rd)),
u ≥ 0, an energy-dissipating weak solution of the thin-film equation with zero
contact angle and initial data u0 if the following conditions are satisfied:

a) We have ∇un+2
6 ∈ L6(Rd × [0, T )), u

n−2
2 ∇u⊗D2u ∈ L2(Rd × [0, T )), and

χ{u>0}u
n
2 ∇∆u ∈ L2(Rd × [0, T )).

b) For all α ∈ (max
{
−1, 12 − n

}
, 2− n) \ {0}, we have D2u

1+n+α
2 ∈ L2(Rd ×

[0, T )) and ∇u 1+n+α
4 ∈ L4(Rd × [0, T )).

c) It holds that u ∈ H1([0, T ); (W 1,p(Rd))′) for all p > 4d
2d+n(2−d) .

d) For any ψ ∈ L2([0, T ),W 1,∞(Rd)) and any T > 0, we have

(4)

ˆ T

0

⟨∂tu, ψ⟩(W 1,p(Rd))′×W 1,p(Rd) dt =

ˆ T

0

ˆ
Rd∩{u>0}

un∇∆u · ∇ψ dx dt.

e) u attains its initial data u0 in the sense lim
t→0

u(·, t) = u0(·) in L1(Rd).

Note that the upper bound n < 3 for our Hölder continuity result is expected to
be optimal:

Remark 3. For n ≥ 3, it is conjectured that the support of (suitably defined)
weak solutions to the thin-film equation should remain constant over time. As-
suming this conjecture, we could immediately construct a counterexample to Hölder
continuity of solutions: If the support of solutions remains constant in time, this
allows us to obtain a new solution by adding any two solutions with strictly dis-
joint initial support. Choose any nonnegative η ∈ C∞

cpt(B1 \ B1/2) on the annulus

1In the original work [35] these solutions are referred to as “strong solutions” in order to

distinguish it from the weaker notion of distributional solution; to avoid confusion with the more
recent works on solutions to the thin-film equation in Hölder spaces [26, 23, 28], we shall instead

refer to these solutions as energy-dissipating weak solutions.
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B1 \ B1/2, set u0,m(x) := m−1η(4mx), and consider weak solutions um(x, t) with
initial data u0,m(x). Then we may obtain a solution u(x, t) with the initial data
u0(x) =

∑∞
m=1 u0,m(x) as the sum u(x, t) =

∑∞
m=1 um(x, t); note that due to∑∞

m=1m
−2 < ∞ we have u0 ∈ H1(R2). By preservation of mass, for any t > 0

and any m we may then find x ∈ B4−m with um(x, t) ≥ cm−1, which entails
|u(x, t)− u(0, t)| = |u(x, t)| ≥ cm−1 ≥ c| log |x||−1.

At the level of our method, our proof strategy indeed breaks down for n ≥ 3: It
is known that for n ≥ 3 no Bernis-type estimate of the form

´
|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx ≤

C
´
un|∇∆u|2 dx can hold, thereby naturally limiting our approach to n < 3.

4. Outline of the strategy

4.1. The hole-filling technique: The elliptic setting. Classically, the hole-
filling technique provides a quick proof of Hölder continuity of weak solutions to
linear elliptic systems in d = 2 [50]. Consider a weak solution u to the linear elliptic
system −∇ · (a∇u) = 0, where a(x) is uniformly elliptic and bounded. Choose a
smooth cutoff η ≥ 0 with η ≡ 1 in Br and η ≡ 0 outside of B2r as well as with
|∇η| ≤ r−1. Testing with (u − b)η2 for any constant b yields the energy estimate
(Caccioppoli inequality)

ˆ
Br

|∇u|2 dx ≤ Cr−2 inf
b∈R

ˆ
B2r\Br

|u− b|2 dx.

By the Poincaré inequality, this simplifies to
´
Br

|∇u|2 dx ≤ C̃
´
B2r\Br

|∇u|2 dx.

Adding C̃
´
Br

|∇u|2 dx to both sides (“filling the hole” in the integral on the right-

hand side) yields the bound

(1 + C̃)

ˆ
Br

|∇u|2 dx ≤ C̃

ˆ
B2r

|∇u|2 dx.

An iteration of this estimate then yields the existence of a small exponent σ > 0
with
ˆ
Br

|∇u|2 dx ≤ C

(
r

R

)2σ ˆ
BR

|∇u|2 dx for any R > 0 and any 0 < r < R,

an estimate that is sufficient to establish Hölder continuity in d = 2: The Poincaré
inequality directly implies that u belongs to the Campanato space L2+2σ,2(Rd),
which in d = 2 entails Hölder continuity. For the standard argument for this last
step, we refer to the proof of Theorem 1 below.

4.2. Hole filling for uniformly parabolic equations. We next discuss the ap-
plication of the hole-filling technique to uniformly parabolic PDEs with a structure
similar to that of the thin-film equation, for now avoiding the critical issue of de-
generate ellipticity in the thin-film equation (1). We emphasize that due to the
specific fourth-order structure of the PDE, even in the uniformly parabolic set-
ting our hole-filling approach differs from the more classical parabolic hole-filling
approach by Struwe [49]; in fact, it is closer in spirit to that of Frehse and Specovius-
Neugebauer [21], but involves testing with ∆u instead of ∂tu.
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We consider ∂tu = −∇ · (a(x)∇∆u), where a(x) satisfies 1 ≤ a(x) ≤ amax. As
will become apparent througout the paper, the tilt-excess-type quantity defined as

TiltEx[u]r,r̃(t) :=
1

2

ˆ
Br

|∇u(x, t)− br̃(t) · x− cr̃(t)|2 dx,(5)

where br̃(t) (respectively, cr̃(t)) is a suitable smoothed weighted average of second
(respectively, first) derivatives of u over B2r̃ \Br̃, will play a crucial role.

Remark 4. As it will always be apparent which function u we refer to, we will
shorten TiltEx[u]r,r̃(t) to TiltExr,r̃(t). Furthermore, for notational convenience,
we may sometime omit time-dependencies.

In order to estimate the tilt-excess-type quantity (5), we consider a cutoff η
supported in B2r and equal to one in Br, and perform the computation

1

2
∂t

ˆ
|∇u− br · x− cr|2η6 dx

=

ˆ
∂t(∇u− br · x− cr) · (∇u− br · x− cr)η

6 dx

=

ˆ
(∇(−∇ · (a∇∆u))− b′r · x− c′r) · (∇u− br · x− cr)η

6 dx

for some appropriate br, cr to be chosen. Integrating by parts so as to remove all
derivatives of order four and five, one gets

1

2
∂t

ˆ
|∇u− br · x− cr|2η6 dx

= −
ˆ
a|∇∆u|2η6 dx

−
ˆ
a∇∆u · ((∆u− tr br) Id+D

2u− br)6η
5∇η dx

−
ˆ
a∇∆u · (∇u− br · x− cr)[30η

4|∇η|2 + 6η5∆η] dx

−
ˆ
(b′r · x+ c′r) · (∇u− br · x− cr)η

6 dx =:

4∑
i=1

Ti.

We shift T1 to the left-hand-side. Then, using the bound a(x) ≤ amax, we can
bound T2 and T3 using Young’s inequality, so as to detach and absorb the quantity´
a|∇∆u|2η6 dx in the left-hand-side. This gives

∂t

ˆ
|∇u− br · x− cr|2η6 dx+

ˆ
a|∇∆u|2η6 dx

≤ Cr−2

ˆ
B2r\Br

|D2u− br|2 dx+ Cr−4

ˆ
B2r\Br

|∇u− br · x− cr|2 dx

−
ˆ
(b′r · x+ c′r) · (∇u− br · x+ cr)η

6 dx.
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By properly tuning br, cr, we may apply the Poincaré inequality to the first two
terms on the right-hand side, thus obtaining

∂t

ˆ
|∇u− br · x− cr|2η6 dx+

ˆ
Br

|∇∆u|2 dx(6)

≤ C

ˆ
B2r\Br

|D3u|2 dx−
ˆ

(b′r · x+ c′r) · (∇u− br · x− cr)η
6 dx.

where – crucially – we have used the non-degeneracy condition 1 ≤ a(x) in the
left-hand-side above.

In order to perform hole-filling in (6), we need a positive multiple of
´
Br

|D3u|2 dx
on the left-hand side, and we may allow for a term of the form

´
B2r

|∇∆u|2 dx with

sufficiently small pre-factor on the right-hand side. This can obtained by adding a
multiple of the inequality

´
Br

|D3u|2 dx ≲
´
B2r

|∇∆u|2 dx+
´
B2r\Br

|D3u|2 dx (see

Lemma 15) with sufficiently small multiplicative factor.

Remark 5. Note that Lemma 15 gives the means of controlling the full third deriv-
ative D3u in hole-filling estimates: control of this quantity is not directly obtained
from energy estimates (as opposed to control of ∇∆u), but it nevertheless appears
on the right-hand side of our estimates due to the use of Poincaré-type estimates.

In addition, it can be shown (via calculations whose precise details we defer to
later points in the paper) that the final term on the right-hand-side of (6) can be
dealt with without introducing any terms other than – essentially – those already
present in the estimate. This yields

ˆ
Br

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2(·, t2) dx+ c̃

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
Br

|∇∆u|2 + |D3u|2 dx dt

≤
ˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2(·, t1) dx+ C̃

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r\Br

|∇∆u|2 + |D3u|2 dx dt

for some c̃, C̃ > 0. Ultimately, one obtains the following hole-filling type estimate
for the tilt-excess quantity (5)

ˆ
Br

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2(·, t2) dx+ Ĉ

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
Br

|∇∆u|2 + |D3u|2 dx dt

(7)

≤
ˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2(·, t1) dx+ (1− θ) · Ĉ

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

|∇∆u|2 + |D3u|2 dx dt

with Ĉ := c̃+ C̃ and with 1− θ := C̃
C̃+c̃

∈ (0, 1), or, with more succinct notation,

TiltExr,r(t2) +

ˆ t2

t1

HFillr ≤ TiltEx2r,r(t1) + (1− θ) ·
ˆ t2

t1

HFill2r,

where the term
´ t2
t1

HFillr = Ĉ
´ t2
t1

´
Br

|∇∆u|2+ |D3u|2 dx dt contains all quantities
which are involved in the hole-filling procedures above (in this uniformly parabolic
example, |∇∆u|2 and |D3u|2). This last inequality is the key to deducing Cσ

regularity in time and space for the solution u: Iterating this estimate, one deduces
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the excess-decay

TiltExr,r(t2) =

ˆ
Br

1
2 |∇u− br · x− cr|2(·, t2) dx ≲ rβ

for some β > 0 and thus spatial Hölder continuity. Getting an expression analogue
to (7) in the case of the thin-film equation (1) is the core component of the paper.

4.3. Hole-filling for the 2D thin-film equation. We now turn to the thin-
film equation (1). The key challenge (as compared to Subsection 4.2) is that the
uniformly bounded term a(x) is now replaced by the degenerate mobility term un,
which – a priori – may come arbitrarily close to (or equal to) zero, or get arbitrarily
large. Therefore, we need to adapt the estimates. Our crucial insight is to consider
different hole-filling quantities for different times, depending on the categorisation
according to the following definition.

Definition 6 (Good and bad times). Let u be the solution to the thin-film equation
(1) as per Definition 2.

• A time t ∈ [0, T ] is said to be good over the ball Br (or, in short, for radius
r) if the following ‘uniform-parabolicity’-type property holds:

(8) sup
x∈Br

u(x, t) ≤ 2 inf
x∈Br

u(x, t).

• A time t ∈ [0, T ] is said to be bad over the ball Br (or, in short, for radius r)
if the opposite holds, i.e., if

(9) inf
x∈Br

u(x, t) <
1

2
sup
x∈Br

u(x, t).

Remark 7. Note that upon decreasing r a good time t always remains a good time,
while a bad time t may remain a bad time or may turn into a good time.

Key insights for analysis of good times. For good times, hole-filling estimates
involve – loosely speaking – the same differential operators as in the uniformly
parabolic case, simply with un as a multiplier. This means that, for good times,
hole-filling estimates involving the quantities

un|∇∆u|2 and un|D3u|2

can be produced. In analogy to the parabolic case (see Remark 5 also) the term
un|∇∆u|2 naturally arises from basic manipulations of the thin-film equation, and
can be dealt with relative ease. On the other hand, thanks to the good-time condi-
tion (8) (which – very loosely speaking – allows to treat the mobility as if it were
‘constant’), the term un|D3u|2 can be included in the hole-filling estimates with
an estimate (see (16)) which is – in spirit – analogous to the one of Lemma 15,
which we have already mentioned. Furthermore, for good times, we can make use
of Poincaré estimates involving the full derivatives D2u and D3u (see Lemma 24).
This can be done thanks to the integrability properties recalled in Lemma 23.

Key insights for analysis of bad times. For bad times, the third-derivative term´
B2r\Br

|D3u|2 dx that would arise from Poincaré-type estimates for the right-hand

side of our energy estimate can not be controlled due to the possible degeneracy of
the mobility un. Instead, we produce hole-filling estimates for the quantities

un|∇∆u|2, |∇u(n+2)/6|6.
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The distinctive quantity
´
B2r

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx, as we will detail throughout the pa-

per, stems from uses of the Bernis-Grün inequality (see Lemma 21) and enables us
to control the supremum supB2r

un+2 for bad times via Morrey’s inequality.
Combining estimates for good and bad times. We obtain the hole-filling estimate

(14) (generalising (7) from the uniformly parabolic case), and which can be succintly
written as

TiltExδr,r(t2) +

ˆ t2

t1

HFillδr ≤ TiltEx2r,r(t1) + (1− θ) ·
ˆ t2

t1

HFill2r,(10)

for some θ = θ(n) ∈ (0, 1), and some sufficiently small δ ∈ (0, 1), where nowˆ t2

t1

HFillr = Cgood

ˆ t2

t1

χgood time(r)(t)

ˆ
Br

un|∇∆u|2 + un|D3u|2 dx dt(11)

+ Cbad

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(r)(t)

ˆ
Br

un|∇∆u|2 + |∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt

for some positive constants Cgood, Cbad only depending on n and d. The full details
of the hole-filling estimate (10) are given in Lemma 10. This key estimate then
enables the derivation of a decay estimate for the tilt-excess TiltExr,r(t2) ≲ rβ ,
thus establishing spatial Hölder continuity uniformly in time. An additional inter-
polation argument yields space-time Hölder continuity of the solution to the 2D
thin-film equation (see our main result, Theorem 1).

5. A hole-filling estimate for the thin-film equation

In this section, we consider the thin-film equation (1), and prove the hole-filling
estimate (10). In order to do this, we first need to rigorously define the quantities br
and cr that we have so far only colloquially introduced when defining the tilt-excess
quantity TiltEx[u]r,r̃(t), see (5).

Definition 8 (Smooth averaged second and first derivatives of thin-film solution
over annuli). Let u be the solution to (1) in the sense of Definition 2. Let η̃ be
a radially symmetric cutoff supported in B2 \ B1 and equal to one in B5/3 \ B4/3.
We define “smoothly averaged second and first derivatives” of the function u in
B2r \Br, denoted by br(t) (respectively, cr(t)) as

br(t) := − 1´
B2r

η̃(xr ) dx

ˆ
B2r

∇
(
η̃
(x
r

))
⊗∇u dx,(12)

cr(t) :=
1´

B2r
η̃(xr ) dx

ˆ
B2r

η̃
(x
r

)
∇u dx.(13)

Note that br(t) and cr(t) are well-defined (regardless or whether t is a good or a
bad time for B2r) as u ∈ L∞([0, T );H1(Rd) ∩ L1(Rd)) (see Definition 2).

Remark 9. Besides being well-defined for any time t, if, in addition, t is a good
time for radius 2r, the quantities br(t) and cr(t) also allow for the use of Poincaré
inequalities to bound quantities like ∇u(·, t) − br(t) · x − cr(t) or D2u(·, t) − br(t),
despite the fact that they do not coincide with the usual average as per standard
Poincaré (see Lemma 24 in Appendix B). We use br and cr (as opposed to the
standard spatial averages) due to their regularity properties granted by the kernel
η̃ (in particular, lack of boundary terms when integrating by parts on the annulus
B2r \Br).
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The central estimate for the proof of our main result (Theorem 1) reads as
follows.

Proposition 10 (Hole-filling estimate for 2D thin-film equation (1)). Let the as-
sumptions of Theorem 1 be satisfied. Let br and cr be defined as per (12)–(13). Then
there exist constants Cgood > 0, Cbad > 0, and δ ∈ (0, 1/2] (all of these constants
depending on n only) such that, for any r > 0, the estimateˆ

Bδr

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2(·, t2) dx(14)

+ Cgood

ˆ t2

t1

χgood time(δr)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 + un|D3u|2 dx dt

+ Cbad

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(δr)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 + |∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt

≤
ˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2(·, t1) dx

+ (1− θ) · Cgood

ˆ t2

t1

χgood time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r

un|∇∆u|2 + un|D3u|2 dx dt

+ (1− θ) · Cbad

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r

un|∇∆u|2 + |∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt

holds with some θ = θ(n) ∈ (0, 1).

We recall the succinct, notationally convenient form of (14) that was introduced
in (10).

Proof. The starting point is (22) from Lemma 11: This lemma allows to control
the evolution of the tilt-excess-type quantity (5) via two specific terms. Both of
these terms require different bounds for good and bad times. Therefore, we need
four results, and these are given by Lemma 13, Lemma 14 (for good times), and
Lemma 18, Lemma 20 (for bad times). Using these four lemmas in combination
with (22) gives, for a cutoff η supported in B2r and equal to one in Br with r

3|D3η|+
r2|D2η|+ r|∇η|+ η ≤ C,

ˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2η6 dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

+

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

un|∇∆u|2η6 dx dt(15)

≤ C

ˆ t2

t1

χgood time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r\Bδr

un|D3u|2 dx dt

+ Cδ

ˆ t2

t1

χgood time(2r)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

un|D3u|2 dx dt

+ C

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r\Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 + |∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt

+ Cδ

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt.

This estimate is still missing the
´
Bδr

un|D3u|2 dx term for good times and the´
Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx term for bad times on the left-hand side.
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If t is a good time for radius 2r (and thus, for any smaller radius as well, se
Remark 7), we can use Lemma 15 and write

χgood time(2r)(t)

ˆ
Br/2

un|D3u|2 dx

(16)

≤ Cχgood time(2r)(t)

{
sup
x∈Br

un ·
ˆ
Br

|∇∆u|2 dx+ C sup
x∈Br

un ·
ˆ
Br\Br/2

|D3u|2 dx

}

≤ Cχgood time(2r)(t)

{
inf

x∈Br

un ·
ˆ
Br

|∇∆u|2 dx+ C inf
x∈Br\Br/2

un ·
ˆ
Br\Br/2

|D3u|2 dx

}

≤ Cχgood time(2r)(t)

{ˆ
Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx+ C

ˆ
Br\Br/2

un|D3u|2 dx

}
.

If t is a bad time for δr, then t is also a bad time for 2r (see Remark 7). In this
case, we use the Bernis-Grün inequality (44) with a cutoff η with η ≡ 1 in Br/2 and
η ≡ 0 outside of Br to obtain

χbad time(δr)(t)

ˆ
Br/2

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx(17)

≤ Cχbad time(δr)(t)

ˆ
Br

un|∇∆u|2 + r−6un+2 dx

≤ Cχbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx

+ Cχbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r\Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx

+ Cδχbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx,

where in the last step we have used Lemma 17 to estimate the integral
´
Br
un+2 dx,

the fact that χbad time(δr)(t) ≤ χbad time(2r)(t) (see Remark 7), and we have ex-
panded the radius (from r to 2r) to get the second and third terms in the right-
hand-side.

If t is a bad time for 2r but a good time for δr, we use Lemma 16 to deduce

χbad time(2r)(t)χgood time(δr)(t)

ˆ
Br

un|D3u|2 dx(18)

≤ Cχbad time(2r)(t)

{ˆ
B2r

un|∇∆u|2 dx+

ˆ
B2r

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx
}
.

We now proceed to suitably combine (15), (16), (17), and (18). First, let now κ ∈
(0, 1] (we will impose conditions on it shortly). Summing up (16) and (18) weighted
by κ, i.e., doing κ× (16)+κ× (18), and taking into account that χgood time(2r)(t) =
χgood time(2r)(t)χgood time(δr)(t) (Remark 7) and that Br \ Br/2 ⊂ B2r \ Bδr (since
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δ ≤ 1/2) gives

κ

(
χgood time(δr)(t)

ˆ
Br/2

un|D3u|2 dx

)
(19)

≤ Cκ

(ˆ
B2r\Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 dx+

ˆ
Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 dx

)

+ Cκχgood time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r\Bδr

un|D3u|2 dx

+ Cκχbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx.

Performing the weighted expression sum (15) + (19) + 1
2C × (17) and using the

fact that η ≡ 1 in Br, we arrive at

4∑
i=1

Li :=

ˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2η6 dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

(20)

+

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx dt

+ κ

ˆ t2

t1

χgood time(δr)(t)

ˆ
Br/2

un|D3u|2 dx dt

+
1

2C

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(δr)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt

≤ C

ˆ t2

t1

χgood time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r\Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 + un|D3u|2 dx dt

+ Cδ

ˆ t2

t1

χgood time(2r)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

un|D3u|2 dx dt

+ C

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r\Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 + |∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt

+ (Cδ + Cκ)

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt

+ Cκ

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 dx dt

+
1

2

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx dt =:

6∑
i=1

Ri,

where we also renamed C (on the account of having κ ≤ 1).
We now work on the right-hand-side of (20) to be able to perform hole-filling.

We keep the terms R1 are R3 as they are, as these are ready for hole-filling. For
κ small enough, we can absorb R5 + R6 into L2. Furthermore, for 0 < δ ≪ κ
small enough, and noticing that χgood time(2r)(t) ≤ χgood time(δr)(t), we can absorb
R2. The only term that is left is R4, which can not be absorbed (because, if t is a
bad time for 2r, t may not necessarily be bad for δr). However, the term R4 has
the same form as the term that will be added during the hole-filling procedure and



HÖLDER CONTINUITY FOR THE 2D THIN-FILM EQUATION 13

– crucially – is multiplied with the arbitrarily small factor (δ + κ), so it will not
create problems once R1 and R3 get hole-filled. Performing the absorptions in (20)

as previously detailed, we obtain, for some constant C̃ = C̃(n) > 0,

ˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2η6 dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

+ κ

ˆ t2

t1

χgood time(δr)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 + un|D3u|2 dx dt

+
1

C̃

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(δr)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 + |∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt

≤ C̃

ˆ t2

t1

χgood time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r\Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 + un|D3u|2 dx dt

+ C̃

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r\Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 + |∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt

+ (C̃δ + C̃κ)

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt.

This entails, by hole-filling, that

ˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2η6 dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

(21)

+ (C̃ + κ)

ˆ t2

t1

χgood time(δr)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 + un|D3u|2 dx dt

+ (C̃ + 1
C̃
)

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(δr)(t)

ˆ
Bδr

un|∇∆u|2 + |∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt

≤ C̃

ˆ t2

t1

χgood time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r

un|∇∆u|2 + un|D3u|2 dx dt

+ C̃(1 + κ+ δ)

ˆ t2

t1

χbad time(2r)(t)

ˆ
B2r

un|∇∆u|2 + |∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx dt.

For κ sufficiently small (which also implies δ sufficiently small by the previously
imposed relation δ ≪ κ), it holds

1− θ := max

{
C̃

C̃+κ
; C̃(1+κ+δ)

C̃+
1
C̃

}
∈ (0, 1).

Therefore, using the fact that η ≡ 1 on Bδr, we see that (21) entails our desired

estimate (14) upon setting Cgood := C̃ + κ and Cbad := C̃ + 1
C̃
. □

5.1. An evolution equation for the tilt-excess-type quantity (5). In the
next lemma, we provide the basic estimate on the evolution of the tilt-excess-
type quantity (5) (via a close analogue which enjoys smoothing via a compactly
supported test function η) for the solution to the thin-film equation.

Lemma 11. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1 be satisfied. Let r > 0 and let η be a
cutoff supported in B2r and equal to one in Br with r3|D3η|+r2|D2η|+r|∇η|+η ≤
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C. Then the solution u admits the estimateˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2η6 dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

+

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

un|∇∆u|2η6 dx dt(22)

≤ −
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

un∇∆u ·
{
(∆u− tr br)∇η6

+ (D2u− br) · ∇η6 + (∇u− br · x− cr) ·D2η6
}
dx dt

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

(b′r · x+ c′r) · (∇u− br · x− cr)η
6 dx dt.

To establish (22), we make use of the following weighted energy dissipation prin-
ciple proved in [15] for energy-dissipating weak solutions to the thin-film equation.

Lemma 12 (Weighted energy estimate, see Lemma A.3 in [15]). Let Ω = Rd, let

n ∈ (2−
√
4/5, 3), and let u be an energy-dissipating weak solution to the thin-film

equation (1) with zero contact angle in the sense of Definition 2. Let ψ ∈ C2
cpt(Rd)

be a nonnegative weight function. Then we have

ˆ
Rd

1

2
|∇u|2ψ dx

∣∣∣∣∣
t2

t1

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
Rd

1

2
|∇u|2∂tψ dxdt(23)

= −
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
{u(·,t)>0}

un|∇∆u|2ψ dx dt

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
{u(·,t)>0}

un∇∆u ·
(
∆u∇ψ +D2u · ∇ψ +∇u ·D2ψ

)
dx dt

for a.e. t2 ≥ t1 ≥ 0 and a.e. t2 ≥ 0 in case t1 = 0.

Proof of Lemma 11. We expand
ˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2η6 dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

(24)

=

ˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u|2η6 dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

−
ˆ
B2r

∇u · (br · x+ cr)η
6 dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

+

ˆ
B2r

1

2
|br · x+ cr|2η6 dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

.

We treat the three integrals on the right-hand-side of (24) separately. For the
first one, we apply Lemma 12: In (23), we substitute ψ := η6 and use that it is
time-independent and that r3|D3ψ|+ r2|D2ψ|+ r|∇ψ|+ η ≤ C to obtain

ˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u|2η6 dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

(25)

= −
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

un|∇∆u|2η6 dx dt

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

un∇∆u ·
(
∆u∇η6 +D2u · ∇η6 +∇u ·D2η6

)
dx dt.
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For the second integral on the right-hand side of (24), we apply (4) from Definition 2
with ψ := ∇ · ((br · x+ cr)η

6) and rely on the symmetry of br, thus obtaining (also
abbreviating ⟨·, ·⟩ = ⟨·, ·⟩(W 1,p(Rd))′×W 1,p(Rd) for some p > 4d

2d+n(2−d) )

−
ˆ
B2r

∇u · (br · x+ cr)η
6 dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

(26)

=

ˆ t2

t1

⟨∂tu,∇ · ((br · x+ cr)η
6)⟩ dt−

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

∇u · (b′r · x+ c′r)η
6 dx dt

(4)
=

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

un∇∆u · ∇
(
∇ · ((br · x+ cr)η

6)
)
dx dt

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

∇u · (b′r · x+ c′r)η
6 dx dt

=

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

un∇∆u ·
(
tr b∇η6 + br · ∇η6 + (br · x+ cr) ·D2η6

)
dx dt

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

∇u · (b′r · x+ c′r)η
6 dx dt.

Finally, we simply rewrite the last integral in (24) as

(27)

ˆ
B2r

1

2
|br · x+ cr|2η6 dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

=

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
B2r

(b′r · x+ c′r) · (br · x+ cr)η
6 dx dt.

Altogether, using (25), (26) and (27) in (24) we obtain (22). □

We now need to estimate the two terms appearing in the right-hand-side of (22).
For doing this, we treat separately the case of good times (Subsection 5.2) and bad
times (Subsection 5.4). Furthermore, when transitioning from a bad time to a good
time (due to the decrease in r), we need an argument to control

´
un|D3u|2 dx on

the smaller ball; this is provided in Subsection 5.3.

5.2. The estimate for good times. For a good time t of the weak solution to
the thin-film equation (see Definitions 2 and 6), we estimate the terms on the right
hand side of (22) separately in the following two lemmas.

Lemma 13. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1 be satisfied. Let r > 0 and let η be
as in Lemma 11. If t is a good time for the radius 2r (in the sense of Definition 6),
we can estimate
(28)

−
ˆ
B2r

un∇∆u ·
(
(∆u− tr br)∇η6 + (D2u− br) · ∇η6 + (∇u− br · x− cr) ·D2η6

)
dx

≤ C
(
inf
B2r

u
)n ˆ

B2r\Br

|D3u|2 dx.



16 FEDERICO CORNALBA, JULIAN FISCHER, AND ERIKA MARINGOVÁ KOKAVCOVÁ

Proof. We use the properties of η and Young’s inequality to estimate

LHS of (28)

≤ C
(
sup
B2r

u
)n ˆ

B2r\Br

|D3u|
(
|D2u− br|r−1 + |∇u− br · x− cr|r−2

)
dx

≤ C
(
sup
B2r

u
)n ˆ

B2r\Br

|D3u|2 dx+ C
(
sup
B2r

u
)n
r−2

ˆ
B2r\Br

|D2u− br|2 dx

+ C
(
sup
B2r

u
)n
r−4

ˆ
B2r\Br

|∇u− br · x− cr|2 dx.

Using the Poincaré inequality on the annulus B2r \Br (see Lemma 24), we infer

ˆ
B2r\Br

|∇u− br · x− cr|2 dx ≤ Cr2
ˆ
B2r\Br

|D2u− br|2 dx

≤ Cr4
ˆ
B2r\Br

|D3u|2 dx.

Combining the previous two estimates with the definition of a good time (8) con-
cludes the proof. □

Lemma 14. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1 be satisfied. Let r > 0 and let η be
as in Lemma 11. If t is a good time for the radius 2r (in the sense of Definition 6),
we can estimate for any δ ∈ (0, 1]

∣∣∣∣ˆ
B2r

(b′r · x+ c′r)(∇u− br · x− cr)η
6 dx

∣∣∣∣(29)

≤ C
(
inf
B2r

u
)n ˆ

B2r\Bδr

|D3u|2 dx+ Cδ
(
inf
B2r

u
)n ˆ

Bδr

|D3u|2 dx.

Proof. From (12) and (13), using Definition 2, in particular (4), we can compute

b′r(t) =
1´

B2r
η̃(xr ) dx

ˆ
B2r

D3
(
η̃
(x
r

))
· un∇∆u dx,(30)

c′r(t) = − 1´
B2r

η̃(xr ) dx

ˆ
B2r

D2
(
η̃
(x
r

))
· un∇∆u dx.(31)

This entails by Hölder’s inequality, the bound r3|D3η̃|+ r2|D2η̃|+ r|∇η̃|+ η̃ ≤ C,
the fact that supp η̃ ⊂ B2r \Br, as well as the definition of a good time (8), that

r|b′r|+ |c′r| ≤ Cr−d/2−2
(
inf
B2r

u
)n(ˆ

B2r\Br

|D3u|2 dx
)1/2

.(32)
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Furthermore, using the Poincaré inequality and the Poincaré-Sobolev inequality
(both on B2r, see Lemma 24) entailˆ

B2r

|∇u− br · x− cr|2 dx

≤ Cr2
ˆ
B2r

|D2u− br|2 dx

≤ Cr4−d

(ˆ
B2r

|D3u| dx
)2

≤ Cr4−d

(ˆ
B2r\Bδr

|D3u| dx
)2

+ Cr4−d

(ˆ
Bδr

|D3u| dx
)2

.

Applying Hölder’s inequality, we deduceˆ
B2r

|∇u− br · x− cr|2 dx ≤ Cr4
ˆ
B2r\Bδr

|D3u|2 dx+ Cδdr4
ˆ
Bδr

|D3u|2 dx.

Combining this estimate with (32), our lemma follows. □

Lemma 15. Let u ∈ H3(B2r). We then have the estimateˆ
Br

|D3u|2 dx ≤ C

ˆ
B2r

|∇∆u|2 dx+ C

ˆ
B2r\Br

|D3u|2 dx.(33)

Proof. Let u be a smooth function and let r > 0. Set b̄ := −́
B2r\Br

D2u dx. Let η

be a cutoff supported in B2r with η ≡ 1 in Br. We then haveˆ
|D3u|2η2 dx

= −
ˆ
(D2u− b̄) : D2∆u η2 dx− 2

ˆ
η(D2u− b̄) : D3u · ∇η dx

=

ˆ
|∇∆u|2η2 dx+ 2

ˆ
η∇∆u · (D2u− b̄) · ∇η dx

− 2

ˆ
η(D2u− b̄) : D3u · ∇η dx.

where we also added −b in the first equality. Using Young’s inequality and absorp-
tion, we arrive atˆ

|D3u|2η2 dx ≤ C

ˆ
|∇∆u|2η2 dx+ C

ˆ
|D2u− b̄|2|∇η|2 dx

≤ C

ˆ
|∇∆u|2η2 dx+ Cr−2

ˆ
B2r\Br

|D2u− b̄|2 dx.

By approximation, this estimate holds for any u ∈ H3(B2r). The Poincaré inequal-
ity on the annulus B2r \Br now yields the desired estimate. □

5.3. Transitioning from a bad time to a good time.

Lemma 16. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1 be satisfied. Let r > 0 and let η be
as in Lemma 11. If t is a bad time for 2r but a good time for δr, we haveˆ

Br

un|D3u|2 dx ≤ C

ˆ
B2r

un|∇∆u|2 dx+ C

ˆ
B2r

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx.
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Proof. Since the cutoff η is as in Lemma 11, it satisfies η ≡ 1 in Br and η ≡ 0
outside of B2r. Using the elementary formula

D3u(n+2)/2 = n+2
2 un/2D3u+ 3 (n+2)n

4 u(n−2)/2D2u⊗∇u

+ (n+2)n(n−2)
8 u(n−4)/2∇u⊗∇u⊗∇u,

the Bernis-Grün formula (44), and the fact that ∇u(n+2)/6 = n+2
6 u(n−4)/6∇u, we

obtainˆ
Br

un|D3u|2 dx ≤ C(d, n)

ˆ
B2r

un|∇∆u|2η6 dx+ C(d, n)r−6

ˆ
B2r\Br

un+2 dx.(34)

Applying Lemma 17 (with any δ ≤ 1
2 ) to estimate the last term yields the result. □

5.4. The estimate for bad times.

Lemma 17. Let n > 0 and d = 2. Let u ∈ L1(R2) be nonnegative and satisfy
∇u(n+2)/6 ∈ L6(R2). Assume that minB2r u <

1
2 maxB2r u. For any δ ∈ (0, 1] we

then have the bound

max
B2r

un+2 ≤ Cr6−d

ˆ
B2r\Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx+ Cr6−dδ

ˆ
Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx.

Proof. By Morrey’s inequality (applicable since 3 > d = 2, see Lemma 22) and
invariance of the quantity maxB2r

u(n+2)/6−minB2r
u(n+2)/6 with respect to adding

constants to the function u(n+2)/6, we have

max
B2r

u(n+2)/6 −min
B2r

u(n+2)/6 ≤ Cr

(
−
ˆ
B2r

|∇u(n+2)/6|3 dx
)1/3

.

Using the fact that minB2r u ≤ 1
2 maxB2r u and raising both sides to the power 6,

we obtain

max
B2r

un+2 ≤ C(n)r6
(
r−d

ˆ
B2r

|∇u(n+2)/6|3 dx
)2

.

Splitting the integral yields

max
B2r

un+2 ≤ C(n)r6−2d

(ˆ
B2r\Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|3 dx
)2

+ C(n)r6−2d

(ˆ
Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|3 dx
)2

.

An application of the Hölder inequality now yields the statement of the lemma. □

Lemma 18. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1 be satisfied. Let r > 0 and let η be
as in Lemma 11. If t is a bad time for the radius 2r (in the sense of Definition 6),
we have the estimate

−
ˆ
B2r

un∇∆u ·
(
(∆u− tr br)∇η6 + (D2u− br) · ∇η6 + (∇u− br · x− cr) ·D2η6

)
dx

(35)

≤ C

ˆ
B2r\Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx+ C

ˆ
B2r\Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx

+ Cδ

ˆ
Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx.
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Proof. Using Young’s inequality and the fact that supp∇η ∪ suppD2η ⊂ B2r \Br

as well as |η| ≤ 1 and r2|D2η|+ r|∇η| ≤ C, we obtain

LHS of (35) ≤
ˆ
B2r\Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx

+ C

ˆ
B2r\Br

un(|D2u|2 + |br|2)|∇η|2 dx

+ Cr−4

ˆ
B2r\Br

un(|∇u|2 + r2|br|2 + |cr|2) dx.

Using Lemma 19 with η replaced by |∇η| to estimate the second term on the right-
hand-side above and inserting the bound r|∇η| ≤ C, we obtain

LHS of (35) ≤ 2

ˆ
B2r\Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx

+ C

ˆ
un|∇u|2(|∇η|4 + |D2η|2) dx

+ C

ˆ
un−2|∇u|4|∇η|2 dx

+ Cr−4

ˆ
B2r\Br

un|∇u|2 dx

+ Crd−4(r2|br|2 + |cr|2) max
B2r\Br

un.

Using again r2|D2η|+ r|∇η| ≤ C, we deduce

LHS of (35) ≤ 2

ˆ
B2r\Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx

+ Cr−4 max
B2r\Br

u4(n+2)/6

ˆ
B2r\Br

|∇u(n+2)/6|2 dx

+ Cr−2 max
B2r\Br

u2(n+2)/6

ˆ
B2r\Br

|∇u(n+2)/6|4 dx

+ Crd−4(r2|br|2 + |cr|2) max
B2r\Br

un.

Using the square of the estimate

r2|br|+ r|cr| ≤ C max
B2r\Br

u(36)

(estimate (36) simply follows by inspecting the definition of br and cr given in
(12)–(13)) and using the Hölder inequality, we get

LHS of (35) ≤ 2

ˆ
B2r\Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx

+ Cr2d/3−4 max
B2r\Br

u4(n+2)/6

(ˆ
B2r\Br

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx
)1/3

+ Crd/3−2 max
B2r\Br

u2(n+2)/6

(ˆ
B2r\Br

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx
)2/3

+ Crd−6 max
B2r\Br

un+2.
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Inserting the bound from Lemma 17 and using Young’s inequality, we deduce our
desired estimate. □

Lemma 19. Let η be a nonnegative Lipschitz function with compact support. For
any nonnegative function u ∈ L1(R2) with ∇u(n+2)/6 ∈ L6(R2) and un/2∇∆u ∈
L2(R2), we have D2u ∈ L2

loc({x : u(x)η(x) > 0}) and
ˆ
un|D2u|2η2 dx ≤

ˆ
supp η

un|∇∆u|2 dx

+ C

ˆ
un|∇u|2(η4 + |∇η|2) dx

+ C

ˆ
un−2|∇u|4η2 dx.

Proof. For a nonnegative smooth function u, we integrate by parts to obtain

ˆ
un|D2u|2η2 dx = −

ˆ
un∇∆u · ∇u η2 dx

− n

ˆ
un−1∇u ·D2u · ∇u η2 dx

− 2

ˆ
un∇u ·D2u · η∇η dx.

Applying Young’s inequality and absorbing then yields the claim for nonnegative
smooth functions u. The approximation of u by smooth functions uε given in the
proof of [15, Lemma A.4] then justifies the estimate under the stated regularity
requirements. Note that by the previous estimate applied to the approximations
uε and by the continuity of u, the restrictions D2uε|Uκ

to any of the open sets
Uκ := {x : u(x) > κ, η(x) > κ} converge weakly to D2u|Uκ

in H2(Uκ), thereby
implying the regularity D2u ∈ L2

loc({x : u(x)η(x) > 0}). □

Lemma 20. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1 be satisfied. Let r > 0 and let η be
as in Lemma 11. If t is a bad time for the radius 2r (in the sense of Definition 6),
we have for any δ ∈ (0, 12 ]∣∣∣∣ˆ

B2r

(b′r · x+ c′r)(∇u− br · x− cr)η
6 dx

∣∣∣∣
≤ C

ˆ
B2r\Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx+ C

ˆ
B2r\Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx

+ Cδ

ˆ
Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx.

Proof. We have∣∣∣∣ˆ
B2r

(b′r · x+ c′r)(∇u− br · x− cr)η
6 dx

∣∣∣∣
≤ C(r|b′r|+ |c′r|)

(ˆ
B2r

|∇u| dx+ rd+1|br|+ rd|cr|
)
.
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A simple inspection of (30)–(31) grants

r2|b′r|+ r|c′r| ≤ Cr−d−1

ˆ
B2r\Br

un|∇∆u| dx(37)

≤ Cr−d/2−1 max
B2r\Br

un/2
(ˆ

B2r\Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx
)1/2

.

Using (37) with (36) entails∣∣∣∣ˆ
B2r

(b′r · x+ c′r)(∇u− br · x− cr)η
6 dx

∣∣∣∣
≤ Cr−d/2−2 max

B2r\Br

un/2
(ˆ

B2r\Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx
)1/2

×
( ˆ

B2r

|∇u| dx+ rd−1 max
B2r\Br

u

)
≤
ˆ
B2r\Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx+ Crd−6 max
B2r\Br

un+2

+ Cr−d−4 max
B2r

un
(
max
B2r

u(4−n)/6

ˆ
B2r

|∇u(n+2)/6| dx
)2

≤
ˆ
B2r\Br

un|∇∆u|2 dx+ Crd−6 max
B2r\Br

un+2

+ Cr2(d−6)/3 max
B2r

u2(n+2)/3

(ˆ
B2r\Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx
)1/3

+ Cδ5d/3r2(d−6)/3 max
B2r

u2(n+2)/3

(ˆ
Bδr

|∇u(n+2)/6|6 dx
)1/3

.

Using Lemma 17 and Young’s inequality, this yields the statement of the lemma. □

6. Proof of Theorem 1: space-time Hölder continuity for the 2D
thin-film equation

We first proof Theorem 1 in the case of stronger regularity of the initial datum
stated in point b), i.e., ∇u0 ∈ Lp(Rd), for some p > 2. We then perform the (short)
adaptation needed to treat the baseline case u0 ∈ H1(Rd).

Proof of Theorem 1, case b): ∇u0 ∈ Lp(Rd) for some p > 2. We proceed in three
steps.

Step 1: obtaing power-law bounds
´
Br

|∇u|2 dx ≲ rβ using hole-filling estimate

from Lemma 10. Fix a time t > 0, and a radius r > 0. We iterate the hole filling
estimate of Proposition 10 (used in its notationally convenient form (10)) over the
hole-filling terms that progressively pop up on the right-hand-side. Informally, this
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reads as

TiltExr, 1δ ·r
(t) +

ˆ t

0

HFillr

≤ TiltEx 2
δ ·r,

2
δ ·

r
2
(0) + (1− θ) ·

ˆ t

0

HFill 2
δ ·r

≤ TiltEx 2
δ ·r,

1
δ ·r

(0) + (1− θ) ·
[
TiltEx( 2

δ )
2·r,( 2

δ )
2· r2

(0) + (1− θ) ·
ˆ t

0

HFill( 2
δ )

2·r

]
≤ . . . .

Set Λ := 2/δ. Iterating (10) K times, with K := ⌊logΛ(r−1)⌋, so as to relate the
final estimate to integrals over a ball of radius R ∼ 1, we get

TiltExr, 1δ ·r
(t) ≤

K∑
k=1

(1− θ)kTiltExΛk·r,Λk· r2 (0) + (1− θ)K
ˆ t

0

HFillΛK ·r.(38)

Since∇u0 ∈ Lp with p > 2, it is straightforward to deduce that TiltExΛk·r,Λk· r2 (0) ≤
C(Λkr)γ , where γ := 2(p−2)/p > 0. Additionally,

´ t
0
HFillΛK ·r is bounded thanks

to Definition 2. Plugging this in (38), using Lemma 25 grants

TiltExr, 1δ ·r
(t) =

1

2

ˆ
Br

|∇u(x, t)− bδ−1r(t) · x− cδ−1r(t)|2 dx ≤ Crβ ,(39)

where β := min{− logΛ(1−θ); γ} > 0. Using a telescopic sum argument, we obtain

(ˆ
Br

|bδ−1r · x+ cδ−1r|2 dx
)1/2

≤ r(|bδ−1r|r + |cδ−1r|)

(40)

≤ r

(
K−1∑
k=0

|bΛkδ−1r − bΛk+1δ−1r||r|+ |bΛKδ−1r||r|

)

+ r

(
K−1∑
k=0

|cΛkδ−1r − cΛk+1δ−1r|+ |cΛKδ−1r|

)
.

Plugging the estimates of Lemma 25 in (40), and also using (39), we deduce

(ˆ
Br

|bδ−1r · x+ cδ−1r|2 dx
)1/2

(41)

≤ Cr

(
K−1∑
k=0

(Λkr)β/2−2r + |bΛKδ−1r||r|

)
+ Cr

(
K−1∑
k=0

(Λkr)β/2−1 + |cΛKδ−1r|

)
≤ Crβ/2,

where, in the last inequality, we used the convergence of the sum
∑∞

k=0 Λ
k(β/2−1)

(as β/2−1 < 0) and straightforward bounds on bΛKδ−1r and cΛKδ−1r. The triangle
inequality combined with (39) and (41) gives the desired bound

´
Br

|∇u|2 dx ≤ Crβ .

Step 2: Spatial Hölder continuity. The estimate
´
Br

|∇u|2 dx ≤ Crβ implies

via the Poincaré inequality that u belongs to the Campanato space L2+β,2(R2),
entailing Hölder continuity. For the reader’s convenience, we briefly recall the
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classical argument: By the Lebesgue differentiation theorem and (in the second
step) the Poincaré inequality, we have for a. e. x ∈ R2∣∣∣∣u(x)−−

ˆ
Br(x)

u dy

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∞∑
k=0

∣∣∣∣−ˆ
B

2−kr
(x)

u dy −−
ˆ
B

2−k−1r
(x)

u dy

∣∣∣∣
≤ C

∞∑
k=0

(2−kr)2−d

(ˆ
B

2−kr
(x)

|∇u|2 dy

)1/2

,

which yields, in view of
´
B

2−kr
(x)

|∇u|2 dy ≤ C(2−kr)β in the case d = 2, that∣∣∣∣u(x)−−
ˆ
Br(x)

u dy

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Crβ/2.

For two points x1, x2, we obtain by setting r := |x1 − x2|
|u(x1)− u(x2)|

≤
∣∣∣∣u(x1)−−

ˆ
Br(x1)

u dy

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣u(x2)−−
ˆ
Br(x2)

u dy

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣−ˆ
Br(x1)

u dy −−
ˆ
Br(x2)

u dy

∣∣∣∣
≤ Crβ/2 + Crβ/2 + Cr1−d/2

(ˆ
B2r(x1)

|∇u|2 dy

)1/2

≤ Crβ/2 = C|x1 − x2|β/2,

giving spatial Hölder continuity with parameter σx = β
2 = min

{
−

log 2
δ
(1−θ)

2 ; p−2
p

}
.

Step 3: Hölder continuity in time. Consider a smooth test function η supported
in Br(x), with

´
η dx = 1, and |∇η| ≤ Cr−d−1. Then

|u(x, t1)− u(x, t2)|

(42)

≤
∣∣∣∣u(x, t1)− ˆ

Br(x)

η(y)u(y, t1) dy

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣u(x, t2)− ˆ
Br(x)

η(y)u(y, t2) dy

∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
Br(x)

η(y)∂tu(y, t) dy dt

∣∣∣∣
≤ Crσx +

∣∣∣∣ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
un∇∆u · ∇η dy dt

∣∣∣∣
≤ Crσx +

(ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
un|∇∆u|2 dy dt

)1/2(ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
un|∇η|2 dy dt

)1/2

≤ Crσx + C|t2 − t1|1/2r−d−1

(ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
un|∇∆u|2 dy dt

)1/2(
−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
un dy dt

)1/2

.

From Definition 2, we know that χ{u>0}u
n
2 ∇∆u ∈ L2(Rd× [0, T )), and this implies

boundedness of the term in the first round bracket of the right-hand-side of (42).
The term in the second round bracket of (42) can be bounded using the fact that
L∞([0, T );H1(Rd)) (again from Definition 2) and the Sobolev embedding theorem
H1(Rd) ⊂ Ln(Rd) for n < 3. This gives

|u(x, t1)− u(x, t2)| ≤ Crσx + C|t2 − t1|1/2r−d−1.
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Optimizing in r (i.e., taking r ∝ |t2 − t1|1/(2(σx+d+1))) finally yields

|u(x, t1)− u(x, t2)| ≤ C|t2 − t1|
σx

2(σx+d+1) ,

entailing time Hölder continuity with parameter σt :=
σx

2(σx+d+1) . □

Proof of Theorem 1, case a): u0 ∈ H1(Rd). In this case, we can not pivot the hole-
filling estimate on the initial condition, as it lacks sufficient regularity. However,

Definition 2 tells us that
´ T
0

´
R |∇un+2

6 |6 dx dt ≤ C∥u0∥H1(Rd) due to the Bernis-

Grün inequalities. This means that, for any t ∈ (0, T ), we can find t̃ ∈ (0, t/2)

such that ∥∇un+2
6 (·, t̃)∥6L6(R2) ≤ 2C∥u0∥H1(Rd)t

−1. Using the Hölder inequality, the

Sobolev embedding H1(Rd) ⊂ L4−n(Rd), the energy dissipation, and the conserva-
tion of mass, we deduceˆ

Rd

|∇u(x, t̃)|3 dx =

ˆ
Rd

u
4−n
2 (x, t̃)u

n−4
2 (x, t̃)|∇u(x, t̃)|3 dx(43)

≤ C∥u(·, t̃)∥
4−n
2

H1(Rd)
∥∇u

n+2
6 (·, t̃)∥3L6(R2)

≤ C(∥u0∥H1(Rd), n)t
−1/2

and this means that ∇u(·, t̃) ∈ Lp(Rd) with p = 3 > 2. Therefore, we can follow the
proof of spatial Hölder continuity in case b) simply by replacing {t1; t2} = {0; t}
with {t1; t2} = {t̃; t}: of course, the Hölder continuity will only be local due the
diverging term t−1/2 in (43). The proof of time Hölder continuity (again, of local
type due to the time singularity t−1/2) is analogous to the one in case b). □

Appendix A. Relevant inequalities

Proposition 21 (The Bernis-Grün inequality [32], combined with the approxi-
mation argument in [15, Proof of Lemma A.4]). Let d ∈ {1, 2, 3} and let n ∈
(2−

√
8/(8 + d), 3). Let η be a nonnegative smooth compactly supported weight. Let

u ∈ L1(Rd) be a nonnegative function with ∇u(n+2)/6 ∈ L6(Rd) and un/2∇∆u ∈
L2(Rd). Then we have u ∈ H3

loc({x ∈ Rd : u(x) > 0}) and there exists C(d, n) such
that

ˆ [
|∇u(n+2)/6|6 + un−2|D2u|2|∇u|2 + |D3u(n+2)/2|2

]
η6 dx

(44)

≤ C(d, n)

[ˆ
un|∇∆u|2η6 dx+

ˆ
un+2(|∇η|6 + η3|D2η|3 + η4|D3η|2) dx

]
.

Note that in Proposition 21 the second term on the left-hand side is to be un-

derstood as un−2|D2u|2|∇u|2 = 62

(n+2)2u
2(n−1)/3|D2u|2|∇u(n+2)/6|2.

Lemma 22 (Morrey’s inequality). Let d ∈ N and let p satisfy d < p ≤ ∞. Then
any function u ∈W 1,p(B1) satisfies (after possible redefinition on a set of vanishing

Lebesgue measure) u ∈ C0,1− d
p (B1), and the estimate

∥u∥
C

0,1− d
p (B1)

≤ C∥u∥W 1,p(B1)

holds for some C = C(d, p).
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Appendix B. Miscellaneous

Lemma 23. Let u be a solution to the thin-film equation (1) in the sense of Def-
inition 2. Let t be a good time for radius r in the sense of Definition 6. Then´
Br

|D2u|2 dx and
´
Br

|D3u|2 dx are finite.

Proof. If infx∈Br u = 0, then u ≡ 0 on Br by the good time condition, thus the
claim is trivial. If instead infx∈Br

u > 0, we can writeˆ
Br

|D2u|2 dx ≤ ( inf
x∈Br

u)−(n+α−1)

ˆ
Br

un+α−1|D2u|2 dx,(45)

ˆ
Br

|D3u|2 dx ≤ ( inf
x∈Br

u)−n

ˆ
Br

un|D3u|2 dx.(46)

The right-hand-side of (45) is finite thanks to Definition 2, point b). The right-
hand-side of (46) is finite due to (34), Definition 2 (point a)), and the Sobolev
embedding H1(Rd) ⊂ Ln+2(Rd), n < 3. □

Lemma 24. Let r > 0. Let u ∈ H3(B2r) and let br and cr be as defined in
(12)–(13). Let t be a good time for radius 2r. Then we haveˆ

B2r\Br

|∇u− br · x− cr|2 ≤ Cr2
ˆ
B2r\Br

|D2u− br|2 dx,(47)

ˆ
B2r\Br

|D2u− br|2 dx ≤ Cr2
ˆ
B2r\Br

|D3u|2 dx.(48)

The same estimates also hold true if the annulus B2r \Br is replaced in all integrals
by the ball B2r. Furthermore, for d = 2 we also have the Poincaré-Sobolev inequality

ˆ
B2r

|D2u− br|2 dx ≤ C

(ˆ
B2r

|D3u| dx
)2

.(49)

Proof. We only prove (47)-(48) on the annulus B2r \Br; the proof of (47)-(48) on
the ball B2r is analogous, as is the proof of the Poincaré-Sobolev inequality (49).

Note that, if t is a good time for 2r, all integrals in (48)–(47) are well defined
thanks to Lemma 23. To prove (48), set br := −́

B2r\Br
D2u dx, i.e., let br be the

average of D2u on B2r \Br. Abbreviate

m(x) :=
η̃(xr )´

B2r\Br
η̃(xr )

− 1

|B2r \Br|
.

The triangle inequality and integration by parts in the definition of br grantˆ
B2r\Br

|D2u− br|2 dx

≤ 2

ˆ
B2r\Br

|D2u− br|2 dx+ 2

ˆ
B2r\Br

|br − br|2 dx

≤ 2

ˆ
B2r\Br

|D2u− br|2 dx+ 2|B2r \Br||br − br|2

≤ C

ˆ
B2r\Br

|D2u− br|2 dx+ Cr2

∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ
B2r\Br

D2u : m(x) dx

∣∣∣∣∣
2
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≤ C

ˆ
B2r\Br

|D2u− br|2 dx+ Cr2

∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ
B2r\Br

(D2u− br) : m(x) dx

∣∣∣∣∣
2

,

where we have used the fact that m(x) has mean zero. By |m(x)| ≤ Cr−2, we thus
obtain the bound

´
B2r\Br

|D2u− br|2 dx ≤ C
´
B2r\Br

|D2u− br|2 dx. Applying the

Poincaré inequality on the right-hand-side of this estimate gives (48).
As for (47), define cr := −́

B2r\Br
(∇u− br · x) dx. Thenˆ

B2r\Br

|∇u− br · x− cr|2 dx

≤ C

ˆ
B2r\Br

|∇u− br · x− cr|2 dx+ C

ˆ
B2r\Br

|cr − cr|2 dx.

Since m(x) is radially symmetric and with mean zero, and br · x is radially anti-
symmetric, we deduce |cr−cr| = |

´
B2r\Br

m(x)(∇u(x)− br · x− cr) dx|. Inequality
(47) follows promptly using Poincaré and (48). □

Lemma 25. Let d = 2. Let br and cr be as defined in (12)–(13). Let δ ∈ (0, 1].
Then

|br − b δr
2
|2 ≤ Cr−4

ˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2 dx,(50)

|cr − c δr
2
|2 ≤ Cr−2

ˆ
B2r

1

2
|∇u− br · x− cr|2 dx.(51)

Proof. Define

m(x) := − 1´
B2r

η̃(xr ) dx
η̃
(x
r

)
+

1´
Bδr/2

η̃( x
δr/2 ) dx

η̃

(
x

δr/2

)
.

Since η̃( ·
δr/2 ) and η̃(

·
r ) are supported on B2r, we have

br − b δr
2
= −
ˆ
B2r

∇m(x)⊗∇u dx.(52)

In (52) we can replace∇u with∇u−br ·x−cr: this is the case since (once integrating
by parts by using the fact m(x) vanishes at the boundary of B2r), cr does not
contribute anything as it gradient is trivially zero, and the constant matrix br is
integrated against the average-zero functionm(x). Estimate (50) then follows using
Hölder’s inequality (52) and the bounds |m| ≤ Cr−d, |∇m| ≤ Cr−d−1. To obtain
(51) we observe that cr−c δr

2
=
´
B2r

m(x)⊗∇u dx =
´
B2r

m(x)⊗(∇u−br ·x−cr) dx,
where we could add cr as its integrated against the average-zero function m(x), as
well as br · x (since it is radially anti-symmetric, and it’s integrated against the
radially symmetric m(x)). Using the Hölder inequality and the estimates on m
grants (51). □
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HÖLDER CONTINUITY FOR THE 2D THIN-FILM EQUATION 27

[4] Francisco Bernis. Finite speed of propagation for thin viscous flows when 2 ≤ n < 3. C. R.

Math. Acad. Sci. Paris, 322(12):1169–1174, 1996.

[5] Francisco Bernis. Integral inequalities with applications to nonlinear degenerate parabolic
equations. In Nonlinear problems in applied mathematics, pages 57–65. SIAM, Philadelphia,

PA, 1996.

[6] Francisco Bernis and Avner Friedman. Higher order nonlinear degenerate parabolic equations.
J. Differential Equations, 83:179–206, 1990.

[7] Andrea Bertozzi and Mary Pugh. Finite-time blow-up of solutions of some long-wave unstable

thin film equations. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 49(4):1323–1366, 2000.
[8] Michiel Bertsch, Roberta Dal Passo, Harald Garcke, and Günther Grün. The thin viscous

flow equation in higher space dimensions. Adv. Differential Equations, 3:417–440, 1998.

[9] Michiel Bertsch, Lorenzo Giacomelli, and Georgia Karali. Thin-film equations with partial
wetting energy: Existence of weak solutions. Phys. D, 209(1-4):17–27, 2005.

[10] J. Carrillo and G. Toscani. Long-time asymptotics for strong solutions of the thin-film equa-
tion. Comm. Math. Phys., 225:551–571, 2002.

[11] Roberta Dal Passo, Harald Garcke, and Günther Grün. On a fourth-order degenerate par-

abolic equation: Global entropy estimates, existence, and qualitative behavior of solutions.
SIAM J. Math. Anal., 29(2):321–342, 1998.

[12] Roberta Dal Passo, Lorenzo Giacomelli, and Günther Grün. A waiting time phenomenon for

thin film equations. Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. (4), 30, no 2:437–463, 2001.
[13] Konstantinos Dareiotis, Benjamin Gess, Manuel V Gnann, and Günther Grün. Non-negative

martingale solutions to the stochastic thin-film equation with nonlinear gradient noise.

Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 242(1):179–234, 2021.
[14] B. Davidovitch, E. Moro, and H.A. Stone. Spreading of viscous fluid drops on a solid substrate

assisted by thermal fluctuations. Phys.Rev.Lett., 95:244505, 2005.

[15] Nicola De Nitti and Julian Fischer. Sharp criteria for the waiting time phenomenon in so-
lutions to the thin-film equation. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 47(7):1394–1434,

2022.
[16] Charles M. Elliott and Harald Garcke. On the Cahn-Hilliard equation with degenerate mo-

bility. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 27(2):404–423, 1996.

[17] Julian Fischer. Optimal lower bounds on asymptotic support propagation rates for the thin-
film equation. J. Differential Equations, 255(10):3127–3149, 2013.

[18] Julian Fischer. Upper bounds on waiting times for the thin-film equation: the case of weak

slippage. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 211(3):771–818, 2014.
[19] Julian Fischer. Behaviour of free boundaries in thin-film flow: The regime of strong slippage

and the regime of very weak slippage. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 33(5):1301
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[49] Michael Struwe. On the Hölder continuity of bounded weak solutions of quasilinear parabolic
systems. Manuscripta Math., 35(1-2):125–145, 1981.
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