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Abstract

We obtained the C'® continuity for weak solutions of a class of ul-
traparabolic equations with measurable coefficients of the form 0; u =

2iiey Xi(aij(z,t)X;u) + Xou. The result is proved by simplifying

and generalizing our earlier arguments for the C'* regularity of homo-
geneous ultraparabolic equations.
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1 Introduction

We are concerned with the regularity of a class of ultraparabolic equa-
tions. One of the typical example of the ultraparabolic equations is the
following equation
du  du  ,0%u

1.1 - — 2l =
(1.1) 8t+y8x u8y2

0,

which is of strong degenerated parabolic type equations, more precisely, an

ultraparabolic type equation. On the other hand, the equation (1.1), if we
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consider it as an equation of %, has the divergent form. The recent paper
of Pascucci and Polidoro [18], has proved that the Moser iterative method
still works for a class of ultraparabolic equations with measurable coefficients
which are called homogeneous Kolmogorov-Fokker-Planck equations(or KFP-
equations). By the same technique, Cinti, Pascucci, Polidoro [3] consider a
nonhomogeneous KFP-equations, and Cinti, Polidoro [4] deal with a more
general ultraparabolic equation which we will concentrate on in this paper.
Their result shows that for a non-negative sub-solution u of the ultraparabolic

equation they considered, the L norm of u is bounded by the LP norm
(p>1).

From mathematical points of view, the ultraparabolic equation that we
considered has some special algebraic structures and is degenerated. There
are more and more studies on this problem in recent years. We have proved
that if the weak solution obtained in [21] of (1.1) is of C'* class, then u is
smooth. The second author [23] has proved C* property of weak solutions
by Kruzhkov’s approach for homogeneous KFP-equations, and the authors
deal with nonhomogeneous KFP-equations in [20]. By simplifying the cut-off
function and generalizing our earlier arguments, we are able to prove the C'*
regularity for weak solutions of more general ultraparabolic equations. We
prove a Poincaré type inequality for non-negative weak sub-solutions of (1.2).
Then we apply the inequality to obtain a local priori estimate which implies

the Holder estimates.

Consider a class of ultraparabolic operator on RV *!:

mo
(1.2) Lu= Y Xi(a;(z,t)X;u) + Xou — dyu =0,

ij=1
where (z,t) = z € RN 1 <mg < N, and X;’s are smooth vector fields on

RN for j=0,1,---,mo.

We follow the notations as in [4]. Let A = (@;j)moxmo, and Ag be the



identity matrix of mg x mg. Put Y = Xy — 9, and denote

mo
(1.3) Li=> X;+Y
k=1
A curve v : [0, T] — RN*1 is called Li-admissible, if it is absolutely contin-

uous and satisfies
Z)\k (s))+Y(y(s)), ae. in0,T],

for suitable bounded measurable functions A;(s), ..., Ay, (s).
We make the following assumptions on the operator L:

[Hy] : the coefficients a;;, 1 < i,j < myg, are real valued, measurable
functions of (z,t). Moreover, a;; = aj; € L>(RN™!) and there exists a A > 0

such that

_252 %a”l’t&f]<)\252
ig=1

for every (z,t) € RV, and £ € R™. X, = YN, b;(2)0,, with smooth

functions b;(z);

[H,] : there exists a homogeneous Lie group G = (RV*!,0,4,) such that
(i) Xi,..., X, Y are left translation invariant on G,
(i) Xi,..., X, are §,-homogeneous of degree one and Y is d,-homogeneous

of degree two;

[Hj) : for every (z,t), (£,7) € RN™! with t > 7, there exists an L;-
admissible path v : [0,t—71] — RY*! such that v(0) = (z,t), y(t—7) = (£, 7).

The requirements of [Hz| and [Hg| ensure that the operator L, satisfies
the well-known Hormander’s hypoellipticity condition by Kogoj and Lan-
conelli [8]. We refer to [4] and [8] for more details on the hypoelliptic type

operator on RV,



The Schauder type estimate of (1.2) has been obtained, for example,
Lunardi [12] and Manfredini [14]. Besides, the regularity of weak solutions
have been studied by Bramanti, Cerutti and Manfredini [2], Polidoro and
Ragusa [19], Manfredini and Polidoro [13] assuming a weak continuity on the
coefficient a;;. It is quite interesting whether the weak solution has Holder
regularity under the assumption [H;]. One of the approaches to the Holder
estimates is to obtain the Harnack type inequality. In the case of elliptic
equations with measurable coefficients, the Harnack inequality is obtained
by J. Moser [15] via an estimate of BMO functions due to F. John and
L. Nirenberg together with the Moser iteration method. J. Moser [16] also
obtained the Harnack inequality for parabolic equations with measurable
coefficients by generalizing the John-Nirenberg estimates to the parabolic
case. Also De Giorgi developed an approach to obtain the Holder regularity
for elliptic equations. Another approach to the Holder estimates is given by
S. N. Kruzhkov [9], [10] based on the Moser iteration to obtain a local priori
estimate, which provides a short proof for the parabolic equations. Nash [17]
introduced another technique relying on the Poincaré inequality and obtained

the Holder regularity.

Let X be the gradient with respect to the variables X;, X, ---, X,,,, and
Xu = (Xyu, Xou, -+, Xppou)?. We say that u is a weak solution if it satisfies
(1.2) in the distribution sense, that is for any ¢ € C§°(€2), Q is a open subset
of RN*! then

(1.3) / $Vu — (Xu)TAX¢ = 0,
Q
where u, Xu, Yu € L2 (9Q).

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 Under the assumptions [Hi| ~ [Hg], the weak solution of

(1.2) is Hélder continuous.



2 Some Preliminary and Known Results

We follow the earlier notations to give some basic properties. For the more
details of the subject, we refer to Cinti and Polidoro [4], Kogoj and Lanconelli

8], or Bonfiglioli, Lanconelli and Uguzzoni[l].

We say a Lie group G' = (RNT! o) is homogeneous if a family of dilations
(04) >0 exists on G and is an automorphism of the group: d,(z0(¢) = J,(z) o
6,(¢), for all 2, € RN+ and p > 0, where

0p = diag(u®, p®2, ..., u*, %),
for 1 < ¢ < N, «; is a positive integer, and a3 < ay < -+ < ay.
Moreover, the dilation §, induces a direct sum decomposition on R, and
RN =Vi®,---,®V,. If we denote x = 2V + 23 + ... 4 2®) with 2U) € V; |
then
B,(,t) = (D, %),

where
Due® 2@ 4 4 2®) = (uz® 4 @22® § g k),
Let
Q = dimVi + 2dimVy + - - - + kdimV},
then the number ) + 2 is usually called the homogeneous dimension of

(RN*1, o) with respect to the dilation d,,.

A real function f(z) defined on R” is called §,-homogeneous of degree
m € R, if f(z) does not vanish identically and, for every x € RY and u > 0,
it holds

f(0u(x,0)) = A" f(x).



A non-identically-vanishing vector field X is called ,,-homogeneous of degree
m € R, if for every ¢ € C°(RY), x € RV, and u > 0, it holds

X(#(0u(,0))) = p™(X¢)(0u(x,0)).

The norm in RV*!, related to the group of translations and dilation to

the equation is defined by
(z, )] = r,

if r is the unique positive solution to the equation

2 2 2 2
] T TN I
5 o Tt oot =1

rla1 rio réanN r

where (z,t) € RN\ {0} and by [Hz] and Hérmander’s hypoellipticity con-

dition, we attain
oap ==, =1, 1 <ap41 << ay.

And |[(0,0)|| = 0. Obviously

10, (2, )] =l (, ),
for all (z,t) € RNTL. The quasi-distance in G is

d(z,¢) = [T o 2, V2, € RV

where
(2.1) Cloz=(S(x,t,&67),t—7)

and S € RY is smooth (see [8]). Moreover, for every compact domain K €

RN*1 there exists a positive constant C'x such that

(2.2) Cille— ¢ <d(z—¢) < Cilz—(|F, Vz,(€K



where | - | denotes the usual Euclidean modulus (see for instance, Prop 11.2
in [7]).

The ball at a point (xg, o) is defined by
B, (0, to) = {(z, )| (w0, t0)™" o (z, )] <1},

and
BT_(ZL'Q,t()) = Br(l'o,to) N {t < to}.

For convenience, we sometimes use the cube instead of the balls. The cube

at point (0,0) is given by
Co(0,0) = {(z, )] [t <r®  fau| <o faon| < 7oV}
It is easy to see that there exists a constant A; such that
C.2(0,0) € B,(0,0) C Ca,(0,0),

where A; only depends on ) and N.

We recall L; = Y1%°, X2 + Y, whose fundamental solution T'y(-,¢) with
pole in ¢ € RM*! is smooth out of the diagonal of RN! x RN*1 has the

following properties:

(2.3)
(i) Ti(2,¢) =T1(CTloz,0) =T1(CTloz),  Vz,(€ RV 24

(1) 1(2,() >0, and Ty(x,t,&7)>0 if t>7;
(199) [pn Di(z,t,&,7)de = [pa Di(x,t, &, 7)dE =1, if ¢ > 7;

()T (0 02) = pOT1(2), Vz#0, u>0;

moreover,

(2.4) Li(2,¢) < CJ[¢T 02|79,



for all z,{ € RN (see [4] or [8]).

A weak sub-solution of (1.2) in a domain 2 is a function u such that u,
Xu, Yu € L2,.(Q) and for any ¢ € C5°(2), ¢ > 0,

(2.5) A¢hkquﬂu¢zo

A result of Cinti and Polidoro obtained by using the Moser’s iterative

method (see Prop 4.4 in [4]) states as follows.

Lemma 2.1 Let u be a non-negative weak sub-solution of (1.2) in Q. Let
(xo,t0) € Q and By (xo,to) C Q and p > 1. Then there exists a positive
constant C' which depends only on the operator L such that, for 0 <r <1

26 Sup up S / up’
( ) B (zo,to) rQt2 Js; (zo,to0)
2

provided that the last integral converges.

We make use of a classical potential estimates (see (1.11) in [5]) here to

prove the Poincaré type inequality.

Lemma 2.2 Let (RNt o) is a homogeneous Lie group of homogeneous di-
mension Q + 2, a € (0,Q +2) and G € C(RN*1\ {0}) be a 6,-homogeneous
function of degree o — Q — 2. If f € LP(RNTY) for some p € (1,00), then

Gre) = [ G o)),

is defined almost everywhere and there exists a constant C' = C(Q,p) such
that

1) 16 sy < C pmax |GG 1 llogviny
where q is defined by

1_1_ o

g p Q+2



Corollary 2.1 Let f € L*(RN™'), and recall the definitions in [3]

DA = [ D OfQM, vz e RN

and

DEGHE == [ XOT( QRO vz e RV,
where j = 1,---,mg, then exists a positive constant C = C(Q) such that
(2.8) 1T 2v vy < CllFlz2rvy,
and
(2.9) T3 (X ) 2 ravery < Ol fllzary+r),

whereileqtﬁ,/’<;:1_|_%7 and j=1,---,my.

3 Proof of Main Theorem

We may consider the local estimate at a ball centered at (0,0), since the

equation (1.2) is invariant under the left translation when a;; is constant.

The key point in our argument is to obtain a Poincaré type inequality. Then

by using the Poincaré type inequality, we prove the following Lemma 3.5

which is essential in the oscillation estimates in Kruzhkov’s approaches in

parabolic case. Then the C'“ regularity result follows easily by the standard

arguments. We follow the same route as [23] and [20], but the idea is more

simple and technical. We give them together for completeness.

For convenience, we let @’ = (21, -, 2pm,) and z = (2/,T). We consider

the estimates in the following cube, instead of B,

Co

={(z,t)] —r?<t<0,|2| <7 |Tmgr1] < (Nr)@mott ...
lzn| < (Nr)evy,

9



where X' > 1 is a positive constant, to be decided in (3.8). Let
K = {2 [ <},
Sp=AT | |wmer| < (Nr)*mott oo an| < (Nr)*V )
Let 0 < a, 8 < 1 be constants, for fixed ¢t and h, we denote
Niw ={(2",7)| (2',7) € Kg, X S, u(-,t) > h}.

By the homogeneousness of X, j =1,---,mg, we can deduce

X; =Y 90, + Y ¢ (2)d,,,
i=1 i>mg
where Ci(j ) is a constant for i < mg and C’Z-(j )(1’) is a polynomial of homoge-
neous degree «; — 1 for ¢ > mg. Similarly
X() = Z bl(a?)@xl,
i>mo
where b;(x) is a polynomial of homogeneous degree «; — 2. In the following
discussions, we always assume r < 1, and that the constants C’Z-(j )(z' < my)
and the coefficients of these polynomial functions b,(x) and Ci(j )(l’)(l > my)
are bounded by A, since we can choose A as a large constant. Moreover, all

constants dependant on mg, k or () will be denoted by dependence on B.

Lemma 3.1 Suppose that u(z,t) > 0 be a solution of equation (1.2) in C~
centered at (0,0) and

mes{(x,t) € C,~

r o

w1} > cmes(C;),

then there exist constants o, 5 and h, 0 < «, 5, h < 1 which only depend on
B, X\ and N such that for almost all t € (—ar?,0),

1
mes{Nin} > ﬁmes{KBT X Sgr}.

10



Proof: Let
1

u+hs’’
where h is a constant, 0 < h < 1, to be determined later. Then v at points

v=In"(

where v is positive, satisfies

(3.1) > Xiag(z,t)X;v) — (X0)TAXv + Xov — 9 v = 0.

ij=1

Let 7(s) be a smooth cut-off function so that
n(s) =1, for s< fr,
n(s)=0, for s>r.

Moreover, 0 <7 < 1 and || < ¢

B)

1
Now we let = n(|2']) and ny = Iljsm,n;, where 1; = n(%|z;] ) for
j >mg .

Multiplying n?n? to (3.1) and integrating by parts on K, x S, x (7,t)

Jicy, Js,, (2, T)dTdr’ + 5[] [, [s, min5 | X o[> dzda’ dt

< SBANL (14 Ny NSy, || K
(3.2) +J; Ik, Is, nin; Xovdzdx'dt + Jre, Js, v(7, 2", T)dTd2’
< St e | K| + Y Jic, Js, ning Xovdzda'dt
+ I, Js v(7, 2, T)dTd’, a.e. T,t€ (—r%0).
Let
Ip = / / nny > bj(x)0,,vdzdd,
Jj>mo

11



then
(3.4)
sl = [Jx. Js. n Zj>mo(bj($)axj77§)vdfdx’|

L
Q

_9 L1 o
< CONNYI(RTS) [, fs, Sgomo 10 (15177 3)] 5 L™ (Xr)s =2

< G m B2 S s [ K In(h7F).

Integrating by t to I, we have

(3.5) S S, Js, i Xovdzda'dt < £550 8729 S5, || K| In(h ).

We shall estimate the measure of the set N, ;. Let
wu(t) = mes{(2’,7)| 2 € K,,T€S,, u(-t)>1}.

. 1
By our assumption, for 0 < a < ;

1 0 —ar? 0
§r2mes(5r)mes(Kr) < u(t)dt:/ . ,u(t)dt—l—/ 2,u(t)alt

—r2

that is

/_:” w(t)dt > (% — a)r*mes(S,)mes(K,),

then there exists a 7 € (—r?, —ar?), such that
1
(3.6) wu(r) > (5 —a)(1 — a) 'mes(S,)mes(K,).

By noticing v = 0 when v > 1, we have

(3.7) /T /T 7,2, T)dTdxr’ < %(1 — ) 'mes(S,)mes(K,) ln(h_%).

Now we choose « (near zero), § (near one), and X large enough such that

C(\N) 1

R S e e e S =
- e’ i g —a) =5

W

(3.8)

12



and fix them from now on.
By (3.2), (3.5), (3.7) and (3.8), we deduce

Jks, Js,, v(t, @', T)dTd’
(3.9)

< [ﬁCSgB(l’\g2 + 2In(h~ )]mes(KBr X Sg).

When (2, Z) ¢ Nip,, we have

1 1
) <Int(—) <
1ﬂwﬂ_m(h+%)_%
then .
In (Qh)mes(Kgr X Sgr \ Nip) </ / v(t, o', T)dTdx'.
Since

C+ n(h%) 9
- H _
In(h~1) 10’
then there exists constant h; such that for 0 < h < hy and t € (—ar?,0)

as h—0,

10
mes(Kﬁr X Sgr \./V;h) < ﬁmes(Kgr X SﬁT).
Then we proved our lemma.
Let x(s) be a smooth function given by

1
1 if s<0ar,
x(s) =0 if s>,
1
where 6@ < % is a constant. Moreover, we assume that
2

0< —x'(s) < ma IX"(s)] <

ﬁ[\3| Q

and for any [, B2, with po < b1 < P < 1, we have
‘X/(S)‘ Z C(ﬁhﬁQ)r_l > 07

13



if 517’ S S S BQT.
For . € RN, t <0, we set
_ (AU
Q={(a"z,0)| —r* <t <0, € Ky, |z;] < (3)%.j=mo+1,---,N}.

We define the cut off functions by

N 9204]1.2 )
ool ) =x([ Y g — Cutr98),
j=mo+1

(3.10) o(t, x) = ¢o(t, )1 (x, 1),
where C; > 1 is chosen so that

Cir972 > | Yo, 20%99b; (@) r9 2],
for all z € Q.

Remark 3.1 By the definition of ¢ and the above arguments, it is easy to
check that, for 6, r small enough andt <0

(1) ¢(2) =1, in By,
(2) suppp N{(x, t)[x € RY,t <0} C Q,
(8) there exists a; > 6, which depends on C, such that

{(l’,t)| - O‘lfr2 <t< Oazl € Kﬁraj S Sﬁr} - Supp¢>

(4) 0 < ¢o(2) <1, for z € {(x,t)] —ayr®* <t < —0r? 2’ € Kg,, T € Sp,.}.

Lemma 3.2 Under the above notations, we have
Yoo(2) <0, for ze Q.

14



€2aj wg

Proof: Let [Y0C, 14 o — C1tr92] be denoted by [---]. Then
Yoo = (1081 18 C1r2 + 5y (265250, )yr2 200

For the term b;(z)z;r972% since |b;(z)| < C(A, N)(5)* 2, we obtain

| > 20°%9b;(2)2;r972 | < C(A, N)Pr92,

Jj>mo
We can choose a positive constant C; > 1, such that C(\, N)§#* < C, then
Yo(z) <0 (2 € Q) holds.

We sometimes abuse the notations of B and C,, since there are equiva-

lent. Now we have the following Poincaré’s type inequality.

Lemma 3.3 Let w be a non-negative weak sub-solution of (1.2) in By . Then
there exists a constant C, only depends on B, X\ and N, such that for r <
0<1

(3.11) | (wiz) - 103 < oo /B | Xwl?,

or

where Iy is given by

(3.12) Iy = SUPB;T [Il(z) + 02(2)]’
and
(3.13) () = [Tz wy el (©dc,

S b

Ca(z) = [ 13 1X26I0 (2, Q)

5 9=1

where I'y is the fundamental solution, and ¢ is given by (3.10).

15



Proof: We represent w in terms of the fundamental solution of 'y, i.e.
o)== [ Tz QLie(QdS, Vi € CR(RY™).
N+1

By an approximation and the support of ¢ and I'y, for z € 3,,, we have

w(z) = [z [(AcX (we), XT'1(z,-)) = Ti(z, )Y (we)](¢)dC
(3.14) ’
= 11(2) + I2(2) + I3(2) + Cs(2),

where I;(z) are given by (3.13) and

B(z) = [ [((A0 = A)Xw, XT1(z,))6 = Tz ) (A + Ag) Xw, X) ().
1(z) = [ [(AXw, X(D1(z,)0)) = Tz )oY w(C)dc.

Co(z) = [ [(AX6, X1 (2, ))w + T (2, ) (Ao Xw, X6))()dC

T

0
Note that supppN{r < 0} C Q C B—g 2 € By and (4,X 6, XTy(z,-))

vanishes in a small neighborhood of z. Integrating by parts we have
Ca(2) = J. [ [X26]T (2, Y] (C)dC.
[2

From our assumption, w is a weak sub-solution of (1.2), and ¢ is a test

function of this semi-cylinder. In fact, we let

1 T <0,
X(r)=¢ 1—nt 0<7<1/n,
0 T>1/n.

Then x(7)¢I'1(z,-) can be a test function (see [4]). As n — oo, we obtain
¢I'1(z,-) as a legitimate test function, and I3(z) < 0. Then in By,,

0 S ('LU(Z) — [0)4. S IQ(Z) = [21 + [22.

16



By Corollary 2.1 we have

(3:15) (Lt 2,y < OO NP ] 2y o < C(B,A N)OF[[Xw]| 25

@ (By,.)

Similarly for 122,
Q-
sl e ) < 1Bl 58 sl < OB NI X0l 1X) 5,
4

where

0
[Xor| =X (@IENIXEN] < C(B, A N)

and

11 20\ ()62
(X0l < IXI5L-12 DY I%KC(B A N)§ar

1<i<mo,j>mo
thus
||[22||L2(Be’r) < C(B, A, N)QQTHXWHL?(K

Then we proved our lemma.

Now we apply Lemma 3.3 to the function w = In" —hh_g If u is a weak
u+h38
solution of (1.2), obviously w is a weak sub-solution. We estimate the value

of Iy given by Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 3.4 Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.3, there exist constants
Ao, To and rog < 6. Ao only depends on constants «, 3, X\, B, N, and ¢,
0 < Ao < 1, such that for r < rg

(3.16) ITo| < AoIn(h7%).

Proof: We first come to estimate Cy(z) and as before, denote x = (2/,Z,t)
and ¢ = (¢,€,7). Note z € B, we have

|Ca(2)]

< IB% DI |X]2¢|F1(Z> Jw](¢)d¢

< Psupcesppor T4 X260 In(h}). (By (i) in (2.3))

17



We only need to estimate [X7¢|,
| X20| < | XZh1| + 2| X601 X 0] + | X o,
where [ X;61| = |0/ (0]¢')0, |¢/]| < 20r~", | X2¢1| < C6* @12 and

G ()260™

1 1_ 1
‘Xjébo‘ = |X/_["']Q 1(2 20,—Q )‘ SC(B,)\,N)@QT 17
Q i>mg e
moreover,
1 X2¢| < C(B, A, N)7r 2.
Hence
(3.17) Cy(2)| < C(B, A\, N)Z In(h™%) = C(B, A, N)§° In(h~%)

where oy = é > 0.

Since Xo = X jsm, 0j(2)0y,, We know Yo = ¢,Y ¢g. Now we let w = 1,
then for z € By, (3.14) gives,

(3.18) 1= fza% (=111 (2, )Y ¢o (€)dC + Co(2)]w=1-
By Lemma 3.2,
(3.19) —¢1l'(z,-)Y ¢ > 0,

we only need to prove —¢;I'1(z, <)Y ¢p has a positive lower bound in a domain
which w vanishes, and this bound independent of r and small 6. So we can
find a A\g, 0 < A\g < 1, such that this lemma holds and \q is independent of r
and small 6. We observe that the support of x'(s) is in the region gar < s < r,
thus for some 8 < 1, the set By, \B_, with 6r*/Cy < |t| < air? is contained
in the support of ¢1¢; . Then we can prove that the integral of (3.19) on a

subset of the domain By, \ B\_/@T is lower bounded by a positive constant.

18



For z € By,, 0 < ay < a and set
(3.20)
(eZ=A{¢7)|-mr*<r<- 2 ?, ¢ € Kg, £ € Spy, w(,7) = 0},

then |Z| = C(ay, 3, B, \, N)r®*2 by Lemma 3.1. We note that when ¢ =
(&,7) € Z and 0 is small, w(¢) =0, ¢1(¢) =1

([~ 12)| = C(an, B\, N)r=t > 0.

Consequently
Jz[=¢1T1(z, )Y ¢o)(C) dC

Q=
Q=

= — [y Tu(z )X ([ ]2) 8- ] O 2 + 3 iomo (2079905 (€)€;79729)]d¢

> C(B, A, a1, N) [, 792?10y (¢ o 2,0)dC
> C(B,\, a1, N) [,772T1(¢" o 2,0)d¢

= C(B,)\,OK,ﬁ,N) = C'4 > 07
where we have used T'y(z,() > Cr~9, as 7 < —%r? and z € By,. In fact, by
(iv) in (2.3) one get
_Q t — T
Pl(Z,C):T' PI(S($?t>€>T)a r2 )a
where 2t < 5T < 1 and S is bounded by (2.1), hence by the property (ii)
in (2.3) of Fl, we have I'(2,¢) > C(a1)r=?. Then we can choose a small 6

which is fixed from now on and ¢ < 6, such that

(3.21) || < (1 — Cy + C36°) In(h™5) + C40°° In(h™5) < Ao In(h75)

where 0 < r <1y, 0 < \g < 1, depends on «, 5, B, A\, N, and ¢.

Lemma 3.5 Suppose that u(x,t) > 0 is a solution of equation (1.2) in B,
centered at (0,0) and mes{(z,t) € By, wu > 1} > tmes(B, ). Then there
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exist constant 0 and hg, 0 < 0, hg < 1 which only depend on B, \, Ao and N

such that
u(z,t) > ho in By,.

Proof: We consider
h

w4+ hs”’
for 0 < h < 1, to be decided. By applying Lemma 3.3 to w and scaling, we

w = In"(

have

03r? 9
<
][7(11) Ip): < C(B, A\ N) ‘BM/ | Xw|?.

Let & = 7, then @ satisfies the conditions of Lemma 3.1. We can get similar

estimates as (3.2), (3.5), (3.7) and (3.8), hence we have

C(BAN) g Jigs, [ Xwl
(3.22) < O(B, A N)ifE -~ = i + Hn(h™7)mes(Ks, x Sg)

< C(0, B,N,\) In(h™%),
where 6 has been chosen. By Lemma 2.1, there exists a constant, still denoted
by 6, such that for z € ,,,

(3.23) w— Iy < C(B,\, N)(In(h™%))z.

Therefore we may choose hg small enough, so that

1 1 1
Clln(—))> <In(—) = Ao In(—),
hi 20§ hi

N

then (3.16) and (3.23) gives

ho
sup 7 < —1,
By u+hy 2R
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9
which implies inf By U > h§, then we have finished our proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We may assume that M = supg-(+u) =
supB;(—u), otherwise we replace u by u — ¢, since u is bounded locally.
Then either 1 + 17 or 1 — 57 satisfies the assumption of Lemma 3.5, and we
suppose 1 + 57 does it, thus Lemma 3.5 implies existing hy > 0 such than
infB;T(l +47) = ho, i.e. u> M(hg — 1), then

ho
Oscgefru <M—-M(hg—1) < (1-— 7)0508;%
which implies the C® regularity of u near point (0, 0) by the standard iteration
arguments. By the left invariant translation group action, we know that w is

C*® in the interior.
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