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LOCAL HOLDER CONTINUITY FOR SOME DOUBLY
NONLINEAR PARABOLIC EQUATIONS IN MEASURE
SPACES

EURICA HENRIQUES AND ROJBIN LALEOGLU

ABSTRACT. We establish the local Holder continuity for the nonnegative
weak solutions of certain doubly nonlinear parabolic equations possess-
ing a singularity in the time derivative part and a degeneracy in the
principal part. The proof involves the method of intrinsic scaling and
the setting is a measure space equipped with a doubling non-trivial Borel
measure supporting a Poincaré inequality.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the regularity question for the nonnegative weak solutions of
the doubly nonlinear equation

O(u?)
ot

which appears, together with some other similar ones, in the modeling of
turbulent filtration of non-Newtonian fluids through a porous media (see [§]).
We show that the nonnegative weak solutions are locally Holder continuous
in measure spaces assuming only the measure to be a doubling non-trivial
Borel measure supporting a Poincaré inequality.

In the simpler case ¢ = 1, the equation becomes the heat equation for p =
2 and the evolutionary p-Laplace equation for 1 < p # 2. For the indicated
ranges of p and ¢, in addition to the double nonlinearity, this equation
possesses a degeneracy, coming from the fact that its modulus of ellipticity
|Vu|P~2 vanishes at points where |[Vu| = 0, and a singularity due to the term
w91, enclosed in the time derivative part, which blows up at points where
u = 0. The presence of the degeneracy and the singularity in (I.I]) together
with the available literature (see [4} 7, 26]), suggest the use of the method of
intrinsic scaling to show that weak solutions are locally continuous. However,
in order to deal simultaneously with the double degradation of the parabolic
structure of ([LT]) one needs to consider several new aspects in the argument,
(for other successful uses of intrinsic geometry, see also [I], 2 [5l [6] 14, 20]).

—V-([VulP™?Vu) =0, p>2 and 0<g<1 (1.1)
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A better understanding of the adopted procedure requires the comprehen-
sion of the dichotomy in the behaviour of weak solutions to equation (L.TI):
for large scales, when the infimum is considerably smaller than the supre-
mum, the singularity in the time derivative part dominates; while for small
scales the equation becomes essentially the degenerate p-Laplace equation.
Although both cases are treated via the method of intrinsic scaling, each
one requires the construction of a suitable intrinsic geometry on its own.

A similar type of behaviour is displayed by the so-called Trudinger’s equa-
tion which agrees with (II]) for ¢ = p — 1. The local Holder continuity for
the weak solutions of so-called degenerate Trudinger’s equation was estab-
lished in [2I] while the complementary case that corresponds to the singular
one was proven in [19]. Like (II]), Trudinger’s equation becomes essentially
the degenerate (singular) p-Laplace equation when the solution is strictly
away from zero whereas the degeneracy (singularity) dominates otherwise
for p > 2 (1 < p < 2). Nevertheless, unlike (II]), Trudinger’s equation is ho-
mogeneous of degree one and this favored feature brings some convenience
in the analysis since it creates some resemblance with the heat equation.
For example, similar to the heat equation, it admits a scale and location
invariant parabolic Harnack inequality (see [25, [17]) which plays a crucial
role in the proof of Hélder continuity in the most involved case, namely in
the case when the infimum is considerably smaller than the supremum of
the solution. For equation (LI]) such a Harnack inequality is not available
(see [9,10]) therefore, a new approach is required to deal with the singular-
ity in the time derivative part. Consequently, despite the similarities in the
analysis, the techniques employed are respectably different. We get through
the hitch by making use of logarithmic estimates in a modified setting and
defining the correct intrinsic geometry imposed by the energy estimates that
are highly inhomogeneous.

The problems concerning the continuity of the solutions of partial dif-
ferential equations presenting a double nonlinearity were also addressed by
Porzio and Vespri, Vespri and Ivanov, see [22], 27| [T5], for equations that are
equivalent to ((ILI]) provided the solution is strictly away from zero, which is
not our case.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we provide the basic defi-
nitions and facts on metric spaces which will be needed along the proof, and
we also present the main result. In section 3 we construct the iteration ar-
gument and the fundamental estimates, namely the energy and logarithmic
estimates; section 4 includes the implementation of the alternative argument
that will lead to the proof of the continuity of the nonnegative local weak
solutions of (L.I)).

Pretending this work to be the most self-contained possible, there will be
natural repetitions of statements and results already published (which will
come together with their respective references). Meanwhile, we tried to keep
the paper mostly original and confined ourselves with just referring to the
corresponding references for some arguments and highlighted the novelties
of this work.
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2. PRELIMINARY MATERIAL AND MAIN RESULT

Let p be a Borel measure and U be an open set in R%. The Sobolev space
HYP(U; ) is defined to be the completion of C*°(U) with respect to the

Sobolev norm
1/p
g = ( [+ 7up) d#) .

A function u belongs to the local Sobolev space Hllo’f(U; w) if it belongs
to HYP(; u) for every compactly contained subset  of U. Moreover, the
Sobolev space with zero boundary values Hé P(U; ) is defined as the com-
pletion of C§°(U) with respect to the Sobolev norm (see e.g. [13] for more
properties of Sobolev spaces).

The parabolic Sobolev space LP(t,to; HYP(U;p)), with t; < ta, is the
space of functions wu(z,t) such that, for almost every t € (t1,t2) the function
u(-,t) belongs to H*P(U; 1) and

to
[ [ up s (wupyav < o
t1 U

where we denote dv = dy dt.
The space LV (t1,te; HP(U; p)) is defined analogously.

loc

Definition 2.1. A function u € L? (1, 79; H'F(U; 1)), where U is an open

loc loc
and bounded subset of R?, is a weak solution of equation (L)) in U x (71, 72)

if for any compact 2 C U and for almost every 71 < t; < ty < 7o it satisfies
the integral identity

/Q [z, ta)n(i, t2) — w11 ) 10)] s

to 877
+/ / (\Vu]pQVu-Vn—uq—> dv =0
t1 Q 875

for every n € C5°(Q2 x (71, 72)).

(2.1)

Here the boundary terms are taken in the sense of limits
t1+h
/ u(x,t1)n(x,t1) dp = lim / u(x, t)n(z,t) dv
Q h—0 t Q

and

to

/ ul(x, to)n(x, te) dpy = lim / ul(x, t)n(z,t) dv.
Q h—0 o—h JQ

The following notion of weak solution given by the Steklov averages is tech-

nically more convenient to work with since it involves the discrete time

derivative of the solution and it is equivalent to the previous definition [4,

p. 101-102].

Definition 2.2. A weak solution of (II]) is a measurable function u €
L, (71,723 Hllo’f(U; w)) satisfying

8(uq)h p—2 _
/Qx{t}{ S+ (Ivu Vu)h v b dp =0, (2.2)
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for every compact set 2 C U, for almost every 7 < t < 70 — h and for all
n € C°(Q).

The following definitions and results can be found within the context of
analysis on metric measure spaces.

The measure u is doubling if there is a universal constant Dy > 1 such
that

u(B(z,2r)) < Dop(B(x, 7)),
for every B(x,2r) C €, denoting

B(z,r) = {yeRd Dy — x| <7°}

the standard open ball in R? with radius r and center x.

The dimension related to the doubling measure is d, = log, Do; in the
particular case of the Lebesgue measure, £, one has ds = d.

Let 0 < r < R < co. A simple iteration of the doubling condition implies

that

B(z,R R\

#(B(z, R)) <C <_> ’ (2.3)
w(B(z,r)) r

where C' depends only on the doubling constant Dy.

For a € (0,1], we say that the measure u satisfies the a-annular decay
property if there exists a constant ¢ > 1 such that

,U'(B(xvr) \B(xv (1 - 5)T)) < C(sa,u,(B(m',T)), (2'4)

for all B(z,r) C Q and for all § € (0,1). Obviously, in our setting this prop-
erty holds since it is an immediate consequence of the doubling condition,
in particular of (23). Recall also that it was proven by Buckley [3] that
any length space, a metric space in which the distance between any pair of
points is the infimum of the lengths of rectifiable paths joining them, with
a doubling measure supports such an a-annular decay property for some
a € (0,1].

The measure is said to support a weak (q,p)-Poincaré inequality if there
exist constants Py > 0 and 7 > 1 such that

1/q 1/p
<][ lu = up (! du) < Pyr <][ [Vul? du) : (2.5)
B(z,r) B(z,rr)

for every u € Hllg’f(Q; w) and B(x,7r) C Q, where

uB(m,):][ ud,u:;/ udt.
’ B(x,r) M(B(.%’,?”)) B(z,r)

Since the constant 7 may be strictly greater than one, the inequality gains
the extra word ”weak”. It is known (see Theorem 3.4 in [I2]) that in R?
with a doubling measure, the weak (g, p)-Poincaré inequality with some
7 > 1 implies the (g, p)-Poincaré inequality with 7 = 1, therefore we can
consider 7 = 1.

We will assume that the measure supports a weak (1, p)-Poincaré inequal-
ity. The weak (1, p)-Poincaré inequality together with the doubling condition
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imply a weak (k, p)-Sobolev-Poincaré inequality with

dup
, 1<p<d,,
k={dd,—p b= tu (2.6)
2p, pZdu,

where d,, is as above (the proof can be found in [12]).
For Sobolev functions with zero boundary values, we have the following
version of Sobolev’s inequality (see [I8]): suppose that u € Hé’p(B(x, ) 1),

then
1/k 1/p
<][ |u|™ d,u) <Cr <][ |VulP d,u) . (2.7)
B(z,r) B(z,r)

Moreover, the weak (1,p)-Poincaré inequality and the doubling condition
also imply the (1, g)-Poincaré inequality for some g < p [16]. Consequently,
we also have the weak (k, q)-Sobolev-Poincaré inequality which implies, by
means of Holder’s inequality, the (g, ¢)-Poincaré inequality for some ¢ < p.
For more information on Sobolev-type inequalities see [23], [24].

We would like to highlight the fact that, even though we worked in subdo-
mains of R% we constructed all our arguments so that they can be adjusted
to any other metric measure space with a doubling measure supporting a
Poincaré inequality and an a-annular decay property for some « € (0,1]. As
mentioned before, the last property holds true for length spaces equipped
with a doubling measure. Moreover, the fact that the theory of Sobolev
spaces is based on the notion of weak derivatives brings about the need of
an alternative way of defining weak gradients in a general metric measure
space because the concept of direction is not always clear in such a context.
However, this can be overcome by employing the so-called upper gradients.
There are several recent contributions to the development of the theory of
Sobolev—type metric spaces. For further knowledge on the subject we re-
fer to the survey [I1] and for examples of metric spaces equipped with a
doubling measure and satisfying a weak Poincaré inequality we refer to [18].

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let p > 2 and 0 < ¢ < 1. Assume that the measure (i
is doubling and supports a weak (1,p)-Poincaré inequality. Then any non-
negative bounded weak solution of equation (L)) is locally Holder continuous.

Remark 2.4. Theorem 23] still holds for equations with a more general prin-
cipal part A

85;):) —div A(z, t,v, Vv) =0,
where the Carathéodory function A satisfies the structure conditions
Az, t,v,m) -0 > Ao nl”, (2.8)
Az, t,v,m) < ArnfP~t, (2.9)

for almost every (z,t) € R” xR and every (v,n) € RxR", for some constants

Ag, Ay > 0.

Along the text we will work with parabolic cylinders built upon balls
constructed as follows. Let (zg,tg) be a point in the space-time domain.
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The cylinder of radius » > 0 and height s > 0, with vertex at (zg,%g), is
defined as

Ql‘o,to(S,T) = B(z0,7) X (to — 8, t0)-

We write Q (s,r) to denote Qo o(s,7). Moreover, we shall use the notation
Q0,10 (8,7) = Qup.to(6Ps,6r) and dB(xg,r) = B(zo,dr).

In the sequel, we call data the set of a priori constants p, q, d, Dy, and Pp;
we will assume the weak solutions of equation (LII) to be locally bounded
taking

1l oo (U (71,m)) < M, for some M > 0. (2.10)

This assumption will be used without further comments hereafter.
To close this section of preliminary material we need to present the follow-
ing algebraic lemma, the so-called “lemma on fast geometric convergence”

(cf. [)).
Lemma 2.5. Let (Y,), be a sequence of positive numbers satisfying
Y1 < CHY, e

where C;b > 1 and o > 0. Then (Y,), converges to zero as n — oo provided

Y, < C—l/abl—a2 ]

3. ACCOMMODATING THE DOUBLE NONLINEARITY AND PRESENTING THE
LOGARITHMIC AND ENERGY ESTIMATES

Let u be a nonnegative weak solution of equation (L)) in U x (11, 72) and
let K be a compact subset of U x (11, 72). As it is now a standard procedure,
the Holder continuity of u at a point (zg,%p) in K follows via an iteration
process applied in a sequence of nested and shrinking cylinders with vertex at
that point. In each step of the iteration process, we prove that the oscillation
of the solution reduces in a measurable way as we suitably decrease the size of
the cylinder. Ultimately, this will lead to the conclusion that the oscillation
converges to zero as the cylinders shrink to the point. Because it is always
possible to translate the equation, without loss of generality, we restrict the
study to the origin. Moreover, since we are focused on the local interior
regularity, it is enough for our purposes to assume K to be the cylinder

K :=Q(R*2R), R>0.
For the initial cylinder K, let

o < essKinfu and pt > ess;up u,
and define
wi=pt—p”
We choose p~ small enough so that
w
posg (3.1)

holds. We may assume that w > 0, because otherwise there is nothing to
prove. We also assume that, without loss of generality, w < 1.
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For a suitably chosen sequence {Q'} of cylinders, we will construct a
nondecreasing sequence {y; } and a nonincreasing sequence {y;"} so that

p; <essinfu and p > esssupu. (3.2)
Q Q!
and
wi::uf—ui_:aiw, 1=0,1,...

for some o € (0,1). As a consequence of (3.2)), we have

essoscUu < wj.
Qi

The actual proof will proceed by induction. We will assume that in Q° the

two-sided bound (B:2)) holds. Then we shall built the cylinder Q'™ in such
a way that (3.2)) is verified with i + 1.
For 0 > 0, sufficiently small, let

R;=0'R, i=0,1,.... (3.3)

We will work with a sequence {Q'} of nested and shrinking cylinders of the
form

. _ w; \ 2—p )
Ql = Q(Cin,Ri), ci:wg ! <2—;\) s ZZO,L...,
where A > 1 is a constant to be fixed later depending only on the data.
In particular for the initial cylinder Q° = Q(coRP, R) we choose ,ug as

which immediately gives
2—p
wo=w and cg=wi"t <2i)\) )
We assume that
1—
R < 22w s, (3.5)

Indeed, otherwise we would have w < 2" RS, with 8 = [14+(1—¢q)/(p—2)] ",
but then the oscillation is comparable to the radius and there is nothing to
prove. Assumption (3.5 guarantees the inclusion

Q(coRP, R) C Q(R*2R)
and thus implies the starting relation

essoscu < wp 1= w.
QO

In order to assure the inclusion Q! C @7, for all i > 0, it is enough to as-
sume § < o®=4=1/P_ Along the proof of Theorem we will determine this
parameter more precisely, we’ll take it as § := ¢®—9-1D/P2—=B+(A-1)(p—=2)/p)
depending only on the data as A will be determined in terms of the data
formerly.

Next we derive the fundamental estimates to prove our regularity result,
namely Theorem 23] starting with the energy estimates.
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Reasoning as in [19] and [21], we introduce the auxiliary function

ud

T(wt)z) =+ [

ka

(@),
g [ (Rt

(u—k)+
— /0 (k£ )" e de

for which

8(;:)(u—k)i. (3.6)

We will deduce the fundamental energy estimates over the cylinders €2 x
(t1,t2) C U x (71, 72), written for J((u—Fk)s+) and (u—Fk).

o T((uh)z) =+

Lemma 3.1. Let u > 0 be a weak solution of (L1l and let k > 0. Then
there exists a constant C = C(p) > 0 such that

to
esssup [ Tk [ [ [9a-bspl av

b <t<to
. & 1 [ O¢
<C /(u—k)i]ch[p dv+C / T ((u—Fk)x)pP™ <8_> dv,
t1 Q t1 Q t + ( )
3.7
for every nonnegative p € C§°(2 x (t1,t2)).

Proof. We take ) = =+ (@, — k), P, where @, = [(u?);]/4, as a test function

in (2.2)), which is in the Sobolev space HS P(Q) and only admissible after an
approximation, and integrate in time over (¢,t), for t € (¢1,t2) to obtain

0= /t/[wwr (yw\H Vu>h-Vv7} dv.
t1 Q

The first term on the right hand side can be estimated from below by us-
ing (B.6]), integrating by parts and finally letting A — 0 as

t

/ /a<g:>q [ — k)] dv = /t / 9 (7 (@ =0y o
@ 1 Q

— /J((ukmwduptl/tﬂ/j«uk)i)w (%) o

Qx{t}

Concerning the second integral on the right hand side we first let h — 0 and
then use the estimate

V(= k)£P £V (1~ k)2) - V(E(u — k)£?)
> |V(u = k)£lPe? — plV(u— k)£ P~ P (u = k)£ Vl.
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The last term is estimated further by Young’s inequality as
= p|V(u—=k)2 PP (u—k) £Vl
1
> 2 [V(u—h)alP? — Cluh)LIVP.

Hence the estimation of the second integral on the right hand side reads as

/t/(ywyp—z Vu)h Vi dv
t1

Q
t

>3 [ [ 9= kel av - c) / Jaw= v d
t1 Q

t1 Q

Since t € (t1,t2) is arbitrary we can combine both estimates to ob-

tain (3.7).
(]

Whenever energy estimates are used we will need to get upper and lower
bounds for the auxiliary function J((u—k)4). In what follows, we present
the plus and minus cases separately.

As for the upper case we have

(u—k)+
T((u—k)y) = q /0 (k+ )7 L€ de

(u—k)+
< qkq—l/o cde¢ (3.8)

2
_ a1 (u—k)3
gk 5

and for the lower case we get

(u—Fk)+
T((u—k)1) > qui~? /0 € de

(k.
2

Observe that in this case the upper and lower bounds obtained are exactly
the same as the ones in [19] for ¢ = p— 1. This meets our expectations since
both in (LI and in the equation treated in [19] the term related to the
time derivative has a negative exponent. Note further that for any strictly
positive level k both bounds are applicable because u is above that level in
the set {(u—k)y > 0}.

On the other hand, for the minus case we obtain the following estimates

(3.9)

= quqfl

(u—k)—
T((u—k)_) =q /O (k — )1 € de

(u—Fk)— .
<q (U—k‘), /0 (k _ g)q—l d£ (3 10)

< Kk (u—k)—
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and

(3.11)

However, in the minus case we don’t get the same estimate as in [19] for
the upper case. Actually, we still can get the bound obtained in [19] (see
Subsection [£.3]) however, it is not the adequate one to use since it blows up
at points where v = 0. Note that in [19], this very case is treated by virtue of
Harnack’s inequality which is not available in our context. As a consequence,
when working with inequalities obtained via energy estimates we will need
to deal simultaneously with the powers 1, 2 and p of the truncated function
(u—Fk)_

The energy estimates will be used to prove some measure estimates for
distribution sets which imply an oscillation reduction in a subcylinder. Af-
terwards we shall need to forward this information in time since this par-
ticular subcylinder does not necessarily contain the origin. This forwarding
argument will be realized by logarithmic estimates.

For this purpose we introduce the function

st = 5 00200 = (i ()

from which we obtain the following logarithmic integral inequalities - these
inequalities will be derived in a formal fashion; an accurate justification
involves the use of Steklov averages (see [4, p. 101-102]).

Lemma 3.2. Let u > 0 be a weak solution of equation (LI). Then there
exists a constant C' = C(p,q) > 0 such that, forp > 2 and 0 < q¢ < 1, we
have

! esssup / 2 (u) ()P () dp < / w192 (u) (2, 1) P () dp

11 <t<tg

/ b (@) (V) )27Vl dv

an

esssup [ 02 (0)(a, ) (a) di < [ 02 (0) (o, t2)¢ o) d

t1<t<to
(A-9)(p=1) ’ 2-p P
Qv Py ()|(y) )TVl dr,

where ¢ € C§°(2) is any time-independent test function and v = u?. In the
plus case we assume that u is strictly away from zero.

Proof. We start with the minus case. Choose

n-(u) = o (Y2 (u))¢"
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in the definition of weak solution and integrate in time over (¢1,t) for ¢t €

(t1,t2). Observe that
(W2)" =201+ )WL)

The estimate of the parabolic term reads as

q
/ 8u dz/—/ / / 1/‘1 dsdv
t1 t1 8t ka

t

[ ],

(oo

Integrating by parts we obtain

[ s tas = [Tt )s s

— [ ()51 P — (g - 1) / U2 ()57 ds P

= 2 (sl — (1 - ) / U2 (5)572 ds

From the above equality we get

/ n-(s)s9 ds > 2 (w)k? 1P
k
and .
/ n—(s)s7 tds < 2 (u)udteP.
k
Using these estimates in (3.13)) gives

/ [ Sy 2q™ [ 2 (e 06a) do

y /Q w12 () (2, 1) () s,

for all t € (t1,12).

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)

Concerning the remaining term, by using ([B.12) together with Young’s

inequality, we obtain

VulP=2Vu - Vi = [VulP~2Vu - V(%2 (1) ¢")

> 2{VulP (1 + - ) (W1 )20 — 2p|VulP "y [¢L P71Vl

> |VulP(yL)%? — Cy_ [y 7P |Vpl?,

almost everywhere. The claim for the minus case follows from the previous

estimate and (3.14]).

In the plus case we choose

1) = 5o (0 ()
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where v = u?. Notice that ([B.J2]) continues to hold for this choice of test
function. After integrating in time over (t1,t) for ¢ € (t1,t2), the estimate
of the parabolic term follows as

/tl/ P s (u?) du—/tl/g:;) )2 (v))gP dv
- / | @) dv
. [ / ¢i(v)@pd4

By using (B.12) together with Young’s inequality, we obtain
VulP~?Vu- Vi, = |Vv1/q|p—2w”q V(W2 (0))'¢)

1 a- Q)(P
= 1Y SV {21+ ) ()%}
a- q)(p _
+ qﬁi -0 2 IVoP 2V {204, V) !
( ‘1)(1) ’ 27p P 1
> —C(p,q)v ¢+( V) (Y (v)F VPP

almost everywhere, from which the claim follows. Note that here we also
use the fact that f(z) = z/9, 0 < ¢ < 1, is Lipschitz for strictly positive
values of x. Since in this case we assume that w is strictly positive by the
chain rule we get
Vol/t = lvl%qu.
q
O

Remark 3.3. The necessity of working with a logarithmic estimate written
for u? instead of w itself in the plus case is intrinsically related to Lemma
4. CONTINUITY ANALYSIS

Suppose that u > 0 is a weak solution of (L)) in Q" = Q (¢;RY, R;) and
we have

p; <essinfu <esssupu < pf, = = w (4.1)
Q' Q'

Assume that ,uzc satisfy
4y <wi=pf—pp (4.2)

The case where this assumption fails will be treated in Subsection .3l
Inside Q)*, we consider subcylinders of smaller size

-\ 2—p
Qt* (lef, Rz) s dz = wqil <&) .
These cylinders are contained in Q° whenever

2072 — 202 RP /,®T1D <, (4.3)
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Since A can always be arranged so that N; = ¢;/d; = 2-1D(P=2) {5 be an
integer, Q' can be regarded as the union, up to a set of measure zero, of N;
disjoint cylinders each congruent to Qu (d; RP, R).

The reduction of the oscillation is based on the analysis of an alternative
(see [4, 26]). For a constant g € (0,1), that will be determined depending
only on the data, either

The First Alternative.
there is a cylinder of the type Qu(d; R, R;)

v ({(z,t) € Qu(d;RY, R;) : u(z,t) < pj + w;i/2})

< 4.4
v(Qu (diRY, R;)) = 44
or, since pu — Y = p + 4
The Second Alternative. ‘
for every cylinder Q- (d; RY, R;) C Q*, we have
, 1) € *diRp,Rl' : ,t) > e i/2
(o) € Qe R o) > i —wnf2))

v (Qe (diR}, Ri))
In both cases, we will prove that the essential oscillation of v within a smaller
cylinder decreases in a measurable way, measurable so that we can derive
a modulus of continuity. The constant ag will be fixed in the course of the
proof of Lemma [£.11

4.1. Reduction of the oscillation in the first alternative. Now we
assume that the first alternative holds.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant oy € (0,1), depending only on the
data, such that if ([@4]) holds for some t* as in (L3), then
wj

u(x, t) > p, + 1

a.e. in 3Qu (4R, R;).

Proof. Define

R, = 7 + on+1’ Qn =B, xT, = B(Rn) x (t* - dinwt*)

_ Wy 1

forn =0,1,.... Observe that

and

% < kn < wi. (4.6)

Here the first inequality is trivial and follows from the definition of k,, while
the second one follows by assumption (4.2]).

Choose cutoff functions ¢,, € C*°(Q,,), vanishing on the parabolic bound-
ary of @y, and such that 0 < ¢, <1, ¢, =1 in Qpy1,

con O covn
al < d (Zm) <=2 4,
Venl< g <3t>+_diRp (4.7

)

T
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By Holder’s inequality and Sobolev’s inequality (2.7]) together with the
doubling property of the measure, we have

][ (u_kn)%(lfp/“)er dv
Qn+1

v(Qn) ][ 2(1-p/w)+p _p(1-p/r)+
< 2o [ (u—k,)? p(UL=p/R)+P g
_V(QnJrl) Qn( ) (pp

<cf (f @k du)lm (f n((u—kn)—ﬂpn)“d/uc)p/n it

1-p/k
<CRP <ess sup][ (u—knp)? P d,u) ][ IV ((u—kn)—on)|P dv,
Tn n n
(4.8)
where k is the Sobolev exponent as in (2.6]). Notice that this estimate
continues to hold for any function given in the appropriate Sobolev space

and it is independent of the choice of ),, modulo a constant.

Taking into account ([B.I0) and (B.I1]) energy estimate (3.7 in the minus
case yields

kgt esssup][(u—kn)chﬁ dp + diRﬁ][ |V (u—kp)—pnl? dv
Tn
B Qn

< CARL (wt)! Vipul? d+ CdRE Ky (ub) 2" (3%) v,
+

ot

n n

Using ([@6) and (A7) together with the fact that (u—k,)- < w; almost
everywhere the above inequality can be rewritten as

q

wi™! esssup][(u—kn)z_gofl dp + diRﬁ][ IV (u—kp)—pnl? dv
"B, Qn
Wi\ P ws 1 V(An)
< cowg, J (¥ qWi L
=2 dl{<2) e di} V(Qn)’

where
A, =A{(x,t) € Qp : u(z,t) < ky}.

Thus, by using the definition of d;, we conclude with

ess:[iup][n(u—kn)%gofl dp < C2"P (%)2 Zgg:; (4.9)
and
Rg][ IV (u—kn)_plP dv < C2P (%)p Zgg’;; (4.10)

Qn
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To obtain an algebraic estimate, we need to estimate the left hand side of

(£3]) from below:

][ (u o kn)Q_(lfp/“)er dv
Qn+1

2(1—p/k
z][ (= k)2 PPN )50y A
Qn+1

(4.11)
> |kpt1 — kn’2(1_p/ﬁ)+p/Q X{(u—kn41)- >0} AV
n+1
w; \2(=p/®)+p v(Api1)
> —_—.
B <2n+3) V(Qn—f—l)
Inserting (4.9)), (£.10) and (4.I1)) into (A.8]) arrive at
Y(Ans1) 1 <u<An>>2"’/“
L < ontt [ 222 , n=01,2,.... 4.12
v(Qnt1) — v(Qn) (4.12)
By setting
v(Ay)
Y, =
v(Qn)

we obtain the recursive relation
Y1 < O"HLy27P/R
for some constant C' depending only on the data. We conclude, using
Lemma 23] that if
Y, < ¢~V A-p/R)+1-0-p/0)* ._ o0
holds then Y,, — 0, as n — oco. But since this condition is precisely the

assumption of the first alternative (£4]) for the indicated choice of ay, the
result follows. U

Now we make use of the previous lemma to prove that the set where u is
close to its infimum can be made arbitrarily small within the time interval

—0 <t <0, where
R\?
—0:=t"—d; (#) (4.13)

for some t* as in (4.3)).

Lemma 4.2. Assume (&4]) holds for some t* satisfying [@3) and let 6 be
gien as in [@AI3). For every number oy € (0,1), there exists s, € N,
depending only on the data, such that

_ Wi
w <{w €1B(R;) : u(z,t) < p; + 271}) <apu(3B(R;)), Vte (-6,0).
Proof. In Lemma consider the estimate written for the truncated func-
tion (u — k)_ over the cylinder (1/2)Q (AR, R;) with

Wi Wy _
R c= 12 and H_, = R

Here n € N will be determined later depending on the data. Observe that,
since u(xz, —6) > k in (1/2)B (R;) by Lemma (1] we have
Y_(u)(z,—0) =0, z€iB(R).

Wi

k=p; +
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On the other hand, since (u — k)_ < w;/4 we get

Y_(u) <lIn (%) =nln2
and
(] O e R S Ly -
Take cutoff function ¢ € C§° ((1/2)B (R;)) independent of time with prop-
erties 0 < <1, p=1¢€ (1/4) (R;) and

C
Vo| < =.
IVl T,

In the set

— Wi
{xe iB(R) :u<p; + 2n+2}
1_(u) can be bounded from below as

272&)@'
Y_(u) > In (2_(n+2)M + 2—(n+2)wi> > (n—1)In2.

Gathering these estimates all together and recalling that k¥ < w;/2, due
to ([42]), we arrive at

W (n —1)?(In2)%u ({x € 1B(Ri) 1 u<p; + aniz })

< k9 esssup / 2 (u)p dp
T B(R;)

—0<t<0
/ 2-p p
<C/l/m3 |y @[ Vel v
< Cn(ln Q)WGM (%B (Rz))
2—p
< Cn(In2) <2%> wi™ (B (R))

In the last inequality we used the fact § < ¢;R? and the doubling property
of the measure. A simplification in the above inequality gives

1 . - Wi n A(p—2 1 A
To conclude, we choose s, =n + 2 withn > 1 + 2 2¢ 2)‘(1’ 2), O
The information of this lemma will be used to show that an estimate

similar to the conclusion of Lemma [£.1] holds in a full cylinder that includes
the origin.

Lemma 4.3. Assume ({4 holds for some t* satisfying [A3]) and let 0 be
given as in [AI3). There exists s1 € N, depending only on the data, such
that

W , R;
uw(z,t) > p; + 2Ti1, a.e. in Q (6, §Z> )
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Proof. Let
R; R;
R":§Z+2nﬁl—3’ Qn:Q(eaRn)
and
_ Wi 1
kn:,u,‘ +231+1 <1+2—n>
for n = 0,1,.... Take cutoff functions ¢,(x) € C§°(B,), where B,, =

B(R,,), vanishing on the boundary of B,,, and such that 0 < ¢, <1, ¢, =1
in Bn+17

c2n

R,

Observe that k,, < w; by assumption (£.2)) and u(x, —6) > p; +w;/4 > k, in
B, C (1/2)B(R;) by Lemma [£1] which implies (u(x, —0) — k,)— = 0 in B,,.
Using these estimates together with (8.10]) and (3.11]) in the energy estimate
B7) written for (u — ky,)_ we arrive at

wi! esssup][(u—k:n)Q_gpr du + 9][ IV (u—Fky,)—p|? dv

—0<t<0
B, Qn

< CH][(u—k:n)zi IVipn|? dv.

Qn
We estimate further

’v@n‘ <

(u—ky)_ < ;Tzl and 6 < ¢RY

and invoke the estimate on |V, | to arrive at

N2
ess sup][(u—kn)zgofl du < C 2™ <&) 9O—s)(-2) Y (4n)

—0<t<0 " Y (Qn)
and (An)
oL ot ) o g < cron ()7 2 (A
Rn][\v(u ka)-pl? dv < C2 () v (Qn)’
Qn

where A,, = {(z,t) € Q,, : u(x,t) < k,}. Note that estimate (L8] continues
to hold in the setting of this lemma and, by the same kind of reasoning as
in the proof of Lemma [41] the left hand side can be estimated from below

by
B 2(1—p/K)+p > Wi 2(1-p/K)+p V(An+1)
]{Qnﬂ (b = k)= W= (231+n+2> V(Qny1)

Substituting these last three estimates in ([£8]) and assuming that s; > A,

we obtain .-
v(Ani1) n+1 (V(An)) P
Q) O \v@w)
We set (4,)
vidn
Y, = (0,

as before, and rephrase the above inequality as

Yn+1 < CnJrlYn?fp//i.
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By defining
o = C«—l/(l—p/ﬁ)-i—l—(1—]2/,‘@)2

we conclude, using Lemma 2.5], that if Yy < aq holds then Y,, — 0 as n — oc.
Now we apply Lemmal£.2] with such an o4 and conclude there exists s, =: s1,
depending only on the data, such that

i ({x €1B(R) : u(z,t) < p; + %}) <aip(3B(R)), Vte (—0,0),

which is exactly Yy < a;. The result is concluded since Y,, — 0 as n — oo
implies that A, — 0 as n — oo. O

We finally reach the reduction of the oscillation of the weak solution in
the case of the first alternative.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that B2) and @2) hold in Q' = Q(c;RY, R;).
Assume also that (44l) is verified. Then there is a constant oy € (0,1),
depending only on the data, such that

essosc  u < ow;. (4.14)

sQ(diRRi)
Proof. Observe that

R;\? R;\?
2 < @ = _t* N il
(Y <o e (2)

since t* < 0. Therefore
Wi
251 +1°

essinf w > essinf u > p; +
sQ(@RLR) - Q(0.5)
Put

Wi

+ 7t - -
Frig1 = My and Piy1 = H; + 95141

Then we have

1
<uf. . —u-.=(1=
so(arry T ( 281+1>“

and the corollary follows with oy =1 — 251% € (3/4,1). O

4.2. Reduction of the oscillation in the second alternative. Now we
analyze the second alternative. Assume (4.5]) holds for all cylinders of the
type Qi (d; RY, R;), where t* is as in (3.

Fix a cylinder Qu (d;RY, R;). We deduce from (5] that there exists a
time level t0 € (t* — d; RV t* — %din) such that

p({z € BR) : u(x,t°) > pi —wi/2}) < (ﬁ:ﬁ) n(B(R;)). (4.15)

In fact, if (@I5) is violated for all (t* — d;RY,t* — %d; RY) we would get
v ({(z,t) € Qu (iRP, Ry) : u(x,t) > pf —w;/2})

*—(a0/2)d; R
> / p({z€BR) : ulz,t) > pf —w;/2}) dt
t*—din

> (1= ao)v(Q (d: R, R;)),
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which contradicts (£.3]).
The next lemma asserts that a similar property still holds for all time
levels in an interval up to the origin.

Lemma 4.5. Assume (L5) is verified. There exists s, depending only upon
the data, such that

g

,u ({x € B(R) @ u(w,t) > p — 27(s+s°+1)wi}) < <1 - Z) n(B(R;)),

for almost every t € (—(¢;/2)RY,0).
Proof. Set Q := B(R;) x (t°,t*) and let
. w; q . \q wi \ 4 + (Wi q
c"(28+%+1) o k=) _'(2%> ’ }ﬁf_‘(2%> ’
where s, is such that
() (-2
(1) (%o “\H Ty

We shall use Lemma [3.2] to forward the information involved in (£.I5]) in
time. Set v = u? and recall the definition

n
Vi (v) = U(H], (v=k)1,¢) =In" <c + H,;L}%(U—kM) .

From (v — k)4 < (w;/2%)7 = H;' we obtain
(%)°
(ge%r)"

We continue with the estimate
_ -2 w; \ 9(p—2)
W < (1 0" <O (o)

Denote B := B(R;) and let ¢ € C§°(B) be a time-independent cutoff func-
tion satisfying 0 < ¢ <1, ¢ =1in (1 —0)B and

Yy (v) <lIn =(s4 so)qIn2.

C
<_
|V¢L_5RJ

where 0 < 6 < 1 is to be determined later. Define

S:{xe(l—é)B > (uj)q—<#)q}
and
S':{xe(l—é)B : v><uj—#>q}.

Observe that S' C S, for ¢ € (0,1).
In the set .S we get

w; 4
¢+(U) > In 2((2+i))q > ((S + 1)(] — 1) In 2.
2s+so+1
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Now we apply Lemma [3.2] in the plus case with these choices to conclude

((s+1)g—1)*(In2)*u(S) < esssup/ V3 (v) (2, )P () dp

t0<t<t*

< [ WA0) e ) da
B
¢ 1-g)(p—1
+ C/to /B”()‘Z()¢+(U)|(¢+)/(U)|2pIVgo|p dv

< ((s+ 300202 T3 (B)
(1-g)(p—1)+q(p—2) (5 + So)qIn 2 0
+ Cw! Q)(p—1)+q(p— 5pRp ‘ ¢ ‘

for almost every t € (t°,¢*). Here in the third inequality we used (ZI5) and
v=u? < (2uw;)?

which follows from ([@2]). Using the facts |t* — t0| < d;R? and S’ C S we
reach the estimate

' ((s+ 50)‘1)2 -« (s + 50)q 1
u(S) < p(s) < s+ g 1721 = QO;QM(B) + Cmé—pﬂ( )-

On the other hand, by the annular decay property (2.4]), we have

p{z € B : v(z,t) > (u — 27(s+s°+1)wi)q})

<u(B\(1=08)B) +u({z € 1 —8)B) : v(a,t) > (uf — 275w
< C5*u(B) + (S,

for almost every t € (t°,¢*). For the first term, we choose & small enough so
that

5@ <« X0
¢ 21

and for the second term we use the previous estimate. By choosing s large
enough so that
L—ap  ((5+80)9)? cq_ Q0

1—ap/2 ((s+1)g—1)2 — 3
and
C(s+ s0)q <%
w((s+1)g—1)2 — 24
hold, we get

7 <{m € B : v(x,t) > <uj — 2_(8+8°+1)w,~>q}) <1- % (4.16)

for almost every t € (t0,*).
Since (@I5) holds for all cylinders of type Qu(d;RY,R;), the conclu-
sion (A.I6]) holds for all time levels

t Z _(Ci - dz)Rf - %lef

By choosing
2A=1D(P=2) > 9 (4.17)
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we get ¢;/d; > 2 — a, which implies
a0 i
—(¢; — d;)RY — > d;RY < ——22 RY.
O

Next, by using the information of the previous lemma we will prove a
critical estimate which states that, within a cylinder around the origin, the
set where w is close to its supremum can be made arbitrarily small.

Lemma 4.6. For every ag € (0,1) there exists sy > s+ s, depending only
on the data and oo, such that

v({(z,t) € Q((ci/2)RY,R;) : u(z,t) > pf — 272w, })
v(Q((ci/2)R}, Ri))
Proof. Consider the levels

S a9.

and

k=pu —2 " w;,
where n > s+ s, + 1 will be chosen large and s is as in Lemma Taking
B = B(R;), using Lemma .5 and the fact that n > s+ s, + 1 we have for
almost every t € (—(¢;/2)RY,0)

n{z € B w(x,t) = 0}) = p({z € B - ulx,t) < k}) > “Cu(B),

4
where
h—k, u > h,
w=<cu—~k, k<u<h,
0, u < k.

Thus, we obtain

w(t) :Jix{t}‘”d" <(1-2) (-1

and, consequently,
h—k—wp(t) > =2(h— k).
for almost every ¢ € (—(¢;/2)RY,0). Let
Ay(t) ={z € B(R;) : u(z,t) > p —27"w;}
and
A, = {(az,t) €qQ (%Rf,Ri) sou(x,t) > ,uj — 27"%} .
Using the (g, g)-Poincaré inequality for some ¢ < p (see (2.5) and the sub-
sequent remarks), yields

=t < (=) [ G

&o

< CR?/ |[Vw|?dp
2Bx{t}

= CR?/ |Vul? dp,
2Bx{t}N[k<u<h]
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22
for almost every t € (—(c;/2)RY,0); and thereafter we integrate the above

inequality over time to get
(h— k)1(Aps1) < CR! / Vult? dv,
Q(ciR? 2R; )N[k<u<h]

¢ being a cutoff function in C§° (Q (¢;RY,2R;)) such that 0 < o <1, p =1
in Q ((¢;/2)RY, R;), ¢ vanishes on the parabolic boundary of @ (¢;RY, 2R;),

and
C dy C
< — d — < —
|VSD| - R; an <8t>+ B CZ'R?

Now, Hoélder’s inequality and the doubling condition give

(h — k)T (Aptr)
q/p
<C (Rf/ |V(u— k)PP dy) v(An\ An+1)1_Q/”.
Q(c;RP 2R;)
(4.18)

The first factor on the right hand side can be estimated by Lemma [B.1]
written for the plus case as
/ 1V — k) P d
Q(ciR? 2R;)
15
Jr

-1
) C/Q(CiRI;y?Ri) {(u —kLIVelP dv + R (u — k)T | 5,
wi)2 <W¢)P‘2 wl—‘1> v (Q (Cin7 2Rz))

i

HERTNETE
< O (EY {14200 0) 0 (@ (52 Ry)

N

C [wi\P
S—(—Z> v (Q (%R, R)).
= (&) v@rR)
Above, in the second inequality we have used (u—k)4 < w;/2" and k > w;/2,
in the third one we used the doubling property of the measure v and in the
forth one we assumed A > n. Using this estimate in (AI8]) we arrive at

) i) <€ ()" [ (@ (SR R vl A\ Apga) 0.

W
<2n+1
Finally, summing n over s + s, + 1,...,52 — 1 gives
(52— s = sov(A)”/ 070 < C [ (Q (R, R:))] """ v (Q (§ RY. R))

—Clr (@RI R,

and hence
c ¢ PP
)(p—q)/py (Q (7Ri ’ Rl)) )
O

v(4s) < (s9—s—s

Choosing so large enough finishes the proof.
Now we prove the main lemma of this alternative and along the proof we

determine the lenght of the cylinder Q' by fixing A and consequently c;.
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Lemma 4.7. Assume ([LH) holds. Then the choice of X can be made so that
wi :
u(z,t) Suj—?\—il, ae. in 3Q(SRV,R;).

Proof. Define

R, =

R, R
7 + ont1’ Qn = Q (53% Rn) s B, = B(Rn)

_ .+ Wi 1
kn—ﬂi _2>\+1 <1+2—n>

for n =0,1,.... Consider the energy estimate (3.7]) written over the cylin-
ders @, and for the test functions (v — ky )4y, where ¢, € C§°(Q,,) van-
ishing on the parabolic boundary of @, and such that 0 < ¢, <1, ¢, =1

in QnJrl’

and

o2 Opn c2rm
V| < d —_ < . 4.19
|SD|_RZ' an <3t>+_CiR§) ( )
Observe that when (u — k)4 # 0,
%guj—5<k <u < pf < 2w

since ,uf = p; + w;. Here the upper bound follows from assumption (4.2).
Therefore the energy estimate reads as

Wi esssup ][(u—kn)zgopd + Rp][]V u—kp)+pl? dv

— % RP <t<0
2 Bn Qn

<C %Rg ]l(u—kn){; IVou|? dv + Cwl.ql][(u—kn)igpfl_l <8(;’;"> dv
+

Qn Qn

Using (Z19) and the estimate (u — ky,); < 27 w; we arrive at

2v(A
ess sup ]Z(u—k ik du < C 2P <wl) v (An)

~GRL<i<0, 22/ v (Qn)
and (4,)
P
P P dy < C 2P
R ][|v u—kn)s 0P dv < C2 <2A) SO

Qn
where A, = {(z,t) € Qp : u(x,t) > k,}. Consider (48] and observe that it
still holds for truncated functions (u — k;,)+ and for this sort of geometric
setting. In a similar way to that in the proof of Lemma (1] the left hand
side can be estimated from below as

][ (1 — k) 2P/ g > < wj )20*1’/“)“’ v(Ani1)
Qn+l

2A+n+2 V(Qn—f—l)

Substituting these last three estimates in ([&8]), written in terms of (u—ky, ),

we obtain -
v(Any1) n+1 (V (An)) P
v = Waw)
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By setting, as usual,

Yn — V(An)
v(Qn)
we find
Yn+1 < CnJrlYn?fp//i.
Defining

oy = O~V (=p/R)+1=(1=p/k)

we conclude, using Lemma 23] that if Yy < ay holds then Y, — 0, as

n — 0o0. Now we set .

. 4.21
) (4.21)
The choice trivially satisfies (£17) (and A > s2) and by the previous lemma
we conclude that A can be chosen large enough so that v(A4y)/v(Qo) is as

small as we please. Consequently, we reach the final result from the fact
that A, — 0asn — 0. O

A = max{1l +

We obtain the reduction of the oscillation of the solution for the second
alternative as a corollary of the previous lemma.

Corollary 4.8. Assume that (2) holds in Q' = Q(c;RY, R;) and that ([&2)
is satisfied. Suppose further that (LX) is verified. Then there exists a con-
stant oy € (3/4,1), depending only on the data, such that

essosc  u < Orrw;. (4.22)
3Q(F R .R:)

Proof. By the result of the previous lemma we have

<t -
1 escs;sgp USH T oaT
3Q(FRY.R)
Set W
+ _,+ i - _ -
Fivr = Hi = 5550 and Hipr = Hy -

Then we have
essosc  u < pt, —pi, = (1 L) wi
so(zrr) T )
and the proof is complete with 077 =1 — & € (3/4,1). O

4.3. The case when ([£.2)) fails. If assumption (£2) does not hold, which
can happen only for an index 7y > 1 due to assumptions (B and (B4,
then we have

Api > wiy <= p < b . (4.23)
This elliptic Harnack estimate implies that if this condition holds for an
index 7y then it continues to hold for all indices ¢ > ig. By means of (£.23))
we obtain (4u; )97! < wgo_l and this implies

g1 [ Wig 2P i
Q<<4ui0>q (52 Rﬁ’o,Rm> cQn.

By setting
_ R;

. —_— ZO .
Rip = 4(1—q)/p < I,
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we have
_ . o Ws 2—p _ _ .
(i ()7 oA
In this case we work with the following scalings factors
_ g1 [Wig\ 2P - g1 [ Wig 2P
Ci() = (/’L@'O)q ! <2_Z>?> and dz() = (lul'o)q 1 <%)

and proceed in the same way as was done before - the only significant change
appears in the proof of Lemma [£.Jl Now, instead of ([B.I0), we are allowed
to use the more favorable estimate

(u—k)—
T((u—k)-) =g /0 (k— &) e de

< qui~! - d
<qu ; §d§

(u—k)2
2

Observe that this estimate can be used in this case because, thanks to the
assumption (£23), we have v > u; > w;/4, for i > ip, which implies that
solution u is strictly away from zero.

< qui?

4.4. Proving Theorem [2.3l We finally prove the Holder continuity of u
presented in Theorem 2.3 which is an immediate consequence of the following
theorem.

Theorem 4.9. Suppose that uw is a nonnegative weak solution of equa-
tion (LI)) in Q. +(R?,2R). Then there are positive constants C' and «, both
depending only on the data, such that

Q [e%
essosc u < C <—> w,
Qu,t(0P,0) R

for all 0 < o < R.

Proof. After translation, we may assume that (x,t) = (0,0). Take o :=
max{oy,orr} and § := oP=a=1)/po=B+(A-1»=2)/p) " Observe that this choice

of § gives
RA p Cs R p
) N < g [ 22 <)

Then, by Corollaries [4.4] and (4.8 we have

€SS 0sC U < Wit 1= o Mwy = o' w, 1=0,1,....
Q(ci+1(6" 1 R)P 51 R)
Since ¢; > 1 for all = 0,1, ..., we finally obtain
€ss 0SC ugaiw, 1=0,1,2,....

Q((O*R)P,6'R)
Let 0 < o < R. Then there exists i € N such that §T'R < p < §*R. Take

_lna
“= Ind
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Therefore, we get

4 1 .
essosc U < ow=—ocw
Q((&*R)P,0"R) o
= C’((Si“) w, forC=1/c
< (&)
< C(p)«
This concludes the proof. O
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