arXiv:1302.5962v1 [math.AP] 24 Feb 2013

GLOBAL HIGHER INTEGRABILITY FOR PARABOLIC
QUASIMINIMIZERS IN METRIC SPACES

MATHIAS MASSON AND MIKKO PARVIAINEN

ABSTRACT. We prove higher integrability up to the boundary for mini-
mal p-weak upper gradients of parabolic quasiminimizers in metric mea-
sure spaces, related to the heat equation. We assume the underlying
metric measure space to be equipped with a doubling measure and to
support a weak Poincaré-inequality.

1. INTRODUCTION

The problem of finding a solution to the classical heat equation

ou
—E‘FAU—O,

in a parabolic cylinder © x (0,7") can be reformulated into the variational
problem of finding a function u such that with K = 1 we have

2/ u% da:dt—i—/ \Vul® d dt
{60} Ot {60}

< K/ IV (u+ @) dudt,
{60}

for all compactly supported test functions ¢ € C3°(Q2 x (0,7")). Here €
denotes a bounded domain in R?. A generalization of this minimization
problem is to consider inequality (L) with the relaxed assumption K > 1:
a function u satisfying this generalized condition is then called a parabolic
quasiminimizer [Wie] related to the heat equation.

Our main result, Theorem [5.2] is to show that if u is a parabolic quasimin-
imizer in the general metric measure space setting, and satisfies a Dirichlet
type parabolic boundary condition, where the domain is assumed to be reg-
ular enough, then w has the following global higher integrability property:
The upper gradient of u is integrable over the whole cylinder Qx (0,7")
to a slightly higher power than initially assumed.

Assuming a weak Poincaré inequality, a doubling measure and a thick-
ness condition for the complement of the domain {2, we prove a parabolic
Poincaré and Caccioppoli type estimate for u up to the boundary. Then we

(1.1)
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combine these with Sobolev’s inequality and a self improving property for
the thickness condition [L],[BMS] to establish a reverse Holder inequality up
to the boundary.

The novelty of this paper is that we prove these estimates in the general
metric measure space setting, using a purely variational approach. No ref-
erence is made to the concept of a weak solution, or to the explicit scaling
properties of the measure. Furthermore, no assumptions of translation in-
variance or absolute continuity of the underlying measure are made. Instead
we base the proofs on taking integral averages and on the doubling property
of the measure. On the other hand, the concept of parabolic quasiminimizers
is extended into metric spaces by replacing gradients with the more general
concept of upper gradients, which do not require the existence of partial
derivatives.

The concept of quasiminimizers originates from the elliptic case in Eu-
clidean spaces, where Giaquinta and Giusti showed in their celebrated pa-
pers [GG2, [GG3| that many properties of weak solutions to elliptic PDEs
generalize to a class of elliptic quasiminimizers

/ |Vul? de < K V(u+ o) da.
{##0} {##0}

Hence, to some extent quasiminimizers provide a unifying approach to the
theory of elliptic nonlinear partial differential equations. Indeed, for example
a solution u to
div F(Vu) =0
under suitable regularity assumptions and the growth bounds
o |Vul? < F(Vu) < B|Vul?,

is a quasiminimizer with a constant K = /a. However, in other respects,
the theory of quasiminimizers differs from that of minimizers. For example,
quasiminimizers do not provide a unique solution to the Dirichlet problem,
and they do not obey the comparison principle. One advantage of quasi-
minimizers is that they allow for replacing the gradients with a comparable
concept which is definable in a more general setting. This way, by using
upper gradients, Kinnunen and Shanmugalingam [KS| were able to extend
the concept of quasiminimizers to metric measure spaces.

Following Giaquinta and Giusti, parabolic quasiminimizers were intro-
duced in the Euclidean setting by Wieser [Wie|. In recent papers [KMMP],
IMS], [MM], [MMPP], following Kinnunen and Shanmugalingam, the defi-
nition and study of parabolic quasiminimizers has been extended to metric
measure spaces. In this paper we follow the same approach.

Substantial progress was made in the mid-1950s and -1960s in the regu-
larity theory of elliptic equations due to the discoveries of De Giorgi [DG1],
Nash [N] and Moser [Mosll Mos2]. A natural question was, whether these
results extend to systems as well. Morrey [Mor] proved that up to a set of
measure zero a solution to a elliptic systems is regular. However, it was soon
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discovered by De Giorgi [DG2] followed by Giusti and Miranda [GM], that
full regularity for systems actually fails, and thus the partial regularity is
best one can, in general, hope for.

The generalizations of Morrey’s partial regularity result (Giaquinta and
Giusti [GG1] as well as Giaquinta and Modica [GM]) rely on the higher
integrability of the gradient. Such results for elliptic PDEs were obtained
by Bojarski [Bo] as well as Meyers [Me|, and by Gehring |G] in the con-
text of quasiconformal mappings. In [EM]|, Elcrat and Meyers proved the
local higher integrability for nonlinear elliptic systems. Later, in [GS82], Gi-
aquinta and Struwe studied similar questions for systems of parabolic equa-
tions with quadratic growth conditions, and in [KL] Kinnunen and Lewis
showed that p-parabolic type systems share the higher integrability prop-
erty as well.

Another natural direction to extend regularity results is to consider reg-
ularity up to the boundary. Already elliptic examples in [KK| demonstrate
that both the regularity of the boundary as well as the boundary values play
a role in the proofs. Recently, local and global higher integrability questions
have inspired an extensive literature, see for example [Gx], [Wie], [A], [Mil,
[AM],[P1], [Bd], [B&], [P3], [P2], [BP], [BR], BRW], [BDM], [F], and [H].

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Doubling measure. Let X = (X,d, 1) be a complete linearly locally
convex metric space endowed with a positive doubling Borel measure p which
supports a weak (1,2)-Poincaré inequality.

The measure p is called doubling if there exists a constant ¢, > 1, such
that for all balls B = B(zg,r) :={z € X : d(x,z0) <7} in X,

/L(2B) < C,U«IU’(B)7

where AB = B(zg, A\r). By iterating the doubling condition, it follows with
s =logyc, and C' = 0;2 that

(2.1) M>C(T>S,

w(B(y.R) =~ "\R

for all balls B(y,R) C X, z € B(y,R) and 0 < r < R < oo. However, the
choice s = log, ¢, may not be optimal, and we just assume that s is any
number such that (2.I)) is satisfied. From now on, throughout this text we
assume that ¢, > 1 and so s > 0.

A metric space X is called linearly locally convex if there exists constants
C1 > 0 and 71 > 0 such that for all balls B in X with radius at most rq,
every pair of distinct points in the annulus 2B \ B can be connected by
a curve lying in the annulus 2C; B \ C 'B, sce Section 3.12 in [HeK] and
[BMS]. The assumption that X is linearly locally convex will be needed for
Theorem below.



4 MATHIAS MASSON AND MIKKO PARVIAINEN

2.2. Notation. Next we introduce more notation used throughout this pa-
per. Given any zg = (xg,t9) € X X R and p > 0, let

By(ag) = { € X : d(a,a0) < p},
denote an open ball in X, and let

1 1
Ap(t()) - (t() - 5/)27 tO + 5/)2)7

denote an open interval in R. A space-time cylinder in X x R is denoted by

Qp(20) = By(z0) x Ay(to),

so that v(Q,(20)) = u(B,(x0))p*. When no confusion arises, we shall omit
the reference points and write briefly B,, A, and @,. We denote the product
measure by dv = du dt. The integral average of u is denoted by

(2.2) up,(t) = ]{B u(z, t)dp = %Bp)/B u(z,t) dp

]Zudl/: 1 /udy.
2 V( p) Qp

2.3. Upper gradients. Following [HeK], a non-negative Borel measurable
function g : X — [0,00] is said to be an upper gradient of a function u :
X — [—00,00], if for all compact rectifiable paths v joining = and y in X
we have

(2.3) |mw—u@n§/gw.

Y

and

In case u(z) = u(y) = oo or u(z) = u(y) = —oo, the left side is defined to
be co. Assume 1 < p < co. The p-modulus of a family of paths I' in X is

defined to be
inf/ PP du,
P Ux

where the infimum is taken over all non-negative Borel measurable functions
p such that for all rectifiable paths v which belong to I', we have

/pdle.
gl

A property is said to hold for p-almost all paths, if the set of non-constant
paths for which the property fails is of zero p-modulus. Following [KM) [Shi],
if (23] holds for p-almost all paths v in X, then g is said to be a p-weak
upper gradient of u.

When 1 < p < oo and u € LP(X), it can be shown [Sh2] that there exists
a minimal p-weak upper gradient of u, we denote it by g,, in the sense that
Ju 18 a p-weak upper gradient of v and for every p-weak upper gradient g of
u it holds ¢, < g p-almost everywhere in X. Moreover, if v = u p-almost
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everywhere in a Borel set A C X, then g, = g, p-almost everywhere in X.
Also, if u,v € LP(X), then p-almost everywhere in X, we have

Jutv < Gu + Gus
Guv < |ulgy + |v]gu-
Proofs for these properties and more on upper gradients in metric spaces

can be found for example in [BB|] and the references therein. See also [C]
for a discussion on upper gradients.

2.4. Newtonian spaces. Following [Shl], for 1 < p < oo, and u € LP(2)
where 2 C X is a domain, we define

”uHIf,p,Q = Hu”ip(gﬂu) + ngHiP(Q,uy
and
N'2(Q) = {u : [lullp.0 < oo}
An equivalence relation in NLp () is defined by saying that u ~ v if
[|lu — U”]\?l,p(g) =0.

The Newtonian space N'P() is defined to be the space NP(Q)/ ~, with
the norm

[ull e ) = llullpo-

A function u belongs to the local Newtonian space Nﬁ)’f (Q) if it belongs
to NLP(QY) for every ' cC Q. The Newtonian space with zero boundary
values is defined as N&’p(Q) = {f € N'P(Q) : f can be continued into a
function in N'P(X) by setting f = 0 outside  }. For more properties of
Newtonian spaces, see [Hel [Shil [BBJ.

2.5. Poincaré’s and Sobolev’s inequality. For 1 < ¢ < 00, 1 < p < 00,
the measure p is said to support a weak (g, p)-Poincaré inequality if there
exist constants cp > 0 and A > 1 such that

1/q 1/p
(2.4) <][ v —vB, )| du) <cpp <][ 90 du) :
By (z) Byp(z)

for every v € N'P(X) and B,(z) C X. In case A = 1, we say a (g,p)-
Poincaré inequality is in force. In a general metric measure space setting,
it is of interest to have assumptions which are invariant under bi-Lipschitz
mappings. The weak (g, p)-Poincaré inequality has this quality.

For a metric space X equipped with a doubling measure p, it is a result
by Hajlasz and Koskela [HaK1] that the following Sobolev inequality holds:
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If X supports a weak (1,p)-Poincaré inequality for some 1 < p < oo, then
X also supports a weak (k, p)-Poincaré inequality, where

dup
o — ﬁ, fOI' 1< P < dﬂ’
2p, otherwise,

possibly with different constants ¢, > 0 and " > 1.

Remark 2.1. It is a recent result by Keith and Zhong [KZ], that when
1< p<ooand (X,d) is a complete metric space with doubling measure p,
the weak (1, p)-Poincaré inequality implies a weak (1, ¢)-Poincaré inequality
for some 1 < ¢ < p. Then by the above discussion, X also supports a weak
(k, q)-Poincaré inequality with k > ¢ as above. By Holder’s inquality, we can
assume that ¢ is close enough to p, so that x > p. By Holder’s inequality,
the left hand side of the weak (k,q)-Poincaré inequality can be estimated
from below by replacing x with any positive ' < x. Hence we conclude,
that if X supports a weak (1, p)-Poincaré inequality with 1 < p < oo, then
X also supports a weak (p, ¢)-Poincaré and a weak (g, ¢)-Poincaré inequality
with some 1 < g < p.

2.6. Parabolic spaces and upper gradients. For 1 < p < oo, we say
that

u € LP(0,T; NP (Q)),
if the function z ~ u(z,t) belongs to N'P(Q) for almost every 0 < t < T,
and wu(z,t) is measurable as a mapping from (0,7) to N'P(Q), that is,
the preimage on (0,7") for any given open set in N1P(€)) is measurable.
Furthermore, we require that the norm

T
follsoiravsion = ([ Iulfynsey )
is finite. Analogously, we define L?(0,T; Ny ?(€)) and LP (0,T; N,oP(Q)).

loc loc
The space of compactly supported Lipschitz-continuous functions Lip,(7)
consists of functions u, suppu C Qp, for which there exists a positive con-

stant Crip(u) such that
|u(@,t) = u(y, s)| < Crip(w)(d(z,y) + |t - s]),

whenever (z,t), (y,s) € Qp. The parabolic minimal p-weak upper gradient
of a function u € L (ty,ty; N,2P(Q)) is defined in a natural way by setting

loc loc
gu(,t) = Gu(-t) (z),

at v-almost every (z,t) € Q x (0,7"). When u depends on time, we refer to
gu as the upper gradient of u. The next Lemma on taking limits of upper
gradients will be used later in this paper. Here and throughout this paper
we denote the time wise mollification of a function by

f€($,t) = B CE(S)f(l‘,t—S)dS,

1/p
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where (. is the standard mollifier with support in (—¢,€).

(0,T; N}P(Q)), where 1 < p < oo. Then the

loc

Lemma 2.2. Let u € L}
following statements hold:

(a) As s — 0, we have gy(zi—s)—u(zz) — 0 in L, (D).

(b) Ase — 0, we have gy, —, — 0 pointwise v-almost everywhere in Qr

and in LY (Qr).

Proof. See Lemma 6.8 in [MS]. O
2.7. Parabolic quasiminimizers.

Definition 2.3. Let €2 be an open subset of X, u :  x (0,7) — R and
K' > 1. A function u belonging to the parabolic space L2 (0,7} lecz(Q)) is
a parabolic quasiminimizer if

/ u% dz/+/ E(u)dugK'/ E(u+ ¢)dv,
(o0} Ot {60} (60}

for every ¢ € Lip(€2r) such that {¢ # 0} CC Qr, where we denote E(u) =
F(z,t,g9) and F : Q x (0,7) x R — R satisfies the following assumptions:

(1) (z,t) — F(x,t,&) is measurable for every &,

(2) € — F(x,t,£) is continuous for almost every (z,t),

(3) there exist 0 < ¢; < ¢p < oo such that for every ¢ and almost every
(z,t), we have

1€ < F(a,t,6) < e |€)2.

As a consequence of the above, a parabolic quasiminimizer u satisfies
0
(2.5) a/ u—(ZS dv + / g2 dv < K/ g2+¢ dv,
ot v
{¢#0} {¢#0} {¢#£0}

with K = czcl_lK’ > 1and a = cl_l, for every ¢ € Lip(Qr) such that
{¢p # 0} cC Q. There is a subtle difficulty in proving Caccioppoli type
estimates in the parabolic case: one often needs a test function depending on
w itself, but w is a priori not necessarily in Lip(€27) nor has compact support.
We treat this difficulty in the following manner. Consider a test function
¢ € Lip(Qr) with compact support. By a change of variable in (2.3]), we see
that there exists a constant € > 0 such that for every —e < s < ¢,

8¢ 2 2
a u($,t—s)—du+/ Giwi—gy v < K Gty AV
/{asaéO} ot ooy ) oroy T

Let now (.(s) be a standard mollifier whose support is contained in (—¢,¢).

We multiply the above inequality with (.(s) and integrate on both sides

with respect to s use Fubini’s theorem to change the order of integration,

and lastly use partial integration for the first term on the left hand side, to

obtain

(2.6) —a/ %qbdu +/ (gi) dv < K <92 ' > dv,
o0y Ot foroy T gy NI/
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for every compactly supported ¢ € Lip(Qr). By Lemma 2.3 in [MMPP] we
know the following density result: for every ¢ € L?(0,7; N'2(Q)) and ¢ > 0
there exists a function ¢ € Lip(€7) such that {¢ # 0} CC Qp and

¢ — @llrz0mnt2@)) <eand  v({e #0}\ {¢ #0}) <e.

From this it follows, see the proof of Lemma 2.7 in [MMPP], that if u €
L% (0,T; N'2()) is a K-quasiminimizer, then (Z6) holds for every ¢ €
L2(0,T; Ny ().

2.8. Standing assumptions. We assume that the domain € is regular in
the sense that X \ Q is uniformly 2-thick. For the definition of thickness
see below. Let 7 : [0,7) x Q + R be such that n € W12(0,T; N2(Q2)),
n(z,0) € NY2(Q) and

h//\na;t n(x,0)|* dudt — 0 as h — 0.

From now on in this paper, we assume that u € L _(0,T; N12?(Q)) is a
parabolic quasiminimizer in {27, and satisfies a parabolic boundary condition
with ), in the sense that

(2.7) u(-,t) — (- t) € Ny (), for ae. t € (0,7),

(2.8) / /]umt n(x,t)|*dudt — 0, as h — 0.

3. ESTIMATES AWAY FROM THE LATERAL BOUNDARY

Establishing higher integrability for a function is based on obtaining a
reverse Holder inequality for the function, and then using it together with
a Caldéron—Zygmund type decomposition and a Vitali covering to obtain
integrability at some slightly higher exponent. The starting point for show-
ing the reverse Holder inequality for a parabolic quasiminimizer is an energy
estimate over two concentric parabolic cylinders with different radii, Q,(2o)
and Q,(zp), where p < o. This energy estimate is extracted from the defi-
nition of parabolic quasiminimizers by choosing a suitable test function.

When choosing the test function, we are faced with two qualitatively dif-
ferent situations. Depending on the center point and radii of the concentric
cylinders, the larger cylinder Q,(z0) = By(zo) X As(tg), may or may not
overlap the lateral boundary of Q7. These two alternatives cause a differ-
ence in how we build the test function, and consequently lead to different
energy estimates.

In case we assume B, () is a subset of 2, and so Q,(zp) does not overlap
the lateral boundary of Qr, we can construct the test function by using only
the geometry of the cylinders Q,(zg) and Q4 (z), the quasiminimizer w itself,
and the given initial condition, without having to take into consideration the
lateral boundary of Q7.
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We begin by treating this case. In order to establish the reverse Holder
inequality, it turns out that we only need the energy estimate for p < o < 2p.
Therefore the discussion in this section covers those cylinders Q,(zg) for
which we have Ba,(zg) C 2. The complementary case to this covers the
cylinders Q,(xo) such that By, (xo) \  # 0, and is the topic of Section

Lemma 3.1 (Energy estimate). There exists a positive constant ¢ = ¢(K),
such that for every Q, = B,(xo) X Ay(to), p < o where By C €, we have

€ss sup / |u—u0(t)|2d,u+/ g2 dv
By

teA,N(0,7) QpNQr
Sc/ gZdV—F%N(BU) / lu — ug(t)* dv
(Qo\@p)N2r (0= p)* (By) Jq,nar
uﬂ%)/ 5
+e——== [ [n(z,0) —n,(0)|" du
N(Bp) &

Proof. Assume Q, = B,(x0) x A,(to), and p < ¢ are such that B,(zg) C £
A,N(0,T) #0. Assume t' € A, N (0,T). Define

=h h<t<2h,
® 1, 2h <t <t —2h,
Xh\) = ¢—h—t
Lot —2h <t<t —h,
0, otherwise.

Let ¢ € NY2(B,), 0 < p <1, be such that ¢ = 1 in B,, the support of ¢ is
a compact subset of B,, and

For a function f(z,t), denote

z, x)d
(3'1) e eI

g

Set now ¢ = —p(us — (u:)s)xn. Since u € L (0,73 NY2(Q)) is a para-
bolic quasiminimizer in Q7 and ¢ € Lip.(0,T; N12(2)), by the discussion in
Section [2.7] we can insert ¢ into inequality (2.6]) and examine the resulting
terms. In the first term on the left hand side, we add and subtract (u.)g to

obtain after integrating by parts

Ou,
o, Ot

Ue b
a2 - [ o= [ (- [ Lo,
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Using the definition of (u.)g(t), we see that the last term on the right hand
side vanishes

[, o oar

Qr

A C-H0) S, edu [ ucpdy B
__/0 T(/Uuawdu— T, i xn(t)dt = 0.

Obtaining this vanishing property is one of the two reasons for defining the
weighted average (B1). The other reason is that the integral average of the
function |u —ug|? over B, is comparable to the integral average of |u — u,|?
over B, as will be seen at the end of the proof. We write out the first term
on the right hand side of (8:2)), and have

Oue 9
- Grew == [ - @z0r 5 (o) a

= T O (e — a)20)?) (px0)

=5 [ (= (12025 (o)

and so, taking into account the definition of xj, we arrive at

Oou,
ap Ot

2h
qsdu:—i / e 2, 2) — (ue) E (D) () dps
(3.3)

/ ez, 1) — ()2 (0 olx) dp

By the definition (3.]), we have for every € < h

T—h+9d

|- prar<p@ [ i) - @) de
{##0}

h—§8

/_e/hT MW t) —ug(t — s)[* dt (-(s) ds

and therefore the fact that uy € LIOC(O, T') implies that the above expression
tends to zero as € — 0. Hence, using the triangle inequality and the initial
condition (28] as first ¢ — 0 and then A — 0 leads us to

&,h—0 Qr 2

+ % /B |u(z, ') — uf(t)|* p(x) dp.

R / In(,0) — 72 () o) dp
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On the right hand side of inequality (2.6]), we note that for every h, e, in the
set {¢ # 0} we have
2 2
(T )= plue—(u) e < C(Gu(,—s)—u)e €T sl
+ CQ o(u— )(1 - Xh) + cgi((ue)w - uﬁ) Xh
+e(u - ua)zgix% + 0G0 X

By Lemma we know that g2_,_ — 0 and (gu(' '_s)_u)a — 0in L (Q7)
as € — 0. Hence, we obtain

limsup/ 9y dv < c/ gi_ uu) A dt.
e,h—0 {¢7é0}( G )+¢) QoMQr plu—us)

Now we note that since u§ does not depend on  and hence its upper gradient
vanishes, we have

[ s [ ePda [ R
QoNQr 7 QoNQp QoNQr

Combining the obtained expressions leads us to the estimate

ess sup / |u—uﬁ(t)|2d,u+/ gi dv
teA,N(0,T) /B, QpN&r

§c/ gidz/—kic 5 / lu — u?(t)|* dv
(Qo\Qp)NQr (0 —p) QoNQr
+g@|ﬂz® £(0)2 dp,

where ¢ = ¢(K). We complete the proof by noting that for any ¢t € (0,7,
we have

j/ o — g (£)? dp
By
sz/‘m—uﬂmﬁm+2/’(f Wﬂﬂ—UPWOdu
Bp Bp o
s4/|u—@@WmL
By

On the other hand, by the triangle inequality and by Jensen’s inequality,
and since ¢ =1 in B,

\u—u“o(t du < 2/ lu — ug (t)|* du

)7
/ ( Wl# 1/30 Iua(t)—UIstdu) dpu

BB [
<abetd [ w0 a
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The analogous applies for the functions 7(z,0), 7,(0) and 7% (0). O

Having established the fundamental energy estimate, we derive a Cac-
cioppoli inequality by using the hole filling iteration. For the iteration, it is
essential that we can write the above energy estimate for every o € (p, 2p).

Lemma 3.2 (Caccioppoli). There exists a positive constant ¢ = c(c,, K) so
that for any Q, = By(xo) % Ay(to), such that Ba,(xo) C 2, we have

C
/ ﬁwgﬁ/ WﬂmW%%M/IWWFmMWW-
QpNQr P™ JQapnQr Ba,,

Proof. By Lemma [B.I] for any cylinder Q, = B,(xo9) x A,(to) such that
By, (z0) C 2, we have for any p < o < 2p,

ess sup / ‘U_uo'(t)P d,u—i—/ gi dv
teA,n(0,T) /B, QpNQr

c N(Bo) / 2
Sc/ gidz/—ki u — ugs(t)|° dv
(Qo\Qp)NQr (0 —p)? u(By) Jo,nar | )

1(By) e
1(By) /U‘”(”“”O) Ne(,0)|” dps,

where ¢ = ¢(K). We add ¢ pr g2 dv to both sides of the expression, and
divide by 1+ ¢, to obtain

2 ¢ 2 ¢ 1(Bs) 2
gudyg—/ gy dv + / u — ug(t)|” dv
I, Telo, M T e P B, Jo, )

Q o
¢ p(Bo) (2. 02
(1+c) u(B,) /0 n(z,0) = 10 (x,0)| dp.

Then we choose

+c

1-8 . 9 1 c
o P, Pi Pi—1 ,8 BP; 1 ) 4y 5 vy B 2<1 c >7

replace p by p;—1 and o by p;, and iterate, to have

k
s () [ e
Q, L+c/ Jg,

k

k .
c \' wBy) 1 " 2 )
! ZZ:; <1 + C) /L(Bpifl) <(pz - pi—1)2 /Qpi ’ pi(t)’ d

+/B In(z,0) — 1, (0)]? du) :

Py

Here among other things p; < 2p;_1 for every 4, and so by the doubling
property of u, the ratio pu(B),)/u(B,,_,) is uniformly bounded. Also, for
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each i we can estimate after using Fubini’s theorem,

w0y <2 [0
p

i 2p

+ 2/ ][ [ug,(t) — u|2 dpdy < 26/ lu — Uzp(t)|2 dv,
Q2p Bpi Q2

P

where ¢ = ¢(c,,), and analogously for 7,7,,. Hence, taking the limit k& — oo
yields the estimate,

c
/ g2dy < —2/ lu — ugp(t)]2du + c/ In(x,0) — 772p(0)]2 du,
Q/) p Q2p BZp

where ¢ = ¢(cy, K). O

Next we prove a parabolic version of the Poincaré inequality. We use the
fundamental energy estimate with o = 2p.

Lemma 3.3 (Parabolic Poincaré). There exists positive constants
c = cley,cp, N\, K) and 1 < qo < 2 so that for any Q, = By(xo) x Ay(to),
such that Bay(zo) C 2, we have
2
€ss sup ][ lu — u,(t)[* dp < cpi/ g2 dv
teA,n(0,T) /B, V(Q2)\p) Q2x,NQ7
2

q
+cp? <][ g3 (x,0) du) :
Baxp

Jor any qo < q.
Proof. By Lemma [3.1]

€ss sup / u — ug,|? dp < c/ g2 dv
Bp

teA,N(0,T) Q2,NQ7
C
+ L mﬂmwww/\mw%mew.
P” JQa2pnQr Ba,

Since by assumption By, C 2, we can use the (2,2)-Poincaré inequality for
the second term on right hand side, and the (2, ¢)-Poincaré inequality, where
1 < ¢ < 2is as in Remark 2.T], for the third term on the right hand side. We
obtain

ess sup ][ u — ug,|? dp
teA,N(0,T) /B,

2
< c/ ][ 9 dpdt + cp? ][ g(@,0)du |
Apﬂ(O,T) Bg)\p B2/\p

where ¢ = ¢(cy, cp, K). The proof is completed by observing that Qq, =
4p*v(Bsp). O
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Caccioppoli’s inequality together with the parabolic- and (2, q)-Poincaré
inequality now provide us the required tools to establish a reverse Holder’s
inequality:.

Lemma 3.4 (Reverse Holder inequality). There exists a positive constant
c=c(cy,ep, N\ K), and a1 < g < 2, so that for any Q, = B,(x0) x Ay(to),
such that Ba,(xg) C Q , we have

1 / 2 1 / 2
— g, dv < ec———— Gy dv
V(QP) QpﬁQT V(Q2p) QZApOQT

2 2

1 E q
+e e 7/ gldv ] +ec ][ gl (x,0)dp | .
(V(Q2P) Qa2xpNr Baxp K

Proof. By the Caccioppoli Lemma B.2] by the doubling property of p and
since v(Q,) = p?u(B,), and then the (2, ¢)-Poincaré inequality for the second
term on the right hand side, we obtain

Q 14 /
gu d]/
V( ) QpﬂQ’l

S%/ ][ |u—u2p|2d,udt—|—c<][
P~ JA,NQr J B, Boy

where ¢ = ¢(cy, cp, K). On the other hand we can write

-
c c

—4/ ][ lu — ug,|* dudt < —5 esssup ][ u — ugy|? du

P~ JA,nQr J By, P* ten,n(0,T) J B,

g

2
¢ c
] —2][ lu — ug,|*dp | dt
P™ Ja,nQr \ P” J By,

c / g2 dv +c ][ gg(x,O) du
V(Q2P) QaxpNQr Baxp

C
: gq dl/a
V(Q2P) /Q2/\anT !

were we used Lemma [3:3] and the (2, ¢)-Poincaré inequality. By the e-Young
inequality we now obtain for every positive ¢

g dv < ec g, dv
v(Qp) Jonar " v(Q2p) JQor,n0r

2

1 q
+ele / gldv | +ec ][ gz, 0)dp |
(V(QQP) Q2x,NO7 Bay, K

where ¢ = ¢(c, cp, A, K). O

2
q

g3(z,0) du) ;

P

1—

[N

2
q

QN
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4. ESTIMATES NEAR THE LATERAL BOUNDARY

In this section we treat the almost complementary case to the one covered
in section Bl This means that we establish a reverse Holder estimate for
parabolic quasiminimizers in the cylinders Q,(z0) = B,(x0) x A,(to) which
are such that Bo,(zg) \ Q # 0. However, in addition to this we will have
to assume that p is small enough, and so we cover the situation where the
cylinders are contained in the vicinity of the lateral boundary.

Continuing the discussion from the beginning of Section [3], here in the case
were (), (29) may overlap the lateral boundary of 7, we have to take the
lateral boundary of 7 into consideration when building the test function
for obtaining the energy estimate. Indeed, instead of relying solely on the
geometry of Q,(z0) and Q5 (20), we also make use of the lateral boundary
condition.

After obtaining the energy estimate, as a consequence of building the
lateral boundary condition into the test function, we cannot use the usual
Poincaré inequality to the same extent as was done in section Bl Instead
we use a version of the Poincaré inequality which introduces the variational
capacity of the zero set of the function u — 7.

Before going on, we introduce some concepts.

Definition 4.1. Let F' C X be an open set, and let £ C F. The variational
capacity is defined

cap,(E, F) :inf/ g? dp,
fJF

where the infimum is taken over all f € NO1 P(F) such that f > 1 on E.

As can be seen from the following, in our setting the variational capacity
is closely related to the measure of the sets.

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a measure space equipped with a doubling measure
u, and satisfies a weak p-Poincaré inequality. Let E C B,(x) with 0 < p <
(1/8)diam(X). Then there exists a positive constant ¢ = c(cp, ¢y, A\, p) such
that

p(E) (B (7))
" < cap,(E, Bay(z)) < CT.
Proof. For proof we refer the reader to [Bj]. O

We will need the following version of Poincaré’s inequality, which gives an
upper gradient estimate for the integral average of any Newtonian function.
We use the self improving property of the usual Poincaré inequality to obtain
1 < ¢ < 2 on the right hand side.

Theorem 4.3 (Poincaré with capacity). Suppose f € Nl’Q(ng). Denote
Ng,(f) ={x € B, : f(x) = 0}. Then there exists a 1 < qo < 2 and a
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positive constant ¢ = c(cy, cp, \) such that for any qo < g < 2, we have

2 % 1 q %
<]€32,,m dué) gc((ﬂpq(NBp(f)’sz) /Bmgfdu> :

for every 0 < p < (1/8)diam(X).

Proof. First we assume that
fim, = f f@)dn 0.
Bz,

Take ¢ € Lip.(B2y) and 0 < ¢ < 1, such that ¢ = 1 in B, and g4 < %.
Define v : X — R by setting

v ¢(fBs, — f) in By
0 inz € X\ By,

Then v € N2(X), the support of v is a compact subset of By, and we have
v = fp,, — f in B,. From Remark [2.1] we know there exists a 1 < gg < 2
so that for any gy < ¢ < 2 the weak (g, ¢)-Poincaré inequality holds. By the
product rule for upper gradients and then the (g, q)- Poincaré inequality,

/ gldp < / (9r® + |fBy, — flge)? dp
Bs, B

2p
SC/
B

where ¢ = ¢(cp). On the other hand, since N, (f) C {f;blpv =1}, we have
by the definition of the g-capacity

2(1
gﬁcdwrcE/Bz Ifsz—flqduéc/ g% du,
P

2p Bxap

i, o= [
I gadp = g1 du > cap (N, (f), Bay).
|fsz|q Ba, ! Ba,, fB;pU e g P

This gives us

1

1 e\’
|fsz| < <Capq(NBp(f),B2p) /ng gvd,u> .
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Now we can use the (2, ¢)-Poincaré inequality together with the above in-
equality, and then Lemma to write

(][ |f|2d:u> < (][ |fB2p - f|2d:u> + |fB2p|
B2y Bap
. 1 i
=cre (J[B 4 d") i <capq<NBp<f>, Ba,) /B % d’“‘)

<ec 1 / gfdu |
capy(NB,(f): B2p) J,,,

for any 0 < p < (1/8)diameter(X), where ¢ = ¢(cy, cp, A). Assume then that
[B,, = 0. Then we may directly use the (2, q)-Poincaré inequality together
with Lemma to obtain the result. O

Q[

When considering the variational capacity of the zero set of u — n in
a metric ball overlapping the lateral boundary, the regularity of the lateral
boundary of Q7 in the sense of variational capacity comes into play. In order
to build this into the assumption of the set €2, we introduce the following.

Definition 4.4. A set £ C X is said to be uniformly p-thick, if there exist
positive constants § and py so that

Capp(E N Bp(x)vBQP(x)) = 5capp(BP(‘T)7B2P(‘T))7
for every x € E and 0 < p < pog.

The uniform p-thickness satisfies the following deep self improving prop-
erty, which will be needed when showing the reverse Holder inequality.

Theorem 4.5. Let X be a proper linearly locally convex metric space en-
dowed with a doubling regular Borel measure, supporting a (1,qo)-Poincaré
inequality for some 1 < gy < 00. Let p > qg and suppose B C X is uniformly
p-thick. Then there exists ¢ < p so that E is uniformly q-thick.

Proof. See [BMS]. O

It is known, see Lemma 4.4 in [ATG], that a complete metric measure
space equipped with a doubling measure is proper, and our assumptions for
X are sufficient for using Theorem

Now we can begin to build the estimates needed for the reverse Holder
inequality. As before, we start by choosing a convenient test function in the
definition of parabolic quasiminimizers and derive the fundamental energy
estimate. Notice that the following is a quite general estimate, we do not
yet need the condition Ba,(zg) \ © # 0.
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Lemma 4.6 (Energy estimate). There exists a positive constant ¢ = ¢(K),
such that

ess sup / ju(z, t) —n(w,t)\zdwr/ ga dv
teA,N(0,T) J B,NQ QpMQr

1
Sc/ gidl/—l—c/ |u—77|2<1—|—72> dv
(Qe\Qo)NQr Qo (0 —p)

+c/ g2+@2 dv
Qonap \ |0t '

Proof. Assume @, = B,(zo) x Ay(to) such that A,(tg) N (0,T) # 0 and
p<o.Lett' € A,n(0,T), and define

t=h h <t<2h,
0 1, 2h <t <t —2h,
Xh\t) = ¢—h—t

t=h=t' ¢ _oh <t <t —h,

0, otherwise.

Let ¢ € C(0,T}; Nol’z(Ba)), 0 < ¢ <1, be such that ¢ =1 in B, and

dy 2

4.1 2yt < —=.

-y i+ 5] < 2o

Consider the function ¢ = —p(u. — 1-)Xxn,s. Again, since u is a parabolic

quasiminimizer in Q7 and ¢ has the required smoothness for a test function,
we can insert ¢ in inequality (2.6) and examine the resulting terms. We
begin by examining the first term on the left hand side. After adding and
substracting 7. and then conducting partial integration with respect to time,
we can write

- / Oute 4
{or0p Ot

B 10 5 an.
B /{¢;é0} 2815((“5 )" )PXn dl/+/{¢¢0} ot o(ue — =) xn dv.

Performing partial integration on the first term on the right hand side yields
now

_/ 8u5¢dy
{¢¢0} ot
2h t'—
/ Vodudt + — / / V2o dpudt
aﬂQ t'—2h gnQ

8 o
- S (ue = n2)" = Xn dv—/ —, p(ue —ne)xn dv.
/[qb;éo} 2( € 6) ot (60} ot ( 6) h

Hence, after taking the limit ¢ — 0 and then the limit A — 0 we have the
following: For almost every 0 < ¢ < T, using the initial condition (2:])
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yields
. 0¢ 1/
lim —/ Ue— dv > = w(z, t") —nlz, ) 2p(z,t') d
g e s [ ) a0 e d
1 5 |Op / 877'
— —(u — —| dv — — | plu—mn| dv.
[ R K N - PR

Also,

lim (92). dv > / g2 dv.
&h=0J{g70} QpNQr

On the right hand side of (2.6]), 9(2u_77)
L%OC(QT) as € — 0. Hence

limsup/ gi ©—8)— dv < C/ gi— u— dv
£,h—0 {¢>7é0}< =9 ¢>5 QoNQr A=)

SC/ 91— ) T 92 dl/SC/ 1— ) (g2 +92) dv
QmQT( (o)) + 9n) ngQT( i )

—I—C/ |u—77|2gidl/+c/ gfzdy.
QoNQr QoNQp

Noting that ¢ = 1in Q),, combining all the obtained results together through
(28) and then using Young’s inequality and (4.I)) yields us the desired ex-
pression. U

—(u—n). — 0 and (gi(' —gu)e = 0/in

Having established the fundamental energy estimate, we derive from it a
Caccioppoli inequality by using the hole filling iteration. As in section Bl we
use the fundamental energy estimate for p < o < 2p.

Theorem 4.7 (Caccioppoli). There exists a positive constant ¢ = c¢(K),

such that
2
> dv.

1 0
/ gidugc/ |u—77|2<1—|——2> du+c/ g,%—l——77
QN0 Q2,N p Q2,NQ ot

Proof. After adding c [, QN0 g2 dv to both sides of the expression in Lemma
4.6l and then dividing by ¢ + 1, we can write

/ g dv
QpNQT
c c 2
< / g2 dv + —— |u—77|2<1—|—7> dv
ct+1J@aQanar " c+1Jg,nor (0 —p)?

+ ¢ / 2+@2 dv
e+ 1 Jg,nan \77 T |0 '

Then we choose

1—-s ) 1 c
PO =P, Pi— Pi-1 = s 32/77 221727”’7k 32:§< +1>7
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replace p by p;—1 and ¢ by p;, and iterate to obtain

k
/ gﬁdudt§< ‘ ) / ¢ dv
QPOQT c+ 1 kaﬂQT
k c i 5
+ / Ju—nl* <1+7> dv
zz:; <C + 1> ( Qp; N1 (pi - pi—l)2

2 on 2
+/ g, + ‘— dv | .
QpimQT n at

Now, taking the limit k¥ — oo leads to the expression

1 an |
/ ggdygc/ ]u—n[2<1+—2> du—i—c/ g,%—k‘—n dv,
QN0 Q2,N02 p Q2,N02 ot

where ¢ = ¢(K). O

Then we prove a parabolic version of the Poincaré inequality for the func-
tion u—mn, in the vicinity of the lateral boundary. We use the energy estimate
with o = 2p. This is the stage at which we need the assumption that xg and
p are such that Bo,(zg) \  # 0, and moreover we need to be close enough
to the lateral boundary, i.e. that p is small enough. These assumptions
enable us to exploit the uniform thickness of €2 to obtain an upper gradient
estimate for the integral average of u — 7.

Theorem 4.8 (Parabolic Poincaré). Assume X \ Q is uniformly 2-thick.
Then there exist a positive constant py < (1/8)diam(X) and a positive con-
stant ¢ = c(cu,cp, A\, K), such that for every 0 < p < po and parabolic
cylinder Q, = B,(xo) x A,(to) such that Bay(zo) \ Q # 0, we have

I

2
ess sup / |u—77|2d,u§6/ 954-9727-1' v dv.
teA,N(0,T) J B,NQ QexpNQr ot

Proof. Assume a cylinder Q, = B,(x¢) %< A,(tg), where zo € X is such that
Boxp(z0) \ © # 0. From Lemma [.6] we have

2

> dv,

€ss sup / lu —n|?dp < c/ g2 dv
A,N(0,T) J BN Q2pNQr
2 0
+c/ |u—77|2<1—|——2> du+c/ 97274-8—77
Q2N p Q2N t
where ¢ = ¢(K). For 0 < p < M, we can estimate 1 < M?2/p? on the right
hand side to obtain
2
> dv,

ess sup / lu —n|? dp < c/ g2 dv
A,N(0,T) J BpNQ Q2N

(4.2) )
+£2 ]u—n\2d1/+c/ (gg—k‘_n

P* JQapnr Q2pNOr ot
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where ¢ = ¢(K, M). Next we continue the mapping u(-,t) — n(-,t) outside
of Q by setting u(-,t) —n(-,t) = 0 in X \ Q. By assumption Bo,(zo)\ Q # 0,
and so there exists a point 2/ € X \ Q, such that B,(z9) C Biy(z’) and
Buxp(2") C Beap(xo). Since X \ Q is uniformly 2-thick, and then by Lemma
[4.2] there exist positive constants py < (1/8)diameter(X) and ¢ = c(cp, c,),
such that

capy (N, 21y (u — 1), Bap(x)) > capy((X \ Q) N Byy('), Bay(2'))
> 5cap2(B2p(a:'), B4p(a;')) > 5C/L(B+p2(m))

for every 0 < p < pg. Hence, after using Lemma [4.3] we can estimate that
for any 0 < p < pg

)

1 1

— lu —n|?dv < — ,u(B4p(x'))][ lu —n|? dudt
P Q2pﬁQT P Azpﬂ(O,T) B4P(x,)

< € p(Bap('))

2
< — Gu—n dppdt
P? Jas,n0,1) €aP2(N By, 21y (u — 1), Bap(a')) /BM,,(;EI) K

Sc/ ggdu+c/ g,%dy,
QexpNQr QexpNQT

where ¢ = ¢(cy,, cp,d). Here we also used the fact that g,—,(-,t) = 0 y-almost
everywhere outside of 2. Plugging this into (£2]) completes the proof. [

Now we start from the Caccioppoli inequality, and then combine the par-
abolic Poincaré inequality together with the (2,q)-Poincaré with capacity to
obtain a reverse Holder inequality. We use the self improving property of the
uniform thickness to have control over the variational capacity of the zero
set of u — 7. Again, we need the assumption that we are close enough to the
lateral boundary, in other words that p is small enough and B,(zo) \ © # 0.

Theorem 4.9 (Reverse Holder inequality). Suppose that X\ is uniformly
2-thick. Then there exist positive constants py < (1/8)diameter(X), ¢ =
c(ey,ep, A\, K) and 1 < qo < 2 such that for every 0 < p < po and Q, =
B, (z0) X Ap(to) such that Bay(xo) \ Q # 0, we have

1 / 9
- o2 dv
v(Qp) Jo,nar
2

c 1 e
Sei/ g dv+ete 7/ 9Y dv
V(Qﬁ)\p) QG)\meT " V(Qﬁ)\p) QG)\meT !

_ c on 2
+€1+€7/ 2—1—‘— dv,
( )V(QG)\p) Qex,Nr (g” ot

for any positive € and qy < q.
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Proof. Let Q, = B,(x0) x Ay(to), such that Boy,(z0)\Q # 0. From Theorem
47 we know that for every 0 < p < M, we have

1 / 9
—— gu dv
v(Qp) Jg,nar

c 9 c on 9
< ———7— u—n|“dv + / —1| 4+g% | dv,
@ Jyus WQ%>QJMT<at "

where ¢ = ¢(K,M). Similarly to what was done earlier, for almost every
t € (0,T), we continue the mapping u(-,t) —n(-,t) to be zero outside 2, and
so from now on the mapping wu(-,t) — n(-,t) is to be thought of as defined in
the whole space X. Also, since by assumption Bo,(zg) \ © # 0, there exists
a point 2’ € X \ , such that By,(zg) C Bay(z'), and Byy,(x") C Beap(2o).
Let 1 < ¢ < 2 be as in Lemma .3l We have

G lu—n|”dv
p2y(Q2p) QQPOQT

1— q
1 2
<1 FounPde) (£ P
P Azpﬂ(O,T) Bgﬂ BQ/J
1—% %
<5 4 enpan) Fo uenPdu)
P” \A2,n(0,T) J B, A2oN(0,T) Bup(a')

where ¢ = ¢(cy, A). In the above expression the former factor on the right
hand side can be estimated by Theorem[4.8], and the latter factor by Theorem
43l We obtain that for some 1 < gg < 2, we have for every ¢p < ¢ < 2 and
0 < 2p < (1/8)diameter(X),

1 / 9
= lu—mn|” dv
pzlj(Q2p) szﬂQT

2
c P / 2 2 |9
<= Gu+ gy + ‘—
p? {V( 6x0) J Qer,nr ( N

2 1-3
1

q
: Gu— d“ dt)
][AQ,,O(QT) capy(Np,, (o) (v — 1), Bap(2')) /B4,\p(x’) K

where ¢ = ¢(cy, cp, K). By assumption, X \ € is uniformly 2-thick. By
Theorem this implies that for some 1 < ¢ < 2 the set X \ € is also
uniformly g¢-thick with some positive constant §. We use this with Lemma
432 to conclude that

Ca‘pq(Nsz(:c’)(u - 77)7 B4p(x/)) > Capq(X \ an BQP(‘T/)7 B4p(x,))
> dcapy(Bay(z'), Bup(z'))

2

q
2
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for every 0 < p < po < (1/8)diameter(X), where ¢ = c(c,,cp). Hence for
every p < pg, we obtain

C
Sy u—n[* dv
p2V(Q2p) /QQPOQT

¢ 2 2 on
Sy TTA G+ 9y + '—
{V(Q6)\p) /CQSAmeT < K at

c

2 1-
q
— Gy AV.
v(Qexp) /QWmQT K

Now we can use the e-Young inequality and then Hélder’s inequality to
conclude that for every positive ¢ we have the estimate

— gy dv
v(Qp) QN1

c 1
< 87/ g dv+etc 7/ g dv
V(QGAP) QG/\anT “ V(QGAP) QG/\anT !

_ c on 2
+ (e ! +é)——— / 2 + ‘— dv.
( )I/(QG)\p) Qox,Nr <g" ot

where the positive constant ¢ = ¢(cy, cp, A, K). O

[ SIS

2
q

5. GLOBAL HIGHER INTEGRABILITY

In this section we cover the steps from the reverse Holder inequality both
near and away from the lateral boundary of Qp, to the global higher inte-
grability of a parabolic quasiminimizer’s upper gradient.

We begin by proving a modification of Gehring’s Lemma in metric spaces,
to take into account the terms in the reverse Holder inequalities that result
from the initial and lateral boundary conditions.

In the proof of this theorem the initial cylinder is divided into a good set
where g is bounded and into a bad set where g is unbounded. At each point
of the bad set, in some small enough cylinder centered at this point, we have
by our previous results a reverse Holder inequality. These cylinders are then
used to form a Vitali covering of the bad set, so that we obtain the reverse
Hoélder inequality over to whole bad set. Finally, by an argument involving
Fubini’s theorem, the reverse Holder inequality is used to establish higher
integrability over the bad set.

Theorem 5.1. Let g € L%OC(O, T; Nllof(Q)) and let fi, fo be non nega-
tive measurable functions defined in Qp. Consider a parabolic cylinder
Q2r(70) = Baogr(xo) X A2r(to) € X x R. Let s be the constant from (2.1
and let q be such that 2s/(2 + s) < q < 2. Suppose that there exists a
positive constant A > 1, for which with any 2’ = (2',t') and p such that
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Qa,(2") C Qar(20), we have, after abbreviating Q, = Q,(2), Qap = Qap(Z’)
and By, = BAp(:E/),

< i
—_ gedv <e—— g dv
V(QP) QPQQT V(QAP) QA/)OQT
2/q
+7 #/ gldv +’y#/ fEdv
(5.1) v(Qap) JQa,ner v(Qap) Jou,nar

1 2/q
T / M)
</’L(BAP) Bap,nQ 2

for any e > 0, where v may depend on . Then there exists positive constants
g0 = €o(cu, A,7,q) and ¢ = c(cy, A, 7y), such that

1 1
57 oo ™) = (G Ly )
g dv < g° dv
<V(QR) QrNOQr v(Q2r) Q2rNOT

1 1
(50 o) 0 Sy )
V( 2R) QorNQ7 /J(BQR) BaorN2

for every 0 < e < &g, where we have abbreviated Qr = Qr(z20), Q2r =
QQR(Z()) and BQR = BQR(:E(]).

Proof. Assume a parabolic cylinder QQ2r with center point zg = (g, tg).
Define for every z; = (z1,22), 22 = (x2,t2) € X X R the parabolic distance

distp(zl, 22) = d(a:l,xg) + ’tl — t2’1/2.
Using this, set for every z € Qo the functions

r(z) = distp(z, (X x R) \ Q2r),
v(Q2r

a(z) = ————.

V(Qr2) (2))

From the definition of r(z) it can readily be checked that @,(.)(2) C Q2r
for every z € QQor. For z € (Yo, define

h(z) = a2 (2)g(2),

r(z)
54

and for every A > 0, set

G()\):{ZGQQRQQT : h(Z) >)\}.

1 , 1/2
Ao = 7/ g dl/> .
0 (V(Q2R) QorNQr

Denote



GLOBAL HIGHER INTEGRABILITY OF PARABOLIC QUASIMINIMIZERS 25

Assume \ > )\g. For v-almost every 2’ € G(\), we have for every
r € [r(z")/(54),r(z")],

1 2 Oé(zl) 2 N2
. - d d A
62 S /Qr<z/ng VS Qo) /Qgg v < alz)X

and by the definition of G()), since p is a positive Borel measure,
1

. 2 20 ) 2
(5.3) }1_)11% 0 /r(z’)ﬂQT g dv = g° (') > a(z")\°.

Now (£.2)) and (5.3) imply that for v-almost every 2z’ € G()), there exists a
corresponding radius p(z’) € (0,r(z")/(54)), for which it holds

;/ g2 dv
v(Qap() () J@u,n (=00

1
<a(@Ml<— 1 / o dv.
V(Qp(z’)(z/)) Q2 (#)NQr

Thus by choosing € = 1/2 in (5.1), we can absorb the first term on the right
hand side of (5.1) into the left hand side and obtain

(5.4)

1 . 2/q
2

- g dy < —/ gldv

V(Qp(z’)(z/)) /Qﬂ(zl)(z’)ﬂQT (V(QAp(z’)(z/)) Q ap(=r)(Z)NQr

C

TR / 72 dv
V(Qap()(2) S, (=00 !

. 2/q
+ —/ fau|
(N(BAp(z’) (Z/)) B gy ()N ?

for v-almost every 2’ € G()), where ¢ = ¢(v). This together with (5.4]) yields
1 / 9
_ g° dv
V(@50 (2)) JQy 0 (0020

. 2/q
S - @ @@ / gq dv
<,U(QAp(z’)(Z/)) Qap (20T )

C

TR S— / v
V(QAp(z’) (Z/)) Q ap(=r)(Z)NQr

c 2/q
+ —/ fodul|
(M(BAp(z')(Z/)) By por) ()2 2

where ¢ = ¢(A, ¢y, ). From the definitions of a parabolic cylinder and the
parabolic distance, it follows that

27120 () < r(2) < 2r(2) for every z € Q.. (2'), 2’ € Qar.
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From this it is straightforward to check that

Qr(z)(z) - Q3T(zl)(z/), , /
Qrzy(2') C Qur(z)(2) for every z € Qy(2)(2'), 2’ € Q2r,

and so by the doubling property of the measure there exists positive con-
stants ¢ = ¢(c,), ¢ = /(cu) such that

(5.6) ca(') < a(z) < da(z) for every z € Q.. (7'), 2’ € Qar.

Because of this, we see from (5.0 that there exists a positive constant ¢ =
c(A, cu,7), such that for v-almost every 2z’ € G()), after also using the fact
that a(z) > 1,

1 / 9
—_—— h* dv
V(QSAp(z’)(Z/)) Q54,21 ()NQ7
c 2/q
<(—c he d
(V(QAp(z’) (Z/)) /QAP(Z/)(Z’)QQT >

(5.7) )

b c / 2 du
V(Qap()(2) S, n (=00 !

. 2/q
oo Tap|
(N(BAp(z’)(Z/)) B pp.y ()N 2 )

On the other hand, by Holder’s inequality since 1 < ¢ < 2, and then by

(59), we obtain from (5.4)),

1 (2-9)/q
e S h? dv
(V(QAP(Z/) (Z/)) /QAp(z’)(zl)nQT )

1 (2—q)/2
<|— / h? dv < e,
<V(QAp(z’) (Z/)) Qapy (F)NQr )

where ¢ = ¢(c;,). Define

(5.8)

Gr(N)={z2€QkrNQr : fi > A},
GfQ()‘):{ZEBﬂ%mQ s fa> AL



GLOBAL HIGHER INTEGRABILITY OF PARABOLIC QUASIMINIMIZERS 27

Assume now any ¢ > 0. By (5.1 and by the definitions of G(6A), Gy, (0N)
and G, (0\), we have for v-almost every 2’ € G(\),

_ h* dv
V(QSAp(z’) (Z/)) Q540 (Z)NQr

. 2/q
< ediN —/ h? dv
(V(QAp(z/)(Z’)) Q) (2)NG(N)

c

- ° fEdv
V(QAp(z’)(Z/)) /QAp(z’)(zl)ﬂGh (62)

2/q
13 d,u) .

By (5.6) and (5.4]), we can now choose a small enough positive number
d(cu, A,v) < 1 to absorb the first term on the right hand side into the left
hand side. We obtain a positive ¢ = ¢(A, ¢, ), such that for v-almost every
z' € G(X\) and any A > ), after using (5.8),

+

C

(o
<M(BAP(Z/)(Z,)) Bp(an) (2')NG 1y (82)

1 / 9
_ h* dv
V(Qs40() (%) Sy, (=)
< )\Q—Q;/

V(Quap() (') JQ 0 (:)NG(6N)
(5.9) c

——
V(QAp(z’) (Z,)) Qapzy (' )NGy (6X)

. 2/q
+ —/ fqd,u .
(M(BAp(z')(Z’)) By ()0G 1 (63) 2

The collection {Qa,)(2') : 2 € G()\) } is now an open cover of G()).
By the Vitali covering lemma, there exists a countable and pairwise disjoint
subcollection { Q4,2 (%) @ z; € G(A) }72;, such that

hedv

fEdv

G()‘) - U Q5Ap(z§)(22{) C Q2r.
=1

The last inclusion follows from the fact that 54p(z) < r(z). This prop-
erty is the reason why we introduced the number 5 into the proof earlier.
Now we can write for any A > \g, after multiplying inequality (5.9) with
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V(QAP(Z/)(,Z’)) and using the doubling property of p,

/ h2dy<z/ h2dy
G(A

Qsap(:1) (%

hedy + ¢ / fEdv
(Z{)OG((S)‘) QAp(zé) (Zg)ntl (6)\)

Ap(z})

2/q
+C(P(23‘))2N(BP(Z§)(23‘)) / £2dp
2 9y
u(Bp(zé)(zg))2/q B ap (1) (Z)NG 1 (63)

where ¢ = ¢(cy, A, ). Since by assumption s > 0 in (1), for each i we have

p 1-2/q
(P Byy ()21 < o (T )y apreti-ato

< c(u(Bar(zo))) "H1R?,

for every 2s/(2+ s) < ¢ < 2, where ¢ = ¢(c,). Hence

/ hzdugc)\z_q/ hqdu—l—c/ fEdv
G(\) G(8)) Gy, (6N
2/q
+ c(p(Bar(w0))) 1R (/G f3 d#) ,

From now on the higher integrability result is a consequence of (5.I0) and
Fubini’s theorem. To see this, we integrate over G(\g) and use Fubini’s
theorem to obtain

h
/ h*Te dy = / ( / eXTLdN + (A0)€> h? dv
G(No) G(ho) \Jxo

:/ EAH/ h% dv d\ +(A0)€/ h? dv,
Ao G(\) G(Xo)

and now by (5.10)

/ EAH/ h2 dv d\ §c/ E)\E+l_q/ hd dv d\
Ao G(\) Ao G(8))

+c / ex! / fZdvad
Ao Gy, (62)

00 2/q
teu(Barlwo) 82 [ e ([ pgdu) an
Ao Gy, (5N)

(5.10)

12 (5X)
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By Fubini’s theorem again, we see that

/ eXTTia / hedvd\ + )5 / h? dv
Ao G(6)) G(Mo)

h/s
=¢ / / NI g | htdy 4 NG / h? dv
G(0X0) \Y o G(Xo)

g
< T2 dy + NG / h? dv,
§Fre=a(e +2 —q) /G()\o) O Ja@ro)

where ¢ = ¢(A,c,,7). Observe that in the last step we also used the fact
that he+2 < A§h? in G(6)\g) \ G(X\o). In similar fashion we obtain

/ ex! / fidvdr < ¢ / 24 du,
Ao G, (6X) Q2rNOT

and

00 2/q
/ ext / fedu d\
Ao Gy (6X)

2/q—1
< / fdp) 6 5 dp
Gf2 (6)\0) BgRﬂQT
24¢e

qte
fare du) ,

< 6% u(Bag/(wo)) 7= #/1 Y </
B

2rNEY

where in the final step we have used Holder’s inequality. We can now choose
a positive € = €(c, A, 7, ¢) small enough to absorb the term containing h2te
into the left hand side of (5.I0]), and conclude that

/ R*TE dy < e(N)° / htdv + ¢ / 24 dy
G(Xo) G(8Xo) Q2rNOT
(5.11) o

£ +e
+ C,U(B2R($0))(1_ﬁ)(l_z/q)R2 </ f§+a du> q 7
B

2 RN

where ¢ = (cy, A,7). In case the term containing h?*¢ ig infinite, we replace
h by hy, = min{h, k} where k > X. Starting from (5.10) we estimate that

/ hi 1d¢ < eA? 1 / d¢ +c / fEdv
{hp>A} {hi>0A} Gy, (6X)

(5.12) 2/q
f3 du) :

+ c(u(Bar(20))) /1R (/G

15 (6X)
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where d¢ = h%dvr. Performing now as above the calculations involving Fu-
bini’s theorem yields

/ hiTeT9d¢ < ec / hiTETIdC + NG / hitd¢
{hk>)\0} {hk>)\0} {hk>6>\o}
2+e

-2 +e
+ C/ 242y + cp(Bag (o)) 1+ R? (/ e du) .
Q2rNOQT BarNQ

Now we can absorb the term containing thrE_q into the left hand side side,
and finally let k¥ — oo to obtain (B.11]).

Finally, from the definitions of the parabolic distance and the parabolic
cylinder, it is again straighforward to check that Qr C Q4(.)(2) for every
z € Qgr. Hence, by the doubling property of the measure,

v(Qar) V(Qur(z)(2))
a(z) < 2(Qn) Qs (2) <a,

where ¢; = ¢i(cy, A) > 0. On the other hand, clearly a(z) > 1 for every
z € Qar. Now (B.I1) and the definition of g imply that

2+¢
/ @rdv <c” | (N)° / h?dv + / h*e dy
QRrRNQT Qr\G(Xo) G(Mo)

2+4¢

1 ( / 2 > ? / 2te
<ec——— g~ dv +c fiTedv
(V(Q2R))€/2 Q2rNOQT Q2rNOQT !

for every z € Qg,
(2)
T5A

24
q—2 q+e
+ cu(Bar(xo)) 77 R? </ 3 du) ;
BsorNQ
where ¢ = ¢(cy, A,7y) > 0. From this expression the proof can readily be
completed. O

We have now all the necessary pieces to prove global higher integrability.
Note however, that because using the uniform thickness condition, needed
for the reverse Holder inequality, is valid only when close enough to the
lateral boundary, the ratio between py and the radius R of the cylinder
where we want to prove higher integrability affects the constants in the final
estimate.

Theorem 5.2 (Global higher integrability). Let u € L?(0,T; NY2(Q)) be
a parabolic quasiminimizer in Qp, where Q is such that X \ Q is uniformly
2-thick, and that 1 : [0,T) x Q — R, where n € WH2(0,T; NY2(Q)) and
n(z,0) € NY2(Q), sets a parabolic boundary condition for u, as described in
section[Z.8 Let py be the constant from Lemma [{.9

Suppose that we also have n € WH2H' (0, T; N2+ (Q)) for some positive
e’. Then there exists a positive constant € and a positive constant ¢ =

c(ey,cp, A, K,max{1,R/po}), such that for every Qr = Br x Ap C X x
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(—00,T), we have
1

1
1 / 24e >m < c / 2 )5
g, = dv <\~ Gy dv
<V(QR) QrNOQr v(Q2r) QarNOr
1
c 2+e c on
+ | = / 92+Edl/> + | = /
<V(Q2R) QorNQp K V(Q2R> QorNQ7

1
Is qte
o [ o)
(,u(BQR) BopNQ2 !

ot
wheree < &', 1<q<2and q+¢e < 2.

In case Qar is such that Bogp C ), we obtain a stronger estimate, in the
sense that the second and third term on the right hand side of the above
expression can be dropped, and in this case ¢ = c(cu, cp, A\, K). Moreover, in
this case we only need to assume that u satisfies the initial condition (2.8])
with some n € NH2(Q).

1
2+4¢ 2+e

dv

Proof. Assume a parabolic cylinder Q2r = Bagr X Asg. In the case BopN§) =
(), the claim is true. In the case Bog C 2, then by Lemma B.4] inequality
(G.I) holds with A = 2X, fi = 0 and fo = g,(z,0) for every 2’ and p such
that Q2),(2") C Q2r. Theorem [5.1] then implies the result.

Let then Bsog be such that Bop N Q # () and Bor \ Q # (. We set
A = max{6)2,2R/po}, where py is the constant from Lemma Assume
2" and p are such that Q4,(2") C Q2g. In case Byy,(z") C €, we use Lemma
B4l In case Bay,(2') \ Q # 0, since necessarily p < pp, we can use Lemma
In both cases, after estimating from above on the right hand side in the
former case, we obtain inequality (5.1)) with A = max{6A?,2R/po} and

In
fi=gy+ ! fo = gy(,0).
Theorem Bl now completes the proof. O
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