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ANISOTROPIC SOBOLEV EMBEDDINGS AND THE SPEED OF
PROPAGATION FOR PARABOLIC EQUATIONS

FATMA GAMZE DUZGUN, SUNRA MOSCONT* AND VINCENZO VESPRI

ABSTRACT. We consider a quasilinear parabolic Cauchy problem with spatial anisotropy of
orthotropic type and study the spatial localization of solutions. Assuming the initial datum is
localized with respect to a coordinate having slow diffusion rate, we bound the corresponding
directional velocity of the support along the flow. The expansion rate is shown to be optimal
for large times.
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1. INTRODUCTION
This paper deals with some properties of weak solutions to the Cauchy problem
(L1) u; — divA(z,u, Du) =0 in Sy =RV x ]0,T7,
' u(x,0) = ug.

The field A : S7 x R x RY — R is only measurable and anisotropic, i.e.

. > AL,
(12) {A2($a5az) Zi =2 A |Z7,

pi

|Ai(z, 8, 2)] < Azt

for some A > 0 and a suitable choice of p; > 1, i =1,..., N. In the case p; = p, Ai(z,s,2) =
|2;|P~22;, the equation in (1.1) is known as the parabolic orthotropic p-Laplacian equation and,
while its principal part is homogeneous, it fails to be isotropic.

Many materials, such as liquid crystals, wood or earth’s crust usually present different dif-
fusion rates along different directions. Moreover, in most of the physical phenomena involved
in such media, finite speed of propagation of disturbances is a much more reasonable assump-
tion than the usual infinite-speed one implied by linear equations. This effect can either be
caused by additional absorption terms in the model equation or by the intrinsic diffusion rate
of the medium. We are interested in this latter situation which, in the framework assumed
here, consists in studying (1.1) when some of the p;’s are greater than 2.

Let us discuss some features of equation (1.1) from the mathematical point of view.
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— Regularity
The anisotropy prescribed by (1.2) falls into the wider class of problems with non-standard
growth condition. Even in the stationary case, a reasonable regularity theory for such equations
requires a bound on the sparseness of the powers p;. For elliptic equations driven by a principal
part of the form (1.2), counterexamples to boundedness are given in the seminal papers [18,20,
26]. Sufficient conditions for local boundedness are found in [7,13,17] and read

p <N, max{pi,...,pn} <D,

where
1 11 Np
1.3 - = — —, ]j* — -
(13) p N ; pi N—p
while in the limit case max{py,...,py} = §* it suffices to assume that v € L (RV) (which

does not follow from the anisotropic Sobolev embedding, see [23]). With stronger conditions
on the p;’s and more smoothness assumptions on A, Holder and Lipschitz regularity can be
obtained and the literature on the elliptic case is huge. We refer to [27, Section 6] and [16] for
a complete survey on the subject and related bibliography.

Regarding the parabolic degenerate (or singular) case of (1.1) much less is known. Indeed, the
regularity theory going from linear to degenerate/singular equations in the parabolic framework
is much more subtle than in the elliptic one. As far as we know, continuity of solutions to (1.1)
is known only when the principal part is homogeneous, i.e. p; = p, thanks to the work of
DiBenedetto and collaborators, see [12]. Nevertheless, some L>-theory has been developed in
the fully anisotropic case, see [9,31] and the book [2].

— Ezistence/Uniqueness
In general, even for the heat equation, the Cauchy problem suffers heavy non-uniqueness phe-
nomena, even for smooth and compactly supported initial data. This holds true also for the
general isotropic model equation

{ut = div(|Dul[P™2Du) in St,

(1.4) u(x,0) = uo,

and examples can be found either in [6] or by coupling the results in [32] (see also [21]) for
the porous media equation with [22]. In appendix A we will exhibit self-similar examples d la
Tikhonov [30] (i.e., solutions u # 0 for ug = 0) through a different and direct approach.

The main point of the theory is then to identify natural function classes ensuring unique solvabil-
ity of the Cauchy problem. For linear parabolic equations this is a classical theme initiated by
Widder [33] and developed by Aronsson [4], see the Introduction to [11, Ch XI] for a discussion.
Roughly speaking, well-posedness holds for the class of functions (and initial data) obeying a
suitable growth condition at infinity. Moreover, the growth condition is called optimal if any
non-negative solution on St a-priori satisfies it.

The optimal well-posedness class was determined for (1.4) in [14, 15], following a number of
related works on the porous medium equation. In the model case of the anisotropic parabolic
equation a growth condition ensuring existence and uniqueness has been studied in [9, 10],
however its optimality is still missing up to now. Indeed, the proofs of optimality usually
involve some form of Harnack inequality in turn implying the prescribed growth, but in the
anisotropic case no Harnack inequality is in general known.
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A much smaller class where well-posedness holds true for (1.4) is the one of LP(St) solutions.
Lions’ method [25] indeed gives existence and uniqueness for the Cauchy problem with L?(RY)
initial data, and eventually the method can be extended to problem (1.1) assuming monotonicity
of 2 — A(x,s,z) and L'(RY) initial data (or even g being a finite measure). In this respect
see [10] and the book [2]. However, at the level of generality dictated by the sole condition
(1.2) in (1.1), no existence and/or uniqueness theory is available, whatever a-priori summability
condition one imposes on the solution.

— Description of the result and related problems

We are interested in finding an optimal bounds for the directional speeds of propagation of the
support of uy under the flow (1.1). Due to the changes in the diffusion coefficients with respect
to various coordinates, we expect different velocities in each direction. It is well-known that,
when the principal part is homogeneous, i.e. p; = p, finite energy solutions of (1.1) with initial
condition ug € C%°(RY) preserve compactness of the support along the motion whenever p > 2
(slow-diffusion rate). In this case, an optimal bound from above to the speed of supp(u(-,t))
has been determined in [1], [8] for a wide class of second order nonlinear parabolic equations,
in [5] for higher order ones, while [28] deals with suitable parabolic systems. A typical result
in this setting reads as follows: if u € LP(Sy) solves (1.4) for some p > 2 and supp(ug) C Bg,,
then for any ¢ € 10,7

p—2

1 N»—27%
(1.5) supp(u(1)) € Bamgrrys  R(E) = CENTTfug |77,

where here and in the following we denote by || ||, the L?(R") norm, p € [1,00]. In the
anisotropic case, the model equation presents locally in space the same qualitative finite speed
of propagation in each in direction z; of slow diffusion rate (i.e., for which p; > 2). We refer
to [2] and the literature therein for these kinds of results. What seems to be missing is a
global, quantitative estimate of the aforementioned velocities, as prescribed e.g. by (1.5) in the
homogeneous principal part scenario.

Since we will deal with local solutions to (1.1), the well-posedeness issues described above

suggest that we cannot expect finite speed of propagation to hold for generic local solutions,
even for the parabolic p-Laplace equation (1.4). Indeed, in appendix A (see also Remark
2.2), self-similar solutions are constructed showing that finite speed of propagation fails at the
global level. The main step consists in proving a non-uniqueness result for a merely Hélder
continuous system of ODE with suitable initial data. In order to achieve this, we employ a
sub-supersolution method which we think will be of some use for other problems, avoiding the
full dynamical system analysis performed, e.g., in [21] or [6].
Despite the failure of finite speed of propagation in general, we will see that any local solution
w of (1.1) actually possesses a so-called branch @ (i.e., a solution of (1.1) coinciding with u
on supp(u), see Remark 2.2 for some examples), exhibiting finite speed of propagation in each
direction of slow diffusion. Finally, we will obtain a quantitative bound from above on the
velocity, showing its optimality in a wide range of anisotropies.

For the purpose of this introduction we state our theorem in the case when all the p; are
greater than 2. We will also consider the case when some (but not all) of the p; are less than
or equal than 2, but the statement is less transparent, and we refer to the last section (namely,
Theorem 5.3 therein) for further details.
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Theorem 1.1. Let p be the harmonic mean of the p;’s as per (1.3) and suppose that

1
p <N, 2 <min{py,...,pn} <max{py,...,pn} <D <1+N).

Let u be a local weak solution of (1.1) in St under the growth conditions (1.2) with

ug € L*(RY), 0 # supp(ug) C [—Ryo, Ro)™.

Then there is a branch u # 0 of u such that

(1.6) supp(i(-, 1)) C [ [[=R; (), B; (1)),
j=1
for anyt <T, where
N (p—p;)+p b P2
(1.7) Rj(t)=2Ry+Ct *» Juoll} ', A=N{E-—2)+p

Let us make some comments on the result.
(1) Optimality of the estimated speed.

(3)

First, the obtained velocities of propagation are optimal in each direction. Indeed, the
Lebesgue measure of supp(a(-,t)) is estimated for large times through (1.6) as

N (5—p;)+P N b P2

i Ly P N5
jsupp(a(-, )] < CH== 5 Jlugl 7T = O uo |2

On the other hand, we will prove in Theorem 4.1 below the L> — L! estimate

- N 2
[a(- ) lloo < CE7 Juol|-
These two estimates imply

[a(, )l < flal, D)l [supp(u(-, )] < Cluollr.

Observe that if also ug > 0, the branch, being compactly supported, preserves the mass
along the motion. Therefore, if any of the two estimates above were asymptotically (as
t — +00) less than optimal, this would contradict mass conservation.

Assumptions on the p;’s.

The main assumption on the parameters is the constraint

N

which is a purely anisotropic requirement, since for p; = p the latter is always satisfied.
The explicit power of ¢t in (1.7) goes to zero as pmax — p(1 + 1/N), showing that
condition (1.8) represents an actual threshold rather than being a technical assumption.
It is possible that, for pya.. > p(1 + 1/N), zero-speed of propagation occurs in the
corresponding direction (see [2, Ch. 5.3] for some instances of such phenomenon). In this
regard, local boundedness of the solutions is ensured by the condition max{2, ppax} <
p(1 +2/N), hence the feasible range is p(1 + 1/N) < pmax < p(1 +2/N).

Tools for the proof.

A major tool in deriving L' — L* estimates for solutions of (1.1) is a well-known
anisotropic Sobolev inequality, as proved for example in Troisi [29]. Unfortunately the
latter alone seems to be insufficient to prove the optimal bound (1.7) and we will need

1
Pmax ‘= max{plv"'7p]\/} <Z3 (1 + _) .
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a variant of the anisotropic Sobolev inequality in the parabolic setting involving small
powers of u. As the function ¢ — [¢t|* is not Lipschitz for a € ]0,1[, the Chain Rule
turns out to be a quite delicate issue, however it can still be modified to prove the
needed functional inequality in Proposition 2.3 below (see also Theorem 2.4 for its
parabolic counterpart). We feel that these tools can have a wide range of applications
to asymptotic and/or decay estimates for anisotropic equations.

Further investigation.

Let us also mention that when p; = p > 2 (homogeneous principal part) and u > 0,
the thesis of our main Theorem holds directly for u and there is no need to select
the branch @. This is due to the fact that, (despite uniqueness is not guaranteed
without additional monotonicity hypotheses) there are no local non-trivial and non-
negative solutions with vanishing initial datum by [12, Proposition 18.1]. Indeed, even
if the equation is nonlinear, subtracting a branch to a solution still gives a solution,
possessing the aforementioned properties and thus being identically zero. We were not
able to prove a similar statement in the anisotropic setting, since at present a weak
Harnack inequality is still missing.

It is worth outlining that the optimality of disturbances’ velocities, discussed in point
(1) above, holds only when all the p;’s lie in the degenerate range p; > 2. While it is
possible to obtain the same velocity bound when only some of the p; are greater than 2
(again, see Theorem 5.3 in the last section), it seems less likely that for any remaining
choices of the powers this bound is optimal. Indeed, it could happen that in some
direction the diffusion is so fast that, in order to preserve the total mass, along the
remaining ones the actual speed may be slower than what (1.7) dictates.

Finally, we did not tackle the question of extinction in finite time in the anisotropic
setting, referring to [3] for a discussion of related results.

—Qutline of the paper

In section 2 we gather some useful embedding of parabolic anisotropic Sobolev spaces. In
section 3 we prove two types of energy inequalities and derive some contractivity estimates.
Section 4 is devoted to a-priori L>°-estimates, both of global and local nature. In section 5
we first prove finite speed of propagation locally in time and space, then refine it to obtain a
global result for a suitable branch. The final appendix is devoted to the Tikhonov example of
non-uniqueness in the quasilinear setting.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Given p := (p1,...pn) € RN, p > 1, we let

i AR
p:<NZE> )
i=1

and, assuming p < N, we define

Given T' > 0 we set Sp = R¥x]0,7T[ and for any rectangular domain Q C RY Qp =

Qx0,T7.
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We define the following spaces
WoP(Q) := {u e Wy (Q) : Dyu € LF'(Q)}
WeP(Q) == {u € Li,.(Q) : Dyu € L ()}

loc loc
LP(0,T; Wy P(Q)) := {u € L'0,T; Wy () : Dyu € LP(Qr) }

LP(0, T3 WioP(Q)) = {u € L'(0,T; Ly, () : Diu € LP(0,T; L () }

loc
LP.(0,T; WP (9)) := {u € Li,o(0,T; Lyoo(Q)) : Dyu € LY, (0, T L () } .

loc loc loc
Let A be a measurable function obeying the growth conditions (1.2). By a local weak solution
of
up = div(A(z, u, Du)) in Sy
we mean a function v € C° _(0,7; L2 _(RN)) N LP (0, T; W,"P(RN)) such that for any 0 < t; <

loc loc loc loc

ty < T and any ¢ € C2(0,T; C>(RY)) it holds

(2.1) /wdx

where the integral is assumed henceforth to be on R" when no domain is specified. By density
this actually holds for any ¢ € WL*(0,T; L (RN)) N LP (0, T; W, P(2)) for any rectangular
QeRY.

For T < +oco and an initial data ug € L (RY), we will consider the following Cauchy
problem:

to to
—i—/ /—u%—i-A(x,u,Du)-Dwdxdt:O,
t1 t1

(2.2) {Ut = div(A(z,u, Du)) in St,

u(z,0) = up(x), r € RY,

where v is a local solution of the equation such that, in addition, u € C°(0,T; L% (RY)) N
LP(0,T; WLP(RY)) with u(-,0) = u. In other words, for u to solve (2.2) we require that the
initial data is assumed strongly in L2 (RY) and that u has finite energy locally in space and

globally in time. When T' = +o00, we say that u is a solution of (2.2) if it is so for any 7" < +00.

Definition 2.1. Let u be a solution of (2.2). A branch @ of u is a solution of (2.2) such that
@ =u on supp(a).

For any u, both 0 and u itself are obvious branches, which are the trivial ones (notice that
0 being a branch is due to the homogeneous structure assumed for the equation). Any other
branch will be called proper, or non trivial.

Remark 2.2. Ezamples of solutions having proper branches can be constructed simply by solving
(in the finite energy space) the Cauchy problem for the p-Laplacian with initial datum ¢ being
supported in two distant balls By and Bs, nontrivially in both. If p > 2, the finite speed of
propagation provides us with a solution such that, up to some time T" > 0, have two distinct
branches, namely the ones starting from the initial datum ¢ xp,, 1 = 1,2.

More interesting examples are constructed in appendix A, where it is shown that for any
B > 0 the slow-diffusion parabolic p-Laplacian equation has nontrivial solutions supported in
{(x,t) : x > t7P > 0}. The latters clearly have zero initial datum, are sign-changing and
reproduce the Tikhonov phenomenon of non-uniquess in the quasilinear setting.
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Let now ¢ € CP(R) be such that supp(p) C {x < 0} and let © be the unique energy solution of
u, = Apu having ¢ as initial datum. Then, by finite speed of propagation, the function

U:{u on {x > 0},

v on {x <0},

solves the equation in Rx]0,T] but, despite having compactly supported initial datum, has
infinite support for any t > 0. In this case, selecting the branch v of v is necessary in order to
recover finite speed of propagation of the support.

The following is a useful modification of the classical anisotropic Sobolev embedding by
Troisi [29].
Proposition 2.3 (Sobolev embedding). Let Q@ C RY be a rectangular domain, p < N and
a; >0,1=1,...,N. Then there exists a constant C = C(N,p,«) > 0 such that

N

o1k
(2.3) lall sy < C T IDiul*Fr
=1

for all u € WyP(Q), where
A N

Proof. We can suppose that the right-hand side is finite and, by a monotone convergence
argument, that v and €2 are bounded.
First we claim that when o > 0, p > 1 and u € W, (Q) N L®(Q) it holds

2.0 [0l iz = [ Y= Dfalp de.
whenever the left-hand side is finite, where we set
(2.5) |u|*"'Dylu| =0 a.e. on Dju = 0.

This readily follows when o > 1 from the boundedness of v and the classical Chain Rule for
Sobolev functions. In the case a € ]0, 1] first observe that, since the left-hand side of (2.4) is
finite, D;|u|* = 0 = D;u a.e. on {u = 0}. Therefore it suffices to show that the weak derivatives
of |u|* and |u| obey

(2.6) Di|u|® = a|u|*"! D;|ul, a.e. on {u # 0}.

By the absolute continuity on lines characterization of Sobolev functions [25, Theorem 10.35],
we can choose a representative such that for a.e. line [ parallel to e;, both' the restrictions
of |u|* and |u| belong to AC(I), with corresponding (classical) derivatives coinciding £! a.e.
with the i-th weak derivative. Moreover, |u|* = f(Ju|) with f(¢) := [t|* € AC).(R) mapping

IThat this is true follows by suitably modifying the proof of [25, Theorem 10.35]: it suffices to start with

vn € C(RY) such that D;v, — D;|ul® in LP(RY) and then observe that Do/ = D;lu| in LP(RY) as well,

by the Lip,,, character of t s |t|'/°.
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null-measure sets to null-measure sets. Therefore [25, Theorem 3.44] applies, giving, for £N~1
a.e. z such that z; =0

d
£|u|a(x +te) = alul* (2 +te) %\u\(:c +te;)
for £ a.e. t such that u(z +te;) # 0. By Fubini’s theorem and the absolute continuity on lines
characterization of Sobolev functions, this shows (2.6) and thus (2.4).
Let us fix from now on a representative for which |u|* € AC(I) for almost every line parallel

to e;, and define v; = |u|*. By the previous discussion, the classical partial derivative and the
weak derivative coincide £! a.e. on any line, with (2.6) holding as long as we assume (2.5). For

t=1,..., N denote
/ U(I)dt:/v(l’—i—tﬁ’i)dt.
R; R

Consider N parameters s; > 1, ¢« = 1,..., N and observe that for any ¢ = 1,..., N and a.e.
r € RN

o () < Sz’/ UZ.(Si_l)(ZE)|DiUi|(ZE) dt < s; </ yi(si—l)p%(;p) dt) Pi </ | Dv;|Pi () dt) Pi )
R; R i

Therefore
. . (si=1) 7] =7, : o=
[[v7 ) <C o TV () di | Dyv;|P () dt
i=1 i=1 R R;

We successively integrate with respect to each variable x;, observing that, at each step, the
j-th factor of the product in the right-hand side does not depend on z;. Regarding the other
factors, it holds

1 1
+ =1,
;(N—l)pé (N_l)pi

so that at each step we can apply Holder’s inequality to obtain after N integrations

T : N T =7
/HviNl d:(:SCH(/UZl ’dl’) (/‘Dzvzpldl’) .
i=1 i=1
1 N s al Dy (Nfll)p; (Nfl)pl-
/|u|ﬁzz‘_1azsl dr < CH </ |u|06i(5i_ ) D} dl’) (/ |Di|u|m‘|m dl’) ]
i=1

Finally, the system in the NV + 1 variables s;, ¢

1.e.

N
. 1
aj(si—1)pj=q, j=1,...,N, ﬁg ;8 =(q
i=1

is solvable with ¢ = p’ (and s; > 1), so that simple algebraic manipulations lead to (2.3). O

ik

When o; =1 we let p} = p*.
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Theorem 2.4 (Parabolic Anisotropic Sobolev embedding). Let Q C RN be a rectangular
domain, p < N, a; >0 fori=1,...,N and o € [1,p}]. For any 6 € [0, z%] define

q¢=q(0,p,a) =0p, +o(1-0).
Then there ezists a constant C = C(N,p,a,0,0) > 0 such that

. 1 0 N
(2.7) //Q lw|fdedt < CT 0% (ts[lépT]/Q|u|“(:)s,t)dx> (// |D; |u|a’|p’d9:dt)
T €|0,

for any u € LY(0,T; W, (Q)).

*

17

Proof. For a.e. t € [0,T], apply Holder’s inequality as

/|u|q(:c,t) iz < </|u|”(x,t) dx)l_e (/UPZ(x,t) d:c)e

and through (2.3) deduce

973*

1— GN o
/|u| (x,t d:B<C’</|u| x,t dz) </|D |u| | (z t)dx) :

Finally we integrate in the t-variable and use Hélder s inequality in time as

T v N T Yi
/ f%dt<T1 ©osup fy° (/ Hf;’”dt) < Ty sup f(;{OH</ fidt)
0 G t€[0,7] 1 t€[0,7] i=1 0

valid for

N
ZT’}/izl, T217 %>O
i=1

In the previous formula we set

o=1-0, folt) = /|u| (1) du

and fori =1,..., N

0 p* 7l _/
Npi’ r= 9 17 fl(t> - |D7«‘u

to get the claim. U

673

N = Pi(x,t) dx

Remark 2.5. In the isotropic case, the previous theorem ensures an analogous local summa-
bility estimate without the assumption that u vanishes outside €, just by adding an L' term
to the right-hand side. Unfortunately, this is no longer true in the anisotropic setting, and
counter-examples to the corresponding embeddings are known (see [19, 23] in the non-parabolic
case). More precisely, under the previous assumptions on the parameters, it may happen that
LP(0, T; WEP(RN)) N L=(0, T; LY, (RN)) fails to be contained in L(0, T; LY (RN)) for q given
above. In order to remove the zero boundary condition, one is either forced to assume a-priori
a suitable degree of summability, or to further constrain the location of the p;’s

The following result deals with the problem mentioned in the previous remark when «o; = 1.
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Theorem 2.6. Let 1 < p; < --- < pn, p < N and for any o € [1,p*] define the critical
parabolic exponent
o
=7 (1+5).

N
Then the embedding

(2.8) LP¥(0,T; LPN (RV)) N LP(0, T; WEP(RN)) N L>=(0, T; LY (RN)) < LP7 (0, T; LP> (RM))

loc loc loc loc

holds true. Moreover, under the assumption

(2.9) Po > py = max{py,...,pn}
we directly have

LP(0,T; WiP(RY)) N L(0, T; L, (RY)) < L7 (0, T; Lz, (RY)).

oc loc loc
Proof. Apply the previous proposition with «; = 1, § = p/p* to un for n € C®(RY), n=1 on
an arbitrary cube K C RY. With the notations of our statement, it holds ¢ = p, and we get

/ / |ulP dz dt < | sup /|u n|%(x,t) dx H (/ /|Di(u77)|p" dx dt) .
0 JK t€[0,T] i=1 \’0

The first factor on the right is finite by assumption, while for the others we have

T T
/ ﬂmmmmmﬁgo/ DgalP + [u? da dt,
0 0 K’

where K’ is another cube such that supp(n) € K’ and C = C(n). o prove the first em-
bedding (2.8), it suffices to observe that, by the ordering of the p; and Hélder’s inequality,
LPi(0,T; LF (RN)) < LPN(0,T; LYY (RN)) for any i = 1,..., N.

Let us prove the second embedding under assumption (2.9). On vectors q € RY we consider

the component-wise partial ordering
(g1, qn) > (r1,...,rny) & g >r; foralli=1,... N.

In turn, this naturally defines a lattice structure on R, with A denoting the minimum operation.
By abuse of notation we will say that, for A € R it holds @ > A to mean q > (A, ..., \).
Define by recursion the following sequence p™ = (p7,...,p%) € RY:

pl = (plu"'vpl)
pn+1 = pn A (qn’ s 7qn)7 qn = EJ:VN—Hjl .

1 p
We claim that if (2.9) holds, then

(2.10) q¢" > pn for sufficiently large n.
Let us postpone the proof of (2.10) momentarily and show how this implies u € LP¥ (0, T; LY~ (RM)).

loc

For n = 1 the standard isotropic parabolic Sobolev embedding ensures that u € L' (0, T Lf:c (RM)).
Suppose that v € L4"(0,T; LY (RN)) for some g, < py. Then, since p"*! < p, Holder’s in-

equality ensures u € LP"" (0, T'; V[/li)’cpn+1 (RY)) and the embedding (2.8) with vector p"*! implies
we L0, T; Lf::l(RN)). Therefore in a finite number of steps we get v € LPe(0,T; LP’ (RV))

loc
by the claim. Clearly, this process also proves the second stated embedding.
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We next prove (2.10). Since ¢" is a fixed multiple of the harmonic mean of p" and ¢! > p; =
q°, it follows from
qn Z qn—l = pn—l—l Z pn = qn+1 Z qn
that {¢"} is non-decreasing. Suppose there exists the smallest integer 1 < h < N such that
q" < ppyq for all n > 0, and let ¢ = lim,, ¢" < pp41. Then we infer

. . N+U
llrIan”:hernq"Jrl & g= & qg=1,

Zl Dpi
where we defined for al k=1,..., N

Notice that

k+o
T < Di1 o Z—
+1

so that, adding 1/pgs1 to both sides, rearranging and using the monotonicity of the p;, we get

Te S Pht1l = Thel < Diso.

Since ¢ = 7, < ppy1 by assumption, we eventually get by induction ry_; < py, which is
equivalent to say

S N+o _ 14 o _
it 0Ly,
X1 N
This contradicts (2.9), proving the claim (2.10) and the theorem.
U

The following is a straightforward generalization, needed to deal with the anisotropic growth,
of [11, Ch. I, Lemma 4.1]. We omit its elementary proof.

Lemma 2.7. Let 3; >0 fori=1,..., N and suppose Z,, > 0 satisfies
| N
n 1+Bi
Zni1 <Cb N E_ Z,

for some C,;b > 1. Then letting f = min{fy, ..., Bn},
1
Zy < ——+ = Z,—0.
C? pa?
3. BASIC PROPERTIES OF SOLUTIONS
The following energy estimate can be proved through a standard Steklov averaging procedure.

Lemma 3.1 (Energy Inequality). Let u be a weak solution of (2.1). There exists a constant
C = C(N,p,A) > 0 such that for any n > 0 of the form

(3.1) n(x,t) = Hmi(xi,t)a ni € C(0,T; CF(R))
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and 0 < t; <ty <T, k €R, it holds

/(u—l{:)i(:c,t) (x,t) dx CZ/ /‘D w—k) )| dedt <
(3.2) t
/ /(u—k)i\m\ddeCZ/ /(u—k)ﬂ’j D P e dt.
g i=1 /1

Proof. Modulo a Steklov averaging process we can suppose that u; exists and that (2.1) holds
for the test function ¢ :=n(u — k),. In this case (2.1) becomes

(3.3) / /utapdxdt—l—/ / x,u, Du) - Dpdxr = 0.

The first integral is estimated, for the chosen test function, as

//utcpd:)sdt //(“_ +) nd dt
:/ ndx //“_ * 1, da dt.

)
n

which does not depend on x;, and use (1.2) to estimate

(3.4)

For the second integral, let

N

Pr—A(u—k): Z [ Di(u — k)~

i=1

Pt Dy

A, Du) - D(n(w=k)1) = A0 ) 1D — k)

The last term is estimated through Young inequality as
(u—k)y |Di(u— k)P Dinl = pi(u — k) |Di(u — k)4
(3.5)

pz_l pz

"D
(1 _ . .
< (gt it >+|Pl+c<p,A><u—k>’1|Dm,-|pz).

Using the definition of 7; we get

) R ) .
(3.6) it =, i | Dim|P* = | Dimi [P
therefore
to —1 N
/ /A(a:uDu) Dgodx>—2/ /|D u— k)P ndedt
(3.7) " t
2
—C/ Z/(u—k)ﬂ’: Do [P da dt.
=1

Finally, since p; > 1 for all ¢ and n; € [0, 1], observe that for any v > 0,
[ Di(wn) [P < ep) (1Dl 0P + 0P i 0~ | Din|”') < e(p) (| Div[P 1+ vP iy | Dy )

< c(p) (|Diw D)

pi n + ,Upi
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so that when v = (u — k)

// (z,u, Du) - D(pdx>—/t22/‘D k)4 m)

to
——/ Z/u— |D77Pz|pldxdt

and the claim follows inserting this last inequality and (3.4) into (3.3). O

P da dt

In general, we cannot always ensure that the right-hand side in (3.2) is finite. This can
either be required as additional condition on the solution, or it can be deduced from Theorem
2.6 whenever max{pi,...,py} < P2, being a local solution a priori in LP(0,T; W,5P(RN)) N
LOO(O T LIOC(RN))'

Corollary 3.2. Letu € NI, LPi(St) solve (2.2) in St forug € L*(RY). Thenu € L>=(0,T; L*(RY)),
(3.8) [u(, )]z < [luoll2
and for any 0 < t; <ty < T, 1 € Lip([0, T|;R), » > 0 and k € R it holds

(3.9)
to 1 N ts t
i 2
+5;/tl /|D,~(u—k)+|p ¢dzdt§[1 /(u—k)+|¢t|d;pdt,

/ (u— k)2 (2, 1) (t) da

Proof. To get (3.8) let 0 < n <1 be as in (3.1), independent on ¢ and such that

(3.10) supp(n;) € [-2R, 2R, n; =1 on [—-R,R|, |Dmp%'| < %

With such 7, apply the (3.2) to both u and —u for & = 0, adding the corresponding inequalities.
Since u € C°([0, T); L2 .(RY)) we can let t; — 0 to get

loc

N to
/uz(x,t2)ndx§/u§dx+02/ /|u
i=1 70

We let R — 400, apply Fatou’s lemma on the left-hand side, and observe that the right-hand
side vanishes by the last property in (3.10) and v € NLP(Sr). Therefore (3.8) is proved. To
prove (3.9), repeat the proof of (3.2) with ¢ = n up to (3.7), obtaining

t2+é§:/t2/\pi((u—k)+)

/ /u— +77|wt|d:)3dt+CZ/ /u— |Dmpl|p@¢dajdt

Letting R — +o00 cancels the last term on the right as before, while we apply Fatou on the
terms involving the spatial derivatives of © and dominated convergence to the others, to obtain

(3.9). 0

P

Dini |Pé d dt.

Pepdr dt <

/ (u = k) (2, 0) (. £) (1) da

A useful variant of the energy inequality (3.2) is the following.
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Lemma 3.3 (Energy inequality 2). Let F € CYY(R) with |F'| < M and M > F"(t) > 0 for
a.e. t € R and for suitable M € R. If u is a local weak solution to (2.1) and n is of the form

(3.1) and independent of t, then
Z/ /F” Yn|Diu

/F(u(x,t)) dx
SCA;/tIQ/\F/(U)

Proof. Test the equation with ¢ = F’(u)n, which is readily checked to be admissible since
F’ € Lip(R) is bounded and

Pidy dt

(3.11)
Pidy dt

pi gl (u) 1-p;

Dm”%’

and any 0 < t; <ty <T.

| Dig| < M|Din| + M|Djul 7.
Notice that |F(s)| < M|s|, hence F(u(-,7)) € Li (RY) since u(-,7) € L% _(RY), so by Steklov
averaging we can compute

for any T' >ty >t > 0. Therefore we have

/F(u(m, t))n(z) dx 2 + Z /:2 /Ai(x, u, Du) (F"(u)n Dyu+ F'(u) Dyn) dadt = 0

which implies by (1.2)

[ Plute )t da 2

1oL [t
w13 [0 [P v
i=1 7t
N to
SAZ/ /\Diu|p"_llF'(U)\|Dm|d:cdt.
i=1 7t

Proceeding as in (3.5) and making use of (3.6) we can bound the right-hand side as

(3.12)

. U et e et |F'()
D™ /)] 1Dinl = (1D~ ()"0~ | Din] )
F//( )
1 1
< 5 F ()0 [Daul” + Cu|F' ()] F" () = Dy
which, inserted into (3.12) gives the claim. O

Corollary 3.4. Suppose u € N LPi(St) solves (2.2) in St for ug € L*(RN) N L2(RY). Then
it holds

/|ux t) |dx</|u0|dz vVt € [0,7]

Proof. Let n be as in (3.10) and define, for a > 0 to be determined later,

Fi(s) = / T
o (|r]*+e)a
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so that . .

Fs)=——5, Fl(s)=—7

(Is|* +¢e)= (Isl+e)a*t

All the assumptions of the previous Lemma are satisfied and (3.11) implies, with our choice of
F,

>0

t2

/ Fu(u(x, ) y(x, 1) d

N to
<cye [0 [ (ul 4 2yt d D deds
i=1 t1

t1
We then choose

Q= (ma‘x{ph s 7pN} - 1)_1 > 07
so that p; — 1 — é <Oforalli=1,..., N and therefore

to N to
<Gy / / [u
1 i=1 7t

for any € € ]0,1[ and C. = C(A, p,¢) > 0. Since F. is 1-Lipschitz and u(-,t) — uo in L{ (RY),

loc

p:

Dini [P da dt

/ Fu(u(z, ) n(z, t) do

we can let t; — 0 in the previous estimate. By F.(s) < [s|, 0 <n <1 and |[Din7| < %, we get

/Fs(u(x,tg))n(x,tg) dr < /\uo\dx—l—ég; /OtQ/\u

for all e € ]0,1[ and R > 1. Let first R — 400 to cancel out the last term thanks to the
hypothesis u € NLPi(Sy) obtaining through Fatou’s Lemma

/Fe(u(x,h))dx < /|u0| de  Vt, €[0,T]

Pidr dt,

and since 0 < F.(s) / |s|, we obtain the conclusion by monotone convergence. O

4. L*°-ESTIMATES
Theorem 4.1. Let p; < --- < py, p < N and u € N, LPi(S7) solve (2.2) for ug € L*(RN) N
L*(RY). Then:
(1) if Py > 2, then u € L2.(0,T; L®(RY)) and for any q € [2,pa] the following estimate
holds true

c (" %
(A1) sup ||u<-,t>r|oosN—+,,(/ /|u|qudt) A =NG-2+5q 0>0.
t€[0,7) 0> \Jos2

(2) If py > 2, the following L' — L™ estimate holds true for any 7 € ]0,T]

C P
(4.2) Ju( Tlle < —xlluwolli, A=A =N({p—2)+p.
T

Proof. First observe that p; < ps, so that we can assume p, > 2, and in that case A\, > Ao >0
for all ¢ > 2. The global condition u € N, LPi(St), together with Corollary 3.2 and Theorem
2.4, imply that u € LP2(Sy) N L%(St). Therefore, by interpolation,

u € LY(Sr), for all ¢ € [min{2, p; }, max{p2, pn}]-
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Let k£ > 0 to be determined, T" > # > 0 and define for any n > 0

k:—kk 0,=20 i S, =RN x[0,,T —'12n+2 0
=k B=0- g S=RYxALT) ) =min (L6
so that
2n+2
Yp=1on [0hy1, T],  |(¥n)] < 7

Since 1, (0) = 0, the energy estimate (3.9) reads

n+2
(4.3)  sup /( * dx + CZ/Sn |Di(u — kp)4 P dxdt < //n 2 dxdt.

te[0n,T]

Choose q € [2,pq]. If A, :={(z,t) € S,, : w > k,}, Tchebichev’s inequality yields

q
(4.4) // e dt > (hy — 1) An| = %|An|

so that, by Holder’s inequality and the monotonicity of {S,}

2 ) n(g—2)
// (u—kn)2 dzdt < (// (u—k,)L d:)sdt) |A, |77 < qu_2 //s (u— kp—1)? dxdt.

Therefore (4.3) becomes
(4.5)

N
sup /(u / |Di(u — kp)4 |
te[0n,T] Z; Sh

By Holder inequality and (4.4)

// ) dadt < | A" (//u— ”Qd:cdt)pz
<o (5 Jf, w-monasa) ™ (ff - o)

Applying (2.7) for a; =1, 0 =2 and § = ﬁﬂ =

(u — kp—1)? dxdt

n—1

N+2 gives ¢ = po and thus by (4.5)

17

// u— k)P da dt < ( sup /(u—kn)i(z,t)d ) (/ |D;(u— k |pldzdt)
n te|On,T

2nq 1)

< = // . dxdt)

Gathering together the previous two estimates, we obtain, for suitable b > 1,

C 1+%) L LHl-o-
// u—ky)d drdt < T = <// da:dt) :
: (0 ke—2)7 (& kq( St

Setting

q q q
Xy — k) dx dt, =1 L 1
//u x a=5rg P SNt 75 Nio
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we thus obtained the recursive inequality

X, < %b”){}ﬁ‘f, n>1.

By the classical version of Lemma 2.7 with N = 1, we have that X,, — 0 provided X, < COk>
for a suitable constant C' depending only on the data. Choosing k such that equality holds we

therefore get
sup u<k= (/ / u‘idxdt) ' Ve € 10,7
RN x[0,T] 0 e 52 \Joj2 Jrn

implying (4.1) (by considering —u as well). To prove (4.2), assume p; > 2 and choose ¢q € [2, p].
The function v(z,t) = u(z,t +0) still solves the equation on Sr_g and is bounded there by the
previous estimate. Moreover v € NLP#(Sr_g) hence (4.1) holds, reading

T-6 >\q
sup v < w5 / /|v\qudt V0 €10, T — 4.
RN x[6,T—0] 9 Aq

In the latter inequality we set

™
D

P Mn = sup |'U|
2 RN [0, T—0]

to obtain

o z QNNT? =0 3 (¢-1)
M, < N—er </ /\v|qd:cdt> <C—F </ /\v|dmdt) M,
0, N\ O (T —6)

By the boundedness of v we infer the boundedness of {M,,}, while

g"tﬂ

(q—1)£<1 & p > 2
)‘q

Therefore the interpolation lemma [11, Ch. I, Lemma 4.3] provides

1 T—6 £ W
(T —0) > *Jo
Writing the latter in terms of u and noting that
A (1= (g — 1)%) =\,
q

we obtain

sup|u(-,T—9)|§C NH} <// |u|d:5dt) 1, Vo € 10,77
RN RN x[6,T]

Using Corollary 3.4 while setting 7 :=T — 6 € |0, T[ finally gives (4.2). O

Another type of L™ estimate is the following, which instead is purely local.
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Lemma 4.2. Let
(4.6) m<--<py and max{2,py} < Da.
Define for k > 0 the functions

(4.7) g(k) = ka—pi, h(k) = <Z km—m) :

and for T'e R, M, \ > 0 the intrinsic rectangle

Quar = ﬂ || X [T = MO T

i=1

If u is a weak supersolution to (2.1) in Qi nm, then

(48) (s mpn) < 97 (1/M) + B! <C(M uf? de) N_> .

QA,M

Proof. Define for any £k > 0 and A\, M, T

N
k M X 1 APi 1
kn:k_ 5 9 =T 1 ng — 1 n — iy Tng enaT
2 2 (+2n) e 2pi<+2n) @=L IEreradxltn

so that Q41 € Q, C Qi for all n > 0 and formally Qo = Q)/2n. Construct functions
N € C*°(Qn; 0, 1]) of the form (3.1) such that

LooCon con
nn|8an = 07 nn|Qn+1 = 17 |D2nnl S F’ ‘(nn>t| S M)\

Apply (3.2) to obtain

sup}/(u—k:)JrnnxtdijZ// Kn)+ 1)

te[On, T
< n jr j § p’L ]lr ]l

Letting po = 2, A, = {(2z,t) € @, : u > k,} and recalling (4.4) it holds for any i =0,..., N

// u_ pz dl.dt < // u_ P2 d{l?dt) P2|A |1—— < kf;bpz //Qv (u— kn_l)lj? dl’dt,

for some numerical b > 1, so that by the definition (4.7) we obtain

sup /( k)+nnxtdx+2// Kn)+ 1)

te[0n,T)
1 —
= " — P2 ]
s¢ (M)\km—? + Ah(k)) //in(u k1) da dt

P da dt

P de dt
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As {k,} and {6,,} are increasing and 7, = 1 on supp(9,+1),

sup / ((u— k:n+1)+nn+1)2(x, t)dr < sup /(u — k)3 (2, t) d

t6[9n+17T} te[én,T}

1 1 i
< " — D2 )
=e <M)\k:p2—2 + Ah(k)) //in(u k_1)72 d dt

Again by the monotonicity of {k,} and {@,} it holds

~ 1 1 ,
* n+1
Z//QW — kni1)4 )| dedt < Cb (MAMH AVIL: )// (u — k)" do dt

n _ p2
S (M)\k;pz DRSVAT: )//Q b1 ) i dt

Therefore, applying (2.7) with a; = 1, 0 = 2, 0 = p/p* and thus ¢ = py, we deduce, for some
other constant C,b > 1, the recursive inequality

// — V2 dxdt < Cb" . + ! 1+;;<// (u—k )ﬁdedt>l+ﬁ
Onin 1) M XEkP=2 " Xh(k) n=l/+

Now if k is so large that

1 1
<
M kP2 = R(k)

then the previous iterative inequality reads

<Cu L\ X
NN n bl Z
(A h(k)) =t

X, = // (u — ko )P? d dt.
2n

By Lemma 2.7 for N = 1, X,, — 0 whenever X, < C(A h(l{:))¥ and, taking account of (4.9),
this in turn implies that

sup u, Smax{ Y1/M), h ( // ulfdxdt )}
Qx/2,Mm Qo

Note that Qg C @ and

(4.9) s k>g ' (1/M),

where

N
1
(4.10) Qo] = MAT A = M,
i=1
so that being A~ monotone increasing we obtain

sup u < max< g (1/M),h7! C’(M]%[ u? dx dt) M
Qx/2,Mm Qx,Mm

The next proof follows [24].
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Corollary 4.3. Let (4.6) hold and u be a weak supersolution of (2.1) in Qr. Then u has a
lower semicontinuous representative.

Proof. Recall that all the infima and suprema are taken in the essential sense. For any M € N
define a metric in Q7 as

1
diStM((x>t)a (l’l,t/)) = maX{M|t - t/|> |$1 - l’/1|ﬁa ) |$N - $§V|m}>

with corresponding balls B, ;. We will prove that there is a dist;-metric essential lower-
semicontinuous representative of u and we start by fixing an arbitrary one, which we’ll still
denote by u. By (4.10), Qr with the induced metric and the Lebesgue measure is a locally
doubling measure space. Therefore the set Fj; of Lebesgue points for u has full measure, as
well as F = NyrenEnr. We can therefore suppose that for any (zg, %) € E and for every M € N

lim lu(x,t) — u(xg, to)|P* do dt = 0.
™0 J B m

We claim that for any (zg, %) € E
(4.11) u(zo,yo) < lim  inf  w.

r—0 B'r,l (Z‘O,to)
Suppose by contradiction that

(4.12) u(zo,yo) — inf wu>e>0 Vr <o
Br1(zo,t0)

and consider the solution v = u(zg,ty) — u to (2.1). Since ¢g(0) = h(0) = 0, g and h are
continuous and increasing, we can choose M > 0 such that

g~ (1/M) +h™H(C/M) < €/2,
(C being the constant in (4.8)) and, being (o, t9) € Epr, choose r(M) < ry such that

_ 1
Boy ai (20, t0) € Qp, ]6[ lu — u(xg, to)|P* dx dt < 7
Bar,ar (w0,t0) M*T%

The previous Theorem (applied to v(x — g, t)) then assures that
sup  u(zo,to) —u < sup u(we,ty) —u

Br,1(0,t0) By ar(zosto)

< g ' (1/M) + B! (C(M (u — u(zo, to))7? dx dt) N*)

Bar,m (z0,t0)
< g '1/M)+h N (C/M) < e/2
contradicting (4.12). Finally, for (zo,%y) € Qr \ E we modify the representative forcing the
equality in (4.11). O
5. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Suppose that for a subset of M indexes, 1 < M < N, it holds p;,,...,p;,, > 2. We perform
a permutation of the variables letting x;,,...,2;, be the last M ones and splitting RY as
RY=M x RM with RN 5 2 = (2/,2") € RY"M x R™. Therefore we can assume henceforth that

(5.1) pj > 2, foral j=N-M+1,....N, M>1.
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Furthermore, we will set, K/ = {2/ € RN"M : |2/| < r}, K/ = {2 € RM : |2”] < r} and say
that

T
ue Ll (R™; LYRY"M x [0,T)) <« / / |ul?dx’ dx" dt < +o00
0 RN—M g1
for any r > 0.

Lemma 5.1. Assume (5.1), p < N andpy > max{pi,...,py}. Letu € N L{ZC(RM LPi(RN=M

[0,T)) be a weak solution of the Cauchy problem (2.2) in Sy, with uo € L*(RY) and
supp(ug) € RV x K7, .

There exists a, B, ¢ > 0 such that, letting,

o T) = (z [

then u(-,t) =0 on RN"M x (KJ \ K") for all t € [0 7(u,r,T)].
Proof. Let 7 € ]0,min{1, T}, R > 1, r > 2 Ry define

-8
pldl‘) , r>2Ry

9 T T
T'n = T+2_n’ Sn—’f’—ﬁ,

so that E,, C E/ and RN x E/ Nsuppug = 0. Choose 1/ € C>°(K}x;[0,1]) of the form
(3.1) such that

E :K// \Kl/

1 C’

n=Llon Kg,  [Di(n)"

ZD:J

fori=1,...,N —M and n! € C°(E,;0,1]) of the form (3.1) and such that

on
| <C—

r

2=

[

ny=1on Epq, |Di(n)y) i

fori=N-—-M+1,...,N. We apply (3.2) for k =0, n,(z) = n'(2")n}(z") and t; — 0 to both
u and —u. Since u € C°([0, T[; L2 (RY)), and supp(uo) N supp(n,) = (), we obtain

loc
N t
pidxdthZ/ /|u
i=1 70

[ i 23 [ [1pgan

for any t € [0,7]. Letting R — 400 and using the assumption u € N, LY (RM; LPi(RN=M x

[0,77)) together with |D;(n )Pz | < C/R, all the terms for i = 1,..., N — M on the right hand

side vanish. Therefore, through Fatou’s Lemma on the left and dominated convergence on the
remaining terms on the right, we infer

/ 2(z,t) (") dx+CZ//\D un)

Pi

Pidy dt

177n

//

Pz p,L

Pidy dt

)Pidedt < C Z //|u

N—-M+1

2"171'
<C Z // |u|? da dt.
rPi Jo JrRN-MxE,

N—-M+1
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By the usual monotonicity argument, the latter implies

N ) t
QN pi
(un! ) (x,t) doe + = //|D uny )P dedt < C - // |ulP? dx dt.

/ " ¢ Z o N—ZM:—I—I e Jo SN,

Let

QN pi
X, / / ulP? dx dt.
N- M+1 Tpl RMXEn
Forany j =N — M +1,..., N, apply (2.7) with
_ p; — 2

(notice that 2 < p; and py > py imply 0 < §; < o P forall j =N —M+1,...,N), to obtain

/ / |u|Ps da:dt</ /\u7)n+1|pJ dx dt
RN-M xR, o
< C’Tl_ej% (sup /(unn+1)2(x,t)d ) (/ /\D U77n+1
tel0,7]

N 0, p*

_x J
1-6; 2 -0, Np; 1-0,2 140, 2
<C7m 7 %"» X}L BJ”Xn”‘ =C7t 775 X, V.

i=1

*

0;p

Npl
)|P? dx dt)

Let

Pmax = max{pjw cee 7ij}7 Pmin = min{pjn s 7ij}’
Since for any n >0

2"pmax
X, < Z / / lu|P da dt,
7Pmin S RN-My
where defining
N
= Z / / |u|P? dx dt
N—M4+1 0 RNiMXE{;n
we obtained the recursive inequality
2npmax7—1_6max% N 1+€ p*
Yo < 05— — Z .
—M+
Setting
f)/— Npmln 6_ N (i_ Hmax)
emln p* ’ emin ﬁ* ﬁ 7

Lemma 2.7 ensures that for some other constant C' = C(N, p, A)
Y
Hh<CZ, = Y,—>0,
T

which in turn implies u(x,t) = 0 for x € K \ K/ and t € [0,7] and proves the claim for
a=7~/4,5=1/0. O
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It is useful to state the previous Lemma in the case when all the p;’s are greater than 2.

Corollary 5.2. Suppose 2 < p; < -+ < py < Do and let u solve (2.2) for ug € L*(RY) with
supp(ug) € Kg,. There exists o, 3,¢ > 0 such that, letting,

N T -
T(u,r,T) :=cr® Z/ / |u|Pt dx , r > 2Ry
i=1 /0 JKar

then u(-,t) =0 on Ky, \ K, for allt € [0, 7(u,r,T)].

Proof. In this case the assumption v € N, LY (RM; LPi(RY M x [0, T1)) reduces to u €

loc
NN, LP(0,T; LY (RYN)). But this follows from Theorem 2.6 and the condition py < ps. O

We can finally prove the main result of the paper. In the case p; > 2forall:i =1,..., N we can
choose M = N, so that, as in the previous proof, the condition u € N, Lt (RM; Lri(RN=M x

[0, T])) reduces to u € N, LPi (0, T; LY (RY)). As long as max{py,...,py} < Do, this directly

loc
follows from the condition of being a weak solution together with Theorem 2.6, as by Holder’s

inequality i
LP(0,T; Lz (RY)) C L(0, T L (RY)) N LP2(0, T LY (RY))
foralli=1,..., .

Theorem 5.3. Assume (5.1), p < N and

1
(52) pPL=2p (1 + N) > max{pl, . ,pN}.

Let u € NI, LY (RM; LPi(RNM % [0,T7)) be a weak solution of the Cauchy problem (2.2) in

i=1"loc

St with ug € L2(RY) N LY(RY) such that
0 # supp(ug) C RV M x K7, .
Then there is a branch u # 0 of u such that for any j =N — M +1,...,N
(53) supp((-, 1)) € {Jz;] < By(t)},
for any t €0, T, where

N (p—p;)+p R

Ri(t) =2Ro+Ct > |uoll}” * A=N(p—2)+p.

Proof. We start proving (5.3) for the whole u assuming that
(5.4) u € NN, LP(Sy).

Since 2 < py < max{pi,...,pn} < p1, Theorem 4.1, point 2) applies, ensuring (4.2). Choose
p € 10,1 and for any € > 0 apply (3.11) with
s - 2, .2
RGs)= [ r@ ey Tan R =Lt
0 (2 +¢e2) 2
All the assumptions of Lemma 3.3 hold true, except the boundedness of F’, which however is
not necessary being u bounded on St \ S, t > 0 by (4.2). Using

s+ < Fls),  FLPE @) < o )7

> 0.
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fori=1,..., N, we get for all 0 < ¢; < t; < T and 7 of the form (3.1)

to [ N to .
+ — U2+€2T DZU
) MZ/ /< )4 )

N to -
< CAZ/ /|u|pi(u2+e2)“zl|pmé|m da dt.
i=1 Y1

Being u € 0, 1[, by monotone convergence on all the terms we obtain

[t nta) CZ/ [t D
SCZ/ /|u
i=1 7t

for some constant C' = C(u,A) > 0. A further monotone convergence argument shows that
the previous estimate holds true for any 0 < ¢; <ty < T. Let j > N — M + 1 and choose

0,¢ € C(R; [0, 1])
() [ )
i#]

Pidydt

/ Fu(u(z, ) n(z) da

Pidy dt

(5.5)

1
pitp—1 |Dmpj. Pi oy dt

with the properties

Mlysi<ry=0,  Ylgs<m=1, [v'| < C/R.

With this test function, we let t; = 0, t = T and R — +oco in (5.5): all the terms on
the right except the j-th one vanish, since (5.4) holds and v € L'(Sr) by (3.4), therefore
by interpolation u € LPit#71(Sz). On the left-hand side the term for ¢; = 0 vanishes since

supp(uo) C {|z;| < Ro} and on the other we apply Fatou’s lemma, to obtain
(5.6)

N T
1
Jutenrtides 530 [0 gt pa
1=1

where we set for brevity 7j(z) = 7j(x;). We specify further the function 7 defining for r > 2R,,
neN

T
Pidy dt < C/ /|u|Pf+“—1\Djﬁ|Pf dz dt
0

,
—2r+2n7 Sn=T = g En={z €RY iy <y <,
and for suitable 77, € C*(R; [0, 1]),
277/
(5.7) n=1on By, i <C— supp(ia) € {sn < |s| <ra}.
.
Let finally
ﬁi: i <1a ﬁzmln{ﬁi:j:]-w'wN}a nn()_nn ( )

Clearly n, still satisfies (5.7) while being 0 <7, <1

Bi pi Pi Pi ~Pi

—nn




SPEED OF PROPAGATION FOR ANISOTROPIC PARABOLIC PDE 25

for all 7 # j, where we used 5; > 8 and (2.6) in the last inequality. Therefore (5.6) for 7 = 7,

provides
) Con T
Mdrdt < — / / |u[PitHL da dt
e 0 En 1

(5.8) /OT/\DimnuW

for all @ # j, where we used the properties in (5.7) and the monotonicity of F,. When i = j
we similarly have

c2r

L N _ o e . _ .
W|U|p”+” Y B P |ult T DyulP < W|U|p”+” Y87k Jul* T Dyl

‘Dj|77n u|6j ‘pj <

giving (5.8) for i = j as well. Since (5.6) also implies

[l ety de < [ e, P d
En En 1
for any t € )0, T, we can apply Proposition 2.4 with parameters
i+ —1 P —2
0-21_'_:“7 alzﬁlzu7 9: *p] ) q:p]"i_/“l’_l
i pe—pn—1
Substitution gives
- 1 N—p
pop Mty

where we recall that
Mip = N(—2)+ (1+ 1) p.
The necessary condition 6 € |0, _ﬁ] reads, after some algebraic manipulations, as

_ w1
(5] o (2o
J N D

and the latter quantity is always negative under assumption (5.2). Therefore for any p € 10, 1]
(2.7) gives, through the previous estimates and some algebra

+(p;
/ [l asar < 0o ( / / |U|p]+“1d:cdt)
TJ Enl

which, being 7, =1 on E, 1, implies

T 2y N (2 T 1+(p;—2
/ / luPitr—tdedt < 2T P M <_ / / u|Pr =t d dt)
0 JE.41 i Jo JE,

Applying the classical form of Lemma 2.7 for N = 1 gives that the condition

—2)

P
AMgp

Aldp

T A
(5.9) / luPrt# =t de dt < Cr ri(5%53) -5
0o JE,
implies
T
/ / lu|Pitrt de dt — 0
0 E27L
and hence

(5.10) supp(u(-, 1)) CRY\ {r < |a;] <27} Vte€]0,T].
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To obtain (5.9), we employ Corollary 3.4 and Theorem 4.1 as follows:

0 t> (pjtp=2)

Py 4y—
< Clluglly AP T1-5 it

where we recall that A = A\; = N (p—2)+p and, integrating in time at the last line, we assumed

N _
X(pj+ﬂ_2)<1 < B <Dp1—pj
the latter being positive due to (5.2). The previous discussion shows that if » and 7" obey

B _ AMdp N_ M+p
||u0]|1+§(p3+”_2)T1_¥(pj+“_2) < Crpﬂ(lﬂpj—z)ﬁ)Tﬁ ;-2

for some constant C' depending only on the data and on pu, then (5.10) holds. This inequality
can be rewritten through some algebra as

N (5—p;)+p B P2

r>CT 7 | .

Thus (5.10) holds for any r > 2 Ry satisfying the previous one-sided inequality, implying (5.3).

Finally, we construct the claimed branch, removing assumption (5.4) in doing so. Notice
that (5.2) implies (4.6), hence Lemma 5.1 ensures the existence of 7(u,2 Ry, T) > 0 such that
u(-,t) =0 on RN"M x (KJ, \ Kl ) for all t € [0,7]. Then we define for ¢ € [0, 7]

() = u(x,t) if x € RN"M x K¥p, |
0 otherwise,

which is a non-zero branch of u on S, satisfying (5.4), due to

i
pidxdt:// |u
0 JRN-Mxpy,

(RM; LPi(RN=M % [0,77])). Suppose that

Pidy’ da’ dt < 400

|4
S,

for alli =1,..., N, by the assumption u € N, L

loc
T* :=sup {7 > 0:u has a branch in N\, L (S;)} < T,
and let
R=max{R;(T):j=N-M+1,...,N}, €= %T(U,QR,T)
where 7 is given in Lemma 5.1. Then, by (5.3), on the whole Sr«_., u has a branch supported
in RN=M x K. Applying Lemma 5.1 as in the first step, @ can be extended up to Sy staying

in N, LPi(Sp«,.), contradicting T* < T. Thus T* = T, there exists a branch @ € N, LPi(S,),
which therefore satisfies (5.3). O
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APPENDIX A. AN EXAMPLE A LA TIKHONOV
In this appendix we will construct a nontrivial solution to the Cauchy problem

u(+,t) =0 ast — 0 in LZ_(RY),

loc

{ut = div(|VulP~2Vu)  in R¥x )0, 4+00],

in the slow diffusion case p > 2. Suppose that «, § > 0 satisfy
(A.1) (p—2)a=1+pgs.
Then the equation u; = A,u in Rx |0, +00[ with the ansatz u(x,t) = t~*U(x t°) reduces to
—aU(s)+BU'(s)s = (|U'(s)|P2U'(s)), s=axt’
and letting V' = |U'[P72U", the latter can be rewritten as the non-autonomous ODE system
=
(42) {g':gUme%vs.

Our aim is to construct a nontrivial solution for s € [1, +-00[ to this system with initial condition
U(l) = V(1) = 0. Notice that U = V = 0 is certainly a solution, but the right-hand side of
(A.2) is only Holder continuous in V' and the standard Picard uniqueness cannot be applied.
We also observe that a major role in the following construction is some anti-dissipative feature
of the system. Indeed, it is well known that, even if the ODE system x’ = F(s,x) has only
continuous right hand side, the dissipativity condition

(F(s,x) = F(s,y)) - (x—y) <0

is enough to ensure uniqueness of the Cauchy problem. Luckily, system (A.2) satisfies, for
x = (0,V) and y = (0,0) the opposite inequality F(s,0,V) = g|V|?s > 0 near s = 1.

To construct the solution, first observe that it is enough to do it locally, since the right hand
side of (A.2) has sublinear growth and by Gronwall’s lemma any local solution can be extended
to a global one. A local (forward) solution of (A.2) is a fixed point of the operator

70x)() = [ Plo.x(s) ds
1
on the space
X5 ={xeC([1,1+0],R?*) : x(1) = (0,0)}
with the standard uniform norm denoted by || ||5, where
2—p 2-p
x = (21, 22), F(s,%) = (Jwa]| 7 Twg, —axy + B x| 122 5).

By the standard proof of the Peano existence theorem, there exists 5 €10,1[ and M, L > 0 such
that, given any z and § €0, §] with ||z||s; < M, the sequence

X) = X, Xpi1 = T(x,)

satisifies ||x,||ls < M for all n > 0, is L - equilipschitz for n > 1 and converges in X; to a fixed
point of T'.
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We employ a sub-supersolution method with a nontrivial subsolution. The heuristic is that
our Cauchy problem for (A.2) is, near s = 1, asymptotically equivalent to

2—p

) = |xg|r T

1=l #1(1) = (1) = 0,
:ﬁ|l'2|p71[l§'2,

whose maximal nontrivial solution is, up to multiplicative constants, z5(s) ~ x1(s) ~ (s—1)»-2.
For 0 <a <b, 6 €]0,0[, consider the closed convex set

Chap = {xeX5 0<a1(s) <b(s—1)F2, a(s— 1) < aa(s) <b(s— 1), s e [1,1+5]}.

We claim that Cs,j is T-invariant for suitable choices of the parameters. If T;(z1, ) is the
i-th coordinate of T'(z1,23), i = 1,2, given x = (:cl, x9) € Cs we estimate for any s € 1,1+ ¢

TQ(I’l,l’g)(S):/ —axy (T )—l—ﬁx” 1( )Tdr
1
—ab 1) d A 1)
Zcx[(r 15 dr 1 Ba [or )7 dr

p—2 P - 2 p—1
A. > — —1 p — 1)r—2:
(A3) > —ab] 3w ¥ 4 part L3 s - )i
2 p—1
(A.4) To(xq, x2)(s <5/ )7 <( 1+5)Bbp p_l(s—l)ﬁ;
1 ° 1 1 p—2 p—1
(A5)  0<Ti(xq1,29)(s) = / xy (T)dr < by T / (1 —1)p2dr < br1 P (s —1)»2
1 1 -
Using 6 < § < 1 in the upper bound (A.3) for T5, we first define b as per
1
i 2bp T = max{1,2 5},
which, inserted into (A.4) and (A.5) gives through some algebra
(A.6) Ty(z1,22)(s) < b(s — 1)z Ty(z1,22)(s) < b(s— 1)
Then we choose § €]0, 0] such that
b= 2 p— 2 p—1 ﬁ 1 pD— 2 p=1
—ab —1 pl — 1)pr—2 > — gpr—1 — 1)r—2
a 2p—3(8 ) —i—ﬁa p—l(s ) 250 p—l(s )
(this is possible because from p > 2 we infer (2p—3)/(p—2) > (p—1)/(p—2)). Finally, we set
p—l ez B
p—2 2

(notice that a < b), to deduce from (A.4) the lower bound
To(x1,22)(s) > a(s — 1)5%é

The latter inequality, together with (A.6) and the trivial one T} (xq, x2) > 0 concludes the proof
of the claimed T-invariance of Cs, ;. The starting point

x(s) = (0,a (s — 1))
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satisfies ||X|| < M by eventually further reducing ¢, and thus produces by iteration a nontrivial
solution (U, V') to (A.2) with initial conditions U(1) = V(1) = 0.

As remarked before, the solution can be extended to the whole [1,400], and it remains to
observe that supp(U) = [1,4+00], due to the inequality

1,
(aU2+pT|V|p1)’:ﬁ|V|pzls > 0.

For any «,8 > 0 obeying (A.1), such a trajectory defines a solution to uw; = Ayu in
RV x ]0, +-00| through

t=eU(x, t7%) if o tP > 1

u(z,t) = .
(z,1) 0 otherwise,

which has the claimed properties, since its support is {z; >t~ > 0}.
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