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1 Introduction

The seminal paper [3] of L. A. Caffarelli was the most influential in the development
of modern regularity theory for viscosity solutions of fully nonlinear uniformly elliptic
partial differential equations (PDE for short). Various results were proved there, including
Harnack inequality, C%, C* C?% and W?? estimates, and the reader can find a more
detailed and complete account of them in [4]. Around the same time similar results
like Harnack inequality, C® and C'** estimates for viscosity solutions were also proved by
different methods in [19, 20, 21]. In order to treat PDE with measurable terms, the notion
of LP-viscosity solution of fully nonlinear uniformly elliptic PDE was introduced in [5] and
similar idea was also considered in [22]. L. Wang in [22, 23] extended regularity results of
[3] to viscosity solutions of fully nonlinear uniformly parabolic PDE. Later, LP-viscosity
solutions of parabolic PDE were studied in [6, 7].

The main ingredient in the theory is the Aleksandrov-Bakelman-Pucci (ABP for short)
maximum principle, which gives the L*>-estimates in terms of the LP-norms of the inho-
mogeneous terms. The ABP maximum principle for viscosity solutions of fully nonlinear
uniformly parabolic PDE was proved in [22]. In [5], the ABP maximum principle was
proved for LP-viscosity solutions of uniformly elliptic PDE which are uniformly Lipschitz
continuous in the first derivatives. It was later extended for elliptic and parabolic PDE
to equations which are not uniformly Lipschitz continuous in the first derivative terms in
[11], where the Lipschitz coefficient functions (as functions of x and ¢) belong to some L?
spaces. The second ingredient of the regularity theory of [3] is the Harnack inequality for
viscosity solutions as well as the weak Harnack inequality and the local maximum princi-
ple. Such results for non-divergence form equations started with the work of Krylov and
Safonov [15] and the results for strong solutions can be found in classical books [9, 17].
Results for viscosity solutions first appeared in [3, 19] (see [4]). General form of the weak
Harnack inequality for LP-viscosity supersolutions of fully nonlinear elliptic PDE (which
implies the Holder continuity of LP-viscosity solutions) was proved in [12], using the ABP
estimates of [11], while a general local maximum principle for LP-viscosity solutions can
be found in [14]. The corresponding results for viscosity solutions of uniformly parabolic
PDE were proved in [22], however only for equations which are uniformly Lipschitz con-
tinuous in the first derivatives. In this paper we want to extend them to LP-viscosity
solutions of more general equations. The relevant equations are the parabolic extremal
equations

uy + PE(D*u) + p|Dul + f =0 in Q,

where f € LP(Q) and p € LY(Q).

In this manuscript, combining the argument from [10] with the ABP maximum princi-
ple of [11], we first show the weak Harnack inequality when the L%-norm of the coefficient
function g is small. We then avoid this smallness assumption by the introduction of a
new “heat kernel” like barrier function in our proof of the weak Harnack inequality. We



will use global estimates on strong solutions of fully nonlinear parabolic equations from a
recent paper by Dong, Krylov and Xu [8]. We remark that the weak Harnack inequality
yields the (local) Holder estimate. In order to establish the Harnack inequality, follow-
ing the argument of [4] (see also [14]), we also obtain the corresponding local maximum
principle. We refer to [22] and [10] for the other approach. We also present some results
when the PDE contains first space derivative terms which may grow superlinearly.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we recall the definition of LP-viscosity
solution for parabolic PDE, its properties and known results. Section 3 is devoted to a
proof of the weak Harnack inequality for LP-viscosity supersolutions. In section 4 we first
establish the local Hoélder continuity estimate using the weak Harnack inequality. For
the completeness of the theory, we show the local maximum principle for LP-viscosity
subsolutions by a parabolic version of the argument of [4] and then obtain the Harnack
inequality. In section 5, we present some results for PDE which may contain superlinearly
growing gradient terms.

2 Preliminaries

We fix n € N, a bounded domain 2 C R", and T" > 0. We denote by S™ the set of all
n X n symmetric matrices with the standard order.
Given F': Qx (0, T] xR"xS"™ — R, we are concerned with the following fully nonlinear
parabolic PDE:
ug + F(x,t, Du, D*u) =0 in Q x (0, 7], (2.1)

where Du and D?u, respectively, denote the first and second derivatives with respect to

xr € R", u; is the time derivative, and F' is at least measurable with respect to all the

. . . ou _0%u .
variables. We will write wuy, , Uy, ,, for Do Teoder respectively.

In what follows, we assume that F' is uniformly parabolic, i.e. that there exist 0 <
A < A < oo such that
PiaX =Y) < F(x,t,§,X) — F(z,t,£,Y) < P;A(X -Y) (2.2)
for all (z,t,£,X,Y) € Qx (0,7] x R* x S* x S", where PAi’A: S™ — R are defined by
Pya(X) = max{-Tr(AX) | A€ S", A\ < A<AI},

P):A(X) =min{-Tr(AX) | AeS" A\ <A<AI}

for X € S”, where I denotes the n x n identity matrix. Since we fix 0 < A < A in this
paper, we simply write P* for P{,. For properties of P*, we refer for instance to [5].
Setting @ := 2 x (0,T], we denote the parabolic boundary of @ by

0,Q == Q x {0} JoQ x [0,T).

3



The parabolic distance is defined by

d((x,1), (y,8)) = ]z —y[> + |t — 5.
For U, V C R""! we define the distance between U and V

dist(U, V) :=inf {d((z, 1), (y,s)) | (x,t) € U, (y,s) € V'}.

We will write diam(Q) for the diameter of () (measured with respect to the parabolic
distance) and diam(f2) for the diameter of €.
We will use the anisotropic Sobolev spaces. For 1 < p < oo,

WINQ) = {f € LP(Q) | fuys fopars 1 € LP(Q) (1 < kil <)},
and
Wie(Q) = {f e W'(Q) | VQ' € Q}.
Here and later, Q' € Q means dist(Q’, 9,Q) > 0. We define the norm for f € W2!(Q) by

1wz @) = Iflr@) + Il felloo@) + D M fallri@) + D I faeello@)-
k=1

k=1

We will also use the anisotropic Sobolev spaces

W, Q) ={feL’(Q) | fo, € L"(Q) (1<k <n)}

for 1 < p < o0, equipped with the norm

I lwzo) = 1@ + D I foull@)-
k=1

We denote by C*!(Q) be the space of functions u € C(Q) such that wuy, uy,, Uz, ., €
C(Q) for 1 < k, ¢ < n. For 0 < a < 1 we denote by C*(Q) the space of functions
which are a-Holder continuous in () with respect to the parabolic distance. We denote
by WIf(Q), k=1,2,..., the standard Sobolev spaces.

We recall the notion of LP-viscosity solutions of parabolic PDE (2.1). To this end, we
denote by B,(z) the open ball in R™ with the radius » > 0 and the center z, and define
the parabolic cylinders

Qr(z,t) == (z,t) + (=1, 7)" x (—r%,0].

Definition 2.1. Let Q' be a relatively open subset of Q. A function u € C(Q') is said to
be an LP-viscosity subsolution (resp., supersolution) of (2.1) if for ¢ € W2 (Q"), we have

p,loc

limess  inf | {o:(y,s)+ F(y, s, Do(y, s), D*(y, s))} <0

E_>O (yvs)eQE (xvt

4



resp., limess sup  {¢u(y,s) + F(y,s, Dé(y,s), D*¢(y,s))} >0
0 (1,9)€Qe(at)

provided that u—¢ attains a mazimum (resp., minimum) at (x,t) € Q" over some parabolic
cylinder Q,.(x,t) C Q. A function u € C(Q') is said to be an LP-viscosity solution of
(2.1) if w is an LP-viscosity subsolution and supersolution of (2.1).

Remark 2.2. We note that Wzlic(Q) C C(Q) for p > 22 and if Q is regular enough

(e.g. if O is CV') then W2 1(Q) C C*Q) fora=2—(n —I— 2)/p is a bounded imbedding
for =5 2o <n+2. ]quW 1OC(Q) forp>n+2thenu,, € C* fora=1—(n+2)/p
(see e.g. [16]). Also, it is known that if p > "2 and u € W2'(Q), then uy, Uy, and ug,,
(1 <i,j<n)exist a.e. in Q (see [6]).

In this section, we recall the ABP maximum principle for LP-viscosity subsolutions of
the following extremal uniformly parabolic equations;

ug + P~ (D*u) — p|Du| — f =0 in Q, (2.3)

where
ferrQ), and peLY(Q).
We will suppose that the powers p and ¢ satisfy the condition

g>n+2, pp<p<g, (2.4)

where p; = pi(n, %) € [%%,n + 1) is the constant, which gives a range where the ABP
maximum principle holds, see e.g. [11].

Proposition 2.3. (c¢f. Theorem 2.8 in [7], Proposition 3.3 in [11]) For p > py, there
exists a constant C' = C(n, A, \,p) > 0 such that for f € LP(Q), there exists u € C(Q) N
W2 (Q) such that

p,loc

u; + PT(D*u) — f(z,t) =0 a.e.in Q,
u=0 on 0,Q,

and

—Cllf @ Su=Clf o inQ.
Moreover, for Q' € Q, there is C' = C'(n, A, A\, p, T, diam(2), dist(Q’, 9,Q)) > 0 such that
[ullyyzgn < Ol fllee@)

We emphasize that the dependence of constants on various parameters sometimes may
mean that a constant may blow up as a parameter converges to 0, for instance the constant



C" in Proposition 2.3 may blow up as A — 0. The precise dependence of constants on
T, diam(2), diam(Q) can often be found by scaling.
We state below in Proposition 2.5 a scaled version of the ABP maximum principle for

LP-strong and LP-viscosity solutions of (2.3) based on the results of [11]. For u € C(Q),
we introduce the set

QmWZ{@OGQ

u(z,t) > supu’ 3.
9pQ

We denote by L% (Q) for the set of all nonnegative functions in L?(Q).

Remark 2.4. The non-scaled statement of the classical ABP maximum principle for

strong solutions in Proposition 3.2 of [11] was slightly incorrect and might be confusing.
The exact ABP inequality from [18] is

lulliei@) < I6lze@0 + Crdg ™ exp (Cadg it g ) 1@, (25)

where dg = diam(Q2), which behaves differently from the one in [11] when diam(Q) is
small. This however does not affect the results of [11] since the proofs there only used (2.5)
in parabolic cylinders of fized size which contained @) and did not depend on diam(€2).

Proposition 2.5. (see Proposition 3.6, Theorem 3.10 of [11]) Let (2.4) hold and let f €
LE(Q),p € LL(Q). There exists a constant Cy; = Cy(n, A, )\,p,q,dé_("ﬂ)/q”u”m@)) > 0

such that if u € C(Q) is either an LP-strong or an LP-viscosity subsolution of (2.3), then

9_n+2
supu <supu+ Cidgy 7 || f]lr(@) (2.6)
Q 6pQ

where dg = diam(Q). Moreover, if v € C(Q) is an LP-viscosity subsolution of (2.3) in
Q. [v] then
9_nt2
sgpv < %ug v+ Cidy 7 flle@u)- (2.7)

We remark that when p > n+2 then (2.6) can be made more precise based on (2.5) or
on a scaled version of (2.5) in a unit cylinder. We also remark that it can be proved that if
(2.4) holds then an LP-strong subsolution of u, +P*(D?u) £ pu|Du| = f is an LP-viscosity
subsolution of those. We refer to [12], Section 3, for such a proof in the elliptic case.
Similar statement holds for LP-viscosity supersolutions.

Proof of Proposition 2.5. To see why (2.6) is true we notice that the function w(z,t) =
u(dgr, dyt) is an LP-strong or an LP-viscosity subsolution of

w; + P~ (D*w) — fi|Dw| — f =0
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in a unit cylinder Qy, where fi(z,t) = dou(doz, dyt) and fla,t) = d f(dgr, dgt). Then,
by the estimates of [11]

sup w S sup w + Cl(n> A> )\ap> q, ||ﬁ||Lq(Q1))||f||LP(Q1)'
Ql 8le

n+2
It remains to notice that ||zt Le@,) = d (n+2) /q||,u||Lq and ||f||Lp(Q1 = 0l2 "Nl e
Estimate (2.7) is proved similarly by rescaling and adding to w a subsolutlon of an
extremal equation in a bigger cylinder to eliminate f, which can be found using Proposi-
tion 3.5 of [11] (or using Proposition 2.6 below if ¢ > p > n + 2). The reader can find a
similar argument in the proof of Proposition 2.8 of [11]. O

A result similar to Proposition 2.6 can be found in [11] (see Proposition 3.5 there).
Using global I/sz’1 estimates by Dong, Krylov and Xu in [8], we present a slightly different
existence result.

Proposition 2.6. Assume that 9Q is C*' and ¢ > p > n+2. Let p € LL(Q), ¥ €
WrHQ)NC(Q) and f € LP(Q). The equation

u; + PT(D*u) + p|Du| — f =0 a.e. in Q, (2.8)
u=1 on 0,Q) '
has an LP-strong solution u € C(Q) N W2(Q). The solution u satisfies
lull o) < I¥llz~o,0) + Crdg ||f||LP(Q (2.9)
(where Cy is the constant from (2.6)) and
g < o (Iolhuzugy + @) (210)

for some constant Cy = Cy(n, A, A, p, q, ||1t]| Loy, T, diam(£2), 0Q) > 0

Remark 2.7. The function u in Proposition 2.6 is also an LP-viscosity solution of (2.8).
We also note that p > n + 1 is assumed in [§] while we assume p > n + 2.

Proof. Let f/, 7 € C(Q) be such that || f7 — fllzo@) + |17 — pllLai@) — 0, and (f7, /) —
(f, i) almost everywhere in @Q as j — oo. Let w/ € C(Q)NC%(Q) be the classical solution
of

{ ul +PHD*W) + (7 |Dw| — f1 =0 inQ, (2.11)

=1 on J,Q.

Here and later, C' > 0 stands for various constants depending only on known quantities.
We know from [8] that

HujHngl(Q) <C (HN”Duj‘ - fjHLp(Q) + H¢HW§'1(Q)) : (2.12)
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It is also known (e.g. Lemma 3.3 in [16]) that for sufficiently small small € > 0,
1D i@y < & (1D v + I lioi@) + = *Cllngys  (213)
where oy =1 — "TT2 >0and ap =1+ "TfQ > 0. Combining (2.13) with (2.12), in view of

the global estimates in [8], we have

¢ (17 zwi@ + 19 D oy + 19z )
17| zo@) {6 (ID*W o) + uflliri@)) + Ce™* W || rg) ) (2.14)
+C (11 @) + Iz )

[u w21 () <
<

Hence, for an appropriate ¢ > 0 (depending on ||i/||r(g)), using the ABP maximum
principle, we obtain

lllyarigy < C (I o) + [¥lwargy) (2.15)

Since (by anisotropic Sobolev imbeddings) the functions v’ are equicontinuous in C(Q)
and u?cz,z =1,...,n, are locally equicontinuous, by taking a subsequence, we can assume
that there exists u € W2>'(Q) N C(Q) satisfying (2.9) and (2.15) such that w/ — u in
W2HQ), v — uin C(Q) and ul — wu,, locally uniformly. Thus —p/|Dui| + f7 —
—u|Du|+ f in LP (Q). It is then standard by the techniques of [7] to obtain that  is an

loc
LP-viscosity solution and hence an LP-strong solution of

uy +PH(D*u) = g,

where g = —pu|Du| + f, which concludes the proof. O

3 The weak Harnack inequality
In what follows, we set Q := (—10,10)",7 = 10 and
Q := (—10,10)" x (0, 10].

Although we need to suppose 9Q € C!! to use Proposition 2.6, for the sake of simplicity
of the presentation, we will assume that the boundary of cubes are C'!. Otherwise we
would have to use a smooth domain similar to (—10,10)". We refer to [12] for such an
argument.
In this section, we show the weak Harnack inequality for nonnegative LP-viscosity
supersolutions of
ug + PT(D*u) + pu|Dul + f =0 in Q, (3.1)

where f € L1 (Q) and pu € L (Q).



3.1 A restricted case

In order to show the weak Harnack inequality for nonnegative LP-viscosity supersolutions
of (3.1) with f € LB(Q) and p € Li(Q), we follow the standard argument as in [10]
except for a new barrier function, which will be constructed in Lemma 3.7. However, for
this purpose, we first have to show the weak Harnack inequality under a restricted setting.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that (2.4) holds, f € L% (Q) and p € LL(Q). Then, there exist
constants eg = eo(n, A, \,p,q) > 0, 69 = do(n, A, X\, p,q) > 0 and Cy = Cy(n, A, X\, p,q) >0
such that if

lellzr @) < o, (32)

then any nonnegative LP-viscosity supersolution u of (3.1) satisfies

(/ u€0dxdt) ” <y (i?fu + ||f||Lp(Q)) ) (3.3)
Ji 2

Jl = (_17 1)71 X (072_1]7 and J2 = (_17 1)” X (97 10]

where

We remark that the statement of Theorem 3.1 also holds for nonnegative LP-strong
supersolutions of (3.1).

In order to prove Theorem 3.1, we first construct a strong subsolution of an extremal
equation. To this end, we use the following cubes:

Kl = (_17 1)TL X (07 1]7 and K2 = (_37 3)“ X (17 10]

We recall a barrier function from Lemma 2.4.16 of [10] (see also [22]). We can also
construct one by the same manner as in Lemma 3.7 here.
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Lemma 3.2. There erists a nonnegative function ¢ € C*'(Q) and a function g € C(Q)
such that

b +PHD%) < gla,t) inQ,
o > 2 in Ko,
o = 0 on 0,Q),
suppg C Kj.

Letting K, as above, we denote by C; the set of all 2”2 cubes (—1 + iy,i1) X -+ X
(=1 + inyin) x (£, 2] for 4 = 0,1 (k = 1,2,...,n), and j = 0,1,2,3. For each cube
L € C;, we divide it into 2"*2 cubes. We denote by C, the set of such cubes constructed by
the same procedure from each cube L € C;. Inductively, we construct C, whose elements
have length 27%! in each space direction and 47" in time. We call L € U°,C;, a dyadic
cube of K. When L € C}, is constructed from an element of C,_; by the above procedure,
we denote by L € Cp_1 the predecessor of L.

For L € C and its predecessor L := J X (7,74 =] € Cx_1 for a cube J = (

- X (52, ‘;ﬁﬂ) with some integers ay,...,a,, and 7 € [0,1), we set

ai a1+1
2k—29 9k—2 ) X

L™ =J x (T+47" r 47 (m 4+ 1)],
which is the union of m cubes of the translated predecessor in the “future” direction.

We define C := U, Ci. Moreover, for m € N, we define C(m) :== {L € C | L™ C Q}.
Notice that when 1 < m < 36, we have C(m) = C.
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We recall a parabolic version of the Calderén-Zygmund decomposition, which is a
modification of Lemma 2.4.27 of [10]. Since fine cubes are needed in the proof of Lemma
2.4.27 of [10], we can follow the argument there to prove the next lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let m > 1 be an integer, and K; C R"! be as above. Let measurable sets
AC BCK; and o € (0,1) satisfy

() 1Al < oIk, i
(13) if L € C(m) is such that |ANL| > o|L|, then L™ C B.
Then, it follows that
m—+1
m

Proof of Theorem 3.1. For 1 > 0, which will be fixed later, we set

Al <o

|Bl.

u(x,t) = Nou(zx,t),

where No = (inf , u + 7| fll @) + 7])_1 for n > 0, which will be sent to 0 at the end of
the proof. By considering w instead of w, it is enough to show that there are ¢y, Cy > 0
such that

1

< / uEdedt> Y <0 (3.4)
Ji

i?fu <1, and [f|@g) <er- (3.5)
2

under the assumptions

Let ¢ be the function in Lemma 3.2. By letting w := ¢ — u, it is immediate to see
that w is an LP-viscosity subsolution of

w; + P~ (D*w) — p|Dw| —h =0 in Q,
where h := p|D¢| + g+ f. In view of Proposition 2.5, we have

Supw < CllAllLr @y fw)-

Hence, by recalling supp ¢ C K in Lemma 3.2, it is easy to verify that this inequality
implies
L <supw < Cllgll (@l + €1 + o).
2

Thus, for fixed €1, §g > 0, there is 6 € (0, 1) such that |{(x,t) € K | w(x,t) > 0}| > 0|K;|.
Hence, setting M := sup ¢, (M > 2), we have
K

{(z.t) € Ky | u(z,t) > M} < (1—0)|K]. (3.6)

11



We next fix 6 € (1 —6,1) and select large m € N such that
m+1

1-60<(1-0) <0< 1 (3.7)

Letting Jf := (=1,1)" x (0,4 + Wﬁn—l)] for k > 1, we note that

Jbc gr (keN), and lim JF = J;.

k—o00

We choose ky € N such that

m+1 - 1
gmko=3(9m — 1) = 2

(ie. JFC K, fork> ko).

Finally, putting Co := |J*| (m(1 — 6)~ (m + 1)"1)", by our choice of § (i.e. (3.7)), we
observe

| JFo| < Cod*o. (3.8)
We will show that

{(z,t) € JF | u(z, t) > MM} < Cod®  (VEk > ko). (3.9)

Notice that (3.8) yields (3.9) for k = ko.
For any fixed k > ko + 1, we suppose that (3.9) holds for £ — 1. Set

A={(x,t) € JF | u(z,t) > M*} and B = {(x,t) € JF | u(z,t) > ME-DmY

It is immediate to see that A C B C K, and |A| < (1 —0)|K;| from (3.6) because
AC{(z,t) € Ky | u(z,t) > M}.

If the hypotheses in Lemma 3.3 are satisfied for A, B and ¢ = 1 — 0, then using
|B| < Cyé*~1, we have

Al < (1- 0"t e
m

Hence, (3.9) holds for any k& > k¢ by our choice of § and m in (3.7). Therefore, the
standard argument implies

H{(z,t) € Ji | u(z,t) > s} < Ags™ (s >0), (3.10)
where Ay = 605_1 and [y := —mlﬁ)gg5M > (. We thus obtain (3.4) when ¢q € (0, f).

In order to check (i7) in Lemma 3.3, we take a dyadic cube L € C(m) such that
|JANL| > (1-0)|L|. (3.11)
We can find j € N and (g, ty) € K; such that

L = (wo,to) + (—279,279)" x (0,27%].
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We claim that if (3.11) holds then

inf  wu> MMt >1 for e {1,2,--- km}. (3.12)
Nen{R™x (0,10]}
Here, we set Ny := (9,1 + 4%) + %Kl, coo Ny = (x, to + 9[8__1 . 4%) + ;’—jKl, -+, where
for o > 0,
oK, = (—0,0)" x (0,07

We will prove this claim later.

N,

L& N

L /‘ (Io, to) x
Figure 2.
One direct consequence of this claim for ¢ = 1,2,...,m is the following assertion:
under (3.11), it follows that
w> MED™in (NN {R™ % (0,10]} (3.13)
=1

It is obvious from the definition that
LFcT, forkeN, (3.14)

where I';, 1= U?Zl Ny for k € N. We also write I' o = (J,en Ne-
We easily verify the following inclusions:

(x07t0) + Si 00 Cl'w C (x07t0) + Si 00’ (315)
437

43
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where for 0 < a < 8 < oo, paraboloid type domains Si 5 are given by
Sep = {(x,t) € R" x (a, f] ‘ t>273(9]x]A —47) } ,

Sas={(z,t) eR" x (o, 8] |t >27%(|zf3, —477) }.
Here, |7|s := max{|x|,...,|z,|} for x = (x1,...,2,) € R™. For extreme cases when
(2o, t0) = (Z,0) or (xg,ty) = (z,1), where T = (1,0,...,0), we observe
Jy C (Z,1)+ S59 and (Z,0) 4 Sy C Q.
Hence, we obtain
Jy C T N{R™ x (0,10]} C Q. (3.16)
Now, assuming (3.11), we will prove L™ C B. To this end, by (3.13) and (3.14), it is
enough to show that B
L™ c Ji .
On the other hand, since (3.11) yields
|JEN L] > (1—6)|L| >0,

we have (—1,1)" x (0,1 + Wﬁn—l)] N L # 0. By the definition of L™, we have

- 1 1 1
me04ij<a—+ mx Iy

2 Tgmsgn ) T (3:17)

Setting ¢* = min{k € N | Lyy NR™ x (0,10] = 0}, we have
Jo © T 1 {R” x (0, 10]}

Since iglfu < 1, by (3.12) again for £ = 1,2, ..., km, we thus have
2

inf u>1> inf U
T N{R™ % (0,10]} Ty« N{R"x(0,10]}

which implies km < ¢*. Hence, noting

to+27%73 (9" —1) < 10,

we have 80
27
= ghm 1
which, together with (3.17), yields
~ 1 m+1 320(m + 1)
Imc(-1,1)"x (0,2
< ’)X(’2+@M*@m—n+ gk — 1
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Therefore, noting

1 + 320 < 1
9mk—3(9m _ 1) gmk _ 1 — 9m(k—1)—3(9m _ 1)’

we can apply Lemma 3.3 to conclude the proof.
It remains to show that (3.12) holds under (3.11).

By setting v(xz,t) = M ™" u(zo + 52,10 + 25t), (3.11) implies
{(z,t) € Ky | v(z,t) > M}| > (1 —0)| K. (3.18)

However, we note that v is a nonnegative LP-viscosity supersolution of

vy +PH(D*v) + p|Dv|— f =0 inQ,
where Ji(z,t) = Lu(zo + Lo, to + 1), f(2,t) = smmmrg [ (@0 + S, to + 5t). We notice
that

1A llzr@) < vy and |7 o) < llullza)

because ¢ > n + 2 and p > "T” Thus, if ilr{lfv < 1 holds, then the same argument to
2
obtain (3.6) yields
{(z,t) € Ky [v(x,t) = M}| < (1 —0)|Ky, (3.19)

which contradicts (3.18). Hence, we have v > 1 in K5, namely, (3.12) holds for ¢ = 1 by
the definition.

Next, for ¢ > 2, we suppose that (3.12) holds for ¢ — 1. We may suppose that
Ny—y C R™ x (0, 10] since otherwise N, N {R" x (0, 10]} = (), which concludes (3.12) for /.
Thus, since

inf u = inf w > Mrm
Ne_y Ne_1N{R"x(0,10]}

we have a trivial inequality

{(,8) € No_y | ula,t) > MY = [Np_y| > (1 6)|Nga. (3.20)

£—1 £—1_ £—1
h Set w(w, 1) = WU(IO + 32:‘ T, to + 98-43' -+ 94j
that

P 9T (100370 10-37INT /0 1097 co
Lo, bo ™ =75 o ' 9 Y ‘

Hence, it follows that w > 1 in K5 because, if infx, w < 1, then the above argument again
implies (3.19) for w in place of v, which contradicts (3.20) for w. O

t). In view of (3.16), we easily see

15



3.2 A general case

In order to show the weak Harnack inequality without assuming (3.2), we use a new
barrier function, which will be constructed in Lemma 3.7 below.

Theorem 3.4. Let (2.4) hold, f € L% (Q) and p € LL(Q). There existey = eo(n, A, X\, p, q,
|1l La)) > 0 and Co = Co(n, A, X\, p,q, ||pllzeq)) > 0 such that any nonnegative LP-
viscosity supersolution u of (3.1) satisfies

(/ u€0d:cdt) v < Cy (i}}lfu + ||fHLp(Q)) . (3.21)
J1 2

Remark 3.5. The constants gy, Cy above depend on ||11||re(q) in a sense that even if we
consider a different i € LY(Q) such that ||[i]|Leq) < ||1tl|Leq) in place of v in Theorem
3.4, the same conclusion holds true with the same constants as in Theorem 35.4.

Remark 3.6. When p € L™(Q), ¢ in the next lemma can be given by a modified heat
kernel from [22]. However, since we have unbounded p, it is not possible to construct such
a precise function for ¢ below.

Lemma 3.7. Let ¢ > n+2 and p € LL(Q). There exist a nonnegative function ¢ €
C(Q)NW2NQ) and a function g € LU(Q) such that

¢+ PH(D*¢) + p(z,t)|Dg| < g(x,t) ae. inQ,
¢ = 2 in Ko,
o = 0 on 0,Q),
suppg C Kj.

Proof. Choose a nonnegative function ¢ € C*(Q) such that £ = 0 in @ \ K4, where
Ky == (=3,2)" x (0,1] (see Fig 1), and &(z,0) > 0 for z € (=1,1)". In view of

202 14 o 272
Proposition 2.6, we can find a nonnegative function ¢ € C(Q) N W2!(Q) satisfying

Yo+ PHDH) + pl DY = 0 ace.in Q,
Y =¢ on 0,Q.

We claim that there exists o > 0 such that
¢ >0 in KQ.

In fact, assuming v (g, ty) = 0 for (zg,ty) € Ko, we will obtain a contradiction.

For r € (0,\/#1—0], we set vo(z,t) = Y(xg + rx,to + r2(t — 10)) = 0 for (z,t) € Q,

v0(0,10) = 0 and the function vy is a solution of

(vo): + PH(D*vo) + filDvg| =0 in Q,

16



where
iz, t) = ru(zo + ra, to + r2(t — 10)).

Since it follows that .
1_nt2

~ 2
v <77 il

—4q
if we choose r := (50”#”23(@)) U where 4y is from Theorem 3.1 for p = ¢, then

Theorem 3.1 yields vy = 0 in J;. To continue the proof we will assume (without loss of

generality) that to = 1. If ¢ € [—i, i]", then Theorem 3.1 implies ¢(zg,0) = 0, which

contradicts our choice of ¥. Thus, without loss of generality, it is enough to consider
xo € 0(—3,3)™. Therefore, we can choose z; € (—3,3)" such that zg € z1 + (—r,r)".

(.CL’(), 18
/1’1,1)
10r2— (22,1 — 10r3)

Tk

(1'3, 1 - 207’,%)
(zg, (1 1 10(k — 1)r?)

Ky

(0,0)
Figure 3.

3z

N

Setting r, = ﬁ for k> 1+ 257 (i.e. 7 <), if we fix k > max{%, 1+ %}, then

3
10r7(k —1) < T
Thus, using Theorem 3.1 finitely many times, we can find (4, 1-10(k—1)r7) € [—3, 3]" ¥

[i, 1] such that u(xy, 1—10(k—1)r?) = 0. See Fig 3 for this procedure. Hence, by Theorem
3.1 again, we arrive at a contradiction.

17



Therefore, for a large number M > 0, we verify that M ¥ > 2 in Ky. Now, let

n € C*(Q) be a nonnegative function such that

n=1 in@Q\ Ky, and n=0 in K.
It is easy to observe that ¢ := M Ny satisfies the desired properties. In fact, we may
choose g = M[ym; + PT(1pD*n + 2Dn @ D) + | Dnl]. O

Remark 3.8. We notice that the global W} (Q) estimate of Proposition 2.6 is necessary
to verify that g € LP(Q) in the final step of the above proof.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. For €1 > 0, which will be fixed later, we set
u(x,t) = Nou(zx,t),

where No = (inf , u + 7| fll Lo@) + 7])_1 for n > 0, which will be sent to 0 at the end of
the proof. As in the proof of Theorem 3.1, it is enough to show that there are o, Cy > 0
such that (3.4) holds under assumptions (3.5).

Let ¢ be the function from Lemma 3.7. By letting w := ¢ — u, it is immediate to see
that w is an LP-viscosity subsolution of

w; + P~ (D*w) — p|Dw| —h =0 inQ,
where h := g — f. In view of Proposition 2.5, we have

Supw < CllAllLr @y fw)-

Hence, it is easy to verify that this inequality implies

1 <supw < C|| || Lr(@y fw))-

Ja

Recalling that supp g C K, in Lemma 3.7, we can find C' = é(n, AN g, ||l L)) >0
such that

1< C(lgller@swirmn +e1) -
Thus, for some fixed &1 > 0, there is § € (0,1) such that |{(x,t) € K; | w(z,t) > 0}| >
0| K,|. Hence, as before, we obtain (3.6).

We can follow the same arguments as those in the proof of Theorem 3.1 to conclude
the proof. O

Remark 3.9. In the above proof, we have shown that there exist Ag, By, 1 > 0 such that
if u € C(Q) is an LP-viscosity supersolution of (3.1) satisfying

infu <1,
Jo

and if || f|lr@) < €1, then (3.10) holds true.

18



4 Applications
In this section, we consider LP-viscosity solutions of
uy + G(x,t, Du, D*u) — f(x,t) =0 in Q, (4.1)

where @ = (—10,10)" x (0,10], and G : Q@ x R x 8™ — R and f : @ — R are given. We
assume the following hypotheses for G and f:

there exists p € LI(Q) for ¢ > n + 2 such that (4.2)
|G (x,1,€,0)] < p(z,t)[¢] for (2,) € Q and £ € R, ’
feLrr(Q) forpe(p,q (4.3)

Remark 4.1. We note that (4.2) yields
G(2,t,0,0) =0 for (z,t) € Q.

Under (4.2) and (4.3), if we suppose that G satisfies (2.2), then it is easy to observe that
if u € C(Q) is an LP-viscosity subsolution (resp., supersolution) of (4.1), then it is an
LP-viscosity subsolution (resp., supersolution) of

u+ P~ (D*u) —p|Du| — f =0 (resp., wy+P*(D*u) +p|Dul — f=0) inQ. (4.4)

4.1 Holder continuity

We show that the weak Harnack inequality for LP-viscosity supersolutions of (3.1) yields
the Holder continuity of solutions of (4.1) under the above hypotheses. This was remarked
in [12] for elliptic PDE.

For r € (0,1), we set

Q, = (=107, 107)" x (10 — 1072, 10].
Notice that (Q10,(0,10) defined in section 2 is slightly different from this @Q),.

Theorem 4.2. Let G satisfy (2.2), (4.2) and (4.3). There exist C > 0 and a € (0,1)
such that if u € C(Q) is an LP-viscosity solution of (4.1), then

jule,t) —u(@ D) < C (jr — 7P + [t 1) (lullzwo) + | ) for (x.1). @) € Qs

D=

Proof. Working with extremal equations (4.4) and considering

u

u .=
1wl Leo@) + 1flLe @)
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we can assume that ||ul/ze@) < 1 and || f|| ) < 1.
Fix r € (0,1). Setting M, := supg, u and m, := infq, u, we define

w(r) := M, —m, forre(0,1).

It is easy to observe that for (z,t) € Q, v(x,t) := M, — u(rz,10 + r*(t — 10)) and
w(x,t) := u(re, 10+r%(t —10)) — m, are nonnegative, LP-viscosity supersolutions of (3.1).
Hence, in view of Theorem 3.4, we find constants ¢y, Cy > 0 such that

(/ U€0dxdt) B <y (i?fU + 7’2_nTT2Hf||Lp(Q)) for U =v and U = w,
J1 2

where €g, Cy > 0 are the constants from Theorem 3.4. Setting ag = 2 — %2 and C] =

0,1 -1 1
om0~ oLy "%, we have

w(r) = (ﬁ /J1 w(r)eoda:) A < (i%fv + iglsz + ro‘o)

< Cy|w(r) —supu—+infu+r* |,
Jy I3

where J5 := (—r,7)" x (10 — r%,10]. Since we may suppose C; > 1, noting Q- CJy, we
have

w (107r) < supu —infu < () + 1,
2

where v = 010:1. Therefore, in view of the standard argument (e.g. Lemma 8.23 in [9]),
setting a = min{—1%% a4} € (0,1), we conclude the proof. O

log 10

4.2 Harnack inequality

In order to prove the Harnack inequality we need the local maximum principle for LP-
viscosity subsolutions of

ug + P~ (D*u) — p|Du| — f =0 in Q. (4.5)

Following the arguments of [4], we show that the weak Harnack inequality implies the
local maximum principle. We note that to show Proposition 4.5 below, we can apply the
arguments of [10], which is based on the standard one (e.g. [9]).

In this paper, we present a parabolic version of the method of [4] (see also [14]). We
first show a blow-up lemma.
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Lemma 4.3. Let (2.4) hold and let f € LX(Q) and pp € L (Q). Assume that

1 fllzr) < €1,

where 1 > 0 is the constant in the proof of Theorem 3.4. Suppose that v € C(Q) is an
LP-viscosity subsolution of (4.5) satisfying

{(z,t) € Jy | v(z,t) > s} < Ags™™ (Vs> 1) (4.6)

where By > 0 and Ay > 1. Then, there exist v = v(n,A,\,p,q, Po, Ao) > 1, ng =
no(n, A, N\, p, q, Bo, Ao) € N and ; = £;(n, A, \,p,q, o, Ao) € (0,1) for j € N such that
Z;’;lﬁj < 00, and if v satisfies v(wg,ty) > 7L for some j > ng and (xg,to) € J3, then
it follows that

supv > l/j,
Qj
~ 2
where J3 = (_%> %)n X (ia %] and Qj = ($0at0) + (_€j>€j)n X (_1_6>0]
Remark 4.4. The constants Ay and By in Lemma 4.3 will be those in Remark 3.9.
t
1
1
2 }Kl
(o, o) J3
— L Ji
Q) I
(0,0) 1 &
Figure 4.
Proof. We first fix v := 2= > 1 (i.e. o = -%5), where

= 2(240)% > 1.
Assume supg, v < 17, We will arrive at a contradiction provided
0; = 2(20+ Agu i)z (4.7)
Choose jy € N such that ¢; < ﬁ for j > jg. For 5 > jg, setting

w’ (z,t) = v

{1—v7v (z0+ Lz, to+ 6(t—10))} >0 in Q,

v—1
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we note that
v

inf w’ < w’(0,10) =

I V_l{l—l/_jv(xo,to)} <1

and that w’ is an LP-viscosity supersolution of
w] +PH(D*w) + 1i;|Dw’| — f; =0 in Q,

~ 2
where j1;(z,t) = jp(xo+ {2, to +€?(t —10)) and f;(z,t) = (V_f#f(xo + /.t —I—E?(t _
10)). Since it follows that

n+2 Vl—] 92— n+2

~ 12 = ni2
illae) =& lullpag,, and fille@ = =4 7 Ifln@g,)

there exists an integer ng = no(n, A, A, p, ¢, 8o, Ag) > jo such that [[1][ra@) < llpllze@)
and || f;||zr(q) < €1 for j > ny.
In view of Remark 3.9, we thus have

) 1 2 Bo 1
H(m,t)eJl wj(:v,t)zia}‘gflo(a) =3

Hence, we have

where

O 1
6, = ot + (.t (108, ).

On the other hand, since @» C Ji, by (4.6), we have

{woee

v(y,s) > %uﬂ}’ < Ay (207

Thus, noting

|6¥J| _ 2n—1€?+2 < g;z+2 +AO (QV_j)ﬁO’

N —

we have )
gj < (250+1A0V—J60)m’

which contradicts (4.7). O

We can now show the local maximum principle for LP-viscosity subsolutions.
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Proposition 4.5. Let (2.4) hold and let f € LE(Q) and p € L%(Q). Then, for any
g0 € (0, Bo), there exists a constant Cs = Cs(n, A, X\, p, q, ||pt]|La(@), €0) > 0 such that any
LP-viscosity subsolution u € C(Q) of (4.5) satisfies

supu < Cy (I 2oy + 11f e (@) - (4.8)
3

where By > 0 is the constant in Remark 3.9.

Proof. Choose (o, o) € J3 such that

sup u = u(yo, So)-
J3

Setting

1

B
M= (45 [ wryanat)” 25 o,
J1

where £; > 0 is from the proof of Theorem 3.4, we observe that v := N;'u is an LP-
viscosity subsolution of

1
vy + P (D*v) —ulDv| — —f =0 inQ.
No
We note that for s > 1, we have
1
ot € vl ) 2 5} < = [ vFodede < Ags ™,
J1

Let v > 1, nyp € N and ¢; > 0 be the constants in Lemma 4.3 when 3, = €o. There
exists ny > ng such that
D i<
Jj=ni1

Now, suppose that there is (yo, sg) € J3 such that

|

U(y(], 80) Z an—l'

In view of Lemma 4.3, for j € N, we can find (y;, s;) € (yj—1, Sj-1) +[—Cjsni—1, Ljtn,—1]" X

Iz
[—-53—, 0] such that

v(y;, s5) > pymti=l

Because (y;, s;) € [—%, 2]” X [é, %], this contradicts that v € C(Q). Therefore, we conclude
the proof. O

Using the weak Harnack inequality, together with Proposition 4.5, we can obtain the
Harnack inequality which we state without proof.
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Corollary 4.6. Let (2.4) hold and let f € LP(Q) and pn € L9(Q). There is a constant
Cy = Cy(n, A, \,p, ¢, ||| Lacg)) > 0 such that any nonnegative LP-viscosity solution u €

C(Q) of (4.1) satisfies
supu < Cy (i%fu + ||fHLP(Q)) , (4.9)

J3

where Jy = (=1, 17 x (L 1] and Jy = (—1,1)" x (9,10,

5 Remarks on the superlinear growth case

In this section, we exhibit several properties of LP-viscosity solutions of (4.1), where G
satisfies (2.2), (4.3) and, in place of (4.2),

{ there are m > 1 and p € LY (Q) for ¢ > n + 2 such that (5.1)

|G (,t,&,0)| < p(x, t)|E|™ for (z,t) € Q and £ € R™.

More precisely, we present a remark on the ABP maximum principle in [11], and an
existence result corresponding to that in [13], with which we show the weak Harnack
inequality for LP-viscosity supersolutions (4.1) under (5.1).

If (2.2), (4.3) and (5.1) are satisfied then if u € C(Q) is an LP-viscosity subsolution
(resp., supersolution) of (4.1), then it is an LP-viscosity subsolution (resp., supersolution)
of

u + P (D*u) — p|Dul™ — f =0 (resp., u +P*(D*u)+ p/Dul™ - f=0) inQ.

5.1 A remark on the ABP maximum principle

In this section, to comply with the setup of [11], @ = Q x (0,77, where 0 < T < 1 and
the domain () satisfies

QcCc{zeR"||z] <1} (5.2)
We recall the ABP maximum principle from [11]. The estimates there seem a little
complicated. However, if we carefully examine them, we can give simple statements as
below.

Proposition 5.1. (Theorems 3.11 and 3.12 of [11]) Let (2.4) hold with ¢ < 4o00. Let
(2.2), (4.3) and (5.1) be satisfied and let

p>01%?%ﬁ2”. (5.3)

There exist 6 = d(n, A, A\, m,p,q) > 0 and C = C(n,A,\,m,p,q) > 0 such that if u €
C(Q) is an LP-viscosity subsolution of (4.1), and

LTy el o) <6, (5.4)
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then

sup u < sup u + C||f|lzr(q)-
Q WwQ

Remark 5.2. We note that (5.3) is satisfied whenn+2 <p < q,q >n+2, and (5.3) is
equivalent to
mq(n+2—p) <(n+2)(q¢—p),

which is (iv) of (5.6). We also remark that when q = +00, the ABP mazximum principle
does not require any smallness condition and can be found in Theorems 3.7 and 3.8 of
[11]. Condition (5.3) then reduces to p > (m —1)(n+ 2)/m, which is the inequality in (i)
of (5.6).

We show here that the smallness condition (5.4) can be removed, however the estimate
becomes more complicated.

Theorem 5.3. Let (2.4) hold with ¢ < +oo. Let (2.2), (4.3), (5.1) and (5.3) be satis-
fied. There exists C = C(n, A, \,m,p,q) > 0 such that if u € C’(@) is an LP-viscosity
subsolution of (4.1), then

p—1

sup u < sup et C (14 1155) Willha)) ™ Il

Proof. By considering u := u — supy o u, we may assume that supy o u < 0. When (5.4)
does not holds, it is easy to see that we can find a partition 0 =t <, <--- <t =T
such that, setting @Q; := Q X [t;_1,¢;], i1 =1,--- ,k, and 6 := Hf||2;(’g)5, we have

lillzay <0 fori=1,--- k, where k < 1+ 57 £ o) Il
By Proposition 5.1, we then have

Supu<supu—i—0||f“Lp(Q) fori:17-..’k.
Qi

Qi
Let (Z,1) € Q, satisfy Supg u = u(Z,t) for some i € {1,...,k}. Then

supu< sup u + C|| || zr(@,) < max(0, sup u) + C| fllr,)

p Qi Qi1

But
sup u < sup u+ C|fllzogy ) < max(0,sup w) + Ol fllnq, -

Qi1 OpQi—1 Qi—2

Therefore, continuing this procedure, we obtain
k
Sup u <O I ller@y-
i=1
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Now

k p—1

p—1 _ m—1 p
S lesign < K7 Il < (146715 Iilugy) * I llzocr
i=1

5.2 Existence of strong solutions

In this subsection, for the sake of simplicity, €2 is as in (5.2) and we assume that 0 is
CY1. We discuss the existence of LP-viscosity solutions of parabolic extremal PDE,

uy + PE(D*u) £ p|Dul™ = f in Q:=Q x (0,1], (5.5)

where m > 1, f € LP(Q) and p € L9(Q). Since we do not know a precise proof of
W2 -estimates near 9,Q of [22], possibly for p < n + 1, (though it was mentioned in [22]
without a proof), we will use global estimates for p > n + 1 from [8] to show a different
type of estimates. Thus we will assume that p > n + 1. We first recall a global estimate
for LP-strong solutions of extremal PDE with no first derivative terms.

Proposition 5.4. (e.g. Theorem 1.1 of [8]) Let 92 be CY' and p > n+ 1. Then, there
exists a constant C' = C(n,p, A, A, diam(Q2), 9Q) > 0 such that for every f € LP(Q) and
) € Wg’l(Q), there exists a unique u € C(Q) N me(Q) such that

us +PT(D*u) = f a.e inQ,
u=1 on 0,Q,

and
lullwzigy < € (IF 1w + [¥llwaray)

For the elliptic case, in [13], the existence of LP-strong solutions of extremal PDE with
superlinear growth in the first derivatives was obtained assuming that ||z||z¢(q) is small
enough. Following the idea of [13], we establish the corresponding existence result for
LP-strong solutions of (5.5).

Theorem 5.5. Let 02 be CY' n+1<p<gq,q¢q>n+2, felPQ), e LIQ) and
(NS szvl(Q). Assume that one of the following conditions holds:
(1) n+l<p<n+2,mn+2—p) <n+2q= o0,
(1) p>n+2,qg= o0,
(1i1) n+2<p=q< oo,
(w) n+l<p<qg,g>n+2,mqgn+2—p) <(n+2)(q¢—p).

(5.6)
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Assume also that
r=pm for (i), (i)
r=o0 for (iii), (5.7)

r=2 for ().

Then, there exists 6y = 61(n, A, X\, p,q, m) > 0 such that if

1
lllzoe) (1@ + iz ) <, (5.8)

then there exist LP-strong solutions u € W>H(Q) of

u; + PE(D?*u) + p|Dul™ = f ae. inQ, (5.9)
u=1 on d,Q. '
Moreover, there exists C= é(n, A, A\, p, q,m, diam(£2),0Q) > 0 such that
fulhizoo < € (1l + Wllwzaa))- (5.10)

Remark 5.6. We note that in (iv) of (5.6), if p > n + 2, then the third inequality
automatically holds.

Proof. We will do the proof only for the case of P*. For r in (5.7), we define a mapping
K WH(Q) = W2'(Q) in the following way. For v € W!°(Q), in view of Proposition
5.4, we find a unique solution v := Kv € W2>'(Q) of

u; + PH(D?u) + p|Dv[™ = f a.e. in Q,
u=1 on 0,Q.

Sin(‘:e K]z < CUlfllr@ + lulDo™|[o@) + [¥lly21)) holds for some C" > 0,
noting

[ Dv[™ [ zr@) < Cllpll o) 1 PV]7r @)
we can argue like in the proof of Theorem 3.1 of [13] to find a sufficiently large a and
small ; > 0 such that if R = a(|[f|[Lr@) + [¥llw21(g)): then K : Bp — WHH(Q) N B is
a continuous map when (5.8) holds, where

By = {v e W Q) | Ivllyrog) < R}'

Since W2 (Q) is compactly imbedded in W*%(Q) (see the next proposition), we conclude
the proof by the Schauder fixed point theorem as in [13]. O

For the reader’s convenience, we provide a proof of compact imbeddings of parabolic
Sobolev spaces. More general results for compact imbeddings of anisotropic Sobolev
spaces can be found in [1] and [2] (see in particular Theorem 10.2 of [1] and Theorem
26.3.5 of [2]).
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Proposition 5.7. Let 0€) be Lipschitz. Assume that 1 < p < r satisfy one of the following

conditions:
(1) p<n+2,p§r<fl(f—;_2;,
(1) p=n+2<r<oo, (5.11)

(17i) n+2<p<oo,r=00.
Then, W2H(Q) is compactly imbedded in W!0(Q).

Proof. Under assumption (5.11), by Lemma 3.3 of [16], it follows that there exist ¢’ > 0
and C' > 0 such that for any ¢ € (0,¢’), we have for u € W>'(Q)

[ullzr@) + | Dull @) < Ce® (| D*ull o) + el o)) + Ce™ @ ullng),  (5.12)

Whereazl—"TﬁjL"T”>Ofor7’<oo,ora:1—"—+2>Ofor7°:oo. Here, C' is

independent of u and € € (0,¢’). (A better inequality is tﬁrue for ||u||L-@) but we do not
need it here.)

In view of (5.12), it is thus enough to show that a bounded subset of Wg’l(Q) is
compact in LP(Q). However this is clear since W>*(Q) C W, (Q) (when we consider Q
as a subset of R"™) and the mapping I : Wpl(Q) — LP(Q) is compact by the standard
compact Sobolev imbedding theorem (see e.g. Theorem 7.26 of [9]). O

Remark 5.8. We remark that for case (5.11)-(iii) a stronger result is true, namely that

Wg’l(Q) is compactly imbedded in the parabolic space C*T*(Q) for a =1 — ’%’2.

5.3 Weak Harnack inequality

Using Theorem 5.5, we establish the weak Harnack inequality for LP-viscosity supersolu-
tions of uniformly parabolic PDE with superlinear growth in Du. We refer to [13] for an
analogous elliptic result.

In this subsection, we again set @) := (—10,10)" x (0,10]. In what follows, we will
utilize the same notation as that in Figure 1. We will construct a barrier function for (5.5)
when m > 1. This will require a slightly more careful analysis than that in the elliptic
case.

Lemma 5.9. Assume that (2.4) holds. Then, there exists 6o = da(n, A, \,q,m) > 0 such
that if p € LYQ) satisfies
12l 2oy < 02,

then there exist p € W2'(Q) N C(Q) and g € LI(Q) such that

¢+ PHD?*¢) + pulDo|™ < g ae inQ,
¢ Z 2 in K27
6 = 0  indQ, (5.13)
supp g C Kj.
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Proof. We first introduce a smooth, nonnegative n : Q — [0, 1] satisfying

(i)  n(z,t)=1 for (z,t)
(i) n(z,0) =0 for |z| <

(iii) 1€ WZHQ)-
We next choose a nonnegative function & € C*>°(R" x [0, 00)) such that

() &=0inR"x 0,00\ {(z,1) €R"x [0.1) | |z] < &},
{ (i) &o(x,0) > 0 for || < L. (5.15)

€eQif|z|>1ort>1,
3 (5.14)

As in the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [13], we claim that there exist 63 > 0 and o > 0 such
that if u' € L9(Q) satisfies ||pt/[|za() < d3, then the strong solution ¢ € WH(Q) of

{ e+ PHD) + @/ [DY™ = 0 ae. in Q, (5.16)
v =2¢& ond,Q .
satisfies
Y >0 in K.

Indeed, otherwise, there are nonnegative ¢, € W2'(Q)NC(Q) and i € LI(Q) such that
lpllLa@) < + and ¢y is a strong solution of (5.16) with y/ replaced by sy, such that

infr, ¥p < 1, then (by (5.10)) a subsequence {1, }2; converges uniformly in @ to some
Y € WAHQ), and infg, 1) = 0. Since ¢ is a strong solution of

{ Yy +PH(D*Y) =0 ae. inQ,
¥ =2E& on dpQ,

we can find (fc\,tA) € K, such that 1&(5:\,1?) = 0, which gives a contradiction as in the proof
of Lemma 3.7.
We now choose d5 > 0 small enough so that

(40_—1)m—152 S (58 and (40' )m 1(5 ||£O| m 1 S (51,

where 07 is from Theorem 5.5.
In view of Theorem 5.5 and the above choice of 0y, if 1 € LI(Q) satisfies ||p[|ro(q) < da,
then there exists ¢ € C(Q) N W2'(Q) such that

{ Y A PHDHO) + (4o )" DY = 0 ae. in Q,
P =& on 9,0,

Setting ¢ = (2/0)y° and & = (2/0)&, we observe that

Uy + PH(D?*Y) + (2n)™ ' u|DyY|™ =0 a.e. in Q,
Y =¢ on 0,Q.

and >0 in K.
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Furthermore, it is easy to check that ¢ := n satisfies
¢ + PH(D?¢) + pu|Do|™ < g a.e. in Q,

where g = ¥n; + 2™t u|y Dn|™ + PT(Dn ® Dy + Dy @ Dn+ 1 D?n), and ¢ and g satisfy
all the conditions required in (5.13). O

We will now show that the weak Harnack inequality holds under a smallness condi-
tion. Since we separate the weak Harnack inequality from the L*°-estimate, similarly to
Theorem 4.2 in [13], we assume boundedness of supersolutions.

Theorem 5.10. Suppose that (5.6) holds and assume

2
lemea- T2 (5.17)

q

Let M >0, f € LE(Q) and p € LYUQ). Then, there exist 05 = d3(n, \, A, p,q,m, M) > 0,
C=C(n,\ AN, p,g,m)>0 and ey = go(n, \, A, p,q,m) > 0 such that if

il (1+ 11558y ) < B, (5.18)

and u € C(Q) is an LP-viscosity supersolution of
ug + PT(D*u) + p|Dul™ + f =0 inQ

satisfying 0 < u < M in Q, then

([ woeat)” < (1wt 15l )
A ?

Proof. The proof follows the arguments of the proof of Theorem 4.2 of [13] so we just
sketch it. We first reduce to the case of f = 0. Let d; be from Theorem 5.5 and let

il o) 2l f o)™ < o

Let w € W>H(Q) be from Theorem 5.5 such that

we+ P(D%w) — 27Dl f =0 . in Q.
w=0 on d,Q.

By Theorem 5.3, we have
0<w < Cffllreg), (5.19)

and it is easy to see that v := u 4+ w is an LP-viscosity supersolution of

v, + PH(D*0) 4+ 2™ u|Dv|™ =0  in Q
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Thus, if we can prove that

1

< / Mzdt) “ < Cinf o,
I J2

the claim will follow using (5.19). Thus we can assume that f = 0.

We now set mg := inf;, u. We may suppose my > 0 by adding a positive constant,
which will be sent to 0 in the end. Considering v := mg'u, we verify that inf;, v < 1, and
it is an LP-viscosity supersolution of

vy + PH(D*v) +m§ u|Dv|™ =0 in Q.

In view of Lemma 5.9, if
M) Mgl pa) < 0,

where 95 > 0 is from Lemma 5.9, we can find a strong solution ¢ € WqQ’l(Q) of

b+ PHD?6) + (2mo)"pDO" < g ae inQ,
o = 0 on 0,Q,
¢ > 2 ik,
suppg C Kj.

Then w := ¢ — v is an LP-viscosity subsolution of
w; + P~ (D*w) — (2me)™ ' u|Dw|™ —g =0 in Q.
Hence, Theorem 5.3 yields

1< sup w < Sup w < Cllgllrg@ner | (6-v)@n>0p);
2
where C' is a constant which depends on various absolute constants, dy, and ||g||z»(g),
which is also bounded by various absolute constants. The above inequality now implies
{(z,t) € Ky | v(z,t) > M}| < (1 —0)|K;| for some M > 1 and 6 € (0,1). The rest of
the proof follows the arguments in the proof of Theorem 4.2 of [13]. O

References

[1] O.V. Besov, V.P. IIin and S.M. Nikol’skii, Integral representations of functions and
imbedding theorems. Vol. I. Translated from the Russian. Scripta Series in Mathe-
matics. Edited by Mitchell H. Taibleson. V. H. Winston & Sons, Washington, D.C.;
Halsted Press [John Wiley & Sons|, New York-Toronto, Ont.-London, 1978.

31



2]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

0.V. Besov, V.P. II'in and S.M. Nikol’skii, Integral representations of functions and
imbedding theorems. Vol. II. Scripta Series in Mathematics. Edited by Mitchell H.
Taibleson. V. H. Winston & Sons, Washington, D.C.; Halsted Press [John Wiley &
Sons], New York-Toronto, Ont.-London, 1979.

L.A. Caffarelli, Interior a priori estimates for solutions of fully nonlinear equations,
Ann. Math. (2), 130 (1) (1989), 189-213.

L.A. Caffarelli and X. Cabré, Fully Nonlinear Elliptic Equations, Amer. Math. Soc.
Colloquium Publ., 43, 1995.

L. A. Caffarelli, M.G. Crandall, M. Kocan and A. Swiech, On viscosity solutions of
fully nonlinear equations with measurable ingredients, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 49
(4) (1996), 365-398.

M.G. Crandall, K. Fok, M. Kocan and A. Swiqch, Remarks on nonlinear uniformly
parabolic equations, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 47 (4) (1998), 1293-1326.

M.G. Crandall, M. Kocan and A. Swiech, LP-theory for fully nonlinear uniformly
parabolic equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 25 (11-12) (2000), 1997
2053.

H. Dong, N.V. Krylov and L. Xu, On fully nonlinear elliptic and parabolic equations
with VMO coefficients in domains, St. Petersburg Math. J., 24 (1) (2013), 39-69.

D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order.
Reprint of the 1998 edition. Classics in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001.

C. Imbert and L. Silvestre, An introduction to fully nonlinear parabolic equations,
“An Introduction to the Kéhler-Ricci Flow”, Lecture Notes in Math., 2086, Springer,
(2013), 7-88.

S. Koike and A. Swiech, Maximum principle for fully nonlinear equations via the
iterated comparison function method, Math. Ann., 339 (2007), 461-484.

S. Koike and A. Swiqch, Weak Harnack inequality for fully nonlinear uniformly elliptic
PDE with unbounded ingredients, J. Math. Soc. Japan, 61 (3) (2009), 723-755.

S. Koike and A. Swiech, Existence of strong solutions of Pucci extremal equations
with superlinear growth in Du, J. Fixed Point Theory Appl., 5 (2) (2009), 291-304.

S. Koike and A. Swiech, Local maximum principle for LP-viscosity solutions of fully
nonlinear elliptic PDEs with unbounded coefficients, Comm. Pure Appl. Anal., 11
(5) (2012), 1897-1910.

32



[15]

N.V. Krylov and M.V. Safonov, A certain property of solutions of parabolic equations
with measurable coefficients, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat., 44 (1) (1980), 161
175.

O.A. Ladyzenskaja, V.A. Solonnikov and N.N. Ural’ceva, Linear and Quasilinear
Equations of Parabolic Type, Nauka, Moscow, 1967; English Translation: Amer.
Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1968.

G.M. Lieberman, Second Order Parabolic Differential Equations, World Scientific,
Singapore New Jersey London Hong Kong, 1996.

K. Tso, On an Aleksandrov-Bakel’'man type maximum principle for second-order
parabolic equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 10 (5) (1985), 543-553.

N.S. Trudinger, Comparison principles and pointwise estimates for viscosity solutions
of nonlinear elliptic equations, Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana, 4 (3-4) (1988), 453-468.

N.S. Trudinger, Holder gradient estimates for fully nonlinear elliptic equations, Proc.
Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A, 108 (1-2) (1988), 57-65.

N.S. Trudinger, On regularity and existence of viscosity solutions of nonlinear second
order, elliptic equations, Partial differential equations and the calculus of variations,
Vol. 11, 939-957, Progr. Nonlinear Differential Equations Appl., 2, Birkh&auser Boston,
Boston, MA, 1989.

L. Wang, On the regularity theory of fully nonlinear parabolic equations: I, Comm.
Pure Appl. Math., 45 (1) (1992), 27-76.

L. Wang, On the regularity of fully nonlinear parabolic equations: II, Comm. Pure
Appl. Math., 45 (2) (1992), 141-178.

33



