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Abstract

In this paper, we study the existence of distributional solutions solving (1.3) on a bounded domain € satisfying
a uniform capacity density condition where the nonlinear structure A(z, ¢, Vu) is modelled after the standard
parabolic p-Laplace operator. In this regard, we need to prove a priori estimates for the gradient of the solution
below the natural exponent and a higher integrability result for very weak solutions at the initial boundary.
The elliptic counterpart to these two estimates are fairly well developed over the past few decades, but no
analogous theory exists in the quasilinear parabolic setting.

Two important features of the estimates proved here are that they are non-perturbative in nature and
we are able to take non-zero boundary data. As a consequence, our estimates are new even for the heat
equation on bounded domains. This partial existence result is a nontrivial extension of the existence theory of
very weak solutions from the elliptic setting to the quasilinear parabolic setting. Even though we only prove
partial existence result, nevertheless we establish the necessary framework that when proved would lead to
obtaining the full result for the homogeneous problem.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we are mainly interested in obtaining a priori estimates for (1.1) and (1.2) which will then
be used to obtain the existence of very weak solutions to equations of the form (1.3). Here the nonlinearity
A(z,t,¢) is modelled after the well known p-Laplace operator and Q C R"™ denotes a bounded domain with
potentially nonsmooth boundary. The elliptic analogue of the estimates and existence theory studied in this
paper are quite well understood. The first result for the elliptic homogeneous problem was proved in [20] with
the sharp version of the a priori estimate and existence obtained recently in [5]. The parabolic counterpart
to these questions have remained open for a long time and in this paper, we obtain some partial answers in
this direction.

Weak solutions to (1.1) are in the space u € L*(0,T; L*(2)) N LP (0, T; Wy (€2)) which allows one to use u
as a test function. But from the definition of weak solution (see Definition 2.10), we see that the expression
makes sense if we only assume u € L2(0,T;L*()) N L*(0,T; W, *(Q)) for some s > max{p — 1,1}. But
under this milder notion of solution called very weak solution, we lose the ability to use u as a test function.
This difficulty was overcome in [22] where the method of Lipschitz truncation was developed to construct a
suitable test function, which was then used to obtain interior higher integrability result below the natural
exponent. This technique was subsequently extended in [2] to obtain analogous estimates upto the lateral
boundary with zero boundary data. The extension of the higher integrability result for very weak solutions
at the initial boundary seems to be nontrivial, mainly because of a lack of certain suitable cancellations and
the lack of time derivative for the solutions.



In order to obtain the existence of very weak solution to (1.3), there are three main ingredients: first we
need to obtain suitable a priori estimates that control the gradient of the solution in terms of the boundary
data and secondly, we need to obtain higher integrability result for very weak solutions at the initial boundary
and finally, we can combine the previous two estimates with standard compactness arguments to prove the
existence result. In the subsequent three subsections, we shall discuss the main questions and the new tools
that are going to be used in this paper.

In order to prove the main results of this paper, we need to develop new ideas which include bounds
for a suitably modified maximal function on negative Sobolev spaces, careful construction of the Lipschitz
truncation function at the initial boundary which preserves the necessary boundary values and the ability to
handle non-zero boundary data which are complicated by the lack of a time derivative.

1.1. Discussion about the a priori estimate

In this subsection, we shall discuss the a priori estimates for very weak solutions of

ug — div A(z,t,Vu) =0 on Q x (0,7T), (1.1)
u=w on 9,(2 x (0,7)). ’

Since the notion of a solution does not a priori have any regularity in the time variable, the term wu; (and
hence w;) is to be understood in the distributional sense. This complicates the construction of Lipschitz
truncation due to [22] (see the boundary extension in [2]) which must be able to handle the boundary data
as well as the distributional time derivative of v and w. Since we are interested in controlling |Vu/| in terms
of [Vw| in suitable norms (whose exponents are below p), we are invariably forced to estimate w; in suitable
negative Sobolev spaces (see Theorem 3.1).

We employ two main ideas to achieve this goal; the first is that the extension is very carefully obtained to
preserve boundary data (see also [3] for more on this) and secondly, we define a new Maximal function (based
on [7]) on appropriate negative Sobolev spaces. Combining these two ideas, we can develop the method
Lipschitz truncation to handle non-zero boundary data and obtain a priori estimates below the natural
exponent. These a priori estimates are new even for the heat equation on bounded domains.

In the process, we encounter a natural difficulty that arises due to the definition of the very weak solution.
Since we make use of Steklov averages to define very weak solutions of (1.2), we are also forced to understand
dw]p, dlw]p

dt

and in general, the following does not hold:

d d
the relation between and —w. It is well known that is a function whereas d—:f is a distribution

d[w] h R d_w
dt dt

as h\,0.

d
To overcome this difficulty, we make an additional assumption regarding d_w (see Remark 3.2) which enables

us to obtain Lemma 4.8. While this assumption seems restrictive, in applications, the boundary data w
generally solves an analogous parabolic equation and thus, this difficulty goes away.

1.2. Discussion about the higher integrability estimate

In this subsection, we shall discuss the problem of obtaining higher integrability of very weak solutions to

{ uy — div A(z,t,Vu) =0 on Q x (0,7, (1.2)

u=w on Q x {t =0}.

In the interior, the result was proved in the seminal paper of [22] which laid the Foundation for the method of
parabolic Lipschitz truncation. This was subsequently extended to the lateral boundary with zero boundary
data in [2]. Following the idea of the proof in [22, 2], it becomes apparent that the method fails while handling
non-zero boundary data at the lateral boundary or at the initial boundary, the main obstruction being a lack
of time derivative in general for the boundary data.

The second theorem we prove is the higher integrability for very weak solutions to (1.2) at the initial
boundary with non-zero initial data. There are several comments to be made regarding this result and
to understand the remarks, let us look at the higher integrability for weak solutions proved in [28, 29] at



the initial boundary. In those papers, they were able to take a suitable test function which exhibited a very
crucial cancellation (see [27, Equation (5.6)]. In order to prove the higher integrability for very weak solutions,
this cancellation needs to be preserved for the test function constructed through the method of Lipschitz
truncation. In the interior case or at the lateral boundary with zero boundary data, such a cancellation
trivially holds whereas it fails in general when handing non-zero boundary data at both the initial boundary
and the lateral boundary.

In main theorem of this subsection Theorem 3.4, we obtain the higher integrability for very weak solutions
at the initial boundary with non-zero initial data noting that the same estimate holds at the lateral boundary
with non-zero boundary data and is optimal. In our construction, we are unable to recover the crucial
cancellation of [27, Equation (5.6)] and hence at the initial boundary with non-zero data, our result is not
optimal. Nevertheless, at least for zero initial data, the estimate is sharp. It would be interesting to obtain
a modified construction of the Lipschitz test function that can preserve the necessary cancellations, which
would then provide an optimal result at the initial boundary.

Let us now highlight some of the new ideas that are developed to obtain the result. Firstly, due to
the presence of Steklov average in the Definition 2.10, the initial boundary value is not always preserved.
Secondly, the problem with the lack of time derivative for the initial data is still present and to overcome
this, we use the ideas developed in the proof of Theorem 3.1. It is interesting to note the unusual choice of
the function (see (6.4)) used to perform the Lipschitz truncation upon. In particular, we handle the initial
boundary problem as a problem at the lateral boundary, which leads to difficulties while applying the standard
parabolic Poincaré’s inequality, and this is where we crucially exploit the fact that the extension constructed
in (6.9) is zero on the bad part of the initial boundary. This is a very subtle technicality which originated
from [2]. Once we have the modified construction, along with the bounds from Lemma 2.13, we can obtain a
time localized version of the Caccioppoli type inequality followed by a reverse Holder type inequality. Finally
applying the parabolic Gehring’s lemma gives the desired higher integrability at the initial boundary. This
result is new even for the heat equation on bounded domains.

1.83. Discussion about existence

In this subsection, we shall discuss the existence of very weak solutions to

uy — div A(z, ¢, Vu) =0 on Q x (0,7,
U = U on 90 x (0,7T), (1.3)
u=0 on Q x {t = 0}.

Before we explain the main result, let us discuss the main ideas behind the elliptic counterpart of the
existence theory developed in [20, Theorem 2|. In that paper, the authors needed two main ingredients, first
is an a priori estimate controlling the solution in terms of the boundary data and the second is an interior
higher integrability result. Once both these estimates exist, then one can perform a standard approximation
argument to get a sequence of weak solutions uniformly bounded in the right function spaces and then
compactness methods can be used to deduce the converge of the approximate solution to the desired very
weak solution.

In the parabolic setting, we also follow the same strategy. The desired a priori estimate is obtained in
Theorem 3.1, but we now need higher integrability for very weak solutions in the interior (proved in [22] and
at the initial boundary (see Corollary 3.5). Note that we can only use zero initial data to obtain the existence
mainly because our higher integrability result at the initial boundary is not sharp for non-zero initial data.

We now need to first consider a suitable approximating sequence of solutions and show that this sequence
converges to the desired very weak solution. To construct such a approximating sequence of solutions, the

d
standard idea is to smoothen the given data (say by mollifying), but unfortunately, since % is only a

U
distribution, mollifying does not work. To overcome this difficulty, we assume either ~ s an L! function,

or more generally, we assume the existence of an approximating sequence satisfying (3.5) and (3.6) (see
Remark 3.8 for more about the necessity of assuming the existence of an approximating sequence). Given
such a sequence, we can then follow standard compactness arguments to obtain the desired very weak solutions
o (1.3) which is Theorem 3.7.



1.4. Outline of the paper

In Section 2, we collect all the preliminary information along with structural assumptions regarding the
nonlinearity and domain. In Section 3, we describe the main theorems and in Section 4, we shall recall and
in some cases prove some well known lemmas that will be needed in the subsequent sections. In Section 5,
we will obtain the proof of the a priori estimate from Theorem 3.1, in Section 6, we will obtain the proof of
the higher integrability at the initial boundary as stated in Theorem 3.4 and finally in Section 7, we shall
give the proof of the existence result from Theorem 3.7.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Variational p-Capacity
Let 1 < p < 00, then the variational p-capacity of a compact set K € R™ is defined to be

caplyp(K, R") = inf{/Rn [Vo|P dx : ¢ € CZ(R™), XK(x) < gz) < 1},

where XK(:E) =1 for z € K and Xpe () =0 for ¢ K. To define the variational p-capacity of an open set
O C R", we take the supremum over the capacities of the compact sets contained in O. The variational
p-capacity of an arbitrary set £ C R"™ is defined by taking the infimum over the capacities of the open sets
containing F. For further details, see [1, 19].

Let us now introduce the capacity density conditions which we later impose on the complement of the
domain.

Definition 2.1 (Uniform p-thickness). Let QCcR” ‘be a bounded domain and by, o be any two given positive
constants. We say that the complement Q¢ := R"™ \ Q is uniformly p-thick for some 1 < p < n with constants
bo, o > 0, if the inequality

cap; ,(Br(yo) N Q°, Bar(y0)) = bo cap; ,(Br(yo), Bar (y0)),

holds for any yo € OQ and r € (0, 7).

It is well-known that the class of domains with uniform p-thick complements is very large. They include
all domains with Lipschitz boundaries or even those that satisfy a uniform exterior corkscrew condition,
where the latter means that there exist constants cp, 79 > 0 such that for all 0 < ¢t < rg and all z € R™ \ €,
there is y € By(z) such that By, (y) C R™\ Q.

If we replace the capacity by the Lebesgue measure in Definition 2.1, then we obtain a measure density
condition. A set FE satisfying the measure density condition is uniformly p-thick for all p > 1. If p > n, then
every non-empty set is uniformly p-thick. The following lemma from [27, Lemma 3.8] extends the capacity
estimate in Definition 2.1 to make precise the notion of being uniformly p-thick:

Lemma 2.2 ([27)). LetNQ be a bounded open set, and suppose that R™ \ Q is uniformly p-thick with constant
bo, 9. Choose any y € Q such that B%T(y) \ Q # 0, then there exists a constant by = by (bo,r0,m,p) > 0 such
that

cap; ,(Bar(y) \ @, Bar(y)) > b1 cap; ,(Bar(y), Bar(y)).

Following the definition of p-thickness, a simple consequence of Holder’s and Young’s inequality gives the
following result (for example, see [27, Lemma 3.13] for the proof):

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 < p < n be given and suppose a set E C R™ is uniformly p-thick with constants by, rq.
Then E is uniformly q-thick for all ¢ > p with constants by,r1.

A very important result regarding the uniform p-thickness condition is that it has the self improving
property (see [23] or [6, 26] for the details):

Theorem 2.4 ([23]). Let 1 < p < n be given and suppose a set E C R"™ is uniformly p-thick with constants
bo, 0. Then there exists an exponent ¢ = q(n,p,by) with 1 < q < p for which E is uniformly q-thick with
constants by, ry.



We next state a generalized Sobolev-Poincaré’s inequality which was originally obtained by V. Maz’ya
[25, Sec. 10.1.2] (see also [21, Sec. 3.1] and [1, Corollary 8.2.7]).

Theorem 2.5. Let B be a ball and ¢ € WP(B) for some p > 1. Let k € [I,n/(n —p)] if 1 < p < n and
k € [1,2] if p=n. Then there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(n,p) > 0 such that

Kp N_lp 1 P %
<][B|¢| dx) §C<caplﬂp(—N(¢>,zB)/B'v¢" dx) ,

where N(¢) = {x € B: ¢(z) =0}.

2.2. Structural assumptions
In this subsection, we will mention all the assumptions we make on the operator A(z,t,¢) as well as on
the domain €.

2.2.1. Assumptions on A(z,t,()

We shall now collect the assumptions on the nonlinear structure A(-,-,-). Let T > 0 be a fixed number,
we then assume that the nonlinearity A(x,t,¢) : Q x [0,T] x R" — R" is an Carathéodory function, i.e.,
(z,t) — A(x,t, () is measurable for every ¢ € R" and ¢ — A(z,t,() is continuous for almost every (x,t) €
Q% [0,T].

We further assume that for a.e. (z,t) € Q x [0,7] and for any ¢ € R”, there exist two positive constants
Ag, A1 such that the following bounds are satisfied by the nonlinear structures :

<A({E,t, C)v <> > A0|<|p —h and |A(Ia t, <)| < A1|<|p*1 + h27 (21)
where, the functions hi, he : Q x [0,T] — R are assumed to be measurable with bounded norm
h o= |ha| + |hal7™7  and  ||hollLacaxjor)) < 00 for some G > p. (2.2)

An important aspect of the estimates obtained in this paper is that we do not make any assumptions regarding
the smoothness of A(z,t,() with respect to x,t,(.

As the basic sets for our estimates, we will use parabolic cylinders where the radii in space and time are
coupled. This is due to the fact that in the case that p # 2, the size of the cylinders intrinsically depends on
the solution itself. This difficulty extends to the problems dealing with very weak solutions also.

In what follows, we will always assume the following restriction on the exponent p:

2n

. 2.3
n+2<p<oo (23)

Remark 2.6. The restriction in (2.3) is necessary when dealing with parabolic problems because of the
compact embedding WP — L?. Since solutions to parabolic problems require us to deal with L*-norm of the
solution which comes from the time-derivative, this restriction is natural.

2.2.2. Assumptions on OS2
Definition 2.7. In this paper, we shall assume that the domain € is bounded and that it’s complement Q°
1s uniformly p-thick with constants by, Ty in the sense of Definition 2.1.

Applying Theorem 2.4, we will henceforth fix the exponent eg = eo(n, p, by, 7o) to denote the self improve-
ment property associated to OS).

2.3. Function Spaces

Let 1 < ¥ < oo, then Wol’ﬁ(Q) denotes the standard Sobolev space which is the completion of C2°(12)
under the || - ||y1,0 norm.

The parabolic space L”(0,T; W'?(Q)) for any ¥ € (1,00) is the collection of measurable functions f(z,t)
such that for almost every ¢ € (0,T), the function x — f(x,t) belongs to W7 () with the following norm
being finite: )

)

T
HfHLﬂ(o,T;Ww(Q) = (/0 I\U(nt)l\?w,o(m dt) < oo.



Analogously, the parabolic space L?(0,T; W, 7(Q)) is the collection of measurable functions f(z,t) such
that for almost every ¢t € (0,T), the function z — f(z,t) belongs to Wol’ﬂ(Q).

2.83.1. Negative Sobolev spaces
We denote W17 (Q) := (Wol’ﬁ (Q)) to be the usual dual space. Then we have the following well known
lemma (see [12, Proposition 9.20] for the proof).

Lemma 2.8. Let Q) be any bounded domain, a function ¢ € Wb (Q) if and only if there exists functions
{0, b1, 2, -, dn} € LV (Q) such that

= v 1,9
v) = vd;v—i—/ i —— dx Voe W, (Q). 2.4
)= [ ot [ o (@) (24)

K3

Moreover, there are {¢g, d1, b2, ..., ¢n} € Lﬂ/(Q) such that
H‘PHW 119’ ||¢0 ‘Lﬁ/ (Q) +Z||¢’L ‘Lﬁ/ (25)
Here we can formally integrate by parts (2.4) to get the representation

o =¢o— gf?=¢o—diV(¢17¢27---,¢n)=¢0—diV$-
i=1 "

Since (1 is a bounded domain, we can take ¢g = 0.

An equivalent definition of the norm defined in (2.5) is given by

||¢HW*149'(Q) = ¢:¢1nf ||80||L19'(Q + ||7/)HL19/ (Q,R™) (2.6)

where the infimum is taken over all representations of the form ¢ = ¢ — divy with ¢ € L (Q) and ¢ €
LY (Q,R™).

2.4. Notion of Solution

There is a well known difficulty in defining the notion of solution for (1.1), (1.2) or (1.3) due to a lack of
time derivative of u. To overcome this, one can either use Steklov average or convolution in time. In this
paper, we shall use the former approach (see also [14, Page 20, Equation (2.5)] for further details).

We will use two equivalent notions of solutions depending on which equation we are handling.

2.4.1. Definition of Solution for (1.1) and (1.2)
Let us first define Steklov average as follows: let h € (0,27) be any positive number, then we define

t+h
0 else.

We shall recall the following well known lemma regarding integral averages (for a proof in this setting,
see for example [9, Chapter 8.2] for the details).

Lemma 2.9. Letv : R"™ — R be an integrable function, X > 0 be any fized number and suppose []n(2,t) =

t4+Ah?
f Y(x,7) dr. Then we have the following properties:
t—Ah2

(i) [l — ¥ a.e (z,t) € R™™ as b\, 0,

(i) [Y]n(z,-) is continuous and bounded in time for a.e. x € R™.



(ii) For any cylinder Q, 2 C R with r > 0, there holds
ﬁ[ [Y]n(x,t) do dt <, ]51 Y(x,t) dx dt.
QT,’YTz QT,)\(T+}L)2

(iv) The function [Y)n(z,t) is differentiable with respect to t € R, moreover [Y]n(z,-) € C*(R) for a.e
xr e R".

We shall now define the notion of very weak solution:

Definition 2.10 (Very weak solution). Let 8 € (0,1) and h € (0,2T) be given and suppose p— 3 > 1. We
then say u € L*(0,T; L*(Q)) N LP~P(0, T;ug + Wol’pfﬁ(ﬂ)) is a very weak solution of

—divA(z,t,Vu) =0 on Qx (0,T),
u = ug on 9Q x (0,T),
u=u on Q@ x {t =0},

p=>5
if for any ¢ € WOL Q)N L>®(Q), the following holds:

/ dluln (b-!—([ (x,t,Vu)p, Vo) de =0 forany 0<t<T—h.
ax{tp dt

The initial condition is taken in the sense of L*(%), i.e.,

/ lun(z,0) — ui(x))® do 200 for every B € €.
B

2.4.2. An equivalent Definition of very weak solution
Definition 2.11 (Very weak solution). Let 8 € (0,1) and h € (0,2T) be given and suppose p— 3 > 1. We
then say u € L*(0,T; L*(Q)) N LP~P(0, T;uo + Wol’p_B(Q)) is a very weak solution of

—divA(z,t,Vu) =0 on Q x (0,7T),
u = ug on 9Q x (0,T),
u=u on Q@ x {t =0},

if for any ¢ € C§°(Qr), the following holds:

Il et (@70, 99) d =0,
Qx(0,t)

and

/ lup (,0) — uy (z)|* da 20 for every B € Q.
B

2.5. Some results about Mazimal functions

For any f € L*(R™!), let us now define the strong maximal function in R"! as follows

M) (1) = sup ﬂ £y 9)] dy ds,

Qa(m t)

(2.8)

where the supremum is taken over all parabolic cylinders Qa,b with a,b € RT such that (z,t) € Qa,b.
An application of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal theorem in x— and ¢— directions shows that the Hardy-
Littlewood maximal theorem still holds for this type of maximal function (see [24, Lemma 7.9] for details)



Lemma 2.12. If f € LY(R"™), then for any o > 0, there holds

n—+2

5
{z e R"T - M(If)(2) > a}| < [PAIPAYGEEESS

and if f € L°(R™Y) for some 1 < 9 < oo, then there holds

IMUSDN Lo @ty < Cinoy I f Lo @nt1y-

Let us define the following new Maximal function defined in the dual Sobolev space: Let 1 < 9 < oo,
then for any f € W~ 1?(R"), we define

M (f)x) = sup  — || fllwro (2.9)

B ball, B3z |B|

We now have the following important boundedness result for (2.9) obtained in [7, Proposition 2.5]. For
the sake of completeness, we provide the proof.

Lemma 2.13. Let 1 <9 < 0o be given and let ¢ > U be fized. Then for any f € W~ H4(R™), there holds

M (D) pagny Seo,q.m) 1 lw-1.a(@n).-

Proof. Applying Lemma 2.8, there exists ¢g € LY(R") and 19 € LY(R",R") such that f = ¢g — divi)y. Let
B C R™ be any given ball, then from (2.6), we see that

I fllw-1.a(B) = f:¢1nf 9llLeBy + U]l La(B,R)-

Using this, we get the following sequence of estimates:

1 1
— ,, - inf + "
|B|% £ llw 11’(3)(33) = ¢ div |B| (||¢||L (B) ||1/1||L19 B,R ))
1
< (HQbOHLﬁ‘(B + llYboll Lo (B,rn))

1Bl
(o) ()
< M(ol")? (x) + M(Jtol”)7 ().

Here x is any point in the ball B, since we have used uncentered Hardy-Littlewood maximal function as
defined in (2.8). Now taking supremum over all balls B 5 z followed by taking the norm in L9, we get

1 1 1
‘ sup —— || fllw-1.9(5) () < [IM(¢ol”) 7 [l Lacny + 1M (10]”) 7 || Laqn)
390 |B|7 La(R™)
< dolle@ny + 1Yol Lagn)
= CW,q,n)|fllw-ra@n)-
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

2.6. Notations
We shall clarify the notation that will be used throughout the paper:

(i) We shall use V or div to denote derivatives only with respect the space variable x.

d
(ii) We shall sometimes alternate between using df 8;f and f’ to denote the time derivative of a function
f

(iii) We shall use D to denote the derivative with respect to both the space variable z and time variable ¢
in R"1,



(iv) Let 2o = (w0,t9) € R™™* be a point and p, s > 0 be two given parameters and let o € (0, 00). We shall
use the following symbols to denote the following regions:

I(to) := (to — s,t0 + 5) C R, Qp,s(20) 1= By(wo) x I (tg) C R,
aQ,p s(20) = Bap(wo) x In24(tg) C R™ H(to) == R"™ x I,(tg) € R,
aH,(tg) :=R™ x I,2,(tg) C R" T, Cp(x0) := QN By(wo) x R C R™
Q,.5(20) == QN B,(20) x Ls(ty) C R™™, Q,(x0) = QN B,y(xg) C R™.

(v) We shall use the notation {¢t < 0} to denote the region R" x (—oc, 0]. The region {¢t > 0} is analogously
defined.

(vi) We shall use / to denote the integral with respect to either space variable or time variable and use //
to denote the integral with respect to both space and time variables simultaneously.

Analogously, we will use ][ and ]g to denote the average integrals as defined below: for any set
Ax B CR" xR, we define

(f), = ]{4 f(x) de = @ /A f(x) dr,
1
(Faxn :J%MBf(Iat) dr dt = A% B //AXBf(:z:,t) dz dt.

(vil) Given any positive function p, we shall denote (f )u = / f ﬁdm where the domain of integration
KL

is the domain of definition of x4 and dm denotes the associated measure.

(viii) Given any A > 0, we can convert R"*! into a metric space where the parabolic cylinders correspond to
balls under the parabolic metric given by:

d,\(zl, 2’2) = max {|£L‘2 — £L'1|, \/ )\p—2|t2 - t1|} . (210)

(ix) In what follows, rg and by will denote the constants arising from the assumption that Q¢ is uniformly
p-thick and denote g = e¢(n, p, by, 79) to be the self improvement exponent (see Definition 2.7).

3. Main Theorems

In this section, we will describe the main theorems that will be proved. Note that (2.3) is always in force.
The first theorem is an a priori estimate that controls the gradient of the solution in terms of the boundary
data.

Theorem 3.1. Let Q be a bounded domain whose complement is uniformly p-thick with constants (bo, 7o) as
in Definition 2.1. There exists $1 = B1(p,n, Ao, A1,bo,70) such that for any B € (0, 51), suppose

w € LP=P0, T, WhP=5(Q)), Cﬁl—f € LL . (Qx[0,T]) and Z—f € L5T(0,T; W57 (Q)), (3.1)

be any given function. Then for any very weak solution u € L*(0,T; L*(Q)) N LP~2(0,T; WP=5(Q)) solving
(1.1), the following a priori estimate holds:

p—B8

_ _ _ dw || 7T
// |V’U,|p B dz S(n7p75,Ag,A1) // |vw|p A dz + // |h0|p B dz + HEH e =8 .
Qr Qr Qr Lp=T(0,T;W ~P=1(Q))

@

10



d
Remark 3.2. The additional assumption d—:) € L .(Q x [0,T]) in (3.1) can be replaced by the following
weaker assumption: Let t1,ty € [0,T], ¢ € C(Q) and ¢ € C™[t1,t2], then assume the following holds

2/ d[w]p 20 /dw
L) e et (%) L | e
t (WP (@)W, T (@) t W @.w, @) ]y,

(3.2)
This is necessary to obtain the estimate in Lemma 4.8. As a consequence, all the estimates in Section 4 are
applicable provided (3.2) holds.
Heuristically speaking, the equality in (3.2) asks for a general form of the fundamental theorem of calculus
d
to hold for distributions of the form —1: In particular, we would need the following to hold for all ¢ € CZ°(Q)

d
and ¢ € CF(R):

_ " [ dwy)
[ (o)) — we)wa)) o) do = [ [ K52 @ 0yote) e .

d
If the distribution d—ttu € Li.(Qr), then the above equality holds, which implies the equality in (3.2), see [18]
for the details.

In the special case of the initial boundary value being zero, we get an analogous result stated below.

Corollary 3.3. Let Q be a bounded domain whose complement is uniformly p-thick with constants (bg, o)
as in Definition 2.1. Let

d d _
w e LPB(0, T; WA (), % e LL (Qx[0,T]) and d—f € L5 (0,T; W57 (Q)),

be any given function. Then there exists a 51 = B1(p,n, Ao, A1,bo,70) such that for any § € (0,51) and any
very weak solution w € L(0,T; L*()) N LP~P(0, T; W'P=5(Q)) solving

uy — div A(z,t,Vu) =0 on Q x (0,T),
u=w on 90 x (0,T),
u=0 on Q@ x {t =0},

the following a priori estimate holds:

- - dw
S 9 s Sy [ (9l hoh a5
QT QT

Here the initial condition is taken to hold in the sense

p—B8
p—1

p—8 _, p=8
Lr=1(0,T;Ww r=1(Q)

/ (Jwn(z,0)]* + |up(z,0)%) dz AN for all B C Q.
B

The second theorem that we will prove is a higher integrability result for very weak solutions at the initial
boundary.

Theorem 3.4. Let w be such that
d P P
we LP(0,T;WHP(Q))  and d—lz’ € L7 1 (0,T; W b1 () N LL (Qr),

then there exists B2 = Ba(n,p, Ao, A1) € (0,1) such that the following holds: for any 8 € (0,02) and any
very weak solution u € L*(0,T; L .(Q)) N LP~P(0,T; Wll’pfﬁ(Q)) solving (1.2) in Qp, we have the following

loc oc

improved integrability u € L*(0,T; L2, .(Q)) N LP(0,T; W.2P(Q)). In particular, for any fized p € (0,00) and

loc

11



s € (0,T/2), the following quantitative estimate holds: let Q2p2s € Q X R be any parabolic cylinder, then
there holds

1+5
p—p P
]%z IVul’Xozy d2 < (J%Q (1572l + [ho[)*™ X4y dz) +]§€9 (4 Ro)x0,7y 42
s 2p,2s 2p,2s

" 148 148
— I el
+ <]§[ [Vw|? ﬂx[oﬂ dz) + <]§[ || P=T Xio 1] dz)
Q2p,25 Q2p,25

P
+ |Vw|px[O)T] dz+]§[ || =1 Xo.1) dz,
Q2p,2s Q2p,2s

where hg is from (2.2), W is as obtained in (6.5), C = C(n,p, Ao, A1) and

p_ﬁ_(2—2p)n ifp<2. (3.3)

Note that Theorem 3.4 holds under the weaker assumption from Remark 3.2 instead of the stronger

d
assumption d_ltu € LL.(Qr). In the special case of zero initial data, we have the following important corollary:

Corollary 3.5. There exists f2 = fB2(n,p, Ao, A1) € (0,1) such that the following holds: for any 8 € (0, 532)
and any very weak solution u € L*(0,T; L3, .() N LP~P(0,T; W,-?~2(Q)) solving

loc loc

ug — div Az, t, Vu) =0 in Q x (0,7),
u=0 on Q@ x {t =0},

we have the following improved integrability u € L*(0,T; L2 .(Q)) N LP(0,T; WEP(Q)). In particular, for

loc loc

any fized p € (0,00) and s € (0,T/2), the following quantitative estimate holds: let Q2p2s € 2 X R be any
parabolic cylinder, then there holds

1+5
]é[ |Vu|px[07T] dz<C (%2 2 (|Vul +h0)p—3 Xjo.11 dz) -i-]é[Q2 ) (1 +h8)x[07T] dz| ,

p,s

where hg is from (2.2), C = C(n,p, Ao, A1) and d is from (3.3).

In the above theorem, it is easy to see that the choice of the parabolic cylinder @), s is made such that
it crosses the initial boundary at {¢ = 0}. If the cylinder is completely contained in € x (0,7'), then there
is nothing to prove as this is the main result obtained in [22]. Hence, the new contribution is only when the
cylinder crosses the initial boundary.

Remark 3.6. In what follows, we will define By := min{pB1, B2, Bint } where By is from Theorem 3.1, By is
from Corollary 3.5 and Bin: is the interior higher integrability exponent such that [22, Theorem 2.8] holds for
all B € (0, Bint]. All the subsequent results will hold for any S € (0, Bo).

Finally, we are ready to state the main existence theorem that will be proved in this paper.

Theorem 3.7. Let Q be a bounded domain whose complement is uniformly p-thick with constants (b, o) as
in Definition 2.1, let 8 € (0, o) be given with By = Po(n,p, Ao, A1,bo,70) as in Remark 3.6 and (2.2) holds.
Moreover, let the nonlinearity A satisfy (2.1) and

(A, t,m) = A(2,1,0)n =€) > Ao(In2 + 1<) = In— ¢ ¥ (2,) €Qr and ¥V, €ER™.  (34)
Suppose that the boundary condition satisfies

d _ _
uo € LPPO.Ts W R(Q) with =2 € L¥5(0, T3 W5 (@) 1 Ly (1),

12



d
or the weaker assumption from Remark 3.2 holds instead o o € LL (Qr)). Furthermore, we assume that
dt loc

d k D D
there exists an approzimating sequence uf € LP(0,T; WP(Q)) with % e Lv=1(0,T; W~ 15=1(Q)) such that

uF s un in LPP .wlp=58 d_ulg @ . 1,224
5 0 in 0, 7;W Q) and 7 T " Lr=1(0,T; W™ >»-1(Q)), (3.5)
satisfying the bound
//Q |Vuf|P~# dz < Capp//Q |Vuo|P~# dz,
T T
duf b= dug = (36)
‘ “dt || e=8 _4,2-8 < Capp “dt || e=s 4,28 )
Lp=1(0,T5W " P=1(Q)) Lr=1(0,TsW™ " P=1(Q))

Then there exists a very weak solution u € C°(0,T; L*(Q)) N LP~P(0, T;uo + Wol’p_’g(Q)) solving (1.3) in the
sense of Definition 2.11.

In the above theorem, the initial condition is assumed to be satisfied in the following sense:
2 2 h\0
/ (Lol (2, 0) + [un(z,0)P) dz %0 forall BcQ.
B
. dug 1 . .
Remark 3.8. In Theorem 3.7, the assumption a € L (Qr) can be used to construct an approzimating

sequence uy satisfying (3.5) and (3.6) through the process of mollification, i.e., if m, € C°(R™™1) is the
standard mollifier, then letting ulg = ug * N would be an admissible approximating sequence (see [12, Section
4.4] for more details).
d
On the other hand, the assumptions (3.5) and (3.6) are necessary if % s a distribution and not a

function.

4. Some well known lemmas

4.1. Sobolev and Sobolev-Poincaré lemmas
Let us first recall a time localised version of the parabolic Poincaré inequality proved in [3, Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ € L”(0,T; W?(Q)) with 9 € [1,00) and suppose that B, € Q be compactly contained
ball of radius p > 0. Let I C (0,T) be a time interval and &(z,t) € L'(B, x I) be any positive function such

that el
LY(B,xI)
o <n 7,
||€||L (BPXI) ~ |Bp % I|

1 1
and p(zx) € C°(B,) be such that / w(x) de =1 with |u| £ — and |Vu| < ——, then there holds:
pr p

By n+1"’
¥(z) (Q/J)ﬁ (1/’)(15) (1/1)(15)19
Z)X; — \¥X y - (i 1
ﬁi xI : p ¢ dz S(n’ﬁ)]é{g XI|V¢|19XJ dz—i—tls;lz;é[ " ; T 7
£(z)
where (), = /,Bpx1¢(z)m , dz (1/1XJ)# (ti) = Bpw(a:,ti)u(x)xJ de and J € (—00,00) be

some fized time-interval.

In the above Lemma 4.1, we can take any bounded region Q) instead of B, such that Q° is uniformly
p-thick as in Definition 2.1. In that case, the constants will subsequently depend on the p-thickness constants
of Q°.

We will need the following well known Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality (see [10, Lemma 3.2] for the
details):

13



Lemma 4.2. Let B, C R™ with p € (0,1] and f € W"?(B,) and 1 < 0,9,7 < 00 and § € (0,1) be given
satisfying

—Zgé(l—%)—(l—&)g. (4.1)

Then there exists a constant C' = C(n,0,19) such that there holds
(1=8)c

]é Ud:vSC(ji ﬁ+lvf|§dx>%<]i Td:v) '

4.2. Whitney type decomposition lemma
Let us first recall a well known Whitney type decomposition Lemma proved in [15, Lemma 3.1] or [11,
Chapter 3:

f

p

f
P

f

p

P P P

Lemma 4.3. Let E be any closed set and A € (0,00) be a fived constant. Define vy := \27P then there exists
a y-parabolic Whitney covering {Q;(z;)} of E¢ in the following sense:

(W]_) Qj(zj) = Bj(xj) X Ij(tj) U)hETG Bj(xj) = Brj (.IJ) and Ij(tj) = (tj — ’Y’I”_?,tj +’Y’I”?)
(W2) d)\(Zj,E) = 16’[”j.

(W3) J5Qi(2) = E°.
j
(W4) for all j € N, we have 8Q; C E° and 16Q; NE # (.
(W5) if Q; NQx # 0, then %rk <r; < 2r.
(We) iQJ N iQk =0 for all j # k.

(WT) ZX4Q‘(Z) < ¢(n) for all z € E°.

3 3
For a fired k € N, let us define Ay := {] eN: ZQk N ZQJ # @}, then we have

(W8) For any i € N, we have #A; < c(n).
(W9) LetieN be given and let j € A;, then max{|Q;|,|Q:|} < C(n)|Q; N Qil.

(W10) Let i€ N be given and let j € A;, then max{|Q;|, |Q:|} < EQJ N ng .

3
(W11) Leti € N be given, then for any j € A;, we have ZQj C 4Q;.

Subordinate to the above Whitney covering, we have an associated partition of unity which we recall in
the following lemma.

3
Lemma 4.4. Associated to the covering given in Lemma 4.3, there exists functions {¥;};en € C° (ZQJ>
such that the following holds:

<V, < .
(W13) (|90 + 75|V Tlloc + 751Vl oo + A2TPr7 ][00 < C(n).

(W14) Leti e N be given, then Z Ui(z) =1 forall z € ZQl
JEA;

14



4.8. A few other well known lemmas

Let us first recall the well known iteration lemma (see [10, Lemma 3.3] for the details):

Lemma 4.5. Let§ € (0,1), B>0,A>0,a>0and0 <71 < p<oo and let f > 0 be a bounded, measurable
function satisfying

f(tl) < 5f(t2) + A(tQ — tl)_a + B fO’I’ all r<t;i <ty < P,
then there exists a constant C = C(a, d) such that the following holds:
fr)<C(Alp=r)™"+B).

We will use the following result which can be found in [16, Theorem 3.1] (see also [13] where it was
originally proved) for proving the Lipschitz regularity for the constructed test function. This very important
simplification of the original technique from [22] first appeared in [11, Chapter 3].

Lemma 4.6. Let v > 0 and D C R be given. For any z € D and r > 0, let Qr~r2(2) be the parabolic
cylinder centred at z with radius r. Suppose there exists a constant C > 0 independent of z and r such that
the following bound holds:

f(:Z?,t) - (f)Q

r

ryr2(2)ND

de dt <C VzeDandr >0,

1,
|Qr,vr2 (Z) N D| Q,. .2 (z)ND

then f € C%Y(D) with respect to the metric d(z1, 22) := max{|zy — xa|, /7~ 1|t1 — t2|}.

Finally, let us recall the parabolic version of the well known Gehring’s lemma (for example, see [10, Lemma
6.4] for the details).

Lemma 4.7. Let ag > 1, k > 1,69 >0, p> 1 and Bgn > 0 be given. Let q be given such that 1 <p —ep <
q<p—2B<p—p for some 3 € (0,Bgn). Furthermore, for a cylinder Q2 = Qa, 252, let f € Lpfﬁ(Qg) and
g € LP(Q2) for some p > p be given. Suppose for each A > ag and almost every z € Q2 with f(z) > X, there
exists a parabolic cylinder Q = Q, s(z) C Q2 such that

AP B3 . . N B (3 5 < W 2\pP
- Sﬂ;fp (Z)XQT dz <k <]§2 fq(Z)XQT dz> —|—Ii]§2 g* (Z)XQT dzZ < KNP,

then there exists 69 = 0o(k,p,3,q,€0) and C = C(k,p, B,q,€0), such that f € LP~PH1(Qy) with §; =
min{dy,p — p+ B}. This improved higher integrability comes with the following bound:

/ fp—6+5(g)XQT dz < ag/ fp_B(é)xQT dz + // gp_ﬂM(é)XQT dz  for all 6 € (0,4].
Q2 Q2 2

4.4. Crucial lemma

The lemma concerns very weak solutions of (1.1) which will be used in Section Section 5 and Section
Section 6.

Lemma 4.8. Let u € L(0,T; L*(Q))NLP~#(0, T; w+W()1’p7ﬁ(Q)) be a very weak solution of (1.1) for some
0< g8 <min{l,p—1} and h € (0,T). Let ¢(x) € C°(Q) and ¢(t) € C(R) be non-negative functions and
[u]p, [w]n be the Steklov average as defined in Lemma 2.9. Furthermore, let w satisfy the hypothesis in (3.1)
(see Remark 3.2), then the following estimate holds for any time interval (t1,t2) C (0,7T):

(1= ) () = = wlag), ()] < CALDITOl oy lellcnen | IR ZEA e
X(t1,l2
12
Hilzmgnen | [/ (i, V) da:] dt
t1 Q h
PPN TR, = wla] dz.

QX(tl,tz)
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Proof. Let us use ¢(x)p(t) as a test function in Definition 2.10 solving (1.1) to get

/ d[dut]h (2, )p(2)p(t) dz + ([Alx,t, V)|, Vo) (z,t)p(t) dz = 0.
Qx{t}

Integrating over (t1,t2), we get

t1 Q
to d
_ / / [w]h(a:,t)gb(x) dzp(t) dt
4 Jo dt
t2 do(t
+/ /[u—w]h(x,tw(x)% dx dt.
o Ja i
We estimate each of the terms as follows:
(a) —
| ([u —wlnep), (t2) = ([u — wlagp), (f2)] < C(Ahp)IIV(bIILoo(Q)le\Lw(tl,tQ)//Q " )[(IVu|+|ho|)” p dz
X(t1,t2
b2 dw
el [ |[(G0) NIRRT
SN e B o w B ey,
Hl Ml o () 1] Low (81, 2) u —w]n| dz
QX(tl,tQ)
(b) _
= C(Al,p)IIV¢|ILw<sz>I\wl\m(tl,t2>// [(IVu] + [hol)P~]n dz
: QX(tl,tg)
2
Hellanan [ || [ @90 do] | a
t1 Q h
@l Lo @ 19l oo (11 12) fu —wln| dz.

QX(tl,tQ)

To obtain (a), we made use of assumptions (2.1) and (3.2) and to obtain (b), we made use of Lemma 2.8 to
= (0,T; LF=t (Q,R™)). This completes the proof of

the lemma. O

dw
obtain the representation Fr divw for some W € L

5. A priori estimates for the homogeneous problem
In this section, let us fix an exponent ¢ such that
l<p-eg<qg<p-28<p-B<p, (5.1)

where g9 = £g(n, p, by, ro) is the exponent described in (ix) and f is a constant to be chosen sufficiently small
later on.
Let us define the following new maximal function for any ¥ € [1,00) and any @ c R™!:

1 !
p-iY x,t) := sup su —/ — 1,9 dt, 5.2
(fXQ)( ) (a7b)pat89§ (b _ a) “ |B|% HfXQ”W 1 (B)XQ ( )
where || - ||y -1,9(p) is defined in Lemma 2.8 and the supremum is taken over all parabolic cylinders of the

form B X (a,b) containing the point (x,t).
Given any f € L7 1(0,T; W~ 5%71(Q)), from Lemma 2.8, we see that there exists a vector field f €
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L7*7 (Qr, R") satisfying I, 2 -1 =171l 5

L1 o1t 7 () . Using this, we get

=1 (Qr R")

P17 (fx )| o < supsupf =i Yo ds
H L B=E e @it Boe Ju (BT O LT (R 0T L5 @i
p—1
< sup sup f ds
ab)StBBz( |B||| XQTHLT’ 1(B,R™) p=8
LT @) (5.3)

B XQ L%(R"+1)

(a)

<

- fXQT Lﬁ(szT,Rn)

—~
<
=

A1 2 L p=s

5=t orw 5 @)

To obtain (a), we made use of the standard strong maximal function bound from Lemma 2.12 along with the

observation = > 1 and to obtain (b), we made use of Lemma 2.8.

q
Let v and w be as in Theorem 3.1, then define the following functions:
v(z) = u(z) — w(z) and v, (2) = [u—w]n(2), for ze R (5.4)
where [|n(z) denotes the usual Steklov average defined in (2.7). From (1.1) and Lemma 2.9, we see that

v, 0 and v(z) =0 for z € 9,(Q x (0,7)).

In subsequent calculations, we extend v, by zero outside © x [0, c0).

5.1. Construction of test function

Let us define the following function:
1
o) = max { M (90174 (9] + ol + [l ) (P75 (w0 7T 69

where v is defined in (5.4), u and w are as in the hypothesis of Theorem 3.1 and ¢ is from (5.1). We then
have the following estimate for g:

Lemma 2.12

||9||§;§B(Rn+1) = 1(Vul + [hol)xq,, [ PR + |||Vw|XQ IZ° P(RrHL)
+|Ph T (w Xo ) p=2 2 et o
“’5’) 11Vl + [hol)x,, 177 ﬁRnH)HIIVwaQ [ BRnH) o0
|75 1 .

Lp- 1(0,T;W P Ll%(Q))
For a fixed A > 0, let us define the good set by
E, :={(z,t) e R" : g(z,t) < N},

and apply Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 with E = E{ to get a covering of Ey. Recall that the intrinsic scaling

is of the form
yi= AP and  Qj(z,t) = By, (x) x (t; — v}, t; +477). (5.7)

Now we define the following Lipschitz extension function as follows:

vy (2) == vn(z Z U, ( —), (5.8)
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where ) 5
; Vn(2)Wi(2)x;y o dz I Qi C 2 x [0, 00),

v = Willzasq //%Qi [0.7] 4

0 else.

(5.9)

Note that u —w = 0 on 9Q x [0, T], which enables us to switch between Xjo,1] and Xq, without affecting the

calculations.
Even though vy, (z,0) # 0 in general, nevertheless the following observations regarding the initial boundary
values hold:

e The initial condition (v — w)(x,0) = 0 is to be understood in the sense [u — w]p(-,0) 2500 40 L2 Q).
e For (z,0) € E,, we have v, , (,0) = vp(x,0).

e For (z,0) ¢ E,, we have v

\ ,(,0) = 0 by using (5.9).

e From Lemma 2.9, we see that v, , (2) LA LN , (2) almost everywhere.

For the rest of this section, let us denote
2p := diam(Q).
5.2. Bounds of v, ,
Let us now prove some estimates on the test function constructed in (5.8).

Lemma 5.1. For any z € EY, we have
93,1 ()| S(n.pg s boiro) PA- (5.10)

Proof. By construction of the extension in (5.8), for z € EY, N W Z Ui( vh with vfl = 0 whenever
ng 7 Q x [0,00). Making use of (W12), that (5.10) follows if there holds

0] S (.. A bor0) PA- (5.11)

3 3
Note that we only have to consider the case ZQj C Q x [0,00), which automatically implies er < p. Thus

we proceed as follows: let us define the following constant kg := min{l%l, 1232} where 151 and 152 satisfy

gki—1 T <p<2 'r, (5.12)
2k2-1Q, C Q' x [0,00) but 27Q; ¢ Q x [0,00). '

3
The idea is to gradually enlarge ZQj until it goes outside Q x [0,00). As a consequence, we consider the

following two subcases, first case where 2’51Qj crosses the lateral boundary first, and second case when gks Q;
crosses the initial boundary first. Note that kg denotes the first scaling exponent under which either 2% ri>p
occurs or 2FQ; goes outside Q x [0, 00).

3
Since we only consider the case ZQi C Q x [0,00), using triangle inequality, we get

&3
gg

il s Z [ wlnX,. (5))2m - (lu- w]hXQp,s<a>)2m+1Qj +(lu- “’]h"czp,s(z))QkOlej
(5.13)
S

3

We shall now estimate S7* and S» as follows:
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Estimate of S7": Note that 2"7'Q; C Qx [0, 00). Thus applying Lemma 4.1 for any u € C2° (Bamt1y, ()

C(n C(n
s and V(o) < s

with |u(x)] < we get

1
([u=wln), (t2) = ([u = w]n), (1) "\ *
+(2m sup " £ (5.14)
( i) (tl,tze2m+1ljm[0,T] 2mtly;
1
(W4) u—wlp) (t2) — (lu—w|y) (61 7\
gy @iy ([T (el ()
ty,t2€2m+11;N[0,T] 2mtly;

Since Bymi1,, (z;) C €2, we can apply Lemma 4.8 with the test function ¢(x) = u(r) and ¢(t) = 1, which

3
implies that for any tq,ts € le N[0, 7],

(=), 02) = (e, () < 09 Jf L0915 ol 1, g 2

iy (2™t ry)?
+/ [/ (W(x,t), Vu(x)) d:v] dt . (5.15)
tj—y(2mtir;)? Bom+1,., (x5) L

J

The first term on the right hand side of (5.15) can be controlled using (W4) and (5.7) as

Vil [ 10l ol gy e €27 0 (5.16)
2m+1Q; '

We now estimate J as follows:

(a) _— t +'y(2m+17’ )2 n . e q
J < | Vallpe|Bamry, | Z | (x, )| 7T dx dt
J —y@m i) 5T\ Bome, (25) h
( g—p+1 p+1 tj+’y 2m+ d’LB
< IVl B H q at -
tj 'y 2m+1 'p—1 (BQ7n+1rj) .

dt

(c) 1
S 72m+17ﬁj ][

(d)

< 2t NPT = 2m+1rj/\.

HW 'p— l(B2m+1 )

To obtain (a), we made use of Holder’s inequality, to obtain (b), we used Lemma 2.8, to obtain (c¢), we used
(5.7) along with Lemma 2.9 and finally to obtain (d), we made use of (W4).

Thus combining (5.17) and (5.16) into (5.15) and finally making use of (5.14) along with (W4) and v :=
NP we get

1
ST < 2mry (M + (W y)9) T <2 (5.18)
Estimate of S3: For this term, we know that 2k°*1Qj ¢ Q1 x [0,00), which implies 2k°*1Qj crosses either

the lateral boundary 9§ x [0,00) or the initial boundary €2 x {t = 0}. We will consider both the cases
separately and estimate Sy as follows:

In the case 2k°_1Qj crosses the lateral boundary 02 x [0, 00) first, we can directly apply Poincaré’s inequality

to obtain
1/q (a)
- de 5 (207 —wln|"x, d < pA. 5.19
ﬁkolQi [u w]hXQT o ( T]) (ﬂwfoQ]‘ |V[u w]h| XQT Z) ~ p ( )
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To obtain (a), we made use of (W4) along with 25021, < p given by (5.12).
In the case 2~° Q; crosses the initial boundary Q x {t = 0} first, by enlarging the cylinder to 2k1+1QJ—, we
can find a cut-off function £(z,t) such that
spt&(z,t) € 2MT1Q,; NR™ x (—00,0)

€1z
and €] g Sp mi2E
€l =0 rig
by which and along with the fact that vs(2)x

o1 = 0 on R" x (—00,0), we get (vhx[oﬂ)£ = 0. Thus
applying Lemma 4.1, we get

om0, = (“hx[o,T]>£‘ dz

vp(2 dz =
ﬁk0+le| h( )|X[0,T] ]%kOJAQj

1
q
< @ (Vg b
2k0+1Qj [O)T]
1
U — W to) — (Jlu —w t) |1\ @
L) [, )= (= b, )
t1,ta€2F0+11;N[0,T] 2kotly;
@ iy
< 2 A < pA.

(5.20)
To bound the first term in (a), we made use of (W1) along with (W4) and to bound the second term in
(a), we proceed exactly as in (5.15) and finally to to obtain (b), we made use of (5.12).

Combining (5.19) and (5.20), we get

So < pA. (5.21)
Thus combining (5.18) and (5.21) into (5.13), we get
. ko2 ko—2 (5.12)
i < Y ST Sa <A Y 2"+ < A
m=0 m=0
This completes the proof of the Lemma. O
Now we prove a sharper estimate.

Lemma 5.2. For any j € A;, the following improved estimate holds:

|’U;1 - U?z| (1,920, A1,b0,70) min{p, 7; } .

Proof. We only have to consider the case r; < p because if p < r;, we can directly use Lemma 5.1 to get the
required conclusion.

We first consider the case that ZQi intersect the initial or lateral boundary. Initial Boundary Case

3
ZQi C Q x R: Without loss of generality, we can assume 2Q; C 2 x R. We now pick a

E(z,t) € C(R™Y)  with  spt(€) C 2B; x (—0o0,0).

We extend v —w = 0 on 2B; X (—00,0), which implies ([u - w]hx[o T]> = 0. Thus we get

wlo< ff
2Q:

[u — w]hX[O,T] - ([u - w]hX[O,T])J dz

1
N
(@) (“hx[o,ﬂ)# (f2) - (th[OvT])u Gy
20 071 t1,42€21,1(0,7] i
(b)
g Ti)\.
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To obtain (a), we made use of Lemma 4.1 and to obtain (b), we proceed similarly to how (5.15) was
estimated.

3
Lateral Boundary Case ZQi N (2 x R)® # (J: In this case, using Theorem 2.5 along with (W4), we get

1
q 1
] q
o] < <]§[ dz) <r (ﬁ[ |V[u —wlp|? Xo.11 dz) < T (5.22)
2Qi 2Q; ’

From (5.22) and (5.11), we see that the lemma is proved provided either ’Ui =0oruv, =0.

[u— w]hx[oﬂ e

T

3 )
Now let us consider the case ZQi C Q x [0,00). From the definition of v}, in (5.9), triangle inequality
and (W10), we get

;g | Qi 13Q] :
[} —vl] < ]51 2)X ]5[ vp(2)X oy — V1| dz
" n3eil o1 FQin 3Q]| o)
< _
< ﬁf . ERENAS vh\ ds + ]§[ ) W Mo -
(5.23)
B ) . ) o (3 .. 1
We now apply Holder’s inequality followed by Lemma 4.1 with p € Cg ZBi satisfying |u(z)| < —
T
1
and |Vpu(z)| S —77 to estimate (5.23) as follows:
L]
_ < ) q
ﬁ[%Qi |Uh(Z)X[01T] vyl dz S o1 (]é[%Q [Vup| X011 dz)
1
([ = wln), (22) — ([ — wla), (1) ") *
+ 7 sup
t1,t2€31;M[0,T) T
(5.24)

The first term on the right of (5.24) can be controlled using (W4) and the second term can be controlled
similarly as (5.15). Thus we get

I 1 vl d= <
i

This completes the proof of the Lemma. O

5.3. Bounds on deriatives of v,
Using Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2, in the same spirit of [3], we can obtain the following estimates:

Lemma 5.3. Given any z € Ey, we have z € gQZ for some i € N. Then there holds
|VU>\,h(Z)| < C(nqpqqﬁl\l,boﬂ“o))" (5'25)

Lemma 5.4. Let z € Ey and € € (0,1] be any number, then z € ZQZ for some i € N from (W1). There
exists a constant C' = C(,) such that the following holds:

__Crih  Ce _
|vx,h<z>|scj§[g g, 2 < 2 S Ry

C)\ Ce 9
<C— z - z dz
Vo <O g i D S5 @Ry
. i ZA g i
4] < € (minfp,rid + o) < € (22 + Sk ). (5.26)
Vi () < 02 (5.27)
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Lemma 5.5. Let z € Ey and € € (0,1] be any number, then z € gQZ for some i € N from (W1). There

exists a constant C' = C(y p.q.A, bo,ro) SUch that the following estimates for the time derivative of v, , holds:

1 - ~
10w, ,(2)] < Ov——z)rg]%@i [0 ()X, 1y 47,

|8tv)\)h(z)| < OW min{r;, p} .

(5.28)

Lemma 5.6. For any ¥ > 1, we have the following bound:

// |v)\7h(z)|ﬁ dz S(n,p,q,/\l,bo,ro,ﬂ) // |vh(z)|§X[07T] dz.
Qr\E, Qr\E,

Lemma 5.7. For any 1 <9 < q, there holds
100 @0 = DI e S e AR B
Qr\E\
5.4. Lipschitz continuity of the test function

We shall now prove the Lipschitz continuity of v, , on H :=R" x [0, T7.

Lemma 5.8. The function v, , from (5.8) is C%Y(H) with respect to the parabolic metric given by

dx(z1, 72) := max {|3:2 — 1|, \/APT2|ty — t1|} .

Proof. Let us consider a parabolic cylinder Q,(z) := Q. 2(2) := Q = B x I for some z € H and r > 0 (recall
~ = A2 which is the intrinsic scaling from Lemma 4.3). To prove the lemma, we make use of Lemma 4.6
and obtain the following bound:

) e ]§[QOH vy (%) — va,h)Qm_[ 0z < of1),

where o(1) denotes a constant independent of z € H and r > 0 only. We will split the proof into several
subcases and proceed as follows:

3
Case 2Q C Ey: In this case, from (W3), we see that z € ZQi for some i € N. From the construction in

(5.8), we see that v, , € C°°(Ey) which combined with the mean value theorem gives

1 - - . - _ ~
I.(2) < ;]5[ ]5[ vy 0 (21) — vy, (22)] d21 dZ2 S sup (|Vv>\7h(z)| + A2 pT|3tU,\7h(Z)|) .
QNH JJQNH ZEQNH

Let us pick some Zp € Q C Ey, then Zp € Q; for some j € N. Thus we can make use of (5.25) and
(5.28) to get

|VUA7h(5O)| + )\2_p7°|5tv>\1h(20)| <A+ M2y i (5.29)

A2=pr3 J

In (5.29), we need to understand the relation between r; and r. To this end, from 2Q C Ef, we see
that
r< dk(go, EA) < d)\(go, Zj) + dk(Zj, EA) <r;+ 16'f‘j = 17'f‘j. (530)

Combining (5.29) and (5.30), we get

|VU)\,h(20)| + )\27p7°|atv>\,h(50)| <A
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Case 2Q ¢ Ey: In this case, we shall split the proof into three subcases:

Subcase 2Q) C R" x (—o00,T] or 2Q C R" x [0,00): In this situation, it is easy to see that the follow-
ing holds:
QNH| 2 |Q (5.31)

We apply triangle inequality and estimate I,.(z) by

vy, (2) —vp(2 vp(2) — (vg) ( )Qﬂ’H (UA,h)
I(z) < ﬁ[ w2 ) 90H | | gz
QNH r r r (5.32)
<2J1+ Ja,
where we have set
vy 4 (2) —vn(2 vn(2) — (vn)
Ji ::ﬂ ) = en®) di  and Jy:= ]é[ - eMM) gz (5.33)
QNH r QNH r
We now estimate each of the terms of (5.33) as follows:
Estimate for J;: From (5.8), we get
)X[o 7] — V|
Z // dz. (5.34)
QN 7‘” QNHNEQ; r

3
Let us fix an ¢ € N and take two points z; € @ N ZQi and Z € E\ N2Q. Let z; denote the center of

3
ZQi, making use of (W2) along with the trivial bound dy(Z1, 22) < 4r and dy(z;, 21) < 2r;, we get
16Ti = d)\(Zi, E)\) < d)\(Zi, 21) + d)\(gl, 22) < 2’[”1' +4r —= 2’[”1' <. (535)

Note that (5.31) holds and thus summing over all 4 € N such that @ N H N %QZ— # () in (5.34) and

making use of (5.35), we get
13Qil (“)
n<y =23 F
i€N |Q n H' €N

To obtain (a), we made use of (5.31) and (5.35), to obtain (b), we follow the calculation from bounding
(5.24).

Estimate for Js: Note that @ N H is another cylinder. In the case @ C €2 x R, choose a cut-off
function p € C°(Q) and apply Lemma 4.1 to get

Un (E)X[O,T] - v;l

r

()

}_“’il .
dz < A\

1
g\ %
(Uhx[o,ﬂ) (tg)—(th[O)T]) (t2)
B < ﬁ[ [Von|Tx,, + sup b L
QNH r

t1,to€l

Recall that we are in the case 2Q N E, # () and 2Q N EY # (). We can now proceed as in (5.15) to get
Jo <\ (5.36)

On the other hand, if @ €  x R, then we can apply Theorem 2.5 directly and make use of the fact
that 2Q N E\ # () to get
1
q q
Jo < <]§[ ’Vvh(,%)x ’ d,z) <A
onH [0,7]
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Subcase 2Q NR™ x (—00,0] # §# and 2Q NR"™ x [T,00) # ) AND ~r? < T': In this case, we see that

T
QNH = Bl x 5.

We apply triangle inequality and estimate I,.(z) as we did in (5.32) to get
IT(Z) S 2J1 + JQ,

where we have set

Jl = ﬁ[
QNH

oy 1(2) = 0n(2) on(®) — W)y,

dz and Jy:= ]§[ dz.
T QNH T
We estimate J; as follows
J < Z | Qi ( )X[o,T] Un a3
! - |QNH| r
n+2 ] vz
‘ ]y
r T €N )
(5.35)  pnt2y ]g Un(2)X0, 1) = Vh vy,
—— dz
" T €N
(a) 7‘ ¥
< !
< T A
(b)
< A

To obtain (a), we proceeded similarly to (5.24) and to obtain (b), we made use of yr? < T..
The estimate of Js is already obtained in (5.36) which shows

Jo <A

Subcase 2Q NR™ x (—00,0] # () and 2Q NR™ x [T,00) # ) AND ~r? > T: Using triangle inequal-
ity, we get

”A,h(é) — U
]§[ ( )Qm{ dz < L // vy, (2)] dZ
QNH T QNH| Jorn ™

|Qﬁ7'l| //Qﬂ’HﬂE/\| A=+ oam |Qﬂ7—[| //Qﬂ’H\EA (B dz.

We have Uy, = Un ON E,. On Qr \ E,, we can apply Lemma 5.1 to obtain the following bound:

]§[ UA,h(Z)—(UA,h)QmH & // lon ()] d5 + ——— // o\ d
QNH r T Qr |Qﬁ7'l| QNH\E,

Y\ 2
(Z)” Flenlzs o) + o2

2/\

A

This completes the proof of the Lipschitz regularity of vy p. O

5.5. Two crucial estimates for the test function

We shall now prove the first crucial estimate which holds on each time slice.
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Lemma 5.9. For anyi € N and any 0 < € < 1, there exists a positive constant C(n,p,q, A1,bo,r0) such that
for almost every t € [0,T), there holds

P .
<C (%|4Qi| + s|4Bz-||v1|2> : (5.37)

/(v(x,t) — "), (z,8) (2, t) do

Q

Proof. Let us fix any ¢ € [0,7], i € N and take W;(y,7)v, ,(y,7) as a test function in (1.1). Further
3 \? 3

integrating the resulting expression over <ti - (Zrz) ,t) or (0,t) depending on the location of ZQi’

along with making use of the fact that W;(y,t; — v(3r;/4)%) = 0 or v, , (y,0) = 0 for (y,0) € EY, we get for
any a € R, the equality

t
/Q (('Uh — a)\I}i’U)\’h) (y, t) dy = / »)2 0} . O ([u - w]hq]iv)\,h - a\I]ivA,h) (y, T) dy dt

max{ti—»y(é
t
™ oo (e} Q<M<ymvw1h,v<%h>> dy dr

t
/ma‘x{tZ 'y 7‘1
— wlnd; (Wi, , ) dy d
ma‘x{t7L v 7‘1 O}/ " h t A)h var

_ 0}/a8t \IJ’U)\h) dy dr.

ma‘x{t7L v 7‘1

dt Vv, ) dy dr (5.38)

We can estimate |V(¥;v,)| using the chain rule and (W13)7 to get

IV(¥iv, ) < Iv |+ [V (5.39)
Similarly, we can estimate ‘8,5 (\I!iv)\)‘ using the chain rule and (W13), to get

|00 (Tivy)| < 2 Loyl + 0. (5.40)

Let us take a = v} in the (5.38) followed by letting h N\, 0 and making use of (5.39), (2.1) and crucially the
assumption from Remark 3.2 (more specifically (3.2)), we get

/ (v —v")Win,) (y,t) dy‘ < Ji+ J2 4+ Js, (5.41)
Q

where we have set

_ 1
Iy = //QTuwumonp ( oy + V0 |>ngmT dy dr,

T T
J. :=/ Oyw, W,v _ -5 dr =/ / W, V(¥,v,)) X dx| dr,
> o (2 A><W*LZT?(sz)wvé’%‘(sz)) 0 Q< (Fit3)) X,
Jg 1= //QT v — Ui||6t(\I]iUA)|X%QmQT dy dr. (5.42)

Let us now estimate each of the terms as follows:

Bound for Ji: If p < r;, we can directly use Holder’s inequality, Lemma 5.1, Lemma 5.3 and (W4), to find
that for any ¢ € (0, 1], there holds

1 s AP
J1 S (;pz\—kz\) |Qil (]6[ 0 (|IVu] + |h0|)qXQT dy d7'> < ?|4QZ—|. (5.43)
T 16Q;
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In the case r; < p, we make use of (5.26), (W4) and Lemma 5.3 along with the fact |Q;] = |B;|x2A? P2,

to get
1 /A €, N
aos (22 ) ] e (ff vul+ b, dy ar )
T\ € AT 4Q; T (5.44)
1 /7 € | ;2 1N 2
<= + V) A [4Qi| NPT S 4Qi| + eldBy [0,
T € AT €

Thus combining (5.44) and (5.43), we get
<Y 4B, ||V 4
J1 S ?| Qi +X”Sp5| il[v']7, (5.45)
where we have set Xpi<p = 1ifr; < pand X<y = 0 else.

Bound for Jy: In this case, we can directly use Lemma 5.3 and (W4) to get for any ¢ € (0, 1], the bound

Jo < // Z|wj||v (W;v,)| d dt

zJ 1
M 1
< 05 ar| V(W) EF dn ) 7
> Z . .leﬂp L B-l i(Wivy)| L (5.46)
dw(-.t
< [VOvalBIn e
dt |l 2375 (8,
< V(W) ]|Q: N

In the case p < r;, we follow the idea from (5.43) and in the case r; < p, we follow the strategy from
(5.44) to get

Jo < ?|4Q1| +Xm§p5|4Bi||v |2.

Bound for J3: Substituting (5.27), (5.28) and (W13) into (5.40), for any e € (0, 1], there holds

A S I Lo (rid e 50
0:(Wiv)(2)] < P ( - T TZ_—/\|U | ) + Wmln{Ti,P}A ~ P ( . T n_)\|v | ) : (5.47)

Making use of (5.47) in the expression for J3 in (5.42), we get

1 .
J3 < — 7 ( |2> // UZ|XQT dy dr.

We can now proceed similarly to (5.24) to get

1 TiA £ i Ap i
Js < = ( . + ﬁ|v |2) riAQi] S ?|4QZ| + 4By [v*]?. (5.48)

Substituting the estimates (5.45), (5.46) and (5.48) into (5.41) completes the proof of the lemma. O

We now come to essentially the most important estimate which will be needed to prove the difference
estimate:

Lemma 5.10. There exists a positive constant C' = C(p p g A, bo,re) SUch that the following estimate holds
for every t € [0,T]:

/ (o = [v— v P)(@, 1) dz > —CAP[R™\ B (5.49)
O\E}
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Proof. Let us fix any t € [0,7] and any point = € '\ Et. Now define
T:={ieN:spt(¥;) NQx {t} #0 and |v|+]v,| #0 on spt(¥;) N (Qx {t})}.
Hence we only need to consider ¢ € T. Noting that Z W;(-,t) =1 on R" N EY, we can rewrite the left-hand

€Y
side of (5.49) as

v]?2 — v —v,)?)(z,t) dx /v2 v—0
g (P = =) =3 [ Wil ~ o~y ) do

€Y

_Z/ ) ([0 + 2v, (v — ")) dx—Z/ v, —v'|* dw
i€ i€’
= J, —

Estimate of J;: Using (5.37), we get
AP
Nz {2 > 2= 4Qi .
1 / )P dz—e Y 4B - - |4Q;| (5.50)
€Y €Y €Y

From (5.9), we have v* = 0 whenever spt(¥;) N Q° # (. Hence we only have to sum over all those i € T
for which spt(¥;) C 2 x [0,00). In this case, we make use of a suitable choice for ¢ € (0, 1], and use (W7)
along with (W12) and estimate (5.50) from below to get

J1 2 —NPR™T B, |. (5.51)

Estimate of Jo: For any x € Q\ E}, we have from (W14) that Z U;(x,t) = 1, which gives
J
. . (a)
Uy(2)|v,(2) =o' < Wi(z) Z (v —v )2 < min{p,r; }*\?%. (5.52)

JEA;

To obtain (a) above, we made use of Lemma 5.2 along with (W8). Substituting (5.52) into the expression
for Jy and using |Q;] = |B;| x 2yr?, we get

2
< 37 B TN < AR B . (5.53)
i€Y v
1€Y1
Substituting (5.51) and (5.53) into Subsection 5.5, we get the desired estimate. This completes the proof of

the lemma. O

5.6. A priori estimate - Proof of Theorem 3.1
Consider the following cut-off function (. € C°°(0, 00) such that 0 < (.(t) < 1 and

Cs(t)—{ 1 forte(0+eT—¢)
0 forte (—o00,0)U (T, 00).
It is easy to see that
Ct)=0 for te(—00,0)U(0+¢e,T—¢)U(T,o0),
) <S for te(0,04¢€)U(T —e,0).

Let h € (0,T) be the Steklov averaging exponent. Without loss of generality, we shall always take h > 2¢

since we will take limits in the following order lim lim.
h—0e—0

Let us use vy hg}._- constructed in (5.8) as a test function in (1.1) to get

//QT v e da dit + //QT A, t, V)l Vo ) G da dt = //QT %UMCE dr dt,  (5.54)

which we express as
L+ Ly = Ls.
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Estimate of L;: Recalling (5.4), we get

-[[ d”h(i’ 00
/ / [ vAth— vp)? } Ca(S)) by ds /OT /Q\Es digh(% es) dy ds

__/ /dCE 7h—vh)2) dy ds

)+ J2 — Js,
(5.55)
where we have set )
D)1= 5 [ (0 = (1= 0002 3)G:5) dy
Since (. (0) = (.(T) = 0, we have
J1(0) = J1(T) = 0. (5.56)
Form Lemma 5.7 applied with ¢ = 1, we have the bound
dv)\ h -
BARS // o )| dy ds S AR B (5.57)
Qr\E, &
In order to estimate —/ / dCE N vh)z) dy ds, we take limits first in € N\, 0 followed by
Q ’
h (0 to get
dgs w20
/ / N vh)2) dy ds ——— /(02 — (v, —v)*)(,T) da
’ Q (5.58)

- / (v* = (v, —v)?)(,0) da.
Q

For the second term on the right of (5.58), we observe that v, = v on E). Note that v, (-,0) = 0 = v(-,0)
by the initial condition. Thus, the second term on the right of (5.58) vanishes and so

1 lim
/ / dCa — (o — vh)2> dy ds =2 (v* = (v, —v)*)(z,T) da. (5.59)

Q
Estimate of Ly: We split Ly and make use of the fact that v, , (2) = vp(2) G [u—w]p(z) for all z € E\NQr
to get
Ly, = // ([A(z, t, Vu)p, V]u — w]p) ¢ dz + // <[A(:v,t,Vu)]h, Vu, h> ¢ dz
QrnE, Qr\B, ’ (5.60)
= Ll )2
Estimate of L}: Using ellipticity from (2.1), we get
gz [ vl de= [ (VP ol Vallc] do di
o s QrnE, QrNE, (5.61)
= // |VulP — |ho|P dz — // (IVulP~" + |ho|P~1) [Vw| da dt.
QrnE, QrnE,
Estimate of L3: Using the bound from Lemma 5.3, we get
folo
12| < )\// [V~ + [holP~ '] dz "2 )\// (Va4 oY) de.  (5.62)
Qr\E, Qr\E,
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Combining (5.61) and (5.62) with (5.60), we get

Ly > // IVl —[ho|? dz— // (Ful?™! + [holP~) | V] do— // |w|P*1+|ho|P*1) d.
QrnE, QrnE,

(5.63)

Estimate of L3: Analogous to estimate for Lo, we split L3 into integrals over E, and EY, to find

.
(a) dw
Lo 2 /<_ > ) L (@i)de| G(n)di
oT L/ dt’ " (Wfl’%(ﬂ),wol’h(ﬂ)) h )
Lemga?.s / /<1L7,VU>\ h> (‘f’t) daj:| Cs(t) dt
o /o ’ h

(b) T
<[] @l da:] C.(t) dt (5.64)
0o |JanE N
T
+)\/ / |W| dx
o [Jag; N
Ji, t
< // ||V (4 — w)| dz+/\// ] dz.
QTQE)\ QT\E/\

To obtain (a), we made use of the weaker assumption (3.2) (see Remark 3.2 for the details) and to
obtain (b), we made use of (5.8) and Lemma 5.3.

C(t) dt

Combining (5.55), (5.56), (5.57), (5.59), (5.63) and (5.64) with (5.54), we get

/ (v — (v, — 0)2)(x,T) da + // Vul? — hol? dz < // (IVafP~t + [hol ™) | Vo] dz
Q QTQEA QTQEA

+A (IVulP~ + |ho|P™") dz
QT\E)\
+ || |V (u — w)| dz
QTQEA
+A || dz
Qr\E,

PRI E, .
(5.65)
In fact, if we consider a cut-off function ¢’°(-) for some to € (0,T), where

o (1) = 1 forte (04¢,tp—¢)
eN/ 71 0 fort € (—o0,0)U (tg,00),

we get the following analogue of (5.65):

to
/(112 — (v, — v)?)(x,to) dx +/ / [VulP —|hol? dx dt < // (|Vu|p_1 + |h0|p_1) |[Vw| dz
Q o Jong; QrnE,
+)\// (IVulP~ + |ho|P™") dz
Qr\E\

+ | @] [V (u —w)| dz

QrNE,

+A || dz
Qr\E,
PRI B, .
(5.66)
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Using Lemma 5.10, we get for almost every ¢t € (0,7,
., () = (v, = v)*|(y, 1) dy 2 /E [v(z, 1) do — AP[R™HT\ By |. (5.67)
A

Thus combining (5.67) with (5.66), we get

to
sup / lv(z,t)]? d +/ / [VulP — |hol? dx dt < // (IVulP~ + |ho|P™1) [V d=
te(0,T) J B! 0 QNE} QrNE,

+)\// (IVulP~ + |ho|P™") dz
Qr\Ey

+ | @] [V (u —w)| dz
QrnE,

+A |W| dz
Qr\E,
+APR™H\ B, |.
(5.68)

Since / |v(z,t)|? dz occurs on the left hand side of (5.68) and is positive, we can ignore this term. Let us
2N

now multiply (5.68) with X717 and integrating over (0, 00) with respect to A, we get

K1 S Ko+ K3+ Ky + K5 + Kg, (5.69)
where we have set -
Kio= [ [ (9 o) s an
0_ QrnE,
Ky, = / AT ﬁ/ (IVu] + |ho|)P " |Vw| dz dA,
0_ QTmEA
— -8 p—1
0 QT\EA
Ky = / -5 1] |V (u = w)| dz d,
0 QTﬂE/\
Ks = / | dz d,
Qr\E\
K¢ = / ATIBNPIRML B, | d).
0

Let us now estimate each of the {K;}%_; as follows:

Estimate of K;: Applying Fubini, we get

Ky =z ﬂ// B(|VulP = |ho|P) dz

Using Young’s inequality along with (5.6), we get for any €; > 0,

// |Vu|p_6 dz < C’(el)ﬁKl—l—(el—Fﬂ)// (|Vu|—|—|h0|)p_’3 dz—l—el// |Vw|p_'6dz
ar s o o (5.70)

P
s
Estimate of K5: Again by Fubini, we get

// B(IVul + [ho )P [Vw]| dz.
5 Qr
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From the definition of g(z) in (5.5), we see that for z € Qp, we have g(z) > (|Vu| + |ho|)(z) which
implies ¢(2) " < (|Vu| + |ho|) ™ (2). Applying Young’s inequality, for any e, > 0, we get

C _
< ﬁ// |Vaw|P~—# dz+€—2// (V| + |ho|)*~7 d-. (5.71)
/8 QT ﬂ QT
Estimate of K3: Again applying Fubini, we get
Ky = hol)P~' d
; 1_5//% (19l + ol dz

A

// PP ds+ // (Vul + [hol)" ™" dz (5.72)
QT QT

p—8
sy de [ et B
Qr Qr LP=T(0,T;W " PT ()

Estimate of K4: Again by Fubini, we get

/ )P Vu — V| @] de.
B Qr

From the definition of g(z) in (5.5), we see that for z € Qr, we have g(z) > |Vu — Vw|(z) which implies
g(2)7? < |Vu — Vw|~?(2). Applying Young’s inequality, for any e3 > 0, we get

1
K o< 1 / IV — Vo7 de
B QT

< / /|H|P do dt + 2 / |Vu — Vw|P~? dx dt
5 0 g QT
Lemma 2.8 (6 ) (573)
AT /L S

<
5 st orw 5 @y B Jar
// |Vul|P~? dz.
Qr
Estimate of K5: Again applying Fubini, we get

1 —B) —
Ky = 5 /Q g(2) P dz
< // g(z)~" dz+// i =1 dz (5.74)
Q Qr

T

(“) _ =B

<[ aval by de s [ 19upet s )Pl e
Qr Qr L¥=T (0, =T ()

To obtain (a), we made use of (5.6) and Lemma 2.8.

=

Estimate of Kg: Applying the layer cake representation followed by (5.6), we get

1
K¢ = —// (2) pfﬁ dz
p—2_ Rn+1

p—B
// (IVul + o))" dz+// Vwl™? dz + o' 7,5, .
LP=T(0,T;W 7 P=1(Q))

Combining (5.70), (5.71), (5.72). (5.73), (5.74) and (5.75) with (5.69), we get

//QT VuP™P dz < [Cler) (2 + B+ e3) + 1] //QT IVulp~? dz

+C(e) e+ B+1) “11//9 ihol?~7 dz

+[C()(Clea) + B+ €3) + 1] //Q VP ds

(5.75)

+0(e)(Cles) + Bl P

Lp=T(0,T;W ™"

p=pB :
P=T(Q)
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Choosing €; small followed by choosing €3, €3, 8 small, we get the desired estimate. This completes the proof
of the theorem. O

6. Higher integrability at the initial boundary
Let us consider a cylinder @ = @, s(z0) centered at a point zg = (zo,%) € Q2 x R such that
QNOx[0,00)#0 and  QNQx (—00,0] % 0.

In particular, we take a cylinder that crosses the initial time slice {¢ = 0}. Furthermore, assume that the
cylinder @ satisfies
Q=DB,xI and 16Q C 2 x R. (6.1)

We shall suppress writing the center of the cylinder zo = (z9, to) henceforth unless necessary. Corresponding

to this cylinder, let us take the following test functions:

n(z) € C:°(Bsy): mn(x) =1 on Bay, |Vnl<—, (6.2)

= |Q

()€ CPUs): =1 onl, [¢]<C. (6.3)
For any given (z,t) € Q x [0,T), we define the following function and its corresponding Steklov average to be
v(a,t) = (u(z, t) —w(e, ))n(@)Ct)  and v, (2,t) = [u—w]n(z, )n(z)C(?). (6.4)

From (1.2) and Lemma 2.9, we see that

’UhM’U and v(z) =0 for z € Q x {t =0}.

In subsequent calculations, we extend v by zero to X (—oo, 0].

6.1. Construction of test function

In what follows, we shall use Lemma 2.8 to obtain a representation
d
d—f —diviéd  in Q, (6.5)
for some @ € L7-1(0,T; L7-1(12)).
Again, let us fix the following choice of exponents:

l<qg<p-28<p—-B<p, (6.6)
where 3 is a constant to be chosen sufficiently small later on. Define the following function
9(2) := max{G1(z), G2(2), G3(2), Ga(2), G5(2) } - (6.7)
with 1
Gi(z) = M((|VU|+|ho|)qx}6QmT)5(2)a
GQ(Z) = M(|VU|qX16QﬂQT)E(Z)7
u— w4 q
Ga(z) = M (l . | me) (), (6.8)
G4(Z) = M(JerIXlGQﬂQT)E (Z)a
Gs(z) = PV (X0, )(2)

where v is defined in (6.4) and w is as defined in the hypothesis of Theorem 3.4 and G5 is defined using (6.5)
as follows (see also (5.2)):

b
—1,1/, 7 L .
R Y A AL
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Let us now define the good set to be
By = {z e R™ 1 g(2) < A},

and apply Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 with E = EY to get a covering of Ey. Recall that the intrinsic scaling
is of the form
= A\TP and  Qj(z,t) = By, (x) x (t; — "yrjz, t; + ”yr?).

Now we define the following Lipschitz extension function as follows:
oy, (2) == on(z Z U, ( — ). (6.9)

where

1 3
) —_— v, d if —Q; C 8B x [0, ,
vy, =9 Willpizq, //ginh(z) )Xoy 4= 1 30 [0, 00)

0 else.

Note that u =0 on Q x {t = 0}, which along with (6.1) enables us to switch between Xjo,1] and Xq, without

affecting the calculations.

Assumption 6.1. Let ap € RT be such that the following is satisfied:

p—B
p—p =B p—B Xi6gner || 77T
< [ OVl o) g, @+ 190 g, 15 L
o 16QNQr o 16QNQr T6Q[ ||, 54 = oz 5% @)
dw X =
- ) W AM6QNQr || 77 p—B
(7014 100 Xy @24 1V, 2+ 15 Loy
]§{6Q 10Qner 16Q 10Qner 116Q1 L3 . B (o)
where Q@ = Qs = Qp Q2 P2 and constant depends on universal constants. Noting (6.7), it is easy to see that

there exists a universal positive constant ce = c.(n,p, Ao, A1) such that for all X > ccap, we have E, # (.
Note here that we made use of (6.5) and denoted

p—B
p—1 ﬁ[ | H|;ﬁ d
= w|r=Tyx z.
p—8 p—B 16QNN
LP=1(0,T;w " p=1(Q)) 16Q Qner

Let us first prove an important bound for g as defined in (6.7):

1607 | e

Lemma 6.2. Let Assumption 6.1 be in force and let ag € RT and c. be as in Assumption 6.1 and g(z) be
as in (6.7), then the following holds for any ¢ <9 <p — B:

// (2)]” dz < 1Q |040
Rn+1
Proof. We proceed as follows:

(a) v
// (2)]? dz < // (|Vu| + |ho|)19 + [Vw|? + |Vo|? + <M> dz
Rn+1 16QNQT P

H' dt |X16QmQT

9 —1.-9
LP=1(0,7;W " p—1(Q))
(b) 9 |’LL—UJ| 9
S // (IVul + |ho| + [Vwl) dz+// dz (6.10)
16QNQ7 16QNQT P
p—1
H| i |X16QmQT L%(O,T;W’l‘%(ﬂ))

—~
N

. 9

; U —w

< |Q|a3+// <7| |) d
16QNQr P
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To obtain (a), we applied the standard maximal function estimate along with the bound from (5.3), to obtain
(b), we made use of (6.4) which gives Vv = (u — w){Vn + n{V(u — w) and finally to obtain (c), we made
use of the hypothesis from Assumption 6.1.

To control the last term of (6.10), let us use the cut-off function £ € C°(16Q N Qr N {t < 0}) from
Lemma 4.1 and note that (u — w)g = 0. Thus we can apply Lemma 4.1 to get

W \? (u—w) = (u—w), |\’
]§[ (L w|> dz = ]§[ : Xio 71 4%
16QNQr p 16Q p [0,7]

< oo |Vu — Vw|ﬂx[07T] dz
(u—w), (t2) — (u—w), (t)]"  (611)
+ sup £ K
t1,t2€16IN[0,T] P
9
Assumption 6.1 " (U - 'LU)M (t2) - (u - w)ﬂ (tl)
< oy + sup
t1,t2€16IN[0,T) P

To control the last term of (6.11), we apply Lemma 4.8 with ¢ = 1 and ¢(z) = p(z) to get for any
t1,to € 161 N [O,T],

(a) _
(=), (t2) = (=), (0] 2 [Val~qon, [| (9l Thol)" ™ x =

HIVillpe6n |Q|]§[ [ @] x dz 6.12
(168,) 16QNQr 16QN<r (6.12)
O Q-

: Pn+10‘g ' = pao.

To obtain (a), we made use of Lemma 4.8 and to obtain (b), we made use of Assumption 6.1.
Combining (6.10), (6.11) and (6.12), we get the desired estimate. O

By the choice of the cylinder, we see that to—s < 0 < tg+s. As a consequence, let us define the followings

H:=R" x [0,t0 + s] N Qp, kH :=R"™ x [0,ty + k*s] N Qrp, (6.13)
3
©:={ieN: ZQH\QH#@},
O, := {’L eN: 8@1 c R™ x (—Oo,to + 168]}, (614)
0, :=0)\06,.

Recall from (6.2) that on [tg — 16s,to + 16s], we have ((¢) = 1 and in particular on Q; for any i € ©;.

6.2. Bounds of v, ,
The first lemma is a rough bound of v, ,:

Lemma 6.3. Let z € Ey, then
|U)\1h(z)| S(n) PA

Proof. From (6.9), we see that v, ,(z) = Z\I!l(z)v}i, which along with Lemma 2.9 and (W4) gives the

; v, (2)] . [v(2)| .
< < < pA.
il < p]%gi p o) 2= p]%ﬁQi p Mo 25 P

following bound:

Let us now prove an improved bound of v, ,.
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Lemma 6.4. For any i € ©1 and any j € A; where ©1 is from (6.14) and A; is from Lemma 4.3, there
holds

|U]i - ’U}Jl| Snp,ay) Min{p, 7 FA.
Proof. If p < r;, then the result follows from Lemma 6.3. Hence, we only have to consider the case r; < p.
3 3 3
Suppose either ZQi N{t <0} #0or ZQl N (8B)¢ x [0,00) # 0, i.e., ZQi either crosses the initial

boundary or the lateral boundary.

3 3
e In the case ZQi N (8B)¢ x [0,00) # B, then from the fact j € A;, we can assume ZQj C 8B x [0, 00),
otherwise, v}{ = 0 and there is nothing to prove. Thus, we can apply Poincaré’s inequality after enlarging

to 4Q); which gives %Qi C 4Q; from (W11)

lv (W4)

J = =~ (2)| ~ ~ ~
J| < — . h < r. \V4 < .
ol < ]%Q- |Uh(2)|X[O’T] 4 TJ]%QJ- Tj Xo.r1 1= TJ]%QJ' | vh(Z)|X[O’T] “ s ik

J

e In the case %Qi N {t < 0} # 0, then again we can assume %Qj C 8B x [0,00), otherwise v}z =0 and
3
there is nothing to prove. From (W11), we see that ZQl C 4Q);, which along with (6.9) and a cut-off

C
function £ € C°(4Q,; N {t < 0}) implies (’UhX[O T]) = 0. Thus, for any p € C°(4B;) with |u| < —
’ ‘E ’["j

and |Vu| < we get

C
n+1?
Ty

‘ %07y ~ (”hx[o,ﬂ)g‘
/| < rjﬁ[ dz
4Q; Ty

< Tjﬂ |Vvh|x[0 T dz + sup
4Qj ’ t17t2€41jﬂ[0,T]

(“hX[O,TJ)# (t2) - (“hX[O,T])# (t1)
< A

To obtain (a), we controlled the first term using (W4) and the second term is controlled similar to
(6.18).

Let us come to the case where ZQi C 8B x [0,00). We see that (see [2, Lemma 3.7] for the details)

|’U]7; - ’U]‘z| S ]%2 |vh(Z)X[O)T] - ’U]7;| dZ +ﬂ |’Uh(z)X[O7T] - ’U]‘z| dZ (6]‘5)

J

C
Since i € ©1, we must have ¢ = 1 on @, thus applying Lemma 4.1, for any u € CZ°(B;) with |u| < — and
T,

2

C
Vu| < —=, we get
| /1'| > T‘Z-H_l we g
v, (2)X — ! dzgri]g Vu, |x dz + sup (vhx ) t —(vhx ) t1)|. 6.16
e n -l 9y a2 s (000 ) )= () )] (010
The first term on the right hand side of (6.16) can be controlled easily using (W4) to get
]%2 190 42 S A (6.17)
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To control the second term on the right hand side of (6.16), let us apply Lemma 4.8 with ¢(x) = n(x)u(z)
and ¢(t) = ((t) = 1 along with to get

sup (vh)# (tg)—(’l)h)# (tl)’ < ( r"+1)// [Vu| + [hol5~ 1y Yoz dz

tl,tzeliﬁ[O,T]
T o o],

Since | B;| = c(n)rl", |I;| = A*7Pr?, after using the fact that r; < p, we make use of Remark 3.2 to get

(IVul + 1ho )P~ xq 7 d2 +]§{6Q DX 6 0nr dZ)

sup |(va), (t2) — (vn), (tl)‘ S A <]§{

t1,to€1; 6Q;
(W4)
g Ti)\.
(6.18)
Thus combining (6.18) and (6.17) into (6.16) gives the desired estimate which proves the lemma. O

6.3. Bounds on derivatives of v,

Using bounds from Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.4, following the calculations in [2], we can obtain the fol-
lowing lemmas which estimate the derivatives of v, ,:

3
Lemma 6.5. Given any z € Ey, from Lemma 4.3, we have z € ZQl for some i € N. If either ¢ € ©1 or
1 € O with p < 1;, then
IVoyul Sepan A

Lemma 6.6. Let z € Ey and € > 0 be any number, then there exists a constant C(n) such that the following

holds:
__Or\ | Ce e i
oy (2)] < c]é[ .|v (B)x.z) 2 < — +A_n-]%@ [0, ()X, 1y 425
Ce 19 .
Vo0 < O ff Ol a2 < Fr @Ry g 2

3
Lemma 6.7. Let z € EY and ¢ € (0,1) be given, from Lemma 4.3, we have z € ZQl for some i € N. Suppose
1 € ©1, then there holds:

. i TiA €
000 ) < Cony (il s+ 1411) < sy (22 + 5104
A

|V’U>\7h(2’)| < C(n)g.

3
Lemma 6.8. Let z € EY, then from Lemma 4.3, we have z € ZQi for some i € N. Suppose i € Oq, then

there holds:
/\1pr1_
a2 < Co (rr+ 22 ff R )

AL=p
|Vv/\7h(z)| < C(n) <>\+ p ]5{@1 |1) (2 )| X[O 7) dz >

3
Lemma 6.9. Let z € Ey, then from Lemma 4.3, there exists an i € N such that z € ZQZ-. Then the following

estimates for the time derivative of v, , holds:

1 .
00,0 < Con o ff B 1 &=

’77‘
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If i € ©1, then we have

1
0rvy ()] < C(npAl)7 min{r;, p}\.

Z

If i € ©q, then there holds

C”A

|6tv>\7h( )| < s

As a consequence of the above lemmas, we have the following lemma which controls the integral of v, , .

Lemma 6.10. From (6.9), we extend v, , by zero in the region 8Q \ Ey\ N {t < 0}. From this, for any
¥ € [1,p — B], we have the following bound:

L 2 < Clony [ )
8Q\E, 8Q\E, '

6.4. Two important intermediate estimates

In order to prove the Lipschitz continuity of v Uy ppy W need to obtain a suitable control of integrals over
@i, which will be done in the following two lemmas. The first one is an estimate for cylinders in ©.

Lemma 6.11. For any i € ©1, we have the following estimate:

3
Proof. For any z € ZQi’ using (6.9) along with triangle inequality and (W13), we get

B, 15 = 0N < ff o el a3 ff
1@ 7Q

JijEA;

v, (2) — vy, (2) !

r dz < C(nﬁp,q,Ao,Al))‘q'
1

Xjo,1)

dZ =J1+ Jo. (6.19)

We shall estimate each of the terms of (6.19) as follows (note that i € ©1). Note that J; is exactly as in
(6.15), which implies

J1 < (N4 (6.20)
In order to estimate Js, we can directly use Lemma 6.4 to get

Ja < (riN)4. (6.21)
Substituting (6.20) and (6.21) into (6.19) and making use of (W8), the lemma follows. O

The second lemma is more involved to prove, as it concerns cylinders in ©s.

Lemma 6.12. Given any i € O3 and 8Q; C R" x R, let ag and c. be as in Assumption 6.1, then for any
A > ceqq, there holds
g n+1 n—1\ 4

’Uh(z)X[O)T] - /U;;/ A2-P A2-P o A2—p 7
]5[ —— | dz Smpgrorie) AN |1+H| =5+ = | ==
2Qi 20 20 Qg

Ti
Proof. Let us first note that without loss of generality, we can take r; < p, otherwise we can directly apply
Lemma 6.4 in the case of p < r; to get
dz = ]g
7Qi

; 3 3
elf v =0, then ecither ZQi N (8B)° x [0,00) # 0 or ZQi N {t < 0} # 0. In each of those cases, we can
estimate as follows:

Uh(Z)X[O,T] B ’U}i !

T

Uh (Z)X[O,T] I

T

Lemma 6.3 p q
dz < (—) A< N (6.22)

~ i
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3
In the case ZQi crosses the lateral edge, we can directly apply Theorem 2.5 with x = 1 to get

3
In the case ZQi crosses the initial edge, we take a cut-off function £ € C2°(Q; N {t < 0}) from which

Uh (Z)X[O,T] a

T

a W9 1q
< V < .
dz < ﬁi i |V, (2)] Xjo,] dz < A

4

C C
we see that (vh)g = 0. Making use of Lemma 4.1, for any p € C2°(B;) with [u| < — and |Vpu| < ——,
, T r
we get

4 6.23
(Uhx[o,ﬂ) (tl)_(”hx[o,ﬂ) (t2) (629
Sﬁi) |Vvh|qx[07T] dz+ sup £ £ .

t1,t2€1; Ti

The first term on the right hand side of (6.23) can be estimated using (W4), to estimate the second
term on the right hand side of (6.23), let us apply Lemma 4.8 with ¢(x) = pu(z)n(x) and p(t) = {(t),
which gives for any t1,t2 € I; N [0,T], the following sequence of estimates:

10), 2= ), )] S (4 =) A [, I+ ol

S

prit
+ ! + ! ’ || d dt
priv M)y |, “sgnar N
11 [
+—n—/ / |[u—w]h|x[OT] dz
Ty S Je 3B ’ (624)

< a2 ]5[ [1Vul + Iholl} X, 1 d=

][§B. |w|x16QmQT dx] dt
1 h

ta
+7; AP ][
t1 i

rf’ AP

. ]%;Qi [[u— w]h|X[O,T] dz.

To obtain (a) and (b), we made use of (6.2), (6.3) and the bounds for u along with (W1) and
Remark 3.2. The first term and second term on the right hand side of (6.24) can be controlled us-
ing (W4) to get

i

12
A2 ﬂ 190l + holly x5 d +rid® ][ [][ o dx] dt < i (6.25)
4Q; t1 1B h

To estimate the third term on the right hand side of (6.24), let us take a cut-off function £ € C2°(4Q; N
{t < 0}), from which we note that for h sufficiently small, using Lemma 4.1 and the hypothesis that
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Q; crosses the initial boundary, we observe ([u — w] h)£ = 0. Thus we get

|[w — w]s| b |[u = w]nxg gy = ([w = w]n) | .
 Xom = -
4Q; [ 4Q; ?

< [[Vu — Vwlp|x dz
4Q; 0.7
| ((u—w)p) (t1) — (u—w)n) (t2)]
+ sup £ E dz
t1,t2€41;M[0,T] Ti (6.26)
) Vil Lo [4Qs] p-1
< A PR Sl ol o2
\Y% < [4Q); .
_|_H NHL |Q| ][ |w|X16 I dx dt
i 4nn[0,7] | /3B, @nar n
©
< A\

To obtain (a), we made use of Lemma 4.1, to obtain (b), we made use of Lemma 4.8 along with (W4)
and finally to obtain (c), we used (W1) and (W4) along with Remark 3.2.

Combining (6.26), (6.25) and (6.24) into (6.23) followed by the restriction r; < p and Assumption 6.1,

we get
A2=r
]§[ dz < AT+ N\ .
3Qi aO P

e Now we consider the case when v}i # 0. Again without loss of generality, we can assume 7; < p because

Uh (Z)X[O,T] ¢

T

if p < 7;, we can proofed as in (6.22). Since i € Oy, we have yr? > s. Now applying Lemma 4.1 with

C C(n
pu(z) € CX(B;) satistying |u| < (:) and |[Vpu| < 7l(+1)’ we get

q
i 19
’Uh('z)X[O)T] - Uh

T

(00m), ) = (80X, (82
dz < ]{7[ Vv |X[OT]dz+ sup £ £

t1,t2€1; Ti

(6.27)

The first term on the right hand side of (6.27) can be estimated using (W4). To estimate the second term
on the right hand side of (6.27), let us apply Lemma 4.8 with ¢(z) = u(z)n(x) and ¢(t) = {(t), which gives
for any t1,t2 € I; N[0, T], the following sequence of estimates:

ta
L°°(t1,t2)/ /3 [|V’LL| + |h0|];}07,71X[07T] dZ
t1 ZB'L

ta
VOl Il [ [/ |w|dw] Z

h

) e 3 ) I L / [l ulhlg

(a)
S (o) [ ,, Iul+ ol
(=) @ ; |
+ —+ — / / w| dx dt—|— ——/ / w]n|x dz
pTi T'i +1 t1 %BZ t1 0 T]

< mf%{g[lw + [hollf™ xg 9 42

ta
1 —
+m2—P][ [][ i d:c] dt+T—np|Q| o = wlnl, g
t1 ZB'” h

i S 8Q P (0.7

(@), ()= (5), ()] S IVOl=3m

(6.28)
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To obtain (a) and (b), we made use of (6.2), (6.3) and the bounds for u along with (W1). The first term on
the right hand side of (6.28) can be controlled by (W4) to get an estimate analogous to (6.25). To control
the second term on the right hand side of (6.28), we note that for h sufficiently small, Lemma 4.1 and the
hypothesis that 8@ crosses the initial boundary imply ([u — w] h)g = 0. Then

[u — w]) b |[u = w]nxg gy = ([w = w]n) | .
Xjo, 1 -
8Q P 8Q P

< ]% = Fulaly , dz
[ (fu — wln), (t2) — ([ — ), (8)

+ sup
o tl,ﬁéwﬂ][o,:r] | p (6.29)
g HllLe=(sB -
S A+l [Vul + |holl g 4y d2

A\ ' N
P 8IN[0,T] L/8B h
(¢) S _
< A+ FAP L

To obtain (a), we made use of Lemma 4.1, to obtain (b), we made use of Lemma 4.8 along with (W4) and
finally to obtain (c), we made use of (W4) along with (6.2).
Combining (6.29), (6.28) and (6.27) along with the bound A\*Pr? > s and Assumption 6.1, we get

. n+1 n—1
v, (2)X0 oy — 00 |7 2-p\ 2 2-p\ 2
ﬁ[ w dZ S )\q 1 + )\2_ + )\2_
2Q: i Qg P ) P
This completes the proof of the Lemma. O

Remark 6.13. In the case p > 2, the estimate in Lemma 6.12 takes the form

To obtain analogous cleaner estimate in the case p < 2, we can use the unified intrinsic scaling approach
developed in [4]. This cleaner estimate will not be needed in this paper and hence we leave the details to the
interested reader.

Uh(Z)X[OyT] - U}i !

e dz S(nqpﬁqﬁl\oy/\lyce) Al
1

6.5. Lipschitz continuity of the test function

Lemma 6.14. The extension v, , from (6.9) is C*'(2H) with respect to the parabolic metric (2.10). Here
H is as defined in (6.13).

6.6. Two crucial estimates for the test function

Before we state the two crucial lemmas, let us collect a few consequences of the estimates proved in the
previous subsections. The first estimate is very similar to [2, Lemma 3.16].

Lemma 6.15. For any 1 <9 < g, there exists a positive constant C(n,p,A1,9) > 0 such that the following
holds:

1
// |8th h(z)(vA h(z) - vh(Z))Iﬁ dz <c /\ﬂpﬂRnH \ B\ + // |vh(z)|219x[0 7] dz.
2H\E, ’ ’ 5 JJ8Q '

Analogous to [2, Lemma 3.19], we have the following lemma:
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Lemma 6.16. For anyi € © and k € {0, 1}, there exists a positive constant C(n,p,q, Ao, A1) such that there
holds:

4Qi

_ _ X;
[Vul + hollf ™ [V 0, x4y d2 < Cp' (/\p|4QZ-| + ETQZ/AQ [ * X071 dz) .

‘ 1 it — 0t 0, ._
Here we have used the notation Xico, = 1 ifi € Oy and Xico, = 0ifi€ O and V Uy = Uy
We also have the estimate

X.
= k < 1-k p . €02 2 .
//S;Qinwl]h'v U’\*hlx[oxT] dz< Cp ()\ Qi + S 4Q; 4 Mo.71 *

Corollary 6.17. There exists a positive constant C(n,p,q, Ao, A1) such that the following estimate holds for
any k € {0,1}:

1
h, p—1 k dz < 1—k ;D]Rn-‘rl E _// 2 d )
L 71 O 1950, b gy 2 < O (VR B ] P g 02

We also have the estimate

1
B]n |V dz < Cpt=* (AP|R\ E —// 2y dz).
L BT 00 = o (0 5 P g

The first crucial estimate on each time slice follows analogous to [2, Lemma 3.21] and takes the form.

Lemma 6.18. For any i € ©1 and any 0 < e <1, for almost every t € (0,to +4s) =: 2IN[0,T], there holds

/ (v(z,t) — v')o, (2, 1), (2, t) do
16B

AP 7|2
Seun) ( SHQi + B ).

In the case i € O2, for almost every t € (to + 0,4s), there holds

1
S(n,p,As) (/\p|462i| +2 //3@ |u _w|2X[O)T] dz) .
2

We now come to essentially the most important estimate which will be used to obtain the Caccioppoli
inequality. The proof is very similar to [2, Lemma 3.22] and will be omitted.

/ v(x, t)v, (z,6)V;(2,t) do
16B

Lemma 6.19. There exists a positive constant C(n,p,q, Ao, A1) such that the following estimate holds for
every t € [0,tp +4s] =:2IN[0,T]:

n 1
[ ul =l - uen dex (—A”IR TR TR d2> '
8B\E} 8Q

6.7. Caccioppoli type inequality
We shall prove the Caccioppoli inequality in this subsection.

Lemma 6.20. Let ag and c. be as in Assumption 6.1, then there exists constants C = C(n,p,q, Ao, A1)
and Bo = Bo(n,p, Ao, A1) € (0,1) small such that the following holds. For some 8 € (0,5y), suppose that
u e L*0,T; L*(Q))NLP~A(0, T V[/liffﬁ(Q)) is any very weak solution of (1.2) in the sense of Definition 2.10,
then there holds

2
ab P+ sup ag_2f M(x,t)_ﬂ‘u‘ (z,t) dx
B P

teIn{t>0}
2 p—p
§ T Ju — w|
N]%Q [ao < P " p Moz 42

p—B
+]§[ (o7~ dz+/§[ Vulr—Py dz+]§[ =2y iz,
s [0,7] s [0,7] ‘0 16QMQr

where we have set M(z,t) := max{g(z,t),a0}.
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Proof. Pick any t; € (0,tg + s) and consider the cut-off function xg,, € CZ°(0,t1) such that
1 forte (0+e,t1—¢) (6.30)

XO,tl (t) = { 0 forte (_007 0) U (tl? OO)

Let us use v, ; (z,t)n(z)x0,, as a test function in (1.2) where v, , is from (6.9) and 7 is from (6.2). Integrating

over (0,t1), we get
dlu] n(x) \ h(gj )+ <[.A(3:,t, Vu)]h,V(nvk7h)> dx} Xatl( )dt =0 (6.31)

ty
L1 + L2 = / |:/ —h
0 168 dt

Estimate of Li: Note ( =1 on (0,t1), from which we get

" d[u]n
[ e a0 = [ S A, — oG (0) dz
16 dt 168 dt
/tl/ vh A,h—vh)Q) X6,t, (1) .
y4
16B dt E (6.32)
2 dXO,tl(t) dZ

__[ /GB 0h) = =) =5
/1/63 dt 770 X0, (B) dz.

h Ak h 0,61 . £
( ) (U v ) X t ( )
d.’L‘ dt = O sice XO,t] (O) — 0 a.nd

From (6.30), we see that / /
E o Jien dt
XO,tl (tl) =0.
Letting ¢ — 0 in (6.32), we get
t1 d[u]h t1
v, ,ndz = / (v,, —v,) dz
/0 /lﬁB dt " 0, 6B dt )
_E/J (v, = 4)%) (@,0) da+
1
5 \oh ”h)2) (x,t1) do (6.33)

2 /I‘GB

2
h
t1 d
[ dt] n@), (2) dz
0 16 B
Jo — J1(0) + Ji(t1) + J3.

Let us now estimate each of the terms as follows
Taking absolute values and making use of Lemma 6.15, we get

Estimate of Js:
= //ZH\EA dz:;th (=)o 42 S MRV B+ é//s@ = Wl x 7y 42 (6.34)
R By ] ety g b
Estimate of J;(0): Since we have v = 0 on {t = 0}, we see that v = v, = 0 on E, N {t = 0} and on
E{ n{t =0}, we have v, =0 from (6.9) and hence
(6.35)

lim J;(0) = 0.
R\0

Estimate for J;(t1): We can take h N\, 0 followed by making use of Lemma 6.19, we get
1
3/ 10 = (o = 0PIt dy
(6.36)

lim Ji(to) =
2 n+1 2
/ lv(z,t)|* dz — NP|R" T\ E,| — —// — w| Xjo.11 dz.

Y
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Estimate of J;3: Using Remark 3.2, we can take }111{‘% and thus get the following sequence of estimates:

Lemma 2.8 t1 t1
B l/ (. 90m)) X, dx] ar+ [ l/ 19 () g dx] i
0 16BNE} ’ N 0 16B\E! '

h
Corollary 6.17

t1 1
< t+ AR By | + - // — w2
/ [ / e VO X dx]h 4 R E 4 ]y d
limp o / / 2 n+1 1 // 2
U —w dz + NP|R E\|+ - U —w dz
GBﬂEf ( ))> X[O,T] | \ )\| S 80 | | X[O,T]

Estimate of Ly: We decompose the expression as

- Vot /E; +/0“ /163\,;;1 (lAGe. £ Tl V1)) X1, 02 (6.37)

= L+ L3

Estimate of L3: Using the chain rule, (2.1), (6.2) along with Corollary 6.17, we get

ty
Ly < (IVulP~ + [ho P~ nl Y (nvy )| dz
ok
Qs,\E] ’
< Yo 19l + [hol? ™1 V¥, x4
Z (8Bx2I)\E), nXo,) (6.38)
<

pn+1 - _ 2
VR B+ S//gQ o= P, 2
1

limp o n+1 2
=" N\P|R™T \E|—|——// lu—w|*x.. .. dz.
M s Mso {0,7]
In the above estimate, we made use of the bound |v, | < |[u — w],| which follows from (6.4).

t1
Noting that %1{% L= / / (Aly,7,Vu),V(nv,)) X011 dz, we combine (6.38), (6.37), (6.36), (6.35),
T()\ ’
(6.34) and (6.33), followed by making use of (6.31), we get

/Et| (x,t)] d:v—l—/ / (y, 7, Vu) V(nvA)>x[OT] dz
t1
SN RYTIN\ By |+ = // lu —w|*x Xio 1] dz+/ / V(n*(u—w))) Xio7y 9%
6BmEt

Multiplying (6.39) by A™*~# and integrating from (c.aq,o0) (recall that ¢, is as in Assumption 6.1), for
almost every t € (to + s, to + 4s) (actually holds for any t € (0,to + 4s)), we get

Ki+ Ky, < K3+ Ky+ Ks, (6.40)

(6.39)

where we have set

1
: A—l—ﬂ/ oy )P dy A,
Ce X

KQ;:/ . 6// Aly. 7. Vu), V(o (u —w))) X7y dy dr A,

ngz/ ATLENP IR By | d),
17
Ky= _/ o1 /3// lu— wl2(y, 7 )X[OT] dy dr dx,
CeX(

Kyim / \-1- ﬁ/ / w=w))) X 4 dy d7 dA.
CceQQ i ’
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We now define the truncated Maximal function M(z) := max{g(z), ao} and then estimate each of the K; for
i €{1,2,3,4} as follows:

Estimate of K;: By applying Fubini, we get

1
Kz [ M0 el dy (6.41)
8B

Bce

Estimate of K5: Again applying Fubini, we get

Ko ﬁce / / My, )P (Aly, 7, Vu), V(n*(u — w))) dy dr.

Applying chain rule along with (2.1), (2.2) and the fact that ¢t > to + s which implies @ C 8 B X (—o0, t],

we get
CﬁKg / / My, T A(y,T, Vu), Vu) n* dy dr
/ / My, )P Ay, 7, Vu), Vi) (u — w) dy dr
/ / M(y,7) P (Aly, T, Vu), Vw) n? dy dr
// M(y, BIWIpn Xio.z 4 AT — / My, )" |holPx;q 4y dy dr (6.42)
8QM(y7 )= (IVulP~" + [holP~) |u wl Xo,r1 4 T
= L M7 (o) (Dl d

=A1 4+ As + Az + Ay

Estimate of A;: Note that n=1on B. Let S:={z € @nN{t >0} : |Vu(z)| > Bg(z)}, then we get

/Q|vu|pﬁX[O,T] dz = // |Vu|P—# dz+//\S|Vu|P B Xo.z) dz

< //M() AV Ul gy A2+ B /a/ MG Py dz
0,T]
Q\S
Lcmma 6.2
// M(z ﬁ|Vu|p dz—|—[3p 21Qlak~ B
< |VulP~ ﬁ dz_|_ﬂp 5|Q|ozp s
Q
(6.43)
Estimate of A;: From (6.7), we see that Xng{tZO}(|Vu(z)| + |ho(2)]) < M(2) for a.e z € R”, which
gives

Az = //8QM(Z)_B|hO|pX[O,T] dz < //8Q |h0|p_ﬂX[O,T] dz. (6.44)

Estimate of Aj3: We use the bound XgQ(|Vu(z)| + |ho(2)]) < M(2) for a.e z € R", along with Young’s
inequality and Assumption 6.1, to get
p—p
Xo,)

u —

_ T w
As < //8Q(|Vu|+|ho|) 5 Xo.1) dz < elQlaf " +C(e) .

Estimate of A,: Similar to the calculations for As, we get

dz. (6.45)

AvselQlay ™ +0(@) [ 19w ;) d
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Estimate of K5: Applying the layer-cake representation (see for example [17, Chapter 1)), we get

1 Lemma 6.2 -3
Ky < —— MEPPdz < Qs . (6.46)
p— ﬂ Rn+1

Estimate of K4: Again applying Fubini, we get

. 1 o0 ~1-8 2 - 1 7ﬁ|u_w|2
Ko =3 /a g //86;) =gy 42 dA = 5 //w(%) 5 Yo & (6.47)

Estimate of K5: Applying Fubini, we get
K; = pE / / My, T w| ,V(n |( —w))) Xjo.1
< —B,= U —w _
< oo [ Moo ||( #1900 0)]) o

From (6.8), we have M(y, ) > Ju = vl as well as M(y, 7) > |Vu| and M(y, ) > |Vw| which combined
p
with Holder’s inequality and Assumption 6.1 gives

K < ifj’w«“
< ﬂce// ]dz—i-ﬂz//

Substituting (6.43), (6.44) and (6.45) into (6.42) followed by combining (6.41), (6.46), (6.47) and (6.48) into
(6.40), we get

-8 pﬁ
25/My, th@,@+ﬁﬂwm Yo 42
ﬂp 5// |VulP~Px Xio.1 dz+6// |h0|Pﬁ Xio.7) 42

_ |u—w|2
+= E|Q|a0 '6_|_ CE // [OT] dz—i—ao '8|Q|+ﬁ// B . [OT]d

wﬂfx dz
Bce [O,T] ﬁce 16QNQr

Multiplying the above expression by g followed by choosmg B € (0,6) and € € (0,1) small and then using
the intrinsic scaling s = p2a37p along with Assumption 6.1, we get

[ M0 = w0y 1Q105 < ] o 1

w—w|p5 o (Ju—w]
// < X019 dz + 8@040 p X[OT] dz
/ V[P~ dz+// 7| 5= dz.

8Q 8Q

B
+ |Vu|' =P+ |Vw|1_ﬂ> Xjo.1

(6.48)

& B
Xpo,1) dz + Bcf ab 71Q).

u_

’LL—

|Vw[P~# Xo.11 dz.

X[O,T] X16Qnar

Rearranging the above expression and dividing throughout by |Q|, we get

2
_ u—w _
sup ag 2][ M(yi)_ﬂ’—’ (y,t) dy + o’
teIN{t>0} B P

2 p—p
3 b (limw\? | (lu—ul
- ﬁ{;@ l% < p T Yoy
+

p—B p—>B §|5=1
5Q Ihol”™ X077 42 +ﬂ8@ Vel o,z dz+ﬂ8Q 17 Xaggna, 9

=)

This completes the proof of the Lemma. O
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6.8. Some consequences of Caccioppoli inequality

Lemma 6.21. Let k > 1, then there exists Bo(n,p,q, Ao, A1, &) such that for any B € (0,80) and any very
weak solution u € L*(0,T; L*(Q)) N Lpfﬁ(O,T;WOl’pfﬁ(Q)) of (1.2), the following holds: Let Q, s(xo,t0) =
Bp(xo) x Is(to) be the parabolic cylinder with tg —s < 0 < to+ s and s = p2ag_p for some ag > 0 as in

Assumption 6.1. Let aQ be a rescaled parabolic cylinder for some o € (1,8] and also suppose that

p—1

_ 1 dw
Vul + |ho|)P " x dz—i—ﬁ[ Vwl|P~Px dz+—— H —Ix _ _
]%Q (Ve ko) aQnoT aQ Vel aQnoT 2@ | dt Xaqnar LT o.mw 5T ()

(6.49)
Let us define

2
J:= sup f (|u—w|> M(z,t)= du,
B

teIn[o,T] P

where M(z) := max{g(z),ap} is the same as in the proof of Lemma 6.20 but with 16Q N Qr replaced by
a@Q NQr in (6.8).

2p —
For any 1 < o < max{2,p — B}, with r = M and ¥ = max {1, n—f}, there exists a universal
D n+r
positive constant C = C(n,p, o, k) such that the following holds:
9 rp rp—plo—9)
=W\ g < cafay YWYV — VPR |
o\ »p Xo,rp 4% = ~1% o\ p Xo, 1)

Proof. In order to prove the lemma, we want to make use of Lemma 4.2. First, we note that the choice of

0,
0,9, r with § = — satisfies (4.1). Applying Lemma 4.2, we get
o

]%2 19+ [V — Vwl? dw) (7{9

With g(z) as in the hypothesis, we can apply Holder’s inequality following by taking the supremum over
teIN(0,T], to get

f(5) e = £

o—9

dw) X011 dt. (6.50)

U—w
p

u—w

— x dz < C][ ][
0,77 1 \Us,

p

U —w
p

P

r
2 2
u—w B

p ‘ (x,1) M(sc,t)—6> M(z,t)F dz

(6.51)

2
< Jz <][ Mz, t)P=P daz)
B
If By is chosen sufficiently small, then for any 8 € (0, By], we can get ﬁ > 0, which along with
o —
(6.50) and (6.51) gives
o 9 Ble—9)
u—w o u—w 9 5 P
< — P
]%2 5 Xo.11 dz < J7= ]€<]€3p P + |Vu — Vuw| dx) <]€3M(z) da:) Xo.11 dt
9 p rp—B(c—9)
P u—w | TP=Ble=9) 9P ™
< _ ——
< J e (ﬁ) 5 + |[Vu — Vu|" 775 7 Xio.17 4
Blo—9)
rp
X (ﬂ M(z)P=F dz)
Q
Making use of (6.49), we can follow the proof of Lemma 6.2 to obtain the bound
]5[ M(2)P7P dz < agfﬁ.
Q
- (p— -

Using the identity Blo o= 5) = Blo ), we get the desired estimate. O

rp 2
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2
Lemma 6.22. Let i

3 < p <2+ B3, then under the assumptions of Lemma 6.20, there holds
n

2 2 2
ﬁ[ lu — w| X[O ] dz < (n,p,A1,A0,b0,70) P~ X0
0 )

Proof. Let us choose 1 < a1 < ag < 16. Making use of Lemma 6.21 with o = 2 gives

9 p rp—B(2-19)
u—wl dz < (B J)*2" v mﬂv V| d "

ol 7 X7 4% S (g o 5 u w X019 ,

(6.52)

2(p — 2
where r = M, Y = max{l, " } and
p n—+r
u—w|’
J=  sup ][ } M(,1)7F dx.
tca IN[0,T] J oy B P

From a calculation similar to Lemma 6.20 applied over o1 Q and a2@ for 1 < a1 < a < 16 and corresponding
cut-off functions

neCr(azB) withn=1ona1B and (€ CX(azl) with{=1onail,

along with an application of Young’s inequality and Assumption 6.1 (note we have p — 8 < 2), we get

2 p—p
u-w 2 U —w
) ﬂ aop—arp| Xom B H p+6]§[ ar—anl Yo &
asQ | 2P — a1p ; 020 |C2p — a1p 1
2—p+p p—B p—B b5
o |:]£¢2Q |h0| X[O’T] dzt ]%QQ |VW| X[O,T] dz +]§£2Q |w| " XazQﬁQT dZ:| (653)

u—w

dz—l—ag.

< f
a2Q

Combining (6.52) and (6.53), along with applying Young’s inequality, we get

Qap — alp‘ Xo,1)

2—9
2 2
U —w
lu — w|® x dz < Cp’ay ]5[ — 1 x dz +a?
]%le (0.7] a:q | (a2 —a)p| "0 (6.54)
1 _o(2_
< 5]%262 lu — w|2x[01T] dz 4 Clag — an) 257V p2ad.
We can now use Lemma 4.5 to absorb the first term on the right of (6.54) which proves the lemma. O

6.9. Reverse Holder inequality

Lemma 6.23. Suppose that Assumption 6.1 holds over {Q, 16°Q} instead of {Q,16Q} where Q = Qp,agfp,ﬂ (x0,%0),

then there holds L,

ab P < <]§[ [Vu|?x dz) N +]§[ =[PPy dz,
0 160 0,77 16Q (0,17
where ( 8)
_ _ np\p — .
max{q,qf, q= ifp—p=>2
— te.9} p(n+2)—B2+p-p5) / (6.55)
o max{q,q} g— 2w if 2n <p—p<2 .
and )
== |ho| + |Vw| + || ?-T. (6.56)
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Proof. Since Assumption 6.1 is satisfied over {Q, 162Q}, but with a different universal constant, we can apply
the Caccioppoli inequality from Lemma 6.20 to get

2
_9_ u—w
04826# _’ X[OT]dz+]§[
16Q P ’ 16Q

= C (IQ+I _5 +]§[ =[PP x
cac p 16Q 16QNQ T

uU—w
p
dz),

p—p
Qp

N

p—p
X dz + ﬁ[ =[PPy dz
[0,7] 160 16QNQ2r

(6.57)

where we have set [, := aé"ﬂ“’ﬁ[ L= X dz for c =2 or 0 = p— 8 and E is from (6.56). Thus,
16Q | P (0.7]
we can apply Lemma 6.21 to get
u—wl|’
I, = ap_B_Uﬁ[ X dz
0 16Q P (0.7}

rp—B(c—19)

) e ( BJ) S U—w Vg o—) - o Vs . TP
S o % 16Q P [V = Vu Xo, 1] 4% ’
(6.58)
2(p —
where r = M, ¥ = max{1, i} and
p n-+r
u—wl?
J: = sup ][ } M, t)7P dz.
te161N[0,T) J16B P

Again, we apply Lemma 6.20 to estimate J to get

2 p—p
B1 < w—w 2-p+p3 v-w 2-p+p3 =|p—8
agJ < Ceqe (ﬁ{GZQ P X[o,T] dz + oy ﬁ{GZQ P) X[O,T] dz + oy 1620 =] X[O,T] dz
(6.59)
To estimate the first term on the right of (6.59), we split into two cases:
In the case p — § < 2, we directly apply Lemma 6.22 to get
uw—wl?
———| X dz S Q2. (6.60)
ﬁ{sm P 0.7 0

In the case p — § > 2, we get the following sequence of estimates. Firstly, since u — w = 0 for {¢ < 0},
which gives (u — w)g = 0 where ¢ is defined analogous to Lemma 4.1 but on 162Q N {t < 0}. Thus

applying Holder’s inequality, we get

U —w
p

dz —. H75. (6.61)
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To estimate the term H occurring on the right hand side of (6.61), we proceed as follows:

-B
(@) (u—w), (t2) = (u—w) (t1)]°
H < ]§[ |Vu—Vw|p7ﬁX0T dz + sup r &
162Q 0.7] t1,t2€162IN{t>0} P

HVN”Lw(wQB) p—1
T//162‘Q(|w|+|h0|) Yo 2

p—B

(b) p—p

< Vu — Vw|P Py dz +
B ™= o

HV,LLHL“’(lG?B) | ds
P) 1620 X162QmQT
)

p—p
< p—p d 2-?# h p—1 d
S ]%62 |Vu — Vw| X[O,T] z+ (ao - (|Vu| + | 0|) X[o, ] z

) p—B
+ (a 7p]§[ || x dz)
0 162Q 162QNQ 7

(4) _ 9—p p_1\PP _
< ozgﬁ—k(ozopozg ) :ozgﬁ.

+

(6.62)
To obtain (a), we apply Lemma 4.1 with u € C°(162B) (which is just a rescaled version of (6.2)). To
obtain (b), we apply Lemma 4.8 with ¢ = y and ¢ = 1. To obtain (c), we note that |162Q| = p"*2aj ?

and finally to obtain (d), we make use of the hypothesis of the lemma (more specifically Assumption 6.1).

Thus combining (6.60), (6.61), (6.62) with (6.59), we get

ahJ < ad. (6.63)
. no , 2(p — B)
From the choice ¥ = max < 1, P along with r = ———=_ (6.55) and 0 = max{2,p— 8}, we see that
n+r D
p
J—bF—— < 6.64
rp—ﬁ(a—ﬁ)_qo’ (6.64)

provided 8 < 1 is sufficiently small(see [10] 192p for the details.)
Making use of (6.63) in (6.58) and the observation (6.64) along with Young’s inequality, for any ¢ > 0,
u—w

we get
I, < sag_ﬁ +C. [ﬁ[ (
16Q P

To estimate the second term on the right of (6.65), we can proceed similarly to (6.61) and (6.62) to get
U —w

B (155

90 q0
2—p —1 2—p -
+|o ]g (IVu| + |ho| )P~ x dz) + (a ]§[ || x dz) .
( 0 160 [0,T 0 160 16QNQr

p—8

+|Vu— vw|qo) Yo dz] " (6.65)

q0

q0

—_ q0 < _ 90
+ |Vu — V| ) Xo.1) dz < ]é{GQ |[Vu — Vw| Xo.1) dz
(6.66)

To estimate second term of right hand side, we use Holder’s inequality and Assumption 6.1 to discover

p—2 1
p—8 an
]5[ [Vl X2y 42 (]7 (Vul”™ X0 1y dz>p (ﬂ IVl X7y dz) )
16Q ’ 16Q ’ B 16Q ’ (667)
p_2 a0 q0
ag (]%GQ|VU| Xo.11 dz) .

Combining (6.67) into (6.66) and making use of (6.65), we get

IN

1%\

p—8

a0

I, < CCpeead ™" + C. <]§{6Q |Vu|q°x[07T] dz) + CSJ%GQ |E|p_,8X16QﬁQT dz. (6.68)
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Combining (6.68) and (6.57), we get

p—p p—p % =|p—p
ap 7 < OCecapy " + Ce ]%GQWUWOX[O)T] dz + ﬁ{GQI:IP Xis0na, 4%

Choosing ¢ small, the lemma follows. O

6.10. Higher integrability at initial boundary - Proof of Theorem 3.4

We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.4. The calculations follows very similar to [10, Theorem 2.1] with
a few modifications. For the sake of completeness, we provide the rough sketch below.

Without loss of generality, we can assume p = 1 and zo = (0,0) € 99 x [0, T]. We take Q1 := Q(,,5(0,0)
and Q2 := Q(25,252)(0,0) and for any z € @2, define the parabolic distance of z to 9Q2 by

dy(z) = inf i —F, /It =1}
(@)= __nt  min{le = ./~ )
2
Furthermore, let 8y be the constant such that Lemma 6.23 holds for any 8 € (0, 8y) and p — 8 > _7:2.
n
For z € @2, let us define the following function:
_ o . n-+ 2
P(z) == (|Vu(z)| + |:(z)|)x[01T] and  f(z) :=d;(2)¥(z) with a:= ) (6.69)
where d is as defined in (3.3) and = is defined in (6.56). Finally we define ag to be
d._ p—p
af = ¥(2) dz + 1. (6.70)
Q2
Let A\p be any number such that
Xo > b ay where b := 2100+2), (6.71)

Now suppose that 3 € Q2 with f(3) > Ao, then let us denote the parabolic distance of 3 to 0Q2 by r; := d,(3)
and define the intrinsic scaling factor as

7 =7() = (r; *X0)* P = (dp(3)"“Xo)* 7. (6.72)

In order to prove higher integrability, we want to apply Lemma 4.7. So the rest of the proof is devoted
to ensuring that all the hypotheses of Lemma 4.7 are satisfied.
Case p > 2: Let us note that r§’ < 2% < b%ao < g, which implies v = (rﬁ_o‘/\o)z—p < 1. Hence we shall
consider intrinsic cylinders of the type Q;(R, YR?) with 0 < R < T3

In order to apply Lemma 4.7, we need to find an appropriate intrinsic parabolic cylinder around 3 on
which all the hypotheses of Lemma 6.23 are satisfied. In order to do this, let us first take R such that
Ty < 29R < 297°3. In this case, there holds:

: ) ,
b2 F dz < ﬂ D(2)PP dz
ﬂQJ(RﬁR% ( ) |Q5 7FYR2 |

(6.70) 9n+2 (6. 71) 210(n+2 /\d (6.72) (673)
S Raizy = ToaFr g (ry “Xo)P 7.
Rr+ 7 T} b
Furthermore, by Lebesgue differentiation theorem, for every 3 € Q2 with f(3) > Ao, there holds
) _ _g (6.69)(6.72) , _, _ o _
lim ()PP dz =) =TT (0 f ()P > (r  h)P P (6.74)

N0 Q, (r,yr?)
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Thus from (6.73) and (6.74), we observe that there should exist p € (O, %), such that

]§[ BB dz = (17N )P,
Q; (pyp?)

P(2)P~ dz < (r;*X)P 7P,V RE[p,ry).
Q; (R,vR?)

We now set Q = Q;(p,7p?), then 2°Q C Q, thus all the hypotheses of Lemma 6.23 are satisfied with

(1, “Xo, 1) instead of (o, %), i.e., the following holds:

(,ra_aAO)p—B _ﬁ{gw(z)p—ﬂ dz and o (z)P—ﬂ dz < (r;a)\o)l’—ﬁ.

(6.75)

In the case Q N {t < 0} # B, we can apply Lemma 6.23 and in the case 28Q c Q x [0,T], we are in the
interior case and can apply [10, Lemma 6.3] with 6 replaced by Z since |0] < |E| (which was first proved in

[22]) to get

[1]
3
™

p—8

q
Tﬁa)\o p—h g (ﬂ Vu qX dZ) +]§[
(7 Do) AZIE o

Since 2%p < r; and v < 1, we also have for all z € 28Q) that
dy(2) < mi 8, /12 52y < 3
»(2) < min{r; +2°p, 73 +7(28p)?} < 37
. 1
dy(z) > min{r; — 28p, 7“52 —v(28p)2} > 375
Now substituting (6.77) and (6.78) into (6.69), we find
cf(z) < ri(z) <cf(z), Vze 28Q with c¢=c(n) > 1.
We now claim the following estimate holds:

p—B
(a) (b) Ta (c)
w2 S e a S ([ e a) e ey e
28Q 28Q) 28Q

(6.76)

(6.77)

(6.78)

(6.79)

(6.80)

Estimate (a): This follows easily by making use of (6.75) and (6.79) and subsequently enlarging the

parabolic cylinder Q.
Estimate (b): This is obtained by the following chain of estimates:

(6.79) (6.75)
()PP dz < r?(pfﬁ) ()PP dz < )\8_6
280 28Q
(626) a(p—p) Vuld d % a(p—B) = p—p d
~ T‘é ﬂQSQ | U| X[O,T] z + T?) ﬂQSQ |‘—‘(2)| X[O,T] z

p=8

(6.79) 7 L y
< < @WQ A= s
28Q) 28Q)

Estimate (c): This follows by applying Jensen’s inequality (since ¢ < p — 3) along with the bound
to get:

el (6.79) (6.75)
< (2) dz) + ]5[ (rg|z(z)|)p—ﬂx[0 ndz S ()PP dz < AP
28QQ 28QQ ’ 28QQ

o1

(6.75)



Thus (6.80) holds and as a consequence, we can apply Lemma 4.7 over 28Q to see that for any § € (0, Bol,
there exists do = do(n, p, bo, ro, €0, Ao, A1, 5) > 0 such that f € Lf026+51 (Q2) with §; = min{éo,p — p + 5}.
This is quantified by the estimate:

/Q2 F(2)PPH0dz < af /Q2 f(z)P=F dz + //Q(T?|E(Z)|)p_6+5X[O,T] dz V4§ € (0,01].

By iterating the previous arguments, for any § € (0, €gen] Where €gen > 0 is the gain in higher integrability
coming from Lemma 4.7, we obtain the bound

/ f(2)P dz < ag’/ F(2)P~P dz +]§[ 12(2)[Px,. .. dz. (6.81)
Q2 Q2 2 (0.7]
For any z € Q1, we have d,(z) > min{1,v3} > 1, % = C(n), which implies the following bounds hold:
1
Vu(z)] <9(2) < f(z)  Vze@QinNR"x[0,T], (6.82)
ﬁ[ |Vu|p+ﬁX[O7T] dz <p , (2)P dz, (6.83)
f(z) <2%)(z) Vz € (2, since d,(z) < 2. (6.84)

Using (6.82), (6.83), (6.84) along with (6.81) and making use of (6.69) and (6.70), we get

p < AP p—B =p
]521 [Vul Xjo,1] dz < ag o, ¥(z) dz—l—]éiz Xo.11 dz

1+5
<]§{2 (IVul + Z)"" X 1y dz) +]§[ (1+ ) g d-
2 2

Substituting the expression for = from (6.56), we get

1+5
]%21 VulPxg 42 < (]%QOV“'”%DMX[O,T] dz) +]§/ (1+h6)xg 4 @2

148 - 148
+ <]§[2 |Vw|p7ﬁx[01T] dz) + (#2 |16|FX[01T] dz)

+ 0, |h0|p7ﬁx[07T] dz + o, |Vw|px[07T] dz + |u7|ﬁx[0ﬂ dz.

A

This proves the asserted estimate.

2n

Case 5 < p < 2: The basic change with respect to the case p > 2 is that, we now switch to the sub-
n

quadratic scaling, i.e., we consider intrinsic cylinders of the type Q; (”y_%R, R?Y).

The parameter «q is still given by (6.70) and A is chosen as in (6.71) and + is again given as in (6.72),
where 3 € Q2 with f(z) > Ao. But in contrast to p > 2 case, we have v = (r;o‘)\o)2_p > 1. Hence for

R € (0,7;), we have Q; (vf%R, R?) C Q. Now once again, in order to apply Lemma 4.7, we need to find a
suitable intrinsic parabolic cylinder around 3, which enables us to apply Lemma 6.23 or [10, Lemma 6.3]. We

observe, from the definition (6.69) that n+ 2 = ad (recall d is defined as in (3.3)) and (2 —p)g +d=p-p,

which gives

2n+2
]5[ PP P dz < @—2' ()P de = s —af < (r; “A0)P 7
Qv b2 Qs(v 2R, R?)| Mo, Rrieyme

Now we can continue as in the p > 2 case to obtain the desired conclusion.

This completes the proof of the theorem. O
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7. Proof of Theorem 3.7

Let us first use the approximation uf € C%(0,T; L*(Q)) N LP(0,T; WP(£2)) given in the hypothesises of
Theorem 3.7 satisfying (3.5) and (3.6). Subordinate to this sequence, there exists a unique weak solution
u* e C°(0,T; L2()) N LP(0, T; uk + W, P (2)) solving

ub — div Az, t, Vu*) = 0 on Qx(0,T),
ub = ul on 99 x (0,7), (7.1)
uf =0 on Qx{t=0}.

in the sense of Definition 2.10, i.e., the following holds for any ¢ € W2(0,T; L*(Q)) N L?(0, T; W'P(Q)),

/ uFo(x,t) do + // {—uFpr + (A(z,t, Vur), V) dz = / uk (z,0)p(x,0) dz = 0. (7.2)
Q Qx(0,t) Q
In order to pass through the limit in (7.2), it would suffice to show the following convergence results:

e u* — uin C°0,T; L% (Q)).

e {u*} is precompact in LP(0, T; W,5P(2)).

loc
Let 7,j € N be any two exponents, since v’ and u’ are regular weak solutions, then from standard energy

estimates obtained locally in space, for any 4B C Q and any non negative function ¢ € C2°(2B) with ¢ =1
on B, using (u* — u)¢P as a test function in (7.2), we get the estimate

Note that we only require {u*} is precompact in L”(0, T} wkp (Q)), which is away from the lateral boundary.

sup / (u' —u?)? dz + // (A(z,t, Vu') — Az, t, Vu?), Vu' — Vol ) dz
B Bx[0,s]

t€(0,s] (73)
<[ AT fhol 4 (Va+ hol) ] = [V d
2B x[0,s]
In the case p > 2, making use of (3.4), we get
// Vi — VP de < // (Va2 + [V [2) "7 |Vl — V| d=
Bx|[0,s] Bx|0,s]
< (A(z,t, Vu') — A(z,t, Vud), V' — V! ) dz,
Bx|[0,s]
and for p < 2, we have
// |Vu' — Vu? P dz
Bx][0,s]
— // (Va2 + [V ) 55 (Va2 + [Vud [2) 25 |V — Yl [P de
Bx|0,s]
< e// IVai|P + |Vl |P dz + Ce) // (IVu'] + |Vl )= |Vu! — Vil |2 dz
Bx[0,s] Bx|0,s]
< 6// |Vu' [P + |Vu? [P dz + Cle) // (A(z,t, Vu') — A(z,t, Vol ), Vu' — Vil ) de.
Bx[0,s] Bx]|0,s]
Using (2.1) and Holder’s inequality in (7.3), we get
sup / (u' —u)? da + // |Vu! — Vil |P dz < e// |Vul|P 4 [Vul [P dz
tel0,s] / B Bx[0,s] Bx|0,s] ) (7 4)

p—1
+C() VP L 2B) (// |Vul|P + | V! [P + |holP dz) (// lu? — ul | dz)
2Bx[0,s] 2Bx[0,s]
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In particular, the standard energy estimate takes the form

p—1 1

P P
sup / ()2 dz + // VUl dz < V|| e an) // VP + hol? d- // i dz
tel0,s] J/ B Bx[0,s] 2Bx[0,s] 2Bx[0,s]

Using the interior higher integrability from [22] and the initial boundary higher integrability from Corollary 3.5,

we get
1+5
ﬂ Vil dz < (ﬁ[ (V] + [hol)?~* dz) +]§[ (14 |ho?) dz.  (7.5)
2B x[0,s] 4Bx[0,4s] 4Bx[0,4s]

Now we make use of Corollary 3.3 along with the hypothesises (3.5) and (3.6), we can bound the right hand
side of (7.5) uniformly by a term depending only on ug and hg, in particular, there holds

»=8 +4
. d p-1
F o vepa s < ) I ol o a: +\ uo
2B [0,5] s|B| Qr L5 0wt BT (o)) (7.6)
+ (1 + |hol?) dz
4B x[0,45]
=: R.

Denoting the term appearing on the right hand side of (7.6) by R, we use the above estimate in (7.4) to get

sup /(ui—uj)2 d:v—l—// |Vu! — Vil |P dz
tel0,s] / B Bx|0,s]
<eR+C(e)[s |B|R <// |’ —u3|pdz>
2Bx|0,s]

We shall now show how to obtain the necessary convergence results that allows us to pass through the
limit in (7.2). To do this, we follow the structure from [31, Proof of Theorem 2] (see also [8] for the details).

(7.7)

Step 1: First, we want to obtain a limit for /. In order to do this, we use the higher integrability for
very weak solutions from (7 6) to see that Vu' is uniformly bounded in LP(0, T} LfOC(Q)). Also from

Theorem 3.1, we see that u’ — u) is uniformly bounded in LP~?(0, T VVO1 =P} 50 that u’ is bounded in
L?(0,T; Wl’p(Q)) Thus there exists a subsequence (still denoted by {u'}) such that

loc

u' —u  weakly in LP(0, T; WLP(Q)).
Step 2: From (7.1) and Step 1, we see that u! is uniformly bounded in L7-7 (0, T; ngclﬁ ()). Applying
Lions-Aubin Lemma (see [30, Proposition 1.3 on page 106]), there exists a subsequence such that

ul — u;  weakly in L?(0,T; WIOC (Q)),
u' —u  strongly in LP(0,T; LY ().

Step 3: As a direct consequence of Step 2 and (7.7), we take € sufficiently small followed by taking ¢ and j
large enough to obtain

Vu' = Vu a.ein LP(0,T; WP (B)) for any B C Q.
Step 4 From (2.1), we see that A(x, ¢, Vu') is bounded in L7 (0,T; W,

loc (Q)) Thus, as a consequence
of Step 3, we find that

A(w, £, V') = Az, t, V) weakly in L7 (0,T; Wi 71 ().

From the above convergence estimates, we can now take klim in (7.2) to obtain the existence of a very
— 00

weak solution u € C°(0,T; L2 .(Q)) N LP~A(0, T; ug + Wol’pfﬁ(Q)) of (1.2). This completes the proof of the
theorem. O
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