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ABSTRACT. We demonstrate two proofs for the local Hölder continuity of possibly sign-changing
solutions to a class of doubly nonlinear parabolic equations whose prototype is

∂t
(
|u|q−1u

)
−∆pu = 0, p > 2, 0 < q < p− 1.

The first proof takes advantage of the expansion of positivity for the degenerate, parabolic p-
Laplacian, thus simplifying the argument; whereas the other proof relies solely on the energy
estimates for the doubly nonlinear parabolic equations. After proper adaptions of the interior ar-
guments, we also obtain the boundary regularity for initial-boundary value problems of Dirichlet
type and Neumann type.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Initiated in [1], we continue our study on the Hölder regularity of weak solutions to a class
of doubly nonlinear parabolic equations whose model case is

(1.1) ∂t
(
|u|q−1u

)
− div

(
|Du|p−2Du

)
= 0 weakly in ET .

Here ET := E × (0, T ] for some T > 0 and some E open in RN . In [1] we have studied the
borderline case, i.e., p > 1 and q = p−1, and in this note we will take on the doubly degenerate
case, i.e., p > 2 and 0 < q < p− 1.

Our main result states that locally bounded, weak solutions to (1.1) are Hölder continuous in
the interior, and up to the parabolic boundary of ET , if proper assumptions on the boundary are
imposed. Two proofs will be presented, both of which are entirely local and structural.

As a matter of fact, we shall consider parabolic partial differential equations of the general
form

(1.2) ∂t
(
|u|q−1u

)
− div A(x, t, u,Du) = 0 weakly in ET
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where A(x, t, u, ζ) : ET × RN+1 → RN is a Carathéodory function. Namely, it is measurable
with respect to (x, t) ∈ ET for all (u, ζ) ∈ R × RN , and continuous with respect to (u, ζ) for
a.e. (x, t) ∈ ET . Moreover, we assume the structure conditions

(1.3)

{
A(x, t, u, ζ) · ζ ≥ Co|ζ|p,
|A(x, t, u, ζ)| ≤ C1|ζ|p−1,

for a.e. (x, t) ∈ ET , ∀u ∈ R, ∀ ζ ∈ RN ,

where Co and C1 are given positive constants.
In the sequel, we will refer to the set of parameters {p, q, N, Co, C1} as the structural data.

We also write γ as a generic positive constant that can be quantitatively determined a priori only
in terms of the data and that can change from line to line.

Postponing the formal definitions of weak solution, we will proceed to present the main
results on the interior regularity in Section 1.1 and the boundary regularity in Section 1.2.

1.1. Interior Regularity. Suppose that u ∈ L∞(ET ) and set M := ‖u‖∞,ET . Let Γ :=

∂ET −E×{T} be the parabolic boundary of ET . For a compact set K ⊂ ET we introduce the
following intrinsic, parabolic distance from K to Γ by

distp(K; Γ) := inf
(x,t)∈K
(y,s)∈Γ

{
|x− y|+M

p−q−1
p |t− s| 1p

}
.

Now we state our main result concerning the interior Hölder continuity of weak solutions to
(1.2), subject to the structure conditions (1.3). Throughout this note, we assume that p > 2 and
0 < q < p− 1 unless otherwise stated.

Theorem 1.1. Let u be a bounded, local, weak solution to (1.2) – (1.3) in ET . Then u is locally
Hölder continuous in ET . More precisely, there exist constants γ > 1 and β ∈ (0, 1) that can
be determined a priori only in terms of the data, such that for every compact set K ⊂ ET ,

∣∣u(x1, t1)− u(x2, t2)
∣∣ ≤ γM (

|x1 − x2|+M
p−q−1
p |t1 − t2|

1
p

distp(K; Γ)

)β
,

for every pair of points (x1, t1), (x2, t2) ∈ K.

Remark 1.1. Local boundedness is sufficient for Theorem 1.1 to hold. In fact, local bound-
edness is inherent in the notion of weak solutions, cf. Appendix A. Moreover, the method also
applies to equations with lower order terms like in [3, Chapters II – IV] and in [6, Appendix C].
However we will not pursue generality in this direction. Instead, concentration will be made on
the actual novelty.

Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.1 implies a Liouville type theorem; the argument is the same as [1,
Corollary 1.1] which we refer to for details.

1.2. Boundary Regularity. Results on the boundary regularity will be stated in this section.
Let us first consider the following initial-boundary value problem of Dirichlet type:

(1.4)


∂t
(
|u|q−1u

)
− div A(x, t, u,Du) = 0 weakly in ET ,

u(·, t)
∣∣∣
∂E

= g(·, t)
∣∣∣
∂E

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ],

u(·, 0) = uo(·),
where the structure conditions (1.3) are in force. Concerning the Dirichlet datum g at the lateral
boundary ST := ∂E × (0, T ] and the initial datum uo we assume

uo is continuous in E with modulus of continuity ωo(·);(I)

g ∈ Lp
(
0, T ;W 1,p(E)

)
, and g is continuous on ST with modulus of continuity ωg(·).(D)
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As for the geometry of the boundary ∂E, we introduce the property of positive geometric density

(G)


there exists α∗ ∈ (0, 1) and %o > 0, such that for all xo ∈ ∂E, for
every cube K%(xo) and 0 < % ≤ %o, there holds

|E ∩K%(xo)| ≤ (1− α∗)|K%|.

Here for % > 0 we have set K%(xo) to be the cube with center at xo ∈ RN and edge 2%, whose
faces are parallel with the coordinate planes. When xo = 0 we simply write K%. Intuitively,
condition (G) means that there is an exterior cone whose vertex is attached to xo and whose
angle is quantified by α∗.

Next, we consider the Neumann problem. The boundary ∂E is assumed to be of class C1,
such that the outward unit normal, which we denote by n, is defined on ∂E. The initial-boundary
value problem of Neumann type is formulated as

(1.5)


∂t
(
|u|q−1u

)
− div A(x, t, u,Du) = 0 weakly in ET ,

A(x, t, u,Du) · n = ψ(x, t, u) on ST ,

u(·, 0) = uo(·),
where the structure conditions (1.3) and assumption (I) for the initial data are still in force. For
the Neumann datum ψ we assume for simplicity that, for some absolute constantC2, there holds

(N) |ψ(x, t, u)| ≤ C2 for a.e. (x, t, u) ∈ ST × R.

Although more general conditions should also work (cf. [3, Section 2, Chapter II]), we however
will not pursue generality in this direction.

The formal definitions of weak solutions to (1.4) and (1.5) will be given in Section 1.4. Now
we are ready to present the results concerning regularity of solutions to (1.4) or (1.5) up to the
parabolic boundary Γ. Recall also that we have set M := ‖u‖∞,ET .

1.2.1. Near the Initial Time.

Theorem 1.2. Let u be a bounded weak solution to the Dirichlet problem (1.4) under the
assumption (1.3). Assume (I) holds. Then u is continuous in K × [0, T ] for any compact
set K ⊂ E. More precisely, there is a modulus of continuity ω(·), determined by the data,
dist(K, ∂E), M and ωo(·), such that∣∣u(x1, t1)− u(x2, t2)

∣∣ ≤ ω(|x1 − x2|+M
p−q−1
p |t1 − t2|

1
p

)
,

for every pair of points (x1, t1), (x2, t2) ∈ K × [0, T ]. In particular, if uo is Hölder continuous
with exponent βo, then ω(r) = γMrβ with some γ > 0 and β ∈ (0, βo] depending on the data,
dist(K, ∂E) and βo.

Remark 1.3. As we shall see in the proof of Theorem 1.2, the estimate on the modulus of
continuity actually holds true for all p > 1 and q > 0, if t1 = 0 or t2 = 0.

1.2.2. Near ST –Dirichlet Type Data.

Theorem 1.3. Let u be a bounded weak solution to the Dirichlet problem (1.4) under the as-
sumption (1.3). Assume (D) and (G) hold. Then u is continuous in any compact set K ⊂
ET . More precisely, there is a modulus of continuity ω(·), determined by the data, α∗, %o,
dist(K; {t = 0}), M and ωg(·), such that∣∣u(x1, t1)− u(x2, t2)

∣∣ ≤ ω(|x1 − x2|+M
p−q−1
p |t1 − t2|

1
p

)
,

for every pair of points (x1, t1), (x2, t2) ∈ K. In particular, if g is Hölder continuous with
exponent βg , then ω(r) = γMrβ with some γ > 0 and β ∈ (0, βg] depending on the data, α∗,
%o, dist(K; {t = 0}) and βg .
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1.2.3. Near ST –Neumann Type Data.

Theorem 1.4. Let u be a bounded weak solution to the Neumann problem (1.5). Assume ∂E
is of class C1 and (N) holds. Then u is Hölder continuous in any compact set K ⊂ ET . More
precisely, there exist constants γ > 1 and β ∈ (0, 1) determined by the data, C2, dist(K; {t =
0}) and the structure of ∂E, such that∣∣u(x1, t1)− u(x2, t2)

∣∣ ≤ γM (
|x1 − x2|+M

p−q−1
p |t1 − t2|

1
p

)β
,

for every pair of points (x1, t1), (x2, t2) ∈ K.

Remark 1.4. The proofs of Theorems 1.2 – 1.4 are local in nature. As a result, it suffices to
require the boundary data in the Dirichlet problem (1.4) or the Neumann problem (1.5) to be
taken just on a portion of the parabolic boundary.

1.3. Novelty and Significance. The doubly nonlinear parabolic equation (1.2) accounts for
many physical models, including dynamics of glaciers, shallow water flows and friction domi-
nated flows in a gas network. We refer to [1] for a source of physical motivations. The math-
ematical interest of this equation lies in the degeneracy or the singularity or both it possesses,
and a broader class of parabolic equations it generates, which include the parabolic p-Laplacian
and the porous medium equation as particular instances.

The issue of local Hölder regularity for this equation has been investigated by a number of
authors, in various forms and with different notions of solution, cf. [8, 9, 13, 15]. However, all
of them assume that p > 2 and 0 < q < 1.

p

q

1 2

0

1

q = p− 1

FIGURE 1. Range of p and q

The main novelty of our results consists in extending the known range to a larger one, that
is, p > 2 and 0 < q < p − 1, cf. Figure 1.3. On the other hand, even in the case p > 2 and
0 < q < 1, our results are not covered by the previous works, as they either use different notions
of solution [9, 13, 15], or assume non-negativity of the solution [8].

One of our main technical advances from the previous works lies in that we dispense with
any kind of logarithmic type energy estimates. As such our arguments should have further
implications in the context of the so-called Q-minima from the calculus of variations, cf. [15].

The expansion of positivity for the degenerate parabolic equations has been established in
[5] as a key tool to study Harnack’s inequalty. Roughly speaking, it asserts that the measure
of the positivity set of a non-negative, super-solution translates into pointwise positivity at later
times. Using it to handle the Hölder regularity seems new in the doubly degenerate setting.
Similar ideas have appeared in [7, 11] in different forms, either for the parabolic p-Laplacian
or for the porous medium equation. The virtual advantage of this important property lies in the
simplification it brings and a geometric character it offers. On the other hand, the proof of this
property is not easy, and meanwhile it is only known to hold in the context of partial differential
equations. This latter point unfortunately results in certain restrictions for its application near
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the boundary. In particular, when we deal with the boundary regularity for Neumann problems,
the original approach of DiBenedetto [4] has to be evoked and adapted.

Our arguments can be adapted to the borderline cases. In particular, when q = 1, the ar-
guments deal with the degenerate, parabolic p-Laplacian; when p = 2, the porous medium
equation can be treated; when q = p−1, we are back to our first work [1]; see also [10] for non-
negative solutions. Beyond these borderline cases, it will be a subject of our next investigations.

1.4. Notations and Definitions.

1.4.1. Notion of Local Solution. A function

(1.6) u ∈ C
(
0, T ;Lq+1

loc (E)
)
∩ Lploc

(
0, T ;W 1,p

loc (E)
)

is a local, weak sub(super)-solution to (1.2) with the structure conditions (1.3), if for every
compact set K ⊂ E and every sub-interval [t1, t2] ⊂ (0, T ]

(1.7)
ˆ
K

|u|q−1uζ dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

+

¨
K×(t1,t2)

[
− |u|q−1uζt + A(x, t, u,Du) ·Dζ

]
dxdt ≤ (≥)0

for all non-negative test functions

ζ ∈W 1,q+1
loc

(
0, T ;Lq+1(K)

)
∩ Lploc

(
0, T ;W 1,p

o (K)
)
.

This guarantees that all the integrals in (1.7) are convergent.
A function u that is both a local weak sub-solution and a local weak super-solution to (1.2) –

(1.3) is a local weak solution.

1.4.2. Notion of Solution to the Dirichlet Problem. A function

u ∈ C
(
0, T ;Lq+1(E)

)
∩ Lp

(
0, T ;W 1,p(E)

)
is a weak sub(super)-solution to (1.4), if for every sub-interval [t1, t2] ⊂ (0, T ],
ˆ
E

|u|q−1uζ dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

+

¨
E×(t1,t2)

[
− |u|q−1uζt + A(x, t, u,Du) ·Dζ

]
dxdt ≤ (≥)0

for all non-negative test functions

ζ ∈W 1,q+1
loc

(
0, T ;Lq+1(E)

)
∩ Lploc

(
0, T ;W 1,p

o (E)
)
.

Moreover, setting q̂ := min{2, q+1}, the initial datum is taken in the sense that for any compact
set K ⊂ E, ˆ

K×{t}
(u− uo)q̂± dx→ 0 as t ↓ 0.

The Dirichlet datum g is attained under u ≤ (≥)g on ∂E in the sense that the traces of (u−g)±
vanish as functions in W 1,p(E) for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ], i.e. (u− g)± ∈ Lp(0, T ;W 1,p

o (E)). Notice
that no a priori information is assumed on the smoothness of ∂E.

A function u that is both a weak sub-solution and a weak super-solution to (1.4) is a weak
solution.

1.4.3. Notion of Solution to the Neumann Problem. A function

u ∈ C
(
0, T ;Lq+1(E)

)
∩ Lp

(
0, T ;W 1,p(E)

)
is a weak sub(super)-solution to (1.5), if for every compact set K ⊂ RN and every sub-interval
[t1, t2] ⊂ (0, T ],

ˆ
K∩E

|u|q−1uζ dx

∣∣∣∣t2
t1

+

¨
{K∩E}×(t1,t2)

[
− |u|q−1uζt + A(x, t, u,Du) ·Dζ

]
dxdt

≤ (≥)

¨
{K∩∂E}×(t1,t2)

ψ(x, t, u)ζ dσdt
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for all non-negative test functions

ζ ∈W 1,q+1
loc

(
0, T ;Lq+1(K)

)
∩ Lploc

(
0, T ;W 1,p

o (K)
)
.

Here dσ denotes the surface measure on ∂E. The Neumann datum ψ is reflected in the boundary
integral on the right-hand side. Moreover, the initial datum is taken as in the Dirichlet problem.

A function u that is both a weak sub-solution and a weak super-solution to (1.5) is a weak
solution.

Acknowledgement. V. Bögelein and N. Liao have been supported by the FWF-Project P31956-
N32 “Doubly nonlinear evolution equations”.

2. ENERGY ESTIMATES

In this section we present certain energy estimates for weak sub(super)-solutions to (1.2) –
(1.3). They are analogs of the energy estimates derived in [1], which will be referred to for
details. Moreover, it is noteworthy that they actually hold true for all p > 1 and q > 0.

The different roles played by sub-solutions and super-solutions are emphasized. When we
state “u is a sub(super)-solution...” and use “ ± ” or “ ∓ ” in what follows, we mean the sub-
solution corresponds to the upper sign and the super-solution corresponds to the lower sign in
the statement.

For any k ∈ R, we denote the truncated functions

(u− k)+ ≡ max
{
u− k, 0

}
, (u− k)− ≡ max

{
− (u− k), 0

}
.

For w, k ∈ R we define two non-negative quantities

g±(w, k) = ±q
ˆ w

k

|s|q−1(s− k)± ds.

For b ∈ R and α > 0, we will embolden bα to denote the signed α-power of b as

bα =

{
|b|α−1b, b 6= 0,

0, b = 0.

Throughout the rest of this note, we will use the symbols{
(xo, to) +Q%(θ) := K%(xo)× (to − θ%p, to),

(xo, to) +QR,S := KR(xo)× (to − S, to),
to denote (backward) cylinders with the indicated positive parameters; when the context is un-
ambiguous, we will omit the vertex (xo, to) from the symbols for simplicity.

First of all, we present energy estimates for local weak sub(super)-solutions defined in Sec-
tion 1.4.1. The proof is similar to [1, Proposition 3.1], which we refer to for details. The only
difference is that in the present situation, up−1 must be replaced by uq in terms related to the
time derivative and g± has to be defined as above. Since the testing functions and the treatment
of the term containing the vector-field A remain unchanged, the constant γ on the right-hand
side of the estimates is independent of q.

Proposition 2.1. Let u be a local weak sub(super)-solution to (1.2) – (1.3) in ET . There exists
a constant γ(Co, C1, p) > 0, such that for all cylinders QR,S b ET , every k ∈ R, and every
non-negative, piecewise smooth cutoff function ζ vanishing on ∂KR(xo) × (to − S, to), there
holds

max

{
ess sup

to−S<t<to

ˆ
KR(xo)×{t}

ζpg±(u, k) dx,

¨
QR,S

ζp|D(u− k)±|p dxdt

}
≤ γ
¨
QR,S

[
(u− k)p±|Dζ|p + g±(u, k)|∂tζp|

]
dxdt

+

ˆ
KR(xo)×{to−S}

ζpg±(u, k) dx.
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Next, we consider the situation near the initial level t = 0 when a continuous datum uo is
prescribed. Suppose the level k satisfies

(2.1)


k ≥ sup

KR(xo)

uo for sub-solutions,

k ≤ inf
KR(xo)

uo for super-solutions.

The following energy estimate can be obtained as in [1, Proposition 3.2].

Proposition 2.2. Let u be a local weak sub(super)-solution to (1.4) with (1.3) in ET . There
exists a constant γ(Co, C1, p) > 0, such that for all cylinders KR(xo) × (0, S) ⊂ ET , every
k ∈ R satisfying (2.1) and every non-negative, piecewise smooth cutoff function ζ independent
of t and vanishing on ∂KR(xo), there holds

ess sup
0<t<S

ˆ
KR(xo)×{t}

ζpg±(u, k) dx+

¨
KR(xo)×(0,S)

ζp|D(u− k)±|p dxdt

≤ γ
¨
KR(xo)×(0,S)

(u− k)p±|Dζ|p dxdt.

Next, we turn our attention to the energy estimates near ST . When dealing with Dirichlet
data we need to assume the following restrictions on the level k

(2.2)


k ≥ sup

QR,S∩ST
g for sub-solutions,

k ≤ inf
QR,S∩ST

g for super-solutions.

The following energy estimate can be obtained as in [1, Proposition 3.3].

Proposition 2.3. Let u be a local weak sub(super)-solution to (1.4) with (1.3) in ET . There
exists a constant γ(Co, C1, p) > 0, such that for all cylinders QR,S with the vertex (xo, to) ∈
ST , every k ∈ R satisfying (2.2), and every non-negative, piecewise smooth cutoff function ζ
vanishing on ∂KR(xo)× (to − S, to), there holds

max

{
ess sup

to−S<t<to

ˆ
{KR(xo)∩E}×{t}

ζpg±(u, k) dx,

¨
QR,S∩ET

ζp|D(u− k)±|p dxdt

}
≤ γ
¨
QR,S∩ET

[
(u− k)p±|Dζ|p + g±(u, k)|∂tζp|

]
dxdt

+

ˆ
{KR(xo)∩E}×{to−S}

ζpg±(u, k) dx.

Finally, we deal with the energy estimates for the Neumann problem (1.5). The following
can be obtained as in [1, Proposition 3.4].

Proposition 2.4. Let u be a local weak sub(super)-solution to (1.5) with (1.3) in ET . Assume
∂E is of class C1 and (N) holds. There exists a constant γ > 0 depending on Co, C1, p and the
structure of ∂E, such that for all cylindersQR,S with the vertex (xo, to) ∈ ST , every k ∈ R, and
every non-negative, piecewise smooth cutoff function ζ vanishing on ∂KR(xo) × (to − S, to),
there holds

max

{
ess sup

to−S<t<to

ˆ
{KR(xo)∩E}×{t}

ζpg±(u, k) dx,

¨
QR,S∩ET

ζp|D(u− k)±|pdxdt

}
≤ γ
¨
QR,S∩ET

[
(u− k)p±|Dζ|p + g±(u, k)|∂tζp|

]
dxdt

+ γC
p
p−1

2

¨
QR,S∩ET

ζpχ{(u−k)±>0} dxdt

+

ˆ
{KR(xo)∩E}×{to−S}

ζpg±(u, k) dx.
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3. PRELIMINARY TOOLS

For a compact set K ⊂ RN and a cylinder Q := K × (T1, T2] ⊂ ET we introduce numbers
µ± and ω satisfying

µ+ ≥ ess sup
Q

u, µ− ≤ ess inf
Q

u, ω ≥ µ+ − µ−.

In this section, we collect some lemmas, which will be the main ingredients in the proof of
Theorem 1.1. The first one is a De Giorgi type lemma, which actually holds for all p > 1 and
q > 0.

Lemma 3.1. Let u be a locally bounded, local weak sub(super)-solution to (1.2) – (1.3) in ET .
Set θ = (ξω)q+1−p for some ξ ∈ (0, 1) and assume (xo, to) + Q%(θ) ⊂ Q. There exists a
constant ν ∈ (0, 1) depending only on the data, such that if∣∣∣{± (µ± − u) ≤ ξω} ∩ (xo, to) +Q%(θ)

∣∣∣ ≤ ν|Q%(θ)|,
then either

|µ±| > 8ξω,

or

±
(
µ± − u

)
≥ 1

2ξω a.e. in (xo, to) +Q 1
2%

(θ).

Proof. The De Giorgi iteration has been performed in [12, Lemma 2.2] for super-solutions,
whereas the proof for sub-solutions is analogous. In order to obtain the present formula-
tion, choose a = 1

2 and replace M by ξω. If |µ±| > 8ξω, there is nothing to prove. In
the opposite case, the assumption |µ±| ≤ 8ξω allows us to estimate max{Lq−1,Mq−1} by
max{9q−1, 1}Mq−1. Therefore, the critical number ν depends only on the data. �

The next lemma is a variant of the previous one, involving quantitative initial data. Again, it
actually holds for all p > 1 and q > 0

Lemma 3.2. Let u be a locally bounded, local weak sub(super)-solution to (1.2) – (1.3) in ET .
Set θ = (ξω)q+1−p for some ξ ∈ (0, 1). There exists a positive constant νo depending only on
the data, such that if

±
(
µ± − u(·, to)

)
≥ ξω, a.e. in K%(xo),

then either

|µ±| > 8ξω,

or

±
(
µ± − u

)
≥ 1

2ξω a.e. in K 1
2%

(xo)× (to, to + νoθ%
p],

provided the cylinders are included in Q.

Proof. After enforcing that |µ−| ≤ 8ξω, this is essentially the content of [12, Lemma 3.1] for
super-solutions, the case of sub-solutions being similar. More precisely, one has to choose
a = 1

2 , replace M by ξω and note that the constant max{Lq−1,Mq−1} is controlled by
max{1, 9q−1}(ξω)q−1 whenever |µ−| ≤ 8ξω. This allows to choose the parameter θ in [12,
Lemma 3.1] in the form νo(ξω)q+1−p for some νo depending only on the data. �

The previous lemma propagates pointwise information in a smaller cube, without a time lag.
The next lemma translates measure theoretical information into a pointwise estimate over an
expanded cube of later times. This is essentially the expansion of positivity for the degenerate,
parabolic p-Laplacian established in [5]; see also [6, Chapter 4, Proposition 4.1]. As such it
actually holds for p > 2 and q > 0.
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Lemma 3.3. Let u be a locally bounded, local, weak sub(super)-solution to (1.2) – (1.3) in ET .
Introduce the parameters Λ, c > 0 and α ∈ (0, 1). Suppose that

cω ≤ ±µ± ≤ Λω

and for some 0 < a ≤ 1
2c,∣∣∣{± (µ± − u(·, to)

)
≥ aω

}
∩K%(xo)

∣∣∣ ≥ α|K%|.

There exist constants b > 0 and η ∈ (0, 1) depending only on the data, Λ, c, a and α, such that

±
(
µ± − u

)
≥ ηω a.e. in K2%(xo)×

(
to + 1

2bω
q−1(ηω)2−p%p, to + bωq−1(ηω)2−p%p

]
,

provided this cylinder is included in Q.

Proof. We may assume (xo, to) = (0, 0) and prove the case of super-solutions only as the other
case is similar. Let k = µ− + 1

2cω. By Lemma A.1, uk := min{u, k} = k − (u − k)− is a
local, weak super-solution to (1.2), i.e.

∂tu
q
k − div A(x, t, uk, Duk) ≥ 0 weakly in Q.

Here the symbol uqk has been emboldened to denote the signed power of uk defined in Section 2.
To proceed, we define

v := uqk − (µ−)q,

which is non-negative inQ. Thanks to the restriction onµ−, it is not hard to show that v belongs
to the function space (1.6)q=1 defined on Q and satifies

vt − div Ā(x, t, v,Dv) ≥ 0 weakly in Q.
Here Ā is defined by

Ā(x, t, y, ζ) := A
(
x, t,

∣∣ỹ + (µ−)q
∣∣ 1−qq (ỹ + (µ−)q

)
, 1
q

∣∣ỹ + (µ−)q
∣∣ 1−qq ζ

)
,

where ỹ denotes the truncation

ỹ := min
{

max{y, 0},
(
1− 1

2q

)
(cω)q

}
.

Meanwhile, one verifies that the structure conditions{
Ā(x, t, y, ζ) · ζ ≥ Coω(q−1)(1−p)|ζ|p

|Ā(x, t, y, ζ)| ≤ C1ω
(q−1)(1−p)|ζ|p−1,

with positive constants Ci = Ci(Ci, p, q, c,Λ), i = 0, 1.
In order to eliminate the dependence on ω in the structure conditions of Ā, we consider the

transformed function
ṽ(x, t) := v

(
x,ω(q−1)(p−1)t

)
,

which satisfies

(3.1) ṽt − div Ã(x, t, ṽ, Dṽ) ≥ 0 weakly in K ×
(
ω(q−1)(1−p)T1,ω

(q−1)(1−p)T2

]
.

Here Ã is defined by

Ã(x, t, y, ζ) := ω(q−1)(p−1)Ā(x,ω(q−1)(p−1)t, y, ζ)

for (x, t) ∈ Q̃ := K× (ω(q−1)(1−p)T1,ω
(q−1)(1−p)T2] and all (y, ζ) ∈ R×RN . Thus, an easy

calculation shows that Ã satisfies the conditions{
Ã(x, t, y, ζ) · ζ ≥ Co|ζ|p

|Ã(x, t, y, ζ)| ≤ C1|ζ|p−1.

In other words, the function ṽ is a non-negative, local, weak super-solution to the parabolic
p-Laplacian type equation (3.1) in Q̃. This allows us to apply the expansion of positivity in
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[6, Chapter 4, Proposition 4.1]. The measure theoretical information for u implies a similar
inequality for uk; in fact we have∣∣∣{uk(·, 0) ≥ µ− + aω

}
∩K%

∣∣∣ ≥ α|K%|.

Taking into account −Λω ≤ uk ≤ − 1
2cω, the information that uk(·, 0) ≥ µ− + aω can be

converted into an estimate from below for v. Indeed, by the mean value theorem, we estimate

v(·, 0) = uqk(·, 0)− (µ−)q ≥ qmin
{

Λq−1, ( 1
2c)

q−1
}
ωq−1

(
uk(·, 0)− µ−)

≥ aqmin
{

Λq−1, ( 1
2c)

q−1
}
ωq =: ãωq,

In terms of ṽ this becomes ∣∣∣{ṽ(·, 0) ≥ ãωq
}
∩K%

∣∣∣ ≥ α|K%|.

An application of [6, Chapter 4, Proposition 4.1] to ṽ (with C ≡ 0 and M = ãωq) yields that
for some positive constants η, δ ∈ (0, 1) and b > 1 depending only on the data Co, C1, p,N
and on α, such that

ṽ(·, t) ≥ ηãωq a.e. in K2%

for all
bp−2

2(ηãωq)p−2
δ%p < t ≤ bp−2

(ηãωq)p−2
δ%p.

For v this means that
v(·, t) ≥ ηãωq a.e. in K2%

for all t in the interval
1
2b
p−2δ(ηãω)2−pωq−1%p < t ≤ bp−2δ(ηãω)2−pωq−1%p.

We revert to the original function u with the aid of the mean value theorem. More precisely, we
estimate

ηãωq ≤ v = uqk − (µ−)q ≤ qmax
{

Λq−1, ( 1
2c)

q−1
}
ωq−1

(
uk − µ−

)
≤ γ̃ωq−1

(
u− µ−

)
for some positive γ̃ = γ̃(q, c,Λ). This, however, is equivalent to

u(·, t) ≥ µ− +
ηã

γ̃
ω a.e. in K2%

for all t in the above interval. Redefining ηã/γ̃ as η and γ̃2−pbp−2δ as b, the claim follows. �

Remark 3.1. An inspection of the above proof shows that η = γa for some positive γ depend-
ing only on the data, α, c and Λ. The conclusion of Lemma 3.3 holds true for a smaller η by
properly making a smaller.

The following lemma examines the situation when pointwise information is given at the
initial level. It actually holds for p > 2 and q > 0.

Lemma 3.4. Let u be a locally bounded, local weak sub(super)-solution to (1.2) – (1.3) in ET .
Introduce the parameters Λ, c > 0 and η ∈ (0, 1), and set θ = ωq−1(ηω)2−p. Suppose that

cω ≤ ±µ± ≤ Λω.

There exists a positive constant ν1 depending only on the data, c and Λ, such that if

±
(
µ± − u(·, to)

)
≥ ηω, a.e. in K%(xo),

then
±
(
µ± − u

)
≥ 1

2ηω a.e. in K 1
2%

(xo)× (to, to + ν1θ%
p],

provided the cylinders are included in Q.
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Proof. Suppose u is a local, weak super-solution as the other case is similar. Moreover, we
may assume (xo, to) = (0, 0). Introduce ṽ like in the proof of Lemma 3.3, which turns out to
be a non-negative, local, weak super-solution to the parabolic p-Laplacian type equation (3.1)
in Q̃. Using the mean value theorem, the information that u(·, 0) ≥ µ− + ηω in K% yields
that ṽ(·, 0) ≥ γηωq in K% for some positive γ = γ(q, c,Λ). Consequently, we may apply [6,
Chapter 3, Lemma 4.1] or [12, Lemma 3.2] to ṽ. For a ∈ (0, 1) at our disposal we have

ṽ ≥ aγηωq a.e. on K 1
2%
×
(
0, ϑ
(

1
2%)p

]
,

where
ϑ = c̄(1− a)N+3

(
γηωq

)2−p
,

for some constant c̄ ∈ (0, 1) depending on Co, C1, p,N . As in the proof of Lemma 3.3 we
convert this into an estimate for u. First, the scaling in time gives

ϑ

2pω(q−1)(1−p) = 2−pc̄(1− a)N+3γ2−pωq−1(ηω)2−p = 2−pc̄(1− a)N+3γ2−pθ =: ν1θ,

so that v ≥ aγηωq on K 1
2%
×
(
0, ν1θ%

p
]
. Note that ν1 depends on Co, C1, p, q,N, c,Λ and a.

As in the proof of Lemma 3.3, we may apply the mean value theorem to estimate

aγηωq ≤ v ≤ γ̃ωq−1
(
u− µ−

)
for some positive γ̃ = γ̃(q, c,Λ) and therefore on K 1

2%
×
(
0, ν1θ%

p
]

there holds

u ≥ µ− +
aγ

γ̃
ηω.

Finally, choosing the free parameter a such that aγ/γ̃ = 1/2 on the one hand determines the
value of ν1 in dependence on the data, c and Λ, and on the other hand implies the desired bound
from below. �

4. THE FIRST PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

The proof of Theorem 1.1 in this section relies on the expansion of positivity from Lemma 3.3.
This important tool simplifies our arguments, though the attainment of it is difficult and turned
out to be a major achievement in the recent theory, cf. [5, 6]. As such the same simplification
can be carried out in [1]. On the other hand, the argument of this section does not seem applica-
ble directly to the boundary regularity for the Neumann problem. For this reason, we will give
a second proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 5, referring back to our previous arguments in [1] that
are modeled on [4].

4.1. The Proof Begins. Assume (xo, to) = (0, 0), introduce Qo = K% × (−%p−1, 0] b ET
with a radius % ≤ 1 and set

µ+ = ess sup
Qo

u, µ− = ess inf
Qo

u, ω ≥ µ+ − µ−.

Let θ = ( 1
4ω)q+1−p. For some A > 1 to be determined in terms of the data, we may assume

that

(4.1) Q%(Aθ) ⊂ Qo, such that ess osc
Q%(Aθ)

u ≤ ω;

otherwise we would have

(4.2) ω ≤ L% 1
p−q−1 where L = 4A

1
p−q−1 .

Our proof unfolds along two main cases, namely for some ξ ∈ (0, 1) to be determined,

(4.3)

{
when u is near zero: µ− ≤ ξω and µ+ ≥ −ξω;

when u is away from zero: µ− > ξω or µ+ < −ξω.

Note that (4.3)1 implies that |µ±| ≤ 2ω. We deal with this case in Sections 4.2 – 4.4; the other
case will be treated in Section 4.5.
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4.2. Reduction of Oscillation Near Zero–Part I. In this section, we will assume that (4.3)1
holds true. We work with u as a super-solution near its infimum. To proceed further, we assume

(4.4) µ+ − µ− > 1
2ω.

The other case µ+ − µ− ≤ 1
2ω, will be considered later. Observe that (4.4) implies

(4.5) µ+ − 1
8ω ≥ 1

8ω or µ− + 1
8ω ≤ − 1

8ω.

Let us consider for instance the first case, i.e. (4.5)1, as the other one can be treated analogously.
Hence we have 1

4ω ≤ µ+ ≤ 2ω and Lemma 3.3 is at our disposal with c = 1
4 and Λ = 2.

Suppose A is a large number, and consider the “bottom” sub-cylinder of Q%(Aθ), that is,

Q̃ := K% ×
(
−Aθ%p,−(A− 1)θ%p

]
.

One of the following two alternatives must hold true:

(4.6)


∣∣∣{u ≤ µ− + 1

4ω
}
∩ Q̃

∣∣∣ ≤ ν|Q̃|,∣∣∣{u ≤ µ− + 1
4ω
}
∩ Q̃

∣∣∣ > ν|Q̃|.

Here the number ν ∈ (0, 1) is determined in Lemma 3.1 in terms of the data.
First suppose (4.6)1 holds true. An application of Lemma 3.1 (with ξ = 1

4 ) gives us that,
recalling |µ−| ≤ 2ω due to (4.3)1,

(4.7) u ≥ µ− + 1
8ω a.e. in 1

2 Q̃.

Here the notation 1
2 Q̃ should be self-explanatory in view of Lemma 3.1. In particular, the above

pointwise lower bound of u holds at the time level to = −(A− 1)θ%p for a.e. x ∈ K 1
2%

, which
serves as the initial datum for an application of Lemma 3.2. Indeed, we fix νo in Lemma 3.2
depending on the data and choose ξ ∈

(
0, 1

8

)
so small that

0 ≤ to + νo(ξω)q+1−p( 1
2%
)p

= −(A− 1)
(

1
4ω
)q+1−p

%p + νo(ξω)q+1−p( 1
2%
)p
,

i.e. we choose

(4.8) ξ = min
{

1
8 ,

1
4

( νo
2pA

) 1
p−q−1

}
.

Thus, enforcing |µ−| ≤ ξω, we obtain that

u ≥ µ− + 1
2ξω a.e. in K 1

4%
× (to, 0],

which in turn yields a reduction of oscillation

(4.9) ess osc
Q 1

4
%
(θ)
u ≤

(
1− 1

2ξ
)
ω.

Here in (4.8) we have tacitly used the fact that q < p− 1 in the determination of ξ. Keep also in
mind that A > 1 is yet to be determined in terms of the data.

The case µ− > ξω will be treated in Section 4.5; whereas if −2ω < µ− < −ξω, we may
apply Lemma 3.4 with c = ξ, Λ = 2 and η = ηo ∈

(
0, 1

8

)
. Indeed, fixing ν1 in Lemma 3.4

depending on the data and ξ, we choose ηo to satisfy

ν1ω
q−1(ηoω)2−p( 1

2%
)p ≥ A( 1

4ω
)q+1−p

%p, i.e. ηo = min
{

1
8 , 4

p−q−1
p−2

( ν1

2pA

) 1
p−2
}
.

Here we have tacitly used the fact that p > 2 in the determination of ηo. In this way, Lemma 3.4
asserts that

u ≥ µ− + 1
2ηoω a.e. in K 1

4%
× (to, 0],

which yields the reduction of oscillation

(4.10) ess osc
Q 1

4
%
(θ)
u ≤

(
1− 1

2ηo
)
ω.
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4.3. Reduction of Oscillation Near Zero–Part II. In this section, we still assume that (4.3)1
and (4.4) hold true. However, we turn our attention to the second alternative (4.6)2. We work
with u as a sub-solution near its supremum. Since under our assumptions there holdsµ+− 1

4ω ≥
µ− + 1

4ω, we may rephrase (4.6)2 as∣∣∣{µ+ − u ≥ 1
4ω
}
∩ Q̃

∣∣∣ > ν|Q̃|.
Then it is not hard to see that there exists

t∗ ∈
[
−Aθ%p,−(A− 1)θ%p − 1

2νθ%
p
]
,

such that ∣∣∣{µ+ − u(·, t∗) ≥ 1
4ω
}
∩K%

∣∣∣ > 1
2ν|K%|.

Otherwise t∗ can be in
[
− Aθ%p,−(A− 1)θ%p

]
. Indeed, if the above inequality does not hold

for any s in the given interval, then∣∣∣{µ+ − u ≥ 1
4ω
}
∩ Q̃

∣∣∣ =

ˆ −(A−1)θ%p− 1
2νθ%

p

−Aθ%p

∣∣∣{µ+ − u(·, s) ≥ 1
4ω
}
∩K%

∣∣∣ds
+

ˆ −(A−1)θ%p

−(A−1)θ%p− 1
2νθ%

p

∣∣∣{µ+ − u(·, s) ≥ 1
4ω
}
∩K%

∣∣∣ ds
< 1

2ν|K%|θ%p
(
1− 1

2ν
)

+ 1
2νθ%

p|K%| < ν|Q%|,
implying a contradiction to the above measure theoretical information. Recall that due to (4.5)1
we actually have 1

4ω ≤ µ+ ≤ 2ω. Then, based on the above measure theoretical information
at t∗, an application of Lemma 3.3 with c = 1

4 , Λ = 2 and a fixed constant a = 1
8 = 1

2c yields
constants b > 0 and η1 ∈ (0, 1) depending only on the data, such that

µ+ − u(·, t) ≥ η1ω a.e. in K 1
2%

for all times
t∗ + 1

2bω
q−1(η1ω)2−p%p ≤ t ≤ t∗ + bωq−1(η1ω)2−p%p.

Now, we determine A such that the set inclusion(
− θ
(

1
4%
)p
, 0
]
⊂
[
t∗ + 1

2bω
q−1(η1ω)2−p%p, t∗ + bωq−1(η1ω)2−p%p

]
is satisfied. To this end, we first consider the requirement 0 ≤ t∗ + bωq−1(η1ω)2−p%p, which
follows if the stronger condition

0 ≤ −A
(

1
4ω
)q+1−p

%p + bωq−1(η1ω)2−p%p

is fulfilled. This leads to the choice

A = b4q+1−pη2−p
1 .

Note that we may assume A > 1, since we could choose a smaller constant η1 in the definition
of A by Remark 3.1 and use the fact that p > 2. The second requirement −θ

(
1
4%
)p ≥ t∗ +

1
2bω

q−1(η1ω)2−p%p is satisfied if we are able to verify the stronger condition

−(A− 1)θ%p − 1
2νθ%

p + 1
2bω

q−1(η1ω)2−p%p = −(A− 1)θ%p − 1
2νθ%

p + 1
2Aθ%

p

≤ −θ
(

1
4%
)p
,

which is eqivalent to
1− 1

2ν + 1
4p ≤ 1

2A.

Since ν ∈ (0, 1), the last inequality holds true if A ≥ 4. However, as mentioned above, we may
assume it by making η1 smaller. Altogether, the above analysis determines A through η1 and
yields a reduction of oscillation

(4.11) ess osc
Q 1

4
%
(θ)
u ≤ (1− η1)ω.
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To summarize, let us define

η = min
{

1
2ξ,

1
2ηo, η1

}
∈ (0, 1

2 ),

where 1
2ξ is as in (4.9), 1

2ηo is as in (4.10) and η1 is as in (4.11). Combining (4.9) – (4.11) gives
the reduction of oscillation

(4.12) ess osc
Q 1

4
%
(θ)
u ≤ (1− η)ω,

provided the intrinsic relation (4.1) is verified and under (4.3)1 and (4.4).
In order to iterate the above argument, we introduce

ω1 = max
{

(1− η)ω, L%
1

p−q−1

}
;

we need to choose %1 = λ% for some λ ∈ (0, 1), such that

Q%1(Aθ1) ⊂ Q 1
4%

(θ) ∩Qo, where θ1 =
(

1
4ω1

)q+1−p
.

To this end, we first let

λ = 1
4A
− 1
p (1− η)

p−q−1
p .

and estimate

Aθ1%
p
1 = A

(
1
4ω1

)q+1−p
(λ%)p ≤

(
1
4ω
)q+1−p( 1

4%
)p

= θ
(

1
4%
)p
.

consequently, the first set inclusion Q%1(Aθ1) ⊂ Q 1
4%

(θ) holds. Note that λ < 1
4 . The second

set inclusion Q%1(Aθ1) ⊂ Qo is verified similarly with the same choice of λ. Therefore, taking
into account (4.2), (4.12) and the violation of (4.4), i.e. the case where ess oscQo u = µ+−µ− ≤
1
2ω, we arrive at the intrinsic relation

ess osc
Q%1 (Aθ1)

u ≤ ω1,

which takes the place of (4.1) in the next stage.

4.4. Reduction of Oscillation Near Zero Concluded. Now we may proceed by induction.
Suppose that, up to i = 1, 2, · · · j − 1, we have built

%o = %, %i = λ%i−1, θi =
(

1
4ωi
)q+1−p

ωo = ω, ωi = max
{

(1− η)ωi−1, L%
1

p−q−1

i−1

}
,

Qi = Q%i(θi), Q′i = Q 1
4%i

(θi)

µ+
i = ess sup

Qi

u, µ−i = ess inf
Qi

u, ess osc
Qi

u ≤ ωi.

For all the indices i = 1, 2, · · · j − 1, we alway assume that (4.3)1 holds true, i.e.,

µ−i ≤ ξωi and µ+
i ≥ −ξωi.

By this means the previous arguments can be repeated and we have for all i = 1, 2, · · · j,
Q%i(Aθi) ⊂ Q′i−1, ess osc

Qi
u ≤ (1− η)ωi−1 ≤ ωi.

Consequently, iterating the above recursive inequality we obtain for all i = 1, 2, · · · j,

(4.13) ess osc
Qi

u ≤ ωi ≤ max
{

(1− η)iω, L%
1

p−q−1

}
= max

{
ω
(%i
%

)βo
, L%

1
p−q−1

}
,

where

βo =
ln(1− η)

lnλ
.
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4.5. Reduction of Oscillation Away From Zero. In this section, let us suppose j is the first
index satisfying the second case in (4.3), i.e.

either µ−j > ξωj or µ+
j < −ξωj .

Let us treat for instance µ−j > ξωj , for the other case is analogous. We observe that since j is
the first index for this to happen, one should have µ+

j−1 ≤ µ−j−1 +ωj−1 ≤ (1 + ξ)ωj−1. Here,
we assume that there exists an index j − 1 such that the first case in (4.3) is fulfilled. This can
be justified by choosing ω = 1

ξ‖u‖L∞(ET ) in Section 4.1. Moreover, since Qj ⊂ Qj−1, by the
definition of the essential supremum one estimates

µ−j ≤ µ+
j ≤ µ+

j−1 ≤ (1 + ξ)ωj−1 ≤
1 + ξ

1− ηωj .

As a result, we have

(4.14) ξωj ≤ µ−j ≤
1 + ξ

1− ηωj .

The bound (4.14) indicates that starting from j the equation (1.2) resembles the parabolic p-
Laplacian type equation in Qj . We drop the suffix j from our notation for simplicity, and
introduce v := u/µ− in Q = K% × (−θ%p, 0], where θ =

(
1
4ω)q+1−p. It is straightforward to

verify that v belongs to the function space (1.6) defined on Q and satisfies

∂tv
q − div Ā(x, t, v,Dv) = 0 weakly in Q,

where, for (x, t) ∈ Q, v ∈ R and ζ ∈ RN , we have defined

Ā(x, t, v, ζ) = A(x, t,µ−v,µ−ζ)/(µ−)q,

which is subject to the structure conditions{
Ā(x, t, v, ζ) · ζ ≥ Co(µ−)p−q−1|ζ|p

|Ā(x, t, v, ζ)| ≤ C1(µ−)p−q−1|ζ|p−1
for a.e. (x, t) ∈ Q, ∀ v ∈ R, ∀ ζ ∈ RN .

Moreover, since ω/µ− ≤ 1/ξ, we have that

(4.15) 1 ≤ v ≤ µ
+

µ−
≤ µ

− + ω

µ−
≤ 1 + ξ

ξ
a.e. in Q.

To proceed, it turns out to be more convenient to consider w := vq , which because of (4.15)
belongs to the function space (1.6)q=1 defined on Q and satisfies

∂tw − div Ã(x, t, w,Dw) = 0 weakly in Q,

where we have defined the vector-field Ã by

Ã(x, t, y, ζ) = Ā
(
x, t, ỹ

1
q , 1

q ỹ
1−q
q ζ
)
,

for a.e. (x, t) ∈ Q, any y ∈ R and any ζ ∈ RN . This time ỹ is defined by

ỹ := min
{

max
{
y, 1

2

}
, 2
(1 + ξ

ξ

)q}
.

Employing (4.15) again, we verify that there exist positive constants C̃o = γo(p, q, ξ)Co and
C̃1 = γ1(p, q, ξ)C1, such that{

Ã(x, t, y, ζ) · ζ ≥ C̃o(µ−)p−q−1|ζ|p

|Ã(x, t, y, ζ)| ≤ C̃1(µ−)p−q−1|ζ|p−1,
for a.e. (x, t) ∈ Q, ∀ y ∈ R, ∀ ζ ∈ RN .

Note that ξ is already fixed in (4.8) in terms of the data. To proceed, we introduce the function

ŵ(x, t) := w(x, (µ−)q+1−pt),
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which satisfies

(4.16) ∂tŵ − div Â(x, t, ŵ,Dŵ) = 0 weakly in Q̂ := K% ×
(
− (µ−)p−q−1θ%p, 0

]
and belongs to the function space (1.6)q=1 defined on Q̂. Here the function Â is defined by

Â(x, t, y, ζ) := (µ−)q+1−pÃ(x, (µ−)q+1−pt, y, ζ)

and subject to the structure conditions

(4.17)

{
Â(x, t, y, ζ) · ζ ≥ C̃o|ζ|p,
|Â(x, t, y, ζ)| ≤ C̃1|ζ|p−1,

for a.e. (x, t) ∈ Q̂, ∀ y ∈ R, ∀ ζ ∈ RN .

This shows that ŵ is a local weak solution to the parabolic p-Laplacian type equation in Q̂.
First proved in [4] the power-like oscillation decay for solutions to this kind of degenerate

parabolic equation is well known by now. We state the conclusion in the following proposition
in a form that favors our application, and refer to the monographs [3, 14] for a comprehensive
treatment of this issue.

Proposition 4.1. Let p > 2, σ in (0, 1) and ω̂ > 0. Then, there exist constants β1 in (0, 1) and
γ > 1 depending only on the data N, p, C̃o, C̃1 and σ, such that there holds: Whenever ŵ is a
bounded, local, weak solution to (4.16) – (4.17) in Q̂, such that with θ̂ = ω̂2−p the assumptions

(4.18) ess osc
Qσ%(θ̂)

ŵ ≤ ω̂ and Qσ%(θ̂) ⊂ Q̂,

hold true, then for all 0 < r ≤ % we have

ess osc
Qr(θ̂)

ŵ ≤ γω̂
( r
%

)β1

.

We tend to use Proposition 4.1. First we check the condition (4.18) is satisfied. Indeed, by
the mean value theorem and (4.15) there exists some positive γ̃ = γ̃(q, ξ), such that

ess osc
Q̂

ŵ = ess osc
Q

w ≤ γ̃ ess osc
Q

v ≤ γ̃ ω
µ−

=: ω̂.

According to (4.14) we find that
1− η
1 + ξ

≤ ω

µ−
≤ 1

ξ
.

Further, by definition of the corresponding cylinders, we obtain that Qσ%(θ̂) ⊂ Q̂, provided(
γ̃
ω

µ−

)2−p
(σ%)p ≤ (µ−)p−q−1

(
1
4ω
)q+1−p

%p

holds true. This can be achieved by choosing σ small enough, i.e.

σ ≤
(

1
4

)q+1−p
γ̃p−2

( ω
µ−

)q−1

.

In view of the lower and upper bound on the ratio ω/µ−, the number σ can be chosen only in
terms of the data, such that

ess osc
Qσ%(θ̂)

ŵ ≤ ω̂,

i.e. the condition (4.18) is fulfilled. Consequently, by Proposition 4.1 we have

ess osc
Qr(θ̂)

ŵ ≤ γω̂
( r
%

)β1

≤ γ̄
( r
%

)β1

for γ̄ = γγ̃/ξ and for any 0 < r ≤ %, with some β1 ∈ (0, 1) depending only on the data. Since
p > 2, we may estimate

θ̂ > θ̂o :=
( γ̃
ξ

)2−p
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and conclude that

ess osc
Qr(θ̂o)

ŵ ≤ γ̄
( r
%

)β1

∀ 0 < r ≤ %.

Reverting to w and using the fact that q + 1 < p and (4.14) in order to estimate

(µ−)q+1−p ≥
(1 + ξ

1− ηω
)q+1−p

,

we obtain that

ess osc
Qr(θ̂1ωq+1−p)

w ≤ γ̄
( r
%

)β1

,

where

θ̂1 :=
(1 + ξ

1− η
)q+1−p

θ̂o

depends only on the data. Recalling the definition of w, by the mean value theorem and (4.15)
one easily estimates that for some positive γ̃ = γ̃(q, ξ),

ess osc
Qr(θ̂1ωq+1−p)

v ≤ γ̃(q, ξ) ess osc
Qr(θ̂1ωq+1−p)

w.

Finally, we revert to u and the suffix j, and use (4.14) to estimate µ−j ≤ 1+ξ
1−ηωj , which leads to

(4.19) ess osc
Qr(θ̂1ω

q+1−p
j )

u ≤ µ−j ess osc
Qr(θ̂1ω

q+1−p
j )

v ≤ γωj
( r
%j

)β1

,

whenever 0 < r < %j . Since % ≤ 1, we have that ωj ≤ ω1 ≤ max{ω, L} =: ωL and therefore
we obtain that Qr(θ̂1ω

q+1−p
L ) ⊂ Qr(θ̂1ω

q+1−p
j ). Combining this with (4.13) and (4.19), we

arrive at the following: for all 0 < r < %,

ess osc
Qr(θ̂1ωq+1−p

L )
u ≤ γω

( r
%

)β2

+ γL%
1

p−q−1 , where β2 = min{βo, β1}.

Without loss of generality, we may assume the above oscillation estimate holds with % replaced
by some %̃ ∈ (r, %). Then taking %̃ = (r%)

1
2 and properly adjusting the Hölder exponent, we

obtain the power-like decay of oscillation

ess osc
Qr(θ̂1ωq+1−p

L )
u ≤ γω

( r
%

) β2
2

+ γL%
1

p−q−1

( r
%

) 1
2(p−q−1) ≤ γωL

( r
%

)β
,

where

β = min
{β2

2
,

1

2(p− q − 1)

}
.

At this stage, the proof of Theorem 1.1 can be completed by a standard covering argument.

5. THE SECOND PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

The purpose of this section is to present another proof of Theorem 1.1 without using the
expansion of positivity (Lemma 3.3). As we shall see, the arguments in Section 5.2 are similar
to that of Section 4.2. The main difference appears in Section 5.3. To avoid using Lemma 3.3
as done in Section 4.3, we perform an argument of DiBenedetto [4], adapted in [1]. The virtual
advantage of this section is that the proof relies solely on the energy estimates in Proposition 2.1.
As such it offers an amenable adaption near the boundary given Neumann data, cf. Section 6.3.

5.1. The Proof Begins. The set-up is the same as in Section 4.1. Namely, we introduce the
quantities {µ±, ω, θ, L, A} and the cylinders Q%(Aθ) ⊂ Qo. Moreover, they are connected
by the intrinsic relation (4.1). For a positive ξ to be determined, the proof unfolds along two
main cases, as in (4.3).
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5.2. Reduction of Oscillation Near Zero–Part I. Like in Section 4.2, we assume that (4.3)1
holds and work with u as a super-solution near its infimum. Then we proceed with the assump-
tion (4.4), which implies one of (4.5) holds. We may take (4.5)1, such that 1

4ω ≤ µ+ ≤ 2ω.
The second proof departs from here. Suppose that for some t̄ ∈

(
− (A− 1)θ%p, 0

]
,

(5.1)
∣∣∣{u ≤ µ− + 1

4ω
}
∩ (0, t̄) +Q%(θ)

∣∣∣ ≤ ν|Q%(θ)|,
where ν is the constant determined in Lemma 3.1 in terms of the data. According to Lemma 3.1
applied with ξ = 1

4 , we have

u ≥ µ− + 1
8ω a.e. in (0, t̄) +Q 1

2%
(θ),

since the other alternative, i.e., |µ−| ≥ 2ω, does not hold due to (4.3)1. This pointwise infor-
mation parallels (4.7) in Section 4.2. Similar arguments can be reproduced as in Section 4.2 to
obtain the reduction of oscillation as in (4.9) – (4.10). In particular, only Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2
and Lemma 3.4 are used. In this process we fix the constant ξ as in (4.8) depending on the data
and A, which will be chosen next in terms of the data.

5.3. Reduction of Oscillation Near Zero–Part II. In this section we still assume that (4.3)1
holds. However, now we work with u as a sub-solution near its supremum. Keep also in mind
that (4.5)1 is enforced, such that 1

4ω ≤ µ+ ≤ 2ω may be assumed.
Suppose contrary to (5.1) that, recalling θ = ( 1

4ω)q+1−p,∣∣∣{u ≤ µ− + 1
4ω
}
∩ (0, t̄) +Q%(θ)

∣∣∣ > ν|Q%(θ)|, ∀ t̄ ∈
(
− (A− 1)θ%p, 0

]
.

Then for any such t̄, it is easy to see that there exists some s ∈
[
t̄− θ%p, t̄− 1

2νθ%
p
]

with∣∣∣{u(·, s) ≤ µ− + 1
4ω
}
∩K%

∣∣∣ > 1
2ν|K%|.

Since we assumed that µ+ − µ− > 1
2ω, there holds µ+ − 1

4ω > µ− + 1
4ω, which implies∣∣∣{u(·, s) ≤ µ+ − 1

4ω
}
∩K%

∣∣∣ ≥ 1
2ν|K%|.

Recall that due to (4.5)1 we have 1
4ω ≤ µ+ ≤ 2ω. Thus our assumptions for the following

Sections 5.3.1 – 5.3.3 are

(5.2) 1
4ω ≤ µ+ ≤ 2ω,

and

(5.3)

 for any t̄ ∈
(
− (A− 1)θ%p, 0

]
there exists s ∈

[
t̄− θ%p, t̄− 1

2νθ%
p
]

such that
∣∣∣{u(·, s) ≤ µ+ − 1

4ω
}
∩K%

∣∣∣ ≥ 1
2ν|K%|.

They would allow us to determine A and reduce the oscillation in this case. Similar arguments
in Sections 5.3.1 – 5.3.3 have been carried out in [1]. However we think it is necessary to adapt
them in the new setting because of the technical nature.

5.3.1. Propagation of Measure Theoretical Information.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose (5.2) and (5.3) are in force. There exists ε ∈ (0, 1), depending only on ν
and the data, such that∣∣∣{u(·, t) ≤ µ+ − εω

}
∩K%

∣∣∣ ≥ 1
4ν|K%| for all t ∈ (s, t̄ ].

Proof. For ease of notation, we set s = 0. Further, for δ > 0 and 0 < ε ≤ 1
8 to be determined

by the data and ν, we consider Q := K% × (0, δε2−pθ%p] and k = µ+ − εω ≥ 1
8ω. Applying

the energy estimate in Proposition 2.1 with a standard non-negative time independent cutoff
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function ζ(x, t) ≡ ζ(x) that equals 1 on K(1−σ)% for some σ ∈ (0, 1) to be fixed later, vanishes
on ∂K% and satisfies |Dζ| ≤ (σ%)−1, we obtain for all 0 < t < δε2−pθ%p thatˆ

K%×{t}

ˆ u

k

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ ζp dx

≤
ˆ
K%×{0}

ˆ u

k

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ ζp dx+ γ

¨
Q

(u− k)p+|Dζ|p dxdt.

Defining kε̃ = µ+ − ε̃εω for some ε̃ ∈ (0, 1
2 ), we estimate the term on the left-hand side by

ˆ
K%×{t}

ˆ u

k

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ ζp dx ≥
∣∣{u(·, t) > kε̃

}
∩K(1−σ)%

∣∣ˆ kε̃

k

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ.

Further, note that by the mean value theorem and the restriction 1
4ω ≤ µ+ ≤ 2ω, there exists a

constant γ = γ(q) such thatˆ kε̃

k

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ ≥ γωq−1(εω)2 = γε2ωq+1.

Next, by (5.3) we obtain for the first term on the right-hand side of the energy estimate that
ˆ
K%×{0}

ˆ u

k

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ ζp dx ≤
(
1− 1

2ν
)
|K%|

ˆ µ+

k

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ

and by the choice of ζ and u ≤ µ+ for the second term on the right-hand side that¨
Q

(u− k)p+|Dζ|p dxdt ≤ γδ
σp
ε2−pθ(εω)p|K%| ≤

γδ

σp
ε2ωq+1|K%|.

Combining the preceding estimates leads to

∣∣{u(·, t) > kε̃
}
∩K(1−σ)%

∣∣ ≤
ˆ µ+

k

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ

ˆ kε̃

k

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ

(
1− 1

2ν
)
|K%|+

γδ

σp
|K%|.

Rewriting the fractional number of integrals on the right-hand side and using the mean value
theorem as well as the restrictions 1

4ω ≤ µ+ ≤ 2ω and k ≥ 1
8ω yields the bound

ˆ µ+

k

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ

ˆ kε̃

k

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ

= 1 +

ˆ µ+

kε̃

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ

ˆ kε̃

k

τ q−1(τ − k)+ dτ

≤ 1 + γε̃,

where γ depends only on q. Inserting this into the previous inequality, we conclude that∣∣{u(·, t) > kε̃
}
∩K%

∣∣ ≤ (1− 1
2ν
)(

1 + γε̃
)
|K%|+

γδ

σp
|K%|+Nσ|K%|.

Now, we first fix ε̃ = ε̃(q, ν) small enough that(
1− 1

2ν
)(

1 + γε̃
)
≤ 1− 3

8ν

and define σ := ν
16N . Then, we choose δ small enough that γδσp ≤ 1

16ν and ε small enough that
δε2−p ≥ 1, where we take into account that p > 2. Redefining ε̃ε as ε, we finish the proof of
the lemma. �

Since t̄ is arbitrary in (−(A − 1)θ%p, 0], the previous lemma actually yields the measure
theoretical information

(5.4)
∣∣∣{u(·, t) ≤ µ+ − εω

}
∩K%

∣∣∣ ≥ 1
4ν|K%| for all t ∈

(
− (A− 1)θ%p, 0

]
.
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5.3.2. Shrinking the Measure Near the Supremum. Let ε ∈ (0, 1) denote the constant from
Lemma 5.1 depending only on the data. Further, we choose the number A in the form

A = 2j∗(p−2) + 1

with some j∗ to be fixed later and consider the cylinder Q%((A− 1)θ) = Q%(2
j∗(p−2)θ), where

θ = ( 1
4ω)q+1−p.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose (5.2) and (5.4) hold. Then, there exists a constant γ > 0 depending only
on the data, such that for any positive integer j∗, we have∣∣∣{u ≥ µ+ − εω

2j∗

}
∩Q%((A− 1)θ)

∣∣∣ ≤ γ

j
p−1
p
∗

|Q%((A− 1)θ)|.

Proof. Consider the cylinder K2% × (−(A − 1)θ%p, 0] and a time independent cutoff function
ζ(x, t) ≡ ζ(x) vanishing on ∂K2% and equal to 1 in K% such that |Dζ| ≤ 2%−1. Applying the
energy estimate from Proposition 2.1 with levels kj = µ+ − 2−j−1εω for j = 0, · · · , j∗ − 1,
we obtain that¨

Q%((A−1)θ)

|D(u− kj)+|p dxdt

≤
ˆ
K2%×{−(A−1)θ%p}

ζpg+(u, kj) dx+ γ

¨
K2%×(−(A−1)θ%p,0]

(u− kj)p+|Dζ|p dxdt.

By the mean value theorem, the restriction 1
4ω ≤ µ+ ≤ 2ω and the fact that the parameter ε is

already fixed in Lemma 5.1 in dependence on the data, the first term on the right-hand side of
the preceding inequality is estimated byˆ

K2%×{−(A−1)θ%p}
ζpg+(u, kj) dx ≤ γωq−1

(εω
2j

)2

|K2%|

≤ γ

%pεp−2

(εω
2j

)p
|Q%((A− 1)θ)|

≤ γ

%p

(εω
2j

)p
|Q%((A− 1)θ)|.

For the second term on the right, we use u ≤ µ+ and the bound for |Dζ|. Thus, we arrive at¨
Q%((A−1)θ)

|D(u− kj)+|p dxdt ≤ γ

%p

(εω
2j

)p
|Q%((A− 1)θ)|.

Next, we apply [3, Chapter I, Lemma 2.2] with levels kj+1 > kj slicewise to u(·, t) for fixed
t ∈ (−(A − 1)θ%p, 0]. Taking into account the measure theoretical information from (5.4),
which implies ∣∣∣{u(·, t) < kj

}
∩K%

∣∣∣ ≥ 1
4ν|K%| for all t ∈ (−(A− 1)θ%p, 0],

and using Hölder’s inequality, we conclude that

(kj+1 − kj)
∣∣{u(·, t) > kj+1

}
∩K%

∣∣
≤ γ%N+1∣∣{u(·, t) < kj

}
∩K%

∣∣ ˆ{kj<u(·,t)<kj+1}∩K%
|Du(·, t)|dx

≤ γ%
ν

[ ˆ
{kj<u(·,t)<kj+1}∩K%

|Du(·, t)|p dx

] 1
p ∣∣{kj < u(·, t) < kj+1

}
∩K%

∣∣1− 1
p

=
γ%

ν

[ ˆ
{kj<u(·,t)<kj+1}∩K%

|Du(·, t)|p dx

] 1
p [
|Aj(t)| − |Aj+1(t)|

]1− 1
p .
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Here, we abbreviated Aj(t) :=
{
u(·, t) > kj

}
∩ K%. Further, we define Aj = {u > kj} ∩

Q%((A− 1)θ). Integrating the preceding inequality with respect to t over (−(A− 1)θ%p, 0] and
applying Hölder’s inequality slicewise leads to the measure estimate

εω

2j+1

∣∣Aj+1

∣∣ ≤ γ%
ν

[¨
Q%((A−1)θ)

|D(u− kj)+|p dxdt

] 1
p [
|Aj | − |Aj+1|

]1− 1
p

≤ γ εω
2j
|Q%((A− 1)θ)| 1p

[
|Aj | − |Aj+1|

]1− 1
p .

Taking the power p
p−1 on both sides, we find that∣∣Aj+1

∣∣ p
p−1 ≤ γ|Q%((A− 1)θ)| 1

p−1
[
|Aj | − |Aj+1|

]
.

Finally, adding the inequalities with respect to j from 0 to j∗ − 1 we obtain that

j∗
∣∣Aj∗ ∣∣ p

p−1 ≤ γ
∣∣Q%((A− 1)θ)

∣∣ p
p−1 ,

which is equivalent to ∣∣Aj∗ ∣∣ ≤ γ

j
p−1
p
∗

|Q%((A− 1)θ)|.

To conclude, it suffices to replace j∗ by j∗ − 1 in the above line and adjust γ. �

5.3.3. A De Giorgi-type Lemma. As in the preceding section, let ε ∈ (0, 1) denote the constant
from Lemma 5.1 depending only on the data.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that the assumptions (5.2) and (5.3) hold true. Then, there exists a con-
stant ν1 ∈ (0, 1) depending only on the data, such that if for some j∗ > 1, the measure bound∣∣∣{µ+ − u ≤ εω

2j∗

}
∩Q%((A− 1)θ)

∣∣∣ ≤ ν1|Q%((A− 1)θ)|,

holds true, where A = 2j∗(p−2) + 1 and θ = ( 1
4ω)q+1−p, then

µ+ − u ≥ εω

2j∗+1
a.e. in Q 1

2%
((A− 1)θ).

Proof. Let M := 2−j∗εω and define

kn = µ+ − M

2
− M

2n+1
, k̃n =

kn + kn+1

2
,

%n =
%

2
+

%

2n+1
, %̃n =

%n + %n+1

2
,

Kn = K%n , K̃n = K%̃n ,

Qn = Q%n((A− 1)θ), Q̃n = Q%̃n((A− 1)θ).

We employ the energy estimate from Proposition 2.1 with cutoff functions ζ that vanish on the
parabolic boundary of Qn, equal identity in Q̃n and fulfill

|Dζ| ≤ γ 2n

%
and |ζt| ≤ γ

2pn

(A− 1)θ%p
.

Using the condition 1
4ω ≤ µ+ ≤ 2ω to estimate the terms on the right-hand side, we find that

ωq−1 ess sup
−(A−1)θ%̃pn<t<0

ˆ
K̃n

(
u− k̃n

)2
+

dx+

¨
Q̃n

∣∣D(u− k̃n)+∣∣p dxdt

≤ γ 2pn

%p
Mp

(
1 +

ωq−1

(A− 1)θMp−2

)
|An| = γ

2pn

%p
Mp
(
1 + ε2−p)|An|,

where we abbreviated
An =

{
u > kn

}
∩Qn.
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Taking into account the choice of ζ, by an application of the Sobolev imbedding [3, Chapter I,
Proposition 3.1] and the preceding estimate we conclude that(

M

2n+3

)p
|An+1| ≤

¨
Q̃n

(
u− k̃n

)p
+
ζp dxdt

≤
[¨

Q̃n

[
(u− k̃n)+ζ

]pN+2
N dxdt

] N
N+2

|An|
2

N+2

≤ γ
[¨

Q̃n

∣∣D[(u− k̃n)+ζ
]∣∣p dxdt

] N
N+2

[
ess sup

−(A−1)θ%̃pn<t<0

ˆ
K̃n

(
u− k̃n

)2
− dx

] p
N+2

|An|
2

N+2

≤ γω
p(1−q)
N+2

(
2pn

%p
Mp

)N+p
N+2 (

1 + ε2−p)N+p
N+2 |An|1+ p

N+2 .

Hence, for the quantity Yn = |An|/|Qn| we deduce the recursive inequality

Yn+1 ≤ γbn
(

(A− 1)θMp−2

ωq−1

) p
N+2 (

1 + ε2−p)N+p
N+2Y

1+ p
N+2

n

= γbnε
p(p−2)
N+2

(
1 + ε2−p)N+p

N+2 Y
1+ p

N+2
n ,

where b = 2
p(2N+p+2)

N+2 and γ only depends on the data. Thus, the lemma on fast geometric
convergence, i.e. [3, Chapter I, Lemma 4.1], ensures the existence of a constant ν1 ∈ (0, 1)
depending only on the data such that Yn → 0 if we assume that the smallness condition Yo ≤ ν1

holds true. �

At this stage, we conclude the reduction of oscillation in the remaining case where (5.2) and
(5.3) hold. To this end, denote by ε ∈ (0, 1), γ > 0 and ν1 ∈ (0, 1) the corresponding constants
from Lemmas 5.1, 5.2 and 5.3. Choose a positive integer j∗ large enough that

γ

j
p−1
p
∗

≤ ν1

and Q 1
2%

((A− 1)θ) ⊃ Q 1
4%

(θ), where A = 2j∗(p−2) + 1. Hence, applying in turn Lemmas 5.2
and 5.3, we arrive at

µ+ − u ≥ εω

2j∗+1
a.e. in Q 1

4%
(θ).

This gives the reduction of oscillation

ess osc
Q 1

4
%
(θ)
u ≤

(
1− ε

2j∗+1

)
ω.

Recall the reduction of oscillation achieved in Section 5.2 via arguments of Section 4.2. Namely,
1
2ξ is chosen in the reduction of oscillation (4.9) and 1

2ηo is chosen in the reduction of oscillation
(4.10). Combining all cases gives the reduction of oscillation exactly as in (4.12) with the choice

η = min
{ξ

2
,
ηo
2
,

ε

2j∗+1

}
,

from which the rest of the proof can be reproduced just like in Section 4.

6. PROOF OF BOUNDARY REGULARITY

Since Theorems 1.2 – 1.4 can be proved in a similar way as interior Hölder continuity, we
will only give sketchy proofs, where we keep reference to the tools and strategies used in the
interior case and highlight the main differences.
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6.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Consider the cylinder Qo = K%(xo) × (0, %p−1] ⊂ ET whose
vertex (xo, 0) is attached to the initial boundary E × {0}. For ease of notation assume xo = 0
and set

µ+ = ess sup
Qo

u, µ− = ess inf
Qo

u, ω ≥ µ+ − µ−.

Let θ = ( 1
4ω)q+1−p. We may assume that

Q%(θ) ⊂ Qo = K% × (−%p−1, 0], such that ess osc
Q%(θ)

u ≤ ω;

otherwise we would have
ω ≤ 4%

1
p−q−1 .

Like in the proof of interior regularity, we start by distinguishing between the main cases{
when u is near zero: µ− ≤ ω and µ+ ≥ −ω;

when u is away from zero: µ− > ω or µ+ < −ω.

The second case reduces to the corresponding estimate for weak solutions to parabolic p-
Laplacian equations; see [3, Chapter III, Lemma 11.1]. In the first case, which implies |µ±| ≤
2ω, we proceed by a comparison to the initial datum uo. More precisely, we assume that

either µ+ − 1
4ω > sup

K%

uo or µ− + 1
4ω < inf

K%
uo

since otherwise, we would obtain the bound

ess osc
Qo

u ≤ 2 ess osc
K%

uo.

As both cases can be treated analogously, we consider only the second inequality with µ− and
work with u as a super-solution. Using |µ−| ≤ 2ω, Lemma 3.2 (with ξ = 1

4 ) yields a constant
νo ∈ (0, 1) depending only on the data, such that

u ≥ µ− + 1
8ω a.e. in Q̂1 := K 1

2%
×
(
0, νoθ%

p
]
.

Thus, we arrive at the reduction of oscillation

ess osc
Q̂1

u ≤ 7
8ω.

Finally, taking the initial datum into account, we conclude that

ess osc
Q̂1

u ≤ max
{

7
8ω, 2ωuo(%)

}
.

Now we may proceed by an iteration argument as in [1, Section 7.1] to conclude the proof.

6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Consider the cylinderQo = K%(xo)×(to−%p−1, to] whose vertex
(xo, to) is attached to ST . Suppose that % is so small that to − %p−1 > 0 and % < %o where %o
is the constant from the geometric condition (G). Further, we assume that (xo, to) = (0, 0) for
ease of notation and define

µ+ = ess sup
Qo∩ET

u, µ− = ess inf
Qo∩ET

u, ω ≥ µ+ − µ−.

Let θ = ( 1
4ω)q+1−p. For some A > 1 to be determined in terms of the data, we may assume

that
Q%(Aθ) ⊂ Qo, such that ess osc

Q%(Aθ)∩ET
u ≤ ω;

otherwise we would have

ω ≤ L% 1
p−q−1 where L = 4A

1
p−q−1 .
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As in the proof of interior Hölder continuity, we consider the main cases

(6.1)

{
when u is near zero: µ− ≤ ξω and µ+ ≥ −ξω;

when u is away from zero: µ− > ξω or µ+ < −ξω.

Here ξ ∈ (0, 1) will be fixed in terms of the data and α∗, where α∗ comes from the geometric
condition (G) of ∂E.

When (6.1)1 holds true, we either arrive at the bound

ess osc
Qo∩ET

u ≤ 2 ess osc
Qo∩ST

g

or we continue with a comparison to the boundary datum g, i.e. we are concerned with the cases

either µ+ − 1
4ω > sup

Qo∩ST
g or µ− + 1

4ω < inf
Qo∩ST

g.

Since the inequalities can be treated analogously, let us consider only the second one. Observe
that k satisfies (2.2)2 with QR,S replaced by Qo, since (u − k)− vanishes on Qo ∩ ST for all
k ≤ µ− + 1

4ω. Therefore, we may employ the energy estimate in Proposition 2.2 for super-
solutions if we extend all integrals in the energy estimates to zero outside of ET . The extended
function (u−k)−, which will be denoted by the same symbol, is still contained in the functional
space in (1.6) within Qo.

The proof of [1, Lemma 4.2] can be adapted to the current situation, bearing in mind that
we have assumed ∂E fulfills the property of positive geometric density (G), and therefore for
k = µ− + 1

4ω, we have

(6.2)
∣∣∣{u−k (·, t)− µ− ≥ 1

4ω
}
∩K%(xo)

∣∣∣ ≥ α∗|K%| for all t ∈ (−Aθ%p, 0].

Here we have used u−k as the extension of u to the whole Qo defined by

u−k :=

{
k − (u− k)− in Qo ∩ ET ,

k in Qo \ ET .
By Lemma A.2 the extension u−k turns out to be a local, weak super-solution to (1.2) inQo, with
a properly extended principle part Ã, cf. Appendix A. The extended Ã enjoys the same type of
structural conditions as in (1.3). For simplicity we still use u to denote the extended function in
what follows.

Consequently, like in [1, Lemma 4.2], there exists γ depending only on the data and α∗, such
that for any positive integer j∗, we have∣∣∣∣{u− µ− ≤ ω

2j∗+2

}
∩ Q̂%

∣∣∣∣ ≤ γ

j
p−1
p
∗

|Q̂%|,

where
Q̂% = K% ×

(
− (2−j∗−2ω)q+1−p%p, 0

)
,

provided |µ−| ≤ 2−j∗−2ω. Assuming this condition on µ− is fulfilled and letting ν be the

number determined in Lemma 3.1, we may choose j∗ to satisfy that γj
− p−1

p
∗ ≤ ν. Then setting

ξ = 2−j∗−2, A1 = 2j∗(p−q−1),

Lemma 3.1 implies that
u− µ− ≥ 1

2ξω a.e. in Q 1
2%

(A1θ),

which in turn yields that
ess osc
Q̂ 1

2
%
∩ET

u ≤ (1− 1
2ξ)ω.

Hence, the oscillation is reduced when |µ−| < ξω for some ξ ∈ (0, 1) determined by the
data and α∗. To proceed, one still needs to handle the situation when µ− < −ξω since this is
not excluded in (6.1)1.
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Our current hypothesis to proceed consists of the measure information (6.2) and −2ω <
µ− < −ξω as we have assumed µ+ ≥ −ξω in (6.1)1. Departing from this, we have two ways
to proceed: one is to use the expansion of positivity (Lemma 3.3); the other is to follow the
arguments in Sections 5.3.2 – 5.3.3. We only describe the first option.

In fact, by Lemma 3.3, the measure information (6.2) translates into the pointwise estimate

u ≥ µ− + ηω a.e. in Q 1
2%

(A2θ)

for some η ∈ (0, 1) depending on the data and ξ. This gives us a reduction of oscillation as
usual, and hence finishes the reduction of oscillation under the condition (6.1)1 The constantA2

is determined by the data in this step, through b and η of Lemma 3.3. The final choice of A is
given by the larger one of A1 and A2.

As in the interior case, we repeat the arguments inductively until the second case of (6.1)
is satisfied for some index j for the first time. Starting from j, the equation behaves like the
parabolic p-Laplacian type equation within Qj ∩ ET . In order to render this point technically,
we adapt the proof for interior regularity, where we use in particular the boundary regularity
result [1, Proposition 7.2] for the parabolic p-Laplacian near the lateral boundary.

6.3. Proof of Theorem 1.4. First of all, we observe that the second proof of interior regularity
(Theorem 1.1) in Section 5 is based solely on the energy estimates in Proposition 2.1 and a
corresponding Hölder estimate for solutions to the parabolic p-Laplacian.

A key ingredient – the Sobolev imbedding (cf. [3, Chapter I, Proposition 3.1]) – was used in
order to establish Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.4, Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.3, assuming
the functions (u − k)±ζ

p vanish on the lateral boundary of the domain of integration. This
assumption in turn is fulfilled by choosing a proper cutoff function ζ. In the boundary situation
similar arguments have been employed in Section 6.2 or in Section 6.1 by restricting the value
of the level k according to the Dirichlet data as in (2.2) or the initial data as in (2.1).

However, in the current situation of Neumann data the functions (u−k)±ζ
p under conditions

of Proposition 2.4 do not vanish on ST and therefore such a Sobolev imbedding cannot be used
in general. On the other hand, a similar Sobolev imbedding (cf. [3, Chapter. I, Proposition 3.2])
that does not require functions to vanish on the boundary still holds for the functional space

u ∈ C
(
0, T ;Lp(E)

)
∩ Lp

(
0, T ;W 1,p(E)

)
.

The appearing constant now depends on N , the structure of ∂E and the ratio T/|E| pN , which is
invariant for cylinders of the type Q% = K% × (−%p, 0] and Q% ∩ ET as well, provided ∂E is
smooth enough. In particular, Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.4, Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.3
can be proved in this boundary setting.

Finally, we remark that the use of De Giorgi’s isoperimetric inequality (cf. [3, Chapter I,
Lemma 2.2] and [16, Theorem 4.2.1]) is permitted for extension domains, and thus in particular
for C1-domains. Thus the machinery used in Lemma 5.2 can be reproduced.

For the proof of Theorem 1.4 we now consider a cylinder Qo = K%(xo) × (to − %p−1, to]
whose vertex (xo, to) is attached to ST and % is so small that to − %p−1 > 0. According to
the preceding considerations we proceed exactly as in the second proof of interior regularity in
Section 5. Obviously, in the present situation all cylinders have to be intersected with ET . In
this way, we conclude a reduction of oscillation for the lateral boundary point (xo, to).

APPENDIX A. ON THE NOTION OF PARABOLICITY

We collect some useful lemmas regarding the notion of parabolicity for (1.2) – (1.3).

Lemma A.1. Let u be a local weak sub(super)-solution to (1.2) – (1.3). Then, for any k ∈ R,
the truncation k ± (u− k)± is a local weak sub(super)-solution to (1.2) – (1.3).

The analysis has been carried out in [1, Appendix A] for q = p−1. However, the same proof
actually works for all p > 1 and q > 0 after minor changes.
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In particular, when u is a local weak solution, u+ and u− are non-negative, local weak sub-
solutions to (1.2) – (1.3). By [2, Theorem 4.1], they are locally bounded and hence u is also.

In order to formulate an analog of Lemma A.1 near the lateral boundary ST for a sub(super)-
solution u to (1.4), consider the cylinder QR,S = KR(xo)× (to − S, to) whose vertex (xo, to)
is attached to ST . Further, for a level k satisfying (2.2), we are concerned with the following
truncated extension of u in QR,S :

u±k :=

{
k ± (u− k)± in QR,S ∩ ET ,

k in QR,S \ ET .

Moreover, the extension of A defined by

Ã(x, t, u, ζ) :=

{
A(x, t, u, ζ) in QR,S ∩ ET ,
|ζ|p−2ζ in QR,S \ ET

is a Carathéodory function satisfying (1.3) with structure constants Co and C1 replaced by
min{1, Co} and max{1, C1}, respectively. In this situation, the following lemma holds.

Lemma A.2. Suppose u is a sub(super)-solution to (1.4) with (1.3) and the level k satisfies
(2.2). Let u±k be defined as above. Then u±k is a local weak sub(super)-solution to (1.2) with Ã
in QR,S .
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[13] M.M. Porzio and V. Vespri, Hölder estimates for local solutions of some doubly nonlinear degenerate parabolic
equations, J. Differential Equations, 103(1), (1993), 146–178.

[14] J.M. Urbano, “The method of intrinsic scaling, A systematic approach to regularity for degenerate and singular
PDEs”, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 1930. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2008.

[15] S.-L. Zhou, Parabolic Q-minima and their application, J. Partial Differential Equations, 7(4), (1994), 289–322.
[16] W. P. Ziemer, “Weakly differentiable functions. Sobolev spaces and functions of bounded variation”, Graduate

Texts in Mathematics, 120. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1989.
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BURG, AUSTRIA

Email address: naian.liao@sbg.ac.at
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