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ON THE REGULARITY THEORY FOR MIXED LOCAL AND NONLOCAL
QUASILINEAR PARABOLIC EQUATIONS

PRASHANTA GARAIN AND JUHA KINNUNEN

ABSTRACT. We consider mixed local and nonlocal quasilinear parabolic equations of p-Laplace
type and discuss several regularity properties of weak solutions for such equations. More
precisely, we establish local boundeness of weak subsolutions, lower semicontinuity of weak
supersolutions as well as upper semicontinuity of weak subsolutions. We also discuss the
pointwise behavior of the semicontinuous representatives. Our main results are valid for sign
changing solutions. Our approach is purely analytic and is based on energy estimates and the
De Giorgi theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

We discuss regularity properties of weak solutions u : RV x (0,7) — R for the mixed local
and nonlocal quasilinear parabolic equation
(1.1) Owu + Lu(z,t) — div Bz, t,u, Vu) = g(x,t,u) in Q x (0,7),

where T > 0, Q ¢ RV, with N > 2, is a bounded domain (i.e. bounded, open and connected
set) and £ is an integro-differential operator of the form

(1.2) Lu(x,t) :P.V./ .A(:E,y,t,u(:n,t),u(y,t))K(x,y,t) dx dy dt,
RN

where P.V. denotes the principal value and A : RV x RN x (0,7) x R x R — R is measurable
with respect to (x,y,t) and continuous with respect to (u(x,t),u(y,t)) satisfying the growth
condition

Cl ’U(.’L’, t) - u(y7 t) ’p—? (U(.’L’, t) - U(y, t)) < -A(xa Y, t? u(a:, t)a U(y, t))
< CQ‘U(‘Ta t) - U(y, t)‘p—Q (u(a;, t) - u(y7 t))

for some positive constants C; and Cy. We assume that 1 < p < 0o, unless otherwise mentioned.
The kernel K is symmetric in  and y such that, for some 0 < s < 1 and A > 1, we have

At A
e = K@ut) s o m
for every z,y € RN and t € (0,T). Here B(z,t,u,¢) : Qx (0,T) x RV*! — RV is a measurable
function with respect to (z,t) and continuous with respect to (u,¢) such that

(15) B(xatvuv C)C > C3‘C‘p and ’B(x7t7u7 C)’ < 04’0[)—1

for almost every (z,t) € Q x (0,7T) and for every (u,() € RV, We assume that the source
function g : 2 x (0,7') x R — R is measurable with respect to (x,¢) and continuous with respect
to w which satisfies

(1.6) l9(z.t,w)| < alul " +|h(z, )],

(1.3)

(1.4)
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for every (z,t,u) € Qx(0,T) xR, where 1 <1 < max{2,p(1—|—%)}, a > 0 and h is an integrable
function to be made precise later.

There are several interesting equations that satisfy the conditions (1.3), (1.4) and (1.5). The
leading example of (1.1) is the mixed local and nonlocal parabolic p-Laplace equation

(1.7) Oru~+ a(—Ap)°u —bApu =01in Q x (0,7),

with @ > 0 and b > 0. This equation is obtained by choosing

(1.8) Alz,y,tu(z, ), uly, 1) = |ulz,t) —uly, )P (u(z, ) - uly, 1)),
(1.9) K(z,y,t) = alz —y| NP and B(z,t,u, Vu) = b|VulP"2Vu.

This kind of equation appears in image processing, Lévy processes etc, see Dipierro-Valdinoci
[25] and the references therein. For A as in (1.8) and a = 1 in (1.9), the operator £ defined by
(1.2) becomes the fractional p-Laplace operator (—A,)®. For b=1 in (1.9),

div (B(z, t,u, Vu)) = div(|Vu[P"*Vu) = Apu

is the p-Laplace operator. We would like to emphasize that (1.1) also extends the following
mixed Finsler and fractional p-Laplace equation

(1.10) Oru+ (—Ap)’u=Ar,uin Q x (0,7,
where
(1.11) Az pu = div(F(Vu)P 'V, F(Vu)),

is the Finsler p-Laplace operator, with V,, denoting the gradient operator with respect to the
n variable. Here F : RY — [0, 00) is the Finsler-Minkowski norm, that is, F is a nonnegative
convex function in C*(RY \ {0}) such that F(n) = 0 if and only if n = 0, and F is even and
positively homogeneous of degree 1, so that

(1.12) F(tn) = |[t|F(n) for every n € RY and t € R.

Then, it follows that B(z,t,u, Vu) = F(Vu)P~'V,F(Vu) satisfies the hypothesis (1.5), see
Xia [41, Chapter 1]. Various examples of Finsler-Minkowski norm F can be found in, for
example in Belloni-Ferone-Kawohl [4], Xia [41, p. 22-23] and the references therein. A typical
example of F includes the [9-norm defined by

N 1
(1.13) Foy= (D ml?)", a>1,
i=1

where n = (91,72, ...,mn). When F is the {9-norm as in (1.13), we have

<<§:‘ ou q)% Ou |4—2 8u>
p oxy, 0x; 0x; )’
For ¢ = 2 in (1.14), Ar, becomes the usual p-Laplace operator A,. Moreover, for ¢ = p in
(1.14), the operator Ar , reduces to the pseudo p-Laplace operator, see Belloni-Kawohl [5] and

therefore, equation (1.10) covers a wide range of mixed local and nonlocal problems and in
particular, extends the following mixed pseudo and fractional p-Laplace equation

Yoo
(1.14) Arppu=Y_
= O

P—2 Ju
8%2'

. L9 | 0u
(1.15) D+ (~Ap)u=3" o (‘833,-

i=1

>mQx&ﬂ.

Before proceeding further, let us discuss some known results. In the purely local case a = 0,
the equation (1.7) has been studied thoroughly over the last decades. Local boundedness,
Harnack inequalities, Holder continuity among several other regularity results are discussed in
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DiBenedetto [19] and DiBenedetto-Gianazza-Vespri [20]. For lower semicontinuity and further
properties of weak supersolutions, we refer to Kinnunen-Lindqvist [33], Kuusi [34], Liao [35]
and the references therein. In the purely nonlocal case b = 0, existence, uniqueness and
asymptotic behavior of strong solutions of (1.7) were studied by Mazén-Rossi-Toledo [37] and
Vazquez [40]. Stromqvist [39] obtained a local boundedness result for weak subsolutions with
p > 2. Brasco-Lindgren-Stromqvist [11] obtained local Holder continuity result based on
the method of discrete differentiation. By an alternative approach, Ding-Zhang-Zhou [21]
established local Holder continuity along with local boundedness result. Lower semicontinuity
result for doubly nonlinear nonlocal problems can be found in Banerjee-Garain-Kinnunen [2].
In the steady state case equation (1.7), with a = b = 1, reduces to

(1.16) — Aput (=A% = 0.

Foondun [27] proved Harnack and Hélder continuity results for (1.16) with p = 2. For an alter-
native approach to obtain Harnack inequality for (1.16), see Chen-Kim-Song-Vondracek [14].
Existence and symmetry results together with various other qualitative properties of solutions
of (1.16) have recently been studied by Biagi-Dipierro-Valdinoci-Vecchi [6,7], Dipierro-Proietti
Lippi-Valdinoci [22,23] and Dipierro-Ros-Oton-Serra-Valdinoci [24]. Much less is known in the
nonlinear case p # 2 of (1.16). For this, we refer to Buccheri-da Silva-Miranda [12], da Silva-
Salort [17], Biagi-Mugnai-Vecchi [8], Garain-Kinnunen [28] and Garain-Ukhlov [30]. Concern-
ing mixed parabolic equation, Barlow-Bass-Chen-Kassmann [3] obtained Harnack inequality
for the linear equation

(1.17) ou+ (—A)°u — Au = 0.

Chen-Kumagai [15] also proved Harnack inequality along with local Holder continuity result.
Recently, Garain-kinnunen [29] proved a weak Harnack inequality for (1.17) by analytic means.

The main purpose of this article is to establish local boundedness of weak subsolutions (The-
orem 3.1-Theorem 3.2). Further, we provide lower and upper semicontinuous representatives
of weak supersolutions (Theorem 4.1) and weak subsolutions (Theorem 4.2) of (1.1) respec-
tively. We also investigate the pointwise behavior of such representatives (Theorem 4.3-4.4).
Moreover, all of our main results are valid for sign changing solutions. Shang-Fang-Zhang [38]
recently established the local boundedness result for the equation

(1.18) Oru+ (—Ap)°u —Apu=01in Q x (0,7,

but our results cover a wider class of equations. As far as we are aware, all our main results
are new, even for the homogeneous case ¢ = 0 in (1.1). In contrast to the approach from
probability and analysis introduced in [3,15], we study the problem (1.1) with a purely analytic
approach. To this end, we adopt the approach from Castro-Kuusi-Palatucci [16], Ding-Zhang-
Zhou [21] to the mixed problem (1.1) to obtain the local boundedness result (Theorem 3.1-
Theorem 3.2). Due to the nonlocality, a tail quantity defined by (2.2) appears in our local
boundedness estimate. This captures both the local and nonlocal behavior of the equation
(1.1). We refer to Kassmann [32], Castro-Kuusi-Palatucci [16], Brasco-Lindgren-Schikorra-
Stromqvist [9-11], Ding-Zhang-Zhou [21] for the purely nonlocal tail and Garain-Kinnunen
[28,29] for the mixed local and nonlocal tail. To provide the semicontinuous representatives
(Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2) and their pointwise behavior (Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.4),
we use the theory from Liao [35] and adopt the approach from Banerjee-Garain-Kinnunen [2,28].
We obtain energy estimates and De Giorgi type lemmas to prove our main results. In Section
2, we discuss the functional setting for the problem (1.1) and state some useful results. Section
3 is devoted to the statement and proof of the local boundedness result. In Section 4, we state
and prove the semicontinuity results and investigate their pointwise bahavior.
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2. FUNCTIONAL SETTING AND AUXILIARY RESULTS

In this section, we discuss the functional setting of weak solutions for the problem (1.1) and
state some useful results.

2.1. Notation. The following notation will be used throughout the paper. We denote the
positive and negative parts of @ € R by ay = max{a,0} and a_ = max{—a,0} respectively.
t

The conjugate exponent of ¢ > 1 is written as ¢ = ;5. The Lebesgue measure of a set

S is denoted by |S|. The barred integral sign fs f denotes the integral average of f over
S. We write C to denote a constant which may vary from line to line or even in the same
line. The dependencies of the constant C on the parameters r1,79,...,7; are indicated as
C = C(ry,ra,...,7). For (r,0) € (0,00) x R and (xg,t9) € RV*! we consider an open ball
B,.(x0) of radius r with centre at zg and a cylinder Q, g(xo,t0) = Br(x0) X (to — 0P, tg + OrP).
If § =1, we write Q,(xo,t0) = Qr0(x0,t0). Moreover, we write Q7 = Q x (0,T") with 7" > 0.

2.2. Sobolev spaces. Let 1 < p < oo and assume that Q C RY is an open connected set.
Recall that the Lebesgue space LP() is the set of measurable functions u : £ — R such that

lull (@) < oo, where
1
P
[ull o) = (/Q |u(a)[? dw)

If 0 < p <1, we denote by LP(2) to be the set of measurable functions u :  — R such that
Jo lu(z)P de < oco. We say that v € L (Q) if u € LP(Q) for every @ € Q. For 1 < p < oo,
the Sobolev space W1P(0) is defined by

WhP(Q) = {u € LP(Q) : [[ullwroo) < oo},

H’LLHWl Q) = </ |’LL |pd$+/ |VU |p dﬂ?)

The Sobolev space VVO1 P(Q) with zero boundary value is defined by
Wy P() = {u e WH(Q) :u=0in RV \ Q}.

We present some known theory of fractional Sobolev spaces, see Di Nezza-Palatucci-Valdinoci
[18] for more details.

where

Definition 2.1. Let 1 < p < oo and 0 < s < 1. Assume that § is an open and connected set
in RN, The fractional Sobolev space W*P(Q) is defined by

WP(Q) = {u € LP(Q) : [lullwsnrq) < oo},

- (e | [ 5208 )

The fractional Sobolev space with zero boundary value is defined by
WeP(Q) = {u € WHP(RY) :u =0 in RV \ Q}.

For 0 < s < 1, the space W;)P(2) is defined by requiring that a function belongs to W*P (')
for every Q' € Q. Here ¥ € Q denotes that € is a compact subset of 2. The Sobolev
spaces W*P(Q) and WP(Q), with 1 < p < co and 0 < s < 1, are reflexive Banach spaces,
see [18,26, 36].

The next result asserts that the classical Sobolev space is continuously embedded in the
fractional Sobolev space, see [18, Proposition 2.2].

where
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Lemma 2.2. Let 1 < p < o0, 0 < s <1 and assume that Q) is a smooth bounded domain in
RY. There exists a constant C = C(N,p,s) such that
[ullwsr @) < Cllullwir@)
for every u € WP (Q).

The following result for the fractional Sobolev spaces with zero boundary value follows
from [12, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 < p < 00, 0 < s < 1 and assume that Q is a bounded domain in RY. There
exists a constant C = C (N, p, s, Q) such that

lu(x) ~ u(y)P [
< p
/]RN /RN ’l’—y\N“’ drdy = ¢ Q\Vu(a;)] &

for every u € Wol’p(Q). Here we consider the zero extension of u to the complement of 2.

Next we introduce a tail space and a mixed parabolic tail that will be used throughout the
paper. We refer to Brasco-Lindgren-Schikorra [10] for tail space.

Definition 2.4. Let m; > 0 and mg > 0. We define a tail space L;;? (RY) by

(2.1) L7(RN) = {ueLm2(RN) /R Mdy«xa},

o N 1 [y

1
_ |u(y)|™ ™2
HUHLZE(RN) o </I‘§N 1+ ‘y’N-l—ml dy :

Definition 2.5. Let (zg,t0) € RN x (0,T) and the interval I = [to — T1,to + To) C (0,T). We
define the mixed parabolic tail by

p—1 %1
(2.2) Tailso (u; 29,7, 1) = <7’p ess sup/ July )P dy> o
RN\ By (z0)

endowed with the norm

tel ) |y — ol VFPs

From the definitions above, it is clear that for any v € L>(1, Lgs_l(RN )), the parabolic tail
Tailoo (v; g, 7, ) is well defined. For short, we write

A(az,y,t,u(az,t),u(y,t)) = A(u(z,y,t)).

Now we are ready to define the notion of weak solutions for the problem (1.1).

Definition 2.6. Let g satisfies the hypotheszs (1.6) for 1 < I < max{2,p(1+ %)} and h €
LY (Qr). We say that w € LY, (0, T; Wt () N Cloc (0, T; L2, .(2)) N Li2, (0, T; Lgs YRNY) s

a weak subsolution (or supersolution) of (1.1) if for every Q' x (t1,t2) @ Qr and for every
nonnegative ¢ € L}, (0,T; Wol’p(Q’)) N VVI})E (0,7 L*(Y)), we have

loc

/Qlu(:n,t2)¢(x,t2)d:n—/lu(:n,tl)QS(x,tl)dx _/t1t2/lu($,t)8t¢($,t) du dt
(2:3) +/t2/ /RN u(z, y,t)) (o, t) — oy, t)) K (2, y,t) de dy dt

/ B(z,t,u, Vu)Vo(x,t)dedt < (or > / / (x,t,u)p(x, t) dx dt.
t1 Q t ’

Moreover, we say that u is a weak solution of (1.1) if the equality holds in (2.3) for every
¢ e L} (0,T; Wol’p(Q’)) nwh 2(0 T L*(€Y')) without a sign restriction.

loc
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Remark 2.7. Sinceu € LY (0,T; I/Vlof(Q)) ﬁC’lOC(O T; L% (), by Lemma 2.8 (a) below, we

have u € Li (0,T; L} .(Q)) for 1 <1 < max{2,p(1+ £)}. Therefore, the integral involving g
in the right-hand side of (2.3) is finite. Noting this fact along with Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3
imply that Definition 2.6 well stated.

2.3. Auxiliary results. The following result follows from [19, Proposition 3.1 and Proposition
3.2].

Lemma 2.8. Let p,m € [1,00) and ¢ = p(1+ ;). Assume that Q is a bounded smooth domain
in RV,
(a) Ifu € LP(0,T; W'P(Q)) N L>(0,T; L™(2)), then u € L1(0,T; L9(R)).
(b) Moreover, if u € Lp(O,T; Wol’p(Q)) N L™ (O,T; Lm(Q)), then there exists a constant
C =C(p,m,N) >0 such that

(2.4) /OT/Q lu(z,t)|? do dt < C</OT/Q IVu(z, )P dwdt) <eos<stiujp/§2 . )| dw)fé

For a,k € R, we define the functions (. and (_ by

(2.5) Grlak) = [“n=Bdy and ¢ (ak)=— [k dn
Note that (4 > 0, (— > 0. The following result follows from [13, Lemma 2.2].
Lemma 2.9. For every a,k € R, there exists a constant A > 0 such that

;(a k2 <Clak) < Ma— k). and %(a “ )2 < C(a,k) < AMa— k)2

The following iteration lemma is from [31, Lemma 4.3].
Lemma 2.10. Let {Y]}]O‘;O be a sequence of positive real numbers such that
Yi < Kb/(Y]T +vi), j e NU{o},
where K >0, b>1 and 69 > 61 > 0. If

1 92—-61

_ 1 _ 1 1 -1
Yoémin{l,@K)_“lb ‘5%} or Y(]Smin{(2K)_5 b T (2K) b 2 93 }

1 1 1

then Y; <1 for some j € NU{0}. Moreover,
—& Ty E L
Y; < min{l, (2K) 5b °1b } for every j > jo,

where jo is the smallest j € NU {0} such that Y; < 1. In particular, we have lim;_,o, Y; = 0.

3. LOCAL BOUNDEDNESS RESULT

Our first main result is the following local boundedness estimate for weak subsolutions. We
prove the result by applying Lemma 3.7 below.
Theorem 3.1. (Local boundedness) Let -2 N+2 <p<oo0,0<s<landue L} (0,T;W, ’p(Q))

loc

N Croc (0, T LE () N L2 (0, T; Ly 1(IRN)) be a weak subsolution of (1.1) in Qp. Suppose

loc

(xo,to) € Qr and r € (0,1) such that Q,(zo,to) = Br(z0) X (to — 17, to —1—7"’) € Qp. Assume that
g satisfies (1.6) for some a > 0 and max{p,2} < < pr with k = 1+ % such that h € LIOC(QT)
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for some v > %. Then there exists a positive constant C = C(N,p, s, A, C1,Ca,Cs,Cy, 1, a, h)
such that

(3.1) esssup u < C’max{(f ul_Fd:Edt> ,1} + Tailoo (ug; o, 5, to — 1P, to + 1),
Qz (zo,to) Qr(wo,to)

where Taily, is defined by (2.2) and o = m.

Proof. For j € NU{0}, let Bj, B;,T,T;, k,w;,w; be given by (3.30)-(3.31) and (3.36)-(3.37)

and denote
1
Y = —][ / wh dw dt.
™ JB; Jr;

Setting 0 = % and k > Tailoo (uy; 0, 5,t0 — 7P, tg + 7P) + 1 in Lemma 3.7 and using the fact
that r € (0,1), we have

Cc2% 1L Lrg

= 25
(3.2) Yjip < M(Y] Y +Y; N),
where a = {(N +p+1) for { =1+ &, /le—i—%, Ko = 1—% € (0, 1], since v > %, and
C =C(N,p,s,A,Cy,Co,C3,Cy,l,cr,h) > 0. For such a constant C, we choose
k = O max { <][ ui dx dt) ) 1} + Tailoo (u; o, 5,0 — 77,10 +1P).
Qr(m(),to)
Thus setting
C l l/io
K=——, b=2% §=— d 606=—
=5y C TNy M T N
in Lemma 2.10, we obtain lim;_, Y; = 0. This implies (3.1) and the result follows. g

When 1 < p < ]\2,—]}:2, we prove a local boundedness estimate below in Theorem 3.2, where
we follow the idea of the proof of [21, Theorem 2]|. To this end, we assume that m > W
and for a given weak subsolution u € L (Qr) N LY, (0,T; VV&)(’;(Q)) N Cloc (0, T3 LE () N
L (0,T; LAY (RN )) of (1.1) in Qp, there exists a sequence of bounded weak subsolutions
{up}?2, € L2(Qr) N LE (0,75 WEP(9)) N Choe (0, T5 L3 () N LS. (0, T Lhs (RY)) of (1.1)

loc loc loc loc loc
in Q7 such that for some constant C' > 0, independent of k, we have

(3.3) HukHLﬁfC(O,T;ngl(RN)) <,
and
(3.4) up — win L (Qr) as k — oo.

By applying Lemma 3.8 below, we have our second main result.

Theorem 3.2. (Local boundedness) Let 1 < p < ]\2,—]):2, 0<s<1l,m> w and u €

L (Qp)nLy (0,T; VV&)(’;(Q)) NCuoc (0, T5 LE () NL.(0,T; Lgs_l(RN)) be a weak subsolution

of (1.1) in Qp for which (3.3) and (3.4) holds. Suppose (zo,t9) € Qr and R € (0,1) such
that Qr(xo,to) = Br(zo) X (to — RP,to + RP) € Qp. Assume that g satisfies the hypothesis
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(1.6) for some a > 0, 1 <1 < 2 and h € L2 (Qr). Then there exists a positive constant

loc

1
C =C(N,p,s,A,Cy,Co,C3,Cy,l,ac,m, h) such that
(3.
P _______p
(p+N)(m—pm) (p+N)(m—2—pm)
esssup u < C’max{(f ull' dx dt> , <][ ull' d:ndt) }
Q% (zo,t0) Qr(zo,to) Qr(zo,to)

+ Tailyo (uy; xo, %,to — RP ty + RP),

(@)
~

where iy, = ("Z;f]@))N with k =1+ % and Taily is defined by (2.2).

Proof. By (3.3) and (3.4), we may assume that u is qualitatively locally bounded and run the
arguments below to get the required estimate (3.5). Indeed, since every wy is a bounded weak
subsolution of (1.1), the arguments below holds for u in place of u. Then the estimate (3.5)
holds for every wy, which gives a k-independent bound of w; using (3.3) and (3.4). By the
pointwise convergence of uy to u, we conclude that w is locally bounded. To this end, let

R

R . ..
= — n = — 2 v 3 .
RO 9 ) R 2 + 7;—1 R n e N

Moreover, let

U, = Br, (xo) X (to — RP,to + RP), S, =esssup uy, n € NU{0}.
Un

By denoting r = R,,+1 and 0r = R,,, we have

P2 [} )

Losmilomiot = [277)

For j € NU{0}, let B;,T;, kj, k be defined as in (3.30), (3.31), (3.35), (3.36) and m > Y2

p
By setting
X, = ][ / (u — k)™ der
B; JT;

0 =

in Lemma 3.8, we obtain

c 207 1 1 \1+% 24 m-pr It
(36) Xjir < Tg(l_e)(W(,;m_Q =) Okm(1+g>]Hu+llmm>xj 7

for some positive constant C = C(N,p,s, A, C1,Cy,Cs,Cy,l,a,m,h), where a = (N + p +
m)(1+ &). Now setting Y = % for j € NU {0} from (3.6) we obtain

1 1 - ez
. en S 2
(3.7) Y1 <C2 (;;(m—2)(1+%) + ]%m(1+%)>5"+1 25
2
for some positive constant C' = C'(N,p, s, A, C1,Co,C5,Cy,l, e,  h), where e = %' By
choosing
to—R; % N(m—pk)
b= 2 <][ ][ oo ulf da dt> (=2 SW
Bg,,,(z0) Jto—R} n+
en tO_RZ ﬁ N(m—pr)
(3.8) + C2m(p—f1v) <][ ][ +1 o da dt> e Snﬁ(f*N)
BRn+1(x0) t —Rﬁ+1

1, .
+ §Talloo(u+; 20, R, to — RfLH,tO + Rﬁﬂ),
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we obtain Yj < (2K)_%b_6%, where

1 - p
_ en—1 m—pkK __oa _ _ s _
K =02 <l%(m_2)(1+p)+]%m(1+p)>5n+l s b=2 and 52—(51—5—N.
Therefore, by Lemma 2.10 we have lim;_,, Y; = 0 and we get
en tO_Rn NN 7(7” p’i)
esssup u4 < C2tn B <][ ][ - ull' dx dt) D) S et
U, Br,,,(z0) Jto—R}, |,
en tO_RfL m# N(m=pk)
(3.9) L oo ( ][ ][ T da dt> T g )
Br +1 (Io) tO_RZ+1

1.
+ §Ta1100(u+; z0, Ry, to — RfLH, to + RfLH),

for some positive constant C' = C(N, p, s, A,Cy1,Cy,C3,Cy,l,c,m, h). Since 1 < p < 2L k=

N+2
N(2-p)

1+%andm> , we have

N(m —pr)  N(m - pr)
(m—=2)(p+N)" m(p+N)
By Young’s inequality with e (to be chosen below) in (3.9), we get

0< < 1.

(3.10) Sp =esssup uy < €Spp1 + Py +11'PL + 13 P, n e NU{0},

where

1 R
Py = §Tailoo(u+;x0, E,to — RP to+ Rp),

__ um to+RP TFN T =2=7m)
P =Ce m2-m <][ ][ ull' dx dt) ,
Br(zo) Jto
t0+RP (p+N)(7:n*um)
P2 Ce m— “m <][ ][ ) s
Br(zo) Jto

T, = QOGN and Ty = inmm )

for w,, = (Tgf]@))]v. We claim that

n

(3.11) So < 6n+15n+1 + Py Z €+ P Z(eTl)i + P Z(ETg)i, neNU {0}

i=0 i=0 i=0
Indeed, by (3.10), the inequality (3.11) holds for n = 0. We assume that (3.11) holds for n = j
and prove it for n = j + 1. To this end, assuming (3.11) for n = j, we observe that

J J J
S < €]+1Sj+1 + Py Z e+ P Z(ETl)Z + Py Z(ETQ)Z

J J J
(3.12) <N eSjp+ R+ TP+ T P) + R €+ P> () + P Y (el)
=0 =0 =0
‘ Jj+1 ' Jj+1 ‘ Jj+1 ‘
= 6j+2Sj+2 + Py Z e+ P Z(ETl)Z + P Z(ETQ)Z
=0 =0 =0
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Thus, (3.11) holds for n = j + 1. By induction (3.11) holds for every n € NU{0}. By inserting

eN
Py, P, Py, T1, Ty, choosing € = 2~ (p+N)(m—2—um) “Lin (3.11) and letting n — oo in the resulting
inequality, we conclude that (3.5) holds. This completes the proof. O

3.1. Preliminaries. For f € L'(Qr), we define the mollification in time by

—t

(3.13) fm(z,t) = %/tesm f(z,8)ds, m>0.
0

This is useful in our energy estimates below (see for example Lemma 3.3) to justify the use of
test functions depending on the solution itself. For more details on f,,, we refer to [33]. For
short, we denote

dp = K(x,y,t)dx dy,
where K(z,y,t) is given by (1.4).

Lemma 3.3. (Energy estimate) Let 1 < p < 00,0 < s <1 andu € LY (0,T; Wl’p(Q)) N

loc
Cloc(0,T; LE () N L2, (0,T; Ly 1(IRN)) be a weak subsolution of (1.1) in Qp. Suppose xg €

Q, r > 0 such that B, = B,(z9) € Q and 0 < 71 < 72, T > 0 such that (11 — 7,72) € (0,T).
For k € R, we denote by wy = (u — k). Assume that g satisfies (1.6) for some a > 0,
1 <l < max{2,p(l1+ %)} and h € L (Qr). Then there exists a positive constant C' =
C(p,A\,C1,C5,C5,Cy,l, ) such that

(3.14)
ess sup (4 (u, k)EP dx + / |Vwy [PEP dz dt

T1—T7<t<72 J B, T1—T

< C(/z_ / ’wi‘Vdexdt—F/ / B max{w+(g;,t),w+(y7t)}p‘§(x7t) —f(y,t)]pd,udt

w
+ ess sup / (vt N+ . / / w4 P du dt
(x,t)€supp &, 71 —T<t<72 / RN\ B, ’33 - ! p n—rJB,

+ /Tz Ct(u, k)|0EP | dx dt —i—/ Cr(u(z,m — 1), k)E(x, 71 — 7)P da
T1—7 J By By

’7—2 ,
N / / (Il + B+ b ) xpusry & dxdt),
TI—T -

where &(z,t) = (z)n
Here (4 is given by (

t), with ¢» € C°(B,) and n € C*°(11 — T,T2) are nonnegative functions.

(1),
2.5).
Remark 3.4. If g(z,t,u) = h(x,t) in Qp xR, then the sizth integral in the right hand side of
(3.14) can be replaced by the integral fTTf_T fB'r |hlw4 &P dx dt, which vanishes if h = 0.

Remark 3.5. If g =0 in Qr xR and v € L} (O T; Wlif(Q)) N Cloc (0 T; LIOC(Q)) ﬂLﬁf’C(O,T;

by 1(IRN)) is a weak supersolution of (1.1) in Qp such that By(xg) X (11 — 7,72) € Qp, then
proceeding with similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 3.3, the estimate (3.14) will hold
by replacing (4, wy and the sixth integral in right hand side of (3.14) with (_,w_ and zero
respectively. Here w_ = (u — k)_ for k € R and (_ is given by (2.5).
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Proof. Let t1 = 71 — 7 and to = 19. For small enough ¢ > 0 and for fixed t1 < 61 < 6y < to, we
define a Lipschitz cutoff function (. : [t1,t2] — [0, 1] by

0 fort1 <t <6p—e,
1+% for 1 —e <t <0,
(3.15) C(t) =<1, for 61 <t < 09,
1—%, for 0 <t <6 +e,
0, for 05 + € < t < to.

Recalling that &(x,t) = ¥(z)n(t), we choose

¢($7 t) = w+(x, t)£($v t)pCE(t)

as an admissible test function in (2.3). Indeed, for (-),, as defined in (3.13) and following [13,33],
the weak subsolution u of (1.1) satisfies the following mollified inequality

(3.16) lim lim (T%, + L, + N&, — 85,) <0,

e—=0m—0

where

TS = / ; / Ortua(, 1) (e, 1) dar dt = / U Bty (o, 06, PG 8) v,

t1 By t1 By

to
Lm:/t / (B(z,t,u, Vu))m Vo(z,t)de dt

with V(u(z,y,t)) = A(u(z,y,t))K(x,y,t), and

56, = / /Q (g(as b))l t) dar dt = / /Q (90, £ 10) o (2, € (2, P (1) e

Estimate of T),: Recalling (; (u, k) defined in (2.5), from the proof of [13, Proposition 3.1, p.
9], we arrive at

i Y 75, > [ G (uo,60),R)E(m, 02 do — [ Colu(w.00), e, 007 da
(3.17) - br
—/ C(u(z,t), k)0 (x, t)P da dt.
01 B,

Estimate of LS,: From the proof of [13, Proposition 3.1, p. 10], we obtain

e—0m—0

92 92
(318)  lim lim LS, > % /6 / Vw, [PEP dz dt — C /e / WP |VEP da dt,
1 r 1 r
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for some constant C' = C'(Cs5,Cy,p) > 0, where C5, Cy are given by (1.5).
Estimate of Nj,: From the proof of [1, Lemma 3.1, p. 9 — 12], we obtain

(3.19)
02
lim lim N, > 0/91 /T/T |wi (z, t)E(x, t) — w(y, t)E(y, t)|P dudt

e—0m—0

02
e / [t (o0 (0,01 6G0.0) = €00 O du

02
w )
-C ess sup / +y‘N+ps /0 / wy (x,t)E(x, t)P dr dt,
R

(z,t)€supp ¢, 61 <t<b2 JRN\B, ‘.’L’ -

for some positive constants ¢ = ¢(Cy, Co, A, p) and C = C(C1,Cs, A, p), where Cy, Cy are given
by (1.3).

Estimate of S¢: Since u € LP(t1,to; WYP(B,))NC(t1,te; L*(B,)), by Lemma 2.8 (a), we have
u € L'(ty,ty; LY(B,)). Using this fact along with the given hypothesis (1.6) on g, we obtain
g € LV'(t1,t9; LY (B,)) and ¢ = wy (w,1)§(w, 1)P(c(t) € L' (t1,to; L'(B,)). Setting

_ /t ’ / (e, b, w)ws (2, D (@, P () da dt,

by Holder’s inequality, we obtain

to , %/ to %
(3.20) \s:n—sx(/ [ oot dmdt) (/ / wda:dt) ,
t1 r tl (s

where ¢(x,t) = wy(x,t)é(x,t)P((t). Using [33, Lemma 2.9], the first integral in the above
estimate (3.20) goes to zero as m — 0. This implies lim,,_,o S5, = S¢. Letting ¢ — 0, by the
Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

(3.21) lim lim S;, =S,

e—~>0m—0

where
02
S = / g(z, t, u)wy (z, t)E(x, t)F da dt.
0 .

Using Young’s inequality with exponents [ and !’ in (1.6), for some positive constant C' =
C(l, ), we obtain

g(m,t,u)w+(az,t) < C(w+(x,t)l + ’u‘lX{UZk}(xat) + ‘h(‘rat)‘l X{qu}(‘Tat))

Therefore, we have

0> ,
(3.22) S < C/e / (]u\l + A" + wi)x{uzk}fp dx dt,
1 Br

for some positive constant C' = C(l, ). From (3.21) and (3.22), we have

753 ,
(3.23) lim Tim SE, < C /6 / (af' + 1Y+ wh ) xusiy €0 da dt,
1 T

e—+0m—0
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for some positive constant C' = C(l, «)

. Combining the estimates (3.17), (3.18), (3.19) and
(3.23) in (3.16), we obtain

(3.24)

02
Co(ul, 02), R)E(z, 02)P da + / / Ve P67 da dt
BT- 91 i

02 0
D P » B »
< C</01 /TwJJV{\ dmdt—i—/ /T BT max{w.y (z,t), wy (y,t)}P|&(z,t) — E(y, t)|P dudt

02
+ ess sup / w4 (9t N+p8 / / wy &P dx dt + / C+(u, k)0pEP dx dt
(x,t)€supp¢, 01 <t<fz JRN\B, |z —y 61 61 JB:

+ [ Clulw, 6r), k)E(x, 01) do + / / (|u|l+|h|”+wi)x{u>k}spdaxdt>,
B’,« 91 T

whenever t; < 0 < 6y < tq, for some constant C' = C(p, A, Cy,Cy,Cs,Cy,l,a) > 0. Letting
01 — t1 in (3.24) gives

(3.25)

02
G lu(o.0) e, 627 ot [ [ Vwsperdode
BT- t1 T

to to
SC’(/tl /war|V§|Pd:1:dt—|—/t /T BTmaX{w+($’t)’w+(y’t)}p|£($’t) ()P dpdt

to to
+ ess sup / wi(y, ¢ N+p8 / / w4 &P dx dt + / / C+(u, k)|0p&P| dx dt
(z,t)esupp(, t1 <t<tz JRN\B, |l‘ - y| t t1 J B,

+ [ttt et et [l g ).
Br tl B'r

for some constant C'= C'(p, A, C1,Cs,Cs,Cy, 1, ) > 0.

Since (4 and & are nonnegative, ignoring the second integral on the left hand side of (3.25)
and then taking essential supremum with respect to 0y € (t1,t2), we arrive at

(3.26)
to
ess sup Cr(u, k)P de < C </ / wh |VEIP da di
T1—7<t<12 J B, t1 -

t2
+/t1 / ], maxtws (20w (0, OF 1€ 1) = € I dyedt

02
+ ess sup / ws (9, 1) [Py o / / wy P dx dt + / C+(u, k)|0:EP| da dt
(z,t)esupp(, t1 <t<tzy JRN\B, ‘.’L’ - ’ 01 t1 J By

+ | Crlula ), k)E(x, t)P da + / / (|u|l+|h|l’+wi)x{u>k}@dwdt>,
B’,« t1 T
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for some constant C' = C(p, A, C1,Cy,Cs,Cy,l, ) > 0. Next, discarding the first integral in

(3.25) and then we let 82 — t2 in (3.25) to obtain
(3.27)

/ / |Vwi|PEP dx dt < C</ / wh |VEIP da dt
t t .

t2
’ /t1 / B, max{wy (1), w4 (y,1)}1€(2, ¢) — &y, )| dp dt

w4 (y,1 bo 2
+ ess sup / ’N+ . / / wy &P dx dt—l—/ §+ u, k)| 0P| da dt
RV\B, |z —y[VTP

(z,t)€supp(, t1 <t<t2
+ [ C(ulz, ty), k)E(z, t1)P do + / / (ul! + (B[ + 0l )Xoy € d dt>,
B, " .

for some constant C' = C(p, A, C1,Cs,C3,Cy,l, ) > 0. From (3.26) and (3.27) we conclude
that the estimate (3.14) holds. Hence the result follows. O

Next, we obtain some auxiliary results using the energy estimate in Lemma 3.3. Before
stating them, let us define the following parameters. Let (z9,%o) € Qp, r € (0,1) be such that
the parabolic cylinder Q, = Q,(z0,t9) = By(z0) x (to — 1P, to +17) € Qp. For 1 <6 < 1 we
define

(3.28) rj=0r+(1—-0)277r and #; = %, j € NU{0}.
Note that
. riv1 <r;<ry, jJe€NU .

3.29 j <1y, jeNU{0
We denote

(3.30) Bj = B,,(z0), Bj = B;,(x0),

(3.31) L= (to— P to+ 1), Tj=(to— % to+7?)
and

(3.32) Qj = Bj X Fj, Qj = Bj X fj, j e NU {0}
By (3.29) we obtain

(3.33) Bjy1 CBjcBj, Tjcl;cly, jeNu{o}
and therefore, we have
(3.34) Qi1 CQ;CQj jeNuU{o}.
Next, we set
N ~ k’j + k‘j+1 X

(3.35) kj = (1—-277)k, kj:T’ j € Nu{0},
for

(3.36) k> %Tailoo(qu; xg, 0r,tg — P tg + rP),

where Taily, is defined in (2.2). Finally, we define the functions
(3.37) wy = (u—kj)p, ;= (u—kj)y, jeNU{0},
We apply Lemma 3.3 to obtain the following result.
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Lemma 3.6. Let 1 < p < o00,0<s<1andue L} (0,T; I/Vlof(Q)) N Cloc (0,75 LE () N

Lee (O,T7 LS 1(RN)) be a weak subsolution of (1.1) in Qp. Assume that (xg,t9) € Qr and

loc

€ (0,1) such that Q, = Q,(xo,to) = By(xo) X (to — P, to —I—TP) € Qp. Suppose that g satisfies
(1.6) for some a > 0, 1 <1 < max{2,p(1 + )} and h € LIOC(QT) for some v > N+p. For

Jj € NU{0}, let Bj,Bj,Fj,fj, Qj, Qj be given by (3.30)-(3.32) and krj,krj,k:,wj,wj are given by
(3.35)-(3.37). Assume that % <6 < 1. Then for any q > max{p,2,l} and for any j € NU{0},
there exists a positive constant C = C'(N,p,q,s,\,C1,Cs,Cs,Cy,l,a, h) such that

esssup/ u??da:—k/ / |Vw;|P d dt
tel; 7 Bj L JBj
2(p+q=2)j  o(N+p+q—1)j
¢ = + - / / w;? dz dt
ka2 ka—p r; /B,

(3.38) < —
rP
q(NJrzmo)J N+prg

N+p Ntp
qudt—l—C' q(NﬂmO) (/ / qd:ndt) ,

1 1
or(1 — )N+p * (1—0)r

2«1]

kql

—1_ N+p
where kg =1 —=2F € (0,1].

Proof. Noting that l%j > k; and as in [21, Lemma 4.1, p. 25], for any 0 < XA < ¢ where
q > max{p, 2,1}, we get

(3.39) w; <wj; and  d) < CEAI207 Mg in Qp,

for some constant C = C(\,q) > 0. Let &(z,t) = ¢j(x)n;(t), where ¢; € CX(B;) and
n;j € C°(I';) such that

J
0§¢j§1in Bj, |V¢j|§07 in Bj
(3.40) (1—0)r

. 1-6
¥; =11in By, dist(supp%,RN \ Bj) > C’( 57 r
and
. 2pi . .
(3.41) 0<n;<1inTy, |Om;]< Cm inl;, npj=1inTly,

for some positive constant C' = C(N,p). Noting Lemma 2.9 and setting r = r;, 71 = to—f;), Ty =

p

to + rf, T=7]— fg-’ in Lemma 3.3, we obtain

(3.42) esssup/ w]zdx—kf / |\Vw;|Pdedt < Io+ 11 + Iy + I3 + Iy + I,
tel; 7 Bj L 7/ B;
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where
=0 / / AN
I = C/F /B max{wj x,t), w;(y,t) P |v;(x) — T,Z)j(y)lpnfdudt,

w;(y,t)
I, =C esssup / BarACA RS / / W, wp Y da dt,
xesuppyp;, tel; JRN\B; |l‘ - y|N+ps ’
g:o//ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁmwa
FJ
I, = C/ / |u| X {ush;} + W; )wpnpdazdt and

— PP
Iy = C/Fj /Bj |h)! X{uzkj}wjnj dx dt

for some constant C'= C'(p, A, C1,Cs,Cs,Cy, 1, ) > 0.

Estimate of Ij: Using (3.39) with A\ = p we obtain ZD? < C’l;:p_q2(q_p)ng in Q; for some
constant C' = C'(p,q) > 0. Using this fact along with the properties of ¢; and n; from (3.40)
and (3.41), for some constant C' = C(N, p,q, s, A, Cy,Ca,C5,Cy, 1,0, h) > 0, we have

opj
— ~P . P ~P
J J
<Cor—r—F——— / / qd:l?dt
ka— P(1—0)rre Jr; JB,

Estimate of I1: Choosing A\ = p in (3.39), we obtain 12)? < C’l;:p_qZ(q_p)ng in Q; for some
constant C(p,q) > 0. Using this estimate along with the properties of 1; and 7; from (3.40)
and (3.41), for some constant C' = C(N, p,q, s, A, Cy,Ca,C5,Cy, 1, h) > 0, we have

(3.43)

L=c / / / max{y (2, ), oy (4, £) 1163 () — 5 ()P dpe

p
3.4 <Ci<1—e>prpeziz@pé |x—y|zv+psp// e d

< C= // qdazdt<CA // qdmdt
k;qpl_ ypres Jr; JB; ki=p(1 — 0)Prr Jr, JB,

where to deduce the last line above, we have also used the fact that r € (0,1).
Estimate of I;: Without loss of generality, we assume that xo = 0. For x € suppt; and
y € RN\ Bj, we have

1y <1wm+m—m 27+
lz—yl  Jylle—yl ~ |yl Jz—yl _IM( 0)
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This implies

(3.45)
bi(y, t)P1 9J(N+ps) Di(y,t)P1
ess sup / wj(yij)w_s dy <C TN TS €SS sup / % dy
xesupp Yy, t€l’; JRN\B; ’x - y‘ P (1 - 9) p tel; RN\B ’y‘ P

27 (N+ps) / w;(y, t)P p
- esssup —— e dy
(1 —=O)N+ps “ier ™ Jrwyp,,  |y|NVHPe

93 (N+p)
< CW
for some constant C = C(N,p,s) > 0. Again using (3.39) with A = 1, we obtain w; <
C/;;l_q2(q_1)jw;? in Q; for some constant C' = C(¢q) > 0. This fact along with (3.45) and the
choice of k in (3.36), for some constant C' = C(N D, q,s A, Cy,Co,C3,Cy, 1, h) > 0 gives us

_ w;(y, t P
I, = esssupﬁ/R |N+psd / / wﬂb npda:dt

x€supp y;, tel’; N\B; |$ B

93 (N+p+q-1)
<’ / / qd:z:dt
rpep(l — N+pkq P

Estimate of I3: Again, using (3.39) for A = 2, we get wjz < C’k:z_qZ(q_Q)jw? in Q; for some con-
stant C'= C'(¢) > 0. Using the properties of ¢;, ; for a constant C' = C(N, p, ¢, s, A, C1, Ca, Cs,
Cy,l,a,h) > 0, we have

9Pj
13_/ / WP |0 | dx dt < C——— / / W3 da dt
(L= 0)pr Jr, J,

2(p+q 2)j
<C 2/ / w§ dx dt.
(1 - )prrka=2 Jr, /B,

Estimate of I4: From the proof of [21, Lemma 4.1, p. 27], we have

245
_ l R ~UY, D q
(3.48) Iy = /Fj /Bj (ul X{uzii;} —l—wj)%nf dx dt < C’]%q_l /Fj /Bj wi dz dt,

for a positive constant C'= C(N, p,q, s, A, Cy,Ca,Cs,Cy, 1, a0, h).
Estimate of I5: Using Holder’s inequality with exponents v and 4 along with (3.39), for a
constant C' = C(N,p,q,s,A,C1,Cs,Cs,Cy,l,a, h) > 0, we have

Ta“lloo (u+7 Zo, 6T7 tO - Tp, t() + Tp)p_l,

(3.46)

(3.47)

= [ [ I Xt dedt < YA o Ai( [ waar)”
Fj Bj - l{j 7

a(N+prg)Ji

N+prg
N+p
(] )
~ a(N+prg) J
k L JBj

.Q
2=

(3.49)

N+p

where kg =1 — I% (0, 1], since v > %. The estimate (3.38) follows by combining (3.43),
(3.44), (3.46), (3.47), (3.48) and (3.49) in (3.42). O

Lemma 3.7. Let 1\2/:]4:72 <p<oo,0<s<1anduelLl (0,T; Wlif(Q)) N Croc (0, T5 LE () N
LOO

lOC(O,T; LS 1(]RN)) be a weak subsolution of (1.1) in Qp. Assume that (xo,ty) € Qr and
€ (0,1) such that Q, = Q,(xo,to) = Br(xo) x (to — 1P to +1rP) € Qp. Let max{p,2} <
N+2

l < pk where Kk = == and g satisfies (1.6), where h € LloC(QT) for some v > %. For
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j € NU{0}, let Bj,Bj,Fj,fj, Qj;, Qj be given by (3.30)-(3.32) and kj,/%j,/%,wj,wj are given
by (3.35)-(3.37). Assume that 5 < 6 < 1. Then for any j € NU {0}, there exists a positive
constant C = C(N,p, s, \,C1,Cq,Cs,Cy, 1, h) such that

(3.50)

/ / J+1dmdt
J+1 J+1
1
1 Lo 1 L1 ”“<//lddt>1+#
= = w,; axr
0L(1— o) (1—0)n | BOee) [RO2E T Rl r, ), ?

PR
9aj 1+i:—18

</ / w dmdt) +C - (/ / wr; d:ndt) ,
l(l‘_ r; /B /;:l(l—— 2a+22)\ Jr, /B,

where { =1+ &, a=&§(N +p+1) andmozl—% (0,1].

<C’T

re

bl

z|~

Proof. Let ®; € CSO(QJ) be such that
2J
(1—=0)r’

for some constant C = C(N,p) > 0. Note that k;j 11 > kj, thus, we have w;;, < ;. Since

[ < pk, where Kk = w and Q;41 C QJ, using Hoélder’s inequality, we obtain

/ / ]+1dazdt</ / dmdt
Ljt1 /B Ljt1/Bj1
L 1— L
~DK pPK pPkK
(3.52) < </ / W, dx dt> (/ / X{ush) dx dt>
Tjy1JBjt1 Tjy1 JBjt1 -
90j =
</ / w; P " dx dt> ( / / w dx dt> ,
FJ BJ FJ BJ

for a constant C'= C(I) > 0, where a = {(N + p +1) with £ = 14 £. To obtain the last line
above in (3.52), we have also used the estimate

olj
/ / X{u>k}dxdt<0 / / w dx dt,
Tjt1 Y Bj

for some constant C' = C(I) > 0. This follows by choosmg A =0and ¢ =1 in (3.39), which
is possible, since [ > max{p, 2}. Since k = 1 + N, by Lemma 2.8 (b), for some constant
C =C(p,N) >0, we have

(3.51) 0<®;<1inQ;, |V®;|<C ®;=11n Qj,1,

P

(3.53) // dmdt<C</ |V (w;P )]pda;dt><esssup/ | @2 da:> .
/B, /B, r, /B

Using the properties of ®; and combining the estimates (3.52) and (3.53), for some constant
C =C(N,p,l) >0, we have

aj 1—_
(3.54) / / ]+1d$dt<0((I+I % <2 / / wS d:ndt) ,
Fjy1 J/Bjq1
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where
I:/ / |Vw;|P da dt, f:/ / 12)?|V<I>j|pd:ndt and J:esssup/ ;|2 dx dt.
I'; JB;j T J B I B;j

Estimate of I: Using (3.39) with A = p we obtain W < Cl;:p_q2(q_p)ng in Q; for some
constant C' = C(p,q) > 0. Using this fact along with the property of ®;, for some constant
C =C(N,p,s,A,C1,Co,C3,Cyq,l,, h) > 0, we have

I—// WV ;P dr dt < C e // Wf du dt
r; (1 —6)pre B
_cA—/ | widsat

ka=p(1 — @)pre Jr; JB;

Using the above estimate of I from (3.55) and choosing ¢ = [ in Lemma 3.6, for some constant
C =C(N,p,s,A,Cy,Co,C3,Cy,l,ct, h) > 0, we have

(3.55)

[+1.7< 1 1 o(p+i—=2)j  o(N+p+i-1)j g d
= = : t
B LT e e ) | R T T /r /B o
(356) ( +pK O)J N+prg
; Ntp Ntp
+C2]/ / wdazdt+C l(Nﬂ, ) </ / w; dmdt> .
UN+prg)
r; JB; N+p L3 JB;

By applying (3.56) in (3.54), we obtain (3.50). Hence the result follows. O

The Lemma below helps us to conclude the local boundedness result in Theorem 3.2.

Lemma 3.8. Let 1 < p < 5,0 < s < 1 and u € L{3(Qr) N L (0,T; W.oP(Q)) N
Cloc (0, T5 LE (Q)) N L2 (0, T Lgsl(}RN)) be a weak subsolution of (1.1) in Qp. Suppose
(zo,t0) € Qp and r € (0,1) such that Q, = Q,(xo,t9) = By(xg) X (to — rP,to +1P) € Qp.
Assume that m > M, g satisfies (1.6) for some o > 0 with 1 <1 < 2 and h € LS. (Qr).
For j € NU{0}, let BJ,BJ,I‘j,FJ, Q;, Qj be given by (3.30)-(3.32) and k;, k:j, k:,wj,wj are given
by (3.35)-(3.37). Assume that 3 < 0 < 1. Then for any j € NU {0} there ezists a positive
constant C = C(N,p, s, \,C1,Cy,Cs,Cy,l,a,m, h) such that

/ / wiyy drdt <
Bjy1 /T4

¢ 247 1 1 +% Cc 92w
p(1+%) (1- 9)% <]%m—2 + ]%m—p) T_pm

el
+5
N || PR m
Hw]”Loo(Qj+1)<\/Bj /I:j w] dmdt) s

where a = (N +p+m)(1+ &) and k =1+ 2.

(3.57)

Proof. Recall that Q; = B; xI'; and Qj = Bj X fj for j € NU{0}. Using m > pk, we observe
that

(3.58) / / wﬁldxdtg/ / W da dt < iy | / / WP d dt.
Bjy1 /T4 ’ Bjy1 /T4 ! 17(Qs+1) Bjy1 /T4 !

Below, we estimate the integral
1= / / 12)?'{ dz dt.
Bjt1 /41
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By Lemma 2.8 (b), for some constant C' = C(p, N) > 0, we have

(3.59) // w; P d$dt<0/ A |V(1Z)j<1>j)|pd:ndt<esssup/ |1Z)j<I>j|2dx> ,
B, JT B, JT r, /B

J

2

where ®; € C2°(Q;) is such that

(3.60) 0<®;<1inQ;, |V®;|<C ®;=11n Qj,1,

97
(1—=0)r’

for some constant C' = C'(N,p) > 0. Since Q41 C Qj, from (3.59) we deduce that
P
(3.61) / / Ap“ dedt < C(I + 1)1,
J+1 J+1

for some constant C'= C'(N,p) > 0, where

Estimate of I; and I35: Since 1 <1< 2, m > % and h € LS (1), choosing ¢ = m and
ko = 1 in Lemma 3.6, for a positive constant C' = C(N,p, s, A,C1,Co,Cs3,Cy,l,cc,m, h), we
have

el ) | s o
3.62 ; wj" drdt + wj" dxdt,
(3.62) P (1= O)NHP N\ fpm— 2 " km=r ) /B, Jr, B; Jr;

for i = 1,3 where we have also used the fact that £ < 6 < 1 and r € (0,1).
Estimate of I5: Using the properties of ®; from (3.60), we have

opj 9mj
. <Cr—n— P < = m
(3.63) IQ_C(l_H)prp/Bj/Fjwjda:dt_ pkmp/ / dx dt,

for some positive constant C' = C (N, p, m), where we have also applied

9(m—p)j
wh < C=

w;"’ in Qj,
for some C' = C(m,p) > 0, which follows by choosing A = p and ¢ = m in (3.39). Combining

(3.62) and (3.63) in (3.61), for some positive constant C = C(N,p, s, A, C1,Co,Cs,Cy, 1, a,m, h),
we obtain

(3.64)

/ / Ap“ dx dt
Bj+1 JTj41
24 1 1 \1+% 142
< m
< [7‘ (1+N)( | — gy (N+p)2 <IA<:m—2 + ]};m_p) + o0 (% ] </BJ /1“3 da:dt) ,

where a = (N+p+m)(1+%). Therefore, using (3.64) in (3.58), the estimate (3.57) follows. [
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4. SEMICONTINUITY AND POINTWISE BEHAVIOR OF SUBSOLUTIONS AND SUPERSOLUTIONS

In this section, we obtain lower semicontinuity as well as upper semicontinuity results for
weak supersolution and subsolution of (1.1) respectively. We also discuss the pointwise be-
havior of such semicontinuous functions. First, we define the lower and upper semicontinuous
representatives of a measurable function.

Let u be a measurable function which is locally essentially bounded below in €27. Suppose
that (z,t) € Qp and 7 € (0,1), @ > 0 such that Q, g(x,t) = B,(z) x (t — 0rP,t + 6rP) € Q.
The lower semicontinuous regularization u, of u is defined as
(4.1) uy(z,t) = essliminf u(y,t) = lim essinf u for (x,t) € Qr.

(y,0)—=(x,t) r—=0Q, o(x,t)

Analogously, for a locally essentially bounded above measurable function u in 7, we define

an upper semicontinuous regularization u* of u by

(4.2) u*(z,t) = esslimsup u(y,t) = lim esssup u for (z,t) € Q7.
(y.5)— (1) r209, 4(a,t)
It is easy to see that u, is lower semicontinuous and u* is upper semicontinuous in Q7.
Let u € L} (Qr) and define the set of Lebesgue points of u by

F = {(x,t) € Qr : u(z,t)| < oo, lim lu(z,t) — u(y,t)| dy dt = 0}.
r—0 Qr,G(x7t)
From the Lebesgue differentiation theorem we have |F| = |Qr].
The following lower semicontinuity result for weak supersolutions of (1.1) follows by com-
bining Lemma 4.9 and Theorem 4.6.

Theorem 4.1. (Lower semicontinuity) Let 1 < p < 00,0 < s <1 and g =0 in Qp x R.
Suppose that u € L{’OC(O,T; I/Vlif(Q)) N C’IOC(O,T; L%OC(Q)) N LﬁfC(O,T; Lg;l(RN)) s a weak
supersolution of (1.1) in Qp such that u is essentially bounded below in RN x (0,T). Let u, be
defined by (4.1). Then u(x,t) = u.(z,t) at every Lebesgue point (z,t) € Qp. In particular, w.
is a lower semicontinuous representative of u in Qp.

We have the following upper semicontinuity result for weak subsolutions of (1.1), which
follows by combining Lemma 4.11 and Theorem 4.8.

Theorem 4.2. (Upper semicontinuity) Let 1 < p < 00,0 < s <1 and g =0 in Qp x R.
Suppose that v € LY (0,T; VV&Jf(Q)) N Cioc (0, T5 LE () N L2, (0, T Lgs_l(RN)) is a weak
subsolution of (1.1) in Qr such that u is essentially bounded above in RN x (0,T). Let u* be
defined by (4.2). Then u(x,t) = u*(x,t) at every Lebesgue point (x,t) € Qp. In particular, u*
s an upper semicontinuous representative of u in Qp.

Our next result asserts that the lower semicontinuous representative u,, given by Theorem
4.1, is determined by previous times. The proof follows by a combination of Lemma 4.10 below
and the proof of [35, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 4.3. (Pointwise behavior) Let 1 < p < 00,0 < s <1 and g =0 in Qp x R.
Suppose that u € L{’OC(O,T; VV&)(’;(Q)) N C’IOC(O,T; L%OC(Q)) N LﬁfC(O,T; ngl(RN)) s a weak
supersolution of (1.1) in Qp such that u is essentially bounded below in RN x (0,T). Assume
that u, is the lower semicontinuous representative of u given by Theorem J.1. Then for every
(x,t) € Qr, we have

us(x,t) = inf lim essinf w,
6>0m—=0 Q" (1)
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where Q, p(x,t) = By(x) x (t —20rP,t — 0rP), r € (0,1). In particular, we have

u(z,t) = essliminf wu(y,?)
(y,6)—=(x,t), t<t

at every point (x,t) € Q.

Our final result concerns the pointwise behavior of the upper semicontinuous representative
given by Theorem 4.2. The proof follows by a combination of Lemma 4.12 below and proceeding
similarly as in the proof of [35, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 4.4. (Pointwise behavior) Let 1 < p < 00,0 < s <1 and g =0 in Qr x R.
Suppose that u € LfOC(O,T; VVéf(Q)) N ClOC(O,T; L%OC(Q)) N Lﬁfc(O,T; Lg;l(}RN)) is a weak
subsolution of (1.1) in Qr such that u is essentially bounded above in RN x (0,T). Assume
that u* is the upper semicontinuous representative of u given by Theorem J.2. Then for every
(x,t) € Qp, we have
u*(z,t) = sup lim esssup wu,
0>070 0/ (a.1)

where Q, p(x,t) = By(x) x (t — 20rP,t — 0rP), r € (0,1). In particular, we have
u*(z,t) = esslimsup u(y,t)
(y,6)—=(x,t), t<t
at every point (x,t) € Q.
4.1. Preliminaries. The following measure theoretic property from [35] will be useful for us.

Definition 4.5. Let u be a measurable function which is locally essentially bounded below in
Qp. Assume that (zo,tg) € Qr and r € (0,1), 0 > 0 such that Q,g(xo,t0) = Br(zo) X (to —
OrP to + 0rP) € Qp. Suppose
(4.3) a,ce (0,1), M>0, p < essinf wu.

Qr0(z0,t0)
We say that u satisfies the property (D) if there exists a constant v € (0,1), which depends
only on a, M, 0, u~ and other data, but independent of v, such that if

(4.4) Hu <p™ + M} N Qrp(wo,to)| < v|Qro(wo,to)ls
then
(4.5) u>p~ +aM ae. in Qg p(xo,to).

Next, we state a result from Liao in [35, Theorem 2.1] that shows that any such function
with the property (D) has a lower semicontinuous representative.

Theorem 4.6. Let u be a measurable function in Qp which is locally integrable and locally
essentially bounded below in Qp. Assume that u satisfies the property (D). Let u, be defined
by (4.1). Then u(z,t) = u«(x,t) for every x € F. In particular, u, is a lower semicontinuous
representative of u in Qp.

Next we state another useful measure theoretic property, which will help us to study weak
subsolutions of (1.1).

Definition 4.7. Let u be a measurable function which is locally essentially bounded above in
Qp. Assume that (x0,tg) € Qp and r € (0,1), 8 > 0 such that Q,¢(xo,t0) = Br(zo) X (to —
OrP to + 0rP) € Q. Suppose

(4.6) a,c€(0,1), M >0, esssup u<pu".
Qr.0(xo0,t0)
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We say that u satisfies the property (€) if there exists a constant v € (0, 1), which depends only
on a,M,0,u" and other data, but independent of r, such that if

(4.7) {u>pt — M} Qro(zo, to)| < v|Qro(zo,to)ls
then
(4.8) u<ut —aM a.e. in Qup(xo,to).

Our next result shows that any such function with the property (£) has an upper semi-
continuous representative. The proof of Theorem 4.8 stated below is analogous to the proof
of [35, Theorem 2.1].

Theorem 4.8. Let u be a measurable function in Qp which is locally integrable and locally
essentially bounded above in Qp. Assume that u satisfies the property (£). Let u* be defined by
(4.2). Then u(z,t) = u*(x,t) for every x € F. In particular, u* is an upper semicontinuous
representative of u in Q.

4.2. De Giorgi Lemmas for weak supersolutions. Assume that (zg,t9) € Qr and r €
(0,1), 6 > 0 such that Q, g(xo,t0) = Br(x0) x (to — 6P, tg + 6rP) € Qp. Let a,u~ and M be
defined as in (4.3). Then the following De Giorgi type lemma shows that a weak supersolution
satisfies the property (D) in Definition 4.5.

Lemma 4.9. Let 1 < p < 00,0 < s < 1 and g = 0 in Qr x R. Suppose that u €
Ly (0,T; Wlif(Q)) NCloc (0, T; L () N L2 (0, T Lgs_l(RN)) is a weak supersolution of (1.1)
in Qp such that u is essentially bounded below in RN x (0,T) and let
(4.9) A7 < essinf w.

RN % (0,T)

Then there exists a constant v = v(a, M,u~,A\",0,N,p,s,\,C1,C5,C5,Cy) € (0,1), such that
if
{u <p™ + M} Qro(xo, to)| < v|Qro(xo,to)l,
then
u>pu~ +aM a.e. in Q%’e(xo,to).

Proof. For j € NU {0}, let

1—a)M - ki +k;
kj‘y:'u__i_aM_i_%’ k"j:%y
3r r R T’j—I—T‘j+1
T Tame T T g

4.10 N
(4.10) Bj = B,(z0), Bj= B, (x0),

;= (to— 0 to + 0r%), T = (to — 7%, to + 6FF)
Qj=B;xT;, Q=BxIj 4;=0;n{u<k}
Notice that rj,1 < 7j < rj, kjs1 < kj < kj for all j € NU {0} and therefore, we have

Bj+1 - Bj C Bj and Fj+1 - fj - Fj. Let {(I)j}]o-io C CSO(QJ) be such that

2J A
(4.11) 0<®; <1, |VP|< 07 inQ; and ®;=11in Qj;1,
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for some constant C'= C(N,p) > 0. Notice that, over the set A;j;1 = Q41 N{u < kj1}, we
have k; — kj4+1 < kj — u. By integrating over the set A;1; and using Lemma 2.8 (b), we obtain
(4.12)

M .
(1= a)grzglA4j] < / (kj = kj1) dodt < /

Ajp Qj+1

N
- 2 gy N
< </Q ((U—k‘j)_q)j)p(l'i_lgf)da:dt)p ! |Aj|1 p(z\]rVJrz)

J

(/%j—u)da;dtg/é (u—kj)_®; dedt
J

_ N .1 1—_N
< O(I + J)rN+2 KNF2 | Ay P89
for some constant C' = C'(N, p) > 0, where

I:/ﬁ IV (u—k;)_|P dz dt, J:/A (u—Fk;)P |V®,|P dedt  and K:esssup/ (u—k;)? da.
Q B

y Q; tel; j

Note that, due to the assumption (4.9), we know A~ < ess infRNX(O,T) u, which gives
(4.13) (wu—kj)- < +M—-A"):=L in RYx(0,7).
Estimate of J: Using the properties of ®; and (4.13), we get
A 2Jp
(4.14) = / (0 k) (VP drdt < C2 124y,
J
for some constant C' = C'(N,p) > 0.

Estimate of [ and K: Let & = 1;n;, where {1520 C C°(Bj) and {n;}52, C C°(L')) be
such that

2 . ,
0<; <1, |Vi;|<C=inBj, v;=11in B;, dist(suppe;, RN\ B;) >279"1p,
(4.15) 27;].
0 S T]j § 1, ’aﬂ]j‘ § CM n Pj, T]j =1in Fj,

for some constant C' = C'(N,p) > 0. Note that ¢ = 0 in Qp x R and for l%j < kj, we have

(u—kj)— > (u— k. j)—. Therefore, noting Lemma 2.9 and Remark 3.5, we set r = r;j, 71 = to—(%;?,
Ty =t + 97‘ , T = 07" — pr in Lemma 3.3 to obtain
(4.16) I+K= / / IV (u—k; \pdxdt—kesssup/ (u—kj)? de < + Ip + Iz + Iy,
r; JB;
where

I = C/FJ /BJ 5 max{(u — kj)—(, 1), (uw = kj) -y, )}71&; (2, 1) = &y, )P dpdt,

I, = C// u— k)P |VE& P da dt,

— kj)
I3 =C esssup / (u=Fy) N+8 / / u—k §pdazdt and
xesupp ;,tel’; JRNV\B; ’x - y’ P r; JBj

I4—C’// u—£k |8t£p|d:17dt
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for some constant C' = C'(N, p,s, A, C1,C,C5,Cy) > 0.
Estimate of I;: Using (4.13), the properties of {; and r € (0,1), we have

L=c / / {0 k7)o 0,0 )00V ) — 60 O
(4.17) Fﬂ Bi
prAy<c LP\A\

C= C(N7p7 S, A7 Cla 027 037 04) > 0.
Estimate of I: Again, using (4.13) and the properties of ¢;, we deduce that

2Jp
(4.18) I = c/ / (= k)P V&P dudt < C2 174,
Ly JB;j P

C = C(N,p,S,A, Cl,Cg,Cg,C4) > 0.
Estimate of I3: Without loss of generality, we assume that zo = 0. Then for every x € suppv;
and every y € RV \ Bj, we observe that

1 1|z —(z— 1 2i+4
(4.19) SR e Gt ) WP NPV iy
lz =yl Jyl |z -yl y| |yl
Using (4.13), r € (0,1) and 0 < ¢; < 1, we have
—kj)_(y,t)P~ 1
Is=C ess sup / (u = k) N+s / / u—k £pd:17dt

(z,t)esupp vj,tel’; JRN\B; |z —y[N+P
(4.20)

2J(N+p)

<C LP|Aj),

for some constant C' = C(N p,s,\,C1,Co,C5,C4) > 0.
Estimate of I,: Using (4.13) along with the properties of £;, we have

I4 = O/ / |8t£p| dx dt
I'; JBj

2" 2 dedt < 020 124,
erp//Bu— e < O L1

for some constant C' = C(N,p,s,A,C1,Cs,C3,Cy) > 0. Inserting (4.17), (4.18), (4.20) and
(4.21) in (4.16), we arrive at

(4.21)

. 93 (N+p) 2P
(4.22) I+K<C L(1+ )|A|
rp

for some constant C' = C(N, p,s,A,C1,Cy,C3,Cy) > 0. Usmg (4.14) and (4.22) in (4.12), we
obtain

YOI () Ly AL

4.23 A4l <C N+ | M
2 Al = O ) e
for some constant C' = C(N, p, s, A, C1,Cs,C3,Cy) > 0. Dividing both sides of (4.23) by |Q,11]

and denoting by Y; = JA—;‘, we get

Y}-l—l < 2ijy}1+67

where

C(OLN ) (14 E2) 1

K= 6= ——— and b= 2WP+l 5 q
21— a)M 7 ’ an ”
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We define v = (2K)_%b_6%, which depends on a, M, ,A7,0,N,p,s,A,Ci,Co, Cs,Cy such
that if Yo < v, then by Lemma 2.10, we have lim;_,, Y; = 0. ThlS completes the proof. O

Recalling that a,u~ and M are defined as in (4.3), we prove our second De Giorgi Lemma.

Lemma 4.10. Let 1 < p < 00,0 < s < 1 and g = 0 in Qp x R. Suppose that u €
Ly (0,T; VVJ)&”(Q)) NCloc(0,T; L%OC(Q)) NLx (0,T; Lg;l(RN)) is a weak supersolution of (1.1)

loc loc

in Qr such that u is essentially bounded below in RN x (0,T) and let

(4.24) A7 < essinf w.
RN x(0,T)

Then there exists a constant 0 = 0(a, M,u=, A=, N,p,s, A, C1,Co,Cs,Cy) > 0 such that if ty is
a Lebesgue point of u and

u(-,to) > p~ + M a.e. in Bp(xo),

then
u>pu~ +aM ae. in Q%’G(azo,to) = Bazr(a;o) X (to,to + 9(375)1”).

Proof. For j € NU {0}, we define k;, l;:j,rj,f*j, B;, Bj as in (4.10) and for 6 > 0, let us set
(4.25) ;= (to,to + 97"5—7), Qj = B; x I, Qj = Bj x I'j, Aj = Qj N{u < k’j}

Therefore, for all j € NU{0} we have B;1; C B; C B, Tj11 C T'j. Let {®;}52, C C2(Q;) be as
defined in (4.11). Notice that, over the set A;11 = Qjr1N{u < kji1}, we have kj—kjq < kj—
Hence integrating over the set A4 as in the proof of (4.12), we obtain

M
(4’26) (1 - a) 3 ‘A]—i-l‘ < C([ + J) p(N+2)KN+2 ’A ’ p(1\17V+2)7

20+

for some constant C' = C'(N,p) > 0, where

I:/ﬁ |V(u—l;:j)_|pd:17dt, J:/h (u—l;:j)’i|V<I>j|pd:Edt and K:esssup/ (u—l%j)z_ dx.
9, Q; tel’; B;

Due to (4.24), as in (4.13), we get (u—kj)_ < (u™ 4+ M — A7)y := L in RN x (0, 7).
Estimate of J: From the proof of (4. 14) we have

A 2Jp
- _L.\P .|P Z_IPIA.
(4.27) J_/_(u k)2 [V, P dedt < 02174
J
for some constant C' = C'(N,p) > 0.
Estimate of I and K: Let {;(z,t) = §;(z) be a time independent smooth function with
compact support in B; such that 0 < &; <1, |[V¢&;| < C% in Q;, dist(supp &;, RN\ B;) > 2791y
and §; = 1 in Bj for some constant C' = C(N,p) > 0. Therefore, 0;§; = 0. Also, since
]Aﬁj < =+ M, due to the hypothesis u(-,to) > p~ + M a.e. in By(xp), we deduce that
(u — kj)-(-,t0) = 0 a.e. in B,(xp). Noting these facts along with ¢ = 0 in Q7 x R and
(u—kj)— > (u—kj)_, by Lemma 2.9, Remark 3.5 and Lemma 3.3, we obtain

(4.28) K+I—esssup/( dx—l—// |Vu— )_Pdedt < Jy + Jo + J3,
FJ
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where
- 0< /F j /B [, mell = k)0 ) e 1)~ &5 O d

Jy = C// (u— k)P |VEPdedt  and

—kj)
J3 = ess sup / (u = k) N+ . / / u— £p dx dt,
(z,t)esupp &;,tel’; /RN \B; ‘.’L’ - y‘ P r; JB;

for some positive constant C' = C(N,p, s, A, C1,Co,Cs,Cy). From (4.17), (4.18) and (4.20), it
follows that

2J(N +p)

(4.29) K+I<Ji+Joa+J5<C LP|4;],

for some positive constant C' = C'(N, p, s, A, 01,02,03,04). Now employing (4.27) and (4.29)
in (4.26), by setting Y; = % we obtain

1
(QLN+p)7N+2 . 2 141
4. Vi, <O — 1 " 9i((N+p)*+1)y T N+2
( 30) ]+1—C (1—&)M J ’
for some positive constant C' = C'(N, p, s, A, C1,Cs,Cs,Cy). Letting
CLN 1 do 6°
do (1—a)M’ b s 52 51 6 N+2 and 5

in Lemma 2.10, we have lim;_, ¥; = 0,if Yy <v = (QK)_%b_é%. Let 8 € (0,1), then choosing

_1
0=pd,° b_é%, which depends on a, M, =, A7, N,p,s,\,Cy,Cy,C3,Cy, we get v =371 > 1.
Hence the fact that Yy < 1 and thus Lemma 2.10 imply that lim;_,. Y; — 0. Therefore, we
have

u>p~ +aM ae. in QF, »(Z0:t0).
4 b
Hence the result follows. O

4.3. De Giorgi Lemmas for weak subsolutions. In this subsection, we prove De Giorgi
lemmas for weak subsolutions of (1.1). To this end, we assume that (zg,tg) € Qp, r € (0,1)
and 6 > 0 such that Q,¢(xo,t0) = Br(xo) X (to — 0rP,tg + 6rP) € Qp. Let a,u™ and M be
defined as in (4.6). The following De Giorgi type lemma shows that a weak subsolution satisfies
the property (£) in Definition 4.7.

Lemma 4.11. Let 1 < p < 00,0 < s < 1 and g = 0 in Qr x R. Suppose that u €
LP (0,75 WEP(Q)) N Cioe (0, T LIOC(Q)) N L2 (0,T; Lhs ' (RY)) s a weak subsolution of (1.1)

loc loc
in Qr such that u is essentially bounded above in RN x (0,T) and let

(4.31) essinf u < AT.
RN x(0,T)

Then there exists a constant v = v(a, M,y AT,0, N, p,s,A,Cy,Cy,Cs,Cy) € (0,1), such that
if
{u > p* — M} N Qro(xo,to)| < v|Qra(xo,to)l,
then
u< pt —aM a.e. in Q%’e(xo,to).
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Proof. For j € NU{0}, let
(1—a)M

27
and /%],rj,f], B;, B],F],f], Q;, Q] be as defined in (4.10). Here we define by A; = Q; N {u >
k;}. Notice that rj1; < 7j < Ty ki > kj > kj for all j € NU {0} and therefore, we have
Bji1 C Bj € Bjand Tj; C T C Ty. Let {<I> }°°0 C COO(Q]) be as defined in (4.11). Notice

that, over the set Aj11 = Q;41 N{u > kj11}, we have kjq — k <u-— k; . By integrating over
the set A;,1 and using Lemma 2.8 (b), following the proof of the estimate in (4.12), we obtain

4 M el e =T P =)
(4.33) (1_‘1)ﬁ|AJ+1| <O+ J)pPN+ K N2 | Ay P8+

(4.32) kj=p" —aM —

for some constant C' = C'(N,p) > 0, where
I = / V(u—k;)s [Pdedt, J= / (u—l%j)i\vq)j]pdxdt and Kzesssup/A (u—/;;J)%r dx.

Q; Q; el B
Note that, by the assumption (4.31), we know ess SUPRN x (0,7) U < AT, which gives
(4.34) (w—kj)y <O —pt+ M) =L in RN x(0,7).
Estimate of J: Using the properties of ®; and (4.34), we get

A 2JP
(4.35) J = / (u — k)R |VO;P dxdt < Cr_PLp’Aj”
J

for some constant C' = C'(N,p) > 0.
Estimate of [ and K: Let §; = ¢;n;, where {¢;}32, C C2°(B;) and {n;}52, C C°(I';) are

as defined in (4.15) for some constant C' = C(N,p) > 0. Note that g =0 111 Qr x R and for
kj > kj, we have (u — k‘])+ > (u— k‘]) Therefore, noting Lemma 2.9 and Remark 3.4, we set

r=rj 7= to—Gr t0+0r,7'—0r —97“ in Lemma 3.3 to obtain

(4.36) I+ K= / / ]pda;dt—i-esssup/ (u—/%j)idx§11+fg+fg+l4,
Fj Bj

where

=0 ] st k)0 k) 00— 60O d

J J
I = 0/ / (u — k2 |VE P da dt,
L J B
(u = kj)+
I3=C  esssup N+ ” (u— +£ dxdt and
zesupp y;,tel’; JRNV\B; |$ - y| P

L= c/ / 210,67 da dt,
FJ

for some constant C'= C'(N,p,s, A, C1,Cy,C5,Cy) > 0.
Estimate of I;: Using (4.34), the properties of {; and r € (0, 1), we have

h= C/ / / max{ (u — kj) (@, 1), (w = k)4 (y, 1€ (2,8) = & (y, O dp dt

(4.37)
<c Lf”]A]<C LP\A\
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C = C(N D, S, A 01,02,03,04)>0
Estimate of [5: Again, using (4.34) and the properties of 5], we get

(4.38) I = C/ / VW IVE P dadt < 0 L 4],

C= C(N7p7 S, A7 Ola 027 037 04) > 0.
Estimate of I3: Using (4.34) and proceeding similarly as in the proof of the estimate (4.20),

we obtain
—kj)
Is=C ess sup / (u = k) N+s / / u—k +£ dx dt
(z,t)esupp vj,tel'; JRN\B; |l‘ - | P

2J(N +p)

(4.39)

<C 7|4,

for some constant C' = C(N p,s,\,C1,Co,C5,C4) > 0.
Estimate of I,: Using (4.34) along with the properties of &;, we have

I4 = C/ / |8t£p| dx dt

2IP
§C—/ / (u—kj)3 dmdt<C’—L2|A|
HT'p Fj B 9

J

(4.40)

for some constant C' = C(N,p, s, A,Cy,Co,C3,Cy) > 0. Inserting (4.37), (4.38), (4.39) and
(4.40) in (4.36), we arrive at

. 93 (N+p) 2P
4.41 < P =z ‘
(4.41) I+ K < C———17(1+ =) 4,

for some constant C' = C(N,p, s, A,Cy,Cs,C3,Cy) > 0. Using (4.35) and (4.41) in (4.33), we
obtain

0i (N+p)*+1) [ N5 ( LH) v |4,
(1 — a)M 0 T%ig ’

for some constant C' = C(N, p, s, A, C1,Cs,Cs,Cy) > 0. Dividing both sides of (4.42) by |Q,11]
: AL
and denoting by Y; = o) e get

(4.42) [Aj| <C

Y}-l—l < 2ijy;‘1+57

where
1

C(OLN+P)N+2

K= 2(1—a)M

L27PN oinitsy 1 2
1 )”(“ §=-—— and b=2W+l 5
< + 0 , N2 an >
We define v = (2K )_%b_ : , which depends on a, M,u™,A\",0,N,p,s, A, Cy,Co,Cs,Cy such
that if Yo < v, then by Lemma 2.10, we have lim;_,, Y; = 0. Thls completes the proof. O

Recalling that a, ut and M are defined as in (4.6), we prove our final De Giorgi Lemma.

Lemma 4.12. Let 1 < p < 00,0 < s < 1 and g = 0 in Qr x R. Suppose that u €
Ly (0,T; Wl’p(Q)) N Cloc (0, T LIOC(Q)) NLE (0,T; LM (RN)) ds a weak subsolution of (1.1)

loc loc
in Qp such that u is essentially bounded above in RN x (0,T) and let

(4.43) esssup u < AT,
RN x(0,T)
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Then there exists a constant 6 = 0(a, M, ut,\*, N, p,s, A, C1,Co,Cs,Cy) > 0 such that if ty is
a Lebesgue point of u and
u(-,tg) < put — M a.e. in By(z0),

then
u<put —aM a.e. in Q%’G(azo,to) = Bazr(a;o) X (to,to + 9(37:“)1”).

Proof. For j € NU{0}, let k; be as in (4.32) and kj, 7,7, B;, Bj as in (4.10). For § > 0, let
us set

(444) Pj = (t(),to + 97‘;)), Qj = Bj X Pj, Qj = Bj X F]’, Aj = Qj N {u > ]ﬁ}

Therefore, for all j € NU{0} we have Bj,; C B; C Bj, [j41 C T;. Let {®; 1520 CCX (Q;) be as

defined in (4.11). Notice that, over the set A; 11 = Q;11N{u > kj11}, we have k]+1—/<; <u— k']
Hence integrating over the set A4 as in the proof of (4.12), we obtain

M N .1 1__N
(4.45) (1- a)ﬁ|Aj+l| < CI + J)r™+ K N2 | A s8N+
for some constant C'= C'(N,p) > 0, where

I:/A |V(u—l;:j)+|pd:17dt, J:/A (u—l;:j)ﬁ’r|V<I>j|pd:Edt and K:esssup/ (u—l%j)%rdx.
Qj Qj tel’; B;

Using (4.43), we get (u — kj)y < (AT — = 4+ M), ==L in RN x (0, 7).
Estimate of J: From the proof of (4.14), we have

(4.46) J = / (u - l%j)ﬁ_‘vq)j’p dx dt < Cij—;Lp]Aj],

J
for some constant C' = C'(N,p) > 0.
Estimate of I and K: Let &(z,t) = &(z) be a time independent smooth function with
compact support in Bj such that 0 < &; < 1, |[V¢&;| < C’%j in Q;, dist(supp&;, RN\ B;) > 2791
and § = 1 1in Bj for some constant C' = C(N,p,s) > 0. Therefore, 0;{; = 0. Also, since
l%j > pt — M, due to the hypothesis u(-,t9) < ™ — M a.e. in B.(zg), we deduce that
(u — l;:j)+(-,t0) = 0 a.e. in B,(zp). Noting these facts along with ¢ = 0 in Qp x R and
(u—kj)4 > (u— l%j)+, by Lemma 2.9, Remark 3.4 and Lemma 3.3, we obtain

(4.47) f(—i—I:esssup/A (u—l%j)i dx+/ \V(u—l;:j)ﬂpdxdtg Ji+ Jo + Js,
B;

I; r; JB;
where
Ji=C / / / max{(u — ;)4 (2,8), (u — ;)1 (9, 17165 (@, ) — &y, DIF dpdt,
Jy = C/ / YEAVEP dedt  and
r; JB;
J3 = ess sup / (u=Fj) N+s / / u—k +£ dx dt,
(z,t)€supp &;,tel’; /RN \B; ‘Z’—y‘ p r; JB;

for some positive constant C' = C'(N,p, s, A, C1,Co,Cs,Cy). From (4.37), (4.38) and (4.39), it
follows that

93 (N+p)
(4.48) K+I<J1+J2+J3<C

LP|Ay],
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for some positive constant C' = C'(N, p, s, A, Cq,Cs,C5,Cy). Now employing (4.46) and (4.48)
|A;]

in (4.45), by setting Y; = 1o, we obtain
4.49 Y <C (OLN+7) w2 0i(N+p)?+1)y
(4.49) S OO j )
for some positive constant C' = C(N, p, s, A, C1,Cs, Cs,Cy). Letting
LV 1 do 0°
dy = ————, b=20N"* 5§ == —— and K=-—-
0 (T —a)M’ ;02 =01 Nio ™ 5

in Lemma 2.10, we have lim;_,, Y; — 0, if
i1
Yo<v=(2K) sb 2.

_1
Let 8 € (0,1), then choosing 0 = 8d,, ° b_é%, which depends on a, M, u*, A", N, p, s, A, Cy,Co, Cs, Cy,
we get v = 71 > 1. Hence the fact that Yy < 1 and thus Lemma 2.10 imply that lim; o Y; —
0. Therefore, we have

u<pt —aM ae. in QF, »(Z0:t0).
47

Hence the result follows. O
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