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CONTINUITY ESTIMATES FOR DOUBLY DEGENERATE PARABOLIC
EQUATIONS WITH LOWER ORDER TERMS VIA NONLINEAR
POTENTIALS

QIFAN LI*

AssTrAcT. This article studies the continuity of bounded nonnegative weak solutions to
inhomogeneous doubly nonlinear parabolic equations. A model equation is
A —dive™ "\ DufP?Duy=f  in Qx(-T,0) c R™.

Here, we consider the case m > 1 and 2 < p < n. We establish a continuity estimate for u
in terms of elliptic Riesz potentials of the right-hand side of the equation.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

We are concerned in this paper with the doubly degenerate parabolic equation with
lower order terms. More precisely, we consider quasilinear parabolic equations of the
form

O — divA(x, t,u, Du) = f, (1.1)
in a bounded domain Q7 = Q X (-7, 0), where Q c R”". Here, we assume that f = f(x) €
L! (Q)and u is nonnegative. The vector field A(x, ¢, u, &) is measurable in Q7 x R x R” and

loc
satisfies the growth and ellipticity conditions:

(A(x, t,u, €),&) > Cou™ |17,
et (1.2)
|A(x’ t7 u, f)l < Cl Mmillé“"pi1 + g(-x)u )

where Cy, C; are given positive constants, g > 0 and g = g(x) € Lﬁ) /C(p 71)((2). Throughout
the paper, we keepm > 1and 2 < p < n. In this case, the quasilinear equation (I.T) with the
structure conditions (I.2) is classified as doubly degenerate. Doubly degenerate parabolic
equations play an important role in the study of the non-stationary, polytropic flow of a
fluid in a porous medium (see, for example [[1]). The Holder continuity of nonnegative
weak solutions to (LI)-(IL.2) was proved in [9, [13]. In [4] the authors proved the local
Holder continuity of sign-changing solutions to doubly nonlinear parabolic equations in
the range p > 2 and m + p > 2. Furthermore, Harnack inequality for doubly degenerate
parabolic equations was first established by Vespri [17]. This result was extended in [§]
to the general quasilinear structure. Recently, Bogelein et al. [5] proved the Harnack
inequality in the case m > 0, p > 1 and m(p — 1) > 1 which is the full range in slow
diffusion case.

The aim of this paper is to prove continuity of weak solutions to (II) in terms of non-
linear potentials of the functions f and g. The continuity problem related to the potentials
can be traced back to the study of the Wiener criteria of p-Laplace equations (see [10]). In
[10] the authors proved the local boundedness of weak solutions to p-Laplace equations
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with measure data. Furthermore, Liskevich and Skrypnik [11, |14] studied evolutionary
p-Laplace equations with lower order terms from nonlinear Kato-type classes and estab-
lished qualitative properties such as local boundedness, continuity and Harnack estimate
for weak solutions. Subsequently, Liskevich, Skrypnik and Sobol [12] extended the local
boundedness result via a time-dependent parabolic potential. Similar results for porous
medium equations have been obtained in [2, 3, 18, [19]. However, limited work has been
done for the doubly nonlinear equations. In [16] the author obtained a local boundedness
result for the doubly degenerate parabolic equations in terms of the parabolic nonlinear
potentials. Motivated by this work, we are interested in the continuity estimate for doubly
degenerate parabolic equations with lower order terms from nonlinear Kato-type classes.
Before formulating the main result, let us introduce the following quantities

R 1
1 ) r]
Fl(R)=SUPf ( - f 8()7 dy) —dr (1.3)
xe@ Jo \"7P Jp.x r
and
R |
Fa(R) = supf ( — f S d)’) —dr, (1.4)
@ Jo \""7? Up.w r

where R > 0 and B,(x) = {y € Q : |y — x| < r}. These quantities are also termed as ellip-
tic Riesz potentials (see [[L8]). Next, we give the definition of weak solutions to doubly
nonlinear parabolic equations.

Definition 1.1. A nonnegative measurable function u : Qr — R is said to be a local weak

solution to (L1)-(L2) if
ue ClOC(_T, 0; L2 (Q))’ u(l € Lp

loc loc

(=T,0; W,,l(Q),  where a="12

and for every open set U C Q and every subinterval (t,,t;) C (=T, 0) the identity

153
fu(', Ne(-, Hdx|  + ff —udp + (A(x, t, u, Du), Do) dxdt
U =t Ux(t1,t2)

= ff fodxdt
UX(t1,12)

holds for all any function ¢ € W\:2(~=T,0; LA(U)) N LY, (=T, 0; Wy P (U)).

loc loc

(1.5)

We note that the gradient of u in the structure conditions (I.2) is interpreted as Du =
@ 'u'=%,50/Du. We are now in a position to state our main theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let u be a nonnegative, locally bounded, weak solution to the doubly de-
generate parabolic equation (1)) in the sense of Definition[[_1] where the vector field A
fulfills the structure conditions (I2). Furthermore, assume that

113{)1 [F1(R) + F>(R)] =0 (1.6)

holds true. Then, u is locally continuous in Q.

No attempt has been made here to study the regularity problem for the time-dependent
parabolic potential. Our proof relies on the method of intrinsic scaling and follow the idea
from [6, chapter III]. In the context of the potential estimate, it seems that neither De Giorgi
nor Moser iteration technique work in the proof of De Giorgi type lemmas. Our proof is
based on the Kilpeldinen-Maly technique [10, [11], but the arguments become more in-
volved when we move from the p-Laplace to the doubly nonlinear setting. Contrary to [3],
which established a continuity result for the porous medium equations with nonnegative
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measure data, our result could handle the case when the right-hand side of the equation f
is a sign-changing function.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we derive the Caccioppoli
inequalities and set up an alternative argument. Subsequently Sect. 3 is devoted to the
analysis of the first alternative. We obtain a decay estimate for the oscillation of the weak
solution in terms of Fi(R) and F»(R). In Sect. 4 we proceed with the study of the sec-
ond alternative and obtain a similar estimate for the oscillation of the weak solutions via
nonlinear potentials. Finally the proof of the main theorem is presented in Sect. 5.

2. PRELIMINARY MATERIAL AND CACCIOPPOLI INEQUALITIES

In this section, we provide some preliminary lemmas. To start with, we follow the
notation used in [12] and introduce some auxiliary functions. Throughout the paper, we
define

u, for u>1,
Gu) = {u?, for O0<u<l1 2.1)
0, for u<O.

Let s € R and s, = max{s, 0}. We observe that G(s) = min{s., si}. FixO<aA<p-1,we
introduce the function

6. (s) = foh(l = L=+ 507,

It can be easily seen that there exist y; and y, depending only upon A such that y; < >,

St St

< < .
1 _¢+(S)_72s++1

y1 min{sy, 1} < ¢4(s) < yo min{s,, 1} and (2.2)

In this paper, we fix the parameter A such that 4 < min {(p -7, n’l}. The statement that
a constant y depends only upon the data means that it can be determined a priori only in
terms of {n, m, p, Cy, C1, A}. Next, we set

D(s) = f ¢ (7)dr
0
and it follows from (2.2) that
¥1G(s) = yy min{s,, 53} < ®(s) < y> min{s,, 57} = y2G(s). (2.3)

Furthermore, we introduce the function

Y(s) = f (1+ T)_%_% dr = p_ll’_/] [(1 4 s+)1_% ~ 1].
0

Letd > 0, > 0 and u be the weak solution as in the Definition[L.Tl We define the quantities

1Y s\ I—u

/88 Z[gju‘ (1+ 7) dS]Jr Zlﬁ( p] ) (2.4)
1Y s—I\TPTh -1

Yy = [3]1‘ (1 + 7) dsl = lﬁ( ) ) 2.5)

At this point, we state the following two lemmas which give a characterization of the
quantities ¥_ and .

and
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Lemma 2.1. Let y_ be the quantity defined in 2.4). Then, we have

p-l-2 p-l-a

— P [ — P [ —
cl(eo(T”) <y < 62(81)(7”) if ——ze. (26
Lemma 2.2. Let . be the quantity defined in 2.3). Then, we have
J p-1-1 ] p-1-1 ]
u—1\7 u—1\7 ) u-—
ci(e1) (T) <Yy < cole) (T) if T za 2.7

The proofs of these two lemmas are not particularly difficult but will not be reproduced
here. Let o > 0, 6 > 0 and (xo, fp) € Qr be a fixed point. We set O, 4(z0) = B,(x0) X (to —
0, ty) € Q7 and denote by ¢ a piecewise smooth function in Q, (o) such that

0<p<1, [Dgl<oo and ¢=0 on 3JBy(xp), (2.8)

where 0B,(xo) = {y : |y —xo| = 0}. If x is the origin, then we omit in our notation the point
Xo and write B, for B,(xo). Finally, let

9pQo,6(z0) = [0By(x0) X (10 — 6, 10)] U [B,(x0) X {10 — 6}]

denotes the parabolic boundary of Q,(zo). The crucial result in our development of regu-
larity property of weak solutions will be the following Caccioppoli inequality.

Lemma 2.3. Letd > 0, [ > 0 and let u be a nonnegative weak solution to the doubly
degenerate parabolic equation (1)) in the sense of Definition[I 1l There exists a constant
vy depending only upon the data, such that for every piecewise smooth cutoff function ¢

satisfying 2.8), we have

[ —
ess sup f G (—”)g)k dx + d"™? f f u" | Dy_|P* dxdt
to<t<ty L(n) d L-
I - -
S)/f G(—M)cpk dx + yff —u |0; ¢ t,ok’l dxdt
L (ty—0) d - d

I—u 1+)(p-1)
+yd"? ff um! (T) &P \Dyl? dxdr
-
0

a 0
+Y > g7 de—f |f1dx,
d By (x0) By (x0)

(2.9)

Q

where k > p, L™ = Q,4(z0) N {u < I} and L™ (1) = By(xo) N {u(-, 1) < I}.

Proof. To simplify the notation, we set B = B,(xp) and Q = Q, ¢(20). In the weak formu-
lation (L.5)) we choose the testing function

L) o] ol
p- = ’ 2 s+<p—¢+ 717

The use of ¢_ as a testing function is justified, modulus a time mollification technique (see
[16, Lemma 2.7]). This gives

ff @_Oudxdr + ff (A(x,t,u, Du), Dp_) dxdt = ff fo_ dxdr.
o (4] (4]
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We now proceed formally for the term involving the time derivative. From (2.3), we see
that for any ¢ € (tp — 6, 1o)

13
f f«p,atudxdt
fo—
I—s\
f f [[f dwf(1+—) ds)}(pkdxdt
fo— ot .
5 -
< —yd G Prdx
L) d
- -
+yd? f f CTH 1 10,0] dodr + yd? f G(—M)cpkdx.
- d L (19—6) d

Next, we consider the second term on the left-hand side. To this end, we decompose

f (A(x,t,u, Du), Dp_) dxdt

~1-4
—kff A(x, t,u, Du)g"~ chp(f (1 + IT) ds] dxdt

1-1

- ff A(x, 1, u, Dut) - Du(l + _TM) o dxdt =: T, + Ts.
I-
We first consider the estimate for 7,. From the first structure condition (L.2), we deduce
that
[\
T, < -Cy ff u" | Dul? (1 + 7) oF dxdr
I

= —Cod” f f "\ Dy_|Pgk dxdr.
L

To estimate T, we use the second structure condition (I.2) to deduce that

/ -1-1
e /-
T, Sf (lDu|bflum—l +u71g)<pk*1|D<p| [f (1 + TS) ds] dxdr
Q u +

=: T3+ Ty,

with the obvious meanings of 73 and 74. Next, we consider the estimate for 753. We use
(2.2) and Young’s inequality to conclude that for any fixed & > 0 there holds

- I—u\"
Ts <yd f DUl Dl [ =2 ) 1+ =2 dudr
- d d

<ed’ f f u" Dy _|P gk dxdr
L
[— VA=D1 P
+yd” f f ¢k—P|D¢|Pum—l(1+—“) (—“) dxdr
- d d
<ed’ f f u" Dy _|P gk dxdr
.
I—u (1+D)(p-1)
+ (A, &)d” f f gok_p|Dcp|pum_l(T) dxdt,
L
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since A < (p — 1)7!. To estimate T4, we apply 2.2), A < (p — 1)~! and Young’s inequality

to conclude that
- 1-u\"
T4 Sydff u'v ggh 1|Dcp|( )(1+ —”) dxdt
L- d

1.4
- I—u\"7 7
—)’j:f; du's 90" l( du)(1+ du) . [Dyl

1

A
X + v
4 8¢

—u (1+D)(p-1)
<yd’ f f k=P |\ Dep|P i~ 1( ) dxdr
L
+y9fg171 dx,
B

where the constant y depends only upon the data. Taking into account that ¢_ < A~'d, we
obtain an estimate for the right-hand side of the equation by

f fQ fo_ dxdt < ydo fB If]dx.

Combining the above estimates and dividing by d?, we obtain the desired estimate (2.9).
We have thus proved the lemma. O

dxdt

Furthermore, by substituting

_ful_,_s__llld k— 4 u_—l k
P+ = 1 d S+99—¢+ d [

into the weak formulation (I.3), we get the following lemma, the proof of which we omit.

Lemma 2.4. Leta > 0, d > 0, [ > 0 and let u be a nonnegative weak solution to the
doubly degenerate parabolic equation in the sense of Definition[[.1l Let o > 0 be
such that (ty — a'™"d* PoP, ty) c (-T,0) and By(x0) € Q. There exists a positive constant
vy depending only upon the data, such that for every piecewise smooth cutoff function ¢
vanishing on 0By(xo) X (ty — a'™"d> PP ty), there holds

ess sup f G(” l)cpk dx + dP? f f u" Dy, Pk dxdr
to—al=md2-por<t<ty J L* () d L*
Syf G(u—l)cpk dx+yff u_l [0:p] dxdt
L (1y) d
(1+D)(p-1)
+ydP? f f ( ) P |Dyl? dxdt
L+

Q mf p 1-m
+y— gl’ldx+y 7a f [f]dx,
ar By(xo) ar! By(x0)

wherek > p, L™ = [Bg(xo)x(to—al’mdz”’g”, t0)]N{u = I} and L* (1) = By(xo)N{u(-, 1) > I}.

We now turn to consider the logarithmic estimates for nonnegative weak solutions. To
this aim, we introduce the logarithmic function

(2.10)

HE
+ —1at k +
Y*(u) = In (—H,f—(u—k)i+c)’ 0<c<HE, (2.11)
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where H;' is a constant chosen such that H}® > ess supQM(u —k).. We are now in a position
to state the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Let u be a nonnegative weak solution to the doubly degenerate parabolic
equation (L)) in the sense of Definition[[.1] There exists a constant vy that can be deter-
mined a priori only in terms of the data such that

ess supf [ (u)?ZP dx
By(xo)x{t}

1h—0<t<ty

< f [Y* I dx +y f f Wy E @)D (Y @] dxde (2.12)
B, (x0)x{to—06} Q0.0(20)

H\(1 ! ,
+yln(—)(— ff |f|dxdt+—2ff g dxdt),
CINC JJQ,4(z0) ¢ Q00(20)

where ¢ = {(x) is independent of t and satisfies (2.8).

Q

Proof. The proof of follows in a similar manner as the arguments in [[13, Proposition
2.1] and we sketch the proof. For simplicity of notation, we write ¢ instead of y*(u) and
set B = B,(xo). In the weak formulation (I.3) we use the testing function ¢ = [y (u)]'Z?,
where { = {(x) € Cj’(B,). The following formal computations can be made rigorous with
a standard smoothing procedure with respect to time. Then, we find

f f duly* P dxdi = [ yP(we? dx - f V)¢’ dx.
-0 JB Bx{1)

Bx{ty—6}

Next, we consider the term involving A(x, t, u, Du). To this end, we decompose

f f(A(x,t,u,Du),D@dxdt
[()—9 B
- [ [ Awtw Dt per - Deasas
T(]—e B

!
+ f fA(x, t,u, Du) - Duly?(u)]”¢P dxde =: Ty + Ts.
ty—0 JB

We first estimate the second term T,. Noting that [¢?(1)]” = 2(1 + ¢)[y/(u)]?, we infer
from (I.2) that

!
T, > 2C f f W"DulP (1 + ) [y (u))*¢P dxdt.
tv—0 JB
To estimate T, we use (I.2) to deduce that

!
T, <2C f f W DulP™ + gu'7 ' PN\ D¢) dxdt
ty—0 JB
=: T3+ Ty,

with the obvious meanings of T3 and 74. By Young’s inequality, we conclude that
!
T; <g f f W DulP 2P [y (u)) Py dxde
to—60 JB

+c(e) f f u" M YIDLPTY ()]* P dxdt,
to—0 JB
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since p — i—” = 2 — p. Next, we turn our attention to the estimate of 74. By Young’s

inequality, we see that

Ty =26, f f w[gﬁ*‘w’(m%g] [|D§|¢’(u)1*%u’”,—i‘ dxdt
ty—0 JB

<y f ) fB g Py (w)Py dxdt
+y f ) fB W YIDEPIY (u)]* P dxds.

Taking into account that y < In(H/c) and ¢’ < 1/c, we conclude that

' : Hy 1 ,
f fgp é’[’[w/(u)]zlp dxdr < In (_) - ff ngl dxdt
-8B cre Q,06(20)
' Hy1
f ff¢dxdts1n(—)—ff |fl dxdr
f=0 B cre 000(20)

Collecting above estimates and taking the supremum over ¢ € (fyp — 6,t)), we obtain the
desired logarithmic estimate (2.12)). O

and

Next, we state in Lemma[2.6la Caccioppoli estimate, which will be used in the proof of
Lemmald.4

Lemma 2.6. Let u be a nonnegative weak solution to the doubly degenerate parabolic
equation in the sense of Definition[[ 1l There exists a positive constant y depending
only upon the data, such that for every piecewise smooth cutoff function ¢ and satisfying
2.8)), there holds

ess sup f (u— k)2 dx + f f u" D (u — k)1l dxdt
19—0<1<ty J By(xo)X{t} Q06(20)

Q

< f (u—k)2gP dx +y ff U™ (u — k)Y DylP dxdt
By(xo)x{to} Q0.0(20)

Q Q

oy [ w-woglasarey [[ - p. e
Qo0(20) Qo0(20)

+y f f gP]T)l dxdt.
Q,6(20)

This is a standard result that can be proved by choosing the testing function +(u — k)..¢”
into (I.3) and the proof will be omitted.

We now turn our attention to the proof of Theorem [[.2l The continuity of the weak
solution u at a point 3p will be a consequence of the following assertion. There exists a
family of nested and shrinking cylinders Q,, ¢,(30), with vertex at 3¢, such that the essential
oscillation of u in Q,, ¢, (30) converges to zero as the cylinders shrink to the point 3.

There is no loss of generality in assuming 3¢ = (0, 0). Let &y > 0 and R > 0 be such that
Qg pr0(0) C Qr. Forany 0 <R < R, we fix a cylinder Qg = Bg X (—RP7*,0) and set

[y = esssup u, pu- =essinfu and essoSCU = Uy — (.
O Or Or

(2.13)

Henceforth, let w > 0 be a parameter such that %w < puy — - < w. Here we assume that
sy > 0, since otherwise, if u, = 0, then w = 0 and Theorem[I.2]holds trivially. Let A > 1
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be a constant which will be determined later. We introduce the enlarged cylinder
A 1-m (@ 2p ¥4
O = Bgp X [—(us) 1 RP,0]. (2.14)

In the case that Q is not contained in @R = By X (—%R"’SU,O) forall0 < R < R, we
conclude that

2-p 1
1-m [ @ —&
— = < ——R%, 2.15
w)' (5] <3 (2.15)
Since u is nonnegative, we have w < 2u, and the inequality (Z.13) implies that
eszosc u<w< 2m+7’*3Amﬁ;2*3 R (2.16)
R

holds for all 0 < R < R. In this case the weak solution is Ht')l(igr continuous and Theorem
[[.2holds immediately. Next, we concentrate on the case Q C Qg forafixedR € (0, k). For
any fixed time level —(A”~2 — 1)(u;)' ™ w? PRP < t < 0 we introduce the intrinsic cylinder
of the type

O (1) = B, x (t = (u) "> P, 1),

where 0 < r < R. Motivated by the work of DiBenedetto [6, chapter III], we consider two
complementary cases. For a fixed constant vy > 0, we see that either

e The first alternative. There exists —(A”~2 — 1)(u) ™ w? PR < f < 0 such that

{nne 0y, @:u<p + Sl < w0y, 217)

or this does not hold. Then, we have
e The second alternative. For any —(A”~2 — 1)(u,)' ™ w?PRP < T < 0, there holds

{ne0r@:usp - 2l < a1 -wigy, @1 (2.18)

The constant vy > 0 will be determined in the course of the proof of Lemma[3.3]in Sect.3,
while the value of A will be fixed during the proof of Propositiond.3]in Sect. 4.

3. THE FIRST ALTERNATIVE

The aim of this section is to establish a decay estimate of the essential oscillation for
the first alternative. A key ingredient in the proof of the decay estimate is a De Giorgi type
lemma. Before we prove this result, we first recall the following definition of the Lebesgue
point.

Definition 3.1. [7] Let f be a locally integrable function in Qr. A point (x, t) for which

t+rP
lim ———
r—0 2rp|Br| t—rP

holds is called a Lebesgue point of f.

f lf(y,8) = f(x,nldyds =0
B/(x)

We now state and prove a couple of lemmas. The first lemma can be deduced from [[15,
section 1.3] and [[7, Theorem 1.33].

Lemma 3.2. If f € Lioo(Qr), then almost every point in Qr is a Lebesgue point of f.

In applications, the cylinders used here are not centered on the Lebesgue point, that is
in fact the vertex. Moreover, we need the following lemma, which states that the Lebesgue
point for f is also a Lebesgue point for f.
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Lemma 3.3. Let f € Li,.(Qr) and z1 = (x1,11) € Qr be a Lebesgue point for f. Then, we

have
1
*(z1) = lim ——— ff *(y, s)dyds, 3.1
rensling—s If, food 3.1)

where Qr,rl’(zl) = B,(x)) X (t; — 1P, 11).

Proof. We first observe that [f*(y, s) — f*(x, )| < |f(y,s) — f(x,1)]. Consequently, we
conclude that

1
lim———— ff If (v, s) = fT(x1,t)dyds
0|0 (21 0,0 (21) SO frx, ol dy

1+rP

f |f+(y,s)_f+(x1,tl)|dyds=O,
B(x)

< 2lim
=0 21 1B, J,_

which proves (3.1). This completes the proof. O

For technical reasons, we need the following result concerning the scaling property for
function G defined in (2.1).

Lemma 3.4. Let &, > 0 and k > 1 be the fixed constants. If v > &), then

G(kv) < c(k,e1)G(v). (3.2)
Proof. If v < 1 and kv < 1, then G(kv) = k*v? = kK>’G(v). If v > 1 and kv > 1, then G(kv) =
kv = kG(v). Finally, if &; <v < 1 and kv > 1, then G(kv) = £v? = £G(v) < SLIG(V). o

With the help of these lemmas, we can now prove the following De Giorgi type lemma.
We adopt the Kilpeldinen-Maly technique from [[10, [11]. For the treatment of the doubly
nonlinear problem, the Kilpeldinen-Maly technique should be suitably modified to handle
the cutoff functions.

Lemma 3.5. Let u be a bounded nonnegative weak solution to (I1)-(L.2) in Qr. There
exist constants vy € (0, 1) and B > 1, depending only on the data, such that if

{nn e 03w <p+ 2 < w0y, (3.3)
then either
u(x, ) > p_ + % for a.e. (x,1) € 07,0 (3.4)
or
w < B(w+>TT”F1<2R> + wﬁFz(zR)). 3.5)

Proof. Let B > 1 to be determined in the course of the proof. We first assume that (3.3) is
violated, that is,

4

3
°B
w> (33

1 1-m 1-m
Ta@ ()7 Fi12R) + (#+)”_‘F2(2R))~ (3.6)

If we can prove (3.4) then the lemma follows immediately. Fix (x;, 1) € QIR(f) and assume
3

that (x1,7;) is a Lebesgue point of u. Let r; = 477C~'R and Bj = B,,(x) where C > 4 is to
be determined. For a sequence {/ j};io and a fixed [ > 0, we set

Qj(h) = B x (t = () ™" = *"rf, 1),
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Moreover, we define ¢;(I) = ¢;(x)8;,(2), where ¢; € C7(B)), ¢; = 1 on Bj,y, D¢ < r]fl
and 6,(1) is a Lipschitz function satisfies

1 4 -m —p.p
O =1 in rxn- g =0T,

. 5 m ~
0,(1)=0 in t<t — 6(/J+)1 (= 1)2 pri

and
=0 = 3 ) = D

5l = D2y

ity — 3(u)' (1 - l)Z—Pr;’ <t<t - g(uo)' ™ - l)Z—Prf. From the definition of ¢;(),
we see that ¢;(/) = 0 on 0pQ;(/). Next, for j = -1,0,1,2,---, we define the sequence {«;}

by
= 2 p-n 1-m Tdy] —
@ 3B @ 4 j(: (r (k) fB,(xl)g(y)l y) r

3 (7 7T d
+3 f (rp-"wl-’" f If(y)ldy) @
0 By(x)) r

From the definition of «;, we see that a; — 0 as j — oo and there holds Baj_| < w,

0;,(1) =

3.7

4-i-100

aj,l—ajz

w+ 7(’7_"%)‘"’] g0 dy]p
B (3.8)

" y(r;""wlm fB | |f<y>|dy]"

and

1

4—j—100 7

w+ 7(’77%)1”’[ gy dy)

e (3.9)
syl o [ rondy|
J B

Q-1 —Q’jS

forall j = 0,1,2,---, where the constant y depends only upon the data. Moreover, we
define a quantity A ;(/) by

m—1 l _ l p=2 l _ (1+D)(p-1)
A =m0 ff (l’, _”l’) (D" dxdi
r; Lih\*tj
! (3.10)

lj—u

-1

where k > p, G is defined in @.1I) and L;j(]) = Q;()) N {u < I;} N Qr. The proof of (3.4)
will be divided into several steps.

Step 1: We claim that A (1) is continuous in | < l;. To prove this assertion, it suffices to
show that the function

1
+esssup — G( )(pj(l)k dx,

t T JIBxin

k 1 lj —Uu
Bj(l) := esssup8;;(1)" — G
J [ r)]1 B, -1

k
lj )(p" &
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is continuous. For a fixed [ < [;, we take |[I' = ]| < 6 < %(lj — ). Observe that G is Lipschitz
continuous, we have

|G —-u Glj—u <
I =1 L=r)'

sincel; —1I'=1;—1+1~- 2(l —I). It follows that

-1 -1
(0 - u) <9l; ,
P Toa - SV - e

l I
IBi(l) - Bi(I')| <y (' 1)|21 +esssup f ( T l)¢ dx(esssupl@,l(t)k 0,01

and this implies that the function B;(!) is continuous for [ < [;.
Step 2: Determine the values of ly and ;. Initially, we set Iy = p_ + %w and [ =
1lo + - + 1= Bag + 35 w. Recalling that Bag < w, we deduce
-1 1 1 1 - 3
lp-l=-w-—Bay— —=w > — d lh-I<=w. 3.11
0TIZRYT g N T W E R e hois e G0
Then, we have (u,)'™"(ly — I_)Z’Prp < CP2P D)MW PRY < s () WP PRY,
provided that we choose C = 2 > 2)“00 . This guarantees the inclusion of Qqy(l) C Q% (®.

In view of lg — u < 4<u in Ly(]), we infer from (3.11) and (3.3) that the inequality

OJ )m l(lo _ l)p 2 (1+/1)([7 1] i
o lo — o7 dxdr

m=1p — [yp=2=(1+)(p=1) (1+)(p-1) _
< W) =D (Z) LoD

n+p
"o
w+)m—lwp—2 _ lQO(l_) N {I/l < l()}l (312)
< Cn+1)7 L l — C’H[’—
< LoDl = o 0,0
0, MNn{uspu +4
< ,yOCner 4 < '}’OC’HPVO

10,0

holds for a constant ¥ depending only upon the data. Moreover, we apply Lemma[2.3] with
(1, d, 0) replaced by (ly, lp — I, (p+)1’m(lo - l_)z’l’rg) to obtain

lo—
lo —

1
ess sup— i ”G( l)tp(l)kdx
ox{t

! 0

m-1(]. _ [yp-2 A+)(p=1)
Syw ) rf)fn ) ff . (l l) @o(D*7 dxdt
Lo \lo —

+y—, f f |at‘p0(l)|dth
Lo<z> lo -

rP
('™ mf g dx+y—"—(u)'™ | |fldx,
7o l)” By (o = D! By

since u < py in Lo(), |D<p0(l_)| < r0 R goo(l) 0 on 8pQy(]) and the first term on the
right-hand side of (2.9) vanishes. In view of [y — u < iw in Lo(J) and |6,(,00(l_)| < 9y -
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D=2, )™ ' ry”, we infer from (3.11) and (3.12) that

f f — 21060 (D) daci
Lo(D) lo—1
m—1 N 3
<y )™ o = D77 (Z‘) D ff (lo — u) dxdt
Lo(l)

oyt

Rn+p
where the constant y depends only upon the data. Furthermore, we infer from (3.11) and
(B.6) that there exists a constant y depending only upon the data, such that

rpin 1-m %1 d 1-m d
g [ e e ™ [ s

< yr‘iwl‘m
wP By

<yC"P(BP + B'"P).

<yC"? ILo(D] < yC"* Py,

—n

o 1fldx
By

Collecting above estimates, we conclude with

1 I
ess sup — G( 0~ )cpo(l) dx <y, C"Pyy +v,C"P(B™" + B'7P),
r Ty JBoxtn) 0o—1

where y; = y;(data). Consequently, we arrive at
Ao(D) < (yo + y1)C™Pyvg + y1C"P(BP + B'™P).

At this stage, we fix a number y € (0, 1) which will be determined in the course of the
proof. Then, we choose vy = vp(data, y) < 1 and B = B(data, y) > 1 be such that

(o+yC™ v =% and Y CNBT+ B < (3.13)

This implies that Ay(]) < % x- Our task now is to determine the value of /;. We first consider

the case
f f (lo— )" MP D dxdr = 0.
By (xp)x{t—rp <t<t;}

According to Lemma [3.3] we conclude that u(xy, 1) > Iy = u- + iw, which proves the
desired estimate (3.4). In the case

f f (lo — )PV dxdr > 0,
By (xp)x{t—rg <t<t;}

we see that Ag(l) — +co as I — [p. Noting that Ag(/) is continuous and increasing, then
there exists a number [ € (7, ly) such that Ay({) = x- From (3.11) and (3.6), we infer that for
B > 8 there holds

1 1 1
—I> —w> — — - .
I-1> Y2 % 4(af—l ap), (3.14)
since Ba_; < w. At this point, we set
A if I<ly—i(a_; —ap),
b=y <l glo =) (3.15)
ly = 3(@-1 — o), it 1>l — 3(a-1 — ).

Moreover, we define Qp = Qo(l;) and dy = Iy — [;. In view of (3.14), we see that the
definition of /; is justified. Since Bay < w, we have [} > 1> u- + éBaO + %w.
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+00

Step 3: Determine the sequence {l /}i=0' Assume that we have chosen two sequences
li,---,ljand dy, -+ ,djq such thatfori=1,--- , J, there holds

1 1 1 1 1
FH-F W Eli—l + 1—6301'—1 <lL<liq- Z(Cli—z -ai1), (3.16)
Al < x, (3.17)
Li>u_ + 1B + ! (3.18)
i > M- ] @1 16(’-) .
Then, we set Q; = Q;(li+1), fori=1,2,---,j— 1 and claim that
A(l_)<1 where ] 1l + 1B + ! +1 (3.19)
; - ==+ —Ba;,+ —w+ —p_. )
A=A 20T 167 T 30 T

To prove (3.19), we first assert that the inclusion Q; C Q holds fori =0,1,---, j—1, where
Q is defined in (Z14). In view of (3.8), we see that ;—| — @; > 5547"'%w. From (3.16),
we can verify the inequality

S B R 1 B O

< 472410002 )M BBY WP RY < ()" (%)H R?,

provided that we choose
A>4102p, (3.20)

This implies the inclusion Q; C Q fori =0,1,---,j—1and hence, u- < u < u, on Q;
fori =0,1,---,j— 1. We now turn our attention to the proof of (3.19). To start with, we
introduce a cutoff function i = max {u, ﬁw} and decompose L;(l) = L;(l_) u L’j’(l_), where

B} o (li- 3 _ 3
L =Lihn { zj b; < 81} and L)) = LD\ L)(D). (3.21)

J

Moreover, we observe from (3.16) that {u < [;} = {ii < I;} and ;- g > 31;. This implies

that
[ = g \IF0-D
f f ( / ) @i (D} dxde
Lo\lj—1
[~ p\+He-D
S = RS
Lihn{us L) \ ;=1
I 1+ (p-1) _
+ f f ( ! ) @i (D}P dxde
L,'(l_)ﬁ{ugﬁw} lj -1
[ =\ =D
< f f ] (’ ) @i (D7
Lihn{us L) \ ;=1
| A+
4 20+ ff (L_ Wﬁw]
Lion{us Lo\ =1
[ — \1+0p-D
< 2(1+/1)(p71) ff ( J
LD

(3.22)

t,oj(l_)k_‘” dxdt

' 0 (D dxdt
-
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and we can rewrite A j(l_) by

& o )" =D l(l -
a2 [ (
L)

1 li—
+esssup — G( / )t,D,(l) dx,
t B x{t} l -

(I+)(p-1) _
) @;(DFP dxdt

where the constant y depends only upon the data. Furthermore, we infer from (3.16) and

(B.18) that

11 11
l;=T=~1,-~ —Ba, s
j 27T 167 T YT
> 1(l [+ 1l + + —B ! B ! !
- — i w o — DX — W —Uu_
B Y ey e R Tt Ay iy
X ; . | (3.23)
> Z(l,_l -1+ D (Ba]_l + Ew)+ 323%_1 1éBaj— a
1

1
=g =1+ TeBl@i-1 —ay).

For simplicity of notation, we write ¢; = ¢;(l;;1) and observe from (3.23) that

1-m 2- 1mr§111112p 1-m 2-p.p
() ™ - )”r”<(u) o 1 ——Cu+) (l,l—l)”r‘

which yields Q;(I) ¢ Q;-1 ¢ Q and ¢;_i(x,1) = 1 for (x,1) € Q;(]). Since u < I; on L;(]),
we use (3.17) to deduce
m—1 l _ l_p—2 B 1
WIL,-(Z)I < —ess supf ¢, 0dx
i RN O

J (3.24)
< il esssupf G(lj_l_u)gok dx < 4"y
< ’?_1 ; 5 -1 -1 94X S >
where L;(f) = {x € B : u(-, 1) < [;}. In view of (3.24), we conclude that

mll — 2 (I+D)(p-1)
) §+p ) f f ( ) ;D7 dxds
Lf([) l - l

m—1 l —l — . _ _
Cu ) 5+p )y (1+/l)(p DL < 4n8<11+4><p by
J

Moreover, for any fixed €, < 1, we apply the Young’s inequality to obtain

m—1 l — 2 ; 1+0(p-1)
(/'l+) ’(1+p ) ff ( ) ‘P](l)k P dxdt
L”(l) l -1

(H+)'” Ui

n+p

J
m—1 l _lp 2 l _ [’ﬂX _
et G2 ,(H,, ~— | ( ”) 0P dxdr
vao\lj—1

=T+ T,

(3.25)

IL;(DI
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with the obvious meanings of 7y and 7. Here, we set

+h -1-a+ p
-—P2 S1 and g=p—= >1, (3.26)
p—1-2 nh(l1+D(p-1) p—1+/1p /l
since A < min {p -1, %} According to (3.24), we see that T| < 4"gyy. To estimate T, we
set
~ UL s
i(x, 1) = - f (1 + _) ds (3.27)
li=1Ja =1
+
and apply Lemma 2.l with (I, d) replaced by (1;,1; — ]) to conclude with
m—1 l _ l p=2
T, <y ) ,(H,, ) f f @, (D" dxd. (3.28)
L,,(,) i
Letv =y jcpl;' , where k; = (ﬁ(nﬁ)h;’ . Recalling that p < n, we use Holder’s inequality with

r= 4 and r’ = 2, Sobolev’s inequality and Lemma 2.l with (/, d) replaced by (I;,1; — I)

n-p
to deduce
~ plth - ph
f w‘; " o (D*PM dxde = f f W dxdt
UM HO
n-p 4

1 wp n n

< f f vir dx f vidx| dr (3.29)
f=Gu)' (117 \JB; A0

< yesssup (f ] ff |Dv|P dxdt,

4 L”(t) 0,

[;— (-, 1)
L}’([):{xEBjZM(’,t)slj}m{xij ﬁ 81}.

where

According to Lemmaﬂ, we see that

- Vi)
f dx < f glc(— J bf)cpj(l)klh dx
L”(T) l — l L”([) &1 l/ — l
-
< c(ey) G( )90 (DM dx < C(gl)f ( )%(Dk th dx.
0] l -y

At this point, we apply Lemma 23 with (1, d, 6) replaced by (I;,1; — I, (u+)'™"(l; - I_)Z’Pr?)
to conclude that

1 lj—u =kih
ess sup— G = (D" dx
tpﬂf_ (l._l)%()
(l _l)p 2 ff ( ; )(1‘*’/1)([’—1) -
< (DP dxdr
rp+n L l _7 99/()

Y ff Iat%(l)ldxdt
L<l) lj=

1-m pl
(l _l)p(lbr) fB,» dx+y( T

—.T3+T4+T5+T6,

(3.30)

p—n

()" f Ifldx
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with the obvious meanings of T5-T;. To estimate T3, we apply (3.23) and (3.17) to con-
clude that

l. — l_p—Z—(lJr/l)(p—l) m—1
Ts Sy(’ ) 7 bes) f (1; — w1V (Hhh=P dxdt
L(Z)
I —l p 2 m—1 (1+D)(p-1) 3.31
( ! )M(“) ff ( ) ¢ dxds 31
r ap \Lj-1 =1 /

<yA;.1(4) £ yix,

where the constant y; depends only upon the data. Noting that (1 + )(p — 1) > 1 and
10,0, < 91 = DP~2(us Y™ ', we infer from (3.24) and (3.17) that the inequality

l_lp2 m—1
Ui o ff dxdt
np
L(Z)J

l_lp2 m—1 l_lp2 m—1 (1+D)(p-1)

Uy i+ &ff ( ) dxdt

7] " Lo\l =1
<yx + A1) <y,

holds for the constant v, depending only upon the data. Finally, we deduce from (3.8) and

(3.23) that Ts + Ts < y(B™” + B~?~1). Combining the above estimates, we infer that the

estimate

1 li—u\ i - ~p-1)
ess sup— G = i) dx < yx +y(B? + B™7Y) (3.32)
PR B [;—-1

holds for a constant y depending only upon the data. We now turn our attention to the
estimate of T». With the help of (3.28)-(3.32)), we can rewrite the upper bound for T, by
m=1 l - l_P_2 p
T, S?’M(X +B7P 4+ B—(p—l))‘;

r
J

x[ f f (P |DY P dxdt + f f (D IPERIDE 1P dxdr
;) ;)

=:y(y + B+ B 7Y (Ty + Ty),

with the obvious meanings of 77 and Tg. We first consider the estimate for 7. In the case
M- < %,qu. We have u, <pu- +w < %m + w, which implies that y1, < 2w. Therefore, we

deduce
~ 1 1

> — > — .
“=128“ = 256M

In the case u_ > %,qu. Wegetit >u>pu_ > %,qu on Qj(l_). In both cases, we see that

1 m—1 ~
gl > (ﬁ“*) on Q. (3.33)

In view of (3.33)), we conclude that

m—1 /. — l_p—2 _ B
T7 — ()u+) (nj ) ff (,Oj(l)kll)lij'p dxdt
T ;D

(lj B I_)IFZ ~m—-1117 P nkip
< yT 1" DY P (D™ dxdt.
j 0,
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Taking into account that {it < /;} = {u < [;} and Dit = 0 on { < % }, we conclude from

(B.27) that

where

lﬁj(x, 1) = =

J

L 1. — -5
! f(1+’ f) ds|
1 —1lJ, 11
: +

At this point, we apply Lemma2Z3with (1, d, ) replaced by (I, 1; — I, () ™(l; — l_)z‘Prf).
Taking into account the estimates for 73-Ts, we conclude that

U -1 7k
T; <y——7— f f u" Dy |P i (DP dxdt
r; 0,0
l; - 2 =\
( ) f f ( ) @i (h*7Dr dxds
LD -1
rp P
f f |6T‘10](l)|dth+7 ()™ f grTdx
L; (1) l;— U ) B;

1-m
T _),,lw f|f|dx
<y(x +B7 +B "V

We now turn our attention to the estimate of Tg. To this end, we use Holder inequality to
deduce an upper bound for ¢;

I RSB B 1 . T
Ji < 1“ (1+l’ f) ds} (lj—ﬁ)f_(’ B (3.34)
li—1]Ja li—1 (1—1)”

Since |Dy;| < r‘.l, we use Young’s inequality, (3.24) and (3.31) to conclude that

m—1 _ 2
M ff ®; (l)(k] l)plpplD‘pI'p dxds

-l l -2 l; - -
(/1+) ’(H ) ff ( M) j(l)(kl—l)p dxds
r Lo\lj—1

+m11 )

m— l l —Jyp2 1+D)(p-1)
8 ,(ﬁ,, ) f f ( ) @, (D*M1P dxdr
Li(D) l - l

=w
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and hence we arrive at T < y(y + B + B"?~")!*% for a constant y depending only upon

the data. Finally, we arrive at

m—1 l. — l_p—Z l. —ii (1+D)(p-1) _
(/JJr) (+j ) ﬂ ( J bf) Spj(l)kfp dxdrt
P AV
r LD\ Lj (3.35)

J
< &'eyx +y(E2)(x + B + B~ D)+

This also implies that

m—1 /. — l_p—Z 1. —ii (1+D(p-1) _
OJ+) EH—IP ) ff ) ( J l’f) ‘pj(l)kfp d.xdt
r Lo \lj—1 (3.36)

J
1+ (p—-1 - —(p— [
< 4"e"VP Dy 4 ahery + y(e2)(x + B+ B0

Our next goal is to refine the estimate (3.32)). To this aim, we apply Lemma[Z.3 with (I, d, )

replaced by (1;,1; - I, (er)l”"(lj - l_)z’l’rf) to obtain

ess sup—f (
(l _ l)p 2 ff 1( i )(lJr/l)([’ 1) i

<y u™ =P dxdt
rp+n 1,0 l _ l ‘101( )

_fﬁ(l) lj -

rp
1-m ,l 1-m
= ),,w fB/_ ey flfldx

=ZSI+Sz+S3+S4,

)t,o,(l)k dx

(3.37)

with the obvious meanings of S |-S4. To estimate S |, we apply (336) and (3.22) to deduce

p=2 m—1 (1+D(p-1)
S, < 20+0w-0,, =D HS“ +) f f ( ) @ (P dxde
rp LD l; - ]

< 2(1+/1)(P_1),y [4"8(11+/1)([7 IX +4n82X +,)/(82)(X + B—p + B—(p—l))l+;] .

Next, we consider the estimate for S,. Similar to (3.22), we infer from [; — ﬁw > %l ; that

2=y ff (D} 110, (D] dxde+
L (l)ﬂ u> 123‘“ J
l k-1
— (D110, (D) dxdt
L(l)n <oy lj—1

<2 —ff -90;(l)k "10,60;(D) dxdr.
L;(D) l -1
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Furthermore, we decompose L (l_) = L’(l_) U L’.’ (), where L’j(l_) and L;’(l_) satisfy (3.21).
Since |8,0;(D| < 9(; — DP2(us )™ 177, we use li and (3.33) to conclude that

1; = DP2(u, ym! li—i -
S, Sy(’ )Mff“) ff Lo (DN dxdr
r. L/-(l_) lj—l

J

+mll_ p2
<ye uIL(l)I

r
([ _l)b 2(# yn- 1 ff ( ﬂ)(lﬂl)(P—l) e
- (D" P dxde
rp+n L l Ny ‘P/()

<41y +y [4”32/\/ +y(&)(x + BP + Bf(f’fl))Hsz] .

Similar to the estimates of T's and T, we see that S3 +S4 < y(B™” + B~?~Y). Plugging the
estimates for S 1-S 4 into (3.37)) and taking into account (3.36)), we arrive at

Ay <y(B7P + B~y 4 2000 Dygn (g 4 gr)y

+¥(&1, &) (X“TFI +B7?+ B’(‘H))”%) ) (3-38)
At this point, we first choose €] and &; be such that
1
g =& = m. (3.39)
Next, we determine the value of y by
1
(3.40)

1005 y(e1, £2)F

Finally, with the choices of €1, &, and y, we set B so large that

B™” + B'"? < min ! ! "
100)/X’ 100y(ey, ez)X '

With the choices of g, &, y and B, we get Aj(l_) < %X, which completes the proof of
(B19). We remark that the choice of y in (3.40) determines the value of v via 3.13)), i.e.,

_ X
4(yo +y)Cmp’

(3.41)

where g and y; are the constants in (3.13). Our task now is to determine the value of /.
To this end, we first consider the case

f f (j—wP" D dxdr = 0.
B,j(xl)x{tl—rf<r<r1}

Then, we apply Lemma[3.3]and (3.18) to conclude that

1

1
u(XI,tl) > l] > M- + _Bai—l + Ew’

8 16

which proves (3.4). Next, we consider the case

f f (- w{PP D dxde > 0.
B,j(xl)x{tl—rj.’<r<r1}

w>U- +
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We see that A;(I) — +oo as [ — [;. Noting that A;(]) is continuous and increasing, then
there exists a number [ € (7,1 ;) such that A j(l~) = y. At this point, we choose /;, via

I if I<l;,—Yai -a),
Ga={" | e (3.42)
lj—Z(aj_l—aj), if lle—Z(a’j_l—a’j).

According to (3.23), we see that [ < [; — 4(aj | — «;) and the definition of ;, is justified.

Step 4: Proof of the inequality (@) To start with, we set Q; = Qj(lj+1), Lj = Lj(lj+1)
andd; = [; — ;1. In view of (3.42), we observe that (3.16) and (3.17) hold w1th i=j+1.
Moreover, from (3.18),, we find that

1
W+ Zp_

| 1
lj+1 >l=—l~+—Baj+3—2 5

27716

+1B +1 1B +1 +1
o + —Dba; — W —Uu_
K- T TEY) T 16T T 3@ T

8
1B( + )+1 > +1B +1
16 W T W) T 1e@ S KT g BAT 76

since @j-; > «;. This implies that (3.18);,; holds. Repeating the arguments above, we
continue to define /;;, and therefore we can construct a sequence of numbers {/;}:° ) satis-
fying (3.16)-(3.18). Since the sequence {/;}%°, is decreasing, we infer from (3.18) that the
limitation of /; exists. This also implies that d; — 0 as i — oco. Set

[=1limy

72

:Iu_+

and we claim that [ = u(x;,1). Noting that g, > 0 and (3.17) holds forany i = 1,2,---,
we conclude that

1 . 4n+p
o ff (- )(1+/l)(P l)d dr < — ff (i u)(1+/1)(p 1) k pdxdt
r. By, (x))x{n—rl' <1<t} Liy

1
< 4n+[)()u+)lfmAi71(li)dfi‘r/l)(P_l)_(P_z) < 4n+p(# )l m d(l*’/l)(P D-(p-2) -0

as i — oo. According to Lemma[3.3] we have = u(xy, t1). Next, we show that for any
Jj = 1 there holds

1 475100 o B
dj<zdj+y w+ Y(rfl (u+) ’mf gy dJ’]
Bj.
. : (3.43)
+ y(rf‘fwn“" [ o dy)
Bj;l
To start with, for any fixed j > 1, we first assume that
1 1
dj>zdi  and  dj> (e - ay), (3.44)

since otherwise (3.43) holds immediately. From d; > ¥(aj- — a;), we infer from (3.42)
that A;(l;+1) = Aj(]) = x. In view of d; > %d;_;, we find that

P \2-p
() < () (%) = W) T,

which yields Q; € Q; 1 C Q and @j-1(x,1) = 1 for (x,1) € Q;. Taking into account that
dj > %d -1, we can repeat the arguments from Step 3. Then, we deduce the estimate similar
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to (3.38),

X = A](l]+l) <7

rp
7 ' J, # aeer e [ inas

]
+ 2(1+/l)(p_1)’)/4n(81 + Sz)X + 7(81, SZ)X +;

P

rp " o i
(/ml '"fgwdxw - () '"f Ifldx| .
B ] B;

J
Recalling that the choices of &1, & and y in (3.39)-(3.40) yields that
1

2Py g () 4 g2)x + y(er1, ey < E

Consequently, we conclude that either

1 1

P b p-T

dj < V[rf'_"(m)“”f g dx) or d;< Y(Vp ()" ”’f If1 dx) ,
B;

which proves the inequality (3:43). Let J > 1 be a fixed integer. We sum up the inequality

@43) for j=1,---,J — 1 and there holds

J-1 J-1
1 1 ;
_ - - —j—100 —n 1-m
I lJS3d0+VBJZ:l:4 w+7;(f§'1(u+) fB
J-1
), (rj?f(ml"" f
j=1

B,;l

o) dy)

g7 dy) ,

where the constant y depends only upon the data. Since dy = lp — [; and [y = u_ + %a), we
use (3.6) to obtain

1
-1

1
f» dy) - dr

1 4 1 L (R
_t-wssdy+ L +yzw+ »T
pot qwSgdotl+ypw Y ) J: (r”l’ o)

1

C*lR 1
o 1 p P ]
() 7 fA ( S [ dy) ~dr (49
0 P JB,(x) r

4 1
<=do+1l;+y=
3 0+l J’Ba)

for a constant 0% depending only upon the data. Recalling that dy < lp— 1 where [ =
110 + ;1 +1¢ Bao+ 5w. According to (3.11), we have dy < w. Letting J — oo in (3.43),
we 1nfer that

1
u(xy, t)) > u- + ﬂw
provided that we choose B > 24vy. Since (x1, t;) is a fixed Lebesgue point of u, we conclude
that the inequality (3.4) holds for almost everywhere point in Q7 R(f), provided that vg
7

satisfies (3.41). The proof of the lemma is now complete. a

We now define a time level 7 = 7 — (uy)! ™" w?P (iR)p and it follows from Lemma [3.3]
that

w
u(x,?) > u_ + % for X € Bz, (3.46)
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Furthermore, there exists a constant A; > 0 such that 471%2 <A; <Aand
f=—(u)! AP WP PR

Next, we establish the following result regarding the time propagation of positivity.

Lemma 3.6. Let u be a bounded nonnegative weak solution to (L1)-(L2) in Q7. Given
v, € (0, 1), there exists a constant s, = s.(data,v.) > 5, such that either

W <255 (uy) 7 FI(2R) + 2775 (uy) 7 Fa(2R) (3.47)
or

< vi|Bk| (3.48)

w
{XEBIEQ :u(x,t)<,u,+ﬁ}

holds for any t € (%, 0).

Proof. We first recall that

. i,
H; In(|——*——|, k-H <u<k-c
_ (3.49)

p W=k +e 0, u>k-c,

W= ln+(

where

H, > esssup(u —k)_ and 0<c<H,.
By XI70]

Next, we let k = pu_ + zisa), c= #a) where [ > 1 will be determined later. Moreover, we
choose H; = 35w, which is admissible since (1 —k)- < ssw. In view of (3.49), we see that

Y ) <Illn2 and W) WP <P (3.50)

We now apply the logarithmic estimate (2.12)) over the cylinder B & X [7,0]. This yields that

i<t<0

ess supf ‘ [~ (u)]?¢P dx
B g x{t}

< f X [lﬁf(u)]Zéap dx + y ff A umflw—(u)lDap [(wf)/(u)]pr dxds
ngm B§ x[7,0]

H\(1 1 ,
+yln(—) —ff |f|dxdt+—2ff g7 dxdt
c/\¢ B 2 x[7,0] c B 2 x[7,0]

=:L+5L+15

We take the cutoff function { = {(x), which satisfies 0 < ¢ < 1 in Bg, l=1in Blg and
D] < 4R™!. Observe from (3.46) that Y~ (x,7) = 0 for all x € BZR’ we get I1 = 0. To
estimate I, we note that —7 < A”~%(u,)' ™ w? PRP. In view of (3.50), we conclude that

L < 4(In 2)(-DIBgl(u.)" 'R 7w’ < yIAP~|Bg.
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Finally, we consider the estimate for I3. Using the inequality —7 < AP~2(u;)' ™" w? PRP
again, we infer that
S+lAp-2

2
I; <UIn2)=——— ()" "R’ f |fldx + I(In2) ————
wP

10+2[Ap 2

G [ g ax
Br
gy(lAl’*z)? (w“"R"" f A1 dx) |B:|
w Bg

221 )
+YUAP) = ((/u)l"”R”‘” f g dx) |Bsl.
wP Br 8
At this point, we assume that

w > 27w P F12R) + 277 () P F2(2R) (3.51)

and this yields I3 < yIAP~%|B & |. Therefore, we arrive at

f TP dx <A By (3.52)
B x{t}

for any ¢t € (7,0). On the other hand, the left-hand side of (3.32)) is estimated below by
integrating over the smaller set

“ }CBE.
r

{xEBR U< - +21+5

Onsuchaset,/ =1and

U= ln+[

1
2—5(1)

: — | >In2"" > (- Din2.
Fw—(U—k-+ 5zw

This yields

(3.53)

{xEBR u<pu-+

_ 2
fBM“(w V ¢Pdx > (1= 1)2(1n2) il

for all 7 € (£,0). Combining (3.:32) and (3.33), we deduce

AP—2|B§|.

{xEBR u<pu-+

w } <
w5 | =Y a= 1y

For v, € (0, 1), we set [ be a fixed integer such that / > 1 +yv;'A”~? and choose s, = [ +5.
This proves the inequality (3.48) under the assumption (3.31). On the other hand, if (3.31)
is violated, then we obtain (3.47) for such a choice of s,. The proof of the lemma is now
complete. O

According to the proof of Lemma[3.6, we conclude that for any fixed v, € (0, 1), we can
choose
S, = 8.(v) = 2v; 1AP2 (3.54)

and Lemma[3.6 follows for such a choice of s,.. Moreover, for R > 0, we set
. R ~ f
Q1=B§x(t,0) szB% X(E,O).

We now establish a variant De Giorgi type lemma which concerns the initial data. The
proof is similar to that of Lemma but the arguments need some nontrivial modifica-
tions.
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Lemma 3.7. Let & = 27% and 0 < & < 27°. Let u be a bounded nonnegative weak solution
to (LI)-@2) in Q. Then, there exist v, € (0,1) and B > 1 which can be quantitatively
determined a priori only in terms of the data, such that if

(€ 01t u<p +éwl| <,
then either
u(x,t) > u_ + %fw for ae. (x,1)€ O, (3.55)
or

fw < B(gu_ +Ew) T FIQ2R) + (- + gw)ﬁFz(zR)). (3.56)

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we write i = u_ + £w and observe that i < .. We first
assume that (3.36) is violated, that is,

fw> B(ﬂ‘I—JmFl(zR) + ﬁ%Fz(zR)), (3.57)

since otherwise there is nothing to prove. Our problem reduces to prove (3.33). Fix
(x1,1) € Q{% and assume that (xj,#;) is a Lebesgue point of u in the sense of Defini-

tion31] Set r; = 4R and B; = B, (x;). Next, we set Q; = B; x (f,1;) and ¢; € C5’(B))

where ¢; = 1 on Bj,; and |D¢| < rol. For a sequence {lj};‘;o and a fixed [ > 0, we set
Qj(h) = B x (1 = 1"l = )*"rf, ).

Furthermore, we define ¢;(I) = ¢ ;(x)6;(?), where ¢; € C7°(B)), ¢; = 1 on B, 1, |[D¢;| < r]fl

and 6,(¢) is a Lipschitz function satisfies

4
0 =1 in tZtl—gﬁl”"(lj—l)z"’rf,

5
0,=0 in 1<t - 5;11_’”(1]- 1y

and
1=t = 3 = D

AU e

inn - 3", - l)Hrf <t <t -gpttm - l)Hrf. Next, for j = —=1,0,1,2,---, we
introduce the sequence {«} by

1
T »d
a; = f (r”‘"ﬂ“’" f O dy) =
0 B(x1) r

1 (3.58)

e 1 dr
+ f (r” i f If(y)ldy) —.
0 B,(x) r

In view of (3.38), we see that @; — 0 as j — oo and there exists a constant y depending
only upon the data such that

0,,() =

L
1

@1 - a ZV(K?_"/J“” fB g)PT dy)p +7[r§’_"ﬁ‘"’ j; If(y)ldy) (3.59)

1

!
A f g7 dy) + V(ﬁ:fﬂlmf
B, J B

J= -1

and

£l dy)" . (3.60)

aj-1 —a; S)’( -
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We introduce a cutoff function # = max {u, ﬁfw}. Moreover, for a sequence {/;} and a
fixed I > 0 we define a quantity A (/) as follows.

e In the case Q;(]) € 0, we define A (/) by

(l _ l)p 2 ; (1+D)(p-1)
A = f f ( ) @i (D dxdt
L (l) l - l

} 3.61)
+ esssup — G| L= )cp(l) dx.
t P ’Jl Bx{t} ( lj !
e In the case Q;(/) £ Oi,ie., t; — ,[tl’m(lj - 1)2’”r7 < f, we define A;(D) by
1. —1 p=2 /- (1+D)(p-1)
Ai(D =% f f Tl el ¢“7 dxdr
rﬁp L: l,’ -1 J
J ! ) (3.62)

d d
1—1)"S *

Here, the function G is defined in @.1), L;() = Q;() Nf{u < [j}and L; = Q; N{u < [;}.
From the proof of Lemma[3.3] we conclude that A (/) is continuous for / < /;. The proof
of the lemma will be divided into several steps.

Step 1: Determine the values of Iy and ;. To start with, we set [y = u_ + éw and
[= %lo + %p, + %Bao + %fa). Observe that Bay < £w and this implies
LB
4
Let A, > 1 be a constant such that for any X > A, there holds X < 2?~2X_ At this point,

1
+esssup— G(
Bjx{t

f<t<t,

-1 1 1 1 1 - 3
e oy 4 —fw— -y — ——fw > = 1< Zéw. (3.63
lo M + 2§-‘w K @ Sfa) > Sfa) and Ih—-1< wa ( )

we choose
1
100p \72
A>max{( _’;) A;Z}. (3.64)
We infer from (3.54) and ( ) that
é;p 2 =) % «(p=2) _ 2—2(17—2)1/:,]A’”2 < 2—2([1—2)A”’2 < 2—100pA2—p, (365)

since v. < 1. We now claim that Qy(]) ¢ Q,. Taking into account that i < u,, we use

(3.63) and (3.63) to obtain
ﬂl—m(lo _ l‘)Z—prg > 4—41)(/J+)1—m (é;w)Z—p RV > o+ (#Jr)l—mAp—Za)Z—pRp’

which proves Qy(I) ¢ Q;. Our task now is to deduce an upper bound for Ay(l). Noting that
it <pyandly—u < &win Ly, we infer from (3.63) and (3.63) that there exists a constant
1 depending only upon the data such that

(o = P2 e w1
niw lo = ¢ dxdt

m—1 _ y—2-(+)(p-1)
< (N+) (lo l)

(é:w)(lJr/l)(pfl) |L()|

Fan
()" (Ewy? ()" AP PEWP? 100 N {u < Do)l
<y Tud =7 R R'(- )T
|{(x, NeQ u<pu +§w}‘
<y = <Yivi,

1Ol



CONTINUITY ESTIMATES FOR DOUBLY DEGENERATE PARABOLIC EQUATIONS 27

since —f < A"’z(;lJr)l’"’a)z"’R”. In view of (3.46), we see that u(x,?) < u_ + éw = Iy for
all x € Bg. We now apply LemmaR3lwith (I, d, 6) replaced by (I, lo — I, t; — ), (3.57) and
(3.63) to deduce

1 l
esssup— i [)G(O )¢de
01

f<t<ty lO -

(lo - l)p 2 ff 1( )<1+A)<p D
< m- dxdt
Y e 1 %

—n

(f )p(ﬂ+)1 mj;ogp Tdx+7y
()™ N (u)'

Sy +)/B [11 m Bp—lﬂl—m’
since ¢o = @o(x) is time independent and the first two terms on the right-hand side of (2.9)
vanishes. Since fi < u,, we conclude that there exists a constant y; depending only upon

the data such that

—n

(w )Pl

()™ Ifldx

1 l

esssup — G(O )¢de<y1v1+y1(Bp+Bl P).
i<t<t; To JBox{1) Ih-1

Consequently, we conclude that Ao(]) < 2y;v; + v (B™” + B'"P). At this stage, we fix a

number y € (0, 1) which will be determined later. Now, we choose v; < 1 and B> 1be

such that

Iy = % and (B +B'7) < %‘. (3.66)

This yields that Ay(]) < % x- The next thing to do is to determine the value of /;. We first
consider the case

f f " (ly — w)"PV dxdr = 0.
By (x1)x{n —rf <t<t;}

Then, we apply Lemma[3.3]to conclude that u(x;, ;) > ly = u— + £w, which proves (3.33).
Next, we consider the case

f f " (ly — w9V dxdr > 0.
By (xp)x{n —rf <t<t1}

We find that Ag(l) — +o0 as [ — ly. Noting that Ag(!) defined in (3.62) is continuous and
increasing, then there exists a number [ € (I, ly) such that Ay(l) = y. In view of (3.63) and
(3537, we infer that for B > 8 there holds

-1 1
lo—1> -éw > —(a_1 — ap). (3.67)
8 4
At this point, we define
I if [<ly—t(a_ -
n=1" 1 L<lo 411(0/ 1 — @), (3.68)
ly = 3(@-1 — o), it 1>l — z(a-1 - ),

anddo = lp — ;. Since Bag < éw, we have I} > [ > u_ + $Bag + Jéw.
Step 2: Determine the sequence {lj}jio. Suppose that we have chosen two sequences
li,---,ljand dp,- -+ ,d;_1 such that fori = 1,---, j, there holds
1

1 1 1. 1
M-+ gfw + Eli—l + ZBa'i—l <<l - Z(Cli—z - ai1), (3.69)
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A () < x, (3.70)
1. 1
li>p + EBa'i—l + wa' (3.71)
Then, we claim that
A-(l‘)<l here Z—ll~+11§ ~+1§ +l (3.72)
J = 2X’ w - 2 J 4 a; 8 w Zlu_ .

To prove (3.72), we first observe from and (3.71) that /; — [ can be bounded below
by

l Z:ll-—lga fw 1;1,
J 2/ 4 J 2
>l(l_1 l-)+ll~ §w+ll~3a-1 1 fw lu_
=4 J J 4] 8 J 4
> l(l i1 — 1)+ l(y + lEa i1+ l§a) (3.73)
“ 4 74 27 4
+i§w+léa,1 1 fw 1;1,
16 g 4 4

1 1.
= Z(lj_l - l]) + ZB(aj_l — a/j).

To proceed further, we distinguish two cases. In the case Q;() ¢ 0. We infer from (3.73)
that

Ay - l‘,~)2*1’r;’_l > 161" (1, - Z)Z*Prf >t -1, (3.74)

~

since t; — ﬂl’m(lj - l_)z”’r;’ < t. This yields that Q;_1(I;) € 0:. We now decompose
L= L} U L;.', where

J

’ l_ii 17 ’
szL,-n{l’ I_SSI} and L) =L;\L, (3.75)

Furthermore, we deduce from (3.71) that {u < [;} = {& < [;} and [; — ﬁ{;‘w > %lj, where
i = max {u, l—égfw}. It follows that

ff 1(li )(1+/1)(P—1) '
i ¢ dxdt
I -1 j
ff - . (l] _ ﬁ)(lﬂl)(P—l)
Lﬂ u>lzgfw lj—l
1
+ 20+0(p=D) ff P lj— m_f‘”
L-ﬂ{us—gm} l -1

J
< 2(1+/1)(p—1) f

and hence
-2 ~\ (1+)(p=1)
A (1)< ) f f 1( ';) o' ddr

l; -
lj—

¢
(3.76)

(1+D)(p-1)
] ¢ dxdt

)(l+/l)(P D

—
N3
3
|
NN \‘N
|
~I| :1

¢j_p dxdr

+esssup— G(
Bjx{t}

f<t<t

)q) dx,
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where the constant y depends only upon p and A. Our task now is to establish an estimate
for Aj(l_). Noting that u < [; on L;, we have

lioi—u
i<y +éw=i and ——>1 on L; (3.77)

-1 =

Taking into account that ¢;_(x) = 1 for (x,1) € Q;, we use (3.74), (3.70) and (3.77) to

deduce
l_lp2 lp2ml
i ) ff ~m1dxdt< ) L

l: _lp 2~m1t —f
<vy ( ) (o 3esssupf q)’j‘;ldx (3.78)

Vl+p ~
j f<t<t;

< 1 G lisi—u K odx < vA: (1) <
_yrn—esssup : ¢j,1 x <yA;()) <y,
-1

j-1  i<i<n lj—l - lj

since Q;_1(1;) ¢ Q1 and A;_(l;) is defined via (3.:62) with [ = [;. According to (3.78), we

have
[ — )2 [ — 3\ +0p-D
% f f i (l’—b;) ¢ dxdr
T L i

~m—1 7\p—2

A" =D ey 1+ (p-1)

S ——m ¢ P=OIL < e =y
J

(3.79)

On the other hand, for any fixed &, < 1, we apply Young’s inequality to conclude that

l: _lp 2 X ~\ (1+D)(p—1)
S [l ) e

ml 2
(l-—l)P
—SZTlLﬂ
~ml p—2
(4 —l)1 l; - (k )
+y(e ) i ff(z-z) ¢ " dxdr
=T, +T,,

with the obvious meanings of 7| and T,. Here, parameters h and g are chosen via (3.26).
In view of (3.78), we deduce that T} < ye,y. To estimate T, we set

b sy
- f 1+ = ds (3.80)
. ;-1 .

-1

'Zj(-x’ t) =

and use Lemma2Z.Il with (/, d) replaced by (;,; — I) to deduce that

~m 1 2
(R
Ty<yb 97 77 ffL o f’{ P4 {xdt. (3.81)
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To proceed further, we set v = ¢ j¢ where k; = (k( rf:);,l)q Using the similar arguments as

in the proof of Step 3 of Lemma-, we can deduce the following estimate

~plth _ ph
ﬂ lﬁf ! ¢j-k P4 dxdt = ﬂ W dxdt
I 1
n-p

P
g np. T "
Sf (f s dx) [f v dx] dr (3.82)
i B; L0
=i
< yesssup ¢ dx |Dv|p dxdt,
i<t<t| L”(t) l - l

L}/(Z‘)Z{XGBJ'ZM(’,l)Slj}ﬂ{XEBj %(t) 81}. (3.83)

where

-1
In view of (3.2)), we conclude with

f lj—- _¢khd
L(,)l -1

< (&) (l' )¢k‘hdx<c(81)f ( )¢k‘hd
ro \lj-

At this stage, we use Lemma[2.3 with (/, d, ) replaced by (;,; — 1,1, — ©) to deduce that

(3.84)

1 ;-
ess sup — G(j )q)khd
Bj

f<t<ty 7 -1

(l —l)P 2 ff 1( i )(IH)(P 1) khp
< " dxdr
AN -1 v
5] -7
+ Yy — 1 dx
T Lg 74 —l)r”f ldx

=:T35+T4+Ts,

with the obvious meanings of 73-7s. We first consider the estimate for 73. We apply

@G78), G.73) and (B70) to find that

(lj_l_)P—Z—(H/U(P—l) e NV
T3 <y 7 f fL " (1 = w) DG dd

lioy = 12 +He-1) 3.85
S [ () e O
a -1 !

S?’Aj—l(l]) <Y

where the constant y; depends only upon the data. Finally, we infer from (3.39), (3.73)
and (3.74) that

~1_m ~
H —n L /1 1
Ty+Ts < — " f T dx 4+ y————— f dx < y(B? + BV
4+ Ts y(lj_l)p i ng 7( iy v ) I£1 4 )-

Consequently, we infer that

ess sup— f (
f<t<t; ’Jl

—-Uu ~ ~
i) qb’j‘.‘h dx < yy + y(B? + B~*V), (3.86)
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We now turn our attention to the estimate of T,. Combining the estimates (3.81)-(3.86),
we can rewrite the upper bound for 7, by

~m—l l'—l_p 2
T, S7¥W+B P4 B l))—

<] ¢""’|Dw,|f'dxdr+ I ¢§f“1)"&§|D¢j|dedt}
[ Qj

Yo+ B+ BPV)i(Te + Ty),

with the obvious meanings of T and 7. We first consider the estimate for 7. Noting that
F' <y 4 G <y o Q= Brx () "AP W PRY,0), (3.87)

we conclude that

am1(], — -2 _ 1 -Dr? -

Te = # ﬂ ¢’;11’|ij|19 dxdr < 7# ﬂ ,7/”‘1|Dlpj|1’¢l;'p dxdz.
T ; r :
j 0 J /

Taking into account that {ii < [;} = {u < [;}, we infer from (3.80) that

1 lj—lxl _%_1/_;
W7 \DJ| = 7 1Dl ] U] IR T
L (3.88)

lj—bt TP m=1
1+ l_l— X{u<l/-} =ur |D¢7|’
J

1 L l-—s71]77%
Wilx, 1) = _f(1+’ ) ds| .
Li=1|Ju ;-1
. +

At this stage, we use Lemma 2.3 with (1, d, §) replaced by (1;,1; — I, #; — #) and taking into
account the estimates for 75-T5. We conclude that

;-2
Te < ( ) ff "Dy P ¢ k‘pdxdt
p— (1 D(p-1)
(l —l)’ 2 j e $4DP dxds
;-1 J
Hh—t o tl—f
S —— )7]d + ——— d
y(l-—l)%’?j;.gl X V(ZI_Z)’,;flefl x
([ 1—l)1’2 (1+D(p-1) -
A ff I 1—1 Py e

+y(B? + B~y
<y(xy + B+ B ¥ V).

m=1
<u v |Dul

-1

where

Next, we consider the estimate for 77. Similar to the estimate (3.34), we have

Uk )+
;- l)p

gi(x, ) < ———— (3.89)
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Consequently, we apply (3.87), (3.89) and (3.83) to conclude that

T7 ~m l(l —l)[7 2 ff (l —I/l) (klfl)P dxdt
l;-1 ?)

ml _ T2
B 0,-1

= n+p |Lj|
NP2 (I+D)(p-1)
LI (] (B0
”’;er Lj li=1 !

<7yx.

Then, we arrive at T> < y(y + B™” + B~?=D)!*% and hence

_ 2 i i (I+)(p-1)
Uil l)p f f ( ) 577 dxdr
-1 / (3.90)

<vyewx +y(E)(xy + B+ Byl i
This yields that

1. — P2 li—ii (1+D)(p-1)
Uit n+z, f f ! (—" Lf) ¢ dxdr
r; ) [;-1 (3.91)

D00y 4 yerx +y(e)(x + B + B0 D)0

Furthermore, we apply Lemma[2.3]to obtain

1 l,'—u k
— Gl——=]¢.d
esssupﬂf. (1»—1)(?’ X

/

<'yg

1. — P2 i (1+)(p-1)
< ( 31 f f ( ) ¢" 77 dxdr
rp -1 J (3.92)
-1 f > -1
y——— | g™ dx+)/7_f |fldx
(URDRNS (j=Dr} Js,
=:851+852+83,

with the obvious meanings of S {-S ;. To estimate S |, we use (3.91)) and (3.76) to infer that

(l]. - Z)p—Z ff ., (lj _ ﬁ)(lﬂ)(pl) .
Si<y——Zm— || @\ T3 7 dxdt
1 Y rp+n L lj Iy ¢j

< y[ (1+/1)(p 1))(+82X+)’(82)(X+ B+ B—(p—l))l+§].

Similar to the estimates of T4 and T's, we obtain S, + S5 < y(B™? + B~?~D). Inserting the
estimates for S ;-5 3 into (3.92)) and taking (3.91)) into consideration, we conclude that there
exist constants y; = y;(data) and y, = y»(data, &1, &) such that

A(D <y(B + B D) 4 y1(e1 + ex)y +y2(x + B? + B0 D)0, (3.93)

We now turn our attention to consider the case Q j(l_) c Q;. For simplicity, we may take
@j-1 = ¢j-1(l;). We decompose L;(l) = L}(l_) v L;.'(l_), where
Ly = LD n { il» -
J

Llf < gl} and L7 = LD\ L)(D. (3.94)
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Similar to (3.76)), we have

_ \(+De-1
.
f f ( _) ("7 dxdt
L0 -1
(I+)(p-1) — i (0=l NNk—
< 2+ (p= 1 ; 0 (P dxdt
L <z> -

. l)p 2 g\
Al <y f f i 1( _) @i (D dxdt
L0 -1

li—u
+esssup— G(’ )cp,(l) dx,
t B x{t} 1,-1

(3.95)

and hence

where the constant y depends only upon p and A. The next thing to do in the proof is to
obtain an upper bound for A ;(/). To this end, we first observe that u < /; on L;(/) and hence

lj_l—u

—2>1 on L.
ST D

In the case Q;-1(/;) ¢ O1, we have Q;(]) € Qj-; and ¢;_1(x) = 1 for (x,7) € Q;(]). Then,
we use (3.70) to deduce

l - P 2 m—1 1 L. —
%lL (l)|<y’n—esssupf G( el M)(ﬁ’]‘._ldx
r B

I j-1  i<t<ty ljfl - lj

<vyAj1l) < yx.

Moreover, we apply (3.70) and (3.73) to conclude that

1. — P2 I — 1+D(p-1)
% ﬂ ! (’—”) dxdr
I L-([) ;=1

(i = 1P~ 2=(1+)(p-1)
S n+p ff i l(l _ u)(lJr/l)(p 1) dxdt
L;(D

I —l p2 (A+(p-1)
<y (’1 ) ff ! ) ¢'70 dxdr
Jl_l

< yA/,l(lj) < vyy.

Next, we consider the case Q;_1(/;) € 0;. In view of (3.73), we see that 7' (l; - 1)** ri <
LR ~1Pr | This yields that (D) € Qj-1(1;) and @ (x. 1) = 1 for (x,) € (D).
It follows that

L. = DP~2gm-1 _ 1 I
%u’j(l)l < y——ess supf G( i )90];—1 dx
7 rljll 4 Bj- lj*l - lj

<vyAjal) <y
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and

(l _ l)p 2 ; (1+/1)(P 1)
ff dxdt
Li(D l —l
/ —l p-2 (L+(p-1)
s =
) lin=1; i

< 7A<,-1(l<,) <X

Consequently, we conclude that the estimates

(l _l)p 2~m—1
n—IL (DI < yx (3.96)
Tj
and
/. — l_p—2 l.—u (I+D)(p-1)
% f f ) ul( ! ) dxdr < yy (3.97)
r ) li=1

hold for either Q;_1(/;) ¢ Oy or Q;—1(I;) € Q1. According to (3.96) and (3.77), we deduce

that
;-T2 =\
) f f " 1( ) @;(D*P dxdt
a0 I - e

~ml L
A (=D~
n+p
J

(3.98)
(1+/1)(P l)|L (l)| < (1+/D(P l)X

Moreover, for any fixed &, < 1, we apply Young’s inequality and (3.77) to conclude that

l _ l)p 2 (1+)(p-1) _
n+p ff ! ( ) Pj '(l)k_p dxdr
L”(l) l - l

m 1 2
(l; = D~ -
_Szrﬁiﬂ,w'(m

~m 1 p—2
(- Iy
+ylen) ff (
L”(Z)

=: Tl + Tz,

nth

nh _
) @i (D*PM dxde

with the obvious meanings of T} and T,. In view of (3.96), we obtain 7| < yeyy. Next,
we use Lemma2. ] with (, d) replaced by (I}, 1; — I) to deduce that

~ml 2
. (l; = -
Ty <y ffwz) ;e dad, (3.99)
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where i is the function defined in (3.80). Let v = §;¢"', where k; = (k( rf:);,l)q We adopt the
same procedure as in the proof of Step 3 of Lemmalﬁl This yields that

_pith
f f §" @ (D% P dxdt
v’
4 ) 0
sf (f i dx) U vhdx) dr (3.100)
=) (=1pr \J B, L)
P
l] _ i’t —— n
< yesssup —— (D) dx |DvI? dxdt,
' v li—1 0,0

where L’/ (#) is the set defined in (B:83). According to Lemma[3.4] we deduce that

lj—
f khdx<c(81)f (
v lj -1

At this point, we apply Lemma 23 with (/, d, 6) replaced by (1;,1; — I, @'~ (l; — )** ) to
conclude that
1 ;- -
esssup — G Drkkg
' P r" j;j (l - l) i *

(l _ l)p 2 ff ( ; )(1"'/1)(17—1) -
< (DM"P dxde
rp+n L® l _7 99/( )
Y ff Iat%(l)ldxdt
L) /

atm T dx + ~1mf dx
(l _l)p fg a7 l)p ook If1
=.T3+T4+T5+T6,

)so,(l)k " dx. (3.101)

with the obvious meanings of T5-T¢. In view of (3.97), we find that T3 < yy, since u < i
on L;(]). Noting that (1 + 2)(p — 1) > 1 and |8,¢;(D)| < 9(I; — Z)P‘zﬂm‘lr;", we infer from
(.87, (3.96) and (3.97) that

(l _l)pZ mlff
L(Z)

(l _ l)p 2[um 1 B L l_)p—Z . l.—u (1+)(p-1)
S AL LT A I f f A dad
rj rj L/-(l) lj -1

<yx +Ai1ly) < yox,

where the constant y, depends only upon the data. Finally, we infer from (3.39) and (3.73)
that Ts + T¢ < y(B™? + B~?~1). Combining the above estimates, we arrive at

1 I - _ 3 _
ess sup— f G( / Lf) @i dx < yy +y(BP + B~07Y). (3.102)
t ’J; B; [;-1
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We now turn our attention to the estimate of T5. Combining (3.28)-(3.32), we can rewrite
the upper bound for 7, by

B ~m—1 l,_l_pZ
T, Sy¥()(+3 P4 B~PDyi

f f @, (D" DY IP dxdt + f f o/ PP Dg " dxdr

Y + B + B P"0)i(Ty + Ty),

with the obvious meanings of T7 and Tg. We first consider the estimate for 7. In view of

(387 and (3.88), we see that
_ 1 —)y2 . -
T, < y% f f @D P (P dxde
j 1)

(lf _ l_)[)72 m—1 )4 nkip
< ’}/T u |Dlﬁj| (pj(l) dxdr.
i @)

To proceed further, we use Lemma[2.3] and take into account the estimates for T5-Te. We
proceed to estimate 7 by

B l _l)p 2 ; (1+)(p-1) _
T; <y f f ( ) @i (H%=DP dxde
Li(0) l — l
r” ,
+ yff |6t<pj(l)| dxdt+y f grTdx
L (1) l; - o ) B;

j ~lm
d
YT f|f| x
<Yy +BP + BPD),

where the constant y depends only upon the data. To estimate Tg, we use (3.89), (3.87),
(396), (3.97) and Young’s inequality to obtain

T ) e Li—-a\\t
Ts < % ff ( J _) cpj(l)(k‘fl)" dxdt
rj Lf(z) lj -1

~m—1 AAp-2
gl =nr =
< ,ﬂiﬂ,lL (Dl
_ -2 = u\(+DeD
(l l)l ff ( ) 0;(D*~P dxds
L;d lj—1
=W

and hence we arrive at Ty < y(y + B + B-?=D)!*_ This also yields that

~m—1 l _ l_p—2 l _ =\ {1+D)(p-1) _
M (’]1+p ) ff ) ( J Lf) ‘pj(l)k_p d.xdt
r. 0] I =1 (3.103)

J
< verx + y(e)(x + BP + B0 )i,
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Moreover, we conclude with

~m—1 l. — l_p—2 1. —ii (1+D)(p-1) _
u J ’f (1P dxdt
n+p _ ¥Pj
r. Lo\li—1 (3.104)

J

< 78(1+/1)(p 1))(+782X+7(82)771_m(/\/+ BP+ B—(p—l))l+§.

In order to derive an upper bound for A (l), we need to estimate the second term on the
right-hand side of (3.61I). To this end, we apply Lemma with (I, d, 0) replaced by
(js1; = L= (1; = I*"*1") to obtain

ess sup—f (
-2 =\ D
')/( ) ff um 1( ) ‘pl(l)k P dxdr
L) -1
by f f Dl dxd
rp i =1

yLﬂ_ﬁlmfgle dx+yrpj7_nﬂlmf |f1dx
U B; ;= prt B

=Z§1+§2+§3+§4,

)t,o,(l)k dx

(3.105)

with the obvious meanings of §;-S 4. To estimate S |, we apply (3.104) and (3.93) to deduce

~ l. — l_p—2~m—l l. — (1+)(p-1) B
§, < 200, = DT f f ( i H ) (D7 dxdr
r; L\l =1

< 2(1+/1)(pfl),y[8(11+/1)(P—1)X+ eox +)’(82)7717mC\/ + B+ Bf(pfl))lJr;—’].

Next, we consider the estimate for $. Similar to (3.76), we note from /; — ﬁ{;‘w > %l !

that
7 ﬂ[ (l)|90;(l)k ldxdt
(l) u> lzsgm ' —
ﬂ |:t‘l‘j(1)|‘)p/(l)k ! dxdt
L (l)n —

St ],

Furthermore, we decompose L) = L’(l) ULy (l_) where L’(l_) and L”(l_) satisfy (3.94). In
view of |0,¢;(D)| < 9(I; — P2~ 'r7, we use and ([m to conclude that

B (l _l)pZmlﬂ
S2 < P
Y L(l)l_

m l( - )p 2 B
<yer TlL;(m
J

1 — l_p—2~m—l 1. —ii 1+ (p-1) ~
PG i i ff ] ( J bf) 0, (D7 dxdr
rj Go\l—1

<eix+vy [82)( +y(e)(x + B" + B_(P_l))“f] )

|5t<P i(Dlg ,(l)k " dxdr.
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Similar to the estimates of 75 and Ty, we see that §3 + §4 < y(B™” + B~?~D). Next, we
substitute the estimates for § -S4 into (3.37). Taking into account (3.36), we infer that
there exist constants y| = y/{(data) and y;, = y}(data, &, &) such that

Al <y\(BP + B D) 4yl (e + ey + ¥y (x + B + By

At this point, we first choose €; and &; be such that

1 1 1
=& =5ming—, -— 3.106
&1 =& = s mn { 8y By } ( )
and then we determine the value of y by
1 1 1
X = 5 min — T (> (3.107)
1008y) 1007 ()f

where y; and vy, are the constants in the estimate (3.93). Finally, with the choices of &1, &
and y, we set B so large that

BP + B'"P < mi ! ! 3 1 ! &
mln TOn., > Thn. b 9 vy .
100y, \1005,%) > T00y;* \ 005"
With the choices of &1, &, y and B, we get A;(l) < 1y holds for either Q;(l) ¢ O, or

Q;(l) € @y, which completes the proof of (3.72). Our next goal is to determine the value
of /;,1. We first consider the case

f f "1 - w) PPV dxdr = 0.
B,/.(x,)x{tl—r§’<t<t]} ’

According to Lemma[3.3and (3.71), we conclude that
1. 1 1
M(-xl’tl) > lj > -+ EBQi_l + qu) > u- + Zé—‘w,

which proves (3.33). We now consider the case

f f i (1 - w) P dxde > 0.
By (1 )X{tl —r;’<r<r1 }

It follows that A;(I) — +oco as [ — [;. Since A;(/) is continuous and increasing, we infer
that there exists a number [ € (7, / ;) such that A j(i) = x. At this point, we set

{Z, if i<lj—%(a/,~_1—a/,~),
lj+1 — J J

) o 4 (3.108)
lj—z(aj,l—aj), if lle—Z(a’j,l—a’j).

Recalling from (3.73) that [; - I > 3 B(aj-1 — ;) > ;(@;-; — @;), we find that the definition
of /;,1 is justified.

Step 4: Proof of the estimate (3.33)). For simplicity of notation, we write Q; = Q;(lj+1),
Lj=Lj(ljz1) andd; = [; — lj;1. According to (3.108), we find that (3.69) and (3.70) hold
with i = j+ 1. In view of (3.71));, we conclude from @;_; > a; that

-1 1. 1 1
lj+1 >[ = El, + ZBQ’] + gf&) + E/,t_

1 1. 1 1. 1 1
> E y,+§Baj,1+Z§w +ZBQ’j+ §§w+ E,LL

1. 1 1. 1
=pu_+ ZB(aj taj)+ wa >pu-+ EBaj + wa.
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This yields that (3.71) ., holds. Repeating the arguments as in Step 3, we construct /;;»
and hence we can determine a sequence of numbers {/;}°, satisfying (3.69)-(3.71). Noting
that the sequence {/;} is decreasing, we infer from (@71} that the limitation of /; exists.
This also yields that d; — 0 as i — oo. Define

[=1liml

i—0o0

and we assert that [ = u(x, 7). Recalling that (3.70) holds for any i = 1,2, -- -, we deduce
that

1 X 4n+P
—p ff = )(1+/1)(p l)d dr < — ff (o) — M)(l+/l)(p 1) k pdxdt
T By, (x) )x{t -l <1<, } L,

< 4n+p(§w)l Ay (I )d(1+/1)(p D-(p-2) < 4n+p(§w)l d(1+/1)(p D-(p-2) -0

as i — oo. By Lemmal[3.3] we have I= u(xi, t1). Next, we claim that for any j > 1 there

holds
1 _ PR
dj<zdi+y|ri iR g7 dy
B
: . (3.109)
+7(r§'_fﬂ“”f If(y)ldy) :
B
To start with, for any fixed j > 1, we first assume that
1 1
dj > Zdj,l and dj > Z(Clj,l - Clj), (3110)

since otherwise (3:43) holds immediately. In view of d; > (- — a;), we infer from
(B42) that Aj(l;+1) = Aj() = x. According to (3.I10), we repeat the arguments from Step
3 and this gives

—n

rP
x =Aflj) <y——i"” ’"f g"‘dHV—lﬂl ’”f [f1dx
d’ B dr

J

+y(er + &)y + vy

rp_n ~1-m rp_n ~1-m 1+%
dp fB gb = dx+'yF'u fBj [f1dx .

According to the choices of &1, &, and y in (3.106)-(3.107), we conclude with

+y(e2)

1
(61 + &2)x +y(e2x'7 < 2

Consequently, we infer that either

1 e
-1

R _
d; <y(r§' " “”f gﬁdx) or djsy(rf "' '”f IfIdX) :
B.

J
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which proves the inequality (3.109). Let J > 1 be a fixed integer. We sum up the inequality
(3.109) for j=1,---,J — 1 and obtain

ll_lj d0+72(}’pnlmf

j-1

J-1 :
+yZ(r§"fﬂ“" f g(y)p—ldy) :
-1

=1 j
Recalling that dy = Iy — [; and [y = u_ + Ew, we apply (B.37) to obtain

£l dy) i

1
-1

1
£ dy) —dr

4 e 2R
#—+§w$—do+lj+7ﬁﬁf ( =
3 o\ Jpx)
1

= PR 2\ 1 3.111
+ ’yﬂ P — f g(y) p-1 dy —dr ( . )
o \"7P Jpm) r

4
<—=dyp+1l;+v—= .
3o+ 1y J’Bfa)

Taking into account that /; > [ where [ = 1ly + $u_ + ¥Bag + §éw. We infer from (3.63)
thatdy < lp—1 < %g—‘w. Passing to the limit J — oo, we conclude from (3.111) that

1
u(xy, 1) > p- + ng’

provided that we choose B > 4y. This shows that the inequality (3.53) holds for almost
everywhere point in 05, since (x1,#;) is the Lebesgue point of . The constant v, is deter-
mined via (3.66), where the quantity y in (3.66) is fixed in terms of (3. 107). We have thus
proved the lemma. O

With the help of the proceeding lemmas we can now establish a decay estimate for the
oscillation of the weak solution in a smaller cylinder, and the following proposition is our
main result in this section.

Proposition 3.8. Let Oy = Q (1—16R, () "> (1—16R)p) and let u be a bounded nonneg-

ative weak solution to (LI)-(T2) in Qr. There exist 0 < & < 27> and B, > 1 depending
only upon the data and A such that

essoscu < (1= 271 ¢))w + Bi&; (F1QR)FF + Fy2R)7n7).
Qo

Proof. To start with, we first assume that (3.3), (3.47) and (3.36) are violated. We take
v. = v; according to (3:66) in Lemma Moreover, we choose s, = 2v;'AP2 and
& = 275 It follows from Lemma [3.6] that

(e 0iiu<u +&ao)| <vidil,

where O, = B £ X (£,0). This implies that the condition for Lemmal[3.7]is satisfied and it
follows that

essoscu < (1 — 2’151)(1).
Qo

On the other hand, if either (@) BZD o m holds then we conclude that either
w< (/l+) 7 F1(2R), w < O~l+)” TF)(2R), w < fl p(/l+) " FI(2R), w < fl " lO~l+)” TF,(2R),
flw< B +&w) T FIQR)  or &< B +£0) P F22R).
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Noting that u; > %a), (u- + §1a))% < (fla))% and (u- + §1a))% < (g-‘la))%, we deduce
that the inequality

essoscu < w < Bi& (FIQR)FT + Fy(2R)7n7).
Qo

holds for a constant B; = Bj(data, A) > 1. It is now obvious that the proposition holds. O

4. THE SECOND ALTERNATIVE

In this section, we will establish the decay estimate of the essential oscillation for the
second alternative. We begin with the following lemma which is a standard result that can
be found in [13, Lemma 7.1].

Lemma 4.1. Let —(A?2 — 1)(uy) ™" w* PRP? < < 0 and let u be a bounded nonnegative
weak solution to (L1)-({1.2) in Qr. Then there exists a time level

p p
e |:lr_ (/JJr)lfme*p (%R) - lVO(IJJr)l—me—p (ER) :|

2 4
such that
) . w 1-v
{xEB%R.u(x,t)>u+—Z}‘S(l_%m)lB%Rl, 4.1)

where vy is the constant claimed by Lemmal[3.3]
Next. we provide the following lemma regarding the time propagation of positivity.

Lemma 4.2. Let u be a bounded nonnegative weak solution to (IL1)-(L.2) in Qr. There
exists a positive constant s| that can be determined a priori only in terms of the data such
that either

sp4n

w <2 ()P RQR) + 277 () P FI2R) 4.2)

< (1 - (%)2) 1Bl 4.3)

or

w
{xe B%R Tu(x,t) > uy — E}
forallte [f— o) "* P (3R, f].

Proof. For simplicity, we write o = 2R. Let k = y; — w and ¢ = 2727w where [ > 2 is to

be determined later. Moreover, we set H,:' = iw and it follows that

H >esssup|(u—k),|.
B,X[t*.1]

We now consider the logarithmic function defined by

1
¢+ :1n+(¢)'
1
qw—w—k+c

Next, we take a smooth cutoff function 0 < {(x) < 1, defined in B, and satisfying { = 1
in B(1_¢) and |D{] < (00)~", where o € (0, 1) is to be determined. With these choices, we
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use the logarithmic estimate (2.12) to obtain

f [y (w)]* dx
B(lfrr)gxlt}

< f [y ()] dx + —~ f f u" Yt @[ ()PP dxdt
B,xit) oroP JJpxir i (4.4)
22+l - 4+21 - s
(1) ™"e” f £ dx + y(In 2)1=— (uy)' 0" f g7 dx
w B, B,

=hL+L+5L+14

+y(In2)I

wP

for all ¢ € [*, 7]. Taking into account that ¢* («) < I1In2, we conclude from (.1} that

1 —
< P(In? 2)( 2 )|BQ|.
1- EVO

I < (In2)?

; w
{xeBQ:u(x,t)>,u+—Z}

In view of [(y*) ()]* P < (4" 'w)?~2, we have
1
O'PQP

—2 _ l
G i) (2) = OIBl <y 1B,

L <vy —
(ox

where the constant y depends only upon the data. At this stage, we assume that

) = _ Y
w>2ﬁ<u+>'n—l(gp-" f Ifldx] +2%<u+>'7(gp-" f g7 dx) 45)
B, B,

and hence
[
I+ < )/Z|BQ| < )’;|BQ|.

Combining the estimates for /;-14, we arrive at

f [y (u)])* dx < P(In? 2) (
B(lfrr)gxlt}

1—1/0

1—%1/0

On the other hand, the left-hand side of @.4) can be estimated below by integrating over
the smaller set

[
]|BQ| + 7§|BQ|-

w
S = {x € Ba—gyp : u(x, 1) > py — W}
and this implies that
[ wrwrars a- s
B(1-cypx{t}
Consequently, we infer that the estimate

< |S| + |Bg \ B(lfo')gl

w
{xEBQ:u(x,t)>,u+—w}

e (1= N L
1) \(1=1y) Tora—12 77

1B, |

holds for all ¢ € [¢*, f]. At this point, we choose yo < %v% and then / so large that

% 1 1 3
(m) < (1 - EV())(l +v) and )/m < gv(%

This proves the inequality (4.3) with s; = [ + 2. Moreover, if (4.3)) is violated, then we get
(4.2)) for such a choice of s;. We have thus proved the lemma. O
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Our task now is to establish a De Giorgi type lemma for the second alternative. To this
end, we introduce the concentric parabolic cylinders

1 - -m, 2-p
= By X (—EA" 2(u)' "w? ‘R”,O}
and
1 — -m, 2—p
§ = Biex (‘ZA” ()" IRP,O],

where A satisfies (3.20) and (3.64). The proof of the De Giorgi type lemma is based on
the Kilpeldinen-Maly technique. Contrary to Lemma[3.3] we deal with the estimates for u
near the supremum . and our proof makes no use of the cutoff function.

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < & < 47'p and let u be a bounded nonnegative weak solution to (LI)-
(T2) in Qp. There exist constants v, € (0,1) and B > 1, depending only upon the data,
such that if

‘{(x, 1) e Q;l) U Uy —fw}‘ < v2|Q§41)|’
then either :
u(e,t) <pi - éw  for ae (xne oY (4.6)
or
éw < B(() T IR + (1) 7 F2(2R)). @)
Here A = B¢~ and satisfies (3.20) and (3.64).
Proof. To start with, we first assume that
1
N 100p \ 72 L
B > max {41023, (—‘;) , A;;Z}, 4.8)
p—

where A, > 1 is the constant such that for any X > A,, there holds X < 2~2X_ For such a
choice of B, the constant A = B¢~! satisfies (3.20) and (3.64). Next, we assume that (3.3))
is violated, that is,

A1 1-m L-m
fw > %3(5&) + ()7 Fi(2R) + (m)ﬁFz(ZR))- (4.9)

We are reduced to proving (3.4). Let (x1,#) € Q;z) be a fixed point and assume that (xy, #1)
is a Lebesgue point of the function u. We set r; = 4~/C™'R and B; = B,,(x;) where C > 40
is to be determined. For a sequence {/ j}j’o:o and a fixed [ > 0, we define

Qj(h) = By x (1 = () ™" = 1L)* "%, 1y).

Next, we set ¢;(1) = ¢(x)0;,(1), where ¢; € C7(B)), ¢; = 1 on Bjyy, D < rj’.1 and 60,(1)
is a Lipschitz function satisfies

1 4 -m —p.p
O =1 in rzn- @) A=),

. 5 m ~
0,(1)=0 in t<t — 6(/J+)1 (- lj)2 pr?

and
t—1 = () (- lj)z”’rf

5 () ( = 1y

0;,(1) =
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int - 3(u)' (-1 j)zfﬁrj <t<n—-3u) ™A1 j)zfﬁr;’. It is easy to show that ¢;(/) = 0
on 0pQ;(l). Moreover, for j = —1,0,1,2,---, we construct the sequence {a;} similar to

@D, that is,

47/71006 + 3 fr/ b*nw )lfm f ( )L] d ! dr
= Z = et
EAREEY-SE Y A U B,(x1) S B

3 (M " dr
+3 f (rp—"wl-m f If(y)ldy) @
0 By(x)) r

According to the definition of «;, we see that @; — 0 as j — oo and the sequence of ¢;
satisfy

(4.10)

4-i-100 I N 3
@jo1 @y 2wty ri () '”fg(y)"*' dy
B @.11)

1

+7(rf"(/1+)1"” fB _If(y)ldy)p ,

4-i-100 , !
@j1— @ < §w+7(rf__f(ﬂ+)“”f ()T dy)
b (4.12)
+v(r§’_‘fw+)‘"’ fB If(y)ldy)

and Ba j-1 £ éwforall j=0,1,2,---. Furthermore, we introduce a quantity K;(/) by

(/J )m—l(l _ l.)p—Z u—1:
Kjh === ff =
rj Lh\* ¢

1 u— lj k
+ esssup — G|——|¢;(D"dx,
' J JBx{n) I- lj ’

where G is the function defined in (2.1) and L;(I) = Q;(/) N {u > [;} N Q7. We observe that
K;(l) is continuous in / > [; and K;(I) | 0 as [ — oo. Let ly = uy — éw and k > 0 is to be
determined later. We construct the sequence /; in the following way. If K;(/; + 3(aj-1 —
@) <k, then we set [j = [; + 3(aj-1 — ;). If K;(; + $(aj-1 — @;)) > &, then we choose
lij1>1;+ i(%’—l — a;) such that K;(/;,1) = k. From the definition of /;, we find that

(1+)(p-1)
) @ (D} dxdt

Ki(lis) < & (4.13)

for any j > 0. We proceed similarly as in Lemma [3.5] and divide the proof of (&.6) into
three steps.

Step 1: We establish an iteration scheme. To start with, we set I= %(lo + Uy) — iBao
and assert that /; < /. Observe that an < éw and hence

T—ly= ~ew—2Bag > ~éw > X ) and  T-l< > (4.14)
—ly==éw—- - - —(a_q — an - —éw. .
o 2§a) 4&0_4§w_4a1 @ 0_2§a)

It follows that

- N 1
(#Jr)l—m(l _ 10)2—1)’_5 < (#Jr)1—m4p—2B2—pAp—2a)2—pC—pRp < E(#Jr)l—mAp—Za)Z—pRp’
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since C > 40. This also yields that 0o(D) C QS). Since u — [y < éw in Lo(D), we conclude

that
m=1(7_ | yp-2 (1+)(p-1)
w f f ( ) o7 ddr
Lo\ =1y

w+)m l(l_ O)p 2—(1+)(p-1)
<

7 (Ew) TPV Lo(D))
0
o ey W) E0)P
< g L EO
(1)
{u> —-&w o
< ,y Cn+po 2| H+ f }l < ’5’0Cn+po_2V2,

1
10%]

where the constant 4y depends only upon the data. Moreover, we apply Lemma 2.4] with
(a,d, ) replaced by (u., 1— Iy, Ip) to obtain

1 —1 -
esssup — G (bf 0 ) @o(DF dx
t 1y Jeoxty N\ =1

T )2 _ e
_7( )32 f f um! (u) @o(D*P dxdt
VI LO(Z) [ - lo

+v= f f |5r900(1)|dxdt
Lo(l) I-1y

()" ’”f g7 dx + y—"—
By

—n

1-m
(l_ T ) f fldx,

since @o(l) € C(?(Qo(i)) and the first term on the right-hand side of (2.10) vanishes. Taking
into account that u < y, in Lo(1) and [8,0(D)| < 9 = Io)? ()™ 'ry”, an argument similar
to the one used in the proof of Lemma[3.3]shows that there exists a constant 9 depending
only upon the data such that

(l—l)r'1

1 -1 . . NI
ess sup — f G ('f °)¢0(1)k dx < 9,C"™PBP 2y, +9,C"P(B™P + B'P).
t 1o JdBxty \l—1lo

Consequently, we infer that
Ko(l) < (9o + #1)C™PBP 2y, + 9,C"P(B™" + B'™P).
At this point, we choose v, < 1 and B > 1 be such that

Go +31)C™PBP 2y, = and  9,C"P(BP + B'P) < %. (4.15)

1=

Consequently, we deduce that Ko(l) < 3«. It follows from (&I3) that /; < I. Next, we set
dj=11—1jand Q; = B;X (1 —(y+)1’md§_pr§’, t1). We claim that for any j > 1 there holds

g7 dy]p

1 47i e
dj Szdjfl +yf§w+)’("§’1 (/lJr)l j;
(4.16)

+ 7(rf__ln(#+)lm fB

j-1

)l dy)" .
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Step 2: Proof of the inequality (4.16). To start with, we first assume that for any fixed
J = 1 there holds

1
d;> A_Ldj_l and d; > (a,l @)), (4.17)

since otherwise (4.16) holds immediately. Since d; > i(a -1 — «@;), we infer from the
construction of K;(/;;) that K;(/;,1) = «. To simplify the notation, we set ¢; = ¢;(/;11). In
view of d; > 1d;_1, we deduce that

djt

2-p 2
lm p..p
4) = OJ+) VI

OJ )l—Wle*[’rP < (/,l )l—mé
+ i =W+ 40
which yields Q; € Q;_1 and ¢;_1(x,1) = 1 for (x,7) € Q;. We also remark that for any
i > 0, the inclusion Q; ¢ O holds, where Q is defined in (Z.14). Taking into account that
A = B¢™', we infer from @.11)) that

(W) < ()T @ — @) ]

2- -
< (ﬂ+)1—m4—2i4101(p—2) (fTw) r CPR? < w+)l—m (2)2 pRp,
B A
provided that we choose C = 4!°!. This proves the inclusion Q; ¢ Q for any i > 0. We
now turn our attention to the proof of (.16). To this end, we set L; = Q; N {u > [;} N Qr
and decompose L; = L;. U L;.’, where

u—1;
L =L, n{ Z ! < 31} and L) =L;\ L, (4.18)

In view of u < I; on L;, we use (4.13) to deduce that

(# )m ldl’ 2 4n
—IL | < ——esssup
v B

j T

u_lj*I k n
G — tpj_ldx§4 K. 4.19)

-1 J-1

It follows from (@.19) that

() tal
n+p ffL" (

m—1 17 2
< ()qu) ]
= n+p

’j

(1+)(p=1)
) jf” dxdr

(4.20)
8(11+/1)(p—1)|Lj| < 4"8(11”)@_1)&

Let parameters & and ¢ be as in (3.26). For a fixed &, < 1, we apply Young’s inequality to
conclude that

(# )m ldl’ 2
n+p fﬁ// (

(u ytar —
< SZTHI | + 7(82) n ff (Lt ) Sk P)q dxdt
L .

J
=T+ T>,

1+ (p-1)
) ’;*" dxdt
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with the obvious meanings of 7 and T5. According to (4.19), we see that T} < 4"g,«. To
estimate T, we use Lemma[2.2] with (/, d) replaced by (I j»d ) to deduce that

OJ )" 1(1 - ;— -
where
14
st [
i(x, 1) = — + s| .
! dj I dj 4
Letv = ¢ j(p , where k; = (’j_ffz)q Recalling that p < n, we use Holder’s inequality,

Sobolev’s 1nequahty and Lemma[2.2]to deduce

wh o
f lﬁp 0 (,O(k P)q dxdt
SR
L
j
n-p

P
tl np T n
Sf (f Vs dx) f Vidx| dr (4.22)
n-()'d; P \JB; Ly

J

r
u— l n
< yesssup (f d—]‘P];lh dx) ff |Dv|? dxdt,
' HONRY 0

, u(-,t)—lj
Lj(t)z{xij:u(-,t)le}ﬁ XEB]'ZT>81 .
J

where

According to Lemmal[3.4] we find that

u=1j u—=1\
——¢ " dx < c(er) G|— ¢ " dx. 4.23
j;;’m dj ™’ U RANPTINAS (*:23

At this point, we introduce the quantities M; and M, by
—n

. ) e
= L™ [ and M= Zu) [ ifiax
d; d;.’ B;

Bj

We now apply Lemma[2.4] with (a, d, [) replaced by (u,, d}, [;) to conclude that

1f (”_l/‘) kih
ess sup— G|— )¢, " dx
t r;L ij d] J

a2 A+D(p-1)
<y r‘,’,+n f f " ‘( ) ¢ dxdt
+ y— ff Ia,cpjldxdt

<u+>‘ "’fgwdxw (u+)“”f|f|dx

J
=IT3+T4+)/M1+)/M2,
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since ¢; = 0 on 0pQ;. We first consider the estimate for 73. According to (4.13) and
(@.17), we conclude that

d[’ 2-(1+)(p— I)OJ )m 1
B [[ =g asa

f(p+)m ! (+(p-1)
<y
| vy

SyKi_l(l,) < YK.

k—
(pjj dxdt

Taking into account that (1 + D)(p-1) > 1, [j-y < 1;, d;j > 4’1dj,1 and 0,0 <
9d” 2(u)™ 177, we infer from (@-19) that

. A" (! ff b
= X
e

J

d[j)—Z(IJJr)m 1 dp 2(# )m 1 u— li (1+D)(p-1)
<y P | ]| +y— P j:f;/( dj ) dxdt

Jj J
<yk + K;_1(l;) < y«.

Combining the above estimates, we infer that there exists a constant y depending only upon
the data such that

ess Sup-—; f ( ) @ dx < yr+ y(My + My). (4.24)

We now turn our attention to the estimate of T»>. Combining (£.21)-(@.24), we can rewrite
the upper bound for 7, by

(/J )m 1 P 2
T, S)/T(K+ M, + My)s
j

X f fQ @, IDy 1P dxdr + f fQ @1yl D@, IP dxdt
J J

Y(k+ My + My)7 (T7 + Tg),

with the obvious meanings of 77 and Tg. We first consider the estimate for 77. Noting that
&< 47Vand w < 2u,, we have u > lj=py —éw > py — 28, > %uJ, on L; and hencep

(}l )m—ldl?*z d[.)72
T; = % ff go];‘p|Dz,bj|” dxdr < )/‘17 ff um’llDlp‘jI”tpl;‘p dxdz.
J L J 9
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To proceed further, we use Lemma[2.3 with (a, d, I) replaced by (u,, d i»1;) and taking into
account the estimates for 73-Ts. Since ¢; = 0 on dpQ;, we conclude that

dr?
T, S)’;—n ff u"’fllDtﬁjI"gof;'pdxdt

u— (1+)(p-1)
<y—ff = 1( ) k- l)pdxdt+yff | dxds
cu+)‘ f gv'dx+y Lot '"f fldx
P2, yn-1 <1+A)<p—1>
1(# ) . _
<y rp+" ff ( ) cp];fl’ dxdt
P 2(# )m 1
+y—|L|+M1+M2
J
<y(k + M; + M).
To estimate Tg, we first note that
1
1 U _ l -1-a ? L/ _l
w,(x,t)z_U (1+S f) ds} u-1)7 < _u.
dj I dj dp_/
J
Consequently, we infer that
(/J )m ldP 2
§ < ———— f f CDPylDg P dxdt
e )m ‘df’ Ll (u-1
T ) e
(/J )m ldp 2 (}l )m 1 P 2 (1+0)(p-1) ~
< L+ f f ( ) ¢ dxdr
r.
J

< vk

and hence we arrive at T, < y(k + M; + Mz)”TFz. Combining the above estimates, we

conclude with
(#Jr)m ldP 2
n+p ff (
L

<4'ek + y(&2)(k + My + Mz)“%

k*[’
¢; dxdt

1+ (p-1)
) (4.25)

This also yields that

(o tdl? A0
n+p ff ( ) &P dxdt
#i (4.26)

4” (l”)(p Dk + 40k + y(&2)(k + My + Mp)'* 7.
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Furthermore, we aim to improve the estimate (#.24). To this end, we apply Lemma[2.4 to
obtain

u-—1;

1
esssup —- G( 7 j)golj‘-dx
T JLio J

t

a2 A+D(p-1)

J m—-1 k—p
<y—io ff ( ) ¢ dxd

r;

! go’;*l 0. ;] dxdt

4.27)

+)/rn

rv" . o
L) '"fgwdxw ,,1<u+> '"fmdx

=5 +SQ +)/M1 +7M2,
with the obvious meanings of S; and §S,. To estimate S, we apply (4.26) to deduce that

P 2 m—1
§, < 20+0p-Dy, f::n) f f (

< 200Dy 4] (-1 Ui+ 4"exx + y(e2)(k + My + Ma)' 7 .

(I+D)(p-1)
) i‘."’ dxdt

Finally, we consider the estimate for S,. To this end, we decompose L;= L’ U L” where

L’ and L7 satisfy (4.18). In view of |9,¢}| < 952’7 ZQJ y=1p77 we use ([m) and @I) to
conclude that

.. A" (! ff =l
28y D y d; <P X

J

o a0
<yer n+p |L’| e ff ( ; ) j7 dxdt
e

r.
J

<4k +y [4”82K + y(&2)(k + My + M3) +n] .
Inserting the estimates for S| and S, into (4.27) and taking into account ({.26)), we arrive
at
K1) <y(My + M) + 209P=Dydn () 4 g3)k + y(e2)(k + My + My)'* 7.

Recalling that « = K;(lj+1), we conclude that there exist constants 9, = J»(data) and
93 = §3(data, £1, £2) such that
- L
Y j - L 2 <' —
K= Kjj) S%]—P(#J')l mf g dx+y3]—_101+)1 mf |fldx
d/ B; df B,
+Pa(er + &)k + P3k' T

—n —n 1+§
F;J 1-m rp l —m
— (1) f T dx + —O~l+ f [fldx| .
d; B d;

J

+¥3

At this point, we first determine the values of €] and &, by €] = & = (8%2)~". The choices
of &1 and &, determine the value of ¥3. Moreover, we choose « be such that

n

K= 4—%373 v (4.28)
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. . A~ A 4
The choices of &, & and y ensuring 92(g; + &)k + 3k "7 < Lk and we conclude that
X gy Y

i 2
either

dj < 7(rfn(ﬂ+)l_mf g dx) or d;< 7(rfn(ﬂ+)l_mf /1 dX)
. B;

J

holds, which proves the inequality @.17).
Step 3: Proof of the inequality @.6). Let J > 1 be a fixed integer. We sum up the
inequality (4.17) for j = 1,---,J — 1 and obtain

J-1 -1
1 é:w —-j —n 1-m
ly=h S§d0+)’f ;4 +7/Z;(’f_1(#+) j;

J-1 3
+7Z("}’f(ﬂ+)l"”f g™ dy] -
= !

B;-

£l dy)

In view of dy = I} — Iy and Iy = py — Ew, we apply (£.9) to conclude that there exists a
constant y4 = ys(data) > 1 such that

4 w
Iy Sgdo + e —§w+y%

1-m CilR 1 p]Tl 1
+ ()t f ( - F» dy) —dr
0 r B, (x1) r

e (YCR( YR
) f ( f g(y)mdy) Lar
0 P JB () r

4 )
Sgdo + Uy —éw +y4%.

(4.29)

According to (4.14), we find that dy < [ — I < %fw. Passing to the limit J — oo, we infer

from (4.29) that
1
M(.XI,tl) < M+ — 6§w7

provided that we choose B > 6%4. This shows that the estimate (@.6) holds for almost
everywhere point in Q(z), since (x1, #1) is the Lebesgue point of u. Taking into account that
C =401, and [@.13), we determine the constant B by

1 1
; K N 100p\r2 L
B = max {(m) , 694, 410237 (p_—];) , Ap” 2}’ (4.30)

where the constant « is determined via (Z.28). For such a choice of B, we determine the

value of v, via (@.13) by
K

= 4101(n—p)+1(i,0 + i,l)gp—z :
We find that the constant v, depends only upon the data and independent of €. The proof
of the Lemma is now complete. O

va 4.31)

The crucial step to obtain the main result proved in this section is the following lemma
concerning the estimate of the measure of level sets.
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Lemma 4.4. Let u be a bounded nonnegative weak solution to (L1)-(1.2) in Q. For every
v € (0, 1), there exists a positive integer q. = q.(data, V) such that either
W < 2577 (1) 7 FL(2R) + 25 () 71 F(2R) (4.32)

or

{wneod uzp - }' <7100, 433)

where s| > 2 is the constant claimed by Lemma@2and A = 2°'+4-B.

w
251+q«

Proof. For simplicity, we abbreviate Q4 = Zl) . To start with, we first assume that (4.2)) is
violated, that is,

sp+n _ 2s1+n —m
W > 27T () rt T () 7 Fi(2R). (4.34)
According to Lemmald.2] we infer that the slice-wise estimate
Yo 2
{x € g u(x1) > s - 2—} <[1- (3) 1Bl (4.35)

holds for all ¢ € (—%AP_Z(#Jr)l_’”a)z_PRP, O]. Let g. > 1 to be determined in the course of
the proof. For j > 2 and A = 29174 B, we define

Q) = Brx (-A" () " PR, 0],

w
A = {xeB%R Tu(x, ) > Uy — E}

and
w
0 ={wneQuiutxn>p - S}
Now for g. € N, we setk; = p+—2’fa) for j = s1,81+1, -+, 51 +¢.. Take a cutoff function
0<¢<1,suchthaty = 1in Q4, ¢ = 00n 90,

Op

4
Dgl< = and  0< = < 2ATP ()" WP TR,

We consider the Caccioppoli estimate (2.13)) for the truncated functions (u — k;).. over the
cylinder Q' and obtain

f f u" D — k)1l dxdt
A

<vy ff U™ (u — k)] |Dgl” dxdt + yf (u — k;)210,| dxdt
Q, 2,

ry f Al = k) dadt +y f f o1 dudr,
Q) g

A

Taking into accouont that j > 2 and w < 2u,, we have u > k; > u, — 1a) > 2,uJr on the set
{u > k;}. Then, we deduce

m—1
f f ™ D(u - k)+t,o|”dxdt> f f |Dul” dxdt.

In view of (u — k;); < 27w and A = 29%% B, we conclude that

m—1
ff " kgt dadr <y 8 (2 10
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and

\2 ()" wP™? (w2
fQ’A(u — k)10l dxdt < Y Ar gy (5) [Qal

=t () (5 a5 100

since j < s1 + g, and B > 1. Furthermore, we deal with the estimates for the lower order
terms. In view of u — k; < 27/w, we find that

S . < (555 (e [ 1nasio
(92 () 10 |(2) " e [ e

o )

provided that we assume

a)22<"(,u+)lﬁ_T(R”‘” f Ifldx)_l. (4.36)

Finally, we deduce that

foA g7 dxdr < V(w;;: : ( ) |QA|) [(2]) p(m)lmepfn fBRgan dx]

Sy(ﬂ;);n l( ) |Q4l,

provided that we assume

1

w2 2 (R”” f o dx)”. 537)
Bg

Combining the above estimates, we conclude that there exists a constant y depending only

upon the data such that
1 fwy
[ o asar <y (%) 1041 (438)

To proceed further, we apply a De Giorgi type Lemma (see [6, Lemma 2.2]) to the function
u(-, 1), for all =3 AP=2 ()" ™" w* PRP <t < 0, and with [ = p, =2"" Dw and k = p, -2 w.
According to (£.33), we deduce that

{xeBgR:u(x,t)S,qu——}

A = 18301401 2 (2 183

holds for all ¢ € (—%A"’z(;u)l*mwz”’R", O]. This yields that the estimate

n+1

|A1+1( )l =

Y R R
2]+1 (2) |Du| dx < ’)/_2 |Du| dx

IBrl Ja, 0\ 1) Vo JAN\A (0
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holds for any —%A"’z(er)l’mwz”’R" <t £ 0. Integrating the preceding inequality over the
interval (— FAP 2 () WP RP, O], we conclude from (@38) that

w YR
0%, 1< = ff |Dul dxdt
2 j+1 = V% Q/*.\Q

+
J+l

1
R v .
= [ ff \Dul? dxdt] 05\ Q3,17
v e ‘
0 j

<
J+l
Y (w 1 Pt
i [
0

It follows that

' -2z e
Q%177 < yv, 7T 1QAIFTION \ O -
Furthermore, we add up these inequalities for j = s1,s; + 1,---, 5] + ¢. — 1 and deduce
that

" A —pzf”, o
(@ = DIQ 1 7T < vy 7T 10aI7T,
where the constant y depends only upon the data. From the definition of QJ]T, the above
inequality reads ‘

w 1
{eneoniumn s -2l < 2 — |04l
Yo (g —1)7
At this point, we take ¢. = g.(data, v) > 2 according to
Y
q.=q.(¥) =n+ 2+ -z . (4.39)
VgV

For such a choice of g., the inequality (4.33) holds true. We also determine the value of j in

#.36) and (@.37) by j = 51 +g.. On the other hand, if the inequality (@.34), (4.36) or [@.37)

is violated, then we deduce the inequality (#.32). We have thus proved the lemma. a

We are now in a position to prove the decay estimate for the oscillation of the weak
solution for the second alternative. The next proposition is our main result in this section.

Proposition 4.5. Let Oy = Q (l—léR, () "> (1—16R)p) and let u be a bounded nonneg-
ative weak solution to (L1)-(L2) in Qr. There exist 0 < & < 27> and By > 1 depending
only upon the data such that

)i

essoscu < (1 — 67'&)w + Bags (FIQR)FFT + Fy(2R) 7).
Qo

Proof. Let v, be the constant claimed in Lemma .3l We take ¥ = v, in Lemma[4.4] and
this fixes g, via #39). Moreover, we fix & = 27¢1*%) and A = &' B. We first assume that
@2, @7) and @32) are violated, then we infer from Lemma[d.3] that

essoscu < (1 — 67 '&)w.
[o)
On the other hand, if either (&.2)), (4.7) or (&.32)) holds, then we deduce that either
2s1+n —m sp+n —m ~ —m
w<27 ()7 FIQR). <27 ()7 FQR), & < Bu)' T FIQR),

EHw < BT F2aQR), @ <2 () 7 FI(2R) or @ < 2% (uy) 7t Fa(2R).
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In view of . > %w, we conclude that there exists a constant B, > 1 depending only upon
the data such that

essoscu < w < Bo&y (FIQR)™ + Fy(2R)7n72).
Qo

The proof of the proposition is now complete. O

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

This section is devoted to give the final part of the proof of Theorem [L2l Our proof
follows the idea from [3] and [13] but the argument is considerably more delicate in our
setting. First, we set up an iteration scheme. Let {£1, B} and {&;, B,} are the constants
claimed by Proposition[3.8 and Proposition[d.3] respectively. Let wg = w, uo = g+, Ry = R
and Qp = Qg = Bg X (=RP™®,0). Moreover, we set

w1 = nwo + YIF1QR) ™ + F;(QR)7 =] and wy = esssupu, (5.1
(o)
where 7 = max{l —27lg, 1 - 6_162} <1,
1 1 1-m 2-p (1 ’
y=max{Bi&", Bo&'). and Q) = Bg, % (—#o_mwo p(ERO) ’0)-

According to Proposition[3.8]and Proposition4.3] we conclude that

essoscu = esssupu —essinfu < w;.
] o 0 (5.2)

Our task now is to construct a smaller cylinder O, under the assumption that ess oscp, u >
1 . 4 1 1
ywy. We first claim that o < S In the case u- < ju,, wehave py S w +p- < w+ Juy

and hence p; < 2w = 2wyp. In view of (3.1)), we find that py = p; < %wl < %;11. In the
case yu_ > %,qu, we have u; > pu_ > %M. At this point, we set

3m  m+p-3 2-p

1 o meps 2 1-m, 2— 1 g
0= EZ rm r AP, R, = 6Ry and Q2=B%R|X(_ﬂ1 wlp(RRl) ,0].

In view of yp < %,ul and w; > nwy, we conclude that

— _m w1 2-p 1 —m 2- 1 r
0> = BRlx(—u} (<) R{’,O)gBll_eRox(—Ey}) wOP(ERO) o). 63

Next, we claim that
essoscuswy,  where  wn = + YIFIQR)F + FyQR)F]. (5.4)
2

The claim can be proved in the same way as shown before. In fact, we observe that the
nonuniformly parabolic cylinders
- m — -1 1 1 1
Qi(D) = B;x (t; — (uy) ' ™"(L; = I)* " n), I= 5zj + EBa,+ 3Y* M-
and Qj=0i(ljx1) =B;x (t; — ()" ™" - lj+1)27prj»),tl)
constructed in the proof of Lemma [3.3] are contained in the cylinder O, where O = By x
(~(u)'"AP2w*"PRP,0). Similarly, we find that the cylinders

- - - 1 1.
QoD = Bo x (1 = () ™A= 1) Prf.n), 1= = Séw = ZBag

and Q= Qj(ljn1) = By X (t = () " Uy = 1)*Pr 1)
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considered in the proof of Lemma.3 are also contained in the cylinder Q. Consequently,
the statements of Proposition[3.8]and Proposition.3are still valid if we modify the settings
of yy and u_ by

Uy =esssupu and u- = essinfu.
0 Q

Thus we arrive at the conclusion that (3.4) holds. At this point, we define Ry = 6Ry—; =
5*Ry and
Wi = Ni—1 + Y[F12Ri-1) T + F2(2Ri_) 72 ].

We first observe that wy41 > %a)k for any k > 0. Another step in the proof is to show that
wi < wp and wy — 0 as k — oo. For simplicity of notation, we write Fy = F1(2Ry) > +

F 2(2Rk)1)5%. We see that F; | 0 as k — oco. For any fixed integer k > 0, we infer that for
n > k there holds

n
wy =" o+ " Y TIF L < e+ y—F. (5.5)

j=kt1 I=n
Then, we have w, < wq, provided that we choose R > 0 so small that Fy < (1 — n)wp.
Passing to the limit n — oo, we conclude from (3.3) that

lim w, < 71 Fy (5.6)

n—oo _ ]7

holds for any fixed k > 1. Passing to the limit kK — oo in (5.6), we conclude that w; — 0
as k — oco. Next, we consider the case essoscg, u < %wl. Let k; > 1 be a smallest integer
such that

Wk

, < essQoscu < Wy, - 5.7
1

2
At this point, we first define O, +1 by

1 p
-m 2
Ok+1 = Bl—lst, X (—#i Wy, p(ERkl) ’O)-

Taking into account that wy, > 7wy, Ry, = 6*' Ry and

Ho < 2wo < 20 M ey, <Anhy if o < gpy,
Ho < 2p- < 2 it s> S

It follows that

Wy, \27P _
w" (—Ak] ) RZ} < 4’”_177"‘(1_’”)77]“(z_p)Ap_zu(l)_mwé P (6k‘R0)p
(5.8)

1 1-m, 2-p 1 r
< SHo @ ERO ,
3m  m+p-3 2-p

since § = %277 n~—» A7 . Consequently, we infer that

wkl 2

" -m - 1 -m, 2-p 1 ’
Ok, +1 = Bg,, x(—p} (A ) RZI,O)QB%RO X(—Ep(l) wy ! (1—6R0) ,o).

Taking into account (3.7) and (3.8), and using the same argument as in the proof of (3.4),
we deduce that ess 0SCQ, , U < Wk +1- Furthermore, we introduce the cylinders Q», - - -, Oy,
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by
ntemy, @vap( Lo\
31 ap( 1Y
Q3 = Big, X (—cu‘ N w) _p(1—6R2) ,o),
k1 on2—p [ 1 !
Ok = B%er] X (_OJ( l)) *m(w( l)) 4 (ERkl_l) ,O),
where 4® = nuo, u® = o, -+, p* = Py and W? = o, W = Prawg, -,
w*) = pfi=lwy. It is easy to check that Q41 € Qi C -+ C Q;. Taking into account

that k; > 1 is the smallest integer such that (3.7) holds and w il 2 %a) j forany j > 0, we

conclude that ess oscg, u# < %wl < w; and hence

essoscu < minfwy, wy, -+ , Wy, }-
(o)

Consequently, we infer that

essoscu <essoscu < wy, €ssoscu < essoscu < ws,
Q> 0 03 1
-, essoscu < essoscu < wy,.
Ok [
We may now repeat the same arguments as in the previous proof and conclude that there
exist two sequences ™, u™ and a sequence of cylinders

n —m n - 1 g
On =B, X (_(ﬂ( NI w™)? p(ERnl) ,0)

such that w™ < a)o,p(") <uo, Qo> Q1 D---DQyD--- and there holds

essoscu < wy
foralln =0, 1,---. We are now in a position to establish a continuity estimate for the weak
solutions. To this end, we fix ¢ € (0, Ry), 7 € (0,0) and 0 < b < min{J, n7}. Then, there exist
two integers k € N and / € N such that

k—1<1nR%<k and l—1<%<l. (5.9)
Ino Inb —
Moreover, we set n = k + [ and observe that
7" = exp(allnb) = b < (g)“’ where a= E—Z
It follows from (5.3) that the estimate
wn < (g)a wo + y%_n (Fl(zg)# + Fz(zg)pi%). (5.10)

holds for any 0 < 7 < ¢ < Rg and n = k + [, where k and [ satisfy (5.9). Furthermore, we
take 0 < 7 < Ry and specify ¢ = R(l)fﬁ #. This also determines k, and , via by
r a1-p. r

k*—1<£ln—sk* and L-1<—In— <I,.
Iné R() Inb R()
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For n, = k. + L., we find that the estimate (3.10) reads

_ \a(1-8) .
wn, < (Ri) wo +y (Fl(zR(‘;ﬁ;ﬁ)x—»fn—l i F2(2Ré’ﬁ7ﬁ)—/+m]4)
0

and n, satisfies

B 1-B\ T
—2<[2 In— < n.. 11
" <(ln6+ lnb)nRo " .11

At this stage, we set ag = pb™"w; " and 0, = Bg, X (—aoR%, 0). Recalling that ™ < wy
and u™ < g, we see that 9, c Q,,. Moreover, we define

In¢ 7\
0'=,B+(1—ﬁ)12—b and r=52RO(RLO) .
This yields that

(d-p)Ins

1 B 2—£— 5 apws P
F=Ro(07R;'r)”  and  RFF =06 SmMIRTY < c(O)r
In view of (3.11), we conclude with

r=Ry exp(o-ln RL + 21n6) < Rpe™™ =R,
0

and hence Q(r, agr”) € Q,. C Q,.. Consequently, we arrive at the continuity estimate as
follows
essoscu < essoscu < ess0scu < wy,

O(ragr?) O, On.
al-p)
r\ B _p_ B =l
< y(R—) wo +y(F1(crfT)P+mfl + Fz(crﬂ)wm%).
0

Thus we are led to the conclusion that the weak solution to (I.I)-(1.2) is locally continuous
in QT.
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