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CONTINUITY ESTIMATES FOR DOUBLY DEGENERATE PARABOLIC

EQUATIONS WITH LOWER ORDER TERMS VIA NONLINEAR

POTENTIALS

QIFAN LI*

Abstract. This article studies the continuity of bounded nonnegative weak solutions to

inhomogeneous doubly nonlinear parabolic equations. A model equation is

∂tu − div(um−1 |Du|p−2Du) = f in Ω × (−T, 0) ⊂ Rn+1.

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

∂tu − div A(x, t, u,Du) = f , (1.1)

in a bounded domain ΩT = Ω × (−T, 0), where Ω ⊂ Rn. Here, we assume that f = f (x) ∈

L1
loc

(Ω) and u is nonnegative. The vector field A(x, t, u, ξ) is measurable in ΩT ×R×R
n and

satisfies the growth and ellipticity conditions:


〈
A(x, t, u, ξ), ξ

〉
≥ C0um−1|ξ|p,

|A(x, t, u, ξ)| ≤ C1um−1|ξ|p−1
+ g(x)u

m−1
p ,

(1.2)

where C0, C1 are given positive constants, g ≥ 0 and g = g(x) ∈ L
p/(p−1)

loc
(Ω). Throughout

the paper, we keep m > 1 and 2 < p < n. In this case, the quasilinear equation (1.1) with the

structure conditions (1.2) 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 Hölder continuity of nonnegative

weak solutions to (1.1)-(1.2) was proved in [9, 13]. In [4] the authors proved the local

Hölder 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 [8]

to the general quasilinear structure. Recently, Bögelein 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 (1.1) 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

F1(R) = sup
x∈Ω

∫ R

0

(
1

rn−p

∫

Br(x)

g(y)
p

p−1 dy

) 1
p 1

r
dr (1.3)

and

F2(R) = sup
x∈Ω

∫ R

0

(
1

rn−p

∫

Br(x)

f (y) dy

) 1
p−1 1

r
dr, (1.4)

where R > 0 and Br(x) = {y ∈ Ω : |y − x| ≤ r}. These quantities are also termed as ellip-

tic Riesz potentials (see [18]). Next, we give the definition of weak solutions to doubly

nonlinear parabolic equations.

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

solution to (1.1)-(1.2) if

u ∈ Cloc(−T, 0; L2
loc(Ω)), uα ∈ L

p

loc
(−T, 0; W

1,p

loc
(Ω)), where α =

m+p−2

p−1

and for every open set U ⊂ Ω and every subinterval (t1, t2) ⊂ (−T, 0) the identity
∫

U

u(·, t)ϕ(·, t)dx

∣∣∣∣∣
t2

t=t1

+

"
U×(t1 ,t2)

−u∂tϕ +
〈
A(x, t, u,Du),Dϕ

〉
dxdt

=

"
U×(t1 ,t2)

fϕ dxdt

(1.5)

holds for all any function ϕ ∈ W1,2

loc
(−T, 0; L2(U)) ∩ L

p

loc
(−T, 0; W

1,p

0
(U)).

We note that the gradient of u in the structure conditions (1.2) is interpreted as Du =

α−1u1−αχ{u>0}Duα. 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 (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1, where the vector field A

fulfills the structure conditions (1.2). Furthermore, assume that

lim
R↓0

[F1(R) + F2(R)] = 0 (1.6)

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

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 Kilpeläinen-Malý 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



CONTINUITY ESTIMATES FOR DOUBLY DEGENERATE PARABOLIC EQUATIONS 3

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 F1(R) and F2(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

G(u) =



u, for u > 1,

u2, for 0 ≤ u ≤ 1

0, for u < 0.

(2.1)

Let s ∈ R and s+ = max{s, 0}. We observe that G(s) = min{s+, s2
+
}. Fix 0 < λ < p − 1, we

introduce the function

φ+(s) =

∫ s+

0

(1 + τ)−1−λ dτ = 1
λ

(
1 − (1 + s+)−λ

)
.

It can be easily seen that there exist γ1 and γ2 depending only upon λ such that γ1 < γ2,

γ1 min{s+, 1} ≤ φ+(s) ≤ γ2 min{s+, 1} and γ1

s+

s+ + 1
≤ φ+(s) ≤ γ2

s+

s+ + 1
. (2.2)

In this paper, we fix the parameter λ such that λ < min
{
(p − 1)−1, n−1

}
. The statement that

a constant γ depends only upon the data means that it can be determined a priori only in

terms of {n,m, p,C0,C1, λ}. Next, we set

Φ(s) =

∫ s+

0

φ+(τ) dτ

and it follows from (2.2) that

γ1G(s) = γ1 min{s+, s2
+
} ≤ Φ(s) ≤ γ2 min{s+, s2

+
} = γ2G(s). (2.3)

Furthermore, we introduce the function

ψ(s) =

∫ s+

0

(1 + τ)
− 1

p
− λ

p dτ =
p

p−1−λ

[
(1 + s+)

1− 1+λ
p − 1

]
.

Let d > 0, l > 0 and u be the weak solution as in the Definition 1.1. We define the quantities

ψ− =


1

d

∫ l

u

(
1 +

l − s

d

)− 1
p
− λ

p

ds


+

= ψ

(
l − u

d

)
(2.4)

and

ψ+ =


1

d

∫ u

l

(
1 +

s − l

d

)− 1
p
− λ

p

ds


+

= ψ

(
u − l

d

)
. (2.5)

At this point, we state the following two lemmas which give a characterization of the

quantities ψ− and ψ+.
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Lemma 2.1. Let ψ− be the quantity defined in (2.4). Then, we have

c1(ε1)

(
l − u

d

) p−1−λ

p

≤ ψ− ≤ c2(ε1)

(
l − u

d

) p−1−λ

p

if
l − u

d
≥ ε1. (2.6)

Lemma 2.2. Let ψ+ be the quantity defined in (2.5). Then, we have

c1(ε1)

(
u − l

d

) p−1−λ

p

≤ ψ+ ≤ c2(ε1)

(
u − l

d

) p−1−λ

p

if
u − l

d
≥ ε1 (2.7)

The proofs of these two lemmas are not particularly difficult but will not be reproduced

here. Let ̺ > 0, θ > 0 and (x0, t0) ∈ ΩT be a fixed point. We set Q̺,θ(z0) = B̺(x0) × (t0 −

θ, t0) ⊂ ΩT and denote by ϕ a piecewise smooth function in Q̺,θ(z0) such that

0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, |Dϕ| < ∞ and ϕ = 0 on ∂B̺(x0), (2.8)

where ∂B̺(x0) = {y : |y− x0| = ̺}. If x0 is the origin, then we omit in our notation the point

x0 and write B̺ for B̺(x0). Finally, let

∂PQ̺,θ(z0) = [∂B̺(x0) × (t0 − θ, t0)] ∪ [B̺(x0) × {t0 − θ}]

denotes the parabolic boundary of Q̺,θ(z0). The crucial result in our development of regu-

larity property of weak solutions will be the following Caccioppoli inequality.

Lemma 2.3. Let d > 0, l > 0 and let u be a nonnegative weak solution to the doubly

degenerate parabolic equation (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1. There exists a constant

γ depending only upon the data, such that for every piecewise smooth cutoff function ϕ

satisfying (2.8), we have

ess sup
t0<t<t1

∫

L−(t)

G

(
l − u

d

)
ϕk dx + dp−2

"
L−

um−1|Dψ−|
pϕk dxdt

≤γ

∫

L−(t0−θ)

G

(
l − u

d

)
ϕk dx + γ

"
L−

l − u

d
|∂tϕ|ϕ

k−1 dxdt

+ γdp−2

"
L−

um−1

(
l − u

d

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕk−p|Dϕ|p dxdt

+ γ
θ

d2

∫

B̺(x0)

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
θ

d

∫

B̺(x0)

| f | dx,

(2.9)

where k > p, L− = Q̺,θ(z0) ∩ {u ≤ l} and L−(t) = B̺(x0) ∩ {u(·, t) ≤ l}.

Proof. To simplify the notation, we set B = B̺(x0) and Q = Q̺,θ(z0). In the weak formu-

lation (1.5) we choose the testing function

ϕ− =


∫ l

u

(
1 +

l − s

d

)−1−λ

ds


+

ϕk
= dφ+

(
l − u

d

)
ϕk.

The use of ϕ− as a testing function is justified, modulus a time mollification technique (see

[16, Lemma 2.7]). This gives

"
Q

ϕ−∂tu dxdt +

"
Q

〈
A(x, t, u,Du),Dϕ−

〉
dxdt =

"
Q

fϕ− dxdt.
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We now proceed formally for the term involving the time derivative. From (2.3), we see

that for any t ∈ (t0 − θ, t0)
∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

ϕ−∂tu dxdt

= −

∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

∂

∂t



∫ l

u

dw

∫ l

w

(
1 +

l − s

d

)−1−λ

ds


+

ϕk dxdt

≤ −γd2

∫

L−(t)

G

(
l − u

d

)
ϕk dx

+ γd2

"
L−

l − u

d
ϕk−1 |∂tϕ| dxdt + γd2

∫

L−(t0−θ)

G

(
l − u

d

)
ϕk dx.

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

〈
A(x, t, u,Du),Dϕ−

〉
dxdt

=k

"
Q

A(x, t, u,Du)ϕk−1Dϕ


∫ l

u

(
1 +

l − s

d

)−1−λ

ds


+

dxdt

−

"
L−

A(x, t, u,Du) · Du

(
1 +

l − u

d

)−1−λ

ϕk dxdt =: T1 + T2.

We first consider the estimate for T2. From the first structure condition (1.2), we deduce

that

T2 ≤ −C0

"
L−

um−1|Du|p
(
1 +

l − u

d

)−1−λ

ϕk dxdt

= −C0dp

"
L−

um−1|Dψ−|
pϕk dxdt.

To estimate T1, we use the second structure condition (1.2) to deduce that

T1 ≤

"
Q

(|Du|p−1um−1
+ u

m−1
p g)ϕk−1|Dϕ|


∫ l

u

(
1 +

l − s

d

)−1−λ

ds


+

dxdt

=: T3 + T4,

with the obvious meanings of T3 and T4. Next, we consider the estimate for T3. We use

(2.2) and Young’s inequality to conclude that for any fixed ε > 0 there holds

T3 ≤γd

"
L−
|Du|p−1um−1ϕk−1|Dϕ|

(
l − u

d

) (
1 +

l − u

d

)−1

dxdt

≤εdp

"
L−

um−1|Dψ−|
pϕk dxdt

+ γdp

"
L−
ϕk−p|Dϕ|pum−1

(
1 +

l − u

d

)λ(p−1)−1 (
l − u

d

)p

dxdt

≤εdp

"
L−

um−1|Dψ−|
pϕk dxdt

+ γ(λ, ε)dp

"
L−
ϕk−p|Dϕ|pum−1

(
l − u

d

)(1+λ)(p−1)

dxdt,
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since λ < (p − 1)−1. To estimate T4, we apply (2.2), λ < (p − 1)−1 and Young’s inequality

to conclude that

T4 ≤γd

"
L−

u
m−1

p gϕk−1|Dϕ|

(
l − u

d

) (
1 +

l − u

d

)−1

dxdt

=γ

"
L−

du
m−1

p ϕ
k
p
−1

(
l − u

d

) (
1 +

l − u

d

)− 1
p
+

λ
p′

|Dϕ|



×


(
1 +

l − u

d

)− 1
p′
− λ

p′

gϕ
k
p′

 dxdt

≤γdp

"
L−
ϕk−p|Dϕ|pum−1

(
l − u

d

)(1+λ)(p−1)

dxdt

+ γθ

∫

B

g
p

p−1 dx,

where the constant γ depends only upon the data. Taking into account that ϕ− ≤ λ
−1d, we

obtain an estimate for the right-hand side of the equation by"
Q

fϕ− dxdt ≤ γdθ

∫

B

| f | dx.

Combining the above estimates and dividing by d2, we obtain the desired estimate (2.9).

We have thus proved the lemma. �

Furthermore, by substituting

ϕ+ =


∫ u

l

(
1 +

s − l

d

)−1−λ

ds


+

ϕk
= dφ+

(
u − l

d

)
ϕk

into the weak formulation (1.5), we get the following lemma, the proof of which we omit.

Lemma 2.4. Let a > 0, d > 0, l > 0 and let u be a nonnegative weak solution to the

doubly degenerate parabolic equation (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1. Let ̺ > 0 be

such that (t0 − a1−md2−p̺p, t0) ⊂ (−T, 0) and B̺(x0) ⊂ Ω. There exists a positive constant

γ depending only upon the data, such that for every piecewise smooth cutoff function ϕ

vanishing on ∂B̺(x0) × (t0 − a1−md2−p̺p, t0), there holds

ess sup
t0−a1−md2−p̺p<t<t0

∫

L+(t)

G

(
u − l

d

)
ϕk dx + dp−2

"
L+

um−1|Dψ+|
pϕk dxdt

≤γ

∫

L+(t0)

G

(
u − l

d

)
ϕk dx + γ

"
L+

u − l

d
|∂tϕ| dxdt

+ γdp−2

"
L+

um−1

(
u − l

d

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕk−p|Dϕ|p dxdt

+ γ
̺p

dp
a1−m

∫

B̺(x0)

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
̺p

dp−1
a1−m

∫

B̺(x0)

| f | dx,

(2.10)

where k > p, L+ = [B̺(x0)×(t0−a1−md2−p̺p, t0)]∩{u ≥ l} and L+(t) = B̺(x0)∩{u(·, t) ≥ l}.

We now turn to consider the logarithmic estimates for nonnegative weak solutions. To

this aim, we introduce the logarithmic function

ψ±(u) = ln+
(

H±
k

H±
k
− (u − k)± + c

)
, 0 < c < H±k , (2.11)
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where H±
k

is a constant chosen such that H±
k
≥ ess supQ̺,θ

(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 (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1. There exists a constant γ that can be deter-

mined a priori only in terms of the data such that

ess sup
t0−θ<t<t0

∫

B̺(x0)×{t}

[ψ±(u)]2ζ p dx

≤

∫

B̺(x0)×{t0−θ}

[ψ±(u)]2ζ p dx + γ

"
Q̺,θ(z0)

um−1ψ±(u)|Dζ |p
[
(ψ±)′(u)

]2−p
dxdt

+ γ ln

(
H

c

) 
1

c

"
Q̺,θ(z0)

| f | dxdt +
1

c2

"
Q̺,θ(z0)

g
p

p−1 dxdt

 ,

(2.12)

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

Proof. The proof of (2.12) follows in a similar manner as the arguments in [13, Proposition

2.1] and we sketch the proof. For simplicity of notation, we write ψ instead of ψ±(u) and

set B = B̺(x0). In the weak formulation (1.5) we use the testing function ϕ = [ψ2(u)]′ζ p,

where ζ = ζ(x) ∈ C∞
0

(B̺). The following formal computations can be made rigorous with

a standard smoothing procedure with respect to time. Then, we find
∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

∂tu[ψ2(u)]′ζ p dxdt =

∫

B×{t}

ψ2(u)ζ p dx −

∫

B×{t0−θ}

ψ2(u)ζ p dx.

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

t0−θ

∫

B

〈
A(x, t, u,Du),Dϕ

〉
dxdt

=

∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

A(x, t, u,Du)[ψ2(u)]′pζ p−1 · Dζ dxdt

+

∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

A(x, t, u,Du) · Du[ψ2(u)]′′ζ p dxdt =: T1 + T2.

We first estimate the second term T2. Noting that [ψ2(u)]′′ = 2(1 + ψ)[ψ′(u)]2, we infer

from (1.2) that

T2 ≥ 2C0

∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

um−1|Du|p(1 + ψ)[ψ′(u)]2ζ p dxdt.

To estimate T1, we use (1.2) to deduce that

T1 ≤ 2C1

∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

(um−1|Du|p−1
+ gu

m−1
p )ψψ′ζ p−1|Dζ | dxdt

=: T3 + T4,

with the obvious meanings of T3 and T4. By Young’s inequality, we conclude that

T3 ≤ε

∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

um−1|Du|pζ p[ψ′(u)]2ψ dxdt

+ c(ε)

∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

um−1ψ|Dζ |p[ψ′(u)]2−p dxdt,
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since p −
2p

p′
= 2 − p. Next, we turn our attention to the estimate of T4. By Young’s

inequality, we see that

T4 =2C1

∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

ψ

[
ζ p−1ψ′(u)

2
p′ g

] [
|Dζ |ψ′(u)

1− 2
p′ u

m−1
p

]
dxdt

≤γ

∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

gp′ζ p[ψ′(u)]2ψ dxdt

+ γ

∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

um−1ψ|Dζ |p[ψ′(u)]2−p dxdt.

Taking into account that ψ ≤ ln(H/c) and ψ′ ≤ 1/c, we conclude that
∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

gp′ζ p[ψ′(u)]2ψ dxdt ≤ ln

(
H

c

)
1

c2

"
Q̺,θ(z0)

g
p

p−1 dxdt

and ∫ t

t0−θ

∫

B

fϕ dxdt ≤ ln

(
H

c

)
1

c

"
Q̺,θ(z0)

| f | dxdt.

Collecting above estimates and taking the supremum over t ∈ (t0 − θ, t0), we obtain the

desired logarithmic estimate (2.12). �

Next, we state in Lemma 2.6 a Caccioppoli estimate, which will be used in the proof of

Lemma 4.4.

Lemma 2.6. Let u be a nonnegative weak solution to the doubly degenerate parabolic

equation (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1. There exists a positive constant γ depending

only upon the data, such that for every piecewise smooth cutoff function ϕ and satisfying

(2.8), there holds

ess sup
t0−θ<t<t0

∫

B̺(x0)×{t}

(u − k)2
±ϕ

p dx +

"
Q̺,θ(z0)

um−1|D(u − k)±ϕ|
p dxdt

≤

∫

B̺(x0)×{t0}

(u − k)2
±ϕ

p dx + γ

"
Q̺,θ(z0)

um−1(u − k)
p
±|Dϕ|

p dxdt

+ γ

"
Q̺,θ(z0)

(u − k)2
±|∂tϕ| dxdt + γ

"
Q̺,θ(z0)

| f |(u − k)± dxdt

+ γ

"
Q̺,θ(z0)

g
p

p−1 dxdt.

(2.13)

This is a standard result that can be proved by choosing the testing function ±(u− k)±ϕ
p

into (1.5) and the proof will be omitted.

We now turn our attention to the proof of Theorem 1.2. The continuity of the weak

solution u at a point z0 will be a consequence of the following assertion. There exists a

family of nested and shrinking cylinders Q̺n,θn
(z0), with vertex at z0, such that the essential

oscillation of u in Q̺n,θn
(z0) converges to zero as the cylinders shrink to the point z0.

There is no loss of generality in assuming z0 = (0, 0). Let ε0 > 0 and R̂ > 0 be such that

QR̂,R̂p−ε0 (0) ⊂ ΩT . For any 0 < R < R̂, we fix a cylinder QR = BR × (−Rp−ε0 , 0) and set

µ+ = ess sup
QR

u, µ− = ess inf
QR

u and ess osc
QR

u = µ+ − µ−.

Henceforth, let ω > 0 be a parameter such that 1
2
ω ≤ µ+ − µ− ≤ ω. Here we assume that

µ+ > 0, since otherwise, if µ+ = 0, then ω = 0 and Theorem 1.2 holds trivially. Let A > 1
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be a constant which will be determined later. We introduce the enlarged cylinder

Q̂ = BR ×

(
−(µ+)1−m

(
ω

A

)2−p

Rp, 0

)
. (2.14)

In the case that Q̂ is not contained in Q̂R = BR × (− 1
2
Rp−ε0 , 0) for all 0 < R < R̂, we

conclude that

−(µ+)1−m
(
ω

A

)2−p

≤ −
1

2
R−ε0 . (2.15)

Since u is nonnegative, we have ω ≤ 2µ+ and the inequality (2.15) implies that

ess osc
QR

u ≤ ω ≤ 2
m

m+p−3 A
p−2

m+p−3 R
ε0

m+p−3 (2.16)

holds for all 0 < R < R̂. In this case the weak solution is Hölder continuous and Theorem

1.2 holds immediately. Next, we concentrate on the case Q̂ ⊂ Q̂R for a fixed R ∈ (0, R̂). For

any fixed time level −(Ap−2 − 1)(µ+)
1−mω2−pRp ≤ t ≤ 0 we introduce the intrinsic cylinder

of the type

Q−r (t) = Br × (t − (µ+)1−mω2−prp, t),

where 0 < r ≤ R. Motivated by the work of DiBenedetto [6, chapter III], we consider two

complementary cases. For a fixed constant ν0 > 0, we see that either

• The first alternative. There exists −(Ap−2 − 1)(µ+)
1−mω2−pRp ≤ t̄ ≤ 0 such that∣∣∣∣∣

{
(x, t) ∈ Q−3

4
R
(t̄) : u < µ− +

ω

4

}∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ν0|Q
−
3
4

R
(t̄)| (2.17)

or this does not hold. Then, we have

• The second alternative. For any −(Ap−2 − 1)(µ+)
1−mω2−pRp ≤ t̄ ≤ 0, there holds

∣∣∣∣∣
{
(x, t) ∈ Q−3

4
R
(t̄) : u > µ+ −

ω

4

}∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ (1 − ν0)|Q−3
4

R
(t̄)|. (2.18)

The constant ν0 > 0 will be determined in the course of the proof of Lemma 3.5 in Sect.3,

while the value of A will be fixed during the proof of Proposition 4.5 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 ΩT . A point (x, t) for which

lim
r→0

1

2rp|Br|

∫ t+rp

t−rp

∫

Br(x)

| f (y, s) − f (x, t)| dy ds = 0

holds is called a Lebesgue point of f .

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 ∈ Lloc(ΩT ), then almost every point in ΩT 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 ∈ Lloc(ΩT ) and z1 = (x1, t1) ∈ ΩT be a Lebesgue point for f . Then, we

have

f +(z1) = lim
r→0

1

|Qr,rp(z1)|

"
Qr,rp (z1)

f +(y, s) dy ds, (3.1)

where Qr,rp (z1) = Br(x1) × (t1 − rp, t1).

Proof. We first observe that | f +(y, s) − f +(x, t)| ≤ | f (y, s) − f (x, t)|. Consequently, we

conclude that

lim
r→0

1

|Qr,rp(z1)|

"
Qr,rp (z1)

| f +(y, s) − f +(x1, t1)| dy ds

≤ 2 lim
r→0

1

2rp|Br|

∫ t+rp

t−rp

∫

Br(x)

| f +(y, s) − f +(x1, t1)| dy ds = 0,

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

For technical reasons, we need the following result concerning the scaling property for

function G defined in (2.1).

Lemma 3.4. Let ε1 > 0 and k ≥ 1 be the fixed constants. If v ≥ ε1, then

G(kv) ≤ c(k, ε1)G(v). (3.2)

Proof. If v ≤ 1 and kv ≤ 1, then G(kv) = k2v2
= k2G(v). If v ≥ 1 and kv ≥ 1, then G(kv) =

kv = kG(v). Finally, if ε1 ≤ v ≤ 1 and kv > 1, then G(kv) = k
v
v2
=

k
v
G(v) ≤ k

ε1
G(v). �

With the help of these lemmas, we can now prove the following De Giorgi type lemma.

We adopt the Kilpeläinen-Malý technique from [10, 11]. For the treatment of the doubly

nonlinear problem, the Kilpeläinen-Malý technique should be suitably modified to handle

the cutoff functions.

Lemma 3.5. Let u be a bounded nonnegative weak solution to (1.1)-(1.2) in ΩT . There

exist constants ν0 ∈ (0, 1) and B > 1, depending only on the data, such that if
∣∣∣∣∣
{
(x, t) ∈ Q−3

4
R
(t̄) : u < µ− +

ω

4

}∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ν0|Q
−
3
4

R
(t̄)|, (3.3)

then either

u(x, t) > µ− +
ω

25
for a.e. (x, t) ∈ Q−1

4
R
(t̄) (3.4)

or

ω ≤ B

(
(µ+)

1−m
p F1(2R) + (µ+)

1−m
p−1 F2(2R)

)
. (3.5)

Proof. Let B > 1 to be determined in the course of the proof. We first assume that (3.5) is

violated, that is,

ω >
3

4
B

(
1

3B
ω + (µ+)

1−m
p F1(2R)) + (µ+)

1−m
p−1 F2(2R)

)
. (3.6)

If we can prove (3.4) then the lemma follows immediately. Fix (x1, t1) ∈ Q−1
4

R
(t̄) and assume

that (x1, t1) is a Lebesgue point of u. Let r j = 4− jC−1R and B j = Br j
(x1) where C > 4 is to

be determined. For a sequence {l j}
∞
j=0

and a fixed l > 0, we set

Q j(l) = B j × (t1 − (µ+)1−m(l j − l)2−pr
p

j
, t1).
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Moreover, we define ϕ j(l) = φ j(x)θ j,l(t), where φ j ∈ C∞
0

(B j), φ j = 1 on B j+1, |Dφ j| ≤ r−1
j

and θ j,l(t) is a Lipschitz function satisfies

θ j,l(t) = 1 in t ≥ t1 −
4

9
(µ+)1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j
,

θ j,l(t) = 0 in t ≤ t1 −
5

9
(µ+)1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j

and

θ j,l(t) =
t − t1 −

5
9
(µ+)1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j

1
9
(µ+)1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j

in t1 −
5
9
(µ+)1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j
≤ t ≤ t1 −

4
9
(µ+)1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j
. From the definition of ϕ j(l),

we see that ϕ j(l) = 0 on ∂PQ j(l). Next, for j = −1, 0, 1, 2, · · · , we define the sequence {α j}

by

α j =
4− j−100

3B
ω +

3

4

∫ r j

0

(
rp−n(µ+)1−m

∫

Br(x1)

g(y)
p

p−1 dy

) 1
p dr

r

+
3

4

∫ r j

0

(
rp−n(µ+)1−m

∫

Br(x1)

| f (y)| dy

) 1
p−1 dr

r
.

(3.7)

From the definition of α j, we see that α j → 0 as j→ ∞ and there holds Bα j−1 ≤ ω,

α j−1 − α j ≥
4− j−100

3B
ω + γ

r
p−n

j
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

g(y)
p

p−1 dy


1
p

+ γ

r
p−n

j
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

| f (y)| dy


1

p−1

(3.8)

and

α j−1 − α j ≤
4− j−100

3B
ω + γ

rp−n

j−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j−1

g(y)
p

p−1 dy


1
p

+ γ

rp−n

j−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j−1

| f (y)| dy


1

p−1

(3.9)

for all j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , where the constant γ depends only upon the data. Moreover, we

define a quantity A j(l) by

A j(l) =
(µ+)m−1(l j − l)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l)

(
l j − u

l j − l

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l)
k−p dxdt

+ ess sup
t

1

rn
j

∫

B j×{t}

G

(
l j − u

l j − l

)
ϕ j(l)

k dx,

(3.10)

where k > p, G is defined in (2.1) and L j(l) = Q j(l) ∩ {u ≤ l j} ∩ ΩT . The proof of (3.4)

will be divided into several steps.

Step 1: We claim that A j(l) is continuous in l < l j. To prove this assertion, it suffices to

show that the function

B j(l) := ess sup
t

θ j,l(t)
k 1

rn
j

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l

)
φk

j dx
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is continuous. For a fixed l < l j, we take |l′ − l| < δ < 1
2
(l j − l). Observe that G is Lipschitz

continuous, we have

∣∣∣G
(

l j − u

l j − l

)
−G

(
l j − u

l j − l′

) ∣∣∣ ≤ γ(l j − u)+
|l − l′|

(l j − l)(l j − l′)
≤ γl j

|l − l′|

(l j − l)2
,

since l j − l′ = l j − l + l − l′ > 1
2
(l j − l). It follows that

|B j(l) − B j(l
′)| ≤γ

|l − l′|

(l j − l)2
l j + ess sup

t

1

rn
j

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l

)
φk

j dx

(
ess sup

t

|θ j,l(t)
k − θ j,l′(t)

k |

)

and this implies that the function B j(l) is continuous for l < l j.

Step 2: Determine the values of l0 and l1. Initially, we set l0 = µ− +
1
4
ω and l̄ =

1
2
l0 +

1
2
µ− +

1
16

Bα0 +
1
32
ω. Recalling that Bα0 < ω, we deduce

l0 − l̄ =
1

8
ω −

1

16
Bα0 −

1

32
ω ≥

1

32
ω and l0 − l̄ ≤

3

32
ω. (3.11)

Then, we have (µ+)1−m(l0 − l̄)2−pr
p

0
≤ C−p25(p−2)(µ+)1−mω2−pRp < 1

100p (µ+)1−mω2−pRp,

provided that we choose C = 2
5(p−2)

p
+100

. This guarantees the inclusion of Q0(l̄) ⊂ Q−3
4

R
(t̄).

In view of l0 − u ≤ 1
4
ω in L0(l̄), we infer from (3.11) and (3.3) that the inequality

(µ+)m−1(l0 − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

0

"
L0(l̄)

(
l0 − u

l0 − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ0(l̄)k−p dxdt

≤
(µ+)m−1(l0 − l̄)p−2−(1+λ)(p−1)

r
n+p

0

(
ω

4

)(1+λ)(p−1)

|L0(l̄)|

≤ γ0Cn+p (µ+)m−1ωp−2

Rn+p
|L0(l̄)| = γ0Cn+p

∣∣∣Q0(l̄) ∩ {u ≤ l0}
∣∣∣

|Q−3
4

R
(t̄)|

≤ γ0Cn+p

∣∣∣∣∣Q−3
4

R
(t̄) ∩

{
u ≤ µ− +

ω
4

}∣∣∣∣∣
|Q−3

4
R
(t̄)|

≤ γ0Cn+pν0

(3.12)

holds for a constant γ0 depending only upon the data. Moreover, we apply Lemma 2.3 with

(l, d, θ) replaced by (l0, l0 − l̄, (µ+)1−m(l0 − l̄)2−pr
p

0
) to obtain

ess sup
t

1

rn
0

∫

B0×{t}

G

(
l0 − u

l0 − l̄

)
ϕ0(l̄)k dx

≤γ
(µ+)m−1(l0 − l̄)p−2

r
p+n

0

"
L0(l̄)

(
l0 − u

l0 − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ0(l̄)k−p dxdt

+ γ
1

rn
0

"
L0(l̄)

l0 − u

l0 − l̄
|∂tϕ0(l̄)| dxdt

+ γ
r

p−n

0

(l0 − l̄)p
(µ+)1−m

∫

B0

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
r

p−n

0

(l0 − l̄)p−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B0

| f | dx,

since u ≤ µ+ in L0(l̄), |Dϕ0(l̄)| ≤ r−1
0

, ϕ0(l̄) = 0 on ∂PQ0(l̄) and the first term on the

right-hand side of (2.9) vanishes. In view of l0 − u ≤ 1
4
ω in L0(l̄) and |∂tϕ0(l̄)| ≤ 9(l0 −
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l̄)p−2(µ+)m−1r
−p

0
, we infer from (3.11) and (3.12) that

1

rn
0

"
L0(l̄)

l0 − u

l0 − l̄
|∂tϕ0(l̄)| dxdt

≤ γ
(µ+)m−1(l0 − l̄)p−3

r
n+p

0

"
L0(l̄)

(l0 − u) dxdt

≤ γCn+p (µ+)m−1ωp−2

Rn+p
|L0(l̄)| ≤ γCn+pν0,

where the constant γ depends only upon the data. Furthermore, we infer from (3.11) and

(3.6) that there exists a constant γ depending only upon the data, such that

r
p−n

0

(l0 − l̄)p
(µ+)1−m

∫

B0

g
p

p−1 dx +
r

p−n

0

(l0 − l̄)p−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B0

| f | dx

≤ γ
r

p−n

0

ωp
(µ+)1−m

∫

B0

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
r

p−n

0

ωp−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B0

| f | dx

≤ γCn−p(B−p
+ B1−p).

Collecting above estimates, we conclude with

ess sup
t

1

rn
0

∫

B0×{t}

G

(
l0 − u

l0 − l̄

)
ϕ0(l̄)k dx ≤ γ1Cn+pν0 + γ1Cn−p(B−p

+ B1−p),

where γ1 = γ1(data). Consequently, we arrive at

A0(l̄) ≤ (γ0 + γ1)Cn+pν0 + γ1Cn−p(B−p
+ B1−p).

At this stage, we fix a number χ ∈ (0, 1) which will be determined in the course of the

proof. Then, we choose ν0 = ν0(data, χ) < 1 and B = B(data, χ) > 1 be such that

(γ0 + γ1)Cn+pν0 =
χ

4
and γ1Cn−p(B−p

+ B1−p) <
χ

4
. (3.13)

This implies that A0(l̄) ≤ 1
2
χ. Our task now is to determine the value of l1. We first consider

the case "
Br0

(x1)×{t1−r
p

0
<t<t1}

(l0 − u)
(1+λ)(p−1)
+ dx dt = 0.

According to Lemma 3.3, we conclude that u(x1, t1) ≥ l0 = µ− +
1
4
ω, which proves the

desired estimate (3.4). In the case"
Br0

(x1)×{t1−r
p

0
<t<t1}

(l0 − u)
(1+λ)(p−1)
+ dx dt > 0,

we see that A0(l) → +∞ as l → l0. Noting that A0(l) is continuous and increasing, then

there exists a number l̃ ∈ (l̄, l0) such that A0(l̃) = χ. From (3.11) and (3.6), we infer that for

B > 8 there holds

l0 − l̄ ≥
1

32
ω ≥

1

4B
ω >

1

4
(α−1 − α0), (3.14)

since Bα−1 < ω. At this point, we set

l1 =


l̃, if l̃ < l0 −

1
4
(α−1 − α0),

l0 −
1
4
(α−1 − α0), if l̃ ≥ l0 −

1
4
(α−1 − α0).

(3.15)

Moreover, we define Q0 = Q0(l1) and d0 = l0 − l1. In view of (3.14), we see that the

definition of l1 is justified. Since Bα0 < ω, we have l1 ≥ l̄ > µ− +
1
8

Bα0 +
1
16
ω.
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Step 3: Determine the sequence {l j}
+∞
j=0

. Assume that we have chosen two sequences

l1, · · · , l j and d0, · · · , d j−1 such that for i = 1, · · · , j, there holds

1

2
µ− +

1

32
ω +

1

2
li−1 +

1

16
Bαi−1 < li ≤ li−1 −

1

4
(αi−2 − αi−1), (3.16)

Ai−1(li) ≤ χ, (3.17)

li > µ− +
1

8
Bαi−1 +

1

16
ω. (3.18)

Then, we set Qi = Qi(li+1), for i = 1, 2, · · · , j − 1 and claim that

A j(l̄) ≤
1

2
χ, where l̄ =

1

2
l j +

1

16
Bα j +

1

32
ω +

1

2
µ−. (3.19)

To prove (3.19), we first assert that the inclusion Qi ⊂ Q̂ holds for i = 0, 1, · · · , j−1, where

Q̂ is defined in (2.14). In view of (3.8), we see that αi−1 − αi ≥
1

3B
4−i−100ω. From (3.16),

we can verify the inequality

(µ+)1−m(li − li+1)2−pr
p

i
≤ (µ+)1−m4p−2(αi−1 − αi)

2−pr
p

i

≤ 4−2i4101(p−2)(µ+)1−m(3B)p−2ω2−pRp ≤ (µ+)1−m
(
ω

A

)2−p

Rp,

provided that we choose

A > 4102B. (3.20)

This implies the inclusion Qi ⊂ Q̂ for i = 0, 1, · · · , j − 1 and hence, µ− ≤ u ≤ µ+ on Qi

for i = 0, 1, · · · , j − 1. We now turn our attention to the proof of (3.19). To start with, we

introduce a cutoff function ũ = max
{
u, 1

128
ω
}

and decompose L j(l̄) = L′
j
(l̄) ∪ L′′

j
(l̄), where

L′j(l̄) = L j(l̄) ∩

{
l j − ũ

l j − l̄
≤ ε1

}
and L′′j (l̄) = L j(l̄) \ L′j(l̄). (3.21)

Moreover, we observe from (3.16) that {u ≤ l j} = {ũ ≤ l j} and l j−
1

128
ω > 1

2
l j. This implies

that

"
L j(l̄)

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤

"
L j(l̄)∩{u> 1

128
ω}

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p

+

"
L j(l̄)∩{u≤ 1

128
ω}

(
l j

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤

"
L j(l̄)∩{u> 1

128
ω}

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p

+ 2(1+λ)(p−1)

"
L j(l̄)∩{u≤ 1

128
ω}


l j −

1
128
ω

l j − l̄


(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤ 2(1+λ)(p−1)

"
L j(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

(3.22)
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and we can rewrite A j(l̄) by

A j(l̄) ≤γ
(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

+ ess sup
t

1

rn
j

∫

B j×{t}

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
ϕ j(l̄)

k dx,

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

(3.18) that

l j − l̄ =
1

2
l j −

1

16
Bα j −

1

32
ω −

1

2
µ−

≥
1

4
(l j−1 − l j) +

1

4
l j +

1

64
ω +

1

32
Bα j−1 −

1

16
Bα j −

1

32
ω −

1

4
µ−

≥
1

4
(l j−1 − l j) +

1

32

(
Bα j−1 +

1

2
ω

)
+

1

32
Bα j−1 −

1

16
Bα j −

1

64
ω

=
1

4
(l j−1 − l j) +

1

16
B(α j−1 − α j).

(3.23)

For simplicity of notation, we write ϕi = ϕi(li+1) and observe from (3.23) that

(µ+)1−m(l j − l̄)2−pr
p

j
≤ (µ+)1−m

r
p

j−1

4p

(
l j−1 − l j

4

)2−p

=
1

16
(µ+)1−m(l j−1 − l j)

2−pr
p

j−1
,

which yields Q j(l̄) ⊂ Q j−1 ⊂ Q̂ and ϕ j−1(x, t) = 1 for (x, t) ∈ Q j(l̄). Since u ≤ l j on L j(l̄),

we use (3.17) to deduce

(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

|L j(l̄)| ≤
1

rn
j

ess sup
t

∫

L j(t)

ϕk
j−1(·, t) dx

≤
4n

rn
j−1

ess sup
t

∫

B j−1

G

(
l j−1 − u

l j−1 − l j

)
ϕk

j−1 dx ≤ 4nχ,

(3.24)

where L j(t) = {x ∈ B j : u(·, t) ≤ l j}. In view of (3.24), we conclude that

(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′

j
(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤
(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

ε
(1+λ)(p−1)

1
|L j(l̄)| ≤ 4nε

(1+λ)(p−1)

1
χ.

(3.25)

Moreover, for any fixed ε2 < 1, we apply the Young’s inequality to obtain

(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j
(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤ ε2

(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

|L j(l̄)|

+ γ(ε2)
(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j
(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)p n+h
nh

ϕ j(l̄)
(k−p)q dxdt

=: T1 + T2,
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with the obvious meanings of T1 and T2. Here, we set

h =
p

p − 1 − λ
> 1 and q = p

n + h

nh(1 + λ)(p − 1)
=

p − 1 − λ +
p

n

p − 1 + λp − λ
> 1, (3.26)

since λ < min
{
p − 1, 1

n

}
. According to (3.24), we see that T1 ≤ 4nε2χ. To estimate T2, we

set

ψ̃ j(x, t) =
1

l j − l̄


∫ l j

ũ

(
1 +

l j − s

l j − l̄

)− 1
p
− λ

p

ds


+

(3.27)

and apply Lemma 2.1 with (l, d) replaced by (l j, l j − l̄) to conclude with

T2 ≤ γ
(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j
(l̄)

ψ̃
p n+h

n

j
ϕ j(l̄)

(k−p)q dxdt. (3.28)

Let v = ψ̃ jϕ
k1

j
, where k1 =

(k−p)nq

p(n+h)
. Recalling that p < n, we use Hölder’s inequality with

r = n
n−p

and r′ = n
p
, Sobolev’s inequality and Lemma 2.1 with (l, d) replaced by (l j, l j − l̄)

to deduce "
L′′

j
(l̄)

ψ̃
p n+h

n

j
ϕ j(l̄)

(k−p)q dxdt =

"
L′′

j
(l̄)

vp+
ph

n dxdt

≤

∫ t1

t1−(µ+)1−m(l j−l̄)2−pr
p

j


∫

B j

v
np

n−p dx


n−p

n


∫

L′′
j
(t)

vh dx



p

n

dt

≤ γ ess sup
t


∫

L′′
j
(t)

l j − ũ

l j − l̄
ϕ j(l̄)

k1h dx



p

n
"

Q j(l̄)

|Dv|p dxdt,

(3.29)

where

L′′j (t) = {x ∈ B j : u(·, t) ≤ l j} ∩

{
x ∈ B j :

l j − ũ(·, t)

l j − l̄
> ε1

}
.

According to Lemma 3.4, we see that
∫

L′′
j
(t)

l j − ũ

l j − l̄
ϕ j(l̄)

k1h dx ≤

∫

L′′
j
(t)

ε1G

(
1

ε1

l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)
ϕ j(l̄)

k1h dx

≤ c(ε1)

∫

L′′
j
(t)

G

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)
ϕ j(l̄)

k1h dx ≤ c(ε1)

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
ϕ j(l̄)

k1h dx.

(3.30)

At this point, we apply Lemma 2.3 with (l, d, θ) replaced by (l j, l j − l̄, (µ+)
1−m(l j − l̄)2−pr

p

j
)

to conclude that

ess sup
t

1

rn
j

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
ϕ j(l̄)

k1h dx

≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
p+n

j

"
L j(l̄)

um−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k1h−p dxdt

+ γ
1

rn
j

"
L j(l̄)

l j − u

l j − l̄
|∂tϕ j(l̄)| dxdt

+ γ
r

p−n

j

(l j − l̄)p
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
r

p−n

j

(l j − l̄)p−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx

= : T3 + T4 + T5 + T6,
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with the obvious meanings of T3-T7. To estimate T3, we apply (3.23) and (3.17) to con-

clude that

T3 ≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2−(1+λ)(p−1)(µ+)m−1

r
p+n

j

"
L j(l̄)

(l j − u)(1+λ)(p−1)ϕ j(l̄)
k1h−p dxdt

≤γ
(l j−1 − l j)

p−2(µ+)m−1

r
p+n

j−1

"
L j−1(l j)

(
l j−1 − u

l j−1 − l j

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ
k−p

j−1
dxdt

≤γA j−1(l j) ≤ γ1χ,

(3.31)

where the constant γ1 depends only upon the data. Noting that (1 + λ)(p − 1) > 1 and

|∂tϕ j(l̄)| ≤ 9(l j − l̄)p−2(µ+)m−1r
−p

j
, we infer from (3.24) and (3.17) that the inequality

T4 ≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2(µ+)m−1

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

l j − u

l j − l̄
dxdt

≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2(µ+)m−1

r
n+p

j

|L j(l̄)| + γ
(l j − l̄)p−2(µ+)m−1

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

dxdt

≤γχ + A j−1(l j) ≤ γ2χ,

holds for the constant γ2 depending only upon the data. Finally, we deduce from (3.8) and

(3.23) that T5 + T6 ≤ γ(B−p
+ B−(p−1)). Combining the above estimates, we infer that the

estimate

ess sup
t

1

rn
j

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
ϕ j(l̄)

k1h dx ≤ γχ + γ(B−p
+ B−(p−1)) (3.32)

holds for a constant γ depending only upon the data. We now turn our attention to the

estimate of T2. With the help of (3.28)-(3.32), we can rewrite the upper bound for T2 by

T2 ≤γ
(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

rn
j

(χ + B−p
+ B−(p−1))

p

n

×


"

Q j(l̄)

ϕ j(l̄)
k1 p|Dψ̃ j|

p dxdt +

"
Q j(l̄)

ϕ j(l̄)
(k1−1)pψ̃

p

j
|Dϕ j|

p dxdt



= : γ(χ + B−p
+ B−(p−1))

p

n (T7 + T8),

with the obvious meanings of T7 and T8. We first consider the estimate for T7. In the case

µ− ≤
1
2
µ+. We have µ+ ≤ µ− + ω ≤

1
2
µ+ + ω, which implies that µ+ ≤ 2ω. Therefore, we

deduce

ũ ≥
1

128
ω ≥

1

256
µ+.

In the case µ− >
1
2
µ+. We get ũ ≥ u ≥ µ− >

1
2
µ+ on Q j(l̄). In both cases, we see that

ũm−1 ≥

(
1

256
µ+

)m−1

on Q j(l̄). (3.33)

In view of (3.33), we conclude that

T7 =
(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

rn
j

"
Q j(l̄)

ϕ j(l̄)
k1 p|Dψ̃ j|

p dxdt

≤ γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

rn
j

"
Q j(l̄)

ũm−1|Dψ̃ j|
pϕ j(l̄)

k1 p dxdt.
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Taking into account that {ũ < l j} = {u < l j} and Dũ = 0 on
{
u ≤ 1

128
ω
}
, we conclude from

(3.27) that

ũ
m−1

p |Dψ̃ j| = ũ
m−1

p |Dũ|
1

l j − l̄

(
1 +

l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)− 1
p
− λ

p

χ{ũ<l j}

= u
m−1

p |Du|
1

l j − l̄

(
1 +

l j − u

l j − l̄

)− 1
p
− λ

p

χ{ 1
128

ω<u<l j}

≤ u
m−1

p |Du|
1

l j − l̄

(
1 +

l j − u

l j − l̄

)− 1
p
− λ

p

χ{u<l j} = u
m−1

p |Dψ j|,

where

ψ j(x, t) =
1

l j − l̄


∫ l j

u

(
1 +

l j − s

l j − l̄

)− 1
p
− λ

p

ds


+

.

At this point, we apply Lemma 2.3 with (l, d, θ) replaced by (l j, l j − l̄, (µ+)1−m(l j − l̄)2−pr
p

j
).

Taking into account the estimates for T3-T6, we conclude that

T7 ≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

rn
j

"
Q j(l̄)

um−1|Dψ j|
pϕ j(l̄)

k1 p dxdt

≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
p

j

"
L j(l̄)

um−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
(k1−1)p dxdt

+ γ

"
L j(l̄)

l j − u

l j − l̄
|∂tϕ j(l̄)| dxdt + γ

r
p

j

(l j − l̄)p
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx

+ γ
r

p

j

(l j − l̄)p−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx

≤γ(χ + B−p
+ B−(p−1)).

We now turn our attention to the estimate of T8. To this end, we use Hölder inequality to

deduce an upper bound for ψ̃ j

ψ̃ j(x, t) ≤
1

l j − l̄


∫ l j

ũ

(
1 +

l j − s

l j − l̄

)−1−λ

ds



1
p

(l j − ũ)
1
p′

+ ≤
(l j − ũ)

1
p′

+

(l j − l̄)
1
p′

. (3.34)

Since |Dϕ j| ≤ r−1
j

, we use Young’s inequality, (3.24) and (3.31) to conclude that

T8 ≤
(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

rn
j

"
Q j(l̄)

ϕ j(l̄)
(k1−1)pψ̃

p

j
|Dϕ j|

p dxdt

≤
(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)p−1

ϕ j(l̄)
(k1−1)p dxdt

≤
(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

|L j(l̄)|

+
(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
(k1−1)p dxdt

≤ γχ
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and hence we arrive at T2 ≤ γ(χ + B−p
+ B−(p−1))1+

p

n for a constant γ depending only upon

the data. Finally, we arrive at

(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j
(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤ 4nε2χ + γ(ε2)(χ + B−p
+ B−(p−1))1+

p

n .

(3.35)

This also implies that

(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤ 4nε
(1+λ)(p−1)

1
χ + 4nε2χ + γ(ε2)(χ + B−p

+ B−(p−1))1+
p

n .

(3.36)

Our next goal is to refine the estimate (3.32). To this aim, we apply Lemma 2.3 with (l, d, θ)

replaced by (l j, l j − l̄, (µ+)
1−m(l j − l̄)2−pr

p

j
) to obtain

ess sup
t

1

rn
j

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
ϕ j(l̄)

k dx

≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
p+n

j

"
L j(l̄)

um−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

+ γ
1

rn
j

"
L j(l̄)

l j − u

l j − l̄
ϕ j(l̄)

k−1|∂tϕ j(l̄)| dxdt

+ γ
r

p−n

j

(l j − l̄)p
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
r

p−n

j

(l j − l̄)p−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx

= : S 1 + S 2 + S 3 + S 4,

(3.37)

with the obvious meanings of S 1-S 4. To estimate S 1, we apply (3.36) and (3.22) to deduce

S 1 ≤ 2(1+λ)(p−1)γ
(l j − l̄)p−2(µ+)m−1

r
p+n

j

"
L j(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤ 2(1+λ)(p−1)γ
[
4nε

(1+λ)(p−1)

1
χ + 4nε2χ + γ(ε2)(χ + B−p

+ B−(p−1))1+
p

n

]
.

Next, we consider the estimate for S 2. Similar to (3.22), we infer from l j −
1

128
ω > 1

2
l j that

S 2 =γ
1

rn
j

"
L j(l̄)∩{u> 1

128
ω}

l j − ũ

l j − l̄
ϕ j(l̄)

k−1|∂tϕ j(l̄)| dxdt+

+ γ
1

rn
j

"
L j(l̄)∩{u≤ 1

128
ω}

l j

l j − l̄
ϕ j(l̄)

k−1|∂tϕ j(l̄)| dxdt

≤2γ
1

rn
j

"
L j(l̄)

l j − ũ

l j − l̄
ϕ j(l̄)

k−1|∂tϕ j(l̄)| dxdt.
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Furthermore, we decompose L j(l̄) = L′
j
(l̄) ∪ L′′

j
(l̄), where L′

j
(l̄) and L′′

j
(l̄) satisfy (3.21).

Since |∂tϕ j(l̄)| ≤ 9(l j − l̄)p−2(µ+)m−1r
−p

j
, we use (3.24) and (3.35) to conclude that

S 2 ≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2(µ+)m−1

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

l j − ũ

l j − l̄
ϕ j(l̄)

k−1 dxdt

≤γε1

(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

|L′j(l̄)|

+ γ
(l j − l̄)p−2(µ+)m−1

r
p+n

j

"
L′′

j
(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤4nε1χ + γ
[
4nε2χ + γ(ε2)(χ + B−p

+ B−(p−1))1+
p

n

]
.

Similar to the estimates of T5 and T6, we see that S 3 + S 4 ≤ γ(B−p
+ B−(p−1)). Plugging the

estimates for S 1-S 4 into (3.37) and taking into account (3.36), we arrive at

A j(l̄) ≤γ(B−p
+ B−(p−1)) + 2(1+λ)(p−1)γ4n(ε1 + ε2)χ

+ γ(ε1, ε2)
(
χ1+

p

n + (B−p
+ B−(p−1))1+

p

n

)
.

(3.38)

At this point, we first choose ε1 and ε2 be such that

ε1 = ε2 =
1

23+2n+(1+λ)(p−1)γ
. (3.39)

Next, we determine the value of χ by

χ =
1

100
n
p γ(ε1, ε2)

n
p

. (3.40)

Finally, with the choices of ε1, ε2 and χ, we set B so large that

B−p
+ B1−p < min


1

100γ
χ,

(
1

100γ(ε1, ε2)
χ

) 1

1+
p
n

 .

With the choices of ε1, ε2, χ and B, we get A j(l̄) ≤
1
2
χ, which completes the proof of

(3.19). We remark that the choice of χ in (3.40) determines the value of ν0 via (3.13), i.e.,

ν0 =
χ

4(γ0 + γ1)Cn+p
, (3.41)

where γ0 and γ1 are the constants in (3.13). Our task now is to determine the value of l j+1.

To this end, we first consider the case"
Br j

(x1)×
{
t1−r

p

j
<t<t1

}(l j − u)
(1+λ)(p−1)
+ dx dt = 0.

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

u(x1, t1) ≥ l j ≥ µ− +
1

8
Bαi−1 +

1

16
ω > µ− +

1

16
ω,

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

(x1)×
{
t1−r

p

j
<t<t1

}(l j − u)
(1+λ)(p−1)
+ dx dt > 0.
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We see that A j(l) → +∞ as l → l j. Noting that A j(l) is continuous and increasing, then

there exists a number l̃ ∈ (l̄, l j) such that A j(l̃) = χ. At this point, we choose l j+1 via

l j+1 =


l̃, if l̃ < l j −

1
4
(α j−1 − α j),

l j −
1
4
(α j−1 − α j), if l̃ ≥ l j −

1
4
(α j−1 − α j).

(3.42)

According to (3.23), we see that l̄ < l j −
1
4
(α j−1 − α j) and the definition of l j+1 is justified.

Step 4: Proof of the inequality (3.4). To start with, we set Q j = Q j(l j+1), L j = L j(l j+1)

and d j = l j − l j+1. In view of (3.42), we observe that (3.16) and (3.17) hold with i = j + 1.

Moreover, from (3.18) j, we find that

l j+1 >l̄ =
1

2
l j +

1

16
Bα j +

1

32
ω +

1

2
µ−

>
1

2

(
µ− +

1

8
Bα j−1 +

1

16
ω

)
+

1

16
Bα j +

1

32
ω +

1

2
µ−

= µ− +
1

16
B(α j + α j−1) +

1

16
ω ≥ µ− +

1

8
Bα j +

1

16
ω,

since α j−1 ≥ α j. This implies that (3.18) j+1 holds. Repeating the arguments above, we

continue to define l j+2 and therefore we can construct a sequence of numbers {li}
∞
i=0

satis-

fying (3.16)-(3.18). Since the sequence {li}
∞
i=0

is decreasing, we infer from (3.18) that the

limitation of li exists. This also implies that di → 0 as i→ ∞. Set

l̂ = lim
i→∞

li

and we claim that l̂ = u(x1, t1). Noting that µ+ > 0 and (3.17) holds for any i = 1, 2, · · · ,

we conclude that

1

r
n+p

i

"
Bri

(x1)×{t1−r
p

i
<t<t1}

(l̂ − u)
(1+λ)(p−1)
+ dx dt ≤

4n+p

r
n+p

i−1

"
Li−1

(li−1 − u)(1+λ)(p−1) ϕ
k−p

i−1
dxdt

≤ 4n+p(µ+)1−mAi−1(li)d
(1+λ)(p−1)−(p−2)

i−1
≤ 4n+p(µ+)1−mχd

(1+λ)(p−1)−(p−2)

i−1
→ 0

as i → ∞. According to Lemma 3.3, we have l̂ = u(x1, t1). Next, we show that for any

j ≥ 1 there holds

d j ≤
1

4
d j−1 + γ

4− j−100

B
ω + γ

rp−n

j−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j−1

g(y)
p

p−1 dy


1
p

+ γ

rp−n

j−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j−1

| f (y)| dy


1

p−1

.

(3.43)

To start with, for any fixed j ≥ 1, we first assume that

d j >
1

4
d j−1 and d j >

1

4
(α j−1 − α j), (3.44)

since otherwise (3.43) holds immediately. From d j >
1
4
(α j−1 − α j), we infer from (3.42)

that A j(l j+1) = A j(l̃) = χ. In view of d j >
1
4
d j−1, we find that

(µ+)1−md
2−p

j
r

p

j
≤ (µ+)1−m

r
p

j−1

4p

(
d j−1

4

)2−p

=
1

16
(µ+)1−md

2−p

j−1
r

p

j−1
,

which yields Q j ⊂ Q j−1 ⊂ Q̂ and ϕ j−1(x, t) = 1 for (x, t) ∈ Q j. Taking into account that

d j >
1
4
d j−1, we can repeat the arguments from Step 3. Then, we deduce the estimate similar
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to (3.38),

χ = A j(l j+1) ≤γ
r

p−n

j

d
p

j

(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
r

p−n

j

d
p−1

j

(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx

+ 2(1+λ)(p−1)γ4n(ε1 + ε2)χ + γ(ε1, ε2)χ1+
p

n

+ γ


r

p−n

j

d
p

j

(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
r

p−n

j

d
p−1

j

(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx



1+
p

n

.

Recalling that the choices of ε1, ε2 and χ in (3.39)-(3.40) yields that

2(1+λ)(p−1)γ4n(ε1 + ε2)χ + γ(ε1, ε2)χ1+
p

n ≤
1

2
χ.

Consequently, we conclude that either

d j ≤ γ

r
p−n

j
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx


1
p

or d j ≤ γ

rp−n

j
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx


1

p−1

,

which proves the inequality (3.43). Let J > 1 be a fixed integer. We sum up the inequality

(3.43) for j = 1, · · · , J − 1 and there holds

l1 − lJ ≤
1

3
d0 + γ

1

B

J−1∑

j=1

4− j−100ω + γ

J−1∑

j=1

rp−n

j−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j−1

| f (y)| dy


1

p−1

+ γ

J−1∑

j=1

rp−n

j−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j−1

g(y)
p

p−1 dy


1
p

,

where the constant γ depends only upon the data. Since d0 = l0 − l1 and l0 = µ− +
1
4
ω, we

use (3.6) to obtain

µ− +
1

4
ω ≤

4

3
d0 + lJ + γ

1

B
ω + γ(µ+)

1−m
p−1

∫ 4C−1R

0

(
1

rn−p

∫

Br(x1)

f (y) dy

) 1
p−1 1

r
dr

+ γ(µ+)
1−m

p

∫ 4C−1 R

0

(
1

rn−p

∫

Br(x1)

g(y)
p

p−1 dy

) 1
p 1

r
dr

≤
4

3
d0 + lJ + γ

1

B
ω

(3.45)

for a constant γ depending only upon the data. Recalling that d0 ≤ l0 − l̄ where l̄ =
1
2
l0+

1
2
µ− +

1
16

Bα0+
1

32
ω. According to (3.11), we have d0 ≤

1
8
ω. Letting J → ∞ in (3.45),

we infer that

u(x1, t1) > µ− +
1

24
ω,

provided that we choose B > 24γ. Since (x1, t1) is a fixed Lebesgue point of u, we conclude

that the inequality (3.4) holds for almost everywhere point in Q−1
4

R
(t̄), provided that ν0

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

We now define a time level t̂ = t̄ − (µ+)1−mω2−p
(

1
4
R
)p

and it follows from Lemma 3.5

that

u(x, t̂) > µ− +
ω

25
for x ∈ B R

4
. (3.46)



CONTINUITY ESTIMATES FOR DOUBLY DEGENERATE PARABOLIC EQUATIONS 23

Furthermore, there exists a constant A1 > 0 such that 4
−

p

p−2 < A1 < A and

t̂ = −(µ+)1−mA
p−2

1
ω2−pRp.

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

Lemma 3.6. Let u be a bounded nonnegative weak solution to (1.1)-(1.2) in ΩT . Given

ν∗ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant s∗ = s∗(data, ν∗) > 5, such that either

ω ≤ 2
2
p

s∗(µ+)
1−m

p F1(2R) + 2
1

p−1
s∗(µ+)

1−m
p−1 F2(2R) (3.47)

or
∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ B R

8
: u(x, t) < µ− +

ω

2s∗

}∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ν∗|B R
8
| (3.48)

holds for any t ∈ (t̂, 0).

Proof. We first recall that

ψ− = ln+
(

H−
k

H−
k
− (u − k)− + c

)
=


ln

(
H−

k

H−
k
+ u − k + c

)
, k − H−

k
≤ u < k − c,

0, u ≥ k − c,

(3.49)

where

H−k ≥ ess sup
B R

4
×[t̂,0]

(u − k)− and 0 < c < H−k .

Next, we let k = µ− +
1
25ω, c = 1

25+lω where l ≥ 1 will be determined later. Moreover, we

choose H−
k
=

1
32
ω, which is admissible since (u− k)− ≤

1
32
ω. In view of (3.49), we see that

ψ−(u) ≤ l ln 2 and |(ψ−)′(u)|2−p ≤ ωp−2. (3.50)

We now apply the logarithmic estimate (2.12) over the cylinder B R
4
× [t̂, 0]. This yields that

ess sup
t̂<t<0

∫

B R
4
×{t}

[ψ−(u)]2ζ p dx

≤

∫

B R
4
×{t̂}

[ψ−(u)]2ζ p dx + γ

"
B R

4
×[t̂,0]

um−1ψ−(u)|Dζ |p
[
(ψ−)′(u)

]2−p
dxdt

+ γ ln

(
H

c

) 
1

c

"
B R

4
×[t̂,0]

| f | dxdt +
1

c2

"
B R

4
×[t̂,0]

g
p

p−1 dxdt



= : I1 + I2 + I3.

We take the cutoff function ζ = ζ(x), which satisfies 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1 in B R
4
, ζ ≡ 1 in B R

8
and

|Dζ | ≤ 4R−1. Observe from (3.46) that ψ−(x, t̂) = 0 for all x ∈ B R
4
, we get I1 = 0. To

estimate I2, we note that −t̂ ≤ Ap−2(µ+)1−mω2−pRp. In view of (3.50), we conclude that

I2 ≤ 4l(ln 2)(−t̂)|B R
4
|(µ+)m−1R−pωp−2

≤ γlAp−2
|B R

8
|.
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Finally, we consider the estimate for I3. Using the inequality −t̂ ≤ Ap−2(µ+)1−mω2−pRp

again, we infer that

I3 ≤l(ln 2)
25+lAp−2

ωp−1
(µ+)1−mRp

∫

BR

| f | dx + l(ln 2)
210+2lAp−2

ωp
(µ+)1−mRp

∫

BR

g
p

p−1 dx

≤γ(lAp−2)
2l

ωp−1

(
(µ+)1−mRp−n

∫

BR

| f | dx

)
|B R

8
|

+ γ(lAp−2)
22l

ωp

(
(µ+)1−mRp−n

∫

BR

g
p

p−1 dx

)
|B R

8
|.

At this point, we assume that

ω > 2
2
p

l(µ+)
1−m

p F1(2R) + 2
1

p−1
l(µ+)

1−m
p−1 F2(2R) (3.51)

and this yields I3 ≤ γlAp−2|B R
8
|. Therefore, we arrive at

∫

B R
4
×{t}

[ψ−(u)]2ζ p dx ≤ γlAp−2|B R
8
| (3.52)

for any t ∈ (t̂, 0). On the other hand, the left-hand side of (3.52) is estimated below by

integrating over the smaller set
{
x ∈ B R

8
: u < µ− +

ω

2l+5

}
⊂ B R

4
.

On such a set, ζ ≡ 1 and

ψ− = ln+


1
25ω

1
25ω − (u − k)− +

1
2l+5ω

 ≥ ln 2l−1 > (l − 1) ln 2.

This yields
∫

B R
8
×{t}

(
ψ−

)2
ζ pdx ≥ (l − 1)2(ln 2)2

∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ B R

8
: u < µ− +

ω

2l+5

}∣∣∣∣∣ , (3.53)

for all t ∈ (t̂, 0). Combining (3.52) and (3.53), we deduce
∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ B R

8
: u < µ− +

ω

2l+5

}∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ γ
l

(l − 1)2
Ap−2|B R

8
|.

For ν∗ ∈ (0, 1), we set l be a fixed integer such that l > 1+ γν−1
∗ Ap−2 and choose s∗ = l + 5.

This proves the inequality (3.48) under the assumption (3.51). On the other hand, if (3.51)

is violated, then we obtain (3.47) for such a choice of s∗. The proof of the lemma is now

complete. �

According to the proof of Lemma 3.6, we conclude that for any fixed ν∗ ∈ (0, 1), we can

choose

s∗ = s∗(ν∗) = 2ν−1
∗ Ap−2 (3.54)

and Lemma 3.6 follows for such a choice of s∗. Moreover, for R > 0, we set

Q̃1 = B R
8
× (t̂, 0) Q̃2 = B R

16
×

(
t̂

2
, 0

)
.

We now establish a variant De Giorgi type lemma which concerns the initial data. The

proof is similar to that of Lemma 3.5, but the arguments need some nontrivial modifica-

tions.
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Lemma 3.7. Let ξ = 2−s∗ and 0 < ξ < 2−5. Let u be a bounded nonnegative weak solution

to (1.1)-(1.2) in ΩT . Then, there exist ν1 ∈ (0, 1) and B̃ > 1 which can be quantitatively

determined a priori only in terms of the data, such that if
∣∣∣∣
{
(x, t) ∈ Q̃1 : u < µ− + ξω

}∣∣∣∣ ≤ ν1|Q̃1|,

then either

u(x, t) > µ− +
1

2
ξω for a.e. (x, t) ∈ Q̃2 (3.55)

or

ξω ≤ B̃

(
(µ− + ξω)

1−m
p F1(2R) + (µ− + ξω)

1−m
p−1 F2(2R)

)
. (3.56)

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we write µ̃ = µ− + ξω and observe that µ̃ ≤ µ+. We first

assume that (3.56) is violated, that is,

ξω > B̃

(
µ̃

1−m
p F1(2R) + µ̃

1−m
p−1 F2(2R)

)
, (3.57)

since otherwise there is nothing to prove. Our problem reduces to prove (3.55). Fix

(x1, t1) ∈ Q̃ R
16

and assume that (x1, t1) is a Lebesgue point of u in the sense of Defini-

tion 3.1. Set r j = 4− j−4R and B j = Br j
(x1). Next, we set Q j = B j × (t̂, t1) and φ j ∈ C∞

0
(B j)

where φ j = 1 on B j+1 and |Dφ j| ≤ r−1
j

. For a sequence {l j}
∞
j=0

and a fixed l > 0, we set

Q j(l) = B j × (t1 − µ̃
1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j
, t1).

Furthermore, we define ϕ j(l) = φ j(x)θ j,l(t), where φ j ∈ C∞
0

(B j), φ j = 1 on B j+1, |Dφ j| ≤ r−1
j

and θ j,l(t) is a Lipschitz function satisfies

θ j,l(t) = 1 in t ≥ t1 −
4

9
µ̃1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j
,

θ j,l(t) = 0 in t ≤ t1 −
5

9
µ̃1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j

and

θ j,l(t) =
t − t1 −

5
9
µ̃1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j

1
9
µ̃1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j

in t1 −
5
9
µ̃1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j
≤ t ≤ t1 −

4
9
µ̃1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j
. Next, for j = −1, 0, 1, 2, · · · , we

introduce the sequence {α j} by

α j =

∫ r j

0

(
rp−nµ̃1−m

∫

Br(x1)

g(y)
p

p−1 dy

) 1
p dr

r

+

∫ r j

0

(
rp−nµ̃1−m

∫

Br(x1)

| f (y)| dy

) 1
p−1 dr

r
.

(3.58)

In view of (3.58), we see that α j → 0 as j → ∞ and there exists a constant γ depending

only upon the data such that

α j−1 − α j ≥γ

rp−n

j
µ̃1−m

∫

B j

g(y)
p

p−1 dy


1
p

+ γ

rp−n

j
µ̃1−m

∫

B j

| f (y)| dy


1

p−1

(3.59)

and

α j−1 − α j ≤γ

rp−n

j−1
µ̃1−m

∫

B j−1

g(y)
p

p−1 dy


1
p

+ γ

rp−n

j−1
µ̃1−m

∫

B j−1

| f (y)| dy


1

p−1

. (3.60)
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We introduce a cutoff function ũ = max
{
u, 1

128
ξω

}
. Moreover, for a sequence {l j} and a

fixed l > 0 we define a quantity A j(l) as follows.

• In the case Q j(l) ⊆ Q̃1, we define A j(l) by

A j(l) =
(l j − l)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l)

ũm−1

(
l j − u

l j − l

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l)
k−p dxdt

+ ess sup
t

1

rn
j

∫

B j×{t}

G

(
l j − u

l j − l

)
ϕ j(l)

k dx.

(3.61)

• In the case Q j(l) * Q̃1, i.e., t1 − µ̃
1−m(l j − l)2−pr

p

j
< t̂, we define A j(l) by

A j(l) =
(l j − l)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j

ũm−1

(
l j − u

l j − l

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j
dxdt

+ ess sup
t̂<t<t1

1

rn
j

∫

B j×{t}

G

(
l j − u

l j − l

)
φk

j dx.

(3.62)

Here, the function G is defined in (2.1), L j(l) = Q j(l) ∩ {u ≤ l j} and L j = Q j ∩ {u ≤ l j}.

From the proof of Lemma 3.5, we conclude that A j(l) is continuous for l < l j. The proof

of the lemma will be divided into several steps.

Step 1: Determine the values of l0 and l1. To start with, we set l0 = µ− + ξω and

l̄ = 1
2
l0 +

1
2
µ− +

1
4

B̃α0 +
1
8
ξω. Observe that B̃α0 < ξω and this implies

l0 − l̄ =
1

2
µ− +

1

2
ξω −

1

2
µ− −

1

4
B̃α0 −

1

8
ξω ≥

1

8
ξω and l0 − l̄ ≤

3

8
ξω. (3.63)

Let Ap > 1 be a constant such that for any X > Ap there holds X ≤ 2(p−2)X . At this point,

we choose

A > max



(
100p

p − 2

) 1
p−2

, A
1

p−2

p

 . (3.64)

We infer from (3.54) and (3.64) that

ξp−2
= 2−s∗(p−2)

= 2−2(p−2)ν−1
∗ Ap−2

≤ 2−2(p−2)Ap−2

≤ 2−100pA2−p, (3.65)

since ν∗ < 1. We now claim that Q0(l̄) * Q̃1. Taking into account that µ̃ ≤ µ+, we use

(3.63) and (3.65) to obtain

µ̃1−m(l0 − l̄)2−pr
p

0
≥ 4−4p(µ+)1−m (ξω)2−p Rp ≥ t1 + (µ+)1−mAp−2ω2−pRp,

which proves Q0(l̄) * Q̃1. Our task now is to deduce an upper bound for A0(l̄). Noting that

ũ ≤ µ+ and l0 − u ≤ ξω in L0, we infer from (3.63) and (3.65) that there exists a constant

γ1 depending only upon the data such that

(l0 − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

0

"
L0

ũm−1

(
l0 − u

l0 − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

0
dxdt

≤
(µ+)m−1(l0 − l̄)p−2−(1+λ)(p−1)

r
n+p

0

(ξω)(1+λ)(p−1) |L0|

≤ γ1

(µ+)m−1(ξω)p−2

Rn+p
|L0| ≤ γ1

(µ+)m−1A2−pξωp−2

Rn+p
Rn(−t̂)

|Q0 ∩ {u ≤ l0}|

|Q̃1|

≤ γ1

∣∣∣∣
{
(x, t) ∈ Q̃1 : u < µ− + ξω

}∣∣∣∣
|Q̃1|

≤ γ1ν1,
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since −t̂ ≤ Ap−2(µ+)1−mω2−pRp. In view of (3.46), we see that u(x, t̂) < µ− + ξω = l0 for

all x ∈ B R
4
. We now apply Lemma 2.3 with (l, d, θ) replaced by (l0, l0 − l̄, t1 − t̂), (3.57) and

(3.63) to deduce

ess sup
t̂<t<t1

1

rn
0

∫

B0×{t}

G

(
l0 − u

l0 − l̄

)
φk

0 dx

≤γ
(l0 − l̄)p−2

r
p+n

0

"
L0

um−1

(
l0 − u

l0 − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

0
dxdt

+ γ
r

p−n

0

(ξω)p
(µ+)1−m

∫

B0

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
r

p−n

0

(ξω)p−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B0

| f | dx

≤γ1ν1 + γ
(µ+)1−m

B̃pµ̃1−m
+ γ

(µ+)1−m

B̃p−1µ̃1−m
,

since φ0 = φ0(x) is time independent and the first two terms on the right-hand side of (2.9)

vanishes. Since µ̃ ≤ µ+, we conclude that there exists a constant γ1 depending only upon

the data such that

ess sup
t̂<t<t1

1

rn
0

∫

B0×{t}

G

(
l0 − u

l0 − l̄

)
φk

0 dx ≤ γ1ν1 + γ1(B̃−p
+ B̃1−p).

Consequently, we conclude that A0(l̄) ≤ 2γ1ν1 + γ1(B̃−p
+ B̃1−p). At this stage, we fix a

number χ ∈ (0, 1) which will be determined later. Now, we choose ν1 < 1 and B̃ > 1 be

such that

2γ1ν1 =
χ

4
and γ1(B̃−p

+ B̃1−p) <
χ

4
. (3.66)

This yields that A0(l̄) ≤ 1
2
χ. The next thing to do is to determine the value of l1. We first

consider the case "
Br0

(x1)×{t1−r
p

0
<t<t1}

ũm−1(l0 − u)
(1+λ)(p−1)
+ dx dt = 0.

Then, we apply Lemma 3.3 to conclude that u(x1, t1) ≥ l0 = µ− + ξω, which proves (3.55).

Next, we consider the case"
Br0

(x1)×{t1−r
p

0
<t<t1}

ũm−1(l0 − u)
(1+λ)(p−1)
+ dx dt > 0.

We find that A0(l) → +∞ as l → l0. Noting that A0(l) defined in (3.62) is continuous and

increasing, then there exists a number l̃ ∈ (l̄, l0) such that A0(l̃) = χ. In view of (3.63) and

(3.57), we infer that for B > 8 there holds

l0 − l̄ ≥
1

8
ξω >

1

4
(α−1 − α0). (3.67)

At this point, we define

l1 =


l̃, if l̃ < l0 −

1
4
(α−1 − α0),

l0 −
1
4
(α−1 − α0), if l̃ ≥ l0 −

1
4
(α−1 − α0),

(3.68)

and d0 = l0 − l1. Since B̃α0 < ξω, we have l1 ≥ l̄ > µ− +
1
2

B̃α0 +
1
4
ξω.

Step 2: Determine the sequence {l j}
∞
j=0

. Suppose that we have chosen two sequences

l1, · · · , l j and d0, · · · , d j−1 such that for i = 1, · · · , j, there holds

1

2
µ− +

1

8
ξω +

1

2
li−1 +

1

4
B̃αi−1 < li ≤ li−1 −

1

4
(αi−2 − αi−1), (3.69)
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Ai−1(li) ≤ χ, (3.70)

li > µ− +
1

2
B̃αi−1 +

1

4
ξω. (3.71)

Then, we claim that

A j(l̄) ≤
1

2
χ, where l̄ =

1

2
l j +

1

4
B̃α j +

1

8
ξω +

1

2
µ−. (3.72)

To prove (3.72), we first observe from (3.69) and (3.71) that l j − l̄ can be bounded below

by

l j − l̄ =
1

2
l j −

1

4
B̃α j −

1

8
ξω −

1

2
µ−

≥
1

4
(l j−1 − l j) +

1

4
l j +

1

16
ξω +

1

8
B̃α j−1 −

1

4
B̃α j −

1

8
ξω −

1

4
µ−

≥
1

4
(l j−1 − l j) +

1

4

(
µ− +

1

2
B̃α j−1 +

1

4
ξω

)

+
1

16
ξω +

1

8
B̃α j−1 −

1

4
B̃α j −

1

8
ξω −

1

4
µ−

=
1

4
(l j−1 − l j) +

1

4
B̃(α j−1 − α j).

(3.73)

To proceed further, we distinguish two cases. In the case Q j(l̄) * Q̃1. We infer from (3.73)

that

µ̃1−m(l j−1 − l j)
2−pr

p

j−1
≥ 16µ̃1−m(l j − l̄)2−pr

p

j
> t1 − t̂, (3.74)

since t1 − µ̃
1−m(l j − l̄)2−pr

p

j
< t̂. This yields that Q j−1(l j) * Q̃1. We now decompose

L j = L′
j
∪ L′′

j
, where

L′j = L j ∩

{
l j − ũ

l j − l̄
≤ ε1

}
and L′′j = L j \ L′j. (3.75)

Furthermore, we deduce from (3.71) that {u ≤ l j} = {ũ ≤ l j} and l j −
1

128
ξω > 1

2
l j, where

ũ = max
{
u, 1

128
ξω

}
. It follows that

"
L j

ũm−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j
dxdt

≤

"
L j∩{u> 1

128
ξω}

ũm−1

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j

+ 2(1+λ)(p−1)

"
L j∩{u≤ 1

128
ξω}

ũm−1


l j −

1
128
ξω

l j − l̄


(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j
dxdt

≤ 2(1+λ)(p−1)

"
L j

ũm−1

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j
dxdt

(3.76)

and hence

A j(l̄) ≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j

ũm−1

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j
dxdt

+ ess sup
t̂<t<t1

1

rn
j

∫

B j×{t}

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
φk

j dx,
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where the constant γ depends only upon p and λ. Our task now is to establish an estimate

for A j(l̄). Noting that u ≤ l j on L j, we have

ũ ≤ µ− + ξω = µ̃ and
l j−1 − u

l j−1 − l j

≥ 1 on L j. (3.77)

Taking into account that φ j−1(x) = 1 for (x, t) ∈ Q j, we use (3.74), (3.70) and (3.77) to

deduce

(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j

ũm−1 dxdt ≤
(l j − l̄)p−2µ̃m−1

r
n+p

j

|L j|

≤ γ
(l j − l̄)p−2µ̃m−1(t1 − t̂)

r
n+p

j

ess sup
t̂<t<t1

∫

B j−1

φk
j−1 dx

≤ γ
1

rn
j−1

ess sup
t̂<t<t1

∫

B j−1

G

(
l j−1 − u

l j−1 − l j

)
φk

j−1 dx ≤ γA j−1(l j) ≤ γχ,

(3.78)

since Q j−1(l j) * Q̃1 and A j−1(l j) is defined via (3.62) with l = l j. According to (3.78), we

have

(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′

j

ũm−1

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j
dxdt

≤
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

ε
(1+λ)(p−1)

1
|L j| ≤ γε

(1+λ)(p−1)

1
χ.

(3.79)

On the other hand, for any fixed ε2 < 1, we apply Young’s inequality to conclude that

(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j

ũm−1

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j
dxdt

≤ ε2

µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

|L j|

+ γ(ε2)
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)p n+h
nh

φ
(k−p)q

j
dxdt

=: T1 + T2,

with the obvious meanings of T1 and T2. Here, parameters h and q are chosen via (3.26).

In view of (3.78), we deduce that T1 ≤ γε2χ. To estimate T2, we set

ψ̃ j(x, t) =
1

l j − l̄


∫ l j

ũ

(
1 +

l j − s

l j − l̄

)− 1
p
− λ

p

ds


+

(3.80)

and use Lemma 2.1 with (l, d) replaced by (l j, l j − l̄) to deduce that

T2 ≤ γ
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j

ψ̃
p n+h

n

j
φ

(k−p)q

j
dxdt. (3.81)
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To proceed further, we set v = ψ̃ jφ
k1

j
, where k1 =

(k−p)nq

p(n+h)
. Using the similar arguments as

in the proof of Step 3 of Lemma 3.5, we can deduce the following estimate"
L′′

j

ψ̃
p n+h

n

j
φ

(k−p)q

j
dxdt =

"
L′′

j

vp+
ph

n dxdt

≤

∫ t1

t̂


∫

B j

v
np

n−p dx


n−p

n


∫

L′′
j
(t)

vh dx



p

n

dt

≤ γ ess sup
t̂<t<t1


∫

L′′
j
(t)

l j − ũ

l j − l̄
φ

k1h

j
dx



p

n
"

Q j

|Dv|p dxdt,

(3.82)

where

L′′j (t) = {x ∈ B j : u(·, t) ≤ l j} ∩

{
x ∈ B j :

l j − ũ(·, t)

l j − l̄
> ε1

}
. (3.83)

In view of (3.2), we conclude with
∫

L′′
j
(t)

l j − ũ

l j − l̄
φ

k1h

j
dx

≤ c(ε1)

∫

L′′
j
(t)

G

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)
φ

k1h

j
dx ≤ c(ε1)

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
φ

k1h

j
dx.

(3.84)

At this stage, we use Lemma 2.3 with (l, d, θ) replaced by (l j, l j − l̄, t1 − t̂) to deduce that

ess sup
t̂<t<t1

1

rn
j

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
φ

k1h

j
dx

≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
p+n

j

"
L j

um−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k1h−p

j
dxdt

+ γ
t1 − t̂

(l j − l̄)2rn
j

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
t1 − t̂

(l j − l̄)rn
j

∫

B j

| f | dx

= : T3 + T4 + T5,

with the obvious meanings of T3-T5. We first consider the estimate for T3. We apply

(3.78), (3.73) and (3.70) to find that

T3 ≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2−(1+λ)(p−1)

r
p+n

j

"
L j

ũm−1(l j − u)(1+λ)(p−1)φ
k1h−p

j
dxdt

≤γ
(l j−1 − l j)

p−2

r
p+n

j−1

"
L j−1

ũm−1

(
l j−1 − u

l j−1 − l j

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j−1
dxdt

≤γA j−1(l j) ≤ γ1χ,

(3.85)

where the constant γ1 depends only upon the data. Finally, we infer from (3.59), (3.73)

and (3.74) that

T4 + T5 ≤ γ
µ̃1−m

(l j − l̄)p
r

p−n

j

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
µ̃1−m

(l j − l̄)p−1
r

p−n

j

∫

B j

| f | dx ≤ γ(B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1)).

Consequently, we infer that

ess sup
t̂<t<t1

1
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j

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
φ

k1h

j
dx ≤ γχ + γ(B̃−p

+ B̃−(p−1)). (3.86)
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We now turn our attention to the estimate of T2. Combining the estimates (3.81)-(3.86),

we can rewrite the upper bound for T2 by

T2 ≤γ
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

rn
j

(χ + B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1))

p

n

×


"

Q j

φ
k1 p

j
|Dψ̃ j|

p dxdt +

"
Q j

φ
(k1−1)p

j
ψ̃

p

j
|Dφ j|

p dxdt



= : γ(χ + B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1))

p

n (T6 + T7),

with the obvious meanings of T6 and T7. We first consider the estimate for T6. Noting that

µ̃m−1 ≤ γm(µm−1
− + (ξω)m−1) ≤ γũm−1 on Q̂ = BR ×

(
−(µ+)1−mAp−2ω2−pRp, 0

)
, (3.87)

we conclude that

T6 =
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

rn
j

"
Q j

φ
k1 p

j
|Dψ̃ j|

p dxdt ≤ γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

rn
j

"
Q j

ũm−1|Dψ̃ j|
pφ

k1 p

j
dxdt.

Taking into account that {ũ < l j} = {u < l j}, we infer from (3.80) that

ũ
m−1

p |Dψ̃ j| = u
m−1

p |Du|
1

l j − l̄

(
1 +

l j − u

l j − l̄

)− 1
p
− λ

p

χ{ 1
128

ξω<u<l j}

≤ u
m−1

p |Du|
1

l j − l̄

(
1 +

l j − u

l j − l̄

)− 1
p
− λ

p

χ{u<l j} = u
m−1

p |Dψ j|,

(3.88)

where

ψ j(x, t) =
1

l j − l̄


∫ l j

u

(
1 +

l j − s

l j − l̄

)− 1
p
− λ

p

ds


+

.

At this stage, we use Lemma 2.3 with (l, d, θ) replaced by (l j, l j − l̄, t1 − t̂) and taking into

account the estimates for T3-T5. We conclude that

T6 ≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

rn
j

"
Q j

um−1|Dψ j|
pφ

k1 p

j
dxdt

≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
p

j

"
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um−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
(k1−1)p

j
dxdt

+ γ
t1 − t̂

(l j − l̄)2rn
j

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
t1 − t̂

(l j − l̄)rn
j

∫
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| f | dx

≤γ
(l j−1 − l j)
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"
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ũm−1

(
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l j−1 − l j

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j−1
dxdt

+ γ(B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1))

≤γ(χ + B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1)).

Next, we consider the estimate for T7. Similar to the estimate (3.34), we have

ψ̃ j(x, t) ≤
(l j − ũ)

1
p′

+

(l j − l̄)
1
p′

. (3.89)
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Consequently, we apply (3.87), (3.89) and (3.85) to conclude that

T7 ≤
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)p−1

φ
(k1−1)p

j
dxdt

≤
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

|L j|

+
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
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j

"
L j

ũm−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
(k1−1)p

j
dxdt

≤ γχ.

Then, we arrive at T2 ≤ γ(χ + B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1))1+

p

n and hence

(l j − l̄)p−2

r
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j

"
L′′

j

ũm−1

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j
dxdt

≤ γε2χ + γ(ε2)(χ + B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1))1+

p

n .

(3.90)

This yields that

(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j

ũm−1

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j
dxdt

≤ γε
(1+λ)(p−1)

1
χ + γε2χ + γ(ε2)(χ + B̃−p

+ B̃−(p−1))1+
p

n .

(3.91)

Furthermore, we apply Lemma 2.3 to obtain

ess sup
t

1
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j

∫

B j

G

(
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l j − l̄

)
φk

j dx

≤γ
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j

"
L j

um−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j
dxdt

+ γ
t1 − t̂

(l j − l̄)2rn
j

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
t1 − t̂

(l j − l̄)rn
j

∫

B j

| f | dx

= : S 1 + S 2 + S 3,

(3.92)

with the obvious meanings of S 1-S 3. To estimate S 1, we use (3.91) and (3.76) to infer that

S 1 ≤ γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
p+n

j

"
L j

ũm−1

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j
dxdt

≤ γ
[
ε

(1+λ)(p−1)

1
χ + ε2χ + γ(ε2)(χ + B̃−p

+ B̃−(p−1))1+
p

n

]
.

Similar to the estimates of T4 and T5, we obtain S 2 + S 3 ≤ γ(B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1)). Inserting the

estimates for S 1-S 3 into (3.92) and taking (3.91) into consideration, we conclude that there

exist constants γ1 = γ1(data) and γ2 = γ2(data, ε1, ε2) such that

A j(l̄) ≤γ1(B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1)) + γ1(ε1 + ε2)χ + γ2(χ + B̃−p

+ B̃−(p−1))1+
p

n . (3.93)

We now turn our attention to consider the case Q j(l̄) ⊆ Q̃1. For simplicity, we may take

ϕ j−1 = ϕ j−1(l j). We decompose L j(l̄) = L′
j
(l̄) ∪ L′′

j
(l̄), where

L′j(l̄) = L j(l̄) ∩

{
l j − ũ

l j − l̄
≤ ε1

}
and L′′j (l̄) = L j(l̄) \ L′j(l̄). (3.94)
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Similar to (3.76), we have

"
L j(l̄)

ũm−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤ 2(1+λ)(p−1)

"
L j(l̄)

ũm−1

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

(3.95)

and hence

A j(l̄) ≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

ũm−1

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

+ ess sup
t

1

rn
j

∫

B j×{t}

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
ϕ j(l̄)

k dx,

where the constant γ depends only upon p and λ. The next thing to do in the proof is to

obtain an upper bound for A j(l̄). To this end, we first observe that u ≤ l j on L j(l̄) and hence

l j−1 − u

l j−1 − l j

≥ 1 on L j(l̄).

In the case Q j−1(l j) * Q̃1, we have Q j(l̄) ⊂ Q j−1 and φ j−1(x) = 1 for (x, t) ∈ Q j(l̄). Then,

we use (3.70) to deduce

(l j − l̄)p−2µ̃m−1

r
n+p

j

|L j(l̄)| ≤ γ
1

rn
j−1

ess sup
t̂<t<t1

∫

B j−1

G

(
l j−1 − u

l j−1 − l j

)
φk

j−1 dx

≤ γA j−1(l j) ≤ γχ.

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

(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

ũm−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

dxdt

≤ γ
(l j−1 − l j)

p−2−(1+λ)(p−1)

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

ũm−1(l j−1 − u)(1+λ)(p−1) dxdt

≤ γ
(l j−1 − l j)

p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j−1

ũm−1

(
l j−1 − u

l j−1 − l j

)(1+λ)(p−1)

φ
k−p

j−1
dxdt

≤ γA j−1(l j) ≤ γχ.

Next, we consider the case Q j−1(l j) ⊆ Q̃1. In view of (3.73), we see that µ̃1−m(l j− l̄)2−pr
p

j
≤

1
16
µ̃1−m(l j−1−l j)

2−pr
p

j−1
. This yields that Q j(l̄) ⊂ Q j−1(l j) and ϕ j−1(x, t) = 1 for (x, t) ∈ Q j(l̄).

It follows that

(l j − l̄)p−2µ̃m−1

r
n+p

j

|L j(l̄)| ≤ γ
1

rn
j−1

ess sup
t

∫

B j−1

G

(
l j−1 − u

l j−1 − l j

)
ϕk

j−1 dx

≤ γA j−1(l j) ≤ γχ
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and

(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

ũm−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

dxdt

≤ γ
(l j−1 − l j)

p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j−1(l j)

ũm−1

(
l j−1 − u

l j−1 − l j

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ
k−p

j−1
dxdt

≤ γA j−1(l j) ≤ γχ.

Consequently, we conclude that the estimates

(l j − l̄)p−2µ̃m−1

r
n+p

j

|L j(l̄)| ≤ γχ (3.96)

and

(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

ũm−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

dxdt ≤ γχ (3.97)

hold for either Q j−1(l j) * Q̃1 or Q j−1(l j) ⊆ Q̃1. According to (3.96) and (3.77), we deduce

that

(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′

j
(l̄)

ũm−1

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

ε
(1+λ)(p−1)

1
|L j(l̄)| ≤ γε

(1+λ)(p−1)

1
χ.

(3.98)

Moreover, for any fixed ε2 < 1, we apply Young’s inequality and (3.77) to conclude that

(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j
(l̄)

ũm−1

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤ ε2

µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

|L j(l̄)|

+ γ(ε2)
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j
(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)p n+h
nh

ϕ j(l̄)
(k−p)q dxdt

=: T̃1 + T̃2,

with the obvious meanings of T̃1 and T̃2. In view of (3.96), we obtain T̃1 ≤ γε2χ. Next,

we use Lemma 2.1 with (l, d) replaced by (l j, l j − l̄) to deduce that

T̃2 ≤ γ
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j
(l̄)

ψ̃
p n+h

n

j
ϕ j(l̄)

(k−p)q dxdt, (3.99)
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where ψ̃ j is the function defined in (3.80). Let v = ψ̃ jϕ
k1

j
, where k1 =

(k−p)nq

p(n+h)
. We adopt the

same procedure as in the proof of Step 3 of Lemma 3.5. This yields that

"
L′′

j
(l̄)

ψ̃
p n+h

n

j
ϕ j(l̄)

(k−p)q dxdt

≤

∫ t1

t1−(µ+)1−m(l j−l̄)2−pr
p

j


∫

B j

v
np

n−p dx


n−p

n


∫

L′′
j
(t)

vh dx



p

n

dt

≤ γ ess sup
t


∫

L′′
j
(t)

l j − ũ

l j − l̄
ϕ j(l̄)

k1h dx



p

n
"

Q j(l̄)

|Dv|p dxdt,

(3.100)

where L′′
j
(t) is the set defined in (3.83). According to Lemma 3.4, we deduce that

∫

L′′
j
(t)

l j − ũ

l j − l̄
ϕ j(l̄)

k1h dx ≤ c(ε1)

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
ϕ j(l̄)

k1h dx. (3.101)

At this point, we apply Lemma 2.3 with (l, d, θ) replaced by (l j, l j − l̄, µ̃1−m(l j − l̄)2−pr
p

j
) to

conclude that

ess sup
t

1

rn
j

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
ϕ j(l̄)

k1h dx

≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
p+n

j

"
L j(l̄)

um−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k1h−p dxdt

+ γ
1

rn
j

"
L j(l̄)

l j − u

l j − l̄
|∂tϕ j(l̄)| dxdt

+ γ
r

p−n

j

(l j − l̄)p
µ̃1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
r

p−n

j

(l j − l̄)p−1
µ̃1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx

= : T̃3 + T̃4 + T̃5 + T̃6,

with the obvious meanings of T̃3-T̃6. In view of (3.97), we find that T̃3 ≤ γχ, since u ≤ ũ

on L j(l̄). Noting that (1 + λ)(p − 1) > 1 and |∂tϕ j(l̄)| ≤ 9(l j − l̄)p−2µ̃m−1r
−p

j
, we infer from

(3.87), (3.96) and (3.97) that

T̃4 ≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2µ̃m−1

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

l j − u

l j − l̄
dxdt

≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2µ̃m−1

r
n+p

j

|L j(l̄)| + γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

ũm−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

dxdt

≤γχ + Ai−1(li) ≤ γ2χ,

where the constant γ2 depends only upon the data. Finally, we infer from (3.59) and (3.73)

that T̃5 + T̃6 ≤ γ(B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1)). Combining the above estimates, we arrive at

ess sup
t

1

rn
j

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
ϕ j(l̄)

k1h dx ≤ γχ + γ(B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1)). (3.102)
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We now turn our attention to the estimate of T̃2. Combining (3.28)-(3.32), we can rewrite

the upper bound for T̃2 by

T̃2 ≤γ
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

rn
j

(χ + B−p
+ B−(p−1))

p

n

×


"

Q j(l̄)

ϕ j(l̄)
k1 p|Dψ̃ j|

p dxdt +

"
Q j(l̄)

ϕ j(l̄)
(k1−1)pψ̃

p

j
|Dϕ j|

p dxdt



= : γ(χ + B−p
+ B−(p−1))

p

n (T̃7 + T̃8),

with the obvious meanings of T̃7 and T̃8. We first consider the estimate for T̃7. In view of

(3.87) and (3.88), we see that

T̃7 ≤ γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

rn
j

"
Q j(l̄)

ũm−1|Dψ̃ j|
pϕ j(l̄)

k1 p dxdt

≤ γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

rn
j

"
Q j(l̄)

um−1|Dψ j|
pϕ j(l̄)

k1 p dxdt.

To proceed further, we use Lemma 2.3 and take into account the estimates for T̃3-T̃6. We

proceed to estimate T̃7 by

T̃7 ≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
p

j

"
L j(l̄)

um−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
(k1−1)p dxdt

+ γ

"
L j(l̄)

l j − u

l j − l̄
|∂tϕ j(l̄)| dxdt + γ

r
p

j

(l j − l̄)p
µ̃1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx

+ γ
r

p

j

(l j − l̄)p−1
µ̃1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx

≤γ(χ + B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1)),

where the constant γ depends only upon the data. To estimate T̃8, we use (3.89), (3.87),

(3.96), (3.97) and Young’s inequality to obtain

T̃8 ≤
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)p−1

ϕ j(l̄)
(k1−1)p dxdt

≤
µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

|L j(l̄)|

+
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

ũm−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
(k1−1)p dxdt

≤ γχ

and hence we arrive at T̃2 ≤ γ(χ + B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1))1+

p

n . This also yields that

µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j
(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤ γε2χ + γ(ε2)(χ + B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1))1+

p

n .

(3.103)
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Moreover, we conclude with

µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤ γε
(1+λ)(p−1)

1
χ + γε2χ + γ(ε2)η1−m(χ + B̃−p

+ B̃−(p−1))1+
p

n .

(3.104)

In order to derive an upper bound for A j(l̄), we need to estimate the second term on the

right-hand side of (3.61). To this end, we apply Lemma 2.3 with (l, d, θ) replaced by

(l j, l j − l̄, µ̃1−m(l j − l̄)2−pr
p

j
) to obtain

ess sup
t

1

rn
j

∫

B j

G

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)
ϕ j(l̄)

k dx

≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2

r
p+n

j

"
L j(l̄)

um−1

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

+ γ
1

rn
j

"
L j(l̄)

l j − u

l j − l̄
|∂tϕ j(l̄)|ϕ j(l̄)

k−1 dxdt

+ γ
r

p−n

j

(l j − l̄)p
µ̃1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
r

p−n

j

(l j − l̄)p−1
µ̃1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx

= : S̃ 1 + S̃ 2 + S̃ 3 + S̃ 4,

(3.105)

with the obvious meanings of S̃ 1-S̃ 4. To estimate S̃ 1, we apply (3.104) and (3.95) to deduce

S̃ 1 ≤ 2(1+λ)(p−1)γ
(l j − l̄)p−2µ̃m−1

r
p+n

j

"
L j(l̄)

(
l j − u

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤ 2(1+λ)(p−1)γ
[
ε

(1+λ)(p−1)

1
χ + ε2χ + γ(ε2)η1−m(χ + B̃−p

+ B̃−(p−1))1+
p

n

]
.

Next, we consider the estimate for S̃ 2. Similar to (3.76), we note from l j −
1

128
ξω > 1

2
l j

that

S̃ 2 =γ
1

rn
j

"
L j(l̄)∩{u> 1

128
ξω}

l j − ũ

l j − l̄
|∂tϕ j(l̄)|ϕ j(l̄)

k−1 dxdt

+ γ
1

rn
j

"
L j(l̄)∩{u≤ 1

128
ξω}

l j

l j − l̄
|∂tϕ j(l̄)|ϕ j(l̄)

k−1 dxdt

≤2γ
1

rn
j

"
L j(l̄)

l j − ũ

l j − l̄
|∂tϕ j(l̄)|ϕ j(l̄)

k−1 dxdt.

Furthermore, we decompose L j(l̄) = L′
j
(l̄) ∪ L′′

j
(l̄), where L′

j
(l̄) and L′′

j
(l̄) satisfy (3.94). In

view of |∂tϕ j(l̄)| ≤ 9(l j − l̄)p−2µ̃m−1r
−p

j
, we use (3.96) and (3.103) to conclude that

S̃ 2 ≤γ
(l j − l̄)p−2µ̃m−1

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l̄)

l j − ũ

l j − l̄
ϕ j(l̄)

k−1 dxdt

≤γε1

µ̃m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

|L′j(l̄)|

+ γ
(l j − l̄)p−2µ̃m−1

r
p+n

j

"
L′′

j
(l̄)

(
l j − ũ

l j − l̄

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l̄)
k−p dxdt

≤ε1χ + γ
[
ε2χ + γ(ε2)(χ + B̃−p

+ B̃−(p−1))1+
p

n

]
.
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Similar to the estimates of T̃5 and T̃6, we see that S̃ 3 + S̃ 4 ≤ γ(B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1)). Next, we

substitute the estimates for S 1-S 4 into (3.37). Taking into account (3.36), we infer that

there exist constants γ′
1
= γ′

1
(data) and γ′

2
= γ′

2
(data, ε1, ε2) such that

A j(l̄) ≤γ
′
1(B̃−p

+ B̃−(p−1)) + γ′1(ε1 + ε2)χ + γ′2(χ + B̃−p
+ B̃−(p−1))1+

p

n .

At this point, we first choose ε1 and ε2 be such that

ε1 = ε2 =
1

2
min

{
1

8γ1

,
1

8γ′
1

}
(3.106)

and then we determine the value of χ by

χ =
1

2
min


1

100
n
p γ

n
p

2

,
1

100
n
p (γ′

2
)

n
p


, (3.107)

where γ1 and γ2 are the constants in the estimate (3.93). Finally, with the choices of ε1, ε2

and χ, we set B so large that

B̃−p
+ B̃1−p < min


1

100γ1

χ,

(
1

100γ2

χ

) 1

1+
p
n

,
1

100γ′
1

χ,

(
1

100γ′
2

χ

) 1

1+
p
n

 .

With the choices of ε1, ε2, χ and B̃, we get A j(l̄) ≤
1
2
χ holds for either Q j(l̄) * Q̃1 or

Q j(l̄) ⊆ Q̃1, which completes the proof of (3.72). Our next goal is to determine the value

of l j+1. We first consider the case"
Br j

(x1)×
{
t1−r

p

j
<t<t1

} ũm−1(l j − u)
(1+λ)(p−1)
+ dx dt = 0.

According to Lemma 3.3 and (3.71), we conclude that

u(x1, t1) ≥ l j ≥ µ− +
1

2
B̃αi−1 +

1

4
ξω > µ− +

1

4
ξω,

which proves (3.55). We now consider the case"
Br j

(x1)×
{
t1−r

p

j
<t<t1

} ũm−1(l j − u)
(1+λ)(p−1)
+ dx dt > 0.

It follows that A j(l) → +∞ as l → l j. Since A j(l) is continuous and increasing, we infer

that there exists a number l̃ ∈ (l̄, l j) such that A j(l̃) = χ. At this point, we set

l j+1 =


l̃, if l̃ < l j −

1
4
(α j−1 − α j),

l j −
1
4
(α j−1 − α j), if l̃ ≥ l j −

1
4
(α j−1 − α j).

(3.108)

Recalling from (3.73) that l j − l̄ > 1
4

B̃(α j−1 −α j) >
1
4
(α j−1 −α j), we find that the definition

of l j+1 is justified.

Step 4: Proof of the estimate (3.55). For simplicity of notation, we write Q j = Q j(l j+1),

L j = L j(l j+1) and d j = l j − l j+1. According to (3.108), we find that (3.69) and (3.70) hold

with i = j + 1. In view of (3.71) j, we conclude from α j−1 ≥ α j that

l j+1 >l̄ =
1

2
l j +

1

4
B̃α j +

1

8
ξω +

1

2
µ−

>
1

2

(
µ− +

1

2
B̃α j−1 +

1

4
ξω

)
+

1

4
B̃α j +

1

8
ξω +

1

2
µ−

= µ− +
1

4
B̃(α j + α j−1) +

1

4
ξω ≥ µ− +

1

2
B̃α j +

1

4
ξω.
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This yields that (3.71) j+1 holds. Repeating the arguments as in Step 3, we construct l j+2

and hence we can determine a sequence of numbers {li}
∞
i=0

satisfying (3.69)-(3.71). Noting

that the sequence {li}
∞
i=0

is decreasing, we infer from (3.71) that the limitation of li exists.

This also yields that di → 0 as i→ ∞. Define

l̂ = lim
i→∞

li

and we assert that l̂ = u(x1, t1). Recalling that (3.70) holds for any i = 1, 2, · · · , we deduce

that

1

r
n+p

i

"
Bri

(x1)×{t1−r
p

i
<t<t1}

(l̂ − u)
(1+λ)(p−1)
+ dx dt ≤

4n+p

r
n+p

i−1

"
Li−1

(li−1 − u)(1+λ)(p−1) ϕ
k−p

i−1
dxdt

≤ 4n+p(ξω)1−mAi−1(li)d
(1+λ)(p−1)−(p−2)

i−1
≤ 4n+p(ξω)1−mχd

(1+λ)(p−1)−(p−2)

i−1
→ 0

as i → ∞. By Lemma 3.3, we have l̂ = u(x1, t1). Next, we claim that for any j ≥ 1 there

holds

d j ≤
1

4
d j−1 + γ

rp−n

j−1
µ̃1−m

∫

B j−1

g(y)
p

p−1 dy


1
p

+ γ

rp−n

j−1
µ̃1−m

∫

B j−1

| f (y)| dy


1

p−1

.

(3.109)

To start with, for any fixed j ≥ 1, we first assume that

d j >
1

4
d j−1 and d j >

1

4
(α j−1 − α j), (3.110)

since otherwise (3.43) holds immediately. In view of d j >
1
4
(α j−1 − α j), we infer from

(3.42) that A j(l j+1) = A j(l̃) = χ. According to (3.110), we repeat the arguments from Step

3 and this gives

χ = A j(l j+1) ≤γ
r

p−n

j

d
p

j

µ̃1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
r

p−n

j

d
p−1

j

µ̃1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx

+ γ(ε1 + ε2)χ + γ(ε2)χ1+
p

n

+ γ(ε2)


r

p−n

j

d
p

j

µ̃1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
r

p−n

j

d
p−1

j

µ̃1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx



1+
p

n

.

According to the choices of ε1, ε2 and χ in (3.106)-(3.107), we conclude with

(ε1 + ε2)χ + γ(ε2)χ1+
p

n ≤
1

4
χ.

Consequently, we infer that either

d j ≤ γ

rp−n

j
µ̃1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx


1
p

or d j ≤ γ

rp−n

j
µ̃1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx


1

p−1

,
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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

l1 − lJ ≤
1

3
d0 + γ

J−1∑

j=1

rp−n

j−1
µ̃1−m

∫

B j−1

| f (y)| dy


1

p−1

+ γ

J−1∑

j=1

rp−n

j−1
µ̃1−m

∫

B j−1

g(y)
p

p−1 dy


1
p

.

Recalling that d0 = l0 − l1 and l0 = µ− + ξω, we apply (3.57) to obtain

µ− + ξω ≤
4

3
d0 + lJ + γµ̃

1−m
p−1

∫ 2R

0

(
1

rn−p

∫

Br(x1)

f (y) dy

) 1
p−1 1

r
dr

+ γµ̃
1−m

p

∫ 2R

0

(
1

rn−p

∫

Br(x1)

g(y)
p

p−1 dy

) 1
p 1

r
dr

≤
4

3
d0 + lJ + γ

1

B̃
ξω.

(3.111)

Taking into account that l1 ≥ l̄ where l̄ = 1
2
l0 +

1
2
µ− +

1
4

B̃α0 +
1
8
ξω. We infer from (3.63)

that d0 ≤ l0 − l̄ ≤ 3
8
ξω. Passing to the limit J → ∞, we conclude from (3.111) that

u(x1, t1) > µ− +
1

2
ξω,

provided that we choose B̃ > 4γ. This shows that the inequality (3.55) holds for almost

everywhere point in Q̃2, since (x1, t1) is the Lebesgue point of u. The constant ν1 is deter-

mined via (3.66), where the quantity χ in (3.66) is fixed in terms of (3.107). We have thus

proved the lemma. �

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 Q̃0 = Q
(

1
16

R, (µ+)
1−mω2−p

(
1

16
R
)p)

and let u be a bounded nonneg-

ative weak solution to (1.1)-(1.2) in ΩT . There exist 0 < ξ1 < 2−5 and B1 > 1 depending

only upon the data and A such that

ess osc
Q̃0

u ≤ (1 − 2−1ξ1)ω + B1ξ
−1
1 (F1(2R)

p

p+m−1 + F2(2R)
p−1

p+m−2 ).

Proof. To start with, we first assume that (3.5), (3.47) and (3.56) are violated. We take

ν∗ = ν1 according to (3.66) in Lemma 3.6. Moreover, we choose s∗ = 2ν−1
∗ Ap−2 and

ξ1 = 2−s∗ . It follows from Lemma 3.6 that∣∣∣∣
{
(x, t) ∈ Q̃1 : u < µ− + ξ1ω

}∣∣∣∣ ≤ ν1|Q̃1|,

where Q̂1 = B R
8
× (t̂, 0). This implies that the condition for Lemma 3.7 is satisfied and it

follows that

ess osc
Q̃0

u ≤ (1 − 2−1ξ1)ω.

On the other hand, if either (3.5), (3.47) or (3.56) holds, then we conclude that either

ω ≤ (µ+)
1−m

p F1(2R), ω ≤ (µ+)
1−m
p−1 F2(2R), ω ≤ ξ

− 2
p

1
(µ+)

1−m
p F1(2R), ω ≤ ξ

− 1
p−1

1
(µ+)

1−m
p−1 F2(2R),

ξ1ω ≤ B̃(µ− + ξ1ω)
1−m

p F1(2R) or ξ1ω ≤ B̃(µ− + ξ1ω)
1−m
p−1 F2(2R).
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Noting that µ+ ≥
1
2
ω, (µ− + ξ1ω)

1−m
p ≤ (ξ1ω)

1−m
p and (µ− + ξ1ω)

1−m
p−1 ≤ (ξ1ω)

1−m
p−1 , we deduce

that the inequality

ess osc
Q̃0

u ≤ ω ≤ B1ξ
−1
1 (F1(2R)

p

p+m−1 + F2(2R)
p−1

p+m−2 ).

holds for a constant B1 = B1(data, A) > 1. It is now obvious that the proposition holds. �

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 −(Ap−2 − 1)(µ+)1−mω2−pRp ≤ t̄ ≤ 0 and let u be a bounded nonnegative

weak solution to (1.1)-(1.2) in ΩT . Then there exists a time level

t∗ ∈

[
t̄ − (µ+)1−mω2−p

(
3

4
R

)p

, t̄ −
1

2
ν0(µ+)1−mω2−p

(
3

4
R

)p]

such that ∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ B 3

4
R : u(x, t∗) > µ+ −

ω

4

}∣∣∣∣∣ ≤


1 − ν0

1 − 1
2
ν0

 |B 3
4

R|, (4.1)

where ν0 is the constant claimed by Lemma 3.5.

Next. we provide the following lemma regarding the time propagation of positivity.

Lemma 4.2. Let u be a bounded nonnegative weak solution to (1.1)-(1.2) in ΩT . There

exists a positive constant s1 that can be determined a priori only in terms of the data such

that either

ω ≤ 2
s1+n

p−1 (µ+)
1−m
p−1 F2(2R) + 2

2s1+n

p (µ+)
1−m

p F1(2R) (4.2)

or ∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ B 3

4
R : u(x, t) > µ+ −

ω

2s1

}∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
(
1 −

(
ν0

2

)2
)
|B 3

4
R| (4.3)

for all t ∈
[
t̄ − 1

2
ν0(µ+)1−mω2−p( 3

4
R)p, t̄

]
.

Proof. For simplicity, we write ̺ = 3
4
R. Let k = µ+ −

1
4
ω and c = 2−2−lω where l ≥ 2 is to

be determined later. Moreover, we set H+
k
=

1
4
ω and it follows that

H+k ≥ ess sup
B̺×[t∗ ,t̄]

|(u − k)+| .

We now consider the logarithmic function defined by

ψ+ = ln+


1
4
ω

1
4
ω − (u − k)+ + c

 .

Next, we take a smooth cutoff function 0 < ζ(x) ≤ 1, defined in B̺, and satisfying ζ ≡ 1

in B(1−σ)̺ and |Dζ | ≤ (σ̺)−1, where σ ∈ (0, 1) is to be determined. With these choices, we
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use the logarithmic estimate (2.12) to obtain
∫

B(1−σ)̺×{t}

[ψ+(u)]2 dx

≤

∫

B̺×{t∗}

[ψ+(u)]2 dx +
γ

σp̺p

"
B̺×[t∗ ,t̄]

um−1ψ+(u)[(ψ+)′(u)]2−p dxdt

+ γ(ln 2)l
22+l

ωp−1
(µ+)1−m̺p

∫

B̺

| f | dx + γ(ln 2)l
24+2l

ωp
(µ+)1−m̺p

∫

B̺

g
p

p−1 dx

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4

(4.4)

for all t ∈ [t∗, t̄]. Taking into account that ψ+(u) ≤ l ln 2, we conclude from (4.1) that

I1 ≤ (l ln 2)2

∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ B̺ : u(x, t∗) > µ+ −

ω

4

}∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ l2(ln2 2)


1 − ν0

1 − 1
2
ν0

 |B̺|.

In view of [(ψ+)′(u)]2−p ≤ (4−1ω)p−2, we have

I2 ≤ γ
1

σp̺p
(µ+)m−1l(ln 2)

(
ω

4

)p−2

(t̄ − t∗)|B̺| ≤ γ
l

σp
|B̺|,

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

ω > 2
l

p−1 (µ+)
1−m
p−1

̺p−n

∫

B̺

| f | dx


1

p−1

+ 2
2l
p (µ+)

1−m
p

̺p−n

∫

B̺

g
p

p−1 dx


1
p

(4.5)

and hence

I3 + I4 ≤ γl|B̺| ≤ γ
l

σp
|B̺|.

Combining the estimates for I1-I4, we arrive at
∫

B(1−σ)̺×{t}

[ψ+(u)]2 dx ≤ l2(ln2 2)


1 − ν0

1 − 1
2
ν0

 |B̺| + γ
l

σp
|B̺|.

On the other hand, the left-hand side of (4.4) can be estimated below by integrating over

the smaller set

S =

{
x ∈ B(1−σ)̺ : u(x, t) > µ+ −

ω

2l+2

}

and this implies that
∫

B(1−σ)̺×{t}

[ψ+(u)]2 dx ≥ (l − 1)2(ln2 2)|S |.

Consequently, we infer that the estimate
∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ B̺ : u(x, t) > µ+ −

ω

2l+2

}∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |S | + |B̺ \ B(1−σ)̺|

≤


(

l

l − 1

)2 
1 − ν0

1 − 1
2
ν0

 + γ
l

σp(l − 1)2
+ γσ

 |B̺|

holds for all t ∈ [t∗, t̄]. At this point, we choose γσ ≤ 3
8
ν2

0
and then l so large that

(
l

l − 1

)2

<

(
1 −

1

2
ν0

)
(1 + ν0) and γ

1

σpl
≤

3

8
ν2

0.

This proves the inequality (4.3) with s1 = l + 2. Moreover, if (4.5) is violated, then we get

(4.2) for such a choice of s1. We have thus proved the lemma. �
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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

Q
(1)

A
= B 3

4
R ×

(
−

1

2
Ap−2(µ+)1−mω2−pRp, 0

]

and

Q
(2)

A
= B 1

2
R ×

(
−

1

4
Ap−2(µ+)1−mω2−pRp, 0

]
,

where A satisfies (3.20) and (3.64). The proof of the De Giorgi type lemma is based on

the Kilpeläinen-Malý technique. Contrary to Lemma 3.5, we deal with the estimates for u

near the supremum µ+ and our proof makes no use of the cutoff function.

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < ξ < 4−1 p and let u be a bounded nonnegative weak solution to (1.1)-

(1.2) in ΩT . There exist constants ν2 ∈ (0, 1) and B̂ > 1, depending only upon the data,

such that if ∣∣∣∣
{
(x, t) ∈ Q

(1)

A
: u ≥ µ+ − ξω

}∣∣∣∣ ≤ ν2|Q
(1)

A
|,

then either

u(x, t) < µ+ −
1

6
ξω for a.e. (x, t) ∈ Q

(2)

A
(4.6)

or

ξω ≤ B̂

(
(µ+)

1−m
p F1(2R) + (µ+)

1−m
p−1 F2(2R)

)
. (4.7)

Here A = B̂ξ−1 and satisfies (3.20) and (3.64).

Proof. To start with, we first assume that

B̂ > max

4102B,

(
100p

p − 2

) 1
p−2

, A
1

p−2

p

 , (4.8)

where Ap > 1 is the constant such that for any X > Ap there holds X ≤ 2(p−2)X . For such a

choice of B̂, the constant A = B̂ξ−1 satisfies (3.20) and (3.64). Next, we assume that (3.5)

is violated, that is,

ξω >
3

4
B̂

(
1

3B̂
ξω + (µ+)

1−m
p F1(2R)) + (µ+)

1−m
p−1 F2(2R)

)
. (4.9)

We are reduced to proving (3.4). Let (x1, t1) ∈ Q
(2)

A
be a fixed point and assume that (x1, t1)

is a Lebesgue point of the function u. We set r j = 4− jC−1R and B j = Br j
(x1) where C > 40

is to be determined. For a sequence {l j}
∞
j=0

and a fixed l > 0, we define

Q j(l) = B j × (t1 − (µ+)1−m(l − l j)
2−pr

p

j
, t1).

Next, we set ϕ j(l) = φ j(x)θ j,l(t), where φ j ∈ C∞
0

(B j), φ j = 1 on B j+1, |Dφ j| ≤ r−1
j

and θ j,l(t)

is a Lipschitz function satisfies

θ j,l(t) = 1 in t ≥ t1 −
4

9
(µ+)1−m(l − l j)

2−pr
p

j
,

θ j,l(t) = 0 in t ≤ t1 −
5

9
(µ+)1−m(l − l j)

2−pr
p

j

and

θ j,l(t) =
t − t1 −

5
9
(µ+)1−m(l − l j)

2−pr
p

j

1
9
(µ+)1−m(l − l j)2−pr

p

j
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in t1−
5
9
(µ+)1−m(l− l j)

2−pr
p

j
≤ t ≤ t1−

4
9
(µ+)1−m(l− l j)

2−pr
p

j
. It is easy to show that ϕ j(l) = 0

on ∂PQ j(l). Moreover, for j = −1, 0, 1, 2, · · · , we construct the sequence {α j} similar to

(3.7), that is,

α j =
4− j−100

3B̂
ξω +

3

4

∫ r j

0

(
rp−n(µ+)1−m

∫

Br(x1)

g(y)
p

p−1 dy

) 1
p dr

r

+
3

4

∫ r j

0

(
rp−n(µ+)1−m

∫

Br(x1)

| f (y)| dy

) 1
p−1 dr

r
.

(4.10)

According to the definition of α j, we see that α j → 0 as j → ∞ and the sequence of α j

satisfy

α j−1 − α j ≥
4− j−100

B̂
ξω + γ

rp−n

j
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

g(y)
p

p−1 dy


1
p

+ γ

rp−n

j
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

| f (y)| dy


1

p−1

,

(4.11)

α j−1 − α j ≤
4− j−100

B̂
ξω + γ

rp−n

j−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j−1

g(y)
p

p−1 dy


1
p

+ γ

rp−n

j−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j−1

| f (y)| dy


1

p−1

(4.12)

and B̂α j−1 ≤ ξω for all j = 0, 1, 2, · · · . Furthermore, we introduce a quantity K j(l) by

K j(l) =
(µ+)m−1(l − l j)

p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L j(l)

(
u − l j

l − l j

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ j(l)
k−p dxdt

+ ess sup
t

1

rn
j

∫

B j×{t}

G

(
u − l j

l − l j

)
ϕ j(l)

k dx,

where G is the function defined in (2.1) and L j(l) = Q j(l)∩ {u ≥ l j} ∩ΩT . We observe that

K j(l) is continuous in l > l j and K j(l) ↓ 0 as l → ∞. Let l0 = µ+ − ξω and κ > 0 is to be

determined later. We construct the sequence l j in the following way. If K j(l j +
1
4
(α j−1 −

α j)) < κ, then we set l j+1 = l j +
1
4
(α j−1 − α j). If K j(l j +

1
4
(α j−1 − α j)) ≥ κ, then we choose

l j+1 > l j +
1
4
(α j−1 − α j) such that K j(l j+1) = κ. From the definition of l j, we find that

K j(l j+1) ≤ κ (4.13)

for any j ≥ 0. We proceed similarly as in Lemma 3.5 and divide the proof of (4.6) into

three steps.

Step 1: We establish an iteration scheme. To start with, we set l̄ = 1
2
(l0 + µ+) − 1

4
Bα0

and assert that l1 ≤ l̄. Observe that B̂α0 < ξω and hence

l̄ − l0 =
1

2
ξω −

1

4
B̂α0 ≥

1

4
ξω ≥

1

4
(α−1 − α0) and l̄ − l0 ≤

1

2
ξω. (4.14)

It follows that

(µ+)1−m(l̄ − l0)2−pr
p

0
≤ (µ+)1−m4p−2B̂2−pAp−2ω2−pC−pRp <

1

16
(µ+)1−mAp−2ω2−pRp,
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since C > 40. This also yields that Q0(l̄) ⊂ Q
(1)

A
. Since u − l0 ≤ ξω in L0(l̄), we conclude

that

(µ+)m−1(l̄ − l0)p−2

r
n+p

0

"
L0(l̄)

(
u − l0

l̄ − l0

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ0(l̄)k−p dxdt

≤
(µ+)m−1(l̄ − l0)p−2−(1+λ)(p−1)

r
n+p

0

(ξω)(1+λ)(p−1) |L0(l̄)|

≤ γ̂0Cn+p (µ+)m−1(ξω)p−2

Rn+p
|L0(l̄)|

≤ γ̂0Cn+p B̂p−2

∣∣∣Q(1)

A
∩ {u ≥ µ+ − ξω}

∣∣∣
|Q

(1)

A
|

≤ γ̂0Cn+pB̂p−2ν2,

where the constant γ̂0 depends only upon the data. Moreover, we apply Lemma 2.4 with

(a, d, l) replaced by (µ+, l̄ − l0, l0) to obtain

ess sup
t
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rn
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∫

B0×{t}

G

(
u − l0

l̄ − l0

)
ϕ0(l̄)k dx

≤γ
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r
p+n

0

"
L0(l̄)

um−1

(
u − l0
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)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ0(l̄)k−p dxdt

+ γ
1

rn
0

"
L0(l̄)

u − l0

l̄ − l0
|∂tϕ0(l̄)| dxdt

+ γ
r

p−n

0

(l̄ − l0)p
(µ+)1−m

∫

B0

g
p

p−1 dx + γ
r

p−n

0

(l̄ − l0)p−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B0

| f | dx,

since ϕ0(l̄) ∈ C∞
0

(Q0(l̄)) and the first term on the right-hand side of (2.10) vanishes. Taking

into account that u ≤ µ+ in L0(l̄) and |∂tϕ0(l̄)| ≤ 9(l̄− l0)p−2(µ+)m−1r
−p

0
, an argument similar

to the one used in the proof of Lemma 3.5 shows that there exists a constant γ̂1 depending

only upon the data such that

ess sup
t

1

rn
0

∫

B0×{t}

G

(
u − l0

l̄ − l0

)
ϕ0(l̄)k dx ≤ γ̂1Cn+p B̂p−2ν2 + γ̂1Cn−p(B̂−p

+ B̂1−p).

Consequently, we infer that

K0(l̄) ≤ (γ̂0 + γ̂1)Cn+pB̂p−2ν2 + γ̂1Cn−p(B̂−p
+ B̂1−p).

At this point, we choose ν2 < 1 and B̂ > 1 be such that

(γ̂0 + γ̂1)Cn+p B̂p−2ν2 =
κ

4
and γ̂1Cn−p(B̂−p

+ B̂1−p) <
κ

4
. (4.15)

Consequently, we deduce that K0(l̄) ≤ 1
2
κ. It follows from (4.13) that l1 ≤ l̄. Next, we set

d j = l j+1− l j and Q j = B j× (t1− (µ+)1−md
2−p

j
r

p

j
, t1). We claim that for any j ≥ 1 there holds

d j ≤
1

4
d j−1 + γ

4− j

B̂
ξω + γ

rp−n

j−1
(µ+)1−m

∫

B j−1

g(y)
p

p−1 dy


1
p

+ γ
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j−1
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∫

B j−1

| f (y)| dy


1

p−1

.

(4.16)



46 QIFAN LI

Step 2: Proof of the inequality (4.16). To start with, we first assume that for any fixed

j ≥ 1 there holds

d j >
1

4
d j−1 and d j >

1

4
(α j−1 − α j), (4.17)

since otherwise (4.16) holds immediately. Since d j >
1
4
(α j−1 − α j), we infer from the

construction of K j(l j+1) that K j(l j+1) = κ. To simplify the notation, we set ϕi = ϕi(li+1). In

view of d j >
1
4
d j−1, we deduce that

(µ+)1−md
2−p

j
r

p

j
≤ (µ+)1−m

r
p

j−1

4p

(
d j−1

4

)2−p

=
1

16
(µ+)1−md

2−p

j−1
r

p

j−1
,

which yields Q j ⊂ Q j−1 and ϕ j−1(x, t) = 1 for (x, t) ∈ Q j. We also remark that for any

i ≥ 0, the inclusion Qi ⊂ Q̂ holds, where Q̂ is defined in (2.14). Taking into account that

A = B̂ξ−1, we infer from (4.11) that

(µ+)1−md
2−p

i
r

p

i
≤ (µ+)1−m4p−2(αi−1 − αi)

2−pr
p

i

≤ (µ+)1−m4−2i4101(p−2)
(
ξω

B̂

)2−p

C−pRp ≤ (µ+)1−m
(
ω

A

)2−p

Rp,

provided that we choose C = 4101. This proves the inclusion Qi ⊂ Q̂ for any i ≥ 0. We

now turn our attention to the proof of (4.16). To this end, we set L j = Q j ∩ {u ≥ l j} ∩ ΩT

and decompose L j = L′
j
∪ L′′

j
, where

L′j = L j ∩

{
u − l j

d j

≤ ε1

}
and L′′j = L j \ L′j. (4.18)

In view of u ≤ l j on L j, we use (4.13) to deduce that

(µ+)m−1d
p−2

j

r
n+p

j

|L j| ≤
4n

rn
j−1

ess sup
t

∫

B j−1

G

(
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d j−1

)
ϕk

j−1 dx ≤ 4nκ. (4.19)

It follows from (4.19) that

(µ+)m−1d
p−2

j

r
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j

"
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j

(
u − l j

d j

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ
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dxdt

≤
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j
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ε
(1+λ)(p−1)

1
|L j| ≤ 4nε

(1+λ)(p−1)

1
κ.

(4.20)

Let parameters h and q be as in (3.26). For a fixed ε2 < 1, we apply Young’s inequality to

conclude that

(µ+)m−1d
p−2

j

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j

(
u − l j

d j

)(1+λ)(p−1)

ϕ
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j
dxdt

≤ ε2
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j
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j

|L j| + γ(ε2)
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j
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j

"
L′′

j

(
u − l j

d j

)p n+h
nh

ϕ
(k−p)q

j
dxdt

=: T1 + T2,
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with the obvious meanings of T1 and T2. According to (4.19), we see that T1 ≤ 4nε2κ. To

estimate T2, we use Lemma 2.2 with (l, d) replaced by (l j, d j) to deduce that

T2 ≤ γ
(µ+)m−1(l j − l̄)p−2

r
n+p

j

"
L′′

j

ψ
p n+h

n

j
ϕ

(k−p)q

j
dxdt, (4.21)

where

ψ j(x, t) =
1

d j


∫ u

l j

(
1 +

s − l j

d j

)− 1
p
− λ

p

ds


+

.

Let v = ψ jϕ
k1

j
, where k1 =

(k−p)nq

p(n+h)
. Recalling that p < n, we use Hölder’s inequality,

Sobolev’s inequality and Lemma 2.2 to deduce

"
L′′

j

ψ
p n+h

n

j
ϕ

(k−p)q

j
dxdt

≤

∫ t1
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j
r

p

j
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∫

B j
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vh dx
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p
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dt

≤ γ ess sup
t
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d j

ϕ
k1h
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dx
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p

n
"

Q j

|Dv|p dxdt,

(4.22)

where

L′′j (t) = {x ∈ B j : u(·, t) ≥ l j} ∩

{
x ∈ B j :

u(·, t) − l j

d j

> ε1

}
.

According to Lemma 3.4, we find that

∫

L′′
j
(t)

u − l j

d j

ϕ
k1h

j
dx ≤ c(ε1)

∫

L j(t)

G

(
u − l j

d j

)
ϕ

k1h

j
dx. (4.23)

At this point, we introduce the quantities M1 and M2 by

M1 =

r
p−n

j

d
p

j

(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

g
p

p−1 dx and M2 =

r
p−n

j

d
p−1

j

(µ+)1−m

∫

B j

| f | dx.

We now apply Lemma 2.4 with (a, d, l) replaced by (µ+, d j, l j) to conclude that
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d
p
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∫
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g
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d
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∫
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= : T3 + T4 + γM1 + γM2,
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since ϕ j = 0 on ∂PQ j. We first consider the estimate for T3. According to (4.13) and

(4.17), we conclude that

T3 ≤γ
d

p−2−(1+λ)(p−1)

j
(µ+)m−1
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p+n

j

"
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(1+λ)(p−1)ϕ

k1h−p

j
dxdt
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≤γKi−1(li) ≤ γκ.

Taking into account that (1 + λ)(p − 1) > 1, l j−1 ≤ l j, d j > 4−1d j−1 and |∂tϕ j| ≤

9d
p−2

j
(µ+)m−1r

−p

j
, we infer from (4.19) that

T4 ≤γ
d
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j
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dxdt
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d
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≤γκ + Ki−1(li) ≤ γκ.

Combining the above estimates, we infer that there exists a constant γ depending only upon

the data such that

ess sup
t

1

rn
j

∫

B j

G

(
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d j

)
ϕ

k1h

j
dx ≤ γκ + γ(M1 + M2). (4.24)

We now turn our attention to the estimate of T2. Combining (4.21)-(4.24), we can rewrite

the upper bound for T2 by

T2 ≤γ
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j

rn
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p dxdt



= : γ(κ + M1 + M2)
p

n (T7 + T8),

with the obvious meanings of T7 and T8. We first consider the estimate for T7. Noting that

ξ < 4−1 and ω ≤ 2µ+, we have u ≥ l j = µ+ − ξω ≥ µ+ − 2ξµ+ >
1
2
µ+ on L j and hencep

T7 =
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To proceed further, we use Lemma 2.3 with (a, d, l) replaced by (µ+, d j, l j) and taking into

account the estimates for T3-T6. Since ϕ j = 0 on ∂PQ j, we conclude that

T7 ≤γ
d
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To estimate T8, we first note that
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Consequently, we infer that
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and hence we arrive at T2 ≤ γ(κ + M1 + M2)1+
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n . Combining the above estimates, we

conclude with
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(4.25)

This also yields that
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Furthermore, we aim to improve the estimate (4.24). To this end, we apply Lemma 2.4 to

obtain
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t
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d
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(4.27)

with the obvious meanings of S 1 and S 2. To estimate S 1, we apply (4.26) to deduce that
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Finally, we consider the estimate for S 2. To this end, we decompose L j = L′
j
∪ L′′

j
, where

L′
j

and L′′
j

satisfy (4.18). In view of |∂tϕ j| ≤ 9d
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j
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j
, we use (4.19) and (4.25) to

conclude that
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Inserting the estimates for S 1 and S 2 into (4.27) and taking into account (4.26), we arrive

at

K j(l j+1) ≤γ(M1 + M2) + 2(1+λ)(p−1)γ4n(ε1 + ε2)κ + γ(ε2)(κ + M1 + M2)1+
p

n .

Recalling that κ = K j(l j+1), we conclude that there exist constants γ̂2 = γ̂2(data) and

γ̂3 = γ̂3(data, ε1, ε2) such that
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.

At this point, we first determine the values of ε1 and ε2 by ε1 = ε2 = (8γ̂2)−1. The choices

of ε1 and ε2 determine the value of γ̂3. Moreover, we choose κ be such that

κ = 4
− n

p γ̂
− n

p

3
. (4.28)
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The choices of ε1, ε2 and χ ensuring γ̂2(ε1 + ε2)κ + γ̂3κ
1+

p

n ≤ 1
2
κ and we conclude that
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holds, which proves the inequality (4.17).

Step 3: Proof of the inequality (4.6). Let J > 1 be a fixed integer. We sum up the

inequality (4.17) for j = 1, · · · , J − 1 and obtain
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In view of d0 = l1 − l0 and l0 = µ+ − ξω, we apply (4.9) to conclude that there exists a

constant γ̂4 = γ̂4(data) > 1 such that
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(4.29)

According to (4.14), we find that d0 ≤ l̄ − l0 ≤
1
2
ξω. Passing to the limit J → ∞, we infer

from (4.29) that

u(x1, t1) < µ+ −
1

6
ξω,

provided that we choose B̂ > 6γ̂4. This shows that the estimate (4.6) holds for almost

everywhere point in Q
(2)

A
, since (x1, t1) is the Lebesgue point of u. Taking into account that

C = 4101, (4.8) and (4.15), we determine the constant B̂ by

B̂ = max


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p − 2

) 1
p−2

, A
1

p−2

p

 , (4.30)

where the constant κ is determined via (4.28). For such a choice of B̂, we determine the

value of ν2 via (4.15) by

ν2 =
κ

4101(n−p)+1(γ̂0 + γ̂1)B̂p−2
. (4.31)

We find that the constant ν2 depends only upon the data and independent of ξ. The proof

of the Lemma is now complete. �

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 (1.1)-(1.2) inΩT . For every

ν̄ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a positive integer q∗ = q∗(data, ν̄) such that either

ω ≤ 2s1+q∗ (µ+)
1−m

p F1(2R) + 2s1+q∗ (µ+)
1−m
p−1 F2(2R) (4.32)

or ∣∣∣∣∣
{
(x, t) ∈ Q

(1)

A
: u ≥ µ+ −

ω

2s1+q∗

}∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ν̄|Q
(1)

A
|, (4.33)

where s1 > 2 is the constant claimed by Lemma 4.2 and A = 2s1+q∗ B̂.

Proof. For simplicity, we abbreviate QA = Q
(1)

A
. To start with, we first assume that (4.2) is

violated, that is,

ω > 2
s1+n

p−1 (µ+)
1−m
p−1 F2(2R) + 2

2s1+n

p (µ+)
1−m

p F1(2R). (4.34)

According to Lemma 4.2, we infer that the slice-wise estimate
∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ B 3

4
R : u(x, t) > µ+ −

ω

2s1

}∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
(
1 −

(
ν0

2

)2
)
|B 3

4
R| (4.35)

holds for all t ∈
(
− 1

2
Ap−2(µ+)1−mω2−pRp, 0

]
. Let q∗ > 1 to be determined in the course of

the proof. For j > 2 and A = 2s1+q∗ B̂, we define

Q′A = BR ×
(
−Ap−2(µ+)1−mω2−pRp, 0

]
,

A j(t) =

{
x ∈ B 3

4
R : u(x, t) > µ+ −

ω

2 j

}

and

Q+j =

{
(x, t) ∈ QA : u(x, t) > µ+ −

ω

2 j

}
.

Now for q∗ ∈ N, we set k j = µ+−2− jω for j = s1, s1+1, · · · , s1+q∗. Take a cutoff function

0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, such that ϕ = 1 in QA, ϕ = 0 on ∂PQ′
A
,

|Dϕ| ≤
4

R
and 0 ≤

∂ϕ

∂t
≤ 2A2−p(µ+)m−1ωp−2R−p.

We consider the Caccioppoli estimate (2.13) for the truncated functions (u − k j)+ over the

cylinder Q′
A

and obtain"
Q′

A

um−1|D(u − k j)+ϕ|
p dxdt

≤ γ

"
Q′

A

um−1(u − k j)
p
+|Dϕ|

p dxdt + γ

"
Q′

A

(u − k j)
2
+
|∂tϕ| dxdt

+ γ

"
Q′

A

| f |(u − k j)+ dxdt + γ

"
Q′

A

g
p

p−1 dxdt.

Taking into accouont that j > 2 and ω < 2µ+, we have u ≥ k j > µ+ −
1
4
ω > 1

2
µ+ on the set

{u ≥ k j}. Then, we deduce"
Q′

A

um−1|D(u − k j)+ϕ|
p dxdt ≥

(
µ+

2

)m−1
"

Q+
j

|Du|p dxdt.

In view of (u − k j)+ ≤ 2− jω and A = 2s1+q∗ B̂, we conclude that"
Q′

A

um−1(u − k j)
p
+|Dϕ|

p dxdt ≤ γ
(µ+)m−1

Rp

(
ω

2 j

)p

|QA|
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and
"

Q′
A

(u − k j)
2
+
|∂tϕ| dxdt ≤ γ

(µ+)m−1ωp−2

Ap−2Rp

(
ω

2 j

)2

|QA|

= γ
(µ+)m−1

Rp

(
ω

2s1+q∗ B̂

)p−2 (
ω

2 j

)2

|QA| ≤ γ
(µ+)m−1

Rp

(
ω

2 j

)p

|QA|,

since j ≤ s1 + q∗ and B̂ > 1. Furthermore, we deal with the estimates for the lower order

terms. In view of u − k j ≤ 2− jω, we find that

"
Q′

A

| f |(u − k j)+ dxdt ≤ γ

(
ω

2 jRp

) (
Rp−n

∫

BR

| f | dx

)
|QA|

= γ

(
(µ+)m−1

Rp

(
ω

2 j

)p

|QA|

) [(
ω

2 j

)1−p

(µ+)1−mRp−n

∫

BR

| f | dx

]

≤ γ
(µ+)m−1

Rp

(
ω

2 j

)p

|QA|,

provided that we assume

ω ≥ 2 j(µ+)
1−m
p−1

(
Rp−n

∫

BR

| f | dx

) 1
p−1

. (4.36)

Finally, we deduce that

"
Q′

A

g
p

p−1 dxdt ≤ γ

(
(µ+)m−1

Rp

(
ω

2 j

)p

|QA|

) [(
ω

2 j

)−p

(µ+)1−mRp−n

∫

BR

g
p

p−1 dx

]

≤ γ
(µ+)m−1

Rp

(
ω

2 j

)p

|QA|,

provided that we assume

ω ≥ 2 j(µ+)
1−m

p

(
Rp−n

∫

BR

g
p

p−1 dx

) 1
p

. (4.37)

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

upon the data such that

"
Q+

j

|Du|p dxdt ≤ γ
1

Rp

(
ω

2 j

)p

|QA|. (4.38)

To proceed further, we apply a De Giorgi type Lemma (see [6, Lemma 2.2]) to the function

u(·, t), for all − 1
2
Ap−2(µ+)1−mω2−pRp ≤ t ≤ 0, and with l = µ+−2−( j+1)ω and k = µ+−2− jω.

According to (4.35), we deduce that

∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ B 3

4
R : u(x, t) ≤ µ+ −

ω

2 j

}∣∣∣∣∣ = |B 3
4

R| − |A j(t)| ≥

(
ν0

2

)2

|B 3
4

R|

holds for all t ∈
(
− 1

2
Ap−2(µ+)1−mω2−pRp, 0

]
. This yields that the estimate

ω

2 j+1
|A j+1(t)| ≤

γ

ν2
0

Rn+1

|BR|

∫

As(t)\As+1(t)

|Du| dx ≤ γ
R

ν2
0

∫

As(t)\As+1(t)

|Du| dx
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holds for any − 1
2
Ap−2(µ+)1−mω2−pRp ≤ t ≤ 0. Integrating the preceding inequality over the

interval
(
− 1

2
Ap−2(µ+)1−mω2−pRp, 0

]
, we conclude from (4.38) that

ω

2 j+1
|Q+j+1| ≤

γR

ν2
0

"
Q+

j
\Q+

j+1

|Du| dxdt

≤
γR

ν2
0


"

Q+
j
\Q+

j+1

|Du|p dxdt



1
p

|Q+j \ Q+j+1|
p−1

p

≤
γ

ν2
0

(
ω

2 j

)
|QA|

1
p |Q+j \ Q+j+1|

p−1

p .

It follows that

|Q+j+1|
p

p−1 ≤ γν
−

2p

p−1

0
|QA|

1
p−1 |Q+j \ Q+j+1|.

Furthermore, we add up these inequalities for j = s1, s1 + 1, · · · , s1 + q∗ − 1 and deduce

that

(q∗ − 1)|Q+s1+q∗
|

p

p−1 ≤ γν
−

2p

p−1

0
|QA|

p

p−1 ,

where the constant γ depends only upon the data. From the definition of Q+
j
, the above

inequality reads
∣∣∣∣∣
{
(x, t) ∈ QA : u(x, t) > µ+ −

ω

2s1+q∗

}∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
γ

ν2
0

1

(q∗ − 1)
p−1

p

|QA|.

At this point, we take q∗ = q∗(data, ν̄) ≥ 2 according to

q∗ = q∗(ν̄) = n + 2 +


γ

ν2
0
ν̄


p

p−1

. (4.39)

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

(4.36) and (4.37) by j = s1+q∗. On the other hand, if the inequality (4.34), (4.36) or (4.37)

is violated, then we deduce the inequality (4.32). We have thus proved the lemma. �

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 Q̃0 = Q
(

1
16

R, (µ+)
1−mω2−p

(
1

16
R
)p)

and let u be a bounded nonneg-

ative weak solution to (1.1)-(1.2) in ΩT . There exist 0 < ξ2 < 2−5 and B2 > 1 depending

only upon the data such that

ess osc
Q̃0

u ≤ (1 − 6−1ξ2)ω + B2ξ
−1
2 (F1(2R)

p

p+m−1 + F2(2R)
p−1

p+m−2 ).

Proof. Let ν2 be the constant claimed in Lemma 4.3. We take ν̄ = ν2 in Lemma 4.4 and

this fixes q∗ via (4.39). Moreover, we fix ξ2 = 2−(s1+q∗) and A = ξ−1
2

B̂. We first assume that

(4.2), (4.7) and (4.32) are violated, then we infer from Lemma 4.3 that

ess osc
Q̃0

u ≤ (1 − 6−1ξ2)ω.

On the other hand, if either (4.2), (4.7) or (4.32) holds, then we deduce that either

ω ≤ 2
2s1+n

p (µ+)
1−m

p F1(2R), ω ≤ 2
s1+n

p−1 (µ+)
1−m
p−1 F2(2R), ξ2ω ≤ B̂(µ+)

1−m
p F1(2R),

ξ2ω ≤ B̂(µ+)
1−m
p−1 F2(2R), ω ≤ 2s1+q∗ (µ+)

1−m
p F1(2R) or ω ≤ 2s1+q∗ (µ+)

1−m
p−1 F2(2R).
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In view of µ+ ≥
1
2
ω, we conclude that there exists a constant B2 > 1 depending only upon

the data such that

ess osc
Q̃0

u ≤ ω ≤ B2ξ
−1
2 (F1(2R)

p

p+m−1 + F2(2R)
p−1

p+m−2 ).

The proof of the proposition is now complete. �

5. Proof of the main result

This section is devoted to give the final part of the proof of Theorem 1.2. 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 {ξ1, B1} and {ξ2, B2} are the constants

claimed by Proposition 3.8 and Proposition 4.5, respectively. Let ω0 = ω, µ0 = µ+, R0 = R

and Q0 = QR = BR × (−Rp−ε0 , 0). Moreover, we set

ω1 = ηω0 + γ[F1(2R0)
p

p+m−1 + F2(2R0)
p−1

p+m−2 ] and µ1 = ess sup
Q1

u, (5.1)

where η = max
{
1 − 2−1ξ1, 1 − 6−1ξ2

}
< 1,

γ = max
{
B1ξ

−1
1 , B2ξ

−1
2

}
, and Q1 = B 1

16
R0
×

(
−µ1−m

0 ω
2−p

0

(
1

16
R0

)p

, 0

)
.

According to Proposition 3.8 and Proposition 4.5, we conclude that

ess osc
Q1

u = ess sup
Q1

u − ess inf
Q1

u ≤ ω1. (5.2)

Our task now is to construct a smaller cylinder Q2 under the assumption that ess oscQ1
u ≥

1
2
ω1. We first claim that µ0 ≤

4
η
µ1. In the case µ− ≤

1
2
µ+, we have µ+ ≤ ω + µ− ≤ ω +

1
2
µ+

and hence µ+ ≤ 2ω = 2ω0. In view of (5.1), we find that µ0 = µ+ ≤
2
η
ω1 ≤

4
η
µ1. In the

case µ− >
1
2
µ+, we have µ1 ≥ µ− >

1
2
µ+. At this point, we set

δ =
1

16
2
− 3m

p η
m+p−3

p A
2−p

p , R1 = δR0 and Q2 = B 1
16

R1
×

(
−µ1−m

1 ω
2−p

1

(
1

16
R1

)p

, 0

)
.

In view of µ0 ≤
4
η
µ1 and ω1 ≥ ηω0, we conclude that

Q̂2 := BR1
×

(
−µ1−m

1

(
ω1

A

)2−p

R
p

1
, 0

)
⊆ B 1

16
R0
×

(
−

1

2
µ1−m

0 ω
2−p

0

(
1

16
R0

)p

, 0

)
. (5.3)

Next, we claim that

ess osc
Q2

u ≤ ω2, where ω2 = ηω1 + γ[F1(2R1)
p

p+m−1 + F2(2R1)
p−1

p+m−2 ]. (5.4)

The claim can be proved in the same way as shown before. In fact, we observe that the

nonuniformly parabolic cylinders

Q j(l̄) = B j × (t1 − (µ+)1−m(l j − l̄)2−pr
p

j
, t1), l̄ =

1

2
l j +

1

16
Bα j +

1

32
ω +

1

2
µ−

and Q j = Q j(l j+1) = B j × (t1 − (µ+)1−m(l j − l j+1)2−pr
p

j
, t1)

constructed in the proof of Lemma 3.5 are contained in the cylinder Q̂, where Q̂ = BR ×(
−(µ+)1−mAp−2ω2−pRp, 0

)
. Similarly, we find that the cylinders

Q0(l̄) = B0 × (t1 − (µ+)1−m(l̄ − l0)2−pr
p

0
, t1), l̄ = µ+ −

1

2
ξω −

1

4
B̂α0

and Q j = Q j(l j+1) = B j × (t1 − (µ+)1−m(l j+1 − l j)
2−pr

p

j
, t1)
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considered in the proof of Lemma 4.3 are also contained in the cylinder Q̂. Consequently,

the statements of Proposition 3.8 and Proposition 4.5 are still valid if we modify the settings

of µ+ and µ− by

µ+ = ess sup
Q̂

u and µ− = ess inf
Q̂

u.

Thus we arrive at the conclusion that (5.4) holds. At this point, we define Rk = δRk−1 =

δkR0 and

ωk = ηωk−1 + γ[F1(2Rk−1)
p

p+m−1 + F2(2Rk−1)
p−1

p+m−2 ].

We first observe that ωk+1 ≥
1
2
ωk for any k ≥ 0. Another step in the proof is to show that

ωk ≤ ω0 and ωk → 0 as k → ∞. For simplicity of notation, we write Fk = F1(2Rk)
p

p+m−1 +

F2(2Rk)
p−1

p+m−2 . We see that Fk ↓ 0 as k → ∞. For any fixed integer k ≥ 0, we infer that for

n > k there holds

ωn = η
n−kωk + γη

n

n∑

j=k+1

η− jF j−1 ≤ η
n−kωk + γ

1

1 − η
Fk. (5.5)

Then, we have ωn ≤ ω0, provided that we choose R > 0 so small that F0 ≤ (1 − η)ω0.

Passing to the limit n→ ∞, we conclude from (5.5) that

lim
n→∞

ωn ≤ γ
1

1 − η
Fk (5.6)

holds for any fixed k > 1. Passing to the limit k → ∞ in (5.6), we conclude that ωk → 0

as k → ∞. Next, we consider the case ess oscQ1
u < 1

2
ω1. Let k1 ≥ 1 be a smallest integer

such that

1

2
ωk1

< ess osc
Q1

u < ωk1
. (5.7)

At this point, we first define Qk1+1 by

Qk1+1 = B 1
16

Rk1
×

(
−µ1−m

1 ω
2−p

k1

(
1

16
Rk1

)p

, 0

)
.

Taking into account that ωk1
≥ ηk1ω0, Rk1

= δk1R0 and

µ0 ≤ 2ω0 ≤ 2η−k1ωk1

< 4η−k1µ1 if µ− ≤
1
2
µ+,

µ0 < 2µ− ≤ 2µ1 if µ− >
1
2
µ+.

It follows that

µ1−m
1

(
ωk1

A

)2−p

R
p

k1
≤ 4m−1ηk1(1−m)ηk1(2−p)Ap−2µ1−m

0 ω
2−p

0

(
δk1 R0

)p

≤
1

2
µ1−m

0 ω
2−p

0

(
1

16
R0

)p

,

(5.8)

since δ = 1
16

2
− 3m

p η
m+p−3

p A
2−p

p . Consequently, we infer that

Q̂k1+1 := BRk1
×

(
−µ1−m

1

(
ωk1

A

)2−p

R
p

k1
, 0

)
⊆ B 1

16
R0
×

(
−

1

2
µ1−m

0 ω
2−p

0

(
1

16
R0

)p

, 0

)
.

Taking into account (5.7) and (5.8), and using the same argument as in the proof of (5.4),

we deduce that ess oscQk1+1
u ≤ ωk1+1. Furthermore, we introduce the cylinders Q2, · · · , Qk1
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by

Q2 = B 1
16

R1
×

(
−(µ(2))1−m(ω(2))2−p

(
1

16
R1

)p

, 0

)
,

Q3 = B 1
16

R2
×

(
−(µ(3))1−m(ω(3))2−p

(
1

16
R2

)p

, 0

)
,

· · · · · ·

Qk1
= B 1

16
Rk1−1
×

(
−(µ(k1))1−m(ω(k1))2−p

(
1

16
Rk1−1

)p

, 0

)
,

where µ(2)
= ηµ0, µ(3)

= η2µ0, · · · , µ(k1)
= ηk1−1µ0 and ω(2)

= ηω0, ω(3)
= η2ω0, · · · ,

ω(k1)
= ηk1−1ω0. It is easy to check that Qk1+1 ⊂ Qk1

⊂ · · · ⊂ Q1. Taking into account

that k1 ≥ 1 is the smallest integer such that (5.7) holds and ω j+1 ≥
1
2
ω j for any j ≥ 0, we

conclude that ess oscQ1
u < 1

2
ω1 ≤ ω2 and hence

ess osc
Q1

u ≤ min{ω1, ω2, · · · , ωk1
}.

Consequently, we infer that

ess osc
Q2

u ≤ ess osc
Q1

u ≤ ω2, ess osc
Q3

u ≤ ess osc
Q1

u ≤ ω3,

· · · , ess osc
Qk1

u ≤ ess osc
Q1

u ≤ ωk1
.

We may now repeat the same arguments as in the previous proof and conclude that there

exist two sequences ω(n), µ(n) and a sequence of cylinders

Qn = B 1
16

Rn−1
×

(
−(µ(n))1−m(ω(n))2−p

(
1

16
Rn−1

)p

, 0

)

such that ω(n) ≤ ω0, µ(n) ≤ µ0, Q0 ⊃ Q1 ⊃ · · · ⊃ Qn ⊃ · · · and there holds

ess osc
Qn

u ≤ ωn

for all n = 0, 1, · · · . We are now in a position to establish a continuity estimate for the weak

solutions. To this end, we fix ¯̺ ∈ (0,R0), r̄ ∈ (0, ¯̺) and 0 < b < min{δ, η}. Then, there exist

two integers k ∈ N and l ∈ N such that

k − 1 <
ln

¯̺

R0

ln δ
≤ k and l − 1 <

ln r̄
¯̺

ln b
≤ l. (5.9)

Moreover, we set n = k + l and observe that

ηn−k
= exp(αl ln b) = bαl ≤

(
r̄

¯̺

)α
, where α =

ln η

ln b
.

It follows from (5.5) that the estimate

ωn ≤

(
r̄

¯̺

)α
ω0 + γ

1

1 − η

(
F1(2 ¯̺)

p

p+m−1 + F2(2 ¯̺)
p−1

p+m−2

)
. (5.10)

holds for any 0 < r̄ < ¯̺ < R0 and n = k + l, where k and l satisfy (5.9). Furthermore, we

take 0 < r̄ < R0 and specify ¯̺ = R
1−β

0
r̄β. This also determines k∗ and l∗ via (5.9) by

k∗ − 1 <
β

ln δ
ln

r̄

R0

≤ k∗ and l∗ − 1 <
(1 − β)

ln b
ln

r̄

R0

≤ l∗.
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For n∗ = k∗ + l∗, we find that the estimate (5.10) reads

ωn∗ ≤

(
r̄

R0

)α(1−β)

ω0 + γ

(
F1(2R

1−β

0
r̄β)

p

p+m−1 + F2(2R
1−β

0
r̄β)

p−1

p+m−2

)

and n∗ satisfies

n∗ − 2 <

(
β

ln δ
+

1 − β

ln b

)
ln

r̄

R0

≤ n∗. (5.11)

At this stage, we set a0 = µ
1−m
0

ω
2−p

0
and Q̄n = BRn

× (−a0R
p
n , 0). Recalling that ω(n) ≤ ω0

and µ(n) ≤ µ0, we see that Q̄n ⊂ Qn. Moreover, we define

σ = β + (1 − β)
ln δ

ln b
and r = δ2R0

(
r̄

R0

)σ
.

This yields that

r̄ = R0

(
δ−2R−1

0 r
) 1
σ

and R
1−β

0
r̄β = δ

−2
β

β+
1−β
ln b

ln δ r
β

σ R
(1−β) ln δ

σ ln b

0
≤ c(δ)r

β

σ .

In view of (5.11), we conclude with

r = R0 exp

(
σ ln

r̄

R0

+ 2 ln δ

)
< R0en∗ ln δ

= Rn∗

and hence Q(r, a0rp) ⊂ Q̄n∗ ⊂ Qn∗ . Consequently, we arrive at the continuity estimate as

follows

ess osc
Q(r,a0rp)

u ≤ ess osc
Q̄n∗

u ≤ ess osc
Qn∗

u ≤ ωn∗

≤ γ

(
r

R0

) α(1−β)

σ

ω0 + γ

(
F1(cr

β

σ )
p

p+m−1 + F2(cr
β

σ )
p−1

p+m−2

)
.

Thus we are led to the conclusion that the weak solution to (1.1)-(1.2) is locally continuous

in ΩT .
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