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SHARP REGULARITY ESTIMATES
FOR 0-ORDER p-LAPLACIAN EVOLUTION PROBLEMS

MATTEO BONFORTE AND ARIEL SALORT

ABSTRACT. We study regularity properties of solutions to nonlinear and nonlocal evolution problems
driven by the so-called 0-order fractional p— Laplacian type operators:

Opu(a,t) = Lyu(z,t) = /Rn J(@ = y)luly, t) — u(z, )P (u(y, t) — u(z, 1) dy,

where n > 1, p > 1, J: R"™ — R is a bounded nonnegative function with compact support, J(0) >
0 and normalized such that HJHLI(Rn) = 1, but not necessarily smooth. We deal with Cauchy
problems on the whole space, and with Dirichlet and Neumann problems on bounded domains.
Beside complementing the existing results about existence and uniqueness theory, we focus on sharp
regularity results in the whole range p € (1,00). When p > 2, we find an unexpected L? — L
regularization: the surprise comes from the fact that this result is false in the linear case p = 2.

We show next that bounded solutions automatically gain higher time regularity, more precisely
that u(z,-) € Cf. We finally show that solutions preserve the regularity of the initial datum up
to certain order, that we conjecture to be optimal (p-derivatives in space). When p > 1 is integer
we can reach C* regularity (gained in time, preserved in space) and even analyticity in time. The
regularity estimates that we obtain are quantitative and constructive (all computable constants),
and have a local character, allowing us to show further properties of the solutions: for instance,
initial singularities do not move with time. We also study the asymptotic behavior for large times
of solutions to Dirichlet and Neumann problems. Our results are new also in the linear case and are
sharp when p is integer. We expect them to be optimal for all p > 1, supporting this claim with some
numerical simulations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study nonlinear and nonlocal evolution problems whose diffusion part is governed
by the so-called 0-order fractional p— Laplacian type operators, which take the form

Lyputant) = [ I = 9)lulet) = e O (u(p,t) = ule. ) dy.

where p > 1, J: R" — R, with n > 1 is a nonnegative function, which we assume to be bounded and
with compact support, JJ(0) > 0 and normalized such that ||.J||;,1&~) = 1, but not necessarily smooth.

When p = 2, £, corresponds to a subclass of zero order Lévy operators, which are particularly nasty
to treat due to their lack of regularization properties, which Lévy operator of positive order possess.
When p > 1, such operators model a special family of jump processes and have many applications:
modeling diffusion processes and phase transitions, image processing, populations dynamics, etc. see
for instance [7, 8, 9, 46, 54]. A more detailed discussion can be found in Section 1.2 below.

The evolutionary equation u; = £,(u) has been studied by many authors in the last years, see the
monograph [4] where the state of the art up to 2010 is presented in an excellent way. The authors
of [4] consider also problems with different boundary conditions, see also [5, 45, 49, 53, 62], and they
study the asymptotic behavior of solutions, see also [28, 32, 33, 34, 51].

In this paper, we shall study different evolution problems! driven by the above 0-order fractional
p—Laplacian type operators, for all p > 1. Although we provide sharp results in the whole range
p € (1,00), including the linear case, we shall pay more attention to the nonlinear range of parameters
p > 2, where a surprising L7 — L>° smoothing effect happens to be true: the surprise comes from the
fact that analogous smoothing effect are false when p € (1, 2], especially in the linear case p = 2, as we
shall discuss below. We also show that bounded solutions automatically gain higher time regularity
and preserve the regularity of the initial datum up to certain order, that we conjecture to be optimal.
When p > 1 is integer (with p = 2 as a particular case) we can reach C* regularity (gained in time,
preserved in space) and even analyticity (in time). All of our regularity results are supported by
quantitative and constructive estimates (i.e. all the constants are computable).

We first consider solutions of the following Cauchy problem

ui(z,t) = Lyu(z,t), x€R"te(0,00)
u(z,0) = up(z), x e R,

(©)

starting from initial data ug € LI(R™), with ¢ € [1,00]. The definition of solution is particularly
simple in this framework: we say that u is a solution to the Cauchy problem (C), if it satisfies the
equation almost everywhere in space and time. We shall be more precise in Definition 3.1, but in
order to fix ideas, we say that u € WH((0,00); LP(R™)) is a solution to the Cauchy problem (C) if
ui(z,t) = Lyu(z,t) for almost every € R™ and all ¢ > 0, and takes the initial datum in the strong
L7 topology.

Ezistence and uniqueness of solutions, as well as some other useful basic properties, have been first
obtained via nonlinear semigroup theory based on a version of the celebrated Crandall-Liggett The-
orem, when ug € L? for some, but not all, ¢ € [1,00), see [4] and Section 3 for further details. We
shall complement those result with a quite complete L4 theory, based on approximations by means of
suitable L2 solutions constructed using the simpler gradient flow on Hilbert spaces approach, that is,
via Brezis-Komura Theorem in L?. This has been done in Theorem 3.4.

Once a basic theory of existence and uniqueness is established, the natural question to be addressed is

Which initial data produce bounded solutions?

1We shall focus our main attention to the Cauchy problem, but we also provide a quite complete set of results also
for the Dirichlet and Neumann problems on bounded domains, for which we also analyze the asymptotic behavior and
long time decay. See the end of this section and Section (1.3.2) for more details.
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After answering to this question, we shall address the next natural one, that is space-time regularity:

In which case bounded solutions are also continuous or even smoother?
Are there classical solutions?

These questions are hard to investigate for the equation at hand, since the diffusion operator is of
order zero, hence, a priori no regularization in space has to be expected. Nonetheless, we can prove
that integrable data produce bounded solutions when p > 2, something false even for p = 2. In turn,
this allows to show higher time regularity, and conservation of the local modulus of continuity of the
initial datum, up to order p. We shall also clarify what we mean by classical solutions, but the short
message is that bounded solutions are classical.

In this paper we answer the above questions, by providing a quite complete theory that besides
settling some existence, uniqueness and contractivity estimates in L9, it ensures some surprising new
smoothing effects, and higher regularity estimates (up to C*°, and even analyticity when 2 < p € N),
that we conjecture to be sharp. Our results extend in many unexpected directions the known ones, see
the monograph [4], the more recent survey [66] and references therein. To the best of our knowledge,
the regularity results are unexpectedly new also in the linear case p = 2, as we detail below.

The linear case. When p = 2 solutions to the Cauchy Problem (C) do not regularize as expected from
a linear heat-type flow. For this reason L5 can be considered a “black sheep” among Levy operators.
In Theorem 1.4 and Lemma 1.6 of [4] (see also [16, Section 5]), an integral representation of the unique
solution is obtained, and it is shown that solutions do not exhibit any smoothing effect. Indeed, it is
not difficult to show that solutions to the Cauchy problem have the following form:

u(z,t) = e tug(z) + W(z,t), (1.1)
where W(z,t) is a suitable (possibly smooth, depending on J) function given by

W, t) = /Ot e=(t=7) / w(y, 1) (@ — y)dy dr .

On the one hand, it is quite clear that a priori time regularity can improve, on the other hand, it is
also quite clear that the spatial regularity of u(-,t) cannot be better than the one of the initial datum,
due to the first term of (1.1). For this reason, smoothing effects (L9-L regularization in space) are
not possible in this case (when g < 00). The basic properties (existence, uniqueness, comparison, mass
conservation, etc.) of this linear flow are proven in [4] via Fourier transform methods, exploiting a
representation formula, similar to the one above (in spirit, yet “less practical” to use).

In this case, we are able to prove an optimal reqularity result: we show that bounded solutions are
C® in time, even analytic (we provide quantitative and explicit bounds), while in space they preserve
the regularity of the initial datum as well as of all its derivatives of arbitrary order. This result is new,
to the best of our knowledge, and follows from elementary proofs, see Section 1.4.2, Theorem 1.3 and
Corollary 1.4. Our approach allows to reach sharp regularity results and it avoids the use of Fourier
transform, a key tool in the analysis performed in [4, Chapter 1]. Our method has the advantage of
being completely local, hence ready to be used also in the case of problems posed on bounded domains
with different boundary conditions, where Fourier analysis gets even more involved. It also lay a path
to attack the same issues in the more delicate nonlinear case.

The nonlinear case. Regularity in space and time. When p # 2, a priori, nothing can be
expected to improve spatial regularity, but there is hope for the time regularity, inspired by the linear
case. Let us provide a short overview of our new main results.

e When p > 2 there is not an explicit formula for the solutions, as (1.1) in the case p = 2. A priori
this provides an extra difficulty. However, exploiting the convexity of the nonlinearity, we are able
to show remarkable regularization properties of the solutions. First we prove quantitative LI-L>°
smoothing effects, namely, that for all ¢ > 1 we have

ug € LY(R™) implies lu(t) Lo @n) S £ 4 l|uo || ra ) forallt > 0.
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We then show that solutions are regular in time, namely u(z,-) € C}'((0,00)) for a.e. 2 € R™.
Indeed, we can bootstrap the time regularity to get that u(z,-) € Ct[”]”)‘[”]((o, o0)) for a.e. z € R™,
and we conjecture that this reqularity is optimal: it is indeed sharp when p > 2 is an integer, since
we can reach C'°° regularity with quantitative estimates that allow to conclude even analyticity.
As far as spatial regularity is concerned, we show that solutions keep the same modulus of continuity
of the initial datum and of all its derivatives up to order p (at least when the kernel J is sufficiently
regular). When p > 1 is integer, we can extend this result to derivatives of arbitrary order.

Summing up, when p > 2, merely integrable solutions are bounded, have continuous time deriva-
tives up to order p, and preserve the smoothness of the initial data up to order p. When p is integer,
this can be extended to derivatives of arbitrary order, and we obtain analyticity in time. Rigorous
statements are formulated in Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3.

e As we have already discussed, when p = 2, our results show that bounded solutions are C'*° and
analytic in time and they preserve the regularity of the initial datum as well as of all its derivatives.
See Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.4. These results are new to the best of our knowledge.

e When p € (1,2) the situation is similar to the case p = 2, but solutions have Holder continuous time

derivative, namely u; € C¥ - ], and they preserve the continuity of the initial datum up to order p.

See the precise statements in Theorem 1.3.

Classical solutions. Another important point in the study of the regularity of solutions to the zero-
order p-Laplacian, is to identify classical solutions, i.e. solutions that satisfy the equation at all points
in the sense of continuous functions: as a consequence of the above discussion we deduce that bounded
solutions, starting from continuous initial data, are classical for all p > 1.

Nonlinear preservation of regularity, analyticity and optimality. When p > 1, we have seen
that regularity in time of bounded solutions improves up to order p 2, while the spatial regularity is only
preserved up to order p. However, when p > 2 is integer, we obtain analyticity in time and preserve the
spatial continuity of the initial data and all its derivatives of arbitrary order. We conjecture that this
regularity is optimal in all cases: on the one hand, at least in the linear case p = 2 it corresponds to
the regularity expressed by the “representation formula” (1.1), hence is optimal. For integer p > 2 we
see no reason to think that our result is not optimal, even if there is not a representation formula. On
the other hand, when p # 2, we do not have explicit examples of solutions at hand, but we have done
some numerical simulations that suggest that also in this case, our result should be optimal, especially
in the fine analysis of the loss of regularity due to the lack of regularity of the kernel.

Local regularity estimates for nonlocal problems and evolution of singularities. We can also
consider a dual point of view: analyze the evolution of the initial singularities. This is possible due to
the local nature of our estimates (something remarkable for a nonlocal problem). A first consequence
in this direction is, roughly speaking, that spatial singularities do not move in time, or to be more
precise, the singular set of u(t) (where u(-,t) is not continuous in the spatial variables) will always be
contained in the singular set of the initial datum wg. This also implies that new discontinuities cannot
be created in future times. A third consequence of the locality of the regularity estimates is that it
allows to deal with different boundary conditions, we shall focus on two important cases, the Dirichlet
and Neumann problems on bounded domains. See Remark 1.6 for more details.

2«up to order p” has to be understood in the sense of all the k!#-order derivatives up to the integer order k = [p] ([p]

here is the integer part of p), plus the finite Holder norm with p — [p] € (0, 1] of all the [p]*"-order derivatives.
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Sharpness of the results: numerical evidence. It is quite clear that our results are sharp when
p > 1isinteger. We believe that our regularity results are sharp also for non-integer p: on the one hand,
to the best of our knowledge, there do not exist explicit examples of solutions in the literature, which
could support or disprove the sharpness of our results. On the other hand, we have some numerical
examples that somehow confirm our beliefs, see figures® 1 and 2. Some comments are in order.

FIGURE 1. p =3, J(z) =11in [-3, 1], J(z) = 0 otherwise.

] tz/\ :/\\ 7\

FIGURE 2. p =3, J(z) = 630(3 — 2?)* in [-3, 1], J(z) = 0 otherwise.

e We shall now comment about differences in regularity between Figure 1, where J is less regular (a
step function), and 2 where J is smooth. What we expect from our regularity results is that, locally,
when J is smoother than wg, the initial regularity is preserved. On the contrary,when J is less
regular than wug, we can only ensure the preservation of the worst modulus of continuity: indeed if
J € C“(By), even if ug € C*(By), we can only expect u(t) € C*7(Bj). This is also clear comparing
Figures 1 and 2 in a small interval I(zg) around zg = 1.5 (the same happens around zy = —1.5),
where the initial data is set to be zero in both cases, hence ug € C*°(I(zg)). In Figure 1, a (Lipschitz
or Holder type) corner appears in I(xg), while in Figure 2 the solution is still smooth in I(z).

e In both cases it is quite clear that the singularities in space do not evolve in time, and these are the
only possible singularities starting from bounded initial data: these are the “jumps” of ug, and we
have set them at x = 41 in both simulations. From our theoretical results it is quite clear that the
local oscillation is preserved in time, provided J is (locally) more regular. In any case, the worst
modulus of continuity (between J and wug) is preserved. The difference can be appreciated looking
at the difference between Figure 1, where J is less regular (hence some corners may appear) and
2 where J is smooth (and all the corners are immediately smoothed out). This local preservation
of continuity implies that whenever there is an initial closed discontinuity set, then outside that set
the solution has to be regular, as a consequence of our local estimates. Therefore such discontinuity
sets are stationary in time. We also observe that the size of the jump decreases with time, and
that bounded solutions have the tendency to be continuous after a certain amount of time, which
agrees with the oscillation estimates, valid both in local and global versions, which are essentially
non-increasing in time. This first observed in the case of the Total Variation Flow (1-Laplacian) by
Figalli and the first author in [19]. The same remarks can be applied to the modulus of continuity

3These plots have been obtained using a modification of a MatLab code developed in the paper [37], courtesy of the
authors.
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of all higher derivatives: in connection to the previous comment, when a Lipschitz corner appears at
xo = 1.5 in Figure 1 it is quite clear from the simulation that it does not move in time, the reason
being the same as for the modulus of continuity of u. Note that a Lipschitz corner for w, is nothing
but a jump discontinuity for the first derivative, to which our previous reasoning applies, supported
by the same local estimates. This shows a different behavior from the smooth situation of Figure 2,
where no corners appear.

1.1. The case of bounded domains. We also consider problems posed in bounded open sets 2 C R™,
and show analogous results: existence, uniqueness, contractivity and higher regularity (in the interior,
we do not study the boundary regularity). The proofs in this case are essentially the same as in
the Cauchy problem, in particular we stress that the proofs of the regularity estimates are “local in
essence”, hence they can be adapted to these cases as well (under some extra assumptions on J and
Q in the Neumann case), as we shall explain in Section 1.3.2. In addiction, in this case, we study
the asymptotic behavior of solutions for large times, which differs according to the different boundary
conditions.

More specifically, given ug € L(Q) with ¢ € [1, 00] we consider the homogeneous Dirichlet problem

u(z,t) = Lyu(z,t), =€ Q,t>0,
u(z,t) =0, x € R\ Q,t >0, (D)
u(z,0) = up(x), x €.

Sometimes it is useful to rewrite this problem as follows

ug(x,t) = Ep,gu(:c,t), x €R™ t >0,
’LL(],‘,O) = UO(Z'), T e Qa

where, writing @(z, t) to mean that u(z,t) when x € Q and to @(x,t) = 0 when x ¢ Q, we define

Eputat) = [ (o= 9)lat) ~ ule. P (@0,1) - ule.0) dy.

We consider next the homogeneous Neumann problem

ui(z,t) = Ly qu(z,t), x € Q,te (0,00),
U(JZ,O) :Uo(ﬂi), erv

Here, we need to define the operator in a slightly different way, as follows

Cpqu(z, £) == / J(@ = )y, £) — ulz, )P~ (uly, £) - ulz, 1)) dy.

1.2. Relevance of the model and possible applications. The model under consideration, has a
simple probabilistic interpretation when p = 2, being a zero-order Levy operator. For instance, if we
define u(z,t) to be the density of a population at point z and at time ¢, and J(x —y) as the probability
of jumping from location y to location x, then the convolution fR" J(x—y)u(y,t) dy represents the rate
at which individuals arrive at x from other locations. Similarly, — [p, J(x —y)u(z,t) dy represents the
rate at which individuals leave location x to travel to other sites. The absence of external sources leads
to the density u satisfying (C) (with p = 2). When p # 2, we shall think that the jumping probability
depends on the density itself, and the model becomes more involved. Still, in the case of classical
(normalized) p-Laplacian or of the fractional one, there are probabilistic interpretations in terms of
tug-of-war-like games, see [27, 61, 65]. When the diffusion occurs in an open bounded set Q@ C R™, and
there is no flux of individuals across the boundary, we consider the homogeneous Neumann equation
(N). Finally, when diffusion occurs in the whole R™ and w is assumed to vanish outside {2, this means
that any individuals leaving 2 shall die, which gives rise to the homogeneous Dirichlet problem (D).
For further information, we refer to [3, 4, 6, 7, 46, 66] and the references therein.
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These type of nonlocal problems were extensively studied in the last decade. The simplest linear
model (i.e. p = 2) and variations of it, have been widely used to model diffusion processes in many
contexts [8, 9], phase transitions [7, 46], image processing [26, 54], etc. See also [3, 4, 66].

Connection with the classical p-Laplacian and its fractional variants. One of the reasons
why we call these operators “zero-order p-Laplacians” is the following. Consider the family of rescaled

kernels: . .
_ Yp L
JE(J:) - €n+pJ <5>

for some explicit ¢z, > 0. In [4] it is shown (under some assumptions on the kernel J) that solutions
to the Cauchy problem with the nonlocal operators £ u converge in L>((0, 00) : L1(R™)) to solutions
to the Cauchy problem for the classical p-Laplacian operator A,u = V - (|[Vu[P72Vu). Also, in [35]
the authors prove that also the operator with kernel J. converge to the p-Laplacian operator (not
only the solution) in their natural topology. Similar results are obtained in [38] for the fractional
(s,p)-Laplacian by considering the approximations with the kernel J.(z) = ce~("+5P) J(z/e).

It is also worth noticing that our zero-order operators do not include directly numerical approxi-
mations for local or nonlocal p-Laplacians, see [36, 37, 38], which would require the kernel J to be an
atomic measure, and which is not directly admissible in our setting. But an important point is that
many of our (new) ideas and techniques, which are based on elementary estimates, can be useful also in
the numerical setting, and could lead to improved stability or consistency estimates (in a stronger lo-
calized version). On the one hand, the smoothing effects and the time regularity can easily be adapted
to hold also in the numerical schemes, since they do not depend on the regularity of J. On the other
hand, for instance in [37, 38], the authors show that solutions preserve the same global Holder constant
as the initial datum: we obtain something of a different nature, more local. Indeed, we show that any
local modulus of continuity is “preserved”, in the sense that it can differ by a multiplicative constant
(which we estimate precisely), but it stays in the same class: for instance if ug € C*(B,,(zo)), then
also u(t) € C*(By,(x0)), and this class can change from ball to ball, but it is preserved in time (and
the same happens for every other modulus). Contrarily to [37, 38], where only the “first” modulus of
continuity is preserved, we also obtain the same results for higher derivatives (at least up to order p),
something that would be extremely useful in numerical approximations and has its own interest. We
refer to Section 1.4 for more details on the state of the art, related results and the ideas of the proof.

1.3. Precise statement of the main results.

We present a more detailed description of our results below. With respect to the existing literature,
see for instance [4, 66], we complete the existence and uniqueness theory allowing data in arbitrary
L? spaces. Then we deal with regularity issues, starting from boundedness of solutions. On the one
hand, when p € (1, 2], the only way to obtain bounded solutions is to start from bounded initial data,
as already mentioned. On the other hand, when p > 2 we show surprising smoothing effects that
guarantee that merely integrable data produce bounded solutions. We show next the sharp regularity
of bounded solutions: roughly speaking, these solutions automatically gain p bounded derivatives in
time, and maintain the moduli of continuity of the initial data, up to p derivatives in space. We
can reach C*° both in space and time, when p is integer. We support our regularity results with
quantitative and constructive (i.e. all constants are computable) estimates.

1.3.1. Main results for the Cauchy problem. We shall begin by stating the basic results.

Theorem 1.1 (Cauchy problem: Existence, uniqueness, L—contractivity). Let p > 1, n > 1, and let
J: R™ = R be a bounded nonnegative function with compact support, J(0) > 0 and normalized such
that ||J |1 mny = 1. When p > 2, let the initial datum uo € LY(R™), for any q € [1,00). Then, there
exists a unique solution u to the Cauchy problem (C). Moreover, letting ug,vg € LY(R™) and u,v the
corresponding solutions of (C), the following contractivity estimate holds

[u(t) = v(®)llLe@n) < lluo — vollLa@ny — for allt=0. (1.2)
When p € (1,2), all the above results hold for data in LI(R™), with g € {p, 2}.
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If moreover ug,vg € L= (R™) NLI(R™) then inequality (1.2) holds for any p > 1 and all q € [1, o0].

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of solutions in the cases p > 2 and initial datum ug € LI(R"™)
with ¢ € [1,00), and p € (1,2] and up € LI(R™) with ¢ € {2, 00} is proved in Theorem 3.4. The case
p € (1,2] and uy € LP(R™) is proved in Theorem 6.3.7 of [4]. The L?—contractivity (1.2) is proved in
Proposition 3.6. U

As far as the gain of regularity is concerned, this is our first sharp result.

Theorem 1.2 (Cauchy problem: boundedness and time regularity). Let p > 1, n > 1, and let
J: R™ = R be a bounded nonnegative function with compact support, J(0) > 0 and normalized such
that ||J||Lrrny = 1. Let ug € LY(R™) for some g > 1 and u be the corresponding solutions of (C).

(a) Boundedness of solutions. The solution u(t) is bounded in one of the following cases.
o L%-L* smoothing effects when p > 2. Let ug € LY(R™), ¢q € [1, 0], then we have
Ky

1
p-2

llu(t)][ree mry <

+ KQHU(tO)”Lq(Rn) fOT‘ all 0 S to S t, (13)
where Ky, Ko > 0 depend only on p, q, n and ||J||p®n) and are explicitly given in (4.6).
o L% stability for all p > 1. Let ug € L>°(R"™), then we have
||U(t)||Loc(Rn) S Hu(to)”Loc(]Rn) fOT‘ all 0 S tO S t. (14)

(b) Higher regularity in time. If u(tg) € L°(R"™), then u(x,-) € Ct[p]’p_[p]([to, 00)) for all tg > 0 and
x € R™. More precisely, there exists a positive constant c, that depends on p, q, n, ||.J||1ecmn)
and on ||u(to)||reemny, such that for almost all x € R™ and all ty <ty <ty < oo we have

o 0FuG ) — Ofu(ata)] [0 u( 1) — 0 u(e 1)
k=0,....[p]—1 [t1 — taf |t1 — to|P—IP]

< ¢cp. (1.5)
Moreover, when 2 < p € N, this estimate holds for any k € N.

Proof. (a) Boundedness of solutions. The LI-L> smoothing effect for p € (2,00) and uy € LY(R"™),
with ¢ € [1,00] as well as estimate (1.3) is proved in Theorem 4.2. The L stability estimate for
p € (1,00) and up € L>°(R") stated in (1.4) is a consequence of Proposition 3.6.

(b) Higher regularity in time. It is proved in Theorems 5.4 and 5.5. d
As far as the conservation of spatial regularity is concerned, this is our result that we conjecture to
be sharp also when p is not integer.

Theorem 1.3 (Cauchy problem: higher space-time regularity). Let p > 1, n > 1, and let J: R* - R
be a nonnegative function with compact support, J(0) > 0 and normalized such that ||J||1(gny = 1.
Let ug € LY(R™) for some ¢ > 1 and u be the corresponding solutions of (C).

Assume moreover that:

(i) D%up € CO¥(R™) NL>®(R") for any 1 < |a| < [p] — 1, and define m, as

mp = Z ||Dau0||Loo(Rn), (16)
0<|a|<[p]-1

(ii) there exists a modulus of continuity wy, such that for a.e. x,y € R”

> [ DM 2) - D - 2)| dx vyl - o) (L.7)

0<|a|<[p]-1

and define the modulus of continuity &(p) := max{p, pP~2,wy,(p),w(p)}.
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Then, for all p > 1 we have that u € C&p]_l’a(R") ﬂC’t[p]’p_[p]([to, o0)) for alltyg > 0. More precisely,
there exists c, > 0 such that for all x1,22 € R"™ and tg <t <ty < oo we have

ax |D§8gu(m1,t1) — Df@fu(xg,tg)\ N |D§8t[p]u(:r1,t1) — Dfat[p]u(x27t2)\

‘ \é\sw[]—]l ) oz — x2|) + [t1 — to] 1BI<lpl-1  @(|z1 — @2]) + [t1 — to|P~ ]
§=0,...,[p]—

<cp. (1.8)

Note that ¢, only depends on p, q, n, || || ®n), Mp and t1,ts.

Estimates (1.8) of Theorem 1.3 are proved by combining two kinds of bounds, which of course are
slightly stronger and may have their own independent interest. First we obtain that time derivatives
up to order [p] — 1 keep the initial regularity in space, and then we prove that space derivatives up to
order [p] — 1 are continuous in time. More precisely, with the notation of Theorem 1.3 we get:

(i) &u(-,t) e Cf[,;p]fl’a)(R”) for any j € Ny such that j < [p] — 1. When 2 < p € N, this holds for any
j € No. More precisely, there exists c,(¢) > 0 such that
|DP & u(zy,t) — DPO)u(xo,t)]
@(|z1 — w2l)
holds for all x1,x2 € R™ and all t > ¢ty > 0. More details are given in Theorem 5.11.

(ii) DPu(x,-) € Ct[p]’p_[p]([to,oo)) holds for any multi-index 8 such that |3] = k < [p] — 1 and any
to > 0. When 2 < p € N, this holds for any k € N. More precisely, there exists ¢, > 0 such that

< op(t)

- |DBOu(z,t,) — DP O u(z, ts)] N DB u(z, 1) — DPOP u(z, ts)]
3=0,....[p]-1 |t — t2 |ty — ta[P—[P)

<cp.

for all x € R™ and ty < t; < t3 < co. More details are given in Theorem 5.12.

When p > 2 is integer, we have a sharp regularity result, since it allows to reach C75.

Theorem 1.4 (Sharp Regularity for integer p). Let 2 < p € N, n > 1, and let J € C°(R™) with
J(0) >0 and ||J||L1(rny = 1. Let ug € LI(R™) for some g > 1 and u be the corresponding solutions of
(C), that we know to be bounded for all t > 0.

(a) Then for all to > 0 we have that u(x,-) € C([tg,00)) for all x € R™. In particular, u(z,-) is
analytic in time with radius of analyticity ro = 1 N toy, and there exists ¢, > 0 independent of k
such that for all k € N, for almost all x € R™ and all ty < t1 <ty < 0o we have that

|0Fu(z,t1) — OFu(w, ts)|

<c,k!.
|ty — tof -
(b) If moreover ug € C*°(R™), then we have that u € CgS(R™ X [tg,00)) for all to > 0. In particular,
DBu(x,-) is analytic in time with radius of analyticity ro = 1 A to, and there exists cp >0

independent of k such that for any f € Ny and k € N, for almost all x1,22 € R™ and all
to < t1 <ty we have that

|DBOfu(wy,t1) — DEOFu(xs, t2)]
W(Jwy — 2al) + [t1 — t2]

<cpk!.

The proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 (Higher space-time regularity) follows from Theorem 5.13.

When p > 1 is not integer, we have the following result that we conjecture to be sharp.

Corollary 1.5 (“Almost sharp” regularity when 1 < p € N). Let p > 1, n > 1, and let J € CPI=1(R")
with J(0) > 0 and || J||Lrmny = 1. Let ug € LY(R™) for some ¢ > 1 and u be the corresponding solution
of (C), that we know to be bounded for all t > 0. Let &(p) = max{p, p?~2}.

(a) Then for all to > 0 we have that u(zx,-) € Cgp]’p_[p]([tmoo)) for all x € R™. In particular,
estimates (1.5) hold for all k < [p] — 1.
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(b) If moreover ug € CPI=LH(R™), then we have that u(-,t) € cli-te (R™) for allt > 0. In particular,
estimates (1.8) hold for all j < [p] — 1.

Remark 1.6 (On the locality of the regularity estimates in space). We shall emphasize that even
if the equation is nonlocal, the nature of our regularity results is local, and this has some important
consequences, that we shall emphasize here.

(i) Preservation of the local modulus of continuity. A careful inspection of the proofs shows that indeed
we have a stronger result: we preserve the local modulus of continuity, essentially in two ways.
e On the one hand, assuming full regularity of the kernel J, we preserve any modulus of continuity
of the initial datum and its derivatives: let J € C®(R"), and B8 € N and DPu(0,-) € C*(K)
where K CC Q, then DPu(t,) € C¥(K) for all t > 0, that is, for all x1,75 € K and t > 0:

|DPu(z1,t) — DPu(axy,t)| < Ay (t)|DPu(zr,0) — DPu(xs,0)| + Ag(t)|zy — 2o
< C(t)max{w(|z1 — 22]), |21 — 22|} < C(H)w(|z1 — 22]).

e On the other hand, if J is not regular, then the continuity modulus is the worst between the
one of the data and the one of J. For instance: let J € C*7(R"), and u(0,-) € C¥(K) where
K ccC Q, then u(t,-) € C*(K) for all t > 0, where

@(lzy — x2]) == max{w(|lzr — 22|), wi(ler — z2[)}
that is, for all 1,20 € K and t > 0:
|DPu(z1,t) — DPu(xy,t)| < Ay (t)|DPu(zy,0) — DPu(xs,0)| + As(t)ws(|z1 — 2|)
< T(t)a(fzr — ).

(ii) Singularities do not move in time, nor can be created along the flow. We are dealing with bounded
solutions, that may start from possibly unbounded initial data uy € LY(R™) when p > 2, or from
bounded initial data when p € (1,2]. In both cases, bounded solutions can only have discontinuities
with bounded oscillation. Let us define the “singular set in the space variables” S[f] of a Li .

function f, as the closure of the complementary of the set where f is continuous, or, to be more

precise, where f admits an L . representative which is continuous). A consequence of the above

estimates is that “singularities do not move in time”, or to be more precise, the singular set of u(t)

will always be contained in the singular set of ug: S[u(t)] C S[ug]. This clearly follows by the fact

that if 29 & S[ug] then there exists an open ball B,.(zo) where ug € C°(B,(z¢)) (indeed it will be
in some C*(B,(x¢)) for some w). Then, the conservation of the local continuity modulus ensures
that u(t) € C°(B,(xg)) for all t > 0. This clearly implies that S[u(t)] C Sug], as we claimed. Of

course, this also implies that new discontinuities cannot be created in future times, or simply that
if ug € C¥(B,-(x0)), then u(t) € C¥(B,(z9)) for all t > 0.

A similar remark applies also to derivatives of arbitrary order.

(iil) Application to other problems, different boundary conditions. The last consequence of the locality
of the regularity estimates is that essentially the same proof allows to treat different problems: they
can be set in open domains of R" and they may have different boundary conditions. The above
regularity estimate would apply as “interior regularity estimates”. We shall see with full details
what happens in two important cases, namely the Dirichlet and Neumann problems on bounded
domains in what follows.

1.3.2. Main results for the Dirichlet and Neumann problems. We state as follows our results concerning
solutions of the Dirichlet and Neumann problems (D) and (N).
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While for the Dirichlet problem no extra condition on J is really needed, for the Neumann problem
we shall introduce the following technical assumption:

zeQ

drga >0 s.t. inf/J(zfy)dysz7Q>O. (Hy)
Q

We shall further comment about this condition below, see Remark 1.10. We only stress here that it is
strictly needed to quantify precisely the regularity estimates in a constructive way.

Theorem 1.7 (Existence and uniqueness for Neumann and Dirichlet Problems). Letp > 1,
n > 1, and let J: R™ — R be a bounded nonnegative function with compact support, J(0) > 0 and
normalized such that ||J || wny = 1. Then, for all p > 1 and all ug € LI(QY), the same existence and
contractivity estimates (1.2) as in Theorem 1.1 hold also for the Dirichlet problem. Being Q bounded,
we can include the case ¢ = oo as well.

If additionally J fulfills condition (Hy), the same conclusions hold for the Neumann problem (N).

Theorem 1.8 (Regularity for the Dirichlet and Neumann Problems). Let p > 1, n > 1,
Q C R™ be an open and bounded set, and let J: R® — R be a bounded nonnegative function with
compact support, J(0) > 0 and normalized such that ||J||p1(mny = 1.

e Dirichlet Problem. Let u be the solution of (D) corresponding to the initial datum ug € L*(Q). Then
the following holds:

Boundedness of solutions. The solution u(t) is bounded in one of the following cases: either p > 2 and
we have ug € LY(R™), q € [1,00), and estimate (1.3) holds, or for all p > 1, we have ug € L= (R")
and estimate (1.4) holds.

Regularity of bounded solutions. Let u be a solution of (D) such that u(ty) € L°(Q) for some ty > 0.

Then the following holds:

(a) Higher regularity in time: we have that u(z,-) € C,[p]’pf[p]([to,oo)) for allty > 0 and x € Q and
estimate (1.5) holds.

(b) Higher space-time regularity: if we further assume conditions (1.6) and (1.7), then
ue CP-Le RN Ot[”“"[p]([to, 00)) for alltg >0

where &(p) = max{p, PP 2, wy,(p),w(p)}, and estimate (1.8) holds.

(c) Sharp regularity when 2 < p € N: if J is moreover smooth, then for allto > 0 and x € Q we have
that u(z,-) € C°([to, 00)) and estimates (1.5) hold for all k € N.
If moreover ug € C*(Q), then we have that u € C5(Q X [tg,00)) for all to > 0. In particular,
estimates (1.8) hold for all k € N.

e Neumann Problem. If J additionally satisfies condition (Hj), then the results above hold for solutions
u of the Neumann problem (N).

When p > 2 we can also obtain the decay in time of the solutions in L.°°; obtaining an improvement
on the existing results, see for instance [4, 66].

Theorem 1.9 (Asymptotic Behavior of solutions). Let p > 2, n > 1, Q C R™ be an open and
bounded set, and let J: R™ — R be a bounded nonnegative function with compact support, J(0) > 0
and normalized such that ||J || gny = 1.

e Dirichlet Problem. Let u be the solution of (D) corresponding to the initial datum ug € L*(Q2). Then
we have that

lu() Lo @) < T VS 1,

where c is a positive constant depending on J, n, p, |Q] and ||lug||L1(q)-
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e Neumann Problem. If J additionally satisfies (Hy) and u is the solution of (N) corresponding to
ug € L1(2), then it holds that

[u(t) = Tol|Le (o) < T V> L
where Ty = ﬁ Jo uo(x) dz and c is a positive constant depending on J, n, p, k., |Q| and ||uo||L1(q)-
Remark 1.10. Some comments on condition (H ) are in order.

(i) Hypothesis (H ) is always satisfied when the set Q2 is sufficiently regular. Indeed, when €2 satisfies
the so-called weak cone condition (see Section 3.1), i.e., for every = € Q, the cone I'(z) satisfies for
some

T(x)| =Ky € R(x): ly —z| <1}[ =26 >0,
being R(z) the union of line segments emanating from z contained in €. In this case, given z € 912,
there exists 7 > 0 such that the cone I'(z) is contained in the ball B, (x) C supp J with center in
x and radius 7. This yields

/J(x—y)dyZ/ J(x—y)dyzsn/ dy = e,|T'(2)] > €,6 >0

Q QNB,(z) I'(z)

where we have used that inf{J(z): z € B, (z)} > ¢, for some ¢, > 0, which is always true since J
is continuous, nonnegative and B, (z) C supp J.

(ii) The prototypical example of nonnegative radial kernel J with compact support is given by
J(z) = c;jlyR(R —|z])¢, where ¢, o g = nw, R"T*B(n,a+ 1)

with a > 0, supp J = Bgr(0) and where B denotes the Beta function. In this case the constant ;o
can be computed explicitly. Indeed, given = € Q

R
/ J(:c—y)dy:/ (1—|Z|)“dz=nwn/ (1—7“)(17"”_1 dr
Br(z) Br(0) 0

1
= nwnR”Jra/ (1 —7r)r"tdr = Cn,a,Rs
0
being w,, the measure of the unit ball in R™.

Proof of the results for Dirichlet and Neumann problems. The existence, uniqueness, and
regularity results have been proven with slight modifications, similar to those used in the Cauchy
problem. The proof of the smoothing effect, however, is separated and can be found in Theorem 4.3.
The remaining proofs are presented in the same theorems as in the Cauchy case.

The asymptotic results of Theorem 1.9 are proved in Theorems 6.6 and 6.4. O

1.4. Related results, novelties and main ideas of the proofs. In the local case there exist a
huge literature about the celebrated p-Laplacian evolution equations, whose prototype is u; = A, (u) =
V-(|Vu[P~2Vu). Without any aim of completeness we quote here some related results: Local smoothing
effect were known since the pioneering work of DiBenedetto [39], with DeGiorgi method, Smoothing
effects via nonlinear adaptation of Gross’ method were proven in the 2000’s, see [29, 18], and via
Moser iteration in [22]. There has been an intense work, and the state of the art of higher integrability
estimates can be found in the more recent contributions [13, 14, 15, 52, 55, 56], even for a more general
case of nonlinear evolution equations. We refer to [40, 39, 23, 22] for a complete account of local and
global Harnack inequalities. Higher regularity estimates, the maximum possible being C*® regularity
in space and C'# in time, were obtained for bounded solutions by DiBenedetto and Friedman, see the
monograph [39].

Our first objective is to establish the boundedness of solutions (L?—L*-smoothing effects), since this
kind of estimate is the first step towards further regularity properties. The Moser iteration approach
[63, 64] is a standard method to obtain such results, but the quadratic form associated to the operator
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has to satisfy some Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev and Stroock-Varopoulos type inequalities. This has
been used in the linear case, for a class of nonlocal operators including the standard fractional Laplacian
(—A)® with s € (0,1) in [42, 43, 47, 48, 67].

An alternative to the Moser iteration is the Green function method introduced by Vazquez and the
first author in [24] for the Dirichlet problem for Fractional Porous Medium Type Equation (FPME)
ur = —Lu™, where £ is a linear nonlocal operator, typically a fracional Laplacian with Dirichlet
boundary conditions (there are three possible different choices!). This method has been exploited in
several directions in [21, 20, 25, 16] for more general nonlinear nonlocal (degenerate and singular)
diffusions in bounded domains and on the entire R™, and even on manifolds [12, 11]. The key point
of this method is to have good estimates of the kernel of (—£)~!, that is, the Green function of G_.
This approach allows to obtain L'-L> smoothing results for a quite wide class of linear operators,
including Levy operators and much more, see [16] for a complete account on the equivalences between:
existence of green functions and heat kernels for £, the validity of suitable GNS inequalities and
smoothing effects for nonlocal PME-type equations. See also [17] where a comparison between the
Moser iteration and the Green function method is made in the case of Fast Diffusion equations on
bounded domains. Unfortunately, the Green function method seems not to be compatible with the
structure of p-Laplacian operators: In the problem under consideration, the nonlinear nature of the
operator makes the Green function method unsuitable for our purposes. On the other hand, the
DeGiorgi-Nash-Moser iteration is flexible enough to be adapted to the fractional p—Laplacian case
(—Ap)*, with s € (0,1), see for instance [30, 50, 68, 69]. For higher regularity estimates one can
rely again on classical DeGiorgi iterations, see [39], or also can use nonlinear potential estimates, see
[41, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59].

Our problem presents extra difficulties, since the diffusion operator is both nonlinear and of order
zero: first we observe that Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev type inequalities are not available in this
setting, preventing us from implementing a Moser or DeGiorgi method. Also, we observe that it is
not possible to have useful GNS for the nonlinear case. Indeed, if we had some GNS, say for p > 2,
these would imply GNS for the quadratic form of the linear operator (p = 2), which are known to be
equivalent to LY — L°°-smoothing effects, which we know to be not true for the linear case (as we have
seen above), see [16]. This may suggest that L? — L>°-smoothing effects are simply not true in the
nonlinear case. We surprisingly show the contrary.

The only result existing in literature which is comparable to our new smoothing effect, to the best
of our knowledge, has been obtained for nonlocal porous medium type equations of “zero order”:
unexpected smoothing effects of the form similar to (1.3) hold for merely integrable data, see [16,
Theorem 3.5]. The proof exploits the dual equation (that in the present case we do not have), and
the strict convexity of the nonlinearity. As already explained, the linear case (p = 2 here) does not
satisfy smoothing effects. In our case, when p > 2, we can show that merely integrable initial data
produce bounded solutions, but we go way further: bounded solutions turn out to be smooth in time
and even smooth (classical) in space when the kernel and the data allows it. We also perform a delicate
analysis, where we compare the loss of regularity due to the “low regularity” of the kernel, versus the
high regularity of the data, which is always preserved (at least) up to order p.

We propose here a new approach to regularity for nonlinear zero order operators, that exploits
the strict convezity and homogeneity of the nonlinearity (that we have when p > 2) together with
elementary numerical inequalities. A key tool in our arguments, is the so-called Bénilan-Crandall
estimate (time-monotonicity) that holds for nonnegative solutions:

u(z,t)
(p—2)t
This follows by comparison and time scaling. With this, we prove that solutions of the Cauchy,

Neumann and Dirichlet problems corresponding to ug € L7, 1 < ¢ < oo are indeed bounded, and
satisfy precise L9—L°° smoothing estimates.

ug(z,t) > — a.e. z and ¢t > 0.

We shall give a flavour of the main ideas in our proofs in the simplest possible scenarios.
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1.4.1. Smoothing effects when p > 2. In this case, we want to sketch the proof of the smoothing effect
(1.3) of Theorem 1.2, that reads: Let u(x,t) be a positive solution of (C) corresponding to the positive
initial datum ug € L' (R™), then we have that

||U(t)||L:>o(Rn) S HU(tO)”Lq(Rn) fOT all 0 S t() S t, (19)

for some constants Ky and Ko. Let us fix a time ¢ € (0,T]. The following inequality (Lemma 4.1)
a?™t —|a —bP%(a —b) < (p — 1) max{aP %, P~ 2}b, a,b >0,

applied to a = u(x,t), b = u(y,t) together to the fact that ||.J||p1rn) = 1 yields

u(z, )P~ + Lou(z,t) < (p—1) / J(x —y)(u(z, )P +uly, )P Hu(y, t) dy := Z, ju(z,t).

Using the Bénilan-Crandall estimate and the fact that u is a solution, we obtain the inequality

_ul@t) < w(z,t) = Lpu(z,t).
(p—2)t
Then, the last two relations lead to the following:
u(x,t)
(p—2)t

Repeated application of Young’s inequality gives that for any € > 0 there exists ¢, j. > 0 such that

u(z, )P~ <

+Z, ju(x,t).

-1
w7 < e, t) + e (52 + I o))
Choosing ¢ sufficiently small gives a LP~1-L° smoothing effect: we find an explicit €, . > 0 such that

- _p—1
Iy < Epre (8757 + 0I5 o)) (1.10)
This is the basic smoothing, which is a self-improving inequality: using again Young’s inequality, we
obtain that
I gy < 1l + Ecrrp O

where &, j, > 0 and &1 > 0. Choosing &; small and combining this inequality with (1.10) yields the
L'-L° smoothing (1.9). O

Remark. As already observed before, here the smoothing surprisingly depends only on the strict
convexity of the nonlinearity, indeed, when p = 2 this result is false, see (1.1).

1.4.2. Regularity of solutions. In this case, we want to sketch the proof of the regularity results in the
simplest possible case, which is the Cauchy problem for the linear case p = 2. This will provide the
basic ideas of the proof of the nonlinear case p > 1, which of course is technically much more involved.
Once we have identified a class of bounded solutions, we would like to show that they possess indeed
higher regularity in time and, that they preserve the initial modulus of continuity.

Let u be a solution of the Cauchy problem, with uy € L>(R™).

o Higher regularity in time. From the equation it is immediate the following estimate,

Jug (2, 1) < / J(x = y)lu(y, t) — u(z, t)| dy < 2[jug||L =)
which gives the boundedness of u; as follows
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We can bootstrap the argument: given positive numbers ¢; < to, using (1.11) we get

lug(x,ta) — ue(x, t1)] < / J(x — 2)|(u(z,t2) —u(z,t1)) — (u(x, ta) — u(x,t1))| dz

S 2|t1 — t2|||ut(t)||Loo(Rn) / J($ — Z) dz S 4|t1 — tngUo”Loo(]Rn) .
R’IL

Hence uy(z,-) € C'([0,00)). Moreover, using mean value theorem and (1.11) we get

o ow(z,t 4+ h) —ug(x, t
el ) = i BIEN 2l

= lim 5 [ I ) ((at B = ulp0)  (ulast o+ B) = (. 0) dy

(1.12)
= [ =) (wlt) ~ w13} dy
< /R J(@ = y) {{lue(t]) Lo @ny + lue(t5)|lLoe@ny b dy < 4lluol|Le =)
where tf € (¢;,t; + h), i = 1,2, and therefore
Hutt(t)HLm(Rn) S 4Hu0||L°°(]R")' (113)

We can bootstrap a second time: using (1.12), (1.13) and the mean value theorem we can write

up (2, t1) — up (v, t2) = / J(@ —y) {(we(y, 17 1) = w(y, t51)) — (we(z, 7 o) — we(,t55)) } dy

n

= / J(@ =y {uny, 7)1 — 51— wn(y, 2)|t1 5 — 55} dy
< 8ty — tal|luo||Le mn)
where 7; € (t],t}5), i = 1,2, which gives that uy € ([0, 00)).
We can repeat the argument inductively, to get that for any k£ € N it holds
10F w(t)l|Los m) < 2%t Loe @) and  Ofu(z,-) € C{([0,00)).

As a consequence, a bounded solution u of the Cauchy problem in the linear case possesses arbitrary
continuous time derivatives, that is, u(zx,-) € C°°([0, 00)) for almost all z € Q. Here it clearly appears
that solutions are analytic in time, since the above estimates clearly implies that

||8fu(t)||Loo(Rn) < MO /{J', with MO = QHUOHLOO(RTL) y
and the radius of convergence 1 of the Taylor series is uniform, indeed, rg = 1 A t.
o Conservation of the initial continuity. To simplify the exposition, let us assume that the kernel J

has a Holder modulus of continuity: there exists cy € (0, 1] such that for all z1,29 € R™ we have

/ (e —y) — J(as — )| dy < a1 — 22

Under these assumptions, we can ensure that the modulus of continuity of the initial datum is “pre-
served”, meaning that is does not change its class. Indeed, suppose that ug € C%%(R™) for some
a € (0, az]. For a solution u, expression (1.1) holds and the L*-norm is decreasing in time, so that

t
u(z1,t) —u(xa,t) = e (ug(a1) — uo(22)) +/ 6_7/ u(y, 7)(J(x1 —y) — J(z2 — y))dy dr
0 n
<e oy — x| + l|uo | o0 (mry |1 — 22| (1 — e ).
As a consequence, since o < vy < 1, we have that u(-,t) € C%%(R") (the same as ug) and we have

|U(.2317t) B U(]Jg, t)'
|z1 — 22|

S e_t + (1 — e_t)HUOHLoo(Rn).
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Indeed we show a finer result: the same proof allows to show that for all ¢ > 0 the solution u(-,t)
preserves the worst modulus of continuity between the initial data and the kernel J, indeed, if ay < «
the above estimate would hold with a .

Remark. Also, the local nature of this estimates allows to deduce easily that: initial discontinuity
points do not move in time, and no new discontinuities are created.

1.5. Organization of the paper. The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 introduces the
notation we will use along the paper. Section 3 is dedicated to extend the existence and uniqueness of
solutions to equations more general initial data; we also prove some qualitative properties of solutions,
including a comparison principle, contractivity and time monotonicity properties. Section 4 contains
the proof of our smoothing effect results. In Section 5, we establish a time regularity result as well
as a result regarding the preservation of the initial regularity. Finally, in Section 6, we establish some
consequences of our main results. We collect in the appendix some basic facts about gradient flows in
Hilbert spaces.

2. NOTATIONS

The following notations will be used throughout the paper.

For all p > 1 and 7 € R we define the functions
Ly(r) = 7P, My(r) = |7]P~2%

For any u,v € LP(2) we consider the energy functional &£, o as

Epaluwo) =5 [ [ =) = u)l (o) = u)(0(2) = v() dody.
When © = R" we just write &, instead of &, q.
[x] denotes the integer part of z € R.
Bpg(z) denotes the ball in R with radius R > 0 and center & € R™. The unit ball unit ball B;(0) in

R" is denoted by S"~! and its measure by w,, := where T'(+) stand for the Gamma function.

I‘( +1)
LP(0,7T; X) denotes the set of measurable functions u: [0,7] — X such that: if 1 <p < 0o

1

T P
[ullLeo,7:x) = </0 lu(®)lI% dt) < o0

||UHL<><>(0,T-,X) ==ess sup |lu(t)[x < oc.
0<t<T

if p=o00

WhH1(0,T; X) denotes the set of functions u € L*(0,T; X) such that «/(t) € L'(0,T; X).

AC(0,T; X) denotes the set of functions u: [0,T] — X such that are absolutely continuous on [0, 7.
C°(Q) denotes the set of continuous functions from 2 to R.

C*() denotes the set of functions from 2 to R with k € N continuous derivatives.

C%¥ () denotes the set of functions with a modulus of continuity w in Q (see Section 5.2).
C%(9) denotes the spaces of Holder a functions in Q (see Section 5.2).

C*2(Q) denotes the spaces of functions having continuous derivatives up to order k and such that
the k-th partial derivatives are Holder continuous with exponent « € (0, 1](see Section 5.2).

CP(Q) = CPlr=Pl(Q) for any p € R, .
Lip((to, t1)) denotes the space of Lipschitz functions in (tg,¢;) (see Section 5.2).
D?# denotes the derivative with respect to the multi-index 8 = (31, ..., 3,) (see Section 5.2).
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3. PROPERTIES OF SOLUTIONS

We establish some useful yet basic properties of solutions in this section. We provide a general
result about existence and uniqueness of solutions, which complements the previous ones [4]. Once
existence in ensured, we prove time-monotonicity estimates for these solutions, often called Benilan-
Crandall estimates [10], that constitute a key ingredient in the proof of the smoothing effects. The
time-monotonicity estimates are a consequence of the homogeneity of the nonlinearity, together with a
weak comparison principle, that we also prove in this Section. Indeed, we prove T-contractive estimates
(which imply weak comparison) in L' and also L9-contractivity properties for all ¢ € [1, 0o].

Definition 3.1 (Definition of solutions to different problems). A solution of (N) in [0, 7] is a function
u € WH(0,T;1L9(Q)) that satisfies

ur(z,t) = Lopu(x,t) ae ze€Qandte (0,7),
u(x,0) = up(x) a.e. x € Q.

When © = R" this gives a solution of (C) in [0,T].
Similarly, a solution of (D) in [0, 7] is defined as a function u € WH1(0, T;L4(£2)) that satisfies

ui(z,t) = Lpu(z,t), ae z€Qandt>0,
u(z,t) =0, ae. x € R\ Q and ¢t > 0,

u(z,0) = up(z), a.e. x € Q.

Supersolutions and subsolutions of (N), (C) and (D) are defined by replacing = with > or <, respec-
tively.

Remark 3.2. The diffusion operator £, is of order zero (no weak derivatives involved, not even frac-
tional) hence the concept of solution is particularly simple: the equation is satisfied almost everywhere
in space and time. In the theory of nonlinear parabolic PDEs, this usually corresponds to the class of
the so-called strong solutions (i.e. u; is a LY function, a regular distribution).

The difference between weak, mild, strong and classical solutions, usually a technical obstacle in
nonlinear parabolic theories, in this case is somehow easier: for instance, classical solutions are just
solutions according to the above definition, which are C'! in time and C° in space.

The drawback is that we do not have useful functional inequalities (of Sobolev type for instance)
naturally associated to the operator, hence is it is not possible, to the best of our knowledge, to prove
regularity results through a DeGiorgi-Nash-Moser approach.

Note that for a given subset 2 C R" and 1 < g < oo, we have WH1(0, 75 L1 (Q2)) € AC([0, T]; L9(£2)).
Moreover, if w € WH1(0,T;L4(£2)), then w is almost everywhere equal to a function that is absolutely

continuous on [0, 7] with values in L4(£2). In particular, u is defined almost everywhere for €  and
te[0,T).

By studying the accretivity and range of the operators using nonlinear semigroup theory, the fol-
lowing existence and uniqueness result is obtained in [4] when the initial data belong to LP.

Proposition 3.3 (Theorems 6.2, 6.24, and 6.37 in [4]). Suppose p > 1 and let ug € LP(Q). Then for
any T > 0 there exists a unique solution of (C).

Suppose that @ C R™ is open and bounded and let ug € LP(Q2). Then for any T > 0 there exists a
unique solution of (D) and (N).

We extend the previous result to initial data in L? with ¢ € [1,00). Our proof is based on the
evolution variational inequality formulation of gradient flows (see Appendix A for further details) and
the use of the a priori L¢—L°° smoothing effect obtained in the next section.



18 MATTEO BONFORTE AND ARIEL SALORT

Theorem 3.4 (Existence and uniqueness). Suppose p > 2 and let ug € LY(R™) with ¢ € [1,00). Then
for any T > 0 there exists a unique solution of (C). When p € (1,2] then we can take ug € LI(R™)
with q € {2,p}.

Suppose that Q C R™ is an open and bounded set and ug € L1(Q) with ¢ € [1,00]. Then for any
T > 0 there exists a unique solution of (D). If Q additionally satisfies (H ), then there exists a unique
solution of (N). When p € (1,2] we can take uy € LP(£2).

Proof. We will prove the result for equation (C). Using similar arguments, we can also establish the
same result for the Neumann and Dirichlet problems. Note the in these problem we can approximate
the initial data with simple functions when ug € L*>° ().

o STEP 1. Let us prove first that for every initial datum uo € L?(R") and all p > 1, there exists a
unique gradient flow solution u € L?(R") of (C).
Consider the energy functional Z,: L*(R") — [0, 0o] defined as

e (u,u if u e L2(R"
Ip(u) = p P( ) ) . ( )
400 otherwise,
which is convex and lower semicontinuous, moreover, its gradient flow coincides with the equation
u(z,t) = Lpu(z, t), for a.e. x € R™, and all ¢t > 0.

Let us prove that u € L?(R") is a gradient flow solution of (C) by using the equivalence with EVI
solutions stated in Proposition A.4. Indeed, suppose that w € L?(R"). By applying Proposition 3.9
and Young’s inequality, we obtain the following inequality for ¢ > O:

/w (u(z,t) — w(x))ﬁpu(x,t) dr = —&p(u(z,t), u(z,t)) + & (u(z, t), w(z))
< =& u(z,t))

//nX]Rn T — %\u(m,t) - u(y,t)|P—1J(x — y)%\w(m) —w(y)| dzdy

< =&p(ulz,t), u(z, t) + ]gfp(w(x), w(z)) + 2%151)(1&(%75), u(z,t))
=Ip(w) — Ip(u),

from which we deduce that
2ty — w2y = / (ul, £) — w(w))Lyu) die < T,(w) — T, (u),

and hence the curve u(-,t) satisfies (A.1).

Therefore, due to the Brezis-Komura Theorem A.2, the gradient flow solution u(-,t) is unique and
satisfies the contractivity property

|lu(t) — U(t)HLz(Rn) < lwo — UOHLZ’(]R") for all t > 0,
where u and v are gradient flow solutions of (C) corresponding to the initial data ug, vy € L*(R").
o STEP 2. We extend the existence and uniqueness of solution for more general initial data.

Given uy € LI(R™) with ¢ € [1,00) (when p > 2) or uy € L*°(R") in the case p € (1,2], let
{0k tken C L2(R™) be a sequence of simple functions such that g — ug strongly in LI(R™).
Consider the monotone sequence {ug x }ken given by

ug, 2= min{k, to,x } X B, (0)-

Then, as k — oo we have that ug () /' uo(z) for a.e. x € R™ and ¢ > 0 and ug  — uo strongly in
L4(R™). Moreover, for each k € N

[uo,kllLan) < lluollLen)- (3.1)
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Due to Step 1, for each k € N there exists a gradient flow solution uy(t) € L*(R") of (C) that
corresponds to the initial datum wug . According to Proposition 3.7, {ux(t) }xen is a monotone sequence,
so its pointwise limit always exists and then we can define the candidate to limit solution as

u(x,t) := liminf ug(z, t). (3.2)
k—00
Observe that {ux(t)}ren is a Cauchy sequence in L4(R™): by using Proposition 3.6 we have that

lug(t) — um (-, 1) |lLaen) < |lwok — wo,m|La(®n)
< uo,x — uo|lLa@ny + [[wo,m — uollLa@ny — 0 as m, k — oo.

Therefore uy(t) — u(t) strongly in L4(R™) for any ¢ > 0.

We will now show that this limit function is a solution of (C) that corresponds to the initial datum
ug. For a.e. x € R™ and ¢ > 0 let us denote

I('T7t> = Igll)n;o fk(‘r Y, )dya fk(xa:%t) = J(x_y)|uk:<yat) _uk(xat)|p_2(uk(y7t) —Uk,(.’l?,t)),
v(z,t) ;== lim (uk)t(:c,t).
k—o0
Due to (3.2) we have the following pointwise limit:
k:linolo fk(xv Y, t) = f(xv Y, t) = J(Jf - y)|u(ya t) - U(JZ, t)|p_2(u(y7 t) - ’U,($7 t))

Moreover, from Theorem 4.2 and (3.1) we get that

[y < 2l [ - vy <

where ¢, 4,7 is a constant independent of k. As a consequence, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem
we get that

__1_ p
Cp.q,J (t 2 HUJO”L‘?(R")) when p > 2
-1
2’”Huo\|’L’m(Rn) when p € (1,2,

I(x,t) = flz,y,t)dy = Lou(z,t) a.e. © € R" and ¢ > 0.
R?L
Let us identify the function v. First, observe that by the lower semicontinuity of the norm, Theorem

4.5 and (3.1), v is uniformly bounded for any ¢ > 0, indeed,
(t—% + uollean)” when p> 2
M C L Uo || La (R when
(8 ey < i (s ) ey < § ollace) P
o 2p||u0|\Lw (R") when p € (1,2].

Moreover, {(ux):}ren is integrable as function of the time: from Proposition 4.5, for ¢, h > 0 we have
that

t+h t+h .
/ [(ug)e (-, 7)| dT < 2p/ Hu(to)H’ﬁ;(R”) dr < c (3.3)
t t

where ¢ > 0 and c is independent of k. We write now the difference quotient for uj in terms of a
Steklov average as

t+h)— t)y 1 [t
U@, b+ ]z uel@st) E/t (ug)e(z, 7) dr, a.e. z € R" and ¢ > 0.
Using (3.2), (3.3), and the Dominated Convergence Theorem, as k — 0o we get
t+h)—u(z,t) 1 [th
u@,t +h) =) =— v(z,7)dT, a.e. z € R" and t > 0.
h h),
Finally, as h — 0% gives u; = v. Hence, u solves w;(z,t) = Lyu(z,t) for a.e. z € R™ and ¢ > 0, with
initial datum u(z,0) = up(z), a.e. x € R™, that is, u is a solution of (C). O

The following contraction principles for solutions are stated in [4].
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Proposition 3.5 (Theorems 6.2, 6.24 and 6.37 in [4]). Given p > 1, let u and v be solutions in [0,T)
to (C) with initial data ug, vy € L*(R™), respectively. Then

/n(u(x,t) —v(z, ) dr < /n (ug(z) —vo(x))tdx V¥V €[0,T). (3.4)

Moreover, if ug,vo € LP(R™), then [[u(t) — v(t)|lLe®n) < [[uo — vollLe@n) for all t € [0,T].
Given an open bounded set Q@ C R™, the same contraction holds for solutions u and v in [0,T] of

(D) and (N) with initial data ug,ve € L*(S2), respectively.

We extend the above result to initial data in LY for 1 < ¢ < oc.

Proposition 3.6 (L?-contractivity). Given p > 1, let u,v be solutions of (C) corresponding to the
initial data ug,vo € LI(R™) with 1 < g < co. Then

[u(t) = v(®)llLe@n) < llulto) = v(to)||La@n) < [luo — vollLemn)
forall0 <ty <t<T.
The same holds for solutions of (D) and (N) when Q C R™ is open and bounded.

Proof. We will prove the result for solutions of (C). A similar reasoning can be applied for solutions
of (D) and (N) and when ©Q C R™ is open and bounded.

Suppose we are given solutions u and v of (C) with initial data ug, v € LZ(R"™), where 1 < ¢ < oo.
First, we assume that 1 < ¢ < oo and we obtain the following;:

G100 = 0Oy = [ Laftle.0) = o) wa(o.6) = valo. ) d
=—q //]R"an J(x —y)Lq(u(z,t) —v(z,t)Gp(u, v) dedy
= q//RnXRn J(x —y)Ly(u(y,t) — v(y, t)Gp(u,v) dedy

where we interchanged the variables x and y and used the symmetry of J. Here we have denoted
Gp(u,v) := Ly(u(x,t) —u(y,1))) — Ly(v(z,t) — v(y,1)).
Therefore, denoting Hy(u, v) := Ly(u(z,t) — v(x,t)) — Ly (u(y, t) — v(y,t)) we get
d
©ut) = o)L ) = // J(@ — y)Hy(u, v)Gy(u, v) dudy
dt ( S
We denote A = u(z,t) —u(y,t), B =ov(z,t) —v(y,t), a = u(z,t) —v(z,t), b =u(y,t) —v(y,t). Since
A—B=a—b,when A= B or a=b, we have that % |lu(t) — v(t)||Lsrn) = 0.

Consider now the case A # B and a # b. We use the following well-known numerical inequality for
a,feERand r > 1:

o o cla— B if r>2
(o 20— 18— 2 " . T2
CTW 1 <r<
where ¢, ~ (r — 1). See Lemma 4.4 in [39] and Appendix A.3 in [22] for a proof of it. When p,q > 2
Hy(a,b)(a —b) > c4la—0b|?>0, G,(A,B)(A—-B)>c,|A— B >0,

from where, since |A — B| = |a — b| we obtain that

—H,(a,b)Gy(A, B) = — H,(a,b)(a — b)G,p(A, B)(A— B) <0,

1
la — bJ?
from where, since J > 0, we get that < |lu(t) — v(t)HEq(Rn) < 0. A similar argument can be applied
when 1 < p < 2or 1< gq< 2 toreach the same conclusion.
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Moreover, the same estimate still true when ¢ — 1 since for all o, 8 € R

(a_ﬁ) (- f) > 0 if « and B have the same sign
laf B “ | 2|a—p| if @ and S have different sign,

and therefore Hy(a,b)(a —b) > 0.

Finally, from the previous computations, for any p > 1 and any ¢ > 1

d 1 _
—[|u() = v(®)lla@n) = =5 [u(t) = 0() | e J(x —y)Hy(u, v)Gp(u, v) dedy <0
dt 2 ®") [ Jgn wgn
Letting ¢ — oo in the above expression gives the result for the L>° norm. O

The following comparison principle is a consequence of the contractivity for the difference of solutions
stated in (3.4).

Proposition 3.7 (Weak comparison). Givenp > 1, let u and v be solutions in [0,T] of (C) with initial
data ug,vg € LI(R™), 1 < ¢ < oo, respectively. Hence, if ug < vg a.e. in Q, then u(z,t) < v(x,t) a.e.
inR™ and t € (0,T).

When Q@ C R™ is open and bounded, the same conclusion holds for solutions u and v in [0,T] of

(D) and (N) with initial data ug,ve € L1(Q), 1 < g < oo, respectively.

Proof. Let up,vy € LI(R™) with 1 < ¢ < oo be such that uy < vy a.e. x € R™. Consider the
sequences of approximations {ug x fren, {Vk,0fren € L (R™) given by ug x := min{uo, k} X 5, (0), vo,x =
min{vo, k} X B,.(0). Therefore, {uo r}ren and {vox}ren are monotone sequences and

Uo,k — Uo, Yo,k — Vo strongly in LY(R™) and a.e. in R”,

”uO,k”Lq(Rn) < HUOHL‘?(R")v HUO,k”L‘I(R") < HUOHL‘I(R")~
Then, it follows that

limnf(uor—vok)+ = (wo—vo)+ =0, and ||(uox—vok)+[lLan) < [[woflLe@n)+lvollLa@n). (3.5)
Due to Theorem 3.4, for each k € N there exist ug, vx solutions of (N) corresponding to the initial

data ug , vo i, respectively. By (3.4), {ux}ren and {vi}ren are also monotone, so for a.e. x € R™ and
t > 0 we can define the limits

u(z,t) := liminf ug(z, t), v(z,t) := liminf vy (z, t),
k—o0 k—o0
and ug(t) = u(t), vg(-,t) = v(t) strongly in LZ(R™) for ¢ > 0. Moreover,
likm inf(ug(z, t) — vp(z, 1))+ = (u(z,t) —v(x,t)) 4.
—00
Then, by Fatou’s Lemma, (3.4), and the Dominated Convergence Theorem with (3.5), we get that
1(t) — 0(8)) 2y < B [ (o (6) — 01,2 n ey < Jimn s — ) rcary =
—00 k—o0
that is, u(x,t) < v(z,t) a.e. x € R® and ¢t > 0.
The proof for the Dirichlet and Neumann problems is similar. O

Remark 3.8. The comparison principles available in the literature often require additional assumptions
on the regularity of solutions and initial data (c.f. Corollary 2.9 in [4] and Theorem 2.1 in [44]).
However, our Proposition 3.7 holds for solutions in W11(0,7;L%(Q)) and initial data in L) with
1<g< oo

We recall a useful integration formula stated in Lemma 6.5 of [4].

Proposition 3.9 (Integration by parts). For every u,v € LP(Q2), Q@ C R", it holds that

- /Q o(2) Ly 0u(z) do = & 0(u(z), v(z)).
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We prove now a proposition in the spirit of the celebrated Bénilan-Crandall estimates [10].

Proposition 3.10 (Benilan-Crandall type estimates when p > 2). Let p > 2 and let u > 0 be a
solution of (C). We have that

Ut(xvt) > =

The same holds for solutions of (D) or of (N) when Q@ C R™ is a bounded set.

a.e.  €R" and t > 0. (3.6)

Proof. Take A > 1 and consider the rescaled (in time) solution to (C)
ur(z,t) = Aru(z, \t)  with  uy(z,0) = A7 2ug(z) > u(a).

By the comparison principle (Lemma 3.7), since A > 1 it follows that ux(z,t) > u(z,t) a.e. z € Q and
t > 0. Moreover, taking A = # > 1 and adding and substracting u,(z,t) we obtain

u(z, t+ h})b —u(z,t) % (t > = 1] s (1) + uA(x,t)}; u(z,t)
> % <tth> . 1] ux(x,t)
(t+h) 77 —t 7

(t+ h)72u(z, t + h).

h
The result follows by letting h — 0% . The reasoning for solutions of (D) or of (N) is identical. O

Lemma 3.11 (Time-monotonicity for p > 2). Let p > 2 and u be a solution corresponding to the
datum ug to any of the problems (C), (D) or (N). Then, the map

t— tﬁu(x,t) is nondecreasing for all t > 0 and a.e. x € R™,

for solutions to (C). For solutions to (D) or (N) the same holds for a.e. x € Q.

Proof. Integrating in time the Benilan-Crandall estimates (3.6) on [t, + h] we immediately obtain
that tﬁu(aj, t) < (t+ h)ﬁu(x,t—l— h) for all h > 0, as required. O

3.1. The weak cone condition. We close this section stating a technical condition we use to deal
with the smoothing effect for the Neumann problem.

Given z € Q, let R(x) consist of all points y € Q such that the line segment joining x to y lies
entirely in ; thus R(z) is a union of rays and line segments emanating from x. Let

[(z)={y € R(z): |y — 2| <1},

and let |I'(z)| denote the n—dimensional Lebesgue measure of I'(z). We say that () satisfies the weak
cone condition if there exists a number ¢ > 0 such that

IT(x)] > 4§ forall z € Q.
Clearly, the cone condition implies the weak cone condition.

Lemma 3.12. [1, Lemma 1] Let Q@ C R™ satisfy the weak cone condition. Then there exist positive
constants n <1, A and B depending on n and &, and for each x € Q a subset P, ,, C S"~', such that
AMPppn) =Aandz+toc € Qifo € Py and 0 < t < 1. In particular, for each x € Q and each &
satisfying 0 < & < n, the generalized cone Cp¢ = {y =z +toc € R": 0 € P,,,0 <t <} satisfies
Cx,£ Cc Q and ‘Cm’g‘ = Bfn
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4. L9-L° SMOOTHING EFFECT FOR SOLUTIONS

In this section, we prove an L7-L* smoothing effect for solutions of (C), (N), and (D), for all
q € [1,00].

For the reader’s convenience, we recall the following version of the Young’s inequality. For € > 0,
a,b> 0 and p,q > 1 such that § + 1 =1 it holds that

ab < ea” + (ep) "7 q "Bl
The following numerical estimate is key in our arguments.

Lemma 4.1. Given p > 2, for all a,b > 0 it holds that
a?t —|a—bP72(a — b) < (p — 1) max{aP 2, bP~2}b.

Proof. We assume p > 2 since the inequality is trivial when p = 2. We have to prove that

p—2 - p—2 . <
aP~1 1_‘1_b (l_b) < (p 1)(1 b ?fb_a,7
a a (p— 1Pt ifa<b.

Denoting t = g, the last expression is equivalent to

(p—1)t ift <1,
(p—1tP=t ift > 1.

1—1—tp2(1—t)<{

When ¢t < 1, by using Taylor’s expansion we have
L= |1 —tP2(1—t)=1—(1—t)P*

- 12
1= (1= -0+ G- DE- 20 -7 ) < (-
where € [0,t], which gives the result when ¢t < 1. When t > 1 we have
I—[1—tfP2Q-t) =1+t -1 < (p—1)t !

where in the last inequality we used that f(t) = 1+ (¢t — 1)?~! and g(¢) = (p — 1)#*~! are such that
f(1) =g(1) and f'(t) < ¢'(¢) for t > 1. This gives the result for ¢ > 1 and concludes the proof. O

Theorem 4.2 (Cauchy). Let u be the solution of (C) corresponding to the initial datum ug. Then
the following holds:

(i) For any p € (2,00) and ug € LI(R™), g € [1, 0]

~

[u(®)||Loomny < —— + Kpgsllulto)lLagny  for all 0 <to <t <T.

tr2

When ug € L= (R™), we can set to = 0 and get the estimate below.
(ii) For any p € (1,00) and ug € L>*(R™)
lu(t) Lo @ny < llulto)llLee@mny  for all 0 <tg <t.

Here, K, and Ky, 4 5 are the explicit constants depending of p, q, n and ||J || gny given in (4.6).

Proof. Let u be the solution of (C) with p € (1, 00) corresponding to the initial datum ug.

When up € L*(R"), inequality (i) is just a consequence of the L°°—contractivity property of
solutions stated in Proposition 3.6. Hence, we focus in (i) for a fixed p € (2,00). For the sake of
simplicity we split the proof in several steps.

o STEP 1. Reduction argument. Given a nonnegative function uy € LI(R™), ¢ > 1, we consider the
sequence of approximations {ug x }ren given by ug x = min{ug, k}.
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We denote by uy, the solution of (C) corresponding to the datum ug . Observe that by Proposition
3.7, ug(x,t) > 0 for a.e. x € R™ and ¢t € (0,7). Moreover, by the contraction principle stated in
Proposition 3.6 we have that uy(t) € L=°(R") for every ¢ € [0, 7).

o STEP 2. LPT972-L°° smoothing effect. By definition of solution we have that (u)¢(z,t) = Lyux(x,t)
a.e in R™ x (0,7). Adding and subtracting ugfl(x,t), making use of the Bénilan-Crandall estimate
given in Lemma 3.10 and the fact that ||.J||p:rn) = 1, it is obtained that

- Zf(_x’;)i < (up)e(z,t) = —ud Mz, t) + Z(ug), ae. z€R"andt e (0,7)

where we have denoted
T(uy) = / J(@ = y) { (v, 6) = wn(a, O iy, 1) = wle, ) +uf " (,0) | dy.
R™

This gives the following relation for a.e. x € R™ and t € (0,T)
ug(x,t)
(p—2)t
From this, using Young’s inequality with € > 0 to determine, we get

b (z,t) < + Z(ug).
p—1 p—1 -B=2
up (x,t) <euwy (x,t) +ct” 2 + I(uy)
with ¢, := 6_F12(p — 2)_ﬁ(p - 1)_%, from where
Ce p=1

_ _p—1 1

Let us estimate Z(ux). Using Lemma 4.1 we get

Tlue) < (0= 1) [ (o~ ) macfun (o, (s hun,1)dy

<= Voot [ - pun0dy+ 0= [ Il dy = 1)+ i),

Since J € L'(R™) N L>*(R"™) and ||J||r,:&~) = 1, using interpolation, for any 1 < < co we have that

n

1—1

1y < 115 oy ey = 1 g (4.2)
We use Young’s inequality with €1 > 0 to determinate, Holder’s inequality and (4.2) to get that

(i) < erup(@, )" + ey (/n J(z = y)ur(y,t) dy)p_l

(p=1)(p+q—3) p—1

ptq— p+q—2 p+q—2
< erupla, P 4., ( JRCETES dy) ( / uk<y,t>p+”dy)

p—1
< erun(e, 0P+ e |17 I (O

_9\P2
()
€1
Moreover, using (4.2) we have that

pi;12 ptg—2 pigiz
(1) < (p— 1) ( / uk<y7t>p+q-2dy) ( I —y) dy)
n RTI,

<(p-— 1)||J||ELQ(R2n)||Uk( P a2 gy

Gathering the last two bounds yields
T(ur) < erur(e, )P~ + (L4 e e fun (DI 2 gy (4.3)

where c., is given by
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)||J||E;“(R2n Inserting (4.3) into (4.1) yields
p—1 Ce ,_p=l €1 p—1 Cl(l + Cel)
t) < t =2 t _
R (x’)_lfs +175uk(x’) L

where ¢ := (p —
etk ()17 a2 ey

and then, denoting k., = ¢1(1 + ¢, ), we get

_p=1
K -1
- ||uk(t)||zﬁp+q—2(Rn), a.e. r € an

and t € (0,7). (4.4)

p—1
t) <
u (@ )*1—5—€1+1—5—

a(p—1)

o STEP 3. LY-L°° smoothing. We use now Young’s inequality with €5 > 0 to determinate, to get that

pta—2 (p—=1)(p—2)
sy = ([ oty 2uteoran) ™ <l @I n@IEE
—1 —1
< ol (I8 + e [0 (O

Hence, inserting this expression into (4.4), we get

p—2 _
where Key = (ps_f) ! q(p—|—q— 2)_%
Key Ce _p=1 Key Key
(1 - 65152) ()7 < gy < I e L MY Gy
which gives
_p=1
Cet P=2 + H€1H€2||uk( )”Lq R™) (4 5)

[|luw(t )||Lx R7) = 1—e—e1 —e2ke
1

= é and €9 = 4:1151' This election gives that

o STEP 4. Choosing e, €1 and 5. We choose ¢ = ¢
Therefore, (4.5) and the sub-additivity of the concave function 0 < z — z7-71 yield

Etert ek = %
||Uk(t)||Loo(Rn) R 72 + Ky g7 ||luk(t )HL‘?(]R")
where the constants can be taken as
1
8 =2(p—1) -~ p(p+<1)
Ko=2(525) " K = a8 I (1.6

o STEP 5. Limit as k — oo. By construction we have that 0 < ugr < ug k41 a.e. in R” for all k € N

and
a.e. monotonically from below.

lim ok = uo
k—o00

Then, Proposition 3.7 yields
0 < up(z,t) < ugsr(z,t)
By monotonicity, the pointwise limit of {uy(z,t)}ren always exists (possibly being +o00 on a set of
measure zero), and then we define the candidate to limit solution as
(x,t) := lim inf ug (z, t).
k—o0

a.e. € R" and ¢t € [0,7).

Observe that by the uniqueness of solution, we have that the limit function w is indeed a solution of
(C) with datum wug. Moreover, by the lower semicontinuity of the norm, the Monotone Convergence

Theorem and Proposition 3.6, we have that
[w(®)[|lLe@n) < 1iklgigo}f||uk(t)||Lq(Rn) < lu@®)|La@ny < lluollLa@n



26 MATTEO BONFORTE AND ARIEL SALORT

As a consequence, the set of (x,t) € R™ x [0,T] where u(x,t) = 400 has measure zero, and then
the convergence above holds almost everywhere. Finally, the above estimate together with the lower
semicontinuity of the norm and Proposition 3.6 yield

e N1 ..
|w(t)||Les ry < liminf [Jug (t)]|Lee mny < Kpt™ 772 + K o g liminf [ug (£)[|La )
k—oco k—o0

N1
< Kpt™ 772 + Ky g ol Laen).-

Therefore, for any nonnegative solution corresponding to the nonnegative initial datum uy € LI(R™)

with ¢ € [1, 00] it holds that

/A
||U(t)||Loc(]Rn) S Kpt p—2 + Kp’q’JHUOHLq(Rn). (47)

o STEP 6. L4-L°° Smoothing for signed solutions. In this final step we get rid of the nonnegative
assumption on solutions. To do so, let u be a solution of (C) with initial datum uo € LI(R™). We
remark that both u and ug may change sign.

By definition we have that ug < uf := max{ug,0} in R®. Consider the solution ut of (C) corre-

sponding to the initial datum ua' . The comparison principle given in Proposition 3.7 yields that ut

is nonnegative and u < ut for a.e. x € R” and ¢ € [0,T). Therefore, by using the smoothing obtained
in (4.7) for nonnegative solutions we get

—~ o1
(@, ) < Ju®)llee @) < [lut () lue ey < Kpt™ 772 +Kp g gllug [Logn)  VE € (0, 7],
Observe that by the oddness of £,,, —u is also solution of (C) with initial datum —ug. In this case we

have that —ug < ug := max{—ug,0} in R™, and we can consider the solution v~ of (C) with initial

datum ug . Again, by comparison, 4~ is nonnegative and —u < u-fora.e.z € R" and t € [0,T), from
where (4.7) gives that

—u(a,t) < u(2,8) < u (o 8)le o) < Rot 72 + Kpgullug Loy Ve € (0,70,
The last two estimates give that
()| @y < 2Rt ™72 + Kpg lltg o) + Kp,g, s g Lo
= QRPFﬁ + Kp,q,J”uO”LQ(R")
since uar and v, have disjoint supports. The proof is now complete. O
Using similar arguments, we can obtain the smoothing for both the Neumann and homogeneous

Dirichlet problems. For the Neumann problem, as mentioned in the introduction, we additionally
assume condition (H;) on J.

Theorem 4.3 (Neumann and Dirichlet). Let Q C R™ be open and bounded and let up and uy be the
solutions of (D) and (N), respectively, with initial data up o and un,o. Then the following holds:

(i) for any p € (2,00) and up o € LY(N), g € [1, ]

K
||uD(t)||Loo(Q) S t?pz + Kp7q7J||UD(t0)||Lq(Q) fOT’ all 0 S t() S t S T.

When Q additionally satisfies condition (Hy), then for any uno € LI(Q), ¢ € [1, ]

_ K
un ()| (o) < K76 (ti + Kp,q,JHUN(tO)HLq(Q)) forall0 <ty <t <T.

(ii) For any p € (1,00) and ug € L>*(R™)
lup(t)llLee) < lup(to)llLee)  for all 0 <ty <t

and the same holds for uy .
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Here, K, and K, .. are the explicit constants given in (4.6).

Proof. The proof in the homogeneous Dirichlet case runs in the very same way as in the Cauchy
problem.

We will now highlight the main differences and provide a brief outline of the proof for the Neumann
case. Given a nonnegative function uy € LI(2), 1 < ¢ < 0o, we consider the sequence of approximations
{uo k }ren given by ug r = min{ug, k}. Denote by uy the solution of (N) corresponding to the datum
ug,%- By Proposition 3.7 ug(z,t) > 0 a.e. z € Q and t € (0,7), and u(t) € L>°(Q) for every t € [0,T].

By definition of solution we have that (ug)i(z,t) = L, qui(z,t) a.e. in Q x (0,7). Adding and
subtracting uiil(x,t), and using Lemma 3.10 it is obtained that

7uk($,t)
(p—2)t

where we have denoted

Zlw) = [ T =) {Jun(o) = s 02 k(0 6) = el ) + o (w,0)}

< (up)e(z,t) = —cpa(@)ul (2, t) + Z(u)  ae. z€Qt e (0,T)

and for x € Q, cjq(x) is given by cjo(x) := [, J(x —y) dy. Then, assumption (H ) gives

wP~(z, 1) < <“k(xt) JrI(uk)) 1

(p—2)t Ko
Proceeding as in Steps 2 and 3 of the proof of Theorem 4.2 we get

_p=1 .
c.t™ P2 + 551“€2||uk(t)”iq(1m

luk (B)1F <) < (4.8)

RjQ — &€ — €1 — E2Rey

KJ,Q
dkeq

Choosing ¢ = g1 = %/@J,Q and g9 = gives Kjo —€ — €1 — E2Ke, = %I{J7Q. Therefore, (4.8) and the

sub-additivity of the concave function 0 < x — a7 yield
K,

Uk (t)||1,00 <
usOl~cey <

_ o Ky
77 4 =P g (1) Loy (4.9)
kJQ

)

where K, and K, , s are the constants given in (4.6). Then, as in Steps 6 and 7 of the proof of
Theorem 4.2, we can take k — oo to obtain that (4.9) holds true for signed solutions. This completes
the proof. O

4.1. Alternative form of the smoothing estimate. By using the time-monotonicity and time-
scaling property of solutions, we provide for an alternative form of Theorem 4.2.

Proposition 4.4. Let u be a solution of (C) withp > 2 corresponding to the initial datum ug € LI(R™)
with g € [1,00] and let K, and K, 4 7 be the explicit constants given in (4.6). Then

2Kt~ 7 if0<t<t,,
2Ky g, 7 l[uolluamny — if t >t

K =
te = pJq’J Uo || La(rn .
( Kp H OHL (R )>

Similarly, when Q@ C R™ is an open bounded set and uy € LY(R™) with ¢ € [1,00], the same holds for
solutions of (D) by replacing R™ with Q. When Q also satisfies (Hy), the result holds for solutions of
(N) up to the multiplicative constant /ﬁ;%}

llu(t)][Lee ®mny < {

where
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Proof. Let u be solution of (C) corresponding to the initial datum wg € LI(R™). Given A > 0,
consider the scaled function uy(z,t) := )\ﬁu(x,At). Then, Theorem 4.2 together with the time-

scaling property for solutions and Proposition 3.6 gives
~ 1
[ux(T) L @ny < Kpm™ 772 + Kp g llua(0)[lLe@ny V7 >0,
that is,
AT (A7) Lo gy < A72R,(AT) 72 + A2 Ky g slluollLa@ny V7 > 0.

We can optimize by choosing

2—p
i Kygu : Kp.q.1
(Ar)772 = %”UOHL‘I(R”) Le. A= <EqHUOHL‘I(R”)> =t

p p

to obtain [u(t.)||re®n) < 2Kp,q,
1

have that u(z,t) < (%) ?=2 y(x,t,) holds a.e. x € R™ and 0 < t < t,, from where we are lead to

|uo||ra(rny. Using the time-monotonicity given in Lemma 3.11 we

Uy

fu@llmen < () huelhm < ()7 2Kpas

For t > t,, using Proposition 3.6 we get [[u(t)|[rmn) < [|u(ts)||Loe®n) < 2Ky g, 7]lwo]Le@n).-

fuollagen) < 2Ryt 7.

This concludes the proof for the Cauchy problem. The Neumann and homogeneous Dirichlet cases
follow analogously by using Theorem 4.3 instead of Theorem 4.2. O

4.2. Smoothing for u;. We prove now that the smoothing effect is also valid for the time derivative
of solutions.

Theorem 4.5 (Smoothing for u;). Let u be a solution of (C) with p € (1,00) corresponding to the
initial datum ug € L}, _(R™). The following holds:

loc

(i) For any p € (1,00) and up € L°°(R"™), then u:(t) € L>(R™) for any ¢t > ¢y > 0 and
(8o ey < 2P llutt) 2k
(ii) For any p € (2,00) and ug € LI(R™) with ¢ € [1,00], then w(¢) € L"(R™) with r € [1, 00] for any
t>1ty>0and

a _1_4
e ()l ) < 22Meto) o oy a1 -

In this expression we can take to = 0 when ug € L>°(R™).

When Q C R™ is open and bounded the same estimates hold for the solution of (D) by replacing R™
with Q. If Q also fulfills (Hy), then the same holds for problem (N), and additionally (ii) reads as

1 _
() lm) < 27190 luto) [ =g

for any p € (2,00) and ug € LI(N) with ¢ € [1,00) for any t >ty > 0. In this expression we can take
to = 0 when ug € L>*(Q).

Due to the smoothing effect established in Theorems 4.2 and 4.3 we have obtained that solutions
are bounded. Indeed, if u is solution of (C) corresponding to the initial datum ug we have that

u(®)]| < Wy = [u(to)||Loegny  for t >ty > 0, and ug € LI(R™), g € [1,00],p € (2,00)
Loo(Rm) = : ||u0||Loo(Rn) for t > to > 0, and ug € L°(R"),p € (1, 00).
(4.10)

where in the first case
_

[uto) Lo @ny < Kpto 7% 4 Kp g, 7 lluollLa@mny,
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Moreover, Theorem 4.5 proves that the boundedness of the ug implies the boundedness of u(t):

t>tg >0, and ug € LI(R™),q € [1,00),p € (2,0)

)L mry < My :=2PME ™! wh
e (®)llu= @) < My o Where { t >ty >0, and up € L°(R"),p € (1,00).

(4.11)

Analogous estimates hold for solution of (D) and (N) by replacing R™ with Q.
In the following result we extend Theorem 4.5 for higher order time derivatives.
Theorem 4.6. For any p € (2,00) and ug € LY(R™) with q € [1,00], then dfu(-,t) € L>°(R™) for all

k=0,...,[p], and all t >ty > 0. More precisely, there exists M, > 0 depending only on n,p and My
such that

[0F u(t) || (mny < M. (4.12)
In this expression we can take p > 2 and to = 0 when uy € L>(R™).

When p € N there exists a I\N/Ip > 0 independent of k, such that for all k € Ny and t >ty > 0 we have

|0 u(t)||ne (mry < My k!

As a consequence, u(x,-) is real analytic in time, with analyticity radius ro = 1 A tg.

When Q C R™ is open and bounded the same estimates hold for the solution of (D) by replacing R™
with Q. If Q also fulfills (Hy), then the same results hold for problem (N).

Proof of Theorem 4.5. We split the proof into several steps. The proof of the Cauchy case is the same
as for the Dirichlet problem (by using the zero-extension of u outside the domain), hence we omit it.

o STEP 1. The case p € (1,2]. Let u be the solution of (N) with p € (1,2], Q@ C R™ corresponding to
the initial datum ug € L>°(2). For a.e. € Q and ¢t > ¢y > 0, we have that

|ut (2, )] =

/ J(x—y)Lp<u<y,t>—u(x,t»dy\szpu<>||Lw(Rn [ =)y < 2 utto) [f g

which gives item (7) both for the Cauchy and Neumann case.

o STEP 2. The Cauchy problem when q,r € [1,00). Let u be a solution of (C) corresponding to the
initial datum ug € LY(R™) with ¢ € [1,00). Then, for any ¢t > t; > 0 and a.e. z € R",

|ut(,1)| =

[ @=Lty = ule ) | < 2Oy [ I = lule) — ]

Hence, we obtain that for any r € [1, 00)

[t or e <20 0ol 22, [ ([ a6 -l - utolay) de

Since [|J|| 1 (gny = 1, by Jensen’s inequality we have that

([ o=l = utw0ldy)" < [ o= lute.0) - utol dy
< 2" Hu(z, )" . J(x—y)dy+2"" . J(x —y)|uly, t)|" dy

< Hu(z, )"+ 271 | J(x —y)|uly, )| dy.
-
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Then, using Jensen’s inequality, Fubini’s Theorem and the fact that ||J|[p:grn) =1,

/ ( /R J(e = ylu(z,t) - uly,t)|dy) da

<o [ ueoraer [ se- ol dyds
<Xty + 2 [ a0 ([ 9= )de) dy = 2 a0l e

Moreover, observe that, for ¢ € [1,00) it holds that
[ a0 do = [ Jute, 0 ue 017 do < o) Pl o
Gathering the last inequalities and using Proposition 3.6 yield that, for ¢,r € [1, c0)
e ()l @y < 27 ulto) 12ty ko) o oy

Dirichlet case. In this case, since u is the zero extension outside €2, clearly the L? norms of both u and
u; on the whole space coincide with the same norms on 2.

o STEP 3. The Neumann problem when r € [1,00) and q¢ € [1,00]. When u is a solution of (N)
corresponding to ug € LI(Q) with ¢ € [1,00), @ C R™ is a bounded domain, and J satisfies (H), as
in Step 1, we get that for any 0 < tg <t and a.e. z € ,

[ et as <2002, [ ([ s - it -t olay) o
Q o \Ja
In this case, the boundedness of €2 allows to estimate of the right-hand side as follows
([ 7= o) = ulul ) < 21715 oy B e
Using that ||.J|| 1 (gny = 1 and Proposition 3.6, for ¢ € [1,00) and r € [1,00) we get

e ()l (@) < 271907 Julto) 7 <{q)- (4.13)
When ug € L*(€2) we can take top = 0 in (4.13).

o STEP 4. The case r = co. Let us analyze now this case for all problems at once. Given 2 C R™, for
a.e. z € Q and t >ty > 0, we have that

/Q J(@ = y)Ly(uly,t) — ula, ) dy\ < 2|7, / J(a—y)dy < 2 [u(®) 7,
and then, using Proposition 3.6 we get

e (8) | s (2) < {2 ||U(f0)||Loo (@ Whenug € L4(Q) with ¢ € [1,00)

2p||u0||Loo(Q) when ug € L*°(Q).
This concludes the proof. O

|ut (2, )] =

Proof of Theorem 4.6. We prove the result for the Cauchy problem. The proofs for the Dirichlet and
Neumann case are analogous.

Let u be a solution of (C) corresponding to the initial datum uy € L4(R™) with ¢ € [1,00] and let
t>ty >0 (to =0 when ug € LOO(Rn))

Observe that the case k = 0 is just (4.10). We prove the result by induction on k > 1.
STEP k = 1. This case is given in (4.11).
INDUCTIVE STEP. Assume that the estimate
H(?gu(t)HLoo(Rn) <M, forallj=0...[p]—1
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holds for t >ty > 0 (ty = 0 when uy € L>®(R")) for some constant M,, depending only on n,p and M;.
Let us see that the 8t[p]u(t) is bounded in terms of the constant M,,. Indeed, for z € R™ and ¢ > ¢

[p]—1 _ glpl-1
6‘£p]u(x,t): lim of " Tu(z,t+ h) — 07 Tu(x,t)

h—0+ h
— lim ap] o (ug(z,t + h) —ug(z,t)

h—0+ h

1

= lim 9"~ ( / Tz = y)(Lp(uly,t + h) — (@, t + h)) = Lp(uly, t) — u(z, 1)) dy)

h—0+ h Jrn

(1 -

= lim (h / J(w =)o (A, y,t + h) — Ap(w,y. 1) dy)

where we have used the equation and dominated convergence, and denoted

Ap(z,y, 1) = Ly(u(y, t) — u(z,1)).
Observe that there is t* € (¢, + h) such that Ap(z,y,t +h) — Ap(z,y,t) = 0y (Ap(z,y,t*))h. Hence
o u(e.t) = [ o= 9ol (o) dy (4.14)

The [p]—th time derivative of Ay,(z,y,t) can be written by using the Fad di Bruno’s formula (see for
instance [31]) as

[p]-1 j m;
P Ay tont) = Oy tgto) = 3 Ly T (20) 7 )

mylma!l---myy! e 4!

where the sum is over all n—uples of nonnegative integers (my, ..., my) satisfying the constraint
my + 2mg + 3ms + - + kmy = [p] — 1.

Here g: R — R denotes the function g(t) = u(y,t) — u(z,t), z,y € R".
An inspection of the Faa di Bruno’s formula reveals that for all z,y € R™ and ¢ > ¢, it holds that

[p]—1 [p]—1[p]-1
07 Ay (@, )] < (fp] = 1)! Z 1L 9Ol | TT 32 199 Ol g | - (4.16)
/=1 j=1

Since \Léj)(z)| =(p—1)--(p—7)|z[P7177, the inductive hypothesis gives for any 0 < j < [p] — 1
IZDg(0) e ey < (0 — VP ma{ 2000 g, 260000 }
< (p = 1P max{(2M,)P 71, (2M,)P ).

Moreover, due to the inductive hypothesis, for all 0 < j < [p] — 1 it holds that ||g(j)(t)||L:x:(]Rn) is

bounded by QHagu(t)”Loo(Rn) < 2M,,. Then, in light of (4.16) these expressions yield for all z,y € R”
and t > tg

0 Ay (g, 0)] < W, (4.17)

where |\7|p depends only on n, p and M,. Inserting (4.17) into (4.14) finally gives

10 () [ gy < W, / @ —y)dy < W,
RTI,

This concludes the proof when p is not an integer.
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Analyticity. When p € N, we obtain that |L,(,j)g| = |¢g¥)| = 0 for any j > p — 1, which in light of the
previous computations gives that 8]u(t) = 0, hence formula (4.16) gives, for all k € N

k
|0F Ap(,y, t)| < k1Y LG g(t) 1w gy HZ 9 (D)1 ()

j=1 r=1j=1

[p]—-1 [p]

= k! Z HL(J (t)[|Loe () H Z @t IILm (&™) <M, k!
=1 j=1

As a consequence we obtain that for all £ € N
ok u(O)l ooy < Bk [ (o= g)dy <y R, (4.18)
R?’I

which clearly implies that u(t) is analytic with radius 7o = 1 A tg. This concludes the proof. d

5. HIGHER REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS

In this section, we study regularity properties of bounded (in space) solutions. Roughly speaking,

solutions become C’,{p lo=lp] 4 time, and the modulus of continuity of the initial data and its derivatives

is preserved under certain conditions.
We start with two lemmas describing the behavior of the function L, and its derivatives.
Lemma 5.1. Let a,b € R. For 1 <p < 2 there exists a constant c, such that
|Ly(a) = Ly(b)] < cpla —bP.
For any p > 2 it holds that
|Lp(a) = Ly(b)] < 2°72(p — 1)|a — b|(|a] + [b])P~
—1)]a = b|(la|P=3 + [p|P—3 h >3
M) — 2ty < 7 Dla =B 16 when p >
|a — bP~ when 2 < p < 3.

Proof. The inequality for p € (1,2) can be found in [39]. Given a,b € R and p > 2 we have that

1 1
b]P~2 — |a|P~2a = / %M +tb—a)P*(a+tlb—a))dt=(p—1)(b— a)/ la+t(b—a)P~?dt,
0 0
from where it follows that
P2 = a[P~%a| < (p— 1)|b—al(Ja| + |b— a])P 7> < 2P7(p — 1)|b — al(|a| + [b])P >
Similarly, when p > 3
[6P=2 — |afP- 2|_‘/ Dbt —a)r2dt| = (p—2) |b—a|/ la + (b — a)|P* dt

(p—2)[b— a|2P73(|a] + [b)P~
When p < 3, since p — 2 < 1 it holds that

16/P=2 — |a]P=2] < []b] —|al[P™* < [b— P
This concludes the proof. O
Lemma 5.2. Let a,b € R such that b > a. For 1 < p < 2 it holds that

b—a
Lpb—Lpa Z -1 2—p
)= Lo(0) 2 (0= Do

Proof. Tt is given in page 75 of [60]. O
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Lemma 5.3. Let p > 2 and r € N such that r < p—1. Denotec,, = (p—1)(p—2)---(p—r) and let
a,be R. When r is even

L5 @) ~ L )] < Epla—bi(lal + )7~ if p 72 2.
where T = ¢ p(p —r — 1)2P7""2 and when r is odd

Crpla —b|(laP~" 2+ [pP7"72) ifp—r>2,
S pla—blP 1 ifl<p—r<?2

(@)~ L) < {

where Crp i=Crp(p—7+1) whenp—r >2 and S, p :=Cpp when 1 <p—r < 2.

When p € N and r > p—1 then

» (a) — L,(,T)(b)‘ =0 for any a,b € R.

Proof. An easy computation gives that for r <p —1

ﬂLp(t) = L) = CrpLp—r(t) ?f T 15 even (5.1)
CrpMp_ri1(t) if ris odd.

This together with Lemma 5.1 gives the lemma. g
5.1. Higher regularity in time for all p € (1, 00). Next, we prove higher regularity in time, knowing
by the smoothing effects of the previous section that u; is already bounded.

Theorem 5.4 (Holder regularity in time for u; when 1 < p < 2). Let u be the solution of (C) with
p € (1,2] corresponding to the initial datum ug € L=(R™). Then uy(z,-) € CYP 7 ([to, 00)) and there
exists ¢, > 0 depending on n and p such that for all x € R™ and all 0 <ty <11 <ty < oo such that

lus (0, to) _ut(xatl)l
|t1 — tafP1

1
< & llulto) | -

Analogous results hold for solutions of (D) when Q C R™ is open and bounded, and for solutions of
(N) when Q in addition satisfies (Hy).

Proof. We prove the result for the Cauchy problem. The proofs in the Neumann and the Dirichlet
cases are analogous.

Consider the solution u of (C) with p > 1 corresponding to ug € L*°(R"). Using Lemma 5.1, for
fixed to9 > t1 >ty > 0 and x € R™ we have that

|ug (2, t2) — ue(w, t1)| < / J(x — 2)|Ly(u(z, ta) — u(, t2)) — Ly(u(z, t1) — u(z, t1))| dz

<y [ I Duleita) = e tr) — (ulistz) — e, t)P
Using triangular inequality and mean value theorem, for some t* € (t1,t2) we have that
[u(z, t2) = u(z,t1) = (u(w, t2) = w(z, )P~ <2272ty — 41 P (fue (2, 67) P71+ fug (2, £7) P71

< oP=DEp=Dp, g |p- 1||U(to)H(Lpoo(1Rn)

where in the last inequality we used Theorem 4.5. This gives that w;(z, ) € C%P~1([tp, >0)) and

|ue(z, ta) —ut(%tl)\
|t —tq [P~

This concludes the proof O

2(17 1)(2p—1) ||u(t0)HLpoo ﬁn)

In the following result we bootstrap the time regularity of solutions to get higher regularity in time.
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Theorem 5.5 (Higher regularity in time). Let u be solution of (C) with p € (2,00) corresponding to
the initial datum ug € LI(R™) with ¢ € [1,00]. Then, u(-,t) € C’t[p]’p_[p]([to,oo)) for allt >ty > 0.
More precisely, there exists a constant ¢, > 0 depending only on n,p and the constant M, given in
(4.11) such that for all x € R™ and all tg < t1 <ty < 0o we have

oy Obute 1) = OFutw )| [0 (e t) = 0 ula, )] _ .
k=0,...,[p]—1 |t1 — tg‘ |t1 — t2|p7[p}

When ug € L(R™), the above result holds for all p > 1 and we can also allow ty = 0.

When p € N we have that u(-,t) € C5°([tg,00)) for all t > to > 0. Moreover, there exists ¢, > 0
independent of k such that for all x € R™ and all tg < t; < ts < 0o we have that

OFu(e, ) — OFula, 1)
[t — ta]

holds for all k € N. In particular, u(-,t) is analytic with radius of convergence ro =1 A ty.

<cp k!

When §2 is open and bounded, analogous results hold for solution of (D). If in addition Q0 satisfies
(Hjy), the same holds for solutions of (N).

Remark 5.6. Some comments on the higher regularity in time result:

o When 1 < p <2, Theorem 5.5 recovers Theorem 5.4.

o Theorem 5.5 in particular says that for all x € R™

cgmax [0, Yoo (.00 + 0702, Voot g 00)) <

and for all t1,t, > to, denoting w(p) = max{|p|, |p|P~ !}

pmax () = Ofuta) ey + 10 ultr) = O (k) ey < poltr = )

Proof. Let u be a solution of (C) corresponding to the initial datum uy € LY(R™) with ¢ € [1, 0o] and
let x € R™ and t1,t2 > to > 0 (to > 0 when ug € L°°(R™)). Given h > 0 and k € N, by using (4.14) it
is obtained that

|OF u(e, t1) — Ofu(x, t2)| < / (2 = y)l10F " Ap(a,y, t]) — 0F Ayl y, 15)] dy (5.2)

n

where t] € (t1,t1 + h), t5 € (t2,t2 + h) and Ay(z,y,t) = Ly(uly, t) — u(x,t)).
We observe that for any k& < [p] — 1 estimate (4.17) gives

|3tkAp(x7yvt)| S MP (53)

where M, is a positive constant depending on n,p and M;. Then, using the mean value theorem, for
any k < [p| — 1, we obtain the following estimate:

08 Ap (g, 17) — O Ay, y, 83)] < 18] — 6510 Ap(,y,1)| < Mty — 15 (5:4)

where t* € (¢7,3). Moreover, since |t} —t5| < [t1 —t2|+h, taking h < |[t; —¢2| and gathering expressions
(5.2) and (5.4) it is obtained that

|0Fu(z, 1) — Ofu(w, ta)] < 2Mplty — tal.

When k = [p] and p ¢ N we will show that 9,ul?!(z,-) € COP~IPl([t, 00)) for each x € R™ and t > to,
and the following estimate holds

O Ay, t1) — O A, y, 1) < c(Mpy) [t — P~ 1P),
Then, using expression (5.2) gives that
0P u(z, 1) — O u(x, t2)| < EMp[ts — to|P~ P!

as desired.
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First, we observe that from (4.15) we can give an expression for Gt[p ]_lAp(:c, y,t) as follows

[pl-1
OF Ay, t) = 37 L(w(t))u() (5.5)
k=1
where we have denoted w(t) = u(y, t)—u(x,t) and v (¢) are functions depending on wy (), we(t), . . ., 8t[p]71w(t)

and powers of these functions.

Therefore, given t1,t2 > to > 0 (tg > 0 when uy € L°°(R")) we have

0P Ay (2, y, 1) — O Ay (w, y, t0)] <

[p]-1 (5.6)
< Z IL (w(ty)) — L (w(ta))[|or(t)] + [LEF (w(ta)) ok (ty) — vi(ta)]
k=1

In order to bound this expression we make some observations. We assume that k is even (the proof is
similar when k is odd). Using (5.1), Theorem 4.6 and the fact that vy (t) is a Lipschitz function we get

L (w(ta)) o (t1) — v(t2)| < cpl Lp—r(w(ta)]er(Mp)[ts — to]
< co(My)[t1 — t2f.

From 5.1 and Theorem 4.6 we have that for any k € N even
LGP (w(tr)) = LY (w(t2)] < CplLp—n(w(tr)) = Ly—k(w(t2))]
When k = [p] — 1, using the convexity of  — rP1=? (with [p] —p < 1) and the fact that u(t) is Lipschitz
LD (1)) = LD (w(t2))] < b)) = w(ta) )

< Gylw(t) — ultz) [P~

< Gplule, 1) — ul@, t2) [P~ + yluly, tr) — uly, t2) [P~

< 28, My |t; — toP 7P,
Similarly, using Lemma 5.3 we get for k =1,...[p] — 2

LD (w(ty)) — LYV (w(t2))] < es(Mp)|tr — ta].
Since assuming |t; — t2| < 2 is no restrictive, these computations lead to bound (5.6) as
OF 7 Ay (2, 00) = O Ay (1, 12)] < ca(Mp) [t = "+ e (M) 11—
< c(Mp)|tr — to|P 1P,

Analyticity. When p € N, (4.18) yields that for all k¥ € N there exists |\7|p independent of k such that
|08 Ap(,y,t)] < M, kL.
Then, from (5.4), we get that for all £ € N it holds that
|08 Ay, 17) — OF Ay, y, 83)] < M, RL|E] — £5].
As a consequence, from the previous computations we obtain that for all £k € N
0Fu(z, t1) — OFulz, t2)] < 2M, k! [t1 — Lo,

which clearly implies that u(-,t) is analytic with radius of converngence ro = 1 A tp.
This concludes the proof of the Cauchy Problem.

The proof for the Dirichlet and Neumann problems is completely analogous. O
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5.2. Holder regularity in space. In this subsection we prove that the modulus of continuity of the
initial data and its derivatives is preserved under certain conditions.

We recall some notation which will be used along this paragraph.

A modulus of continuity is a function w: [0,00] — [0, 00] vanishing at 0 and continuous at 0. A
function v admits w as a modulus of continuity if and only if

(@) —v(y)l < w(lz —yl)
for any = and y in the domain of v.

Given two moduli of continuity w; and wo we say that
w1 X we when wy = O(ws), that is, wy (t) < Cwy(t) as t — 0, for some C' > 0,
w1 K we when wy = o(wsy), that is, lim;_,o :;—Eg =0.

Given a modulus of continuity w and 2 C R™ we consider the space
CO’W(Q) = {f € CO(Q) [f]co,w(g) < OO} s

where
|f(z) — f()]

oz =) :az,yeQ,x;«éy}.

[f]co,w(g) (= Sup {

Example 5.7. The space C%* includes Hélder continuous function when w(t) = t*, o € (0,1); Lipschitz
functions when w(t) = ¢; almost Lipschitz function when w(t) = t(1 + |logt|), ete.

Observe that a function v € C° always belongs to C’IOO"C*,’, where w is the modulus of continuity of v.

The following characterization for functions in C%* will be useful.

Lemma 5.8. Let w be a modulus of continuity and 2 C R"™ be an open set. The following statements
are equivalent:

(i) f € Cou(9);
(ii) there is a positive constant M such that [f]co.w ) < M;
(iii) for all zo € Q and ro > 0 such that By, (xo) C 2 it holds that
0SCR, (zy) f = sup f— inf )f <Cuw(r) YO<r<mrg

B, (z0) (o

where C is a positive constant.

Given k € Ny and a € (0,1), the Hélder space C**((2) has assigned the norm

ko := max sup | D? f(2)| + max |D? f|co.a ().
I flle (Q) \B|§km€g‘ f(z)] |5‘:k| fle (Q)

We also recall the standard notation for multi-indexes.

Let o = (a1,...,a,) € Z% and = (B1,...,Bn) € Z7 be two multi-indexes. We denote

|a|:a1+...+an’
a < 8 means that a; < §; for all 1 <i <n,
Du(x,t) stands for D*u(x,t) := Dgv(z) = 05} - -- Ogru(w,t),

al = arlag! -+ - ay!,

<g> means the product <gi> e (g:)
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We recall that for p > 2, we denote L, (t) = |[t[P72t and M, (t) = |t[P~2.

For our purposes we use the multivariate Fad di Bruno’s formula to compute derivatives of a
composition of functions. Let u(z,t): R™ x RS’ — R be a smooth enough function and let 8 =
(B1, B2, -+, PBn) be a multi-index with |8| = k, then

k
DLy (e, 1)) = 3 L (e, 0)d (1) (57)
r=1
where d,- depends on the product of the different combination of derivatives of order r = 1,...,k, and

whose precise formula can be found, for instance, in [31] [Corollary 2.10]. Namely, we have

D iu(x
-y e e

p(Br) J=1

where p(8,7) is the set of (ki,..., Kk l1,...,0) (with &; € ZS‘ and ¢; are multi-indexes, 1 < i < k)
such that for some 1 < s <k, k;=0and ¢; =0for1 <i<k—s; kK >0fork—s+1<i<k;and
0 </lp_sy1 <--- </l are such that

For instance, (5.7) when u = u(z1, 22, x3) becomes

Oz, (Lpu) = ule;)v,

" /
8$18£2 ( ) = v£1u12Lpu + vflevaa
" 1 /
89018953 ( u) = uxlumsu:rs[/p U+ (Ugy Uy + 2“w1uw1w3)Lpu + umwswzl’pu
and when u = u(xy, z2), (5.7) becomes

Oz, aﬁg (Lpu) = U o Uy LWU + I (szxzuwl + 2Usy Ugyay) + L;u331332332'
From the formula of d, it can be seen that
DP(L,(u(x,t))) = Lyu DPu(z,t) + Rp_1(u(z,t)) (5.8)
where Rj_1(u) contains the terms with “lower order derivatives” or order up k — 1, and it is such that
k

Ry (u(x, ) < k!my(t) Y LY u(a,t)

=2

with m,(¢) denoting a function such that

k
H Z [ Du(t)|[f,0 oy < Mp(2).

(=10<|a|<k—1

When w is solution of (C), notice that in view of the smoothing effect, we do need to require a priori
boundedness of ug, indeed

||u( )HLoo(]Rn) < — + Kp’q’JH/LLO”Lq Rn) = mo for all 0 < lf() <t< T.
t(‘)’ 7=
Notice also that when ug € L*(R") we have that [|u(t)|[pe®n) < |JuollLee®n) := mo and all the
following results will extend up to ¢ = 0. Summing up, we define
Kp

~— 4 Kp g7 lluollLany when g € (1,00) and t > ¢ > 0
[u()[lLoe mry < Mo := q 177> (5.9)
l|luo||Loe (mm) when ¢ = oo and ¢t > 0.

In fact, we can take in this case mg = mg.
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An analogous expression holds for solutions of (N) and (D) by replacing R™ with .

Theorem 5.9 (Holder regularity in space). Let p > 2 and let u be a solution of (C) starting from the
ingtial datum ug € LY(R™) with q € [1,00] and let mg be as in (5.9). Moreover, assume that

(i) D%ug € CO“(R™) NL®(R") for any 1 < |a| < [p] — 1, and define m, as

my 1= Mo + Z ||DQUOHLOO(R7L), (510)
1<]a|<[p]-1

(ii) there exists a modulus of continuity wy, such that for a.e. x,y € R™

Z /]R | DYJ(y — 2) — D¥J(xz — z)| dz < wyp(|lz —yl). (5.11)
0<fal<[p) -1 7"

Then D%u(-,t) € CO%(R") for any || < [p] — 1 and t > to > 0, where the modulus of continuity
@ is given by w(p) = max{p, p* 2, wy,(p),w(p)}. Moreover, the following estimates hold true for all
la] <[p] =1, all x1,20 € R™ and allt >ty >0

|D%u(x1,t) — D%u(xa,t)| < K(t) @(|z1 — x2|) (5.12)
where K(t) is a function that depends only on p, n, J, and m,.

When ug € L (R™) the result holds for all t > 0.

When 2 < p € N, estimate (5.12) holds for |a| = k for any k € N provided that moreover ug €
C*®R") and J € C*°(R"™). In particular K(t) is a function that depends only on p, n, J, and m, but
not on k nor on k—th derivatives of ug.

When  is open and bounded, analogous results hold for solution of (D). If in addition Q) satisfies
(Hy), the same holds for solutions of (N).

Remark 5.10. K(t) is defined for all ¢ > ¢y > 0 and has an (almost) explicit expression given in the
proof. The form of K(t) reveals that when uy € L>°(R™) we can extend the result up to to = 0, that
is when we can take ¢ = oo. This information is encoded in the expression of mg as in (5.9). When
q < oo, we cannot extend the estimate for ¢ = 0 since K(¢t) — oo as tg — 0. Also we remark that
K(t) — oo as t — oc.

Proof. We prove the result for solutions of the Cauchy problem. For the Dirichlet and Neumann case
the proof is analogous.

o CASE p € (1,2). Let u be a solution of (N) corresponding to the initial datum ug € C%*(R"™) N
L*°(R™). In this case we have that || = 0 and therefore we need to prove that for any x;,z2 € R”
and ¢ > 0 there exists a positive function K(¢) depending on p, n and mg such that

fu(, 1) — u(ws, O] < KO@(21 — wa]), (5.13)
where @(p) := max{wy,(p), w(p)}.

o STEP 1. Let 1,22 € R™ be fixed and let ¢ > 0. Assume first that w(zq,t) > u(xa,t). Using the fact
that u solves equation (N) we can write

ug(z1,t) — ug(xa, t) = /n (J(z1 — y)Lp(u(y,t) — u(z1,t)) — J(x2 — y)Lp(u(y, t) — u(z2,t)) dy
= _ ,/Rw J(x1 —y) (Lp(u(y, t) — u(za,t)) — Lp(u(y, t) — u(z1,t))) dy

+/ Lp(u(y,t) — u(x2,t) (J(x1 —y) — J(x2 —y)) dy := (i) + (i)
o



SHARP REGULARITY ESTIMATES FOR 0-ORDER p-LAPLACIAN EVOLUTION PROBLEMS 39

From Lemma 5.2 and (5.11) we get that

. u(ry,t) — ul(xs, t .. _
() < —(p— )2 U@l Gy gt el — 2al),
(1 + 2[lug Lo rn)) 2

and, denoting y(t) = u(x1,t) — u(xa,t) and

p— ]- -1
= = B = 2||ug ||} grywap (|71 — 22|)
2—-p>? Lo (R™ P ’
(1+ 2[[u(t) Lo ) *2 =
we get the following differential inequality

y'(t) < —Ay(t)+ B, t>0. (5.14)

o STEP 2. Observe that the function g(t) = y(
B =g(t) — ABt < (¢t) for all t > 0. Then, y(t
)

u(wy, t) — u(za, t) < (up(z1) — uo(x2) e~ At 4 Bt

0)e~ 4 4 Bt is a supersolution to (5.14) since —Ag(t) +
) < g(t) for all ¢ > 0 and we get

<w(lzr — x2l)e At"‘%HUOHLm(Rn wyp(lr1 — 2)) (5.15)
5.15
< max{w(ler - 2a)), wapler = w2} (€74 + 2t uollf <l g )

= 0(|xr — z2])K(t)
where we have used that ug € C%*(R"), and K(t) depends on p, n mg and t.

o STEP 3. When u(x1,t) < u(ze,t), proceeding similarly we get

%(u(xg,t) —u(z,t)) < —(u(xa,t) — u(x1,t))A+ B, t>0

and then u(za,t) —u(r1,t) < @(|zy — z2])K(t). This inequality together with (5.15) gives (5.13).

o CASE p > 2. From now on p > 2 and u denotes a solution of (C) corresponding to the initial datum

up € LY(R™) with ¢ € [1, 00]. Moreover, 21,22 € R™ and t > ¢y > 0 with ¢y = 0 when uo € L>(R")).
We split the proof in several steps.

o STEP 1. Let us prove that Dug bounded for any |3| < [p] — 1 implies that DAu(t) is bounded for
8] < [p] — 1 and all t > to.

More precisely, we prove the following statement:

Assume that || DPu(t)||p,e gy < fp(t) for [8] < [p] — 2 and || DPugl|pegny < my for |8] < [p] — 1.
Then there is a function m(t) such that || DPu(t)||yegny < My (t) for || < [p] — 1.

Here my(t) and p,(t) depend on p, n, J and the constant mg given in (5.9).
We prove it by induction on the order of 5.

Cask |B| = 1. By hypothesis ||(u0)z, || @®n) < mp for i =1,...,n, and in light of (5.9) we have
||UOHLOO(R7L) S mo, ||u(t)HLoo(]Rn) S mp =: r?\p(t)
In this case, for any i € {1,...,n} we have that

e, (1) = sign(us, ,1))0, (2, 1) = sign s, (2,1) ( [ e = pLaulet) = ) dy
(0~ Dty (2, 1) /

< PO oy [ 197 =)o+ o, 012 0= DI ey [ T )l
< Alug, (2,t)| + B

J(z — y) My (uy, 1) — ulz, 1)) dy)

n
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where we have denoted
A= (p—1)2°"" max{mg, mE "%}, B := 2P max{my, mgfl}/ [VJ(x —y)| dy.
Rﬂ.
Solving the differential inequality above gives a bound for |uy,(x,t)| for all z € R™ and all ¢ > t¢:
At B a
|te, ()| oe(rny < €'my + Z(e —1) == p,(t).
INDUCTIVE STEP. Assume that

1D u(t) |0 ey < () for [B] < [p] =2 and t > o, [[D7uollieo ey < my, for [B] < [p] - 1,

for some m,(t) depending on p, n, J and my.

Let us see that for |3| = [p] — 1 there is a function m,(¢) depending on p, n, J, M, and mg such that
I DPu(t) |10 (rey < Mp(t) for t > to. (5.16)

By using the Leibniz formula for derivatives

%Dﬁu(z,t) = DPuy(z,t) = D? /n J(x — z)Ly(u(z,t) —u(z,t))

6 QJ(p— 5 B—a wlz —ulz .
2 (a) | D@ = 2D (Ly(u(w, 1) — u(z 1)) d=.

0<a<p

Then we can write

& |D%u(a, 1)) = sign(Du(a, 1) Dz, 1

< ¥ (0) [ 0o - oo nute ) - ate )l a:

0<a<p

=S (5) /R DT (& — 2)|| DLy (ulz, t) — u(z, 1))| dz

1<a<p
4 [ 1= D Ly (ule. ) — u(e. )] ds = (0) + i)
Let us estimate (). From (5.1) and (5.9), for any 1 < r < [p] — 1 we get

L (@, 0] < crpllu(®) 2t < (0= 1P~ max{mf >, mf P}, (5.17)

In this case |8 — a| < [p] — 2, then using (5.8) and and the inductive hypothesis we get
[pl—2

DP=L(u(x, t) — u(z,t)) = Lyu(x,t) DPF=u(z,t) + ([p] — 2)'co(p, mo, M) ( Z L

[p]—2 (5.18)
< [ Lput)[es ny 1D~ *u(t)[|oe gy + ([p] = 2)! colp, mo, My () }: 1L () oo ey
S Cl(p7 mo, r'ﬁp(t))
This gives that

(1) < ci(p, mo, Mp(t)) Z (g) /n |D¥J(x — z)| dz < ca(p, n, J, mg, My, (¢)).

1<a<p
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To bound (i3) we use again (5.8), (5.17) and the fact that || = [p] — 1, similarly as before

[p]—1
DPLy(u(z,t) — u(z,t)) = Lyu(x,t) Du(x,t) + ([p] — 1)'cs(p, mo, ip(t) Y L u(x, 1)

< (p— V)P max{mf %, mb YD u(a, 1)] + calp, mo, iy (#),
giving that
(“) < C5(p, Jv m0)|D’8u(x, t)' + Cﬁ(pa Ja mo, mp(t))

Combining these expressions leads to
d
%|D5u(ac7 t)| < A(p, J,mg)|DPu(z, t)| + B(t), (5.19)

where B(t) depends on p, J , mg and m,(t). Solving this differential inequality and using the inductive
hypothesis gives the desired bound:

t
\DPu(, 1)) < |DPug ()] + / B(s)et=94 g
fo (5.20)

t
< myet +/ B(s)e =>4 ds .= m,(t)  forallt>t,.
to

o STEP 2. We compute some estimates for the difference of derivatives. Observe that by using the
mean value theorem and (5.16) we get that

|u(9c17t) - u(x%t)' < mp(t)‘xl - y1|,
then using Lemma 5.3 we obtain that for 0 <r < [p] — 1
L) (u(ay, t) — u(z,t) = LG (u(we, t) — u(z,t))] <
< 27, max{lu(er, £) — u(@, )] [ue1,1) — ulwe, P pmax{1, u(®) e 2} (5.21)

< Ky (t) max{|z1 — a2, |21 — m2|p_7_1}

where K;(t) depends on p, mg and my,.

o STEP 3. Let || = k < [p] — 1. By using the Leibniz formula for derivatives we have that

DPuy(n,t) — Dlug(wa t) = 3 (g) [ D@ = D (Ly(u(ant)  u(z. 1) d

0<a<p
p “J(zy — z)DP w(xa,t) — u(z z
P2y (a) | DT =)D (Ly(ulaz, 1) — ulz 1) d
p “J(zy — z)DP~ u(x —u(z 2z
£ 5 (0) L - etz ona
= > <ﬁ> D J(z1 — 2) (DP=2(Lyp(u(z1,t) — u(z,t))) — DP=(Ly(u(xa, t) — u(z,t)))) dz
0<a<p \/ Jrr
B *J(x1 —2) — DJ(z9 — 2 B—o u(x —u(z z
+O§SB (O) /Rn(D J(z1 = 2) = D*J (22 — 2)) D" *(Lp(u(z2,t) — u(2,t))) dz.
Now, since

%|D5u(x1,t) — DPu(xa,t)| = sign(DPu(x1,t) — DPu(zs,t))(DPuy(z1,t) — DPuy (0, 1)),
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in light of the previous expression we obtain that

d

%|Dﬁu(m1,t) — DPu(xa,t)| < |DPuy(zy,t) — DPuy(2o,t)|

< / |J(z1 — 2)] |D6(Lp(u(x1,t) —u(z,1))) — DP(L,(u(za,t) — u(z,t)) | dz
+ X (3) [ 10mat - D5 puter. ) = ule) - D2 Lyl t) - )] dz

. “J(w1 = 2) = D (w2 = 2)| D77 (L (ulws, £) — u(z z
. <a)/n|D J(x1 = 2) = D*J(x2 — 2)| D7 (Lp(u(w2,t) — u(z,1)))| d

= (1) + (I2) + (I3).
(5.22)
In order to bound (1) we use expression (5.8) to write D?(Ly(u)) as Ly u(z,t) Du+ Rix_1u, where

k

Ry_yu(z,t) < kmy () Y LY u(w,t)

j=2
since k < [p] — 1. This allows to write:
DA (Ly(u(a,8) — u(z, 1)) — DALy (u(w,t) — ulz,1)))] =
= |Lyu(w,t t) DPu(xy,t) + Ry (u(z1,t)) — Liyu(x,t) DPu(zg,t) — Re_1(u(xa,t))
+ Lyu(xy,t) DPu(xy, t)|
< |L;)u(x1,t) — L;u(xg,t)} |Dﬁu(sc1,t)| + |L;)u(:1:2,t)| |D5u(x1,t) DPu(x,, )|
+ [Ri—1(u(z1,)) — Ri—1(u(z2,1))]
= (i1) + (i2) + (43).
To bound (i1) we use expression (5.16) from Step 1 and (5.21) to get
(i) < Ko (@)my (H)w(|z1 — z2)),
where we have denoted @(p) := max{p, p?~2}. The term (i3) can be bounded using (5.17) as
(i2) < ¢1,p max{myg, mg_2} ‘Dﬁu(xl,t) DB (wa, )| )
Finally, the term (i3) can be bounded using the mean value theorem, (5.16) and (5.17) as
(i3) = c6(p, mo, My (1)) |21 — 22l

These estimates allow to bound (I;) as

n

(11) < ((21) + (i2) + (i3))/ [ J(z1 = 2)|dz
< c7(p, J, mo) |D5u(m1,t) — D’Bu(mg,t)‘ + cs(p, J, mg, My (t)) O(jxr — x2).
To bound (I2) we proceed similarly as for (I). In this case | — a] < k —1 < [p] — 2 and from (5.8)
Dﬁ_a(Lp(u(x,t))) = (L;)u(x,t) DP=u(x,t) + Ry_o(u(z,1))
where Rj_a(u(x,t)) can be bounded using (5.16) as

k—1
Ri_o(u(z,t)) < (k—1)!m,(t) Z LY u(z,t).
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This allows to write
D= (Ly(u(z1,t) = u(z, 1)) = D~ (Ly(u(x2,t) — u(z,1)))|
< |(L;)u(x1,t) — (L;)u(xg,t)| |Dﬁ7‘)‘u(1’1,t)| + |(L;)u(x2,t)| {Dﬁfo‘u(xl,t) — Dﬁfo‘u(xg,t)’
+ [Rr—2(u(z1,1)) — Rp—z(u(z2,1))]
= (i1) + (42) + (43).

To bound (i1) we use expression (5.16) and (5.21) to get that (i1) < Ky (¢)mp(¢t)w(|z1 — x2|). By using
(5.17) the term (i2) can be bounded as

(i2) < e1,p max{mo, m§ >} | D~ *u(zy,t) — DP~u(za,t)| < 1, max{mg, mh~*}Im,(t)|z; — 22

where in the last inequality we have used the mean value theorem and (5.16).
Finally, using again the mean vale theorem and (5.17) we can bound (i3) as

(i3) < co(p, mo, My (t))|1 — 22l
With these estimates, (I2) can be upper bounded as follows:
(1) < (@) + @)+ ) 3 (0) [ 1D ste1 = 2l ds < culp, Sy (0, 0) (01 = 2.
1<a<p '
To bound (I3) observe that expression (5.18) gives
D= (L (u(z, t) — u(z,1)))| < ci1(p, mo, My (1))
Then, from hypothesis (5.11) we get

1) < enlpmomy®) 5 (7) [ (0%t -2 - D2 - 2) a:

0<a<p

< c12(p, Mo, My (1)) wyp(|z1 — 2|).

Finally, inserting the bounds of (I1), (I2) and (I3) into (5.22) give the differential inequality

d
%|Dﬁu(xl,t) — Dﬁu(xg,t)\ < |Dﬁut(z1,t) — Dﬁut(:zzg,tﬂ < (5.23)

< A(p, J,mop) |Dﬁu(m1,t) — Dﬁu(xg,t)’ + B(t) o(|x1 — z2]),
where @(p) := max{p?~2, p,w;,(p)}, B(t) depends on p, J, my and m,(t), and A in independent on ¢.
Solving (5.23) and using the hypothesis on D%ug we get
t
|DPu(z1,t) — DPu(xs,t)| < |DPug(z1) — DPug(zs) e + @ (|2 — x2|)/ B(s)e=94 ds
0

¢
< @(|lxe — 1)) (eAt +/ B(s)elt=)4 ds)
0

where we have denoted
(‘D(p) = max{p, pp727 wJ,p(p)a W(p)}
Therefore, we conclude that

{ |DBu(zy,t) — DPu(wa,t)|
sup =
W(|lz1 — z2)

¢
cx1,12 ER" 1 #£ y} < et +/ B(s)e=%) ds == K(t)
0

and then DPu(-,t) € C%“(R") for any || < [p] — 1 and t > ty. This concludes the proof. O
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5.3. Holder regularity in space for time derivatives. Under the considerations of Theorem 5.9,
we can state an analogous result for the time derivatives of solutions.

Recall that the smoothing effect and the norm decreasing in time property of solutions gives
||u(t)HLoo(Rn) S mo.

where mq is defined in (5.9). Furthermore, in light of Theorem 4.6, there exists a function M, > 0
depending on n, p and the constant M; given in (4.11) such that for all j =0,...,[p] — 1

18 u(t)[[Loe gy < M.

These estimates holds for ¢ > tg > 0 when ug € L¢(R™) with ¢ € [1,00] and we can let tg = 0 when
ug € L™ (Rn)

In the following theorem we prove that the modulus of continuity of the initial data and its deriva-
tives is preserved by the time derivatives of order up to [p — 1].

Theorem 5.11 (Holder regularity in space for time derivatives). Given p > 2, let u be a solution of
(C) starting from the initial datum ug € LY(R™) with q € [1, x].

Assume moreover conditions (5.10) and (5.11).
Then &lu(-,t) € Cg[cp]fl’w(R”), for any j € Ny such that j < [p] — 1, where & is the modulus of
continuity given by @(p) = max{p, pP~2,w;,(p),w(p)}.

More precisely, it holds that D"‘@gu(~,t) € C%“(R™) for any t >ty > 0, where a is a multi-index
such that |a| < [p] =1 and j € Ny is such that j < [p] — 1, and there exists a positive constant c,
depending on p, n, J, My, mg and t such that

|D“8{u(m1,t) — Daafu(xg,tﬂ
< c,(t 5.24
(IJ(|$1 _ I2|) — P( ) ( )

hold true for all 1,z € R™ and all t > ty. We can let to = 0 when ug € L>®(R™).

Moreover, when p € N, estimate (5.24) holds for any j € Ny and any o € N, hence each D*u(x,-) is
analytic in time with radius ro = 1 A tg.

When Q is open and bounded, analogous results hold for solution of (D). If in addition Q satisfies
(Hy), the same holds for solutions of (N).

Proof. We prove the result for solutions of the Cauchy problem. For the Dirichlet and Neumann case
the proof is analogous.

Let u be a solution of (C) with p > 2 corresponding to the initial datum ug € C°(R™) N L4(R™)
with g € [1,00] and let ¢ > ¢y > 0 (we can let tg = 0 when ¢ = 00).

We split the proof in several steps.

o STEP 1. Let us see that there exists a positive function c(t) depending on p, n, J, mg, M,, and m(¢)
such that

1D B3 u(t) ey < (), (5.25)
holds for all j € {0,...,[p] — 1} and all multi-index S such that || < [p] — 1.
We prove it by induction on j.
CASE j = 0. Let us see that |[DPuy(t)]|pe@n) < c(t).
From (5.19) and (5.20) we have that
ID%us(a, )] < Alp, I, o) [ DO~ )+ Blp: . o, (1)
< A(p, J,mo)mp(t) + B(p, J, mo, p(t)) := c(t).

where mg is given in (5.9) and m,(t) is given in (5.20).
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INDUCTIVE STEP: assume that ||D58tju(t)||Loo(Rn) < ¢(t) holds for all j € {0,...,[p] — 2} and 8 such

that |8| < [p] — 1. Let us see that ||Dﬂa£p]7lu(t)||Loo(Rn) < &(t) holds for any |3| < [p] — 1 for a suitable
function &(t) depending on c(t).

Let h > 0. We use expression (4.14) to write

o utat) = [ I =)o Aot

where t* € (¢,t + h) and Ap(z,y,t) := Ly(u(y,t) — u(z,t)).
Given § such that |8| < [p] — 1, by using the Leibniz formula for derivatives we get

DO (e ) < S <§)/ D (a1 — 2 [DP0 0P (A (o, 00| s
RTL

0<a<p
:/ (s = 2)| [P (Ay (1, 2, 17))| dz (5.26)
> (ﬁ) 1Dy = 9l [DP o0 a0
]Rn
1<a<p

To bound (5.26) observe that the multivariate Faa di Bruno’s formula (5.7) in this case reads as
DPOP 2 (Apu(z, 2,t)) = Ly (w) DO u(z, t*) + Ryyj—a -1 (uly, t*) — u(z, t*)) (5.27)

where Rpp)_3 p—1u(,t*) involves derivatives D*0;"u(z,t) with 0 <m < [p] — 3 and |a| < [p] — 1 and
by inductive hypothesis can be bounded as

Rpp)—3,p)-1 < K(p, mo, My (t7), Mp).
Therefore, we can use Lj,(u(t*)) < [[u(t*)|lL~®n) and the inductive hypothesis to bound (5.27) as
DB (Ayu(e, 2,t%))| < (p — 1) max{mo, mi >} DO 2u(z, t*)] + K
< (p — 1) max{mg, mb " *}c(t*) + K
for all 8 such that |3] < [p] — 1 which used in (5.26) gives
D20 u(n, )] < Calpyn, T, mo, (1), My, €(t)) = E(1)
o STEP 2. Let |8] < [p] — 1 and j € {0,...,[p] — 1}. By using the Leibniz formula for derivatives and
adding and subtracting the term > o4 <§) Jon DI (21 — 2)DP=0] (Ap(22, 2, t*)) dz We get
|DP&u(21,t) — DPOI u(as,t)]|

S/ IJ(xl—z)|\Dﬁag’*l(Ap(xl,z,t*)))_Dﬂag'*l(Ap(xz,z,t*)) dx
> @/ (D (w1 — 2)] [DP20 7 (Ay (w1, 2,8)) = DP=207 " (Ay (w2, 2.1)) | d2

+ > (g) / |DJ(x) — 2) — D*J(za — 2)| |DP~28) " (Ay (2, 2, 7)) dz.

0<a<p

From the above expression and (5.25) we can proceed analogously to the proof of Theorem 5.9 to
obtain that

‘Dﬂé){u(acl,t) - Dﬁagu(xQ,t)’ < A, ’Dﬁaflu(xl,t*) — DPYI (o, t)| + Bya(jer — za), (5.28)

where A; = Ay(mo,p,J), B1 = Bi((p,n, J, mg, My, m,(t))), and &(p) := max{p, pP~2,w;,(p)}.
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o STEP 3. We can iterate (5.28) to get
|DP & u(xy,t) — DPOIu(xs,t)| <
< A, ‘Dﬂag’*lu(xht’;) - Dﬂag’*lu(x%t’;)‘ + Bioo(|z1 — a)

< A (42| D70} Pu(n, t3) — DPO]u(wa, )] + Bai(lar — wal)) + Bais(lan — al)

< Ap--- Aj|DPu(zy,t7) — DP (22,t])|

+ (A1 A1 Bj+ A - Aj 9B 1+ A1 Aj_3Bj_o+ -+ By) 0|z — x2|)
< A|D'8u(x1,t;) — Dﬁ(xg,t;ﬂ + Bo(|xr — x2)
< (AK(t) + B)o(|z1 — z2])

where A = A;---A; and B depends on A;, B;, i = 1,...,J, and in the last inequality we have used
(5.12) and denoted @(p) := max{p, p =2, w;,(p),w(p)}. This gives that

wp { D8O u(z1,t) — DPOfu(xs, 1)

&z — 22]) P T2 GR",x#y} < (AK(t) + B) == c(t)

and therefore DPu(-,t) € CO“(R™) for all |3] < [p] —1and j =0,...,[p] — 1. O

We prove now that spatial derivatives of order up to [p] — 1 of solutions are in the class C’t[p =1

Theorem 5.12. Given p > 2, let u be a solution of (C) starting from the initial datum ug € LI(R™)
with q € [1,00]. Assume moreover conditions (5.10) and (5.11).

It holds that DPu(x,-) € C’t[p]’p_[p]([to,oo)) for any multi-index 8 such that |B] < [p] — 1 and any
to > 0. More precisely, there exists a positive constant c, depending on p, n, ||J||Le®nr), Mo and
tg < t1 <ty < 00 such that

wa 1P70]u(e,tr) ~ DPOfu(a.ty)] | DO u(x 1) — DO u(a ta)| _
§=0,.0y[p] —1 |t1 — ta |t1 — to|P—[P) =P

holds for any x € R™ and tg < t1 <ty < 0.

Proof. We prove the result for solutions of the Cauchy problem. For the Dirichlet and Neumann case
the proof is analogous.

Let u be a solution of (C) with p > 2 corresponding to the initial datum ug € C°(R™) N L4(R")
with g € [1,00] and let ¢ > ¢y > 0 (we can let tg = 0 when ¢ = 00).

Let (8 such that |8] < [p] — 1 and j € {0,...,[p] — 1}. By using (5.26) we have the
‘D,Bagu(xa tl) - Dﬁagu(xa t2)|
= X () [0t - e Ay th) - D0 A1)
0<as<p "
where t] € (t1,t1 + h) and t5 € (t2,t2 + h) for some h > 0, and Ay(x,2,t) = Ly(u(z,t) —u(z,t)).

We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 5.5: since |t — t5| < 2|t; — 2] we choose h < |t; — t2] and
using (5.25), we get

D3I Ay (w2, 8]) — DP03 T Ay (w2, 13)] < |DPOO] Ay, 2, DI85 - )
< Jet)lt —to when j < [p] — 1
= | c(t*)[ts — t2[P~P) when j = [p],
where ¢, € (¢},t5). This concludes the proof. O
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As a consequence of Theorems 5.11 and 5.12 we finally obtain:

Theorem 5.13. Given p > 2 let u be a solution of (C) starting from the initial datum uy € LI(R™)
with g € [1,00]. Assume moreover conditions (5.10) and (5.11).

Then, for any to > 0 (to = 0 when ug € L=°(R™) it holds that
u e CP1e(R™ N CPPPI([g, 00)).
More precisely, there exists a positive constant c, depending on p, n, ||J||re@ny, Mo, My and ty <
t1 <ty < 00 such that
i D200y 1) — DO} u(wa, ta)] DO u(w, 1) — DEO u(wa, 1)

ma c
A ‘g‘<[”[]*]1 . W(|z1 — @a]) + [t — Lo 1Bl<p—1  @(|x1 — @2]) + [t1 — ta|P~ [P -7
3=0,...,[p]—

holds for any x1,x2 € R™ and ty > to > tg.
In particular, when p € N we have that u € C(R™) N C°([tg,o0)). Hence, each DPu(x,-) is
analytic in time, more precisely, there exists c, > 0 independent of k and to < t1 <ty < 0o such that
|DEOfu(xr,t1) — DEOfu(ws, ta))
W(ley — wa|) + [t — 2]
holds for any 5 € Nij and k € N, and the analyticity radius is 1o = 1 A tp.

< k!

6. SOME CONSEQUENCES

In this section, we present several consequences derived from Theorems 4.2 and 4.3. Specifically, we
explore ultra-contractivity estimates, examine the asymptotic behavior of solutions for the Dirichlet
and Neumann problems, and establish certain functional inequalities.

6.1. Ultra-contractivity estimates.

Proposition 6.1 (Smoothing for the difference of solutions). Let u and v be solutions (C) corre-
sponding to the initial data ug,vo € LY(R™) with q € [1,00), respectively. Then, for any r € [1,00] and
0 < tg <t it holds that

q
T

1 a 1
lu®) —v()|lLr @y < C;,q7J||U(to) - U(to)Hﬁq(Rn) (t 72 + |lu(to)l|Le@mny + Hv(to)HLq(Rn))
In particular, when ug, vy € L>®(R"™) we have that for 0 <ty <t
lu(t) — v(t)llLe mny <7772 + [[ulto) |Lee (rn) + [[v(t0)l|Loo (RR)-

A similar result holds for solutions of (D) when Q is open and bounded, and for solutions of (N)
when  in addition satisfies (Hy).

Proof. Let u and v be solutions of (C) corresponding to the initial data ug, vg € LY(R™) with g € [1, 00).
Then, for any r € [1,00) it holds that

i

Jutt) = o(Olhany = [ Tutot) = o0 ute,t) = o) d

a 1_4a
< ) = 00 o 108) = 01
1

a A
< Ju®) = v(®)llzogny (lulie @) + 0@ Le @) -

The result follows just by applying Proposition 3.6 and Theorem 4.2. Observe that the estimate does
not degenerate as r — oo.

The proof for the Dirichlet and Neumann case follows similarly by using Theorem 4.3. This concludes
the proof. O
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6.2. Asymptotic behavior on domains. In this section we analyze the asymptotic behavior of
solutions of the Dirichlet and Neumann problem. For that end, we recall the following Poincaré type
inequalities established in Proposition 6.19 and 6.25 in [4].

Proposition 6.2 (Poincaré type inequality). Given p > 1 and Q C R™ open and bounded, for every
u € LP(Q) it holds that

[e=arae<e [[ =yl - ) dedy

where U = \QI Jou(x)dz and c; = c1(J,p, Q).
When w =0 in R™\ Q, it holds that

/Q |ulP do < co //QXQ J(x —y)|u(z) — u(y) [P dedy

with cg = C2(J7p, Q)

The following result holds as a consequence of Proposition 6.2 (see Theorems 6.22 and 6.35 in [4]).

Proposition 6.3 (Asymptotic behavior of solutions). Let 1 < p < oo and Q@ C R™ be open and
bounded. Given a solution u of (N) correspondmg to the initial datum ug € L°(Q), then it holds that

[u(t) = oL, () < Huollem vt >0,

where Uy = ﬁ Jo uo(x) dz. Moreover, given a solution of (D) with initial datum ug € L>(Q), then

C
[y < Sluolaay, V>0,

where ¢ depends of ca, being ci and cy are the constants given in Proposition 6.2.

Using the smoothing effect of solutions stated in Theorem 4.3, we extend the asymptotic behavior
of solutions to integrable initial data.

Theorem 6.4 (Asymptotic behavior of solutions, Neumann case). Let p > 2 and Q C R™ be open and
bounded, and assume (Hj). Given a solution u of (N) corresponding to the initial datum uy € LY(€),
then it holds that

[u(t) = o ||Loey < et VE>1,

where gy = ﬁ Jo uo(z) dz and c is a positive constant depending on J, n, p, kyq, |Q| and ||ugl|L (o)

Proof. Let Q be open and bounded satisfying (H ;) and let u be solution of (N) corresponding to the
initial datum u(t) € L(Q2). By Proposition 6.3, for any ¢ >> 0,

lu(t) = ollf gy < ||u0||L2

where Uy = ﬁ fQ ug(z) de. Them, using Theorem 4.3 we get that for ¢ > 0,

Ju(t) = Tl 0y < SHUluolEw @y < SHEI (8777 + lluollua ) (6.1)

where c depends of p, n, J and k.

Observe that w := u — ug solves the same equation than u but with initial datum wy = ug — ug.
Then, from Theorem 4.3, Proposition 3.6 and Holder’s inequality, we get that for any ¢ > 0

@)ooy < € (777 + () e )

<c (772 + 190" Ju(h) — Tollue) ) -
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where ¢ depends of p, n, J and k. Finally, this together with (6.1) yields that for ¢ > 2,

YA U B N U 5
[w@)l[Le(@) <T{t7772 177 (t 72+ HUOHLl(Q))
_,—1 1
<t r(2+ ||U0H€1(Q))-
where € depends of ¢, ¢, and [Q], since {2 < ™ for t > 1. This completes the proof. O

Remark 6.5. Expression (6.1) can be viewed as a refined version of the Poincaré-type inequality pre-
sented in Proposition 6.3, now applicable to L' data.

With the same arguments an analogous result can be obtain for solutions of (D).

Theorem 6.6 (Asymptotic behavior of solutions, Dirichlet case). Let p > 2 and Q C R™ be open and
bounded. Given a solution u of (D) corresponding to the initial datum ug € LY(Q), then it holds that

lu() Lo @) < v VS,

where ¢ is a positive constant depending on J, n, p, | and |lug||L1(q)-

6.3. Functional inequalities. As a consequence of the smoothing effect, the following functional
inequality can be derived.

Proposition 6.7. Let Q CR™. Then for any u € LY(R™), 1 < ¢ < oco. Then
- 1 _p=2
||U||%2(JR”) < (Kp +2) max{&,(u,u) =1, &y (u,u) " »=1} + Kp,q,JHU”L‘I(R")’

where K, and K, o are given in Theorem 4.2.

Proof. Let u be a solution of (C) with initial datum ug € LZ(R™), 1 < ¢ < oco. By Proposition 3.9, for
a.e. x € R" ¢t >0, and v € L?(Q) we have that

—/ ug(z, t)v(x) de = —/ v(z)Lpu(z,t) de = E(u,v).
Since uy(t) € LP(R™) for any ¢ > 0 due to Theorem 4.5, we can use the previous relation with
v(x) = u(x,t) to get

L), u(0) = pE(u(0) (1) = [ O di <.

Therefore &,(u(t), u(t)) is decreasing in time. In particular, &, (u(t), u(t)) < &,(uo, uo), which gives

() 22 ey = 2 / e g, ) dr = 26, (ult), (0)) 2 ~26 (g, o).

Integrating the inequality above and using Theorem 4.2 gives

=2t (uo,uo) < [[u®)lF2(n) — luolf )

< Rpt—”lf2 + Kp,q,J

[wollLa(rny — lluollfz(n);
from where, choosing ¢t = (&, (uo, uo))_z;—? we get

~, 1 _p=2
”uOHIQﬂ(R") < (KP + 2) max{gp(u07u0)p_l78;0(“07“0) Pl } + Kp,q,JHuO”Lq(R")v

and this concludes the proof. O
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APPENDIX A. GRADIENT FLOW AND EVI SOLUTIONS

The Hille-Yosida theorem is a powerful tool when studying the linear semigroups theory and its
connection with linear evolution problems. The study of nonlinear physical models led to the devel-
opment of nonlinear functional analysis. In particular, the nonlinear semigroup theory was dealt and
developed by Brézis, Benilan, Crandall, Kato, Komura, Pazy, among others. In this context we will
consider gradient flow or mild solutions. For a nice introduction to this subject we refer to [2].

Definition A.1 (Gradient flow). We say that u: (0,00) — D(f) is a gradient flow of f if u €
ACi,.((0,00), H) and

u'(t) € —0f(u(t)) a.e.t e (0,00)
We say that u(t) starts from wg if u(t) — ug as t — 07.

The following result provides for gradient flow solution to nonlinear problem. For a proof we refer
for instance to [2].

Theorem A.2 (Brezis-Komura). Assume that f is convex and lower semicontinuous. For every

ug € D(f) there exists a unique gradient flow u(t) = Syug starting from ug. The family of operators

S¢: D(f) — D(f), t > 0, satisfies the semigroup property Siys = Sy 0 Ss and the contractivity property

1Stuo — Seyol| < lluo — yoll w0, yo € D(f).

The evolution variational inequality (EVI) formulation of gradient flows provides for a useful mech-
anism to find solutions.

Definition A.3. A curve u € AC),.((0,0), H) is called an EVI solution if for any v € Dom(f) one
has

537 (lu(®) = vl?) < f(v) = f(u(®)) ae.te(0,00). (A1)
We say that u(t) starts from wug if u(t) — ug as t — 07.

We recall that gradient flow solutions are equivalent to EVI solutions.

Proposition A.4. For a convex and lower semicontinuous function f with D(f) # 0, a locally abso-
lutely continuous curve u is a gradient flow if and only if it is an EV I solution.
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