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Abstract

We consider non-negative, weak solutions to the doubly nonlinear parabolic equation
dyu? — div(|DulP > Du) = 0

N(p—-1)

(N—=p)+
when solutions vanish continuously at the Lipschitz boundary of a parabolic cylinder 7,

in the super-critical fast diffusion regime 0 < p — 1 < ¢q¢ < . We show that

they satisfy proper Carleson estimates. Assuming further regularity for the boundary of
the domain Qr, we obtain a power-like decay at the boundary and a boundary Harnack

inequality.
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1 Introduction

We are interested in the boundary behavior of non-negative solutions to the following doubly

nonlinear parabolic equation

Oy (u?) — div(|Du[P"?Du) = 0, weakly in Qr, (1.1)


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.16096v1

where 0 < p—1< ¢ < (NN(€;)1+)

specified in the following, and Qr = Q x (0, 7] for some T > 0.

, © C RY is an open, bounded domain, whose regularity is be

1.1 Statement of the Result

Our first result Theorem B] is a Carleson inequality for non-negative solutions to (II]) which
vanish continuously at the boundary. Here, it suffices to assume that the boundary 0% is
Lipschitz. The proof requires a flattening of the boundary, which changes our prototype equation
into a more general quasi-linear parabolic one with the same structure; thus, we devote the
Appendix to the study of this equation, in particular, to the proof of the Holder continuity of
a particular class of signed solutions.

Then, in order to obtain a two-sided decay at the boundary, we restrict our attention to
CU! boundaries and to the prototype equation, since the proof relies on the construction of
barriers which work only in this case. The comparison principle obtained in [9, Theorem 1.2]
is instrumental in this step. The Carleson estimate builds upon the decay at the boundary
to establish a boundary Harnack inequality, which constitutes our second main result, and is
stated in Theorem

Before starting our analysis, we present some introductory definitions.

Definition 1.1. A non-negative measurable function u : Qr — [0,+00) in the class
u€ C0,T; LITHQ)) N LP(0,T; WHP(Q))
is a non-negative, weak sub(super)-solution to (L)) if
//Q [—u90up + |DulP2Du - Dy| dadt < (>)0
T
for any non-negative function
€ Wy (0, T3 LITH(Q) 0 LP (0, T5 W, ().

A non-negative function u is a non-negative, weak solution to ([IT)) if it is both a weak sub-

solution and a weak super-solution.

Since for the moment things are very general, we need to define in which sense a Dirichlet
boundary datum is taken. Suppose we are given g € LP(0,T; Wl’p(Q)), g is continuous on Qp
with modulus of continuity wy(-), and we require u = g on 9Q x (0, 7.

Definition 1.2. The boundary condition u < g on 9 X (0,T] for a sub-solution (u > g for a
super-solution) is meant in the sense that (u — g)4+(-,t) € WhP(Q) (u —g)-(-,t) € WLP(Q))
for a.e. t € (0,T]. A function u which is both a weak sub-solution which satisfies u < g, and a

weak super-solution which satisfies u > g, is a solution which takes the boundary datum g.



Definition 1.3. A non-negative measurable function u : Qr — [0,+00) in the class

u € Cloc(0,T; LELH(Q)) N LY, (0, T; Wit P(9))

loc loc

is a non-negative, local weak sub(super)-solution to (L)), if for every K CC Q and for every
sub-interval [t1,t2] C (0,T] we have

/ udp dx
K

for any non-negative function

t
C // [—uy + |DulP~?Du - Dy| dzdt < (>)0
t1 K x(ty1,t2)

@ e Whith0,T; L7 (K)) N L

loc

(0,5 W, P (K)).

A non-negative function u is a non-negative, local, weak solution to (L)) if it is both a local

weak sub-solution and a local, weak super-solution.

1.2 Novelty and Significance

Parabolic equations of doubly nonlinear type arise in numerous applications of physics, for
example, as a model for the flow of non-Newtonian fluids through a porous medium. A com-
prehensive discussion on this subject is provided, for example, in [10, Chapter 2], along with
further references. The paper extensively investigates equation (II]), covering aspects like the
interior Harnack inequality and interior gradient estimates. Our work aims at complementing
this research by addressing results about the boundary behavior, in particular, Carleson estim-
ates and the boundary Harnack inequality. The issue of gradient regularity up to the boundary
remains, as far as we know, a very interesting open problem.

A well-known application (and motivation, at the same time) of boundary results comes
from the study of free boundary problems of parabolic type, a topic that has attracted con-
siderable attention in the scientific community. Indeed, starting from the stationary elliptic
case, a Harnack-based approach to the study of the regularity of free boundaries was set up by
Caffarelli in the seminal papers [IT], [12] for the homogeneous two-phase case. More recently, De
Silva developed a more flexible approach to the regularity of free boundaries in [I4], allowing the
study of more general equations with a source term, where the main idea is an “improvement
of flatness” property for solutions, which is proved using a Harnack-type inequality. This idea
sprouted into many different contexts, see for example [18] [19, [20].

Regarding parabolic free boundaries, a pivotal challenge revolves around the intricacies of
the classical Stefan problem. Following a trajectory akin to the elliptic case, Athanasopoulos,
Caffarelli, and Salsa pioneered significant advancements in their seminal works [3, 4, [5], using
monotonicity arguments to obtain smoothness of the free boundary (see also [13]). Recently,
De Silva, Forcild and Savin in [I5] managed to develop a more flexible argument, adapting the
idea of De Silva in the elliptic case to allow for a non-stationary free boundary, and developed

an improvement of flatness based on a Harnack inequality.



From this admittedly incomplete history of free boundary problems, it becomes evident
that the boundary Harnack inequality plays a crucial role in the study of such problems. It is
important to point out that another essential tool is the Hopf Lemma, which, in the case of
doubly nonlinear equations, remains unknown at the moment. The reason is that the classical
proof of Hopf’s Lemma relies on gradient regularity up to the boundary, which has yet to be
obtained.

Coming to the structure of the paper, after presenting introductory material in Section [2]
we state and prove the Carleson estimate in Section [Bl Section [ is devoted to a brief discussion
of the Comparison Principle, which is instrumental in the proof of the two-sided estimates
considered in Section Bl Finally, Section [f] collects the statement and the proof of the boundary
Harnack inequality. The Appendices deal with the Holder continuity up to the boundary of a
particular class of signed solution to (LI). This property plays a fundamental role in the proof

of the Carleson estimate.

2 Preliminaries

We collect some useful piece of notation and results we rely upon in the following.

We write Ng to denote NU{0}. For a point z, € RV xR, N € N, we always write z, = (2o, o).
By K,(x,) we denote the cube in RY with center z, € RV and side length 2p > 0, whose faces
are parallel to the coordinate planes in RY; analogously, by B,(z,) we denote the ball in RN
with center z, € RN and radius p > 0. When z, = 0 we simply write K, or B,, omitting the

reference to the center. We use the symbol
((Eo, to) + QR,S = KR(:I;O) X (to - Su to]

to denote a general “backward” parabolic cylinder with the indicated parameters. For 8 > 0

we define “backward” parabolic cylinders by

(To,t0) + Q, (0) := Kp(wo) X (to — Op" 1],
whereas “forward” cylinders are defined by

(Tosto) + Qy (0) := Kp(w0) X (to,to + 0p7).
When 6 = 1, we write (zo,%0) + @p-

2.1 Geometry of the Boundary

All the following results are well-known, and we list them without proof, unless otherwise stated.

Definition 2.1. A bounded domain Q C RY is called a Lipschitz domain if there exists a small



radius r, such that at every point y € 082 in an appropriate coordinate system, we have

QN Kg, (y) ={(2',2n) € RY s ay > ®(2')} N Ksy, (y),
o0 N Kg,, (y) ={(z',zx) € RN : zy = ®(2')} N Kg,, (1),

where @ is a Lipschitz function with ||D®| L~ < L. The constants r, and L are independent of
Y.

Definition 2.2. We say that a non-empty, bounded, open set @ C RN, N > 2, is a domain
of class CF for some k € NU {00}, provided that the following holds: for every point x. € 05,
there exist R > 0, an open interval I C R with 0 € I, a rigid transformation T : RN — RN
with T(z.) = 0, along with a function o of class C*, which maps B, (0) C RN~ into I with the
property ©(0) = 0, and such that if C denotes the open cylinder Br(0) x I C RN~! x R, then

e CNT(Q) ={(2',2n) €C: xy > @(a')};
e CNIAT(N) ={(z,an) €C: zny = p(2')};
e CN(T(Q) ={(z/,xn) €C: zn < p(z')}.

Remark 2.1. Any C! domain lies on only one side of its boundary.

Theorem 2.1. Let  be a non-empty, bounded, open subset of RN, N > 2, and assume that
k € NU{co}. Then Q is a C* domain if and only if for every point x. € 95 there exist an
open neighborhood U C RY of x., a radius r > 0, and a CF diffeomorphism v = (1, ..., %N) :
U — B,(0) for which ¥ (z.) =0, and

e Y(Q2NU) =B, (0) x RY;
e ((Q)°NU) = B,(0) x RY;
e H(0QNU) = B,(0) x IRY.

Definition 2.3. Given k € N, a C* domain Q C RY is called a domain of class C*', provided
the function ¢ appearing in Definition is of class C*:1.

Lemma 2.1. Let Q C RYN be a domain of class C* , and denote by v its outward unit normal.
Then Q is of class C*' if and only if v : 090 — RN is a Lipschitz function.

Definition 2.4. We say that a set Q@ C RY satisfies a uniform exterior ball condition, if there
exists a number r > 0 such that for any x. € 09 there is a point x € RY for which B,(z)NQ =0
and x. € 0B.(z). We call the supremum of all such numbers r the UEBC constant of Q, and

we denote it with re.

Definition 2.5. We say that a set Q C RY satisfies a uniform interior ball condition, if RV\Q
satisfies an exterior ball condition. The UEBC constant of RN\Q is referred to as the UIBC

constant of ), and it is denoted with ;.



We say that  C R satisfies a uniform two-sided ball condition, if 2 satisfies both Defini-
tion 2.4] and Definition We refer to the minimum between the UEBC and UIBC constants

of 2 as the uniform two-sided ball condition constant of €2, and we denote it with 7.
Theorem 2.2. Any domain Q C RN of class O satisfies a uniform two-sided ball condition.

Theorem 2.3. If () is a non-empty, bounded, open subset of R, which satisfies both a uniform

exterior and a uniform interior ball conditions, then Q is a domain of class C11.
For a short proof of Theorems and 23] see, for example, [2].

Theorem 2.4. Let Q C RY be a C' domain satisfying a UIBC with constant r;. Then for
every x € ) such that dist(x,0Q) < r;, there exists a unique x, € OQ with the property

dist(z, 00) = |z — z.|.

An analogous result holds for C* domains in RN satisfying the UEBC.

2.2 Holder Continuity of Solutions and Harnack Inequality

In the framework of doubly nonlinear parabolic equations such as (1), the Holder continuity
of signed solutions is a delicate issue, which has not been completely settled yet (we refer the
interested reader, for example, to [10, Section 1.1]). In the sequel, we are not going to deal with
this topic in its full generality, since it goes largely beyond the aim of these notes. We limit
ourselves to consider what is relevant in order to prove our results.

In particular, the proof of the Carleson inequality stated in Theorem B.I] requires the qual-
itative knowledge of the Holder continuity of u up to the lateral boundary, and a quantitative,
geometric decay of its oscillation, again up to the lateral boundary, which we state and prove
in the Appendix (see Lemma[A 1] and the final comment in Section [El of the Appendix).

Before coming to the Harnack inequality, we need to introduce a wider class of parabolic

partial differential equations, of which (II)) is a prototype. Namely, we are interested in
O (u?) — div Az, t, u, Du) =0, (2.1)
where A satisfies the following structural conditions

A(xutauué-) : 5 > CO|€|:D

for ae. z€QVueRVEeRY, (2.2)
|A(x,t,u,§)| < Cl|§|p71
where 0 < C, < Cp,and 0 <p—-1<g< (NN@;)?

The following elliptic form was obtained in [10].

Theorem 2.5 (Harnack Inequality). Let 0 < p—1 < ¢ < N(p — 1)/(N — p)+. There are
constants v > 1 and o € (0,1), which depend only on the data p,q and N, so that if u is a



non-negative, continuous, weak solution to the parabolic equation (ZI)-22) in Qr such that

u(zo,t0) > 0 and the following inclusion holds

Ky (o) X (to — MTFITP(8p)P 1y + MITIP(8p)P) C Qp

with
M= sup u(-t,),
Kp(xO)
then for all
(2,t) € Ky(m0) X (to — oo, o)1 7P pP o + olu(2o, 1)) 77 pP) (2.3)
we have
7_1u($07t0) S u(z,t) < yu(zo,to)- (2.4)

This result owes its name to the fact that there is no waiting time, a striking difference
with respect to the statements which hold for the heat equation or even for the degenerate case
of the parabolic p-laplacian (see [I7]). It is a consequence of the fast forward and backward
diffusion which dominates over the time derivative, giving the PDE a sort of elliptic character.
It is not surprising that this result is not stable under the limits p — 2 and ¢ — 1. Further
comments about Theorem 25 can be found in [I0, Section 1.4].

3 Carleson Estimate

In this section we deal with a Lipschitz domain Q of constant r,, L (see Definition 2I), and
we aim at establishing a Carleson estimate. The argument is very similar to the one used in
the proof of [6 Theorem 3.1] for the p-parabolic case: the gist is proving a type of Harnack
inequality up to the boundary which produces the desired decay, when combined with the
Hoélder continuity up to the same boundary.

Before stating the main result of this section, some definitions clarify the general setting.
We start by assuming that 0 < u < M in Qp. Fix (z,,t,) € S7 := 9Q x (0,T]. We introduce
the time interval I(t,, p, h) := (to — hp?,to + hp?) and assume that

I(to,9p, M9T1P) C (0,T). (3.1)
Then, we define the set
\i!p = {|zi — zo,| < p/4, |zNn| < 2Lp} x I(to,p,ngH_p) C Qr,

here 7, is the first root of

max u = 1),.
U, (1p)



For each fixed p > 0, 7, is well-defined, since both functions y(s) = maxy ()t and ya(s) = s

are monotone increasing and satisfy

For 0 < p < 10, we also define z, = (z,,2Lp), and let P, = P,(z,,t,) = (z},,2Lp,t,) be such
that uw(P,) > 0. Note that dist(x,, 0f) is of order p. The main result is the following Carleson

estimate for Lipschitz domains.

Theorem 3.1 (Carleson estimate). Let u be a non-negative, local, bounded, weak solution to

(1) which vanishes continuously on the portion of the lateral boundary
(O N {|x; — x0| < 2p, |2n| < 8Lp}) x I(ty,9p, MITI7P),

Then, there exist constants v > 0 and « € (0,1), depending only on p,q, N, L such that for
every (z,t) € ¥,

sup w(z,, 7). (3.2)
TEI(tmm?ﬁgHﬂ))

dist(z, 09Q) ) “

u(z,t) <7( p

Remark 3.1. More properly, (8.2) should be referred to as a Carleson-type estimate, since
classical Carleson estimates are given in terms of the value of u at a single point, whereas here

we need to take the supremum over a proper time interval.

We proceed as in [6], and start by flattening the boundary. Using the notation from Definition
211 if we define the new variables

yi:$i7i:172;--~,N_17 yN:IN—‘I)(II)a

the portion OQN{|x;—x,,| < 2p,|xN| < 8Lp} coincides with a portion of the hyperplane yy = 0.
Let Ko,(7,) = {|zi — 20.4] < 2p, |zn| < 4Lp}. We orient yy so that QN Ka,(z,) C {yn > 0}.

Since this change of variables does not affect the time variable ¢, as demonstrated in [6] (see
also [I6, Chapter X]), we obtain an equation like (ZI)-(22) for the new variables, with two
minor differences: here A does not explicitly depend on ¢, and the two parameters C,,Cy are
not given a-priori, but depend on universal constants and on L.

We denote again by x the new variables and say that in this case the boundary 0f2 is flat
with respect to xn. Define the following cube, which touches the boundary

K3, (20) = {|7i — x0,i| <2p, 0 <zn <2Lp}.
We also obtain the new set

s =Uh(n,) = {|zi — o,il < 2p,0 < zn <4Lp} x I(to,9p,miT7P) C Qr,



where now 17, is the first root of

max u = 1.
\PZ(UP)

Proving Theorem [B.1] reduces to proving the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let u solve (ZI)-22), 0 < u < M in Qp. Assume that 9O is flat with respect
to xn and that

I(to,9p, MIT17P) C (0,T). (3.3)
Suppose that u vanishes continuously on
ONN{|w; — w0i| < 2p, xn = 0} x I(ty, 9p, MTTITP),
There exists a constant v > 0 depending only on p,q, N, L such that

u(z,t) <~ sup u(z,, 7).
TGI(tO,p,2n3+17p)

Proof. We start with a second change of variables, namely we let

T — X, 1 t—to
5Ly L
P Mp p

xTr —

such a change maps K3, () X I(to, 9p, 272! ~7) into Q = {|yil < 1/L,0 < yn < 2} x (97,97,
z, into y, = (0,...,0,1) = en, K,(z,) into K1 = {|y;| < 1/(2L),|yn| < 1}, and the portion
St N ﬁ; of the lateral boundary into

E={(0) |yl <1/L} x (=97,97].

After denoting again by (z,t) the transformed variables and letting y, = ey, the rescaled
function

1 _
v(x,t) = n—pu(2pr + Zo, ng+1 PoPt +t,)

is a non-negative, bounded, weak solution to

Oy (v?) — divy A(z,v,Dv) =0, inQ,

where A still satisfies the structure conditions B2),and 0 <v < 1in Q In order to simplify
the proof, without loss of generality we may assume that L = 1.

Since the equation has slightly changed, we denote by 7, and o, the new constants claimed
by Theorem 2.5l We repeatedly apply (2.3)-(2Z4); due to all our assumptions, the only condition
we need to take into account each time is that Kgr(z) C 2, where z € {|z;| < 1/2,0 < zny < 1},
and the radius R depends on the context.



Consider the set F, = {(2/,xn) : |2;] < 1/2,zxy = 1}, the points Py, given by

.Izzh,l/g, hi:—3,—2,...,3, izl,...,N—l

3

LL‘N:L

and the (N — 1)-dimensional cubes K /4(Pp) N {xx = 1}. Notice that
e these (N — 1)-dimensional cubes give a decomposition of F, of equal size;

e due to their size and their distance to the boundary, we have K5(Py/) C 2 and therefore,
we can always apply (2.3)-(24).

Consequently, for any
t* € (_U*vqulip(yOv O)a U*vq+17p(y05 O)} ) (34)

by ([24]) we have
v(x, i) < Y50( P, ty)

for all x € Ky/4(Pp) N {xzn = 1}. On the other hand, it is easy to see that
U(Ph’at*) < va(yoa t*)v

since we can connect Pj, with y, using at most 3 cubes with side-length 1/4, which guarantees
the condition K2(P;,) C Q. Therefore, for any = € Fy,

U(x,t*) < '-va(yo, t*)

Consider the slab
So ={(',an) : 2] <1/2,7/8 <xy <1}

As noticed above, Ko(Z) C Q for any & € F,; therefore, we can apply ([2.4) at time level ¢, and
conclude that
VZ € Fp, Vo € Kq4(Z), v(z,te) < 70(Z,Ls).

Consequently, for all x € S,,
(@, tx) < 70(Yo, 1) (3.5)
Note that (B3] holds in particular for any « € Fy, where
Fy={(2,2n) : |21 < 1/2,25 = 7/8}.
To help understand how we can iterate this argument, let us consider one more step. Let

v €S ={(a,xN) || <1/2,(7/8)* < zn < 7/8}.

10



There exists Z € F} such that = belongs to the cube K7/35(Z). Furthermore, as before, we see

that K7/,(z) C Q. Thus we can apply (24) at time ¢. and conclude that
0@, 1) < 0@ 1) < A00(Yort).
Therefore, we are now in a position to iterate this argument and get that
Vo e Sy = {(z/,zn) : o] < 1/2, (7/8)* < zn < (7/8)F}

there holds

v(w, i) < ”Yf+5v(ym ti).

On the other hand, by 23)-(24), for any ¢, as in ([34)),
U(ym t*) < W*U(yoa O)

Thus,
v(z,t) < 750 (yo, 0)

for any
(2,8) € S x [~00T 177 (y,,0), 00" 177 (1, 0)]

For any 7 € [—2, 2] (and not just for 7 = 0) we can repeat this argument verbatim, and conclude

that
vz, t) < 70 (yo, 7)

for all (z,t) € Sk X [0 01T P(y,, 7), 0,07 P (y,, 7)] and any 7 € [—2,2] provided v(y,, 7) >

0. Hence, setting

Mo = sup 0(yYo,T)
TE[-2,2]

yields
v(z,t) < AEF My
for all (z,t) € Sk x [—2,2]. Now let

Q. ={lz;| <1/4,0<zn < 1,t € [-1,1]},
Q* ={|z| <1/4, -1 <ay <1,te[-1,1]},
Q. ={|wi| <1/2,0 <2y <1,t€[-2,2]},
Q" = {lzi| < 1/2, -1 <an < 1,t € [-2,2]}.

(3.8)

As it becomes clear along the proof, we have to assume |z;| < 1/4 in Q. for two closely related

reasons:

11



e The first point P; we are going to choose must lie in a suitably small cylinder, so that

the sequence {P,,},, is all contained in Q..
e We need to choose k, that depends only on the data.

We extend v from Q. to Q* by odd reflection, which is still a (signed) solution (see Section
of the Appendix for the justification of this fact).
Suppose there exists Py = (21,1, ..., 21,5, %1) € @« such that

v(Py) > yFet6 My, (3.9)

By B.3), we must have 0 < @1y < (7/8)%*! |21,| < 1/4, t; € [-1,1], since P; € S, for
any k < k,. Consider the cylinder

Q(P1) = {|lz — 1| < 2(7/8)FF e~ 1y — (2(7/8) TP <t <t}
where ¢ is as in Lemma [A.J] Without loss of generality, we can assume ¢ < 7/8. Now let

wgl) = OSCQ(pl) .

Even though we do not know the exact value of w(()l), we can infer from the construction of v

by odd reflection and the normalization of v that
2Magyket6 < W) <2, (3.10)

Provided k, is large enough, we have the inclusion Q(P,) C Q*. Set o) = 2(7/8)kot1e=t and
consider
QM = K o (21) x (t = 60 (ofV)7, 1),

G’D

where 60" = (w(()l) JA)IT17P and A is the quantity claimed in Lemma[AT] which we can assume
without loss of generality to be larger than 2. Clearly Q" ¢ Q(P)) € Q*. By Lemma [A 1l we

can build a sequence

w(l) q+1-p
w® = 5| 951”—(%) oo =col), and QW =Q ., (00,

for all non-negative integers n. Such a sequence satisfies
szl_)l cQW, osc v <wd.

By iteration
osc v < 8wt =" 0SCQ(p,) U,
which implies

0SCQ(p) V 2 S5 0SCom V.

)

12



We choose n = [ and [ such that 6=! > 2. Then, by the choice of U((;l) we see that
Pre QY = {lz — x| <27/8)% " 1y — (2(7/8)F M <t <11}
Therefore, it is apparent that also —P; € Ql(l) and thus, by the odd reflection of v,
08CHm v > 20(Py) > 29Ft6 Mo,

where we used (3.9]). Hence,
wit) > 2yt HMy,

which improves the previous bound (BI0). As v was built by odd reflection, we conclude there
exists Py, = (.IQ,tQ) = (IQJ, ey I21N7t2) S Q(Pl) such that

’U(Pg) > ’}/f°+11/\/12.

As before, by (B.8) we have 0 < oy < (7/8)%F6 |z9;] < 1/4 and also t; — (2(7/8)F+1e)P <
to < t1. Set

Q(Pg) = {|£L‘ — $2| < 2(7/8)k°+1€_l, to — (2(7/8)k°+18_l)p <t < tg}.

Once again, provided k, is large enough, we can assume that Q(P,) C Q*. By induction, we
obtain a sequence {P,, = (T, tm)} such that

0(Pp) > ARt O m=1 py, (3.11)

and
7> ko+145(m—1)

O<{Em)N< <§

By choosing k, large enough, the sequence {P,,},, is all contained in the fixed cylinder Q*;
since 0 < v < 1 and My € (0, 1], (311)) leads to a contradiction. Therefore, there exists 4 which
depends only on the data, such that

V(z,t) € Qx, v(z,t) < AMo.

We now switch back to the original variables, and we conclude that there exists a constant 7,
depending only on the data, such that

V(x,t) € {|zi — @0l < p/4, 0 <an < 2Lp} x I(to, p,mi™P),
it holds

u(z,t) <7 sup u(z,, 7).
TGI(tO,p,2n3+17p)

13



Remark 3.2. A careful check of the proof shows that Theorem [31] holds not only for non-
negative solutions to ([I.1I), but also for non-negative solutions to (ZI)—([22). Indeed, the proof
is purely structural, and it does not rely on specific features of (ILI]), which more general quasi-
linear equations do not enjoy. As we are momentarily going to discuss, things change for the

boundary Harnack inequality.

4 Comparison Principle for Doubly Nonlinear Parabolic

Equations

In the following, the assumption u < v on 9 x (0,T") has to be understood in the sense
(u—v)4 € LP(0, T3 W, P(Q));

(see also Definition [[.2]). We rely on the following result, proven in [9, Theorem 1.2] (see also

the comments by the authors on the range of parameters ¢ qnd p).

Theorem 4.1. Let ¢ > 0, p > 1 and u be a non-negative, weak sub-solution and v a non-

negative, weak super-solution to (L)) in Qr, such that

essinf v >0, and esssup u < oo if ¢ > 1.
o02x(0,T) 0% (0,T)

If u < v on the parabolic boundary 0,Qr, then we have u < v a.e. in Q.

It is worth noticing that, despite its easy and natural statement, the proof of Theorem [£.1]

is definitely far from trivial.

5 Decay at the Boundary

In the next two sections we need to assume more regularity on €2, namely we have to deal
with a C1! domain. This strongly depends on the method we use, that is, on the construction
of suitable barriers, which is technically feasible only for the prototype equation (LI)) and for
quite regular domains. It is an interesting and open problem to give a direct and structural
proof of the boundary decay. This could definitely allow to consider less regular domains.

We follow the approach presented in [26], and at the same time we fix the inaccuracies the
authors incurred into, when they postulated that their result holds for C** domains with a €
(0,1), which unfortunately is not the case. Moreover, there are some extra technical difficulties,
which are linked to the statement of the Comparison Principle of Theorem [l Similar results
were developed in [I} 2] in the elliptic setting, and in [21 22] in the nonlinear parabolic one. In
particular, in [21] Kuusi, Mingione and Nystrom use a different approach with respect to ours,
and this allows them to consider more general operators of p-laplacian-type (although still in

C11 domains).
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By Theorem 2.4 if we take x, € €2, and let I',,, be the set of elements of 9 closest to z,,
i.e.
def .
Iy, = {yed: |z, —y| = dist(z,,00)} # 0,

we have that such a y is unique, provided x, is sufficiently close to the boundary.

5.1 Control from above

Proposition 5.1 (Control from above). Let 0 < u < M be a weak solution to (L) in Qr,
pick s € (0,T), and fix x, € 02 Assume that u vanishes on (02N By, (x,)) X (s,T). For every
v > 0 there ezist 1 > 0 and s € (0, %), both depending on N, q,p,v, and ||0|1,1, such that for
all t € (s +vMIPTpP T and for all x € QN Bosp(z,) with dist(z,0Q) < 5p it holds

dist(z, 09
u(z,t) <7 (M) sup u. (5.1)
p (QN Bz, (0)) % (s,T)

Up to a possible rescaling, in the following we assume p = 1. Let d(z) := dist(x,0Q), Qs =
{z € Q:d(x) < s}. Moreover, for z € Q and y € ', let

Ly d=dyy), A0

y)\dﬁy_FA )
ly — =

We have a simple geometrical result.

Lemma 5.1. There exist 5, \ > 0 depending only upon 2, such that for every x € Qg, y € T'y
and X\ € (0, ) it holds

A=dy.

Proof. We start by taking 5 equal to the interior radius r;, as to ensure that I'; contains a
single point. Then, by Definition 4] it suffices to take X equal to the exterior radius 7. of the
ball that touches the boundary from the exterior at y € I'y; by assumption, such a radius is
uniform and thus independent of y, and therefore also of . In terms of C™! regularity, if we
assume we can touch the graph of 02 from the exterior by paraboloids of opening K, then we
take A equal to (v2 — 1)/ K. Figure [l describes what happens. O

Proof of Proposition [51l. Set @ = (¢~ — 1) and fix v > 0. Let I, def (s + vMI1=P T) and
for r € (0,1) set

M, = sup u(z,t) < M.
Q- xI,

Choose (z,,t,) € Q. x I,,, with 7 < r; so that the corresponding y € I';, is unique. Moreover,

15



Figure 1

let I,,(to) = (to — vMI7PT1 t,] C (s,T). For ¢, k > 0 construct the barrier
Y(x,t) = cMy /(1 —n(2,t)),

to—t \ (5.2)
n(z,t) = exp[~k(|lz — yx| — dx)]exp | - (W) -
We impose conditions on ¢, k, A € (0, \) with X as in Lemma 5.1}, such that u < 1 in

1
Mk7)\ = {,’E e0: |£L' — y)\| — d)\ < E} X I,j(to) C Ql/k X Iy(to). (53)

The set My, is described in Figure @l Since in the following we need (z,,t0) € My, it is
straightforward to check that by Lemma [ we must have £ > r. In view of Theorem E.T] it
suffices to prove that

inf  ¢Y>0, ¥

Zu , and 0T — Ay >0 in My,
AL { My 1} Op{ M2} B {Myn} s p¥ kA

where O { My} and 0,{ My} denote respectively the lateral and parabolic boundaries of
M x

16



radius=dy+ %

Figure 2

Note that clearly ¢ > 0 in My, » and ¢ > 0 in O, { My »}. We make the choice

c= max{(l —e) (1= e‘”“l)_l} :

1
so that in the set {x EQ:|z—yr|—dr= E} x I,,(t,) we have

Y>cMi(l—e ) >u.

1
k

Moreover, in the set 21 x {t, —vM? P!V it holds

n < exp (—Va+1) = Y >cM (1 — exp (—V‘H'l)) > u.

1
k

It remains to prove thar v is a super-solution. First, note that

Aptp = (eMok)P 1yt NZL E(p—1)
" |7 =yl
and _
9 e = —q(@+1)(cMz )qM—(q—p+1)(1 — )it to—t \"
ot q 3 N n Ma—p+1 :

17



Therefore, we want to prove that in My, »

N-1
(p — DE - kP
|z — yal
) B L 1o to—t \*
> (a+ 1)q(eMy) TP M1 — pya=in> P <W> :

Recall that

g—p+1>0, Mi<M, in£z|x—y,\|:d,\, 0<n<l;
TE

1
k
hence, it suffices to prove

N-1 to—t \*
_ D _ p—1 a q—p+1q _ . \a—1,2—p °
(p—1k @ kP~ > (a+1)gc (I—=n)iy (M‘J—P+1 > .

We start by proving that (1 —n)? 10?7 (e )a is bounded in My, . Since a = (1/qg—1)4,
we have to consider two alternatives.
I Alternative. If ¢ > 1 then (1 —7)97! < 1 and in My,

n > e texp(—r*h.
If p < 2 then 727P < 1; otherwise
(1+1)27p

P < e texp(—v

Setting
C1(v,p ) & (p = 1)@+ 1)g P+ max {1, e exp(—1 )27}

we have to choose k, depending on A, such that

N -1
kP — ——— kP > Oy (v, p,
(= 1)d, 1(v,p,q)
which is definitely satisfied for
N -1
k> ————+Ci(v,p,q) + 1.
T 1(v:p.q)

II Alternative. If 0 < g <1thena=1/¢g—1>0 and

ot a+1
’I](,’E,t) <6Xp — (W)

. ot \*H bt |22
ST\ Mgt + Mp—at1 '
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Hence, calling 7 = (§55r) we get

= (1 - Tl/q)q_1 < (1 - Vl/q)q_l 7

since 7 € (0,v). Assuming v < 1 we get (1 — Vl/q)q_l < Cs(v, q) < o0o. Noting that the bound

on 1n2~P from the first alternative still holds, we have to choose k, depending on A, such that

N -1
K — ——kP > C
(p—l)d)\ 4(’4197(1)

where Cy(v,p, q) = C1(v,p,q)C5(v, q). This is definitely satisfied for

N-1
k> —————+Cu(v,p,q) + 1.
- Dd, (v, p,q)

We satisfy the two alternatives by choosing

N -1
k> ———+C(v,p,q) for C=max{Cy,Cs}+1. (5.4)
(p— 1)dx

Applying Theorem [£.1] and Lemma [5.1] yields
u(Zo, o) <P (To,to)
SeMuik (d(zo) + A — dy) = cMy kd(,).
We still have to choose k, such that (B.4]) is satisfied, and we let

1 N -1
—:OT, /\:d)\:40
k p—

T

hence, for r < 7 sufficiently small, depending on C(v, p, q), (54) holds. We have

c d(z,) d(z,)
(o3} to < _M_ g M ;
u(@o, to) cE Ty 7 r

since (z,, to) is arbitrarily chosen in €, x I,,, possibly scaling back in order to take into account
a general p, we conclude. O

5.2 Control from below

Proposition 5.2 (Control from below). Let 0 < u < M be a weak solution to (L) in Qr,
pick s € (0,T), and fix x, € 0. Assume that u vanishes on (02N Ba,(z,)) % (s,T). For every
v > 0 there ezist 2 > 0 and s € (0, %), both depending on N, q,p,v, and ||0|1,1, such that for
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B (y™)

d =d(z)+X

Figure 3
all s + vMIPHpp <+ < T, and for all x € QN Basp(z,) with dist(z,0Q) < 5p it holds

) inf Uu. (5.5)
Q5PN By, (x0)) % (s,T)

dist(x, 092) >
(

u(.I,t) Z 72 <
p

As already done in § [B1] in the following we assume p = 1. For x € Q, we let d(z) and ', as
before, and Q° := {z € Q : d(x) > s}. Moreover, for z € Q and y € T', let

X def

e - AL =dy), A>o.
ly — |

We have another simple geometrical result.

Lemma 5.2. There exist 3,\ > 0 depending only upon 2, such that for every x € Q¥\Q23,
y €T, and X € (0,\) it holds

d(z) + X = d*

Proof. We take 5§ = Zt, as to ensure that for any z € Q5\Q* the set I'; contains a single point

due to Theorem 24l Moreover, by Definition 25 it suffices to take X\ = %; indeed, for any
A € (0,), the corresponding y* is the center of the ball of radius d* = d(x) + A < 7, that
touches the boundary from the interior at I'y; by assumption, such a radius is uniform, and

thus independent of y, and therefore also of x. Figure [3] describes what happens. o
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In order to apply the Comparison Principle of Theorem [£.I] with u playing the role of super-
solution, we have to prove that w > 0 in the interior of Qp. For this purpose, we start by
recalling the following expansion of positivity (see [10, Proposition 1.8]).

Proposition 5.3. Let u be a non-negative, local, weak super-solution to (1)) in Q. Suppose
that for some constants M > 0 and « € (0,1), there holds

{u(to) > M} N Ko(xo)| > ol Kyl.

Then, there exist constants 6, n € (0,1), depending only on the data and «, such that
1
u>nM, ae. in Kop(x,) X <t0 4 §5Mq+17p£7p7to L SMaItIP P

provided
Keo(0) x (torto + SMT17¢7] € Q.

The previous statement is given in terms of cubes K,(z,), but it holds for balls B,(z,) as

well. The proof of the next result follows the approach developed in |25, Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 5.3. Let u be a continuous, non-negative, bounded, local, weak super-solution to (L)),

and assume ) bounded and connected. If
u(wo,t) >0  for somex, €Q, t € (0,T),
then
u(z,t) >0  for any x € Q.
Proof. Call u, := u(z,,t) > 0. We claim that
u(-,t) >0 in Bp(x,),
for any r such that Big,(z,) C Q. By continuity of u, we have that
u > %uo in B,(z,) x [t — pP,t] C Qr, (5.6)

for some p > 0. If p > 7, we are done. Otherwise, apply Proposition 5.3 with o = (p/r)¥ € (0,1).
Let 6 = 6(p, q, N, ) be the number given by this proposition. Choose M € (0,u,/2) so small
that SM I =Pr? < pP and let t, = t— MY "PrP € [t—pP, t). Because of (5.6)), since M < u,/2,
and p < r, we have that

Hu(to) = M} N By (x0)| > |Bp(wo)| = o By (2,)]-

By the previous proposition,
u(-,t) 2 M in B, (x,),
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which proves our claim.

Next, we observe that by the previous proven claim if
u(zo,t) >0  for some z, € §2

then
u(zy,t) >0 for any z; € 2.

In order to show it, let I' C ) be a compact path connecting x, and x;, which exists because
Q is bounded and connected. First of all, since €2 is open, there exists ¥ > 0, depending only
on §2, z,, and x1, and finitely many points y1, ¥2, ..., y» € [, such that z, = y1, yp, = z1, T
is covered by the balls B:(y;), Bier(yi) C Q and y;+1 € Br(y;). Indeed, if this were not the
case, one could find sequences of points (y;)r C I' and radii 7, — 0 such that B, (yx) ¢ Q. Let
2k € By, (yr) ¢ Q. Since I is compact, yr, — § € I', up to a sub-sequence. Then

|7 — 2| < |7—yi|+ lyx — 26| <elk)+r,— 0 as k — oo,

and therefore, 7 is not an interior point, which contradicts the fact that 2 is open.

To conclude the proof, we simply inductively apply the claim, starting with y; = x, and
get u(-,t) > 0 in Br(y1) which gives u(y2) > 0, and so on, eventually getting u(y,,t) > 0, as
intended. O

Proof of Proposition[5.2 Let the interval I, be as before, and set

= inf t).
pr = ok u(a,t)

Choose 7 € (0, %). Let (2,%,) be a point in (Q"\Q?") x I, let y € I',, and define

I(t,) def (to — vMTTP ¢ ],

We let k& > 0 and for ) as in Lemma [5.9]

A Y—Zo A A Y
Y =2, — A , dr=dy"), A€ (0,N),
v 2] o As O

1 1
M,M:{xeg; d’\—E<|x—y’\|<d’\—ﬁ}><L,(to).

Since in the following we need (z,,t,) € My », it is straightforward to check that by Lemmal5.2]

we must have 5 < d(z,) < . Let

n:Megax—R, P :Mpy—R
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Figure 4

be defined by

to—t
n(x,t) = exp [~k (Jx — y*| — d*)] exp l— (W) 1
1
Y =—pa(n—1)

where @ = (¢~ — 1)T as before.
Note that by Lemma [5.3] we have

essinf wu > 0,
oL { My, \}

where we recall that d;, denotes the lateral boundary of the cylindrical set. In the following, we

want to choose k and A in such a way that

and O — Ap1/) < 0in Mgy,

<u ,
Op{ M} Op{ M}

where 9,{M},»} denotes the parabolic boundary of M, . Since u is a non-negative solution,

by Theorem [4.I] we can then conclude that ¢ < u a.e. in My, z.
1
On the set {|:1: —yM =d* — ﬁ} x I, (to,) we have

1
ez —1

Lot a+1
o
-exp | — <W) <e = 'lb($,t) < e 12

=
Nl=

n(z,t) =e < u(w,t).

=
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1
On the set {|:1: — M =d* - E} x I,,(t,) we have

t) = -t \" D<= <t
n(z,t) =e-exp | — SMai=p <e = Y(z,1) < o H%\U(Ia )-

Finally, at the bottom of the set, i.e. when t =t, — vMT1P_ we have

n(z,t) = e exp [~k (Jr -y - d*)]

sothat e”! <np<e %, and ¥ = 0. Now we determine what conditions on k£ and A yield that

1) is a sub-solution. By straightforward computations, we have

1 to—t \"“ 1
q q—1_ /= o
_qu%q(n_ D3 n(@+1) (VM‘J'H—P) vMati-p’

(&

oo\ .
Azﬂ/} = - (g N%) X[n>1] n’ {

3#/1(1 =

N-1
|z — |

—k@—U}

Hence, we want to know under what conditions

k Pl [ N=-1
(E M%) Xip>111° ! {724” —k(p— 1)]

|z —

1 to—t \” 1
q q—1 /= o
+E,u%q(n—1)+ n(a+1)(VMq+1_p) VI < 0.

We can directly assume that 17 > 1, otherwise there is nothing to prove. The previous inequality

can be rewritten as

1- .
N—l} 1My

to—t \*
p—1 p—1 _1) — 2 (mn_1)2"12-p(5; o
K k(p—1) Iz — 7| 2 e+ =p aFip p (=D a+1) (uMqHP) '

Since @ = (¢~ — 1)™, we have to consider two alternatives.
I Alternative. If ¢ > 1, then (n — 1)~ < n9~1, so that the right-hand side is bounded above

by
g+1—p
# L q anrl*P <
ed+1—p Nfa+l-p 4 ~

q

)

X

and we end up estimating

_ _ N -1 q
Pt~ k(p—1) — —— | > =
! {@ ) M—yﬂ] v

II Alternative. If ¢ < 1, then
1
A A to—t \*
n(z,t) =exp [~k (lz — y*| — d*)] exp | - Y e
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Q=

n(z,t)—1>1-

1 to—1t
+ vMatl-p

Lttt 7
T \wMati-p )

Hence,

to—t \ 7 to—t \* _1
1)1 e - —_ 1) 1(g _° - Z
(77 1) < (VMqulp) = (77 1) (a+ 1) (VMqulp) < q'

On the other hand, as we have already seen,
<<l = pP<Cip), 77> Calp),

independently whether p > 2 or 1 < p < 2. We conclude that in any case

N-1 Os(p)'

P k(p—1)— >
(P =1) |z — 92| v

Provided we choose k£ > 1 sufficiently large, which we can always do, it suffices to have

N -1
k(p—1) - Y] > Cu(p. q,v),

and also N1
k>Cs(p,qv) + —— . 5.7
) G 7
. . . A 1 A A 1 o
Since we are working in the set {d - <lz -yt <dt - %}, it is apparent that
1 o 1
R
hence,
8151/)(1 - pr <0 in Mk,)v
provided
(N -1)
k>Cs + —. 5.8

Theorem ] yields uw > 1 in My x, and in particular, u(z,,t,) > ¥(xo,t,). By the sheer
definition of v, it is straightforward to conclude that

Q| =

u(To,to) > = po k[d> — N = l,ul kd(z,).
e k

=

We can now choose k and A in terms of r, provided (B.8)) is satisfied. We let

a* = LN_ 1)7“, 1 = 2r,
p—1 k
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and so for r < r; sufficiently small, depending on v, p, ¢, (6.8)) holds. We have

d(fEO)

r

U(Imto) =y H2r,

and since (z,,1,) is arbitrarily chosen in (Q"\Q?") x I,,, we conclude. O

6 Boundary Harnack Inequality

For the next result we use some notation introduced in Section Bl

Theorem 6.1. Let Q be a CY! domain, u, v two weak solutions to (1)) in Qr which satisfy the
assumptions of Theorem[31], and such that 0 < u, v < M. Then, there exist positive constants

5 and vy, depending on N, p, q, ||0Q||1.1, po, such that

_yinfert, p20at1-9) u(zp, ) SUPrel(ty,p,2Mat1-p) u(zp,7)

Supfel(to,p,QM‘I*l*P) U({Ep, 7—) U(Ia t) inf‘rGI(to,p,2M‘1+1*P) 'U(Ipa 7-)

(6.1)

for all (z,t) € {x € K;,/4(x,) NQ : dist(z,00) < 5p/8} with p < po and (z,,1,) € St.

Proof. The proof follows an argument similar to the one developed in [6l, Theorem 3.8].
Let p € (0,7,) where r, was introduced in Definition [Z1l In Propositions [5.1] and 5.2} let

S:to_Mq+1_pppa T:to—|—Mq+1_Pppv
and v = 1/2. Define
1
V%yp(l'oato) = {.’IJ S Kgp/4($o) : dlSt(.’II,(?Q) < ﬁ/S} X I(tmp’ 5]\4‘14_1_1))7

where 5 is given by Propositions B5.land B2l when v = 1/2. Applying these propositions to both

u and v we can write, for every (z,t) € Vi3 ,(%o,t0),

o dist(z, Q) py, (3p) < pulz,t) < v dist(x, ON) M, (p), 62)
Y2 dist(z, 0Q2) v (5p) < pv(,t) < v dist(z, 9Q2) My(p), '

with

M(p) = sup u, My(p) = sup v,
(MK, a(0)) X I(to,p,Ma+1-P) (MK, a(20)) X (t0,p,Ma+1-P)
and
pu(Sp) = sup u,  po(sp) = sup v,
(Q3r/3NK, 4(20)) X I (to,p,MI+1=P) (Q3r/3NK, 4 (20)) X I (to,p,MI+1=P)

where Q° := {z € Q : /2 < dist(z,9N) < 2s}. We recall that by Propositions 5.1l and 5.2 v,
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and -2 depend also on ||09||c1.1. Then, ([6.2)) gives

Yo tu(3p) _ w(z,t) _ v1 Myu(p)
W Mop) S o) S alep)

By the Carleson estimate in Theorem Bl we can bound above M, (p) by

My(p) <m sup u(zp, 7).
7€ (to,p,2Mat1-P)
On the other hand, s, (5p) is attained at some point (z.,t.) € K,/4(xo) X I(to, p, MIT17P). By
the Harnack inequality of Theorem 2.5]

7§1u($pvt*) S u(@s, ) < y3u(Tp, ts)
where 73 depends on N, p, ¢ (but it depends neither on ||0€2||1,1, nor on §), and therefore

pu(5p) = 73" u(z,, 7).

nf
TEI(to,p,2Ma+1-P)

In an identical way we obtain analogous estimates concerning v. Combining everything, we get
1) for all (z,t) € Vi ,(x0,10). O

Appendices

A Introduction

We are interested in the Holder continuity of non-negative, local, bounded solutions to the
doubly nonlinear equation (ZI)-(22). Moreover, we assume that 9 satisfies the so-called
property of positive geometric density, that is, there exist 3 € (0,1) and R, > 0 such that for
all y € 99, and for all 0 < p < R,

|B,(y) N (RM\Q)| > 8| B,|. (A1)

Without loss of generality, (A]) can be stated in terms of cubes, instead of balls. Finally, we
suppose that u vanishes at the lateral boundary St in the sense of Definition We are not
interested either in non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, nor on initial conditions.

It is apparent that (II)) is just the prototype case of the wider class of equations we study
here; we can work in this more general framework with no major extra effort, since the methods
we employ are purely structural, and are not limited to particular properties of the prototype
case. Moreover, we think that our results may have a broader interest, beyond the specific
problem we are dealing with here.

We proceed in the following way:
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1. We prove the Hélder continuity of non-negative, bounded solutions in the interior of Qp;

more precisely, we show that the following Geometric Decay Lemma holds:

Lemma A.1. (Holder continuity) Let u : Qp — R be a non-negative, locally bounded,
local, weak solution to ZI)-@2) and (z,,t,) € Q. There exist constants €, § € (0,1),
and A > 1, depending only on p, q, N, C,, Cy such that, setting

wn)lﬁ‘l—P

Wn = 5Wn717 0, = (_

A sy Pn = EPn-1 and Qn = (Im to) + Q;n (on)v

for all n € Ny, there holds Qn+1 C Qn C -+- CC Qp and

€8s 0SC U < Wy, (A.2)

n

Once such a lemma is available, the local Holder continuity of u in the interior follows

quite straightforwardly.

2. We prove the Holder continuity of non-negative solutions up to the lateral boundary of
Qr, provided that 02 satisfies a positive geometric density condition, and w vanishes
at the lateral boundary; in particular, if 9Q is flat at z,, as explained in Section [3] it
satisfies condition (AT]) with 8 = % at such a point. Once more, we do not limit ourselves
to the result we need in this particular framework, but we deal with a broader class of

boundaries, since it does not pose further difficulties.

As in the previous step, the crucial point lies in proving a Geometric Decay Lemma of
the solution u at the boundary. With respect to Lemma [AT] there are only two (obvious)
differences, namely (x,,t,) € St, and (A.2) is substituted by

€SS 0SC U < W (A.3)
QnNOQT

As before, the Holder continuity of u is a straightforward consequence of (A.3).

Once these first two tasks are accomplished, we rely on them to study the Holder continuity of

a particular class of weak, signed solutions to the doubly nonlinear equation
O (Ju|?'u) — div A(z, t,u, Du) =0, (A4)

where A, p, ¢ satisfy the same assumptions as in ([2.2]). We have two further steps:

3. We prove that by odd reflection along a flat boundary, non-negative solutions to (2.1
become signed solutions to (A.4));

4. We prove that the signed solutions we have constructed in this manner continue to satisfy
the Geometric Decay Lemma. This controlled decay is precisely what we need for the
proof of the Carleson estimates of Theorem [3.1]
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As a consequence of these four steps, we can conclude that the signed solutions constructed by

odd reflection of non-negative solutions along a flat boundary satisfy

Wnt1 = 0w, for a proper § € (0,1), and essoscu < wy,

n

independently of the kind of cylinder we use to define w,, and ess osc u. We refrain from providing

a complete and formal statement of the Geometric Decay Lemma in this final situation, since
it is a trivial adaptation of Lemma [AT]

B Holder Continuity in the Interior

We assume u to be a non-negative, local, bounded, weak solution in Qr. We closely follow [27].

B.1 Preliminary material

Here we include preliminary material which is used in the next sections. These results can all
be found in [10].

The following functions g4 are instrumental in our argument. For w,k € R and ¢ > 0 we
define

g+ (w, k) := +q /kw 5|97 (s — k)1 du. (B.1)

We have the following lemma.

Lemma B.1. Let ¢ > 0 and g+ be defined by (B)). There exists a constant v(q) such that for
all a,b € R,
1 _ _
> (Jal + )* ! (a = )2 < ga(a,b) < (lal + b)) (a—b)2
We recall the energy estimate satisfied by g.

Proposition B.1. Let p > 1 and q > 0. There exists a constant v(C,,C1,p) > 0, such that
whenever u is a non-negative weak sub(super)-solution to (L), Qps = Kp(o) X (to — 8,t0] €
Qr is a parabolic cylinder, k > 0, and n any non-negative, piecewise smooth cutoff function

vanishing on 0K ,(x,) x (to — s,t,), we have
max < €sssup / nPgs(u, k) dx, // nP|D(u — k)4 [Pdzdt
to—5<t<to J K,(z,)x{t} Qp.s
<o [[ L= KRIDAP + gt Wfo] dode
+

/ nPgx(u, k) dx.
Kp(wo)x{to—s}

We conclude with the following geometric convergence result.
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Lemma B.2. Let (Y, )nen, be a sequence of positive real numbers satisfying the recursive
inequalities
Vo1 < OO0

where C,b > 1 and § > 0 are given numbers. If
Y;) < C*l/zsbfl/zsz,

then'Y,, — 0 as n — oo.

B.2 A De Giorgi-type Lemma

For § € (0,1) to be fixed later, let R, > 0 be so small that

« def
QF < Kg, (z,) X (ty — 6RY. t,] C Qp, (B.2)
and let
At =esssupu, i, =essinfu, @, =essoscu=f} — i, .

o Qs Q;
If iy > 0, we are led to consider the Holder continuity of a p-parabolic-like equation. We
thoroughly discuss this possibility later on, at the end of the section. For the moment, let us
assume that g, = 0. Hence,

fig = @o.

Since u is locally bounded, without loss of generality we may assume that @, < 1, so that

def ~q+1—p s pp *

Qo = KRO(JJO) X (to — W, 6Ro,to] - Qo C Qr.
We let
ut =esssupu, p; = es%infu.

° o

Since pf < i, it is apparent that if we let

Q1 Y K, (@) x (to — ()™ SR, ),

o

then @1 C @,. We have the following.

Lemma B.3. Let u be a non-negative, local, bounded, weak sub-solution to 2I)—(Z2) in Qr

for0<p—1<g< (NN(f;)li Set 6 = §(u)H P for the same § € (0,1) as in (B.2). Assume

that (x,,t0) + Q,(0) C Q1 and

esssup  u < p. (B.3)
(Io;t0)+Qp(0)

Then, there exists a constant v > 0 depending only on the data {q,p, N,C,,C1}, and §, such
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that if

t
Hu > 70} A (@o.to) + Q,(60)] < v[Q,(0)] (B.4)

then 3
u < ZM: a.e. in (o, to) + Qe (0). (B.5)

Moreover, for some v, depending only on the data {q,p, N,C,,C1}, we have v = v dN/P.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume (z,,t,) = (0,0). In this proof, ¢ always
denotes a constant depending on N, p, q, C,, C7, which may change from line to line.

Define sequences of numbers and sets as follows

1 1 1 1

A;
Qj::Qp:hgp v, A= Q; N {u>k;}, Y *| 1
Q;1

Let ¢ € C*(Q,;[0,1]) be a function vanishing near the parabolic boundary of Q;, satisfying
¢ =1on Qj41, and such that

Do | < p~ 12772, |0yps| < O pP2IP
Note that in the set where u > k41 we have

1
u — kj > kj+1 — kj = 2]—13 (BG)

Together with an application of Holder inequality this yields

P
2(J+3)p| A < / /A . P dadt (B.7)

N+tp N]ip »
// (u—ky)§ 7 dadt |Aja |77
Aj+1

Using again (B.6) and the Holder inequality we further get

pN+p
// (u—kj), " dadt < / / (u— dxdt
Aj+1 TJ+1 Bjt1
</ [/ (u—k;)h XAHld] [/ (u—kj)ﬂdx] dt.
Tj+1 Bjt1 Bjt1

We used Q; = B; x Tj, where B; = B, and T; = (—0p,0). Writing

(u— k)" = (u— k)2 7w — k)4
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and since p — 1 — ¢ < 0, by (B.6) we estimate in A1,

A\p—1—¢q H+ p—l-q
(u_k])+ < (2j+3> :

Consider first the case ¢ > 1: by Lemma [B1]

(1= Ry 2 (ful + [y

Hence in A4

Consider the case 0 < ¢ < 1: then,

gous) =g [ (s hp)eds > qut [ (s k) ds
kj k;
1—gq
4 q- q ((u—Fkj)y 1
=qu l(u—ka‘)i—§< — ) (u— k)4
Since f(t) =t/(t — a) is monotone decreasing in (a, +00), in the set {u > k;11} it holds

u kit

u — kj
Thus,

2 . )
(u— k)T < 220790 g, (u, k) < e g (u, ky),

)

and in A;;; we have

pa\P—1-a .
(u— ;)7 <c(2—j.) 2g. (u, k;).

Therefore, we can combine both cases and get that for every ¢ > 0, in A, it holds
(u—k;)E < cuf_l_q)2j(2+q_p)g+(u, k;).

Now we introduce the cutoff function ¢;, after which we can apply the energy estimate in

Proposition [B.1] and Sobolev inequality. Thus,

piEe
(u—Fkj)L N dadt
Aja
. Iugf—l—q)
2i(p—2—q)

2l

—

(€]

%
S

==t

T
5
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2

u(f 1—q)
|\ io—z=0 esssup/ g+ (u, kj)ph da /T]/B ki) t+p;]Pdxdt
N+p

(r—1-q) \ ¥ £
¢ <2J (p—2— q)) l// u—k;)8 | D [P + g4 (u, k;)|0r0l] d:cdt}

By Lemma [B1]
-1
g+ (u, k) <e(lul + k)T (u—kj)%
<20 w7t < ch_llqule.

Recall also the estimates for the cutoff function

lpil <1, [Dgj| < p 1272, |y < B p7P2IP.

Combining everything yields

// (u— k)
Ajta
N+p

(p—1-q)
(E2) o ) )

+p

dxdt

Using (B.7) and the fact that |A;41] < |A4;], we get

Al

P

(p—1—q) p
i <2‘§—a_2_q>) (12720520 4 con g9 ) | A 200

v

(p—1—q) P
i <;;(r:02q)> (p_p22p + C2q_1ufl_p9—1> |4y 2,

Recall that 9’1u3_+17p =ec7 1, 2p<2¢+2and p < 1. Thus

Mgf TN 2jp+3 1 3 1 1+ 5
|Aj+1|<6 Y} 22jp+ P p=Pe~ (2q+ +cg_)|Aj| N+p

E\ NP il2p—(p—2—q) B —p — _p_
0(5) 2][2;D (p 2 q)N+p]p pE 1|Aj|1+N+p

N _ P i, P
Sce N NF Y pPe AT N

N

with b = 2127~ (=20 5] Gince Q| = c(N)0pN TP, we get

R T
Yiy1 < ce Y, NP
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Setting § = p/(N + p) we see that Lemma [B.2] guarantees Y; — 0 provided

|Qp.6or N {u > py /2}] —v
|Qp-,9pf'|

__N_
< (cs N+P)

where v, depends only on p, ¢, N. Since |Q;| is bounded from above, this means that |A;| — 0.

Furthermore, since
3
Qp/2,0(0/2)r N> The} C A
for every j, the measure of the set on the left hand side must be zero. 0

Remark B.1. If we let p = R,, since Q,(0) = Q1 and Q1 C Q,, it is apparent that (B.3) is
satisfied, and therefore, the results of Lemma [B.3] apply to Q1.

Remark B.2. It is straightforward to check from the proof that Lemma holds for any
g > 0, and any p > 1, and not only for the indicated ranges of p and gq.

For simplicity, from here on we write ;. and p_, instead of uFand p; . Moreover, as already
pointed out in Remark [B.I] we let p = R, so that Lemma [B.3] can be applied.

B.3 The Reduction of the Oscillation

We are now ready to prove the reduction of oscillation in the case p— = 0, which implies that
= w = w,. If (B.4) applies, by Lemma [B.3] we have a reduction of oscillation from above,
ie.

def 3

essosc U < wi w1 = —Wy.
(2ort0)+Qg (0) ’ 4

Suppose now that (B4) fails, i.e. that
Hu > “7*} N (2o to) + Qp(e)‘ > 10N |Q,(0)] . (B.8)
This implies that there is a set A C (t, — 0pP, t,] of positive measure, such that
Hx € Kp(xo) : ulz,) > “7*}] > v,0N/P K| (B.9)

for all 7 € A. Indeed, if (B.9) failed for a.e. 7 € (t, — 0p?,t,], (B.8) would be violated as well.
Let us now recall the following L!-Harnack inequality.

Proposition B.2 (Proposition 7.1 of [I0]). Assume that 0 < p—1 < q. There exists a positive
constant v depending only on the data {q,p, N, C,, C1} such that whenever u is a non-negative,
local, bounded, weak solution to (1) -([22) in Qr, then for every cylinder Ko,(y)x[s, 7] CC Qr,
we have

T—35 e
sup / uldr < v inf uqu+7( X ) ,
tels,m] J K, (y) < {t} LEls T Koo (y) x {1} P

where)\zg(p—q—l)—i—p.
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Provided that (z,,t,) + Q2,(0) C Qr, for 7 € A we have

[ e ffr e > B2 ()
” (%)q vod™/P(2p)".

Hence

t€[to—0pP,t,)

0 s
p%(p—q—l)] '
q

0 gt1i—p [5Mzr+l—p]ﬁ
p%(p—q—l) B p—% Ltibg

(%)q ved NP (2p)N <y inf / u(z, t)? dx
Kap(wo)x {t}

+7

Notice that

= 6ﬁM1pN

This yields
v inf / u(z,t)?dz > pd pN {uoéN/WN—q _ yéﬁ}
tElto=007 0] J s, (wo) x {1}
= /LipN(SN/p [VOZNiq — 75Q+(1)7p_%] .

ap—N(q+1—p)

Moreover, we have S5 % = § et 5 . We wonder when gp — N(¢+1—p) >0, which is
the same as inquiring when ¢(N —p) — N(p—1) < 0. If p < N we have ¢(N —p) < N(p — 1),

which yields ¢ < %. If p > N then gq(p — N) > N(1 — p) is always true. Hence, we can say
that the condition
p— 1< q < M
(N —p)+

covers the range in which the exponent we are interested in is positive. Hence, if we choose ¢
such that

N—
_ N(p—1)—g(N—p) 1 _ N(p—1)—q(N—p) v,2 4
yO2N q_ 76 p(q+1—p) = 5y02N 4 = § plti-p) = OT’

we obtain

C(data)u? pV < inf / wl(z,t) dw
Ksp (zo)

tE[to—0pP,to)
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where C(data) = C(q,p, N, C,, C1). Now, take n € (0,1) and remark that

/ ul(x,t) dx :/ ul(z,t) dx
Kap(zo) Kap(2o)N[uznpy]

+ / ul(z,t) dx
Kap(xo)N[u<np]

< IUJ?F ‘KQP(IO) N [u(a t) > 771u+] |+77q'u1| sz(xo)‘ ’

2p

Hence, we have

CMZ-PN < pd | K2p(xo) N ul,t) = nut]| + 0 pd [ Kop (o)
Cy |K2p($o)| < |K2p(xo) N [u('ut) > 77/1*+]| + 7 |K2P(w0)|
(Cr =) [Kap(@o)| < [[ul- 1) = npy] N Kop(2o)] -

If we choose 1 such that

.1 1 . 1\
01—77 2501 = 501:77 = n= 501 s

we conclude that V¢ € (t, — 0pP, t,]
() > np ] N Kap(wo)| 2 o[ K2p(20)] (B.10)

for a constant « that depends only on the data.
We rely on the expansion of positivity of Proposition B3} to avoid any kind of confusion,

here we denote with § and 7, the quantities § and 7 of the proposition. Provided we take

. 5\ 77
M = min 77H+,<2—p> Pt 0

we have that (B.I0) still holds with nu replaced by M, and also that
Kggp(l'o) X (to — 5Mq+17p(2p)p,to] C Kggp(l'o) X (to — pr, to] C QT,

where, as just mentioned above, § € (0,1) is the constant which appears in Proposition
Hence, we may apply Proposition with

5 =1t,— OMITITP(2p)P

and p replaced by 2p to conclude that there is a & € (0,1) and & < § depending only on the
data, such that
u>Epuy  in K4p($o) X (to - gﬂ?:_l_pppu t0]7

which yields the reduction of oscillation from below. Combining the previous reasoning and
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Lemma [B.3] we have the following.

Lemma B.4. There exist constants §,v,n € (0,1) that depend only on the data, such that for

any weak solution u and number p satisfying
Ksop(20) X (to — 0p™ 7P pP ] C Qr

and
u py in Ky(me) X (to — 5;L3_+1_ppp,t0],

we have

€SS 0SC u < Nty (B.11)
K% (wo)x(to—'yéuq;rl*ppp,to]

I

ef g+1-p

Furthermore, if we let for simplicity Q1 = K, (w0) X (to —yopd PP, to], one of the following

conditions must hold:

either esssupu < i 7 (B.12)
Q 2
. -1
or essinfu > . B.13
o 5 K ( )

3
Proof. The quantity n in (BI) is given by max {(1 - ), Z}’ according to which of the two
alternatives holds. The quantity v (which measures the width of the time gap) is given by

5
min {2—;)7 S} If (B:I2) holds true, there is nothing to prove; if (B.I12) does not hold true, we

have
esssupu — essinfu < nu4.,
Q1 Q1
. 1+ 1-
essinfu > esssupu — nu4 > nqu—n,qu: nqu,
Q1 Q1 2 2
which is precisely (BI3). O

B.4 The Reduction of the Oscillation Concluded

We define

1 1 1+’I] J P
C :=2max{2,7 7}, W= (T) . Pi = G

where « is the constant claimed in Lemma [B.4l Once p; and /‘i are given in this way, it is

apparent that

Qmﬁ(ui)q“*”p‘f < Q%W(M)‘”“W’

and

€ss 0sc U < N
p1,8(ny)aHL=P ol
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Moreover, if (B.I2) occurs, we also have that u < p! in Qply(;(ui)q“fpp:f. We may then apply

Lemma [B.4] once more, and conclude not only that

€ss 0sc U < nui,
p2,5(ul+)q+1*ppg

but also that either (B2) or (BI3) holds with p replaced by p1, and py replaced by pl. If
(B:12) holds true, we can repeat the whole procedure one more time. Hence, provided that
(B12)) continue to hold, we end up with

€ss 0sc u < nluffl, (B.14)
pj,é(uifl)ﬁl*”p;)
€ss sup u < uffl. (B.15)

Q i1
. q+1—p,P
Pj—1:6(n7 ") Pi_1

Either this procedure continues indefinitely Vj € N, or there exists k& € N such that (B.I4)
holds for all j =1,2,...,k, and

1-— 1-—
essinf u > (Tn) pht = (ﬁ) k. (B.16)

Qrr—1 k—1 -
=1 q+1-p
576 (1 ) Pl

Let us see the consequences of (B16). We remark that

[ C
P 2 L= 5Pk > 2pk
+1-p qg+1—p
k—1\d+1-p 2 \? L\ at+1—p 2 L\ at+1—p
70 (W) Py =C" (m) 8 (uf) pp =20 o 8 (uf) Ph

> 6 (18) T 2.

Hence, it follows from (BI5) and (BI6) with j = k that

1=n) x 2k :
(1+77> /1‘+ < u < 1+77M+ mn Q2pk,6(ui)q+lfp(2pk)p,

This is exactly the assumption of [27, Lemma 3.7] and it shows that the function
k—1\—1 k\2t1—p .
v(x,t) = (u+ ) u(x, (qu) t), (z,t) in Qapy 50200 )7 (T, 0),

solves a parabolic equation of parabolic p-laplacian-type, for which it is known that there exist
constants €, § € (0,1), and A > 1, depending only on p, ¢, N such that, setting

Wp \ 4+1-P
Wp = 6wn—17 971 = (_)

A , Pn=¢€pp—1 and Q= Qp_n (6‘71)7
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for all non-negative integers n, there holds Q,+1 C @, and
0SCQ,, U < Wy (B.17)

Therefore, either (B.14) holds for any j € N, which we can rephrase as in (B.17), or there exists
k € N for which (B.15)) fails, and in this case again we have (B.17) for every n > k. In any case,
it is apparent that we have precisely the content of Lemma [AT] which is therefore proved.
From here on, working exactly as in [27, Lemma 8.3 and Theorem 8.4], one concludes that
u is locally Holder continuous in Q, and that the Holder exponent depends on p, q, N, C,,
C1. We refrain from going into details here, since the arguments are essentially the same and

could be reproduced verbatim.

C Holder continuity at the Boundary

As stated in section [Al we assume that u vanishes at the lateral boundary S7 and that 9
satisfies a geometric density condition. We extend u by zero outside Qr; it can then be proved
that u is a weak sub-solution. We refrain from going into details about this property, since it
is a standard argument. In the following, we continue to denote by u such an extension.

We repeat and adapt at the boundary the same construction of initial cylinders, as in
Section [B:2l Namely, fix (x,,t,) € St, and for 6 € (0,1) as in Lemma [B4] and 0 < R, < R,
sufficiently small such that (t, — dRE, t,] C (0,T], define

« def
0 =

Qo = Kr,(20) X (to — GRS, L], (C.1)

and let

at - — ot
flo, =esssupu, Wy = essoscu = [i, -
Q: @3

Recall that by construction  fi; = essinfg: u = 0. Since u is locally bounded, without loss of

generality we may assume that ©, < 1, so that

Qo Y K (20) X (ty — GITIPERP 1] C QF C Q.

We let pu} = esssupu (again u, = es(s;)infu = 0). Since pt < i}, it is apparent that if we let

o

Q1 d:ef KRo(xo) X (to -9 (Nj)q+l_p R’O),to],
then Ql g Qo-

The function z — (u(x, t)—k) vanishes outside (9QNB,) for all t € (t,—d (p) PP, to)
with 0 < p < R,, and 99 satisfies the geometric density condition (A); this yields the

following.

g+1—p
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Lemma C.1. Let u be a non-negative, local, bounded, weak sub-solution to 2I)—(Z2) in Qr

for0<p—1<g< (NN(f;Q. Set 6 = 5(uf)TP for the same § € (0,1) as in Lemma [B7)

Assume that (x,,t,) € St, [(€0,t0) + Q,(0)] N Q7 C Q1, and

esssup  u < p. (C.2)
(Io;t0)+Qp(0)

Then, Yt € (to — 9 (/Lj)q+l_p PP to], and Vs > 1

w

25} N By(2o)

[ t) > wid -

< a|BP|7

where o =1 — 3.

We can now repeat almost verbatim the proof of [10, Lemma 6.3], properly adjusted to our
context, and conclude that for any v € (0,1) there exists s, € N, s, > 2, s, independent of

[u}uj—;}:}ﬁQp (%9)‘ <v Qp(%ﬁ)’.

+
In Lemma[B3, v > & in (B4) implies v < 3p) in (BE); however, a careful check of the proof
shows that u > pf — 5% in (B4) implies u < pf — 5:%= in (B.D) (indeed, it is just a matter of
simple computations). Hence, a straightforward application of Lemma [B:3] with § replaced by

and p, such that

%5 , allows to conclude that

1 1
U< ‘LL;)‘F (1 — ZST) a.e. in |:(I07t0) + Q%P <§9):| n QT

This plays the role of (B.I1) as far as the reduction of the oscillation at the boundary is
concerned. Moreover, since (z,,t,) € St, the second alternative never occurs, and we can
indefinitely apply the iteration and conclude.

The gist of the whole argument is that once more we end up with a geometric decay of
u, exactly as given in Lemma [AJ] with the only difference that for (z,,t,) € Sr (A2) is
substituted by (A.3]), as already pointed out at the beginning.

D Construction of Signed Solutions by Odd Reflection

We prove that we can extend a positive solution in the upper-half space to a signed solution to

a similar equation in the whole space by odd reflection.

Lemma D.1. Let
QT ={(x,t) : |7 < 1,0 < any < 2,1 <t <t}

and
Q_ = {(xut) : |$z| <l,-2<zy<0,t1 <t< tg}.
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Let u solve ZI)—2Z2) in QT with u =0 on QT N{xxy = 0}. Define
Q ={(z,t) : |mi| <1,-2< 2y <2,t1 <t <t}

and u,A as

. u(z’,zy, 1) if ey >0,
U(I aINvt) =
—u(a', —zN,t), ifxy <O,
- A;(x, zN,t), ifxn >0,
A’i(‘rlvaat): l( N ) f N ,Zzl,...,
—A;(2, —zn,t), ifxn <O,
and
1 AN(‘Ilvavt)a ZfIN > 05

AN(I/;INvt) =
AN(-I/,—IN,t), Zf TN < 05

where A(ZCI,,TN,t) = fl(x’,xN,t,u(:v',xN,t),Du(:v',:EN,t)).
Then @ is a weak solution to (&) in Q' with A replaced by A.

Proof. We follow the proof of [24, Lemma 2.7]. Clearly we still have

@i € Croc(t1, t2; LETN(K')) N LE

loc loc

(tr, t2; Wio? (K")),

where
Kt={z:|r| <1,0<zy <2}

and K, K’ are defined similarly. Let § € C2°(Q’). We aim at establishing that

// —|a|" a0 + A2,y ,t) - DO dxdt = 0.
For this purpose, write § = ¢ + ¢, where
2¢(x) = 0(a’, on) +0(2', —aN)

is even in zp, and thus

29(z) = 0(2',xn) — 0(2', —zN)

is odd in z . Furthermore ¢ = 0 in @’ when zx = 0 and so it belongs to

e Wt (ty, to; LYY (K+)) N LY

loc

(t1, t2; WoP(K+)).
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From the equation satisfied by u we get immediately
//Q+ —|a|" Y adpp + Az, zn, t) - Dip dzdt = 0.
Now we check this condition in Q.
// —|a|? Y adph + A(a', xn, t) - Dip dadt

//7—|—ux e Tl —e, 1)D

+ Z _Ai ,—J/'N,t,u( T ,—TN, ),DQ(II,—.’IIN,t))aﬂ/J
+ An(2', —zn, ta(x’, —xN, t), Da(x’, —x N, t)) 0N dudt
Note that in Q~, u(2’, —zn,t) = u(z’, —zn,t) and Du(x’, —zn,t) = Du(z’, —zyN,t). Now we

make the change of variables xy — —xn and get @~ — QT, do — —dx, and use that 1) is odd

inxy, 0% is odd in xy fori=1,..., N — 1 and even for i = N.

// —|a*" a0 + A’ xn, t) - Dip dadt

// w2, )7 (!, o, ) (— (! o, 1)

+ Z Al JI ,ZCN,t,’LL(ZCI,JIN,t),DU((EI,(EN,t))ai’(/J
i=1

+AN CC .IN,t,U(I TN, )7DU(I/5IN7t))8N¢d:Cdt

= // |u|9  udp — Az, t,u, Du) - Dt dxdt = 0.

Similarly we get the same result for ¢, noting that 0;¢ is even in zy for i =1,..., N — 1 and
In¢ is odd. Combining both we get (D.I)), as intended. O

E Oscillation Decay for Signed Solutions

Suppose u is a signed solution built by odd reflection along a flat boundary of a non-negative
solution originally defined in Q7 (for simplicity, we do not distinguish between the original
solution, and its extension).

If the starting cylinder (z,,t,) + @, (0,) CC Qr, the geometric decay of u is described by
Lemma [AT] By construction, we have the same behavior for the non-positive u in (z,,t,) +
Q,,(0,) CC (Q2r)°.

When (z,,t,) € S, the controlled reduction of the oscillation of u is provided by the

arguments of Section [Cl Taking the worst parameters, we eventually achieve the wanted decay
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for the signed solution we are interested in.
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