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Abstract

We consider non-negative, weak solutions to the doubly nonlinear parabolic equation

∂tu
q − div(|Du|p−2Du) = 0

in the super-critical fast diffusion regime 0 < p − 1 < q <
N(p− 1)

(N − p)+
. We show that

when solutions vanish continuously at the Lipschitz boundary of a parabolic cylinder ΩT ,

they satisfy proper Carleson estimates. Assuming further regularity for the boundary of

the domain ΩT , we obtain a power-like decay at the boundary and a boundary Harnack

inequality.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2020): Primary 35K92, 35K67, 35B65; Second-

ary 35B45

Key Words: Doubly nonlinear parabolic equation, Carleson estimate, Lipschitz cylinders,
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1 Introduction

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

nonlinear parabolic equation

∂t(u
q)− div(|Du|p−2Du) = 0, weakly in ΩT , (1.1)
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where 0 < p − 1 < q < N(p−1)
(N−p)+

, Ω ⊂ RN is an open, bounded domain, whose regularity is be

specified in the following, and ΩT = Ω× (0, T ] for some T > 0.

1.1 Statement of the Result

Our first result Theorem 3.1 is a Carleson inequality for non-negative solutions to (1.1) which

vanish continuously at the boundary. Here, it suffices to assume that the boundary ∂Ω 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 Hölder 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

C1,1 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 6.1.

Before starting our analysis, we present some introductory definitions.

Definition 1.1. A non-negative measurable function u : ΩT → [0,+∞) in the class

u ∈ C(0, T ;Lq+1(Ω)) ∩ Lp(0, T ;W 1,p(Ω))

is a non-negative, weak sub(super)-solution to (1.1) if

∫∫

ΩT

[

−uq∂tϕ+ |Du|p−2Du ·Dϕ
]

dxdt ¬ ()0

for any non-negative function

ϕ ∈W 1,q+1o (0, T ;Lq+1(Ω)) ∩ Lp(0, T ;W 1,po (Ω)).

A non-negative function u is a non-negative, weak solution to (1.1) 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 ;W 1,p(Ω)), g is continuous on ΩT
with modulus of continuity ωg(·), and we require u = g on ∂Ω× (0, T ].

Definition 1.2. The boundary condition u ¬ g on ∂Ω× (0, T ] for a sub-solution (u  g for a
super-solution) is meant in the sense that (u − g)+(·, t) ∈ W 1,po (Ω) ((u − g)−(·, t) ∈ W 1,po (Ω))
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.
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Definition 1.3. A non-negative measurable function u : ΩT → [0,+∞) in the class

u ∈ Cloc(0, T ;Lq+1loc (Ω)) ∩ L
p
loc(0, T ;W

1,p
loc (Ω))

is a non-negative, local weak sub(super)-solution to (1.1), if for every K ⊂⊂ Ω and for every
sub-interval [t1, t2] ⊂ (0, T ] we have

∫

K

uqϕdx
∣

∣

∣

t2

t1
+

∫∫

K×(t1,t2)

[

−uq∂tϕ+ |Du|p−2Du ·Dϕ
]

dxdt ¬ ()0

for any non-negative function

ϕ ∈W 1,q+1loc (0, T ;L
q+1(K)) ∩ Lploc(0, T ;W 1,po (K)).

A non-negative function u is a non-negative, local, weak solution to (1.1) 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 (1.1), 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 [11, 12] for the homogeneous two-phase case. More recently, De

Silva developed a more flexible approach to the regularity of free boundaries in [14], 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, Forcilò and Savin in [15] 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.
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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 3. Section 4 is devoted to a brief discussion

of the Comparison Principle, which is instrumental in the proof of the two-sided estimates

considered in Section 5. Finally, Section 6 collects the statement and the proof of the boundary

Harnack inequality. The Appendices deal with the Hölder continuity up to the boundary of a

particular class of signed solution to (1.1). 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 N0 to denote N∪{0}. For a point zo ∈ RN×R,N ∈ N, we always write zo = (xo, to).

By Kρ(xo) we denote the cube in R
N with center xo ∈ RN and side length 2ρ > 0, whose faces

are parallel to the coordinate planes in RN ; analogously, by Bρ(xo) we denote the ball in RN

with center xo ∈ RN and radius ρ > 0. When xo = 0 we simply write Kρ or Bρ, omitting the

reference to the center. We use the symbol

(xo, to) +QR,S := KR(xo)× (to − S, to]

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

we define “backward” parabolic cylinders by

(xo, to) +Q
−
ρ (θ) := Kρ(xo)× (to − θρp, to],

whereas “forward” cylinders are defined by

(xo, to) +Q
+
ρ (θ) := Kρ(xo)× (to, to + θρp].

When θ = 1, we write (xo, to) +Qρ.

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 Ω ⊂ RN is called a Lipschitz domain if there exists a small
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radius ro such that at every point y ∈ ∂Ω in an appropriate coordinate system, we have

Ω ∩K8ro(y) ={(x′, xN ) ∈ R
N : xN > Φ(x′)} ∩K8ro(y),

∂Ω ∩K8ro(y) ={(x′, xN ) ∈ R
N : xN = Φ(x

′)} ∩K8ro(y),

where Φ is a Lipschitz function with ‖DΦ‖L∞ ¬ L. The constants ro and L are independent of
y.

Definition 2.2. We say that a non-empty, bounded, open set Ω ⊂ RN , N  2, is a domain
of class Ck for some k ∈ N ∪ {∞}, provided that the following holds: for every point x∗ ∈ ∂Ω,
there exist R > 0, an open interval I ⊂ R with 0 ∈ I, a rigid transformation T : RN → RN

with T (x∗) = 0, along with a function ϕ of class C
k, which maps Br(0) ⊂ RN−1 into I with the

property ϕ(0) = 0, and such that if C denotes the open cylinder BR(0)× I ⊂ R
N−1 × R, then

• C ∩ T (Ω) = {(x′, xN ) ∈ C : xN > ϕ(x′)};

• C ∩ ∂T (Ω) = {(x′, xN ) ∈ C : xN = ϕ(x′)};

• C ∩ (T (Ω))c = {(x′, xN ) ∈ C : xN < ϕ(x′)}.

Remark 2.1. Any C1 domain lies on only one side of its boundary.

Theorem 2.1. Let Ω be a non-empty, bounded, open subset of RN , N  2, and assume that
k ∈ N ∪ {∞}. Then Ω is a Ck domain if and only if for every point x∗ ∈ ∂Ω there exist an
open neighborhood U ⊂ R

N of x∗, a radius r > 0, and a C
k diffeomorphism ψ = (ψ1, . . . , ψN ) :

U → Br(0) for which ψ(x∗) = 0, and

• ψ(Ω ∩ U) = Br(0)× RN+ ;

• ψ((Ω)c ∩ U) = Br(0)× RN− ;

• ψ(∂Ω ∩ U) = Br(0)× ∂RN+ .

Definition 2.3. Given k ∈ N, a Ck domain Ω ⊂ RN is called a domain of class Ck,1, provided

the function ϕ appearing in Definition 2.2 is of class Ck,1.

Lemma 2.1. Let Ω ⊂ RN be a domain of class Ck , and denote by ν its outward unit normal.

Then Ω is of class C1,1 if and only if ν : ∂Ω→ RN is a Lipschitz function.

Definition 2.4. We say that a set Ω ⊂ RN satisfies a uniform exterior ball condition, if there

exists a number r > 0 such that for any x∗ ∈ ∂Ω there is a point x ∈ R
N for which Br(x)∩Ω = ∅

and x∗ ∈ ∂Br(x). We call the supremum of all such numbers r the UEBC constant of Ω, and
we denote it with re.

Definition 2.5. We say that a set Ω ⊂ R
N satisfies a uniform interior ball condition, if RN\Ω

satisfies an exterior ball condition. The UEBC constant of RN\Ω is referred to as the UIBC
constant of Ω, and it is denoted with ri.
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We say that Ω ⊂ RN satisfies a uniform two-sided ball condition, if Ω satisfies both Defini-

tion 2.4 and Definition 2.5. We refer to the minimum between the UEBC and UIBC constants

of Ω as the uniform two-sided ball condition constant of Ω, and we denote it with r̄.

Theorem 2.2. Any domain Ω ⊂ RN of class C1,1 satisfies a uniform two-sided ball condition.

Theorem 2.3. If Ω is a non-empty, bounded, open subset of RN , which satisfies both a uniform

exterior and a uniform interior ball conditions, then Ω is a domain of class C1,1.

For a short proof of Theorems 2.2 and 2.3, see, for example, [2].

Theorem 2.4. Let Ω ⊂ R
N be a C1 domain satisfying a UIBC with constant ri. Then for

every x ∈ Ω such that dist(x, ∂Ω) < ri, there exists a unique x∗ ∈ ∂Ω with the property

dist(x, ∂Ω) = |x− x∗|.

An analogous result holds for C1 domains in RN satisfying the UEBC.

2.2 Hölder Continuity of Solutions and Harnack Inequality

In the framework of doubly nonlinear parabolic equations such as (1.1), the Hölder 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 3.1 requires the qual-

itative knowledge of the Hölder 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 E of the Appendix).

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

partial differential equations, of which (1.1) is a prototype. Namely, we are interested in

∂t(u
q)− divA(x, t, u,Du) = 0, (2.1)

where A satisfies the following structural conditions







A(x, t, u, ξ) · ξ  Co|ξ|p

|A(x, t, u, ξ)| ¬ C1|ξ|p−1
for a.e. x ∈ Ω, ∀u ∈ R, ∀ ξ ∈ R

N , (2.2)

where 0 < Co ¬ C1, and 0 < p− 1 < q < N(p−1)
(N−p)+

.

The following elliptic form was obtained in [10].

Theorem 2.5 (Harnack Inequality). Let 0 < p − 1 < q < N(p − 1)/(N − p)+. There are
constants γ > 1 and σ ∈ (0, 1), which depend only on the data p, q and N , so that if u is a
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non-negative, continuous, weak solution to the parabolic equation (2.1)–(2.2) in ΩT such that

u(xo, to) > 0 and the following inclusion holds

K8ρ(xo)×
(

to −Mq+1−p(8ρ)p, to +Mq+1−p(8ρ)p
)

⊂ ΩT

with

M := sup
Kρ(xo)

u(·, to),

then for all

(x, t) ∈ Kρ(xo)×
(

to − σ[u(xo, to)]q+1−pρp, to + σ[u(xo, to)]q+1−pρp
)

(2.3)

we have

γ−1u(xo, to) ¬ u(x, t) ¬ γu(xo, 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 [17]). 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 q → 1. Further
comments about Theorem 2.5 can be found in [10, Section 1.4].

3 Carleson Estimate

In this section we deal with a Lipschitz domain Ω of constant ro, L (see Definition 2.1), 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

Hölder 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 ΩT . Fix (xo, to) ∈ ST := ∂Ω× (0, T ]. We introduce
the time interval I(to, ρ, h) := (to − hρp, to + hρp) and assume that

I(to, 9ρ,M
q+1−p) ⊂ (0, T ]. (3.1)

Then, we define the set

Ψ̃ρ = {|xi − xo,i| < ρ/4, |xN | < 2Lρ} × I(to, ρ, ηq+1−pρ ) ⊂ ΩT ,

here ηρ is the first root of

max
Ψ̃ρ(ηρ)

u = ηρ.
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For each fixed ρ > 0, ηρ is well-defined, since both functions y1(s) = maxΨ̃ρ(s) u and y2(s) = s

are monotone increasing and satisfy







y1(0)  0,
y2(0) = 0,







y1(M) ¬M,

y2(M) =M.

For 0 < ρ < ro, we also define xρ = (x
′
o, 2Lρ), and let Pρ = Pρ(xo, to) = (x

′
o, 2Lρ, to) be such

that u(Pρ) > 0. Note that dist(xρ, ∂Ω) is of order ρ. 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

(1.1) which vanishes continuously on the portion of the lateral boundary

(∂Ω ∩ {|xi − xo,i| < 2ρ, |xN | < 8Lρ})× I(to, 9ρ,M q+1−p).

Then, there exist constants γ > 0 and α ∈ (0, 1), depending only on p, q,N, L such that for
every (x, t) ∈ Ψ̃ρ

u(x, t) ¬ γ
(

dist(x, ∂Ω)

ρ

)α

sup
τ∈I(to,ρ,2η

q+1−p
ρ )

u(xρ, τ). (3.2)

Remark 3.1. More properly, (3.2) 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

2.1, if we define the new variables

yi = xi, i = 1, 2, ..., N − 1, yN = xN − Φ(x′),

the portion ∂Ω∩{|xi−xo,i| < 2ρ, |xN | < 8Lρ} coincides with a portion of the hyperplane yN = 0.
Let K̃2ρ(xo) = {|xi − xo,i| < 2ρ, |xN | < 4Lρ}. We orient yN so that Ω ∩ K̃2ρ(xo) ⊂ {yN > 0}.
Since this change of variables does not affect the time variable t, as demonstrated in [6] (see

also [16, Chapter X]), we obtain an equation like (2.1)–(2.2) for the new variables, with two

minor differences: here A does not explicitly depend on t, and the two parameters Co, C1 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 ∂Ω is flat

with respect to xN . Define the following cube, which touches the boundary

K∗2ρ(xo) = {|xi − xo,i| < 2ρ, 0 < xN < 2Lρ}.

We also obtain the new set

Ψ∗ρ = Ψ
∗
ρ(ηρ) = {|xi − xo,i| < 2ρ, 0 < xN < 4Lρ} × I(to, 9ρ, ηq+1−pρ ) ⊂ ΩT ,

8



where now ηρ is the first root of

max
Ψ∗ρ(ηρ)

u = ηρ.

Proving Theorem 3.1 reduces to proving the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let u solve (2.1)-(2.2), 0 < u ¬ M in ΩT . Assume that ∂Ω is flat with respect

to xN and that

I(to, 9ρ,M
q+1−p) ⊂ (0, T ]. (3.3)

Suppose that u vanishes continuously on

∂Ω ∩ {|xi − xo,i| < 2ρ, xN = 0} × I(to, 9ρ,M q+1−p).

There exists a constant γ > 0 depending only on p, q,N, L such that

u(x, t) ¬ γ sup
τ∈I(to,ρ,2η

q+1−p
ρ )

u(xρ, τ).

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

x→ x− xo
2Lρ

, t→ 1

ηq+1−pρ

t− to
ρp
;

such a change maps K∗2ρ(xo)× I(to, 9ρ, 2ηq+1−pρ ) into Q̃ = {|yi| < 1/L, 0 < yN < 2}× (−9p, 9p],
xρ into yo = (0, ..., 0, 1) = eN , K̃ρ(xo) into K̃1 = {|yi| < 1/(2L), |yN | < 1}, and the portion
ST ∩Ψ

∗

ρ of the lateral boundary into

Ξ = {(y′, 0) : |yi| < 1/L} × (−9p, 9p].

After denoting again by (x, t) the transformed variables and letting yo = eN , the rescaled

function

v(x, t) =
1

ηρ
u(2Lρx+ xo, η

q+1−p
ρ ρpt+ to)

is a non-negative, bounded, weak solution to

∂t(v
q)− divy Ã(x, v,Dxv) = 0, in Q̃,

where Ã still satisfies the structure conditions (2.2), and 0 < v ¬ 1 in Q̃. 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 γ∗ and σ∗ the new constants claimed

by Theorem 2.5. We repeatedly apply (2.3)-(2.4); due to all our assumptions, the only condition

we need to take into account each time is thatK8R(x) ⊂ Ω, where x ∈ {|xi| < 1/2, 0 < xN < 1},
and the radius R depends on the context.
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Consider the set Fo = {(x′, xN ) : |xi| < 1/2, xN = 1}, the points Ph′ given by

xi = hi/8, hi = −3,−2, ..., 3, i = 1, ..., N − 1,
xN = 1,

and the (N − 1)-dimensional cubes K1/4(Ph′) ∩ {xN = 1}. Notice that

• these (N − 1)-dimensional cubes give a decomposition of Fo of equal size;

• due to their size and their distance to the boundary, we have K2(Ph′) ⊂ Ω and therefore,
we can always apply (2.3)-(2.4).

Consequently, for any

t∗ ∈
(

−σ∗vq+1−p(yo, 0), σ∗vq+1−p(yo, 0)
]

, (3.4)

by (2.4) we have

v(x, t∗) ¬ γ∗v(Ph′ , t∗)

for all x ∈ K1/4(Ph′) ∩ {xN = 1}. On the other hand, it is easy to see that

v(Ph′ , t∗) ¬ γ3∗v(yo, t∗),

since we can connect Ph′ with yo using at most 3 cubes with side-length 1/4, which guarantees

the condition K2(Ph̄′) ⊂ Ω. Therefore, for any x ∈ Fo,

v(x, t∗) ¬ γ4∗v(yo, t∗).

Consider the slab

So = {(x′, xN ) : |xi| < 1/2, 7/8 < xN < 1}.

As noticed above, K2(x̄) ⊂ Ω for any x̄ ∈ Fo; therefore, we can apply (2.4) at time level t∗ and
conclude that

∀x̄ ∈ Fo, ∀x ∈ K1/4(x̄), v(x, t∗) ¬ γ∗v(x̄, t∗).

Consequently, for all x ∈ So,

v(x, t∗) ¬ γ5∗v(yo, t∗). (3.5)

Note that (3.5) holds in particular for any x ∈ F1, where

F1 = {(x′, xN ) : |x1| < 1/2, xN = 7/8}.

To help understand how we can iterate this argument, let us consider one more step. Let

x ∈ S1 = {(x′, xN ) : |xi| < 1/2, (7/8)2 < xN < 7/8}.

10



There exists x̄ ∈ F1 such that x belongs to the cube K7/32(x̄). Furthermore, as before, we see
that K7/4(x̄) ⊂ Ω. Thus we can apply (2.4) at time t∗ and conclude that

v(x, t∗) ¬ γ∗v(x̄, t∗) ¬ γ6∗v(yo, t∗).

Therefore, we are now in a position to iterate this argument and get that

∀x ∈ Sk = {(x′, xN ) : |xi| < 1/2, (7/8)k+1 < xN < (7/8)k}

there holds

v(x, t∗) ¬ γk+5∗ v(yo, t∗). (3.6)

On the other hand, by (2.3)-(2.4), for any t∗ as in (3.4),

v(yo, t∗) ¬ γ∗v(yo, 0). (3.7)

Thus,

v(x, t) ¬ γk+6∗ v(yo, 0)

for any

(x, t) ∈ Sk ×
[

−σ∗vq+1−p(yo, 0), σ∗vq+1−p(yo, 0)
]

.

For any τ ∈ [−2, 2] (and not just for τ = 0) we can repeat this argument verbatim, and conclude
that

v(x, t) ¬ γk+6∗ v(yo, τ)

for all (x, t) ∈ Sk×
[

−σ∗vq+1−p(yo, τ), σ∗vq+1−p(yo, τ)
]

and any τ ∈ [−2, 2] provided v(yo, τ) >
0. Hence, setting

M2 = sup
τ∈[−2,2]

v(yo, τ)

yields

v(x, t) ¬ γk+6∗ M2 (3.8)

for all (x, t) ∈ Sk × [−2, 2]. Now let

Q∗ = {|xi| < 1/4, 0 < xN < 1, t ∈ [−1, 1]},
Q∗ = {|xi| < 1/4, −1 < xN < 1, t ∈ [−1, 1]},
Q̃∗ = {|xi| < 1/2, 0 < xN < 1, t ∈ [−2, 2]},
Q̃∗ = {|xi| < 1/2, −1 < xN < 1, t ∈ [−2, 2]}.

As it becomes clear along the proof, we have to assume |xi| < 1/4 in Q∗ for two closely related
reasons:
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• The first point P1 we are going to choose must lie in a suitably small cylinder, so that

the sequence {Pm}m is all contained in Q̃∗.

• We need to choose ko that depends only on the data.

We extend v from Q̃∗ to Q̃
∗ by odd reflection, which is still a (signed) solution (see Section D

of the Appendix for the justification of this fact).

Suppose there exists P1 = (x1,1, ..., x1,N , t1) ∈ Q∗ such that

v(P1)  γko+6∗ M2. (3.9)

By (3.8), we must have 0 < x1,N < (7/8)ko+1, |x1,i| < 1/4, t1 ∈ [−1, 1], since P1 6∈ Sk for
any k ¬ ko. Consider the cylinder

Q(P1) = {|x− x1| < 2(7/8)ko+1ε−l, t1 − (2(7/8)ko+1ε−l)p < t ¬ t1},

where ε is as in Lemma A.1. Without loss of generality, we can assume ε < 7/8. Now let

ω(1)o = oscQ(P1) v.

Even though we do not know the exact value of ω
(1)
o , we can infer from the construction of v

by odd reflection and the normalization of v that

2M2γko+6∗ ¬ ω(1)o ¬ 2. (3.10)

Provided ko is large enough, we have the inclusion Q(P1) ⊂ Q̃∗. Set σ(1)o = 2(7/8)ko+1ε−l and
consider

Q(1)o = Kσ(1)o
(x1)× (t1 − θ(1)o (σ(1)o )p, t1),

where θ
(1)
o = (ω

(1)
o /A)q+1−p, and A is the quantity claimed in Lemma A.1, which we can assume

without loss of generality to be larger than 2. Clearly Q
(1)
o ⊂ Q(P1) ⊂ Q̃∗. By Lemma A.1 we

can build a sequence

ω(1)n = δω
(1)
n−1, θ(1)n =

(

ω
(1)
n

A

)q+1−p

, σ(1)n = ǫσ
(1)
n−1, and Q(1)n = Q

−

σ
(1)
n

(θ(1)n ),

for all non-negative integers n. Such a sequence satisfies

Q
(1)
n−1 ⊂ Q(1)n , osc

Q
(1)
n
v ¬ ω(1)n .

By iteration

osc
Q
(1)
n
v ¬ δnω(1)o = δn oscQ(P1) v,

which implies

oscQ(P1) v 
1

δn
osc
Q
(1)
n
v.

12



We choose n = l and l such that δ−l > γ5∗ . Then, by the choice of σ
(1)
o we see that

P1 ∈ Q(1)l = {|x− x1| ¬ 2(7/8)ko+1, t1 − (2(7/8)ko+1)p < t ¬ t1}.

Therefore, it is apparent that also −P1 ∈ Q(1)l and thus, by the odd reflection of v,

osc
Q
(1)

l

v  2v(P1)  2γko+6∗ M2,

where we used (3.9). Hence,

ω(1)o  2γko+11∗ M2,

which improves the previous bound (3.10). As v was built by odd reflection, we conclude there

exists P2 = (x2, t2) = (x2,1, ..., x2,N , t2) ∈ Q(P1) such that

v(P2)  γko+11∗ M2.

As before, by (3.8) we have 0 < x2,N < (7/8)ko+6, |x2,i| < 1/4 and also t1− (2(7/8)ko+1ε−l)p <
t2 < t1. Set

Q(P2) = {|x− x2| < 2(7/8)ko+1ε−l, t2 − (2(7/8)ko+1ε−l)p < t < t2}.

Once again, provided ko is large enough, we can assume that Q(P2) ⊂ Q̃∗. By induction, we

obtain a sequence {Pm = (xm, tm)} such that

v(Pm)  γko+6+5(m−1)∗ M2 (3.11)

and

0 < xm,N <

(

7

8

)ko+1+5(m−1)

.

By choosing ko large enough, the sequence {Pm}m is all contained in the fixed cylinder Q̃∗;
since 0 < v < 1 andM2 ∈ (0, 1], (3.11) leads to a contradiction. Therefore, there exists γ̃ which
depends only on the data, such that

∀(x, t) ∈ Q∗, v(x, t) ¬ γ̃M2.

We now switch back to the original variables, and we conclude that there exists a constant γ̃,

depending only on the data, such that

∀(x, t) ∈ {|xi − xo,i| < ρ/4, 0 < xN < 2Lρ} × I(to, ρ, ηq+1−pρ ),

it holds

u(x, t) ¬ γ̃ sup
τ∈I(to,ρ,2η

q+1−p
ρ )

u(xρ, τ).

13



Remark 3.2. A careful check of the proof shows that Theorem 3.1 holds not only for non-

negative solutions to (1.1), but also for non-negative solutions to (2.1)–(2.2). Indeed, the proof

is purely structural, and it does not rely on specific features of (1.1), 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 ∂Ω× (0, T ) has to be understood in the sense

(u− v)+ ∈ Lp(0, T ;W 1,po (Ω));

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

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

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

negative, weak super-solution to (1.1) in ΩT , such that

ess inf
∂Ω×(0,T )

v > 0, and ess sup
∂Ω×(0,T )

u <∞ if q > 1.

If u ¬ v on the parabolic boundary ∂pΩT , then we have u ¬ v a.e. in ΩT .

It is worth noticing that, despite its easy and natural statement, the proof of Theorem 4.1

is definitely far from trivial.

5 Decay at the Boundary

In the next two sections we need to assume more regularity on Ω, namely we have to deal

with a C1,1 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 (1.1) 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 C1,α domains with α ∈
(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 4.1. Similar results

were developed in [1, 2] in the elliptic setting, and in [21, 22] in the nonlinear parabolic one. In

particular, in [21] Kuusi, Mingione and Nyström use a different approach with respect to ours,

and this allows them to consider more general operators of p-laplacian-type (although still in

C1,1 domains).
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By Theorem 2.4 if we take xo ∈ Ω, and let Γxo be the set of elements of ∂Ω closest to xo,
i.e.

Γxo
def
= {y ∈ ∂Ω : |xo − y| = dist(xo, ∂Ω)} 6= ∅,

we have that such a y is unique, provided xo 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 (1.1) in ΩT ,

pick s ∈ (0, T ), and fix xo ∈ ∂Ω. Assume that u vanishes on (∂Ω∩B2ρ(xo))× (s, T ). For every
ν > 0 there exist γ1 > 0 and s̄ ∈ (0, 12 ), both depending on N, q, p, ν, and ‖∂Ω‖1,1, such that for
all t ∈ (s+ νM q−p+1ρp, T ), and for all x ∈ Ω ∩B2s̄ρ(xo) with dist(x, ∂Ω) < s̄ρ it holds

u(x, t) ¬ γ1
(

dist(x, ∂Ω)

ρ

)

sup
(Ω∩B2ρ(xo))×(s,T )

u. (5.1)

Up to a possible rescaling, in the following we assume ρ = 1. Let d(x) := dist(x, ∂Ω), Ωs :=

{x ∈ Ω : d(x) < s}. Moreover, for x ∈ Ω and y ∈ Γx, let

yλ
def
= y + λ

y − x
|y − x| , dλ = d(yλ), λ  0.

We have a simple geometrical result.

Lemma 5.1. There exist s, λ > 0 depending only upon Ω, such that for every x ∈ Ωs, y ∈ Γx
and λ ∈ (0, λ) it holds

λ = dλ.

Proof. We start by taking s equal to the interior radius ri, as to ensure that Γx contains a

single point. Then, by Definition 2.4, it suffices to take λ equal to the exterior radius re of the

ball that touches the boundary from the exterior at y ∈ Γx; by assumption, such a radius is
uniform and thus independent of y, and therefore also of x. In terms of C1,1 regularity, if we

assume we can touch the graph of ∂Ω from the exterior by paraboloids of opening K, then we

take λ equal to (
√
2− 1)/K. Figure 1 describes what happens.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Set ā = (q−1 − 1)+ and fix ν > 0. Let Iν def= (s + νM q+1−p, T ) and
for r ∈ (0, 1) set

Mr = sup
Ωr×Iν

u(x, t) ¬M.

Choose (xo, to) ∈ Ωr × Iν , with r < ri so that the corresponding y ∈ Γxo is unique. Moreover,
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let Iν(to) = (to − νM q−p+1, to] ⊂ (s, T ). For c, k > 0 construct the barrier

ψ(x, t) = cM1/k(1− η(x, t)),

η(x, t) = exp [−k(|x− yλ| − dλ)] exp
[

−
(

to − t
M q−p+1

)ā+1
]

.
(5.2)

We impose conditions on c, k, λ ∈ (0, λ̄) with λ̄ as in Lemma 5.1, such that u ¬ ψ in

Mk,λ =
{

x ∈ Ω : |x− yλ| − dλ ¬
1

k

}

× Iν(to) ⊂ Ω1/k × Iν(to). (5.3)

The set Mk,λ is described in Figure 2. Since in the following we need (xo, to) ∈ Mk,λ, it is
straightforward to check that by Lemma 5.1 we must have 1k > r. In view of Theorem 4.1 it

suffices to prove that

inf
∂L{Mk,λ}

ψ > 0, ψ
∣

∣

∣

∂p{Mk,λ}
 u

∣

∣

∣

∂p{Mk,λ}
, and ∂tψ

q −∆pψ  0 in Mk,λ,

where ∂L{Mk,λ} and ∂p{Mk,λ} denote respectively the lateral and parabolic boundaries of
Mk,λ.

16



xo

y

yλ

Ω

radius=dλ+
1
k

B
dλ+

1
k
(yλ)

Mk,λ

Figure 2

Note that clearly ψ  0 inMk,λ and ψ > 0 in ∂L{Mk,λ}. We make the choice

c = max

{

(

1− e−1
)−1

,
(

1− e−νā+1
)−1

}

,

so that in the set

{

x ∈ Ω : |x− yλ| − dλ =
1

k

}

× Iν(to) we have

ψ  cM 1
k
(1− e−1)  u.

Moreover, in the set Ω 1
k
× {to − νM q−p+1} it holds

η ¬ exp
(

−νā+1
)

=⇒ ψ  cM 1
k

(

1− exp
(

−νā+1
))

 u.

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

∆pψ = (cM 1
k
k)p−1ηp−1

(

N − 1
|x− yλ|

− k(p− 1)
)

and
∂

∂t
ψq = −q(ā+ 1)(cM 1

k
)qM−(q−p+1)(1− η)q−1η

(

to − t
M q−p+1

)ā

.

17



Therefore, we want to prove that inMk,λ

(p− 1)kp − N − 1
|x− yλ|

kp−1

 (ā+ 1)q(cM 1
k
)q−p+1M−(q−p+1)(1− η)q−1η2−p

(

to − t
M q−p+1

)ā

.

Recall that

q − p+ 1 > 0, M 1
k
¬M, inf

x∈Ω
|x− yλ| = dλ, 0 < η < 1;

hence, it suffices to prove

(p− 1)kp − N − 1
dλ

kp−1  (ā+ 1)qcq−p+1(1− η)q−1η2−p
(

to − t
M q−p+1

)ā

.

We start by proving that (1− η)q−1η2−p
(

to−t
Mq−p+1

)ā
is bounded inMk,λ. Since ā = (1/q− 1)+,

we have to consider two alternatives.

I Alternative. If q > 1 then (1− η)q−1 ¬ 1 and inMk,λ,

η  e−1 exp(−νā+1).

If p < 2 then η2−p ¬ 1; otherwise

η2−p ¬ e−1 exp(−νā+1)2−p.

Setting

C1(ν, p, q)
def
= (p− 1)−1(ā+ 1)q cq−p+1max

{

1, e−1 exp(−νā+1)2−p
}

,

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

kp − N − 1
(p− 1)dλ

kp−1  C1(ν, p, q)

which is definitely satisfied for

k  N − 1
(p− 1)dλ

+ C1(ν, p, q) + 1.

II Alternative. If 0 < q < 1 then ā = 1/q − 1 > 0 and

η(x, t) ¬ exp
(

−
(

to − t
Mp−q+1

)ā+1
)

¬1−
(

to − t
Mp−q+1

)ā+1

+

(

to − t
Mp−q+1

)2ā+2

.
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Hence, calling τ =
(

to−t
Mp−q+1

)

we get

(1 − η)q−1τ ā ¬
(

τ1/q − τ2/q
)q−1

τ1/q−1

=
(

1− τ1/q
)q−1

¬
(

1− ν1/q
)q−1

,

since τ ∈ (0, ν). Assuming ν < 1 we get
(

1− ν1/q
)q−1 ¬ C3(ν, q) <∞. Noting that the bound

on η2−p from the first alternative still holds, we have to choose k, depending on λ, such that

kp − N − 1
(p− 1)dλ

kp−1  C4(ν, p, q)

where C4(ν, p, q) = C1(ν, p, q)C3(ν, q). This is definitely satisfied for

k  N − 1
(p− 1)dλ

+ C4(ν, p, q) + 1.

We satisfy the two alternatives by choosing

k  N − 1
(p− 1)dλ

+ C(ν, p, q) for C = max{C1, C4}+ 1. (5.4)

Applying Theorem 4.1 and Lemma 5.1 yields

u(xo, to) ¬ψ(xo, to)
¬cM 1

k
k (d(xo) + λ− dλ) = cM 1

k
k d(xo).

We still have to choose k, such that (5.4) is satisfied, and we let

1

k
= C r, λ = dλ = 4C

N − 1
p− 1 r;

hence, for r < r̄ sufficiently small, depending on C(ν, p, q), (5.4) holds. We have

u(xo, to) ¬
c

C
M 1
k

d(xo)

r
¬ γM d(xo)

r
;

since (xo, to) is arbitrarily chosen in Ωr× Iν , possibly scaling back in order to take into account
a general ρ, we conclude.

5.2 Control from below

Proposition 5.2 (Control from below). Let 0 ¬ u ¬ M be a weak solution to (1.1) in ΩT ,

pick s ∈ (0, T ), and fix xo ∈ ∂Ω. Assume that u vanishes on (∂Ω∩B2ρ(xo))× (s, T ). For every
ν > 0 there exist γ2 > 0 and s̄ ∈ (0, 12 ), both depending on N, q, p, ν, and ‖∂Ω‖1,1, such that for
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all s+ νM q−p+1ρp < t < T , and for all x ∈ Ω ∩B2s̄ρ(xo) with dist(x, ∂Ω) < s̄ρ it holds

u(x, t)  γ2
(

dist(x, ∂Ω)

ρ

)

inf
(Ωs̄ρ∩B2ρ(xo))×(s,T )

u. (5.5)

As already done in § 5.1, in the following we assume ρ = 1. For x ∈ Ω, we let d(x) and Γx as
before, and Ωs := {x ∈ Ω : d(x) > s}. Moreover, for x ∈ Ω and y ∈ Γx, let

yλ
def
= x− λ y − x|y − x| , dλ = d(yλ), λ  0.

We have another simple geometrical result.

Lemma 5.2. There exist s, λ > 0 depending only upon Ω, such that for every x ∈ Ωs̄\Ω2s̄,
y ∈ Γx and λ ∈ (0, λ) it holds

d(x) + λ = dλ

Proof. We take s̄ = ri4 , as to ensure that for any x ∈ Ωs̄\Ω2s̄ the set Γx contains a single point
due to Theorem 2.4. Moreover, by Definition 2.5, it suffices to take λ = ri

2 ; indeed, for any

λ ∈ (0, λ), the corresponding yλ is the center of the ball of radius dλ = d(x) + λ < ri, that

touches the boundary from the interior at Γx; by assumption, such a radius is uniform, and

thus independent of y, and therefore also of x. Figure 3 describes what happens.
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In order to apply the Comparison Principle of Theorem 4.1 with u playing the role of super-

solution, we have to prove that u > 0 in the interior of ΩT . 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 (1.1) in ΩT . Suppose

that for some constants M > 0 and α ∈ (0, 1), there holds
∣

∣{u(·, to) M} ∩K̺(xo)
∣

∣  α|K̺|.

Then, there exist constants δ, η ∈ (0, 1), depending only on the data and α, such that

u  ηM, a.e. in K2̺(xo)×
(

to +
1

2
δM q+1−p̺p, to + δM

q+1−p̺p
]

,

provided

K8̺(xo)×
(

to, to + δM
q+1−p̺p

]

⊂ ΩT .

The previous statement is given in terms of cubes Kρ(xo), but it holds for balls Bρ(xo) 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 (1.1),

and assume Ω bounded and connected. If

u(xo, t) > 0 for some xo ∈ Ω, t ∈ (0, T ),

then

u(x, t) > 0 for any x ∈ Ω.

Proof. Call uo := u(xo, t) > 0. We claim that

u(·, t) > 0 in Br(xo),

for any r such that B16r(xo) ⊂ Ω. By continuity of u, we have that

u  1
2
uo in Bρ(xo)× [t− ρp, t] ⊂ ΩT , (5.6)

for some ρ > 0. If ρ > r, we are done. Otherwise, apply Proposition 5.3 with α = (ρ/r)N ∈ (0, 1).
Let δ = δ(p, q,N, α) be the number given by this proposition. Choose M ∈ (0, uo/2) so small
that δM q+1−prp ¬ ρp, and let to = t−δM q+1−prp ∈ [t−ρp, t). Because of (5.6), sinceM ¬ uo/2,
and ρ < r, we have that

|{u(·, to) M} ∩Br(xo)|  |Bρ(xo)| = α|Br(xo)|.

By the previous proposition,

u(·, t)  ηM in B2r(xo),
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which proves our claim.

Next, we observe that by the previous proven claim if

u(xo, t) > 0 for some xo ∈ Ω

then

u(x1, t) > 0 for any x1 ∈ Ω.

In order to show it, let Γ ⊂ Ω be a compact path connecting xo and x1, which exists because
Ω is bounded and connected. First of all, since Ω is open, there exists r̄ > 0, depending only

on Ω, xo, and x1, and finitely many points y1, y2, . . . , yn ∈ Γ, such that xo = y1, yn = x1, Γ

is covered by the balls Br̄(yi), B16r̄(yi) ⊂ Ω and yi+1 ∈ Br̄(yi). Indeed, if this were not the
case, one could find sequences of points (yk)k ⊂ Γ and radii rk → 0 such that Brk(yk) 6⊂ Ω. Let
zk ∈ Brk(yk) 6⊂ Ω. Since Γ is compact, yk → ȳ ∈ Γ, up to a sub-sequence. Then

|ȳ − zk| ¬ |ȳ − yk|+ |yk − zk| ¬ ǫ(k) + rk → 0 as k→∞,

and therefore, ȳ is not an interior point, which contradicts the fact that Ω is open.

To conclude the proof, we simply inductively apply the claim, starting with y1 = xo and

get u(·, t) > 0 in Br̄(y1) which gives u(y2) > 0, and so on, eventually getting u(yn, t) > 0, as
intended.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Let the interval Iν be as before, and set

µr = inf
Ωr×Iν

u(x, t).

Choose r ∈ (0, ri4 ). Let (xo, to) be a point in (Ωr\Ω2r)× Iν , let y ∈ Γxo , and define

Iν(to)
def
= (to − νM q+1−p, to].

We let k > 0 and for λ̄ as in Lemma 5.2

yλ = xo − λ
y − xo
|y − xo|

, dλ = d(yλ), λ ∈ (0, λ),

Mk,λ =
{

x ∈ Ω : dλ − 1
k
¬ |x− yλ| ¬ dλ − 1

2k

}

× Iν(to).

Since in the following we need (xo, to) ∈ Mk,λ, it is straightforward to check that by Lemma 5.2
we must have 12k ¬ d(xo) ¬ 1k . Let

η :Mk,λ → R, ψ :Mk,λ → R
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be defined by

η(x, t) = exp
[

−k
(

|x− yλ| − dλ
)]

exp

[

−
(

to − t
νM q+1−p

)ā+1
]

ψ =
1

e
µ 1
k
(η − 1)+

where ā = (q−1 − 1)+ as before.
Note that by Lemma 5.3, we have

ess inf
∂L{Mk,λ}

u > 0,

where we recall that ∂L denotes the lateral boundary of the cylindrical set. In the following, we

want to choose k and λ in such a way that

ψ
∣

∣

∣

∂p{Mk,λ}
¬ u

∣

∣

∣

∂p{Mk,λ}
, and ∂tψ

q −∆pψ ¬ 0 inMk,λ,

where ∂p{Mk,λ} denotes the parabolic boundary ofMk,λ. Since u is a non-negative solution,
by Theorem 4.1 we can then conclude that ψ ¬ u a.e. inMk,λ.
On the set

{

|x− yλ| = dλ − 1
2k

}

× Iν(to) we have

η(x, t) = e
1
2 · exp

[

−
(

to − t
νM q+1−p

)ā+1
]

¬ e 12 ⇒ ψ(x, t) ¬ e
1
2 − 1
e

µ 1
k
¬ u(x, t).

23



On the set
{

|x− yλ| = dλ − 1
k

}

× Iν(to) we have

η(x, t) = e · exp
[

−
(

to − t
νM q+1−p

)ā+1
]

¬ e ⇒ ψ(x, t) ¬ e− 1
e

µ 1
k
¬ u(x, t).

Finally, at the bottom of the set, i.e. when t = to − νM q+1−p, we have

η(x, t) = e−1 · exp
[

−k
(

|x− yλ| − dλ
)]

,

so that e−1 ¬ η ¬ e− 12 , and ψ = 0. Now we determine what conditions on k and λ yield that
ψ is a sub-solution. By straightforward computations, we have

∂tψ
q =
1

eq
µq1
k

q(η − 1)q−1+ η(ā+ 1)

(

to − t
νM q+1−p

)ā
1

νM q+1−p
,

∆pψ = −
(

k

e
µ 1
k

)p−1

χ
[η>1] η

p−1

[

N − 1
|x− yλ| − k(p− 1)

]

.

Hence, we want to know under what conditions

(

k

e
µ 1
k

)p−1

χ
[η>1] η

p−1

[

N − 1
|x− yλ| − k(p− 1)

]

+
1

eq
µq1
k

q(η − 1)q−1+ η(ā+ 1)

(

to − t
νM q+1−p

)ā
1

νM q+1−p
¬ 0.

We can directly assume that η  1, otherwise there is nothing to prove. The previous inequality
can be rewritten as

kp−1 ηp−1
[

k(p− 1)− N − 1
|x− yλ|

]

 1

eq+1−p

µq+1−p1
k

M q+1−p
q

ν
(η − 1)q−1η2−p(ā+ 1)

(

to − t
νM q+1−p

)ā

.

Since ā = (q−1 − 1)+, we have to consider two alternatives.
I Alternative. If q > 1, then (η − 1)q−1 ¬ ηq−1, so that the right-hand side is bounded above
by

1

eq+1−p

µq+1−p1
k

M q+1−p
q

ν
ηq+1−p ¬ q

ν
,

and we end up estimating

kp−1 ηp−1
[

k(p− 1)− N − 1
|x− yλ|

]

 q

ν
.

II Alternative. If q ¬ 1, then

η(x, t) = exp
[

−k
(

|x− yλ| − dλ
)]

exp

[

−
(

to − t
νM q+1−p

)
1
q

]
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η(x, t)− 1  1 ·
[

1 +

(

to − t
νM q+1−p

)
1
q

]

− 1 =
(

to − t
νM q+1−p

)
1
q

.

Hence,

(η − 1)q−1 ¬
(

to − t
νM q+1−p

)

q−1
q

⇒ (η − 1)q−1(ā+ 1)
(

to − t
νM q+1−p

)ā

¬ 1
q
.

On the other hand, as we have already seen,

e−1 ¬ η ¬ 1 ⇒ η2−p ¬ C1(p), ηp−1  C2(p),

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

kp−1
[

k(p− 1)− N − 1
|x− yλ|

]

 C3(p)

ν
.

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

k(p− 1)− N − 1
|x− yλ|  C4(p, q, ν),

and also

k  C5(p, q, ν) +
N − 1

(p− 1)|x− yλ| . (5.7)

Since we are working in the set
{

dλ − 1
k
¬ |x− yλ| ¬ dλ − 1

2k

}

, it is apparent that

1

|x− yλ| >
1

dλ
;

hence,

∂tψ
q −∆pψ ¬ 0 in Mk,λ,

provided

k  C5 +
(N − 1)
(p− 1)dλ . (5.8)

Theorem 4.1 yields u  ψ in Mk,λ, and in particular, u(xo, to)  ψ(xo, to). By the sheer

definition of ψ, it is straightforward to conclude that

u(xo, to) 
1

e
µ 1
k
k[dλ − λ] = 1

e
µ 1
k
k d(xo).

We can now choose k and λ in terms of r, provided (5.8) is satisfied. We let

dλ =
3(N − 1)
p− 1 r,

1

k
= 2r,
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and so for r < ri sufficiently small, depending on ν, p, q, (5.8) holds. We have

u(xo, to)  γ
d(xo)

r
µ2r,

and since (xo, to) is arbitrarily chosen in (Ω
r\Ω2r)× Iν , we conclude. �

6 Boundary Harnack Inequality

For the next result we use some notation introduced in Section 3.

Theorem 6.1. Let Ω be a C1,1 domain, u, v two weak solutions to (1.1) in ΩT which satisfy the

assumptions of Theorem 3.1, and such that 0 < u, v ¬M . Then, there exist positive constants
s̄ and γ, depending on N , p, q, ‖∂Ω‖1,1, ρo, such that

γ−1
infτ∈I(to,ρ,2Mq+1−p) u(xρ, τ)

supτ∈I(to,ρ,2Mq+1−p) v(xρ, τ)
¬ u(x, t)

v(x, t)
¬ γ
supτ∈I(to,ρ,2Mq+1−p) u(xρ, τ)

infτ∈I(to,ρ,2Mq+1−p) v(xρ, τ)
(6.1)

for all (x, t) ∈ {x ∈ Ks̄ρ/4(xo) ∩ Ω : dist(x, ∂Ω) < s̄ρ/8} with ρ < ρo and (xo, to) ∈ ST .

Proof. The proof follows an argument similar to the one developed in [6, Theorem 3.8].

Let ρ ∈ (0, ro) where ro was introduced in Definition 2.1. In Propositions 5.1 and 5.2, let

s = to −M q+1−pρp, T = to +M
q+1−pρp,

and ν = 1/2. Define

V 1
2 ,ρ
(xo, to) = {x ∈ Ks̄ρ/4(xo) : dist(x, ∂Ω) < ρ̄/8} × I(to, ρ,

1

2
M q+1−p),

where s̄ is given by Propositions 5.1 and 5.2 when ν = 1/2. Applying these propositions to both

u and v we can write, for every (x, t) ∈ V1/2,ρ(xo, to),

γ2 dist(x, ∂Ω)µu(s̄ρ) ¬ ρ u(x, t) ¬ γ1 dist(x, ∂Ω)Mu(ρ),
γ2 dist(x, ∂Ω)µv(s̄ρ) ¬ ρ v(x, t) ¬ γ1 dist(x, ∂Ω)Mv(ρ),

(6.2)

with

Mu(ρ) = sup
(Ω∩Kρ/4(xo))×I(to,ρ,Mq+1−p)

u, Mv(ρ) = sup
(Ω∩Kρ/4(xo))×I(to,ρ,Mq+1−p)

v,

and

µu(s̄ρ) = sup
(Ωs̄ρ/8∩Kρ/4(xo))×I(to,ρ,Mq+1−p)

u, µv(s̄ρ) = sup
(Ωs̄ρ/8∩Kρ/4(xo))×I(to,ρ,Mq+1−p)

v,

where Ωs := {x ∈ Ω : s/2 ¬ dist(x, ∂Ω) ¬ 2s}. We recall that by Propositions 5.1 and 5.2, γ1
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and γ2 depend also on ‖∂Ω‖C1,1 . Then, (6.2) gives

γ2
γ1

µu(s̄ρ)

Mv(ρ)
¬ u(x, t)

v(x, t)
¬ γ1
γ2

Mu(ρ)

µv(s̄ρ)
.

By the Carleson estimate in Theorem 3.1, we can bound above Mu(ρ) by

Mu(ρ) ¬ γ1 sup
τ∈I(to,ρ,2Mq+1−p)

u(xρ, τ).

On the other hand, µu(s̄ρ) is attained at some point (x∗, t∗) ∈ Kρ/4(xo)× I(to, ρ,M q+1−p). By
the Harnack inequality of Theorem 2.5,

γ−13 u(xρ, t∗) ¬ u(x∗, t∗) ¬ γ3u(xρ, t∗)

where γ3 depends on N , p, q (but it depends neither on ‖∂Ω‖1,1, nor on s̄), and therefore

µu(s̄ρ)  γ−13 inf
τ∈I(to,ρ,2Mq+1−p)

u(xρ, τ).

In an identical way we obtain analogous estimates concerning v. Combining everything, we get

(6.1) for all (x, t) ∈ V 1
2 ,ρ
(xo, to).

Appendices

A Introduction

We are interested in the Hölder continuity of non-negative, local, bounded solutions to the

doubly nonlinear equation (2.1)–(2.2). Moreover, we assume that ∂Ω satisfies the so-called

property of positive geometric density, that is, there exist β ∈ (0, 1) and R∗ > 0 such that for
all y ∈ ∂Ω, and for all 0 < ρ ¬ R∗

∣

∣Bρ(y) ∩ (RN\Ω)
∣

∣  β
∣

∣Bρ
∣

∣. (A.1)

Without loss of generality, (A.1) 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 1.2. We are not

interested either in non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, nor on initial conditions.

It is apparent that (1.1) 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 Hölder continuity of non-negative, bounded solutions in the interior of ΩT ;

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

Lemma A.1. (Hölder continuity) Let u : ΩT → R be a non-negative, locally bounded,

local, weak solution to (2.1)–(2.2) and (xo, to) ∈ ΩT . There exist constants ε, δ ∈ (0, 1),
and A  1, depending only on p, q, N , Co, C1 such that, setting

ωn = δωn−1, θn =
(ωn
A

)q+1−p

, ρn = ερn−1 and Qn = (xo, to) +Q
−
ρn(θn),

for all n ∈ N0, there holds Qn+1 ⊂ Qn ⊂ · · · ⊂⊂ ΩT and

ess osc
Qn

u ¬ ωn. (A.2)

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

quite straightforwardly.

2. We prove the Hölder continuity of non-negative solutions up to the lateral boundary of

ΩT , provided that ∂Ω satisfies a positive geometric density condition, and u vanishes

at the lateral boundary; in particular, if ∂Ω is flat at xo, as explained in Section 3, it

satisfies condition (A.1) with β = 12 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 A.1, there are only two (obvious)

differences, namely (xo, to) ∈ ST , and (A.2) is substituted by

ess osc
Qn∩ΩT

u ¬ ωn. (A.3)

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

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

a particular class of weak, signed solutions to the doubly nonlinear equation

∂t
(

|u|q−1u
)

− divA(x, t, u,Du) = 0, (A.4)

where A, p, q 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

ωn+1 = δωn for a proper δ ∈ (0, 1), and ess osc
Qn

u ¬ ωn,

independently of the kind of cylinder we use to define ωn and ess osc
Qn

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 A.1.

B Hölder Continuity in the Interior

We assume u to be a non-negative, local, bounded, weak solution in ΩT . 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 g± are instrumental in our argument. For w, k ∈ R and q > 0 we

define

g±(w, k) := ±q
∫ w

k

|s|q−1(s− k)±dx. (B.1)

We have the following lemma.

Lemma B.1. Let q > 0 and g± be defined by (B.1). There exists a constant γ(q) such that for

all a, b ∈ R,
1

γ
(|a|+ |b|)q−1 (a− b)2± ¬ g±(a, b) ¬ γ (|a|+ |b|)q−1 (a− b)2±

We recall the energy estimate satisfied by g±.

Proposition B.1. Let p > 1 and q > 0. There exists a constant γ(Co, C1, p) > 0, such that

whenever u is a non-negative weak sub(super)-solution to (1.1), Qρ,s = Kρ(xo)× (to − s, to] ⋐
ΩT is a parabolic cylinder, k > 0, and η any non-negative, piecewise smooth cutoff function

vanishing on ∂Kρ(xo)× (to − s, to), we have

max

{

ess sup
to−s<t<to

∫

Kρ(xo)×{t}

ηpg±(u, k) dx ,

∫∫

Qρ,s

ηp|D(u− k)±|pdxdt
}

¬ γ

∫∫

Qρ,s

[

(u− k)p±|Dη|p + g±(u, k)|∂tη|
]

dxdt

+

∫

Kρ(xo)×{to−s}

ηpg±(u, k) dx.

We conclude with the following geometric convergence result.
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Lemma B.2. Let (Yn)n∈No be a sequence of positive real numbers satisfying the recursive

inequalities

Yn+1 ¬ CbnY 1+δn ,

where C, b > 1 and δ > 0 are given numbers. If

Yo ¬ C−1/δb−1/δ
2

,

then Yn → 0 as n→∞.

B.2 A De Giorgi-type Lemma

For δ ∈ (0, 1) to be fixed later, let Ro > 0 be so small that

Q∗o
def
= KRo(xo)× (to − δRpo, to] ⊂ ΩT , (B.2)

and let

µ̃+o = ess sup
Q∗o

u, µ̃−o = ess inf
Q∗o

u, ω̃o = ess osc
Q∗o

u = µ̃+o − µ̃−o .

If µ̃−o > 0, we are led to consider the Hölder 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 µ̃−o = 0. Hence,

µ̃+o = ω̃o.

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

Qo
def
= KRo(xo)× (to − ω̃q+1−po δRpo, to] ⊆ Q∗o ⊂ ΩT .

We let

µ+o = ess sup
Qo

u, µ−o = ess inf
Qo

u.

Since µ+o ¬ µ̃+o , it is apparent that if we let

Q1
def
= KRo(xo)× (to −

(

µ+o
)q+1−p

δRpo, to],

then Q1 ⊆ Qo. We have the following.

Lemma B.3. Let u be a non-negative, local, bounded, weak sub-solution to (2.1)–(2.2) in ΩT

for 0 < p− 1 < q < N(p−1)
(N−p)+

. Set θ = δ(µ+o )
q+1−p for the same δ ∈ (0, 1) as in (B.2). Assume

that (xo, to) +Qρ(θ) ⊂ Q1 and
ess sup

(xo,to)+Qρ(θ)

u ¬ µ+o . (B.3)

Then, there exists a constant ν > 0 depending only on the data {q, p,N,Co, C1}, and δ, such
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that if
∣

∣

∣

∣

{

u >
µ+o
2

}

∩ (xo, to) +Qρ(θ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

¬ ν |Qρ(θ)| (B.4)

then

u <
3

4
µ+o a.e. in (xo, to) +Q ρ

2
(θ). (B.5)

Moreover, for some νo depending only on the data {q, p,N,Co, C1}, we have ν = νoδN/p.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume (xo, to) ≡ (0, 0). In this proof, c always
denotes a constant depending on N, p, q, Co, C1, which may change from line to line.

Define sequences of numbers and sets as follows

ρj :=
1

2

(

1 +
1

2j

)

, kj :=

(

1− 1
4
− 1

2j+2

)

µ+,

Qj := Qρj ,θρpj , Aj := Qj ∩ {u > kj}, Yj :=
|Aj |
|Qj |

.

Let ϕ ∈ C∞(Qj ; [0, 1]) be a function vanishing near the parabolic boundary of Qj, satisfying
ϕ ≡ 1 on Qj+1, and such that

|Dϕj | ¬ ρ−12j+2, |∂tϕj | ¬ c θ−1ρ−p2jp.

Note that in the set where u > kj+1 we have

u− kj > kj+1 − kj =
µ+
2j+3

. (B.6)

Together with an application of Hölder inequality this yields

µp+
2(j+3)p

|Aj+1| ¬
∫∫

Aj+1

(u− kj)p+ dxdt (B.7)

¬
[

∫∫

Aj+1

(u− kj)
pN+pp
+ dxdt

]
N
N+p

|Aj+1|
p
N+p .

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

∫∫

Aj+1

(u− kj)
pN+pp
+ dxdt ¬

∫

Tj+1

∫

Bj+1

(u− kj)
p2

N
+ dxdt

¬
∫

Tj+1

[

∫

Bj+1

(u− kj)p+χAj+1 dx
]

p
N
[

∫

Bj+1

(u − kj)p
∗

+ dx

]

p
p∗

dt.

We used Qj = Bj × Tj , where Bj = Bρj and Tj = (−θρpj , 0). Writing

(u− kj)p+ = (u − kj)p−1−q+ (u− kj)q+1+ .
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and since p− 1− q < 0, by (B.6) we estimate in Aj+1,

(u− kj)p−1−q+ <
( µ+
2j+3

)p−1−q

.

Consider first the case q  1: by Lemma B.1,

(u− kj)q+1+ ¬ (u− kj)2+(|u|+ |kj |)q−1

¬c g+(u, kj).

Hence in Aj+1

(u− kj)p+ ¬ c
(µ+
2j

)p−1−q

g+(u, kj).

Consider the case 0 < q < 1: then,

g+(u, kj) = q

∫ u

kj

(s− kj)+ ds  quq−1
∫ u

kj

(s− kj)+ ds

=
q

2
uq−1(u− kj)2+ =

q

2

(

(u − kj)+
u

)1−q

(u− kj)q+1+ .

Since f(t) = t/(t− a) is monotone decreasing in (a,+∞), in the set {u > kj+1} it holds

u

u− kj
¬ kj+1
kj+1 − kj

¬ 2j+3.

Thus,

(u− kj)q+1+ ¬ 2
q
2(1−q)(j+3)g+(u, kj) ¬ c 2jg+(u, kj),

and in Aj+1 we have

(u− kj)p+ ¬ c
(µ+
2j

)p−1−q

2jg+(u, kj).

Therefore, we can combine both cases and get that for every q > 0, in Aj+1 it holds

(u − kj)p+ ¬ cµ(p−1−q)+ 2j(2+q−p)g+(u, kj).

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

Proposition B.1 and Sobolev inequality. Thus,

∫∫

Aj+1

(u− kj)p
N+p
N

+ dxdt

¬ c
(

µ
(p−1−q)
+

2j(p−2−q)

)

p
N
[

ess sup
Tj

∫

Bj

g+(u, kj)ϕ
p
j dx

]

p
N ∫

Tj

[

∫

Bj

[(u− kj)+ϕj ]p
∗

dx

]

p
p∗

dt
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¬ c
(

µ
(p−1−q)
+

2j(p−2−q)

)

p
N
[

ess sup
Tj

∫

Bj

g+(u, kj)ϕ
p
j dx

]

p
N ∫

Tj

∫

Bj

|D[(u − kj)+ϕj ]|pdxdt

¬ c
(

µ
(p−1−q)
+

2j(p−2−q)

)

p
N
[

∫∫

Aj

[

(u − kj)p+|Dϕj |p + g+(u, kj)|∂tϕ|
]

dxdt

]

N+p
N

By Lemma B.1

g+(u, kj) ¬ c (|u|+ |kj |)q−1 (u− kj)2+
¬ c2q−1|u|q−1 ¬ c2q−1µq+1+ .

Recall also the estimates for the cutoff function

|ϕj | ¬ 1, |Dϕj | ¬ ρ−12j+2, |∂tϕj | ¬ cθ−1ρ−p2jp.

Combining everything yields

∫∫

Aj+1

(u− kj)p
N+p
N

+ dxdt

¬ c
(

µ
(p−1−q)
+

2j(p−2−q)

)

p
N
[(

µp+ρ
−p2(j+2)p + ϕ2q−1µq+1+ cθ−12jp

)

|Aj |
]

N+p
N

.

Using (B.7) and the fact that |Aj+1| ¬ |Aj |, we get

|Aj+1|

¬ c
(

µ
(p−1−q)
+

2j(p−2−q)

)

p
N+p

(

µp+ρ
−p2(j+2)p + c2q−1µq+1+ θ−12jp

)

|Aj |1+
p
N+p2(j+3)pµ−p+

¬ c
(

µ
(p−1−q)
+

2j(p−2−q)

)

p
N+p

(

ρ−p22p + c2q−1µq+1−p+ θ−1
)

|Aj |1+
p
N+p 2(j+3)p.

Recall that θ−1µq+1−p+ = ε−1, 2p < 2q + 2 and ρ < 1. Thus

|Aj+1| ¬ c
(

µ
(p−1−q)
+

2j(p−2−q)

)

p
N+p

22jp+3pρ−p2q−1
(

2q+3 + cε−1
)

|Aj |1+
p
N+p

¬ c
(ε

θ

)

p
N+p

2j[2p−(p−2−q)
p
N+p ]ρ−pε−1|Aj |1+

p
N+p

¬ cε− N
N+p θ−

p
N+p bjρ−pε−1|Aj |1+

p
N+p

with b = 2[2p−(p−2−q)
p
N+p ]. Since |Qj | = c(N)θρN+p, we get

Yj+1 ¬ cε−
N
N+p bjY

1+ p
N+p

j .
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Setting δ = p/(N + p) we see that Lemma B.2 guarantees Yj → 0 provided

|Qρ,θρp ∩ {u > µ+/2}|
|Qρ,θρp |

= Yo ¬
(

cε−
N
N+p

)− 1δ
b−

1
δ =: ε

N
p νo,

where νo depends only on p, q,N . Since |Qj | is bounded from above, this means that |Aj | → 0.
Furthermore, since

Qρ/2,θ(ρ/2)p ∩ {u >
3

4
µ+} ⊂ Aj

for every j, the measure of the set on the left hand side must be zero.

Remark B.1. If we let ρ ≡ Ro, since Qρ(θ) ≡ Q1 and Q1 ⊆ Qo, 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 B.3 holds for any

q > 0, and any p > 1, and not only for the indicated ranges of p and q.

For simplicity, from here on we write µ+ and µ−, instead of µ
+
o and µ

−
o . Moreover, as already

pointed out in Remark B.1, we let ρ ≡ Ro, 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 µ− = 0, which implies that

µ+ = ω ≡ ωo. If (B.4) applies, by Lemma B.3 we have a reduction of oscillation from above,

i.e.

ess osc
(xo,to)+Q ρ

2
(θ)
u ¬ ω1, ω1

def
=
3

4
ωo.

Suppose now that (B.4) fails, i.e. that

∣

∣

∣

{

u >
µ+
2

}

∩ (xo, to) +Qρ(θ)
∣

∣

∣
> νoδ

N/p |Qρ(θ)| . (B.8)

This implies that there is a set A ⊂ (to − θρp, to] of positive measure, such that
∣

∣

∣

{

x ∈ Kρ(xo) : u(x, τ) >
µ+
2

}∣

∣

∣
> νoδ

N/p |Kρ| (B.9)

for all τ ∈ A. Indeed, if (B.9) failed for a.e. τ ∈ (to − θρp, to], (B.8) would be violated as well.
Let us now recall the following L1-Harnack inequality.

Proposition B.2 (Proposition 7.1 of [10]). Assume that 0 < p− 1 < q. There exists a positive

constant γ depending only on the data {q, p,N,Co, C1} such that whenever u is a non-negative,
local, bounded, weak solution to (2.1)–(2.2) in ΩT , then for every cylinder K2ρ(y)×[s, τ ] ⊂⊂ ΩT ,
we have

sup
t∈[s,τ ]

∫

Kρ(y)×{t}

uq dx ¬ γ inf
t∈[s,τ ]

∫

K2ρ(y)×{t}

uq dx+ γ

(

τ − s
ρλ

)

q
q+1−p

,

where λ = Nq (p− q − 1) + p.

34



Provided that (xo, to) +Q2ρ(θ) ⊂ ΩT , for τ ∈ A we have
∫

Kρ(xo)

uq(x, τ) dx 
∣

∣

∣

{

x ∈ Kρ(xo) : u(x, τ) >
µ+
2

}
∣

∣

∣

(µ+
2

)q

>
(µ+
2

)q

νoδ
N/p(2ρ)N .

Hence

(µ+
2

)q

νoδ
N/p(2ρ)N ¬γ inf

t∈[to−θρp,to]

∫

K2ρ(xo)×{t}

u(x, t)q dx

+ γ

[

θ

ρ
N
q (p−q−1)

]

q
q+1−p

.

Notice that
[

θ

ρ
N
q (p−q−1)

]

q
q+1−p

=
[δµq+1−p+ ]

q
q+1−p

ρ−
N
q
q+1−p
q+1−p q

= δ
q

q+1−pµq+ρ
N

This yields

γ inf
t∈[to−θρp,to]

∫

K2ρ(xo)×{t}

u(x, t)q dx  µq+ρN
[

νoδ
N/p2N−q − γδ q

q+1−p

]

 µq+ρNδN/p
[

νo2
N−q − γδ

q
q+1−p−

N
p

]

.

Moreover, we have δ
q

q+1−p−
N
p = δ

qp−N(q+1−p)
p(q+1−p) . We wonder when qp−N(q+1− p) > 0, which is

the same as inquiring when q(N − p)−N(p− 1) < 0. If p < N we have q(N − p) < N(p− 1),
which yields q < N(p−1)

N−p . If p  N then q(p−N) > N(1− p) is always true. Hence, we can say
that the condition

p− 1 < q <
N(p− 1)
(N − p)+

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

such that

νo2
N−q − γδ

N(p−1)−q(N−p)
p(q+1−p) =

1

2
νo2
N−q ⇒ δ

N(p−1)−q(N−p)
p(q+1−p) =

νo2
N−q

2γ
,

we obtain

C(data)µq+ρ
N ¬ inf

t∈[to−θρp,to]

∫

K2ρ(xo)

uq(x, t) dx
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where C(data) = C(q, p,N,Co, C1). Now, take η ∈ (0, 1) and remark that
∫

K2ρ(xo)

uq(x, t) dx =

∫

K2ρ(xo)∩[uηµ+]

uq(x, t) dx

+

∫

K2ρ(xo)∩[u<ηµ+]

uq(x, t) dx

¬ µq+
∣

∣K2ρ(xo) ∩ [u(·, t)  ηµ+]
∣

∣+ηqµq+
∣

∣K2ρ(xo)
∣

∣ .

Hence, we have

Cµq+ρ
N ¬ µq+ |K2ρ(xo) ∩ [u(·, t)  ηµ+]|+ ηqµq+ |K2ρ(xo)|

C1 |K2ρ(xo)| ¬ |K2ρ(xo) ∩ [u(·, t)  ηµ+]|+ ηq |K2ρ(xo)|
(C1 − ηq) |K2ρ(xo)| ¬ |[u(·, t)  ηµ+] ∩K2ρ(xo)| .

If we choose η such that

C1 − ηq =
1

2
C1 ⇒ 1

2
C1 = η

q ⇒ η =

(

1

2
C1

)1/q

,

we conclude that ∀t ∈ (to − θρp, to]

|[u(·, t)  ηµ+] ∩K2ρ(xo)|  α |K2ρ(xo)| (B.10)

for a constant α that depends only on the data.

We rely on the expansion of positivity of Proposition 5.3; to avoid any kind of confusion,

here we denote with δ̄ and η∗ the quantities δ and η of the proposition. Provided we take

M = min

{

ηµ+,

(

δ

2p

)
1

q+1−p

µ+

}

,

we have that (B.10) still holds with ηµ+ replaced by M , and also that

K32ρ(xo)× (to − δ̄M q+1−p(2ρ)p, to] ⊂ K32ρ(xo)× (to − θρp, to] ⊂ ΩT ,

where, as just mentioned above, δ̄ ∈ (0, 1) is the constant which appears in Proposition 5.3.
Hence, we may apply Proposition 5.3 with

s = to − δ̄M q+1−p(2ρ)p

and ρ replaced by 2ρ to conclude that there is a ξ ∈ (0, 1) and δ̃ < δ̄ depending only on the

data, such that

u > ξµ+ in K4ρ(xo)× (to − δ̃µq+1−p+ ρp, to],

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 δ, γ, η ∈ (0, 1) that depend only on the data, such that for
any weak solution u and number µ+ satisfying

K32ρ(xo)× (to − δµq+1−p+ ρp, to] ⊂ ΩT

and

u ¬ µ+ in Kρ(xo)× (to − δµq+1−p+ ρp, to],

we have

ess osc
K ρ
2
(xo)×(to−γδµ

q+1−p
+

ρp,to]
u ¬ ηµ+. (B.11)

Furthermore, if we let for simplicity Q1
def
= K ρ

2
(xo)× (to−γδµq+1−p+ ρp, to], one of the following

conditions must hold:

either ess sup
Q1

u ¬ 1 + η
2

µ+ (B.12)

or ess inf
Q1

u  1− η
2

µ+. (B.13)

Proof. The quantity η in (B.11) is given by max

{

(1− ξ), 3
4

}

, according to which of the two

alternatives holds. The quantity γ (which measures the width of the time gap) is given by

min

{

2−p,
δ̃

δ

}

. If (B.12) holds true, there is nothing to prove; if (B.12) does not hold true, we

have
ess sup
Q1

u− ess inf
Q1

u ¬ ηµ+,

ess inf
Q1

u  ess sup
Q1

u− ηµ+ 
1 + η

2
µ+ − ηµ+ =

1− η
2

µ+,

which is precisely (B.13).

B.4 The Reduction of the Oscillation Concluded

We define

C := 2max{2, γ− 1p }, µj+ :=

(

1 + η

2

)j

µ+, ρj :=
ρ

Cj
,

where γ is the constant claimed in Lemma B.4. Once ρj and µ
j
+ are given in this way, it is

apparent that

Qρ1,δ(µ1+)q+1−pρ
p
1
⊆ Q ρ

2 ,γδ(µ+)
q+1−pρp

and

ess osc
Q
ρ1,δ(µ+)

q+1−pρ
p
1

u ¬ ηµ+.
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Moreover, if (B.12) occurs, we also have that u ¬ µ1+ in Qρ1,δ(µ1+)q+1−pρp1 . We may then apply
Lemma B.4 once more, and conclude not only that

ess osc
Q
ρ2,δ(µ

1
+
)q+1−pρ

p
2

u ¬ ηµ1+,

but also that either (B.12) or (B.13) holds with ρ replaced by ρ1, and µ+ replaced by µ
1
+. If

(B.12) holds true, we can repeat the whole procedure one more time. Hence, provided that

(B.12) continue to hold, we end up with

ess osc
Q
ρj,δ(µ

j−1
+

)q+1−pρ
p
j

u ¬ ηµj−1+ , (B.14)

ess sup
Q
ρj−1 ,δ(µ

j−1
+

)q+1−pρ
p
j−1

u ¬ µj−1+ . (B.15)

Either this procedure continues indefinitely ∀ j ∈ N, or there exists k ∈ N such that (B.14)

holds for all j = 1, 2, . . . , k, and

ess inf
Q ρk−1

2
,γδ(µ

k−1
+

)q+1−pρ
p
k−1

u 
(

1− η
2

)

µk−1+ =

(

1− η
1 + η

)

µk+. (B.16)

Let us see the consequences of (B.16). We remark that

ρk−1
2
=
C

2
ρk  2ρk

γδ
(

µk−1+
)q+1−p

ρpk−1 = γC
p

(

2

1 + η

)q+1−p

δ
(

µk+
)q+1−p

ρpk  2p
(

2

1 + η

)q+1−p

δ
(

µk+
)q+1−p

ρpk

> δ
(

µk+
)q+1−p

(2ρk)
p.

Hence, it follows from (B.15) and (B.16) with j = k that

(

1− η
1 + η

)

µk+ ¬ u ¬
2

1 + η
µk+ in Q2ρk,δ(µk+)q+1−p(2ρk)p .

This is exactly the assumption of [27, Lemma 3.7] and it shows that the function

v(x, t) :=
(

µk−1+
)−1

u(x,
(

µk+
)q+1−p

t), (x, t) in Q2ρk,δ(2ρk)p(xo, 0),

solves a parabolic equation of parabolic p-laplacian-type, for which it is known that there exist

constants ǫ, δ ∈ (0, 1), and A  1, depending only on p, q,N such that, setting

ωn = δωn−1, θn =
(ωn
A

)q+1−p

, ρn = ǫρn−1 and Qn = Q
−
ρn(θn),
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for all non-negative integers n, there holds Qn+1 ⊂ Qn and

oscQn u ¬ ωn. (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 A.1, 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 Hölder continuous in ΩT , and that the Hölder exponent depends on p, q, N , Co,

C1. We refrain from going into details here, since the arguments are essentially the same and

could be reproduced verbatim.

C Hölder continuity at the Boundary

As stated in section A, we assume that u vanishes at the lateral boundary ST and that ∂Ω

satisfies a geometric density condition. We extend u by zero outside ΩT ; 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.2. Namely, fix (xo, to) ∈ ST , and for δ ∈ (0, 1) as in Lemma B.4, and 0 < Ro < R∗

sufficiently small such that (to − δRpo, to] ⊂ (0, T ], define

Q∗o
def
= KRo(xo)× (to − δRpo, to], (C.1)

and let

µ̃+o = ess sup
Q∗o

u, ω̃o = ess osc
Q∗o

u = µ̃+o .

Recall that by construction µ̃−o = ess infQ∗o u = 0. Since u is locally bounded, without loss of

generality we may assume that ω̃o ¬ 1, so that

Qo
def
= KRo(xo)× (to − ω̃q+1−po δRpo, to] ⊆ Q∗o ⊂ ΩT .

We let µ+o = ess sup
Qo

u (again µ−o = ess inf
Qo

u = 0). Since µ+o ¬ µ̃+o , it is apparent that if we let

Q1
def
= KRo(xo)× (to − δ

(

µ+o
)q+1−p

Rpo, to],

then Q1 ⊆ Qo.

The function x 7→ (u(x, t)−k)+ vanishes outside (∂Ω∩Bρ) for all t ∈ (to−δ (µ+o )
q+1−p

ρp, to]

with 0 < ρ ¬ Ro, and ∂Ω satisfies the geometric density condition (A.1); this yields the

following.
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Lemma C.1. Let u be a non-negative, local, bounded, weak sub-solution to (2.1)–(2.2) in ΩT

for 0 < p − 1 < q < N(p−1)
(N−p)+

. Set θ = δ(µ+o )
q+1−p for the same δ ∈ (0, 1) as in Lemma B.4.

Assume that (xo, to) ∈ ST , [(xo, to) +Qρ(θ)] ∩ ΩT ⊂ Q1, and

ess sup
(xo,to)+Qρ(θ)

u ¬ µ+o . (C.2)

Then, ∀ t ∈ (to − δ (µ+o )
q+1−p

ρp, to], and ∀ s  1
∣

∣

∣

[

u(·, t)  µ+o −
ω

2s

]

∩Bρ(xo)
∣

∣

∣
¬ α|Bρ|,

where α = 1− β.

We can now repeat almost verbatim the proof of [10, Lemma 6.3], properly adjusted to our

context, and conclude that for any ν ∈ (0, 1) there exists s∗ ∈ N, s∗  2, s∗ independent of µ+o
and ρ, such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

u  µ+o −
ω

2s∗

]

∩Qρ
(

1

2
θ

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

¬ ν
∣

∣

∣

∣

Qρ

(

1

2
θ

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

.

In Lemma B.3, u >
µ+o
2 in (B.4) implies u <

3
4µ
+
o in (B.5); however, a careful check of the proof

shows that u > µ+o − ω
2s∗ in (B.4) implies u < µ+o − ω

2s∗+1 in (B.5) (indeed, it is just a matter of

simple computations). Hence, a straightforward application of Lemma B.3 with δ replaced by
1
2δ, allows to conclude that

u ¬ µ+o
(

1− 1

2s∗+1

)

a.e. in

[

(xo, to) +Q 1
2ρ

(

1

2
θ

)]

∩ ΩT .

This plays the role of (B.11) as far as the reduction of the oscillation at the boundary is

concerned. Moreover, since (xo, to) ∈ 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 A.1, with the only difference that for (xo, to) ∈ ST (A.2) 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

Q+ = {(x, t) : |xi| < 1, 0 < xN < 2, t1 < t < t2}

and

Q− = {(x, t) : |xi| < 1,−2 < xN < 0, t1 < t < t2}.
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Let u solve (2.1)–(2.2) in Q+ with u = 0 on ∂Q+ ∩ {xN = 0}. Define

Q′ = {(x, t) : |xi| < 1,−2 < xN < 2, t1 < t < t2}

and ũ, Ã as

ũ(x′, xN , t) =







u(x′, xN , t), if xN  0,
−u(x′,−xN , t), if xN < 0,

Ãi(x
′, xN , t) =







Ai(x
′, xN , t), if xN  0,

−Ai(x′,−xN , t), if xN < 0,
, i = 1, ..., N − 1,

and

ÃN (x
′, xN , t) =







AN (x
′, xN , t), if xN  0,

AN (x
′,−xN , t), if xN < 0,

where Ã(x′, xN , t) := Ã(x
′, xN , t, u(x

′, xN , t), Du(x
′, xN , t)).

Then ũ is a weak solution to (A.4) in Q′ with A replaced by Ã.

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

ũ ∈ Cloc(t1, t2;Lq+1loc (K ′)) ∩ L
p
loc(t1, t2;W

1,p
loc (K

′)),

where

K+ = {x : |xi| < 1, 0 < xN < 2}

and K−,K ′ are defined similarly. Let θ ∈ C∞o (Q′). We aim at establishing that
∫∫

Q′
−|ũ|q−1ũ∂tθ + Ã(x′, xN , t) ·Dθ dxdt = 0. (D.1)

For this purpose, write θ = φ+ ψ, where

2φ(x) = θ(x′, xN ) + θ(x
′,−xN)

is even in xN , and thus

2ψ(x) = θ(x′, xN )− θ(x′,−xN )

is odd in xN . Furthermore ψ = 0 in Q
′ when xN = 0 and so it belongs to

ψ ∈W 1,q+1loc (t1, t2;L
q+1(K+)) ∩ Lploc(t1, t2;W 1,po (K+)).
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From the equation satisfied by u we get immediately

∫∫

Q+
−|ũ|q−1ũ∂tψ + Ã(x′, xN , t) ·Dψ dxdt = 0.

Now we check this condition in Q−.

∫∫

Q−
−|ũ|q−1ũ∂tψ + Ã(x′, xN , t) ·Dψ dxdt

=

∫∫

Q−
−| − u(x′,−xN , t)|q−1(−u(x′,−xN , t))∂tψ

+

N−1
∑

i=1

−Ai(x′,−xN , t, ũ(x′,−xN , t), Dũ(x′,−xN , t))∂iψ

+AN (x
′,−xN , t, ũ(x′,−xN , t), Dũ(x′,−xN , t))∂Nψ dxdt

Note that in Q−, ũ(x′,−xN , t) = u(x′,−xN , t) and Dũ(x′,−xN , t) = Du(x′,−xN , t). Now we
make the change of variables xN → −xN and get Q− → Q+, dx→ −dx, and use that ψ is odd
in xN , ∂iψ is odd in xN for i = 1, ..., N − 1 and even for i = N .

∫∫

Q−
−|ũ|q−1ũ∂tψ + Ã(x′, xN , t) ·Dψ dxdt

= −
∫∫

Q+
|u(x′, xN , t)|q−1(u(x′, xN , t))∂t(−ψ(x′, xN , t))

+

N−1
∑

i=1

Ai(x
′, xN , t, u(x

′, xN , t), Du(x
′, xN , t))∂iψ

+AN (x
′, xN , t, u(x

′, xN , t), Du(x
′, xN , t))∂Nψ dxdt

=

∫∫

Q+
|u|q−1u∂tψ −A(x, t, u,Du) ·Dψ dxdt = 0.

Similarly we get the same result for φ, noting that ∂iφ is even in xN for i = 1, ..., N − 1 and
∂Nφ is odd. Combining both we get (D.1), as intended.

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 ΩT (for simplicity, we do not distinguish between the original

solution, and its extension).

If the starting cylinder (xo, to) +Q
−
ρo(θo) ⊂⊂ ΩT , the geometric decay of u is described by

Lemma A.1. By construction, we have the same behavior for the non-positive u in (xo, to) +

Q−ρo(θo) ⊂⊂ (ΩT )c.
When (xo, to) ∈ ST , the controlled reduction of the oscillation of u is provided by the

arguments of Section C. 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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