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Sharp Sobolev regularity for widely
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Abstract

We consider local weak solutions to the widely degenerate parabolic PDE

∂tu− div

(
(|Du| − λ)p−1

+

Du

|Du|

)
= f in ΩT = Ω× (0, T ),

where p ≥ 2, Ω is a bounded domain in R
n for n ≥ 2, λ is a non-negative constant

and ( · )+ stands for the positive part. Assuming that the datum f belongs to a suitable
Lebesgue-Besov parabolic space when p > 2 and that f ∈ L2

loc(ΩT ) if p = 2, we prove the
Sobolev spatial regularity of a novel nonlinear function of the spatial gradient of the weak
solutions. This result, in turn, implies the existence of the weak time derivative for the
solutions of the evolutionary p-Poisson equation. The main novelty here is that f only has
a Besov or Lebesgue spatial regularity, unlike the previous work [6], where f was assumed
to possess a Sobolev spatial regularity of integer order. We emphasize that the results
obtained here can be considered, on the one hand, as the parabolic analog of some elliptic
results established in [5], and on the other hand as the extension to a strongly degenerate
setting of some known results for less degenerate parabolic equations.

Mathematics Subject Classification: 35B45, 35B65, 35D30, 35K10, 35K65.
Keywords: Degenerate parabolic equations; higher differentiability; Sobolev regularity; Besov
spaces.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we are interested in local weak solutions u : ΩT → R to the evolutionary
equation

∂tu− div

(
(|Du| − λ)p−1

+

Du

|Du|

)
= f in ΩT = Ω× (0, T ), (1.1)

where Ω is a bounded domain in R
n (n ≥ 2), T > 0, λ ≥ 0 and ( · )+ stands for the positive

part. Our analysis is confined to the super-quadratic case, i.e. in this work we consider p ≥ 2.
A motivation for studying PDEs of the type (1.1) can be found in gas filtration problems

taking into account the initial pressure gradient (see [4], [6], [7] and the references therein).
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2 P. AMBROSIO

The main feature of the above equation is that it exhibits a strong degeneracy, coming from
the fact that its modulus of ellipticity vanishes in the region {|Du| ≤ λ}, and hence its principal
part behaves like a p-Laplace operator only for large values of |Du|.

As our main result, here we establish the Sobolev spatial regularity of a nonlinear function of
the spatial gradient Du of the weak solutions to equation (1.1), by assuming that the datum f

belongs to a suitable Lebesgue-Besov parabolic space when p > 2 (see Theorem 1.1 below) and
that f ∈ L2

loc(ΩT ) if p = 2 (see Theorem 1.3). These results, in turn, imply the Sobolev time
regularity of the solutions to the evolutionary p-Poisson equation, under the same hypotheses
on the function f (cf. Theorem 1.5, where we only address the case p > 2, since the Sobolev
time regularity is well known for the heat equation with source term in L2

loc(ΩT )). These
issues have been widely investigated, as one can see, for example, in [6, 13, 15, 16, 26]. In
particular, establishing the Sobolev regularity of the solutions with respect to time, once the
higher differentiability in space has been obtained, is a quite standard fact: see, for instance,
[18]-[20].

Before specifying in detail the assumption on f in the case p > 2, we wish to discuss some
results already available in the literature. A common aspect of nonlinear parabolic problems
with growth rate p ≥ 2 is that the higher differentiability is proven for a nonlinear function of
the gradient that takes into account the growth of the principal part of the equation. Indeed,
already for the parabolic p-Laplace equation (which is obtained from (1.1) by setting λ = f = 0),

the higher differentiability is established for the function Vµ(Du) := (µ2+ |Du|2) p−2
4 Du, as one

can see, for example, in [13]. In case of widely degenerate problems, this phenomenon persists
and, both for elliptic and parabolic equations, higher differentiability results hold true for the
function Hp/2(Du) := (|Du| − λ)

p/2
+

Du
|Du|

(see [1, 2, 6, 10]). However, this function does not
provide any information about the second-order regularity of the solutions in the set where the
equation becomes degenerate. Actually, since every λ-Lipschitz function is a solution of the
homogeneous elliptic equation

div

(
(|Du| − λ)p−1

+

Du

|Du|

)
= 0 ,

no more than Lipschitz regularity can be expected for the solutions: in this regard, see [9] for
the elliptic counterpart of equation (1.1) and [3] for a very recent generalization to strongly
degenerate parabolic systems.

In addition, it is well known that, for both the stationary and the evolutionary p-Poisson
equation, a Sobolev (spatial) regularity is required for the datum f in order to get the Sobolev
(spatial) regularity of the function

V0(Du) ≡ V (Du) := |Du| p−2
2 Du ,

which coincides with Hp/2(Du) for λ = 0 (see, for example, [11] for the stationary p-Poisson
equation and [6] for the evolutionary one). In particular, in the elliptic setting, the optimal
assumption on the datum f to obtain the local W 1,2-regularity of V (Du) has been determined
in [11, Theorem 1.1] as a fractional Sobolev regularity suitably related to the growth exponent
p > 2. Recently, this result has somewhat been improved and extended to the elliptic version
of (1.1) in [5]: there, for p > 2 the authors consider the function

Gα,λ(t) :=

ˆ t

0

ω
p−1+2α

2

(ω + λ)
1+2α

2

dω (1.2)
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for t ≥ 0 and α ≥ p+1
2(p−1)

, and establish that Gα,λ((|Du| − λ)+) ∈ W
1,2
loc (Ω) by assuming

f ∈ B
p−2
p

p′,1,loc(Ω) with p′ :=
p

p− 1
,

which is weaker than the assumption adopted in [11], due to Lemma 3.8 below.
Here, our main results tail the ones mentioned above, with the aim of extending the elliptic

results contained in [5] and [11] to the parabolic setting. In fact, the first theorem we establish
in this paper can be considered as the parabolic counterpart of [5, Theorem 1.1]. In order to
state it, for ξ ∈ R

n we define the following function:

Vα,λ(ξ) ≡ Vλ(ξ) :=

{
Gα,λ((|ξ| − λ)+)

ξ
|ξ|

if |ξ| > λ,

0 if |ξ| ≤ λ,
(1.3)

where α ≥ 0 and Gα,λ is the function defined by (1.2). At this point, the first theorem of this
work reads as follows. We refer to Sections 2 and 3 for further notations and definitions.

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 2, p > 2, λ ≥ 0 and f ∈ L
p′

loc

(
0, T ;B

p−2
p

p′,1,loc(Ω)

)
. Moreover, let

α =

{
0 if λ = 0,

any value in
[

p+1
2(p−1)

,∞
)

if λ > 0,
(1.4)

and assume that

u ∈ C0
(
0, T ;L2(Ω)

)
∩ Lp

loc

(
0, T ;W 1,p

loc (Ω)
)

is a local weak solution of equation (1.1). Then

Vα,λ(Du) ∈ L2
loc

(
0, T ;W 1,2

loc (Ω,R
n)
)
.

Furthermore, for any parabolic cylinder Qr(z0) ⊂ Qρ(z0) ⊂ QR(z0) ⋐ ΩT we have
ˆ

Qr/2(z0)

|DxVα,λ(Du)|2 dz ≤ C

ρ2

(
‖Du‖pLp(QR) + ‖Du‖2Lp(QR) + λp + λ2 + 1

)

+ C ‖f‖p′
Lp′

(

t0−R2,t0;B
p−2
p

p′,1
(BR(x0))

) (1.5)

for a positive constant C depending only on n, p and R in the case λ = 0, and additionally on

α if λ > 0. Besides, if λ = 0 we get

Du ∈ L
p
loc (0, T ;W

σ,p
loc (Ω,R

n)) for all σ ∈
(
0,

2

p

)
.

Remark 1.2. Notice that, for every α ≥ 0, we have

Vα,0(ξ) =
2

p
V (ξ) :=

2

p
|ξ| p−2

2 ξ , (1.6)

i.e. V0 is actually independent of the parameter α, which explains the choice (1.4)1 in the
statement of the above theorem. The condition (1.4)2 will instead be decisive to carry out the
proof of Proposition 4.6 below. Moreover, looking at (1.6), one can easily understand that, on
the one hand, Theorem 1.1 extends the results proved in [11] and [13] to a widely degenerate
parabolic setting. On the other hand, it extends the aforementioned results to the case of data
in a suitable Lebesgue-Besov parabolic space, which turns out to be optimal, as can be seen by
appropriately adapting the example in [11, Section 5] to the parabolic setting (in this regard,
see also [5, page 2]).
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As already mentioned, for λ > 0 the weak solutions of (1.1) are not twice differentiable.
Therefore, in general we cannot differentiate the equation to estimate the second derivatives of
the solutions. Here, we overcome this difficulty by introducing a suitable family of approximat-
ing problems, whose solutions are regular enough by standard parabolic regularity (see Section
4 below). The major effort in proving Theorem 1.1 is to establish suitable estimates for the
solutions uε of the regularized problems that are uniform with respect to the approximation
parameter ε. Next, we take advantage of these uniform estimates in the use of a comparison
argument aimed to transfer the higher differentiability in space of Vα,λ(Duε) to the function
Vα,λ(Du).
The main differences with respect to the arguments used in [6] lie in the use of the function
Vα,λ(Du) in place of Hp/2(Du) and in the derivation of the a priori estimates for the terms in-
volving the datum f , which now only has a Besov spatial regularity. Indeed, if f had a suitable
Sobolev spatial regularity as in [6], the terms of the estimate coming from the inhomogeneity of
the equation could be controlled using the information on the integrability of the spatial gradi-
ent of the solution. Here, instead, in order to control the terms coming from the inhomogeneity,
we essentially use the duality of Besov spaces and Theorem 3.6 below: this novelty comes from
an idea that we have already exploited in the recent paper [5], in the elliptic setting.

Now we turn our attention to the case p = 2. It is well known that for the non-homogeneous
heat equation

∂tu− divDu = f in ΩT , (1.7)

the spatial W 1,2-regularity of the weak spatial gradient Du can be achieved by simply assuming
that f ∈ L2

loc(ΩT ). Here, we prove that a similar result holds even when dealing with much
more degenerate equations. More precisely, we establish the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let n ≥ 2, λ ≥ 0 and f ∈ L2
loc(ΩT ). Moreover, let

α =

{
0 if λ = 0,

any value in
[
3
2
,∞
)

if λ > 0,

and assume that

u ∈ C0
(
0, T ;L2(Ω)

)
∩ L2

loc

(
0, T ;W 1,2

loc (Ω)
)

is a local weak solution of the equation

∂tu− div

(
(|Du| − λ)+

Du

|Du|

)
= f in ΩT .

Then

Vα,λ(Du) ∈ L2
loc

(
0, T ;W 1,2

loc (Ω,R
n)
)
.

Furthermore, for any parabolic cylinder Qr(z0) ⊂ Qρ(z0) ⊂ QR(z0) ⋐ ΩT we have
ˆ

Qr/2(z0)

|DxVα,λ(Du)|2 dz ≤ C

ρ2

(
‖Du‖2L2(QR) + λ2 + 1

)
+ C

(
‖f‖2L2(QR) + 1

)

for a positive constant C depending only on n and R in the case λ = 0, and additionally on α

if λ > 0.

Remark 1.4. In the case p = 2, we have V0(Du) = Du. Then, for λ = 0, it follows from
Theorem 1.3 that

Du ∈ L2
loc

(
0, T ;W 1,2

loc (Ω,R
n)
)
.

As already mentioned, this is a well-established result for equation (1.7) when f ∈ L2
loc(ΩT ).
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For p > 2, we now consider the evolutionary p-Poisson equation

∂tu− div (|Du|p−2Du) = f in ΩT , (1.8)

which is obtained from equation (1.1) by setting λ = 0. As we anticipated earlier, from Theorem
1.1 we can easily deduce that the weak solutions of (1.8) admit a weak time derivative which

belongs to the local Lebesgue space Lp′

loc(ΩT ). The idea is roughly as follows. Since the above-
mentioned theorem tells us that in a certain pointwise sense the second spatial derivatives of
u exist, we may develop the expression under the divergence symbol. This will give us an
expression that equals ∂tu, from which we get the desired integrability of the time derivative.
Such an argument must be made more rigorous. Furthermore, we also need to make explicit a

priori local estimates. These are provided in the following result.

Theorem 1.5. Let n ≥ 2, p > 2 and f ∈ L
p′

loc

(
0, T ;B

p−2
p

p′,1,loc(Ω)

)
. Moreover, assume that

u ∈ C0
(
0, T ;L2(Ω)

)
∩ Lp

loc

(
0, T ;W 1,p

loc (Ω)
)

is a local weak solution of equation (1.8). Then, the time derivative of u exists in the weak

sense and satisfies

∂tu ∈ L
p′

loc(ΩT ).

Furthermore, for any parabolic cylinder Qr(z0) ⊂ Qρ(z0) ⊂ QR(z0) ⋐ ΩT we have

(
ˆ

Qr/2(z0)

|∂tu|p
′

dz

) 1
p′

≤ C

ρ

(
‖Du‖p−1

Lp(QR) + ‖Du‖
p
2

Lp(QR) + ‖Du‖
p−2
2

Lp(QR)

)

+ C ‖Du‖
p−2
2

Lp(QR) ‖f‖
p′

2

Lp′

(

t0−R2,t0;B
p−2
p

p′,1
(BR(x0))

) + ‖f‖Lp′(QR) (1.9)

for a positive constant C depending only on n, p and R.

Before describing the structure of this paper, we wish to point out that, starting from the
weaker assumption

f ∈ L
p′

loc

(
0, T ;B

p−2
p

p′,1,loc(Ω)

)
with p > 2,

Sobolev regularity results such as those of Theorems 1.1 and 1.5 seem not to have been es-
tablished yet for weak solutions to parabolic PDEs that are far less degenerate than equation
(1.1) with λ > 0. In particular, the results contained in this paper permit to improve the ex-
isting literature, already for the evolutionary p-Poisson equation (1.8), which exhibits a milder
degeneracy. Moreover, as far as we know, for λ > 0 the result of Theorem 1.3 is completely
new.

1.1 Plan of the paper

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to the preliminaries: after a list
of some classic notations and some essentials estimates, we recall the fundamental properties
of the difference quotients of Sobolev functions. In Section 3, we recall the basic facts on the
functional spaces involved in this paper. Here, the most important points are Theorems 3.5 and
3.6, whose role is crucial in the proof of Theorem 1.1. In Section 4, we consider a regularization
of equation (1.1) and establish some a priori estimates for its weak solution. In particular, we
prove Sobolev estimates which are independent of the regularization parameter (Propositions
4.6 and 4.7). These estimates will be needed to demonstrate Theorems 1.1 and 1.3, whose
proofs are achieved in Section 5. Finally, in Section 6 we prove Theorem 1.5.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation and essential definitions

In this paper we shall denote by C or c a general positive constant that may vary on different
occasions. Relevant dependencies on parameters and special constants will be suitably emphas-
ized using parentheses or subscripts. The norm we use on R

n will be the standard Euclidean
one and it will be denoted by | · |. In particular, for the vectors ξ, η ∈ R

n, we write 〈ξ, η〉 for

the usual inner product and |ξ| := 〈ξ, ξ〉 1
2 for the corresponding Euclidean norm.

For points in space-time, we will frequently use abbreviations like z = (x, t) or z0 = (x0, t0),
for spatial variables x, x0 ∈ R

n and times t, t0 ∈ R. We also denote by Bρ(x0) =
{x ∈ R

n : |x− x0| < ρ} the n-dimensional open ball with radius ρ > 0 and center x0 ∈ R
n;

when not important, or clear from the context, we shall omit to denote the center as follows:
Bρ ≡ Bρ(x0). Unless otherwise stated, different balls in the same context will have the same
center. Moreover, we use the notation

Qρ(z0) := Bρ(x0)× (t0 − ρ2, t0), z0 = (x0, t0) ∈ R
n × R, ρ > 0,

for the backward parabolic cylinder with vertex (x0, t0) and width ρ. We shall sometimes omit
the dependence on the vertex when all cylinders occurring in a proof share the same vertex.
For a general cylinder Q = B × (t0, t1), where B ⊂ R

n and t0 < t1, we denote by

∂parQ := (B × {t0}) ∪ (∂B × (t0, t1))

the usual parabolic boundary of Q, which is nothing but its standard topological boundary
without the upper cap B × {t1}.

If E ⊆ R
k is a Lebesgue-measurable set, then we will denote by |E| its k-dimensional Lebesgue

measure.
For every function v ∈ L1

loc(Q,R
k), where Q ⊂ R

n+1 and k ∈ N, we define the mollified
function v̺ as follows:

v̺(z) :=

ˆ

Rn+1

v(z̃)φ̺(z − z̃) dz̃, (2.1)

where

φ̺(z) :=
1

̺n+1
φ1

(
z

̺

)
, ̺ > 0,

with φ1 ∈ C∞
0 (B1(0))

1 denoting the standard, non-negative, radially symmetric mollifier in
R

n+1. Obviously, here the function v is meant to be extended by the k-dimensional null vector
outside Q.

For further needs, we now define the auxiliary function Hγ : Rn → R
n by

Hγ(ξ) :=

{
(|ξ| − λ)γ+

ξ
|ξ|

if ξ 6= 0,

0 if ξ = 0,
(2.2)

where γ > 0 is a parameter. We conclude this first part of the preliminaries by recalling the
following definition.

1Here B1(0) denotes the (n+ 1)-dimensional open unit ball centered at the origin.
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Definition 2.1. Let λ ≥ 0. A function

u ∈ C0
(
0, T ;L2(Ω)

)
∩ Lp

loc

(
0, T ;W 1,p

loc (Ω)
)

is a local weak solution of equation (1.1) if and only if, for any test function ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (ΩT ), the

following integral identity holds:

ˆ

ΩT

(u · ∂t ϕ− 〈Hp−1(Du), Dϕ〉) dz = −
ˆ

ΩT

fϕ dz. (2.3)

2.2 Algebraic inequalities

In this section, we gather some relevant algebraic inequalities that will be needed later on.
The first result follows from an elementary computation.

Lemma 2.2. For ξ, η ∈ R
n \ {0}, we have

∣∣∣∣
ξ

|ξ| −
η

|η|

∣∣∣∣ ≤
2

|η| |ξ − η|.

We now recall the following estimate, whose proof can be found in [21, Chapter 12].

Lemma 2.3. Let p ∈ (2,∞) and k ∈ N. Then, for every ξ, η ∈ R
k we get

|ξ − η|p ≤ C
∣∣∣|ξ|

p−2
2 ξ − |η| p−2

2 η
∣∣∣
2

for a constant C ≡ C(p) > 0.

For the functionHγ defined by (2.2), we record the following estimates, which can be obtained
by suitably modifying the proofs of [10, Lemma 4.1] and [8, Lemma 2.8], respectively.

Lemma 2.4. Let 2 ≤ p <∞. Then, for every ξ, η ∈ R
n we get

〈Hp−1(ξ)−Hp−1(η), ξ − η〉 ≥ 4

p2

∣∣∣H p
2
(ξ)−H p

2
(η)
∣∣∣
2

.

Moreover, if |η| > λ we have

〈Hp−1(ξ)−Hp−1(η), ξ − η〉 ≥ 1

2p+1

(|η| − λ)p

|η| (|ξ|+ |η|) |ξ − η|2.

The next result concerns the function Gα,λ defined by (1.2).

Lemma 2.5. Let p ∈ [2,∞), λ ≥ 0 and α ≥ 0. Then

Gα,λ(t) ≤
2

p
t
p
2

(
t

t+ λ

) 1+2α
2

for every t > 0.
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Proof. Since the function

K(ω) :=

(
ω

ω + λ

) 1+2α
2

, ω > 0,

is non-decreasing, for every t > 0 we have

Gα,λ(t) =

ˆ t

0

K(ω)ω
p
2
−1 dω ≤

(
t

t+ λ

) 1+2α
2
ˆ t

0

ω
p
2
−1 dω =

2

p
t
p
2

(
t

t+ λ

) 1+2α
2

.

Finally, the next lemma relates the function Vα,λ(ξ) with Hp−1(ξ).

Lemma 2.6. Let p ∈ [2,∞), λ ≥ 0 and α ≥ 0. Then, there exists a constant C ≡ C(p) > 0
such that

|Vα,λ(ξ)− Vα,λ(η)|2 ≤ C 〈Hp−1(ξ)−Hp−1(η), ξ − η〉 (2.4)

for every ξ, η ∈ R
n.

Proof. For λ = 0 this is a well-known result (see, for example, [6, Lemma 2.2]). Therefore,
from now on we shall assume that λ > 0. We first note that inequality (2.4) is trivially satisfied
when |ξ|, |η| ≤ λ. If |η| ≤ λ < |ξ|, using the definitions (1.3), (1.2), (2.2) and Lemma 2.4, we
obtain

|Vα,λ(ξ)− Vα,λ(η)|2 = [Gα,λ(|ξ| − λ)]2 ≤
(
ˆ |ξ|−λ

0

ω
p
2
−1 dω

)2

=
4

p2
(|ξ| − λ)p

=
4

p2

∣∣∣H p
2
(ξ)−H p

2
(η)
∣∣∣
2

≤ 〈Hp−1(ξ)−Hp−1(η), ξ − η〉.

Now let |ξ|, |η| > λ. Without loss of generality, we may assume that |η| ≥ |ξ| > λ. This implies

|η|2 = |η| (|η|+ |η|)
2

≥ |η| (|ξ|+ |η|)
2

. (2.5)

Moreover, we have

|Vα,λ(ξ)− Vα,λ(η)| =
∣∣∣∣Vα,λ(ξ)− Gα,λ(|η| − λ)

ξ

|ξ| + Gα,λ(|η| − λ)
ξ

|ξ| − Vα,λ(η)

∣∣∣∣

≤ |Gα,λ(|ξ| − λ)− Gα,λ(|η| − λ)| + Gα,λ(|η| − λ)

∣∣∣∣
ξ

|ξ| −
η

|η|

∣∣∣∣

≤
ˆ |η|−λ

|ξ|−λ

ω
p−1+2α

2

(ω + λ)
1+2α

2

dω +
2

|η| |ξ − η|
ˆ |η|−λ

0

ω
p−1+2α

2

(ω + λ)
1+2α

2

dω

≤
ˆ |η|−λ

|ξ|−λ

ω
p
2
−1 dω +

2

|η| |ξ − η|
ˆ |η|−λ

0

ω
p
2
−1 dω

=
2

p

∣∣∣
∣∣∣H p

2
(η)
∣∣∣−
∣∣∣H p

2
(ξ)
∣∣∣
∣∣∣+ 4

(|η| − λ)
p
2

p |η| |ξ − η|

≤ 2

p

∣∣∣H p
2
(ξ)−H p

2
(η)
∣∣∣+ 4

(|η| − λ)
p
2

p |η| |ξ − η|,
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where, in the third line, we have used Lemma 2.2 and the fact that Gα,λ is an increasing function.
Now, applying Young’s inequality, estimate (2.5) and Lemma 2.4, we obtain

|Vα,λ(ξ)− Vα,λ(η)|2 ≤ 8

p2

∣∣∣H p
2
(ξ)−H p

2
(η)
∣∣∣
2

+ 32
(|η| − λ)p

p2 |η|2 |ξ − η|2

≤ 8

p2

∣∣∣H p
2
(ξ)−H p

2
(η)
∣∣∣
2

+
64

p2
(|η| − λ)p

|η| (|ξ|+ |η|) |ξ − η|2

≤ Cp 〈Hp−1(ξ)−Hp−1(η), ξ − η〉.
This completes the proof.

2.3 Difference quotients

We recall here the definition and some elementary properties of the difference quotients that
will be useful in the following (see, for example, [17]).

Definition 2.7. For every vector-valued function F : Rn → R
k the finite difference operator

in the direction xj is defined by

τj,hF (x) = F (x+ hej)− F (x),

where h ∈ R, ej is the unit vector in the direction xj and j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
The difference quotient of F with respect to xj is defined for h ∈ R \ {0} by

∆j,hF (x) =
τj,hF (x)

h
.

When no confusion can arise, we shall omit the index j and simply write τh or ∆h instead of
τj,h or ∆j,h, respectively.

Proposition 2.8. Let F be a function such that F ∈ W 1,q(Ω), with q ≥ 1, and let us consider

the set

Ω|h| := {x ∈ Ω : dist (x, ∂Ω) > |h|} .
Then:

(i) ∆hF ∈ W 1,q
(
Ω|h|

)
and Dxi

(∆hF ) = ∆h(Dxi
F ) for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

(ii) If at least one of the functions F or G has support contained in Ω|h|, then
ˆ

Ω

F ∆hGdx = −
ˆ

Ω

G∆−hF dx.

(iii) We have

∆h(FG)(x) = F (x+ hej)∆hG(x) + G(x)∆hF (x).

The next result about the finite difference operator is a kind of integral version of the Lagrange
Theorem and its proof can be found in [17, Lemma 8.1].

Lemma 2.9. If 0 < ρ < R, |h| < R−ρ
2

, 1 < q < +∞ and F ∈ Lq(BR,R
k) is such that

DF ∈ Lq(BR,R
k×n), then

ˆ

Bρ

|τhF (x)|q dx ≤ cq(n) |h|q
ˆ

BR

|DF (x)|q dx.

Moreover
ˆ

Bρ

|F (x+ hej)|q dx ≤
ˆ

BR

|F (x)|q dx.
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Finally, we recall the following fundamental result, whose proof can be found in [17, Lemma
8.2]:

Lemma 2.10. Let F : Rn → R
k, F ∈ Lq(BR,R

k) with 1 < q < +∞. Suppose that there exist

ρ ∈ (0, R) and a constant M > 0 such that

n∑

j=1

ˆ

Bρ

|τj,hF (x)|q dx ≤ M q |h|q

for every h with |h| < R−ρ
2

. Then F ∈ W 1,q(Bρ,R
k). Moreover

‖DF‖Lq(Bρ) ≤ M

and

∆j,hF → Dxj
F in L

q
loc(BR) as h→ 0,

for each j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

3 Functional spaces

Here we recall some essential facts about the functional spaces involved in this paper, starting
with the definition and some properties of the Besov spaces that will be useful to prove our
results.
We denote by S(Rn) and S′(Rn) the Schwartz space and the space of tempered distributions on
R

n, respectively. If v ∈ S(Rn), then

v̂(ξ) = (Fv)(ξ) = (2π)−n/2

ˆ

Rn

e−i 〈x,ξ〉 v(x) dx, ξ ∈ R
n, (3.1)

denotes the Fourier transform of v. As usual, F−1v and v∨ stand for the inverse Fourier
transform, given by the right-hand side of (3.1) with i in place of −i. Both F and F−1 are
extended to S′(Rn) in the standard way.
Now, let Γ(Rn) be the collection of all sequences ϕ = {ϕj}∞j=0 ⊂ S(Rn) such that

{
suppϕ0 ⊂ {x ∈ R

n : |x| ≤ 2}
suppϕj ⊂ {x ∈ R

n : 2j−1 ≤ |x| ≤ 2j+1} if j ∈ N,

for every multi-index β there exists a positive number cβ such that

2j|β| |Dβϕj(x)| ≤ cβ , ∀ j ∈ N0, ∀ x ∈ R
n

and
∞∑

j=0

ϕj(x) = 1 , ∀ x ∈ R
n.

Then, it is well known that Γ(Rn) is not empty (see [27, Section 2.3.1, Remark 1]). Moreover,
if {ϕj}∞j=0 ∈ Γ(Rn), the entire analytic functions (ϕj v̂)

∨(x) make sense pointwise in R
n for any

v ∈ S′(Rn). Therefore, the following definition makes sense:
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Definition 3.1. Let s ∈ R, 0 < p, q ≤ ∞ and ϕ = {ϕj}∞j=0 ∈ Γ(Rn). We define the inhomoge-

neous Besov space Bs
p,q(R

n) as the set of all v ∈ S′(Rn) such that

‖v‖Bs
p,q(R

n) :=

(
∞∑

j=0

2jsq ‖(ϕj v̂)
∨‖qLp(Rn)

) 1
q

< +∞ if q <∞, (3.2)

and
‖v‖Bs

p,q(R
n) := sup

j ∈N0

2js ‖(ϕj v̂)
∨‖Lp(Rn) < +∞ if q = ∞. (3.3)

Remark 3.2. Obviously, the quasi-norm ‖v‖Bs
p,q(R

n) depends on the chosen sequence ϕ ∈
Γ(Rn), but this is not the case for the spaces Bs

p,q(R
n) themselves, in the sense that two

different choices for the sequence ϕ give rise to equivalent quasi-norms (see [27, Section 2.3.2,
Proposition 1]). This justifies our omission of the dependence on ϕ in the left-hand side of
(3.2)−(3.3) and in the sequel.

We also know that the norms of the classical Besov spaces Bs
p,q(R

n) with s ∈ (0, 1), 1 ≤ p <∞
and 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ can be characterized via differences of the functions involved, cf. [27, Section
2.5.12, Theorem 1]. More precisely, for h ∈ R

n and a measurable function v : Rn → R
k, let us

define
δhv(x) := v(x+ h)− v(x).

Then we have the equivalence

‖v‖Bs
p,q(R

n) ≈ ‖v‖Lp(Rn) + [v]Bs
p,q(R

n) ,

where

[v]Bs
p,q(R

n) :=

(
ˆ

Rn

(
ˆ

Rn

|δhv(x)|p
|h|sp dx

) q
p dh

|h|n
) 1

q

, if 1 ≤ q <∞, (3.4)

and

[v]Bs
p,∞(Rn) := sup

h∈Rn

(
ˆ

Rn

|δhv(x)|p
|h|sp dx

) 1
p

. (3.5)

As usual, in (3.4) if one simply integrates for |h| < r for a fixed r > 0, then an equivalent norm
is obtained, since

(
ˆ

{|h| ≥ r}

(
ˆ

Rn

|δhv(x)|p
|h|sp dx

) q
p dh

|h|n
) 1

q

≤ c(n, s, p, q, r) ‖v‖Lp(Rn).

Similarly, in (3.5) one can simply take the supremum over |h| ≤ r and obtain an equivalent
norm. By construction, Bs

p,q(R
n) ⊂ Lp(Rn).

In the case of an arbitrary domain Ω ⊂ R
n, the spaces Bs

p,q(Ω) are defined by restriction.
More precisely, denoting by D′(Ω) the dual space of all distributions in Ω, we set

Bs
p,q(Ω) :=

{
v ∈ D′(Ω) : v = g|Ω for some g ∈ Bs

p,q(R
n)
}
,

with the quasi-norm ‖v‖Bs
p,q(Ω) := inf ‖g‖Bs

p,q(R
n), where the infimum is taken over all g ∈

Bs
p,q(R

n) such that g|Ω = v.
If Ω is a bounded C∞-domain in R

n, then the restriction operator

reΩ : S′(Rn) →֒ D′(Ω), reΩ(v) = v|Ω
generates a linear and bounded map from Bs

p,q(R
n) onto Bs

p,q(Ω). Furthermore, the spaces
Bs

p,q(Ω) satisfy the so-called extension property, as ensured by the next theorem.
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Theorem 3.3. Let s ∈ R, let 0 < p, q ≤ ∞ and let Ω be a bounded C∞-domain in R
n.

Then, there exists a linear and bounded extension operator extΩ : Bs
p,q(Ω) →֒ Bs

p,q(R
n) such that

reΩ ◦ extΩ = id, where id is the identity in Bs
p,q(Ω).

For the proof we refer to [28, Theorem 2.82]. For further needs, we now give the following

Definition 3.4. For a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R
n, s ∈ (0, 1) and 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞, the homogeneous

Besov space B̊s
p,q(Ω) is defined as the completion of C∞

0 (Ω) in Bs
p,q(Ω) with respect to the

seminorm
v 7→ ‖v‖B̊s

p,q(Ω) := [v]Bs
p,q(R

n).

For s ∈ (0, 1) and 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞, we shall denote by (B̊s
p,q(Ω))

′ the topological dual of B̊s
p,q(Ω),

which is endowed with the natural dual norm

‖F‖(B̊s
p,q(Ω))′ = sup

{
|〈F, ϕ〉| : ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (Ω) and ‖ϕ‖B̊s
p,q(Ω) ≤ 1

}
, F ∈ (B̊s

p,q(Ω))
′.

Now we recall the following duality formula, which has to be meant as an isomorphism of
quasi-normed spaces (see [27, Section 2.11.2, Remark 2]).

Theorem 3.5. Let s ∈ R and 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞. Then

(B̊s
p,q(R

n))′ = B−s
p′,q′(R

n).

The next result is a key ingredient for the proof of Theorem 1.1 and its proof can be found in
[27, Section 3.3.5].

Theorem 3.6. Let s ∈ R and 0 < p, q ≤ ∞. Moreover, assume that Ω is a bounded C∞-domain

in R
n. Then, for every v ∈ Bs

p,q(Ω) and every j ∈ {1, . . . , n} we have

‖∂jv‖Bs−1
p,q (Ω) ≤ c ‖v‖Bs

p,q(Ω)

for a positive constant c which is independent of v.

We can also define local Besov spaces as follows. Given a domain Ω ⊂ R
n, we say that a

function v belongs to Bs
p,q,loc(Ω) if φ v ∈ Bs

p,q(R
n) whenever φ ∈ C∞

0 (Ω).

Definition 3.7. Let Ω ⊆ R
n be an open set. For any s ∈ (0, 1) and for any q ∈ [1,+∞), we

define the fractional Sobolev space W s,q(Ω,Rk) as follows:

W s,q(Ω,Rk) :=

{
v ∈ Lq(Ω,Rk) :

|v(x)− v(y)|
|x− y|

n
q
+ s

∈ Lq (Ω× Ω)

}
,

i.e. an intermerdiate Banach space between Lq(Ω,Rk) and W 1,q(Ω,Rk), endowed with the norm

‖v‖W s,q(Ω) := ‖v‖Lq(Ω) + [v]W s,q(Ω),

where the term

[v]W s,q(Ω) :=

(
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω

|v(x)− v(y)|q

|x− y|n+ sq dx dy

)1
q

is the so-called Gagliardo seminorm of v.

The following embedding result can be obtained by combining [27, Section 2.2.2, Remark 3]
with [27, Section 2.3.2, Proposition 2(ii)].
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Lemma 3.8. Let s ∈ (0, 1) and q ≥ 1. Then, for every σ ∈ (0, 1− s) we have the continuous

embedding W
s+σ,q
loc (Rn) →֒ Bs

q,1,loc(R
n).

For the treatment of parabolic equations, we now give the following definitions.

Definition 3.9. Let 1 ≤ q <∞ and 0 < β < 1. A map g ∈ Lq(Ω× (t0, t1),R
k) belongs to the

space Lq(t0, t1;W
β,q(Ω,Rk)) if and only if

ˆ t1

t0

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω

|g(x, t)− g(y, t)|q

|x− y|n+ βq
dx dy dt <∞.

Definition 3.10. Let 1 ≤ p, q < ∞ and 0 < s < 1. A map g ∈ Lp(Ω× (t0, t1),R
k) belongs to

the space Lp(t0, t1;B
s
p,q(Ω,R

k)) if and only if

ˆ t1

t0

‖g(·, t)‖pBs
p,q(Ω) dt <∞.

In this paper, we use the corresponding local versions of the above spaces, which are denoted
by the subscript “ loc”. More precisely, we write g ∈ L

q
loc(0, T ;W

β,q
loc (Ω,R

k)) if and only if
g ∈ Lq(t0, t1;W

β,q(Ω′,Rk)) for all domains Ω′ × (t0, t1) ⋐ ΩT . The local Lebesgue-Besov space
L
p
loc(0, T ;B

s
p,q,loc(Ω,R

k)) is defined in a similar way. Furthermore, we shall also use the following
notation, which is typical of Bochner spaces:

‖g‖Lp(t0,t1;Bs
p,q(Ω

′)) :=

(
ˆ t1

t0

‖g(·, t)‖pBs
p,q(Ω

′) dt

) 1
p

.

We conclude this section with the parabolic version of the well-known result on the relation
between Nikolskii spaces and fractional Sobolev spaces. This result is contained in [26, Lemma
2.4] (see also [13, Proposition 2.19]), and its proof can be obtained by a simple adaptation of
the standard elliptic results [12, 14, 23, 24, 25].

Proposition 3.11. Let Qσ(z0) ⊂ R
n+1 be a parabolic cylinder. Moreover, assume that G ∈

Lq(Qσ(z0),R
k), where 1 ≤ q <∞. Then, for any θ ∈ (0, 1), the estimate

|h|−qθ

ˆ

Qσ(z0)

|G(x+ hej , t)−G(x, t)|q dx dt ≤ M q <∞

for a fixed constant M ≥ 0, every 0 6= |h| ≤ h0 and every j ∈ {1, . . . , n} implies

G ∈ L
q
loc

(
t0 − σ2, t0;W

β,q
loc

(
Bσ(x0),R

k
))

for all β ∈ (0, θ).

4 The regularization

In this section, we shall assume that λ, α, f and u are as in the statement of Theorem 1.1 if
p > 2, and as in the statement of Theorem 1.3 if p = 2.
For ε ∈ [0, 1] and a couple of standard, non-negative, radially symmetric mollifiers ϕ1 ∈
C∞

0 (B1(0)) and ϕ2 ∈ C∞
0 ((−1, 1)), we define

fε(x, t) :=

ˆ 1

−1

ˆ

B1(0)

f(x− εy, t− εs)ϕ1(y)ϕ2(s) dy ds, (4.1)



14 P. AMBROSIO

where f is meant to be extended by zero outside ΩT . Let us observe that f0 = f and fε ∈
C∞(ΩT ) for every ε ∈ (0, 1]. In addition, we define the function Aε : R

n → R by

Aε(ξ) :=
1

p
(|ξ| − λ)p+ +

ε

p
(1 + |ξ|2) p

2 .

Therefore, we obtain

DξAε(ξ) = Hp−1(ξ) + ε (1 + |ξ|2) p−2
2 ξ , ξ ∈ R

n.

The next lemma provides the p-ellipticity property of the operatorDξAε(ξ) and its proof follows
from [8, Lemma 2.7].

Lemma 4.1. Let ε ∈ [0, 1], p ≥ 2 and z ∈ R
n \ {0}. Then, for every ζ ∈ R

n we have

[
ε (1 + |z|2) p−2

2 +
(|z| − λ)p−1

+

|z|

]
|ζ |2 ≤ 〈D2Aε(z) ζ, ζ〉 ≤ (p−1)

[
ε (1 + |z|2) p−2

2 + (|z| − λ)p−2
+

]
|ζ |2.

Now we consider a parabolic cylinder QR(z0) := BR(x0) × (t0 − R2, t0) ⋐ ΩT . For our
purposes, in the following we will need the definition below.

Definition 4.2. Let ε ∈ (0, 1]. In this framework, we identify a function

uε ∈ C0
(
[t0 −R2, t0];L

2(BR(x0))
)
∩ Lp

(
t0 −R2, t0;W

1,p(BR(x0))
)

as a weak solution of the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem

{
∂tuε − div [DAε(Duε)] = fε in QR(z0),

uε = u on ∂parQR(z0),
(4.2)

if and only if, for any ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (QR(z0)), the following integral identity holds

ˆ

QR(z0)

(uε · ∂tϕ− 〈DAε(Duε), Dϕ〉) dz = −
ˆ

QR(z0)

fε ϕdz (4.3)

and, moreover,
uε ∈ u+ Lp

(
t0 − R2, t0;W

1,p
0 (BR(x0))

)

and uε(·, t0 − R2) = u(·, t0 − R2) in the L2-sense, that is,

lim
t ↓ t0−R2

∥∥uε(·, t)− u(·, t0 − R2)
∥∥
L2(BR(x0))

= 0. (4.4)

Therefore, the initial condition uε = u on BR(x0)×{t0−R2} has to be understood in the usual
L2-sense (4.4), while the condition uε = u on the lateral boundary ∂BR(x0)× (t0 − R2, t0) has
to be meant in the sense of traces, i.e.

(uε − u) (·, t) ∈ W
1,p
0 (BR(x0))

for almost every t ∈ (t0 − R2, t0).
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Remark 4.3. The advantage of considering the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (4.2) stems from
the fact that the existence of a unique solution

uε ∈ C0
(
[t0 − R2, t0];L

2(BR(x0))
)
∩ Lp

(
t0 − R2, t0;W

1,p(BR(x0))
)

satisfying the requirements of Definition 4.2 can be ensured by the classic existence theory for
parabolic equations (see, for example, [22, Chapter 2, Theorem 1.2 and Remark 1.2]). Moreover,
the operator DξAε(ξ) fulfills p-growth and p-ellipticity conditions with constants depending on
ε (cf. Lemma 4.1 above). Therefore, by the results in [13], we have

V1(Duε) := (1 + |Duε|2)
p−2
4 Duε ∈ L2

loc

(
t0 −R2, t0;W

1,2
loc (BR(x0),R

n)
)

and
Duε ∈ L

p+ 4
n

loc (QR(z0),R
n),

and, by the definition of V1(Duε), this yields

DV1(Duε) ≈ (1 + |Duε|2)
p−2
4 D2uε ∈ L2

loc(QR(z0),R
n×n) =⇒ |D2uε| ∈ L2

loc(QR(z0)).

4.1 Uniform a priori estimates

The first step in the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 is the following estimate for the weak
solutions of the regularized problems (4.2). Similar estimates are scattered in the literature,
but not in the exact form needed here.

Proposition 4.4 (Uniform energy estimate). With the notation and under the assumptions

above, there exist two positive constants ε0 ≤ 1 and C ≡ C(n, p, R) such that
ˆ

QR(z0)

|Duε|p dz + sup
t∈(t0−R2,t0)

∥∥uε(·, t)−u(·, t)
∥∥2
L2(BR(x0))

≤ C
(
‖Du‖pLp(QR(z0))

+ λp + 1
)

(4.5)

for all ε ∈ (0, ε0].

Proof. In order to obtain an (uniform in ε) energy estimate for |Duε|, we proceed by testing
equations (1.1) and (4.2)1 with the map ϕ = ψ(t)(uε − u), where ψ ∈ W 1,∞(R) is chosen such
that

ψ(t) =






1

− 1
ω
(t− t2 − ω)

0

if t ≤ t2,

if t2 < t < t2 + ω,

if t ≥ t2 + ω,

with
t0 − R2 < t2 < t2 + ω < t0,

and then letting ω → 0. We observe that, at this stage, it is important that uε and u agree on the
parabolic boundary ∂parQR(z0). We also note that the following computations are somewhat
formal concerning the use of the time derivative, but they can easily be made rigorous, for
example by the use of Steklov averages. We skip this, since it is a standard procedure. With
the previous choice of ϕ, for every t2 ∈ (t0 − R2, t0) we find

1

2

ˆ

BR(x0)

|uε(x, t2)− u(x, t2)|2 dx +

ˆ

QR,t2

〈Hp−1(Duε)−Hp−1(Du), Duε −Du〉 dz

+ ε

ˆ

QR,t2

〈(1 + |Duε|2)
p−2
2 Duε, Duε −Du〉 dz =

ˆ

QR,t2

(f − fε)(uε − u) dz,

(4.6)
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where we have used the abbreviation

QR,t2 = BR(x0)× (t0 − R2, t2).

In what follows, we shall denote by ck some positive constants depending only on n, p and R.
Using Lemma 2.4, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as well as Young’s inequality with β > 0,
from (4.6) we infer

sup
t∈(t0−R2,t0)

∥∥uε(·, t)− u(·, t)
∥∥2
L2(BR)

+
8

p2

ˆ

QR(z0)

∣∣∣H p
2
(Duε)−H p

2
(Du)

∣∣∣
2

dz + 2 ε

ˆ

QR(z0)

|Duε|p dz

≤ 2 ε

ˆ

QR(z0)

(1 + |Duε|2)
p−1
2 |Du| dz + 2

ˆ

QR(z0)

|f − fε| |uε − u| dz

≤ 2 εβp′

p′

ˆ

QR

(1 + |Duε|2)
p
2 dz +

2 ε

pβp

ˆ

QR

|Du|p dz + 2

ˆ

QR

|f − fε| |uε − u| dz

≤ 2
p
2 εβp′

p′

ˆ

QR

|Duε|p dz +
2

p
2 εβp′

p′
|QR|+

2 ε

pβp

ˆ

QR

|Du|p dz + 2

ˆ

QR

|f − fε| |uε − u| dz.

(4.7)

Choosing β =
(

p′

2p/2

) 1
p′

and reabsorbing the first integral in the right-hand side of (4.7) by the

left-hand side, we arrive at

sup
t∈(t0−R2,t0)

∥∥uε(·, t)− u(·, t)
∥∥2
L2(BR)

+

ˆ

QR

∣∣∣H p
2
(Duε)−H p

2
(Du)

∣∣∣
2

dz + ε

ˆ

QR

|Duε|p dz

≤ c1 ε+ c1 ε

ˆ

QR

|Du|p dz + c1

ˆ

QR

|f − fε| |uε − u| dz.
(4.8)

Now we apply Hölder’s and Poincaré’s inequalities to estimate the last integral as follows
ˆ

QR

|f − fε| |uε − u| dz ≤ ‖f − fε‖Lp′(QR) ‖uε − u‖Lp(QR)

≤ c2 ‖f − fε‖Lp′ (QR) ‖Duε −Du‖Lp(QR).

(4.9)

Joining estimates (4.8) and (4.9), recalling that 0 < ε ≤ 1 and applying Young’s inequality
with γ > 0, we obtain

sup
t∈(t0−R2,t0)

∥∥uε(·, t)− u(·, t)
∥∥2
L2(BR)

+

ˆ

QR

∣∣∣H p
2
(Duε)−H p

2
(Du)

∣∣∣
2

dz + ε

ˆ

QR

|Duε|p dz

≤ c3 + c3

ˆ

QR

|Du|p dz + c3 γ
1

1−p‖f − fε‖p
′

Lp′(QR)
+ γ ‖Duε −Du‖pLp(QR)

≤ c3 + (c3 + 2p−1γ)

ˆ

QR

|Du|p dz + 2p−1γ

ˆ

QR

|Duε|p dz + c3 γ
1

1−p‖f − fε‖p
′

Lp′ (QR)
. (4.10)

Now, arguing as in [6, Formula (4.20)], we have
ˆ

QR

|Duε|p dz ≤ 2p
ˆ

QR

∣∣∣H p
2
(Duε)−H p

2
(Du)

∣∣∣
2

dz + 2p+1

ˆ

QR

(|Du|p + λp) dz. (4.11)

Multiplying all sides of (4.10) by 2p and then adding the resulting expression and (4.11) side
by side, we get

(1 + 2pε)

ˆ

QR

|Duε|p dz + 2p sup
t∈(t0−R2,t0)

∥∥uε(·, t)− u(·, t)
∥∥2
L2(BR)
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≤ c4 + (c4 + 22p−1γ)

ˆ

QR

(|Du|p + λp) dz + c4 γ
1

1−p‖f − fε‖p
′

Lp′(QR)
+ 22p−1γ

ˆ

QR

|Duε|p dz.

Choosing γ = 1
22p

and reabsorbing the last term in the above estimate by the left-hand side,
we find

ˆ

QR

|Duε|p dz + sup
t∈(t0−R2,t0)

∥∥uε(·, t)− u(·, t)
∥∥2
L2(BR)

≤ c5

ˆ

QR

(|Du|p + λp) dz + c5 ‖f − fε‖p
′

Lp′(QR)
+ c5 .

(4.12)

Since, by virtue of (4.1),

fε → f strongly in Lp′(QR) as ε→ 0+, (4.13)

there exists a positive number ε0 ≤ 1 such that

‖f − fε‖Lp′(QR) ≤ 1 for all ε ∈ (0, ε0]. (4.14)

Combining this with (4.12), we obtain the desired conclusion.

Thanks to the previous proposition, we can now obtain the following result, which will be
decisive to carry out the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3.

Proposition 4.5 (Comparison estimate). With the notation and under the assumptions of

Proposition 4.4, there exists a positive constant C depending only on n, p and R such that the

estimate

sup
t∈(t0−R2,t0)

∥∥uε(·, t)− u(·, t)
∥∥2
L2(BR(x0))

+

ˆ

QR(z0)

|Vα,λ(Duε)− Vα,λ(Du)|2 dz

≤ C ε
(
‖Du‖pLp(QR(z0))

+ 1
)
+ C ‖f − fε‖Lp′(QR(z0))

(
‖Du‖Lp(QR(z0)) + λ+ 1

) (4.15)

holds for every ε ∈ (0, ε0], where ε0 is the constant from Proposition 4.4. In particular, this

estimate implies that

uε → u strongly in L2(QR(z0)) as ε→ 0

and

Vα,λ(Duε) → Vα,λ(Du) strongly in L2(QR(z0),R
n) as ε→ 0.

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 4.4, but using Lemma 2.6 instead of Lemma 2.4,
we arrive at

sup
t∈(t0−R2,t0)

∥∥uε(·, t)− u(·, t)
∥∥2
L2(BR)

+

ˆ

QR

|Vα,λ(Duε)− Vα,λ(Du)|2 dz

≤ c ε
(
‖Du‖pLp(QR) + 1

)
+ c ‖f − fε‖Lp′ (QR) ‖Duε −Du‖Lp(QR) ,

where c ≡ c(n, p, R) > 0. Now, let us consider the same ε0 ∈ (0, 1] as in the proof of Proposition
4.4. Then, applying Minkowski’s inequality, for every ε ∈ (0, ε0] we get

sup
t∈(t0−R2,t0)

∥∥uε(·, t)− u(·, t)
∥∥2
L2(BR)

+

ˆ

QR

|Vα,λ(Duε)− Vα,λ(Du)|2 dz
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≤ c ε
(
‖Du‖pLp(QR) + 1

)
+ c ‖f − fε‖Lp′(QR)

(
‖Duε‖Lp(QR) + ‖Du‖Lp(QR)

)

≤ C ε
(
‖Du‖pLp(QR) + 1

)
+ C ‖f − fε‖Lp′(QR)

(
‖Du‖Lp(QR) + λ+ 1

)
,

where, in the last line, we have used inequality (4.5). Thus we obtain the comparison estimate
(4.15). Now, just observe that

ˆ

QR(z0)

|uε − u|2 dz ≤ R2 sup
t∈(t0−R2,t0)

∥∥uε(·, t)− u(·, t)
∥∥2
L2(BR(x0))

.

Combining this with (4.15) and (4.13), the statement is proved.

We are now in a position to establish uniform estimates for the derivatives of the function
Vα,λ(Duε). Let us start with the following result.

Proposition 4.6 (Uniform Sobolev estimate). Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 and

with the notation above, there exists a positive number ε1 ≤ 1 such that, for every ε ∈ (0, ε1],
for every parabolic cylinder Qρ(z0) ⋐ QR(z0) and every j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we have

ˆ

Qρ/2(z0)

|Dxj
Vα,λ(Duε)|2 dz

≤ C

ρ2

(
‖Du‖pLp(QR) + ‖Du‖2Lp(QR) + λp + λ2 + 1

)
+ C ‖f‖p′

Lp′

(

t0−R2,t0;B
p−2
p

p′,1
(BR(x0))

)

(4.16)

for a positive constant C depending only on n, p and R in the case λ = 0, and additionally on

α if λ > 0.

Proof. Let us first assume that λ > 0. To shorten our notation, we introduce the function
P : QR(z0) → R

+
0 defined by

P := (|Duε| − λ)+ (4.17)

and its “mollified” version
P̺ := (|[Duε]̺| − λ)+ , ̺ > 0, (4.18)

with an intentional abuse of the notation (2.1) on the left-hand side of (4.18). We now test the
weak formulation (4.3) with the map

ϕ = Dxj

(
Dxj

[uε]̺ · ψ · Φ(P̺)
)
, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

where ψ ∈ W
1,∞
0 (QR(z0)) is a non-negative cut-off function that will be specified later and

Φ : R+
0 → R

+
0 is an increasing, locally Lipschitz continuous function, such that Φ and Φ′ are

bounded on R
+
0 , Φ(0) = 0 and

Φ′(t) t ≤ cΦ Φ(t) (4.19)

for a suitable constant cΦ > 0. After summing with respect to j from 1 to n, we obtain

1

2

ˆ

QR

∂t(|D[uε]̺|2)ψΦ(P̺) dz +

ˆ

QR

n∑

j=1

〈
Dxj

[DAε(Duε)]̺, D
(
Dxj

[uε]̺ · ψΦ(P̺)
)〉
dz

= −
ˆ

QR

n∑

j=1

[fε]̺Dxj

(
Dxj

[uε]̺ · ψΦ(P̺)
)
dz.

(4.20)
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Arguing as in [3, page 521], the integral involving the time derivative can be expressed as follows

1

2

ˆ

QR

∂t(|D[uε]̺|2)ψΦ(P̺) dz =
1

2

ˆ

QR

∂t

[
ˆ |D[uε]̺|2

0

Φ((
√
w − λ)+) dw

]
ψ dz

= − 1

2

ˆ

QR

[
ˆ |D[uε]̺|2

0

Φ((
√
w − λ)+) dw

]
∂tψ dz.

Therefore, integrating by parts and then letting ̺→ 0 in (4.20), we get

− 1

2

ˆ

QR

[
ˆ |Duε|2

0

Φ((
√
w − λ)+) dw

]
∂tψ dz

+

ˆ

QR

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), D(Dxj

uε)〉ψΦ(P ) dz

+

ˆ

QR

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), Dψ〉(Dxj

uε) Φ(P ) dz

+

ˆ

QR

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), DP 〉(Dxj

uε)ψΦ′(P ) dz

=

ˆ

QR

n∑

j=1

(Dxj
fε) (Dxj

uε)ψΦ(P ) dz. (4.21)

In what follows, we will denote by ck and C some positive constants that do not depend
on ε. Now, let us fix an arbitrary radius ρ ∈ (0, R). For a fixed time t1 ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t0) and
σ ∈ (0, t0 − t1), we choose

ψ(x, t) = χ̃(t)χ(t) η2(x)

with χ ∈ W 1,∞((t0−R2, t0), [0, 1]), χ ≡ 0 on (t0−R2, t0−ρ2) and ∂tχ ≥ 0, η ∈ C∞
0 (Bρ(x0), [0, 1]),

and with the Lipschitz continuous function χ̃ : (t0 − R2, t0) → R defined by

χ̃(t) =





1

affine

0

if t ≤ t1,

if t1 < t < t1 + σ,

if t ≥ t1 + σ.

With such a choice of ψ, equation (4.21) turns into

− 1

2

ˆ

QR

[
ˆ |Duε|2

0

Φ((
√
w − λ)+) dw

]
η2(x)χ(t) ∂tχ̃(t) dz

− 1

2

ˆ

QR

[
ˆ |Duε|2

0

Φ((
√
w − λ)+) dw

]
η2(x) χ̃(t) ∂tχ(t) dz

+

ˆ

QR

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), D(Dxj

uε)〉 η2(x) χ̃(t)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz

+

ˆ

QR

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), DP 〉(Dxj

uε) η
2(x) χ̃(t)χ(t) Φ′(P ) dz
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= − 2

ˆ

QR

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), Dη〉(Dxj

uε) η(x) χ̃(t)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz

+

ˆ

QR

n∑

j=1

(Dxj
fε) (Dxj

uε) η
2(x) χ̃(t)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz.

Setting
Qt1 := Bρ(x0)× (t0 − ρ2, t1) (4.22)

and letting σ → 0 in the previous equality, for every t1 ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t0) we get

1

2

ˆ

Bρ(x0)

χ(t1) η
2(x)

[
ˆ |Duε(x,t1)|2

0

Φ((
√
w − λ)+) dw

]
dx

+

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), D(Dxj

uε)〉 η2(x)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz

+

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), DP 〉(Dxj

uε) η
2(x)χ(t) Φ′(P ) dz

= − 2

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), Dη〉(Dxj

uε) η(x)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz

+

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

(Dxj
fε) (Dxj

uε) η
2(x)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz

+
1

2

ˆ

Qt1

(∂tχ) η
2(x)

[
ˆ |Duε(x,t)|2

0

Φ((
√
w − λ)+) dw

]
dz, (4.23)

where we have used that ∂tχ̃ converges to a Dirac delta distribution as σ → 0, together with the
L2(BR(x0))-valued continuity of uε. We now observe that the second integral on the left-hand
side of (4.23) is non-negative, since Aε is convex and χ,Φ ≥ 0. As for the first term on the
right-hand side of (4.23), for every t1 ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t0) we have

− 2

ˆ

Qt1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), Dη〉(Dxj

uε) η(x)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz

≤ 2

ˆ

Qt1

|〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), Dη〉|χ(t) η(x) |Dxj

uε|Φ(P ) dz

≤ 2

ˆ

Qt1

√
〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj

uε), D(Dxj
uε)〉

√
〈D2Aε(Duε)Dη,Dη〉χ(t) η(x) |Dxj

uε|Φ(P ) dz

≤ 1

2

ˆ

Qt1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), D(Dxj

uε)〉χ(t) η2(x) Φ(P ) dz

+ 2

ˆ

Qt1

〈D2Aε(Duε)Dη,Dη〉χ(t) |Dxj
uε|2Φ(P ) dz, (4.24)

where we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with Young’s inequality. Joining
(4.23) and (4.24), we obtain

I1 + I2 + I3 ≤ I4 + I5 + I6 , (4.25)

where

I1 :=

ˆ

Bρ(x0)

χ(t1) η
2(x)

[
ˆ |Duε(x,t1)|2

0

Φ((
√
w − λ)+) dw

]
dx,
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I2 := 2

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), DP 〉(Dxj

uε) η
2(x)χ(t) Φ′(P ) dz,

I3 :=

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), D(Dxj

uε)〉χ(t) η2(x) Φ(P ) dz,

I4 := 4

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)Dη,Dη〉χ(t) |Dxj
uε|2Φ(P ) dz,

I5 :=

ˆ

Qt1

(∂tχ) η
2(x)

[
ˆ |Duε(x,t)|2

0

Φ((
√
w − λ)+) dw

]
dz,

I6 := 2

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

(Dxj
fε) (Dxj

uε) η
2(x)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz.

Now we observe that I1 ≥ 0, thus we can drop it in the following. Furthermore, arguing as in
the proof of [5, Proposition 5.1], one can show that I2 ≥ 0. Therefore, inequality (4.25) boils
down to

I3 ≤ I4 + I5 + I6 . (4.26)

At this stage, we choose a cut-off function η ∈ C∞
0 (Bρ(x0)) with η ≡ 1 on Bρ/2(x0) such that

0 ≤ η ≤ 1 and |Dη| ≤ c̃

ρ
. (4.27)

For the cut-off function in time, we choose the piecewise affine function χ : (t0−R2, t0) → [0, 1]
with

χ ≡ 0 on (t0 − R2, t0 − ρ2),

χ ≡ 1 on

(
t0 −

(ρ
2

)2
, t0

)
,

∂tχ ≡ 4

3ρ2
on

(
t0 − ρ2, t0 −

(ρ
2

)2)
.

Moreover, as in [5] we choose

Φ(t) :=
t2α

(t2 + λ2)α
for t ≥ 0, (4.28)

and therefore

Φ′(t) =
2αλ2 t2α−1

(t2 + λ2)α+1
. (4.29)

This function satisfies (4.19) with cΦ = 2α. With the above choices, we now estimate I3, I4
and I5 separately. Let us first consider I3. Recalling the definition of P in (4.17), by Lemma
4.1 we have

I3 ≥
ˆ

Qt1

(|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α
+

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
|D2uε|2 χ(t) η2(x) dz. (4.30)

Using Lemma 4.1 again, the fact that ε, χ,Φ ≤ 1 and the properties (4.27) of η, we obtain

I4 ≤ 8 (p− 1)

ˆ

QR

(1 + |Duε|2)
p
2 |Dη|2 dz ≤ c1(p)

ρ2

ˆ

QR

(1 + |Duε|2)
p
2 dz. (4.31)
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Now we use again the fact that Φ ≤ 1, the properties of χ and η, and Hölder’s inequality, in
order to get

I5 ≤
ˆ

Qt1

(∂tχ) η
2(x) |Duε|2 dz ≤ 4

3ρ2

ˆ

QR

|Duε|2 dz ≤ c2

ρ2
‖Duε‖2Lp(QR) , (4.32)

where c2 ≡ c2(n, p, R) > 0. Combining estimates (4.26), (4.30), (4.31) and (4.32), we find

ˆ

Qt1

(|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α
+

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
|D2uε|2 χ(t) η2(x) dz

≤ c2

ρ2

[
ˆ

QR

(1 + |Duε|2)
p
2 dz + ‖Duε‖2Lp(QR)

]

+ 2
n∑

j=1

ˆ

Qt1

(Dxj
fε) (Dxj

uε) η
2(x)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz, (4.33)

which holds for every t1 ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t0).
It remains to estimate the integral containing Dxj

fε. With this aim in mind, we now argue
as in the proof of [5, Proposition 5.1]. By Theorem 3.3, there exists a linear and bounded
extension operator

extBρ(x0) : B
−2/p
p′,1 (Bρ(x0)) →֒ B

−2/p
p′,1 (Rn)

such that reBρ(x0) ◦ extBρ(x0) = id, where reBρ(x0) is the restriction operator defined in Section 3

and the symbol id denotes the identity in B
−2/p
p′,1 (Bρ(x0)). Since, for almost every t ∈ (t0−ρ2, t0),

we have Dxj
fε(·, t) = extBρ(x0)(Dxj

fε(·, t)) almost everywhere in Bρ(x0), we find

ˆ

Qt1

(Dxj
fε)(Dxj

uε) η
2(x)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz =

ˆ

Qt1

extBρ(x0)(Dxj
fε(x, t)) ·(Dxj

uε) η
2(x)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz.

(4.34)
By definition of dual norm, we get

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Qt1

extBρ(x0)(Dxj
fε(x, t)) · (Dxj

uε) η
2(x)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz

∣∣∣∣

≤
ˆ t1

t0−ρ2
‖extBρ(x0)(Dxj

fε(·, t))‖(B̊2/p
p,∞(Rn))′

[(Dxj
uε(·, t)) η2 χ(t) Φ(P (·, t))]B2/p

p,∞(Rn)
dt.

(4.35)

Using Theorem 3.5, for almost every t ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t0) we obtain

‖extBρ(x0)(Dxj
fε(·, t))‖(B̊2/p

p,∞(Rn))′
≤ c3 ‖extBρ(x0)(Dxj

fε(·, t))‖B−2/p

p′,1
(Rn)

,

for some positive constant c3 ≡ c3(n, p). Combining the above inequality with the boundedness
of the operator extBρ(x0) yields

‖extBρ(x0)(Dxj
fε(·, t))‖(B̊2/p

p,∞(Rn))′
≤ c3 ‖Dxj

fε(·, t)‖B−2/p

p′,1
(Bρ(x0))

for almost every t ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t0). Moreover, applying Theorem 3.6, we find that

‖Dxj
fε(·, t)‖B−2/p

p′,1
(Bρ(x0))

≤ c3 ‖fε(·, t)‖
B

p−2
p

p′,1
(Bρ(x0))
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for almost every t ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t0). Combining the preceding inequalities, we infer

‖extBρ(x0)(Dxj
fε(·, t))‖(B̊2/p

p,∞(Rn))′
≤ c3 ‖fε(·, t)‖

B
p−2
p

p′,1
(Bρ(x0))

, (4.36)

which holds for almost every t ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t0) and a positive constant c3 depending only on n

and p. Now, recalling that

[(Dxj
uε(·, t)) η2 χ(t) Φ(P (·, t))]p

B
2/p
p,∞(Rn)

= sup
|h|> 0

1

|h|2
ˆ

Rn

χp(t)
∣∣δh
(
(Dxj

uε(x, t)) η
2(x) Φ(P (x, t))

)∣∣p dx

and using Lemma 2.3, we deduce

1

|h|2
ˆ

Rn

χp(t)
∣∣δh
(
(Dxj

uε(x, t)) η
2(x) Φ(P (x, t))

)∣∣p dx

≤ c4(p)

|h|2 χ(t)

ˆ

Rn

∣∣∣δh
(
|Dxj

uε(x, t)|
p−2
2 (Dxj

uε(x, t)) η
p(x) [Φ(P (x, t))]

p
2

)∣∣∣
2

dx

≤ c5(n, p)χ(t)

ˆ

Rn

∣∣∣D
(
|Dxj

uε(x, t)|
p−2
2 (Dxj

uε(x, t)) η
p(x) [Φ(P (x, t))]

p
2

)∣∣∣
2

dx,

where, in the last line, we have used the first statement in Lemma 2.9. Using the properties
(4.27) of η and the boundedness of Φ, with simple manipulations we thus obtain

[(Dxj
uε(·, t)) η2 χ(t) Φ(P (·, t))]p

B
2/p
p,∞(Rn)

≤ c5 χ(t)

ˆ

Bρ(x0)

∣∣∣D
(
|Dxj

uε(x, t)|
p−2
2 (Dxj

uε(x, t)) [Φ(P (x, t))]
p
2

)∣∣∣
2

η2(x) dx

+
c5

ρ2
χ(t)

ˆ

Bρ(x0)

|Duε(x, t)|p dx (4.37)

for almost every t ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t1). Now, from [5, Formula (5.17)] we know that

∣∣∣D
(
|Dxj

uε|
p−2
2 (Dxj

uε) [Φ(P )]
p
2

)∣∣∣
2

≤ c6(n, p) (A1 +A2) , (4.38)

where
A1 := |Duε|p−2 |D2uε|2 [Φ(P )]p

and
A2 := |Duε|p |D2uε|2 [Φ(P )]p−2 [Φ′(P )]2.

At this point, we estimate A1 and A2 separately in the set where |Duε| > λ, since both A1

and A2 vanish in the set {|Duε| ≤ λ}. Recalling the definitions of Φ and P in (4.28) and (4.17)
respectively, we can write A1 as the product of two terms:

A1 =
|Duε|p−1 (|Duε| − λ)

(2α−1)(p−1)
+

[λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α(p−1)

· |D2uε|2 (|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α
+

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α .

Then we have

|Duε|p−1 (|Duε| − λ)
(2α−1)(p−1)
+

[λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α(p−1)

≤ 2α(p−1) |Duε|2α(p−1)

|Duε|2α(p−1)
= 2α(p−1),
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where we have used that 2α− 1 > 0, since by assumption α ≥ p+1
2(p−1)

> 1
2
. This implies that

A1 ≤ 2α(p−1) |D2uε|2 (|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α
+

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α . (4.39)

Now we deal with A2. First, we observe that

[Φ(t)]p−2 [Φ′(t)]2 =
4α2 λ4 t2(αp−1)

(t2 + λ2)αp+2
.

Therefore, A2 can be written as follows:

A2 = 4α2 λ4
|Duε|p+1 (|Duε| − λ)

2α(p−1)−p−1
+

[λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α(p−1)+2

· |D2uε|2 (|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α
+

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α .

Again, the assumption α ≥ p+1
2(p−1)

implies (|Duε| − λ)
2α(p−1)−p−1
+ ≤ |Duε|2α(p−1)−p−1, and so

λ4
|Duε|p+1 (|Duε| − λ)

2α(p−1)−p−1
+

[λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α(p−1)+2

≤ 2α(p−1)+2λ4
|Duε|2α(p−1)

|Duε|4 |Duε|2α(p−1)
< 2α(p−1)+2,

where we have used that |Duε| > λ. Thus we have

A2 ≤ 2α(p−1)+4 α2 |D2uε|2 (|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α
+

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α . (4.40)

Joining estimates (4.37)−(4.40), for almost every t ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t1) we find

[(Dxj
uε(·, t)) η2 χ(t) Φ(P (·, t))]p

B
2/p
p,∞(Rn)

≤ c7

ˆ

Bρ

(|Duε(x, t)| − λ)p−1+2α
+ |D2uε(x, t)|2

|Duε(x, t)| [λ2 + (|Duε(x, t)| − λ)2+]
α χ(t) η

2 dx

+
c7

ρ2
χ(t)

ˆ

Bρ

|Duε(x, t)|p dx,

where c7 ≡ c7(n, p, α) > 0. Inserting the previous inequality and (4.36) into (4.35), after some
algebraic manipulation, from (4.34) we get

ˆ

Qt1

(Dxj
fε)(Dxj

uε) η
2(x)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz

≤ c7

ˆ

t1

t0−ρ2

‖fε(·, t)‖
B

p−2
p

p′,1
(Bρ)

[(
ˆ

Bρ

(|Duε(x, t)| − λ)p−1+2α
+ |D2uε(x, t)|2

|Duε(x, t)| [λ2 + (|Duε(x, t)| − λ)2+]
α χ(t) η

2 dx

) 1
p

+
1

ρ2/p
‖Duε(·, t)‖Lp(Bρ)

]
dt.

Now we go back to (4.33) and use the above estimate in combination with Young’s inequality.
This yields

ˆ

Qt1

(|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α
+

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
|D2uε|2 χ(t) η2(x) dz
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≤ c8

ρ2

[
ˆ

QR

(1 + |Duε|2)
p
2 dz + ‖Duε‖2Lp(QR)

]
+ c8

ˆ t0

t0−ρ2
‖fε(·, t)‖p

′

B
p−2
p

p′,1
(Bρ)

dt

for every t1 ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t0) and a positive constant c8 depending only on n, p, α and R. Using
the properties of χ and η, from the above inequality we deduce

ˆ

Qρ/2(z0)

(|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α
+

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
|D2uε|2 dz

≤ c8

ρ2

[
ˆ

QR

(1 + |Duε|2)
p
2 dz + ‖Duε‖2Lp(QR)

]
+ c8

ˆ t0

t0−ρ2
‖fε(·, t)‖p

′

B
p−2
p

p′,1
(Bρ)

dt. (4.41)

At this point, recalling the definition of Vα,λ in (1.2)−(1.3), a straightforward computation
reveals that, for every j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we have

Dxj
Vα,λ(Duε) =

(|Duε| − λ)
p−1+2α

2
+

|Duε|2 [λ+ (|Duε| − λ)+]
1+2α

2

〈Duε, Dxj
Duε〉Duε

+ Gα,λ((|Duε| − λ)+)

[
Dxj

Duε

|Duε|
− 〈Duε, Dxj

Duε〉
|Duε|3

Duε

]

if |Duε| > λ, and Dxj
Vα,λ(Duε) = 0 otherwise. In the set {|Duε| > 0}, this yields

|DxVα,λ(Duε)|2 ≤ B1 +B2 , (4.42)

where we define

B1 := 2
(|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α

+ |D2uε|2
[λ + (|Duε| − λ)+]1+2α

and

B2 := 8
[Gα,λ((|Duε| − λ)+)]

2 |D2uε|2
|Duε|2

.

We now estimate B1 and B2 separately in the set where |Duε| > λ, since both B1 and B2

vanish for 0 < |Duε| ≤ λ. We immediately have

B1 ≤ 2
(|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α

+ |D2uε|2
|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]

α
. (4.43)

As for B2, by Lemma 2.5 we obtain

B2 ≤
32

p2
(|Duε| − λ)p+1+2α

+ |D2uε|2
|Duε|2 [λ+ (|Duε| − λ)+]1+2α

≤ 32

p2
(|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α

+ (|Duε| − λ)2+ |D2uε|2
|Duε|3 [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]

α

≤ 32

p2
(|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α

+ |D2uε|2
|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]

α
. (4.44)

Joining estimates (4.42)−(4.44), we then find

ˆ

Qρ/2(z0)

|DxVα,λ(Duε)|2 dz ≤ c(p)

ˆ

Qρ/2(z0)

(|Duε| − λ)p−1+2α
+ |D2uε|2

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
dz, (4.45)
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which combined with (4.41), gives
ˆ

Qρ/2(z0)

|DxVα,λ(Duε)|2 dz

≤ c8

ρ2

[
ˆ

QR

(1 + |Duε|2)
p
2 dz + ‖Duε‖2Lp(QR)

]
+ c8

ˆ t0

t0−ρ2
‖fε(·, t)‖p

′

B
p−2
p

p′,1
(Bρ)

dt.

Let us now consider the same ε0 ∈ (0, 1] as in Proposition 4.4 and let ε ∈ (0, ε0]. Then,
applying estimate (4.5), we obtain

ˆ

Qρ/2(z0)

|DxVα,λ(Duε)|2 dz

≤ C

ρ2

(
‖Du‖pLp(QR) + ‖Du‖2Lp(QR) + λp + λ2 + 1

)
+ C ‖fε‖p

′

Lp′

(

t0−ρ2,t0;B
p−2
p

p′,1
(Bρ)

),

for a constant C ≡ C(n, p, α, R) > 0. Moreover, arguing as in the proof of [5, Theorem 1.1],
we find a positive number ε1 ≤ ε0 such that

‖fε‖p
′

Lp′

(

t0−ρ2,t0;B
p−2
p

p′,1
(Bρ)

) =

ˆ t0

t0−ρ2
‖fε(·, t)‖p

′

B
p−2
p

p′,1
(Bρ)

dt ≤
ˆ t0

t0−R2

‖f(·, t)‖p′
B

p−2
p

p′,1
(BR)

dt

= ‖f‖p′
Lp′

(

t0−R2,t0;B
p−2
p

p′,1
(BR)

) < +∞, for every ε ∈ (0, ε1].

Combining the last two estimates for ε ∈ (0, ε1], we conclude the proof in the case λ > 0.
Finally, when λ = 0 the above proof can be greatly simplified, since the parameter α plays

no role and

V0(Duε) =
2

p
H p

2
(Duε) =

2

p
|Duε|

p−2
2 Duε .

In this regard, we leave the details to the reader.

We conclude this section with the following result, which will play a crucial role in the proof
of Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 4.7 (Uniform Sobolev estimate). Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3 and

with the notation above, there exists a positive number ε0 ≤ 1 such that, for every ε ∈ (0, ε0],
for every parabolic cylinder Qρ(z0) ⋐ QR(z0) and every j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we have

ˆ

Qρ/2(z0)

|Dxj
Vα,λ(Duε)|2 dz ≤ C

ρ2

(
‖Du‖2L2(QR) + λ2 + 1

)
+ C

(
‖f‖2L2(QR) + 1

)
(4.46)

for a positive constant C depending only on n and R in the case λ = 0, and additionally on α

if λ > 0.

Proof. In what follows, we shall keep the notation, definitions and choices used in the proof
of Proposition 4.6.

Let us first assume that λ > 0. Letting ̺ → 0 in (4.20) and arguing exactly as in the
preceding proof, we arrive at the following inequality

I3 ≤ I4 + I5 + Ĩ6 + I7 + I8 , (4.47)
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where

I3 :=

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)D(Dxj
uε), D(Dxj

uε)〉χ(t) η2(x) Φ(P ) dz,

I4 := 4

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

〈D2Aε(Duε)Dη,Dη〉χ(t) |Dxj
uε|2Φ(P ) dz,

I5 :=

ˆ

Qt1

(∂tχ) η
2(x)

[
ˆ |Duε(x,t)|2

0

Φ((
√
w − λ)+) dw

]
dz,

Ĩ6 := − 4

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

fε (Dxj
uε) η(x) (Dxj

η)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz,

I7 := −2

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

fε (D
2
xj
uε) η

2(x)χ(t) Φ(P ) dz,

I8 := −2

ˆ

Qt1

n∑

j=1

fε (Dxj
uε) η

2(x)χ(t) Φ′(P ) (Dxj
P ) dz,

while P , η, χ and Φ are chosen as in the previous proof. Note that we have already estimated
I3, I4 and I5 in (4.30), (4.31) and (4.32) respectively. More precisely, for p = 2 these estimates
yield

I3 ≥
ˆ

Qt1

(|Duε| − λ)1+2α
+

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
|D2uε|2 χ(t) η2(x) dz, (4.48)

I4 ≤ 8 c̃2

ρ2

ˆ

QR

(1 + |Duε|2) dz (4.49)

and

I5 ≤ 4

3ρ2
‖Duε‖2L2(QR) . (4.50)

We now estimate Ĩ6, I7 and I8 separately. Let us first consider Ĩ6. Using the fact that 0 ≤
χ,Φ ≤ 1, the properties (4.27) of η and Young’s inequality, we obtain

Ĩ6 ≤ 4n

ˆ

QR

|fε| |Duε| |Dη| dz ≤ 2n ‖fε‖2L2(QR) +
2n c̃2

ρ2
‖Duε‖2L2(QR) . (4.51)

As for the term I7, recalling (4.17) and (4.28), we have

I7 ≤ 2n

ˆ

Qt1∩{|Duε|>λ}

|fε| |D2uε| η2(x)χ(t)
(|Duε| − λ)2α+

[λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
dz

≤ 2n

ˆ

Qt1∩{|Duε|>λ}

|fε| |D2uε| η2(x)χ(t)
(|Duε| − λ)2α−1

+ |Duε|
[λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]

α
dz.

Now we turn our attention to I8. Recalling (4.29) and applying Young’s inequality, we get

I8 ≤ 4α

ˆ

Qt1∩{|Duε|>λ}

n∑

j=1

|fε| |Dxj
uε| η2(x)χ(t)

λ2 (|Duε| − λ)2α−1
+

[λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α+1

· |〈Duε, Dxj
Duε〉|

|Duε|
dz

≤ 8αn

ˆ

Qt1∩{|Duε|>λ}

|fε| |D2uε| η2(x)χ(t)
|Duε|3 (|Duε| − λ)2α−1

+

[λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α |Duε|2

dz
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= 8αn

ˆ

Qt1∩{|Duε|>λ}

|fε| |D2uε| η2(x)χ(t)
(|Duε| − λ)2α−1

+ |Duε|
[λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]

α
dz.

Joining the last two estimates and using Young’s inequality again, we find

I7 + I8

≤ 2n (4α+ 1)

ˆ

Qt1∩{|Duε|>λ}

|fε| |Duε|
3
2 (|Duε| − λ)α−

3
2

[λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2]
α
2

· (|Duε| − λ)
α+ 1

2
+ |D2uε| η2(x)χ(t)√

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
2

dz

≤ 2n2(4α+ 1)2
ˆ

Qt1∩{|Duε|>λ}

|fε|2 |Duε|3 (|Duε| − λ)2α−3 η2(x)χ(t)

[λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2]α
dz

+
1

2

ˆ

Qt1

(|Duε| − λ)1+2α
+ |D2uε|2

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
η2(x)χ(t) dz

≤ 4n2(4α+ 1)2
ˆ

Qt1∩{|Duε|>λ}

|fε|2 |Duε|3 (|Duε| − λ)2α−3
+

|Duε|2α
dz

+
1

2

ˆ

Qt1

(|Duε| − λ)1+2α
+ |D2uε|2

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
η2(x)χ(t) dz

≤ 4n2(4α+ 1)2 ‖fε‖2L2(QR) +
1

2

ˆ

Qt1

(|Duε| − λ)1+2α
+ |D2uε|2

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
η2(x)χ(t) dz, (4.52)

where, in the last line, we have used the fact that |Duε|3 (|Duε| − λ)2α−3
+ ≤ |Duε|2α in the

set {|Duε| > λ}, since α ≥ 3
2

by assumption. Now we combine estimates (4.47)−(4.52), thus
obtaining
ˆ

Qt1

(|Duε| − λ)1+2α
+ |D2uε|2

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
η2(x)χ(t) dz ≤ c1

ρ2

ˆ

QR

(1 + |Duε|2) dz + c1 ‖fε‖2L2(QR) ,

which holds for every t1 ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t0) and a positive constant c1 depending only on n and α.
Using the properties of η and χ, from the above inequality we deduce
ˆ

Qρ/2(z0)

(|Duε| − λ)1+2α
+ |D2uε|2

|Duε| [λ2 + (|Duε| − λ)2+]
α
dz ≤ c1

ρ2

ˆ

QR

(1 + |Duε|2) dz + c1 ‖fε‖2L2(QR) . (4.53)

Taking p = 2 into (4.45) and combining the resulting estimate with (4.53), we then find
ˆ

Qρ/2(z0)

|DxVα,λ(Duε)|2 dz ≤ c1

ρ2

ˆ

QR

(1 + |Duε|2) dz + c1 ‖fε‖2L2(QR) .

Let us now consider the same ε0 ∈ (0, 1] as in Proposition 4.4 and let ε ∈ (0, ε0]. Then, applying
estimate (4.5) with p = 2, we get

ˆ

Qρ/2(z0)

|DxVα,λ(Duε)|2 dz ≤ C

ρ2

(
‖Du‖2L2(QR) + λ2 + 1

)
+ C ‖fε‖2L2(QR)

for a constant C ≡ C(n, α,R) > 0. Moreover, for p = 2, from (4.14) it follows that

‖fε‖L2(QR) ≤ ‖f‖L2(QR) + 1.

Combining the last two inequalities, we conclude the proof in the case λ > 0.
Finally, when λ = 0 the above proof can be greatly simplified, since the parameter α plays

no role and
V0(Duε) = Duε .

We leave the details to the reader.
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5 Proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 by combining a standard comparison argument
(see e.g. [6, 13, 15]) with the estimates from Propositions 4.4, 4.5, 4.6 and 4.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. In what follows, we will refer to the notation introduced in Section
4. For any fixed ε ∈ (0, 1], we define the comparison map

uε ∈ C0
(
[t0 −R2, t0];L

2(BR(x0))
)
∩ Lp

(
t0 −R2, t0;W

1,p(BR(x0))
)

as the unique energy solution of the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (4.2). Moreover, by a slight abuse
of notation, for w ∈ L1

loc(QR(z0),R
k), j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and h 6= 0, we set (when x+hej ∈ QR(z0))

τj,hw(x, t) := w(x+ hej, t)− w(x, t),

∆j,hw(x, t) :=
w(x+ hej , t)− w(x, t)

h
,

where ej is the unit vector in the direction xj . Now we fix arbitrary radii

0 < r < ρ < R

and use the finite difference operator τj,h defined above, for increments h ∈ R \ {0} such that
|h| < ρ−r

4
.

Let us first assume that λ > 0. Furthermore, consider the same ε1 ∈ (0, 1] as in Proposition
4.6 and let ε ∈ (0, ε1]. In the following, we will denote by C a positive constant which neither
depends on h nor on ε. In order to obtain an estimate for the finite difference τj,hVα,λ(Du), we
use the following comparison argument:

ˆ

Qr/2(z0)

|τj,hVα,λ(Du)|2 dz

≤ 4

ˆ

Qr/2(z0)

|τj,hVα,λ(Duε)|2 dx dt + 4

ˆ

Qr/2(z0)

|Vα,λ(Duε)− Vα,λ(Du)|2 dx dt

+ 4

ˆ

Qr/2(z0)

|Vα,λ(Duε(x+ hej , t))− Vα,λ(Du(x+ hej, t))|2 dx dt

≤ 4

ˆ

Qr/2(z0)

|τj,hVα,λ(Duε)|2 dz + 8

ˆ

QR(z0)

|Vα,λ(Duε)− Vα,λ(Du)|2 dz.

Combining the previous estimate with (4.15) and (4.16), for every j ∈ {1, . . . , n} we get
ˆ

Qr/2

|τj,hVα,λ(Du)|2 dz

≤ C

ρ2
|h|2

(
‖Du‖pLp(QR) + ‖Du‖2Lp(QR) + λp + λ2 + 1

)
+ C |h|2 ‖f‖p′

Lp′

(

t0−R2,t0;B
p−2
p

p′,1
(BR(x0))

)

+ C ε
(
‖Du‖pLp(QR(z0))

+ 1
)
+ C ‖f − fε‖Lp′(QR(z0))

(
‖Du‖Lp(QR(z0)) + λ+ 1

)
, (5.1)

which holds for every sufficiently small h ∈ R \ {0} and a constant C ≡ C(n, p, α, R) > 0.
Therefore, recalling (4.13) and letting ε ց 0 in (5.1), we obtain

ˆ

Qr/2

|∆j,hVα,λ(Du)|2 dz ≤ C

ρ2

(
‖Du‖pLp(QR) + ‖Du‖2Lp(QR) + λp + λ2 + 1

)

+ C ‖f‖p′
Lp′

(

t0−R2,t0;B
p−2
p

p′,1
(BR(x0))

).
(5.2)
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Since the above estimate holds for every j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and every suitably small h 6= 0, by
Lemma 2.10 we may conclude that

Vα,λ(Du) ∈ L2
loc

(
0, T ;W 1,2

loc (Ω,R
n)
)
.

Moreover, letting h→ 0 in the previous inequality, we also obtain estimate (1.5).
Let us now assume that λ = 0. In this case, we have already observed that the constant C

is independent of α (see Proposition 4.6) and

V0(Du) =
2

p
|Du| p−2

2 Du .

Combining this fact with Lemma 2.3 and estimate (5.2), for every sufficiently small h 6= 0 we
find

ˆ

Qr/2

|τj,hDu(x, t)|p
|h|2 dx dt ≤ C1(p)

ˆ

Qr/2

|∆j,hV0(Du)|2 dz ≤M

for some finite positive constant M depending on

n, p, R, ρ, ‖Du‖Lp(QR), ‖f‖
Lp′

(

t0−R2,t0;B
p−2
p

p′,1
(BR)

),

but not on h. Note that the above estimate also holds for every j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Therefore, using
Proposition 3.11 with the choices G = Du, q = p and θ = 2

p
, as well as a standard covering

argument, we infer that

Du ∈ L
p
loc (0, T ;W

σ,p
loc (Ω,R

n)) for all σ ∈
(
0,

2

p

)
.

This completes the proof.

We now conclude this section by giving the

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Actually, it is sufficient to proceed as in the proof of Theorem 1.1,
but using estimate (4.46) in place of (4.16). In particular, since V0(Du) = Du, in the case
λ = 0 we retrieve

u ∈ L2
loc(0, T ;W

2,2
loc (Ω)) ,

which is a well-established result for the non-homogeneous heat equation (1.7) when f ∈
L2
loc(ΩT ).

6 The time derivative: proof of Theorem 1.5

This section is devoted to the study of the existence and regularity of the time derivative of
the weak solutions to equation (1.8), under the assumptions of Theorem 1.5. Indeed, we are
now in a position to prove the aforementioned theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We shall keep the notation and the parabolic cylinders used for the
proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us notice that

|Du|p−2Du = H(V0(Du)),
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where H : Rn → R
n is the function defined by

H(ξ) :=
(p
2

) 2
p′ |ξ|

p−2
p ξ ,

which is locally Lipschitz continuous for p > 2. Thus, the vector field |Du|p−2Du is weakly
differentiable with respect to the x-variable by virtue of the chain rule in Sobolev spaces. From
the definitions of H and V0, it follows that

|Dξ H(V0(Du))| ≤ c1 |Du|
p−2
2 (6.1)

for some positive constant c1 ≡ c(n, p). Now, applying the chain rule, the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and estimate (6.1), we obtain

|Dx H(V0(Du))|p
′ ≤ c2(n, p) |Dξ H(V0(Du))|p

′ |DxV0(Du)|p
′

≤ c3 |Du|
(p−2)p′

2 |DxV0(Du)|p
′

,
(6.2)

where c3 ≡ c3(n, p) > 0. Using (6.2), Hölder’s inequality with exponents
(

2(p−1)
p−2

, 2
p′

)
and

estimate (1.5) with λ = 0, we get

(
ˆ

Qr/2

|DxH(V0(Du))|p
′

dz

) 1
p′

≤ c4(n, p) ‖Du‖
p−2
2

Lp(Qr/2)

(
ˆ

Qr/2

|DxV0(Du)|2 dz
) 1

2

≤ C

ρ

(
‖Du‖p−1

Lp(QR) + ‖Du‖
p
2

Lp(QR) + ‖Du‖
p−2
2

Lp(QR)

)

+ C ‖Du‖
p−2
2

Lp(QR) ‖f‖
p′

2

Lp′

(

t0−R2,t0;B
p−2
p

p′,1
(BR)

) (6.3)

for a constant C ≡ C(n, p, R) > 0. Note that the right-hand side of (6.3) is finite, and this
implies that

|Du|p−2Du ∈ L
p′

loc(0, T ;W
1,p′

loc (Ω,Rn)). (6.4)

Therefore, going back to the weak formulation (2.3), we can now perform a partial integration
in the second term on the left-hand side with respect to the spatial variables. We thus obtain

ˆ

Qr/2(z0)

u · ϕt dz = −
ˆ

Qr/2(z0)

(
n∑

j=1

Dxj

[
(|Du|p−2Du)j

]
+ f

)
· ϕ dz

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Qr/2(z0)), and the desired conclusion immediately follows from (6.4), since

f ∈ L
p′

loc

(
0, T ;B

p−2
p

p′,1,loc(Ω)

)
.

Furthermore, we can now observe that

∂tu =
n∑

j=1

Dxj

[
(|Du|p−2Du)j

]
+ f in Qr/2(z0).

From this we can infer
(
ˆ

Qr/2(z0)

|∂tu|p
′

dz

) 1
p′

≤ n ‖DxH(V0(Du))‖Lp′(Qr/2)
+ ‖f‖Lp′(Qr/2)

,

and combining this inequality with (6.3), we finally obtain estimate (1.9).
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