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LOCAL REGULARITY FOR QUASI-LINEAR PARABOLIC EQUATIONS

IN NON-DIVERGENCE FORM

AMAL ATTOUCHI

ABSTRACT. We consider viscosity solutions to non-homogeneous degenerate and singular
parabolic equations of the p-Laplacian type and in non-divergence form. We provide local
Holder and Lipschitz estimates for the solutions. In the degenerate case, we prove the
Holder regularity of the gradient. Our study is based on a combination of the method of
alternatives and the improvement of flatness estimates.
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We are interested in the regularity of viscosity solutions of the following degenerate or
singular parabolic equation in non-divergence form:

Du D :
Oyu — |Dul|” [Au +(p—2) <D2uﬁ, |D—Z|>} =f in Q,
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where —1 < v <00, 1 < p < oo and f is a continuous and bounded function. Existence
and uniqueness of solutions to (1.1) were proved in [13], where more general singular or de-
generate parabolic equations were considered (see also [7, 32] and the references therein). In
[13], Demengel established global Holder regularity results for the solutions of the Cauchy-
Dirichlet problem associated to (1.1), under the assumptions that f is continuous and
bounded in space and Holder in time, and that the boundary data is Holderian in space
and Lipschitz in time.

In this work, we investigate the higher regularity of the solution u to (1.1). We focus
on interior regularity for the gradient, away from boundaries. Let us mention two special
cases. The case v = 0 corresponds to the normalized p-Laplacian

Du Du>

ANy :=A —2){ D*°u——, —
pu = Aut(p )< “IDu]’ Dul

and the regularity of the gradient was studied in [3, 22] using viscosity theory methods.
The case v = p — 2 corresponds to the usual parabolic p-Laplace equations, and it was
shown in [23] that bounded weak solutions and viscosity solutions are equivalent. From this
equivalence, we get the Holder regularity of the gradient for bounded f using variational
methods [14, 15, 28, 37]. Let us also mention that recently Parviainen and Vézquez [33]
established an equivalence between the radial solutions of (1.1) and the radial solutions of
the standard parabolic v+ 2-Laplace equation posed in a fictitious dimension. Notice that
the regularity theory for (1.1) does not fall into the classical framework of fully nonlinear
uniformly parabolic equations studied in [35, 36] due to the lack of uniform ellipticity and
the presence of singularities.

In this paper, we provide local Lipschitz estimates for solutions to (1.1) in the whole
range —1 < v < co. For v > 0, we prove the Holder regularity of the gradient. Recently,
for v # 0, the homogeneous case f = 0 was treated by Imbert, Jin and Silvestre [19]. The
case where f depends only on t can be handled using the results of [19], since @(z,t) :=
u(z,t) — f(f f(s)ds solves the homogeneous equation. If we assume more regularity on f,

let us say f € C’;:S (@1), then one could adapt the argument of [19] by regularizing the
equation and differentiating it, and then prove the Holder continuity of the gradient of the
solutions of (1.1) with a norm which will then depend on [[Df|«q,). Our study relies
on a nonlinear method based on compactness arguments where we avoid differentiating
the equation and assume only the continuity of f. There are different characterizations of
pointwise Olte 5 functions, and we will use the one relying on the rate of approximations
by planes. The study is based on estimates which prove that the solution gets flatter and
flatter, when zooming into the smaller scales. There are three key points: an improvement
of flatness estimate, the method of alternatives and the intrinsic scaling technique. In the
degenerate case v > 0, in order to prove the Holder regularity of the gradient, one has to
choose a suitable scaling that takes into account the structure of the equation. Indeed,
when the equation degenerates, the solutions locally generate their own scaling (”intrinsic
scaling”) according to the values of the diffusion coefficients. The main idea behind the

intrinsic scaling technique is to study the equation not on all parabolic cylinders, but rather
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on those whose ratio between space and time lengths depend on the size of the solution
itself on the same cylinder, according to the regularity considered [14, 34]. Specifically, in
order to prove Holder regularity of the gradient, we consider the so called intrinsic cylinders
defined by
Qi\(l‘o, to) = B(IL‘Q,T) X (to — )\_’YTQ,to],
where the parameter A > 0 behaves like sup|Du| = X (see Sections 4 and 5).
Q}

Our strategy is to combine an improvement of flatness method with the method of alter-
natives (the Degenerate Alternative and the Smooth Alternative). This procedure defines
an iteration that stops in the case where we reach a cylinder where the Smooth Alternative
holds. More precisely, using an iteration process and compactness arguments, our aim is
to prove that there exist p = p(p,n,v) > 0 and § = d(p,n,7) € (0,1) with p < (1 —§)7!
such that one of the two following alternative holds:

e Degenerate Alternative: For every k € N there exists a vector I with |lx| <
C(1 —6)" such that

osc  (u(z,t) =l - z) < rpA,
(z.)EQrk

where 7y, := p*, A := (1 = 6)F and Q) := B,, (0) x (—r7A,",0]. That is, we have
an improvement of flatness at all scales.

e Smooth Alternative: The previous iteration stops at some step ko, that is, |lg,| >
C(1 — )%, and we can show that the gradient of u stays away from 0 in some
cylinder and then use the known results for uniformly parabolic equations with
smooth coefficients [29, 30].

Notice that the intrinsic scaling plays a role in the choice of the cylinders Q;\: in order
to proceed with the iteration, and that if |I| < C(1—§)¥ for all k, then |Du(0,0)| = 0. Let
us explain how these alternatives appear. The existence of the vector [, in the iteration
process can be reduced to the proof of an improvement of flatness (see Section 4) for the
function

w(rgx, 1A, ) — Ui - TR

wk(l‘at) - rk)\k

The function wy, solves
v

[

By, — - Dwy, + lk/)\k Dwy, + lk/>\k >:| .
k

k|Dwk+lk/)\k|’\Dwk+lk/)\k\ :f i Ql,

{Awk +(p—2) <D2w

where f(z,t) ;= Tk)\,;(wl)f(rkx, 72\, "t). This leads us to study the equation satisfied by
the deviations of u from planes w(x,t) = u(z,t) — q - x,

D D
0tw—\Dw+q|“’[Aw+(p—2)<D2w wtq w+q>]

=/ i : 1.2
Dud wrg )] =7 O 12
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We see that wy satisfies (1.2) with ¢ = I /A\;. The proof of the improvement of flatness
is based on compactness estimates and a contradiction argument. Unlike the case of the
normalized p-Laplacian, the ellipticity coefficients of the equation (1.2) depend on ¢. To
tackle this problem, we have to introduce the two alternatives: either we have a uniform
bound on |¢g| and we can run again our iteration, or |¢g| is larger than some fixed constant. In
this later case, using Lipschitz estimates in the space variable which are independent
of ¢ (see Lemma 3.3), we can provide a strictly positive lower bound for the gradient of u
and finish the proof by using known results for uniformly parabolic equations with smooth
coefficients. Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < v < o0 and 1 < p < oo. Assume that f is a continuous and
bounded function, and let u be a bounded viscosity solution of (1.1). Then u has a locally
Hélder continuous gradient, and there exist a constant & = «(p,n,~y) with o € (0 ) and

a constant C' = C(p,n,v) > 0 such that

[Du(z,t) = Duly, )| < C (1+ [fullmgy) + flliegy) ) (=9l + 1t = 5[%)  (13)

and

1
) 14y

1+«

u(,t) = u(w,5)| < C (14 ullymgy) + 1 luman ) Is = 175 (14)

The method of improvement of flatness was already used in the elliptic case [4, 8, 20| and
in the uniformly parabolic case [3]. In these works, one ends up working with equations
with ellipticity constants not depending on the slope, making the improvement of flatness
working for all £ € N. The method of alternatives is classical when studying the regularity
for p-Laplacian type equations [14, 15, 28]. In the singular case —1 < v < 0, we weren’t
able to provide uniform (with respect to ¢) Lipschitz estimates for solutions to (1.2). The
higher regularity of the gradient is still an open problem when ~ < 0.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we fix the notations, gather some known
regularity results that we will use later on, and reduce the problem by re-scaling. Section
3 is devoted to the study of the equation (1.2) and provides the needed compactness esti-
mates. In Section 4, we provide the proof of the “improvement of flatness” property. In
Section 5 we prove Theorem 1.1 proceeding by iteration and considering the two possible
alternatives. Section 6 contains the proof of the Lipschitz regularity for solutions to (1.1)
for —1 < v < oco. In Section 7 we prove the uniform Lipschitz estimates for solutions to
(1.2) for 0 < v < 0.

Acknowledgment. The author is supported by the Academy of Finland, project number
307870.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

In this section we fix the notation that we are going to use throughout the paper, recall
the definitions of parabolic Holder spaces and precise the definition of viscosity solutions
that we adopt.



Notations. For xy € R", t; € R and r > 0 we denote the Euclidean ball
B, (x9) = B(zg,7) :={z € R" | |z —x <7},
and the parabolic cylinder
Qv (20, t0) == B, (x0) X (to — 2, to].
We also define the re-scaled (or intrinsic) parabolic cylinders
Q) (z0,t0) := By (o) x (to — r*A 77, 0],

which are suitably scaled to reflect the degeneracy of the equation (1.1). When zq = 0
and to = 0 we omit indicating the centers in the above notations. For a set £ C R"*!,
0,F is its parabolic boundary. For the parabolic functional classes, we use the following
notations. For o € (0, 1), we use the notation

|uly, s) — u(z,1)]

[u] ooy 0. = sup -,
@) e wsean [T —ylo+ [t — 5|3
(@)% (y5)
[ullgeerzgn = ullz=@,) + [tleaer@n

for Hélder continuous functions. The space C'T*(1+9/2(Q.) is defined as the space of all
functions with a finite norm

||U||Cl+a,(1+a>/2(QT) = ||u||L°°(Qr) + ||Du||L°°(Qr) + [U](JH%(H@)/?(QW
where
D t)— D
[u]cl+a’(1+a)/2(Qr) L= Ssu | u(xu i u<y7 i)|
/<0 |z —ylo+ |t — s>
x,t Y,S
+ sup |u(:p,t)—u(x, S)|
1+«
(a:,t),(;;s)eQr, |t — 3\%

In this paper C will denote generic constants which may change from line to line. If a more
careful control over a constant is needed, we denote its dependence on certain parameters
writing C'(parameters).

Definition of solutions. We adopt the same notion of viscosity solutions to (1.1) as the
one used in [13, 19]. For the existence and uniqueness of the solutions and the comparison
principles for equations of type (1.1), we refer the reader to [10, 13, 17, 19, 32]. For the
very singular case v < 0, the definition in the sense of Ohnuma-Sato [32] requires the
introductio of a set of admissible test functions when the gradient of u is 0 whereas no
special restrictions are needed in the degenerate case v > 0. However, for v # 0 the notion
of solutions in the sense of Ohnuma-Sato and the one proposed by Demengel are equivalent
(see Appenidx of [13]). One can also show that the notion of solutions in [13] is equivalent
to the one proposed by [23] (this was done in [4] for the elliptic case and it can be easily
generalized to the parabolic case). In the proofs of the Holder estimates in time we will

rely on those comparison principles [13, Theorem 1]. We will also use the stability results
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for (1.1) (see [13, Proposition 3] and [32, Theorem 6.1, 6.2]). Let us recall the definition
of viscosity solutions [13].

Definition 2.1. A locally bounded and upper semi-continuous function u in Q1 is called a
viscosity subsolution of (1.1) if, for any point (xg,ty) € Q1, one of the following conditions
holds

i) Either for every ¢ € C*(Q1), such that w — ¢ has a local mazimum at (g, ty) and
D(xg,ty) # 0 it holds

Oip(o, tg) — |D90($07to)‘7A590(3707t0) < f(zo, t0)-
i) Or if there exists §; and ¢ € C*(Jtg — 01,19 + 01]), such that

¢(to) =0
u(zwo, to) > u(xg,t) — @(t) for all t €ty — d1,to+ 0| (2.1)

¥
sup  (u(z,t) —@(t)) is constant in a neighborhood of xy,
Jto—d1,to+01]

then
¢ (to) < f(wo,to).
A locally bounded and lower semi-continuous function u in )y is called a viscosity su-
persolution of (1.1) if, for any point (xg,ty) € Q1 one of the following conditions holds

i) Either for every ¢ € C*(Qy), such that u — ¢ has a local minimum at (xg,ty) and
Dy(xg,ty) # 0 it holds

8t90(x07t0) - |Dw(x07t0)|’yA}];VS0(x07 tO) Z f(:EOa tO)
ii) Or if there exists 6, and ¢ € C*(Jtg — 01, to + d1[), such that

o(to) =0
u(zo, to) < ulwg,t) —p(t) for all t €ty — d1,to + 01 (2.2)

¥
inf  (u(x,t) —p(t)) is constant in a neighborhood of xy,
Jto—0d1,t0+01[

then
¢ (to) > f(wo, to).
A continuous function u is called a viscosity solution of (1.1), if it is both a viscosity
subsolution and a viscosity supersolution.

Normalization and scaling: Without a loss of generality, we may assume in Theorem
1.1 that |[u||pwg,) < 1/2 and that [|f[|;«q,) < €0, Where g = &o(p,n,7) > 0 will be
chosen in Section 4. Indeed, we can use a nonlinear method to realize this (notice that
contrary to the elliptic case, multiplying solutions by a constant does not yield a solution
to a similar equation). For v > 0, set

—1

1
Hfum@l)> =

€o
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We may consider in ); the function
ug(x,t) = Ou(x,07t).
The function ug satisfies ||ug|| =g,y < 1/2 and solves in @
Arug = | Dug|" A ug + fo
with
fo(x,t) == 0O f(x,071), ||f9||Loo(Q1) < &o.

We will use the standard alternative characterization (see [30, Lemma 12.12]) of func-
tions with Holder continuous gradient. This one is more suitable when we prove regularity
results for nonlinear equations using compactness methods. Indeed, we will show that u

can be approximated by planes with a good control on the rate of approximations. By
removing a constant, we may assume that «(0,0) = 0.

Known regularity results. Here we gather some known regularity results that we will
need later on. We start with the following result of [19].

Theorem 2.2. Let —1 < v < o0 and 1 < p < oo. Assume that f = 0 and let w
be a wviscosity solution to equation (1.1) in Q1. For all r € (0, %), there exist constants
Co = Co(p,n,7vy) >0 and 5y = B1(p,n,7y) > 0 such that

||w||01+51,(1+51)/2(QT) S C10(1 + ||w||L°°(Q1))' (23)

We will need the following result for uniformly parabolic equations with smooth coeffi-
cients depending on the gradient [29, Theorem 1.1] (see also [30, Lemma 12.13]).

Theorem 2.3. Define Qp := Q x (=T,0), where Q C R" is a bounded domain, and let
g € C(Qr) N LX(Qr). Let w be a strong solution to the equation

0*w
= D) e~
where the coefficients a;y,(z) are differentiable with respect to z in the set
{(.1) € Qr. Juw(a.8)] < K, |Du(a,1)] < K)
and satisfy the following conditions:

i) MNP <D am(Dw)&bn <AL for some 0 < XA <A,

Oa;m (Dw)
8Zk

Assume also that ||g||w ) < po. Then there exists a constant & := a(A, A, K, pu, pi2) > 0
such that for any Q" CC Qr it holds

[DU}]Ca,a/2(Q/) S C(]. (24)

where Cy == Co(\, A, K, puy, 9] 0 (0 » dist(Q', Op€27)) > 0.
7
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Remark 2.4. We will apply the result of Theorem 2.3 in Section 5. The result of Theorem
2.3 was stated for strong solutions. A priori our solutions are only viscosity solutions. This
can be re-mediated by approximating g with smooth functions g.. Then the corresponding
solutions w. solve a uniformly parabolic equation with Holder continuous coefficients. By
standard regularity results (see [30, Theorem 14.10] and [30, Theorem 5.1]), we conclude
that w. are strong solutions and they converge locally uniformly towards w. The most
important thing is that the CHSE norm of w. does not depend on the regularity of g..

3. LIPSCHITZ ESTIMATES AND STUDY OF THE EQUATION FOR DEVIATION FROM
PLANES

In this section we analyze the problem (1.2) and provide regularity estimates which will
be needed in the next section. These regularity results are obtained by using standard
techniques in the theory of viscosity solutions. We first provide local Holder and Lipschitz
estimates with respect to the space variable for viscosity solutions of (1.1).

Lipschitz and Holder estimates for solutions to (1.1) Let us recall that, in the setting
of viscosity solutions, there are essentially two approaches for proving Hoélder regularity:
either by Aleksandrov-Bakelman—Pucci (ABP) estimates, Krylov-Safonov estimates [24,
25] and Harnack type inequalities, or by the Ishii-Lions’s method [21]. The first method
is suitable for uniformly parabolic equations (for example for v = 0). We point out that
Argiolas-Charro-Peral [2] provided an ABP estimate for solutions of (1.1) and that recently
for f = 0, Parviainen and Vézquez [33] provided a Harnack estimate for solutions of (1.1).
More direct viscosity methods like the method proposed by Ishii and Lions apply under
weaker ellipticity assumptions but do not seem to yield further regularity results beyond the
Lipschitz regularity. In this work we make the choice to use this second method (see also
[13, 19, 20] for further applications). For the Lipschitz estimates, we avoid the Bernstein
method which would require a higher regularity of the source term f (see [6, 29, 30, 31]).

Lemma 3.1. Let —1 <y < o0, 1l <p<ooand f € C(Q1)NL®(Q1). Let u be a bounded
viscosity solution to equation (1.1). There exists a constant C' = C(p,n,v,B) > 0 such
that for all (z,t), (y,t) € Qq/s, it holds

1 1
[u(z,t) —u(y,t)| < C (||U||Loo(Q1) + ||U||;J(Q1) + ||f||;:<:/(Q1)) |z —yl. (3.1)
In order to keep the paper easy to read, the proofs are postponed to Section 6.

Next, we use an extension of Kruzhkov’s regularity theorem in time (see [26]) to provide
a uniform control on the Holder norm with respect to the time variable. This method was
used in [5, 19, 18] and is based on the interplay between the regularity in time and space.
One could adapt the argument of [19] after tacking into account the source term. Here we
give the details for completeness.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that —1 < v < oo, 1 < p < o0 and f € C(Q1) N L>®(Qy). Let
u be a wiscosity solution to (1.1) with %scu < A. Then there exists a constant C' =
1
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C(pana’%Aa ||f||Lc>0(Q1)) > 0 such that

w(z,t) —ul(z,s
(z,1),(z,5)€Q11/16, ‘t - S|
s#t
where v := min (%, ﬁ)
Proof. We denote by Cr;, the Lipschitz constant obtained in Lemma 3.1 for the solution

u. We start by the case v > 0. We aim to show that for all ¢, € [—(11/16)2,0) and n > 0,
we can find positive constants M, My such that the function

M.
v(z,t) == u(0,ty) + My(t —to) + 72|x|2 +

is a supersolution to (1.1) in By /16 X (to, 0) and satisfies u < © on 0,(Bi1/16 X (to, 0]). Using
the boundedness and the spatial Lipschitz regularity of u, we have for all x € Byy/16

C2?.
U(l’,to) - U(O,to) S CLip‘x| S %‘SL’F + 7,

and for (x,t) € 9By116 X [to, 0] we have

16 32\ 2 |ull7~(q
(e 0) = u0,10) < 2l gy, < 20l okl < (57 ) TS e 4

Q11/16) - 11
By taking
32\ |
M=yt (37) Il

we have that u < © on 9,(Bi1/16 X (fo,0]). Next, taking

M,y = 777(7+1)M2y+10(n7p) + HfHLOO(Ql) ;
we get that the function v satisfies in the viscosity sense

00 = My =1~ M C(n, p) + 1l u)
> |Do|"Alo + f.

It follows that o is a supersolution of (1.1) in By /16 X (to, 0], and by the maximum principle,
we get that u(z,t) < v(z,t) for (z,t) € Biijie X [to,0]. Consequently, for any n > 0, we
have

C(p, n) Myt — to)
U(O, t) - U(O, tO) < 773+1 - + ||f||L°°(Q1) (t - to) + 1.

2

Taking n = (HuHiw(Ql) + CLip)zT+é |t — tdﬁ in this inequality, we end up with

2 y+1 1
u(0,) — u(0,t0) < C(p, n)(l[ull o (qy) + CLip) 2 1t — ol 77 + || fl] 1o gy It — ol

1
< C<p7 ’I’I,”Y,A, HfHLOO(Ql))|t - t0‘2+'y.

The lower bound follows by comparing with similar barriers and we get the desired result.
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For v < 0, consider the function

M- a+2
w(x,t) = w(0, o) + My(t — to) + o || 71 +7+2,

ny+l

Using the boundedness and the spatial Lipschitz regularity of u, we have for all x € By /16

u(z,to) — u(0,t0) < Criplr| < Clp o + 07

and for (x,t) € 9By1/16 X [to, 0], we have
u(z,t) —u(0,tp) <2 ||u||L°°(Q11/16)
16

Q)11

39 T2\
v €T Y +2
S <ﬁ ||u||Loo(Q1)) <7) +77y .

32 s
2
My = (Cuipt 52 lallmia)
we have that v < w on 9,(Bi1/16 X (to,0]). Next, taking
My = ?77(7+2)M2A’+10(n,p) + HfHLOO(Ql) ;

< 2|Jull oo ]

So taking

we get that the function w satisfies in the viscosity sense
Oy = My = n~ OV M C(n, p) + 1 oo 01
> |Dw|"Alw + f.
From the comparison principle we get that w(x,t) < w(x,t) for (z,t) € Biij16 X [to,0].
Hence, for any n > 0, we have

Cp,n) MY (t —to)
n72+2 11 ey (8 — t0) + e,

uw(0,t) — u(0,t) <

. 23112) L 2 9 2l . .. .
Taking n = My " [t — to] 20+ = (|[ul[;(q,) + CLip) [t — o[*0+2 in this inequality, we
get

ot § 1
1
S C (p7n777147 HfHLOO(Q1)> ‘t — to‘Q.

The lower bound follows by comparing with similar barriers. The proof is complete once
we recall the dependence of Cr;,. U

Uniform Lipschitz estimates for deviation from planes For v > 0, we claim the
following uniform Lipschitz estimates for solutions to (1.2). In the singular case, it is not

clear if it is possible to provide a similar result.
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Lemma 3.3. Assume that 0 < v < oo, 1 <p<oo and f € L®(Q,) NC(Q,). Let w be a
bounded viscosity solution of (1.2). Then there exists a constant C = C(p,n,v) such that
for all (x,t), (y,t) € Q34, it holds

fw(z,t) = w(y, )] < C (14 [[wll g + 11l wo ) 12 = - (3.3)

The proof follows from classical long and tedious computations and it is postponed to
Section 7. There are already many Lipschitz estimates in the literature for related equa-
tions. Here the main difficulty is to track the dependence on ¢ and to provide an estimates
which does not depend on |g|, especially for |g| large. These uniform estimates will play a
crucial role in Section 5.

Fixing the constants. We denote by
Cl - Cl(Pa”ﬁ) =C (1 + ||w||L0°(Q1) + HfHLOO(Ql))

the Lipschitz constant coming from Lemma 3.3 where we fix } ’ f ’ } Loo(Qr
4. We set

) = 2and |Jw]| (g, =

CQ = Cg(p, n, ’)/) = 201
and
Ay = Ai(p,n,y) =1+ 2Cs.

These constants will appear in Section 4 and Section 5.

4. FIRST ALTERNATIVE AND IMPROVEMENT OF FLATNESS

In this section we study a first alternative that corresponds to the Degenerate Alterna-
tive. In this case we show how to improve the flatness of the solution in a suitable inner
cylinder and how one can iterate this improvement.

4.1. Approximation. First we state the improvement of flatness property for solutions
to (1.1) and provide its proof. Our main task consists in showing a linear approximation
result for solutions to equation (1.1). We proceed by contradiction, using the previous
lemmas together with the result of [19] for the homogeneous equation associated to (1.1).

Lemma 4.1 (The approximation Lemma). Let —1 < v < oo and 1 < p < co. Let u be
a viscosity solution to (1.1) with oscu < Ay = Ay(p,n,y). For every n > 0, there exists
1

eo(p,m,7,m) € (0,1) such that if || f|| g,y < €0, then there exists a solution @ to
O = |Du|"Alu in Qi1 (4.1)
such that
|Ju — 7jLHL<><>(Q5/8) <1

Proof. We argue by contradiction. We assume that there exist a constant n > 0 and
sequences £, — 0, fr and uy such that ||fk‘||L0<>(Q1) < &g, and uy, are solutions in Q; of

atuk = |Duk|’yA§)\7U}g + fk,
11



with %SC up < Ay and such that
1

k=l oy ) > 7 (4.2)

whenever @ is a viscosity solution to (4.1).

Combining the compactness estimates coming from Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 with the
Arzela-Ascoli’s Lemma, we can extract a subsequence of (uy); converging uniformly in @),
for any p € (0,11/16) to a continuous function u.. Passing to the limit in the equation,
we have that u., solves in Q1116

(D*Uoo Do, Do)

= 0.
| Do |?

Oytoo — | Duoo|” | Atiee + (p — 2)

We end up with a contradiction for (4.2), since for k large enough we have

|Jug — uOOHLOO(Q5/8) <.

0

Combining the approximation lemma and the regularity result of Theorem 2.2, we can
now state the following improvement of flatness lemma. Define

QY =B, x (=p*(1—0)7",0].

Lemma 4.2. Let —1 <y < 00 and 1 < p < oo. Let u be a viscosity solution to (1.1)

such that oscy < Ay = Ai(p,n,7y). There exist eg = €o(p,n,7y) >0, p=p(p,n,v) >0 and
1

0 =0d(p,n,v) € (0,1) with p < (1 =) such that if || f|| oo (q,) < €0, then there exists a

vector h with |h| < B = B(n,p,7) such that

osc  (u(z,t) —h-z) < p(1-=79).
(z,t)eQS "

Proof. Let u be the viscosity solution to
at,a - ‘DTTLP/A;?VTTL = 0 n Q11/16

coming from Lemma 4.1. From the regularity result of Theorem 2.2, there exists C' =
C(p,n,7) > 0 such that for all u € (0,5/8) there exists h with |h| < B = B(p, n,7) such
that

osc (u(z,t) —h-x) < Clp,n, V)1 + [al] g, )1
(=.)eQy

We pick a 19 = po(p,n,y) € (0,5/8) such that

1
osc  (a(z,t) —h-z) < =po(l—08)7"2
(:v,t)EQM)( (@, t) ) < JHo(1—9)

for some § = §(p,ny) € (0,1). Thus there exist two constants p and § depending on p, n,~y
such that

1

0sc w(x,t) —h-x) < -

(mﬁt)eQéfé( (2,1) )=
12
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with p = po(1 —§)7 < (1 —§)7 .
It follows from Lemma 4.1, that for i := 1p(1 — §) there exists £y such that if oo (gny <
£, we have

osc  (u(z,t)—h-z) < osc (u(x,t)—u(z,t))+ osc (u(x,t)—h-x)
(z,4)eQb™° (z,t)EQuq (z,t)eQb™°

1
<7+ 5p(1=0) < p(1-9).
The choice of n determines the smallness of f. 0J

4.2. Tteration and condition for alternatives. Here we study the situation when the
Degenerate Alternative holds a certain number of times when considering a suitable chain
of shrinking intrinsic cylinders.

Lemma 4.3 (Improvement of flatness). Let —1 < v < oo and 1 < p < oo. Let u
be a wviscosity solution to (1.1) such that oscq,u < 1. Assume that ||f]| <, < o,

where g9 = eo(p,n,7y) > 0, is the constant appearing in Lemma 4.2. Then there exist
p = p(p,n,y) >0 and § = §(p,n,y) € (0,1) with p < (1 — §)7 such that, if for every
nonnegative integer k it holds

Il with ;| < Cy(1—0)" such that  osc  (u(x,t) —1;-x) < p'(1 —0)°

()@ ™"
for i=0,...k,
(4.3)
then there exists a vector 1 such that
0S¢ (w(z,t) — gy - ) < pPTH(L — §)FH!
(JB,t)EQS;L&l)de
and
1 — L] < C5(1 = 6)F,

with Cg = Cg(p, n,’y) > 0.

Proof. Let p,d, B and ¢ be the constants coming from Lemma 4.2 and let
03 =B + 02.

For j = 0 we take [y = 0, and the result follows from Lemma 4.2, since oscg, u < 1 < A;.
Suppose that the result of the Lemma holds true for j = 0,..., k. We are going to prove
it for j =k + 1. Let
u(pFx, p?*(1 = 0)™t) — i, - px

(1= o) ’
and denote f(z,t) := p*(1 —&)"*O+D f(pFa, p?* (1 — 6)7*7t). By assumption, we have that
oscg, wy, < Land |l;| < Cy(1—0)*. Let ¢ = ui—kg)k- Now the function v(x,t) := wi(z,t)+q-x
satisfies

wg(z,t) =

oscg, v <14 2|g| <1420, < A;.
Moreover, v solves in () B
O = |DU|"AN T +
13



with )
HfHLOO(Ql) <ep <l

Here we used that p(1 — &)=+ < 1. Therefore, by Lemma 4.2 we have that there exists
h with |h| < B = B(p,n,y) such that

osc  (v(z,t) —h-x) < p(l—9).
(x.)eQs ™

Going back to u, we have

()00 (u(pta, p** (1 = 8)77) = pP(1 = )" h - 2) < pHH(1 = )"
x,t)eQ,

Scaling back, we get that

osc (u(z,t) = gy - ) < pFFHA = §)FHT,

_s5)k+1
(.05

where
liy1 := (1 —6)Fh
satisfies
llerr — ] < (B + Co)(1 = 8)F = C3(1 —6)*.

5. HANDLING THE TWO ALTERNATIVES AND PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we assume that v > 0. We prove the Holder continuity of Du at the
origin and the improved Hoélder regularity of u with respect to the time variable. Then the
result follows by standard translation and scaling arguments. The Holder regularity with
respect to the space variable is a direct consequence of the following lemma after scaling
back from wuy to w.

Theorem 5.1. Let 0 <y < 00, 1 < p < oo and let u be a viscosity solution to (1.1) with

%scu < 1. Leteq be the constant coming from Lemma 4.2 and assume that ||f\|Lo<,(Q1) < €p.
1

Then there exist « = a(p,n,y) € (O, ﬁ) and C = C(p,n,v) > 0 such that

|Du(z,t) — Du(y, s)| < C(jz —y|* + |t — s|*/?)
and

u(z, t) — uz, s)| < Cft — 5|2,

Proof. Let p and 0 be the constants coming from Lemma 4.2. Let k£ be the minimum
nonnegative integer such that the condition 4.3 does not hold. We can conclude from
Lemma 4.3 that for any vector £ with |¢] < Cy(1 — §)*, it holds

. At7 _§)k+1
u(t,z) = & x| < O[T+ [1]27) for (2,8) € @\ QUL (5.1)
where 7 := % and C' = %. Now we treat differently the following two
cases.

14



First case: If k£ = oo, then the regularity result holds with

log(1 —9 1
a = min(l, 7) = min (1, M) € (O, min (1, o+

Indeed, for all & € N, there exists [, € R" with |l| < Ca(1 — 6)* such that

log p

osc (uly,t) =l -y) < p"(1—0)",
(y,t)Eijf‘s)

and the conclusion follows using the characterization of functions with Hélder continuous

gradient [30].

Second case: If £ < oo, then it follows from Lemma 4.2 that for all i = 0, ..., k, we have

the existence of vectors [; such that
osc (u(y,t) = li-y) < p'(1-0),
Q"
with
;| < Cy(1—6)  fori=0,...,k—1,
|l — lea| < Cs(1—6)" 1,
|l > Co(1 —0)".
It follows that

osc (u(y,t) =l -y) < pt(1—3)"
(y,t)Eijf‘s)

and
Co(1 = 6)F < || < (Cs+ Cy)(1—6)F 1
Consider for (x,t) € @), the function

_ulpta, 1= 8
v(z,t) == (1= o) :

Then v satisfies
O = |Dv["Alv + f,

where

f(l’,t) = pk(l - 5)—k(1+v)f<pkx7p2k<1 . 5)—13%).

Notice that we can write
v(z,t) =v(z,t) —q-x+q-x:=w(x,t)+q-z,
where ¢ := (11—]65)16 and
u(pra, p* (1 = 8)"511) — Iy - pra
pr(1 —6)*

Observe that by assumption, w satisfies oncw < 1 and solves in @)
1
15
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(5.4)



=f

D D
8tw—\Dw+q|“’{Aw+(p—2)<D2w wtq w+q>]

|Dw +q|” [Dw + q|

where, due to p < (1 —§)7, we have HfHLOO(QI <& < 1. From Lemma 3.3, we have a

uniform Lipschitz bound for w:
|Dw(z,t)| < Cy for (x,t) € Qz/a.
It follows that for (z,t) € Q3/4, we have

)

where we used that from (5.4) we have |q|

— ‘(11—1})1@ > Cy = 2C,. Moreover, using the

upper bound on |l;| coming from (5.4), we have

Iy
||U||Loo(Ql) = ||lw+ =0 - T

Lo (Q1)
I
S”thmﬁ'atjﬁ
<24 (C5+ Co)(1 = 6)~" = Culp,n, 7). (5.6)

From the local Lipschitz estimate coming from Lemma 3.1 and the estimate (5.6), it follows
that

||D,U||L°°(Q3/4) S C(pa”aV) <]' + ||v||L°O(Q1) + H.f‘ ‘LOO(QI)> S 05(p7 n, ’Y) (57)

Combining the estimates (5.5) and (5.7), we notice that v solves a uniformly parabolic
equation with ellipticity constants depending only on p,n,7y and that this equation is
smooth in the gradient variables. It follows that v has a Holder continuous gradient with
a Holder norm and a Holder exponent depending only on p,n,~y. Indeed, from Theorem

2.3, we get that v € C’H&’(H@)/Q(QQSM) for some @ = a(p,n,~vy) > 0 and

loc

||Dv||C&(w) S C (p7 7, diSt(wa 810@3/4))

log(1—4)
? log(p)

for any w CC @Q3/4. Let 0 < o < min (@ ) Hence, there exists a vector [ € R"

such that in Q}~° we have
|Du(,t) — 1| < C(|l2[* + [t]7)

and
v, t) = vz, 0)] < CJ# ",
Coming back to u, it follows that in Qﬁ;f)kﬂ, it holds
—ka « - ko a
|Du(y, s) — (1 = 6)*1| < C(p (1 = 6)*Jy[* + (1 = 8)"(p™(1 = 8)) ='[s])

< C(lyl* + Is[*)
16



and

k(14+a)
2

[uly, s) — uly, 0)] < Cp*(1=6)"s| " (p7(1 = 5)")

<Cl|s| 2. (5.8)

Here we used that p=*(1 —0) <ldueto 0 <a < 710{50;5)

Consequently, combining these estimates with (5.2), we have showed that for
log(1 — 6
0<a:min<a,M),
log(p)

there exists a constant C' = C(p,n,7y) such that, for any r < %, there exists a vector
V' = V/(r) such that

lu(z,t) — u(0,0) = V- x| < Cr'te (5.9)

whenever |z| 4+ +/|t| < r. The regularity of Du follows then from [30, Lemma 12.12].
The Holder regularity of u in time follows from (5.2),(5.3),(5.4) and (5.8). Indeed, for
1=20,...k, we have

osc  (u(y,t) —u(0,0)) < osc  (u(y,t)—1;-y)+ osc iy
(w)eQs ™ (w)eQ ™ e ™"

< p(1—0) +2/l]p" (5.10)
< [1+2(Co+C3)(1=06)""]p'(1 =0
< C(p,n,7)p'(1=6)",
Combining the estimate (5.10) with (5.8), we obtain that for —1/4 <t <0, it holds
[u(0.£) = u(0.0)] < C(p,n. 7]t ="
UJ

Remark 5.2. One could use another alternative to improve the Hdélder regularity in time
knowing the Hélder reqularity of the spatial derivative, based on a parabolic maximum
principle and barriers. Indeed, one can modify the arguments used in the proof of Lemma
3.2 or use the argument in [19, proof of Theorem 4.5]. For related works, we refer to
[1, 19]. It would be useful to know when it is possible to provide the local reqularity in time
without using the regularity in space (and without assuming much regularity on the initial
data) and how it would then imply the higher reqularity in space. This was done for the
Cauchy problem for a class of parabolic equations in [9].

6. PROOFS OF THE LOCAL HOLDER AND LIPSCHITZ REGULARITY FOR SOLUTIONS TO
(1.1)

In this section we provide Holder and Lipschitz estimates for viscosity solutions to (1.1).

These estimates are valid for the degenerate and the singular case. We assume that —1 <
17



v < ooand 1 < p < co. The proof follows roughly the same lines as the one in [3, 4, 13, 19].
We aim at proving that the maximum
max (u(z,t) —u(y,t) — ¢(|lz —y[))
(z,t)EQr

is non-negative, choosing in a first step (s) = Ls” with 8 € (0,1), to obtain a Holder
bound, and in a second step, p(s) = L(s — kos”), to improve the Holder bound into a
Lipschitz one. To do this, we argue by contradiction and we use in a crucial way the strict
concave behavior of ¢ near 0 to take profit of the strict ellipticity of the equation as usual
in Ishii-Lions’ method. We first show C%? estimates for all 3 € (0,1), then we check that
this implies the Lipschitz continuity estimates.

6.1. Local Holder estimates.

Lemma 6.1. Let —1 < v < oo and 1 < p < o0o. Let u be a bounded viscosity solution to
equation (1.1). For any B € (0, 1), there exists a constant C' = C(p,n,~, ) > 0 such that
for all z,y € Bisp16 and t € (—(15/16)%,0], it holds

1 1
u(z, ) —u(y, 1) < C (||U||Loo(Q1) + ||U||;3(Ql) + ||f||;:<:/(Q1)) |z — y|B- (6.1)

Proof. We fix xo,y0 € Bissie, to € (—(15/16)%,0). For suitable constants Ly, Ly > 0, we
define the auxiliary function

L L L
Do) = ula,t) — uly,6) = Lol = yl) = 2l = wol* = S|y = wol’ = ZH(E — to)?,

where ¢(s) = s. We want to show that ®(z,y,t) <0 for (z,y) € Bisjis X Bisjis and t €

[—(15/16)%,0]. We point out that the role of the term —£ |z — zo|” — By — yol? — bt —
to)? is to localize, while the term —Loo(|z — y|) is concerned with the Holder continuity.
The main idea of the proof relies on the concavity of ¢ to create a large negative term in
the viscosity inequalities. We argue by contradiction. We assume that ® has a positive
maximum at some point (Z,y,?) € Bis16 X Bis16 X [—(15/16)?, 0] and we are going to get
a contradiction for Lo, L large enough. The positivity of the maximum of ® implies that
T # 7. Using the boundedness of u we can choose

140 oscq, u
Ly > — o
min(d ((%7 to), 8Q15/16) ,d ((y07 to), 8@15/16))

_ 2 d x’t ’a
U — yo| + |2 — x| + |t — to] < QW < (( 0 0)2 Q15/16)’
1

and hence z and § are in Byz6 and ¢ € (—(15/16)2,0).

The remaining of the proof is divided into 3 steps. We write down the viscosity inequal-
ities and get suitable matrices inequalities from the Jensen-Ishii’s lemma (Step 1). Then
we estimate the difference of the obtained terms, make use of the concavity of ¢ (Step 2)
and finally we obtain a contradiction and conclude (Step 3).

so that

18



Step 1. By Jensen-Ishii’s lemma (see [12, Theorem 8.3]), there exist

_ . L Ly,
(0.6.3) € P (@)~ G o=l - 50 0?)),

_ —o L
(0.6:7) € (u(g )+ 55— wl*).

which we can rewrite as
(0 + Li(f —to), a1, X + LiI) € P (3, D),

(0,00, — L1I) € P (. D),

where (, = Qty and

T —1 _
(h:Lwﬂj—M)i_g+LK£—%):@+LK£—%%
a5 = Lo (17 — I — Ly (= o) = &, — Ly (§ —
2= Lay/(|7 yl)ﬁ_g‘ 1T = y0) = ¢ — Li(§ — wo)-
: 24P
Assuming that Ly > , we have

2LB 17 — g7t > ai| > Lo/ (12 — g) — Li |7 — mo| > 28|z — g7 (6.2)
2LoB 17 - g*™" > ao| > Lo (|2 = 9)) = Ly — wo| = BBz — 91"

Thanks to Jensen-Ishii’s lemma [11, Theorem 12.2], we can take X,Y € 8™ such that for
any 7 > 0 such that 72 < I, it holds

2/(1I 0 X 0 VA
_F<0 I)S(O —Y)§<—ZT ZT)’ (6:3)
where
T— 17 T—7u Lod(lz—7 T—17 T—17
ZILQQOI/Oi’—gD - Zi ® - % + 2()0_(| _ y|) J — — % ® ~ %
T—g |-y 1z — g Z—yl |r—y
_ T—7 T—7
=L26|:?—ﬂ|“<1+(ﬁ—2)_ Vo 2 ?i)
T—1 T—1

and
ZT=1-12)"2Z.
1
We fix 7 = ——575 50 that we have
2Ly8 |7 —
. 1 _ B2 2-pr—y T—y
7" =1 —-712)""7Z =2L5 |z — 9 I—-2 — 7 R —2
3=plz—yl |z -y

With this choice for 7, we have for ¢ = é:g

)

(776, =21al0 -5 (55 ) <o (6.4)
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Applying the inequality (6.3) to any vector (£, &) with || = 1, we get that X —Y < 0 and

X[, [Y]] < 4LoB |z — g7 2. (6.5)
Step 2. For n # 0, denoting 1) = |77—| and
n
A(n) =1+ (p—2)7 @7,

the viscosity inequalities read as
Li(t —to) + 0 — f(2,1) < |aa|" tr(A(ar) (X + L1 1))
—o + f(7,1) < —laa|" tr(Alaz)(Y — L11)).
Adding the two inequalities and using that [t — to| < 2, we get

0 <2(Ls + | llei@n) + [l tr(A(@)(X = V) + [l tr((Ale) = Alaz))Y)

(in) (i2)
+ (laa|" = lao|) tr(A(a2)Y) + La [Jaa|" tr(A(ar)) + |az|" tr(A(a2)) |. (6.6)

(. 4

(i3) (i1)
In order to estimate (i1), we use the fact that all the eigenvalues of X — Y are non
positive and that at least one of the eigenvalues of X —Y that we denote by x;, (X —Y) is
negative and smaller than 8Ly |z — g\ﬁ - <§_;é> Indeed, applying the matrix inequality

(6.3) to the vector (&, —¢) where & := ;:g‘ and using (6.4), we obtain

(X -V <4768 < staple - (§5) <o ©7)

Noticing that the eigenvalues of A(a;) belong to [min(1,p — 1), max(1,p — 1)] and using
(6.2) and (6.7), we end up with the estimate

x| er(A(a)(X = Y)) < Jar]" 3 kil Ala) i X = V)
< lai|"min(1,p — 1)K, (X = Y)
< e min(1, p — 1)8Ls5 |z — 5" @%;)

<C (L25 |z — ?7|B_1>W/ 8Lyf |z — y|" (g_;;) :
In order to estimate (iz), we decompose
Alar) — Alaz) = (41 ® a1 — G2 ® a2)(p — 2) = [(41 — G2) ® @1 — 42 ® (a2 — G1)](p — 2)
and get
t((Alar) — A(@))Y) < [V [1A(ar) — Aa)ll < 2nlp — 2/ [Y]| iy — o]

Using that |a; — ag| < 4L; and the estimate (6.2), we get
20



a1 a2

A

|Gy — ao| =

- - 16L
< max <|a2 al" |ag aﬂ) < 1 -
|az] |1 BLy |7 — |

Recalling that ||V|] = max |(YE, €)| < 4L,8 |z — g|” 2, it follows that
3

@ \az\

a1 || tr((Aar) — A(a2))Y)| < |ai|"128n |p — 2| Ly |z — g| ™
1\ _
SC(L25|E—?7|B 1) lp —2| L1 |z — | t

Now we estimate the term (i3). Notice that |as|/|a1] < 16 and |ay — as| < 4L,. Using the
mean value theorem and the estimate (6.2), we get that

llaa]” — Jaz|?] < v%mmml <~CL, (L25 Iz — y|ﬁ_1)y_1 ity >1
<lay —as]” < (4L1) if 0<~y<1
< Clar — aal(Jar] "™ + |ao ™) < OLf (LaBlz - 5" ") if —1<7<0
where 0 < Kk < 1.

It follows that
lar|" — las|"|[ tr(A(a2)Y)| < n IV [[Ala2)[| [|ar]” — [az|"|
<CLBla— 3" (1 p =2k (LaBlo—g) it v 21
< CLyBlz—g/” 2 (1 +|p—2))L] if ~elo1] (6.8)
< CLBlz — 5" (1 +|p— 2Lt (L26|x—y|ﬁ ) it ye(—1,0).

In order to estimate (iy), we use the estimate (6.2), and get
1\
Li(an[ (A1) + [asf tr(A(a2))) < 2Linmass(L.p —~ )C(8) (La |z — 51
Finally, gathering the previous estimates and plugging them into (6.6), we get

1\
0 < 4Ly +2[fl] 1 gy) + 2Eanmax(L,p — )C(B) (Lela — 31" ")

s Cminttp =) (1l ) bl (5=5)

—1\” _ -
+C (LBl —g"™) -2 L fo - g™
+ right hand term of (6.8).
Choosing Ly large enough

Lo > O(Li+ Li + ||f||£i3(Q1 ) 2 C(llull oo gy + HUHZLIQI + IIf\IZiJQl ), (6.9)
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we end up with
_ min(Lp— DG 1)
=771000(3 — B)
which is a contradiction. Hence, ®(x,y,t) < 0 for (x,y) € Bisjie X Bispe and t €
[—(15/16),0]. This concludes the proof since for g, yo € Bissi6 and ty € (—(15/16)2, 0],
we have ®(zq,yo,to) < 0 and we get

L2 ‘i‘ - g‘6*2 < 07

|u(zo, to) — u(yo, to)| < Lalzo — yo|”.
Remembering the dependence of Ly (see (6.9)), we get the desired result. O

6.2. Local Lipschitz estimates.

Lemma 6.2. Let —1 <y < oo and 1 < p < oo. Let u be a bounded viscosity solution to
equation (1.1). For allr € (0, %), and for all x,y € B, and t € [—r?,0], it holds

~ 1 1
u(z, ) —uly, )] < C (HUHLOO(QI) +Jull X g, + ||f||2i3(Ql)) |z —yl, (6.10)

where C = C(p,n,7) > 0.
Proof. In the sequel we fix 7 = 7/8 and we fix zg,y0 € B, ty € (—r?,0). For positive
constants Ly, Lo, we consider the function

L L L
Be,,t) = ula,t) — uly,6) = Log(lo = yl) = Sl = wol* = S|y = ol = ZH(E — to)?,

where ¢ is defined below. We want to show that ®(z,y,t) < 0 for (x,y) € B, x B, and
t € [-r?,0]. This time we take

( ) s—s'kp 0<s<s:= (m)l/(l/—l)
S) =
4 ©o(s1) otherwise,

where 2 > v > 1 and kg > 0 is taken so that s; > 2 and vkes? ™' < 1/4.
Then ¢ is smooth in (0, s1) and for s € (0, s1) we have

{cp/(s) =1—vs" ko,

¢"(s) = —v(v—1)s""2ko.
Next, observe that with these choices we have ¢/(s) € [2,1] and ¢”(s) < 0 when s € (0, 2].
We proceed by contradiction assuming that ® has a positive maximum at some point
(%,7,t) € B, x B, x[—r?,0] and we are going to get a contradiction for Ly, L; large enough
and for a suitable choice of v. As in the proof of the Holder estimate, we notice that z # y
and for Ly > C[u|[q,), we have that # and y are in B, and ¢ € (—r%,0). Moreover,
from Lemma 6.1 we know that u is locally Holder continuous, and that for any 5 € (0, 1)
there exists a constant C'y > 0

1 1
Cy:=C x (||u||Loo(Ql) + ||U||;3(Q1) + ||f||;g(Q1))

such that
‘U(l’,t) o U(y,t)‘ < CH"T - y|ﬁ for'ruy S Bht S <_T27O)'
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Using this estimate and adjusting the constants (by choosing 2L; < Cy), we have that
Ly 1§ — ol . L1 |7 — @) < Cr |z — 5|77 (6.11)

From the Jensen-Ishii’s lemma, we have the existence of

(0 + Li(f—to), a1, X + L 1) € P u(z, D),
(0,a0,Y — LyI) € Fz’fu(gj, t),

where
a; = Lwl(|j—g|)|x:z| + L1 (Z — o),
s NPT Y _
ay = Loy’ (|7 — g) F—g Ly (5 = yo)-

Recalling that ¢’ > %, then if Ly > 4C'y, we have

Ly

2Ly > |as], |as] = Log'(|7 — 9l) = Cir |7 — 91" = 5 - (6.12)

Moreover, by Jensen-Ishii’s lemma, for any 7 > 0, we can take X, Y € 8™ such that

I 0 X 0 Z -7 2 (7 -7
where
7= Lo (|p— gl L8 Lot TGy To0 o 70
[z -yl |7 -y |7 — 9] [z -yl [z -y
and
La(¢'(|z — g)))? T—17 T —1 70 F— i
72 _ 2(¢7(|3372y|)) et R et I N YO (L) et gt
71l T—y " Ti—yl ERT
Simple computations give
-
121l < sz, (6.14)
1z -7
2 2 "0\~ — ‘¢,<|j_g|>| ’
1227 < L3 ( I¢ (|f'3—y|)|+7|gz,_y| : (6.15)

&I

and for £ = |mfy , we have

=1

(Z€,€) = Lay"(lz — 1) <0, ” (2%¢,€) = Ly(¢" (I — 9])*.



/ —_— — —
We take 7 = 4L, (|<P"(|9€ —y|)| + M) and we observe that for § = =2
-y

3
26,6+ 212%6.9) = L (1o~ 1) + 2Lt (2 - D))

2

< 2oz - g) <0. (6.16)

From (6.13), we deduce that X —Y <0 and || X||,||Y|| < 2]|Z]|| + 7. Moreover, applying

the matrix inequality (6.13) to the vector (£, —¢§) where £ := iy and using (6.16), we
obtain

(x-1160 <4((2e6+ 228) <2mda-g) <0 (617

This implies that at least one of the eigenvalue of X —Y that we denote by \;, is negative
and smaller than 2L.¢"(|z — y|). Writing the viscosity inequalities and adding them, we
have

0 < 2(Ly + [|fll(an) + laa]” tr(A(a) (X = V) + |ar] tr((Alar) — A(a2))Y)

-~ -~

(1) (2
+ (laa|” — Jag|") tr(A(a)Y) + Lu [Jas|" tr(A(ar)) + |az|" tr(A(a2)) ]. (6.18)

N >
Vv ~

) (4)

—

The eigenvalues of A(a;) belong to [min(1,p — 1), max(1,p — 1)]. Using (6.17), it follows
that we can estimate (1) by

tr(A(a)(X —Y)) < Z Ai(A(a)N(X —Y)

< min(l,p— 1)\, (X —=Y)
< 2min(1,p — 1) La" (|2 — 7).
As in the proof of the Holder estimate, we estimate (2) by
tr((A(ar) — A(a2))Y) < 2n|p = 2| [|Y|] a1 — 7]

With the new choice of ¢, we have

— — 8C
Smax<|a2 a| las a1|>§ H\i—ﬂ‘ﬁma

las] 7 ad Ly

aq a9
aa|  Jagl
where we used (6.11) and (6.12). Using (6.13)—(6.15), we have
_ 4 - d(z—y o

VIl < 202 8 + 21289 < aza (£ 4 e - g).
Hence, remembering that |z — g| < 2 and |a;|” < C'L], we end up with

i | tr((Ala) = A(az)Y)| < CL3 [p = 2| Cu/ (|2 — ) |7 — g7+
+CLy |p—2[Crle" (I — 7).
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a1 — ag| =




Using the mean value theorem and the estimates (6.11) and (6.12), we have

a; —a _ T '
lay|" — |as|] < W%VMWW L ooyt E — gl oy > 1
< lay — ag|” < (Cylz — 7|7?)" if 0<vy<1

<y — ao*(Jan '™ + oo ™) < CLT (Cr 2 = 917?) " i = 1< 7 <0
where 0 <k < 1.

It follows (using that |z — y|) < 2)

[laa["=las|"[| tr(A(a2)Y)| < n [V | A(az)] [[aa]”

~ faz]"

<L, @—m*””+w«m—@m)a+m—ﬂx&@*
< O, (£ i *m)u+m—mx%m—m¥
<ory T (S 4 (|

(6.19)
it v>1

if 0<~v<1
—gDl) (L +lp -2z —glFCy i —1 <y <0,
Finally, we have
Ly[|ay|" tr(A(ay)) + |az|” tr(A(as))] < 2CLyLinmax(1,p — 1).
Gathering the previous estimates with (6.18) and recalling the definition of ¢, we get

0 < 2(Ly + [ fll oo () + CLy Ly max(1, p — 1)

+COLYp—2|Cx |7 — g7+ CLY |p - 2| Culz — g2

—20L3min(1,p — 1)Ly(v — 1)vkg|z — 5|”~? + right hand term of (6.19)
Taking v =1+ g, recalling the dependence of C; and choosing L, large

1
122 0 (Il + 101 gy + 15115y )

L= (Q1)
we get that

—min(l,p—1v(r—Dko. . o
0< L — <0
= 1000 2|2 =4 ’
which is a contradiction. It follows that ®(x,y,t) < 0 for (z,y,t) € B,x B, x [-r?,0]. The
desired result follows since for xg,yo € B, to € (—72,0), we have ®(xq,yo,to) < 0, so that

|u(xo, to) — w(yo, to)| < La(|zo — yo|) < Lalzo — Yo

0J
7. PROOF OF THE UNIFORM HOLDER AND LIPSCHITZ ESTIMATES

In this section we provide a proof for Lemma 3.3. Assume that 0 <+ < oo and consider
bounded solutions w to

Dw+q Dw+q o
Oyw — |Dw + q|” | Aw + (p — 2) { D*w , = in
w — |Dw + g [ (v >< ‘Dw+ﬂ‘Dw+ﬂ>] P
25

(7.1)



Noticing that h(x,t) :== w(z,t)+q-x is a solution of (1.1). It follows from Lemma 6.2 that
w is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the space variable. Moreover, for z,y € By/s and

t € (—(7/8)2,0], it holds
jw(z,t) —wly, 1) < [h(z,t) = by, t)] + |gl|z —y]

1 _1
< (4 Ol + 111 gy + IHE ) ) o= 0

<C (‘Q| +1+ ||w||L°°(Q1) + HfHLoo(Q1)> |z —yl. (7.2)
Hence, if |q| > To := 2 + [|w]| e g, + H]FHLOO(QI), then for (x,1), (y,t) € Q7/s, we have
jw(z,t) —wly, )] < C(p,n,7)lgllz —yl. (7.3)

We will improve this estimate and provide uniform estimates for deviation from planes
with |g| > ['y. The case |¢q| < Iy follows from (7.2). In order to prove uniform Lipschitz
estimates with respect to ¢, we first need to prove uniform Holder estimates.

7.1. Local uniform Holder estimates.

Lemma 7.1. Let w be a bounded viscosity solution to equation (7.1) with |q| > I'y. There
exist a constant 5 = B(p,n,v) € (0,1) and a constant C = C(p,n,~) > 0 such that for all
z,y € Bigpe and t € (—(13/16)2,0], it holds

w(z,t) — w(y, )] < OO+ [Jwll gy + |[F]] o) 17 = yl”. (7.4)

Proof. We fix xo,yo € Bis/ie, to € (—(13/16)%,0). For suitable constants Ly, Ly > 0, we
define the auxiliary function

Ly Ly Ly
@(l’,y’t) L= U}(.I‘,t) - U)(y,t) - L2 ‘.CL’ - y|6 - 7 |.T - SL’(]|2 - 7 ‘y - yO‘Q - 7<t - t0)2'

We want to show that ®(z,y,t) < 0 for (z,y) € Bizjis X Bisjie and ¢t € [—(13/16)2,0].
We argue by contradiction. We assume that ® has a positive maximum at some point
(Z,9,t) € Bizjig X Bizjis x [—(13/16)%,0] and we are going to get a contradiction for Lo,
Ly large enough. The positivity of the maximum of ® implies that z # y. Choosing
Ly > C||w]| gy, We have that Z and g are in Biz/16 and t € (—(13/16)%,0). We proceed
as in the proof of Lemma 6.1. By Jensen-Ishii’s lemma, there exist
(0 + Li(f —to), a1, X + LiI) € P w(z, 1),
(0,a0,Y — LiI) € P> w(g, 1).
Assuming that Ly > CLy, we have
2Loff |7~ 31" 2 |a| 2 LoplT — g7 — Li|7 — wo| 2 BB T -5
2Ly |7 — §|ﬁ_1 > lag| > Laf|z — y|P ' — L1 |y — wo| > %5 |z — §|ﬁ_1 .
We can take X, Y € §" such that it holds

- % <é ?) = ()o( —OY) = <—ZZTT _ZZTT)’ (7.6)
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where

7T =(I—72)""Z =2L.8 |z — " ? (1 —2

5]
N

®
B K
[
S
~

2-p
3-p

Kl
=

We have for £ = xfg ,

<

(Z7€,6) = 2L,z — |2 <§_%) < 0.

Applying the inequality (7.6) to any vector (&,&) with |£] = 1, we get that X —Y < 0 and
X111V || < 4L28 17 — g)*

Moreover, using the positivity of the maximum of ® and the Lipschitz regularity of w (see

(7.3)), we have for 0 < 8 < 4,

B < opopmd <4 @)

Setting m = a1 + q, 2 = as + ¢, we get by using (7.5) and (7.7), that

lq|

2lq] > |m| > gl — |as| > 5 = 20,87 — "',

la|

2lq| > |m2| > |q| — |az| > 5 = 20,87 — " " (7.8)

Writing the viscosity inequalities and adding them, we get

0 < 2017 (L + 11l () + (A (X = V) +5((Alm) = A(m))Y)
(i1) (i2)
7 Ul = Il b (AGR)Y) + L [or(A@)) + o | r(AG)) ] (7.9)

(i3) (i)

We estimate (i1) as in the proof of Lemma 6.1

tr(A(m)(X = Y)) < min(1,p — 1)8L.3 |z — 7|2 (g ;)

In order to estimate (iz), we use that | — 7e| < 4L; and the estimate (7.8), so that

— — 161
max(lm ml)lm m|) < 1 .
|72 || BLy |z —

Recalling that ||V|] = max |(YE, €)| < 4L,8 |z — g|” 2, it follows that
3

~ ~ T T2
[T — 7] = |7 — 7| <
im| |

tr((A(m) = Am)Y)| < Cnlp—2| Ly |z — g
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Now we estimate the term (i3). Notice that |na|/|m| < 16, |m| > 1 and | — o] < 4L,4.
Using the mean value theorem and the estimate (7.8), we get that

[ — 12|
[ ]” = 2|7 < Cy———
|71

<= me|” < (4L,)7 if 0<y<1L

Im[" < ACLy | if oy >1

It follows that
[ ]” = [ma|"[] tr(A(m2)Y )]

<nlm "IV [A@) m]” = [n2]7]

I |7
<Clz—gy|" (1+[p—2)L it y>1
<CLy "z —g)" P 1+ p-2)L] if ye0,1).
(7.10)

We estimate (i4) by

Lo (tr(A(m)) + [n2|"[m |77 tr(A(n2))) < CLynmax(1,p — 1).
Finally, gathering the previous estimates and plugging them into (7.9) and recalling that
Im| =1, we get

7 _ -1
0<4L,+2 HfHLOO(QI) + CLinmax(l,p— 1)+ Cmin(1,p — 1) LS |7 — g|5 2 (g__ﬁ)
+Cnlp—2|Ly|Z — y|~" + right hand term of (7.10).

Choosing Ly large enough

L2 > C<1 + Ll + “f“Lw(Ql)) > C<1 + HwHLOO(Ql) + HfH[po(Qﬂ% (711)
we end up with
min(l,p - 1B -1) 5
Ly |z — <0
=7 100003 — B) 2| =l ’

which is a contradiction. This concludes the proof since for (zg, o), (vo,t0) € Q13/16, We
have ®(xo, yo,t0) < 0 and we get

|u(zo, to) — u(yo, to)| < Lalzo — yo|”.
Remembering the dependence of Ly (see (7.11)), we get the desired result. O
7.2. Local uniform Lipschitz estimates.

Lemma 7.2. Let w be a bounded viscosity solution to equation (7.1) with |q| > CTy. For
all r € (0, %), and for all x,y € B, and t € [—r* 0], it holds

jw(e,t) = wiy, 0] < C (1410l g + 1] wor, ) 2 = 91, (7.12)

where C' = é(p, n,vy) > 0.
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Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Lemma 6.2. We fix r = 3/4 and we fix zg,yo € By,
to € (—r?,0). For positive constants Ly, Ly, we define the function

L L L
O(x,y,1) : = w(w,t) —w(y, 1) = Lop(lz —yl) = 5 |o =zl = T |y = wol* = -t = t0)?,
where

(s) s—5"kyp 0<5< 5= (VL’W)I/(V*I)
S) =
’ ©(s1) otherwise,

where 2 > v > 1 and k¢ > 0 is taken so that s; > 2 and 1//-@03‘1’_1 < 1/4. We want to
show that ®(z,y,t) < 0 for (z,y) € B, x B, and t € [~r2%,0]. We proceed by contradiction
assuming that ® has a positive maximum at some point (z,%,%) € B, x B, x [-72,0] and
we are going to get a contradiction for Ly, L; large enough and for a suitable choice of v.
As in the proof of the Holder estimate, we notice that z # g, and for Ly > C'[|w|[ (g,

we have that z and  are in B, and ¢ € (—r2,0). Moreover, from Lemma 7.1, we know
that w is locally Hélder continuous, and that there exist a constant C'y > 0

and a constant 5 = ((p,n,v) € (0,1) such that

|w(x,t)—w(y,t)| < H|x_y|ﬁ fOI'ZL’,y € Brate <_T270)'
Using this estimate, we have that
L[y = yol, Lu |7 = zo| < Cr |z — g%

From the Jensen-Ishii’s lemma, we have the existence of

(0’ + Ll(f— to), ay, X+ Llj) S F2’+U(i‘, 7?),
(0,a0,Y — L1 1) € P u(y, D),

where
1/ = Ty —
o = Lg/(jo ~ ) e+ Lalo = ).
Ty _
a2:L2g0'(|x—y|)m—L1(y—yo).

Recalling that ¢’ > %, then if Ly is large (Ly > 4C), we have

L,

2Ly > |an| as| > Log'(17 = 9) = Cur |7 — 91" > 5
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Denoting 11 = ay + q, 72 = as + q, we have for |q| > Ly + 2

la|

Blal > Im| > lg| — |aa| > )

q
3al > ol 2 Jal — o] 2 14 > L2 (7.13)

2
[ —ns| < 2Cu |z —|*.

Moreover, by Jensen-Ishii’s lemma, for any 7 > 0, we can take X,Y € 8" such that

I 0 X 0 Z -7 2( 7 -7
_[T+2||Z||}(O 1)5(0 _Y)§<_Z Z)+;(_Zz 22)' (7.14)
. _ witm oy o 12U = 4]
As in the proof of Lemma 6.2, we take 7 = 4Ly ( |¢"(|Z — y|)| + 77| and we
observe that for & = e ;‘,
(Z€,6) + (225 &) < —¥'(lz—yl) <0 (7.15)

We also have that X —Y < 0, ||X|| Y|l < 2||Z|| + 7, and that at least one of the
eigenvalue of X — Y that we denote by \;, is negative and smaller than 2L.¢"(|zZ — y|).
Writing the viscosity inequalities and adding them, we have

0 < 2(L1 + || Fllz@) | ™" + tr(A(m) (X = Y)) + tr((Alm) — A(1))Y)

-~ -~

1 (2
+ [l (" = me]?) tr(Am2)Y) + Li [ tr(A(n) + el I |7 te(Aln2)) | (7.16)

(.

~~

@) (1)
We estimate (1) by

tr(A(n) (X ) < Z)\ (X —Y) <2min(1,p — 1)L" (|7 — 7).

As previously, we estimate (2 ) by

| tr((A(m) — A(m))Y)| < Clp = 2| Cuid (|7 = gl) |7 — g~ + C Ip = 2| Cul¢" (|7 — 7).

We have also
[ I = [ma " [t (A(m2) Y| < [V (A ] = [m2] 7]

<C (2= g™ 41|z~ gDI) (1 + Ip = 2)Cn iy > 1
— T B .
<cLy (ZER 1 gz — g)l) (1 +Ip—2)Chle — g% i 0<y <1
(7.17)

Finally, we have

|77 Lal[m | tr(A(m)) + [n2|” tr(A(n2))] < 2CLinmax(1, p —1).
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Gathering the previous estimates with (7.16), recalling the definition of ¢ and using that
Im| > lal/2 =1, we get

0 < O(Ly + ||f]] o gr)) + CLinmax(Lp = 1) + Clp — 2| Cy |7 — g~
+Clp—2|Cxlz — g2 =2min(1,p — 1) (v — V)vkoLe|T — y|" >
+ right hand term of (7.17).

Taking v =1+ g, recalling the dependence of C'y and choosing L, large

Ly >C (1 + |l poo () + HfHLoo@l)) :

we get that

<z min(1,p — (v — 1)/<;0L2 z— " <0,

1000
which is a contradiction. Hence
|u(xo, to) — u(yo, to)| < La(|zo — yo|) < Lalzo — yol- ]
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