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OPTIMAL REGULARITY FOR THE POROUS MEDIUM EQUATION
BENJAMIN GESS

ABSTRACT. We prove optimal regularity for solutions to porous media equations in
Sobolev spaces, based on velocity averaging techniques. In particular, the obtained
regularity is consistent with the optimal regularity in the linear limit.

1. INTRODUCTION

We establish the optimal spatial regularity of solutions of the porous medium equation
(1.1) dyu = A(|u/™ ) on (0,T) x RY
u(0) = ug on RY,

with ug € LY(RY), T >0, m > 1.

All known regularity estimates in terms of Holder or Sobolev spaces are restricted to a
degree of differentiability of an order less than one. The best known regularity estimate
in Sobolev spaces, obtained by Tadmor and Tao in [33] and Ebmeyer in [16], is that, if
ug € (L' N L>®)(R%), then

mif,erl
(1.2) we L (0, T W " RY)),
Since mLH < 1 this estimate is inconsistent with the optimal order of differentiability in

the linear case of the heat equation (m = 1) which is v € L'([0,7]; W>(R%)).
A scaling argument (cf. Appendix [D] below) shows that it may be possible to improve the

regularity to u € L™([0,T7; W%’m(Rg)) which is consistent with the linear case m = 1.
The Barenblatt solution shows that this is the optimal regularity. This is the main result
of this paper.

Theorem. Let ug € (L' N L1*)(RY) for some & > 0. Then, for allp € [1,m), s < =,

(1.3) w e LP([0, T); WP (RY)).

loc

Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that
gz, < € (ollfyppes +1)-
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The precise statement is given in Theorem [3.4] below.

In addition, we treat more general classes of equations, in particular including anisotropic
porous media equations of the form

d
(1.4) Oyu = Z@xﬂju[mﬂ + S(t,z) on (0,T) x RZ,
j=1

with ug € LY(R%), S € LY([0,T] x R%) and ul™ := |u|™ 'u. Setting 1 < m := min{m;},

m := max{m;} we obtain that, for all s < % (%—j), p < mQ—Tp

/ £(t,2,0)6() dv € LP([0, T} WP (RY))

where f(t,2,v) := lycy(t,z) — lu<o and ¢ is an arbitrary cut-off function (see Theorem 2.7]
below for details).

In a third main result, we consider the degenerate parabolic Anderson model
(1.5) Oy = O™ + 1 S on (0,7) x I
u=0on (0,7) x 0l
u(0) = ug € L),

on an open, bounded interval I C R, with m € (1,2) and S being spatial white noise. The
additional difficulty in this case is the irregularity of the source S, since spatial white noise
is a distribution only. We again obtain regularity consistent with the optimal regularity
in the linear case (m = 1).

Theorem. Let ug € L™ (I). Then there exists a weak solution u to (LT satisfying, for
allpe[l,m), s< 3L

2m’

(1.6) u e LP([0, T]; WP (I)).

loc

Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 such that
lull pwsr < CllluollTotds + 1S5 +1),

z,loc L;n+1 B;?oo

for some T > 2 and n € (%, 1] small enough.

The precise statement is given in Corollary [£.4] below.

The proof presented in this paper is based on Fourier analytic techniques and averaging
Lemmata. The first step is to pass to a kinetic formulation of (LIJ). Introducing the
kinetic function f(t,z,v) := L,<y(t,2) — lu<o leads to the kinetic form of (LI)

(1.7) Ohf =mlv|" TAf + O,

for some non-negative measure ¢. Since this constitutes a linear equation in f, the reg-
ularity of velocity averages [ f¢(v)dv for smooth cut-off functions ¢ can be analyzed by
means of suitable micro-local decompositions in Fourier space. Up to this point our setup
is in line with [33]. However, in the available literature, one of the drawbacks of analyzing
regularity by means of averaging techniques is that it was unknown how to make use of
the sign of the measure ¢. Indeed, these arguments were only able to use the fact that the
total variation norm of ¢ is finite (cf. e.g. [I213]). In contrast, in this work, we make use
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of the additional fact that the entropy dissipation measure ¢ has finite singular moments,
meaning that |v|~7q has finite mass for all v € [0,1). In this way we are able to (indirectly)
exploit the sign property of ¢ for the first time.

In addition, classical averaging techniques are restricted to working in LP spaces with p €
[1,2] (cf. [33] Averaging Lemma 2.1]), which leads to non-optimal integrability exponents.

2
Indeed, because of this in [33, (4.10)] only W m+1 ! regularity for solutions to (1)) could
be shown. In order to obtain the optimal integrability exponent p < m we introduce a
new concept of isotropic truncation properties for Fourier multipliers.

A further obstacle in classical averaging arguments is that they rely on a bootstrap tech-
nique. However, even if u is smooth, the kinetic function f will only have up to one spatial
derivative. Therefore, the standard bootstrap argument is not suited to prove regularity
of a higher (than one) order. In the anisotropic case, this difficulty is avoided in the cur-
rent paper by directly exploiting the v-regularity of f. In the isotropic case these issues
are overcome by introducing the isotropic truncation property mentioned above. In both
cases this allows to fully avoid bootstrapping arguments. In order to underline the differ-
ences and improvements with regard to [33] we follow the notation and structure of [33]
as far as possible. While, as usual in the theory of averaging techniques, our proof also
relies on a micro-local decomposition in Fourier space, the order of decomposition and
real-interpolation, the key Lemma[A.3] the bootstrapping argument and the estimation of
the entropy dissipation measure proceed differently, as outlined above.

1.1. Short overview of the literature. The study of regularity of solutions to porous
media equations has a long history and we make no attempt to reproduce a complete ac-
count here. In the absence of external forces, the continuity of weak solutions to the porous
medium equation has been first shown in general dimension by Caffarelli-Friedman in [§].
This result has been subsequently generalized to the case of forced porous media equa-
tions by Sacks in [311[32], based on arguments developed by Cafarelli-Evans in [7]. Further
generalizations to more general classes of equations have been shown by DiBenedetto [14]
and Ziemer [36]. A detailed account of these developments may be found in Vazquez [34].
Holder continuity of solutions to the porous medium equation without force was first ob-
tained by Caffarelli-Friedman [9], see also [3435], where it is shown that bounded solutions
to the porous medium equations are spatially a-Hoélder continuous with o = % € (0,1).
We note that in the linear limit m | 1 this does not recover the optimal Holder regularity
of the linear case. A generalization to a more general class of degenerate PDE has been
obtained by DiBenedetto-Friedman in [I5]. In the recent work [27], the assumptions on
the forcing have recently been relaxed and quantitative estimates are obtained. In partic-
ular, it is shown that the Holder exponent « is bounded away uniformly from 0 for m | 1.
In the nice recent works [BL[6] continuity estimates for the porous medium equation and
inhomogeneous generalizations thereof with measure valued forcing have been derived.

A particular feature of the porous medium equation (m > 1) is the effect of finite speed
of propagation and thus the occurrence of open interfaces. The regularity of the open
interfaces has attracted a lot of attention in the literature, cf. e.g. Caffarelli-Friedman [9],

Caffarelli-Vazquez-Wolansky [10], Koch [25] and the references therein.

In non-forced porous media equations also higher order regularity estimates have been
obtained. In one spatial dimension Aronson-Vazquez [2] proved eventual C'*° regularity
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of solutions. For recent progress in the general dimension case see Kienzler-Koch-Vazquez
[24].

In terms of fractional Sobolev regularity of solutions to the porous medium equation less
is known. As mentioned above, Ebmeyer [16] and Tadmor-Tao [33] proved for non forced
porous media equations that

(1.8) we L0, T, Wi, Vs <

loc

m+1

See also Appendix [(] for a slight improvement of these results. In the recent work [21],
Gianazza-Schwarzacher proved higher integrability for nonnegative, local weak solutions
to forced porous media equations in terms of a bound on

m—+1

||uT HL2+E((O T) Wl 2+s)
for all € > 0 small enough. In the case of non-forced porous medium equations, Aronson-
Benilan type estimates can be used to derive further regularity properties. For example,
in [34, Theorem 8.7] it has been shown that Au™ € L, ((0,00); L').

Extensions of [33] to stochastic parabolic-hyperbolic equations have been considered in

9.

1.2. Structure of the paper. In Section 2] we will consider the case of anisotropic,
parabolic-hyperbolic second order PDE. The proof of certain multiplier estimates will
be postponed to the Appendix [Al In Section Bl we then treat the isotropic case in more
detail, in particular introducing the concept of the isotropic truncation property for Fourier
multipliers. We will then deduce our main regularity estimates for forced porous media
equations. In Section Ml we treat the case of the one-dimensional degenerate parabolic
Anderson model. A slight improvements of the results obtained by Ebmeyer [16] will be
presented in Appendix [Cl

1.3. Notation. For p € [1,00) we let LP be the usual Lebesgue spaces. The space of all
locally finite Radon measures is M, the subspace of all measures with finite total variation
Mry. We let M+ C M be the set of all non-negative, locally finite Radon measures and
My = Mgy N M*F. When convenient we will use the shorthand notation L} = L*(R%),
L{, = L*([0,T] x R4). For p > 1 let p’ be its conjugate, that is, % + 1% = 1. We
further let H*P be the fractional Sobolev spaces defined via their Fourier transform, that
is, as in [23], Definition 6.2.2] and W*P be the fractional Sobolev-Slobodeckij spaces (cf. [T,
Section 7.35]). For 1 <p < oo, s € (0,00) \ N and f € I/VZLSCJ 1(]Rd) let 0 =s—|s| €(0,1),
define the (homogeneous) SlObOdeCkIJ seminorm by

1
|Do‘f —Df(y)lF P
I fllyirsp = \asll—lsz (/Rd /Rd T dady

and set WP := {f € W Ls] TR [ llyirsr < 00}. For f € L}, (R?) the total variation is
given by

£l = sup { /R Fo)divo(e)dz: ¢ € CL(RYRY), (|| o re)y < 1}
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and we set BV := {f € L} (R : I fll gy < oo}. We follow the notation of [2223] and [3]:
Let N5P(RY) be the Nikolskii spaces (cf. [29]) and B, , Besov spaces (cf. [22]). We further
let LV B, = Lr([0,T7; Bs ,(R%)) denote time-space nonhomogeneous Besov spaces as in [3)
Definition 2.67]. We define the discrete increment operator by Alfu := u(x + he) — u(z).
For results and standard notations in interpolation theory we refer to [4]. We let Sf'f_Xd
denote the space of symmetric, non-negative definite matrices. For b = (b); j—1..4 € Sﬁerd
we set 0 = b%, that is, b; ; = ZZ:l 0; k0k,j- For a locally bounded function b: R — Sﬁerd
we let f3; 1, be such that 8], (v) = 0 (v). Similarly, for ¢ € C2°(R,) we let ﬁfj be such
that (ﬁfk)’(v) = 1(v)o; k(v). We further introduce the kinetic function

X(u,v) = lycy — Ly<o-

Analogously, for a function u : [0, T]xR? — R we set f(t,2,v) := x(u(t,),v) := Lycy(—
1y<0. We use the short-hand notation |£] ~ 27 for the set {¢€ € R: 2071 < [¢| < 21}, For
u € R we set ul™ := |u/™ 1u. For two non-negative numbers a,b € R, we write a < b if
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that a < Cb.

2. ANISOTROPIC CASE

We consider equations of the form
(2.1) O f(t,z,v) +a(v) - Vuf(t,z,v) —div(b(v)Vy f(t, z,v)) =: L(O, Vg, v)f(t, z,v)
= go(t,z,v) + Opg1(t, z,v),

where a : R - R4 b: R — Sjl_Xd are C'. The operator £ is given by its symbol

(2.2) Lit,i&,v) =i +ia(v) - £ — (&,b(v)E).

In this section we will derive regularity estimates for the velocity average, for ¢ € Cy°(R,),

f(t,x) = /f(t,x,v)qﬁ(v) dv.

These regularity properties are obtained by using a suitable micro-local decomposition of
f in Fourier space, which in turn relies on the so-called truncation property satisfied by
the multiplier £ (cf. Appendix[Albelow). In contrast to previous results, we will make use
of singular moments of g, that is, for v € (0, 1),

LI(R; x R% x R,), 1<g<2

t,x,v)|lv]™7 €
91l Il {MTv(Rt xR xR,), ¢=1.

An additional difficulty arises in the use of bootstrapping arguments. In the theory of
averaging Lemmata, optimal regularity estimates are typically obtained by bootstrapping
a first non-optimal regularity estimate. This argument, however, can only be applied if the
aspired final order of regularity is less than one. Therefore, we have to devise a proof which
avoids the use of a bootstrapping argument, which is achieved in Section [Al by improving a
fundamental LP estimate on a class of Fourier multipliers by directly exploiting regularity
of f in the velocity direction.
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2.1. Anisotropic averaging lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let f € Lj ,(HJ") for 1 <p <2, 0 € (0,1) solve, in the sense of distribu-
tions,

7 0
(2.3) L8y, Vg, v) f(t,z,v) = AZgo(t, ,v) + DyAZ g1 (t, x,v) on Ry x RE x R,
with g; being locally bounded measures satisfying
_ LI(R; x R% x R,), 1<g<?2
(2'4) \go\(t,x,v) + ‘gl‘(th??})’q}’ Te ( ' ! d U) !
MTV(RI? X Rx X I&1))7 q= 17

for some vy >0,n1>0,1<q<pand L(O,Vz,v) as in @2I) with corresponding symbol
L(it,i&,v) as in 22). Let I CR be a not necessarily finite interval and set
Wl:(‘]a 5) = sup |Q£(T’£; 5)|’ Qﬁ(T,g; 6) = {U €l: |E(’LT, Zg’v)| < 5}5
TER, E€ERY ¢~ T
and suppose that the following non-degeneracy condition holds: There exist o € (0,4"), 8 >
0 such that
0

(2.5) we(J590) S (ﬁ)o‘ vo>1, J>1.
Moreover, assume that there exist A > 0 and p € [0,1] such that, V6 > 1, J > 1,
(2.6) sup sup |9, L(iT, i€, v)|[v]Y < JAH

€|~ T vEQL(T,€:0)
and O;—,B < A+n. Then, for all s € [0,5"), p € [1,p*), ¢ € C°(1), T >0 and O CC R,
there is a C' > 0 such that
| /f(t,x,v)ﬁb(v) W o o.myisrioy < Clgodlles  + vl oudlleg  + 91l
+ 1/ ollzy, mgmy + 1 blleg oy + 1ol )
with s* := (1 — 0)22 4 0(22 — X — 1), where 0 = 0, and p* are given by
= 1 1-60 40 P

— e (0,1), == ——+ -, 7€ ,
aly — ) +1 ( )p* P q (1+0p’

P10 (1, 00).

Proof. Let ¢y, ¢1 be smooth functions with ¢y supported in B;(0) and ¢; supported in
the annulus {£ € R?: 3 < [¢] < 2} and

po(§) + D p1(277¢) =1, VEeR™
JjEN
By considering the decomposition f = fy + f1 with
_ - §
for=F e Fof), fri= ) Fo ' ler(5) Fef);
JEN
we may assume without loss of generality that f has Fourier transform supported on

B1(0)¢, since for all n € [1,00)

2.) I [ foddilgiien < ol
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Partially inspired by [33] Averaging Lemma 2.3] we consider a micro-local decomposition
of f with regard to the degeneracy of the operator L£(9;, V,v). Let 1y, 11 be smooth
functions with vy supported in B;(0) and 1; supported in the annulus {£ € C : % <gl <
2} and

O+ i@ r =1, weeC.
keN
For § > 0 to be specified later we write

F=u (BT po Yo (KT g

keN
= [0+ f
where, for k € NU {0},

L(0, V) _ L(iT, i€, v)
(25 <t§T> = Fra i <T> Ftz-

Since f solves (2.3]) we have

(0 1 ]
28 £0LTe0)f () = Yo (ST ) (Alatta) + Ao, 0)
keN
and thus
8 7v$7v 7
(2.9) Yt,z,v) Z 52k <Z5T)> AZ go(t, z,v)
keN
8 ) )
Y s (A=) loun e
keN
= f2(t, z,v) + f3(t, z,0),
where o(2)
~ z
i) = &

In conclusion, we have arrived at the decomposition
Fim [fodo= [ Podos [ Podos [ fodo—i s P4

We aim to estimate the regularity of f9, f2, f3 in Besov spaces. Hence, we decompose
each f' into Littlewood-Paley pieces with respect to the z-variable. Let g, ¢1 be as
above. We set, for i = 0,2, 3,

f]l L= f;l[gol(%)]:xfz], for ] € N.

Then, since f* has Fourier transform supported on By (0)¢,
)
Jj=1
where f;(T, €,v) is supported on frequencies |¢| ~ 27.
Step 1: f°
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Let j € N arbitrary, fixed. Then, by Lemma [A3] for every r € ( N (1, 00),

P’ /
1+op”p]

1
I [ ol S 150lip gy sup [0(r&.)"

s \r+
S Wfolley vy <W> '

_ v o8
Hence, f° = [ f%¢dv € LY By« (cf. [3, Definition 2.67]) with

H/fo‘bde 2L <5%Hf¢HL§Z(H;’”’)-

tPOO

Step 2: f?
Let j € N arbitrary, fixed. We set

) e
5= 52kft;«1801(£)w1 <%) <" Fszg(e, )

1 .
62k ¢1 (%) |£|n]:t,mgo,j(xav)'

8 n
[ o= g 5 (FO55) s

and, by Lemma [A.3] and since \5 7 acts as a constant multiplier of order (27)" on go j,

(i,i&,v
I [ 2oy, S (1 [ 7ot (2 ) e Fragmo iy,

1
SUP7 |¢|~27 ‘9(77 3 52" )’ ¢
S = @) lg0 561

t,x,v
1 [ 628\
5@ <W> (2 ) HQO,MHL;I“-

Hence,

Hence,

2 d < E 1 52k % 2] n .
H f]¢ /UHLg’x ~ ~ 52k; (2])6 ( ) ||gO’J¢||Lg,x,v
S

TR
<7 @)TV (g0l s

tacv

_ap
In conclusion, [ f 2pdv € L{By'o " with
a1
| [ Podl o, <57 landls,

th co

Step 3: f3
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Let j € N arbitrary, fixed. We set
- - (LT, i€ v
fjgk 52k’7:t,$1‘101(£)¢1 (%) €1 Fy 20001 (¢, 2, 0)

1 1T, 1€, v
52k 1/}1 (%) \§I"ft,xavgl7j(t,x,v)-

87 )
/f3k¢d 52k/¢1< —wE )>A POog5
‘We observe

JERTE w g [ o (S5 ) algyoan
- SoF /zﬁ (%) AZ g1 dv
- —5% [ 7 (5 () 2 o7 g6 )
52’f /T’Z)1 < 8t<;2k ’ )> gyl dv
— s | ot (0 (B0 ) duttin i, o bl € ool 10) o

1 ~ (L0, Vv i
- 0 (Fe) abae v

By the Marcinkiewicz Multiplier Theorem (cf. [22, Theorem 5.2.4]) and (Z8]) we have
that 0,L(i7, i, v)|v|7 acts as a constant multiplier on L7 of order O((27)*(62%)#) on g ;.
Hence, using Lemma yields

|| / o vl

iT, i, v o _
< el [ 7t (D) @ucimie ol Il Fualel g6 g,

a’ )
bagil [0 (B0 ) koo doly,

1
< SUPrjelg [T € §2%)| 7
S (92F)?

Hence,

(2)A (025 ) [[Ju| " g1,5¢ dvll g

t,z,v

U=

Sup.- E|l~J |Q(T 5’ )| ;
+ (2)"lg1,¢ Iz .

t,x,v

L (025 N7 i nen sobyat =
S (o) @l ool
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1 [ 62k \W
T 5ok (W) 2)"|g1.5¢' e,
—24+2 )\—— /
= (828) )T o] Yg10l g, +(828)” () +7]H917]¢ e,

Hence, for 6 > 1 and using u € [0,1], a < ¢/,

—2+ & A=
H/f]ggdeHLg@ S (025) RN [ [o] g ¢l

t,z,v
keN
k /+
(02T @) T Mgy ¢
-2+ + +A-22 —14+S o P+
SO o™ grg0llce,  +8 7 (2) 7 g1l o

t,x,v

—14S oA 22 -
S6 (2T (vl VngfﬁHL;{m+H917j¢'HLgM)-
P r—n .
In conclusion, [ fPodv e LqB with

—1+2
H / Podoll e S50 gl 9 e, ).
thoo
Step 4: Conclusion
by b Ny
Since Bjno <+ Byoo we have
f = fo +f!
with fO € IPBy fl= f2 4 3 € LqB " and, for 6 > 1,
HJFOH as S 57|’f¢|’L§z(Hg’P)7
t poo

_ o 9 _
1P epy S 67 (lgodllis, + el "adllie, + ol ).
LIB2,

We aim to conclude by real interpolation. We set, for z > 0,

- . —1 -0 ~ ap
K(z, f) := inf{]|f ||~ ws oy AP s i T € By,
quo tBPOO

P - 0 -1
7 6Lquqoo = +f1
We first note the trivial estimate, since O;—, —A—n<0,

K1) <l ooy < W Fllgogs < WSz oy V2> 0.
LIBL,

Hence, it is enough to consider z < 1 in the estimates below. By the above estimates we
obtain that, for § > 1,

K(z ) <67 (lgod| o

t,z,v

+ lg1¢'|| Lo

t,r,v

+ o™ 10l s

t,xr,v

)+ 287 S lp (g
We now equilibrate the first and the second term on the right hand side, that is, we set

< —1 o
6‘1, :Z(Sr,
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which yields

Hence, with

1-£ a
0= — < _1____r
aly — ) +1 aly — ) +1
we obtain, for |z| <1,
K(z ) <2 (lgodla, , + WMol g1llce + 916 llza, , +1Fellee, ).

Note that 6 € (0,1) since o < ¢’. Consequently, for 7 € (0,0) and p% = PTT +7,
”7”1’7 ozli’ “A—n ap = ”Z TK( f)‘ LPT(O oo)
(Lquqoo 7L€Bp7‘°o)‘rvp7'
= 27"K (2, D5 0.0 + 177K (2 DIFor .00
+ [[lv] ™7 910l g

t,z,v

<11 0.y (909 e
+”91¢,”L§{x +f el H"P))pT"‘”Z_T”LPT(loo Hf@i%z%
S llgodliy |+l 1@l +H91¢IL;1M

SN gy +1SONT:

Let
s<s"i=(1- )(O;—ﬁ—)\— )—{—H—ﬁ
From [3 p. 98] we recall, for ¢ > 0,
L;IB;TE;A* < Zng A L‘IBTH7 :

and analogously for f/f Bp,Too. Thus, using [4, Section 5.6 and Theorem 6.4.5] and choosing
€ > 0 small enough yields

7q (;_?_)‘_ e pr Z_?_/\_”_E e
(Lthvoo LthvoO)T,pT —L (B ’Bpl ),pT

Pr s Pr S, pr

— L Bp7p7<—>Lt Worr.

Hence, choosing 7 € (0, 6) large enough and recalling ([2.7), for all p < p* with 1% = 1q;9+%

and all O C R% compact, we have

HfHLp([O,T};Ws,p(o S H90¢HL‘1 LT I[lv]™ 791¢HL§“ + H91¢/HL‘Z .

+ ”f¢”LP (HIP) T ”f¢”Lq o follrr

thzw’

O

Remark 2.2. In the above averaging Lemma we do not require ¢ to have compact support,
nor I to be a bounded interval. We note that if I and supp ¢ are unbounded, then the
non-degeneracy condition (ZI]) entails a growth condition on L(iT, i, v).
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This becomes clear when looking at specific examples, such as porous media equations with
nonlinearity B(u), which in kinetic form corresponds to (1) with a = 0, b(v) = B'(v)Id.
In this case, |£(iT,i&,v)| > |¢|?b(v) and thus

we(J;0) = sup [{v € supp ¢ : |L(iT, i€, v)| < 5}
7 |€|~J

< lzlugl{v € supp ¢ : [b(v)| < 8l¢[*} < b7 (Byyy-2(0)) N supp 9.

Hence, in the case supp ¢ = R condition (2.5]) becomes, roughly speaking, [b=1(B,(0))| <
r® for all » > 0.

2.2. Anisotropic parabolic-hyperbolic equations. In this section we consider parabolic-
hyperbolic equations of the type

(2.10) dyu + divA(u) = div(b(u)Vu) + S(t,z) on (0,T) x R%
u(0) =up on RY,
where
up € L*(RY), S € LY([0,T] x RY), T >0,
(2.11) a:=A"c CR;RYHNCHR\ {0};R?),
b= (bjk)jk=1.4 € C(R; ST) NC' (R {0}; ST7).

The corresponding kinetic form for

(2.12) ft,z,0) = x(ult, z),v)
reads (cf. [11])
(2.13) L0y, Vy,0)f(t,x,0) = O f +a(v) - Vyf —div(b(v)V,f)

= Ouq + S(ta x)éu(t,m):v(v)y
where ¢ € M™ and L is identified with the symbol
(2.14) L(iT,1&,v) := i1 + a(v) - i§ — (b(v)E, §).

We will use the terms kinetic and entropy solution synonymously. From [I1] we recall the
definition of entropy /kinetic solutions to (Z10]).

Definition 2.3. We say that v € C([0,7]; L*(R%)) is an entropy solution to (ZI0) if
f = x(u) satisfies

i. For any non-negative v € D(R), k=1,...,d,
Za BY%(u) € L2([0,T] x RY).

ii. For any two non—negatlve functions 11,99 € D(R), k=1,...,d,

u(t, ) Zamﬂ Zawzﬂw“” 7)) a..
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iii. There are non-negative measures m,n € M7 such that, in the sense of distribu-
tions,
of +a(v) Vef —div(b(v)Vef) = 0(m +n) + 0p—yt2)S on (0,T) x RY x R,
where n is defined by

oo (S o s0000)

for any v € D(R) with ¢ > 0.
iv. We have

/(m +n)dzdt < p(v) € L (R),

where L§° is the space of L>-functions vanishing for |v| — oo.

A sketch of the proof of well-posedness of entropy solutions is given in Appendix [Bl below.
For notational convenience we set ¢ = m + n in the following. We first establish the
following a-priori bound

Lemma 2.4. Let u be the unique entropy solution to (ZI0) with uy € (L' N L>77)(R%),
S € (L' N L2)([0,T] x RY) for some v € (—o0,1). Then, there is a constant C =
C(T,~) > 0 such that

(2.15) sup |ju(t )|| s+ 1= / / |v|"7q dvdxdr
t€[0,7] Rd+1
< C(luolly?, + I1SI%37.).

Moreover, for n € C°(Ry), t € [0,T] we have

(2.16) / dx+// v)q dvdzdr
Rd+1

< / n(uo)da -+ I N IS,

x

Proof. By ([B.4) below we have v € L>([0,T]; L>77(R%)). Let n € CX(R,), n(0) = 0,
t € [0,7] and let ¢ € C2((0,T) x RY) be a sequence of cut-off functions satisfying
" =1on (1t —1)x B,(0). Testing @I3) by 1'(v)¢"(r,z) yields

t
—/ /n(u r(p"dmdr—// v)f - V" + Z (V) fOp,a; 0" dvdxdr
0

1,7=1

t
—|—/ /77’( "dedr—/ / v)" q dvdxdr.
0

Taking the limit n — oo yields

/n(u(t))dx:/ ug dac—i—/ / dedr—/ / v)q dvdxdr
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and thus (2I6]). Holder’s inequality implies

/n(u(t))dm,<V/n(uo)dac—i-/Ot/\n’(u)]ﬁdmdr—i-/ot/w\?'dedr
/ / v)q dvdxdr.

Using a standard cut-off argument we may choose n = n° € C* with

(1°)"(v) = (Jv]* + )2

Then 7% is convex and (1°) (v) < |v|'~7. Hence,

/ dx—l—/ / )" (v)q dvdxdr </ (uo)dx—l—/ /|u|2 Vdxdr

+/ / |S|> dadr.
0
Letting § — 0 yields, by Fatou’s Lemma,

t t
/\u(t)\Z_Vdﬂc—l—/ /]v[‘”qdvdmdr g/]uo\Z”dw—i—/ /\u!Q_“/dmdr
0 0
t
+/ /\S\Q_dedr.
0

Gronwall’s inequality concludes the proof. O

Lemma 2.5. Let u be the unique entropy solution to [ZI0) and ) € C*(R) N Lip(R) be
a convex function with | (r)| < c|r|, for some ¢ > 0. Then

/ a(t, 2, 0)0" (v)dvdadt < C(uol gy + ISl ),

for some constant C' depending only on ¢ and sup, [¢'|(v).

Proof. We first note that multiplying (2.I3]) with a smooth approximation of sgn(v), inte-
grating and taking the limit yields, for all ¢ > 0,

[t 0)lds < [ 1000 + 1o 170
From (2ZI3) and a standard cut-off argument we further obtain
at/i/) (t,z)) dm-@t/ftxv v)dvdx
/1,[)" q(t, z,v)dvdx +/S(t,x)¢’(u(t,x))dm.



OPTIMAL REGULARITY FOR THE PME 15

Hence,

//w” g(t, z,v)dvdzdt < — /w //er ,x))dxdr

<e [ u0.2)lds + ¢ / (T, 2)ldz + CSl_
< Clluollzs + 1811 ).

We may now apply Lemma 2] to obtain

Corollary 2.6. Let ug € L'(R%), S € L'([0,T] x RY), a, b satisfy @II) and let u be the
entropy solution to (ZI0). Further assume that the symbol L defined in [214]) satisfies

@&3), @8l for all v € [0,1) large enough. Then, for all

se[ (ﬁ )\)) pe[l,%),

all p € CX(R,), v € [0,1) large enough and O CC RY, there is a constant C > 0 such
that
(2.17) ||/f‘ldeHLP([O,T];WS»P(O)) Clluollr +||UOHL2 » F 150y +HSHL2 -+ 1)

Proof. We will derive (ZIT) on the level of the approximating equation (B.5). By con-
vergence of the approximating solutions u° and lower-semicontinuity of the norm this is
sufficient. For notational simplicity we suppress the e-dependency in the following, but

note that all estimates are uniform with respect to these parameters. As in [I1], Section
7] we observe the bound (uniformly in €), for each ¢ € CX(R,), k=1,....,d,

HZ@ Bz S llwollzy +1ISIlzy, + 1.

We hence estimate, for any ¢ € C®(R; x R% x R,,) and ¢ € C>(R,) such that ¢y = ¢,

d
/t Vb w|<§j/ (Zamzfam ) Z%

t,x,v

d

d
= Z/t‘ (Z 5u t,x)= Uaxluo'lk > Z Uk]
T,V i=1

k=1

d

d
(2.18) :Z/ (Zaxiﬂﬁ ) Zak] )(t, 2, u(t, z))
k=1767 | \i=1
d d
S DI IIZ% )&, ult, ) 2
k=1 =1

S lluolley + 1SNy, +1.
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We next note that due to [I2) we have 0,f(t,,v) = dy=0 — Oy(t,s)—, and thus f €
L3(BV,) C LL, 1,.(BV,) with HfHLOO . (Bv,) < 2. Moreover, by (B.4),

t,x;loc

(2.19) 1fllzs,

and |f| < 1. Hence, felLl . NLX  and, for all o € [0, 1)

S llwollzy + 1151z,

t,x,v t,z,v
‘ft xz, U+h f(t,l’,’U)P 2
I1£11%2 o = |I£II7 2 +HSHP sup dvl|72
L z;lo (B L : (L2) §>0 0<|h‘<(5 ’h‘QO’ Lt x;loc
ft,z,v+h)— f(t,z,v)| , o
Sl + lsup sup L/" vl
Lt wstoc(Lo) 5>0 0<|h|<s |h|2 L wstoc

< lollzy + ISl + WA 2 i 12
S lwollzy + 1SNy, +1,

which implies, for all o € [0, 3),

(2.20) Iz, g2y S 1+ luolley + 1Sy -

In order to apply Lemma 2] we hence have to localize f Let p € C((0,T) x RE x R,),
n° € C*(R) satisfy n°(v) € [0,1] for all v € R, |(n°)'| < %,

1 for |v| >4o
2.21 O(v) = =
( ) n (/U) {0 for |’U| S g

and set ¢° = ¢n?. For simplicity we suppress the d-index in the following. Set fi= pf €
L3, (Wi?), G = ¢q. Then
Oif = (= a(v) - Vf +div(b(v)Vf) + 0uq + SOu(t.a)=0 (V) + e
(2.22) = (=a(v) - VI + div(b(v) V) + 0ud + 0S0u(t.0)=0(v)
a(v) - fVe =2V f - b(v)Ve — fdiv(b(v)Ve) — (Oup)q + fOrp.

Since ¢ is compactly supported and ¢ € M, we have ¢ € Mpy. Moreover, due to ([2I8])
and S € Lt{x we have

9o :=pS0y(t,2)=v(v) +a(v) - fVp =2V f-bv)Ve — fdiv(b(v)Vy)
— (Ovp)q + fOrp € Mpy
with
(2.23) g0l mzy < lluolly +1SllLy, + 10uedlimey + 1 G0l s

Let s €[0,557(8—A)) and p € [1, %gﬁ) Choose v € [0,1) large enough and r > 1 small
2

enough, such that s < (1 — 9) — A0 and p < 1 where 0 = c;_i_l.

w e LLNLY7, S e Li, N Lfﬁ, otherwise there is nothing to be shown. By Lemma [2.4]
we have

We may assume

lu(l%; +1—l// ol g dudadr 5 ol 77, + IS
Rd+1
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We note that, due to (ZZI)) and (ZII) we may assume a,b € C* without changlng 222).
We now apply Lemma 2T withn=0,¢91 =G, f = f,q=1,p=2, 0 € (0, ) large enough,
T>0,0C R¢ compact to obtain that there is a constant C' > 0 such that
1 d . < ) -y 0 S 1/
H f(P ¢ U”LP([QT};WS@((’) ~ Hgo(ﬁHMTV + H‘U‘ gl¢”MTV + H91¢ HMTV
+ ol ey + ”f¢”Lm .t Ifollrry -

Noting that
HffﬁuLfL;,v S HUHLfL; S HUOHL}ca

by Lemma [24] [220), (Z19) and ([Z23]) we obtain that

H / FE° 840 oo mpaivenioy S luolly + 1Sl + 100edllvery + 1f 00y

+ lluoll 77, + 1117

LQ“’ LQW

We next consider the limit § — 0. Since |°| < 1, the only nontrivial term appearing on the
right hand side is [|(9,7°)q|| A1, - Let 900 be such that (¢0)” = |9,7°| and [¢°(r)| < c|r|.
Then /° satisfies the assumptions of Lemma uniformly in § which yields the required
bound. Since ¢ is arbitrary, we conclude

H/f(ﬁdUHLP(OT Jveroy) S lluollry +HUOH A8, +HSH
Since ¢ is compactly supported, we have || [ f¢ dv|| L S 1 which concludes the proof. [

Theorem 2.7. Let ug € LY(R%), S € LY([0,T] x RY), mj,n; > 1, j=1,...,d and let u
be the entropy solution to

(2.24) atu+§:a " —Z 2 o ul™ 4 S(t,x) on (0,T) x R

u(0) =ug on RY.

We set m = min({m; : j=1,...,d}), m=max({m; : j =1,...,d}) and analogously n,

n. Then, for all
2 fmAn—1 2m
seliz (%227 ) vl

all p € CX(R,), v € [0,1) large enough and © CC R? there is a constant C > 0 such that

@25) | [ fodollimomaworoy <€ (nuouL; + uoll22%, + ISllzy, + ISI257, + 1) -

As a special case, for mj =nj; =m, j=1,...,d, we obtain [Z20]) for all

€ [0,%), € [1, 2—)

+1
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Proof. We have

LiT,i&,v) =iT + i Zd:njv"j_lfj - Zd:mj]v]mf_l\ngQ
j=1 j=1
=: Lpyp(i1,1&,v) + Lpar(§,v).
Let I C R be a bounded set. Then, for [¢| ~ J
Qp(r,80) ={vel: |L3ri&v)| <}

d
C O, (&0) ={vel: > myp™ g <o}
j=1

(2.26) Cl{vel: o™ )2 <6}
Thus,
1
5§\ 71
el s (35)

ie. ([ZX) is satisfied with 3 = 2, a = =15. Moreover, due to Z20), for || ~ J, v €
Qr(7,&0) \ {0},

DL i, i€, o) o] = | an o —Zm] 1ol =g 2| jo]

< ]v[ﬂ 2+7J+ Mm 24y g2

§5ﬂ%71 J T w1 +§ m-1 J o1
Using 9, J > 1 we get

(2.27) 0L (i, i€, ) |Jo]? < 671 22

ie. (20) is satisfied with A = 2 — QMA%:?%/, w=
with 7 close to one implies for all

2 (m/\@—l)
s<s'=—=|—7]—),

m m—1

€

allp < p* = £Z , all ¢ € C2(R,), v

constant C' > 0 and

I [ 6 dullisgomyeson < Clluoles + luoll3%, + 11y, + 81, + D).

?4_“/ An application of Corollary

vn—
m

[0,1) large enough, O CC R? that there is a

O

Remark 2.8. In Theorem 2.7 only the regularizing effect of the parabolic part is used. It
may be possible that in cases n; << m; the hyperbolic regularizing effect would dominate.
Since we are mostly interested in the parabolic regularization we do not consider this point
here. For related work on hyperbolic averaging we refer to [20].
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3. ISOTROPIC CASE
In this section we consider parabolic-hyperbolic PDE with isotropic parabolic part, that
is,
(3.1)  Of(t,z,v) +a(v) Vuf(t,z,v) —b(v)Agf(t,x,v) =: L(Ot, Vg, v)f(t,z,v)
= gO(t’ z, U) + avgl(ta €, ’U),
where a : R — R?, b: R — R, U {0} are twice continuously differentiable. The operator
L is given by its symbol
E(iT, i€, U) = »Chyp(iTa i€, U) + »Cpar (5, v)
= i+ da(v) - € = b(v) ],

which by Appendix [Al satisfies the truncation property uniformly in v € R.
In this isotropic case we may work with a more restrictive non-degeneracy condition, which

will allow to improve the order of integrability obtained in Theorem 2.71

Definition 3.1 (Isotropic truncation property). i. We say that a function m : Rg —
C is isotropic if m is radial, that is, it depends only on |¢|? .

ii. Let m : Rg x R, — C be a Caratheodory function such that m(-,v) is isotropic for
all v € R. Then m is said to satisfy the isotropic truncation property if for every
bump function v supported on a ball in C, every bump function ¢ supported in
{€eC: 1< ¢ <4} and every 1 <p < o0

My, f(z,0) = F;lp (6—';) 0 (@) Fof(x)

is an LE-multiplier for all v € R, J = 27, j € N and, for all » > 1,

L
(100 sllass | S 192,001,
where
J.
Qn(J,0) ={veR: |M| € supp Y }.

Example 3.2. Consider
L(&v) = —[EPb(v),
for b: R — R U{0} being measurable. Then L satisfies the isotropic truncation property.

Proof. Let ¢, 1 be as in the definition of the isotropic truncation property. In order
to prove that My ; is an LP-multiplier we will invoke the Hormander—Mihlin Multiplier
Theorem [22, Theorem 5.2.7]. We note that

€| L(&,v)
s e (57 ) (F57) <o



20 BENJAMIN GESS

W CAME
Mo ER . ()0 (25 S50

2 2 L& v) , 2¢;
[@0((53); : ) . () (42) 252) %
_ (1€ L& v 2&
o) e

where @, 1 are bump functions with the same support properties as v, . Hence, induction

yields
()0 (457122 () () &

for all multi-indices o with o] < [4]+ 1, where where 2, Y@ are bump functions with the
same support properties as ¢, 1. The Hormander—Mihlin Multiplier Theorem thus implies

that
1 L(§v) p
P < 73 (0 5 eM
for all 1 < p < oo with

Il (E—f) (@ <£(§TU)> [amr < Cdp:;lﬂg ¢ (’i‘;) b < (55 U)> ,

where ¢, ¥ are bump functions as above. Hence,

2 ~
I (B5) o (252 haw < ap sup 0 (E520)
J<|g1<2d

and

=%

Hence,

1

‘5’2 (Sav) 7 £(§7U) "
e (5 ) (552 e Lﬁ(/J;SEzﬂ( 5 >d>
</JSS?I;2J1§2§(U)€supptz)dv> S </1J2;(v)€supp1/~1dv>

2 (% ~ 1
< (e YR e wupp iy) = e

3=

N

=S =
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3.1. Averaging Lemma. Working with the isotropic truncation property allows to prove
a similar statement to Lemma 211 but without the restriction to p < 2. This leads to an
improved estimate on the integrability of the solution.

Lemma 3.3. Let f € LZ/(L%) for 1 <p < oo, r' € (1,00] solve, in the sense of distribu-
tions,

n n
(3.2) L(8y,Va,0) f(t,z,0) = A2 go(t, x,v) + A2 g1 (t,x,v) on R, x RE x R,
with g; being Radon measures satisfying

LI(R; x R% x R,), 1<g<2

3.3 t,x,v) + t,x,v)|lv|77 €
33 looltt.0) + lorl(t o) {MTV(Rthng, o

for some v >0,17>0,1<q<min(p,2) and L(0, V,v) as in BI) with corresponding
symbol L(iT,1&,v) = Lpyp(iT,i&,v) + Lpar(&,v). Let I C R be a not necessarily bounded
interval, set

we(J50) = sup 1Qc(7,&0)],  Qe(r,&0) ={v el |L(iT,i§,v)| <5},
TER, EERL [€]~T

and suppose that the following non-degeneracy condition holds: There exist o, B > 0 such
that

0
JB
Moreover, assume that there exist A > 0 and p € [0,1] such that, for all 6 > 1, J > 1,

(3.4) we(J;0) S (=)™ V=1, J>1.

(3.5) sup sup |9, L(iT, i€, v)|[v]Y < JAH
T|&|~T vEQ L (T,£50)

and Oq‘—fg < A+ 1. Assume that Ly, satisfies the isotropic truncation property with

)
JB

Then, for all ¢ € C°(I), s € [0,5%), p € [1,p*), T >0, O CC RY, there is a constant
C > 0 such that

(3.6) 02, (J0) S (55)° W6 >1, J>1.

B0 I [ w000 doll g ryiesioy < Cllondlig

t,xr,v

1918z, + 1l p + 1700ss o + 17l ppa )

+ vl 910l

t,r,v

with s* :== (1 — 9)02,—6 +0(%2 — X\ — 1), where 0 = 0, and p* are given by

1 1-0 60 1 1
€(0,1), — - -+ =1
P p q r

q
a
—— T
0:= —T
q

oy — ) +1

An analogous estimate can be given for inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces.
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Proof. The proof proceeds analogously to the one of Lemma 2.1l The only change appears
in the estimation of f9. We may assume that v is of the form g (ia + b) = ¥} (a)y3(b)
with 1) being locally supported bump functions. Hence,

o <£(i7’,;§,?))> :¢é (Ehyp(i;,iﬁ,v)> 7/’8 (ﬁparég,v)>

L(iT,i Lpar (&
lert o (K)o S er (5008 (228

The isotropic truncation property and (B.6]) then imply

Jierg (L)

and

1
< 192, (22,0)17 S (

Hence,

_ L(iT,i&,v
I / fjodvllgy, = | / Frapi( ¢o< S Bxf%deLp

L(i,
/H txﬂpl 2] ¢0< Z Z& ) ta:f ¢HL" dv

L(iT, zf,
/ 1P (S Fuallses 179l 7 do

< G pwo (%) o], 17961,

[
< ) I 0

The proof then proceeds as before, the only difference being that we do not have to restrict
to 1 < p < 2 and the modified definition of r,r’. O

3.2. Porous media equations. In this section we consider porous media equations with
a source of the type

(3.8) dyu = Aul™ + S(t,2) on (0,T) x R,
u(0) = wo,
where ug € LY(R%), S € LY([0,7] x RZ), T > 0 and m > 1.
As in [I1], the kinetic form to ([B.8)) reads, with f = x(u(t,z),v), ¢ € M™T,
(3.9) orf = mlo|™TAf + 0,q + S(t,7)dy(t,2)(v) on (0,T) x R4 x R,

For the notion and well-posedness of entropy solutions to ([3.8)) see Appendix[Bl As before,
let £(0y, Vi, v)f = 0 f — mlv|™ PAf with symbol

L(i7,§,0) :=Lyp(iT) + Lpar(§,v)

=it — m|v|" e
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Theorem 3.4. Let ug € (L' N L) (RE), S € (L' N L'*2)([0,T] x RE) for some ¢ > 0.
Let u be the unique entropy solution to B.8). Then, for all

e [0,%), pelm)

we have

w e LP([0, T); WP (RY)).

loc

In addition, for all O CC RY there is a constant C = C(m,p,s,e,T,O) such that
2 2
”MMMMﬂMwwon5(70Wﬂbymyf+usmigmﬁf+l>'

Proof. Let s € [0, 2), p € [1,m). We have f € L}, ,NL,, and thus f € L%(Lf’x) for all
5> 1 with

(3.10) 191 pp < Wl

This bound will replace the property fe Lt widoc(Hv 9,2 ) used in the proof of Corollary [2.0]
which is possible due to Lemma As a consequence, the localization of f performed
in Corollary is not required here. In order to apply [B3]) we need to extend (3.9
to all time ¢t € R, which can be done by multiplication with a smooth cut-off function
¢ € CX(0,T). Let n =0, a = —15, 8 =2 and choose 7 € [0,1) large enough and r > 1

small enough such that A =2 — 2"1;3?/ = 2(7}1__71) is such that

(1=0)85 —6(x+n) = 6(

where 0 = ~) > p and note

%. Next, choose p large enough, such that p* = m <m ﬁl+
120 49— pi We can choose p, r such that p = . Let go = dy—u@)S + fOr0, g1 = .
In order to treat the possible singularity of 9,L£ at v = 0 we proceed as in Corollary 2.6,
i.e. first cutting out the singularity, then controlling the respective error uniformly by
Lemma 25l Note that £ satisfies (8.4)), (BZ) on R\ {0} for all v € [0,1) and L,q, satisfies
the 1sotrop1c truncation property with (B.6]). With these choices, Lemma B3 with p = p,

q=1and ¢ =1 yields
HUHLP([O,T];Ws,p(o)) S M0u=ut,z) Sllmzy + 1 follzy + vl allmey
Uz ez ) + 1Nz oy + 1y o
SISz, + lluollzy + Mol allmey + 1A 02y 2o + 1 ey, + 1.
The fact that, for all n € [1, 0c0),
1Flp ey = lullzy, S ol + 1Sz

HfHLfL}M = HUHL;?L; S HUOHL}C + HSHL;Z
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and Lemma [2.4] thus imply
2 2
”uHLP([O,T];WS’P(O)) S ”uOHL}cﬂLiiw + HSHL%’IOL?;W + L.
Since p* > p, choosing v € (0, 1) large enough so that 2 — v < 1 + ¢ yields the claim. [

Remark 3.5. We note that for ug € L. or S € L%,x the kinetic measure ¢ does not
necessarily have finite mass (cf. e.g. [28]). Therefore, in the literature the cut-off ¢ €
C2°(R) in (B.7) is required to be compactly supported, which prevents to deduce regularity
estimates for w itself, unless u is bounded. Our arguments allow to avoid this restriction
since we work with the singular moments |v|~7q only, which are shown to be finite in
Lemma 24, provided v € L2777, S € L?’;A’.

Remark 3.6. As it has been pointed out in the introduction, the results obtained in [16]
are restricted to fractional differentiability of an order less than one. This restriction is
inherent to the method used in [16]. More precisely, the estimates obtained in [16] are

(informally) based on testing (3.8)) with fg Aul™ dr, integrating in space and time and
using Holder’s inequality, which leads to the energy inequality (neglecting constants)

(3.11) /0 ' / (Vul™ 2 2dzdr < / w2(0)dz.

The regularity estimates are then deduced from (B.I1]) alone. In [I6] these formal com-
putations are made rigorous, a careful treatment of boundary conditions is given and the

bound on fOT f (Vu[mTH})dedr is used to prove (L8)). Since (B.I1) only involves derivatives
of first order, it does not seem possible to deduce higher than first order differentiability
from this.

4. DEGENERATE PARABOLIC ANDERSON MODEL

We consider the degenerate parabolic Anderson model
(4.1) Ayt = Oppul™ +u S on (0,T) x I,
u® =0 on 01,
with m € (1,2), I C R a bounded, open interval and S being a distribution only. As

for the parabolic Anderson model (cf. [I7,[18]), the particular example we have in mind is
S = £ being spatial white noise. Accordingly, we assume that, locally on R,

_i_
(4.2) S € Baoho forall e > 0.

The choice of zero Dirichlet boundary data in ([@]) is for simplicity only and the arguments
of this section can easily be adapted to the Cauchy problem.
We define weak solutions to (@) to be functions u € L*([0,T]; HA(I)) such that u™ €

L%([0,T); HY(I)) and (&) is satisfied in the sense of distributions. We will prove the
following regularity estimate for a weak solution to (Z.1).

Corollary 4.1. Let ug € L™ (I). Then there exists a weak solution u to (A1) satisfying,
forallp € [1,m), s € [0, %%),

w e LP(0, T); WEP(I)),
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with, for allT >0, O CC I,
el zoqorywsrioy S ol Tabs gy + 18150 +1,
for some T > 2 and n € (%, 1] small enough.

The proof of the above Proposition is a consequence of establishing according uniform
regularity estimates (see Theorem below) for the approximating problem

(4.3) Ot = Dy (u)I™ + 5% (2) on (0,T) x I,
u® =0 on 0,
_1_
where S¢ € C*°(R) with HS€|| HSH i—. and 5% — S locally in B2 for all

e > 0. These estimates will be derlved from the kinetic formulation of (£3]). Informally,
with x© := x(u®) the kinetic form reads, in the sense of distributions,

8tX€ = m’v’mflaxxxe + 5us(t7m):vu656 + 3Uq€
(4.4) = m|v|™ 1 pax® + X°ST + 0uq® — Oy(xT0S%) on (0,T) x I x R.
Definition 4.2. We say that v® € L'([0,T] x I) is an entropy solution to (3] if
(i) for every a € (0,m] there is a constant K7 > 0 such that

m+ta

(4.5) 102 (u) == 2 o,y < K.

(ii) x® = x(u®) satisfies ([@4]), in the sense of distributions on (0,T") x I x R, for some
non-negative, finite measure ¢° such that,

¢ =mS +n°

with m® being a non-negative measure and n° given by
NE = Gyye (O (uf) "2 1)2

and satisfying, for every a € (0,m] with K; as in (i),

(4.6) / lv|*7 ¢ dtdzdv < K;.
[0,T] xR4XR

The well-posedness of entropy solutions to ([3)) follows along the lines of Theorem [B.]in
Appendix [Bl below. It only remains to show that the constant K in (&5]) and () can
be chosen uniformly in e.

Lemma 4.3. Let a > 0, 7 = 52942 < (1,2] and ug € (L™ N L) (RE). Then, for
some constant C' = C(a,m,T),

sup /|u |°‘+1dx—i—/ /
te[OT]

(4.7) / |l drdady §C/|u0|a+1dx—|—0||5||;[//_177/.
[0,T]x xR I

mm<c/mmﬂm+mmmﬂw
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Proof. First, let ug € CX(RY), b € C®(R) increasing with ’(u) > éu for all u € R,
v (u) — ul™ locally uniformly and let u? be the classical solution to the approximating
equation

00" = 0,,1(u™) + w38 () on (0,T) x .

For simplicity we drop the ¢ in the notation. Then, for n € C?(R) convex, Lipschitz
continuous, we obtain

/In(ué(t))d:vz/ ug dw+/ / ) (Dyzb® (u®) + 0 S) dadr
/ U dm—c/ /8F” dmdr+/ / Yl S dxdr,

F(u) o /1" () () (r)dr. Hence, (for a non-relabeled subsequence) we have 9, F"(u®) —
Z for some Z € Lz([O TY; LQ(Rd)) Since u’ — w in C([0, T]; L*(R%)) we have Z = 0, F" (u)
which implies

/I n(u(t))de < / n(uo)dz — ¢ / t /I (0, F" (u))2dadr + / / wus dadr,

where F'(u) :=m [;" /0" (r)|r|™1dr.

Using a suitable approximation of n(u) = |u|**! this yields, for some ¢ = ¢(a, m),

t t
/]u(t)]a+1dx S/]uo\a“dx—c/ /(Bxu[m;a])dedr—i—/ /]u\a“Sdaﬂdr.
I I 0 J1 0 J1

We further have, for 7 € [1,2) to be chosen later,
(4.8) /IIUIO‘HSdl“ S Ml e + 1Sy
and, for every n > 0 and some C), > 0,

Nl T < /I Oalul™ 7 dz = (o + 1)7 / o, dx

(4.9) —(a+1) / e 520052 0,0
Hat 1) /| =52 70, W0 da
m—i—a

7 4 ]0pu ) da.

< C(/Cn|u
I

Thus, since 7 < 2 and choosing 7 small enough,

t
/]u(t)]a+1dx g/]uo\a“daﬂ—c/ /(@Cu[m;a])%xdr
I I 0 J1
¢ —m T /
[ [l b s
0 Jr W,
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a—m+2 2T

2 )(2—7'
200 4 2

204+ 3 —m

/]u (t)|*Hdx </]u0\°‘+1dm—c/ /3 ul™z* )2dxdr

+/ /’U\O‘“dwd“r [ s
0 J1 Wa
Gronwall’s inequality implies

(4.10) /|u |O‘+1da:+//

For general initial data ug € (L™ N L) (R%) we choose a sequence of smooth approxi-
mations uj € C°(RY) such that ud — ug in (L™ N L) (RE). The respective solutions
uf satisfy (ZI0) and, due to ([B3), we may take the limit § — 0 to conclude.

In order to establish ([Z) we note that on the approximative level u%° the kinetic form is
satisfied with ¢°° = §,_ s (Bx(ue"s)[mTH})? Thus,

/ . l|*~ =P drdady = /(&B(us"s) "3
[0,T]xIxR I
S [ ol tde + 15705

Passing to the limit 6 — 0 yields ({7]). O

Now we choose 7 such that ( ) =a+1,ie. since m —2 < a,
€ (1,2].

In conclusion,

Paadr 5 [ fuol™ s+ |50y

“N2dtds

Corollary 4.4. Let ug € L™ (I). Then, there is a unique entropy solution u® to ([A3)
and u® satisfies Definition [{.4 with

K1 S fluoll gty + 18150 +1

for some T > 2 and some n € (%, 1). In particular, the constants Ky in Definition[{.3 can
be chosen uniformly in € and

2
12 o 7ty ) = K-
Proof. We apply Lemma 3] with o € (0, m]. O

Theorem 4.5. Assume [L2]) and let u® be the entropy solution to ([A3l). Then, for all
pe[l,m), s€[0,31) we have

uF € DP(0, T); WP (D))
with, for allT >0, O CC I,

14| o o, 11w 00y < Clluoll oty 1y + 19150 + 1),

for some 7 > 2, C independent of ¢ > 0 and n € (%, 1) small enough.
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Proof. Let p € [1,m), s € [0, %%) For simplicity we drop the ¢ in the notation. Rewriting
(@) we obtain, for n € (3,1),

n _n n _n n _n
(4.11) Brx = m|v|™ L Buax + A2 Ay 2XS +A2y Ay 2q—AZ0, Ay 2 xvS
—— —— ——
=90 =:g1 =:92

n n n
= m|v|™" " Dpax + A2 go + AZ0ug1 — AZDyga on (0,T) x I x R.

An elementary computation shows [[x||lz1 wn1 < ullipna. We next use embedding
U T x

results for Besov spaces [3, Proposition 2.78], estimates for the paraproduct of functions
and distributions [30, Section 4.4.3, Theorem 1] and Corollary 4] to obtain, for § > 0
small enough,

_n
(412) gollzy, , =182 *xSley, , S IxSly sro S Xy, greeSpon,
2
S lullpy 2o 1Sl g, S HUH%g(HOl) + ||5||?9;o700 < K+ 18150

Moreover, using the same reasoning we obtain

n

_ _n
@13) ol gl = Mol AT FxwS Iy = 187 F ISl S K+ ISI

We choose a cut-off function and localize (£I1]) as in the proof of Corollary Hence,
using (310, we may apply Lemma B3] with n sufficiently close to %, a = ﬁ, 8 =2,
A=2-— 2"1;—3?/ small enough by choosing v close to one, r > 1 small enough, p = 1/,

g=1,0=2L such that

m’?

(1-08% o0+ =0(°
:l<

_n _n _n
lullzoozawesoy S 18 xS UMuw + 182 F ol 0l + 0] A2 Ex0S 00
ANy A0y, + e o + 1

t,x,v

A=)

[\CRGV]

This yields, for all O CcC I,

Hence, since

Il S0l +1 1fls

t,x,v t,x,v

we have, using (£.12), ([AI3),

lellzeqomywsrioy S K1+ 1S5+ lullzy, + lullzz, +1.

= lullgy o U lp,z = lullze

In fact, ([@II) is not exactly of the form (BIl), since g1, g2 allow singular moments of
different order, i.e. v € (0,1) for g1, v = 1 for go. However, in the proof of Lemma[33] the
terms involving g2 only lead to better behaved terms than g; and thus may be absorbed.
We next note that by the arguments of Lemma [4.3]

lullzy, < lluolley + 1S + 1, Mlullze, S lluollgper + 1S]5y-1- +1
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for some 7 > 2. Hence, by Corollary [£.4] we obtain

lellzr qozwercoy) Sluollfis + 18150 + luollzy + lluoll pyes + 18151 +1

ol ks + 118170 +1.
for some 7 > 2. O
Proof of Corollary[{.1l By Lemma .3 we have

”us”%%[oﬂ;%) + Ham(ue)[m} ”%2([0,T};L2) <C.
Hence, we also have [[u®S®|[3,_1o S [[uf][512]1S°[5-1.. < C. By @3) we obtain

10012 (0,27, -1.2) < C-
The Aubin-Lions compactness Lemma yields (for a subsequence)
u® —u in L([0,T]; L*(1)).

This allows to pass to the limit in the weak form of (£3]). Hence, Theorem finishes
the proof. 0

APPENDIX A. TRUNCATION PROPERTY AND BASIC ESTIMATES

From [33] Definition 2.1] we recall the following definition.

Definition A.1. Let m be a complex-valued Fourier multiplier. We say that m has
the truncation property if, for any locally supported bump function ¢ on C and any
1 < p < o0, the multiplier with symbol ¢($) is an LP-multiplier as well as an My -
multiplier uniformly in § > 0, that is, its LP-multiplier norm (Mpy-multiplier norm resp.)
depends only on the support and C! size of v (for some large I that may depend on m)
but otherwise is independent of 4.

We slightly deviate from the definition of the truncation property given in [33 Definition
2.1] since we require it to hold also for p = 1 and on Mpy. In [33] Section 2.4] it was
shown that multipliers corresponding to parabolic-hyperbolic PDE satisfy the truncation
property for p > 1. Accordingly we extend this property to our Definition in the following
example.

Example A.2. Let

m(T,§,v) = it +ia(v) - § = (£ b(v)§)
for some measurable a : R — R% b: R — Sjl_Xd. Then, m satisfies the truncation property
uniformly in v.

Proof. Following [33] Section 2.4] it remains to consider the cases p = 1 and Mpy. Arguing
as in [33], Section 2.4] we can consider the cases m(7,&,v) = it +ia(v) - £ and m(7,&,v) =
—(&,b(v)¢) separately. By invariance under linear transformations, arguing again as in [33),
Section 2.4] it is enough to consider (i&), 1(|¢|?). Due to [22, Theorem 2.5.8] in order to
prove that these are L'-multipliers, we need to show that their inverse Fourier transforms
have finite L' norm, which is true since v is a bump function. Again by [22] Theorem
2.5.8] an operator is an L'-multiplier if and only if it is given by the convolution with a
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finite Borel measure. As such, it can be extended to a multiplier on My with the same
norm. U

We next provide a basic IP estimate for symbols satisfying the truncation property uni-
formly. The following estimate is an extension of [33] Lemma 2.2] by making use of reg-
ularity in the v component of f. As pointed out in the introduction, this allows to avoid
bootstrapping arguments in the applications, which is crucial, since these bootstrapping
arguments do not allow to conclude a regularity of order more than one.

Lemma A.3. Assume that m(&,v) satisfies the truncation property uniformly in v. Let
@, ¢ be bounded, smooth functions, 1 be a smooth cut-off function and My be the Fourier
multiplier with symbol ¢(&)v (@) Then, for alll1 <p <2, 0 >0, r € (
(1,00),

P’ /
T P10

1
I [ Mosodolsy S 156lzumes) s 19n (€01,

&€ supp ¢
where O, (€,0) = {v € supp ¢ : |m(&,v)| < d}. Moreover,
I [ Mosodvlsigy.. <159l

Proof. We first consider the case p = 2. Then

I [ sssodols <1 [ 700 (5 Foaluy
=1 [ wteye (") dodvlsy 5 let@o (52 gl
< s (D) ool foll ey

§€ supp ¢

Note
16l ey = [ 1500 gade = [ 10+ 80)% fo? dud
= 170+ A0 FpoPdedo = [|(1+ 807 foP dade
= [ 17012 g do = 1012 e
By Sobolev embeddings (cf. eg [3l Theorem 1.66]) we have H,’ <—> LT for all r e

2, N R. Hence, for r € 2] N (1,00) we have L — H, ”". Fix r € 2] N
1—20 20 v
(1,00) arbitrary. Then

I [ Mafodvli 5 s Hw( mi¢; )>HL 1602z

§€ supp ¢

1+20’ 1+205

< osup (€, 5)|; Hf¢HLg(H;”2)'
§€ supp ¢

This finishes the proof in case of p = 2.
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Due to the truncation property (on L' and My ) uniform in v, we have, for all n > 1,

u / Myfodvl s < 1f6ll,

and

|| / Myfédvl gy < 11/ 6llnpn

We now conclude by interpolation: From the above we have that M¢ [=[Myfodvisa
bounded linear operator in L(L2(H?); L2) N L(L! ,; L1). By complex interpolation, for
6 € (0,1), M, is a bounded linear operator in L([L2(Hy’ %), L1 ]g: [L2, L1]p). Interpolation
of Banach space valued LP-spaces yields

2

1+9(%71)

[L3(HT?), LY Jo = La
Next we note that, for n > 1,

([H72, LYe)-

(170)07#2
[HO’Q Ln]g _ HU 1460(5-1)
v ’ v
Hence,
2 0,2 n 1"'@(2%—1) (179)0’1-%9(2%—1)
[L:B(H’U, )’Lm,v]e 2 Ly (HU )
2
(L2, L)y = LG,
Let now p € (1,2). Let n > 1 be such that § = TPQ_LW (0,1), i.e. p = #%71). Then,
in conclusion, for all o > 0 and all r € [1+2 2] N (1, 00),
I [ ausodols =1 | Mofodll s
~ H 1/1’ L(L%(Hg’2)7L%)HMwHL(Lg,Ua x) (1—0)0,#%71)
- v )
2
Ssup [Qn (&0 IfPll 5y pn, -
5 L?C(Hv p(2—n) )
Now given o > 0 we apply the above with o replaced by ¢’ := gg:zga >0and n > 1
small enough. Again choosing 1 > 1 small enough, this yields the claim for all r €
(157 P1 N (1, 00). 0

APPENDIX B. ENTROPY SOLUTIONS FOR PARABOLIC-HYPERBOLIC PDE wITH A
SOURCE

In this section we present a sketch of the proof of well-posedness of entropy /kinetic solu-
tions for PDE of the type

(B.1) dyu + divA(u) = div (b(u)Vu) + S(t,z) on (0,T) x R?
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with
ug € LY(RY), S € L1([0,T] x RY)
(B.2) a=A e L (R;RY)

)= oin()ow;i(-), o € Lis(R;RY).

Theorem B.1. Let uy € L'(RY), S € LY([0,T] x R?). Then there is a unique entropy
solution u to (B.I)) satisfying u € C([0,T]; L*(R%)). For two entropy solutions u', u? with
initial conditions u(l],ug and forcing S*,S? we have

(B.3) ts[lépﬂ ||u1(t) - uz(t)HLl(]Rd) < Hué - u(2)||L1(Rd) + HSl - SZHLl([O,T}XRd)'
€ I

Moreover, if ug € LP(RY), S € LP([0,T] x R?) for some p € [1,00), then

(B.4) sup [[u(t)l|rz < C(lluollrz +1Sllzr ),
t€[0,7] ’

for some constant C' = C(T,p).

Proof. Uniqueness: We present a sketch of the proof. The argument is a combination
of [I1120] and is rigorously justified following the convolution error estimates from [11120].
Owing to [20, proof of Theorem 11] we note that g(t,7,v) = 1,y satisfies the same
kinetic equation as f. We further note that, informally, due to Definition 23] (ii), (iii),

d 2
(t Z, U v u(t,z) Z (Z al‘lﬂlk > .
k=1

We next note that,

(925/ (1—g¢*)dv —/atg (1—g¢%) — g'0,¢% dv

— [ (alv) - Vag! + div(b()Vagh) + 00" +8,sS)(1 - )
R
— g (—a(v) - Vog? + div(b(v)V4g?) + 0uq® + 6y_y25?) dv
= —div, / (a(v)g* (1 — ¢*)dv + 2/ Vg b(v)V,g* dv
R R
+ /(qlaUQQ + avglq2) dv + /(5vu151)(1 - 92) - gl(év:uQSQ) dv.
R

Concerning the forcing, as in [20], we observe that

/(5vu151)(1 - 92) - 91(5U:u252) dv = 1u12u2(51 - SQ)
R
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Next, as in [I1],
/ (4'9ug” + Dug'q®) dv = — / (' Gy + Oy ¢*) do
R

2 2
/ Z (Z a sz ) 5v:ul(svzzﬁ + 5v:u1 6v:u2 Z (Z a:vlﬁzk ) dv
R

k=1 k=1
d [ d d
<2 [ Gt | D0 0uBnla) Y 00, Bin(eR) | do
R k=1 \ i=1 =1
d
= —2/5U w1 Oy aik(ul)axiulajk(u2)8$ju2 dv
1,5,k=1

d
= —2/5 —ul Oy Z bij(v Bxlulaxju dv.

i,j=1

Note that, informally (justified as in [I1] based on the chain-rule Definition (i1)),

/Vg;g - b(0)Vpg? dv = 2 Z/ 17 (0)8 1 Oy U 6, y2 0, 0 dlv.

t,j=1

We thus obtain that
at/ g'(1 — ¢*) dvdx < / Lyis,2 (St — S%) da.
Rd+1 Rd -
Since [g'(1 — ¢?)dvdx = [(u! —u?); dz this implies

t
/ (ut(t) — u(t))4 dx < / (ug — ud) dx —i—/ / Lyis2 (St — S2%) dadr,
R4 R4 0 JRd N

which by reversing the roles of u! and u? implies (B.3).

Existence: Step 1: Assume that ug € C°(R%), S € C((0,T) x R2).

33

The construction of solutions relies on a smooth, non-degenerate approximation of A, b.
Let A:R - R% v* : R — SiXd be smooth, Lipschitz continuous, satisfying b°(u) > eld
for all u € R, e > 0 and A%, b° — A, b locally uniformly. Then, by [26] there is a classical

solution to

(B.5) uf + divA® (uf) = div (b°(u®)Vuf) + S(t, ) on (0,T) x R,
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For n € C%*(R,) convex we have

o /R (s (6)der = /R o (0 (1)) (~div A () + v (5 () V) + (1, 2)

(B.6) =/ =17 (u® (1)) (A7) (%) - VuF = 0" (u® (1)) (Vu© - b (u") Vi)
R¢
+0/ (W (1) S(t, z) dz
< [ W ®)sto .
R¢
Hence, by a standard approximation argument, for all p € [1, c0),

lat/ |u5(t)|pdx§/ ua(t)[p_l]S(t,x)da:,S/ [us (t)[P +|S(t, x) [P dx
p R4 R4 R4

and thus

(B.7) sup [[u(t)]lz < Clluollzz + IS]Lr )-
te[0,7) ’
By the L'-contraction (B3)) we further have, uniformly in & > 0,

sup HUEHB'VZ SHUOHB'VI“' sup HSHB'VI
t€[0,T] te[0,7)

10 (, )y <N0cu”(0)l Ly + 11061 ry
<[|divA(uo) + div(b(uo)Vuo) + S(0,)||Lx + 10651 -
Since u® is a classical solution it is easy to verify that u® is an entropy solution following
the lines of [I1], Section 7]. The above estimates imply the convergence (of a non-relabeled

subsequence) uf — u in C([0, T]; L'(R%)). The verification that u is an entropy solution
again follows from the same arguments as [II, Section 7]. The LP bound (B.4) follows

from (B7).

Step 2: Let now ug € L'(R%), S € L'((0,T) x RY).

We choose u§ € CX(RY), S° € C((0,T) x R?)) such that u§ — wug in L'(R%) and
S¢ — S in LY((0,T) x RY). By the L'-contraction (B33) this implies that u® — u in
C([0,T); LY(R%)). The verification that u is an entropy solutions again follows along the
lines of [I1] Section 7, Step 2]. O

APPENDIX C. THE CASE m > 2

In this section we present an improvement of the results obtained in [16]. We consider
(C.1) Ayu+ divA(u) = Aul™ + S(t,2) on (0,T) x RY
where
1/md 1 d
up € L°(R%), S e L ([0,T] x RY)
(C.2) a= A€ LS (R;RY),

ul™ = |u|™ y with m > 2.
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By [1I] and Appendix [Bl there is a unique entropy solution to (C.]).

Lemma C.1. Let v > 0, ug € (L' N L™)(RZ) and S € (L' N L'*)([0,T] x RZ). Then,
there are cy y,, Cy > 0 such that

ytm
ts[lolr;]HU( W)+ eym / / (Vul2")2dz < © (||u0H1J{17+HSH1T17).
€ ’

Proof. First let ug € C(RY), S € C*((0,T) x R%) and A% be smooth, Lipschitz contin-
uous with A — A locally uniformly. Then, for € > 0, there is a unique classical solution
to

A + divA® (uf) = eAuf + A(w)™ + S(t,2) on (0,T) x RZ.
From (B.6)) we have, for n € C?(R) convex, Lipschitz continuous,

Oy /Rd (s (t))de < /Rd =11 (W (£)) |V ()P (&) + 0 (u (1)) S(t, ) de

€T €T

14y 1
= / CIVET )P+ — | (0] 5 + ——|S(t, )|V de,
RY L+~

1+~

where F(u) := m f r)|r|m=1dr. Integrating in time and choosing a suitable ap-
proxnnatlon of n this mequahty may be applied to n(u) = |u|'™7, which yields

4 m 1 + t +m

+/ ]u’S]HV—i— \S(t,x)]lﬂ dx.
]Rd

T

Gronwall’s inequality yields

(©3) s (WO} + e / / V()2 dads < €, (fuoll 1T, + 1S5
€10,

From the construction of entropy solutions (Theorem[B.1]) we have u — w in C ([0, T]; L*(R%)).
Moreover, by (C.3) for a non-relabeled subsequence V(ue)[me} — Z in L*([0,T] x RY).
Since u® — u a.e. we have Z = V(u)[me} which allows to pass to the limit in (C.3).

For general ug € (L'NLY™7)(RZ), S € (L'NL*7)([0, T]xR%) we choose smooth, compactly

supported approximations ug, S° with HuoHlJ{lY < Hu0||1L]LL and HS‘SHIJ{;’7 < ||S||1]LL and

u§ — up, S° — S in L'. The corresponding entropy solution u® then Satlsﬁes m Due
to Theorem [B.] we have v — u in C([0,T]; L'(R%)) which allows to pass to the limit in

(C3) as above. O

For p € [1,00), s € (0,1) we recall

11, =sup sup |

>0 0<|z|<8 JRE

(@2 —J@I[

|2°

and

£ 1R = IS IWe + 111
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Theorem C.2. Lety >0, m > 2 and ug € (L'NLH)(RY), S € (L'N L) ([0, T] x RY).
Then

||uHLm+’Y([O,T];Nm1W’m+’y(Rg)) 'ym(HUOH 1+’Y || || 1+’Y)
If, in addition, ug € L™V (RY), S € L™+ ([0, T)xRY) then u € Lm+7([0,T];NmLﬂ’m+7(Rg))
with

C.4 m+y < C 14y S 14y m+y S m—+y )
(CA) T ot i gy S Comloll T + IS, + uoll722, + ISIE)

Proof. We again restrict to giving the informal derivation, the rigorous justification is
standard by considering a vanishing viscosity approximation first, then using lower semi-
continuity. From [16, Lemma 4.1] we recall the elementary inequality, for m > 2,

Ir—s|™ < c|rl2] = sl21)2 vr s e R,
for some ¢ > 0. Hence,
|APu(2)[™ = |u(z + he) — u(x)|™ < clu(z + he)l 2T — u(z)5])?
= c|ALul?) ()

and thus, using Lemma [C.T],
T Alu(t, x
/ sup  sup / #
0 h>0ecRd je|=1 /R4 hmt+y
T m+y
:/ sup  sup / h—?2 ‘A’;u(t,x)‘ dxdt
0 h>0ecRd je|=1/R9

T
gc/ sup  sup / 2| ARyl 37 I(t, 2)|2dadt
0 h>0ecRd |e|=1

/ / |Vu[ 2 ]tx)| dxdt

< Cym(lluoll 375 + ISI47,)-

L1+’Y L1+’Y

m+y
dxdt

This implies

T
1
/0 lu(t, )" dt < Co (ol 37, + 115 TL)-

N (RY)
Using Lemma [C.T] with ~ replaced by m — 1 + v yields

m—+y m—+y
HUHLoo ([0,T]; L™+ (Rd)) < Cm,W(HUOHL;nM + HSHLTQH)

This implies that

m—+y < 1+~ Sl C m-+y S|ty
Il e gy, < Gl IS + Cong (ol 752, + IS

O
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APPENDIX D. OPTIMALITY AND SCALING

In this section we present scaling arguments that indicate the optimal regularity of solu-
tions of porous medium equations. We then show that these estimates are indeed sharp
since they are attained by the Barenblatt solution. Consider

(D.1) du = A(Ju/™ *u) on (0,T) x RY
u(0) =up on RY,

with ug € L'(R%), m > 1.

Lemma D.1. Assume that for some s >0, p>1, C > 0 we have

(D.2) [l < Clluollzr (rg),

Lr([0,T);W =P (R4))

3

for all solutions u to (D). Then, necessarily p < m and s < <

_1_
p m—

Proof. Given a solution u to (D), for every > 0, also a(t, z) := u(nt, 36)77ﬁ is a solution
: ~ 11D _ ol ~ _
tO (m) Slnce HUHLP([O,T};WSW(R%)) - 77 Hu”Lp [0 nT} Ws p(Rd)) a‘nd Hu(o) ”Ll(Rg) -

nﬁ HUOHLl(Rg) from (D.2]) we obtain that

1—p=L
”uHLp ([0,T];W=-P(Rd)) < C?] mleUOHLl(]Rg)'
This leads to a contradiction (letting 1 1 0c), unless

(D.3) p <m.

Similarly, we may rescale in space: Given a solution u to (D), for every n > 0, also
2 2
a(t,z) == u(t,nz)n ™1 is asolution to (D.I). Note that ||%(0)|| ;1 (ra) = n_m_dﬂuoHLl(Rg)

+ps—d
= - PP lull?, (0TI WP ®LY) Hence, by (D.2)),

a‘nd HuHLp [0 T] Ws P(Rd))

2
< Cﬁm(p_l)_pSHUOHLl(Rg)’

Hu”Lp( 0 T} Ws p(Rd)) —
which leads to a contradiction unless s < 71% Maximizing the right hand side under
(@:3) yields p=m and s < 2. O

Example D.2. Consider the Barenblatt solution

1
u(t,x) = t=(C — klot =P *)7T,

d

where m > 1, a = =172 k= OCQW , B=5 and C > 0 is a free constant. Then

ue L™([0,T]; W*™(Rg))

implies s < %
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Proof. With F(z) = (C — k|z|? )j: ' we have u(t,z) = t~*F(xt~?). We next observe that,

for s € (0,1),
u(t, y)™
m
ot Wi = . /R e ey
t ame Bsm+d +2d6HFHWsm(Rd)
Hence,

::Htfanpfﬁwnp%@+2d6Hquoaq)Hﬁﬂgéam(Rd

”uHLm [OT] Ws m(Rd z)

which is finite if and only if

—am — B(sm+d)+2d3 > -1 and F e WS™(R%).

Hence, necessarily

1 1 -1 2
—m—3(5m+d)+2>—a:—<%>,

which is equivalent to 2 > ms. In the case s € (1,2) we observe that O, u(t,z) =

t*(O‘*ﬁ)in (wt*[g ) so that analogous arguments may be applied. O
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