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LOCAL BOUNDEDNESS OF SOLUTIONS TO NON-LOCAL
PARABOLIC EQUATIONS MODELED ON THE FRACTIONAL
p—LAPLACIAN

MARTIN STROMQVIST

ABSTRACT. We state and prove estimates for the local boundedness of subsolu-
tions of non-local, possibly degenerate, parabolic integro-differential equations
of the form

Oru(z,t) + P.V. / K(z,y,t)|u(z, t) — u(y, t)\PiQ(u(:v, t) —u(y,t)) dy,
RTL
(z,t) € R™ x R, where P.V. means in the principle value sense, p € (1, 00)
and the kernel obeys K (z,y,t) ~ |z — y|" TP for some s € (0, 1), uniformly in
(z,y,t) € R® x R™ X R.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

In this work we study local regularity properties of solutions to the equation
0 t
(1.1) % + Lu(z,t) =0 in Qx (t1, ),
for a bounded domain €. In (IIJ), L is a nonlinear, nonlocal operator of p-Laplace
type. Specifically, we assume that L is formally given by

(1.2)  Lu(z,t) =P.V. lu(z,t) — u(y, t)[P2(u(z,t) — u(y, t) K (z,y,t)dy,
R'n.
where P.V. means principal value and the kernel K satisfies, for some A > 1 and
s€(0,1),
A—l
(13) ———— < K(Jﬁ,y,t)

o — g = Sy

Throughout the paper we will assume that p > 2, which corresponds to equations
that are possibly degenerate.

Elliptic nonlocal equations of this type (Lu = 0) has received great attention in
recent years. Ishii and Nakamura [12] were the first authors to study this equation,
with K (z,y,t) = (1—s)|z—y|""*P and in a localized setting. They proved existence
and uniqueness of viscosity solutions and showed that in this case L converges to
the p-Laplace operator as s — 1. In [6] Di Castro, Kuusi and Palatucci studied the
elliptic counterpart of (1) and proved local boundedness and Holder continuity
of solutions. In [5] the same authors proved a very interesting nonlocal version of
the Harnack inequality for solutions u. It involves the so-called tail of the negative
part of v and does not require solutions to be globally positive. Through the use
of fractional DeGiorgi classes, M. Cozzi [4] proved the results of [6] and [5] for
solutions to a more general class of equations, involving a term f(u), or solutions
to associated minimum problems.
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When it comes to parabolic problems, an analogous theory of local boudedness,
Holder continuity and Harnack’s inequality does not exist for p # 2. In the linear
case p = 2, Felsinger and Kassmann [I0] prove a weak Harnack inequality and
Holder continuity for weak solutions to (II)) that are globally positive. They work
with a class of kernels satisfying slightly weaker growth conditions than (I3]). Due
to the assumption of global positivity, the nonlocal term involving the negative
part of the solution (the tail term), that normally occur in such estimates, is not
present. In [I3], Schwab and Kassmann prove results similar to those in [I0],
but with a(t,z,y)du(x,y) in place of K(t,x,y)dxdy, merely assuming that p is
a measure, not necessarily absolutely continuous w.r.t. Lebesgue measure, that
satisfies certain growth conditions. It should also be mentioned that the conditions
on imposed on the kernels/measures in [I0] and [I3] are in general not sufficient
to prove a Harnack inequality. This is due to a result by Bogdan and Sztonyk [2]
that prove sharp conditions on the kernel for a Harnack inequaity to hold (in the
elliptic setting). To the authors best knowledge, there is as of yet no theory of
local boundedness for equations of the type (1), even when p = 2. However, the
situation is different if the equation (LI]) holds globally in space. Caffarelli, Chan
and Vasseur [3] study parabolic nonlocal, nonlinear equations of quadratic growth
in all space. They prove that solutions are bounded and Holder continuous as soon
as the initial data is in L2.

The purpose of this paper is to to develop a basis for further study of the regu-
larity theory of weak solutions to equations of the type (II]). To this end we prove
Cacciopollo type inequalities and establish local boundedness of weak subsolutions.
In future projects we will study Harnack/Holder estimates for ().

Holder estimates and Harnack inequalities for local equations of p-Laplace type
is considerably more involved in the parabolic setting, compared to the elliptic
setting, or to the parabolic setting for p = 2. This is essentially due to the in-
herent inhomogeneity of these equations, which leads to intrinsic Harnack/Holder
estimates that are valid only for times depending on the local size of the solution.
Harnack’s inequality for local equations was proved independently by Kuusi [14]
and DiBenedetto, Gianazza and Vespri [9]. The results in [I4] were modified and
extended to a wider class of operators in [I] by Avelin, Capogna, Citti and Nystrom.
For Holder estimates we refer to [§].

Our main result is that local weak solutions to (IT]) are bounded. The estimates
will depend on a nonlocal quantity called the parabolic tail of the solution. If
v € LP(tg — To, to; W5P(R™)), the (parabolic) tail of v is defined by

_1

)Pt o

Tail(v; o, 7, t1 — T, t1) = / / [v(=, |n+s dedt |
t1—T1 "\B :Eo x7z0| p

whenever t1 < to and to — TO <t — Tl. If Q = BT(ZL'()) X (tl — Tl,tl), we set
Tail(v; Q) = Tail(v; Zo, T, t] — T1, tl).

At times we will use a supremum (in time) version of the tail, given by

: v(z, )P~ o
Tails (v; 20,7, t1 — 11, t1) = | P sup / —dx .
(v ) t1—Ti<t<t; JRO\B, (z0) |T — To["T*P

For parabolic rescaling of cubes @, we will use the notation
AQ = B,\T(ZL'()) X (tl — )\SPTl,tl).
In all our estimates, C' > 1 will denote a generic constant that depends only on n

and p unless otherwise stated. The numerical value of C' may change during the
course of an estimate. We can now state our main theorem.
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Theorem 1.1. Let Q = Br(xo) X (to — To,to) and suppose that u is a nonnegative
subsolution in 2Q). Then, if p > 2

s\ =2 T,
(14) sup u S ﬁ ((R;b ) + Rp Taﬂp 1(u+,$070'7" to TO,tO))

oQ
c T < ][ p—1
+ — sup u(z, t)dx ,
(1 —0)* RP \4y—1y<t<to ) By (

for any o € (0,1).

1

We remark that that if Taily (uy; 2o, 01, to — To,to) < C (RSP) 2, then

T > Tail’ ! (uy; o, o, to — To, to)

RSP\ »—2
< Tailoo (ug; X0, 01y tg — To, to) < ( T ) )

0
Then (2.69) becomes

- C (RSp)ﬁ_i_(To 7[ (e.4)d )p—l
supu < ——— — su u(x,t)dx ,
ch) n (1 - J)a TO RSp to—T02<t0 Br

This is precisely the estimate that holds for solutions to local equations.

1.1. Parabolic Sobolev spaces. For a domain D C R", the fractional Sobolev
space W*P(D) consists of all functions f € LP(D) such that

_ p
[flwsrp) = /D . %dzdy < o0.

The norm of f € W#*P(D) is given by

sy =iy + ([ [ HE= LD gy}

We shall also need the space
WSP(Q) ={f e W*P(R"): f=0in R"\ Q},

endowed with the norm || - [[yys.p(rn). We will later use the fact that a truncation
of f does not increase its norm in W*7?:

(1.5) [frlwer@) < [flwsr ),

(1.6) [min{ f, mtlwer) < [flwsr@), for any m € R.

To prove (LI) we need only note that |ay — by| < |a — b for any a,b € R. Then
(LH) is a consequence of (LH) and the fact that min{f,m} = —(m — f)+ +m.
For the fractional Sobolev embedding below we refer to [7].

Theorem 1.2 (Sobolev embedding). Suppose p > 1, sp < n and let px = n’i’;p.
Then for any f € WP(R™) and q € [p, p*],

NE
(1.7) HfHLq (R™) —/ / |.T— |n+sp| dudy.

If Q is an extension domain for W*P  then
(1.8) [fllLa@) < CEfllws»)-
If sp = n, then [L7) and (L) hold for any q € [p,o0).
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n
—sp

Lemma 1.1. Suppose p > 1, sp <n and let k" = - and suppose that
fe Lp(tl,ﬁg; Wg’p(BT)).

Then for any k € [1, K],

2}
(1.9) / ][ ([P dadt
t1 B,

to pr* (k=1 r*
<o [0t (s, f 11 )

t1 t <t<to

Proof. The proof is identical to the proof of the analogous statement for the space
LP(t1,t2; Wy (B,)), c.f. [§]. We need only note that for a function g € W5P(B,),
its extension by zero to R" belongs to W#P(R™) and we are at liberty to apply

@D. O

1.2. Weak Solutions. We are now in a position to define weak solutions, and will
show that for any bounded domain €2 C R™ and 7" > 0, the problem

% + Lu(;at) = 07 in QT =0 x (OvT)7

(1.10) u(z,t) = g(z,t), in (R™\ Q) x (0,7),
u(x,0) = up(z), inR",

has a unique solution in a suitable sense, whenever g and ug belong to appropriate
function spaces. Motivated by (L)) and (L2)), we define a weak solution as follows.
For the sake of brevity we will use the notation

Au(xa Y, t) = K(‘Ta Y, t)'“(‘r’ t) - u(ya t)|p_2(u($’ t) - u(ya t))a
ou(z,y,t) = u(x, t) — u(y,t)
dp = du(z,y,t) = K(x,y, t)dedydt.

Definition 1. Suppose
g € LP(0,T; W=P(R™)),
Drg € LV (0, T3 (WP (R™))"),
up € L2(Q)

We say that u € LP((0,T); W*P(R)) is a weak solution to (LIQ) if

dyu € LP (0, T; (W*P(R™))*),
uw—g € LP0,T; W5P(Q))

and
tz t2
(1.11) / / Au(z,y,t)(n(z,t) — n(y, t))dzdydt —/ / uOyndzdt
t; Jrn JRn t n
- [ ot
Q

for any n € LP((0,T); W5P(€)) such that

e € LY (0,T; (WP(R"))*) and n(x,15) = 0.



Let w = u — g. Then u solves (LII)) if and only if w € LP(0,T; W;*(Q)) solves

(1.12) / 2 / L A g) ) ) = i) dadyde

to ta
f/ / w@mdzdt:/ / g@tndzdt+/ uon (0, z)dz,
t1 " t1 " Q

for any n € LP((0,T); WP (2)) such that
i € LY (0,T; (WP(R"))") and n(z,t5) = 0.

1.2.1. Wellposedness. The existence and uniqueness of a solution to (LIZ) is a
consequence of the general theory for degenerate parabolic equations in Banach
spaces, see [I5]. We will only briefly explain the properties of the equation that
need to be verified. Let A(-) = A(- + g). Suppose u(-,t) and v(-,t) belong to
WP (Q). Then by Holder’s inequality and (L3]),
(1.13) / Au(z,y, t)(v(z, t) — v(y, t))dzdydt
n ]R'n.
—1
< Afu( 1) + 90 Dlen [0 O]wer
< AP Ml llollwer + A2 gl ollwen.

Thus A defines an operator £; : WP(R") — (WP?(R"))*, with (Lyu,v) given by
(CI3) and

(1.14) Lol < 2 Al D52, + 20 Allg ) [
Additionally, £; is a monotone operator, i.e.

(Lyw — Lyv,u —v) >0, for all u,v € W*P(R"™).
Indeed,

(Lyu — Lyv,u —v) = (Lyu — Lyv,u+g— (v+g))

/ / u+g|pdu+/ / d(v+ g)|Pdu

= [t P s+ 960 + g)dn

*/n/n'(s(“*

> [ [ rarans [ [ 18+ grds

S [ s ora—s [ s+ g
b [ [ st apdn—= [ [ s glran=o.

where we used Young’s inequality. The existence of a unique weak solution now
follows from Proposition 4.1. in [15] if, in addition to (IL.I4) and the monotonicity,
we prove that

9IP25(v + 9)d(u + g)du

(1.15) [uls.p = ellullwsr@n),
(1.16) (Lyu,u) > alulys, — Clglhyer, for some a > 0.
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The Sobolev inequality guarantees that (LIH) holds. Let us prove (LI6). By
Young’s inequality with & and (L3)),

(Lyu,u) = (Lyu,u+ g — g)

//|5U+glpdu // S(u+ g)[P7?0(u + g)dgdp

Hu+ glfyen — eAu+ gy, — CEAlgly

Choosing ¢ = ﬁ, we obtain

1
(Loyu) 2 5l + gl — CAlglye.

1
> Sprip Wwes — (2A +CA) 910

from which (LI6) follows. The initial data ug is assumed in the sense that

li — ug[*dz = 0.
lim Q|u(:z:,t) uol“dz =0

The reason for choosing ug € L?(Q) is that ug needs to be an element of a Hilbert
space H such that W(€) is dense and continuously embedded into H. This is
indeed true because of the sobolev embedding theorem and the fact that C2°(Q) is
dense in W3 ().

2. ESTIMATES FOR SUBSOLUTIONS

Definition 2. We say that w is a solution to dyu + Lu =0 in Q x ({1, to) if

to 2}
ey [T [ w00 - at.0)dsdydt— [ [ wddede=o
t1 n JR™ t1 n

for all n € LP(ty, to; WP () such that 8;n € LP (t1, to; (W*P(Q))*) and n(z, t,) =
n(z, t2), for all x € Q.

Definition 3. We say that u is a subsolution to d;u 4+ Lu =0 in Q x (¢, ta) if

t2 t2
(2.2) / / Au(z,y,t)(n(z,t) — n(y, t))dzedydt —/ / uOyndzdt < 0,
t; Jrn JRn n

for all n7 as in the definition of a solution that are also non negative.

We first prove that if u is a subsolution, then its positive part, uy = max{u, 0},
is again a subsolution.

Lemma 2.1. If u is a subsolution to (LII)), then uy is also a subsolution.

Proof. Let ¢;(7) be a smooth, convex approximation of 7, such that ¢;(r) = 0 if
T < =1/j, ¢j(7), ¢i(1) > 0if 7 > —1/j and |¢}| < C, |¢]| < C(j). Let v be a
non negative, bounded test function. Then ¢ (u)v is an admissible test function,
as can be easily seen from the following equality

¢ (u(, t))v(z,t) — & (uly, t))v(y,t)
= 5 (@ (u(z, 1)) — ¢(uly, 1)) (v(2, 1) + v(y, 1))

+ 5 (v, t) = vy, )(¢] (ulx, ) + ¢ (u(y,1))).

N =~



Let ¢;(z,t) = ¢;(u(x,t)) and let ¢’ (x,t) = ¢/ (u(z,t)). We also set

(2.3) wj(z,t) = max{u(z,t), -1/j} = { Qi(f/’;)lflquéfz’f;):>oo’

Using ¢’ (u)v as a test function in ([2.2)) we obtain

to to
/ / dyud’; (u)vdzdt + / / Au(z,y,t)0(¢) (u)v)(z, y, t)dedydt
t1 Q t1 n JR™
=I5L;+1,; <0.

We may write I ; as

t2 t2
(2.4) LI :/ / vO @i (u)dadt — I = / / vOyusrdxdt, as j — oo.
t Ja t, Jo

We next estimate the integrand of I5 ; under the assumption that u(z,t) > u(y,t).
If ¢%(x,t) = 0, then Au(z,y,t)d(¢;(u)v)(x,y,t) = 0 since ¢’ is monotone non
decreasing. If ¢;(y,t) > 0, then
(w(z,t) = uly, )"~ (& (z, hv(z,t) — ¢y, t)v(y, 1))
= (uj+(2,) = wj 1 (y, )P~ (& (2, hv(x, ) — &y, t)v(y, t))
> (w4 (2, 8) = w4 (y, )P~ 5 (, 1) (v(w, t) = v(y, 1))
If ¢ (y,t) = 0 and ¢ (z,t) > 0, then
(w(z,t) — uly, £))" " (&) (z, )v(z,t) — ¢ (y, t)v(y, 1))
= (u(z,t) —u(y,t)" =" ¢;(z, t)v(x, 1)
> (uj+ (2,1) = ujs (y, 1)~ (@, t)o(, 1)
> (uj+(2,t) = uj4 (y, )P 65 (2, ) (v(2, 1) = v(y, 1))
We have thus shown that if u(z,t) > u(y,t),
(25)  Aulz, 5, 05(6, (o) (@,
> K (1) (ot 0, ) — 115 (0P 6 (0, ) (0, ) — (3, 1).

By interchanging the roles of  and y, we obtain, for u(z,t) < u(y,t), the analogous
estimate

(2.6)  Au(x,y,t)0(d;(w)v)(z,y,1t)
> K (2,,8) (w4 (y: 1) = wj (2, 0)P 7 G (y, 1) (v(y, 1) — v(@, 1))
= K@,y )|uj+ (2,) = uj s (5, 1)~
X (w4 (1) — w4 (y, 1) 5 (v, 1) (02, t) — v(y, t)).
Since the expressions in (ZH) and (Z8) are L*(R™ x R™ x (t1,t2)), we obtain

lim inf IQﬁj
Jj—o0

o [ R 077 )~ ol D)

ta
= / / Auy (x,y,t)ov(x,y, t)dedydt.
t1 JR® JR®

In combination with ([24), this gives

to 2}
/ / vOyuy drdt +/ / Auy (x,y,t)ov(x,y, t)dedydt <0,
t, Ja t, Jrm SR
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for all bounded, non negative test functions v, and by a standard approximation
argument, all non negative test functions v.
O

2.1. Caccioppoli estimate. Let (;(s) be a standard mollifier with support in
(=h,h). Given f:R"™ x R — R, we define

(2.7) fr(z,t) = /Rf(x,s)gh(t — s)ds.

Definition 4. Let & C R™ be a domain, u € LP(t1,t2; WSP(Q)), and consider
t1 <t <ty. Then t is called a Lebesgue instant for u if

lim / lup(x,t) — u(z,t)|*de = 0.
h—0 Jq

Since [, u(x,t)dz belongs to LP(t1,t2), it follows from Lebesgue’s differentiation
theorem that a.e. ¢t € (t1,t2) is a Lebesgue instant.

Lemma 2.2. Letp € (1,00), s € (0,1). Let £ > 1 and assume that K satisfies the
ellipticity condition (L3)). Let xo € R™, 71 < 79, B, := B.(x0), and assume that u
is a non-negative sub-solution in By x (11,72). Let t1,t2 be Lebesgue instants for u,
with 71 <t1 <ty <7y. Ford> 0, letv=u+d, w= =1+ E/P Then

2]

ta
/t1 /Br /BT lwe(z,t) — we(y,t)” d‘quH%/BT oz, )P (2, t)da

t=t1

to
<c [ [ [ max{ue. w060 - s 0p dn
t1 B, J B,
to
+ C< sup / |z — y|~(FPe) dy) (/ / wP (x,t) P (x, 1) dzdt)
zesupp ¥ JR"\ B, t1 B,
to t p—1
+ C/ sup / %dy/ V8P (z,t)dx | dt
t1 zesupp ¢ JR™\ B, |:C - y|n P B,

ol ()
+ v — | dxdt,
1+8) Ji Jp, ot ),

for all ¢(z,t) = (z)((t) with ¢ € C§° (71, 72) and ¥ € C(B,).

Proof. Let
v=u+d, v, =min{v,m}, m>d,

and let ¢ be as in the statement of the theorem. Let ¢ = 1—¢ < 0. Then n = vl -9¢P
is an admissible test function. This is clear if ¢ = 0. If ¢ < 0, it is enough to note
that, according to the mean value theorem,

[op (2,1) = vy Ay, )] = (1 = @)a™ U vm (@, 8) — v (y, 1)l
for some vy, (y,t) < a < v (2, t). For 7 <t1 <to <, let 0;(t) € C(r1, ) be a

smooth approximation of x4, +,) as j — oo. We will test the equation () with the
function

(2.8) min = ()i 1670,
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where the subscript h on the right hand side denotes mollification in the sense of
[21). Hence we obtain

(2.9) 02/ / / Av(z,y, t)(njn(z,t) —njn(y, t))dedydt
T1 B, J B,

T2
+ 2/ / / Av(z,y, t)n;n(z, t)dedydt
T1 "\BT B,
72 O 4 4 ,
- / / vEBh qodt = 130 4 I3 4 Bt
T1 B, at

For Ig’h we have

(2.10) B = [ [ o)l o)zt

B,

:/ / at(Um)h(Um);ll_qﬂﬁp@jdxdt
1 B

to
—>/ / Ot (V)1 (V) P ddt = T2,
t1 B,

as j — oo. Then integration by parts yields

(2.11) 13_/ / Byt qbpd:z:dt

- 1—+§ /B}vm)i*f(x,t)w(x,t)dx

ta

t=t1 1+ 5

/ Om) Dy P dadt

ta

- iie @

LHE9, P ddt,
t=t; 1 + 5 /

as h — 0. Since If’h and Ig’h are finite, our taking j — oo in these terms simply
replaces 7; by t;. By standard properties of mollifiers, we may then pass to the
limit A — 0 in (Z9) and obtain

(2.12) OZ/tZ/ / Av(z,y,t)(n(x, t) — n(y, t))dzedydt

+ 2/ / / Av(z,y, t)n(z, t)dedydt
"\ B,

ta

+ ﬁ v (2, 1) 6P (2, t)da

—I1+12+13-

0160, ¢P dadt
t=t1 1 + 5 /

We start by estimating the integrand of I; under the assumption that v(x,t) >
v(y,t). For such x,y,t we may apply the truncation result (ILl), or rather its short
proof, to Av(x,y,t), to find

(2.13)  Av(z,y, t)(n(x,t) —n(y, 1)) > Avy(z,y,t)(n(2,t) —n(y, 1))
= Avp, (2, y,t) (0m @ (2, 1) — vmdP (y, t)).

In order to simplify notation, we will write v rather than v, in the estimation of
I;. We will make use of the inequality

(2.14) ¢y, 1) < ¢ (x,1) + cped? (2, ) + (1 + cpe)e’ Plo(x, 1) — d(y, 1)[7,
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valid for any ¢ € (0,1), see Lemma 3.1 in [6]. We let 0 € (0,1) be a parameter to
be chosen and set
6’0(1" t) — U(ya t)

v(x,t)

E =

Thus we obtain,

219) pte) (G2 5t )

e )
) (0 00 1 0) 000.0))

vi~1(y, ) (z,1) vl=P(x,1)
% [6(2,) — d(y, )P = D + E.
We first estimate D and note that

(2.16) Dzmm%wW@“(W“Wﬂq_%ﬂgﬁgﬁﬁ)

=y, t) \vim(y, 1) v(z,1)
= Av(e ) S 0o, ) ~ 0(3.0)
v9(y, t) vyt su(yt)
) (v“(x,t)(v(z,t) —u(y,t))  vl@,t) —v(yt) pév(w,t))
v (y,t)
_ x ¢p($’t) vz —v p | v (@t —1 o U(y’t)
- K( ayat) ’Uq(y,t)( ( ’t) (y’t)) 222:3 1 pév(l‘,t)
For a > 1, let
at~1—-1
9@ ="

so that for v(x,t) > v(y,t),

v (y,t)
g (’U(SC,t)) . Uqflgzﬁt) -1
t T u(xt) '
v(y, 1) 2ol -1
Since £ > 1 we have ¢ < 0 and hence g(a) > 1. If a > 2, then
at71—1 _ a7 —qa'"9/2 147
> = - .
a—1 — a—1 2a—-1
Thus, for v(x,t) > 2v(y,t), we may combine ([2I6) and ([2I7) to obtain
01" (y,t)
P 1 v T(zn) ot
(218) D> K(ry.n 2 )w@¢>w%wv(———iiLcaﬂ%l)

v(z,t) p
“(y,1) 2228 1 v(, 1)

(2.17) g(a) =

vi(y.1)
B oP (,1) b1 v @ B v(y,t)
= K(:L', y,t) Uq(y,t) (’U(:L', t) - v(y,t)) (2 ’U(.T,ﬁ) — v(y, t) cP(S’U(.T,ﬁ))
Ku%wwmzqﬁjw_wu@
L vt v(@t) —o(y,t) o
X(i‘ o(w ) vy “¢0'

Recalling that v(x,t) > 2v(y,t), ¢ < 0 and v(y,t) > 0 since y € B,, we see that

2v
) o) o)
ol

t) vq(y,t)

1
t) > ——.
(@.0) = —
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Thus

(2.19) D> K(z,y,t) (”(x’i)q_ﬁ;f;;))p_ o (2, ) (% - %c,,(s) .

At this point we observe that

(2.20) (”(x’f})q_l?iy;;))pl > ol=PyP=4(g ) > 217P (0”7 (2, 1) — "7 (y, £))P.

Choosing

(2.21) 0=—,

we arrive at

(2.22) D> K(z,y, )27 (0 (2, t) =07 (y,1)P " (, 1)
= K(z,y,)277  (w(z, 1) — w(y, t))P ¢ (x,1).

We now consider the remaining case v(y,t) < v(z,t) < 2v(y,t). By (ZI0), the
fact that g(a) > 1 and the choice of §, we have

(2.23) D> %K(x,y, t) fzg:g (v(z,t) — v(y,t))P.
We further estimate
P P v(z,t) - p
(2.24) (w(z,t) —w(y,t)? = (m) </u(y,t) T q/pd7‘>
NERECE T3
“\p—q vi(y, t)
Combining [2:22)), (Z23) and (Z.24)), we have shown that
(2.25) D> 27 PK (2, y,t) (w(z, t) — w(y, t))PoF (x,1).

For the estimate of £/ we use the facts that
—v' 7y, t) > —v T (x,t) and (v(z,t) —v(y,t))/v(z,t) <1,
to find that
(2.26) E > —CK(z,y,t)w"(z,t)|o(z,t) — oy, t)".
Finally, combining (Z25]) and (Z28]), we have shown that for v(z,t) > v(y,t),
(2.27) D+E = CK(z,y,t)(w(z, t)—w(y, 1)) ¢" (x, ) —w” (z, t)|¢(x, t) =y, 1)[").

If v(y,t) > v(z,t), the same estimate may be deduced by interchanging the roles of
x and y. If v(z,t) = v(y,t) it is sufficient to note that 0 > E. Using the fact that

|w($7 t)¢(zﬂ t) - w(y; t)¢(yﬂ t)| - cmax{wp(z, t)v wp(yv t)}| - ¢(za t)¢(yﬂ t)|p
< c|w(1"ﬂ t) - w(y,tﬂp(ﬁp(x,t),

and recalling that we are actually dealing with v,, rather than v, we have shown
that

o=

t
’ 16(2, ) — By, )P
- ) )
A R CACOREAT) iyt

o=y

_ -1
where we have set w,, = v2; 1<,
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We now turn to I, and first observe that

to
(229) IQ > 2/ / \ / AUM(xv Y, t)X{U(y,t)>U(z,t)}n(x7 t)dl'dydt
"\ B
We will need the following inequality to estimate Is: If 0 < a < b, then
(2.30) laP~2%a — |b]P~2b < |a — b|P"%(a — D).

To prove ([2.30), we make use of the fact that the {*- norm of an element («

R? is non-increasing in s:

[, B)]s < (@, B)1, s=>1.
If o, B > 0, this means that
(2.31) o’ +p° < (a+p)° s>1.

) of

Now (2.30) follows by taking « = a, § =b—a and s = p—1 in (2Z31). Using 230)

in (2.29) gives

(2, )P~ 20 (z, t
(232 Iy > C/t /n\B / |.’L' _| |n+£p )X{v(y,t)>v(m,t)}n(zat)d'rdydt
1

to p 2y
Yt
- | — E )X{U(y,t)>v(z,t)}77(zﬂt)dxdydt
t1 JR\B, | tep

| \/

/ / A\ B / |.’L'—y|"+s n(z,t)drdydt
ta

—c2P~ 1/t /\B / |£L'7y|n+sp n(x, t)dzdydt

p—1 dar— 1
- \ B, |ZL'7 |n+sp (‘Tat)d$dydt

D
—c sup Ldy Uf ¢p($,t)d.rdt
- n+sp m
t, wesuppy JRn\B, [T — Y| .

1 t2 L
—1+€ 4p
—c sup / 7dy/ / VP ITEGP (1 ) dadt
z€supp ¢ JR™\ B, |:C - y|n+5p t1 B, "
where we used the fact that d < vy, in B, X (t1,t2).

Y

Y

Recalling (ZI2)) and collecting the estimates [243) and 232) for I; and I

respectively, we arrive at

"B, Iw - yl”“p

ta

- m v1+€(x )P (x, t)d:c

s oty (g, 2D = 0O
<C’/ /n\B / max{w?, (x,t),wt (y,t)} o — gt dxdydt

+C sup / —_— / / VP IS GP (2, t)dadt
zesupp ¢ JR"\ B, |x_y|n+sp

+ C 2 (y’ t)p ! & p
sup mdy vs, P (x, t)dadt
R7\ B, lz —yl B,

t1 IESupp’l/}

1+§ 2

Passing to the hmlt m — 00, we obtain the conclusion of the lemma.
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O

Lemma 2.3. Let p € (1,00), s € (0,1). Let £ > 1 and assume that K satisfies
the ellipticity condition ([L3)). Let xg € R™, 1 < 72, B, := B,(x0), and assume
that u is a non-negative sub-solution in B, x (11,72). For d > 0, let v = u + d,
w =P/ Then

/T2/ / |wqﬁ(gc,1f)—7“1J(;§(y,1f)|pdu—|—L sup / v(x,t)“rgqbp(ac,t)dx
~n JB. /B, B,

f‘i’ 1 T1<t<T2

<cf / T / (e, ), w(y. OF (2, 1) = o0y, O 0

+ C( sup / |z — y|~(FPe) dy) (/ / wP (z, )P (x,t) dwdt)
zesupp ¢ JR™\ B, 1 B,
T2 t p—1
+ C’/ sup / Mdy/ V8P (x, t)dx | dt
T1 zesupp ¢ JR"\ B, |$ - y|n+ép B,

1 T2 14e (a¢p)
— —— | duxdt
+(1+£>/n /BT“ ar ),

for all ¢(z,t) = (x)((t) with ¢ € C§° (71, 72) and ¥ € C(By).

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Lemma but leave out ¢; from the test
function, i.e. we use the test function

m = ()i "), -

h

This leads to the desired estimate, save for the term

1
T2, f, 0
T1<t<t> J B,

on the left hand side. For any given € > 0, we may choose ty = t3(c) € (11, 72) in
Lemma so that

§+ 1 T1<t<T2
/ v, t2) TGP (2, t)dx + €.
B

1
sup / vz, t) TGP (2, t)da
B

< -
T &+

Then, choosing t; € (71, t2) outside the support of ¢ and letting ¢ — 0, we obtain
the conclusion of the lemma.
O

2.2. Local boundedness of subsolutions. Based upon the parabolic Sobolev
inequality (I.I)) and Lemma[2.3] (i), we are able to prove a reverse Holder inequality
for subsolutions and do a Moser iteration to prove local boundedness. The following
standard lemma, see e.g. [I1] Lemma 4.3, is used in the proof.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose f(s) is nonnegative and bounded in [0,1]. If for all 0 < o <
g <1,
fla) <

8+ + B,

(a—pB)7
then
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Lemma 2.5. Let 0 < r < R and let Q = B, X (to — To,to). Suppose that u is a
nonnegative subsolution in 2Q. Let v(x,t) = u(x,t) + d, where

1

sp p—2
d = Tailo (uy; o, o1, to — To, to) + <%) .
0

Then for any o € (0,1),

1

T C s
(2.34) sup v < (Toia][ Up_2+6d$dt) ,
B(xo,o0r)X(to—o°PTo,to) 7P (1 - U) Q
where o = —("t;p)2 )

Proof. Let 0 € (0,1) andlet § =1 — 0 € (0,1). We set
ro=r, rj=r—0r(1 —279), 0; = 2790r, j=1,2,...
and

Uj = BjxTj=B(xo,r;) x (to — (rj/r)*"To, to),
U()\) = ()X () (wo,)\r) (to—)\SpTo,to), A> 0.

We choose test functions ¢; € C*°(B;) and ¢; € C°(T';) satisfying

9

(2.35) t; = 1in Bjiq, dist(supp¢;, R" \ B;) > o

such that for ¢; = 1,;(; we have

0§¢]§1, (bj:lin Uj+1, QZ/)]':OOD 8pUj,

and

c_. _ 09, C oo
2. | < =20 =cst, | 2L < — 251 = — (5P,
(2.36) |V¢J| = Or ¢ Jj ' ot |~ Ty (97‘)81‘7 To ¢ J
Let

p=1+€ P8
w=uv » and n; = ¢; " .

Note that n; satisfies the same bounds [2.36) as ¢; with C' = C(n)pg%g. By the
Sobolev embedding theorem there holds,

(2.37) / ][ |wn;|"Pdxdt

t)|P
< C 517 n |w77.7 wTIJ(:U’ )| dxdydt
P

G 1

f o) o (i)

X | su wn; [PE = COrs X ,
we 1, fonil 7 B

J
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where G =

. By Lemma [2.3]

1
(2.38) I, + 5ts;urp/ v e, (2, t)da

< /u//pmMWxt w(y, Y7 0y () — my (y, DIP

+ C( sup / |z — y| (P dy) (/ / w? (z, t)nf (2, t) dmdt)
ze€supp ¢; J R\ B, r;JB;

1

1h-
§,P

sup / / dy/ oS (z, t)dadt

acEsuppw t1 7\ B,. |:C* |n+sp B, !

877j
=7 I I I114.
+C// <1+§8t> dadt 11+ Do+ s+ Tha

For 111 we have the estimate

. t _ . t P
I <C/ / wP (z, t)dzdt Sup/ Inj (@) — (v, )] d
B.

a€B, |z =yt

Using (2.30]), we see that for any = € B;,

[ ed-nwor,
B

o=y

J

. t — . t p . t _ . t p
Bin{|z—y|<6;} |z — y|rtsp B;jn{|z—y|>6;} |z — y[ TP

—ylP 2P
< Cajfp/ |z Z_Lsp dy +/ ————dy
Bjn{|z—y|<d;} |z —y| Bin{|z—y|>d;} |z — v

<087,

Since
rsP r P 9Jsp

—sp _ ,.—sp_J —spojsp _ TSP

0; 7 = 5sp§ ;2 <(1—0)r) =T gsp
we get

. 9Jsp
(2.39) Iy <Cr;™" / wP (z, t)dxdt.
0P |

J

The first factor of I12 can be estimated by C(6; ™ +r;*"), using ([Z6I]) and polar
coordinates. This gives us

Jsp

s s _sp2
(240) T2 <C(6;" +7; p)/U.wp(x,t)dzdt <Cr;** o

/ wP (x, t)dxdt.
Uj

We now turn to I3 and first note that if y € R™ \ B; and x € sup ¢, then

11 [zo—yl 1 |z — o+ |z—y|
lz =yl  |vo—yl |z —yl ~ |zo -yl |z — vy
1+27’j/5j < 09712]-

lzo =yl ~ |wo—yl




16 STROMQVIST

It follows that

(2.41) Lis < 9n+sp2j("+5p)7"j_8p Taﬂ’;gl(zo;rj,I‘j)/ vEdadt

LQJ’(HJrSP)T_—SP Taﬂpfl(x cor T ) Ve dadt

— gspOntsp J oo \*0; 971520 v,

p—1 )

< LQJ’("JrSP)T_—Sp Tail’> " (zo; 01, To) =L gt

gsp@n+sp J dr—1 .
C . s

< 723(714-51))7“]_ ‘Sp/ wPdzdt.

O—sp9n+5p U

J

Finally, by applying ([234) and ([230]), we obtain the following estimate for I4:

sp
(2.42) IMSC/“/ wﬁi—gp
P,
<c/ / 5 *Pwdt < O 5?/ / whdzdt
r 0
2Jsp
SCTJ-_SP—/ / wPdxdt.
0= Jr; )

Putting together (Z38) with (239) - (Z42]) yields

1

2.43 L+ su v (2, t)de
(243) R

9J(n-+sp)

<(C———— p9+p] // wpdxdtfrj Cje/ wPdxdt,

o—s n—T+s ’

where ¢j 9 = 0(1_2;(;%. Let
1+¢
2.44 k=14
(249 Glp—1+¢)
Note that k € (1,x*). Then
(2.45) I = sup/ vHE(b?d:c.
Fj Bj

In view of ([2.43)), #25 enjoys the same estimate as I with ¢; in place of 7, i.e.

(2.46) I <(1+ f)Cj,erj_sP / | wPdzdt.

At this point we have shown, recalling ([2:37), that

(2.47) ][ lwe;|"Pdxdt

Uj

<Crf’ <7“j_8pcj,9][ ][ wpd:z:dt> <rj_5pcj,9(1 + 5)/
r, /B, r

1+&
wpdzdt> .

G

][ wPdxdt
Bj

J

<CrPIn|E (1 + €)% (TjSpCj,e]{J

J
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Let v =141/G = (n+ sp)/n. Then

v
(2.48) ][ |w|"*Pdxdt < C Y] riP|T; |T(14¢)% ( Spcjyg][ wpd:cdt>
Uj+1 Uj

Ujta|
PP Ty \ @ . !
1493 () (5700 f wrdsd
j+1 U.

T =D -t
o((B) wro e

¥
wP dxdt) .

Recalling the definitions of w, k and G we may rewrite (248) as

(2.49) ][ o[PS dadt
Uj+1

y—1 v
To\ 7
<C ((—0) (1+8&) 7 cJ a][ |v|p_1+£d$dt>
rsP U;

J

We are now in a position to start a Moser iteration. Fix £ > 1 and set
G=7(G+1) -1, j=>0,
pi=p—1+&, j=0.

Then we have the inductive relations

(2.50) =20 +1) -1,

(2.51) p*lJr%ﬁL'ij:p*lJrngrl:ijrl'

Hence, using ¢ = &; in (Z49) and estimating (1 + §j) < 250 'yj we find that

y—1 v
To\ » 2=t .
(2.52) ][ |v[Pittdedt < C << :;) & ,Yﬂcjﬁg][ |v|dezdt> ;
Ujt1 r U,

J J

for j = 0,1,.... By iterating (Z52)) m times, starting at p,, and taking 4™ :th roots,
we conclude the estimate

(2.53) (][ |U|Pmdxdt)”
w e ey (D T ez
s <f ] e K I e

The limit as m — oo of the product on the right hand side of ([2353) may be
estimated in a standard fashion by studying its logarithm. Thus we obtain

_ ’Y,J

. - S & —J TO v _(n+sp) _0
(2.55) mlgnooli[C )y < ) <Co -

5P

Since lim,, — o 5’],1 = & + 1, taking m — oo in (Z52) results in

(n sp) T
(2.56) sup v < C& (1 — o)~ e} VP~ IS0 ddt,

U(o) u)
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Additionally,
ntsp)? T
(2.57) sup v < sup v?C&(1 — o)~ e Lo P30 dadt
U(o) U(1) U(1)
o+1
_1 wop? Ty o
(2.58) —supv Tt 4 Ce | (1—0) o — P30 dadt ,
2 U(1) ™ Juq)
where we used Young’s inequality with exponents 50—"’1 and 50“ By Lemma 241
we have
n sp) T ot
(2.59) sup 09T < C [ (1—0) L f S .
U(or) P Ju )
Whence the result follows by choosing £y =1+ 4.
O
In the next lemma we extract information on u from Lemma
Lemma 2.6. Let u and Q be as in LemmalZ3 Then for any o € (0,1),
C P\ P2 T
saugug m <(TT—O) + TTZTailgol(qu;xo,ar,to—To,t0)>
Cc T
+ 7—0][ uP ™ (z, t)dxdt,
(1—o)xrs Jg
where o = R
sp
Proof. Choosing 6 =1 in Lemma 2.3 we get
p—1
C TO 5P p—2
2.60 < <
200 supu<ompo < 2o 2 (77)
C Ty
+ mrsl’ <Ta11p Yug;xo, or to — To, to) +]€2up1(z,t)d:cdt> ,
from which the claim easily follows. (]

Proof of Theorem [I.Il For any ¢ € (0, 1), let » = eR and let T7 = £°PTj, so that
EQ = BT X (to — Tl,to).
Let ¢ € C°(B,.) and ¢ € C*(tg — To, to) satisfy

(R—r) _eR _
= =6/,

(2.61) v =1in B,, dist(suppy,R"\ Bg) >
and be such that for ¢ = ¥(, we have
0<¢<1, ¢=1ineQ, ¢=0o0naQ

and

C _ o RrR? C R
2.62 < = =051 ) S e — §55P.
( 0 ) |V¢| —er C ’ ‘615 - TO (ET)SP TO C
Let

RSP\ 72
v=u+ < T ) + Tailoo (uy; o, 7, to — To, to)-
0
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By the parabolic Sobolev embedding theorem [T, with f = v¢ and k = 1 + s/n,
we have

t1
(2.63) / / ol ddt = / (ol dedt
to—"T14
to p
to—To J Br J Br |x* |ntsp

sp
n

x( sup ][ |v(m,t)|dm) ’
to—To<t<to J Br

to P
o[t [ [ bl
to—To J Br J Br |$_y|n+‘sp

may be estimated precisely the way we treated the term I; in Lemma 2.0 using
the Cacciopollo inequality with £ = 1. We thus end up with

(2.64) / [u[P+ dadt
eQ

G [ oo (g, . o)
<— v|Pdxdt su v(x,t)|dx .
n (1 - E)nJrsp Q | | t07T0g<t0 Br | ( )l

Using Holder’s inequality followed by Young’s inequality, we get

(2.65) / P ddt < ( / |v|p+7dxdt)
eQ eQ
C N T
< | — v|Pdxdt sup ][ v(x, t d:c)
((1—5)”“”/' | (to—TO<t<to BR| (@, 0)

C p
/|U|dedt+ PR ey ( sup ][ |v(z,t)|dz> .
) to—To<t<to JBr

An application of Lemma 2.4] gives

P
(2.66) / [vPdxdt < % < sup ][ |v(x,t)|d:c) .
eQ (1 — E)T to—To<t<to JBpr

Now, Lemma with 6 = 1 and o = ¢, in conjunction with Hoélder’s inequality
yd

and ([Z64]), gives,

T C T C g
(2.67) supv < _pW][ [P~ < R—fpw (][ |U|p>
20 TPaog TR e (1—¢g) = \e@

The term

| /\

C C Ty Pt
208) < — o —— g (s f o)
(1—e) o (1—¢g) = to—To<t<to J Bg
Letting o = €2, as well as estimating
1 _1+yo _ 2

l—-yo 1-0 ~1-0’

C T rt
supv < ———— — 2 < sup ][ |v(x,t)|d:c) ,
oQ (1 - U)a Rsp to—To<t<to J Bpr

with a = (n + sp)(n + sp + sn)/sp. We complete the proof by substituting

we obtain

RSP\ p-2
v=u+ < T ) + Tailoo (uy; o, o R, tg — To, to).
0
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O

Using Theorem [[LT] and Lemma 2.J] we are able to prove local boundedness of
solutions to dyu + Lu = 0 without any assumption on the sign of .

Theorem 2.1. Let u be a solution to Oyu + Lu = 0 in 2Q where Q = By(xg) X
(to — T(), to). Then

1
c RPN\ P2 T,
(269) Squ |U| S (1_70)0( <<T0> + pr Tailgo_l(u;zo,or, to — To,t0)>

c T, ( ][ )P‘l
+ sup u(x,t)|dx ,
(1 —=0)* RP \yy—Ty<t<to ) By fu(, )

for any o € (0,1).

Proof. 1t is obvious that —u is a solution whenever u is. Thus by Lemma [2.I] both
us and u— = (—u)4+ are non negative subsolutions that Theorem [[T]is applicable
to. The result follows since |u| = uq + u_. O

Estimation of Tail (u; zo,r, to—To, to). We end with a few remarks on the quan-
tity Taile (u; zo, 7, to — To,to). If u solves
Ou+ Lu=01in Q x (to — To, to)
and B,.(xo) C Q, then Tail(u; 2o, r, to — To, o) is bounded since
u € LP(tg — Ty, to; WP (R™)).
On the other hand, if u solves (LI0), Tailo (u; xo, 7, to — Lo, to) is bounded if and
only if

p—1 t
(2.70) sup / Im—(:C’>,d:c < 0
to—To<t<to JR™ 1+ |$ - x0|n+sp
and
(2.71) sup / |u(z, t)|Tdr < oo,
to—To<t<to JQ

for some ¢ > p — 1. While (ZT0) is an assumption on the data, we can only
verify [Z7T) in a few cases. If B, (z) is a ball such that Ba,.(z) C 2, we can prove
SUDy, Ty <t<to fBT(z) |u(z, t)|Pdz < oo using the Cacciopollo inequality. In Lemma
2.3 we choose £ =p —1 and

. rSP\ p—2 MTO ap—1/ .
d— <?0) +— Tail’™ " (u; z, r, t1, t2),

for t1 < tg —Tp < typ < ta. This allows us to estimate the third term on the right
hand side in Lemma 23] as

to t p—1
C sup / u(y’i)ntrsdy/ VP P (x, t)da | dt
t1  \z€suppy JR"\ B, |z —y["top B,

C C
< — sup d/ P lde < = sup / vPeP (x,t)dx,
B By

t) <t<ta t <t<to

for appropriate choice of ). The other terms are naturally bounded. For sufficiently
large M, we can move this term to the left in the Cacciopollo inequality and obtain
1
(2.72) —  sup / VPP (2, t)dr < 0.
2p to—To<t<to JB,,,
To estimate sup;, 7, <1<, /5 ) |u(z,t)|Pdz when B, (z) intersects the boundary

09, we need to assume more. Suppose |g| < Cy in Br X (to — To,to), for some
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ball Bg D Q. Then it is easy to check that the functions v; = (u — Cp); and

V2

= (u+ Cp)_ are subsolutions in Br x (to — Tp,to). This allows us to use the

Cacciopollo inequality in Br and obtain (2272) for any B, C Bg, for v; and vs.

This proves (Z71]).
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