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AN EXTENSIVE STUDY OF THE REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS TO
DOUBLY SINGULAR EQUATIONS

VINCENZO VESPRI AND MATIAS VESTBERG

ABSTRACT. In recent years, many papers have been devoted to the regularity of doubly
nonlinear singular evolution equations. Many of the proofs are unnecessarily complicated,
rely on superfluous assumptions or follow an inappropriate approximation procedure.
This makes the theory unclear and quite chaotic to a nonspecialist. The aim of this
paper is to fix all the misprints, to follow correct procedures, to exhibit, possibly, the
shortest and most elegant proofs and to give a complete and self-contained overview of
the theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

This work is concerned with the regularity properties of weak solutions to doubly nonlinear
equations whose model case is

(1.1) Ou— V- (" HVuP2Vu) =0  in Qp = Q x (0,7),

where (2 C R" is an open bounded set, and the parameters m and p are restricted to the
range

(1.2) p € (1,2), m > 1, and 2<m+p<3.

The term doubly nonlinear refers to the fact that the diffusion part depends nonlinearly both
on the gradient and the solution itself. Such kind of equations describe several physical
phenomena and were introduced by [15] (see also the nice survey by Kalashnikov [13]).
Moreover, these equations have an intrinsic mathematical interest because they represent a
natural bridge between the more natural generalisations of the heat equation: the parabolic
p-Laplace and the Porous Medium equations.

Especially in recent years, many papers have been devoted to this topic. The approaches
are sometimes not rigorous, sometimes not with sharp assumptions or with unnecessarily
long proofs. The natural definition of weak solutions is obtained from (1.1) by a formal
application of the chain rule and requires that a certain power of u (rather than u itself)
has a weak gradient. This is perhaps the most delicate point: too many papers devoted to
this topic do not take this aspect into account carefully, and use incorrect approximations
or non-admissible test-functions. For more details, we refer the reader to Section 2.

Analogously, some results presented below, such as the L!-Harnack inequality and the
expansion of positivity have been obtained previously under the assumption that the function
u itself has weak gradient, see [8] and [9]. Since this is not necessarily true in our setting
we have included detailed proofs showing that the strategies developed in [8] and [9] are
applicable also without assuming the existence of Vu. But we do not limit ourselves to
fix this aspect. We go through the regularity theory and we use a unified approach giving
shorter and different proofs with respect to the ones known in literature. In this way, a
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reader can have a self-contained overview of the theory of doubly nonlinear singular parabolic
equations. We obtain different results under various ranges for the parameters. The time
continuity, mollified weak formulation, energy estimates, expansion of positivity and L'-
Harnack inequality are obtained in the full range (1.2). Local boundedness of weak solutions
is shown in the smaller range

(1.3) m+p>3—¢.

(22
P
We recall that this range is sharp. In the special case m = 1, (1.1) becomes the singular
parabolic p-Laplace equation. Then the condition (1.3) and the integrability required of u
2n

in Definition 2.1 below reduce to p > s and u € L? respectively, which are well-known

sharp conditions to guarantee local boundedness for this equation, see for example Chapter
V of [4].
The local Holder continuity will be proven only in the so-called supercritical range

(1.4) m+p>3—L
n

Note that (1.4) is a stricter condition than (1.3). We decided that it was too much dispersive
for the reader to prove Hoélder continuity also in the sub-critical case because requires a
slighty different approach (and assumptions). In the last section, we prove Harnack estimates
in the supercritical range. Note that, as proven in [6] for the p-Laplacian, this result is sharp.

Acknowledgments. M. Vestberg wants to express gratitude to the Academy of Finland.
Moreover, we thank Juha Kinnunen for useful discussions and feedback during the writing
of this article.

2. SETTING AND MAIN RESULT

In order to motivate the natural definition of weak solutions, we reformulate (1.1). For-
mally applying the chain rule, we can write the equation in the form

(2.1) du —V - (B VWP P2Vuf) = 0,
where

m—1
(2.2) 5_71+p_1>1_

For later reference we note that (1.3) can be expressed conveniently in terms of 8, p and n
as

p(6+1)

(2.3) T—3p-1 > n.

We will prove our result not only for solutions to (2.1), but for all equations of the form
(2.4) o —V - Az, t,u, Vu?) = 0,

where A(x,t,u,§) is a vector field satisfying

(2.5) Az, t,u,€)] < CrlgP

(2.6) Az, t,u, &) - € > ColélP

An example of an equation that satisfies these conditions is
(2.7) Opu— Y (ai; (2, 0) 8P|Vl P20l )y =0 in Qp == Q x (0,7),

ij=1
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where the coefficients a;; are bounded and measurable and where the matrix (a;;(z,t))} ;4
is positive definite uniformly in (z,t). We arrive at the definition of weak solutions by
multiplying (2.4) by a smooth test function and integrating formally by parts.

Definition 2.1. A function u: Qp — R is a weak solution to (2.4) if and only if v > 0,
u? € LP(0, T; WhP(Q)), u € LH(Qr) and

(2.8) // Az, t,u, VuP) - Vo — udypdadt = 0,
Qr

for all ¢ € C3°(Qr).

Remark 2.2. The extra integrability condition v € LA*1(Q7) is made to justify a test
function containing u”. The condition is needed since we are considering the fast diffusion
case, in which 8p < 8+ 1. By contrast, in the slow diffusion case m + p > 3 which is not
considered in this article, the inequality holds in the reverse direction, which means that no
additional integrability is needed. For explicit calculations illustrating this point, consider
the flat case of the equation studied in [18] and [19]. Earlier works treating the slow diffusion
case (although not necessarily with the same definition) are [16] and [12].

3. PRELIMINARIES

Here we introduce some notation and present auxiliary tools that will be useful in the
course of the paper.

3.1. Notation. With B,(z,) we denote the open ball in R"™ with radius p at center z,,
and the corresponding closed ball is denoted B,(z,). Furthermore, we use the notation
Qp,0(20) = By(xs) X (t, — 0,1,) for space-time cylinders, where z, := (z,,t,) € Q. For
w,v > 0 we define

(3.1) blv, w] := ﬁ(UﬂJrl —wP) —wf (v —w)
= %(wﬁJrl - vﬁJrl) - v(wﬁ - vﬁ),
(32> b[vvw]Jr = [vaw]X(w,oo)(v)a

where § is defined by (2.2). For any real-valued essentially bounded function ¢g defined on
a measurable set £ C R™! we define its essential oscillation in F as

essosc g := esssup g — essinf g.
E E E

The oscillation oscg g of a bounded function g is defined analogously, using the ordinary
supremum and infimum. The parameters Cy, Cy,m,n,p will collectively be referred to as
the data.

3.2. Auxiliary tools. We now recall some elementary lemmas that will be used later, and
start by defining a mollification in time as in [14], see also [1]. For T'> 0,t € [0,T], h € (0,T)
and v € L1(Q7) we set

t
(3.3) vp(z, 1) = l/ esgtv(x,s)ds.
h Jo

Moreover, we define the reversed analogue by

17
v (x,t) == E/ e m v(z,s)ds.
t
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For details regarding the properties of the exponential mollification we refer to [14, Lemma
2.2], [1, Lemma 2.2], [20, Lemma 2.9]. The properties of the mollification that we will use
have been collected for convenience into the following lemma:

Lemma 3.1. Suppose thatv € L'(Qr), and let p € [1,00). Then the mollification vy, defined
in (3.3) has the following properties:

(i) If v € LP(Qr) then vy, € LP(Qr),
lvrllrr) < l0llLe@r)s

and vy, — v in LP(Qr).
(ii) In the above situation, vy has a weak time derivative Opvp, on Qr given by

dvvn = (v — ),
whereas for v; we have
at’l)g = %(’UE — ’U).

(iii) If v € LP(0,T; WHP(Q)) then vy, — v in LP(0,T; WHP(Q)) as h — 0.
(iv) Ifv e LP(0,T; LP(2)) then v, € C([0,T]; LP(S2)).

The next Lemma provides us with some useful estimates for the quantity b[v, w] that was
defined in (3.1). The proof can be found in [2, Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 3.2. Let v,w > 0 and 8 > 1. Then there exists a constant ¢ depending only on (3
such that:
(i) %‘w% — P < blv,w] < c‘w% 70%‘2
(ii) Ljw? — 0P 2 < (WPt + 0P bo, w] < clw? — vP|?
(iii) b[v,w] < clv® — w?|F

Next, we recall a well-known parabolic Sobolev inequality, which can be found for example
in [4]. For the proof, we refer to [17, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 3.3. Let 2, = (7,,t,) € R""! and § > 0. Suppose that ¢ > 0, p > 1. Then for
every

u € L®(t, — 0,103 LY(By(,))) N LP(ty — 0, t; Wy P (Br(2,)))

we have

// lu[PO+2) dzdt < c< €ss sup / |u|qd:c) ’ // |Vul|P dzdt
r6(20) te(to=0,t0) J By (o) x {t} r0(%0)

for a constant ¢ = ¢(n,p,q).

The following lemma can be proven using an inductive argument, see for example [11,
Lemma 7.1].

Lemma 3.4. Let (YJ);”;O be a positive sequence such that
Vi < OVY!,
where C;b>1 and § > 0. If
Yo <O 307,
then (Y;) converges to zero as j — .

A form of the following lemma was originally proven by De Giorgi [3], see also [4].
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Lemma 3.5. Let v € WH(B,(z,)) for some p > 0 and z, € R". Let k and | be real
numbers such that k < l. Then there exists a constant ¢ depending only on n (and thus
independent of k,l,v,x, and p) such that for any representative of v, we have

Cpn—i-l
H{z € By(zo) 1 v(2) <k} Jipcv<iynB, (z.)

The following lemma is a special case of Theorem 1.1 in section IV.1 of [4].

(L - B)l{z € By(xo) : v(z) > 1}] <

|[Voldz.

Lemma 3.6. Let 1 < p < 2 and suppose that v € LP(0,T; WP(Q)) N L>®(Q7) is a weak
solution to the equation

v —V - (/I(z, t,v, Vv))

=0,
where A satisfies the structure conditions
|Aw,t,0,€) < CrlglP™
A, t,0,€) - € = Cole]”
Then v is locally Hélder continuous in Qp and there are constants ¢ > 1 and v € (0,1)

depending only on n,p,Co,C1 such that for any subset K C Qr, compactly contained in
Q x (0,T), we have for all (z,t),(y,s) € K that

2-p 1
Vil L2 plz =yl + [t = s[7\”
lv(x,t) —v(y,s)| < CllvlLoc(QT)< ) ) ;

dy(K)
where
dy(K):= inf (Il 2y b = 9l + 1t = s17).
(y,8)E€0pQr

The next lemma shows that weak solutions to (2.4) which are bounded from below and
above by positive constants are in fact also solutions to an equation of parabolic p-Laplace
type (in the case M = 1). It also investigates how solutions are affected by re-scaling.

Lemma 3.7. Let A satisfy the structure conditions (2.5) and (2.6) and suppose that u is a
weak solution to (2.4) in the cylinder Br(x,) x (0, M3~™~P71). Suppose furthermore that

(3.4) BoM <u < 1M,
for some positive constants Bo, 1. Then the function
v(x,t) = M~ tu(z, M3™7Pt),  (x,t) € Br(z,) x (0,7),
has a weak p-integrable gradient, and is a weak solution in Br(x,) X (0,7) to the equation
(3.5) O — V- (Az,t,Vv)) =0,
where
A(m,t,g) = M2_m_pA(:C,M3_m_pt,Mv(x,t),ﬁMBUB_l(:E,t)«E).
The vector field A satisfies the structure conditions
A, t,6)] < Capr=t 7O D gt
Al t,€) - & = Copr=' 8P Vigp,

where Cy and Cy are the constants appearing in the structure conditions (2.5) and (2.6).
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Proof. The bounds on u show that the chain rule holds in the following form:
(3.6) Vu = V(uﬁ)% BT T

Note especially that the lower bound on u guarantees that u'~? stays bounded despite
the negative exponent. From these observations it follows that also v has a weak gradient
which is p-integrable. By a change of variables in the time variable in the weak formulation
(2.8), and by taking note of (3.6), one can see that v satisfies (3.5) weakly. The structure
conditions for A follow from the corresponding conditions satisfied by A, and the bounds
(3.4). O

3.3. Continuity in time and mollified weak formulation. In this subsection we show
that weak solutions are continuous in time as maps into Lﬁ;r (©). The proof is adapted
from [20]. We start with a lemma.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that u is a weak solution in the sense of Definition 2.1 and define
V= {w e LPYQr) [wf € LP(0,T; WP (Q)), du® € L5 (7)),
Then, for every ¢ € C§°(Qr,R>0) and w € V we have

(3.7) /Q OrCblu, w]dzdt = //Q Az, t,u, VuP) - V[C(u? — wP)] + Cow’ (u — w) dadt.

Proof. Let w € V, ¢ € C§°(2r,R>¢) and choose
o= (w —[u’]n)

as test function in (2.8). Our goal is to pass to the limit A — 0. It follows from Lemma 3.1
(iii) that

// (z,t,u, VuP) - Vodtdt —— // Az, t,u, VuP) - V[C(w® — uP)]dzdt.
QT QT

h—0

Note that Lemma 3.1 (ii) implies
([W?)] —w)o[uP] <0,

which shows that we can treat the parabolic part as follows.

//QT ubypdadt = //QT Cu@twﬁdxdt—/QTC uP]y, dadt
+//QT ()] _“)at[uﬂ]hdxdt—i—//% O Cu(w’ — [uP]) dadt
g/QT Cu@twﬁdxdt—i—//m %atg[uﬂ],% dzdt
+// OCu(w® — [u”]),) dzdt
— / guatwﬁdxdt+//9 Ou¢ (3P + u(w? — uP)) dudt

= / COwP (u — w)dzdt — / OrCb[u, w]dadt,
Qr Qr
This shows “<” in (3.7). The reverse inequality can be derived in the same way by taking

o =( (v’ - Py

as test function. O
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Theorem 3.9. Let u be a weak solution in the sense of Definition 2.1. Then
we C([0,T):; LV ().

loc

Proof. We prove continuity on the interval [0, %T] and describe later how the argument
can be modified to show continuity also on [%T, T, thus completing the proof. We first note
that due to Lemma 3.1, w := ([u” ];1)% belongs to the set of admissible comparison functions
V of Lemma 3.8. Furthermore, since Lemma 3.1 (iv) guarantees that w” is continuous
0,T] — L () and since

(e, s) —w(a, )7 < [0 (2, 5) — w0l (@,0)] F = W) (@) - W, 0)] 7

we see that w is continuous [0, 7] — L+1(Q). We will show that u is essentially the uniform
limit on the time interval [0, %T] of the functions w as h — 0, and the continuity will follow
from this. For a compact set K C  we take n € C5°(;[0,1]) such that n =1 on K and
|Vn| < Ck. Furthermore, take 1» € C*([0,7]; [0,1]) with ¢ = 1 on [T, 3T, ¢ = 0 on [3T,T]
and [¢/| < 2. For 7 € (0,47) and & > 0 so small that 7+ ¢ < 37 we define

0, t<T
xZ(t)=<e Ht—71), te[rT+¢
1, t>T1+e€.

We use (3.7) with ¢ = nxZ+ and w = ([u?];, )% to obtain

71/ / u,wndxdt = // (z,t,u, VuP) - V[nu’ —w?)xTydzdt
Q Or
// X Oyw” (u — w)dzdt — // [w, w]ny’ dadt
Qr Qr

S//QT|A(x,t,u,Vu )|(|Vu —V[u ]B|+|V77||u —[u I ]) dedt

+ %/QT blu, w]dzdt.

Here we were able to drop the term involving d;w” since Lemma 3.1 (ii) shows that the
factors 9;w” and (u — w) are of opposite sign, and hence their product is nonpositive.
Passing to the limit € — 0 we see that

(3.9) /K blu, w](z,7)de < Cc //Q Az, t, 1, V) (Vi — V]l + o — [uP);]) dedt

+ %/QT blu, w]dzdt

for all 7 € [0, 7]\ Nj,, where Nj, is a set of measure zero. Note that the integrand on the
left-hand side can be estimated using Lemma 3.2 (ii) and the fact that 8 > 1 as follows

B+1 B+1 ‘2

u— w1 = (Ju—w| ) < |u — w3 | < cblu,w].

For the term on the last line of (3.8) we can use Lemma 3.2 (iii) to make the estimate
B+1 1 1
blu, w] < clu” — [ul5| 7 = o’ — W] " u” — [uflg| < clu+ ([w7]5)7)u” — [u"]5].

The first factor stays bounded in L?*! as h — 0 and the second factor converges to zero

in L% as h — 0. The fact that |A(u, VuP)| € L (Qr) combined with Lemma 3.1 (iii)
show that also the first integral on the right-hand side of (3.8) converges to zero as h — 0.
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Picking now a sequence h; — 0 and w; = ([uB]Ej)% and N := UNj, (which has measure
zero) we see that (3.8) combined with the previous observations implies

(3.9) lim sup / lu —w; [T (z, 7)dz = 0.
I re[0, 3 T\N
As noted earlier, each w; is continuous as a map [0, 7] — L°*1(K) so the uniform limit (3.9)
shows that u has a representative which is continuous on [0, %T] \ N. By the completeness
of LP*1(K) we find a representative of u which is continuous [0,17] — LFT!(K). The
continuity on [17, 7] follows from a similar argument with w = ([u”] h)% and with ¢ and
XI mirrored on the interval [0,7] under the map ¢t — T — . |
Now that we have established the continuity in time it is possible to show that weak
solutions in the sense of Definition 2.1 satisfy a mollified weak formulation.

Lemma 3.10. Let u be a weak solution in the sense of Definition 2.1. Then we have
(3.10) // z, - u, VuP)]y - Vo + druppdadt — / u(z,0)z (2,0)dx =0
Qr Q

for all ¢ € C(Q x [0,T]) with support contained in K x [0,7] ,where K C Q is compact
and T € (0,T). Here u(zx,0) refers to the value at time zero of the continuous representative
of u as a map [0,T] — LPH(K).

Proof. Consider the piecewise smooth function

ne(t) = { - te

and use (2.8) with the test function ¢ = n.¢y;. Taking the limit ¢ — 0 and using Fubini’s
theorem we see that the elliptic term will converge to the integral of [A(x, -, u, Vu?®)]p, - V.

Note now that
dxdtJrE / / ugy, de dt.
Q

// w0 (n:dy) dxdt = // 1”75
QT QT

In the first term we can pass to the limit ¢ — 0, use Fubini’s theorem and Lemma 3.1 (ii)
to obtain the integral of O;upp. It remains to investigate what happens to the last term in
the limit € — 0. Note that we can write this term as

et /Oa/Kuqﬁhdxdtza_l /()E/Ku(x,t)th(O)dxdt—i—s_l /Oa/Ku(x,t)[qﬁh(t)—th(O)]dacdt.

The second term on the right-hand side converges to zero since ¢y is uniformly continuous
and |lu(t)||ps+1(ky is bounded independent of t. The first term on the right-hand side
converges to the second integral on the left-hand side of (3.10) since u € C([0, T]; L+ (K))

and ¢;,(0) € L7 (Q). O

4. ENERGY ESTIMATES

Here we discuss various energy estimates. We begin by showing that the assumptions
on v made in Definition 2.1 allow suitable choices of test functions in the mollified weak
formulation. This is a crucial step in obtaining a rigourous proof for the energy estimates.

We want to use test functions involving (u® — k?) 4 for some & > 0. Since these functions
have a p-integrable gradient, they automatically fit with the elliptic term in (3.10). The
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minimal integrability of « which justifies the test function becomes apparent from the diffu-
sive part of the mollified weak formulation: If u € L7 then dyuy, € L and (u” — kP)4 € L.
These exponents should be at least dual exponents so we need

11
<1,
+q/ﬁ_

which is equivalent to ¢ > 5+ 1. This is exactly the integrability we required in Definition
2.1.
We now show the energy estimate for solutions according to Definition 2.1.

Lemma 4.1. Let u be a weak solution in the sense of Definition 2.1. Then

(4.1) // |V (u? — kﬁ)i|p<ppdxdt+esssup/ blu, kX {(u-k)>019" (2, 7)dx
Qr r€[0,7)

<C// — kP i|V<p|pdzdt+// [, K]X{ (u=k) 1 >0} [0r0" | ddt,
Qr

for all smooth ¢ > 0 defined on Qr, vanishing for x outside a compact K C Q and for all
times less than some 6 > 0. The constant C' only depends on the data.

Proof. We prove the case for the positive part. The case for the negative part is similar.
We use the mollified weak formulation (3.10) with the test function
¢ = (u? — kP) L pPE, - where ¢ is as in the statement of the lemma and &, . is defined as

1, t<T
(4.2) &re(t)i=¢ 1 —eYr—1t), te[rT+¢]
0, t>71+e€.

Even though ¢ is nonsmooth, it is still an admisssible test function since we can find a
sequence of functions ¢; € C5°(Qr) converging to ¢ in LP(0, T; Wy P(Q)) N L% (Qr). Our
goal is to make some estimates in (3.10) and pass to the limit ~ — 0 and then ¢ — 0. We
first show that the term involving the initial value vanishes in this process. Taking into
account the support of ¢ we have

/Qu(ac,O)qﬁ,;(x,O)dx://Q u(x,O)h_le_%qﬁ(x,t)dxdt:/6T/Qu(ac,O)h_le_%qﬁ(x,t)dxdt

T
g _s
//Sz (2,0)0 h h)qﬁ(m,t)dxdtmo’

due to the dominated convergence theorem. The elliptic term can be treated using Lemma
1 (1) as

// [A(z, -, u, VuP)]p, - Vodadt —~% // Az, t,u, VuP) - Vodaodt
Qp
// (z,t,u, VuP) - V[(u? — kP) @P]dzdt
e—=0 Q,
We now calculate

Vo = e exqusiy Vi +p(u” — k) 460677 V.

From the properties of the vector field, here denoted only A(u, Vu?) for brevity, and Young’s
inequality we obtain

A, V) - VI — k)] = A, Vi) - Vil X sy + Alu, Vu?) - T (g?)(” — k7).
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> |V Pxpusky9” — [A(u, VUP)||[Vlpp? ! (uf — kP)
> | VU Pxusky9® — o VUl PP (WP — k) 4| Vg
> | VU PX us iy 7 — c(u’ — EP)E | VglP.

Using Lemma 3.1 (ii) and the fact that s — (s” —k®), is increasing we can treat the diffusion
term as

Orund = () [ =K+ — (un)® = K*) 1109 Er.c + Bun(fun)” — 7)1 P e
> atG(Uh><Pp§'r,sv

where
(43) Gl i= [ k) ds = bluHxguon.
0

The chain rule works in our case since Lemma 3.1 guarantees that both u;, and 0;uy, are in
LP+(Qr). Thus, we may estimate

/ Opup¢pdadt 2/ WG (up)pPér cdadt = —// G(un)0(pP&r ) dedt
QT QT

/ G(u)0(pPer ) dadt
h—> Qr

0
// w)0ppP&r cdadt + €~ / / PP dxdt
Qr Q
// u)OppP dadt Jr/ G(u)g? (z, ) dx,
E%O Q
for a.e. 7. Putting together the estimates for the elliptic and diffusion terms we have
// |Vuﬁ|px{u>k}<ppd:cdt+/ G(u)g? (z,7)da < c// ) VelPdrdt
Q
+ // G(u)|0p?| dx dt,
Q,

for a.e. 7. We obtain the desired estimate by using (4.3) and noting that the right-hand
side can be estimated upwards by replacing 7 by 7. O
The following variant of the energy estimate will also be useful.

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ € CP(R>0) and suppose that [t1,t2] C (0,T). Then the time-
continuous representative of u satisfies

to
(4.4) c—l/ /|V(u5_k5)_|1)dxdt+/ blu, kx ucr @ (@, t2) dadt
Q Q

ta
<e / / (u? — KPP |Vl dedt + / b, K] {ucry ¢ (@, 1) da,
t1 Q Q

where ¢ > 0 is a constant depending only on p,Coy, C1.
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Proof. We use the mollified weak formulation (3.10) with the test function ¢ = —(u? —
K9)_ P (@)£ (1), where

0, t <,
el (t —t1), te (ti,t1+¢),
&) =41, t ety +e ts],
el (ta+e—1t), te(to,tate)te (tatate),
0, t>ty+e.
Reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 4.1 leads to (4.4). O

5. L'-HARNACK INEQUALITY

In order to obtain the reduction of the oscillation we will use the fact that weak solutions
satisfy a local L!-Harnack inequality. Such a result was already obtained in [8, Theorem 5.1]
in a quite general setting, allowing for all m > 0 and also a source term satisfying certain
structure conditions. However, the proofs were made under the assumption that u itself has
a gradient, whereas in our case we only know that u” has a gradient. It turns out that the
same strategy as in [8] works also in our case with some modifications. In this section we
present the full proof in the case m > 1 and without a source term.

Theorem 5.1 (Harnack inequality). Let u be a nonnegative weak solution to (2.4) where the
vector field A(x,t,u, &) satisfies the structure conditions (2.5) and (2.6), and the parameters
satisfy the conditions (1.2). Then there exists a positive constant v depending only on
m,n,p, Co, C1 such that for all cylinders Ba,(y) x [s,t] C Q2 x [0,T),

t—s\ T
ess sup/ u(z, 7)de < yess inf/ u(x,7)dr + < )\S) ,
r€ls,t] J B,(y) T€ls:t] J By, (y) p

where A =n(p +m — 3) + p.

Note that A can have any sign. If we use the time continuous representative of v we can
replace the essential infimum and supremum by the actual infimum and supremum. Before
proceeding we note that by translation we may assume that s = 0. All of the calculations
will be performed under this assumption, and the time interval [s,¢] will henceforth be
labelled [0, 7], where 7 € (0,7"). The first step of the argument is a lemma corresponding
to [8, Lemma 5.2].

Lemma 5.2. Let u be a weak solution, 7 € (0,T), o € (0,1) and B,(z,) C Q2. Then

(5.1) // IVuP|P(uf + %) ™55 15 dadt + // Fo(u)tr ' dadt
Bop(20)%(0,7) Bop(20)%(0,7)

2p+m—3

l
<alo () Lan . e ]

where \=n(p+m —3)+p, e = (plp)ﬁfr}lfp and F_ is defined in (5.2) below. The constant
¢ depends only on m,n,p,Cy, Cy.
Proof. Consider the mollified weak formulation (3.10) with the test function

m4p—3 1

$(x,t) = —(u? + ) TH tr P (2)6r5(2),
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where € > 0, &; 5 is defined as in (4.2) and ¢ € C§°(B,(x,); [0,1]) satisfies ¢ = 1 on By, (o).
We may thus choose ¢ such that
Vil <2(1— ) 1.
We have
Vo= Gl (f 4 BYEH 15 P ()6, 5(8) Val — (0 + &%) 55 176, 5() VP (2).
We see that

// [A(x,-,u,vuﬂ)]h-v¢dxdt—>// Az, t,u, VuP) - Vodadt,
QT h—0 QT

and
Az, t,u, VuP) - Vo = W( Pieh )w Lt P, SA(x, tu, Vul) - VP
( +€ﬁ) tP§ SPP T Azt u, VP - Vi
> ol VU + ) T s — (o ) T g VP V)

m+p

> éo|VuB|p(uB +€ﬂ) - tE@pET,(; — él(uB +e )p71+ tprg|V<p|p

Here ¢g, c1, ¢g, ¢1 are constants depending only on m, p, Cy, C;. For the initial value term we
note that

‘/ xO(bthdz*‘// w(z, 0)h~ e # ¢(x, t) dzdt
Q Qr

<c // u(z,0)(fe 7%) 1d:z:dt—)O
supp ¢ % [0,T]

by the dominated convergence theorem. The diffusion part is treated as follows:

m+p—3 m+p—3- (4, _a
90un = ([([un)® +°) 5 — (w4 &P) "7 TLgid — () + 2) 50 pun) 7 0765
> —([un)? + %) Quntr P s
= —OW[F (up)]t7 oP€ x5,
where
s m+p—3 S m+p—3 2p+m—3
(5.2) F.(s) ;:/O (tP +&P) " Br _/Ot podt=gms

From this we see that

/ ¢8tuh¢dxdt2// Fu(up)y(t7 P ers)dadt
QT QT

5P
p— //gz w) O (t? pP&r 5)dadt
T4+6
// PEr Ye sdxdt — 0 1/ F.(u)gPtr dzdt
Qr Q
" p// ptv ldxdth%/ c(u)p? (z,7)dx

To conclude the limit in the last term we use the Lipschitz continuity of F' and the time-
continuity of u. Combining these estimates we have

(5.3) // VUl P (uf 4 &) 5 - tpwpdwdt+// Fo(u)gPtstdzdt
QT
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// (uf 4 PP+ tP|Vgp|pdxdt+CTP/F(U)sﬁp(fcﬁ)dx-

Q

Taking into account the estimate in (5.2) and the support of ¢, and applying Holder’s
inequality we see that

T / F.(u)¢P (z,7)dx < crv / T (z,7)p" (z)dx
Q By(xo)

2p+m—3 S
<o [ ] By
(o)
1 L:Hi n(3—m—p)
SCTE{ sup / u(ac,t)dx} p 7
te[0,7] o(T0)

L 2ptm—3
:cp(—)p[ sup / u(x,t)dz] "
P te[0,7] J B, (x0)

Using the bound on the gradient of ¢ we may now estimate the other term on the right-hand
side of (5.3)

(5.4) // (WP + PP 45 |V plP dadt
< T // (u’ +e )Mf"pi3 (u? +€ﬁ)2p+m tv dzdt
P2 JIB, (20)%(0,7)

ot P 3/ / B4 ) HH detr dt
p(ZO)

< gt sup / (0 + &) F (1) da,
r te[0,7]J B, (x0)

I /\

In the second step we use the fact that the exponent 371 (m +p — 3) is negative. In the last
step we estimate the integral over the ball by the supremum in time of such integrals, leaving

only an integral in time of the factor tv. The integral appearing in the last expression may
be estimated further using Holder’s inequality and the definition of A as

2p+m—3 .
65) [ @ ac [ @eeia] T B
BP(IO) BP(IO)

2p+m—3 N
§c[/ udersp”] "ot
BP(IO)

Since the exponent p~1(2p 4+ m — 3) is positive, we can combine (5.4) and (5.5) taking the
supremum inside the square brackets to obtain

+p 3 P T madp— T %
//Q (uﬁ+5 pol+ tp|v90|pd$dt<(17)(ﬁ)€ P B(p_)‘)

X [ sup / u(ac,t)dx—i—ap"}
tG[O,T] Bp(zo)

Combining the estimate for the two terms on the right-hand side of (5.3) we end up with

(5.6) // [Vl [P (uf + ) tvcppdxdt+// oPt5 dadt

< ﬁ(ﬁ%) z [1 4 gmtr— B(pp)} LSEFT] /Bp(zo)u(x,t)dx—i—sp"}

—P

2p+m—3

2p+m—3
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Choosing now & = (pip)i’»ﬂ}ﬁp confirms (5.1). O
Because of the somewhat more complicated calculations in our setting, we also need the
following result, which does not appear in [8].

Lemma 5.3. Let F; be defined by (5.2) and let € > 0. Then there is a constant ¢ = ¢(m,p)
such that

(5.7) (uf + &P)!
for all u > 0.

m+p—3 +1

H-1) < cFo(u)+ce v T

3—m—p
Bp

Proof. Assume first u > 2¢. Then since m +p — 3 < 0,

Fg(u):/o (88 + ) dt>/g (t7 + %) 22 ar >/8 (20%) "5

m+p—3 m+p—3 . m+p-—3
:c(u P Tl T +1)2cu p 11

)

where in the last step we used the assumption v > 2¢ and the fact that the exponent of ¢ is
positive. On the other hand, since u > 2¢ we also have

(u? +P)5

and combining the two estimates we have verified the claim in the case u > 2¢. Suppose
now u < 2¢. Then

dan

FUP=1) < 2B 0=1) _ o 4L

u
Fs(u):/ (tﬁ+€ﬁ) dt>/ (14 2%)e?) S dt=cem T u>cutr !
0 0
:c(uﬁ)[d mep 4 1)(p—1) > c1(u ﬁ_i_gﬁ)[wﬂl(p 1) QEWH,
where in the last step we used the fact that for positive o and nonnegative a,b we have
a® > 2"%a+b)* — b*. Thus, we have verified the claim also in the case u < 2e. O

The next lemma corresponds to [8, Lemma 5.3]. A formal application of the chain rule
shows that the the integrands on the left-hand side in both lemmas are essentially the same,
although in our case the gradient of u need not exist. The proof in our case is somewhat
more complicated as we need also to use Lemma 5.3.

Lemma 5.4. Let u be a weak solution and 6 € (0,1). Then there is a constant ¢ depending
only on m,n,p,Co, C1 such that
—2p—m

1 T 6 3 m—p #fp
—/ / |Vul|P~tdzdt <6 sup / u(gc,t)dg;-kciﬂ(%)s )
PJo JBoy(,) t€[0,7]J By (o) (1—og)sm—> P

0’) 3—m—p

Proof. Choose ¢ as in Lemma 5.2. By Holder’s inequality and the previous lemma, we have

(5.8)

/ / |V [P~ dadt
ap(10)

/ / [ l)tp;l} {(uﬁ+€ﬁ)[3,&,p+1](p;1>t% ddt
Bop(xo)

/ / VUl P (uf + P) - tpdxdt} ’
0 JBoyp(zo)

x {/T/ (uf + &P -1 5 dzdtr
0 BUP(IO)
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The second integral in the last expression can be estimated by combining (5.7) and (5.1):

/ / O s dxdt<c/ / )+ S dedt
apm opm

<c// dxdt—i—cps R
ap(10)
2p+m—3

<oy () Lg;gg] /. (%)uu,t)d“ew} ol

<aoap () L, ), et e

Since also the other integral appearing in the last expression of (5.8) can be estimated using
(5.1), we have

=

2p+m—3

=

T 1 2p+m—3
Vol Pl dedt < L(L)p [ sup / u(x,t dx—l—sp"} g
/0 /Bc,p(xo) | | (I —=o)p\p t€[0,7]J B, (x0) (1)

Dividing by p and applying Young’s inequality to the right-hand side yields the claim. [J
Now we can finally prove the Harnack inequality.
Proof of Theorem 5.1.. For j € N we choose

. . 1
pyi=200=2")p,  pji=5(p; +pjt)
Bj = Bpj (,CCO), Bj = Bﬁj (.’L‘O)

Pick ¢; € C5° (B, (,); [0,1]) such that ¢; = 1 on B, (z,) and We use the weak formulation
(2.8) with the test function ¢ = ;&7 . where r >0, 74 < 72 < 7 and

1,72
0, t< T,
ot =), tem,n+r]
:1772(15) =<1, te(mn+rm)
r i +r—1t), te€[mn,n+r],
0, t> 719+ 1.

This implies

1 [
u@ dedt = (u, Vu ) - VGE L, dedt + = uCjdxdt.
QT rJrn o Ja

Passing to the limit » — 0 and using the structure conditions and properties of (; we have

(5.9) /B u(x,ﬁ)dxﬁ/ﬁugj(x,ﬁ)dz/TZ/QA(U,VU’&)~Vde:cdt+/Qu§j(z,Tg)dx

J

S/ /|A(u,Vuﬁ)||V§j|d:cdt+/qu(z,Tg)d:c
T1 Q Q

21 [
< c—/ / |Vuﬁ|p71d:cdt+/ u(zx, 7o) dx,
P Jo JB; Bji1

for all 71,70 due to the time-continuity of u. Although we assumed 71 < 7o, we see by
a similar calculation that the estimate remains valid for 71 > 7. We want to estimate
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the double integral in the last expression using Lemma 5.4 with p replaced by p;11, and
consequently with ¢ := p;/p;41. Directly from the definition it follows that
1

< 2012,
l1—0

Taking this into account, Lemma 5.4 shows that

. Q%Jﬂ- T 3,%
/ u(z,m)dae < 27§ sup / uw(z, t)de + c—5m=— (_A) m—p +/ u(z, 7)dx,
B;j t€[0,7]J Bj11 §3—m-» P Bji1

for all § € (0,1). Here we also used the fact that all the elements of the sequence (p;)
are comparable in size to p. Taking now § = ¢~ 127 !¢, where ¢, € (0,1) and ¢ > 1 is the
constant from the previous estimate, we see that

/ uw(z,m)dr <&, sup / u(z,t)da + cb’ (L/\) T +/ u(x, ) dz,
B; tel0,7] J Bjt1 P Bay(zo)

where b = b(m,n,p,Co,C1) and ¢ = ¢(m,n,p,Co, C1,&,). We also used the fact that
Bjt1 C Bay(z,). Recalling that the inequality holds for a.e. 71,7 € (0,7) we see that it
implies

Sj < €081+ b’ (pl/\) Ry

where
(5.10) S; = sup / u(z,t)dz, I:= inf / u(x,t)dx.
telo,7]J B, t€0,7] J By, (z,)
TIterating (5.10) we have
el M1 M—1
(5.11)  sup / u(z,t)de = S < M8y + cb(—)\) e Z (beo)? + 1 Z el
t€[0,7]J B, (x,) p =0 =0

choose now for example &, = o= so that both of the sums in (5.11) converge in the limit
M — oo. Then, since

Sye1 < sup / u(x,t)de,
tE[O,T] BZP(IO)

where the right-hand side finite due to the time-continuity of u, we see that we can pass to

the limit M — oo which yields the claim. O

6. EXPANSION OF POSITIVITY

In this section we show that weak solutions exhibit expansion of positivity. This type
of result was already obtained in [9], but the calculations were made under the assumption
that u has a gradient, which is not necessarily true in our case. We demonstrate that the
same strategy as in [9] can nevertheless be applied with some modifications. For the reader’s
convenience detailed proofs are provided. We start with a lemma corresponding to Lemma
3.1 of [8].

Lemma 6.1 (General De Giorgi type lemma). Suppose that v : Q7 — Rsq satisfies v° €
LP(0,T; WHP(Q)) and the energy estimate

(6.1) cg// |Vvﬁ|p<ppx{v<k} dzdt + c. esssup/ b[v, k]X{v<iy @ (z,t)dx
Qr tel0,7] JQ
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S// IVolP(vf — P + (0" — k"2 )2 o dhp| dadt,
Qr

for some positive constants ¢, and c. and all k >0 and functions ¢ € C>=(Q x [0,77;[0,1])
vanishing in a neighborhood of 0,Q7. Suppose K > 0, a € (0,1) and that Q, 00 (20) C Qr
Then there is a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on m,n,p such that if

(eKerp 3)

(6.2) |Qp.0pr (20) N{v < K}| < ceecy (1 - a’)' (ntp) |Qp.00v (20)],

[1 + oKerp*S} p
then v > aK a.e. in Qs p(2)r(20).

Proof. Define

b
Py P 5, (1—a") . .
Pii=g + VISR kj = (aﬁ + T)Kﬁ, Bj:= B, (o), Tj:=(to —0p,to),
Qj = Bj xTj = Qp 00 Yos o), Aj:= Qi N{v <kj},  Yji=[A4;]/]Q4l.

Pick ¢; € C*>(Q;;1[0,1]) such that ¢; =1 on Q,+1 and ¢; = 0 in a neighborhood of 9,Q);,
and

(V| <20%3p71 0 |9,p| < 07127 p7P.

In the set where v < kj;1 we have

_ B
B _ 18 g . _ (1—-a") 4
(07 = k)= = k] =k = g K

(6.3) a-a’p SGTp ) BPlA; ) < // — k)P dzdt
Aja

(n+p) i b
// (W — k) dxdt) Ay |7
Aj+1

We treat the integral inside the brackets by applying Holder’s inequality to the integral over
the space variables. One of the resulting integrals is then estimated by taking the essential
supremum over the time interval, and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality provides an upper
bound for the other integral. All in all, we have

n+p)
// —EDT dwdt = / / P, (0 — k)P dzdt
J+1 J+1

J+1
/]+1 /B kgﬁ> XAJHd:c}%[/B] ( kﬁ) dx}pl*dt
esssup " XA dx}i/ [/ ((v° —kB) ‘)p* dx}’%dt
T B;

Tj+1 ]+1 i
2
Sc[esssup/ (vﬂfkf)’fQXAHl(vﬂ ! // ) ©;)|P dzdt
Tj+1 Bjt1

P
n

< (1 —aP) P25 gBA=2)7 93 (2= p)pkz(’ﬁ 2k [esssup/B k:l-_B(UB —k:f)%dx}
j+1

x// V(0" — k)= ;) [P dzdt

J

Tj41

P
n

< (L= )0 E R D2 E [sssup [ oo e o) da]
T; B;
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// IV((v ) ©;)|Pdzdt

< cco (1 a®)P=2n jCn (m4p=3)9i(2=p) 30

BE1 % 2 p—1 ptn
// Vs @~ K+ (0 k) o gl dat]
where ¢ = ¢(m, n,p). We have also used (3.2) (ii) and the fact that k; < K. In the last step

we use (6.1). Taking also into account the bounds on the derivatives of ; and the bound
for k; we end up with

(n+p) == __p_ __n_ (m+ 3) .p(2—p)
// (vﬁ _ kf)’i ™ dzdt} +P < cco P Cy ntp (1— aﬁ)(P— ) s KT = 2]pn+§
J+1

% [Kﬁijpp—p + K5+19*12*jp*p] |4,

—-_P_  __n_ (p—=2)p p(m+p—3) p(n+2)
S CCe nte Cg wte (1 — aﬁ) ntp K ntp +ﬁp2j ntr p p

x [L+ K37m7Pg~1]|Ay).
Combining the last estimate with (6.3) we end up with

(p=2)p p(m+p 3)

|Ag+1| < cc"*p tr (1 o aﬁ) e P 2]'[”(”";2) +P]p*p[1 +K3*mfpgfl]|j4j|1+%lp

Dividing by |Q;| gives us the desired iterative estimate

(p—2) (n+2) 1
Yier < cel Peg P (1 - af) St P (R T i 4l [y fesmorg ]y

=
Thus Lemma 3.4 shows that if
(0K ™+r=3)%

(n+p)

[1 + oKerp*B} p

Yy < cceed (1 —aP)mt?

for a suitable constant ¢ depending only on m,n, p, then Y; — 0, which means that v > aK
n Qg,‘g(g)p(zo). D

The following variant of the De Giorgi lemma will also be useful. The extra assumption
(6.4), regarding the values of u at the initial time of the space-time cylinder, allows us to
get a lower bound which holds on a cylinder which has only been reduced in the spatial
dimensions. It is understood that we consider the time-continuous representative of u, so
that (6.4) makes sense.

Lemma 6.2 (Variant of the general De Giorgi type lemma). Let u be a weak solution in
the sense of Definition 2.1. Suppose that Q, 600 (20) C Q and that

(6.4) u(z,to —0pP) > K,

for a.e. x € By(x,). Then there is a constant ¢ depending only on m,n,p,Co, Cy such that
if
(1 _ aﬁ)n+2
(6.5) |Qp,0pv (20) N {u < K}| < wapﬂ/ﬂ (20)];
then u > aK a.e. in Q2 gyv(2o).

Proof. Define k;, p; and B; as in Lemma 6.1, but choose

Qj = Bj X A = Bj X (to — pr,to) = ijﬁgpp.



REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS TO DOUBLY SINGULAR EQUATIONS 19

As before, we denote A; = Q; N{u < k;} and Y; = |A4,|/|Q;|. Choose ¢; € C5°(B;;[0,1])
such that ¢; =1 on Bj4; and

Vipy| < p~127%,

We use the energy estimate (4.4) of Lemma 4.2 with ¢ = ¢;, k = kj, t1 = t, — 0pP and
ta € A. The assumption (6.4) guarantees that the second term on the right-hand side of
(4.4) vanishes and we end up with

// )_|P pdzdtJresssup/ blu, k; ]X{u<k 15 " da

// )P |V; [P dzdt,

where ¢ = ¢(p, Cy, C1). As in Lemma 6.1 we see that

6.6 A=) o g < 1 4pd A |
(6.6) 2(J+1)p | i+ rdt |Aja|mFe.
J+1

Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 6.1 we may estimate the integral inside the brackets as

(n+p)
// (u® — kf)’i " dadt
Ajt1

< [esssup/B (u® — k) XAHl(p]dx}p/ [/B ((uﬂ kzﬂ) ©;) *dx}p%dt

A 7] A i

P
n

c(1 — a®)P=2n gAP=2)n0iC2-p) % k(’@ R [esssup/ (uﬁfkf)%kjl p pd:c}
B

A
// k%) ;)P dadt

< (1 —aP)P=2m g (mtp=3)7 92— p)p // |Vnpj|pdxdt} "

J

P ptn
<e(l— aﬂ)(p*Q);K(erp*B);2](2717); (Kﬂppfp2yp|j4j|) o

where the constant ¢ only depends on m,n,p, Cy, C;. Combining this estimate with (6.6)
we have

|Aj+1| S c(l _ aﬁ)(pnl?;p 7pr(";ipp73) .[pglanQ) +p] 7p|A |1+

Dividing by |Q;| we obtain

p(n+2)

Yip1 <c(l— aﬂ)(iﬁ P(OK™ P~ 3)wip 2% +p]y

In light of Lemma 3.4, this means that there exists a constant ¢ = c(m,n,p, Co, Cy) such
that if
(1—af)"+2
G mFp=3 "
then Y; — 0. O

A version of the following result was proven in Lemma 1.1 of Chapter 4 of [5] for the
parabolic p-Laplace equation. We use the same strategy.

Yo<c

Lemma 6.3. Let u be a weak solution on Qr. Suppose that B,(y) x {s} C Qr and that
(6.7) [Bo(y) N {u(-,s) = M}| = a|By(y)]-
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Then there are § = 6(m,n,p, Co, C1,a) and € = e(a) such that
1
(6.8) |Bo(y) N {u(, 1) = eM}| = Sal B, (y)l,

for all t € (s, min{T, s+ SM>3>~""PpP}).

Proof. Let 7 < min{T,s + §M3~""PpP} where J is a positive number which is yet to be
chosen and consider (4.4) of Lemma 4.2 with t; = s, t2 = 7 and k = M. Discarding the first
term on the left-hand side, which is non-negative we end up with

(6.9) /Q[b[u,M]X{u<M}<pp](z,T)dz§/Q[b[u,M]x{u<M}¢p}(x,s)dx

+c/ /(uﬁ—Mﬁ)}inﬂpdzdt,
s Q

where ¢ € C§°(2;R>¢) and the constant ¢ only depends on p,Cy,Cy. Taking o € (0,1)
and ¢ € C§°(B,(y); [0,1]) such that ¢ = 1 on B(;_4),(y) and [Ve| < U%, the estimate (6.9)
implies

(6.10) / blu, M]x{u<nry(z,7)dr < / blu, Mx{u<nry(,s)dx
Ba-o)p(¥) B, (y)
c

/ / (u? — MPYP dzdt.
O-;Dpp 0 B,,(y)

From the properties of b it follows that when u < M we have
blu, M] < b[0, M] = 557 M7+,

+

Using this result and the assumption (6.7) we conclude that
o Ml )z < g MPIB )1 {ul5) < A1)
p\Y
< g ML = a)|B, ().
Recall that 7 € (s, s + 6 M3~™7PpP) where § is to be chosen so

g 5
¢ / / (W — MPY dzdt < = MPH B, ().
0 Bp(y)

oP pp ;

We estimate the term on the left-hand side of (6.10) as

/ b[uaM]X{u<M}($aT)d$ = / b[uaM]X{u<M}($aT)d$
Bi-0)p(¥) B,(y)

- / bl M]xquenr) (2, 7) da
BP(y)\B(l—U)p(y)

> [ bl Mixqucan (@ 7)ds = GodP B, )
B, (y)
Picking € € (0,1) we can estimate the last integral as

/ b[u,M]x{u<M}(:c,'r)d:c > / blu, M](z,7)dx
Bp(y)

B, (y)n{u<eM}

bleM, M]|B,(y) N{u(-,7) < eM}|

S MAYYL = 26)[B,(y) 1 {ul-, ) < M},

Y

Y]
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Combining all the estimates we have

B
(6.11) |Bo(y) N{u(-,7) < eM}| < (|1 p(?;)|) [+ (1 —a)+coPd).
— 2¢
where ¢ = &(8,n) and ¢ = ¢(m,n,p,Co,C1). Choose o = o(a,n,m,p) so small that
o < «/8. With this choice of o, choose § = §(m, n, p, Co, C1, @) so small that co™P§ < /8.
Here ¢ denotes the constant in (6.11). This leads to

B
Bo(o) 1 e 7) < M} < 1220 (1 o)
(1 —2¢)
From this it follows that (6.8) is true for any
o
0 < —.
S S0

O
We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 6.4 (Expansion of Positivity). Suppose that (x,,s) € Qr and u is a weak solution
satisfying

(6.12) |Bp(0) N{u(-s) = M} > a|By(zo)],

for some M > 0 and « € (0,1). Then there exist €,5,n € (0,1) depending only on
m,p,n, Co, C1,a such that if Bigp(xo) X (8,8 + M3™"PpP) C Qr then

u > nM in Bap(w,) X (s+ (1 — &) M3~ ™ PpP s+ SM3~"7PpP).

Proof. The proof is divided into several steps.

Step 1: Change of variables, transformed equation and energy estimates. Let
0 = d(m,n,p,Co, C1,a) € (0,1) be the constant from Lemma (6.3). By translation we may
assume that (y, s) = (0,0). Furthermore, we assume that Big,(0) x (0,0M3>~™"PpP) C Qr,
since otherwise there is nothing to prove. Introduce the new variables (y, 7) defined by the
equations

x t— M3 pP
Y= — —677- L N
p’ GM3=m=ppp

These coordinates transform the cylinder Big,(0) x (0,0M3~ ™ 7p?) into Bis(0) x (0,00),

preserving the direction of time. Define the function v : B1g(0) x (0,00) — R,

T T
637771,7;7 637771713

% u(z, t) =
A routine calculation confirms that v# € LP(0,S; W1P(By4(0))), for all S > 0, and that v is

a weak solution to the equation

v —V - Ay, 7,0, VvP) = —L—u,

3—m—p

v(y,7) = u(py, SMP~"PpP(1— e 7).

where

Ay, 7,0,8) = 5o 5

WA(P9a5M3_m_pPP(1 - e_T)aMe’#ﬂv,p_lMBe*sfnﬁf)

satisfies the structure conditions

(613> A(ya 7,0, g) : 5 > 5CO|§|p7
(614) |A(y77707§)| < 5cl|§|p715
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where Cy and C; are the constants appearing in the structure conditions (2.5) and (2.6).
The time continuity of u obtained in Subsection 3.3 implies that v € C([0, 00); L'litl (Bi6(0)).

This allows us to reason as in the proof of Lemma 3.10, to conclude that v satisfies the
mollified weak formulation

. . B vpddydr — (y,0)d
(6.15) / /Bm(o) (0,0, Vo) - Vb + Oronddydr /Bm(o)@m(y 0)dy

—is [ [ wodyar,
0 B16(0)

for all ¢ € C§°(B16(0) x (0,00)). The only difference is that we have replaced ¢; by

ooy =g [ €T olu.s)ds,

which in practice always can be written as a finite integral due to the support of ¢. This
enables us to prove an energy estimate for v. Namely, we use (6.15) with the test function
¢ = — (v — kP)_ P& (1), where ¢ is a smooth function vanishing near 9,(B16(0) x (0, 0)),
and

1, TS T,
&G(r)=qr Y F+r—t), Ter,7+1],
0, T>T+T.

Here 7 > 0. We see that
/ / y,T,v,Vv Mn - Vodydr —%/ / y,T,v,Vv ) Vodydr
Blg,(O B16
(y, 7,0, VP ) - V[( )_(,Dp]dydT
r~>0 / /Bm(O)

:/ / Ay, 7,0, Vo) - Vol xoary @ — Ay, 7,0, VoP) - Vb (o — k) _dydr
0 JBis(0)
> / / 6Co| VP PP fpaky — 6C VP [P~ 1eP V| (v? — k%) dydr
Bi6(0)

T C R
> / / o 5?0|Vvﬁ|pg0px{v<k} — 5C’1|V<p|p(vﬁ — kﬁ)’i dydr,
Bi16(0

where C; = Cy (C1,p). Reasoning similarly as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, the parabolic term
can be treated as

/ /  dyunddydr > — / /  blon, FX (o <1y 0r (976, dy dr
0 Bi16(0) B16(0)

/ / blo, FX oy &0 o? dydr + 7 / / blo, Fx (o ¢ dy dr.
h’_>0 BIG(O Blg,(O

/ / blv k]X{U<k}8T<ppdyde/ b[v, klx{v<ry¥” (y, T)dy.
T_>O Bi6(0) Bi6(0)

As in the proof of Lemma 4.1, one can see that the second term on the left-hand side of
(6.15) vanishes in the limit & — 0. Combining the estimates for all terms we end up with

Co (7 7
670/ / ) |Vu5|”<pp><{v<k}dyd7+/ b, E]xuai (2, 7) dy
BlG(O) BlG(O)



REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS TO DOUBLY SINGULAR EQUATIONS 23

(6.16) < 501/ / |VlP (v — kPYP dyd7+/ / b[v, k] X {v<k}Or P dydT
Bw(() B16 6)

Note that we were able to drop the term on the right-hand side of (6.15) since it is non-
positive. Using Lemma 3.2 (i) to estimate blv, k] on the right-hand side and taking into
account that ¢ € (0,1) we finally obtain the desired energy estimate

05/ / VP PP X focy dydT+cesssup/ b[v, k)X fo<ry e (v, 7)dy
B16(0) 7€[0,7] / B16(0)

(6.17) g// IVelP (v — k)P + (07 — k"2 )" P10, dydr,
Ble(ﬁ

where ¢ = ¢(Cy, C1,p,m) and T is any positive number.
Step 2: Measure estimates of sublevel sets. From the assumption (6.12) and Lemma
6.3 it follows that there is an € = e(a) such that

(6.18) 1B1(0) 1 {u(,7) > ees=} = S{B (0)],

for all 7 € [0,00). Pick 7, > 0 to be determined later and define

(6.19) ko := 663*:’3*1), kj = )‘, 7 € Np.

With these definitions, (6.18) implies that
(6.20) |Bs(0) N {v(-,7) > k;}| > 8_"|Bg( ),

for all 7 € [7,,00) and j € Ny. We introduce the cylinders

Qr, = Bs(0) X (7o + k)" P 7, 4 2k37P), QL = 316(0) X (To, To -+ 2k37™7P)
Pick ¢; € C§°(Bi6(0)) such that ¢; = 1 on Bg(0) and |V(i| < %. Pick ¢ € C°°( ) such
that {2(7) = 0 for 7 < 7,, Ca(T )f1f0r7>70+k3 m= pand0<(2( ) < kg,—mp Using
the energy estimate (6.17) with ¢(y,7) = C1(y)C2(7), k =k; and 7 = 7, + 2k33 m=P yields

g1

2 a4l
(6.21) // Vo [PX o<y} dydr < 5/// L+ ki—’"—P( C k7 ) dydr

k5+1
<o (7 + i L)1l

< C(S_lkfp|QTo|a

where in the second step we used the fact that the measures of @, and @’ are comparable.
In the last step we used that k; < k,. The constant c still depends only on Cy, Cy,p, m. We
define the sets

A;i=Qr N{v<kj}, Aj(r):=Bs(0)n{v(,7)<kj}.
By the isoperimetric inequality (3.5) and (6.20) we have
kﬂm ()] = (6 = K )l (7)] € i
N 7 VR = B0\ A (D] Ly o a i (0)
<& V0P (y, 7)] dy.
O JA; (T\Aj(7)

(VP (y, 7)|dy
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Integrating the estimate over the time interval (t,+k3~" 7P, 7,4+2k3~™P) and using Holder’s
inequality and (6.21) we obtain

B

k. n
—Ajl < — Vo (y, 7)|dy
2 @ JANA
én % _1
<2l WP A Al
O LJANA 1
Ckf 1 p—1
< —31Qr 17|45\ Aja| 7,
adP

where ¢ depends on m, n,p, Cy, Cy. Hence,
_p C _1 1
|Aj1 |77 < —5——= @, [P A5 \ Aja| = Y[Qr |71 [ A5 \ Ajia ],
QapP-1§p-1T
where 7 := ca TS, Adding this equation for j € {0,...,j0 — 1} where jo € N and
noting that |A;| is decreasing in j we have

Jjo—1
Jol 3ol 7T < 71Q |71 (D (1451 = 14551D) <41Qx 77,

§=0
Taking into account the definition of A;, this means that

@t <hl< (1) 7 1en

0

Recalling that § is already determined in terms of m, n, p, Cy, C1, v, this estimate shows that
any v > 0 we may choose jo = jo(m,n,p, Co, C1,a,v) € N such that

|@r, N {v <kjo}| <¥|Qr |-

Let j. € [jo,00) be the smallest real number for which (23'*)377;7? is an integer. Then j.
only depends on m,n,p,Cy, C1, a, v and

(6.22) Q7 N{v < kj } < vQr,

where we have extended the definition of k; in (6.19) to all real numbers.

3—m—p

Step 3: Segmenting the cylinder. For i belonging to {0,...(27*)" 5 — 1} We define
the subcylinders

Qi = Bs(0) x (1o + k3" P ik " 1 + ST 4 (i + 1K TTP),

which is a parition of @, (discarding only a set of measure zero). Thus, (6.22) implies that
for at least one of the subcylinders we must have

Qi N {v < Ky, }| < v|Qil.

Since v satisfies the energy estimates (6.17), we may apply Lemma 6.1 to Q; with p = 8,
0= 8_pk§-’:m_p, K =kj, and a = . Now ¢, = ¢d for a ¢ only depending on m, n, p,C1, Co
and also ¢, only depends on these parameters. Plugging in everything into (6.2) we see that

there is a constant ¢ depending only on m,n, p, C1, Cy, such that if v < v, := ¢67 then
(6.23)

1 . = e . _ —m— e , S
v > Sky in Ba(0) x (o + K™ 4 (i 41 -2 PV o ST 4 (i + 1)k TP).
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Fixing jo := jo(m,n,p,Co, C1,,v,), we obtain by the definitions of v, and § that the
corresponding j,. ultimately depends only on m,n,p, Co,C1,«, and that (6.23) is indeed
valid. Hence, there is a 71 € (1, + k37™7P, 7, + 2k37™7P) such that for a.e. y € B4(0),

ko € To To

- = — e3—-m—-p = g,e3—m—>p
9B+l o+l ¢ ’

1
(6.24) v(y,m) > §k:j* =

where o, = o,(m,n,p, Co, C1, ).
Step 4: Returning to the original coordinates. By the definition of v, (6.24) says that
for a.e. © € By,(0)

T1

U(.’L‘,Ifl) > O’OM@BZO;pr =: M,,

where t; 1= JM3~™PpP(1 — e~™). We want to apply Lemma 6.2 with K = M,, a = %

and 6 = c27""2M37™"P where c is the constant from the assumption (6.5). With these
choices the assumption in Lemma 6.2 is automatically true since it becomes the statement
Q@ N{u < M,}| <|Q] for a certain cylinder ). As a consequence, Lemma 6.2 implies that

1
(6.25) u> 5 Mo,
in Bo,(0) x (t1,t1 + 27" 2M37™P(4p)P). In order to complete the proof, it is sufficient
that

ty + 27" TEMBT TP (4p)P) = SMPTTTP P

Using the definition of ¢; we see that this is equivalent to

2" 125
c4pag’_m_p)’
where ¢ is the constant from assumption (6.5). The right hand side depends only on

m,n,p, Cy, C1,a. Hence, with this choice of 7,, (6.25) and the upper bound for 7; imply
that

Tozln(

3—m—
Op To—m1 O, _2kg TP

M, = ?e3fmr*PM > 5 € S5 M =: nM.

u >

|~

in Ba,(0) x (t1,6M3~™=PpP). Note that n only depends on m,n,p,Co, C1,a. From the
upper bound for 7 it also follows that
tp = OM3 ™™ TPpP(1 —e ™) < SMB3TTTPpP(1 — e—TO—%g*m*p),
so the claim of the theorem is true if we take
77‘072]6277"'71)

e=e ,

and the right-hand side clearly only depends only on m,n,p, Cy, Cy, . 0

7. LOCAL BOUNDEDNESS

We prove that in the range (1.3) all weak solutions are locally bounded. We use a De
Giorgi iteration combining the energy estimates obtained in Lemma 4.1 with a Sobolev
embedding.

Theorem 7.1. Let u be a weak solution in the sense of Definition 2.1 and suppose that the
parameters m and p satisfy (1.3). Then u is locally bounded and for any cylinder of the
form Qp2-(20) contained in Qr and any o € (0,1) we have the explicit bound

_ntp T o
esssup u < C{((l —0)P7) o // WP dpde] PO (ip) i
Qv (z0) Qpor(20) p
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where ¢ is a constant depending only on m,n,p,Co, C1.

Proof. Suppose that Q, -(z,) C Q7. Define sequences

(1-0) (1-0) e
97 P Tj =0T + 2 T, kj = k(l -2 ])BJA’

where k£ > 0 is a number to be fixed later. We also define the cylinders Q; := Q,, +,(20) =

Bj x T;. Choose functions ¢; € C*°(Q;;[0,1]) vanishing near the parabolic boundary of Q;

and satisfying ¢; =1 on @);41 and for which

pj=op+

j+2 j+2
[V, < 27, 0] < S
= (1-0)p = (1-

o)T

Furthermore, we define the sequence

Y; ::// | (u% fk;%)id:cdt.

Note that Y; is finite for every j since u € LA*1(Q7). Define the auxiliary parameters

M= q=p(gp ) = ().

A straightforward calculation shows that (2.3) (and hence (1.3)) guarantees that ¢ > 1.
Thus, we may use Holder’s inequality to estimate

B4l 8119 o El
(7.1) Vg < [// (v — k2 )fdwdt} Qj+1 N {u > kjp H
Qj+1
We will use the shorthand notation
B+1 5
¢ = ( _k]-i-l)M < (u ﬂ_kf+1)+-

The upper bound, is a consequence of the definition of M and the fact that 37 > 1. In the
following calculation we express the integral on the right-hand side of (7. 1) 1n terms of ¢
and split the integral into space and time variables. We apply Holder’s inequality to the
integral over the space variables, and then estimate one of the resulting factors upwards by
the essential supremum over time. After this, we introduce the cut-off function ¢; which
allows us to apply the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality. We also apply Lemma 3.2 (i). Thus,
we obtain two factors which both are bounded by the right-hand side of the energy estimate
(4.1). All in all, we have

(7.2) / PP )dxdt:/ / PO drdt
Qj+1 Tj+1 J+1
g/ [/ Mdzﬁ {/ ¢Mdzrd
Tj+1 =/ Bjt1 Bjt1
< {esssup/ oM dx ;/ / qﬁp dac Tt
Tjta Bjt1 Tj+1 J+1
B+1 =
< [esssup/ ( J+1 dx / / H_1) dz] dt
Tj+1 Bj+1 J+l J+1
< k) de|” B kP ] ar
= | esssup (u _]-‘rl) €z ((u 1)+05)0 da
B; B;

T;

n4+M

Sc[ess;up/B blu, kjX (usk; ) da n/ ]+1)+@]]|dedt



REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS TO DOUBLY SINGULAR EQUATIONS 27

ntp
sc // J+1 +|V%|p+( kjﬁl) 71|8t50j|dzdt} "
The constant ¢ depends only on m,n, p, Co, Ci. In the set where u > k;4; we can estimate
(#1) e (1 = (kj+1/uw)")8 - umtr—3
(W )] (= i/ )2 (1= (k) )
ckm ol g3

<
= 11,2
(1= (ki /kj1)7)
where the constant ¢ only depends on m, p. In the second last step we used m +p < 3, and
the fact that kj41 is comparable in size to k. Applying the previous estimate to the first
term to the last line of (7.2) and noting that in the second term we can replace k;1 by k;
we obtain

/QM {//Qj 27KV + o e ] (wF kT )D deat]

Combining this estimate with the bounds for ¢; and its derivatives leads to

(p+1)j ntp
//QJ+1 @ ((12j O');T Kpp)km-‘rp 3+1}Y) '

From the last expression we see that if k > (pip) =m=p then

(p+1)j ntp
(7.3) //
Qj+1

2 =
<o)
(1—o)pr
Observe now that

B+1
(7.4) Qs N {u > ki }EPT2720) = Q; n {u > ki (k2 —k; 2 )

B+1
g// (W~ )?dedt < Y.
Qi {u>kjq1}

Using (7.3) and (7.4) in (7.1) we end up with

(7.5) Yy < CHY],
where
b= 2(nT+p)(p+1)%+% C = ﬂ — b — M .
(1 —opr) =7 g ntM

and ¢ only depends on m,n, p, Cy, Ci. We want to show that Y; — 0. According to Lemma
3.4 this is true provided that

Yo < C hbp .

Using the definition of Y and the parameters we see that this is equivalent to

(7.6) k> c{((l _ U)pT)—"Tfp // uﬁ+1dxdt} PAEIIG
Py ZO)

where ¢ is a constant depending only on m, n, p, Cy, C7. Since

//Q ( )(u%fk%)idzdtgifjﬁo,
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this means that u < k almost everywhere in Q,, (140)-(20). The only lower bounds for &

required in this argument were k > (pip) 3=m=r and (7.6), so we have verified the estimate
for the essential supremum. O

We end this section by proving that the estimate of Theorem 7.1 can be somewhat
improved. This result will also be used in the reasoning leading to the Harnack estimate in
Section 9. Note first that (2.3) can be rephrased as

(B+Dp+n(m+p—3)>0.
Thus there exists r € (0,5 + 1) such that
(7.7) Ari=rp+n(m+p—3)>0.
The next theorem shows that there is an upper bound in terms of the L"-norm of .

Theorem 7.2. Let r € (0,8 + 1) be such that (7.7) is walid. Then for any cylinder
Q2p,2'r(zo) C QT;

(7.8) esssupu<c U dxdt}%—f—c( )ﬁ

Qp,r(20) Q2p,27(20)

where the constant ¢ depends only on r and the data.

Proof. Define the increasing sequences
pj=02-27)p, 7= (2-277)r

Define cylinders Q; = Q,, r,(%,). Applying Theorem 7.1 to the cylinder Q;;1 with o =
pj/pj+1 = Tj/Tj+1 and noting that 1 — ¢ > 27U+2) we end up with

n N - JN N
esssupu < C{Qj(nﬂn)r_% // WP+ dxdt} PTG (T_;) 5=m=p
Qj ! Qj+1 Py

P 1
:| pBn+(B+1)(p—n) + (27-) 3—m—p
Y )
Qi1 PP

where in the second step we used the fact that p; > p and 7 < 7; < 27. Denoting now
Mj := esssupg, u and noting that v < M4, a.e. in Qj+1 we see that

(B+1—r) 1
M, < MWM [QJ n+p) o da dt} FEEs Ry ) + (2_7') =
pp
Q2p,2+(20)

< C[Qj uPHdzdt

Due to (7.7), the exponent of M, lies in the interval (0,1). Applying Young’s inequality
to increase the exponent of M, to 1 we end up with

: n+p b 27\ 5=m=p
M; < eMjyq +c(e) [23("+p)7' o // u dxdt} Rt (—T) ’
Q2p.2+ (20) PP

ntp = 2T\ 7=m=p
=eMji1 +c(e)b { 5 // u dzdt} n (—T) ’ ,
Q2p,27 (20) PP

where and the constant € > 0 can be chosen freely. Iterating the last inequality
we obtain
» N-1 1 N-1
My < eV My + c(e) [T_T%p // u” dzdt} k ( ) e el
Q2p,27(20) ]:0 j=0
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for N > 1. Choosing ¢ = 2%) we see that both sums on the right-hand side converge as
N — oo. Since My is bounded from above by the essential supremum of u over Q2 2-(2o),

the term eV My vanishes in the limit and we end up with (7.8). O

8. HOLDER CONTINUITY

In this setion we consider only m and p in the supercritical range (1.4). We show that in
this case weak solutions are locally Holder continuous. The starting point of the argument
is a De Giorgi type lemma providing a sufficient condition for the reduction of the oscillation
from above. First we introduce some notation. For 0 < p4 < oo we denote

(8.1) 0=eps ™

where € € (0,1). A sufficiently small value of ¢ will be chosen later in this section. Initially
it is important that our results work for all € € (0, 1).

3

Lemma 8.1. Let u be a weak solution to (2.4) in the sense of Definition 2.1. Suppose that
we are given a number 0 < py < 0o, and let @ be chosen as in (8.1). Moreover, suppose
Qp.0p7(20) C Qr is a parabolic cylinder satisfying

esssup u < fit.

Qp,607 (20)
then there exists a constant v, depending only on m,n,p,Cy, Cy such that if
(8.2) Qo600 (20) N {u” > 1 /2] < voe 7 |Qppm (20)]
then 5
u? < Zﬂﬁ

a.e. in Qp/2,0(p/2)7 (%0)-

Proof. Define sequences of numbers and sets as follows:

1 1 1
8. B —
Py - 2 (1 + 2]) k (1 - Z - 2j+2)’u’+’ Qj = ijﬂpﬁ-)(z”)’
A
Aj=Q;n{u>k}, Y= %_
J

We can now choose functions ¢; € C*>°(Q);; [0, 1]) vanishing near the parabolic boundary of
Q; and satisfying ¢; = 1 on @); and for which

Vil < p~ 12772, |0kp;| < cpf~tp P29,

Note that in the set where u > k; 1 we have

B B B _ Mi
(8.3) —ky >k, — k= 5743
This observation and Holder’s inequality show that
(8.4) Q(M)p |Aj41] < // — k)7 dedt

J+1
B ("+ n+p

(8.5) < //A (k) dwdt] ™ A |

J+1

The integral in the last expression can be estimated using Holder’s inequality and (8.3) as

B n+p) pL 8
— k)L 7 dedt < XA (U — k)L dedt
J+1 J+1 J+1




30 V. VESPRI AND M. VESTBERG

/ / Dxa, " {/ (w” — k)Y | at

Tjy1 - Bjt1 Bjt1

< 2i-n)% A 2)p/ / dxr{/ (W — k), *dx}p_*dt
J+1 J+1

Bjt1
< 02]'(2*”)%;@(}’7 )n [ess sup/ (u? dx / / dz] dt,
Tj+1 JBja Tit1 -/ Bjy1

where in the last step we have estimated one of the integrals over space upwards by taking
the essential supremum in time. Note that by Lemma (3.2) (ii) we have

LW = kD)L < (@7 R Tblu, k] < 2087 olu k).

Using this observation and introducing the cut-off functions ¢; puts us into a position to
apply Sobolev inequality and the energy estimate (4.1) as follows.

(n+p)
//A (W’ — P dwdt
1
< c2j(27p)%‘u§(m+17*3)[esssup/ blu, k] T dxr/ [/ [ — k)" d:c}f*dt
7, JB,

de / / k) 1p,] P ddt

n+p

< 21C-PE, E(m+p—3)

ess sup b

J

P

< i oI | // 12 V517 + blu, kJe —1|at%|dxdt}

The second term in the last integral can be estimated using Lemma 3.2 (iii) and the bound
for |0sp;| as
blu, k;]¥} |8t<p]| < cuﬁ+19 p PP = csfluf_ppfp?p.
Using this and the bound for |V<pj| and u we see that
// (u” - k:f U dwdt < i) RO (1
J+1

Combining this estimate with (8.4) and the observation that |A4,41| < |A4;| we have

[Ajia] < ce™ 1 B TR g ey
= csfﬁﬂbjef%ﬁp_pmj |1+m
where ¢ and b only depend on m, n, p, Co, Cy. Dividing the last expression by |Q;| and noting
that |Q;| is proportional to #p" P we obtain
: . 1+nLjrp
Yit1 <cemmivd’Y; .

Setting § := n—pp we see that Lemma 3.4 guarantees that Y; — 0 provided that

|Qp,0pp (ZO> N {uﬁ > :LL+/2}|
|Qp,9pp (zo)|

where v, = cEbTF only depends on m,n, p, Cyp, Cq. Since |Q;| is bounded from above, this
also means that |A;| — 0. Furthermore, since

Qp/2,6(p/2)7 (20) N {Uﬁ > %Hi} C 4,

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

__n_ 1. ,_ 1 n
:Yog(cg n+p> b 52 =eru,,
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8.1. Reduction of the oscillation. We are now ready to prove the reduction of the oscil-
lation in the case p— = 0. If the condition of the De Giorgi lemma holds, then we have a
reduction of the oscillation from above. Suppose now that the condition in the De Giorgi
lemma fails, i.e.

(@p.ap0 (0) N1 {u” > 1 /2] > Ve |Qp 00 (20)]
Then there is a set A C (t, — 0pP,t,) of positive measure such that
_1 n
o € Bylwo) [ula, ) > 2 i} > voc? |By(ao)],

for all 7 € A. Provided that Q2,9,» C Q x [0,T), the L'-Harnack inequality of Theorem
5.1 for the time-continuous representative of u shows that for 7 € A,

8:6)  vacbensr Hu <23 pello € Bylao) lu(e, ) > 2 )| < [ uter)da

Bp(xo)
OpP\ ==
(8.7) <o inf / u(a, f)dr +7("5)°
te(to—0pP,ts) Ba,(x,) P
By the definition of A and 0 we see that
0pP N\ 3=m=> 1 "
(T) =EmIP Uy P,

p
Moving this term to the right-hand side of (8.6) we obtain

I3

(8.8) ev(c—veMuep™ <~ inf / u(z,t)dz,
B2y (o)

te(to—0pP,to)

where ¢ = ¢(m,n, p, Co, Cy) and
1

n
K= —————— — —
3—m—p p

)

is a positive number by (1.4). If we now choose

1
~(3)
g:=(—
2v/

which clearly only depends on m,n,p, Cy, C; we also see from (8.8) that
(8.9) Cusp™ < inf / u(z,t)dx,
te(to=007:t0) J By, (2,)

for a constant C' = C(m,n,p,Cy,C1) < 1. Take now ¢ > 0 and note that

/ u(z,t)dx :/ u(z,t)de +/ u(z,t)de
Bap (o) Bap (o) {u(z,t)>Cut} Bap(zo)N{u(z,t)<Cu}

< it |Bap() 0 (1) 2 G} + G| By o).
With the choice ¢ := C27("*1 /¢, where C is the constant from (8.9), the last estimate and
(8.9) show that
(8.10) |Bap(wo) N {u(@,t) > Cui}| > o Bay ()]
for all t € (t, — 0pP,t,) for a constant « depending only on m,n,p,Cy, C;1. Suppose now
that Q32p,0p7(20) C Q. This puts us in a position to apply Theorem 6.4 for a sufficiently
small M. Namely, taking M = min{(, (¢/27) T }g, we see that (8.10) is still valid with
Cp+ replaced by M and furthermore that

BS2p(:Co) X (to - 5M37m7p(2p)p, to) - Q32p,9pp (Zo) C QT7
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where § € (0,1) is the constant from Theorem 6.4. Hence, we may apply Theorem 6.4 with
5 =t,—dM3"™"P(2p)? and p replaced by 2p to conclude that thereis a & € (0,1) and £ < ¢
depending only on m,n,p, Cy, Cy such that

(8.11) u > iy in Byp(xo) X (to — éﬂiimipppa to),

which is the reduction of the oscillation from below. Combining the previous reasoning and
Lemma 8.1, we have shown the following.

Lemma 8.2. There are constants ,7,n € (0,1) depending only on m,n,p,Co, Cy such that
for any weak solution u and number py > 0 satisfying the conditions Q32p cpd P o (z0) C
EHy

Qr and u < py on Q 3-m=p p (z0), we have

prERT
(8.12) €SS 0SC u < Mg
’%ywsui*m*ppp o
Furthermore, one of the following condition must hold in the cylinder Q , B (20):
29 +
1
(8.13) (1) ess sup u < (ﬂ)mr, or
QB 3—m—p (zo) 2
RN pP
1
(i1) essinf u> (—n),qu.
V3 3*mfppp (ZO) 2

Soveny

Proof. By Lemma 8.1 and the previous reasoning, (8.12) is valid with v = min{277, £} and

n= max{(3/4)%, 1 — ¢}, where € and ¢ are the constants appearing in (8.11). Furthermore,
if (8.13) (7) fails, (8.12) shows that we must have

. 1+n 1—n
essinf w2 () — gy = (5 D,
L 3—m—p p(ZO) 2 2
5oveny P
so that (8.13) (ii) holds. O

Lemma 8.3. There are constants ¢ and v depending only on m,n,p, Cy,Cy such that for
any weak solution u and number py > 0 for which Q32p TP (20) C Qr and u < py on
SR

Q 3—m—p

PrERY oP (zo); we have

(8.14) €ss 0sc u < cug (f) ,
p

3—m— z,
r,ap,i m P,,,p( °

for all 0 < r < p. Here, € is the constant from Lemma 8.2.

Proof. Denote C' := 2 max{2, 'y_%} where v is the constant from Lemma 8.2 and define

1y = (T) s pj=p/C7.

With these choices,
Qplys(#i)sf’"*”ﬂf (20) C Q§778u3[m'7”pp (20);
and Lemma 8.2 guarantees that

€SS 0SC u < M4

1y3—m—p,P (%o
p1.e(ky) Ppy
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Furthermore, if we are in the case (8.13) (i), we have u < p; on Qpy e(ut )2 -m—rpt (z0) and
we may apply Lemma 8.2 to this subcylinder instead to conclude that

€ess 0sc u < nu}r
sz,i(u#)S*m*ppg (2o

Also, Lemma 8.2 guarantees that one of the conditions of (8.13) holds with p replaced by p;
and p4 replaced by ,u}r. If condition (i) is true, we are again in a position to continue the
iteration. Continuing in this way, we see that as long as we stay in case (i) at every step of
the iteration we have

(8.15) ess 0sc u < nul
ijys(ui)g’m’fjpf %o

(8.16) ess sup u < ui__l

i—1g_ z
pj71,i(ui )3—m ppzjfl( o)

Either this estimate holds for every j € N, or there is a k € N such that (8.15) holds for all
je{l,...,k} and

. 1—ny 4o 1—n
(8.17) o essinf u > (T),uf_ - (m)uﬁ_

— z
,ws(ui by—m—pyb | (z0)

We assume for now the existence of such a k and investigate its consequences. In the end
we will show that the estimate (8.14) holds whether & exists or not. Since
PE—1 k— 3—m—p —m—
_C 1 D _ 2 ) E(Mi)3 m—p P

5 = 2Pk =20k el =90 (1 o

3—m— —m—
> ()" "

> e(uh)? P (200)7,
it follows from (8.17) and (8.16) with j = k that

L=ny & 2k :
(Tt Su S opmhs 0 Qapyequyys-morizpr (20)-

Up to a translation in the time variable this is exactly the situation of Lemma 3.7 with
M = uff_. By translation we may assume that t, = 0. Lemma 3.7 shows that the function

’U('Ta t) = (’ui)*lu(x’ (Mﬁ-)gimipt)a (:L'a t) € Q2pk,5(2pk)1’ (-Toa 0)

solves an equation of parabolic p-Laplace type, where the constants in the structure con-
ditions only depend on m,n,p, Cy, C;. Applying Lemma 3.6 to v then shows that for all

(:L', t)v (ya 5) € ka,s(pk)P (1'0, 0)7

o —y| + |ts|?»ro
Pk '

where the constants ¢ and v, only depend on m,n,p,Cy, C7. Since the fraction in the last

estimate is bounded from above by 2 + 7 we see that for any 0 < v < v, we have

[vla,t) — (. )| < |

o —yl +1t —s|? |:cy|+|ts|%r
Pk Pk ’
for all (z,t), (y,8) € Qp, (o, )» (70, 0). For the original function u this translates into

lv(z,t) —v(y, s)| < c(2+ 5%)”0*”{ r <c(2+ 5%)%[

m+p—3

1
lz —yl+ (uh) > It—SIPr
Pk

)

(8.18) fulie,t) = uly, )] < el |
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for all (x,t), (y,s) € kays(#i)sfmfppi (20) and 0 < v < v,. The constant ¢ still depends only

on m,n,p,Co, Cy. Now we are ready to prove (8.14). For this, take 0 < r < p. Pick j € Ny
such that

1 (j+1) (37279) 1 »(377277))
(Lt L (HYT 2
2 Ccitl 2 CI
From the left inequality we can deduce that

r 1 /147 N A N
wlZ]>nlz () T [emE(=E) T
n P > In C 5 +71n C 5
and with some further manipulations that
(8.19) j>—-1-bn H

3—m—p

for some b > 0 depending only on m,n,Cy, C;. Note that r < p; and
ep "I < e(uh)> P,
so @, et P (z0) C ij (il y3—m—p P (20). If 7 < k (or if k does not exist, which means
EH s j
that (8.15) is valid for all j) then (8.15) and (8.19) imply that

< = P [ <[ ) = ()"
€sS 0SC U = —_— =c - ,
o (22) = MRS 1_|_77M+ 9 T+ 1+7 1+7 M+ P

¥

for some positive constants ¢ and v depending only on m, n, p, Cy, C1. Suppose now instead
that j > k. Then ans:mfprp (20) C kaya(#i)sfmfppi (z0) so from (8.18) we see that

mip—3 1 E=m-p)

2 + (uk pgp L o %
€ss 0sC u < cu’jr [ (MJF) Hy }
QT EMS—WL—pr(Zo) pk
et
(3=m=—p)
Lk 2t ()" vy
() | ]
vB=m=p) 4 k v
<) "~ elw()
1+n p

Observe now that the expression inside the square brackets can be made smaller than or
equal to one by taking v < vo where the upper bound v, depends only on C' and 7 and
hence only on m,n,p,Cy,Cy. Taking now v := min{v, v} we finally have verified that
(8.14) holds in all cases. O

8.2. Holder continuity. Using Lemma 8.12 we can now easily prove the local Holder
continuity.

Theorem 8.4. Let u be a weak solution in the sense of Definition 2.1. Let m and p be
in the supercritical range (1.4). Then wu is locally Holder continuous in Qp and the Holder
exponent depends only on m,n,p, Co, Cy.

Proof. Let z, € Qr. Pick R > 0 such that the (n + 1)-dimensional closed ball By"(z,)
centered at z, is contained in Q7 and define

[y = esssup u < Q.
By (20)

The number g4 is finite since the range (1.4) is contained in the range (1.3) which according
to Theorem 7.1 guarantees local boundedness. By picking a suitable representative of u, we
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may assume that p is the actual supremum of u on the ball Byt (z,). We can now choose

p > 0 so small that for all z € Bp"'(2,), we have

P+l
prslu‘ijimfppp (Z) C ng (20)7 Q3207€#17m7ppp (Z) C QT-
From the first condition it follows that v < uy in every cylinder Qp cfFmP o (z) where
Ely

z € Bt (2,). Thus, according to Lemma 8.3,

(8.20) €SS 0SC u < cpig (I)V,
erguifmfpﬂg z P

for every 7 € (0,p) and z € Bj"'(z,). If in the above estimate we had the oscillation
rather than the essential oscillation we could now apply (8.20) to any pair of points that
are sufficiently close to each other. Since this is not case, we must first exclude a set of
measure zero so that the different types of oscillation coincide. In order to ensure that
we are only disregarding a set of measure zero, this should be done only for a countable
number of cylinders. We now make this idea precise. For every (z,r) in the countable set
[BE(20) N Q"] x [(0,p) N Q] there is a set N7 C @, _ 3-m-»,,(z) of measure zero such

r,au;r
that for all (y,s) € Q, I (z) \ N7,

essinf u<uly,s) < esssup  u.
Q, a-m-r,p( Qoy3-mp,0 ()
Define N = U, )N, and suppose that 21, 2o € B} (2,) \ N. We may also assume that

t1 < to. Suppose first that 21 € Qp BT (22)U(B,(x2) x {t2}). Then there is a sequence
EH

of numbers (/) C B?;rl(zo) N Q™! such that 27 — 29, t7 > to, and z; € Qp eud =P (27)
for all j € N. Define

~ j ~ |t1_tj| %
7ji= |z — 2’| < p, T = (75/1/3_7”_;0) < p,
Jr
X 5 t1 —ta| \ 7
Fimfn—ml < e (A2l
epy

Take now r; € (max{#;,7;}, max{r;, 7} + %) N Q such that 7; < p. Then r; converges to

max{#, 7} =: r. Moreover, z1 € Q, _ s-m-p.» (27) \ N and also 2z belongs to this set for
3ERY i
large j so
T v
[u(z1) — u(z2)] < essosc  u < cuy (—j)
3—m—p_p (2’ P
Tjen L

r\Vv
P

Jj—o0
_y t1 —ta| \ 7.,
<cpgp (o — 22| + (lg_imjp) )
epy

< Clzy — 2|7,

where the constant C' depends on the data and p, 4. Suppose now instead that z; does not
belong to the set Q, _ s-m-» ,(22) U (Bp(2) x {t2}). Then
EH L

max{u(zl)’uz(@)} |21 — 20| 7 < g min{p,epl " PP} R |2 — 25

P

lu(21) — u(zz)] <

|Zl — Z9
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Thus, we have verified that for all 21,22 € BT (2,) \ N,

(8.21) |u(z1) — u(z)| < Clz1 — 2|7,

for a constant C' = C(m,n,p,Co, Cy, 4, R). (Note that p depends only on R, the data and
f4.) Since the set N has measure zero, we can re-define u at every point of N as the unique

limit guaranteed by (8.21) when approaching the point through the set Bg”l (20)\N. In this
way we obtain a representative of u which satisfies (8.21) for all points z1, 20 € Bt (2,). O

9. HARNACK ESTIMATES

We conclude this paper considering the Harnack inequality for solutions of parabolic
singular supercritical equations. Such results were proved in [6] for equations of parabolic
p-Laplace and porous medium type. For doubly nonlinear equations see [10] under more
restrictive assumptions. Our method is based on the pattern scheme of [7].

Let us state and prove some lemmata.

Lemma 9.1 (Measure-to-point estimate). Let v > 0 be a weak solution of (2.4). Suppose
that Biep(o) X [to,to + M3~ ™ PpP] C Q. Let p € (0,1] and suppose that

(9.1) |Bp(wo) N{u(to) = M} > p|Bpy(zo).

Then there exist constants &, 7 € (0,1) depending only on the data and p, such that
w> €M, in Bap(xo) X [to + %M*mfppp, to -+ TMBTTP P

Moreover, T can be chosen arbitrarily small by decreasing &.

Proof. Assumption (9.1) and the fact that B,(x,) X [to,t, + M3~ ™ PpP] is contained in
the domain Q1 allow us to apply Lemma 6.3 to conclude that there exists e(u) such that

92) [By(wo) N {u(-1) = eM}| > £|B, ()]

for all t € (to,t, + M3~ ™~PpP). Here, § = &(data, u) € (0,1) is the constant from Lemma
6.3. In order to facilitate the latter part of the proof we note that we may instead use
d = d(data, §) which by the construction in the proof of Lemma 6.3 is a smaller number.
Note that (9.2) remains valid if we replace M by any M, where § € (0, 1]. Since Big,(zo) X
[to,to+M3~™7PpP] is contained in the domain, we may apply Theorem 6.4 with M replaced
by €M, o = & and considering all s in (t,, to+dM>~™~PpP) for which s+8(ed M )3~"PpP) <
to + M3~ ™=PpP Thus, we obtain

u > nedM in Boy(z,) X (to + (1 — )S(eOM)> ™™ PpP 1, + SM3~""PpP).
Here, 7 and ¢ only depend on the data and u. For any 7 € (0,4) we may thus first choose
so small that
(1—¢)d(e)> ™ P < 7/2

and then choose & = nef. 0
We now prove an alternative form of the reduction of the oscillation which will be conve-
nient in the sequel.

Lemma 9.2 (Estimates of Holder regularity). Let u be a weak solution of (2.4) in Qr in
the supercritical range. Then for any S > 0 there exist constants C > 0 and & > 0 depending
only on S and the data, such that if Qsap k3-m-»ge(20) C Qr for some k, R > 0 then

(9.3) sup u< Sk = 0sC ugék(%)&, r < R.

QRVkamprp(ZO) rk3TM=PrP



REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS TO DOUBLY SINGULAR EQUATIONS 37

Proof. Let € be the constant from Lemma 8.2 and define the re-scaled function
U(‘Ta t) = S_lu(xa lo+ E_It)a ($, t) € Q32R,ak3*m*PRP (‘Toa 0).

Then v satisfies an equation of type (2.4), where the constants appearing in the structure
conditions depend only on S and the data from the original problem. Furthermore,

sup <k,

QR,gk'?'*m*PRP (1070)

so Lemma 8.3 implies that for all r € (0, R],

0sC v <ék(=)",
Q. cks—m—ppp(0,0) (R)
where ¢ and @ only depend on S and the data of the original problem. Expressing this
estimate in terms of u and the original coordinates we obtain the desired estimate with
C =cS. O
We will also use the following version of the expansion of positivity.

Lemma 9.3 (Expansion of positivity). There exists A > p/(3 —m —p) and, for any p > 0,
e(p),v1(p),v2(p) € (0,1) depending only on p and the data, such that if u > 0 is a solution
in BlGR( ) [0, k3=™~PRP] then

(94)  [Br(0)n{u(-,0) = k}| = pl B (0)]

= iEEU(-, E3=m=p .p (71(#) + ’yg(u)(l — (T/p>5\(37m—p)7p)) > ¢(u) k(g)/\7

whenever r < p < R. Here, v1(1) and v2(p) are so small that v, (1) + v2(u) < 1, which
guarantees that the time level is contained in the interval k3~™"PRP. Moreover, the ~;(1)
can be chosen arbitrarily small by lowering c(u).

Proof. Suppose that the measure condition of (9.4) holds. Then, by Lemma 9.1, we have

(9.5) u > &(p)k, in B, (0) x [@kzg_m_pr’), 7 (p)k3Tm PP,
Denote & := £(1) and note that, since m + p < 3, we can suppose that
(9.6) by =2 P < L

Consider first the case 2r < R. We may now define
pj =277, for all j € N such that p; < R,

mi=7(1) <1

Note that we are considering the case where at least p; is defined. The bound on 7, can be
obtained due to Lemma 9.1. This might require shrinking &;, but this does not violate the
bound on b;. We define recursively

T e T 3o
(97) to= W pammmmn 4 — b4 T e Rl
From (9.5) it follows that |B,(0) N {u(-,to) > &(u)k}| = |B-(0)|. Hence, we may apply
Lemma 9.1 with p = 1 repeatedly and obtain

. . T
(98) u > f(M)ffk m Bpj+1 X [tj’tj + S

5 €k ™) 7 o]
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for all integers j > 1 such that p; < R, provided that the end time of the cylinder in (9.8)
does not exceed k3~ PRP. In fact, this cannot happen, since an explicit calculation shows
that for all integers N > 1,

N—-1
(9.9) tny = %k*mfw + %k*mfpg(u)*mfprpzp > b
7=0
IO T1 1-— bN
<ESTMTPRP— (14 2P ——-
= 3 (12 bl)

< E3TMTPRP5T,
where in the first step we used the fact that £(u) <& < 1 and 7(u) < 71. Thus, we have
tn + 5 (Ck Y Ty <ty + KT RI2M < KPP RITr < RTTRRY,

which means that the cylinders are all contained in the domain of u. From (9.6) we infer
ty 4 T (E(p) kg])3mmop p5 > tjy1, and thus (9.8) implies that

AN )

u 2 5(.“)(;) k in - By, X [tj,tj4a],

j

where A = —log, & > p/(3 — m — p). Using the first line of (9.9) we can re-write ¢y as

() 2 ImE(w)im
y " (1—b) (1_1’%}

= ) + (o (1- ()]

For an arbitrary p € [r, R] we now choose the smallest integer N such that p < 2V+1r. But
this means that

|

pN:2N7’§p§R.

Thus, we may conclude that

r\ A .
k:c(,u)(;) kE in B, X [tn,tn41]-

w0 (=) k> 0 (1)’

PN
It now suffices to note that since py < p < pn41,

[tn,tng1) D K™ PrP [71(#) " 72(#)(1 B (%)/\(3—"1—19)—13)}.

By the definitions it is clear that v1(u) and v2(@) can be made arbitrarily small by lowering
c(p). It only remains to consider the case that 2r > R. But in this case a bound of the
correct form follows already from (9.5) since r < p < 2r. O

Since we are considering the super-critical range, Theorem 7.2 holds with » = 1. Com-
bining this result with the L'- Harnack estimate of Theorem 5.1, we immediately obtain the
following lemma.

Lemma 9.4. Let u be a solution to (2.4) for some m,p satisfying (1.4) and suppose that
Q4p,27’(zo) (@R [O,T) Then

1

(9.10) sup u < et R [ inf / u(x, t)dx} e c(i) e
tel Bay (o) pP

Qp.7(20) to=27,to]

where A\ = p 4+ n(m +p — 3) and the constant ¢ only depends on m,n,p,Cy, Cy.
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Here we are able to use the actual infimum and supremum rather than their essential
equivalents, since we are considering the continuous representative of . Similar results have
been shown previously in [6, Appendix A] for the p-Laplacian with p < 2 and in [10] for
singular doubly nonlinear equations under more restrictive assumptions.

Now we are ready prove the final result of this paper. For simplicity, we have opted to
formulate and prove the theorem for a cylinder centered at the origin, but obviously the
result is translation invariant. Note that since an infimum can only increase when passing
to a smaller set, we could replace the ball in the right estimate in (9.12) by Br/4(0), so that
the supremum and infimum are taken over the same ball.

Theorem 9.5 (Harnack inequality). Let u > 0 solve (2.4) for some m,p satisfying (1.4),

in a domain containing Bsar(0) X [=T,T]. Suppose that u(0,0) > 0 and

(9.11) 4RP sup u(-,0)3"7P < T.
Byr(0)

Then there exist constants C > 1, 8 > 0 depending only on the data such that

(9.12) C™' sup wu(-,s) <u(0,0)<C inf wu(-t),
Bry4(0) Br(0)

for —0u(0,0)* P RP < 5.t < fu(0,0)*"" P RP.
Proof. In the cylinder Bg4(6) x [=T",T"], where T = T R™P u(0, 0)m+p—3, the function
v(z,t) = u(0,0) " u(Rx, RP u(0,0)3~ " Pt),

satisfies a doubly singular equation with the same structure conditions as the original equa-
tion. With these definitions, (9.11) implies
(9.13) 1< M3 ™7P = sup v(-,0)>"™P < T'/4,

B1(0)
where the left inequality follows from the fact that v(0,0) = 1. We first prove the inf
bound in (9.12). Let A > p/(3 —m — p) be the expansion of positivity exponent, define
Y(p) = (1 —p)* supp, v(,0) for p € [0,1] and choose po € [0,1], z, € B,,(0) such that

1[13211?1/1:7/}(00) = (1—po)* vo, vo = v(2,,0) > 1.
Let £ € [0,1) be the unique number such that (1 — &)~ = 2. Setting r = £ (1 — py) we have
(9.14) v = U(po)& > &,
where we used the fact that ¥ (pg) > 1(0) = 1. Furthermore, we may estimate

(9.15) 751(1p)v(-, 0) < (1= [E(1 = po) + po)) (1 = [€(1 = po) + po])*  sup o v(-,0)
Br(zo Be(1-p0)+00

= (1= 871 = po) (E(1 = po) + po)
< (1=871 = po) M(po)
=(1-& Mo
= 2’00
Let a := vy ™ PrP. By construction vy < M and by (9.13), B,(z,) x [~4 a, 4 a] is contained

in the domain of v. Thus we can apply Lemma 9.4 to conclude that

o
B%(Zo)x[—a#l] an(m+p—3)+p

(9.16) sup v < ;(/ v(x,0) dm) nmEe=DEP | @I mp pmAss
Br(mo)
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(2 Vo 7’") ﬂ(m+1§)73)+p

(v3™™ P pp) =D

+ cvo < ¢,

where we used (9.15) to bound the integral. The constant ¢ depends only on the data.
Since a = vy ™ PrP, we can apply (9.3) with k = vg, and taking S to be the constant
c from the last line of the previous estimate, in both B, 4(z,) % [—vg "™ P(r/4)P,0] and

Bya(wo) X [vg " pP — g " TP (r/4)P, vy TP pP] for any p < /4 to get
osc(v, By(wo) x [~ P TP < v (/1) p < /4,

where the constants ¢ and & only depend on the data. This estimate also relies on the fact
that Bs,(2,) X [—a,a] is contained in Bg x [=T",T’], and hence in the domain of v. As
v(x,) = v, we infer that

v >0,/2 in Bgr(x,) x [-7P a, 7P al,
for some suitable 77 € (0,1/4) depending only on the data. Thus,
| Br(z0) N{v(- 1) = vo/2}| = 7"|Br(z0)],

for all [t| < vg~ ™ P 7P rP. For any such time, the cylinder Bsa(x,) X [t,t + (vo/2)3 ™ P2P]
is contained in the domain of v, so we may apply Lemma 9.3 with k = vy/2 and R = p = 2.
Choosing the ~;(77™) so small that 1 (7™") + 72 (7") < 7P /2, its conclusion implies, thanks to
By(xo) 2 Bu,

info(t+ vy ") 2 evort, = () 4 (M) (L (r/2NETP) <2

for all |t| < 7Pvd ™ PrP. The latter readily gives v(x,t) > ¢vor® for z € B and
[t| < 7P vy ™ PrP/2. Finally, observe that since 7 < 1 and X > p/(3 — m — p), it holds
VTP > (g1 )3T P so that (9.14) yields v(z,t) > ¢€* =: 1/C for € By and
|t| < 7P E2B=m=p) /2 —: §. Expressing this in terms of u, we obtain the estimate for the
infimum in (9.12).

To prove the bound for the supremum we proceed similarly. Indeed, let x, € Br(0) be
such that u(z.,0) = SUP 3., (0) u(+,0) and define the rescaled translated function

w(z,t) = u(zy,0)  u(zy + Rz, RPu(2,,0)> ™7 Pt), (z,t) € Bgs(0) x [T,

et

3

1

where T = R™Pu(x,,0)™ P=3T. Proceeding as before, we obtain that w(w,t) o

x € B1(0) and [t| < 0. Writing this estimate in terms of u we see that

Y

for

ue,) = 20 e B, il < Bua., 070
Noting that 0 € Br(w.), and taking into account the definition of x, we obtain
(9.17) C~! sup u(-,0) < u(0,0).
Br(0)

Since u is a solution on Br(0) x [~ H, H] with H = 4RPu(0,0)3~™~P, we can combine (9.17)
and Lemma 9.4 (with ¢, = H/4 and 7 = H/2) to conclude similarly as in (9.16) that

sup u < cu(0,0),
Br/a(0)x[—H/4,H/4]

which concludes the proof. O
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