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GRADIENT BOUNDS FOR SOLUTIONS TO IRREGULAR PARABOLIC
EQUATIONS WITH (p,q)-GROWTH

CRISTIANA DE FILIPPIS

ABsTrACT. We provide quantitative gradient bounds for solutions to certain parabolic equa-
tions with unbalanced polynomial growth and non-smooth coefficients.
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1. INTRODUCTION
We focus on the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem

Oyu — div a(z,t, Du) =0 in Qr
u=f on aparQTa

(1.1)

with initial-boundary datum f: R"™' — R as in (2.5) below and nonlinear diffusive tensor a()
featuring (p, ¢)-growth conditions as displayed in (2.2). The main novelties here are twofold: the
map x — a(z,t,z) is only Sobolev-differentiable in the sense that
p=1 a=1
Baaa,t, 2)] < A(w,t) [+ [2) "% + (a2 + 12"

where  possess a suitably high degree of integrability, cf. (2.4). Moreover, we can treat in a
single shot both the degenerate case p > 2 and the singular one p < 2, allowing also for the case
= 0. Precisely, we prove that

Theorem 1. If assumptions (2.1)-(2.5) are satisfied, Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (1.1) admits a
solution u € LP(0,T; WYP(Q)) such that

2 1,2
(12) Du e L?EC(QT’Rn)’ VIMP(DU) € Lloc(O’T;Wloc (Q’Rn))
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and

loc

1
(1.3) w e W20, T 12,(9) for all 1€ (0,5) |

In particular, if Q, € Q7 is any parabolic cylinder there holds that

B2
C D
(1.4) [H (D)L= (Q,,) < P ( H(Du)> dy) :

Qo
with ¢ = c¢(data) and By, P2 = B1, P2(n, p,q,d).

We refer to Sections 2.1-2.2 for a detailed description of the various quantities involved in the
previous statement. Our analysis includes equations with double phase structure, such as

Opu — div (|Du|p72Du + b(z, t)|Du|q72Du) =0 in Qp
be L>®(Qr) with 9,b€ LYQr);
or equations with variable exponent:
Opu — div (|Du|p(m’t)_2Du) =0 in Qr
p e L®(Qr) with 9,p € LYQr);

and also anisotropic equations like

0w~ | div(DulP=Du) + 3 0r, (0 + 105,07 O, u)
i=1
l1<p<pi<oo foral ie{l,---,n},

where (p,q), (infq, p,supg,. p), (p,maxie{L,,,,n} pi) satisfy (2.3) and d is described by (2.4),.
To the best of our knowledge, the result stated in Theorem 1 is new already in the standard
growth case p = ¢. This fact poses additional difficulties due to the lack of informations on
the regularity of solutions to (1.1) when a(-) has balanced polynomial growth. To overcome
this issue, we proceed in two steps: first, we prove an higher integrability result for solutions
to a regularized version of problem (1.1). Then we use it to construct a sequence of maps
satisfying suitable uniform estimates and converging to a solution of (1.1). For the sake of
simplicity, Theorem 1 is proved in the scalar case, but all our arguments can be adapted in a
straightforward way to the vectorial setting as well, provided that a(-) has radial structure. Let
us put our result in the context of the available literature. The systematic study of problem

{ —div a(x, Du) =0 in Q

(15) u=f on 0f)

i.e., the elliptic counterpart of (1.1) started in [27-29] and, subsequently, has undergone an
intensive development over the last years, see for instance [4-7,10-13,15,19,20,25] and references
therein. As suggested by the counterexamples contained in [19,27], already in the elliptic setting
the regularity of solution to (1.5) is strongly linked to the closeness of the exponents (p, ¢) ruling
the growth of the vector field a(-). Precisely, it turns out that

(1.6) 1< 94 M (problem’s data),
p

where 11(-) is in general a bounded function connecting the various informations given a priori
about solutions. In this respect, we refer to [4] for an idea on the subtle yet quantifiable interplay
between the regularity of solutions and the main parameters of the problem and to [5,11,12],
where is shown that, as long as p and ¢ stay close to each other, problems with (p, ¢)-growth
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can be interpreted as perturbations of problems having standard p-growth. In the parabolic
setting, the regularity for solutions of (1.1) is very well understood when a(-) is modelled upon
the parabolic p-laplacian, see e.g. [14,17,18,22,23] for an overview of the state of the art on this
matter and [2,3], where more general structures are analyzed. Finally, the question of existence
of regular solutions of (1.1) when the nonlinear tensor a(-) has unbalanced polynomial growth
was treated in [8,9,31,32]. The theory exposed in these papers confirms that, as in the elliptic
case, a restriction like (1.6) on the ratio ¢/p suffices to prove existence of regular solutions to
(1.1). Actually, the function 771(-) is worsen for parabolic equations than for elliptic ones, due
to the so-called phenomenon of caloric deficit, originated from the difference of scaling in space
and time, see e.g. [8,32], in which 771(-) is quantified as a function of n and p. In our case, 1M(-)
has to take into account also the integrability exponent of ~, therefore it depends on n, p,d and,
reversing the process of caloric deficit, it renders precisely the bound for elliptic equations with
Sobolev-differentiable coefficients appearing in [11,12,26].

Organization of the paper. This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 contains our notation,
the list of the assumptions which will rule problem (1.1) and several by now classical tools in the
framework of regularity theory for elliptic and parabolic PDE. Sections 3-4 are devoted to the
proof of Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 1 respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we display the notation adopted throughout the paper and list some well-known
result which will be helpful in the various proofs presented.

2.1. Notation. In this paper, Qr := Q x (0,7 is a space-time cylinder over an open, bounded
domain Q € R™, n > 2 with C'-boundary. If Q@ C Q and t, € [0,7], by Q;, we mean the
subcylinder Q x (0,%9) € Qp. Clearly, when ¢o = 0, Q9 = Q. We denote by B,y(zg) :=
{x ER™: |z —x0| < g} the n-dimensional open ball centered at zo € R™ with radius o > 0.
When working in the parabolic setting it is convenient to consider parabolic cylinders

Qo(yo) := By(xo) X (to — Q2,t0) where yo := (zo,t0) € R

i.e., balls in the parabolic metric. With "y" we shall always denote the couple (x,t) € Qr. Very
often, when not otherwise stated, different balls (or cylinders) in the same context will share the
same center. Given any differentiable map G : Q x R x R® — R, with 9,G(z,t, z) we mean the
derivative of G(+) with respect to the z variable, by 8;G(z,t, z) the derivative in the time variable
t and by 0,G(x,t, z) the derivative of G with respect to the space variable z. We name "c¢" a
general constant larger than one. Different occurrences from line to line will be still denoted
by ¢, while special occurrences will be denoted by c1, ca, ¢ and so on. Relevant dependencies on
parameters will be emphasized using parentheses, i.e., ¢; = ¢1(n,p) means that ¢; depends on

n, p. For the sake of clarity, we shall adopt the shorthand notation
data := (TL, v, vaa q, d7 |‘7HLd(QT)) .

In most of the inequalities appearing in the proof of our results we will use the symbols "<"
or ">" meaning that the inequalities hold up to constants depending from some (or all) the
parameters collected in data. We refer to Section 2.2 for more details on the quantities appearing
in the expansion of data.
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2.2. Main assumptions. When dealing with the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (1.1), we assume
that the nonlinear tensor a: Q7 x R™ — R"™ satisfies:

(2.1)

t— a(z,t, z) measurable for all z € Q,z € R”
x> a(z,t,2) differentiable for all ¢t € (0,7T),z € R”
2z a(z,t,z) € C(R",R") N CH(R" \ {0}, R") for all (z,t) € Qp

and

la(@,t,2)] + (42 + |22)F|0sa(z, 6, 2)] < L[(62 + 2257 + (42 + |22) ]
(2.2) [0.a(w,t,2)€ - €] > v(p® + [22) =" [¢]?

Beaa, t,2)] < (@) [ (12 + 5125 + (2 + |22) 7]

which holds for all (z,¢) € Qr and z,£ € R™. In (2.2), u € [0, 1] is any number, exponents (p, q)
are so that

(2.3) q<p+2<;%§%) with p>zﬁr%%t§

and

(2.4) v € LYQr) for some d > max {g, 1} (n+2).

Finally, the function f: R™ x R — R satisfies

(25) T € Cloc(Ri Lo(R™) N Lipo(Rs Wil (R™)), - O0f € L, (Rs Wil " (R™),

where 7 := p/(¢ — 1). In this setting, we define a weak solution to (1.1) as follows.

Definition 1. A function u € f+ LP(0,T; Wol’p(ﬂ)) is a weak solution of problem (1.1) if and
only if the identity

(2.6) / [udyp — a(z,t, Du) - Dp| dy =0
Qr

holds true for all p € C°(Qr) and, in addition, u(-,0) = f(-,0) in the L*-sense, i.e.:
1

27) s

é
/ lu(z,s) — f(x,0)]* dzds=0.
0 Jo

Remark 2.1. Let us compare the bound in (2.3) with the one in force in the elliptic setting,
Le.

(2.8) q<p+p(l—$),

n

see [11,12,26]. The restriction imposed in (2.3) looks the right one: in fact, due to the different
scaling in time, in (2.8) n must be replaced by n+2. Moreover, the usual parabolic deficit coming
from the growth of the diffusive part of the equation affects also d:

<p+ ! d 2\ 2
1=PTP\ 02 p P
If we let d — oo in (2.3) and reverse the transformation prescribed by the caloric deficit phe-
nomenon, we obtain
g<p+Z,
n

which is the same appearing in [19] when the space-depending coefficient is Lipschitz-continuous.
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2.3. Auxiliary results. In this section we collect some well-known facts that will have an
important role throughout the paper.

On Sobolev functions. Let w € L'(Qr,R¥), k > 1 be any function. If h € R is a vector, we
denote by 7, : L'(Qr,R¥) — L*(Q,; x (0, T),R¥) the standard finite difference operator in space,
pointwise defined as

Thw(x) == w(x + h,t) —w(z,t) forae. (x,t) € Qp x (0,T),

where Q) := {z € Q : dist(z,0Q) > |h|} and by Ap: L' (Qp,RF) — LY(Q x (0,7),R) the
spacial difference quotient operator, i.e.:

w(z + h,t) — w(z,t)

Apw(x,t) = ]

= B = (mhw(z, 1))

Moreover, if A € R is a number so that |h| < T, we also recall the definition of finite difference
operator in time 75, : L' (Qr) — LY(Q x (|h|,T — |h])):

Trw(x,t) == w(x,t + h) — w(z,t).
An important property of translation operators is their continuity in Lebesgue spaces.

Lemma 2.1. Let p € C>X(Q) be any map, h € R™ so that |h| € (O,M) and
w € LY (Qr,R*) with s € [1,00) and k € N. Then

loc
[(w( - + R, t) —w(, 1))

It is also useful to recall a basic property of difference quotient.

Ls(Q) —|h|—0 0.

Lemma 2.2. Let w € L (Qr) be any function. There holds that

loc

e fwe L (0,T; Wl’s(Q,Rk)), s € [1,00) and Q € is any open set, then

loc loc
[Anw(-,t) = Dw(- )|l L« () —|n|—0;

e if in addition s > 1 and Q € Q is any open set so that

T
sup/ /|Ahw(x,t)|s dz dt < oo,
|h|>0J0 JQ

then Dw € L5(Q x (0,T)) and |Apw(-,t) — Dw(~,t)|\LS(Q) —h|—0 0.

When dealing with parabolic PDE, solutions in general posses a modest degree of regularity in
the time-variable, and, in particular, time derivatives exist only in the distributional sense. For
this reason, we recall the definition and main properties of Steklov averages, see e.g. [14, Chapter
1].

Definition 2. Let w € L*(Qr,R¥), k € N, be any function. For § € (0,T), the Steklov averages
of w are defined as

1 (t+o 1t
< _ =

ws = 3 w(z,s) ds t e (0,T -] and ws =4 9 Ji_sw(z,s) ds te (6,T)
0 t>T-9 0 t <.

Lemma 2.3. If w € L}, (Qr), then ws —s—0 w in L} (Qr—.) for all e € (0,T). If w €

C(0,T;L*(%2)), then as § — 0, ws(-,t) converges to w(-,t) for allt € (0,7 —¢) and alle € (0,T).
A similar statement holds for ws as well.

We also record the definition of fractional Sobolev spaces.
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Deﬁnition 3. A function w € L*(Qr,R¥) belongs to the fractional Sobolev space W% (Qp, RF),
a,0 € ( ,keN pmmded that

|w r1,t) —w(ze, )| / / lw(z,t1) — w(z,t2)|®
dxq dao dt dz dt; dts < oco.
/ /sz/ |21 — 9U2|"+s”‘ rrdr iy o |- t2|1+s‘9 T =

The local variant of W*%*(Qr,R¥) can be defined in the usual way.

The usual relation between Nikolski spaces and fractional Sobolev spaces holds in the parabolic
setting as well.

Proposition 2.1. Let w € L*(Qp,R¥), (t1,t2) € (0,T), Q € Q be an open set, h € R™ be any

vector with |h| < w and h € R be a number so that |h| < W Assume that
to N N
/ [|w($,t—|— h) —w(x,t)| dedt < |h|*®  for some 6 € (0,1),
)

where ¢ is a positive, absolute constant. Then there exists a constant é = é(n, s,/ 1,t1,T—t2) > 0
such that

to to l l s
/ / b)) —w@ L 4 iy diy <2< 00 for all 1€ (0,0).
|11*l2|1+SL

Suppose that
to
/ /|w(m + hyt) —w(z, t)]® dedt < |R**  for some « € (0,1),
Q

with ¢’ positive, absolute constant. Then,

t S
/ / oz, t) =@, OF gdt<e< oo forall e (0,a),
QJO

|$1 _ $2|n+w
with ¢ = &(n, s, ¢, v, dist(€, 9Q)).

We refer to [1,16,17,24] for more details on this matter. We close this part with a fundamental
compactness criterion in parabolic Sobolev spaces, whose proof can be found in [30].

Lemma 2.4. Let X C B C Y be three Banach spaces such that the immersion X — B is
compact and 1 < a1 < ag < 0o be numbers satisfying the balance condition a1 > as/(1+ oas) for
some o € (0,1). If the set § is bounded in L®(0,T; X)NW>*(0,T;Y), then § is compact in
L*2(0,T; B) and eventually in C(0,T; B) when ag = oo.

Tools for p-laplacean type problems. For a constant ¢ € [0,1] and z € R™ we introduce the
auxiliary vector field

~ 5=2
Ves(2) = (@ + )72 seipa},
which turns out to be very convenient in handling the monotonicity properties of certain opera-
tors.

Lemma 2.5. For any given z1, 29 € R™, 21 # 25 there holds that
Ves(21) = Vas(22)? ~ (@ + |21 + [22) 7 |21 — 20,

where the constants implicit in "~" depend only from (n,s).

Another useful result is the following

Lemma 2.6. Let s > —1, ¢ € [0,1] and 21,22 € R™ be so that ¢ + |z1| + |2z2| > 0. Then
1 E
/ {62 +lz Az — 2P| dA~ (@ + 2 + |zl
0

with constants implicit in "

~ " depending only from s.
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Finally, the iteration lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Let Z: [p,R) — [0,00) be a function which is bounded on every interval [o, R.]
with R, < R. Let ¢ € (0,1), a1,a2,71,72 > 0 be numbers. If
al ag

Z(n) < EZ(TQ) + (Tg — 7‘1)71 + (7_2 _ 7‘1)72

forall o<1 < <R,

then

al as
Z S & + )
@ <c|Ggm TG0

holds with ¢ = ¢(e,v1,72).-

3. HIGHER SOBOLEV REGULARITY FOR NON-DEGENERATE SYSTEMS
In this section we prove the existence of a suitably regular weak solution to Cauchy-Dirichlet

problem

(3.1) { O — div a(x,t,Dv) =0 in Qp

v = f on aparQTv

where f is as in (2.5) and the diffusive tensor a: 2r x R™ — R satisfies

t— a(x,t,z) measurable for all € Q,z € R"
(3.2) x> a(x,t, z) differentiable for all ¢t € (0,7T),z € R™
2z a(wz,t,2) € CHR",R") for all (z,t) € Qr

and

@@, t,2)| + (2 + [212) 3 0:a(w,t,2)] < L[5+ 2)"" + (@ + |2) %
(3.3) [0:a(x,,2)¢ - €] = v(i® + |2 |

Bai(z,t,2)] < (@, 1) [+ [2) 5" + (2 + |2) 7

for all (z,t) € Qr and z,£ € R™. In (3.3), (p,q) are linked by the relation in (2.3), v is as in
(2.4) and

(3.4) i > 0.
Our first result is the following

Proposition 3.1. Let f: R" xR — R be as in (2.5) and a: Qr x R™ — R™ be a Carathéodory
vector field satisfying (3.2), (3.3), (2.3), (2.4) and (3.4). Then there exists a weak solution
v € LP(0, T; WHP(Q)) of Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (3.1) such that

(3.5) v € L (0, T; WEA(Q)  forall s e {1,]? + %]

satisfying

(3.6) ow e Ll (Qp)  for some | =1(n,p,q,d) e (1, min{2, p})

and

(3.7) Dv € LS (0,T, L} (Q,R™))  with V,(Dv) € L} (0, T; W,L2(Q,R™)).

For the sake of simplicity, we shall split the proof of Proposition 3.1 into eight steps.
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Step 1: Approxzimating Cauchy-Dirichlet problems. For the ease of notation, we define numbers:

d
(3.8) m::ﬁ>1, (j::max{q—z—),l},

and, for j € N, consider a usual family of non-negative mollifiers {¢; } of R"*!. We then regularize
f via convolution against {v;}, thus obtaining the sequence {f;} := {f % 1,}, set

(39) &= (L g+ 152y ) H() = G+ ),

correct the nonstandard growth of the diffusive tensor a(-) as follows:

(3.10) aj(x,t,2) = a(n,t,2) + e, H(z) ™ 2

and consider solutions v; € L*™4(0,T; W'2m4(Q)) of the following Cauchy-Dirichlet problem

{ Ovj — div a;(z,t,Dv;) =0  in Qp

Vj = fj on apm«QT.

(3.11)

By (3.4), (2.2) and the definition in (3.10), it can be easily seen that (3.2) holds and and

@@, t,2)| + H(2)¥ 0.5, 2)] < e [H(2) 5+ H(2) T | + 2 H(z) 4
2mg—2

(3.12) Ouij(w,t,2) = ¢ [H(2)"T e, (2) ™ | ¢
Baiy(,,2)] < ex(a,t) [H(2)"F + H(=) ],

for all (x,t) € Qr, z,£ € R, with v as in (2.4) and ¢ = ¢(n, v, L, p, q,d). We recall that the weak
formulation associated to problem (3.1) reads as

(3.13) / [v;0ip — a(x,t,Dv;) - D] dy=0 forall e CX(Qr)
Qr

and the attainment of the boundary datum f; must be considered in the L?-sense as in Definition
1.

Step 2: Uniform energy bounds. Our main goal it to prove that the sequence {v;} is bounded,
uniformly with respect to j € N in the space-time LP-norm. Since this is quite a routine proce-
dure, we will just sketch it and refer the reader to [8,31], for more details. Modulo using Steklov
averages, we can test (3.13) against the difference v; — f; to get

s t) = gy
t
+/0 /Q aj(x,s, Dv;) - (Dv; — Df;) daxds

t
(314) = */0 <’Uj — fj,atfj>wol,p(ﬂ) ds forae. te (O,T)

By (3.12),, Holder and Young inequalities, if p > 2 a straightforward computation renders that
t t
/ / |Dv;|P dxds + sj/ /|va|2mq dzds
0 Ja o Ja
t
5/ / [a;(z, s, Dvj) — aj(z, s, Df;)] (Dv; — Df;) dzds
0o Ja

t
+/ / IDf;17 + 21D 21] dwas,
0 Jo
while if 1 < p < 2 there holds that

t ¢
/ /|va|p dxds+sj/ /|va|2m‘7 dzds
0 JQ 0 JQ
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<§ /ot/g [a;(x, 5, Dvj) = a;(x, 5, Df;)] - (Dv; = Df;) duds

t
+U/ /|va|p dy+/ [|ij|p+€j|ij|2mq} dz ds.
0 Ja Qu

Moreover, using (3.12),, Holder and Young inequalities we have

/ /aj z,s,Df;)- (Dv; — Dfj) dxds<0/ /|va|p d:CdS+O’€]/ /|va|2mq dzds
+—/ / [14|Df;]"] dxds—i——j/ /f{(ij)W? dz ds.
g Jo Ja g Jo Ja

Here, we also used that ¢ > p = r > ¢ and, of course, that 2mq > 2. Finally, by Holder,
Sobolev-Poincaré and Young inequalities

t t
1 ’
| s = g as | o [ [ 1DuP deds s 21081 10y

Inserting the content of all the previous displays in (3.14), recalling (3.9), (2.5) and well-known
convolution properties, choosing ¢ > 0 small enough, we obtain

t t
/ /|va|p dxds—i—sj/ /|va|2m‘i dxds+/|vj(x,t) — fi(z, ) do
0o Ja

< /fﬁﬂ[1+|DfJ|} dxds+gj/ /HDf yma dxds+|\6tfjl\m (0.4 W—177 ()
L 0

t
5 /0 /Q [1 + |Df|r} dZE dS + ||atf|‘1£p/(01t;w—1,p/(Q)) + 1

(315) S [ID Al @n) + 101 o sy 1 -

As stated at the end of Section 2.2, none of the constants implicit in "<" depends on ¢t € (0,7,
therefore we can send t — T on the right-hand side of (3.15) to get

¢ t
/ | Du, [P dzderEj/ /|va|2m‘7 dzds+/|vj(z,t)—fj(z,t)|2 dz
0 Q

(3.16) S DSy + 10 I o sy + 1] = €

Step 3: Caccioppoli inequality. Let h € R™ \ {0} any vector satisfying |h| € (0,1), B, C Q
a ball with radius 0 < ¢ < 1 and so that By, € Q, g € WH(R) a non-negative function
with bounded, piecewise continuous, non-negative first derivative and x € W>°([0,7T]) with
x(0) =0, p € C(B,,[0,1]) two cut-off functions. By the approximation procedure developed
e.g. in [8, Section 3] or [32, Section 3.1], we can test (3.13) against a suitably regularized version of
the comparison map ¢?xApu;g(|Apu;|?) and manipulate it to obtain, for a.e. 7 € (0, min{T, 1}),

1 [Apv; 2 n ~
= | ©’x g(s) ds | dz+> @ XARas (x,t, Dv;) Dy | Apvig(|Anv;|?)
2 B, 0 k=1 Qr !

- 22/ ©X (Ahng(|Ahvj|2)) Ahd?(x,t,va)chp dy
—Ja.

1 |Anv;]? )
317 - 5/ / g(s) ds | ¢“0rx dy,
- \Jo
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where we abbreviated Q. := B, x (0,7). We also reduce further the size of |h|: we ask that

(3.18) Ih| € (0, diSt(S“pp(‘P)’aB‘-’)) .

10000

Using the mean value theorem, we rearrange Apa;(z,t, Du;) in a more convenient way:

Ahdf(x, t, Dv;) =|h|! {dk(ac + h,t, Dvj(z + h)) - dk(ac, t, Dv;(x + h))}

‘qu 2

+ || [ (Do (o + )™

(¢ +h) — H(Dvj(2)) Dy(x)

+ A7t [dk(:c, t,Dv;(xz + h)) — a(x,t, va(z))}

n 1
=|n|7! Z VO Dz, @" (x4 Ah,t, Dv;(x + h))A' dA

+Z

Plugging this expansion in (3.17) we eventually get

1 [Anv,|?
—/ ©ix / g(s) ds | da
2 /B, 0

+h Z/ wx[/ 02,0" (@ + M, t, Duj(z + hey) ) dxl Dy [Anvs9(Ane;1)]

k,l=1

/ d,,a" aj(z,t, Dvj(z) + Amp.Dvj(z)) AN | ApDyvj.

Dy sﬁxl/ 0., (2,1, Dvy(x) + AriDvy(2) dA| ArDy; D [ Ay v

1
=—2|h|7? Z / % Ahng(|Ahvj| l/ O, @" (x4 Ah,t, Dvj(x + he;))h! d)\] Dy dy
k=1 0

-2 Z / 5% Ahv]g |ARv;]?) [/ ., G ] z,t, Dv;(x) + Ampv;) dA| ApDyw; Dy dy

k,l=1

1 |Apv;]?
+ 5/ / g(s) ds | *Orx dy.
- \Jo

For reasons that will be clear in a few lines, we introduce the shorthands

(3.19)

D(h) = (i + [Dvs(x + W+ Do; @)2)  and G(h) = (g(1Anvsl?) + 1Anv; 0 (1 Bavs[3) )

and notice that, by (3.4), @(h) > 1> > 0. Now we start estimating all the terms appearing in
(3.19). For the sake of clarity, we split

n 1
(I) := |n|™* Z/Q ©*x [/0 O, @" (2 + Ah,t, Dvj(x + he;))ht dX| Dy, {Ahng(|Ahvj|2)}
k=1"Qr

n 1
- |h|_1Z/Q ©*x VO Oz, @" (x4 Ahyt, Dvj(x + hey))h! dXN| ApDrvjg(|Apv;|?) d
k=1 T

n 1
+2|n| ™t Z/ ©*x [/ O, @" (2 + Ah, t, Dvj(x + hey))ht dN| |Anv; g’ (|Anv;|?) Ay Drv; dy
k=1"7Gr 0

= () + Dy
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With (3.12)s, (2.4), Holder and Young inequalities we bound
1
Ol 1msl < | (/ Y+ A1) dA) (D)= + D)5 | G AnDv | dy
. 0

<o / X (R)D(h) ™= | A, Dy, ? d

-

2

+5/Q ©x (/Olv(x—k)\h,t) dA) [@(h)% +cz>(h)2"5p} G(h) dy

g

<o [ enGmDH S 8D dy
c T 2 2m . m pm (29—p)m m
5 ) COmay | [, ¢ (D) + D) gy dv ) at

<o [ GBI T AnDuf dy+ © ( [ e L omyme) g dy) ,

-

for ¢ = ¢(data). Moreover, by (3.12)3, Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6, we obtain

Z/ @ XV .. G¥ (. t, Dvj(x) + Amp Dvj(x)) dA

k,l=1

Z/ 0 x V ..aF (. t, Dvj(x) + Amp Dvj(x)) dA

k,l=1

+2 Z/ o2 x [/ ., 0 j (x,t, Dv;(x) + At Dvj(x)) dA

k,l=1

ApDyv;Dy, {Ahvj9(|AhUj|2)} dy

ApDyj Ay Divjg(|Anv;[*) dy

Ath’Uj|Ah’Uj |2g/(|Ah’Uj|2)AthUj dy

p—2 _
> b [ D) T Dy PG dy+ bl [ D) [mDu PG(h) dy

T T

> / XG (M) ALV p(Dy)? dy + ez / PXG (1) AnViaama (Doy) P dy,

T T

with ¢ = ¢(n,v,p, q,d). With (3.12)7 3, Holder and Young inequalities we finally obtain
|IID] + [(IV)] =

1
—2|h|7! Z/ ©X Ahng(|Ah’UJ| [/0 Oz, @" (x4 WA, t, Dv;(x + 5))h! d)\] Dy dy
kl=1

-9 Z/ OX Ahv]g |Ahvj| [/ azl aj (x,t, Dvj(x) + A, Dv;) dA
k=1

ApDywj Dy dy

<o / XGWD(R)"3 | An D, dy + o / PXG(R)D(h)

‘qu 2

CEj
+7J XIDel?g(|Anv; )| Anv; D (h) dy

QT

C p_2 _p_
+< /Q NI DI Anv; [P Anusl?) | D(R)F +D(R)= 51| dy

3

+ el (/Q X" g (s )™ [D(0) % + D (a2 dy> ,
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where ¢ = c¢(data). Merging the content of all the previous displays and choosing ¢ > 0 suffi-
ciently small, we end up with

1 |Anv;?
- / ©rx / g(s) ds | dzx
2 /B 0

+ /Q PXG ALV p(Du) [ dy + 5 / XG ()| AnVi ama(Do;)? dy

g(/ PG )™ 1+ DRy

ve [ aDaPI a3 [2005 + 205 ay

e

v
3|~

wee; [ Ao D (h) ay

-

|Apv;|?
(3.20) Jrc/ (/0 9(s) ds> 020 x dy =: 9(h),

with ¢ = c(data) In (3.20), we also used that m > 1 and that, being p < ¢ we have that
£ <42 <q—-%. ForzeR" set C(z) = (9(1z1*) + |29’ (]2[*)). Now we recall (3.18) and that
g() is bounded with bounded, piecewise continuous, non-negative first derivative. Keeping (3.4)
in mind, it is then easy to see that by Lemmas 2.1-2.2, we can use Fatou Lemma on the left-hand
side of (3.20) and a well-known variant of the dominated convergence theorem on the right-hand
side of (3.20) to end up with

1 | Dv;|?
—/ v°X / g(s) ds | da
2 /B, 0

+/ ©*XG(Dv;)|DV; (Dv;)[? dy+€j/ ©*XG (Dv;)| DV amg(Dv;)[* dy

<c ( /Q RS (1Dl + ¢2™) G(Dwy)™ |1+ f (Duj)™(18)] dy> )

t e / xIDPg(|Do; 2 (Duy)™@ dy

-

| Dv;|?
(3.21) +c/ (/0 9(s) ds> 020, x dy,

with ¢ = c¢(data).

Step 4: Higher weak differentiability and interpolation. Our starting point is inequality (3.21)
with the choice g =1, § <71 <1 <9, p € C°(B,) so that

Ip, <¢<1lp, and [Dyg|<
T2 —T1
and x € WH(R, [0, 1]) with
x(to—73)=0, x=1 on (to—7i,to), 0<dx<
Combining (3.21) with (3.16) we obtain

sup /B x| Dv; (. D] da + / #*X| DV (Do) da

to—TI<t<to ° Qo
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+€j/ ©*X|Vii,2mg(Dvy)|* dy

Qo

c -~ . " cCy
3.22 <—° 1+ H(Du)™ dy| )+
(3.22) (2 —7m1)? </QT2 (Dey) Y ) (T2 —71)?
with ¢ = ¢(data). Now we set
(3.23)
n if n>2
7 -= { any number in <2,min{2 (m-l),%}) if n=2 and q:q—%
any number in (2, %) if n=2 and ¢=1

and notice that, if p > 2
H(2)% > |Vap(2)|? > |2P forall z e R,
or,if 1 <p<2,
H(z)% > [Vap(2)? > 2pT72|z|p for all z € R"™ with |z]| > f.
On a fixed time slice we use Holder inequality and (3.22) to bound

fi=2 #
/ ?(0F2) | Dyt 7 da < / oz Duj| iz da / ¢*|Dv;? da
B B ?

e e e

n—2 n—2

<c / w% dz + / @%|Vﬂ7p(va)|% dz / <,02|va|2 dz
BQ BQ BQ
) 2
/ ¢*|Dv;* da
BQ

<c| [ Do dot [ PIDVa, D0 o+ [ [Vay(Duy) PIDP dx] ( /
BQ BQ

B, B,

<c| [ Dol dr+ [ ID(Vp(Du)? ds
BQ BQ

n

©?|Dvj|? d:c)

We multiply both sides of the inequality in the previous display by XH%, integrate in time for
t € (to — 72,10), take the supremum in the time variable of the last integral on the right-hand
side, use (3.22) and eventually get

T1

(3.24)

. \A0eD) C
§(72_71)2(1+%) </Q |D’Uj| dy) +m,

T2

A(+3)
[1+H(va)mﬂ dy> ) +

c

(TQ — 7‘1)2(1—’_%)

where ¢ = ¢(data, Cy). We can rearrange (3.24) in the following way:

c 2q(1+2) c
|| mp+a
‘EUJHLZW@(BTQ><(t0—7—22,t0)) + 2Et2)
(7'2 — Tl) npt+4

Notice that, by (2.4) and (2.3), there holds that

- 4
(3.26) p<q<2mg<p+=,
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so we can apply the interpolation inequality

1

-0 0
(3.27) [ Dv; HLZWT(BQ X (to—T2,t0)) = |1 Dv; ”LP(BT2 X (to—72,t0)) 1D ||Lp+% (Bry X (to—72,t0))’

where 0 € (0,1) solves
1~:179+~ﬁ9 N ez(ﬁp+4)(2imjfp).
2mq P np+4 8mq

Plugging (3.27) into (3.25) we get

c 204 (7 +2) 2(1-0)G(n+2)

. - . np+4 . np+4
I1Dv; HL”*%(BH X (to—7%,t0)) = (12 — 7'1)% |Dv; ”L?”*%(BT2 X (to—73 o)) Doy HLP(sz X (to=73,t0))
C
(3.28) +

(19 — 71) 7pta
with ¢ = c¢(data, Cf). By (2.3) and (3.23) there holds that
20¢(n + 2)
np+4
so we can apply Young inequality with conjugate exponents

(3.29) ( m m )

2mg —p)(n+2)" 4m — (2mq — p)(n + 2)

<1

3

to get
Duv; <1 Duv;
I v]||Lp+%(BTl><(t0—Tf,to)) —iH UJHLP+%(B,.2><(150—722,150))
c(data, Cy) 3
(3:30) p—— [+ 1001205, tortton]
no._ 8m(n+2) L 8m(1—0)G(n+2) .
where we set § 1= ey and § o= [4m—(2m§—p)(€~t+2)](ﬁp+4)' Now we are in

position to apply Lemma 2.7 and (3.16) to the inequality in the previous display and conclude
with

¢ B
L SN JLR L0l |
¢ rB Bp’
(3.31) < =5 [IDA1 ry + 101 -1y *+ 1]

for ¢ = c(data). Finally, Holder inequality and (3.31) in particular imply that

c(data, Cy, s)
of

thus (2.3) and (3.23) render that s = ¢ and s = 2mg are both admissible choices. In the previous

two displays, we also expanded the expression of Cy .

4
(332) ||va||L5(BQ/2x(to—(g/2)2,to)) < for all s € [l,er %:| s

Step 5: Fractional differentiability in space. Let to € (0,T) be any number and ¢ € C°(B,) and
x € WL (R, [0, 1]) be two cut-off functions satisfying

4
(3.33) 1s,,<¢<1p,, and [Dy|< p
and
4
(3.34) x(to—0°/4) =0, x=1 on (to—0°/16,ty), 0<dpx < Z

respectively. If p > 2, by Lemma 2.5 we have

— p_2
J A e e M IO
e/2

e/2
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(3.35) >|h|? /Q x| D P dy,

e/2
while, for 1 < p < 2 we have that

P 2—-p

Ihl_p/ @* x| Du; [P dy < <|h|_2/ *xD(h) 2 |1, Duj|? dw) </ eXD(j)* dy)
Q Qg2 Qo/2

o/2
(3.36)
< (IhIQ/Q @’ X| AV p(Dvj)? dy) (/Q *xD(h)* dy)
e/2 0/2

Therefore, if p > 2, by (3.35), (3.20) with g = 1, ¢ and x as in (3.33)-(3.34), (3.22) and (3.32)

we obtain

2—p

P
2 2

p
D .
1imsup/ Th :j dy | < limsup/ <p2x|AhVﬂ7p(va)|2 dy
Ih|=0 JQus | |h|? 1h|=0 JQ,2
1
(3.37) SlimsupJ(h) So72 |1+ H(Dv;)™ dy < o’
[h]|—0 Qo/2

while, for 1 < p < 2 we have, using also (3.16)

mDv; |P : 2-p
lim sup / it | < (limsup9d(h) | C;*
n=0 \JQu. | [Pl |50
1 %
(3.38) Se”? 1+< H(Duj)™ dy) S,
Qo/2

In both, (3.37)-(3.38), 8 = O(n, p, q,d) and the constants implicit in "<" depend on (data, Cy).
Combining (3.37)-(3.38), Proposition 2.1 and a standard covering argument, we can conclude
that

loc loc

2
(3.39) Dvj € LY (0, T;W2P(Q,R™)) forall € <O,min{1, —}) .
p

Step 6: Fractional differentiability in time. We aim to prove that
(3.40) a;(+,-, Dvj) € L{,.(0,T; VVliCl(Q,R”)) for some | =1I(n,p,q,d) € (1, min{2, p}).

loc
The forthcoming argument appears for instance in [18] for the p-laplacean case with p > 2.

Before going on, let us record some computations which will be helpful in a few lines. By the
definition given in (3.8) it is clear that

(3.41) max B, q— B,m(j =mq.
2 2
Moreover, by (3.26) we also have that there exists I € (1,2) so that
4
(3.42) max{sl,SQ} <p-+ %,
where we set
2l(mg—1) di(g—1)
= d =
o 21 S
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For ¢, x as in (3.33)-(3.34) and h as in (3.18), we expand

l l
L lexmast e ool] ays [ [t Dot ) =Gt D+ h)I] dy
e/2 e/2

!
+/Q |:S02X|dj($, t,Dv;(z + h)) — a;(z,t, Dv; (:I:))ﬂ dy =: (I) + (II)

e/2

and estimate, via (3.12),, (3.42) and Hélder inequality,

1
1
(I)Slhll/ % </ v(x + hA, t) dA) [1+Q)(h)@} dy
/2 0

e
l(g—1)

s2
<l ey ( [ [1+om?] dy>
Qo/2
Concerning term (II) we distinguish three cases: ¢ > p > 2, ¢ > 2 >pand 2 > g > p. If
q>p>2, via (3.12)1,3, (3.41), (3.42), Holder inequality, Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 we get

p—2 q—2 l
s [ e [pmE - omF] bl
e/2

2mg—2 l
+€j/ [@(h) 2 |Thva|} dy
Q

e/2

! !

(p—2) ?

NIk (/ e?X'D(h) dy) (/ "X | ARV p (D)) dy)
Qg2 Qo2

2—1

1(2g—p—2) z
+ |h|l </Q glexl@(h) 2(2-D) dy) </Q 3021Xl|AhVﬂ1p(va)|2 dy)
o/2 o/2

1

2

L
2

2

I(mg—1) z
T |nf ( /Q RN dy> ( /Q X Vi o (D) dy>
o/2 o/2

For ¢ > 2 > p, recalling (3.4) we obtain

() Sl ( /
Q
2—1 l

a—p—2) oz
+ |h|l </ 902lxl@(h)l(22(2,l)2 dy) </ 902ZXZ|AhV;1,p(DUj)|2 dy)
Qypy2 Qypy2

2—1

I(mg—1) 2
T |nf ( / NGO dy> ( / X Vi o (D) dy>
Qo/2 Qo/2

Finally, when 2 > ¢ > p we use (3.4) to conclude that

(1) S|hf =2 < /
Q

. !
+f A [D0) T D) D] dy
Qe/2M{D(h)<1}

o 1
+f (@12 mDvyl] ay
Qo/2n{D(h)>1}

L
2

1

P
©*'X'| AR Dv [P dy)
0/2

2

L
2

1

o> X' | AR Dvj|P dy)

e/2
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2—1

2

I(mg—1)

T |nf ( / P (h) dy> ( / X Vi am (D) dy>

Qo/2 Qqg/2
A

SIAH (P2 + 1) </Q O x| Ay D, [P dy)

2-1

I(mg—1) 2
T |nf ( / Pl (h) dy> ( / X Vi ama (D) dy>
Qo2 Qo/2

Merging the content of all the previous displays and using Lemma 2.2, (3.22) with 71, 72 replaced

by £, £ respectively and (3.32), we obtain

(S

e/2

N~

(g—1)
s2

timsup [ (Aot Do)l dy S Il ([ 14101 ay
[h|=0 JQ,/4 0/2

l

+ (AP72 +1) 1imsup/ |ApDv; P dy
[h|=0 JQ,/2

2-1
+ </ [1 + |va|51] dy) <limsup/ |ALVz »(Dvj)|? dy)
Qg2 [h|—0 Qg2

2—1

+ sj/ [1+|Dv;|**] dy limsupej/ |ALVa2mg(Dvj)|? dy | S gfé.
Qg2 |[h|—0 Qo/2

Finally, applying Fatou’s lemma and Lemma 2.2 on the left-hand side of the chain of inequalities
displayed above we obtain that

(3.43) [ pa ool dy < e
Qo/a

|~

with ¢ = ¢(data, Cf, i) and 6= é(n,p, q,d). With (3.43) and a standard covering argument we
deduce (3.40). Now, whenever we consider a subset of type Q x (t1,t2) € Qr with Q € Q open,
from (3.43) and (3.40) and a covering argument we have that

(344) H div a‘](? ) va)”Ll(le(thh)) S CHD&](v ) va)”Ll(flx(tl,tZ)) S c,

for ¢ = c(data, Cy, p,t1, T — toa, dist(Q, 0Q)). Finally, integrating by parts in (3.13) and using
(3.44) we obtain that

(3.45) Owj € Lio.(Qr)  with 1 =1(n,p,q,d) € (1, min{p, 2}).

Step 6: Convergence. A standard covering argument combined with Proposition 2.1, (3.32),
(3.37)-(3.39) and (3.44)-(3.45) respectively then implies that if Q € € is any open subset and
(t1,t2) € (0,T) is an interval, then

4
(3.46) [ D, Lo(@x(tt)) = € forall s e {l’er %} ;

. 2
(3.47) ||'UjHLp(tht2;W1+c(Q)) <c¢ forall ¢e <O,mln {1, ;}) ;
(3.48) villwe ity oy < ¢ forall v € (0,1),

with ¢ = c¢(data, s,5,¢,Cf, t1,T — 12, dist(fl, 09)). Estimates (3.47) and (3.48) render that
(0, T Lige()) N LE,.(0,T; Wi =7 (2)),

loc loc loc

{v;} is uniformly bounded in W'

loc
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therefore we can first choose ¢ € (pl—;l, 1) so that [ > +2~ and then apply Lemma 2.4 with

1+4+up
a1 =1, a9 =p,0=1, X =WP(Q), B=W Q) and Y = L () to conclude that

loc loc

(3.49) there exists a subsequence {v;} strongly converging to v in L .(0,T; Wlicl(Q)),

where we also used that [ < p. Using (3.46) we also see that, again up to subsequences,
4

(3.50) Duj = Dv in Lipo(0r,R") forall s e [Lp ; f}
n

which assures that
(3.51) ||DU||LS(§2x(t1,t2)) < c(data, s, Cy,t1,T — ta, dist(Q,aQ)) and v|6mTQT = fls
By (3.26), (3.49), (3.50), (3.51) and the interpolation inequality

par QT .

o i pol? -  pol-?
1Dv; = Dol e @ (1427 SHPV = Dol uer,am 1P% = PV 5 6

(4
SC”DUj - DUHLl(Qx(t17t2)))

with ¢ = c¢(data, s,Cr,t1,T — to, dist(Q, Q)) and

1 nb 1-0 ei(ﬁp+4)(sfl)
s np+4 l - s(Aap+4—al)’
we can conclude that
4
(3.52) Dv; - Dv in Lj (0,T; Ly, .(Q,R")) forall se [1,])—1— 7) )
n

Once (3.52) is available, we can look back at (3.20) with g = 1, send first j — oo and then
|h| — 0 and rearrange the right-hand side with the help of (3.31) to obtain (3.7). Moreover,
using (3.52), (3.12); and the dominated convergence theorem, we can pass to the limit in (3.13)
to conclude that v satisfies

(3.53) / [v0yp — a(x,t,Dv) - Dp| dy =0 forall € CZ(Qr).
Qr

Once (3.5), (3.53) and (3.7) are available, we can repeat the same computations leading to
(3.40)-(3.45) with a(-), v replacing a;(-),v; to obtain (3.6).

Step 8: The initial boundary condition. With (3.53), the energy estimate (3.16) and the conti-
nuity of f in time prescribed by (2.5);, we can proceed exactly as in [8, Section 6.5] to verify the
requirements of Definition 1 (formulated for v and a(-) of course).

4. GRADIENT BOUNDS

This section is divided into two parts: in the first one we construct a sequence of maps
satisfying suitable uniform estimates and in the second we prove that such a sequence converges
to a weak solution of problem (1.1).

4.1. Uniform L*°-estimates. We consider again Cauchy-Dirichlet problem (1.1) with a(-) de-
scribed by (2.1)-(2.3) and f asin (2.5). To construct a suitable family of approximating problems,
this time we only regularize the vector field a(-) in the gradient variable by convolution against
a sequence {¢;} of mollifiers of R™ with the following features:

¢ € CZ(Br), ollrwny =1, (@) :=35"¢(jx), Bsjs C supp(e).
This leads to the definition of the approximating vector field

(4.1) aj(z,t,z) ::][ a(z,t,z+ 57 2)e(2) d7,
B,
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satisfying the structural conditions

t— a;(z,t, 2) measurable for all x € Q,z € R”
(4.2) x> a;(x,t,2) differentiable for all ¢t € (0,7),z € R™
2z aj(x,t,z) € CHR™,R") for all (x,t) € Qr

and

la(@t 2)| + Hj(2)210:05(2, 1, 2)| < ¢ [Hi(2)'T + Hy(2)*F
(4.3) d.a;(x,t,2) > cHj(2)" |¢)2

B0, )| < er(a,t) [Hy(2)F + H(2)* |

for all (x,t) € Qr, 2,§ € R™, v as in (2.4), with ¢ = ¢(n,v, L, p, q), see [12, Section 4.5] for more
details on this matter. In (4.3),

= a4 >0 and H(z) = (42 + 2.
We then define problem

(4.4) { 0w — div a;(x,t,Dv) =0 in Qp

v=f on Opardr,

with f as in (2.5). By (4.2)-(4.3), we see that the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 are satisfied,
thus problem (4.4) admits a solution u; € LP(0,7; WP(2)) in the sense of Definition 1, satisfying
(3.5), (3.6) and (3.7). In particular, (3.5) authorizes to test (2.6) against test functions defined
as products of u; with suitable cut-off functions, therefore, for such a solution, we can repeat
almost the same computations leading to (3.21) (with €; = 0, of course), for getting

1 [Duy|?
—/ 02y / g(s) ds | dz
2 /B, 0

+ / #XC(Duy)| DV, p(Du)[? dy

-

<c (/Q X" (|D<p|2m + <,02m) G(Du;)™ [1 + Hj(Duj)m(q_g)} dy> @

-

| Dy |?
(4.5) Jrc/Q (/0 g(s) ds) 0?0, x dy,

with ¢ = c¢(data), g € WH°(R) non-negative with bounded, non-negative, piecewise continuous
first derivative, ¢ € C°(B,,[0,1]) and x € W1([0,T]). The quantity G(Du;) is defined as in
Step & of the proof of Proposition 3.1, clearly with u; replacing v;. For i € N, we inductively
define radii o; := 71 + (12 — 71)27"T! with £ <7 < 75 < p, select cut-off functions ¢; € C2(B,)
so that
4 2i+2
15, <wislp, and [Deil < Qi — Qi+1 - (r2 — 1)

and x; € Wol’oo((to — 0%,t9),[0,1]) satisfying

4 921
(to—05) =0, xi=1 on (to—0i1.t0), [Oexs| < <
Xl( _]) Xi ( i+1 ) | th| (Qz — Qi+1)2 (T2 — 7_1>2

and numbers

(46) K1

Il
o

Ki = — +wk;_1 for i>2, o = mq + mk;,
m



20 DE FILIPPIS

where we set

1 27 (2.4 2 2.3)
(4.7) w:—{1+7](>)1 and I':= +77m(j(> 0.
n n

m

NS

In (4.5) we take p = @;, x = x; and, for M > 0 set

_ Wi <M
9(s) = gim(s) = { (M? + M)ri if s> M,

which is admissible by construction in (4.5). Clearly,
(4.8) gim(s) < (uf +s)"  forall s € [0,00).
All in all, (4.5) becomes

1 ) | D, |?
5/ Pi Xi / gim(s) ds | dzx
B, 0

+/ xiGing (Duy)| DV, (D) dy

-
1

m

<c </QT Xi' (|D¢|2m + @?m) Qi,M(DUj)m [1 + H]-(Duj)m(qu)} dy)

| Du;|?
(4.9) +c/ (/ gi,m(5) dS) @70 dy,
Q- \Jo

where we defined G; 5 in the obvious way: Gi ar(2) = (gi,M(|z|2) + |z|2g;M(|z|2)) As we only

know that {u;} satisfies (3.5)-(3.7), we have to proceed inductively. We shall prove that
(4.10) H;(Duj)* € LY(Q,,) = H;(Duj)*** € LY(Qq,,,) forall i€ N.

Basic step. Let us verify (4.10) for ¢ = 1. In this case, we immediately see that Qlym(Duj) =1
and notice that, since the approximating sequence {u;} we choose satisfies (3.5)-(3.7), all the
computations made in Step & of Section 3 are legal without further corrections to the growth of
the vector field defined in (4.1). Moreover, a quick inspection of estimates (3.21)-(3.22) points
out the dependency of the constants from Cy is due only to the presence of the term multiplying
¢j, which, in the present case is zero. Hence, (4.9) becomes (3.22) with ¢; = 0, ¢ = ¢ and
X = X1. Since oy = mg and az = &+ 2, we can easily deduce from (3.24) (with 71 = g2, 72 = 01
and no dependencies of the constants from Cy) that H;(Du;)?? € LY(Q,,)-

Induction step. We assume now that
(4.11) H;j(Duy)™ € LNQy,)

and expand into (4.9) the expression of Qz m(Duj) for getting, after a few standard manipula-

min{|Du;|*,M}
YiXi / (13 + )" ds | da
0

+/’ Sxi(i2 + | Dug 25DV, p(Duy)|? dy
Qo;N{|Du;|2<M}

<c(1+ k;) </Q

c
1+ k;

tions:

2,
2B

Q4

-

o (|D<pi|2m n gafm) {1 n Hj(Duj)m(wa—%)} dy>

24

/ P00 H, (Duy) 0 dy
Qo
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1
<ell + w) ( [ e (e )+ oot [14 Hy(ugy 9] dy> ,
Qo;
for ¢ = c¢(data). For the inequality in the previous display we used in particular (4.8) and the
definition of ¢;, x;- Now we can send M — oo in the previous display and apply Fatou Lemma
on the left-hand side, the dominated convergence theorem, (4.6), and (4.11) on the right-hand
side to conclude with

1 N N
5/ @ixiHj(Duj) T d$+(1+"%)/ @iXiH;(Du;)* DV, p(Duj)|* dy
By,

(4.12)  <c(1+ k)2 </
Q

where ¢ = ¢(data). Next, with (3.7) at hand, we compute

53

3

I (IDg P 4 ) 4 ool | [+ (D)) dy) |

24

2
pt2r; p+2/§i s p
DI, (Duy) ™5 |2=( - )ijujmmj(pujw

and
p— 2 2 —6
DV, D0 = (252 ) 1y (D) 1 - DD
+ Hj(Du;)"= |D*u;* + (p — 2)H;(Du;)"= |Du; - D*uj|?
>min{1, (p— 1)} H;(Duy) "> [D?uyf?,
so, keeping in mind that
2
DH D < (B) (D)= D0,

we end up with

P+2r; |2 < (p + 2Hi)2

(4.13) |DH;(Du;) 5| < mHj(Duj) '

DVujyp(Duj)F-

Plugging (4.13) into (4.12) we obtain, after routine calculation,

2 145, PH2r, 2
sup / @i XiHj(Duj) dx +/ Xil D(pilHj(Duj) 5 +1])|° dy
Béi

to—(ri,2)2<t<to

< sup / vixiH,; (Duj)“”“ dz
to—(’!‘iyz)2<t<t0 BQi

24

p+2k;

ve [soﬂDHj(Duj)

Qo

<e(l+ k)t </Q

with ¢ = c(data). For 71 as in (3.23), we define 6; := 2(1 + x;)n~!. On a fixed time slice, we
apply in sequence Holder and Sobolev-Poincaré inequalities to get

2(1+2 pt2i
/90-( ) H,(Duy) 5547 d

2

~ P+2K;
+ |Dgf? (Hj(DUj) 7+ 1)} dy
(4.14)

[xm (1IDgif>™ + 27 + <p$m|atxz-|ﬂ [1+ H;(Duj)™] dy> ,

24

By,

: </B [@?(Hj(Duj)ﬁz%i Jrl)}% dz) n (/B . @?Hj(Dug‘)&’% dz)

24
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(4.15) <c (/B |D[%(Hj(Duj)”f” + )2 dx) (/ @2 H;(Du;)%% d:z:) ,

53 Q4

At2
for ¢ = ¢(n,p,q,d). Now we multiply both sides of (4.15) by x, ™ , integrate with respect to
t € (to — (ri2)% to), take the supremum over t € (ty — (r;2)?,to) on the right-hand side, use
(4.14) and eventually obtain

2 LRELI
/ (ixi)' 7 [1+HJ(DUJ') 2 +1} dy

523

(4.16)

<c(1+ Hi)4(1+%> </
Q

. In the light of (4.6)-(4.7) we have

w(1+2)
{X;n (%zm + |D%‘|2m) + @?m|3txi|m] [1 4 H,(Duy)™] dy>

523

where ¢ = c¢(data

~—

2 2
B—i—m—l—&izg—i—r—l—mwm: Z—j—i—f—m(j +m (G + wki)
2 2 n 2 n
r . ~
(4.17) =m | — +q+wki | =m(G+ Kir1) = @iy,

so, recalling also the definition of x;, ¢; (4.16) becomes

. w(1+3)

dat 4.11

/ H;(Duj;)** dy < c(aia,z)Q / [1+ Hj(Duj)™] dy ( < ) 00
Qoiir (0i — 0iv1) Q

24

and (4.11) is proved for all ¢ € N.

Now we know that the quantity appearing on the right-hand side of (4.16) is finite for all i € N,
we define

1

g

Ai = ]Z; [1 + Hj(D’LLj)ai] dZ

2j

From the definitions in (4.6), it is easy to see that whenever ¢ > 2

r 1—2 1—2
- i d C—md+T i
Ki = — W’ an o; = mqg + w’,
m
=0 1=0

so (4.7), yields that o; — co. In these terms, (4.16) can be rearranged as

2mw
28 (1 4 k)2 | VT 2
4.18 Ai < == Acit ,
(4.18) “—l (= n)? :
for ¢ = c(data). Iterating (4.18) we obtain
¢ \mirZimello g e
(419) Ai+1 < (T2 — 7_1) H |:2 (@ )(1 —+ "ﬁi—l) Al i+l

1=0
Let us study the asymptotics of the various constants appearing in (4.19). We have:
dm < ¢ Amw

w=— lim
r’ 1—00 (Uj41 r

wiar  mgw—1)

lim
1—00 QUj41 =

1
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and

i—1 2mwl

li {28(1'—1) 1 i 2} @iyl
f L] 220004 w0

dm(w —1) r _ 1+e !
§exp #10g <4max{2,m}> Z w l+ logw 5

where we also used that
]+

log w

14+t
-1 -1
E 1 < E |+ .
— w - — w logw

As
1
it
o Hj(Duy)*+ < Ain
0it1

c Cfi—izilwlﬁ A(i=1) 9 (21771::11 wl:al

(4.20) < ( ) [2 =D(1 + ki) } A
[ 1=0

we can pass to the limit in (4.20) for concluding that
(w—1)

| Hj(Duj)l|Le(q.,) < ﬁ <][ [lJrH]—(Duj)m‘i} dy> T

2
(w=1)

(4.21) <%{HIHj(Duj)IIETf(;fQ);NFU] <][Q [+ H,(Duj)*] dy) o

T (e -m)

with ¢ = c(data), ' = 0'(n,p,q,d) and 0 := 0’ + (n + 2)(w — 1)I'~1. Recalling the definition
given in (3.8) and the restriction imposed in (2.3), it is easy to see that

(4.22) -t (mq - g) (w—1) < 1.

In fact, verifying (4.22) is equivalent to check the validity of the following inequality
_ 2
-

2m  wim’
which is satisfied by means of (2.3) and (3.23). So we can apply Young inequality with conjugate

exponents (by,bs) := ((2m§—2p1;(w—1)’ 2F—(2m§£p)(w—1)) in (4.21) to end up with

1

HHJ'(DUJ')HLoo(QTl) < 5

| Hj (Duj)|| Lo (@ry)

(w=1) (w=1)by
r

e (B mom) ) T (£, fremon] )
(4.23)

(w—1)by
T

N | —

H:(Du;)|| 1,0 —_—
| ]( UJ)HL (Qr2)+(72_7.1)
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with ¢ = ¢(data). Now we apply Lemma 2.7 to (4.23) to conclude that
B2
c P
(4.24) [ H; (Duj)lzoe(@,,) < o (%Q Hj(Duy)> dy) :

for ¢ = c(data), f; := 0by and fp := L7102,

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1. Let {u;} be the sequence built in Section 4.1. As for each j € N, u;
solves problem (4.4), which is driven by the nonlinear tensor a;(-) defined in (4.1), thus satisfying
in particular (4.3), and has boundary datum f described by (2.5), we deduce that the uniform
energy bound (3.16) holds true. Hence, combining (3.16) with (4.24) we obtain that

C r ’
HHJ(DU’J')”L‘X’(QQ/Q) < Q_’ﬁ HDf”LT(QT) + ||atf|‘ip/(01T;Wfl,p/((2)) +1/,

with 8 := 81 + (n + 2)B2 and ¢ = c(data). Whenever (t1,t3) € (0,T) and Q € Q is open, a
standard covering argument and the content of the above display render that

(4.25) DU oo (@1 (11,1)) < c(data, Cr, dist(€, Q) t1, T — t2).

Estimates (3.16) and (4.25) in turn imply that there exists a function u € L?(0, T, WP(Q)) with
gradient Du € L2 (0,7 LS, (2, R™)) so that

loc loc
uj —u in LP(0,T; WhP(Q))
(4.26) Duj —* Du  in L2(0,T; L2, (Q,R™))
’LL] = f on aparﬂ.

In particular, by (4.25), (4.26), and weak*-lower semicontinuity we have
(4.27) D]l e @3¢ (1 10y < (data, Cp, dist(Q,09), 1, T — ta).

Such information is not sufficient to pass to the limit as j — oo in (3.13), therefore we shall prove
that u; admits some fractional derivative in space and in time which is controllable uniformly
with respect to 7 € N. Concerning the fractional derivative in space, we can use verbatim the
same argument leading to (3.37)-(3.39) to deduce that

2
Duj € LY (0,T;W2(Q,R")) forall e (O, min {1, —})
p

with
(4.28) il oty 0w+ @)y < cldata, s, Cp b1, T — ta, dist (€2, 99)).

On the other hand, we cannot borrow the corresponding estimates for the fractional derivative
in time of the u;’s developed in Step 6 of Section 3: the constant appearing on the right-hand
side of (3.43) depends on ™! and, since now ji = p;, it may blow up in the limit as j — oo if
w1 = 0. Therefore we shall follow a different path, see [17, Section 9| for the case ¢ = p = 2. Let
0<t; <ty <f2<t2<Tandi~z>0besothat0<ﬁ< M Using the forward

1000
Steklov average to reformulate (3.13) we obtain, for a.e. t € (¢1,12),

(4.29) /Q [Ocujlze + laj(x,t, Duy)lj, - De] dy =0 forall ¢ € C(Q).

Since 8 [u;];, = h™'7;u;, we can rearrange (4.29) as

T Uj
/Q[ hiljcer[aj(z’tvDuj)]ﬁ'D(P dy = 0.
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Modulo regularization, by (3.5), in the above display we can pick ¢ := 7*7j,u; with
4

€ C®(Q) sothat || Dy, e < ——=——!,

and integrate over the interval (f1,%s) to get

{2 EZ
(4.30) h_l/ /Q|%,~Iuj|2772 dzds = —/ /Q[aj(x,t,Duj)];L- [nQ%;LDuj—l—Q%;LujnDn dz ds.
t1 t1

Recall that, for any function w € L'(€ x (t1,t5)) there holds that

ta fa+h 2
/ /|w,~1| dxdsg/ |w dxdsg/ /|w| dz ds,
El Q 7?17;7, Q t1 Q

therefore, by (4.3);, (4.25), Holder and Young inequalities we estimate

23
/ /[aj(x,t,Duj)];l- [nQ%ﬁDuj + Q%ﬁujnDn} dzds
&L Ja

ta
<2 sup |Du;| / [aj(x,t,Duj) dxds
QX(tl,tQ) t1 Q

]tL71 to - ) B ) to ,
i [ [t s s MDal [ [ oGt D deds

hot ot 2~ 12
(4.31) < | | |77 us|” dx +c,
t1 Q

with ¢ = ¢(data, Cy, distQ, 90, t,, T — t3). Merging (4.30) and (4.31) we end up with

lim sup (h_l/ /|?;Luj|2 dx ds) < c(data, Cy, dist), 0, t1, T — t2),
i JO

h—oo
which, being #1,t1, 2, to arbitrary, and since we can repeat exactly the same procedure for the
backward Steklov average of u;, we get

1
uj € Wi2(0,T; L (Q)) forall ¢ € <0, §>
and
(4.32) lwsllwrezor.r2@) < cldata,e, Cy, distQ, 0Q, 11, T — ta).
From (4.28) and (4.32) we deduce that
{u;} is bounded uniformly w.r.t. j € N in W.22(0,T; L .(Q)) N LP

loc loc loc

(0,T; WtEsP(Q))

loc
for all ¢ € (0, %), S e (0, min {1, %}), thus we can apply Lemma 2.4 with a1 = p, as =2, 0 =1,

X = Wiir(@), B = w7 Q) ¥ = 13

oc oc loc

{u;} so that

(), to obtain a (non-relabelled) subsequence

(4.33) wj—u in LEMPR o T w2l q)),
Combining (4.26),, (4.33) and (4.27) we get
(4.34) Du; — Du in L .(0,T; Ly . (2,R™)) forall se (1,00),

therefore we can pass to the limit in (3.13) to deduce that u satisfies (3.53). Moreover, repeating
Step 8 of Section 3 we finally see that Definition 1 is satisfied, therefore u is a solution of problem
(1.1) and, recalling also (4.27) we obtain (1.2),. Once (1.2), is available, we can repeat the same
procedure leading to (4.32) (with a(-),u replacing a,;(-),u;) to obtain (1.3). Furthermore, by
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(4.34), (4.27) and (3.16) we can pass to the limit for j — oo in (4.5) with ¢ = 1 and, after a
standard covering argument, get (1.2),. Finally, combining (4.26), and (4.34) with (4.24) we
obtain (1.4). The proof of Theorem 1 is complete.
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