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MARCINKIEWICZ REGULARITY FOR SINGULAR PARABOLIC
p-LAPLACE TYPE EQUATIONS WITH MEASURE DATA

JUNG-TAE PARK

ABSTRACT. We consider quasilinear parabolic equations with measurable co-
efficients when the right-hand side is a signed Radon measure with finite total
mass, having p-Laplace type:
ut —diva(Du,z,t) = p in Qx (0,T) CR™ x R.
2n

In the singular range arT <P <2-— %H’ we establish regularity estimates for

the spatial gradient of solutions in the Marcinkiewicz spaces, under a suitable
density condition of the right-hand side measure.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study some integrability results of the spatial gradient of solutions to non-
linear parabolic problems with measure data, having the p-Laplace type:

(1.1) uy — diva(Du, z,t) =y in Qp,

where p is a signed Radon measure with finite total mass, that is, |u|(Qr) < oo.
As usual the unknown is u : Qp — R, u = u(x,t), where Qp = Q x (0,7) is a
cylindrical domain with a bounded, open subset 2 C R", n > 2, and T > 0. We
write Du := Dyu. The vector field a = a(§, z,t) : R” x R" x R — R" is assumed
to be measurable in (z,t), continuous in £, and subject to the structure conditions

|a(§,I,t)| < A1|§|p*17 -
(aler, @) - a6, 2, 0),6 — &) = Ko (0P + &) T 1o - &l

for almost every (z,t) € R™ x R, for any &;,£,& € R™ and for some constants
A1 > Ap > 0. A typical prototype of (1.1) is the parabolic p-Laplace equation

(1.3) uy — div (|DufP"?Du) = p.

According to the range of p, the equation (1.3) can be divided into three types.
If p = 2, then (1.3) just becomes the classical heat equation. At points where
|Du| = 0, the diffusivity coefficient |Du|P~2 vanishes if p > 2 and it blows up if
1 < p < 2. Thus (1.3) for p > 2 is called degenerate parabolic p-Laplace equation.
When 1 < p < 2, (1.3) is referred to as singular parabolic p-Laplace equation.
In this paper, we shall deal with the singular range
2n
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while the other singular range 2 — %_H < p < 2 has been considered in [6], and
the degenerate range p > 2 has been treated in [4,11]. The lower bound on p in
(1.4) is natural and sharp, since it is related to the existence of the (Barenblatt)
fundamental solution (see for instance [47, Chapter 11.4]). Indeed, the fundamental

solution T is explicitly given for f—fl <p<2by

.

2 — =l

D(z,t) =t |e(n,p) + —LawT (M) ] ,
p

where a := . The solution T is well defined when o > 0; that is, p > -2

m n+1"

Our aim of this paper is to establish Marcinkiewicz estimates for the spatial gra-
dient of solutions to the singular parabolic measure data problems (1.1) satisfying
(1.2) and (1.4), under some decay conditions on the right-hand side measure (see
Section 2.2). To formulate our main results, we define certain so-called Morrey-
type condition for a measure as follow. For a signed Radon measure p with finite
total mass, we say that u satisfies a Morrey-type condition, written u € L*(Qr),

provided that
ul(Qr(20)) < Cor™ ™™ (0< Kk <N, Co>1)

holds for any standard parabolic cylinder Q,(z0) := By (o) x (to — r?,to + 1) C Qr
of parabolic dimension N :=n + 2. Then we shall prove

pe L (Qr) for ke <k <N = DueM] (r,R"),

where two constants k. = ke(n,Ag,A1,p) > 1 and v = y(n,p,k) > 1 are deter-
mined explicitly later. Here M7 (Qr,R™) is the Marcinkiewicz space (see (2.2) for
definition).

To prove our main results, we use some covering arguments via a so-called maz-
imal function free technique introduced in [1] (see Section 4). This approach is
suitable to the situation in which it occurs the lack of homogeneity (roughly speak-
ing it scales differently in time and space) of nonlinear parabolic problems, such as
p-Laplacian with p # 2 or porous medium equation. In this paper, this covering
arguments are considered under the following intrinsic parabolic cylinders:

r

(1.5) % =\ with ][ |Du|® dadt = X for some 6 € (0, 1),
QT,S(ZO)

where @, s(z0) := Br(x0) X (to —s,to+s). We point out that the spatial gradient of
a solution u of (1.1) may not belong to the L! space under (1.4). For this reason,
we need a notion of solution in a renormalized sense (see Definition 2.1). Also, in
this circumstance, we show a decay estimate of the upper-level sets of |Du| (see
Section 4.2), alongside with (1.5) and difference estimates (see Section 3).

There are several results concerning gradient regularity for parabolic p-Laplace

type equations with measure data for p > 2 — n+_1, as follows.

e Potential estimates: e.g. [21] for p = 2, [30,31] for p > 2, and [29] for
1

e Marcinkiewicz estimates: e.g. [4,11] for p > 2, and [6] for 2 —

e Fractional differentiability: e.g. [5,7,12] for p = 2.

e Calderén-Zygmund type estimates: e.g. [14,35,36] for p = 2, and [15] for

1
pP>2—- .

_L

T <p<2
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Compared to the results mentioned above, there are few regularity results for
2n 1

the case ;=5 < p < 2 — =5. We refer to [40] for global Calderén-Zygmund type
estimates on nonsmooth domains. It is worthwhile to note that there are regularity
estimates (see [19,37-39]) for elliptic measure data problems with 1 <p <2 — 1.
The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce notation, termi-
nologies and renormalized solutions, and we present our main results. In Section 3,
we collect comparison estimates between our p-Laplace type problem and its refer-
ence problems. Finally, in Section 4, we prove our main results, by deriving decay

estimates via covering arguments under intrinsic parabolic cylinders.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Notation and definitions. We start with notations. Let us denote by ¢ a
universal positive constant, which may change from line to line. Let B,(xg) :=
{z €eR": |z — x| <r} and I, (to) == (to — r%,to + r?). For A > 0, we denote by

QM=) == {I ER™: |z — x| < /\T’Tﬁr} x I-(to)

=:B}(x0)
the intrinsic parabolic cylinder in R" x R =: R"™! with center zo := (g, to) € R"1.
When p=2or A =1, Q}(20) = Q.(20). Also we have Q(20) C Q.(20) if A > 1 and
p < 2. The concept of intrinsic means, roughly speaking, that the size of parabolic
cylinders depends on the solution of a given PDE in some integral average sense;
in particular, the formulation (1.5) can be rewritten as

][ |Dul® dadt =~ \?  for some 6 € (0,1).
Q2 (20)

Under this setting, we shall consider various a priori estimates for the spatial gradi-
ent of a solution later. We refer to [16,31,46] for further discussion about intrinsic

scalings.
Let us define the truncation operator
(2.1) Ti(s) := max{—k,min{k,s}} for any k>0 and s € R.

For each set Q C R™*!, |Q| is the (n + 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure of @ and
X is the usual characteristic function of Q. For f € L}, (R™™1), fo stands for the
integral average of f over a parabolic cylinder Q C R"*!; that is,

fo:= ][Q f(z) dadt := ﬁ/Qf(z) dxdt, where z := (z,t).

Let us introduce a nonlinear parabolic capacity (see [3,20, 26, 44] for details),
which is necessary to define our solution later. For every open subset Q C Qp, the
p-parabolic capacity of @ is defined by

cap,(Q) == inf {{lullw : v € W,u > xq a.e. in Qr},
where W := {u € LP(0,T; Wy () : uy € LV (0, T W_l’p/(Q))} endowed with the

norm [[ul[w = HUJHLP(O,T;WOI’F(Q)) + ”utHLP’(O,T;W*LP’(Q))' Here p' := ﬁ-

Let 91, (27) (or M(22), MM, (0,T)) be the space of all signed Radon measures on
Qp (or Q, (0,T), respectively) with finite total mass. Let 9%, (Q27) be the subspace
of M,(Q7) of the measures that are absolutely continuous with respect to the p-
parabolic capacity, let 9,(Q2r) be the space of finite signed Radon measures in Qp
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with support on a set of zero p-parabolic capacity, and let Cy(€27) be the space of all
bounded and continuous functions on Q7. A measure pu € M, (Q7) can be written
as a sum of two measures as follows: p = g + s, where p, € M, (Qr) and ps €
M (Qr), see [23, Lemma 2.1]. Also, u, € My (Qr) if and only if ug = f+g:+div G,
where f € LY(Qr), g € LP(0,T; W, *(Q)) and G € L¥ (Qr), see [20,28]. We
denote by p™ and p~ the positive and negative parts of a measure p € 9, (27),
respectively. We write |u| := p* 4+ p~. We say that a sequence {ur} C 9My(Qr)
converges tightly (or in the narrow topology of measures) to p € My(Qr) if

lim o dp = / @ du  for every v € Cp(Qr).
k—oo Jor Qr

Finally, we define a certain function space. For 0 < v < oo, the space M7 (Qr, R
is the so-called Marcinkiewicz space (or the weak-L7 space), defined as the set of
all measurable maps f : Q7 — R! such that

1
) Il ) 2= SUp Az € D ¢ [£(2)] > A7 < oo
>

We observe the following connection between the Marcinkiewicz and Lebesgue
spaces: LY(Qp,RY) € MY(Qr,RY) € LY7=5(Qp,RY) for any ¢ € (0,7). We refer
to [25, Chapter 1] for various properties for the Marcinkiewicz space.

2.2. Main results. We start by introducing a suitable notion of a solution. Our
solution u will be treated in a very weak sense because our solution does not gener-
ally belong to the usual energy space. Moreover, under (1.4), the spatial gradient of
a solution may not be in L*(Qr) (see [29, Section 1.3]). To overcome this situation,
we introduce the following: if u is a measurable function defined in 7 such that
u is finite almost everywhere and Ty (u) € LP(0,T; Wy P(Q)) for any k > 0, then
there exists a unique measurable function U such that DTy (u) = Ux{juj<k} a-€. in
Qp for all k > 0. We define the spatial gradient of u as the function U and denote
Du := U. Now we define the following notion of a solution.

Definition 2.1 (See [43]). Let pp = g + pis € Mp(Qr), where p, € My (Qr) and
ps € Ms(Qr). A function uw € L*(Qr) is a renormalized solution of the Cauchy-
Dirichlet problem

uy — diva(Du,z,t) = m Qr,
(2.3) t ( ) =n T

u=0 on J0pldr,
satisfying (1.2) and (1.4) if Te(u) € LP(0,T; WyP()) for every k > 0 and the
following property holds: for any k > 0 there exist two sequences {v;}, {v; } of
nonnegative measures in Mq(Qr) such that

V,j — ul, v, — W, tightly as k — oo

and

(2.4) _/QT Ti () dxdt+/

(a(DTk(u),x,t), Dy) dudt = / @ dp
Qr

Qr
for every o € W N L (Qr) with p(-,T) = 0, where uy, := pg + v — vy, .
Here the parabolic boundary of Qp is 0, = (02 x [0,T]) U (2 x {0}). We

refer to [40, Section 1.1] and the references given there for further discussion of
renormalized solutions.
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Next, we define a density condition of a measure.

Definition 2.2. (i) For p € My(Qr), we say that p satisfies a Morrey-type
condition, written u € LY*(Qr), provided that

11/(Qr(20) < Cor¥ ™" (0< K< N:=n+2, Co>1)

holds for any standard parabolic cylinder Q,(z9) C Q.
(i1) Similarly, for u1 € Mp(Q), we define

1 € LY1(Q) = |m|(Br(wo)) < Oy (0< k1 <n, C1 >1)

holds for any ball B, (zo) C Q.
(iii) Also, for ps € My(0,T), we define

po € LY2(0,T) <= |p2|(I-(to)) < Cor®* ™™ (0 < ky <2, Cy > 1)
holds for any interval I,.(to) C (0,T).

Note that LUV (Qr) = My(Q7). For example, the Dirac measure charging a
point in Q7 belongs to L1V (Qr).
We are ready to state the first main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.3. Let n2_]:1 <p<2- %H There is a constant k. = Kc(n, Ag, A1,p) >

1 such that if u is a renormalized solution of the problem (2.3) under (1.2) with
€ LY*(Qr) for k. < k < N, then
_n(2-p)
— )
Moreover, for any given 0 satisfying
n+2 n(2-p) n
2.6 0 - — <1
(2:6) maX{2(n+1)’ 2 SOSPTOTASh

there is a constant ¢ = ¢(n, Ao, A1, p, k,Co,0) > 1 such that

(2.5) Due M} (Qp,R™), where v := Ll max {p -1,
o —

N~

d dy
27 IDul v gpmmy < RV [M] + (][ | Dul® d:vdt) Tl
o |Q2R| Q2r

for any standard parabolic cylinder Qar = Q2r(20) € Qr, where the scaling deficit
d is defined by

20
(2.8) d:= W= n@—p)
Theorem 2.3 provides a precise quantitative estimate of the spatial gradient of
a renormalized solution in terms of the Marcinkiewicz space, under the assump-
tion that the measure on the right-hand side satisfies the Morrey-type condition.
Roughly speaking, the less concentrated the measure p is (i.e. the smaller k is),
the better the integrability of Du is (i.e. the bigger ~ is).

Remark 2.4. (i) Note that the value of y in (2.5) is
rlp—1)
K—1

if 1<k <n,
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(ii) When k = N, the value v has the minimum p — e Also, v p(1+ o)
when k \ ke, see Section 4.3 for details. Here o is the constant coming from

a higher integrability for homogeneous problems (Lemma 3.2). Thus, we have

p—Ll_7<p(1+o) for k. <k < N.

(i1i) Asp N\ 2 72 the constant ¢ in (2.7) blows up.

(iv) The ranges of both exponents p and 6 in Theorem 2.3 come from combmmg
Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 below. Also, the exponent 0 is not empty since p >
see Remark 3.6 for details.

(v) The scaling deficit like (2.8) occurs when we study reqularity theories for PDE
having anisotropic structures such as parabolic p-Laplace (p # 2) equations,

see for example [1,4,6,10,11,13,15,27,29-31,40).

n+1 ’

Theorem 2.3 also gives the following direct consequence when y is merely a finite
signed Radon measure (i.e. u € LYY (Qr) = My(Qr)). This result was found in
[2] without a local estimate.

Corollary 2.5. Let =% <p <2 - -11-1 If w is a renormalized solution of (2.3)

under (1.2) satzsfymg € My(Qr), then Du € MfO;"L“(QT,R"). Moreover, the

estimate (2.7) holds for k =N and v =p — 15.

Remark 2.6. In the case pu € My(Qr), there are many results regarding the exis-
tence of a solution, such that
n
Du e L] (Qp,R™) forall ¢<p-— L
see for instance [8,9,41,42,45]. We also refer to [34,40] for further discussions in
the literature. Thus Corollary 2.5 provides a sharp integrability of Du.

Next, if the measure p can be decomposed into space and time components (see
(2.9) below), then we obtain the following Marcinkiewicz bound.

Theorem 2.7. Let ;=5 <p<2-— ﬁ and let u be a renormalized solution of the
problem (2.3) under (1 2) Suppose that the following decomposition holds:
(2.9) o= & g,

where p1 € L*(Q) and pz € L1*2(0,T) for some kay € (1,2]. Then there exists a
constant ko . = Ka.c(n, Ao, A1,p) > 1 such that for ke . < k2 < 2, we have

Phk2
2(/12 — 1) '
Moreover, for any Qar(z0) € Qr, a local estimate similar to (2.7) holds with o
replacing .

(2.10) Du e M2 (Qp,R"™), where o :=

Remark 2.8. (i) By analogy with Remark 2.4 (ii), we see that p < v2 < p(1+0)
for koo < Ko < 2.

(ii) Note that v2 > ~v for 1 < k = kg < 2. Under (2.9), (2.10) gives a higher
integrability compared to (2.5).

(iii) In the case py € LY (Q) for k1 € (1,n] and py € L>(0,T), we can obtain
an integrability of Du like (2.10). However, in our approach, this integrabil-
ity is not improved compared to Theorem 2.3; see [6, Section 1] for detailed
explanations.
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Theorem 2.3 can be improved under more regular vector field than (1.2). We
consider the vector field a = a(£,z,t) measurable in (z,t) and Cl-regular in &,
satisfying

Aol€P~2[nl? < (Deal,a,tyn,m)
for a.e. (z,t) € R" x R, for every n € R", £ € R™ \ {0} and for some Ay > Ay > 0.
Note that (2.11) implies the monotonicity condition (1.2),. For an improvement of

Theorem 2.3, we also need the following condition. Let ¢, Ry > 0. We say that the
vector field a(&, z,t) is (0, Rg)-BMO if

ta
(2.12) sup sup sup ][ ][ © (a, B, (y)) (x,t) dzdt <9,
t1 Bv‘(y)

t1,t2€R0<r<Ro yeR™

where
t T,t
0(aB,0) 0= swp [HEED_ [ HEDD gy
cern\{0} | [&IP Bo(y) 1P
We remark that the map z al(flfgf) is of BMO (Bounded Mean Oscillation) such

that its BMO seminorm is less than &, uniformly in ¢ and ¢. This condition allows
merely measurability in ¢-variable and discontinuity in x-variable. It also includes
VMO (Vanishing Mean Oscillation) condition.

Finally, we obtain the following regularity result.
Theorem 2.9. Let nz—f:l <p<L2-— n+r1 Assume that the vector field a satisfies
(2.11) and a (8, Ry)-BMO condition for some 6, Ry > 0. If u be a renormalized
solution of the problem (2.3) with p € LY*(Qr) for 1 < k < N, then we have
Du € M, (Qr,R"), where « is given by (2.5) with the range p — 55 < v < oo.

Moreover the estimate (2.7) holds.

We emphasize that all the main results in this section are consistent with the
results in [6] for the singular case 2 — n+r1 < p < 2. Specifically, the exponents
v and 72 in (2.5) and (2.10) are precisely the same as those in [6], and so is the
Marcinkiewicz estimate (2.7) with § = 1. Thus, our results naturally extend the
results in [6] to another singular case f—fl <p<L2-—- n+_1 We refer to [4,11] for the
degenerate case p > 2. See also [32,33] for counterparts of elliptic problems.

3. COMPARISON ESTIMATES

In this section we derive comparison estimates between the problem (2.3) and
its references problems, under the assumptions on the vector field a(¢, z,¢) and
the measure p. (see Propositions 3.5 and 3.8). From Definition 2.1, we may regard
Ti(u) € LP(0,T; W, P()) as a weak solution of (2.4) with uy € LP (0, T; W17 (Q)).
Throughout this section, we replace Tj(u) by u and py by .

Let w be the unique weak solution to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem

wy — diva(Dw, z,t) =0 in Q},.(20) € Qr,
o :
w=u on d,Q%(20),
where the vector field a satisfies (1.2). In this section, we for simplicity omit the
center zg in Q7,.(20).
We first give a comparison estimate for Du — Dw as follows:
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Lemma 3.1 (See [40, Lemma 3.1]). Let 3842 < p < 2 — L5, let u be a weak
solution of (2.4) and let w as in (3.1) under (1.2). Then there exists a constant

¢ =c(n,Ao,p,0) > 1 such that

n+2
p(nt)—n
<][ |Du — Dw|’ da:dt) <c ['Ml(Q4T)]
QA

4r |Q4>1\r| B
(@) S
A ][ |Du|® dadt
|Qi |”+2 ar
for any constant 6 such that ("Jfl) <f<p-—7 <L

We point out that Lemma 3.1 also holds for p > 2 —

for2—— < p <2, and [31, Lemma 4.1] for p > 2.
We next introduce a higher 1ntegrab1hty result for Dw.

?; see [29, Lemma 4.3]

Lemma 3.2 (See [27,40]). Let 2% < p <2 and let "2 < 0 < p. If w is the
weak solution of (3.1) under (1.2) satzsfymg

][ |Dwl|? dxdt < c,\?
A

4ar

for some constant ¢,, > 1, then there exist two constants o = o(n, Ao, A1,p,0) >0
and ¢ = ¢(n, Ao, A1,p,0,cp) > 1 such that

][ |Dw[PAF9) dadt < PO+,

27r

We remark that Lemma 3.2 also holds for p > 2, see [15,27].
If the measure p satisfies a Morrey-type condition (see Definition 2.2), then we
have the following relation:

Lemma 3.3. Let A > 1 and let u € El’”(QT) for some 1 < k < N :=n+ 2.
Assume that v is given by (2.5). If the relation

ANVTH
28] <o

holds for some constant 6 € (0,1), then we have

_ nt2
[ |:u|(Qi\r) ‘| plnt=n y(k—=1)(n+2)

S ECCEREDDY
@) |7

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p, &, Cy) > 1, where Cy is given by Definition 2.2(i).

Proof. For simplicity, we write 8 := p(n + 1) —n. We compute

n+2

lmu@m] 7 WQM)} oL
(3.3) Q[ Jo ’
QT Tl@] T
-Mert] e @l

where a € (0,1) is to be determined later.
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First, we assume that 1 < x < n. The intrinsic parabolic cylinder @7}, can
be covered by finitely many (at most 2| A\?77|) standard parabolic cylinders with
radius A"z 4r. Combining this property and Definition 2.2 (i), we deduce

(@) _ NPT AN e

(3.4) <c —— <elTz orTR,
Q3| A2 (4r)N

Inserting (3.2) and (3.4) into the right-hand side of (3.3) yields

n+42
B (1—a)(n+2)

A B , o - 1
|H|(Qﬂ} < C(a/\)% ()\%Tiﬁ) B ()\¥r”+2) B
(35) |Qi\r|n+2

ya(n+2)  gya(n42) | 2-p)(r(l—a)(n+2)—n) ~
< F A BT 26 re

for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, p, k, Cy) > 1, where & := (n42)A—r{1-a))

B
On the other hand, we assume that n < x < N. Definition 2.2 (i) provides

A N—k b
ll(Q7,) < || (Qar) <. (4r) o lER

Similar to (3.5), we insert (3.2) and (3.6) into the right-hand side of (3.3), to
discover

(3.6)

n+2
A A
(3.7) [|u|(Q4T)‘| < Céwa(gﬂ) )\w(gw)+n<2—p><<1;g)(n+2)—1> G

Q%7

Now we fix a € (0,1) such that & = 0 ; that is, @ = =1 From such a choice of
a and the definition of 7, both (3.5) and (3.7) imply

n+42
A B
(5=1)(n+2)
W@ |7 _ prempeen
Q3] 2

which completes the proof. O

)

If the measure u admits a favorable decomposition, we obtain

Lemma 3.4. Let A > 1. Assume that the measure p has the following decomposi-
tion
= p1 @ 2,

where 1 € L>®(Q) and ps € L1%2(0,T) for some ko € (1,2]. Also, assume that vo
is given by (2.10). If the relation

1
AT A2
|Q4r|
holds for some constant 6 € (0,1), then we have
FCEE

y2(xg —1)(n+2)
< ¢ 2D —n) \

@317
for some constant ¢ = c(n,p, K, Ca, ||p1||L(@)) > 1, where Cy is given by Defini-
tion 2.2 (iii).
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Proof. For simplicity, we write 8 := p(n 4+ 1) — n. Our assumption implies
|u1|(Bs,) 12| (Lar)
|Bi\r |I47‘|
Inserting (3.8) and (3.10) into the right-hand side of (3.3) yields

(3.10) <lpllpe(@y and <ecr "2,

n+2

B
lmmm] < (o T (s )

Q27+

Yoa(n+2)  yga(n+2) | n(p—2) (M+2)A—kro(l—a))
AN F Ttz o B

<cd B

for some constant ¢ = c(n, p, k, Ca, || 1] (@) > 1. Then we choose a € (0, 1) such
that W)(l_’w = 0; that is, o = #2=2. This and the definition of 7o yield

—1
K2

the desired estimate (3.9). O

Combining all the previous results, we derive

Proposition 3.5. Let nz—fl <p<2-— %H, A>1,0< 06 <1, and let 0 be

a constant such that max{Q&fl), n(2;p)} <0 <p-;5 < 1. Assume that v
is given by (2.5). If u and w are weak solutions of (2.4) and (3.1), respectively,

satisfying (1.2), p € LY*(Q7) for some 1 < k < N,
1
S
|Dul® dedt <X and ['“KQ‘")} <O,

I T

then there are constants o = o(n, Ao, A1,p,0) > 0 and ¢ = ¢(n, Ao, A1,p,0,K,Co) >
1 such that

][ |Du — Dw|? dxdt < 67X and ][ |Dw[PA+) dzdt < eAPAF9)
Q Q

A
2r
where o9 = ao(n, p,0,K) > 0.

A
4ar

A
4ar

Remark 3.6. When we combine Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, the range of p in Proposition

- . 2 1 3n+2 2 1 :
3.5 1s valid when ;= <p <2 — =5, not max{%,n—&} <p < 2— 54, since

n42 (2—p)n}
2(n+1)> 2 :

the exponent 6 in Proposition 3.5 exists only when p— 15 > rnax{

Note that nz—fl > max { g:ﬁg, f—&}, where the equality holds if and only if n = 2.

To prove Theorem 2.9, we need a more comparison estimate as follows. Assume
that the vector field a satisfies (2.11) and a (4, Ry)-BMO condition for some Ry > 4r
and § € (0,1). We consider the unique weak solution v to the coefficient frozen
problem

vy —divags (Dv,t) =0 in Q3,,
(3.11) Bar "
v=w on 0pQs,,
where a freezing operator agy = apy (§,1) : R" x (—4r?,4r%) — R is given by
apy (€)= falat) do
2r Bé\r
Then the operator ag, satisfies (2.11).
Now we derive the following comparison result between (3.1) and (3.11):
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Lemma 3.7. Let p > n2—_i7_12 Assume that the vector field a satisfies (2.11) and a
(6, Ro)-BMO condition for some Ryg > 4r and 6 € (0,1). If w and v are weak solu-
tions of (3.1) and (3.11), respectively, then there is a constant ¢ = ¢(n, Ao, A1,p) >

1 such that
(3.12) ][ |Dw — Dov|P dadt < c6* AP and ||Dv||Lx,(QA) <),
A r

2r

where o1 = o1(n, Ag, A1,p) > 0.

Proof. The first estimate of (3.12) follows from Lemma 3.2, (2.12), and [13, Lemma
3.10]. For interior regularity results (see [16-18]), the second estimate of (3.12)
holds. g

Finally, we combine Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, 3.3 and 3.7 to obtain the following regu-
larity estimate:

Proposition 3.8. Let nz—fl <p<L2-— n%rl, A >1, and let 8 be a constant such that

max{ s "(2_p)} <0 <p- 5 < 1. Assume that the vector field a satisfies

2+~ 2 1=
(2.11) and a (8, Ry)-BMO condition for some Ry > 4r and § € (0,1). If u, w and v
are weak solutions of (2.4), (3.1) and (3.11), respectively, satisfying u € L>*(Qr)
for some 1 <k <N,

ANTH
][ |Du|® dedt < A and [M} <O,
A

Q1 |Q4>1\7‘|
where 7 is given by (2.5), then there is a constant co = co(n, Ao, A1, p,0,k,Co) > 1
such that

][@ |Du — Dov|? dadt < o672\’ and ||DU||L00(Q¢) < coA,
2

where o9 = 02(n, Ao, A1,p,0,k) > 0.

Remark 3.9. In the case u = jui1 ® o, where py € L°°(2) and g € L152(0,T) for
some ko € (1,2], Propositions 3.5 and 3.8 also hold with v2 replacing 7, by using
Lemma 3.4 instead of Lemma 3.3.

4. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we derive Marcinkiewicz estimates (Theorems 2.3, 2.7 and 2.9)
for spatial gradient of a renormalized solution u of the problem (2.3). For this,
we employ a so-called stopping-time argument introduced in [1], to obtain decay
estimates on the upper-level set of |Dul.

We consider a renormalized solution u of (2.3). We denote by uy := Tj(u)
(k € N) the truncation of u and p; € LP (0,T; W~ (Q)) the corresponding
measure given in (2.4). We also denote by wy and vy the corresponding weak
solutions of (3.1) and (3.11), respectively. We know that uy = pu} — ug +v — vy
for k € N. Since uF + I/]:: — pE + pt tightly as k — oo, we have

(4.1) lim sup |pg| (K) < |p|(K) for every compact subset K C Q.
k—o0
Let nz—fl <p<2-— %_H, let @ be a constant such that (2.6) holds, and take

Q2r = Q2r(Y0,T0) € Q. Assume that p € L1*(Qyr) for some & € (1, N], where
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N :=n+ 2. We consider a parameter )y to be defined, such that

,7 0 g 1 |N|(Q2R>]%
= <][ y | D dxdt) + 5 {7|Q2R| +1,

where the constant d is given by (2.8) and + is given by (2.5). The number § € (0,1)
will be determined later as a universal constant depending only on n, Ag, A1, p, 0,
k and Cp.

[=F

(4.2) A

4.1. Stopping-time arguments. For A > Ay and r € (0,2R], we define
E(r,A) :=={z € Q, : |Du(z)| > A}.

For fixed radii R < Ry < Ry < 2R, the relation Q}(z0) C Qr, C Q2r holds
whenever zg € Qg,, 7 € (0,Re — R1] and X € [A\g,00). Fix z9 € F(R1,4)). For
almost every such point, Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem implies

| N QD]
(4.3) il\lﬁ% (][Qg(zo) | Dul dxdt) +53 {7@?(20” } > |Du(z)| > 4\,

where the symbol | Q| denotes the parabolic closure of @ defined as | Q| := QUI,Q.
We consider

dN
320R \ ?
(44) A > B)\O, where B := (m) > 1.
For any radius s with
Rg — Rl R2 - Rl
. — <{s< —
(4:5) 60 —-°=" 2
we see from (4.2), (4.4), (4.5) and (2.8) that
% 1
1 2 v
Q2 (20) 6 [ 1Q2(=0)l
1 1 1 1
|Q23|>9 (7[ 9 )9 1 (|Q2R|)” [|N|(Q2R)]”
< Du|” dzdt ) + =
(4:6) (&) (£, 10 sV ) Qe
N N
2R v n(2—p) 1 320R o 1 n2-p)
< (22 S \d < [ 22 d
_(> AR _(Rz_Rl) A2
= (BA)P AT < A < 4],

where we used the inequality 6 < =, see (2.6) and Remark 2.4 (ii). According to
(4.3), (4.6) and the (absolute) continuity of the integral and the measure, there
exists a maximal radius r,, € (O, RTRI) such that

160
wl? dr : 1 M %—
(4.7) (7[%0(,20) |Dul” d dt) +5[ Q2. (z0)] =4\
and
(4.8)

o gat) 4 L[l @) o By
<7és<zo>'D“' d””) B e R G
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4.2. Decay estimates. The goal of this subsection is to derive a decay estimate on

an upper-level set of | Dul, see (4.22) below. Let zg € E(Ry,4\), let r., € (0, R"’lgfl)

be a maximal radius as in (4.7). For A > B, the upper-level set E(Ry1,4\) can be

covered by a family F = {Qir (zo)} . By the standard Vitali covering
20 ZQGE(R1,4)\)

lemma (see e.g. [10, Theorem C.1] or [22, Theorem 1.24]), there exists a countable

subfamily {Qi‘r (%) C F consisting of pairwise disjoint cylinders such that
i ieN

E(Ry, 40 \N c | @2, (2i) C Qr,,

i=1

where AV is a Lebesgue measure zero set; that is, |[V/| = 0. For simplicity, we denote

Q? = ’):zl' (21)7 Qzl = Qi\rzi (Zi)7 Q? = Q%Orzi (Zi)7

Q? = Qi\O’I"zi (Zi)7 and Q;l = Qg\Orzi (21)
Note that since 1607,, < Ry — R1 < R, we have Qf C Qr, C Q2r.
We now fix H > 4 to be chosen later and we estimate
(4.9) |E(Ry, HN)| <> |Q7 N E(Ry, HN)| .
i=1
We first split into
|Q? N E(R2, HN)| = |{z € Q7 : |Du| > H\}|

Hzle : | Du — Duy| > QH

IN

3
H\
HM\
—+ {Z S Qf : |Dwk71‘| > T}'
=11 + 1> + I,

where wy, ; is the weak solution of the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem
(4.11) Oywy; — diva(Dwg,;,z,t) =0 in Q7
' Wkg,; = U ON (9pr

From the absolute continuity of the Lebesgue integral and (4.8), for each € € (0,1)
we have

3%1Q7| 0 3%1Q7| 0
L < : ][ |Du — Dug|” dxdt = : ][ X{|Du|>k} | Dul” dxdt
(412) (H\)? o2 (H\)? o2 {|Du|>k}
ce
< ﬁ'Qﬂ

for k large enough. Moreover, applying Proposition 3.5 with r = 20r,, and using
(4.1) and (4.8), we deduce

0

3 990
(4.13) I < EN? /622 |Dug — Dy dadt < W|Qz2|a
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where oo = g9(n,p, 0, k) > 0, and

3 p(1+0) c
p(1+0) 2
(414) Ig < (HA) /Qg |D1Uk71| dxdt < Hp(1+a,) |Qz|

for some two constants ¢ = ¢(n, Ag, A1,p,0,k,Co) > 1.
Plugging (4.12)—(4.14) into (4.10), we obtain

5 ce ¢t c 9
(4.15) |Q7 N E(Ry, HN)| < (F‘LW‘LW) Q71

Now we will estimate |Q?|. Recalling (4.7), we have then either

(4.16) 2X < (][ |Dul? dwdt) 9 or 2\ < ! [M] ’ :
Qo

Tol 1@t
We assume that the first case of (4.16) holds. Then it follows
1
(28 — 1)\ < |Du|? dzdt

Q71 Jgongipul>ay

9 1-4
i T (lQ¥n{[Dul > N\ °
< (7{2? | Dul| d$dt> ( a0l

for any 0 € (6‘, p— nL_H) . Applying Proposition 3.5 with 6 instead of 6 and utilizing
(4.1) and (4.8), we deduce

(4.17)

][ |Du|9~ dxdt < ][ |Du — Duk|9~ dxdt —|—][ | Dug, — Dwk7i|§ dzdt
Q7 9 QY

k3

+ ][ |Dwy.i|? dwdt
QY

< e\’

for k large enough. Inserting this estimate into (4.17), we obtain

(4.18) QY| < c|QY N {|Du| > A}|.
If the second case of (4.16) holds, then we see
o - 1ml(1Q7)])
(119) @ < o
Assertions (4.18) and (4.19) yield
0
(4:20) Q2] = 20% Q| = e[ 1 B o, + LD,

We combine (4.15) and (4.20) to obtain
(4.21)

|Q?DE(R2,H/\)}§(CE AL >}Q}QE(R2,/\)|+7C|N|(Q%).

mw e T e BN
Since the cylinders {Q}} are pairwise disjoint, we have from (4.9) and (4.21)

that

ce 8o c

(4.22) |E(Rq1, HN)| < (— + t ere)

e clpl(Q2r)
e e

> |E (Ra, \)| + o)
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, Ag, A1, p, 0, k,Cp) > 1.

4.3. Marcinkiewicz estimates. Before Theorems 2.3, 2.7 and 2.9, we introduce
the following technical assertion:

Lemma 4.1 (See [24, Lemma 6.1]). Let ¢ : [r, p] = R>o be a nonnegative bounded
function. Assume that for r <t < s < p we have

o(t) <I(s) + A(s — )7 +C

with 0 <Y <1, A,C >0, and B> 0. Then there holds

(r) < c(B,0) [A(p— )7 +C].

Now we prove Theorems 2.3, 2.7 and 2.9.
Proof of Theorem 2.3. For r € (0,2R)], we define the upper-level set
Ei(r,\) :={z € Q, : T;(|Du|) > \},

where Tj is the truncation operator (2.1). Note that Ej(r,\) = E(r,A) for I > .
Then it follows from (4.22) that
ce | 8’ c clpl(Q2r)
T He T e RO

whenever [ > H\, where o9 = o¢(n,p, 0, k) > 0. Multiplying (4.23) by (H\)?, we
have

(4.23) |Ei(Ry, HN)| < ( ) |E; (R2, \)| +

ce cdf70 c
HO— + HO— + Hp(+o)—y

cH”
+ 5T|H|(Q23)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, Ao, A1,p, 0, k,Co) > 1. First choose H sufficiently large
such that

(4.24)

(HA) B (Ra, HV)| < ( ) X7 E; (R, )|

c
At = 4
and then choose ¢ and ¢ sufficiently small such that

e b g e 1

HO=— — 4 HO=— — 4
From (4.24), v have to be chosen such that v < p(1 + o). Thus, we choose the
critical value k. such that v = p(1 + o); that is,

e 1 = S S

Taking the supremum with respect to A > B\, we obtain

and H >4,

3
sup AV [Ey(Ry, A)| < o sup AT|Ei(Ra, A)| + clul(Q2r),
A>HBXo A>BXo

whenever | > H\. Here )\ is given by (4.2). Recalling (2.2), we see from (4.4) that

3
T3 (|Dul) 11T (UDuD Vs (@, 2y T €lrl(@2r) + (HBA0) @R, |

IN

Y
HM‘Y(QRl )Rn)

~yd

3 - N R T
2 ITIDUDI s 0 + @) + o () R

IN
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for all R < R; < Ry < 2R. Applying Lemma 4.1 and letting | — oo, we discover
HDUW\m(QR,Rn) < dul(Q2r) + C)‘gRN

0
< O ICEI) + cRN + cRN (][ | Du|? dxdt)
|Q2R| 2R

N |M|(Q2R)r
et {|QQR| ’

which completes the proof. O

a

~

Proof of Theorem 2.7. In view of Lemma 3.4 and Remark 3.9, we replace v by 72
in Sections 4.1-4.2. Proceeding as in Sections 4.1-4.2 and Proof of Theorem 2.3
above, we can obtain Theorem 2.7. [l

Proof of Theorem 2.9. We proceed as in Section 4. We only mention the parts that
change in Section 4. We choose H > max{4, 3¢y}, where the constant ¢; is given
by Proposition 3.8. Instead of (4.10), we split into

|Q? NE(Ry, HN)| = |{z € Q7 : |Du| > HA}|

HX
§Hz€Qf:|Du—Duk|>?H
H\
+ {ZGQ?:|Duk—kaﬁi|>—3 }‘
HA
+ {ZGQ?:|D’U]€J|>?}‘

=:J1 + Jo + J3,
where vy, ; is the weak solution of the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem
{&vkﬂ- —div éBﬁmzi (Dvg,t) =0 in Q3,
Uk, = Wk,; O BPQ;?’.

Here wy, ; is the weak solution of (4.11). Then we see from Proposition 3.8 and the
choice of H that J3 = 0. Also, we can estimate J; and Jy similar to the estimates
of I; and I in Section 4.2. Performing the rest of Section 4.2, we obtain, instead
of (4.22), the following decay estimate

ce | 6% clpl(@2r)
4.25 E(R,HN)| < | —+— | |[E(Ra, A —
az) BN < (g + G ) 1)+ D,
where o9 = 02(n, Ag, A1, p,0, k) > 0. Proceeding as in Proof of Theorem 2.3 above
with (4.25) replacing (4.23), we deduce Theorem 2.9. We remark that we obtain

Theorem 2.9 without (4.24); that is, v < oo. O
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