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ABSTRACT. In a cylindrical space-time domain with a convex, spatial base, we establish a
local Lipschitz estimate for weak solutions to parabolic systems with Uhlenbeck structure
up to the lateral boundary, provided homogeneous Dirichlet data are assumed on that part
of the lateral boundary.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This paper studies boundary regularity of weak solutions u : ΩT → RN , N ≥ 1, to
nonlinear parabolic systems of the type

(1.1) ∂tu
i −

n∑
α=1

[
a
(
|Du|

)
uixα
]
xα

= bi for i = 1, . . . , N ,

in a space-time cylinder ΩT = Ω × (0, T ), where Ω ⊂ Rn is a bounded open convex
set, n ≥ 2 and T > 0. We assume that u satisfies a homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
condition on some part of the lateral boundary (∂Ω)T = ∂Ω × (0, T ). The nonlinearity
a : R≥0 → R≥0 fulfills a growth condition of the type a(r) + ra′(r) ≈ rp−2 for some
growth exponent p > 2n

n+2 . As such the diffusion part in (1.1) is said to have the Uhlenbeck
structure. For the right-hand side we require b ∈ Lσ(ΩT ,RN ) for some σ > n+ 2.

The primary purpose of this paper is to establish

Du ∈ L∞
(
ΩT ∩Q%(zo),RNn

)
whenever u is a weak solution to the system (1.1) satisfying u ≡ 0 on the subset (∂Ω)T ∩
Q2%(zo) of the lateral boundary. Here Q%(zo) := B%(xo) × (to − %2, to) for some zo =
(xo, to) ∈ (∂Ω)T . We only require that Ω is a bounded open convex set. No further
regularity of ∂Ω is assumed. The qualitative assertion is confirmed by a quantitative L∞-
estimate for the spatial gradient Du.

Regularity problems for nonlinear equations or systems of the parabolic p-Laplacian
type and their stationary counterparts were very difficult to access in the past. The interior

Date: February 11, 2022.
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35B65, 35K65, 35K40, 35K55.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

11
0.

09
40

7v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  1
8 

O
ct

 2
02

1
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C1,λ-regularity had been longstanding open problems. The first major breakthrough was
achieved by Uraltseva [34] in 1968. She showed that solutions to p-Laplacian equations,
whose model is given by

(1.2) − div
(
|Du|p−2Du

)
= 0 in Ω,

are of class C1,λ in the interior of the domain Ω ⊂ Rn. This result was generalized in
1977 by Uhlenbeck in her famous paper [33] to the p-Laplacian type systems (i.e. elliptic
version of (1.1))

(1.3) −
n∑
α=1

[
a
(
|Du|

)
uixα
]
xα

= 0 for i = 1, . . . , N .

More general structures, replacing |Du|2 by some quadratic expression Q(Du,Du) and
including a sufficiently regular dependence on x ∈ Ω, have been considered by Tolksdorf
[32]. Roughly speaking, in the weak formulation of (1.3) the nonlinear term a

(
|Du|

)
Du

is replaced by a
(
x,Q(Du,Du)

1
2

)
Q(Du, · ). Similar C1,λ-regularity results have been

shown for minimizers of integral functionals with p-growth. The degenerate case with
growth exponent p ≥ 2 goes back to Giaquinta & Modica [23], while the singular case
1 < p < 2 was treated by Acerbi & Fusco [1]. For systems of p-Laplacian type as in (1.3),
sharp pointwise interior gradient bounds in terms of a nonlinear potential of the right-hand
side b have been established in [18].

Regarding the boundary regularity for p-Laplacian type systems the picture is less com-
plete. Global C1,λ-regularity is known only for homogeneous Dirichlet and Neumann
boundary data; see Hamburger [25]. For general boundary data, it is still an open prob-
lem. However, local L∞-gradient bounds (Lipschitz estimates at the boundary) have been
established by Foss [19] for minimizers to asymptotically regular integral functionals on
domains with C1,λ-boundary; see also [20, 27]. Again for homogeneous Dirichlet or Neu-
mann data, global Lipschitz estimates (in terms of the right-hand side b of (1.3) and un-
der minimal assumptions on the regularity of ∂Ω and b) have been proved by Cianchi &
Maz’ya in [10, 11]. These results are global in nature and only valid if u or its outer
normal derivative ∂νu vanishes on the whole boundary ∂Ω. It is noteworthy that their
results hold for convex domains in particular. In contrast to these global results, Baner-
jee & Lewis [3] established local boundary Lipschitz estimates with homogeneous data
for convex domains. Their result is of local nature as they only require the homogeneous
boundary condition on a part of the boundary. Inspired by the technique introduced in [3],
Marcellini, the first two, and the last author were able to establish the first local boundary
Lipschitz estimate for integral functionals with non-standard p, q-growth; see [5].

The interior C1,λ regularity theory for the parabolic p-Laplacian type systems (1.1) is a
fundamental achievement by DiBenedetto & Friedman; see [14, 15, 16] and the monograph
[13, Chapters VIII, IX, X]; see also Chen [8] and Wiegner [35]. For systems without
Uhlenbeck structure of the type

(1.4) ∂tu
i −

n∑
α=1

[
aiα(Du)

]
xα

= 0 for i = 1, . . . , N ,

with a nonlinear diffusion a that behaves asymptotically like the p-Laplacian at the origin,
i.e. s1−pa(sξ) → |ξ|p−2ξ in the limit s ↓ 0 for any ξ, partial C1,λ-regularity has been
established by Bögelein & Duzaar & Mingione [6].

In contrast to the interior regularity theory, the boundary regularity is largely an open
problem. There were two results achieved by Chen & DiBenedetto in [9] for the parabolic
systems with the Uhlenbeck structure in C1,λ-domains. The first was about the Hölder
continuity of a solution u up to the lateral boundary with any Hölder exponent in (0, 1),
given sufficiently regular boundary data; see also [13, Chapter X, Theorem 1.1]. The sec-
ond dealt with the Hölder continuity of Du up to the lateral boundary, given homogeneous



BOUNDARY REGULARITY FOR PARABOLIC SYSTEMS 3

boundary data; see [13, Chapter X, Theorem 1.2]. The results have been achieved by a
boundary flattening procedure. This allows us, after freezing the coefficients, to reduce
the problem to the interior case via reflection along the flat boundary. At this stage it is
important that the transformed coefficients admit certain quantitative Hölder-regularity. In
the course of the proof the authors established gradient sup-estimates for the model case of
p-Laplacian systems with homogeneous Dirichlet data when the boundary is flat; see [9,
Propositions 3.1, 3.1’]. These estimates serve as reference inequalities when comparing
the solution with the one to the frozen system. This is why ∂Ω and g are assumed to be
C1,λ. This approach fails in the case of Lipschitz domains.

Boundary regularity for more general parabolic systems has been considered by the
first author in [4]. The main result ensures the boundedness up to the lateral boundary
of the spatial derivative of weak solutions to asymptotically regular parabolic systems.
Roughly speaking this means that the C1-coefficients of the diffusion part behave like the
p-Laplacian when |Du| becomes large. The result holds true for inhomogeneous boundary
values. As in [9], the proof relies on a boundary flattening procedure and comparison
arguments. Therefore, ∂Ω and g have to be of class C1,λ.

1.1. Statement of the result. We assume that the nonlinearity a : R≥0 → R≥0 is of class
C1(R>0,R>0) and satisfies

(1.5) lim
r↓0

ra(r) = 0.

Moreover, a fulfills a standard monotonicity and p-growth condition

(1.6) m(µ2 + r2)
p−2

2 ≤ a(r) + ra′(r) ≤M(µ2 + r2)
p−2

2 for all r > 0,

with positive constants 0 < m ≤ M , some parameter µ ∈ [0, 1], and some growth ex-
ponent 2n

n+2 < p < ∞. Note that in the case µ > 0 the parabolic system (1.1) is non-
degenerate, while for µ = 0 the diffusion part becomes either degenerate or singular at
points with |Du| = 0. For the inhomogeneity b = (b1, . . . , bN ) : ΩT → RN we assume
the integrability condition

(1.7) b ∈ Lσ(ΩT ,RN ) for some σ > n+ 2.

Definition 1.1. Assume that the nonlinearity a and the inhomogeneity b satisfy the as-
sumptions (1.5) – (1.7). A map u : ΩT → RN with

u ∈ C0
(
[0, T ];L2(Ω,RN )

)
∩ Lp

(
0, T ;W 1,p(Ω,RN )

)
is called a weak solution to the nonlinear parabolic system (1.1) if and only if

(1.8)
¨

ΩT

[
u · ϕt − a(|Du|)Du ·Dϕ

]
dxdt =

¨
ΩT

b · ϕdxdt

for any test function ϕ ∈ C∞0 (Ω,RN ). 2

Throughout this article d denotes the scaling deficit given by

d :=

{ p
2 , if p ≥ 2,
2p

p(n+2)−2n , if 2n
n+2 < p < 2.

(1.9)

Now we can state our main result.

Theorem 1.2 (L∞-gradient bound at the boundary). Let Ω ⊂ Rn be an open bounded
convex set, and assume that the structural assumptions (1.5) – (1.7) are in force and let
u ∈ C0([0, T ];L2(Ω,RN ))∩Lp(0, T ;W 1,p(Ω,RN )) be a weak solution to the parabolic
system (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1 satisfying the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
condition

u ≡ 0 on (∂Ω)T ∩Q2%(zo) in the sense of traces,
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where zo = (xo, to) is a point with space center xo ∈ ∂Ω and time to ∈ (0, T ), and
% ∈ (0, 1

2

√
to). Then, we have

Du ∈ L∞
(
ΩT ∩Q%/2(zo)

)
.

Moreover, the following quantitative L∞-gradient bound

sup
ΩT∩Q%/2(zo)

|Du| ≤ C
[(

1 + %n+2‖b‖
(n+2)σ
σ−n−2

Lσ(ΩT∩Q%(zo))

)
−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%(zo)

(
1 + |Du|p

)
dxdt

] d
p

holds with a constant C depending on n,N, p, σ,m,M , and the geometry of the boundary.

Remark 1.3. The dependence of the constant C on the geometry of the boundary can be
quantified in terms of the expression Θ%/2(xo) defined in Section 2.1.

We point out that the gradient bound from the preceding theorem is the exact analogue
of the interior gradient bounds in [13, Chapter VIII, Thms. 5.1, 5.2’] for the case b = 0.

1.2. Strategy of the proof. The usual boundary flattening procedure via a local Lipschitz
representation of ∂Ω leads to a nonlinearity depending on the gradient of the Lipschitz
graph. Due to the limited regularity of ∂Ω, the transformed nonlinearity admits only a
measurable dependence on the spatial variables. This prevents the reduction of the problem
by freezing, comparing and reflection arguments to the interior. Therefore we pursue a
different strategy, which is inspired by ideas from Banerjee & Lewis [3]; see also [5] for the
corresponding boundary estimate for minimizers to integral functionals with non-standard
p, q growth. The present paper represents in some sense the parabolic counterpart of [3].

We establish the sup-estimate of Du in Theorem 1.2 as the limit of similar estimates
for more regular approximating problems. More precisely, we approximate the convex
domain Ω in Hausdorff distance from outside by smooth convex domains Ωε, regularize the
nonlinearity a into aε, extend u and b by zero outside of ΩT , and mollify them properly into
gε and bε. Then we solve in (Ωε)T ∩Q%(xo, to) the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem associated
to aε and bε, with boundary values gε on the parabolic boundary of (Ωε)T ∩ Q%(xo, to).
The unique solution uε – which exists by standard methods – fulfills the Dirichlet condition
uε = 0 on (∂Ωε)T ∩ Q%(xo, to) by construction. Since the domain of uε is smooth we
may use a reflection argument together with the interior C1,λ-regularity results and the
Schauder estimates for linear parabolic systems to show that these solutions are smooth up
to the boundary; see Appendix B.

Next, we prove a quantitative sup-estimate for Duε, which is uniform in the parameter
ε. Its proof consists of two steps. In the first step we derive an energy estimate for the
second order derivatives; see Proposition 3.2. The key ingredient is a differential geometric
identity from [24]; see Lemma 2.1. This identity allows us to exploit the convexity of
∂Ωε in the sense that the boundary integral, which cannot be controlled by integrals over
(Ωε)T ∩ Q%(xo, to), admits a sign and can be discarded in the estimate. Based on the
energy estimate, we then perform a Moser iteration, which leads to the sup-estimate for
Duε in Proposition 3.1.

Finally we pass to the limit ε ↓ 0, which can be achieved by certain compactness argu-
ments. Decisive for this argument are the uniform (in ε) energy estimates for the solutions
to the regularized problems. The main obstruction at this stage is that testing the original
parabolic system by the difference u − uε is not allowed, since uε does not admit zero
boundary values on (∂Ω)T ∩ Q%(xo, to). Moreover, u is not sufficiently regular in time,
i.e. the extension of u by zero outside of ΩT does not necessarily admit a distributional
time derivative on (Ωε)T ∩ Q%(xo, to). This is why we will not choose the zero exten-
sion of u as boundary values for uε, but the modified version gε := ηε(x)u. The cut-off
function ηε is chosen to vanish on the set {x ∈ Ω : dist(x, ∂Ω) < ε}. With the aid of
Hardy’s inequality, one checks that gε admits a time derivative in the dual space on the
domain (Ωε)T ∩ Q%(xo, to). Note that this choice of the boundary values does not affect
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the sup-estimate for Duε. On the other hand the choice allows us to derive an appropriate
uniform energy estimate for uε. Thus, we can pass to a weakly convergent subsequence
with the weak limit ũ. Since the sup-estimate for Duε is uniform in ε, it can be transferred
to Dũ. To conclude, it is left to show ũ = u. This however follows from the uniqueness.

Acknowledgments. V. Bögelein and N. Liao have been supported by the FWF-Project
P31956-N32 “Doubly nonlinear evolution equations”.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. A remark on convex domains. The dependence of the constant from Theorem 1.2
on the domain is given by the quantity

(2.1) Θ%(xo) :=
%n

|Ω ∩B%(xo)|
, for xo ∈ ∂Ω and % > 0.

Since every bounded convex set satisfies a uniform cone condition, Θ%(xo) can be bounded
independently of xo ∈ ∂Ω and % > 0 by a constant only depending on the domain Ω. For
a more detailed discussion, we refer to [5, Section 2.1].

2.2. A differential geometric identity. For a C2-domain Ω ⊂ Rn, the second fundamen-
tal form of ∂Ω is defined by

Bx(ξ, η) := −∂ξν(x) · η
for any x ∈ ∂Ω and all tangential vectors ξ, η ∈ Tx(∂Ω), where ν ∈ C1(∂Ω,Rn) denotes
the outer unit normal vector field on ∂Ω.

We will use the following differential geometric identity due to Grisvard [24, Eqn.
3,1,1,8].

Lemma 2.1. Let Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded C2-domain and w ∈ C1(Ω,Rn) a vector field.
Then we have the following identity on ∂Ω:

(w · ν) divw − ∂ww · ν
= divT((w · ν)wT)− (trace B)(w · ν)2 −B(wT, wT)− 2wT · ∇T(w · ν),

where wT := w − (w · ν)ν denotes the tangential component of w and ∇T, divT the
gradient and the divergence, respectively, with regard to the tangential directions.

Note that for a convex domain Ω, our sign convention for the second fundamental form
implies

Bx(η, η) ≤ 0 for any η ∈ Tx(∂Ω).

2.3. Properties of the coefficients a(r). Keeping in mind assumption (1.5), we observe

a(r) =
1

r

ˆ r

0

d

ds
[sa(s)]ds =

ˆ 1

0

[
a(rσ) + rσa′(rσ)

]
dσ for any r > 0.

Therefore, assumption (1.6) and standard estimates, cf. [22, Lemma 2.1], [1, Lemma 2.1],
imply

(2.2) c−1m
(
µ2 + r2

) p−2
2 ≤ a(r) ≤ cM

(
µ2 + r2

) p−2
2

for all r > 0 and a constant c = c(p). For the derivatives of the coefficients a(|ξ|)ξiα we
compute

∂ξjβ

[
a(|ξ|)ξiα

]
= a(|ξ|)δαβδij +

a′(|ξ|)
|ξ|

ξiαξ
j
β

for any ξ ∈ RNn with ξ 6= 0. This implies the monotonicity and growth property

(2.3) h(|ξ|)|λ|2 ≤
N∑

i,j=1

n∑
α,β=1

∂ξjβ

[
a(|ξ|)ξiα

]
λiαλ

j
β ≤H(|ξ|)|λ|2,
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for any ξ, λ ∈ RNn with ξ 6= 0, where we abbreviated

(2.4)

 h(r) := min{a(r),a(r) + ra′(r)} ≥ c−1m(µ2 + r2)
p−2

2 ,

H(r) := max{a(r),a(r) + ra′(r)} ≤ cM(µ2 + r2)
p−2

2 .

The estimates follow from (2.2) and (1.6) by distinguishing the cases a′(r) ≥ 0 and
a′(r) < 0.

2.4. Sobolev’s constant on convex domains. In order to determine the dependencies of
the constants in the Moser iteration, we rely on the following version of Sobolev’s embed-
ding valid for convex domains, cf. [12, Chapter 10, Thm. 8.1] and [5, Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 2.2. Let K ⊂ Rn be a bounded open convex set and 1 ≤ p < n. Then, for any
w ∈W 1,p(K) we have[
−
ˆ
K

|w|p
∗

dx

] 1
p∗

≤ c(n, p) (diamK)n

|K|
|K| 1n

[
−
ˆ
K

|Dw|p dx

] 1
p

+

[
−
ˆ
K

|w|p dx

] 1
p

,

with the Sobolev exponent p∗ = np
n−p .

2.5. Auxiliary lemmata. The following elementary assertions will be used in the Moser
iteration.

Lemma 2.3. Let A > 1, θ > 1, γ > 0 and k ∈ N. Then, we have
k∏
j=1

A
θk−j+1

γ(θk−1) = A
θ

γ(θ−1) for A, θ > 0.(2.5)

and
k∏
j=1

A
jθk−j+1

γ(θk−1) ≤ A
θ2

γ(θ−1)2 for A, θ > 1.(2.6)

Proof. For the first product we compute
k∏
j=1

A
θk−j+1

γ(θk−1) = exp

[
logA

k∑
j=1

θk−j+1

γ(θk − 1)

]

= exp

[
logA

γ(1− θ−k)

k∑
j=1

θ−j+1

]

= exp

[
logA

γ(1− θ−1)

]
= A

θ
γ(θ−1) .

Similarly, we re-write the second product in the form
k∏
j=1

A
jθk−j+1

γ(θk−1) = exp

[
logA

k∑
j=1

jθk−j+1

γ(θk − 1)

]
= exp

[
logA

γ(1− θ−k)

k∑
j=1

jθ−j+1

]
.

To estimate the right-hand side further, we observe that for any t ∈ (0, 1) we have

1

1− tk
k∑
j=1

jtj−1 =
1

1− tk
d

dt

k∑
j=0

tj =
1

1− tk
d

dt

1− tk+1

1− t
≤ 1

(1− t)2
.

We use this estimate with the choice t = θ−1 ∈ (0, 1) and obtain
k∏
j=1

A
jθk−j+1

γ(θk−1) ≤ exp

[
logA

γ(1− θ−1)2

]
= A

θ2

γ(θ−1)2 .

This proves the claim. �
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3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES FOR SMOOTH SOLUTIONS

We begin by proving the desired gradient bound in the case of regular data. More
precisely, we additionally assume that the boundary ∂Ω is of class C2 and that the solution
is of class C3. Moreover, we consider parabolic systems that are non-degenerate, i.e.
µ > 0, and inhomogeneities with spt b b Ω× R. The precise statement reads as follows.

Proposition 3.1. Let Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded convex domain with C2-boundary, B%(xo)
a ball with %n

2n|Ω∩B%/2(xo)| ≤ Θ for some constant Θ > 0, and (to − %2, to) ⊂ (0, T ).

Moreover, we assume that u ∈ C3(ΩT ∩Q%(zo),RN ) is a solution to the parabolic system

(3.1) ∂tu
i −

n∑
α=1

[
a(|Du|)uixα

]
xα

= bi in ΩT ∩Q%(zo),

for i = 1, . . . , N , where a and b satisfy assumptions (1.5) – (1.7) with µ ∈ (0, 1] and

spt b b Ω× R.

Moreover, u ≡ 0 on (∂Ω)T ∩Q2%(zo). Then we have the gradient sup-estimate

sup
ΩT∩Q%/2(zo)

|Du|

≤ C
[(

1 + %n+2‖b‖
(n+2)σ
σ−n−2

Lσ(ΩT∩Q%(zo))

)
−−
¨

ΩT∩Q3%/4(zo)

(
1 + |Du|p

)
dxdt

] d
p

,(3.2)

for some constant C that depends at most on n,N, p, σ,m,M , and Θ and where d denotes
the scaling deficit defined in (1.9).

The proof is given in the following subsections.

3.1. Energy estimates for second order derivatives. The first step in the proof of Propo-
sition 3.1 is the derivation of an energy estimate for smooth solutions to the parabolic
system (3.1).

Proposition 3.2 (Energy estimate for second derivatives). Suppose the hypotheses in
Proposition 3.1 hold. Then, for any non-negative increasing C1-function Φ : R≥0 → R≥0,
any cut-off function φ ∈ C∞0 (B%(xo),R≥0) and any non-negative Lipschitz continuous
function χ : [to − %2, to]→ R≥0 we have the estimate

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2

[
∂t
[
Ψ(|Du|)

]
+ 1

2Φ(|Du|)
n∑

α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβu
i
xαxγu

j
xβxγ

]
dxdt

≤ 2

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χΦ(|Du|)
n∑

α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβφxαu
i
xγφxβu

j
xγdxdt

+

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2Φ(|Du|)Du ·Dbdxdt,(3.3)

where we abbreviated

(3.4) Ψ(s) :=

ˆ s

0

Φ(τ)τdτ

and

(3.5) bijαβ := a(|Du|)δαβδij +
a′(|Du|)
|Du|

uixαu
j
xβ

for α, β = 1, . . . , n and i, j = 1, . . . , N .
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Remark 3.3. We note that the monotonicity conditions (1.6) and (2.4) imply the ellipticity
and growth estimates

(3.6) c−1m
(
µ2 + |Du|2

) p−2
2 |λ|2 ≤

n∑
α,β=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβλ
i
αλ

j
β ≤ cM

(
µ2 + |Du|2

) p−2
2 |λ|2

for any λ ∈ RNn, cf. (2.3). Therefore, the preceding proposition yields an energy estimate
of the form¨

ΩT∩Q%
χφ2

[
∂t
[
Ψ(|Du|)

]
+ m

C Φ(|Du|)
(
µ2 + |Du|2

) p−2
2 |D2u|2

]
dxdt

≤ CM
¨

ΩT∩Q%
χΦ(|Du|)

(
µ2 + |Du|2

) p
2 |Dφ|2dxdt

+

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2Φ(|Du|)Du ·Dbdxdt,(3.7)

with a constant C = C(p) ≥ 1. This will be the starting point for the Moser iteration. 2

Remark 3.4. It is crucial that Proposition 3.2 holds for cylinders with arbitrary centers
zo, not only for points in the lateral boundary. This allows us to apply it on regularized
domains Ωε ⊃ Ω, with the choice zo ∈ ∂Ω× (0, T ) independently of ε > 0. 2

Proof of Proposition 3.2. For the sake of convenience, we omit the reference to the center
zo in our notation. We write ve for the directional derivative of a function v in the direction
e ∈ Rn. We start by differentiating (3.1) in the direction e. In view of the identities

(3.8) (|Du|)e =

N∑
j=1

n∑
β=1

ujxβu
j
xβe

|Du|
and

[
a(|Du|)

]
e

=
a′(|Du|)
|Du|

N∑
j=1

n∑
β=1

ujxβu
j
xβe

we obtain for i = 1, . . . , N that

(bi)e = ∂tu
i
e −

n∑
α=1

[
a(|Du|)uixα

]
xαe

= ∂tu
i
e −

n∑
α,β=1

N∑
j=1

[
bijαβ(x, t)ujxβe

]
xα
.(3.9)

In the last line, we used the abbreviation introduced in (3.5). Next, we compute

I :=

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

[
a′(|Du|)
|Du|

uixαu
i
xγu

j
xβ
ujxβxγ

]
xα

=

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

a′(|Du|)
|Du|

uixαu
i
xαxγu

j
xβ
ujxβxγ

+

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

uixγ

[
a′(|Du|)
|Du|

uixαu
j
xβ
ujxβxγ

]
xα

=

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

[
bijαβu

i
xαxγu

j
xβxγ

+ uixγ
[
bijαβu

j
xβxγ

]
xα

]

−
n∑

α,γ=1

N∑
i=1

[
a(|Du|)uixαxγu

i
xαxγ + uixγ

[
a(|Du|)uixαxγ

]
xα

]
.

We note that the last term on the right-hand side of the preceding identity is equal to
∆[g(|Du|)], where ∆ stands for the Laplacian, and g is defined by

g(s) :=

ˆ s

0

ra(r)dr for any s > 0.
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Using the differentiated system (3.9) with e = eγ we thus obtain

I =

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβu
i
xαxγu

j
xβxγ

−∆
[
g(|Du|)

]
+ 1

2∂t|Du|
2 −Du ·Db.(3.10)

On the other hand, a direct calculation gives

I + ∆
[
g(|Du|)

]
= L

[
g(|Du|)

]
,(3.11)

where L denotes the second order elliptic differential operator defined by

(3.12) L[v] :=

n∑
α,γ=1

[
cαγvxγ

]
xα
,

with coefficients

cαγ(x) :=
1

a(|Du|)

[
a(|Du|)δαγ +

a′(|Du|)
|Du|

N∑
i=1

uixαu
i
xγ

]
(3.13)

= δαγ +
a′(|Du|)
|Du|a(|Du|)

N∑
i=1

uixαu
i
xγ .

Joining (3.10) and (3.11), we find

1
2∂t|Du|

2 +

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβu
i
xαxγu

j
xβxγ

= L
[
g(|Du|)

]
+Du ·Db.(3.14)

We now multiply this identity by φ2(x), where φ ∈ C∞0 (B%,R≥0) is a smooth cut-off
function. In the resulting equation we examine the diffusion term on the right-hand side.
We start by noting that

n∑
γ=1

cαγg(|Du|)xγ =

n∑
β,γ=1

N∑
j=1

a(|Du|)cαγujxβu
j
xβxγ

(3.15)

=

n∑
β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβu
i
xγu

j
xβxγ

for α = 1, . . . , n, where we used first (3.8)1 with e = eβ and then the definition (3.13) for
the coefficients cαβ and (3.5). This allows us to compute

φ2L
[
g(|Du|)

]
=

n∑
α,γ=1

[
φ2cαγg(|Du|)xγ

]
xα
− 2φ

n∑
α,γ=1

φxαcαγg(|Du|)xγ

= II− 2φ

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβφxαu
i
xγu

j
xβxγ

,

with the obvious meaning of II. Inserting this identity into (3.14) multiplied by φ2 as
described above, we deduce

φ2

[
1
2∂t|Du|

2 +

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβu
i
xαxγu

j
xβxγ

]

= II− 2φ

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβφxαu
i
xγu

j
xβxγ

+ φ2Du ·Db.
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Next, we note that due to (3.6), the matrix (bijαβ) defines a positive definite bilinear form
on RNn, which grants a Young type inequality for quadratic forms. That is,

2φ

∣∣∣∣ n∑
α,β=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβφxαu
i
xγu

j
xβxγ

∣∣∣∣
≤ 1

2φ
2

n∑
α,β=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβu
i
xαxγu

j
xβxγ

+ 2

n∑
α,β=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβφxαu
i
xγφxβu

j
xγ ,

for any γ = 1, . . . , n. Using this estimate in the identity above and re-absorbing the term
containing the second derivatives of u into the left-hand side yields

1
2φ

2

[
∂t|Du|2 +

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβu
i
xαxγu

j
xβxγ

]

≤ II + 2

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβφxαu
i
γφxβu

j
xγ + φ2Du ·Db.

Next, we multiply this identity by χ(t)Φ(|Du|), where χ : [to − %2, to] → R≥0 is a non-
negative Lipschitz continuous function and Φ ∈ C1(R≥0,R≥0) is increasing. For the term
involving the time derivative we compute

1
2Φ(|Du|)∂t|Du|2 = Φ(|Du|)|Du|∂t|Du| = ∂t

[ ˆ |Du|
0

Φ(τ)τ dτ

]
= ∂t

[
Ψ(|Du|)

]
,

with the function Ψ defined in (3.4) and obtain

χφ2

[
∂t
[
Ψ(|Du|)

]
+ 1

2Φ(|Du|)
n∑

α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβu
i
xαxγu

j
xβxγ

]

≤ χΦ(|Du|)
[
II + 2

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβφxαu
i
γφxβu

j
xγ + φ2Du ·Db

]
.(3.16)

Next, we analyze the term containing II, which will result in a boundary term. Indeed,

Φ(|Du|)II = Φ(|Du|)
n∑

α,γ=1

[
φ2cαγg(|Du|)xγ

]
xα

=

n∑
α,γ=1

[
φ2Φ(|Du|)cαγg(|Du|)xγ

]
xα
− φ2

n∑
α,γ=1

cαγΦ(|Du|)xαg(|Du|)xγ

≤
n∑

α,γ=1

[
φ2Φ(|Du|)cαγg(|Du|)xγ

]
xα
.

In the last line we used
n∑

α,γ=1

cαγΦ(|Du|)xαg(|Du|)xγ = Φ′(|Du|)g′(|Du|)
n∑

α,γ=1

cαγ |Du|xα |Du|xγ ≥ 0,

since Φ and g are both increasing and that the coefficients cαγ are positive definite.
We now integrate χΦ(|Du|)II over ΩT ∩Q% and perform an integration by parts. This

leads to a boundary integral. More precisely, denoting by ν the outward unit normal vector
on ∂Ω, we have¨

ΩT∩Q%
χΦ(|Du|)II dxdt(3.17)
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≤
¨

(∂Ω)T∩Q%
χφ2Φ(|Du|)

n∑
α,γ=1

cαγg(|Du|)xγνα dHn−1dt

=

¨
(∂Ω)T∩Q%

χφ2Φ(|Du|)
n∑

α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβu
i
xγu

j
xβxγ

να dHn−1dt.

The last step follows from (3.15). Now, we analyze the integrand on the right-hand side by
recalling the explicit form of the coefficients. In view of (3.5), we obtain

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβu
i
xγu

j
xβxγ

να

=

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

[
a(|Du|)δαβδij +

a′(|Du|)
|Du|

uixαu
j
xβ

]
uixγu

j
xβxγ

να

=

n∑
α,γ=1

N∑
i=1

a(|Du|)uixγu
i
xαxγνα +

N∑
i=1

uiν

n∑
β,γ=1

N∑
j=1

a′(|Du|)
|Du|

uixγu
j
xβ
ujxβxγ .

At this point, we apply the differential geometric identity in Lemma 2.1 to the vector fields
w := ∇ui, i = 1, . . . , N . In our case, the tangential components of w vanish since u ≡ 0
on (∂Ω)T ∩Q%. Hence, Lemma 2.1 yields the identity

∆uiuiν −
n∑

α,γ=1

uixγu
i
xαxγνα = −(trace B)

(
uiν
)2

on (∂Ω)T ∩Q%

for i = 1, . . . , N . Here, B denotes the second fundamental form of ∂Ω. Note that
traceB ≤ 0, since Ω is convex. Therefore, in the above identity the right-hand side is
non-negative. This allows us to continue in estimating the boundary integral above. More
precisely, on (∂Ω)T ∩Q% we obtain

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβu
i
xγu

j
xβxγ

να

≤
N∑
i=1

uiν

n∑
β,γ=1

N∑
j=1

[
a(|Du|)δγβδij +

a′(|Du|)
|Du|

uixγu
j
xβ

]
ujxβxγ

=

N∑
i=1

uiν

n∑
β,γ=1

N∑
j=1

bijγβu
j
xβxγ

=

N∑
i=1

uiν

n∑
γ=1

[
a(|Du|)uixγ

]
xγ

= uν · ∂tu− uν · b = 0.

In the last line, we used the parabolic system (3.1), the fact ∂tu ≡ 0 on (∂Ω)T ∩ Q% and
spt b b ΩT . Recalling (3.17), we deduce that¨

ΩT∩Q%
χΦ(|Du|)II dxdt ≤ 0.

Therefore, integrating (3.16) over ΩT ∩Q% we obtain
¨

ΩT∩Q%
χφ2

[
∂t
[
Ψ(|Du|)

]
+ 1

2Φ(|Du|)
n∑

α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβu
i
xαxγu

j
xβxγ

]
dxdt

≤
¨

ΩT∩Q%
χΦ(|Du|)

[
2

n∑
α,β,γ=1

N∑
i,j=1

bijαβφxαu
i
γφxβu

j
xγ + φ2Du ·Db

]
dxdt.

This finishes the proof of the proposition. �
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3.2. A reverse Hölder type inequality. Here, we work in the setting of Proposition 3.1.
Again we omit the reference to the center zo in our notation. By ζ ∈ C1(R≥0, [0, 1]) we
denote a cut-off function with respect to the time variable that satisfies ζ ≡ 0 on [0, 1

2 ],
ζ ≡ 1 on [1,∞) and 0 ≤ ζ ′ ≤ 3 on [ 1

2 , 1]. Moreover, we consider a cut-off function
φ ∈ C∞0 (B%, [0, 1]) with respect to the spatial variables. In the energy estimate (3.7) we
choose the non-negative increasing function Φ : R≥0 → R≥0 in the form

Φ(s) := Φ̃
(√

µ2 + s2
)

with Φ̃(τ) := ζ2(τ)τ2α for some α ≥ 0.

We could omit the cut-off function ζ in the case µ = 1. For the sake of a unified approach
we proceed using ζ in any case. In the sequel we use the abbreviation

H(ξ) :=
√
µ2 + |ξ|2 for ξ ∈ RNn,

so that Φ(|ξ|) = Φ̃(H(ξ)). With this notation, we have

Ψ(|Du|) :=

ˆ |Du|
0

Φ(s)sds =

ˆ H(Du)

µ

ζ2(τ)τ2α+1dτ ≤ 1
2+2α H(Du)2+2α.(3.18)

Since H(0) ≡ µ ≤ 1 we deduce the lower bound

(3.19) Ψ(|Du|) ≥ 1
2+2α H(Du)2+2α − 1

2+2α .

Now, we start with estimating the second integral on the right-hand side of (3.7). Since
spt b(·, t) b Ω for any t ∈ [0, T ] and since φ ∈ C∞0 (B%), we are allowed to integrate by
parts (with respect to x) in the integral containing b and obtain

N∑
i=1

n∑
α=1

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2Φ(|Du|)uixαb
i
xα dxdt

= −
N∑
i=1

n∑
α=1

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χbi
[
φ2Φ(|Du|)uixα

]
xα

dxdt

= −
N∑

i,j=1

n∑
α,β=1

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2bi
[
Φ(|Du|)δαβδij + Φ′(|Du|)

uixαu
j
xβ

|Du|

]
ujxαxβ dxdt

− 2

N∑
i=1

n∑
α=1

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ biΦ(|Du|)φxαuixα dxdt

=: I + II,

with the obvious meaning of I and II. The first integral can be estimated as

I ≤ c(n,N)

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2|b|
[
Φ(|Du|) + |Du|Φ′(|Du|)

]
|D2u|dxdt.

To estimate the term in brackets we note that |Du| ≤ H(Du), ζ ≤ 1 and |Du| ≤
H(Du) ≤ 1 whenever ζ ′(H(Du)) 6= 0 and finally H(Du) ≥ 1

2 whenever ζ(H(Du)) 6=
0. Therefore, we obtain

Φ(|Du|) + |Du|Φ′(|Du|)
≤ ζ(H(Du))H(Du)2α

[
(1 + 2α)ζ(H(Du)) + 2ζ ′(H(Du))|Du|

]
≤ c (1 + 2α)ζ(H(Du))H(Du)2α

≤ c (1 + 2α)ζ(H(Du))H(Du)2α+
p−2+(2−p)+

2 .

Inserting this above yields

I ≤ c (1 + 2α)

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2|b|ζ(H(Du))H(Du)2α+
p−2+(2−p)+

2 |D2u|dxdt
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≤ m

2C

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)p+2α−2|D2u|2dxdt

+
c (1 + 2α)2

m

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2H(Du)2α+(2−p)+ |b|2dxdt

=:
m

2C
I1 +

c (1 + 2α)2

m
I2,

for a constant c = c(n,N, p). In the last estimate we used Young’s inequality. The constant
C is from the energy estimate (3.7) and depends only on p. The second term is bounded
by

II ≤ 2

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ |b|Φ(|Du|)|Dφ||Du|dxdt

≤ 2

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ |b|ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)2α+1|Dφ|dxdt

≤ c
¨

ΩT∩Q%
χφ |b|H(Du)2α+

p+(2−p)+
2 |Dφ|dxdt

≤ cM
¨

ΩT∩Q%
χH(Du)p+2α|Dφ|2 dxdt+ 1

M I2,

where, in the second-to-last step, we again used the fact H(Du) ≥ 1
2 on the support of

ζ(H(Du)), and in the last step we applied Young’s inequality. Using the above estimates
for I and II in (3.7) and re-absorbing the term m

2C I1 into the left-hand side, we arrive at¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2
[
∂t
[
Ψ(|Du|)

]
+ m

2C ζ
2(H(Du))H(Du)p+2α−2|D2u|2

]
dxdt

≤ c
¨

ΩT∩Q%
χH(Du)p+2α|Dφ|2 dxdt+ c(1 + 2α)2I2,(3.20)

where c = c(m,M,n,N, p). In (3.20) we choose χ in the form of a product of two
functions χ and χ̃. We choose the first function χ ∈ W 1,∞([to − %2, to]

)
to satisfy 0 ≤

χ ≤ 1, χ(to − %2) = 0, and ∂tχ ≥ 0, while the second one is defined by

χ̃(t) :=


1, t ∈ [to − %2, τ ],

1− t−τ
δ , t ∈ (τ, τ + δ),

0, t ∈ [τ + δ, to],

where δ > 0 and to − %2 < τ < τ + δ < to. With this specification of χ we consider the
first integral on the left-hand side. We perform an integration by parts with respect to time
and obtain (observe that no boundary terms occur due to the choice of χ and χ̃)¨

ΩT∩Q%
φ2χχ̃∂t

[
Ψ(|Du|)

]
dxdt

= −
¨

ΩT∩Q%
φ2∂t

[
χ(t)χ̃(t)

]
Ψ(|Du|) dxdt

= −
¨

ΩT∩Q%
φ2
[
χ̃∂tχ+ χ∂tχ̃

]
Ψ(|Du|) dxdt

= −
¨

ΩT∩Q%
χ̃φ2∂tχΨ(|Du|) dxdt+

1

δ

¨
ΩT∩B%×(τ,τ+δ)

χφ2Ψ(|Du|) dxdt.

We insert this into (3.20) and pass to the limit δ ↓ 0. For τ ∈ (to − %2, to) we obtainˆ
Ω∩B%×{τ}

χφ2Ψ(|Du|) dx
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+

¨
ΩT∩B%×(to−%2,τ)

χφ2ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)p+2α−2|D2u|2 dxdt

≤ c
[¨

ΩT∩Q%
χH(Du)p+2α|Dφ|2 dxdt+ (1 + 2α)2I2 + I3

]
,

where I3 is defined by

I3 :=
1

2(1 + α)

¨
ΩT∩Q%

φ2∂tχH(Du)2+2α dxdt.

In the estimate leading to I3 we used (3.18) and the fact that ∂tχ ≥ 0. Note that I3 is non-
negative. Observe also that the right-hand side of the preceding inequality is independent
of τ . Therefore we can pass to the limit τ ↑ to in the second integral on the left-hand side,
while in the first integral we can take the supremum over τ ∈ (to − %2, to). This implies

sup
to−%2<τ<to

ˆ
Ω∩B%×{τ}

χφ2Ψ(|Du|) dx

+

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)p+2α−2|D2u|2 dxdt

≤ c
[¨

ΩT∩Q%
χH(Du)p+2α|Dφ|2 dxdt+ (1 + 2α)2I2 + I3

]
,

with a constant c = c(n,N,m,M, p). In order to bound the sup-term from below, we use
(3.19) and multiply the resulting inequality by (p+ 2α), from which we deduce

sup
to−%2<τ<to

ˆ
Ω∩B%×{τ}

χφ2H(Du)2+2α dx

+ (p+ 2α)

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)p+2α−2|D2u|2 dxdt

≤ c (p+2α)

¨
ΩT∩Q%

[
‖Dφ‖2L∞H(Du)p+2α + ‖∂tχ‖L∞H(Du)2+2α

]
dxdt

+ c (p+ 2α)3

¨
ΩT∩Q%

χφ2H(Du)2α+(2−p)+ |b|2 dxdt+ |Ω ∩B%|,

for a constant c depending on n,N,m,M, and p. After taking means, the preceding esti-
mate takes the form

sup
to−%2<τ<to

−
ˆ

Ω∩B%×{τ}
χφ2H(Du)2+2α dx

+ (p+ 2α)%2−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%
χφ2ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)p+2α−2|D2u|2 dxdt

≤ c (p+ 2α)R1 + c (p+ 2α)3R2 + 1 =: R,(3.21)

for a constant c = c(n,N,m,M, p) ≥ 1 and with the abbreviations

R1 := %2−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%

[
‖Dφ‖2L∞H(Du)p+2α + ‖∂tχ‖L∞H(Du)2+2α

]
dxdt

and

R2 := %2−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%
χφ2H(Du)2α+(2−p)+ |b|2 dxdt.

Observe that we kept the cut-off function χφ2 in the integrand of the last integral. The
reason for that will become clear later.
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The next step is to perform an interpolation argument of Gagliardo-Nirenberg type. For
the parameter δ := 2(1+α)

n > 0, we compute∣∣∣D[φ1+ 2
n ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)

p+2α+2δ
2

]∣∣∣
≤ p+2α+2δ

2 φ1+ 2
n ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)

p+2α−2+2δ
2 |D2u|

+ 2φ1+ 2
n ζ(H(Du))ζ ′(H(Du))H(Du)

p+2α+2δ
2 |D2u|

+ n+2
n φ

2
n |Dφ|ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)

p+2α+2δ
2

≤ c (p+ 2α)φ1+ 2
n ζ(H(Du))H(Du)

p+2α−2+2δ
2 |D2u|

+ c ‖Dφ‖L∞φ
2
nH(Du)

p+2α+2δ
2 ,(3.22)

for a constant c = c(n). In the last step, we used the fact that H(Du) ≤ 1 on the support
of ζ ′(H(Du)), as well as the bounds ζ ≤ 1 and ζ ′ ≤ 3. On a fixed time slice we apply
Sobolev’s embedding in Lemma 2.2 with p = 2n

n+2 and then inequality (3.22), with the
result

−
ˆ

Ω∩B%
φ2+ 4

n ζ4(H(Du))H(Du)p+2α+2δ dx

≤ 2C2
Sob%

2

[
−
ˆ

Ω∩B%

∣∣D[φ1+ 2
n ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)

p+2α+2δ
2

]∣∣ 2n
n+2 dx

]n+2
n

+ 2

[
−
ˆ

Ω∩B%

∣∣φ1+ 2
n ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)

p+2α+2δ
2

∣∣ 2n
n+2 dx

]n+2
n

≤ cC2
Sob%

2(p+ 2α)2

[
−
ˆ

Ω∩B%

[
φ1+ 2

n ζ(H(Du))H(Du)
p+2α−2

2 +δ|D2u|
] 2n
n+2

dx

]n+2
n

+ cC2
Sob%

2‖Dφ‖2L∞
[
−
ˆ

Ω∩B%

∣∣φ 2
nH(Du)

p+2α
2 +δ

∣∣ 2n
n+2 dx

]n+2
n

.

In the last line, we used the estimate ‖φ‖L∞ ≤ %‖Dφ‖L∞ , which holds true since φ has
compact support in B%, and we assumed that CSob ≥ 1. According to Lemma 2.2, we can
choose the Sobolev constant CSob only depending on n and Θ. Next, we estimate both
integrals on the right-hand side by means of Hölder’s inequality with exponents n+2

n and
n+2

2 , which leads to

−
ˆ

Ω∩B%
φ2+ 4

n ζ4(H(Du))H(Du)p+2α+2δ dx ≤ cC2
Sob%

2 II1 · II
2
n
2 ,

where

II1 := (p+ 2α)2 −
ˆ

Ω∩B%
φ2ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)p+2α−2|D2u|2 dx

+ ‖Dφ‖2L∞ −
ˆ

Ω∩B%
H(Du)p+2α dx

and

II2 := −
ˆ

Ω∩B%
φ2H(Du)nδdx.

At this point, the reason for our choice of δ becomes clear. In fact, we have chosen δ in
such a way that nδ = 2 + 2α coincides with the integrability exponent in the sup-term of
the energy inequality (3.21). We multiply the preceding inequality by χ(t)1+ 2

n and take
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the mean with respect to t over the interval (to − %2, to). In this way we obtain

−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%
[χφ2]1+ 2

n ζ4(H(Du))H(Du)p+2α+2δ dxdt

≤ cC2
Sob%

2 −
ˆ

(to−%2,to)

χ(t)II1 ·
[
−
ˆ

Ω∩B%
χφ2H(Du)2+2αdx

] 2
n

dt

≤ cC2
Sob%

2 R
2
n −
ˆ

(to−%2,to)

χ(t)II1dt.(3.23)

In the last line we used the energy inequality (3.21). Recall that R denotes the right-hand
side of (3.21). For the estimate of the last integral, we again apply (3.21) and use the
definition of R, with the result

−
ˆ

(to−%2,to)

χ(t)II1dt ≤ (p+ 2α)2−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%
χφ2ζ2(H(Du))H(Du)p+2α−2|D2u|2 dx

+ ‖Dφ‖2L∞−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%
H(Du)p+2α dxdt

≤ c (p+ 2α)

%2
R,

where the constant c depends on n,N,m,M, p, and Θ. Joining this with (3.23) yields(
−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%
[χφ2]1+ 2

nH(Du)p+2α+2δdxdt

) n
n+2

≤ 1 +

(
−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%
[χφ2]1+ 2

n ζ4(H(Du))H(Du)p+2α+2δdxdt

) n
n+2

≤ c (p+ 2α)R.(3.24)

Our next goal is to estimate R2. In view of the integrability assumption (1.7), i.e. b ∈
Lσ(ΩT ,RN ) with σ > n+ 2, we can use Hölder’s inequality to estimate

R2 ≤ Θ
2
σ [b]2σ,ΩT∩Q%

(
−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%

[
χφ2H(Du)2α+(2−p)+

] σ
σ−2 dxdt

)σ−2
σ

(3.25)

where we defined

[b]σ,ΩT∩Q% :=

[
%σ−n−2

¨
ΩT∩Q%

|b|σdxdt

] 1
σ

.

Here we used the fact that %n+2/|ΩT ∩ Q%| is bounded by Θ. In order to estimate the
integral on the right-hand side of (3.25) further, we interpolate the L

σ
σ−2 -norm between

the L1-norm and the L
n+2
n -norm, which is possible since σ > n+ 2. For every κ > 0, this

yields the bound

R2 ≤ Θ
2
σ [b]2σ,ΩT∩Q%

[
κ

(
−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%

[
χφ2H(Du)2α+(2−p)+

]n+2
n dxdt

) n
n+2

+ κ−
n+2

σ−n−2−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%
χφ2H(Du)2α+(2−p)+ dxdt

]
≤ Θ

2
σ [b]2σ,ΩT∩Q%

[
κ

(
−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%
[χφ2]

n+2
n

[
H(Du)p+2α+2δ + 1

]
dxdt

) n
n+2

+ κ−
n+2

σ−n−2−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%

[
H(Du)p+2α + 1

]
dxdt

]
.(3.26)
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In the last line, we used the fact that[
2α+ (2− p)+

]
n+2
n ≤ p+ 2α+ 2δ and 2α+ (2− p)+ ≤ p+ 2α.

The latter hold true for any α ≥ 0 and p ≥ 1. Joining estimates (3.24) and (3.26), we
arrive at[

1− c (p+ 2α)3Θ
2
σ [b]2σ,ΩT∩Q%κ

][
−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%
[χφ2]1+ 2

nH(Du)p+2α+2δ dxdt

] n
n+2

≤ c (p+ 2α)R1 + cΘ
2
σ (p+ 2α)3[b]2σ,Ω∩Q%κ+ 1

+ cΘ
2
σ (p+ 2α)3[b]2σ,ΩT∩Q%κ

− n+2
σ−n−2−−

¨
ΩT∩Q%

[
H(Du)p+2α + 1

]
dxdt.

At this stage, we choose the parameter κ > 0 so small that

c (p+ 2α)3Θ
2
σ [b]2σ,ΩT∩Q%κ = 1

2 .

This implies in particular that the second term on the right-hand side equals 1
2 . On the

other hand the coefficient in front of the last term on the right equals

1
2κ
−1− n+2

σ−n−2 = 1
2κ
− σ
σ−n−2 =

[
c (p+ 2α)3Θ

2
σ [b]2σ,ΩT∩Q%

] σ
σ−n−2

.

This turns the preceding estimate into[
−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%
[χφ2]1+ 2

nH(Du)p+2α+2δdxdt

] n
n+2

≤ c (p+ 2α)
3σ

σ−n−2

[
1 + R1 + [b]

2σ
σ−n−2

σ,ΩT∩Q%−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%

[
H(Du)p+2α + 1

]
dxdt

]
for a constant c depending only on n,N,m,M, p, σ, and Θ. By an application of Young’s
inequality, we can rewrite the above inequality and obtain the reverse Hölder type estimate[

−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%
[χφ2]1+ 2

nH(Du)p+2α+2δ dxdt

] n
n+2

≤ c (p+ 2α)
3σ

σ−n−2γo−−
¨

ΩT∩Q%

[
H(Du)q+2α + 1

]
dxdt,(3.27)

where we defined q := max{p, 2} and moreover abbreviated

γo := 1 + %2‖Dφ‖2L∞ + %2‖∂tχ‖L∞ + [b]
2σ

σ−n−2

σ,ΩT∩Q% .

For the constant c above we have the dependencies c(n,N,m,M, p, σ,Θ). For the Moser
iteration scheme we need to compare the exponents on both sides of (3.27). We have

p+ 2α+ 2δ = q + 2α+ 4
n (1 + α)− (q − p) > q + 2α,

since p > 2n
n+2 > 2− 4

n .

3.3. The iteration scheme. We fix radii r, s with %
2 ≤ r < s ≤ % and define

%k := r + 1
2k

(s− r) and Qk := Q%k(xo, to)

for k ∈ N0. We choose cut-off functions φk ∈ C∞0 (B%k(xo), [0, 1]) such that φk ≡ 1 on
B%k+1

(xo) and |Dφk| ≤ 2k+2

s−r and χk ∈W 1,∞((to−%2
k, to), [0, 1]) such that χk(to−%2

k) =

0, χk ≡ 1 on (to−%2
k+1, to), and 0 ≤ ∂tχk ≤ 22(k+2)

(s−r)2 . With these specifications inequality
(3.27) yields[

1

|ΩT ∩Qk−1|

¨
ΩT∩Qk

H(Du)q+2α(1+ 2
n )−(q−p)+ 4

n dxdt

] n
n+2
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≤ Co4
k%2

(s− r)2
(p+ 2α)

3σ
σ−n−2−−

¨
ΩT∩Qk−1

[
H(Du)q+2α + 1

]
dxdt,(3.28)

for a constant Co of the type

(3.29) Co := C
(

1 + [b]
2σ

σ−n−2

σ,ΩT∩Q%

)
.

Here C denotes a universal constant depending on n,N,m,M, p, σ, and Θ. To bound the
left-hand side of (3.28) we use the fact

|ΩT ∩Qk|
|ΩT ∩Qk−1|

≥
|ΩT ∩Q%/2|
|Q%|

≥
|Ω ∩B%/2|
4|B1|%n

≥ 1

c(n)Θ
.

We use this in (3.28) and obtain[
−−
¨

ΩT∩Qk
H(Du)q+2α(1+ 2

n )−(q−p)+ 4
n dxdt

] n
n+2

≤ Co4
k%2

(s− r)2
(p+ 2α)

3σ
σ−n−2−−

¨
ΩT∩Qk−1

[
H(Du)q+2α + 1

]
dxdt,(3.30)

for some constant Co with the same structure as the one in (3.29). We now define recur-
sively a sequence (βk)k∈No by βo := 0 and

2βk := 2βk−1

(
1 + 2

n

)
− (q − p) + 4

n .

Induction leads to

(3.31) βk =
4− n(q − p)

4

[(
1 +

2

n

)k
− 1
]
.

The choice α = βk−1 turns (3.30) into[
−−
¨

ΩT∩Qk
H(Du)q+2βk dxdt

] n
n+2

≤ Co4
k%2

(s− r)2
(1 + βk)

3σ
σ−n−2

[
−−
¨

ΩT∩Qk−1

H(Du)q+2βk−1 dxdt+ 1

]
.(3.32)

In the last line we used βk−1 < βk to replace p+ 2βk−1 by 2p(1 + βk). The constant Co
in the above estimate is up to a multiplicative factor the same as the one from (3.29). This,
however, does not change the dependencies in Co. To proceed further let

Ak := −−
¨

ΩT∩Qk
H(Du)q+2βk dxdt.

In terms ofAk the reverse Hölder inequality (3.32) leads to a recursion formula

Ak ≤
[
Co4

k%2

(s− r)2
(1 + βk)

3σ
σ−n−2

]1+ 2
n (
Ak−1 + 1

)1+ 2
n ∀ k ∈ N.

Iteration of this inequality gives

Ak ≤
k∏
j=1

[
Co4

j%2

(s− r)2
(1 + βj)

3σ
σ−n−2

](1+ 2
n )k−j+1(

A0 + 1
)(1+ 2

n )k

for any k ∈ N. Here we enlarged Co by a factor 2. We take this inequality to the power
1

q+2βk
and obtain

(3.33) A
1

q+2βk

k ≤
k∏
j=1

[
Co4

j%2

(s− r)2
(1 + βj)

3σ
σ−n−2

] (1+ 2
n

)k−j+1

q+2βk (
A0 + 1

) (1+ 2
n

)k

q+2βk .

Note that

lim
k→∞

(1 + 2
n )k

q + 2βk
=

2

4− n(q − p)
.
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Therefore, we have

(3.34) lim
k→∞

(
A0 + 1

) (1+ 2
n

)k

q+2βk =

[
−−
¨

ΩT∩Qs
H(Du)q dxdt+ 1

] 2
4−n(q−p)

.

With the abbreviation

γ :=
4− n(q − p)

2
∈ (0, 2],

formula (3.31) takes the form

βk =
γ

2

[(
1 +

2

n

)k
− 1
]
≤
(

1 +
2

n

)k
− 1.

Therefore, for any j ∈ N we have the estimate

Co4
j%2

(s− r)2
(1 + βj)

3σ
σ−n−2 ≤ C̃oKj ,

with the abbreviations

C̃o :=
Co%

2

(s− r)2
=

C%2

(s− r)2

(
1 + [b]

2σ
σ−n−2

σ,ΩT∩Q%

)
and

K := 4
(
1 + 2

n

) 3σ
σ−n−2 ≥ 1.

We use this to bound the product appearing in (3.33), with the result

k∏
j=1

[
Co4

j%2

(s− r)2
(1 + βj)

3σ
σ−n−2

] (1+ 2
n

)k−j+1

q+2βk

≤
k∏
j=1

C̃

(1+ 2
n

)k−j+1

q+2βk
o

k∏
j=1

K
j(1+ 2

n
)k−j+1

q+2βk

≤
k∏
j=1

C̃

(1+ 2
n

)k−j+1

γ[(1+ 2
n

)k−1]

o

k∏
j=1

K

j(1+ 2
n

)k−j+1

γ[(1+ 2
n

)k−1] .

The first product on the right-hand side can be computed with the help of (2.5) from
Lemma 2.3 applied with A = C̃o and θ = 1 + 2

n . We obtain

k∏
j=1

C̃

(1+ 2
n

)k−j+1

γ[(1+ 2
n

)k−1]

o = C̃
n+2
2γ
o = C̃

n+2
4−n(q−p)
o .

Similarly, the second product can be bounded with the help of (2.6) from Lemma 2.3
applied with A = K and θ = 1 + 2

n . This yields

k∏
j=1

K

j(1+ 2
n

)k−j+1

γ[(1+ 2
n

)k−1] ≤ K
(n+2)2

4γ = K
(n+2)2

2(4−n(q−p)) .

Inserting this above, we obtain

k∏
j=1

[
Co4

j%2

(s− r)2
(1 + βj)

3σ
σ−n−2

] (1+ 2
n

)k−j+1

q+2βk

≤
(
K

n+2
2 C̃o

) n+2
4−n(q−p) ,

where K depends only on n and σ. In particular, the right-hand side is independent of
k ∈ N. This allows us to pass to the limit k ↑ ∞ in (3.33). In view of (3.34), this yields

lim sup
k→∞

A
1

q+2βk

k ≤
(
K

n+2
2 C̃o

) n+2
4−n(q−p)

[
−−
¨

ΩT∩Qs
H(Du)q dxdt+ 1

] 2
4−n(q−p)

≤ C
[
%n+2

(
1 + [b]

(n+2)σ
σ−n−2

σ,ΩT∩Q%

)
(s− r)n+2

−−
¨

ΩT∩Qs

(
1 + |Du|2

) q
2 dxdt

] 2
4−n(q−p)

.
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In the last line we used (3.29), i.e. the special form of Co, and the fact that µ ≤ 1. Since
%k ↓ r and βk ↑ ∞, the last estimate implies the following sup-estimate for the gradient

sup
ΩT∩Qr

|Du| = lim
k→∞

[
−−
¨

Ω∩Qr
|Du|q+2βk dxdt

] 1
q+2βk

≤ lim sup
k→∞

A
1

q+2βk

k

≤ C
[
%n+2

(
1 + [b]

(n+2)σ
σ−n−2

σ,ΩT∩Q%

)
(s− r)n+2

−−
¨

ΩT∩Qs

(
1 + |Du|2

) q
2 dxdt

] 1
q

2q
4−n(q−p)

,(3.35)

for a constant C that depends on n,m,M, p, σ, and Θ. In the case p ≥ 2 we have q = p,
and therefore (3.35) simplifies to

sup
ΩT∩Qr

|Du| ≤ C
[%n+2

(
1 + [b]

(n+2)σ
σ−n−2

σ,ΩT∩Q%

)
(s− r)n+2

−−
¨

ΩT∩Qs

(
1 + |Du|2

) p
2 dxdt

] d
p

,

where d = 1
2p is the scaling deficit from (1.9). With the choice r = %

2 and s = 3%
4 , this

yields the asserted sup-estimate for the gradient (3.2) in the case p ≥ 2. Note that this is in
perfect accordance with the interior estimate [13, Chapter VIII, Theorem 5.1].

3.4. Interpolation in the case 2n
n+2 < p < 2. To reduce the integrability exponent in

the sup-estimate from q = 2 to p in the singular case we need an additional interpolation
argument. To this end, we apply (3.35) with arbitrary radii r, s satisfying %

2 ≤ r < s ≤ 3%
4 .

On the right-hand side of the estimate, we bound a part of the integrand by its supremum
and then apply Young’s inequality with exponents 4−n(2−p)

2(2−p) and 4−n(2−p)
p(n+2)−2n . Note that this

is possible if and only if 2n
n+2 < p < 2. This procedure leads us to

sup
ΩT∩Qr

(
1 + |Du|2

) 1
2

≤ C
[
%n+2

(
1 + [b]

(n+2)σ
σ−n−2

σ,ΩT∩Q%

)
(s− r)n+2

−−
¨

ΩT∩Qs

(
1 + |Du|2

)
dxdt

] 2
4−n(2−p)

≤ C sup
ΩT∩Qs

(
1 + |Du|2

) 2−p
4−n(2−p)

·
[
%n+2

(
1 + [b]

(n+2)σ
σ−n−2

σ,ΩT∩Q%

)
(s− r)n+2

−−
¨

ΩT∩Qs

(
1 + |Du|2

) p
2 dxdt

] 2
4−n(2−p)

≤ 1
2 sup

ΩT∩Qs

(
1 + |Du|2

) 1
2

+ C

[
%n+2

(
1 + [b]

(n+2)σ
σ−n−2

σ,ΩT∩Q%

)
(s− r)n+2

−−
¨

ΩT∩Qs

(
1 + |Du|2

) p
2 dxdt

] 2
p(n+2)−2n

.

By a standard iteration argument (cf. [21, Chapter V, Lemma 3.1]), this implies

sup
ΩT∩Q%/2

(1 + |Du|2)
1
2

≤ C
[(

1 + [b]
(n+2)σ
σ−n−2

σ,ΩT∩Q%

)
−−
¨

ΩT∩Q3%/4

(
1 + |Du|2

) p
2 dxdt

] d
p

,(3.36)

where d = 2p
p(n+2)−2n is the scaling deficit, cf. (1.9). This is exactly the claimed bound

(3.2) in the singular range 2n
n+2 < p < 2, and completes the proof of the sup-estimate



BOUNDARY REGULARITY FOR PARABOLIC SYSTEMS 21

from Proposition 3.1. Note also that the sup-gradient estimate (3.36) is again in perfect
accordance with the corresponding interior estimate [13, Chapter VIII, Theorem 5.2’].

4. REGULARIZATION

In this section we describe the regularization procedure that will allow us to extend the a
priori estimate to the general case. We consider the situation stated in Theorem 1.2, i.e. we
let Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded convex domain, and suppose that u ∈ Lp(0, T ;W 1,p(Ω,RN ))
is a solution to (1.1), where (1.5) – (1.7) are in force. Moreover, we assume that for some
xo ∈ ∂Ω and % > 0 we have u ≡ 0 on (∂Ω)T ∩Q2%(zo) in the sense of traces.

4.1. Approximation of the domain. For any ε ∈ (0, 1] we consider the parallel set
Ω̃ε := {x ∈ Rn : dist(x,Ω) < 3

2ε}. Note that Ω̃ε is convex as Ω is convex. By a
well-known result from convex analysis (see e.g. [28, §XIII.2, Satz 2]), the domains Ω̃ε
can be approximated in Hausdorff distance by smooth convex sets Ωε with

distH
(
Ωε, Ω̃ε

)
< 1

2ε.

In particular, the regularized sets Ωε satisfy

(4.1)
{
x ∈ Rn : dist(x,Ω) < ε

}
⊂ Ωε ⊂

{
x ∈ Rn : dist(x,Ω) < 2ε

}
.

Since the domains Ωε approximate Ω from the outside, we obtain

(4.2) sup
ε∈(0,1]

%n

|Ωε ∩B%/2(xo)|
≤ %n

|Ω ∩B%/2(xo)|
= 2nΘ%/2(xo)

for every xo ∈ ∂Ω and % > 0, with the constant Θ%/2(xo) introduced in (2.1). As a result,
the constants in the a priori estimate will be independent of ε ∈ (0, 1].

4.2. Regularization of the coefficients. We regularize the coefficients by means of a mol-
lifyer φ ∈ C∞0 (R, [0,∞)) with sptφ ⊂ (−1, 1) and

´
R φ dx = 1. For ε ∈ (0, 1] we let

φε(x) := ε−1φ(xε ) and

cε(s) :=
(
φε ∗ c

)
(s), where c(s) :=

{
a(es), if µ > 0,

a
(√
ε2 + e2s

)
, if µ = 0,

for any s ∈ R. The regularized coefficients aε are defined by

aε(r) := cε(log r), for r > 0.

Similarly as in [5, Section 4.2] we obtain the following ellipticity and growth conditions
for aε; see also Appendix A for the proof. For any r > 0 we have

(4.3)


m
c (λ2 + r2)

p−2
2 ≤ aε(r) ≤ cM(λ2 + r2)

p−2
2 ,

m
c (λ2 + r2)

p−2
2 ≤ a′ε(r)r + aε(r) ≤ cM(λ2 + r2)

p−2
2 ,

|a′′ε (r)r2| ≤ cM
ε (λ2 + r2)

p−2
2 ,

with a constant c = c(n, p) and

(4.4) λ :=

{
µ, if µ > 0,
ε, if µ = 0.

Moreover, we have

|aε(r)− a(r)| ≤ 2c(p)Mεmax
{

1, ep−2
}(
λ2 + r2

) p−2
2(4.5)

for any r > 0; see also Appendix A for the proof.
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4.3. Weak solutions to the regularized problems. Here we assume that

u ≡ 0 on (∂Ω)T ∩Q2%(xo),

where Q2%(zo) is a parabolic cylinder with xo ∈ ∂Ω and (to − 4%2, to) ⊂ (0, T ). For
a cut-off function η̃ ∈ C∞(0,∞; [0, 1]) with η̃ ≡ 1 on [2,∞) and η̃ ≡ 0 on (0, 1) we
consider the boundary values

(4.6) gε(x, t) := ηε(x)u(x, t) with ηε(x) := η̃
(dist(x, ∂Ω)

ε

)
for x ∈ Ω.

We extend this function to Rn × (0, T ) by letting gε ≡ 0 on (Rn \ Ω)T . Note that the
extension satisfies gε ∈ Lp(0, T ;W 1,p

0 (Ωε,RN )). For the inhomogeneity we consider the
regularization bε := φε/2 ∗ b, for a standard mollifier in space-time φ ∈ C∞0 (Q1,R). Due
to the construction of Ωε (see (4.1)) we have

(4.7) spt bε b Ωε × R.
We let aε be the coefficients constructed in Section 4.2. By

uε ∈ gε + Lp
(
to − %2, to;W

1,p
0 (Ωε ∩B%(xo),RN )

)
we denote the weak solution to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem

(4.8)

{
∂tuε − div

(
aε(|Duε|)Duε

)
= bε in (Ωε)T ∩Q%(zo)

uε = gε on ∂p((Ωε)T ∩Q%(zo)).

Note that uε = 0 on (∂Ωε)T ∩ Q%(zo) and uε = ηεu on (Ωε)T ∩ ∂pQ%(zo). Using a
reflection argument, interior regularity theory and up-to-the-boundary Schauder estimates
we can show that uε is smooth up to the boundary component (∂Ωε)T ∩ Q%(zo); see
Appendix B.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

The proof of the gradient estimate will be achieved in Section 5.2. Prior to that, we shall
prove an energy estimate for uε.

5.1. An energy estimate for the approximating solutions. Throughout this section we
omit the reference to the center zo in our notation. From [26, Corollary 3.11] we recall the
following result; note that the constant γ in [26, Corollary 3.11] can be chosen as γ = 1

2
due to the convexity of Ω; see [26, Example 3.6 (4)].

Lemma 5.1 (Hardy’s inequality). Let 1 < p <∞ and suppose that Ω ⊂ Rn is a bounded
open convex set. Then there is a constant c depending on n and p such that whenever
u ∈W 1,p

0 (Ω) there holdsˆ
Ω

(
|u(x)|

dist(x, ∂Ω)

)p
dx ≤ c

ˆ
Ω

|Du(x)|p dx.

In the following we let

(5.1) Vε := L∞
(
to − %2, to;L

2(Ωε ∩B%,RN )
)
∩Lp

(
to − %2, to;W

1,p
0 (Ωε ∩B%,RN )

)
with norm

‖ϕ‖Vε := ‖ϕ‖L∞−L2 + ‖ϕ‖Lp−W 1,p .

We start with an estimate for the spatial gradient of the boundary values.

Lemma 5.2. Let u be a weak solution to (1.1) in ΩT with u ≡ 0 on (∂Ω)T ∩ Q2%(zo) in
the sense of traces, and gε = ηεu be constructed as in (4.6). Then we have¨

ΩT∩Q%
|Dgε|pdxdt ≤ c

¨
ΩT∩Q2%

[
|Du|p + %−p|u|p

]
dxdt,

with a constant c = c(n, p).
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Proof. We choose a standard cut-off function ζ ∈ C∞0 (B2%, [0, 1]) with ζ ≡ 1 on B% and
|Dζ| ≤ 2

% on B2%. Then we apply Hardy’s inequality from Lemma 5.1 to the function ζu
on the time-slices Ω× {t} for a.e. t ∈ (to − %2, to), with the result¨

ΩT∩Q%
|Dgε|pdxdt ≤ c

¨
ΩT∩Q%

|Du|pdxdt+
c

εp

¨
ΩT∩Q%∩spt(Dηε)

|ζu|pdxdt

≤ c
¨

ΩT∩Q%
|Du|pdxdt+ c

¨
Ω×(to−%2,to)

(
|ζu|

dist(x, ∂Ω)

)p
dxdt

≤ c
¨

ΩT∩Q%
|Du|pdxdt+ c

¨
Ω×(to−%2,to)

|D(ζu)|pdxdt

≤ c
¨

ΩT∩Q2%

[
|Du|p + %−p|u|p

]
dxdt.

This proves the claimed estimate. �

In the next lemma we provide an estimate for the distributional time derivative of the
boundary values.

Lemma 5.3. Let u be a weak solution to (1.1) in ΩT , and gε = ηεu be constructed as
in (4.6). Then, for any ϕ ∈ C∞0 ((Ωε)T ∩Q%,RN ) we have∣∣∣∣¨

ΩT

gε · ∂tϕdxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c[¨
ΩT∩sptϕ

(
λp + |Du|p

)
dxdt

] p−1
p

‖Dϕ‖Lp((Ωε)T∩Q%)(5.2)

+ ‖b‖
L

p(n+2)
p(n+2)−n (ΩT∩sptϕ)

‖ϕ‖
L
p(n+2)
n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

,

with a constant c = c(n, p,M) and the parameter λ from (4.4). In particular, ∂tgε ∈ V ′ε .

Note that b ∈ L
p(n+2)

p(n+2)−n (ΩT ), since σ > n+ 2 > p(n+2)
p(n+2)−n . Therefore, the right-hand

side of (5.2) is finite.

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ C∞0 ((Ωε)T ∩Q%,RN ), and consider the cut-off function ηε(x) from (4.6).
Testing the weak form of (1.1) with ηεϕ and recalling (2.2), we estimate∣∣∣∣¨

ΩT

gε · ∂tϕdxdt

∣∣∣∣(5.3)

=

∣∣∣∣¨
ΩT

u · ∂t(ηεϕ) dxdt

∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣¨
ΩT

[
a(Du)Du ·D(ηεϕ)− ηεb · ϕ

]
dxdt

∣∣∣∣
≤ cM

¨
ΩT

(
µ2 + |Du|2

) p−2
2 |Du| |D(ηεϕ)|dxdt+

¨
ΩT

|b||ϕ|dxdt

≤ cM
[¨

ΩT∩sptϕ

(
λp + |Du|p

)
dxdt

] p−1
p

‖D(ηεϕ)‖Lp(ΩT )

+ ‖b‖
L

p(n+2)
p(n+2)−n (ΩT∩sptϕ)

‖ϕ‖
L
p(n+2)
n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

.

For the norm in the second-to-last term, we have

(5.4) ‖D(ηεϕ)‖pLp(ΩT ) ≤ c
¨

ΩT∩Q%
|Dϕ|pdxdt+

c

εp

¨
ΩT∩Q%∩spt(Dηε)

|ϕ|pdxdt.

In order to bound the last integral, we observe that for points x in the domain of integration,
we have

dist(x, ∂Ωε) ≤ 2ε+ dist(x, ∂Ω) ≤ 4ε,
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by the construction of Ωε and since spt(Dηε) is contained in the 2ε-neighborhood of ∂Ω.
Therefore, we can apply Hardy’s inequality from Lemma 5.1 on the time slices Ωε × {t}
for a.e. t ∈ (to − %2, to), after extending ϕ by zero on (Ωε × {t}) \ B%. Note that the
constant in Hardy’s inequality only depends on n and p, but independent of ε. As a result,
we obtain

1

εp

¨
ΩT∩Q%∩spt(Dηε)

|ϕ|pdxdt ≤ c
¨

Ωε×(to−%2,to)

(
|ϕ|

dist(x, ∂Ωε)

)p
dxdt

≤ c
¨

Ωε×(to−%2,to)

|Dϕ|pdxdt.

Joining this bound with (5.4), we arrive at ‖D(ηεϕ)‖Lp ≤ c‖Dϕ‖Lp , for a constant c =
c(n, p). Using this in (5.3), we deduce the asserted estimate (5.2). Finally, we note that
Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality implies

‖ϕ‖
L
p(n+2)
n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

≤
[¨

(Ωε)T∩Q%
|Dϕ|p dxdt

(
sup

t∈(to−%2,to)

ˆ
Ωε∩B%

|ϕ(·, t)|2 dx

) p
n
] n
p(n+2)

≤ c‖ϕ‖Vε .
Therefore, the estimate (5.2) can be rewritten in the form∣∣∣∣¨

ΩT

gε · ∂tϕdxdt

∣∣∣∣
≤ c

[(¨
ΩT∩sptϕ

(
λp + |Du|p

)
dxdt

) p−1
p

+ ‖b‖
L

p(n+2)
p(n+2)−n (ΩT∩sptϕ)

]
‖ϕ‖Vε

for any ϕ ∈ C∞0
(
(Ωε)T ∩Q%,RN

)
. This proves the assertion ∂tgε ∈ V ′ε . �

We use the preceding estimate of the distributional time derivative of gε for the proof of
the desired energy estimate. The difficulty comes from the fact that u and uε are solutions
on different domains ΩT and (Ωε)T . For ease of notation, we define

Vλ(A) :=
(
λ2 + |A|2

) p−2
4 A, for A ∈ RNn.

Lemma 5.4 (Energy estimate). For any ε > 0 and any weak solution uε to the Cauchy-
Dirichlet problem (4.8) we have

sup
τ∈(to−%2,to)

ˆ
(Ωε∩B%)×{τ}

|uε − gε|2 dx+

¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

∣∣Vλ(Duε)
∣∣2 dxdt

≤ c
¨

ΩT∩Q2%

[
λp + |Du|p + %−p|u|p

]
dxdt+

∥∥|b|+ |bε|∥∥ p(n+2)
p(n+2)−n−p

L
p(n+2)

p(n+2)−n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

with a constant c = c(n, p,m,M).

Proof. For fixed τ ∈ (to − %2, to) and δ ∈ (0, to − τ) we let

ζδ(t) :=


1, for t ∈ [to − %2, τ ],

τ+δ−t
δ , for t ∈ (τ, τ + δ),

0, for t ∈ [τ + δ, to].

As in Lemma 5.3 one easily checks that solutions uε to the parabolic systems (4.8) own a
distributional time derivative ∂tuε ∈ V ′ε . Therefore, the testing function ζ2

δ (uε − gε) ∈ Vε
is admissible in the weak form of (4.8), which implies〈

∂tuε, ζ
2
δ (uε − gε)

〉
+

¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

ζ2
δaε(Duε)Duε · (Duε −Dgε) dxdt



BOUNDARY REGULARITY FOR PARABOLIC SYSTEMS 25

=

¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

ζ2
δ bε · (uε − gε) dxdt.(5.5)

Here, 〈·, ·〉 denotes the duality pairing onV ′ε×Vε. We rewrite the first term on the left-hand
side in the form〈

∂tuε, ζ
2
δ (uε − gε)

〉
=
〈
∂t(uε − gε), ζ2

δ (uε − gε)
〉

+
〈
∂tgε, ζ

2
δ (uε − gε)

〉
=
〈
∂t(ζδ(uε − gε)), ζδ(uε − gε)

〉
−
¨

(Ωε)T∩Q%
ζ ′δζδ|uε − gε|2 dxdt

+
〈
∂tgε, ζ

2
δ (uε − gε)

〉
=: I(δ) + II(δ) + III(δ),

with the obvious meaning of I(δ) to III(δ). For the first term we find

I(δ) = 1
2

¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

∂t|ζδ(uε − gε)|2 dxdt = 0,

since ζδ(to) = 0 and uε = gε on the initial time slice (Ωε ∩B%)×{to− %2}. By the mean
value theorem we obtain

lim
δ↓0

II(δ) = 1
2

ˆ
(Ωε∩B%)×{τ}

|uε − gε|2 dx.

Finally, we estimate the third term by means of Lemma 5.3, with the result∣∣III(δ)
∣∣ ≤ c[¨

ΩT∩Q%

(
λp + |Du|p

)
dxdt

] p−1
p

‖Duε −Dgε‖Lp((Ωε)T∩Q%)

+ ‖b‖
L

p(n+2)
p(n+2)−n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

‖uε − gε‖
L
p(n+2)
n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

.

For the last term in (5.5), a straightforward application of Hölder’s inequality yields¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

ζ2
δ bε · (uε − gε) dxdt

≤ ‖bε‖
L

p(n+2)
p(n+2)−n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

‖uε − gε‖
L
p(n+2)
n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

.

The preceding considerations allow us to pass to the limit δ ↓ 0 in (5.5). In the term not
yet considered, i.e. the one containing the coefficients aε, the passage to the limit under
the integral can be justified by dominated convergence. Overall we get

1
2

ˆ
(Ωε∩B%)×{τ}

|uε − gε|2 dx+

¨
(Ωε)τ∩Q%

aε(Duε)Duε · (Duε −Dgε) dxdt

≤ c
[¨

ΩT∩Q%

(
λp + |Du|p

)
dxdt

] p−1
p

‖Duε −Dgε‖Lp((Ωε)T∩Q%)

+ 2
∥∥|b|+ |bε|∥∥

L
p(n+2)

p(n+2)−n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)
‖uε − gε‖

L
p(n+2)
n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

(5.6)

for any τ ∈ (to − %2, to). By the growth properties (4.3) of aε and Young’s inequality for
the Vλ-function [2, Lemma 2.3] we obtain for the diffusion term¨

(Ωε)τ∩Q%
aε(Duε)Duε · (Duε −Dgε) dxdt

≥ m
c

¨
(Ωε)τ∩Q%

|Vλ(Duε)|2 dxdt

− cM
¨

(Ωε)τ∩Q%

(
λ2 + |Duε|2

) p−2
2 |Duε||Dgε|dxdt
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≥ m
2c

¨
(Ωε)τ∩Q%

|Vλ(Duε)|2 dxdt− c
¨

Ωτ∩Q%
|Vλ(Dgε)|2 dxdt.

We join the two preceding estimates, take the supremum over τ ∈ (to − %2, to) in the first
term on the left-hand side and let τ ↑ to in the second one. This gives

S +

¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

|Vλ(Duε)|2 dxdt(5.7)

≤ c
[¨

ΩT∩Q%

(
λp + |Du|p

)
dxdt

] p−1
p

‖Duε −Dgε‖Lp((Ωε)T∩Q%)

+ c
∥∥|b|+ |bε|∥∥

L
p(n+2)

p(n+2)−n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)
‖uε − gε‖

L
p(n+2)
n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

+ c

¨
ΩT∩Q%

|Vλ(Dgε)|2 dxdt

with the abbreviation

S := sup
τ∈(to−%2,to)

ˆ
(Ωε∩B%)×{τ}

|uε − gε|2 dx.

The inequalities of Gagliardo-Nirenberg and Young provide us with the estimate

‖uε − gε‖
L
p(n+2)
n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

≤ c
[
S
p
n

¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

|Duε −Dgε|p dxdt

] n
p(n+2)

≤ c
[
S +

¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

|Duε −Dgε|p dxdt

] n+p
p(n+2)

.

We use this bound in (5.7) and apply Young’s inequality, with the result

S +

¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

|Vλ(Duε)|2 dxdt

≤ 1
2S + 1

2

¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

|Vλ(Duε)|2 dxdt+ c

¨
ΩT∩Q%

(
λp + |Du|p

)
dxdt

+ c

¨
ΩT∩Q%

|Vλ(Dgε)|2 dxdt+ c
∥∥|b|+ |bε|∥∥ p(n+2)

p(n+2)−n−p

L
p(n+2)

p(n+2)−n ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

.

In turn we used the elementary estimate |A|p ≤ |Vλ(A)|2 + λp. The first two terms on the
right-hand side can be absorbed into the left. Finally, we use Lemma 5.2 to estimate the
term involving Dgε by

¨
ΩT∩Q%

|Vλ(Dgε)|2 dxdt ≤ c
¨

ΩT∩Q2%

[
λp + |Du|p + %−p|u|p

]
dxdt.

Inserting this above, we arrive at the desired estimate. �

Remark 5.5. The same arguments yield the following local (in time) energy estimate

sup
τ∈(to−%2,s)

ˆ
(Ωε∩B%)×{τ}

|uε − gε|2 dx+

¨
(Ωε)s∩Q%

∣∣Vλ(Duε)
∣∣2 dxdt

≤ c
¨

Ωs∩Q2%

[
λp + |Du|p + %−p|u|p

]
dxdt+ c

∥∥|b|+ |bε|∥∥ p(n+2)
p(n+2)−n−p

L
p(n+2)

p(n+2)−n ((Ωε)s∩Q%)

for any s ∈ (to − %2, to]. 2
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5.2. Proof of the gradient estimate. We recall (4.2), (4.3) and (4.7) and the fact uε ∈
C3
(
(Ωε)T ∩ Q%(zo)

)
(see Appendix B). Therefore, Proposition 3.1 is applicable with

u,a, b,Ω,Θ replaced by uε,aε, bε,Ωε,Θ%/2(xo). We thus obtain the gradient estimate

sup
(Ωε)T∩Q%/2

(
1 + |Duε|2

) 1
2

≤ C
[(

1 + %n+2‖bε‖
(n+2)σ
σ−n−2

Lσ((Ωε)T∩Q%)

)
−−
¨

(Ωε)T∩Q3%/4

(
1 + |Duε|p

)
dxdt

] d
p

.(5.8)

In view of (4.2) and (4.3), the constant C in the preceding inequality depends only
on n,N, p,m,M, and Θ%/2(xo), but is independent of ε. The energy estimate from
Lemma 5.4 implies

sup
τ∈(to−%2,to)

ˆ
(Ωε∩B%)×{τ}

|uε − gε|2 dx+

¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

|Duε|pdxdt ≤ C,(5.9)

with a constant C independent of ε ∈ (0, 1); note in particular that ‖bε‖Lσ is bounded
independently of ε. We combine this with the gradient sup-estimate from (5.8) replacing
(%2 ,

3%
4 ) by ( 3%

4 , %). This yields the uniform bound

sup
(Ωε)T∩Q3%/4

|Duε| ≤ C,(5.10)

with a constant C independent of ε. From the construction of the boundary values gε it is
clear that gε → u in Lp(ΩT ∩Q%) as ε ↓ 0. Moreover, Lemma 5.2 ensures that¨

ΩT∩Q%

[
|Dgε|p + |gε|p

]
dxdt ≤ c

¨
ΩT∩Q2%

[
|Du|p + %−p|u|p

]
dxdt,(5.11)

for every ε ∈ (0, 1). We therefore deduce

(5.12) gε ⇁ u weakly in Lp
(
to − %2, to;W

1,p(Ω ∩B%,RN )
)

as ε ↓ 0.

Moreover, Poincaré’s inequality and (5.11) yield the bound¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

|uε|p dxdt(5.13)

≤ c
¨

(Ωε)T∩Q%
|uε − gε|p dxdt+ c

¨
(Ωε)T∩Q%

|gε|p dxdt

≤ c%p
¨

(Ωε)T∩Q%
|Duε|p dxdt+ c

¨
ΩT∩Q2%

[
%p|Du|p + |u|p

]
dxdt.

We extend uε by zero on Q% \ (Ωε)T . Since uε = 0 on (∂Ωε)T ∩Q% in the sense of traces,
the extended maps satisfy uε ∈ Lp

(
to − %2, to;W

1,p(B%,RN )
)

for every ε ∈ (0, 1).
Moreover, estimates (5.9) and (5.13) imply that the family (uε)ε∈(0,1) is bounded in the
latter space. Therefore, we find εi ↓ 0 and a limit map ũ ∈ Lp(to−%2, to;W

1,p(B%,RN ))
such that

(5.14) uεi ⇁ ũ weakly in Lp
(
to − %2, to;W

1,p(B%,RN )
)

as i→∞.

In view of the uniform L∞−L2 bound (5.9) we can pass to a non-relabelled subsequence
to deduce that ũ ∈ L∞(to − %2, to;L

2(B%,RN )) and

uεi − gεi
∗⇁ ũ− u weakly∗ in L∞

(
to − %2, to;L

2(B%,RN )
)

as i→∞.

By construction, the maps uε agree with gε on the lateral boundary in the sense that

uε − gε ∈ Lp
(
to − %2, to;W

1,p
0 (B%,RN )

)
.

Because of the weak convergences (5.12) and (5.14), this boundary condition is preserved
in the limit εi ↓ 0, from which we deduce

(5.15) ũ− u ∈ Lp
(
to − %2, to;W

1,p
0 (B%,RN )

)
.
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Now, let εo > 0 and consider the outer parallel set O2εo :=
{
x ∈ B% : dist(x,Ω) < 2εo

}
.

Since Ωε ⊂ O2εo for every ε ∈ (0, εo), we have

uε − gε = 0 a.e. on Q% \ (O2εo)T , for every ε ∈ (0, εo).

Also this property is preserved in the limit εi ↓ 0, which implies that ũ = u a.e. on
Q% \ (O2εo)T for every εo > 0. In turn, we conclude

(5.16) ũ = u a.e. on Q% \ ΩT .

Combining the properties (5.15) and (5.16), we infer the desired boundary condition

ũ ∈ u+ Lp
(
to − %2, to;W

1,p
0 (Ω ∩B%,RN )

)
for the limit map ũ. Our next goal is to show that the limit map ũ attains the expected
initial values at the initial time to − %2. To this end, we exploit the lower semicontinuity
of the L2-norm with respect to weak convergence and the local (in time) energy estimate
from Remark 5.5 to estimate

1
h

ˆ to−%2+h

to−%2

‖ũ(t)− u(t)‖2L2(Ω∩B%)dt

≤ lim inf
ε↓0

1
h

ˆ to−%2+h

to−%2

‖uε(t)− gε(t)‖2L2(Ω∩B%)dt

≤ c
¨

(Ω∩B2%)×(to−%2,to−%2+h)

[
λp + |Du|p + %−p|u|p

]
dxdt

+ c
∥∥b∥∥ p(n+2)

p(n+2)−n−p

L
p(n+2)

p(n+2)−n ((Ω∩B%)×(to−%2,to−%2+h))

,

for every h ∈ (0, %2). Since the right-hand side of the last inequality converges to 0 as
h ↓ 0 we infer

lim
h↓0

1
h

ˆ to−%2+h

to−%2

‖ũ(t)− u(t)‖2L2(Ω∩B%)dt = 0.

Since u ∈ C0([0, T ];L2(Ω,RN )) by assumption, this implies that ũ = u on (Ω ∩ B%) ×
{to − %2} in the usual L2-sense. At this stage it remains to verify the differential equation
for the limit map ũ. For a fixed compact set K b ΩT ∩ Q%, the interior C1,α-estimates
from [13, Chapter IX, Theorem 1.1, Chapter VIII, Theorems 5.1 and 5.2’] and the uniform
energy bound (5.9) imply

(5.17) ‖Duε‖C0,α(K) ≤ C

for every ε ∈ (0, 1), for some Hölder exponent α ∈ (0, 1) and some constant C > 0,
both independent of ε. This allows us to apply Ascoli-Arzéla’s theorem to conclude that
Duε converges uniformly to Dũ on compact subsets of ΩT ∩ Q%. In particular, we have
Duε → Dũ pointwise in ΩT ∩ Q%. In view of the uniform gradient bound on compact
subsets contained in (5.17) and the property (4.5) of the regularized coefficients, we can use
dominated convergence to pass to the limit in the weak formulation of the system (4.8). We
conclude that the limit map ũ is a weak solution to the system (1.1) on ΩT ∩Q%. Moreover,
we know that ũ = u on ∂p(ΩT ∩ Q%). By uniqueness of solutions this shows that ũ ≡ u
in ΩT ∩Q%.

Moreover, due to the sup-bound for the spatial gradient (5.10) we may apply the domi-
nated convergence theorem to get

(5.18) Duεi → Dũ = Du strongly in Lp(Q3%/4,RN ) in the limit εi ↓ 0,

where we extended uεi by zero on Q3%/4 \ (Ωεi)T . This strong convergence enables us
to pass to the limit εi ↓ 0 on the right-hand side of (5.8). Note that the construction of
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bε ensures the convergence ‖bε‖Lσ((Ωε)T∩Q%) → ‖b‖Lσ(ΩT∩Q%). On the left-hand side of
(5.8) we may pass to the limit due to the pointwise convergence. In this way, we obtain

sup
ΩT∩Q%/2

(
1 + |Du|2

) 1
2

≤ C
[(

1 + %n+2‖b‖
(n+2)σ
σ−n−2

Lσ(ΩT∩Q%)

)
−−
¨

ΩT∩Q3%/4

(
1 + |Du|p

)
dxdt

] d
p

.(5.19)

This yields the asserted sup-estimate for the gradient of u, and completes the proof of
Theorem 1.2. �

APPENDIX A. PROPERTIES OF THE REGULARIZED COEFFICIENTS

Here, we provide proofs for the properties of the regularized coefficients aε stated in
Subsection 4.2. The first line in (4.3) follows directly from the definition of cε and the
growth condition (2.2) for a. The constant c can be chosen in the form c(p) max{1, ep−2}
with the constant c(p) from (2.2). Concerning the ellipticity condition, we observe that

(A.1) a′ε(r)r+ aε(r) = c′ε(log r) + cε(log r) =
(
φε ∗ (c′+ c)

)
(log r) for any r > 0.

For the function c′ + c appearing on the right-hand side, we have in the case µ = 0 that

c′(s) + c(s)

=
1

ε2 + e2s

[
e2s
[√

ε2 + e2s a′
(√

ε2 + e2s
)

+ a
(√

ε2 + e2s
)]

+ ε2a
(√

ε2 + e2s
)]

for any s ∈ R. Using the lower bounds from (1.6) and (2.2), we deduce

c′(s) + c(s) ≥ c(p)−1m(ε2 + e2s)
p−2

2 .(A.2)

On the other hand, in the case µ > 0 we have

c′(s) + c(s) = a′(es)es + a(es) ≥ m(µ2 + e2s)
p−2

2(A.3)

for any s ∈ R. Similarly as above, we infer from (A.1), (A.2), (A.3) and the definition of
λ that

a′ε(r)r + aε(r) ≥ c(p)−1mmin
{

1, e−(p−2)
}(
λ2 + r2

) p−2
2 for any r > 0.

This yields the lower bound in (4.3)2. Similarly, by applying the upper bound from (1.6)
(taking also into account the fact that a is non-negative, cf. (2.2)), we obtain

(φε ∗ c′)(s) ≤ c(p)M max{1, ep−2}
(
λ2 + e2s

) p−2
2 for any s ∈ R.

From this we deduce

a′ε(r)r = (φε ∗ c′)(log r) ≤ c(p)M max{1, ep−2}
(
λ2 + r2

) p−2
2 for any r > 0,

which implies the asserted upper bound in (4.3)2. At this stage it remains to derive the
estimate for the second derivative a′′ε . To this end, we compute

a′′ε (r)r2 = c′′ε (log r)− c′ε(log r) =
(
(φ′ε − φε) ∗ c′

)
(log r).

Then we use (1.6) and (2.2) to derive in the case µ = 0 the bound

|c′(s)| =
∣∣∣∣a′(√ε2 + e2s

) e2s

√
ε2 + e2s

∣∣∣∣
≤
∣∣∣√ε2 + e2s a′

(√
ε2 + e2s

)
+ a
(√

ε2 + e2s
)∣∣∣+

∣∣∣a(√ε2 + e2s
)∣∣∣

≤
(
1 + c(p)

)
M
(
ε2 + e2s

) p−2
2 ≤ 2c(p)M

(
ε2 + e2s

) p−2
2 ,

while in the case µ > 0 we obtain

|c′(s)| =
∣∣a′(es)es∣∣ ≤ ∣∣es a′(es) + a(es)

∣∣+
∣∣a(es)

∣∣
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≤
(
1 + c(p)

)
M
(
µ2 + e2s

) p−2
2 ≤ 2c(p)M

(
µ2 + e2s

) p−2
2 .

Hence, in both cases we have

|c′(s)| ≤ 2c(p)M
(
λ2 + e2s

) p−2
2 .(A.4)

From this we deduce, similarly as above, that

|a′′ε (r)|r2 = |((φ′ε − φε) ∗ c′)(s)|

≤ 2c(p)M max{1, ep−2}
(
λ2 + e2s

) p−2
2

ˆ
R
|φ′ε − φε|ds

≤ 2c(p)M
(

2
ε‖φ

′‖L∞ + 1
)

max
{

1, ep−2
}(
λ2 + e2s

) p−2
2 .

The proof of the claim (4.3) is thus complete. Finally, we analyze the convergence of aε(r)
in the limit ε ↓ 0 and thereby prove (4.5). For any s ∈ R we estimate∣∣cε(s)− c(s)

∣∣ ≤ sup
s−ε<r<s+ε

∣∣c(r)− c(s)
∣∣ = sup

s−ε<r<s+ε

∣∣∣∣ ˆ r

s

c′(τ) dτ

∣∣∣∣
≤ 2c(p)M sup

s−ε<r<s+ε

∣∣∣∣ˆ r

s

(
ε2 + e2τ

) p−2
2 dτ

∣∣∣∣
≤ 2c(p)Mεmax

{
1, ep−2

}(
ε2 + e2s

) p−2
2 ,

where the second-to-last step follows from (A.4). This gives the desired estimate (4.5).

APPENDIX B. REGULARITY UP TO THE BOUNDARY

Here, we show that solutions to the regularized problem (4.8) are smooth up to the
boundary as claimed at the end of Section 4. To this end, we follow the strategy of Baner-
jee & Lewis [3, Appendix. Proof of (2.7)] to flatten the boundary and then to reduce the
problem of boundary regularity to the interior case by a reflection argument.

B.1. Schauder estimates for linear parabolic systems. In this section, we explain
Schauder estimates for linear parabolic systems of the type

(B.1) ∂tu
i −

n∑
α,β=1

N∑
j=1

[
Aijαβu

j
xβ

]
xα

=

n∑
α=1

N∑
j=1

bijα u
j
xα +

n∑
α=1

(f iα)xα + ci in ΩT ,

for i = 1, 2, . . . , N , where the coefficients Aijαβ : ΩT → R satisfy for some 0 < ν ≤ L the
ellipticity and boundedness condition

(B.2) ν|ξ|2 ≤
n∑

α,β=1

N∑
i,j=1

Aijαβξ
i
αξ
j
β ≤ L|ξ|

2 for all ξ ∈ RNn.

We will assume that the functions ci : ΩT → R belong to a parabolic Campanato-Morrey
space, which is defined as follows.

Definition B.1. With q ≥ 1, θ ≥ 0, a measurable map w : ΩT → Rk, k ≥ 1, belongs to
the (parabolic) Morrey space Lq,θ(ΩT ,Rk) if and only if

‖w‖q
Lq,θ(ΩT ,Rk)

:= sup
zo∈ΩT , 0<%<diam(ΩT )

%−θ
¨

ΩT∩Q%(zo)

|w|q dxdt <∞.

By C0,µ we mean Hölder continuity with respect to the parabolic metric, i.e. with
Hölder exponent µ in space and µ

2 in time. With these notions at hand we state the fol-
lowing parabolic Schauder estimates, which can be proved by standard comparison and
freezing techniques, cf. [7, 29, 31].
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Theorem B.2. Suppose Aijαβ and f iα are in C0,µ(ΩT ) for some µ ∈ (0, 1), whereas bijα ∈
L∞(ΩT ) and ci ∈ L2,θ(ΩT ) for θ := n+ 2µ. Let u be a weak solution to (B.1) under the
assumption (B.2). Then Du ∈ C0,µ

loc (ΩT ) and moreover for any compact set K b ΩT we
have

[Du]µ,K ≤ C
[
‖Dv‖L2(ΩT ) +M

]
,

where C depends on n, ν, L and dist(K,ΩT ), and M depends on the norms of Aijαβ , bijα ,
f iβ , and ci in their corresponding spaces.

B.2. Flattening of the boundary. Before we start with the actual construction of local
boundary coordinates, we introduce a few abbreviations. By B(n−1)

δ ≡ B
(n−1)
δ (0) we

denote the ball of radius δ > 0 centered at the origin in Rn−1. Then, for η > 0 we
define Cδ,η := B

(n−1)
δ × (−η, η), and similarly C+

δ,η := B
(n−1)
δ × (0, η) and C−δ,η :=

B
(n−1)
δ × (−η, 0). Cylinders in Rn+1 of height T > 0 with base Cδ,η, C±δ,η are denoted by
Qδ,η, Q±δ,η, so that Qδ,η := Cδ,η × (0, T ).

Since ∂Ωε is a smooth closed (n− 1)-dimensional submanifold of Rn, it can locally be
written as graph of a smooth function φ ∈ C∞(Bn−1

δ ) after a suitable rigid motion. More
precisely, for any point yo ∈ ∂Ωε ∩ B%(xo), there is a neighboorhood No of yo so that
Ωε ∩No = Φ(C−δ,η) with the parametrization Φ: Cδ,η → No ⊂ Rn defined by

(B.3) Φ(y′, yn) :=
(
y′, φ(y′)

)
+ ν
(
y′, φ(y′)

)
yn, for y′ ∈ Bn−1

δ and yn ∈ (−η, η),

where ν : ∂Ωε → Rn denotes the outward unit normal on ∂Ωε. By another rigid motion
we can achieve that yo = 0 and ν(0) = en. The inverse mapping Ψ := Φ−1 : No → Cδ,η
is given by

(B.4) Ψ(x) =
(
x1 − dx1(x)d(x), . . . , xn−1 − dxn−1(x)d(x),d(x)

)
for x ∈ No,

where d denotes the signed distance to ∂Ωε. A straightforward computation yields

(B.5) DΨ(0) = idRn ,

and

(B.6) Q(x) := DΨ(x)t ·DΨ(x) =

[(
DΨα(x) ·DΨβ(x)

)
1≤α,β≤n−1

0

0 1

]
.

For a more detailed derivation of these properties, we refer to [5, Section 5.1]. In what
follows, we use the short-hand notations

(B.7) Qx(ξ, ζ) :=

N∑
i=1

n∑
α,β=1

Qαβ(x)ξiαζ
i
β and |ξ|Qx

:=
√

Q(x)(ξ, ξ),

for matrices ξ, ζ ∈ RNn. Now we define

(B.8) û(y, t) := uε
(
Φ(y), t

)
⇐⇒ uε(x) = û

(
Ψ(x), t

)
,

for y ∈ C−δ,η and t ∈ [0, T ], and analogously

ϕ̂(y, t) := ϕ
(
Φ(y), t

)
⇐⇒ ϕ(x, t) = ϕ̂

(
Ψ(x), t

)
for any ϕ ∈ Lp(0, T ;W 1,p

0 (Ωε,RN )). Then, û ∈ Lp(0, T ;W 1,p(C−δ,η)) and û = 0 in the

sense of traces on B(n−1)
δ ×{0}× (0, T ). For the derivatives in spatial directions, we have

Duε(x, t) ·Dϕ(x, t) = Qx

(
Dû
(
Ψ(x), t

)
, Dϕ̂

(
Ψ(x), t

))
.

Moreover, for a.e. x ∈ No and t ∈ (0, T ) we have

uε(x, t) · ∂tϕ(x, t) = û(Ψ(x), t) · ∂tϕ̂(Ψ(x), t).
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Using the two preceding formulae and applying the transformation x = Φ(y) on a fixed
time slice, we inferˆ

Φ(C−δ,η)×{t}

[
uε · ∂tϕ− aε

(
|Duε|

)
Duε ·Dϕ

]
dx

=

ˆ
C−δ,η×{t}

[
û · ∂tϕ̂− aε

(
|Dû|QΦ

)
QΦ

(
Dû,Dϕ̂

)]
JnΦ dy,

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), where JnΦ := |detDΦ| denotes the Jacobian of Φ. Integrating this
identity with respect to t ∈ (0, T ), we obtain the left-hand side of (4.8). Diminishing
η > 0 if necessary, we can achieve that the right hand side bε in (4.8) vanishes in a tubular
neighborhood of ∂Ωε × (0, T ) by construction, cf. (4.7). Consequently, (4.8) turns into

(B.9)
¨
Q−δ,η

[
û · ∂tϕ̂− aε

(
|Dû|QΦ

)
QΦ

(
Dû,Dϕ̂

)]
JnΦ dydt = 0.

In this equation, the testing function ϕ̂ can be chosen as an arbitrary smooth function with
compact support in Q−δ,η. By an approximation argument, we can also verify it for every
ϕ̂ ∈ Lp

(
0, T ;W 1,p

0 (C−δ,η)
)

with ϕ̂t ∈ L2(Q−δ,µ) and ϕ̂(0) = 0 = ϕ̂(T ). Next, for an
arbitrary testing function ψ ∈ Lp

(
0, T ;W 1,p

0 (C−δ,η)
)

with ψt ∈ L2(Q−δ,η) and ψ(0) = 0 =

ψ(T ), we test (B.9) with ϕ̂ := (JnΦ)−1ψ, which is admissible since JnΦ is a positive
Lipschitz function. This leads to¨

Q−δ,η

[
û · ∂tψ − aε

(
|Dû|QΦ

)
QΦ

(
Dû,Dψ

)]
dydt

= −
¨
Q−δ,η

aε
(
|Dû|QΦ

)
QΦ

(
Dû, ψ ⊗D[JnΦ]

)
(JnΦ)−1dydt,(B.10)

for every ψ ∈ Lp
(
0, T ;W 1,p

0 (C−δ,η)
)

with ψt ∈ L2(Q−δ,η) and ψ(0) = 0 = ψ(T ).

B.3. Reflection and reduction to the interior. Next, we extend QΦ and JnΦ to C+
δ,η by

an even reflection across Γδ := B
(n−1)
δ × {0}. To this aim we define

QΦ(y′,yn) := QΦ(y′,−yn) and JnΦ(y′, yn) := JnΦ(y′,−yn) for any (y′, yn) ∈ C+
δ,η.

Note that the functions QΦ and JnΦ are smooth on B(n−1)
δ × (−η, 0], and therefore their

extensions are also smooth on Γδ . However, the extensions are in general only Lipschitz
continuous on Cδ,η. Only the horizontal derivatives of the extended Jacobian are continuous
across Γδ , since they are even functions as the Jacobian itself. Next, we extend the solution
û by an odd reflection across the boundary Γδ on each time-slice. More precisely, we let

û(y′, yn, t) := −û(y′,−yn, t) for (y′, yn) ∈ C+
δ,η.

Now we consider testing functions ψ ∈ Lp
(
0, T ;W 1,p

0 (Cδ,η)
)

with ∂tψ ∈ L2(Qδ,η) and
ψ(0) = 0 = ψ(T ). We decompose ψ = ψe +ψo into its even part ψe and odd part ψo with
respect to reflection across Γδ . According to Qδ,η = Q+

δ,η ∪Q
−
δ,η we write

I :=

¨
Qδ,η

[
û · ∂tψ − aε

(
|Dû|QΦ

)
QΦ

(
Dû,Dψ

)]
dydt = I+

e + I−e + I+
o + I−o .

The right-hand side integrals are defined as follows: For any sign {+,−} and any sym-
metry type {e, o} one has to replace Qδ,η, ψ in I by the corresponding half cylinder
{Q+

δ,η,Q
−
δ,η} and the corresponding even or odd part {ψe, ψo} of ψ. In the last two terms,

we observe that QΦ(Dû,Dψo) is an even function with respect to yn because the deriva-
tives of û and ψo in direction of yi with i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} are odd and the derivatives in
the direction of yn are even. Furthermore, the structure of Q from (B.6) does not lead to
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mixed terms with both types of derivatives. For the same reason, |Dû|QΦ
is an even func-

tion, and by definition we have that û · ∂tψo is even as well. Consequently, the integrands
of the last two integrals are even, which implies I−o = I+

o . Similarly, using the facts that û
is odd and ψe is even, we deduce that I−e = −I−e . Therefore, we obtain

¨
Qδ,η

[
û · ∂tψ − aε

(
|Dû|QΦ

)
QΦ

(
Dû,Dψ

)]
dydt(B.11)

= 2

¨
Q−δ,η

(
û · ∂tψo − aε

(
|Dû|QΦ

)
QΦ

(
Dû,Dψo

))
dydt.

Note that the right-hand side coincides with the left-hand side of (B.10) with ψo in place
of ψ. Analogously to the decomposition of I, we write
¨
Qδ,η

aε
(
|Dû|QΦ

)
QΦ

(
Dû, ψ ⊗D[JnΦ]

)
(JnΦ)−1dydt = II+

e + II−e + II+
o + II−o .

For these integrals, we can use the similar symmetry considerations as above. Since ψo ⊗
D[JnΦ] enjoys the same symmetry properties as Dψo, we infer II+

o = II−o . Similarly, we
deduce II+

e = −II−e . This implies
¨
Qδ,η

aε
(
|Dû|QΦ

)
QΦ

(
Dû, ψ ⊗D[JnΦ]

)
(JnΦ)−1dydt

= 2

¨
Q−δ,η

aε
(
|Dû|QΦ

)
QΦ

(
Dû, ψo ⊗D[JnΦ]

)
(JnΦ)−1dydt.(B.12)

Note that ψo = 0 on Γδ , which makes ψo admissible in the transformed parabolic system
(B.10). This means that the right-hand sides of (B.11) and (B.12) coincide. Thus, we
conclude that the extended map û satisfies

¨
Qδ,η

[
û · ∂tψ − aε

(
|Dû|QΦ

)
QΦ

(
Dû,Dψ

)]
dydt

=

¨
Qδ,η

aε
(
|Dû|QΦ

)
QΦ

(
Dû, ψ ⊗D[JnΦ]

)
(JnΦ)−1dydt,(B.13)

for every ψ ∈ Lp
(
0, T ;W 1,p

0 (Cδ,η)
)

with ∂tψ ∈ L2(Qδ,η) and ψ(0) = 0 = ψ(T ). Drop-
ping the Φ on Q for ease of notation, (B.13) is the weak form of the parabolic system

(B.14)

∂tû
i−

n∑
α,β=1

[
aε(|Dû|Q)Qαβ û

i
yα

]
yβ

=

n∑
α,β=1

aε(|Dû|Q)Qαβ û
i
yα

[JnΦ]yβ
(JnΦ)

in Qδ,η.

B.4. Smoothness of uε up to the lateral boundary. We first observe that QΦ(0)(ξ, ξ) =

|ξ|2, since DΨ(0) = idRn by (B.5). By shrinking δ and η if necessary, we can achieve

(B.15) 1
2 |ξ| ≤ |ξ|QΦ(y)

≤ 2|ξ| for any ξ ∈ RNn and y ∈ Cδ,η, and Lip
(
QΦ

∣∣
Cδ,η

)
≤ Λ

for some universal constant Λ <∞. This implies that assumptions (1.7) – (1.9) from [32]
are fulfilled if we replace the functions b, q(ξ) used by Tolksdorf by the functions Q, |ξ|2Qx

defined in (B.7). Similarly, we have

(B.16) 1
2 ≤ JnΦ(y) ≤ 2 for any y ∈ Cδ,η, and Lip

(
JnΦ

∣∣
Cδ,η

)
≤ Λ
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for some universal constant Λ < ∞. Furthermore, the estimates (4.3) for the coefficients
aε(t) imply that assumptions (1.10)–(1.12) from Tolksdorf [32] hold true. For the inho-
mogeneous term, we observe that

ai(x, ξ) =

n∑
α,β=1

aε(|ξ|Q)Qαβξ
i
α

[JnΦ]yβ
JnΦ

.

Again, by (B.15) and (B.16), we will find the desired positive constant in order to verify
(1.13) from [32]. Having arrived at this stage we can apply theC1,α-regularity results from
[13]. Indeed, as pointed out by DiBenedetto in the monograph [13, Chapter VIII.7], the
statement of [13, Chapter IX, Theorem 1.1] continues to hold under these assumptions. The
application of the theorem yields Dyû ∈ C0,α

loc (Qδ,η). Hence uε enjoys the same degree of
regularity in the vicinity of (∂Ωε ∩B%(xo))× (0, T ). A further application of the interior
regularity from [13, Chapter IX] directly to uε gives Duε ∈ C0,α(Ωε ∩B%(xo) × [τ, T ])
for some τ > 0.

Up to now, all the above regularity results also hold for the degenerate or singular case,
and solutions cannot be expected to be more regular in this case. However, since the reg-
ularized problem is non-degenerate, we can show higher regularity of solutions. We begin
by noting that a standard application of the difference quotient technique yields the weak
differentiability of Vλ(Dû) = (λ2 + |Dû|2)

p−2
4 Dû with D[Vλ(Dû)] ∈ L2

loc(Qδ,η,RNn);
see for instance [17, Lemma 5.1] and [30, Thm. 1.1] for the cases p ≥ 2 and 2n

n+2 < p < 2,
respectively. By using the fact λ > 0 in the case p > 2 and the local boundedness
of |Dû| if p < 2, we deduce that the second spatial derivatives of the solution satisfies
D2
yû ∈ L2

loc(Qδ,η,RNn).
Having second spatial derivates in L2

loc and first spatial derivatives locally bounded, we
are allowed to perform an integration by parts in (B.13) in the diffusion term. After that
we shift all terms except the one containing the time derivative to the right-hand side. In
this way we obtain an estimate of the form

(B.17)
∣∣∣∣¨
Qδ,η

û · ∂tψ dydt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖ψ‖L2(Qδ,η)

for any ψ ∈ C∞0 (Qδ,η,RN ). This implies that ∂tû ∈ L2
loc(Qδ,η).

The main ingredient for the higher regularity are the Schauder estimates for linear par-
abolic systems stated in Theorem B.2. We begin by differentiating (B.13) in tangential
directions, i.e. with respect to y` for ` = 1, 2, . . . , n − 1. As before we omit the Φ on
Q. Since D2

yû ∈ L2
loc(Qδ,η), we infer that v := ûy` is a weak solution to the following

parabolic system:

(B.18) ∂tv
i −

n∑
α,β=1

N∑
j=1

[
Aijαβv

j
yα

]
yβ

=

n∑
α=1

N∑
j=1

bijα v
j
yα +

n∑
α=1

(f iα)yα + ci

in Qδ,η and for i = 1, . . . , N , where the coefficients are given by

Aijαβ := aε(|Dû|Q)Qαβδ
ij +

a′ε(|Dû|Q)

|Dû|Q

n∑
γ,δ=1

QαγQβδû
i
yγ û

j
yδ
,(B.19)

and

bijα :=

n∑
β=1

[JnΦ]yβ
JnΦ

[
aε(|Dû|Q)Qαβδ

ij +

n∑
γ,δ=1

a′ε(|Dû|Q)

|Dû|Q
QαδQβγ û

i
yγ û

j
yδ

]
.(B.20)

The inhomogeneities are defined by

fαi :=

n∑
β,γ,δ=1

N∑
k=1

a′ε(|Dû|Q)

2|Dû|Q
[Qγδ]y`Qαβ û

i
yβ
ûkyγ û

k
yδ

+

n∑
β=1

aε(|Dû|Q)[Qαβ ]y` û
i
yβ
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and

ci :=

n∑
α,β=1

aε(|Dû|Q)

[
Qαβ [JnΦ]yβ

JnΦ

]
y`

ûiyα

+
[JnΦ]yβ
JnΦ

a′ε(|Dû|Q)

2|Dû|Q

n∑
α,β,γ,δ=1

[Qγδ]y`Qαβ û
i
yα û

j
yγ û

j
yδ
.

Note that the derivatives (JnΦ)y` and Qy` are Lipschitz continuous on the whole domain
Bδ × (−η, η) for any ` = 1, 2, . . . , n − 1. According to the C1,α-regularity of û, the
coefficients Aijαβ and the term fαi appearing in (B.18) are Hölder continuous, while the
coefficients bijα and the inhomogeneities ci are bounded. Moreover, for any ξ ∈ RNn, by
(4.3)1,2 we have that

n∑
α,β=1

N∑
i,j=1

Aijαβξ
i
αξ
j
β ≥

m
c

(
ε+ |Dû|2Q

) p−2
2 |ξ|2.

Consequently the interior Schauder estimates from Theorem B.2 yield the Hölder conti-
nuity of the spatial gradient Dv for some proper Hölder exponent. In particular, ûyαyβ is
locally Hölder continuous on Qδ,η, provided α+ β < 2n.

Likewise, we may differentiate (B.14) with respect to t. This procedure becomes legiti-
mate if we can show Dy∂tû ∈ L2

loc(Qδ,µ). Thanks to (B.17), this can be done by working
with the difference quotient of w in the time variable. Indeed, let h > 0 and define the
finite difference in time by

τhû(t) := û(t+ h)− û(t).

Here and in the sequel we keep silent of the dependence of û on x. Taking finite differences
in the time variable of (B.14) we obtain that the parabolic system

(B.21)

τh∂tû
i−

n∑
α,β=1

[
τh
[
aε(|Dû|Q)Qαβ û

i
yα

]]
yβ

=

n∑
α,β=1

τh
[
aε(|Dû|Q)Qαβ û

i
yα

] [JnΦ]yβ
JnΦ

,

is satisfied weakly in Qδ,η. Next, for fixed t and h, we introduce the quantity

∆(s) := sDû(t+ h) + (1− s)Dû(t) ∈ RNn

whose entries are ∆i
α(s) := sûiyα(t+ h) + (1− s)ûiyα(t), and calculate

τh
[
aε(|Dû|Q)Qαβ û

i
yα

]
= τhû

j
yα

ˆ 1

0

[
aε
(
|∆(s)|Q

)
Qαβδ

ij +
a′ε(|∆(s)|Q)

|∆(s)|Q
Qαγ∆j

γ(s)Qβδ∆
i
δ(s)

]
ds

=: τhû
j
yαA

ij
αβ ,

for β = 1, . . . , n and i = 1, . . . , N . It is not hard to verify that the matrix Aijαβ satisfies

n∑
α,β=1

N∑
i,j=1

Aijαβξ
j
αξ
i
β ≥ m

c |ξ|
2

ˆ 1

0

(
ε2 + |∆(s)|2Q

) p−2
2 ds ≥ Co|ξ|2

and

|Aijαβ | ≤ cM
ˆ 1

0

(
ε2 + |∆(s)|2Q

) p−2
2 ds ≤ C1

for some positive constants Co and C1 depending on p, m, M , c, ε, and ‖Dû‖L∞ .
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We may test (B.21) by τhûiζ2 with ζ ∈ C1
0 (Qδ,η). Employing the above growth condi-

tions on Aijαβ and the fact that ∂tû ∈ L2
loc(Qδ,η), a standard calculation gives¨

Qδ,η
ζ2|τhDû|2 dydt ≤ Ch2

for some constant C with dependence only on Co, C1, Λ, ‖ζ‖L∞ , ‖Dζ‖L∞ , ‖∂tζ‖L∞ and
‖∂tû‖L2(spt ζ) but independent of h. Passing to the limit in the above estimate as h ↓ 0,
we conclude that D∂tû ∈ L2

loc(Qδ,η) as promised. Therefore, we may differentiate (B.13)
with respect to t and obtain, denoting ṽ := ∂tû, that

∂tṽ
i −

n∑
α,β=1

N∑
j=1

[
Aijαβ ṽ

j
yα

]
yβ

=

n∑
α=1

N∑
j=1

bijα ṽ
j
yα for i = 1, 2, . . . , N

inQδ,µ, whereAijαβ and bijα are defined in (B.19) and (B.20), respectively. Then the interior
Schauder estimates from Theorem B.2 yield the local Hölder continuity of ∂tDû on Qδ,µ.

To obtain Hölder regularity for ûynyn , we turn back to (B.10) inQ−δ,µ. Let us write it in
non-divergence form and keep the terms with ûiynyn on the left-hand side, while we put all
other terms on the right-hand side. As usual, we will omit Φ on Q. In this way, we may
obtain an algebraic, linear system

(B.22)
N∑
j=1

Bij ûjynyn = gi in Q−δ,µ for i = 1, 2, . . . , N ,

where

Bij = aε(|Dû|Q)Qnnδ
ij +

a′ε(|Dû|Q)

|Dû|Q
Qnγ û

j
yγQαnû

i
yα

and the right-hand side gi is a combination of first derivatives, second derivatives of û
excluding ûynyn , together with Q, JnΦ and their first derivatives. As a result, gi is Hölder
continuous for all i = 1, 2, . . . , N . On the other hand, we observe that the matrix (Bij) is
positive definite and Hölder continuous in the closure of Q−δ,µ, provided we choose δ and
µ sufficiently small. As a result, ûiynyn can be solved from the algebraic, linear system
(B.22), and is also Hölder continuous in the closure of Q−δ,µ. Hence we have shown that
ûyiyj is Hölder continuous in the closure of Q−δ,µ for all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Consequently,
the same fact holds for ∂tû due to the system (B.10). Transforming back to uε we obtain
that ∂tuε and D2uε are Hölder continuous up to the lateral boundary {∂Ωε ∩No}× [τ, T ]
for some τ > 0.

The sketched procedure can be iterated to give even higher regularity. To this end, we
successively differentiate the linear system (B.18) in tangential directions and with respect
to time and apply the Schauder estimate from Theorem B.2. This yields the Hölder conti-
nuity for all derivatives expect from the ones in normal directions. The Hölder regularity
of the remaining derivatives can then be deduced from the system (B.10) on Q−δ,η. In this
way, we inductively deduce û ∈ Ck,αloc (Qδ,η) for any k ∈ N, which yields the desired
smoothness of the approximating solutions uε.
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[8] Y. Z. Chen, Hölder continuity of the gradient of solutions of nonlinear degenerate parabolic systems, Acta
Math. Sinica (N.S.) 2 (1986), no. 4, 309–331.

[9] Y. Z. Chen and E. DiBenedetto, Boundary estimates for solutions of nonlinear degenerate parabolic systems.
J. Reine Angew. Math. 395 (1989), 102–131.

[10] A. Cianchi and V.G. Maz’ya, Global Lipschitz regularity for a class of quasilinear elliptic equations. Comm.
Partial Differential Equations 36 (2011), no. 1, 100–133.

[11] A. Cianchi and V.G. Maz’ya, Global boundedness of the gradient for a class of nonlinear elliptic systems.
Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 212 (2014), no. 1, 129–177.

[12] E. DiBenedetto, Real analysis. Second edition. Birkhäuser Advanced Texts: Basel Textbooks, Birkhäuser /
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[29] M. Misawa, Existence of a classical solution for linear parabolic systems of nondivergence form. Comment.

Math. Univ. Carolin. 45 (2004), no. 3, 475–482.
[30] C. Scheven, Regularity for subquadratic parabolic systems: Higher integrability and dimension estimates.

Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh 140A (2010), 1269–1308.
[31] W. Schlag, Schauder and Lp estimates for parabolic systems via Campanato spaces. Comm. Partial Differ-

ential Equations 21 (1996), no. 7-8, 1141–1175.
[32] P. Tolksdorf, Everywhere-regularity for some quasilinear systems with a lack of ellipticity. Ann. Mat. Pura

Appl. (4) 134 (1983), 241–266.
[33] K. Uhlenbeck, Regularity for a class of non-linear elliptic systems. Acta Math. 138 (1977), no. 3-4, 219–240.
[34] N.N. Uraltseva, Degenerate quasilinear elliptic systems. (Russian) Zap. Naučn. Sem. Leningrad. Otdel. Mat.
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VERENA BÖGELEIN, FACHBEREICH MATHEMATIK, UNIVERSITÄT SALZBURG, HELLBRUNNER STR. 34,
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