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BOUNDARY REGULARITY FOR PARABOLIC SYSTEMS
IN CONVEX DOMAINS

VERENA BOGELEIN, FRANK DUZAAR, NAIAN LIAO, AND CHRISTOPH SCHEVEN

ABSTRACT. Inacylindrical 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: Q7 — RN, N > 1, to
nonlinear parabolic systems of the type
(1.1) o’ =Y [a(|Dul)ul, ], =b" fori=1,...,N,

a=1

in a space-time cylinder Qr = Q x (0,7), where & C R™ 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 (0Q)r = 9 x (0,T). The nonlinearity
a: R>o — Rxq fulfills a growth condition of the type a(r) + ra’(r) =~ P~ for some
growth exponent p > f—_ﬁz As such the diffusion part in (1.1) is said to have the Uhlenbeck
structure. For the right-hand side we require b € L7 (Q, RY) for some o > n + 2.

The primary purpose of this paper is to establish

Du € L™ (Qr N Q,(z,), RN™)

whenever u is a weak solution to the system (1.1) satisfying u = 0 on the subset (9Q2)7 N
Q20(2,) of the lateral boundary. Here Q,(2,) := B,(z,) x (t, — 0°,t,) for some 2z, =
(zo,to) € (0Q)r. We only require that €2 is a bounded open convex set. No further
regularity of 02 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
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C1*-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?Du) =0  in,

are of class C1* in the interior of the domain  C R™. 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) —Z [a(\Du|)ufE]% =0 fori=1,...,N.
a=1

More general structures, replacing |Du|? by some quadratic expression Q(Du, Du) and
including a sufficiently regular dependence on x € 2, 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(z,Q(Du, Du)?)Q(Du, -). Similar C**-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 C':*-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 C'*-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 02 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 0,u vanishes on the whole boundary 9f2. 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, g-growth; see [5].

The interior C1* 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) o’ =Y [al(Du)], =0 fori=1,...,N,

a=1
with a nonlinear diffusion a that behaves asymptotically like the p-Laplacian at the origin,
ie. s'7Pa(sf) — [£[P72¢ in the limit s | O for any &, partial C**-regularity has been
established by Bogelein & 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 C'***-domains. The first was about the Holder
continuity of a solution u up to the lateral boundary with any Holder exponent in (0, 1),
given sufficiently regular boundary data; see also [13, Chapter X, Theorem 1.1]. The sec-
ond dealt with the Holder continuity of Du up to the lateral boundary, given homogeneous
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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 Holder-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 02 and g are assumed to be
C1A. 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 C'-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, OS2 and g have to be of class C LA,

1.1. Statement of the result. We assume that the nonlinearity a: R>o — R is of class
C'(Rs0,R+0) and satisfies

(1.5) 17}?01 ra(r) = 0.

Moreover, a fulfills a standard monotonicity and p-growth condition
(1.6) m(p2 +12)" 7 < a(r) +ral(r) < M(u2 +r2) "= forall 7 > 0,
with positive constants 0 < m < M, some parameter p € [0, 1], and some growth ex-

ponent nfz < p < oo. Note that in the case ¢ > 0 the parabolic system (1.1) is non-

degenerate, while for 4 = 0 the diffusion part becomes either degenerate or singular at
points with | Du| = 0. For the inhomogeneity b = (b*,...,b"): Q7 — RY we assume
the integrability condition

(1.7) be L°(Qp,RY) for some o > 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: Q7 — RN with

ue CO([0,T]; L*(Q,RY)) N LP (0, T; WP (Q, RY))

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

(1.8) // ¢y —a(|Dul)Du - D] dadt = // b-dxdt
Qr

for any test function ¢ € C§°(Q, RY). m|

Throughout this article d denotes the scaling deficit given by

g, ifp>2,
(1.9) d:= .
p(n+2)—2n" lf n+2 <p< 2.

Now we can state our main result.

Theorem 1.2 (L°°-gradient bound at the boundary). Let 2 C R"™ be an open bounded
convex set, and assume that the structural assumptions (1.5) — (1.7) are in force and let
u € CO[0,T]; L2(Q,RN)) N LP(0, T; WP (2, 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 (0Q)r N Q2,(z0) in the sense of traces,
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where z, = (x,,t,) is a point with space center ©, € 0 and time t, € (0,T), and
o€ (0, %\/ﬂ) Then, we have

Du e L™ (QT N Qg/g(zo)).
Moreover, the following quantitative L°°-gradient bound

(n+2)o

d
sup  |Du| < C{(l + Q”HHbH‘L’;&{TQmQQ(%»)# (1 + |Dul?) dadt
QrNQ4/2(20) QrNQ,(20)

holds with a constant C depending onn, N, p, o, 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 © ,5(x,) 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 0f) leads to a nonlinearity depending on the gradient of the Lipschitz
graph. Due to the limited regularity of OS2, 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 2 in Hausdorff distance from outside by smooth convex domains €., regularize the
nonlinearity a into a., extend u and b by zero outside of Q1, and mollify them properly into
ge and b.. Then we solve in (2.)7r N Q, (o, t,) the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem associated
to a. and b., with boundary values g. on the parabolic boundary of (2:)7 N Q, (%o, to).
The unique solution u. — which exists by standard methods — fulfills the Dirichlet condition
ue = 0 on (0Q:)r N Q,y(zs,1,) by construction. Since the domain of u, is smooth we
may use a reflection argument together with the interior C''*-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 Du,, which is uniform in the parameter
e. 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
0f. in the sense that the boundary integral, which cannot be controlled by integrals over
Q) N Qy(xo,t,), 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
Du, in Proposition 3.1.

Finally we pass to the limit € | 0, which can be achieved by certain compactness argu-
ments. Decisive for this argument are the uniform (in €) 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 — wu. is not allowed, since u. does not admit zero
boundary values on (9Q)r N Q,(,,t,). Moreover, u is not sufficiently regular in time,
i.e. the extension of u by zero outside of Q21 does not necessarily admit a distributional
time derivative on (Q.)7r N Q,(Zo,%,). This is why we will not choose the zero exten-
sion of u as boundary values for u,, but the modified version g. := 1.(x)u. The cut-off
function 7). is chosen to vanish on the set {z € Q : dist(z,0Q) < ¢}. With the aid of
Hardy’s inequality, one checks that g. admits a time derivative in the dual space on the
domain (Q.)r N Q,(z,, t). Note that this choice of the boundary values does not affect
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the sup-estimate for Du.. On the other hand the choice allows us to derive an appropriate
uniform energy estimate for u.. Thus, we can pass to a weakly convergent subsequence
with the weak limit «. Since the sup-estimate for Du, is uniform in €, it can be transferred
to Du. To conclude, it is left to show u = u. This however follows from the uniqueness.

Acknowledgments. V. Bogelein 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

QTL
2.1 SHENE REAESE
Since every bounded convex set satisfies a uniform cone condition, ©,(,) can be bounded
independently of x, € 02 and p > 0 by a constant only depending on the domain 2. For
a more detailed discussion, we refer to [5, Section 2.1].

for x, € 92 and o > 0.

2.2. A differential geometric identity. For a C?-domain Q2 C R", the second fundamen-
tal form of 02 is defined by

B.(§,n) = —0ev(z) - n
for any x € 99 and all tangential vectors £, 7 € T, (92), where v € C1(9€2, R™) denotes
the outer unit normal vector field on 9€).

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

Lemma 2.1. Let Q C R" be a bounded C?*-domain and w € C*(Q, R™) a vector field.
Then we have the following identity on 0$2:

(w-v)divw — Oyw - v
= divr((w - v)wr) — (trace B)(w - v)?* — B(wr, wr) — 2wt - V(w - v),

where wr = w — (w - v)v denotes the tangential component of w and V¢, divy the
gradient and the divergence, respectively, with regard to the tangential directions.

Note that for a convex domain €2, our sign convention for the second fundamental form
implies
B,(n,n) <0 for any n € T,.(09).

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

1 ' d 1
a(r) = 7/ —[sa(s)]ds = / la(ro) + roa’(ro)]do  forany r > 0.
T 0 dS 0
Therefore, assumption (1.6) and standard estimates, cf. [22, Lemma 2.1], [1, Lemma 2.1],
imply
- p=2
(2.2) ctm(p? +r ) = <a(r )<CM(,u2—|—7’2)p2

for all 7 > 0 and a constant ¢ = ¢(p). For the derivatives of the coefficients a(|¢|)&!, we
compute
a'(€]) .

Og, [alg)E] = a(l€dapd” + =o€t

for any £ € RV™ with & # 0. This implies the monotonicity and growth property

(2.3) h(J€))IN? < Z 28 a(|g))EL] XL < H(IE])[A%,

i,j=1a,f=1
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for any £, A € RN™ with £ # 0, where we abbreviated
h(r) := minfa(r),a(r) + ral ()} > ¢ m(® +1%) T,
H(r) := max{a(r),a(r) + ra/(r)} < eM(* +1%)%.

The estimates follow from (2.2) and (1.6) by distinguishing the cases a’(r) > 0 and
a'(r) <0.

2.4)

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 C R"™ be a bounded open convex set and 1 < p < n. Then, for any
w € WHP(K) we have
1 1
{][ |Dw|pdx} + {][ |w|pdx} ,
K

1

. B diam K

{][ P dx} < c(n, p)dBRE)" 1
K K]

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

iteration.

np
Lemma 2.3. Let A > 1,0 >1,v > 0and k € N. Then, we have

with the Sobolev exponent p* = primry

ok—j+1
(2.5) HAW’“ D= AT for A,0 > 0.
and

jok—i+1
(2.6) HAW* D < A- 7 for A,0 > 1.

j=1
Proof. For the first product we compute

ok—i+1 k gk—i+1 }

1_[147(9’c D = exp logAZ S =

j=1
[ log A b
= exp %E 9_j+1:|

= exp

Similarly, we re-write the second product in the form

jok—it1

k—j+1
HAWk 5 exp{logAZ jo } _exp{ (logglk ng g+1]

To estimate the rlght-hand side further, we observe that for any ¢ € (0, 1) we have

1 d1-—¢ktt 1
UL <

t’f tkdt T—thdt 1—t — (1—¢t)2

We use this estimate with the choice t = §~! € (0, 1) and obtain

jok gt log A
HAw(ek H < exp |:(1_91)2

j=1
This proves the claim. O

02
:l = A~(6-1)2
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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 92 is of class C? and that the solution
is of class C. Moreover, we consider parabolic systems that are non-degenerate, i.e.
w1 > 0, and inhomogeneities with spt b € €2 x R. The precise statement reads as follows.

Proposition 3.1. Let Q C R" be a bounded convex domain with C*-boundary, B,(z,)
a ball with m < O for some constant © > 0, and (t, — 0°,t,) C (0,7T).

Moreover, we assume that u € C3(Qr N Q,y(2,), RY) is a solution to the parabolic system

n

3.1) Oput — Z [a(|Du|)u;a]xa = in Qp NQy(20),

a=1
fori=1,...,N, where a and b satisfy assumptions (1.5) — (1.7) with . € (0,1] and
sptb € 2 x R.

Moreover, u = 0 on (0Q)1 N Q2,(2,). Then we have the gradient sup-estimate

sup  |Dul
QrNQ,/2(20)
5 (n+2)o P
(32) < C[<1+9"+ 181122 {arna, (%)))ﬁ[ (1+[Dul?) dadt|
QrNQs,/4(20)

for some constant C that depends at most on n, N, p, o, m, M, and © 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 C*-function ® : R>o9 — R>o,
any cut-off function ¢ € C5°(B,(x,),R>0) and any non-negative Lipschitz continuous
function x: [t, — 0%, t,] — R>q we have the estimate

// B2 [at[\II(DuD] ®(|Dul) Z Z boéﬁ%,am7 oy }dxdt
QrNQ, a,B,y=11,7=1

n

N
<2 // x®(Du)) S S bPg, ul du,ul dedt
QTQQQ

a,B,y=114j=1

(3.3) +// x$*®(|Du|)Du - Dbdzdt,
QTQQQ
where we abbreviated
3.4 W(s) :z/ ®(7)rdr
0
and
g . a'(|Dul) ,
. bZ] = D o 1] a(| 7
(3.5) ap = a(|Dul)dasd +7|Du\ Ug U

fora,6=1,...,nandi,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

-1 2 2\ 222 1y 12 - ij J 22002
3.6) ¢ 'm(p’+ [Duf’) T AP < Y Z b AN, < eM (p? + | Dul?) = |A|
a,Bf=11,j=1
for any A € RM™, cf. (2.3). Therefore, the preceding proposition yields an energy estimate
of the form

I . X&[at[w(wum (|Dul) (4 + |Dul) T |D?uf? | dads

<o [ x@(Du) (2 + DuP)
QrNQ,

P
2

|Do|?dadt

(3.7) + // x¢*®(|Du|)Du - Dbdzdt,
QrNQ,

with a constant C' = C'(p) > 1. This will be the starting point for the Moser iteration. O

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 2. D €, with the choice z, € 9Q x (0,T") independently of ¢ > 0. O

Proof of Proposition 3.2. For the sake of convenience, we omit the reference to the center
Z, 1n our notation. We write v, for the directional derivative of a function v in the direction
e € R™. We start by differentiating (3.1) in the direction e. In view of the identities

N n

/
2:}: fEﬁ Uz e _a(|DUi)ZZ i
(38) |DU| |D | and [a(lDU;D}e = W : U‘;ﬁujxﬁe
i=1p=1 j=1p8=1
we obtain for7 = 1,..., N that

n

n N
(39 (b). =i — > [a(|Du|)u;.aL == Y Y bt

a=1 - a,f=1j=1

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

n N ’
, a'(|Dul) iy
= 33 [Nl
- -
N
_ S a’(|Du\) i J a,J
B Z Z | D uia“lalwuwuwiw

n N ’
A a(|Du|) J ..
D DD AL TR

a,By=1 i,j=1

Z Z ibaﬁu“?amw I/ﬂfw"_u; [bljﬁuxﬁl’v] i

a,B,7=1 1,j=1

3 Z Zi (IDul)ui, , ..+ [a(|Dul)u,_, ] ]

a,y=1 i=1

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

g(s) = / ra(r)dr forany s > 0.
0
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Using the differentiated system (3.9) with e = e, we thus obtain

(3.10) I= Z Z bl , ul . — Alg(|Dul)] + $0;/Dul” — Du - Db.
a,B,y=1 1,j=1

On the other hand, a direct calculation gives
(3.11) I+ Alg(|Dul)] =L[g(|Dul)],

where L denotes the second order elliptic differential operator defined by

n

(3.12) L[v] := Z [CMUM]%,

ayy=1

with coefficients

1 a(lDu a'(|Dul)
a<|Du>{(D e+ =5y Z ot }

=1

(3.13) Cay(2) :=

N
a’(|Dul) P
= Oay ol .
* Dula(Du]) 2 "
Joining (3.10) and (3.11), we find

(3.14) 10, Dul* + Z Z bl , ul ., =L[g(Dul)] + Du- Db.
7/6'7 14,5=1

We now multiply this identity by ¢?(z), where ¢ € C§°(B,,R>¢) 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

(3.15) Zcmg | Dul)., Z Z (|Dul) ca,yum 25

Byy=1j=1

ij
Z Zb fB xw xﬂxw
Byy=1li,5=1

forae = 1,...,n, where we used first (3.8); with e = eg and then the definition (3.13) for
the coefficients c.g and (3.5). This allows us to compute

n

Lg(Dul)] = 3. [¢earg(Dulle,| —26 Y7 dcorg(IDul)s,

a,y=1 a,y=1
=1I-2¢ Z Z b ¢w°‘ Ty wﬁww
a,B,y=114,5=1

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

¢2 |:éat|Du|2 + Z Z baﬁua:aa:.y :cga:.Y:|

a,B,y=114,5=1

n N
=11-2¢ > > bYé, u vl , +¢*Du-Db.

a,fy=11,j=1
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Next, we note that due to (3.6), the matrix (bgﬁ) defines a positive definite bilinear form
on R¥™, which grants a Young type inequality for quadratic forms. That is,

Z Z b gba"“ Ty I/ﬁx’v

a,f=1i,j=1
n
L ij
< E Z Z baﬁumamvuéﬁzw +2 Z Z b /3¢Iaum7¢rﬁ T
a,B=1 i,j=1 a,B=1 i,j=1
for any v = 1,...,n. Using this estimate in the identity above and re-absorbing the term

containing the second derivatives of v into the left-hand side yields

142 [6t|Du|2_|_ Z Z boéﬁumuguV m%]

a,B,y=11,j=1
n ..
SII+2 Y > bige, ulgs,ul + ¢*Du- Db.
a,B,y=11,j=1

Next, we multiply this identity by x(¢)®(|Dul), where x: [t, — 0%, t,] — R>¢ is a non-
negative Lipschitz continuous function and ® € C'' (R0, R>) is increasing. For the term
involving the time derivative we compute

|Dul
L&(|Dul)dy| Dul> = ®(|Dul)| Duld,| Du| = 0 UO @(T)TdT] = 0,[®(|Du)],

with the function ¥ defined in (3.4) and obtain

x¢2[at[w<Du|>] spd) 33 bl }

a,B,y=11,5=1

n N
(3.16) < x®(|Dul) [II +2 > N b, ulbe,ul + ¢7Du- Db}
a,B,y=11,5=1

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

(| Dul)IL = &(Dul) Y- [$carg(Dula,|

a,y=1
n

> |#@(Dubeas(IDul)s, | o 5" Car®(1Dul), 81D,

o, y=1 a,y=1

< Y [¢*@(Dueag(Dul).,]

a,y=1

32

o

In the last line we used

Z Cay®(|Dul)s,. (| Dul)s., = (| Dul)g'(|Dul) Z Cay|Duls, |Duls., = 0,

a, Y= 1 a,'yzl

since @ and g are both increasing and that the coefficients ¢, are positive definite.

We now integrate x ® (| Du|)II over Q7 N @, and perform an integration by parts. This
leads to a boundary integral. More precisely, denoting by v the outward unit normal vector
on 0f), we have

(3.17) // X®(|Du|)IT dzdt
QTng
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n

g// x$*®(|Dul) Z Car8(|Dul)s, vo dH™ dt
(02)TNQ,

a,y=1
:// x> ®(|Dul) Z Zbaﬁu ul 7V()[d"y‘-ln_lchf.
(0Q)TNQ, a,B,y=11,j=1

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

1] ]
E E b BuMuLﬂMV

o,B,y=11,j=1

- a'(|Dul)
Z |: (|Dul) aﬁ(slj—‘r | Du| uwaugcﬂ uzwugcﬁwwy

= Z Z \Du| iaszﬁZ“ Z Z ux'vu?”ﬁug"ﬁzv

i=1 B,y=1j=1

At this point, we apply the differential geometric identity in Lemma 2.1 to the vector fields
w:=Vu',i=1,...,N. Inour case, the tangential components of w vanish since u = 0
on (092)1 N Q,. Hence, Lemma 2.1 yields the identity

u i)2
Z ur7 2oz, Vo = —(trace B) (u,)” on ()1 NQ,
ay=1
fori = 1,...,N. Here, B denotes the second fundamental form of 0f2. Note that

trace B < 0, since (2 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 (0Q2)7 N @, we obtain

n N .
Z Z b”ﬁu u%ﬂw Vg,

a,B,y=11,j=1

N n N
<Y Y3 [a0ouns 004 ZE ')u%uzﬁ}uzgm

u
=D u > D Pl Z 2, [alDul)e

In the last line, we used the parabolic system (3.1), the fact 9,u = 0 on (9Q)7 N Q, and
spt b € Qr. Recalling (3.17), we deduce that

// Xx®(|Du)IIdxdt < 0.
QTQQQ

Therefore, integrating (3.16) over Q01 N (), we obtain

n N
// X¢2{8t[\Il(Du|)] ®(|Dul) Z Z Jaul o u Q;B%}dxdt
QrNQ, By=14,j=1
<[l eupule ¥ Zbg%umuﬂ+¢2Du-Db]dxdt.
QrNQ,

a,f,y=11,j=1

This finishes the proof of the proposition. U
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3.2. A reverse Holder type inequality. Here, we work in the setting of Proposition 3.1.
Again we omit the reference to the center 2, in our notation. By ¢ € C' (R, [0,1]) we
denote a cut-off function with respect to the time variable that satisfies { = 0 on [0, %],
¢ =1lonl,00)and 0 < ¢’ < 3on [$,1]. Moreover, we consider a cut-off function
¢ € C§°(B,, [0,1]) with respect to the spatial variables. In the energy estimate (3.7) we
choose the non-negative increasing function ®: R>q — R in the form

B(s) := :1;(\/13 + 52) with ®(7) := C3(r)r>*  for some o > 0.

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

H(E) = ViE TR foré eRVY,
so that ®(|¢]) = ®(H(€)). With this notation, we have

[ Du| H(Du)
18 W(Du)i= [ @(esds= [ e iidr <l MO
0 “

2+2«

Since H(0) = 1 < 1 we deduce the lower bound

(3.19) U(|Dul) > 5752 H(Du)* > — A

Now, we start with estimating the second integral on the right-hand side of (3.7). Since
sptb(-,t) € Q forany ¢t € [0,7] and since ¢ € C5°(B,), we are allowed to integrate by
parts (with respect to z) in the integral containing b and obtain

S e b, s
— _ZZ// xb' {¢2@(|Du\)u;a} dzdt
i -1 QrNQ, Ty
‘ ; Ay
= Z Z // X2 [‘P(|Du|)5a55”+<ﬁl(Du|) Pyl 2, dadt
> QrNQ, | D o

N n
- 222//QTQQ X b'®(|Dul) by, ul, dadt

i=1 a=1

= I+ II,

with the obvious meaning of I and II. The first integral can be estimated as
I<c¢(n,N) // x¢*|b|[®(|Dul) + |Du|®' (| Du|)] | D?u| dzdt.
QTOQQ

To estimate the term in brackets we note that |Du| < H(Du), ¢ < 1 and |Du| <
‘H(Du) < 1 whenever ¢'(H(Du)) # 0 and finally H(Du) > 1 whenever ((H(Du)) #
0. Therefore, we obtain
®(|Dul) + [Du|®'(| Dul)
< C(H(Du))H(Du)**[(1 + 20)¢(H(Du)) + 2¢' (H(Du))| Dul]
< c(1+ 2a)¢(H(Du))H(Du)**

p—2+(2—p)4
2

< (14 2a)¢(H(Du))H(Du)?***

Inserting this above yields

1< c(1+20) //Q XS BCHDHD™

P—2+(2-p)4
Pl

| D?u| daxdt
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< Z // XG> C2(H(Du))H (Du)PT20=2| D?u|?dxdt
2C QrNQ,

1+2a)?
jellt2) // XGPH (D)2t P+ b 2dadt
m QTHQQ

m c(1+ 2a)?
2144*11+-4£44444)*

2C
for a constant ¢ = ¢(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

127

II<2 b|®(|Dul|)|Do|| Du| dxd
< //w%wu (IDu)| D) | Du| dadt
<2 [ 0P DU) D Do dd
QrNQ,

<cf[  xobmDu
QrNQ,

<cM // XH(Du)P?*| D¢|? dazdt + 1o,
QrNQ,

p+(2—p)4
Pl

|Do| dadt

where, in the second-to-last step, we again used the fact H(Du) > % on the support of
C(H(Duw)), and in the last step we applied Young’s inequality. Using the above estimates
for I and IT in (3.7) and re-absorbing the term %1, into the left-hand side, we arrive at

I o [awDub] + ¢ DD D2 dod

QrNQ,

(3.20) <c // XH(Du)PT2*| Dp|* dadt + (1 + 20)*1,,
QrNQ,

where ¢ = ¢(m, M,n,N,p). In (3.20) we choose x in the form of a product of two

functions x and X. We choose the first function x € W ([t, — 02, ,]) to satisfy 0 <
X <1, x(to — 0%) = 0, and ;x> 0, while the second one is defined by

1, t € t, — 02,7,
X(t):=¢ 1-5T, te(rT+90),
0, t € [T+ 0,10,

where § > 0andt, — 0> < T < 7+ 6 < t,. With this specification of x 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 x and )

// ¢*xX0: [¥(|Du|)] dzdt
QrNQ,

_ // 620, [X(1)X(1)] ¥ (| Du]) dadt
QrNQ,

- // ¢ [X0rx + X0, %] (| Dul) dadt
QrNQ,

1
- // X620, x ¥ (|Du|) dzdt 4+ = / x> (| Du|) dzdt.
QrNQ, 0 MarnB,x(r.rt6)

We insert this into (3.20) and pass to the limit 6 | 0. For 7 € (¢, — 0%, t,) we obtain

/ X6 (| Du]) dz
QNB, x{7}
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+ // XO*C2(H(Du))H(Du)P+2*=2| D%u|? dadt
QTQBQX(tO—gﬁ,T)

<c {// XH(Du)PT2*| Dg|? dzdt + (1 4 2a)Ty + I3,
QrNQ,

where I3 is defined by

1
Iii=—— 20uxH(Du)? 2% dzdt.
3 ) //QTGQQ¢ X H(Du) x

In the estimate leading to I3 we used (3.18) and the fact that 9;x > 0. Note that I3 is non-
negative. Observe also that the right-hand side of the preceding inequality is independent
of 7. Therefore we can pass to the limit 7 1 ¢, in the second integral on the left-hand side,
while in the first integral we can take the supremum over 7 € (¢, — 02, t,). This implies

sup / X¢2\P(|Du|)daz
QNB, x{7}

to—02<T<t,

+ // XO*C2(H(Du))H(Du)P 22| D?u|? dadt
QrNQ,

<c {// XH(Du)P T2 Dp|* dadt + (1 + 202)*Ty + I3,
QrNQ,

with a constant ¢ = ¢(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 + 2«), from which we deduce

sup / XP*H(Du)* 2> dx
QNB,x {7}

to—02<T<to

+ (p+2a) // x¢2C2(H(Du))?{(Du)p+2°‘72|D2u\2 dzdt
QTan
<elpr20) | [ID6I3HDu 4 o= 2 (Dw)
QrNQ,

tew 200 [  AGHDUPE Y e 400 B
TNQ,

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

sup ][ XP*H(Du)* 2> dx
QNB,x{7}

to—02<7<t,
+(p+20) g27§[ NG2C2(H(Du) Y H(Du)P+H22=2| D2y dadt
QrNQ,
(3.21) <c(p+2a)R; +c(p+20)°Ry+1=:R,

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

R, = @27%2 (1 DI < H (D)2 4 [0 < H(Du)> 2 |
TN

e

and
R; = Q27§[ XG> H(Du)?oF+ =P+ b2 dadt.
QrNQ,

Observe that we kept the cut-off function y¢? 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 § := w > 0, we compute

‘D[d)H% C(H(Du)H p+2a+25
<M¢H c?(%(Du))%( Du)7 “%z |
+ 2015 C(H (D)) (H(Du))H(Du) 5 | Dyl
+ 1267 | DYIC (H(Du) H(Du) 5
¢ (p+ 2a)¢" 5 C(H(Du))H (Du) 7= | D2y
(3.22) + || Dol L= dn H(Du) E

for a constant ¢ = ¢(n). In the last step, we used the fact that H(Dw) < 1 on the support
of ¢'(H(Dw)), as well as the bounds ¢ < 1 and ¢’ < 3. On a fixed time slice we apply
Sobolev’s embedding in Lemma 2.2 with p = HQ—]:? and then inequality (3.22), with the
result

][ O CHH(Du) H(Du)P 22 da
QNB

n+2
n

20426 2n
%} "2 o

< 202,07 [ L pleieaunwmon

e
n+42

p+2(x+25 n

+2 ng |1 % C2(H(Du))H(Du) |42 dx}

2n nnﬁ
< ccéobf(pma)?[ ]{2 |01 EC(ADu) H(Dw) | D2 | dx}

NB,
n+2

n

o 2n
T2y | DY [ T O dx}
QnB,

In the last line, we used the estimate ||@|| L < o||D¢|| o, which holds true since ¢ has
compact support in B, and we assumed that Cgo, > 1. According to Lemma 2.2, we can
choose the Sobolev constant C's,}, only depending on n and ©. Next, we estimate both
integrals on the right-hand side by means of Holder’s inequality with exponents "*2 and
242 which leads to

][ G CHH(Du)H(Du)P 2o da < ¢ CB,,0* Ty - I3,
QNB

where

II, := (p + 20)? ]{2 H*C(H(Du))H(Du)P 22| D?u|* da
NB,

+ Dol H(Du)P > dz
QNB,

and
11, ::][ $*H(Du)"dz.
QnB

At this point, the reason for our choice of § becomes clear. In fact, we have chosen ¢ in
such a way that nd = 2 + 2« coincides with the integrability exponent in the sup-term of
the energy inequality (3.21). We multiply the preceding inequality by x(t)H% and take
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the mean with respect to ¢ over the interval (¢, — 02, t,). In this way we obtain

]f[ @25 CH(H(Du))H(Du)Pt2+28 dadt
QrNQ,

< cC’gobg2 ][ x()II - {]{203 XP*H(Du)* 2 dx ndt

(to—0%,t0)

(3.23) <cC2,0°R* ][ x(H)IL,dt.

(to—0%,t0)

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

][ (BT AL < (p+ 2a>27§[ X2 C(H(Du) Y H(Du)?+20~2| D) dx
(to—gz,to) QTﬁQg

+ | D92 75[ H(Du)P 2> dzdt
QrNQ,

c(p+2a)
02
where the constant ¢ depends on n, N, m, M, p, and ©. Joining this with (3.23) yields

==
(ﬁ[ [X¢2]1+fl?_L(Du)p+2a+25dxdt>
QrNQ,

< R,

<1+ (ﬁ[ [X¢2]1+i44(%(Du))ﬂ(pu)P+2a+25dxdt> "
QrNQ,
(3.24) <c(p+20)R.

Our next goal is to estimate Ry. In view of the integrability assumption (1.7), i.e. b €
L7 (Qr,RY) with o > n + 2, we can use Holder’s inequality to estimate

o—2
o

(3.25) R, < @%[b]g,ﬂmcgg (ﬁ[ [X¢2H(Du)2a+(2_p)+] 723 dxdt)
QrNQ,

[b]a,QTﬁQQ = |:Qan2[/ |b|gd1‘dt:| .
QTﬂQg

Here we used the fact that 0" 2 /|Q7 N Q,| is bounded by ©. In order to estimate the
integral on the right-hand side of (3.25) further, we interpolate the L7—2-norm between
the L!-norm and the an#-norm, which is possible since o > n + 2. For every « > 0, this
yields the bound

where we defined

2 nt2 ==
R: < 04020, 00, [H(ﬁé GG dxdt)
TNQ,H

T 75[ XO*H(Du)?e+ =P+ d;z:dt]
QTOQQ

2 n+2 n+2
<07 [b]i,QTr\QQ [n (]5[ [qu?]% [H(Du)v+2a+25 + 1] da;dt)

(3.26) 4T ﬁ[ [H(Du)P2* +1] dmdt] .
QrNQ,
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In the last line, we used the fact that
20+ (2-p)4| =2 <p+20+25 and 20+ (2-p); <p+ 20

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

n

2 2 nt2
[1 —c(p+20)°07 [b]iszm@g“] M[ [x@?]'F n H(Du)P 2020 dadt
Q

TNQ,
<c(p+20)Ry + c@%(p + 20‘)3[57}(27,520@@“ +1

n+2

+¢07 (p+2a)° )7 0,00, K 7 ]§[ [H(Du)P 2 + 1] dwdt.
' ¢ QrNQ,

At this stage, we choose the parameter x > 0 so small that
2
C (p + 2@)39 4 [b]ch,QTmQQ'% = %
This implies in particular that the second term on the right-hand side equals % On the
other hand the coefficient in front of the last term on the right equals

o—n—2

41 _n+2 e 2
%KJ 1 oc—n—2 — %FC oc—n—2 — |:C (p+2a)3@j[b]g’QTng

This turns the preceding estimate into

M[ [X¢2]1+n%(Du)P+2a+25dxdt]
QrNQ,

20

<c(p+20)7n= [1 + Ry + [b] ;753—;Q97§[ [H(Du)Pt2> 4 1] dzdt]
QrNQ,

for a constant ¢ depending only on n, N, m, M, p, o, and ©. By an application of Young’s
inequality, we can rewrite the above inequality and obtain the reverse Holder type estimate

|:]§[ [X¢2]1+;H(Du)p+2a+26 d.%‘dt:|
QrNQ,

(3.27) <c(p+2a) Ry, ]§[ [H(Du)?™* + 1] dadt,
QrNQ,

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

20

Yo := 1+ 0% Do) 7 + *0exllL= + [V]7 o ira, -

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

p+2a+20=q+2a+2(1+a)—(¢—p) > q+2a,

sincep>n2—]:2>2—%.

3.3. The iteration scheme. We fix radii r, s with § <7 < s < p and define

o =7+ 5x(s—7) and Q= Qu, (o, to)
for k € Ny. We choose cut-off functions ¢, € C5°(B,, (), [0, 1]) such that ¢, = 1 on
By, (z0) and [ Dy | < 22" and xi, € W ((ty—03, 1), [0, 1]) such that xy (t,—02) =

S—r
0,xx = 1lon(t,— giﬂ, to),and 0 < dpyp < % With these specifications inequality
(3.27) yields

n
+2

T k—1 QrNQk
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O 4k g2
- (s —r)?
for a constant C,, of the type

20
(3.29) Co = C(l + [b]é,ﬁ’;}?cgg)'
Here C' denotes a universal constant depending on n, N, m, M, p, o, and ©. To bound the
left-hand side of (3.28) we use the fact
Q7 N Qyl - Q7 N Q)2 S 120 By sl S 1
QrNQr—1| — Qo]  — 4[Bilo" T ¢(n)©

‘We use this in (3.28) and obtain

[]5[ %(Du)q+2a(1+i)—(q—p)+ﬁdxdt]
QrNQk

C4kQ2
T (s—r)?

(3.28) (p+2a)7=n—2 ﬁ[ [H(Du)T>* + 1] dadt,
QrNQr—-1

n
n+2

(3.30) (p + 2q)7n—2 ]§[ ['H(Du)q+2a + 1] dzdt,
QrNQr-1

for some constant C', with the same structure as the one in (3.29). We now define recur-
sively a sequence (8k)ken, by 8o := 0 and

28k =261 (1+2) — (¢ —p) + =.
Induction leads to

= B 2y

The choice oo = S _1 turns (3.30) into

M[ H(Du) 125 dxdt}
QrNQk

k 2
il 5(1+ ,Bk)" n2 {75[ H(Du)a+2Pe=1 dzdt + 1|,
(S T) QrNQr_1

In the last line we used ;1 < S to replace p + 28k—1 by 2p(1 + Si). The constant C,,

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 C,,. To proceed further let

Ay = 75[ H(Du)T2Px dzdt.
QrNQk
In terms of Ay, the reverse Holder inequality (3.32) leads to a recursion formula

k2
A < 047
(s —1)?

Iteration of this inequality gives

AkSH{CZLQ( 53)“”2

n
n+2

(3.32) <

1+2 )
(14 Br) 72 2] (A +1)"" VkeN

(Ag + 1))

:| (1+3)k77’+1

o (s —1)2
for any k € N. Here we enlarged C, by a factor 2. We take this inequality to the power
m and obtain
L (1+2)k—i+1 (15 2)
1 O 4] q+28
333 AR < (1 7on=3 Ag+ 1) 7
(3.33) R __]:I o) (1+B))77= (Ao +1)
Note that
Q+2)F 2

1m = .
k—oo q+20B,  4—n(q—p)
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Therefore, we have

(1+2)k T=n(q—p)
(3.34) lim (AO + 1) T — []5[ H(Du)? dzdt + 1] .
k—oo QrNQs
With the abbreviation
4 — _
= 7”(2(1 P ¢ (0,9,

formula (3.31) takes the form

2\ k 2\ F
Bo=2[(1+2) -1 <(1+2) -1
2 n n
Therefore, for any 7 € N we have the estimate
C,47p
—2" = (1 on—2 < C K
(S*’I") ( +ﬁ])

with the abbreviations

and
Ki=4(142)777 > 1,

We use this to bound the product appearing in (3.33), with the result
(a+ 2kt

k—j41
C,49p 7128, k “*qﬁw I J(42)k—it+1
— = (1+p; )a n—2 < k K R =7
(s —1)2 ( J -
a3 )k il Gt 2)k—itl

k k
< H ”’[(” YO+ DR HK~[<1+ L=
j=1 Jj=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 = C, and 0 = 1 + % We obtain

142yk—j+1
k a4+ 7 e

Hé"/[(1+%)‘"’71] C 2-y C4 I-n(q—p) DN
b =

Similarly, the second product can be bounded with the help of (2.6) from Lemma 2.3
applied with A = K and 6 = 1 + 2. This yields

k k—j+1

% (W+ 2)2 (n+2)?
| I K’Y[(1+ )F—1] < K = K 2G@—nla—p) ,
j=1

Inserting this above, we obtain
(at+2)k—I+t
q+2pBy, +2

k .
004392 3o n+2 ~ | —nt2 _
— — (1 No—n—2 K= C 4—n(q—p) ,
H[(s—r)Q( +5;) } <( )
Jj=1

where K depends only on n and o. In particular, the right-hand side is independent of
k € N. This allows us to pass to the limit & T oo in (3.33). In view of (3.34), this yields

. ﬁ nt2 ~ n+2 4—n(q—p)
limsup A" < (K2 C,) @D H(Du)? dzedt + 1
QrNQs

k—o0

()0
0"t (1 + blIaa 2 e
‘| (14 Plasica,) FFo o imataa] T
(S — T)rL QTOQS
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In the last line we used (3.29), i.e. the special form of C,,, and the fact that ;» < 1. Since
ok 4 rand By T oo, the last estimate implies the following sup-estimate for the gradient

TR
sup |Du| = lim []5[ | Du| 9725 dmdt}
QNQr

QrnQ. k—o0

1
. PET:
< lim sup A,;” P
k—o0

(n+2)o
n+2 o—n—2 1 2q
Q 1 + b o q q 4—n(q—p)
(3.35) < c{ a0 ’f;”Q‘-’)ﬁ[ (1+|Duf?)? dazdt] -
(s —m)™ QrnQ,

for a constant C' that depends on n, m, M, p, o, and ©. In the case p > 2 we have ¢ = p,
and therefore (3.35) simplifies to

(n+2)o
n+2 c—n—2 d
o (14 Bl gyia, ) L
sup |Dul < C’[ 2T i ﬁ[ (1+ [Dul?)? dxdt} ,
QrnQ. (s —r)+ QrnQ,

where d = %p is the scaling deficit from (1.9). With the choice r = % and s = %, 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 nzfz < p < 2. To reduce the integrability exponent in

the sup-estimate from ¢ = 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 § <7 < s < %.
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 4212(3;)’7 ) and p‘t;ig:’;%. Note that this
is possible if and only if nQ—fQ < p < 2. This procedure leads us to

sup (14 |Dul?)®
QTQQT
(n+2)o
0" 2 (1 + [b] s ) (=5
[ Z’_&THQQ ]5[ (1+ |Du?) dxdt]
(s—r) QrnQ.

2—p
< C sup (1 + |Du|2) 4-n(2=p)
QrNQs

<C

(n+2)o

n—+2 o—n— 2
. |:Q (1 + [b]OHQTr?QQ) ﬁ[ (1 n ‘Du|2) 2 dxdt:| 4-n(2-p)
(s —rym+2 QrnQ.

sup (1+ |Du|2)%
QTan

1
<3

(n+2)o
n+2 oc—n—2
[Q (1 + B grne,) 75[ (14 [Duf?)¥ dadt
(S — T)n+2 QrNQs

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

2
:| p(nt2)—2n

sup (1 + |Dul?)?
QrNQy 2

(n+2)o

d

3.36 <cl(1+mpa? 1+ |Dul?)? dadt|

(3.36) < +[b]5 orno, . (1+[Dul?)? da )
TNQ3g/4

where d = p(nfﬁ is the scaling deficit, cf. (1.9). This is exactly the claimed bound
(3.2) in the singular range anQ < p < 2, and completes the proof of the sup-estimate
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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  C R™ be a bounded convex domain, and suppose that u € LP(0,T; W1P(Q,RY))
is a solution to (1.1), where (1.5) — (1.7) are in force. Moreover, we assume that for some
xo, € 0 and p > 0 we have u = 0 on (9Q)r N Q2,(2,) in the sense of traces.

4.1. Approximation of the domain. For any ¢ € (0,1] we consider the parallel set
Q. = {z € R": dist(z,Q) < 3e}. Note that Q. is convex as () is convex. By a
well-known result from convex analysis (see e.g. [28, §XIII.2, Satz 2]), the domains SNIE
can be approximated in Hausdorff distance by smooth convex sets ). with

disty (QE,QE) < %6.
In particular, the regularized sets €2, satisfy
4.1) {z e R™: dist(z,Q) <&} C Q. C {z € R": dist(,Q) < 2¢}.

Since the domains (). approximate €2 from the outside, we obtain

n n

0 0
“4.2) sup <
ce(0.1] [ N Byya(xo)| — 120 Bya(,)|

= 2n@g/2(xo)

for every z, € 02 and o > 0, with the constant ©,5(z,) introduced in (2.1). As a result,
the constants in the a priori estimate will be independent of € € (0, 1].

4.2. Regularization of the coefficients. We regularize the coefficients by means of a mol-
lifyer ¢ € C3°(R,[0,00)) with spt ¢ C (—1,1) and [, ¢da = 1. Fore € (0,1] we let
¢e(z) == 5’1¢(§) and

a(e?), if p >0,
a(\/52 + e2s ), if u=0,

for any s € R. The regularized coefficients a. are defined by

ce(s) = (¢a * C)(s), where c(s) := {

a.(r) :=cc(logr), forr >0.
Similarly as in [5, Section 4.2] we obtain the following ellipticity and growth conditions
for a.; see also Appendix A for the proof. For any > 0 we have
O )T <ad(r) <MW 1),
(4.3) mN2 4 r2)"5 < al(r)r +ad(r) < e MM+ %),

@l ()] < (N2 4 52)"7,

with a constant ¢ = ¢(n, p) and

(4.4) )\':{ po i >0,

e, ifu=0.

Moreover, we have

p—2

4.5) la.(r) — a(r)| < 2c(p)Memax {1,e? 2 }(A> +1?) 2

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 ()1 N Q2,(z0),
where (Q2,(z,) is a parabolic cylinder with z, € 9 and (¢, — 4¢%,t,) C (0,7). For
a cut-off function 7 € C°°(0,00;[0,1]) with 7 = 1 on [2,00) and i) = 0 on (0,1) we
consider the boundary values

(4.6) ge(x,t) :=n(x)u(x,t) with n.(z) =17 for z € Q.

We extend this function to R™ x (0,7") by letting g. = 0 on (R™ \ ). Note that the
extension satisfies g. € LP(0,T; W, ?(Q., R)). For the inhomogeneity we consider the
regularization b, := ¢,/ * b, for a standard mollifier in space-time ¢ € C§°(Q1,R). Due
to the construction of €2, (see (4.1)) we have

4.7 sptb. € Q. x R.
We let a. be the coefficients constructed in Section 4.2. By
Ue € go + LP(to — 0% to; W P (R N By(,), RY))
we denote the weak solution to the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem
“s) { Oyue — div (a-(|Duc|)Dus) = b in ()7 N Qu(20)
Ue = Ge on 9,((Q2e)1 N Qp(20))-

Note that u. = 0 on (0Q:)7 N Qp(2,) and u. = n-u on (L) N FpQ,(2,). Using a
reflection argument, interior regularity theory and up-to-the-boundary Schauder estimates
we can show that u. is smooth up to the boundary component (0€2.)r N Q,(2,); see
Appendix B.

_¢dist(z, 0Q)
(F=7)

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 u..

5.1. An energy estimate for the approximating solutions. Throughout this section we

omit the reference to the center 2, in our notation. From [26, Corollary 3.11] we recall the

following result; note that the constant ~y in [26, Corollary 3.11] can be chosen as v =

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

Lemma 5.1 (Hardy’s inequality). Let 1 < p < oo and suppose that Q C R™ is a bounded
open convex set. Then there is a constant ¢ depending on n and p such that whenever
u € Wy (Q) there holds

/Q <c1:<§cgcgm>df =¢ /Q | Du()|” da.

In the following we let
(5.1) Vo i= L®(t, — 0%, to; L*(R: N By, RM)) N LP (t, — 0%, to; Wy P (2= N By, RY))
with norm

lellv. = ll@llze—r2 + Il Lr—wie.
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 Qp with w = 0 on (0Q)7 N Q20(2,) in
the sense of traces, and g. = n-u be constructed as in (4.6). Then we have

// |Dge|Pdzdt < c// [|Dul? + o7 P|uf?]dzdt,
QTng QTmQ29

with a constant ¢ = c¢(n, p).
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Proof. We choose a standard cut-off function ¢ € C§°(Ba,, [0,1]) with { = 1 on B, and
|D¢| < % on By,. Then we apply Hardy’s inequality from Lemma 5.1 to the function (u
on the time-slices 2 x {t} fora.e.t € (t, — 0°,t,), with the result

// |Dge|Pdadt < c// |DulPdzdt + £ // |Cu|Pdadt
QrnQ, QrNQ, eP JJarnQ,nspt(Dn.)
< c// |Du|pdxdt+c// < cul )pdxdt
QrNQ, Qx (to—02,to dlst(.%' 3Q)
< c// | Du|Pdadt + c// |D(Cu)|Pdedt
QrnQ, QX (to—02,t0)

< c// [[DulP + 077 |ulP]dzdt.
QrNQ2,

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 Qp, and g. = n.u be constructed as
in (4.6). Then, for any ¢ € C5°((Q:)r N Q,, RY) we have

ijl
(5.2) ’// ge - O dmdt‘ < c{// ()\p + |Du|”)dxdt Dol ((20)rnQ,)
Qr QrNspt ¢

+ |6 (n ) (71, )
|| || p ;)2 (QTﬂsptcp)”(pH - + (R )Tng)

with a constant ¢ = c(n, p, M) and the parameter \ from (4.4). In particular, O;g. € V..

p(n+2)
—ploda) . p(n+2
Note that b € L»2-7 (Qr), since 0 > n +2 > W

side of (5.2) is finite.

. Therefore, the right-hand

Proof. Let p € C§°((2:)rNQ,, RY), and consider the cut-off function 7. () from (4.6).
Testing the weak form of (1.1) with 7. and recalling (2.2), we estimate

(5.3) ’// Je -8t<pdxdt‘
Qr
= '// u - Ot (n=) dxdt‘
Qr

_ '//QT [a(Dw)Du - Dineg) ~ b o] dxdt‘

p—2
< CM// (1® +|Dul?) * |Dul |D(n.y)| dzdt + // || dzdt
QT QT
p=1

P
< CM|:// ()\p + |Du|p)dxdt} D) e s
QrNspt ¢

+||b e P
| || ( +2)  (aep o) ||50|| (nt2 ((Q )rQy)"

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

C
54 1Dy < € // Delrdadt + < // plPdadt.
QrNQ, € QrNQ,Nspt(Dne)

In order to bound the last integral, we observe that for points « in the domain of integration,
we have
dist(x, 09 ) < 2e + dist(z, 0N) < 4e,
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by the construction of €. and since spt(Dr).) is contained in the 2e-neighborhood of 9.
Therefore, we can apply Hardy’s inequality from Lemma 5.1 on the time slices Q. x {t}
for ae. t € (t, — 0 t,), after extending ¢ by zero on (2 x {t}) \ B,. Note that the
constant in Hardy’s inequality only depends on 7 and p, but independent of €. As a result,
we obtain

1 // P // ( || )p
— pPdedt < ¢ ——————— | dadt
P JJarnQ,nspt(Dn.) i Qo X (to—02,t0) dist(z, 09;)

< c// | D|Pdadt.
Qe X (to—02,t0)

Joining this bound with (5.4), we arrive at || D(1n.)||z» < ¢||Dy]|L», for a constant ¢ =
¢(n,p). Using this in (5.3), we deduce the asserted estimate (5.2). Finally, we note that
Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality implies

ol s o

o FcE)
< [// |Dyl? dxdt( sup / |<p(-,t)|2d;v> ]
(e)TNQ, te(to—02,t0) JQ.NB,

< dlellv..

Therefore, the estimate (5.2) can be rewritten in the form

’// ge - Orp dadt
Qr

P
(// ()\p + |Du|p)dxdt) + 15l pnt2 llellv.
QrNspt ¢ Lr(n+2)=n (QrNspt @)

for any ¢ € C§°((Q)7 N Q,, RY). This proves the assertion d;g. € V.. O

<c

We use the preceding estimate of the distributional time derivative of g. for the proof of
the desired energy estimate. The difficulty comes from the fact that u and u. are solutions
on different domains Q27 and (2. ). For ease of notation, we define

Va(A) = (A2 + J42) T A, forAe RV

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

sup / lue — ge|? d:c—i—// |V>\(Du5)|2d:1cdt
TE(to—02%,t0) (2eNBy)x {7} (Qe)TNQ,

p(n+2)
< c// [N + |Du|? + o~ P|u|P]|dzdt + H|b| + |b€|H pn e
QT0Q2Q Lrnt2)—n ((QE)TQQQ)

with a constant ¢ = c(n,p,m, M).

Proof. For fixed 7 € (t, — 0%,t,) and § € (0,t, — 7) we let
1, fort € [t, — 0%, 7],
(s(t) == TE=L fort € (1,7 +0),
0, fort € [T+ 0,t,].

As in Lemma 5.3 one easily checks that solutions u. to the parabolic systems (4.8) own a
distributional time derivative 0;u. € V_. Therefore, the testing function Cg(ug —g:) € Ve
is admissible in the weak form of (4.8), which implies

<8tu5, Cg(ug — gs)> + // {gas(Dus)DuE - (Due — Dge) dadt
(QE)TQQQ
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(5.5) = // C2b. - (ue — ge) dadt.
(QE)TOQQ

Here, (-, -) denotes the duality pairing on V. x V. We rewrite the first term on the left-hand
side in the form

<atusv Cg (us - )>

<8t ( 95)> + <atg€a C(?(ua - ga)>
_ / _ 2
= (O1(Gae — 92)), Gl — g2) //mmg Ghélue — 6o dudt

+ <5'th, C(S (us - gs)>
=: I(6) + II(6) + ITI(J),
with the obvious meaning of I(¢) to ITI(6). For the first term we find

I(6) = %// Ot|Cs(ue — go)|? dadt = 0,
(QE)TQQQ

since (5(t,) = 0 and u. = g. on the initial time slice (2. N B,) x {t, — ¢*}. By the mean
value theorem we obtain

lim IT(0) = l/ lue — ge|? da.
510 *JnByxiny

Finally, we estimate the third term by means of Lemma 5.3, with the result

p—1

[IIL(6)| < c{//ﬂ 0 (AP + |DuP)dzdt] |Due — Dgellr((©2.)rn@,)
TNQ,H

+ b _pn el pen )
I Hmfﬁfn((g) ng)H = Gell e o

For the last term in (5.5), a straightforward application of Holder’s inequality yields

// Cgbs ! (ue - ga) dxdt
(QE)TOQQ

< b n - n :
< Wl et (g e T 915 (@m0,

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

% / lue — go|* do + // a.(Du.)Du. - (Du. — Dg.) dadt
(QenNBy)x {1} (2:)rNQ,

p—1
< C|:// ()\P + |Du|p)dl‘dt:| ||Du8 — DgEHLP((QE)TmQQ)
QrNQ,

5.6 +2|||b] + [bel]] _pen u B
(5.6) H| ‘ | |H (+-2¢-)2 ()0, )H € gs” (n+2 ((Q )rNQy)

for any 7 € (t, — 0%,t,). By the growth properties (4.3) of a. and Young’s inequality for
the V\-function [2, Lemma 2.3] we obtain for the diffusion term

// a.(Duc)Du. - (Due — Dg.) dadt
(Qe)-NQ,

> %// [Va(Due)|? dedt
M (Q:)-NQ,

pP—2
sem ff (4 Du) T Du Dy dad
NQ,
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zm// |V>\<DU5)|2dxdt—c// [VA(Dg.)|? dadt.
(Qs)TﬂQg Q:NQ,

We join the two preceding estimates, take the supremum over 7 € (¢, — 0?,t,) in the first
term on the left-hand side and let 7 1 ¢, in the second one. This gives

(5.7) S+ // [VA(Du.)|? dadt
Q)rNQ,

S C|:// ()\p 4+ |Du|p)dxdt ||Du8 — DgSHLp((QE)TﬂQg)
QrNQ,

+ cl|||b] + |be n Ug — n
Iiel=+1 |H a3 <<QE>TmQQ>H : 95||L”(n*2)<<ns>ng>

+ c// [Va(Dg.)|? dadt
QrNQ,

with the abbreviation

S:=  sup / lue — ge|? da.
TE(to—0%,t0) (QeNBy)x{r}

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

p(n+2)
Ue — g P n+ Du Dg ! dxdt
H € 5” ( )((Q) Q) = |: //Q) 0‘ € E| :|

FGEs)
< C|:S + // |Du. — Dg.|? dxdt] .
(Q)rNQ,

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

s+// [V (Du.)|? dadt
(QE)TOQQ

<is+1 // [Va(Du.)|? dedt + c// (AP + |DulP)dzdt
(2:)TNQ, QrnQ,

_ pnt2)
+c// |V>\(Dge)|2dxdt+c|||b| + |be ‘Hmmp .
QrNQ, -7 ((Q)rNQ,)

In turn we used the elementary estimate |A|P < |V, (A)|? 4+ AP. 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 Dg. by

// [VA(Dg.)|? dzdt < c// [N + |DulP + ¢~ P|ul?]dzdt.
QTOQQ QT0Q2Q

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

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

sup / e —gE|2dx—|—// ‘V,\(Dug)’2d$dt
TE(to—02,8) J (QNB,) x{1} Q)sNQ,

__p(nt2)
< c// [)\P + |Dul? + Q*P|U|P]da;dt + c|||b| + |be |Hp<np+(273+;) 5
Q:NQ2, LPn+D-7 ((2.),NQ,)

for any s € (t, — 0°%,t,]. O
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5.2. Ilroof of the gradient estimate. We recall (4.2), (4.3) and (4.7) and the fact u. €
C3((Q2)1 N Q,(20)) (see Appendix B). Therefore, Proposition 3.1 is applicable with
u,a,b,$, O replaced by u., a., b, e, ©,/2(7,). We thus obtain the gradient estimate

sup (1 + |Du5|2)§
(QE)TOQQ/2

(n+2)o

d
(5.8) <C [(1 + 0" 3| 700 ﬁ[ (1 + |Duc|?) dzdt "
L ((Qsmczg)) ()2 @s0a

In view of (4.2) and (4.3), the constant C in the preceding inequality depends only
on n,N,p,m,M, and O, /2(330), but is independent of €. The energy estimate from
Lemma 5.4 implies

(5.9 sup / lue — ge|* da + // | Du.|Pdzdt < C,
TE(to—0%to) J (Q2eNBy) x {7} (Qe)TNQ,

with a constant C' independent of £ € (0,1); note in particular that ||b.|| - is bounded
independently of e. We combine this with the gradient sup-estimate from (5.8) replacing
(£,32) by (22, ). This yields the uniform bound

(5.10) sup |Duc| < C,
(Re)TNQ34/4

with a constant C' independent of . From the construction of the boundary values g, it is
clear that g. — win LP(2r N Q,) as € | 0. Moreover, Lemma 5.2 ensures that

(5.11) // [|Dge|P + |ge|P]dzdt < c// [[Dul? + 077 |ulP] dadt,
QrNQ, QrNQ2,

for every € € (0, 1). We therefore deduce

(5.12) ge — u weakly in LP (to — 0%ty WHP(Q N By, RN)) ase | 0.

Moreover, Poincaré’s inequality and (5.11) yield the bound
(5.13) // |ue|P dadt
(Q:)rNQ,

Sc// \ug—gg|pdxdt—|—c// |ge|P dadt
(QE)TOQQ (QE)TQQQ

< cof // | Du.|P dzdt + c// [0”|Dul? + |ul?] dzdt.
(Qe)TNQ, QrNQ2,

We extend u. by zero on @, \ (2¢)r. Since u. = 0 on (9. )r NQ, in the sense of traces,
the extended maps satisfy u. € LP(t, — 0%, to; WHP(B,,RY)) for every ¢ € (0,1).
Moreover, estimates (5.9) and (5.13) imply that the family (u.).c(o,1) is bounded in the
latter space. Therefore, we find &; | 0 and a limit map @ € LP(t, — 0?,t,; W1P(B,, RY))
such that

(5.14) Ue,

i

— @ weakly in LP (t, — 0%, to; WHP(B,,RY)) as i — oo.

In view of the uniform L°°—L? bound (5.9) we can pass to a non-relabelled subsequence
to deduce that & € L>®(t, — 0%, t,; L*(B,,R")) and

U, — g, —7 U — uweakly* in L (t, — 0%, to; L*(B,y, RY)) as i — oc.
By construction, the maps u. agree with g. on the lateral boundary in the sense that
Ue — Je S Lp (to - 927 to; WOLP(BAH RN))

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

(5.15) i —u € LP(t, — 0% to; Wy P (Bo, RY)).



28 V. BOGELEIN, F. DUZAAR, N. LIAO, AND C. SCHEVEN

Now, let &, > 0 and consider the outer parallel set Oa., := {x € B,: dist(z,Q) < 2¢,}.
Since Q. C O4., for every € € (0,¢,), we have

Ue —ge =0 ae.on @, \ (Oz,)r, forevery € € (0,¢,).

Also this property is preserved in the limit £; | 0, which implies that & = wu a.e. on
Qo \ (Oac, )7 for every €, > 0. In turn, we conclude

(5.16) a=u ae.onQ,\ Qr.
Combining the properties (5.15) and (5.16), we infer the desired boundary condition
@€ u+ LP(to — 0% to; Wy P (2N By, RY))

for the limit map @. Our next goal is to show that the limit map @ attains the expected
initial values at the initial time ¢, — o?. 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

to—0%+h
1 / () — w(t) 2 cop,

0o—0?

to_92+}L
.. 2
< hrg%)nf %/t [|ue(t) — gs(t)”m(QmBg)dt

0_92

(QNB2y) X (to—02,to—02+h)

p(n+2)

el

Lp(nt2)—n ((QQBQ)X(tong,tofﬁﬂJrh))’
for every h € (0, ¢%). Since the right-hand side of the last inequality converges to 0 as
h | 0 we infer

to—0’+h
lim + a(t) — u(t)|? dt = 0.
ik [ IO w0 ans,

Since u € C°([0,T]; L*(£2, RY)) by assumption, this implies that @ = w on (2 N B,) x
{t, — 0} in the usual L?-sense. At this stage it remains to verify the differential equation
for the limit map u. For a fixed compact set K € 27 N Q,, the interior Cle_estimates
from [13, Chapter IX, Theorem 1.1, Chapter VIII, Theorems 5.1 and 5.2°] and the uniform
energy bound (5.9) imply

(517) ||Du5||co,a([{) S C

for every ¢ € (0, 1), for some Holder exponent o € (0,1) and some constant C' > 0,
both independent of €. This allows us to apply Ascoli-Arzéla’s theorem to conclude that
Du, converges uniformly to D% on compact subsets of Q7 N Q),. In particular, we have
Du. — Du pointwise in 27 N 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 @ is a weak solution to the system (1.1) on Q7 NQ,. Moreover,
we know that @ = w on 0,(Q2r N Q,). By uniqueness of solutions this shows that & = u
in Qr N 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) Du., — D@ = Du strongly in LP(Q3,/4, RY) in the limit g; | 0,

where we extended u., by zero on Q3,4 \ (€2,)7. This strong convergence enables us

i

to pass to the limit €; | O on the right-hand side of (5.8). Note that the construction of
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be ensures the convergence [|b.| - ((0.)rnq,) = [10llL-(@rn@,)- 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  (1+ \Du|2)%

QrNQy/2
d
9 (n+2); D
(5.19) <C {(1 + "0l (o Q# (1+ |Dul?) dadt| .
¢ QrNQs,/4
This yields the asserted sup-estimate for the gradient of w, 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 a. stated in
Subsection 4.2. The first line in (4.3) follows directly from the definition of c. and the
growth condition (2.2) for a. The constant ¢ can be chosen in the form ¢(p) max{1,e?~2}
with the constant ¢(p) from (2.2). Concerning the ellipticity condition, we observe that

(A1) al(r)r+a.(r) = c.(logr) + cc(logr) = (¢ * (¢’ +¢))(logr) forany r > 0.
For the function ¢’ + ¢ appearing on the right-hand side, we have in the case p = 0 that

c'(s) + c(s)

1
— e |V (V) (V)] 4 (V)
for any s € R. Using the lower bounds from (1.6) and (2.2), we deduce

(A2) /(s) + c(s) > c(p) " m(e® +e2) 7.

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

(A.3) /(s) + c(s) = a'(e)e’ + ale®) > m(u? + )T

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

p—2
a’(r)r +a-(r) > c(p)”'mmin {1, e_(p_z)}(A2 +7?) % foranyr > 0.

This yields the lower bound in (4.3),. 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

—2
(¢e x ) (s) < c(p)M max{1,e?*}(\* + ezs)pT for any s € R.
From this we deduce
b2
al(r)r = (¢- * c')(logr) < c(p)M max{1,e’ >} (A\* +r?) = 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. To this end, we compute

al(r)r? = c!(logr) — c.(logr) = ((¢. — ¢2) * ') (log ).
Then we use (1.6) and (2.2) to derive in the case . = 0 the bound
2s

c(s)] = L
<t Ve

< ‘\/52+e23a’(\/€2+e28)—|—a(~/52+623) —|—‘a(~/52—|—e23)
p—2

j2 =2
< (T4ce(p)M(e2+€*) T <2e(p)M(e* +e*) 7,
while in the case ¢ > 0 we obtain

Ic'(s)] = |a’(es)es| < }es a'(e®) + a(e5)| + |a(es)|

a’( €2 4+ e25)
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< (1+c(p)) M (p* + ) = < 2c(p)M (p* + ezs)%z.
Hence, in both cases we have
(A.4) |/ (s)] < 2¢(p) M (N* + €*%) =
From this we deduce, similarly as above, that
laZ (r)|r? = (¢ — ) * ¢/)(s)]
< 2¢(p)M max{1,e’?}( )\2+628 / |p. — ¢c|ds

< 26(p) M (2]}6/| o +1) max {1,672} (A2 4 ¢2) T

The proof of the claim (4.3) is thus complete. Finally, we analyze the convergence of a. (r)
in the limit € | 0 and thereby prove (4.5). For any s € R we estimate

/ c(r)dr
< 2¢(p)M  sup

"o a3
< / (2 +e*) = dr
s—e<r<s+e s

< 2c(p)Memax {1,e’ 2} (* + 625)%7

|c5(s) — c(s)’ < sup |c(r) — C(s)| = sup
s—e<r<s+e s—e<r<s+e

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

n N n N n
B gu' = > Y [ALpud ] =Y N Ul Y (fi)en +¢ inQr,
a,B=1j=1 a=1j=1 a=1

fori =1,2,..., N, where the coefficients Afljﬁ: Qpr — R satisfy for some 0 < v < L the
ellipticity and boundedness condition

(B.2) vig]? < Z Z AT el < LIE? forall € € RN™,

a,f=11,j=1
We will assume that the functions ¢*: Q7 — R belong to a parabolic Campanato-Morrey
space, which is defined as follows.

Definition B.1. With g > 1, 0 > 0, a measurable map w: Qr — R* k> 1, belongs to
the (parabolic) Morrey space L% (Qr, RF) if and only if

-0
||w||%q,9(QT’RIC) = sup 0 // |w]? dzdt < oco.
2o €Qr, 0<p<diam(Q7) QrNQy(zo0)

By C%* we mean Holder continuity with respect to the parabolic metric, i.e. with
Holder exponent 4 in space and 4 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 Aiajﬂ and f: are in CO*(Qr) for some pi € (0, 1), whereas b% €
L>®(Q7) and ¢ € L*%(Qr) for 6 := n + 2u. Let u be a weak solution to (B.1) under the

assumption (B.2). Then Du € C'IOO’éL(QT) and moreover for any compact set K € Qr we
have

[Dul,, ik < Cll|Dv| 120 + M],
where C depends on n, v, L and dist(K, Qr), and M depends on the norms of Ag , b,

fé and " 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 Bgn_l) = Bén_l)(O) we
denote the ball of radius § > 0 centered at the origin in R"~1. Then, for n > 0 we
define Cs,,y := Bg"’_l) x (—n,n), and similarly C6+n = Bén_l) x (0,n) and Cj, =
Bg”fl) x (—n,0). Cylinders in R™*! of height T > 0 with base Cs ,,, Ci7 are denoted by
Qs.n» Qi,y» 50 that Qs :=Cs.y x (0,T).

Since 02, is a smooth closed (n — 1)-dimensional submanifold of R™, it can locally be
written as graph of a smooth function ¢ € C°°(B7 ") after a suitable rigid motion. More
precisely, for any point y, € 9. N By(z,), there is a neighboorhood N, of ¥, so that
Q.NN, = @(an) with the parametrization ®: Cs5,, —+ N, C R" defined by
B.3)  2(y,yn) = (v, 0(y) +v(¥,¢(Y))yn, fory' € B 'andy, € (—n,n),

where v: 092 — R" denotes the outward unit normal on 0€2.. By another rigid motion
we can achieve that y, = 0 and v(0) = e,,. The inverse mapping ¥ := ®~*: N, — Cs,
is given by

B4 V(@)= (01 - d,(0)d(@), ... 201~ du,_, (2)d(x), d(2))  forz € N,
where d denotes the signed distance to 0€).. A straightforward computation yields
(B.5) DY(0) = idgn,

and

B6 Q)= D) D) - | PP PV )i 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

N n
BT Q&)=Y Qus@)€¢; and  [¢lq, =Q@)(£9),

i=1 a,B=1
for matrices ¢, ¢ € RV™. Now we define
(B.8) Wy, t) := ue (@(y),t) — u(x) = ﬁ(\Il(x),t),
fory € C;, and t € [0, 7], and analogously
oy, t) := go(q)(y),t) =  p(x,t) = @(\D(J;),t)
for any ¢ € LP(0,T; Wy (Q.,RN)). Then, & € LP(0,T; WLP(C(;W)) and 4 = 0 in the

sense of traces on Bg”fl) x {0} x (0,T). For the derivatives in spatial directions, we have

Du.(z,t) - Dp(z,t) = Qu (D (¥ (2),t), DP(¥(x),t)).
Moreover, for a.e. x € N, and ¢ € (0,7) we have
ue(z,t) - Opp(,t) = w(V(x),t) - 0:p(V(x),t).
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Using the two preceding formulae and applying the transformation = ®(y) on a fixed
time slice, we infer

/ [us ~3tgo—a€(\Dus|)Du5 -Dgo} dz
<I>(C5_’n)><{t}

— [ [0 - a.(1Dila,)Qu (D1 DF)] Jubdy,
C;ﬂ]x{t}

forae. ¢t € (0,T), where J,® := | det D®| denotes the Jacobian of ®. Integrating this
identity with respect to ¢t € (0,T), we obtain the left-hand side of (4.8). Diminishing
1 > 0 if necessary, we can achieve that the right hand side b, in (4.8) vanishes in a tubular
neighborhood of 92, x (0,T") by construction, cf. (4.7). Consequently, (4.8) turns into

(B.9) //Q i 9,7 — a(|Ditlq,) Qe (Di, DF) | Ju® dydt = 0.

In this equation, the testing function @ can be chosen as an arbitrary smooth function with
compact support in Q(;n. By an approximation argument, we can also verify it for every

o € Lr(0,T; Wol’p(C({n)) with @; € LQ(Q({#) and p(0) = 0 = @(T). Next, for an
arbitrary testing function ¢ € L7 (0,T; W, ?(Cy,,)) with ¢, € L2(Qj, ) and ¢(0) = 0 =
»(T), we test (B.9) with ¢ := (J,,®) 14, which is admissible since .J,,® is a positive
Lipschitz function. This leads to

//Q [a'8t¢_as(|Dﬂ\Q@)Qq>(Dﬂ,D¢) dydt

[A—

(B.10) =- //  a.(|Dilq.) Qe (Da, ¢ ® DIJ,®]) (J, @)~ dydt,

8,m

for every v € L7 (0, T} Wol’p(an)) with ¢, € L*(Q5,) and 1(0) = 0 = ¢(T).

B.3. Reflection and reduction to the interior. Next, we extend Qg and J,® to C;fn by

an even reflection across I'; := Bén_l) x {0}. To this aim we define

Qa(yy) = Qay,—y,) and J®(y',yn) = Jo®(y', —yn) forany (y',y,) € C5, .

Note that the functions Qg and J,, ® are smooth on Bén_l) x (—n, 0], and therefore their

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

WY Ynst) == =Y, —yn,t) for (', yn) € C,.

Now we consider testing functions ¢ € L?(0,T; Wy*(Cs,,)) with 8y¢p € L?(Qs,,) and
¥(0) = 0 = ¢(T'). We decompose ¥ = 1, + 1, into its even part 1, and odd part ¢, with
respect to reflection across I's. According to Qs,, = Q;{n U Q;n we write

1= // [i- 00 — 2 (1Dilq,) Qe (Dit, D) | dydt = Tf +1; +13 +1,.
Qé,n

The right-hand side integrals are defined as follows: For any sign {4, —} and any sym-
metry type {e,o} one has to replace Qs ,,% in I by the corresponding half cylinder
{Q(‘{n, Qs ,} and the corresponding even or odd part {e, 1o } of ¢. In the last two terms,
we observe that Qo (D1, D1p,) is an even function with respect to y,, because the deriva-
tives of 4 and 1, in direction of y; with ¢ € {1,...,n — 1} are odd and the derivatives in
the direction of y,, 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, | Di|q,, is an even func-
tion, and by definition we have that 4 - 0;1), is even as well. Consequently, the integrands
of the last two integrals are even, which implies I, = I7F. Similarly, using the facts that @
is odd and 1), is even, we deduce that I = —I_ . Therefore, we obtain

(B.11) //Q (i 9 — ac(|Dil,) Qe (Di, Dv) | dydt

— 2//Q (@ 00 — a-(1Dilq.) Qe (Dit, D) )dydt.

8,m

Note that the right-hand side coincides with the left-hand side of (B.10) with 1), in place
of 1. Analogously to the decomposition of I, we write

// a.(|Dilq,) Qe (Di, v ® D[J,®])(J,®) "dydt = II} + II_ 4+ II} +II .
Q

8,m

For these integrals, we can use the similar symmetry considerations as above. Since 1), ®
DI[.J,,®] enjoys the same symmetry properties as D1, we infer II} = IT_ . Similarly, we
deduce IT} = —1II_ . This implies

//Q a. (IDilq,) Qs (Dil, ¢ © D[, @]) (J,®) " dyds

8,m

(B.12) = 2//7 a.(|Di|q, ) Qe (D, 1 @ D[J,®]) (J,®) ' dydt.

8,m

Note that ), = 0 on I''j, which makes 1, 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 4 satisfies

//Q {ﬂ'atq’[}7a5(|Dﬁ|Qq>)Q<I>(D1AL,D’l/))i|dydt

(B.13) - //Q a.(|Ditlq, ) Qa (Dit, b ® D[, @) (J,®)~"dydt,

8m
for every 1 € LP(0,T; Wy*(Cs,,)) with ;¢ € L?(Qs,,) and 1(0) = 0 = 1(T"). Drop-
ping the ® on Q for ease of notation, (B.13) is the weak form of the parabolic system

n

8tﬂi— Z [aE(|Dﬂ|Q)Q0¢/3r&’2a] Ys
(B.14) @i

aE(‘DfL|Q)Qa[3’LALZa in Qéﬂ]'

n
a,B=1

B.4. Smoothness of u. up to the lateral boundary. We first observe that Qg (0)(§,&) =
|€]2, since DW(0) = idg~ by (B.5). By shrinking § and 7 if necessary, we can achieve

(B.15) ¢ < 1€lQa,, < 2/¢| forany & € RN™ and y € Cs,,, and Lip(Q<I>|C‘5 n) <A

for some universal constant A < co. This implies that assumptions (1.7) — (1.9) from [32]
are fulfilled if we replace the functions b, ¢(£) used by Tolksdorf by the functions Q, |£ |2QT
defined in (B.7). Similarly, we have

(B.16) 3 < Ju®(y) < 2foranyy € Cs5,, and LiP(Jn‘I’|c(s ) <A
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for some universal constant A < oc. Furthermore, the estimates (4.3) for the coefficients
a.(t) imply that assumptions (1.10)—(1.12) from Tolksdorf [32] hold true. For the inho-
mogeneous term, we observe that

; S [ In®lys
9= Y anlltla)Quats T
a,f=1

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 the C1*-regularity results from
[13]. Indeed, as pointed out by DiBenedetto in the monograph [13, Chapter VIIL.7], the
statement of [13, Chapter IX, Theorem 1.1] continues to hold under these assumptions. The
application of the theorem yields D, € C’l(z)ca (Qs.,). Hence u,. enjoys the same degree of
regularity in the vicinity of (02 N B o(%0)) % (0,T). A further application of the interior
regularity from [13, Chapter IX] directly to u. gives Du. € C**(Q. N By(z,) x [1,T])
for some 7 > 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 Vi (D) = (A\? + |Dal?) "7 * D with D[V\(Du)] € 1OC(Q(; s RV
see for instance [17, Lemma 5.1] and [30, Thm. 1.1] for the cases p > 2 and 2 n+ <p<2,
respectively. By using the fact A > 0 in the case p > 2 and the local boundedness
of |Dif if p < 2, we deduce that the second spatial derivatives of the solution satisfies
D2 € L2 (Q5., RV™).

Having second spatial derivates in LZ _ 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

//Q a-atwdydt‘ < Cl o
8,

for any ¢ € C§°(Qs,,, RY). This implies that 9,4 € L2 (Qs.)-

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 ® on
Q. Since D2u € L2 (Qs.), we infer that v := 4, is a weak solution to the following
parabolic system

(B.17)

n N n N n
(B.18) o' — Z Do [Adsvd ], =D v+ (o). +¢
a,f=1j=1 a=1 j=1 a=1
in Qs and fori = 1,..., N, where the coefficients are given by
i X i al(|Dilg) <
/- 03 £
(B.19) Agp = a(|Dilq)Qapd™ + W 725;1 QmQﬁéuyvuzj/o
and
(B20) bY = 52;1 g | a<(1DilQ) Qusd” + MZI WQMQM% -

The inhomogeneities are defined by

(|Di|q) i
Z Z 2|Da | QV(;]yeQaﬁuyﬁuyw yo+ZaE iDuiQ)iQaﬁiyf Uy,

B,v,6=1 k=1 B=1
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and
i S N Q ﬁ[J ‘I)] i
= 3 aDilg)| TN a,
a,B=1 " Ye
[Ja®ly, al(|Dilq) N
T, EQ‘D@‘Q Z (Qy5ly, Qapty, Uy, Wy, -

a,B,7,6=1

Note that the derivatives (.J,,®),,, and Q,, are Lipschitz continuous on the whole domain
Bs x (—=n,m) forany £ = 1,2,...,n — 1. According to the Cl%-regularity of , the
coefficients Alajﬂ and the term f{* appearing in (B.18) are Holder continuous, while the

coefficients b%/ and the inhomogeneities ¢! are bounded. Moreover, for any ¢ € RV", by
(4.3)1 2 we have that

n N I p—2
Yo D At = (e |Dalgy) T Ll
o,B=14,j5=1
Consequently the interior Schauder estimates from Theorem B.2 yield the Holder conti-
nuity of the spatial gradient Dv for some proper Holder exponent. In particular, i, is
locally Holder continuous on Qs ,,, provided o + 8 < 2n.

Likewise, we may differentiate (B.14) with respect to ¢. This procedure becomes legiti-
mate if we can show D, 0;% € L _(Qs,,,). 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

Tha(t) == a(t + h) — a(t).

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

n

mdit = 3 [ [a(1DilQ)Qusi,]]

(B.21) @l
_ N i1 [ In®]y,
= Z Th[a€(|Du|Q)Qaﬁuya} I o
a,B=1 "

is satisfied weakly in Qs ,,. Next, for fixed ¢ and h, we introduce the quantity
A(s) := sDi(t + h) + (1 — s)Da(t) € RN"

whose entries are Al (s) := sa, (t+ h)+ (1 — s)ai, (), and calculate
Th [a€(|Da‘Q)Qa5ﬁ;a]
1 /
v i, a:(A0)la)
= 10 / {ag A(s Qupd” + =——-—2
h %%, 0 (| ( )|Q) B 1A(5)]q

_. ~J 2]
=: Tl .Aaﬁ,

Qa’yAZ;:(S)Qﬁt;AfS(S) ds

for6=1,...,nandi=1,..., N. Itis not hard to verify that the matrix AZB satisfies

n N s
S A= 2P [ AR T sz

1
a,f=14,j=1 0
and

p=2

.. 1 D
AT | ch/ (€ + A(s)) T ds< O
0

for some positive constants C, and Cy depending on p, m, M, ¢, ¢, and || Di|| .
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We may test (B.21) by 7,,4°¢? with ¢ € C}(Qs,,,). Employing the above growth condi-
tions on A5 and the fact that 9,0 € L% (Qs.). a standard calculation gives

/ C?|m,Da)? dydt < Ch?
Qs.n

for some constant C' with dependence only on C,, C1, A, ||(]| o<, ||D{]| L=, ||0¢C]| L and
10| 12 (spt ¢) but independent of h. Passing to the limit in the above estimate as h | 0,
we conclude that Doy € L120c<Qé,n) as promised. Therefore, we may differentiate (B.13)
with respect to ¢ and obtain, denoting ¢ := 0,4, that

n N n
o' = > D A0, =
a=1j

a,f=1j=1

N
a Yo

b pd fori=1,2,...,N
1

in Qs ., where Agﬁ and bg{ are defined in (B.19) and (B.20), respectively. Then the interior
Schauder estimates from Theorem B.2 yield the local Holder continuity of 0; D on Qs ;.

To obtain Hélder regularity for dy,,,,, we turn back to (B.10) in Q; . Let us write it in
non-divergence form and keep the terms with ﬁ;n v, on the left-hand side, while we put all
other terms on the right-hand side. As usual, we will omit ® on Q. In this way, we may

obtain an algebraic, linear system
N

(B.22) > BYa) , =g' inQy, fori=12... N,
j=1

where

g . al(|Dilq) 4 ,

1] ~ 1] € Q ~7 1

BY = as(|Du|Q)an6 + ‘D’l)|Q Qmuyw Qomuyw

and the right-hand side g* is a combination of first derivatives, second derivatives of
excluding 4, ,, , together with Q, .J,,® and their first derivatives. As a result, g is Holder
continuous for all i = 1,2,..., N. On the other hand, we observe that the matrix (B%) is
positive definite and Holder continuous in the closure of Oy s provided we choose § and
;n'!/n
(B.22), and is also Holder continuous in the closure of Qé_ e Hence we have shown that

1 sufficiently small. As a result, @ can be solved from the algebraic, linear system

Uy, 18 Holder continuous in the closure of Q; forall i,57 = 1,2,...,n. Consequently,
the same fact holds for 0,4 due to the system (B.10). Transforming back to u. we obtain
that 9;u. and D?u, are Holder continuous up to the lateral boundary {9Q. N N, } x [, 7]
for some 7 > 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 Holder conti-
nuity for all derivatives expect from the ones in normal directions. The Holder regularity
of the remaining derivatives can then be deduced from the system (B.10) on Qé_ﬂ]. In this

way, we inductively deduce 4 € Cﬁ)c‘x( Qs,n) for any k£ € N, which yields the desired
smoothness of the approximating solutions ..
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