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GRADIENT ESTIMATES FOR PARABOLIC PROBLEMS WITH

ORLICZ GROWTH AND DISCONTINUOUS COEFFICIENTS

JEHAN OH AND JIHOON OK

Abstract. We obtain Calderón–Zygmund type estimates for parabolic equations with
Orlicz growth, where nonlinearities involved in the equations may be discontinuous for
the space and time variables. In addition, we consider parabolic systems with the Uh-
lenbeck structure.

1. Introduction

We study the local regularity theory for weak solutions to the following parabolic
equations with a general Orlicz growth condition:

(1.1) ∂tu− divA(z,Du) = − div

(
g(|F |)
|F | F

)
in ΩI := Ω× I,

where Ω ⊂ R
n (n > 2) is an open set, I ⊂ R is an interval, z = (x, t) ∈ Ω × I = ΩI ,

u is a real valued function, and Du ∈ R
n is the gradient of u with respect to the space

variable x (i.e., Du = Dxu). Here, g : [0,∞) → [0,∞) where g ∈ C([0,∞)) ∩ C1((0,∞))
and g(0) = 0 satisfies that

(1.2) p− 1 6
sg′(s)

g(s)
6 q − 1, ∀s > 0 for some

2n

n + 2
< p 6 q,

and A : ΩI × R
n → R

n where A(z, ·) ∈ C1(Rn \ {0}) for all z ∈ ΩI satisfies that

(1.3) |A(z, ξ)|+ |ξ||DξA(z, ξ)| 6 Λg(|ξ|)
and

(1.4) DξA(z, ξ)η · η > νg′(|ξ|)|η|2

for all z ∈ ΩI , ξ, η ∈ R
n \ {0} and for some 0 < ν 6 Λ, where DξA is the gradient of A

with respect to ξ. We further define the following:

(1.5) ϕ(s) :=

ˆ s

0

g(σ) dσ, s > 0.

The prototype of (1.1) is the following g-Laplace type equation with a coefficient:

(1.6) ∂tu− div

(
a(z)

g(|Du|)
|Du| Du

)
= − div

(
g(|F |)
|F | F

) (
i.e., A(z, ξ) = a(z)

g(|ξ|)
|ξ| ξ

)
,

where ν 6 a(·) 6 Λ. In particular, if we set g(s) = sp−1 and a(·) ≡ 1, it becomes a
parabolic p-Laplace equation. The lower bound 2n

n+2
of p in (1.2) is generally assumed

even in the regularity theory for parabolic p-Laplace problems (see [10] and [1, 11, 23]).
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Moreover, if 1 < p 6 2n
n+2

, even the boundedness of a weak solution requires an additional
integrability assumption (see [10]).

Under the above setting, we say function u is a local weak solution to (1.1) if u ∈
L∞
loc(I, L

2
loc(Ω)) ∩ L1

loc(I,W
1,1
loc (Ω)) with ϕ(|Du|) ∈ L1

loc(I, L
1
loc(Ω)) and it satisfies

(1.7) −
ˆ

ΩI

u ∂tζ dz +

ˆ

ΩI

A(z,Du) ·Dζ dz =
ˆ

ΩI

g(|F |)
|F | F ·Dζ dz

for all ζ ∈ C∞
0 (ΩI). Then, the main result of this paper is to prove that the following

implication holds for every weak Φ-function ψ = ψ(s) satisfying (aInc)p1 and (aDec)q1 for
some 1 < p1 6 q1 (see Section 2.2 for the definitions of the weak Φ-function, (aInc) and
(aDec)):

(1.8) ϕ(|F |) ∈ Lψloc(ΩI) =⇒ ϕ(|Du|) ∈ Lψloc(ΩI).

The results is demonstrated by obtaining a parabolic Calderón–Zygmund type estimate
under a suitable discontinuous assumption of the nonlinearity A for the z variable.

In the classical case in which ϕ(s) = sp, g(s) = psp−1, and ψ(s) = sq, where p > 2n
n+2

and q > 1, the implication of (1.8) was proved by [1]. The the proof took advantage of the
higher integrability in [23] and the Lipschitz regularity of parabolic p-Laplace problems
in [11, 10], and the so-called large-M-inequality principle. We also refer to [12, 13, 14]
regarding the Hölder continuity and Harnack’s inequality, and [2, 4, 7] for Calderón–
Zygmund type estimates.

After determining these results for the classical case, research has been and still is being
conducted to obtain the regularity theory for parabolic problems with Orlicz growth.
Lieberman first studied the systematic regularity theory for elliptic equations with Orlicz
growth in [24] and later considered parabolic problems with Orlicz growth in [25]. For
further regularity results for parabolic problems with Orlicz growth, we refer to [3, 9,
16, 20, 21, 22, 28] and related references. The implication of (1.8) was proved in [9] for

(1.1) with the special case A(z, ξ) = g(|ξ|)
|ξ|

ξ (i.e., (1.6) with a(·) ≡ 1), and p in (1.2) is

greater than or equal to 2. Hence, in this paper, we consider general nonlinearities that
depend on z and moreover may be discontinuous for z. We also refer to [27, 6, 8] for
Calderón–Zygmund type estimates in the Orlicz setting for elliptic problems.

Ws introduce our main result. A parabolic cylinder Qr,ρ(z0) where z0 = (x0, t0) ∈ R
n×R

is denoted as Qr,ρ(z0) := Br(x0) × (t0 − ρ2, t0 + ρ2), where Br(x0) is the open ball in
R
n with the center x0 and radius r > 0. For simplicity, we write Qr(z0) = Qr,r(z0) and

Qr,ρ = Qr,ρ(z0) and Qr = Qr(z0), if the center is obvious. The main regularity assumption
on A is the following.

Definition 1.9. Let δ, R > 0. A : ΩI×R
n → R

n is (δ, R)-vanishing if the following holds
for all Qr,ρ ⊂ ΩI with r, ρ ∈ (0, R]:

 

Qr,ρ

θ(A;Qr,ρ)(z) dz 6 δ,

where

θ(A;Qr,ρ)(z) := sup
ξ∈Rn\{0}

|A(z, ξ)− (A(·, ξ))Qr,ρ|
g(|ξ|) , and (A(·, ξ))Qr,ρ =

 

Qr,ρ

A(z, ξ) dz.

We note that from (1.3), θ 6 2Λ; hence the (δ, R)-vanishing condition implies that for
any κ > 1,

(1.10)

 

Qr,ρ

[θ(A;Qr,ρ)(z)]
κ dz 6 (2Λ)κ−1δ for all Qr,ρ ⊂ ΩI with r, ρ ∈ (0, R].
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In the special case in which A(z, ξ) = a(x)b(t)A0(ξ), where z = (x, t), the (δ, R)-
vanishing condition can be implied by the local BMO(bounded mean oscillation) condi-
tions of a(·) and b(·). Next, we state the main theorem in this paper.

Theorem 1.11. Let g : [0,∞) → [0,∞) with g ∈ C([0,∞)) ∩ C1((0,∞)) and g(0) = 0
satisfy (1.2), and A : ΩI×R

n → R
n with A(z, ·) ∈ C1(Rn\{0}) for all z ∈ ΩI do (1.3) and

(1.4). In addition, let F ∈ Lϕloc(ΩI ;R
n) with ϕ defined in (1.5), and ψ : [0,∞) → [0,∞)

be a weak Φ-function satisfying (aInc)p1 and (aDec)q1 for some 1 < p1 6 q1 with constant

L > 1. There exists small δ = δ(n, ν,Λ, p, q, p1, q1, L, g(1), ψ(1)) > 0 such that if A is

(δ, R0)-vanishing for some R0 > 0 and u is a local weak solution to (1.1), then we have

the following implication:

ϕ(|F |) ∈ Lψloc(ΩI) =⇒ ϕ(|Du|) ∈ Lψloc(ΩI)

with the following estimate: for any Q2R = Q2R(z0) ⋐ ΩI with R 6 R0,
 

QR

ψ(ϕ(|Du|)) dz 6 c

[
Ψ

(
 

Q2R

[ϕ(|Du|) + ϕ(|F |)] dz
)]

 

Q2R

ϕ(|Du|) dz

+ c

 

Q2R

ψ(ϕ(|F |)) dz

for some c = c(n, ν,Λ, p, q, p1, q1, L, g(1), ψ(1)) > 0, where QR = QR(z0), Ψ(s) := (ψ1 ◦
ϕ ◦ D−1)(s), ψ1(s) :=

ψ(s)
s
, and D−1 is the inverse of

(1.12) D(s) := min{s2, ϕ(s)n+2
2 s−n} = min{1, ϕ2(s)

n+2
2 }s2, where ϕ2(s) :=

ϕ(s)

s2
.

Remark 1.13. Regarding the function D, since ϕ satisfies (Inc)p with p >
2n
n+2

, D is strictly

increasing; hence, the inverse D−1 is well-defined. In the case of the power functions,

g(s) = psp−1 (hence, ϕ(s) = sp) and ψ(s) = sq, we have D(s) = min{s2, s p(n+2)
2

−n} and,
thus,

Ψ(s) =
(
max{s p

2 , s
2p

p(n+2)−2n }
)q−1

.

Therefore, our result exactly implies the known results for the p-growth case (see, e.g.,
[5]).

Remark 1.14. We present examples of a function g (and, hence, ϕ defined in (1.5)) which
are not just power functions. Simple examples are g(s) = sp−1[log(1 + s)]q and g(s) =
´ s

0
min{up−2, uq−2} du. The following example is quite complicated. Let p = 2 − 3

2n
and

q = 2+ 3
2n
, and set κ = (q−p)/3 > 0. We define the sequence sk = 22

k

for k = 0, 1, 2, · · · ,
and the function

g(s) =






sp−1+κ, 0 < s < 1,
2(p−1+κ)(s−1), 1 6 s < 2,
s−κ2k+1s

q−1, s2k 6 s < s2k+1,
sκ2k+2s

p−1, s2k+1 6 s < s2k+2.

It oscillates between degenerate and singular behavior (see [3] for more details).

Finally, we shall introduce techniques used in the proof of the theorem. Our approach
is based on the so-called large-M-inequality principle that was used in the case in which
ϕ(s) = sp and ψ(s) = sq in [1] (we also refer to [26] for its origin). In addition, we
modify this principle in the Orlicz setting. A comparison estimate is required between the
main equation (1.1) and a homogeneous equation with a nonlinearity being independent
of z. To our best knowledge, a higher integrability result is essentially needed priori
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to obtain such a comparison estimate for partial differential equations with BMO-type
discontinuous coefficients. Recently, Hästö and the second author of this paper proved
the higher integrability for parabolic problems with Orlicz growth, hence this leads us to
prove the main theorem. Moreover, we also use the Lipschitz regularity of the homogenous
problem that has been proved in [3, 16].

The remaining paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the notation, Orlicz
functions with related inequalities and function spaces, and preliminary results. In Section
3, we derive the comparison estimates. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.11. Finally, we
briefly discuss the implication for parabolic systems with Orlicz growth in the final section,
Section 5.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation. Let w = (y, τ) ∈ R
n×R and r > 0. Then, Qr(w) = Br(y)×(τ−r2, τ+r2)

is a usual parabolic cylinder with base Br(y) := {x ∈ R
n : |x− y| < r}. We further define

a so-called intrinsic parabolic cylinder with λ > 0 and function ϕ : (0,∞) → (0,∞) by

Qλ
r (w) := Br(y)× (τ − r2

ϕ2(λ)
, τ + r2

ϕ2(λ)
), where ϕ2(s) :=

ϕ(s)

s2
.

A function f : I → R with I ⊂ R is almost increasing if, for some L > 1, f(t) 6 Lf(s)
for every t, s ∈ I with t < s. If we set L = 1, then we say that f is increasing. Similarly,
we define an almost decreasing or decreasing function.

For an integrable function f : U → R
m, U ⊂ R

N , we define (f)U :=
ffl

U
f dz :=

1
|U |

´

U
f dz, where |U | is the Lebesgue measure of U in R

N .

We write f . g if f 6 cg for some c > 0, and f ≈ g if c−1g 6 f 6 cg for some c > 1.

2.2. Orlicz functions. Let ϕ : (0,∞) → [0,∞) and p, q > 0. We introduce the following
conditions:

(aInc)p The map (0,∞) ∋ s 7→ ϕ(s)/sp is almost increasing with constant L > 1.

(aDec)q The map (0,∞) ∋ s 7→ ϕ(s)/sq is almost decreasing with constant L > 1.

In particular, when L = 1 we use (Inc) and (Dec), instead of (aInc) and (aDec),
respectively.

From the above definition, we directly deduce that if ϕ satisfies (aInc)p and (aDec)q
for some p 6 q then

cqL−1ϕ(s) 6 ϕ(cs) 6 cpLϕ(s) and CpL−1ϕ(s) 6 ϕ(Cs) 6 CqLϕ(s)

for every s ∈ (0,∞) and every 0 < c < 1 < C. Moreover, if p1 < p2, or q1 < q2, then
(aInc)p2 implies (aInc)p1 , or (aDec)q1 does (aDec)q2 . We use these properties many times
later without explicit mention.

Next, we introduce the definition of a weak Φ-function referring to [18, Definition 2.1.3].

Definition 2.1. The function ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞] is a weak Φ-function if it is increasing
with ϕ(0) = 0, lim

s→0+
ϕ(s) = 0, lim

s→∞
ϕ(s) = ∞ and it satisfies (aInc)1. Moreover, if a weak

Φ-function is left-continuous and convex, then it is a convex Φ-function.

If ϕ is a weak Φ-function or a convex Φ-function, we write ϕ ∈ Φw or ϕ ∈ Φc, respec-
tively. We notice that

√
ϕ(s2) need not be convex even if ϕ is convex, but the (aInc)1

property is conserved. For a weak Φ-function, we define its conjugate function as follows:

ϕ∗(r) := sup
s∈[0,∞)

(rs− ϕ(s)), r ∈ [0,∞).

4



The definition directly implies Young’s inequality:

(2.2) rs 6 ϕ(s) + ϕ∗(r), r, s ∈ [0,∞).

We next introduce the properties of regular Φ-functions.

Proposition 2.3. Let γ > 0 and 0 < p 6 q. Suppose that ϕ ∈ Φc ∩ C1([0,∞)).

(1) If ϕ′ satisfies (aInc)γ, (aDec)γ, (Inc)γ, or (Dec)γ, then ϕ satisfies (aInc)γ+1,

(aDec)γ+1, (Inc)γ+1, or (Dec)γ+1, respectively, with the same constant L > 1.
(2) If ϕ′ satisfies (aDec)γ with constant L > 1, then

ϕ(s) 6 sϕ′(s) 6 2γ+1Lϕ(s) for all s ∈ [0,∞).

(3) ϕ(s) satisfies (Inc)p and (Dec)q if and only if

(2.4) pϕ(s) 6 sϕ′(s) 6 qϕ(s) for all s ∈ [0,∞).

(4) ϕ∗(ϕ′(s)) 6 sϕ′(s).

Proof. We only prove the statement in (3). The rest of the properties can be found in
[19, Proposition 3.6].

We first suppose that ϕ satisfies (Inc)p and (Dec)q. Then, for s, h > 0 we have the
following: (

h+s
s

)p − 1

h
ϕ(s) 6

ϕ(s+ h)− ϕ(s)

h
6

(
h+s
s

)q − 1

h
ϕ(s).

Passing h→ 0, we have the inequalities in (2.4). For the converse, from (2.4), d
ds
(ϕ(s)
sp

) > 0

and d
ds
(ϕ(s)
sq

) < 0, which imply (Inc)p and (Dec)q, respectively. �

From the above proposition, if g satisfies (1.2), then ϕ defined in (1.5) satisfies (Inc)p
and (Dec)q. From (2.2) and Proposition 2.3, for any ε ∈ (0, 1),

(2.5) rs 6

{
εϕ(s) + c(ε)ϕ∗(r)

εϕ∗(s) + c(ε)ϕ(r)
, r, s ∈ [0,∞),

for some constant c(ε) = c(p, q, ε) > 1.
For ϕ ∈ Φw satisfying (aInc)p and (aDec)q for some 1 < p 6 q and Ω ⊂ R

n, we define
the Orlicz space as follows:

Lϕ(Ω) :=

{
f ∈ L0(Ω) :

ˆ

Ω

ϕ(|f(x)|) dx <∞
}
,

where L0(Ω) is the set of measurable functions in Ω. For more properties for Φ-functions
and Orlicz spaces, we refer to [18].

Next we introduce a vector field V : Rn → R
n, which is defined by

V (ξ) :=

√
g(|ξ|)
|ξ| ξ,

where g ∈ C([0,∞))∩C1((0,∞)) satisfies (1.2). For simplicity we assume that g(1) = 1.
Then we otain the following relation between the above vector field and the function ϕ
defined by (1.5).

Lemma 2.6 ([15]). In the above setting, we have

(2.7) g′(|ξ1|+ |ξ2|)|ξ1 − ξ2|2 ≈ |V (ξ1)− V (ξ2)|2

and

(2.8) ϕ(|ξ1 − ξ2|) . κ |V (ξ1)− V (ξ2)|2 + c(κ)ϕ(|ξ2|)
5



for all ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R
n and κ > 0, where the hidden constants depend only on p, q and n. In

addition,

(2.9) |V (ξ)|2 ≈ ϕ(|ξ|)
holds for all ξ ∈ R

n.

Let the vector field A(z, ξ) satisfy (1.3) and (1.4) with (1.2). Then, from (1.4), we
have the following monotonicity property of the vector field A(z, ξ) with respect to the
gradient variable ξ:

(2.10) |V (ξ1)− V (ξ2)|2
(2.7)
≈ g′(|ξ1|+ |ξ2|)|ξ1 − ξ2|2 . (A(z, ξ1)−A(z, ξ2)) · (ξ1 − ξ2)

for all z ∈ ΩI and ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R
n, where the hidden constants depend on p, q, n, and ν.

2.3. Preliminary regularity results. In this subsection we introduce regularity results
for homogeneous parabolic problems with Orlicz growth. The first result is the higher
integrability of a weak solution.

Theorem 2.11 (Higher integrability, [20, Theorem 1.5]). Let ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a

weak Φ-function satisfying (aInc)p and (aDec)q with constant L > 1 and let w be a weak

solution to

wt − divA(z,Dw) = 0 in Q2r,

where A : Q2r × R
n → R

n satisfies that

|A(z, ξ)| 6 Λ
ϕ(|ξ|)
|ξ| and A(z, ξ) · ξ > νϕ(|ξ|)

for every z ∈ Q2r, ξ ∈ R
n\{0} and for some 0 < ν 6 Λ. There exists σ = σ(n, ν,Λ, p, q, L, ϕ(1)) >

0 such that ϕ(|Dw|) ∈ L1+σ(Qr) with the following estimate:

 

Qr

ϕ(|Dw|)1+σ dz 6 c

[
(ϕ ◦ D−1)

(
 

Q2r

ϕ(|Dw|) dz
)]σ  

Q2r

ϕ(|Dw|) dz

for some c = c(n, ν,Λ, p, q, L, ϕ(1)) > 0, where D is given in (1.12) and D−1 is the inverse

of D.

The next result is the Lipschitz regularity for homogeneous equations with nonlinearity
independent of z. For Cauchy–Dirichlet problems, we refer to [3, Theorem 1.2]. Using this
result with mollification, we have the following interior Lipschitz regularity for general
problems.

Theorem 2.12 (Lipschitz regularity). Let g : [0,∞) → [0,∞) with g ∈ C([0,∞)) ∩
C1((0,∞)) and g(0) = 0 satisfy (1.2), and A0 : Rn → R

n with A0 ∈ C1(Rn \ {0}) do

(1.3) and (1.4), replacing A(z, ξ) with A0(ξ). If v is a weak solution to

vt − divA0(Dv) = 0 in Q3r,

then v belongs to L∞(Qr) with the following estimate:

‖Dv‖L∞(Qr) 6 c

(
 

Q2r

[ϕ(|Dv|) + 1] dz

)max{ 1
2
, 2
p(n+2)−2n

}

for some c = c(n, ν,Λ, p, q, g(1)) > 0.
6



Proof. Let 0 < ε < min{r2, r}, ηε be a standard mollifier, and vε = v ∗ ηε. Then we know
that, up to a subsequence,

{
Dvε −→ Dv a.e. in Q2r

ϕ(|Dvε|) −→ ϕ(|Dv|) in L1(Q2r)
as ε → 0.

Hence, we have the following:
ˆ

Q2r

ϕ(|Dvε|) dx 6 2

ˆ

Q2r

ϕ(|Dv|) dx for ant sufficiently small ε > 0.

We next consider the weak solution hε to{
(hε)t − divA0(Dhε) = 0 in Q2r,
hε = vε on ∂pQ2r.

Then, by [3, Theorem 1.2], we have the following:

‖Dhε‖L∞(Qr) 6 c

(
 

Q2r

[ϕ(|Dhε|) + 1] dz

)max{ 1
2
, 2
p(n+2)−2n

}

,

where the constant c > 0 depends only on n, ν,Λ, p, q, g(1) and is independent of ε and
the boundary datum vε. Next, we prove that Dhε → Dv in Lϕ(Q2r, R

n) as ε → 0, up to
a subsequence. Then the proof is completed.

First, vε becomes a weak solution to the following parabolic problem:

(vε)t − div ([A0(Dv)]ε) = 0 in Q2r,

where [A0(Dv)]ε = A0(Dv) ∗ ηε. Then, from the previous two equations,
ˆ

Q2r

(vε − hε)t(vε − hε) dz +

ˆ

Q2r

([A0(Dv)]ε − A0(Dhε)) · (Dvε −Dhε) dz = 0

(cf. Remark 3.4). The first integral is
ˆ

Q2r

(vε − hε)t(vε − hε) dz =

ˆ

Q2r

1

2

d

dt
(vε − hε)

2 dz =
1

2

ˆ

B2r

(vε − hε)
2|t=t0+(2r)2 dx > 0.

Hence, from (2.10) and (2.5),
(2.13)
ˆ

Q2r

|V (Dvε)− V (Dhε)|2 dz 6 c

ˆ

Q2r

(A0(Dvε)− A0(Dhε)) · (Dvε −Dhε) dz

6 c

ˆ

Q2r

(A0(Dvε)− [A0(Dv)]ε) · (Dvε −Dhε) dz

6 c(κ1)

ˆ

Q2r

ϕ∗(|A0(Dvε)− [A0(Dv)]ε|) dz + κ1

ˆ

Q2r

ϕ(|Dvε −Dhε|) dz

6 c(κ1)

ˆ

Q2r

ϕ∗(|A0(Dvε)−A0(Dv)|) dz + c(κ1)

ˆ

Q2r

ϕ∗(|[A0(Dv)]ε −A0(Dv)|) dz

+ κ1

ˆ

Q2r

[ϕ(|Dvε|) + ϕ(|Dhε|)] dz,

where κ1 ∈ (0, 1). From the preceding estimate, using (2.9), (1.4) and Proposition 2.3
(4), we first observe that

ˆ

Q2r

ϕ(|Dhε|) dz 6 c

ˆ

Q2r

ϕ(|Dvε|) dz 6 c

ˆ

Q2r

ϕ(|Dv|) dz
7



for any sufficiently small ε > 0. We next prove that the first integral on the right hand
side in (2.13) approaches 0 as ε → 0, up to a subsequence. Because ϕ∗(|A0(Dvε)|) 6
cϕ(Dvε) and ϕ(Dvε) → ϕ(Dv) in L1(Q2r), by a modified Lebesgue dominant convergence
theorem, ϕ∗(|A0(Dvε)|) → ϕ∗(|A0(Dv)|) in L1(Q2r). Moreover, A0(Dvε) → A0(Dv) a.e.
inQ2r; thus, A0(Dvε) → A0(Dv) in L

ϕ∗

(Q2r,R
n), up to a subsequence. Therefore, because

[A0(Dv)]ε → A0(Dv) in L
ϕ∗

(Q2r,R
n) and κ1 ∈ (0, 1) is arbitrary,

lim
ε→0

ˆ

Q2r

|V (Dvε)− V (Dhε)|2 dz = 0.

Finally, applying (2.8), we prove the following:

lim
ε→0

ˆ

Q2r

ϕ(|Dhε −Dv|) dz 6 lim
ε→0

ˆ

Q2r

ϕ(|Dhε −Dvε|) dz + lim
ε→0

ˆ

Q2r

ϕ(|Dvε −Dv|) dz = 0.

�

3. Comparison

In this section, we derive comparison estimates. Assuming Q4 = Q4(0) ⋐ ΩI , we
consider the following homogeneous problem:

(3.1)

{
∂tw − divA(z,Dw) = 0 in Q4,

w = u on ∂pQ4,

where ∂pQ4 is the parabolic boundary of Q4 and u solves Equation (1.1). Then, we obtain
the following comparison estimate.

Lemma 3.2 (First comparison estimate). Let w be the weak solution to (3.1). Then for

any ε > 0, there exists a small δ = δ(n, ν,Λ, p, q, ε) > 0 such that if

(3.3)

 

Q4

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz 6 1

then
 

Q4

|V (Du)− V (Dw)|2 dz 6 ε.

Remark 3.4. We will use test functions involving the weak solution u in the weak for-
mulation (1.7). However, the weak solution u to the parabolic equation in (1.1) may not
be differentiable in the time variable t. It is standard to consider Steklov averages to
overcome this issue (see [10] and [3]). This argument is now well-known in the field of
parabolic PDEs; therefore, we abuse the notation ∂tu without further explanation.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. We take ζ = u−w as a test function in (1.1) and (3.1) using Steklov
averages to obtain

(3.5)

ˆ

Q4

(A(z,Du)− A(z,Dw)) · (Du−Dw) dz 6

ˆ

Q4

g(|F |)
|F | F · (Du−Dw) dz.

Using (2.10) and Young’s inequality (2.5) with Proposition 2.3(4), we obtain the following:
 

Q4

|V (Du)− V (Dw)|2 dz

6

 

Q4

g(|F |)(|Du|+ |Dw|) dz

6 τ

 

Q4

ϕ(|Du|) dz + τ

 

Q4

ϕ(|Dw|) dz + c(τ)

 

Q4

ϕ(|F |) dz

(3.6)
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for any τ ∈ (0, 1).
From (2.9), (2.10), (1.3), (3.5), Lemma 2.6 and Young’s inequalities (2.5) with Propo-

sition 2.3 (4),
 

Q4

ϕ(|Dw|) dz 6 c

 

Q4

|V (Dw)|2 dz

6 c

 

Q4

A(z,Dw) ·Dwdz

6 c

 

Q4

g(|Dw|)|Du| dz +
 

Q4

g(|Du|)(|Du|+ |Dw|) dz

+

 

Q4

g(|F |)(|Du|+ |Dw|) dz

6
1

2

 

Q4

ϕ(|Dw|) dz + c

 

Q4

ϕ(|Du|) dz + c

 

Q4

ϕ(|F |) dz.

Hence,

(3.7)

 

Q4

ϕ(|Dw|) dz 6 c

 

Q4

ϕ(|Du|) dz + c

 

Q4

ϕ(|F |) dz.

Combining (3.6) and (3.7) yields
 

Q4

|V (Du)− V (Dw)|2 dz 6 (c+ 1)τ

 

Q4

ϕ(|Du|) dz + c(τ)

 

Q4

ϕ(|F |) dz

6 (c+ 1)τ + c(τ)δ,

where we used the assumption in (3.3). By setting τ ∈ (0, 1) and δ ∈ (0, 1) properly, we
conclude that

 

Q4

|V (Du)− V (Dw)|2 dz 6 ε.

�

We next consider the vector field A0 : R
n → R

n, which is defined by

A0(ξ) :=

 

Q3

A(z, ξ) dz =
1

|Q3|

ˆ

Q3

A(z, ξ) dz,

and the following reference problem:

(3.8)

{
∂tv − divA0(Dv) = 0 in Q3,

v = w on ∂pQ3,

where w solves the problem in (3.1) and Q3 = Q3(0). Additionally, A0 satisfies (1.3) and
(1.4), replacing A(z, ξ) with A0(ξ).

Lemma 3.9 (Second comparison estimate). Let v be the weak solution to (3.8). Then
for any ε > 0, there exists a small δ = δ(n, ν,Λ, p, q, ε) > 0 such that if (3.3) holds and

A is (δ, 3)-vanishing, then
 

Q3

|V (Dw)− V (Dv)|2 dz 6 ε

and

(3.10) ‖Dv‖L∞(Q1) 6 N0

for some N0 = N0(n, ν,Λ, p, q) > 1, where Q1 = Q1(0).
9



Proof. We test (3.1) and (3.8) with ζ = w− v using Steklov averages (cf. Remark 3.4) to
observe that

ˆ

Q3

(A(z,Dw)−A0(Dv)) · (Dw −Dv) dz 6 0.

It follows that

ˆ

Q3

(A0(Dw)− A0(Dv)) · (Dw −Dv) dz

6 −
ˆ

Q3

(A(z,Dw)−A0(Dw)) · (Dw −Dv) dz.

As A0(·) is the mean of A(z, ·) over Q3 with respect to the z variable, (2.10) holds,
where A(z, ·) is replaced with A0(·). Using this finding and Definition 1.9, we obtain the
following:

 

Q3

|V (Dw)− V (Dv)|2 dz 6
 

Q3

|A(z,Dw)−A0(Dw)| |Dw −Dv| dz

6

 

Q3

θ(A;Q3)(z) g(|Dw|) |Dw−Dv| dz

6

 

Q3

θ(A;Q3)(z) g(|Dw|) |Dw| dz

+

 

Q3

θ(A;Q3)(z) g(|Dw|) |Dv| dz

=: I + II.

(3.11)

To estimate I, we use Proposition 2.3, Hölder’s inequality and the higher integrability
(Theorem 2.11) for Dw:

I =

 

Q3

θ(A;Q3)(z) g(|Dw|) |Dw| dz

6 c

 

Q3

θ(A;Q3)(z)ϕ(|Dw|) dz

6 c

(
 

Q3

θ
1+σ
σ dz

) σ
1+σ

(
 

Q3

ϕ(|Dw|)1+σ dz
) 1

1+σ

6 c

(
 

Q3

θ
1+σ
σ dz

) σ
1+σ

[
(ϕ ◦ D−1)

(
 

Q4

ϕ(|Dw|) dz
)] σ

1+σ
(
 

Q4

ϕ(|Dw|) dz
) 1

1+σ

.

It follows from the (δ, 2)-vanishing condition of A with (1.10), (3.7) and (3.3) that

(3.12) I 6 cδ
σ

1+σ

[
(ϕ ◦ D−1)(c)

] σ
1+σ c

1
1+σ 6 cδ

σ
1+σ .
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We also use Young’s inequality, properties of ϕ and ϕ∗, Hölder’s inequality and the
higher integrability for Dw to estimate II as follows:

II =

 

Q3

θ(A;Q3)(z) g(|Dw|) |Dv| dz

6 c(τ)

 

Q3

ϕ∗ (θ g(|Dw|))dz + τ

 

Q3

ϕ(|Dv|) dz

6 c(τ)

 

Q3

max
{
θ

p
p−1 , θ

q
q−1

}
ϕ∗ (g(|Dw|))dz + τ

 

Q3

ϕ(|Dv|) dz

6 c(τ)

 

Q3

(
θ

p
p−1 + θ

q
q−1

)
ϕ(|Dw|) dz + τ

 

Q3

ϕ(|Dv|) dz

6 c(τ)

(
 

Q3

θ
p

p−1
· 1+σ

σ dz

) σ
1+σ

(
 

Q3

ϕ(|Dw|)1+σ dz
) 1

1+σ

+ c(τ)

(
 

Q3

θ
q

q−1
· 1+σ

σ dz

) σ
1+σ

(
 

Q3

ϕ(|Dw|)1+σ dz
) 1

1+σ

+ τ

 

Q3

ϕ(|Dv|) dz

for any τ ∈ (0, 1). By similar argument, we obtain

II 6 c(τ) δ
σ

1+σ + τ

 

Q3

ϕ(|Dv|) dz.

As in the proof of Lemma 3.2, we deduce that

(3.13)

 

Q3

ϕ(|Dv|) dz 6 c

 

Q3

ϕ(|Dw|) dz 6 c.

Therefore, we observe that

(3.14) II 6 c(τ) δ
σ

1+σ + τ

for any τ ∈ (0, 1).
Combining (3.11) with (3.12) and (3.14) results in the following:

 

Q3

|V (Dw)− V (Dv)|2 dz 6 c(τ) δ
σ

1+σ + τ.

By setting τ ∈ (0, 1) and δ ∈ (0, 1) properly, we conclude that
 

Q3

|V (Dw)− V (Dv)|2 dz 6 ε.

Furthermore, the estimate in (3.10) follows directly from Theorem 2.12 and (3.13). �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.11

We prove the main theorem starting with the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.1 ([17]). Let Υ : [R1, R2] → [0,∞) be a bounded function. Suppose that for

any s1 and s2, where 0 < R1 6 s1 < s2 6 R2,

Υ(s1) 6 ϑΥ(s2) +
P

(s2 − s1)κ
+Q

with P,Q > 0, κ > 0 and ϑ ∈ [0, 1). Then there exists c = (ϑ, κ) > 0 such that

Υ(R1) 6 c(ϑ, κ)

[
P

(R2 −R1)κ
+Q

]
.
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Proof of Theorem 1.11. First, there exists ψ̃ ∈ Φc ∩ C1([0,∞)) satisfying (Inc)p1 and

(aDec)q1 such that ψ ≈ ψ̃ (see [20, Remark 2.6]). Therefore, we assume that ψ ∈ Φc ∩
C1([0,∞)) without loss of generality. Moreover, we also assume that g(1) = ψ(1) = 1.

We let Q2R = Q2R(z0) ⋐ ΩI with R 6 R0 be fixed, where R0 > 0 derives from the
(δ, R0)-vanishing condition of A. For simplicity, we write Qρ = Qρ(z0), ρ ∈ (0, 2R]. In
addition, for ρ > 0 and λ > 0, we define

E(ρ, λ) := {z ∈ Qρ : |Du(z)| > λ}.
Also, we define the following:

(4.2) λ0 := D−1

(
 

Q2R

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz

)
,

where δ ∈ (0, 1), depending only on n, ν, Λ, p, q, p1, q1, and L, is determined later (see
below from (4.12)), and D is defined by (1.12). From (Inc)p of ϕ with p > 2n

n+2
,

(4.3) Cmin{2, p(n+2)−2n
2 }D(s) = min

{
C2, C

p(n+2)−2n
2

}
D(s) 6 D(Cs)

for all s > 0 and C > 1.
We let R 6 r1 < r2 6 2R and consider any λ satisfying the following:

(4.4) λ > λ1 :=

(
64R

r2 − r1

)(n+2)max{ 1
2
, 2
p(n+2)−2n}

λ0.

With this λ, we also define

(4.5) ρλ := min{1, ϕ2(λ)
1
2}(r2 − r1) 6 R.

We notice that Qλ
ρ(z) ⊂ Qr2 ⊂ Q2R for any z ∈ E(r1, λ) and ρ 6 ρλ, where Q

λ
ρ(z) is

an intrinsic parabolic cylinder defined in Subsection 2.1. Then, we prove a Vitali type
covering of the super-level set E(r1, λ) satisfying a balancing condition on each set.

Lemma 4.6. For each R 6 r1 < r2 6 2R and λ > λ1, there exist wi ∈ E(r1, λ) and

ρi ∈
(
0, ρλ

32

)
, i = 1, 2, 3, · · · , such that Qλ

ρi
(wi) are mutually disjoint,

E(r1, λ) \N ⊂
∞⋃

i=1

Qλ
8ρi

(wi)

for some Lebesgue measure zero set N ,
 

Qλ
ρi
(wi)

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz = ϕ(λ),

and
 

Qλ
ρ(wi)

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz < ϕ(λ) for all ρ ∈ (ρi, ρλ].

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as that in [20, Lemma 4.6]. However, for reader’s
convenience, we provide the proof. For w ∈ E(r1, λ) and ρ ∈

[
ρλ
32
, ρλ

)
, using (4.2), we

obtain
 

Qλ
ρ(w)

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz 6

|Q2R|
|Qλ

ρ(w)|

 

Q2R

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz

6
|Q2R|

|Qρλ/32(w)|
ϕ2(λ)D(λ0).
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It follows from (4.5), (4.3), (4.4), and (1.12) that

|Q2R|
|Qρλ/32(w)|

ϕ2(λ)D(λ0) 6

(
64R

r2 − r1

)n+2

max
{
1, ϕ2(λ)

−n+2
2

}
ϕ2(λ)D(λ0)

6 D(λ)max
{
1, ϕ2(λ)

−n+2
2

}
ϕ2(λ)

= min
{
1, ϕ2(λ)

n+2
2

}
λ2max

{
1, ϕ2(λ)

−n+2
2

}
ϕ2(λ) = ϕ(λ).

Therefore, we obtain
 

Qλ
ρ(w)

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz 6 ϕ(λ) for all ρ ∈

[
ρλ
32
, ρλ

)
.

Moreover, from the parabolic Lebesgue differentiation theorem, we deduce that, for almost
every w ∈ E(r1, λ),

lim
ρ→0+

 

Qλ
ρ(w)

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz > ϕ(|Du(w)|) > ϕ(λ).

As the map ρ 7→
 

Qλ
ρ(w)

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz is continuous, there exists ρw ∈

(
0, ρλ

32

)

such that
 

Qλ
ρw

(w)

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz = ϕ(λ)

and
 

Qλ
ρ(w)

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz < ϕ(λ) for all ρ ∈ (ρw, ρλ].

Applying Vitali’s covering lemma for {Qλ
ρw(w)}, we obtain the desired conclusion. �

Continuing to prove Theorem 1.11, we set Q
(j)
i := Qλ

2jρi
(wi), j = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, we observe

from the previous lemma that

(4.7) |Q(0)
i | 6 2

ϕ(λ)

ˆ

Q
(0)
i ∩{|Du|>λ

4
}

ϕ(|Du|) dz + 2

δϕ(λ)

ˆ

Q
(0)
i ∩{|F |> δλ

4
}

ϕ(|F |) dz

and

(4.8)

 

Q
(5)
i

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz < ϕ(λ).

Hereafter, we set λ > λ1 and then consider the following rescaled functions and vector
fields:

gλ(s) :=
g(λs)

g(λ)
for s > 0,

Aλ,i(z, ξ) :=
1

g(λ)
A(Wi, λξ) for z ∈ Q4(0) and ξ ∈ R

n,

uλ,i(z) :=
u(Wi)

8ρiλ
and Fλ,i(z) :=

F (Wi)

λ
for z ∈ Q4(0),

where

Wi = wi +

(
8ρix,

λ

g(λ)
(8ρi)

2t

)
for z = (x, t).
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Then, gλ satisfies the condition in (1.2) with the same constants p and q, and Aλ,i(z, ξ)
satisfies (1.3) and (1.4) with ΩI = Q4(0) and is (δ, 2)-vanishing where g is replaced with
gλ. Moreover, we observe that uλ,i is a weak solution to

∂tuλ,i − divAλ,i(z,Duλ,i) = − div

(
gλ(|Fλ,i|)
|Fλ,i|

Fλ,i

)
in Q4(0).

By defining

ϕλ(s) :=

ˆ s

0

gλ(σ) dσ =
1

λg(λ)
ϕ(λs), s > 0,

from (4.8) where λg(λ) > ϕ(λ) (see Proposition 2.3), we obtain the following:
 

Q4(0)

[
ϕλ(|Duλ,i|) +

1

δ
ϕλ(|Fλ,i|)

]
dz =

1

λg(λ)

 

Q
(5)
i

[
ϕ(|Du|) + 1

δ
ϕ(|F |)

]
dz < 1.

Here, we let ε > 0 be sufficiently small, which is determined in (4.12) below. Then
applying Lemmas 3.2 and 3.9, we can assert that there exist δ = δ(ε) > 0, N0 > 1, and
a function ṽλ,i such that

 

Q2(0)

|Vλ(Duλ,i)− Vλ(Dṽλ,i)|2 dz 6 ε and ‖Dṽλ,i‖L∞(Q1(0)) 6 N0,

where Vλ(ξ) =
1√
λg(λ)

V (λξ) for ξ ∈ R
n. Here we remark that both δ and N0 are inde-

pendent of λ and i. Finally we set vλ,i(z) = vλ,i(x, t) := 8ρiλ ṽλ,i

(
x−yi
8ρi

, g(λ)(t−τi)
λ(8ρi)2

)
, where

wi = (yi, τi). Then we obtain

(4.9)

 

Q
(3)
i

|V (Du)− V (Dvλ,i)|2 dz 6 λg(λ)ε, and ‖Dvλ,i‖L∞(Q
(3)
i )

6 N0λ.

Next, for any λ > λ1, we consider the upper-level sets E(r1, c0N0λ) with c0 := 2
q
p (c∗ +

1)
1
p > 1, where c∗ > 0 is the hidden constant in (2.8). By Lemma 4.6, the collection

{Q(3)
i } covers E(r1, λ) \N ⊃ E(r1, c0N0λ) \N with |N | = 0, which yields

ˆ

E(r1,c0N0λ)

ϕ(|Du|) dz 6
∞∑

i=1

ˆ

Q
(3)
i ∩{|Du|>c0N0λ}

ϕ(|Du|) dz.

Using the convexity and (Dec)q of ϕ, and (2.8), we obtain the following:

ϕ(|Du|) 6 1

2
ϕ(2|Du−Dvλ,i|) +

1

2
ϕ(2|Dvλ,i|)

6 2q−1ϕ(|Du−Dvλ,i|) + 2q−1ϕ(|Dvλ,i|)
6 2q−1c∗|V (Du)− V (Dvλ,i)|2 + 2q−1(c∗ + 1)ϕ(|Dvλ,i|).

It follows from (4.9) that, on the set Q
(3)
i ∩ {|Du| > c0N0λ},

ϕ(|Du|) 6 2q−1c∗|V (Du)− V (Dvλ,i)|2 + 2q−1(c∗ + 1)ϕ(N0λ)

6 2q−1c∗|V (Du)− V (Dvλ,i)|2 +
1

2
ϕ(c0N0λ)

6 2q−1c∗|V (Du)− V (Dvλ,i)|2 +
1

2
ϕ(|Du|),

and, hence,

ϕ(|Du|) 6 2qc∗|V (Du)− V (Dvλ,i)|2.
14



Combining this with (4.9) results in

(4.10)

ˆ

E(r1,c0N0λ)

ϕ(|Du|) dz 6 2qc∗λg(λ)ε

∞∑

i=1

|Q(3)
i |.

Note that |Q(3)
i | = 23(n+2)|Q(0)

i | and that λg(λ) . ϕ(λ) by Proposition 2.3. Therefore, the
estimates (4.10) and (4.7) lead to the following:

ˆ

E(r1,c0N0λ)

ϕ(|Du|) dz . ε
∞∑

i=1

ˆ

Q
(0)
i ∩{|Du|>λ

4
}

ϕ(|Du|) dz + ε

δ

∞∑

i=1

ˆ

Q
(0)
i ∩{|F |> δλ

4
}

ϕ(|F |) dz,

where the hidden constant depends only on n, ν, Λ, p, and q. As Q
(0)
i ⊂ Qr2(z0), i =

1, 2, . . . , are mutually disjoint, we conclude that, for any λ > λ1,
ˆ

E(r1,c0N0λ)

ϕ(|Du|) dz . ε

ˆ

Qr2∩{|Du|>
λ
4
}

ϕ(|Du|) dz + ε

δ

ˆ

Qr2∩{|F |> δλ
4
}

ϕ(|F |) dz.(4.11)

We set

|Du|k := min{|Du|, k} for k > 0.

For k > λ, the inequality |Du|k > λ holds if and only if the inequality |Du| > λ holds.
Therefore, for any R 6 r1 < r2 6 2R,

ˆ

Qr1

ψ(ϕ(|Du|k))
ϕ(|Du|k)

ϕ(|Du|) dz =
ˆ

Qr1

ˆ |Du|k

0

d

(
ψ(ϕ(λ))

ϕ(λ)

)
ϕ(|Du|) dz

=

ˆ k

0

ˆ

Qr1∩{|Du|k>λ}

ϕ(|Du|) dz d
(
ψ(ϕ(λ))

ϕ(λ)

)

=

ˆ k

0

ˆ

E(r1,λ)

ϕ(|Du|) dz d
(
ψ(ϕ(λ))

ϕ(λ)

)

=

ˆ k
c0N0

0

ˆ

E(r1,c0N0λ)

ϕ(|Du|) dz d
(
ψ(ϕ(c0N0λ))

ϕ(c0N0λ)

)

6

ˆ λ1

0

d

(
ψ(ϕ(c0N0λ))

ϕ(c0N0λ)

)
ˆ

Qr2

ϕ(|Du|) dz

+

ˆ 4k

λ1

ˆ

E(r1,c0N0λ)

ϕ(|Du|) dz d
(
ψ(ϕ(c0N0λ))

ϕ(c0N0λ)

)

=: I + II.

To estimate I, we apply (aDec)q1 of ψ and (Dec)q of ϕ:

I 6
ψ(ϕ(c0N0λ1))

ϕ(c0N0λ1)

ˆ

Qr2

ϕ(|Du|) dz

.

(
64R

r2 − r1

)(q1−1)q(n+2)max{ 1
2
, 2
p(n+2)−2n}

ψ1(ϕ(λ0))

ˆ

Qr2

ϕ(|Du|) dz

.

(
R

r2 − r1

)α0

ψ1(ϕ(λ0))

ˆ

Q2R

ϕ(|Du|) dz,

where α0 := (q1 − 1)q(n+ 2)max{1
2
, 2
p(n+2)−2n

}.
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To estimate II, we employ (4.11) and Fubini’s theorem:

II . ε

ˆ 4k

0

ˆ

Qr2∩{|Du|>
λ
4
}

ϕ(|Du|) dz d
(
ψ(ϕ(c0N0λ))

ϕ(c0N0λ)

)

+
1

δ

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Qr2∩{|F |> δλ
4
}

ϕ(|F |) dz d
(
ψ(ϕ(c0N0λ))

ϕ(c0N0λ)

)

= ε

ˆ k

0

ˆ

Qr2∩{|Du|>λ}

ϕ(|Du|) dz d
(
ψ(ϕ(4c0N0λ))

ϕ(4c0N0λ)

)

+
1

δ

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Qr2∩{|F |>λ}

ϕ(|F |) dz d
(
ψ(ϕ(4

δ
c0N0λ))

ϕ(4
δ
c0N0λ)

)

= ε

ˆ

Qr2

ˆ |Du|k

0

d

(
ψ(ϕ(4c0N0λ))

ϕ(4c0N0λ)

)
ϕ(|Du|) dz

+
1

δ

ˆ

Qr2

ˆ |F |

0

d

(
ψ(ϕ(4

δ
c0N0λ))

ϕ(4
δ
c0N0λ)

)
ϕ(|F |) dz

= ε

ˆ

Qr2

ψ(ϕ(4c0N0|Du|k))
ϕ(4c0N0|Du|k)

ϕ(|Du|) dz + 1

δ

ˆ

Qr2

ψ(ϕ(4
δ
c0N0|F |))

ϕ(4
δ
c0N0|F |)

ϕ(|F |) dz

6 cε

ˆ

Qr2

ψ(ϕ(|Du|k))
ϕ(|Du|k)

ϕ(|Du|) dz + cδ−1−(q1−1)q

ˆ

Q2R

ψ(ϕ(|F |)) dz.

At this stage, we set ε = ε(n, ν,Λ, p, q, p1, q1, L) > 0 so small that

(4.12) cε 6
1

2
.

Thus, δ is chosen. Combining the above estimates, we observe that
ˆ

Qr1

ψ(ϕ(|Du|k))
ϕ(|Du|k)

ϕ(|Du|) dz

6
1

2

ˆ

Qr2

ψ(ϕ(|Du|k))
ϕ(|Du|k)

ϕ(|Du|) dz + c

(
R

r2 − r1

)α0

ψ1(ϕ(λ0))

ˆ

Q2R

ϕ(|Du|) dz

+ c

ˆ

Q2R

ψ(ϕ(|F |)) dz.

Applying Lemma 4.1 yields the following:
ˆ

QR

ψ(ϕ(|Du|k))
ϕ(|Du|k)

ϕ(|Du|) dz 6 cψ1(ϕ(λ0))

ˆ

Q2R

ϕ(|Du|) dz + c

ˆ

Q2R

ψ(ϕ(|F |)) dz.

Letting k → ∞ and using Fatou’s lemma, we conclude the following:
ˆ

QR

ψ(ϕ(|Du|)) dz . (ψ1 ◦ ϕ)(λ0)
ˆ

Q2R

ϕ(|Du|) dz +
ˆ

Q2R

ψ(ϕ(|F |)) dz

. (ψ1 ◦ ϕ ◦ D−1)

(
 

Q2R

[ϕ(|Du|) + ϕ(|F |)] dz
)
ˆ

Q2R

ϕ(|Du|) dz

+

ˆ

Q2R

ψ(ϕ(|F |)) dz,

which completes the proof. �
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5. Parabolic System

We briefly discuss parabolic systems with a Uhlenbeck structure with a discontinuous
coefficient. We consider the following parabolic system

(5.1) (ui)t − div

(
a(z)

g(|Du|)
|Du| Dui

)
= 0 in ΩI , i = 1, 2, · · · , N,

where u = (u1, · · · , uN), N > 1, g : [0,∞) → [0,∞) with g ∈ C([0,∞))∩C1((0,∞)) and
g(0) = 0 satisfies

(5.2) p− 1 6
sg′(s)

g(s)
6 q − 1, ∀s > 0 for some 2 6 p 6 q.

Further, a : ΩI → R satisfies ν 6 a(·) 6 Λ for some 0 < ν 6 Λ. For the systems we
only consider the degenerate case (i.e., p > 2 in (5.2)). In this case, the (δ, R)-vanishing
condition is replaced with the following BMO-type condition on a(·):
Definition 5.3. Let δ, R > 0. a : ΩI → R is said to be (δ, R)-vanishing if

 

Qr,ρ

|a(z)− (a)Qr,ρ| dz 6 δ

for all Qr,ρ ⊂ ΩI with r, ρ ∈ (0, R].

Then, we state a result that is the counterpart of Theorem 1.11 for the system in (5.1).

Theorem 5.4. Let g : [0,∞) → [0,∞) with g ∈ C([0,∞)) ∩ C1((0,∞)) and g(0) = 0
satisfy (5.2), and a : ΩI → R satisfy ν 6 a(·) 6 Λ for some 0 < ν 6 Λ. In addition, let

F ∈ Lϕloc(ΩI) with ϕ defined in (1.5), and ψ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a weak Φ-function sat-

isfying (aInc)p1 and (aDec)q1 for some 1 < p1 6 q1 with the constant L > 1. There exists

a small δ = δ(n, ν,Λ, p, q, p1, q1, L, g(1), ψ(1)) > 0 such that if a(·) is (δ, R0)-vanishing
for some R0 > 0 and u is a local weak solution to (5.1), then we have the following

implication

ϕ(|F |) ∈ Lψloc(ΩI) =⇒ ϕ(|Du|) ∈ Lψloc(ΩI)

with the following estimate: for any Q2R = Q2R(z0) ⋐ ΩI with R 6 R0,
 

QR

ψ(ϕ(|Du|)) dz 6 c

[
Ψ

(
 

Q2R

[ϕ(|Du|) + ϕ(|F |)] dz
)]

 

Q2R

ϕ(|Du|) dz

+ c

 

Q2R

ψ(ϕ(|F |)) dz

for some c = c(n, ν,Λ, p, q, p1, q1, L, g(1), ψ(1)) > 0, where QR = QR(z0) and Ψ is given

in Theorem 1.11.

Sketch of the proof. The proof is exactly the same as in Theorem 1.11 except for the
essential modification concerned with changing from single equations to systems. More
precisely, in the proof, we replace A(z, ξ) where ξ ∈ R

n with a(z)|ξ|p−2ξ where ξ ∈
R
nN . Instead of Theorem 2.12, we take advantage of the Lipschitz regularity result for

homogeneous parabolic systems in [9, Lemma 3.2], which is a modification of [16, Theorem
2.2]. The higher integrability result [20, Theorem 1.5] (Theorem 2.11 in this paper) is
proved for general parabolic systems. All analyses in Sections 3 and 4 are the same in both
the equation and system cases and both the degenerate (p > 2) and singular(p < 2) cases.
Therefore, by repeating Sections 3 and 4 and considering the replacement mentioned
above, we prove the theorem. �
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Remark 5.5. In the above theorem, we only consider the degenerate case (i.e., p > 2 in
(5.2)). The main reason is the lack of Lipschitz regularity when p < 2. In [16, Theorem
2.2], the Lipschitz regularity for the parabolic ϕ-Laplace system (5.1), where F ≡ 0,
a(·) ≡ 1 and ϕ is defined in (1.5), is proved under the assumption that the gradient of a
weak solution is locally in L2. This additional assumption is unclear from the definition
of a weak solution when p < 2. We might also prove the theorem by replacing (5.2) with
(1.2) and assuming that |Du| ∈ L2

loc(ΩI) (see [16, Remark 1.1]).
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