arXiv:1301.3765v4 [math.AP] 16 Apr 2013

ON THE HARNACK INEQUALITY FOR PARABOLIC MINIMIZERS IN METRIC MEASURE SPACES

NIKO MAROLA AND MATHIAS MASSON

Abstract. In this note we consider problems related to parabolic partial differential equations in geodesic metric measure spaces, that are equipped with a doubling measure and a Poincaré inequality. We prove a location and scale invariant Harnack inequality for a minimizer of a variational problem related to a doubly non-linear parabolic equation involving the p-Laplacian. Moreover, we prove the sufficiency of the Grigor’yan–Saloff-Coste theorem for general p > 1 in geodesic metric spaces. The approach used is strictly variational, and hence we are able to carry out the argument in the metric setting.

1. Introduction

The purpose of this note is to study parabolic minimizers, which in the Euclidean case are related to the doubly non-linear parabolic equation

(1.1) ∂(|u|^{p−2}u) ∂t − ∇ · (|∇u|^{p−2}∇u) = 0, where 1 < p < ∞. When p = 2 we can recover the heat equation from (1.1). A function u : Ω × (0, T ) → R, where Ω ⊂ R^n is a non-empty open set, is called a parabolic quasiminimizer related to the equation (1.1) if it satisfies p ∫ supp(ϕ) |u|^{p−2}u ∂ϕ ∂t dx dt + ∫ supp(ϕ) |∇u|^p dx dt ≤ K ∫ supp(ϕ) |∇(u + ϕ)|^p dx dt for some K ≥ 1 and every smooth compactly supported function ϕ in Ω × (0, T ). More precisely, in the Euclidean setting every weak solution to (1.1) is a parabolic minimizer, i.e., a parabolic quasiminimizer with K = 1.

Elliptic quasiminimizers were introduced by Giaquinta and Giusti in [11, 12]. They enable the study of elliptic problems, such as the p-Laplace equation and p-harmonic functions, in metric measure spaces under the doubling property and a Poincaré inequality. We refer, e.g., to [3], [5], [6], [19], [20], and the references in these papers. Following Giaquinta–Giusti, Wieser [31] generalized the notion of quasiminimizers to the parabolic setting in Euclidean spaces. Parabolic quasiminimizers have also been studied by Zhou [32, 33], Gianazza–Vespri [10], Marchi [22],

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 30L99; Secondary: 35K55. Key words and phrases. Doubling measure, Harnack inequality, metric space, minimizer, Newtonian space, parabolic, Poincaré inequality. 1

and Wang [30]. The literature for parabolic quasiminimizers is very small compared to the elliptic case. In recent papers [18], [24], parabolic quasiminimizers related to the heat equation have been studied in general metric measure spaces. The variational approach taken in these papers opens up a possibility to develop a systematic theory for parabolic problems in this generality.

Our main result is a scale and location invariant Harnack inequality, Theorem 6.6, in geodesic metric measure spaces for a positive parabolic minimizer that is locally bounded away from zero and locally bounded. We assume the measure to be doubling and to support a (1, p)-Poincaré inequality. We take a purely variational approach and prove the Harnack inequality without making any reference to the equation (1.1).

In Euclidean spaces, the Harnack inequality for a positive weak solution to the equation (1.1), that is bounded away from zero, was proved in [17]. Their proof is based on Moser’s method and on an abstract lemma due to Bombieri and Giusti. The argument in [17] relies on the equation and uses, for instance, the fact that if u is a weak supersolution to (1.1), then u^{−1} is a weak subsolution of the same equation.

Our proof is based on the one in [17]. However, since we deal with parabolic minimizers and upper gradients in the metric setting, changes in the argument are required. To give an example, in the strictly variational setting it is not true that if u is a parabolic superminimizer, then u^{−1} is a parabolic subminimizer. Instead we establish the required estimates separately for both super- and subminimizers.

Grigor’yan [13] and Saloff-Coste [25] observed independently that the doubling property and a Poincaré inequality for the measure are sufficient and necessary conditions for a scale and location invariant parabolic Harnack inequality for solutions to the heat equation (p = 2) on Riemannian manifolds. Later, Sturm [29] generalized this result to the setting of Dirichlet spaces.

One motivation for the present note is to show the sufficiency for general 1 < p < ∞ in geodesic metric measure spaces without invoking Dirichlet spaces or the Cheeger derivative structure for which we refer to [9]. We also refer to a recent paper [2] and to [1] on parabolic Harnack inequalities on metric measure spaces with a local regular Dirichlet form. It would be very interesting to know whether also the necessity holds in this general setting.

Very recently a similar question has been studied for degenerate parabolic quasilinear partial differential equations in the subelliptic case by Caponga, Citti, and Rea [8]. Their motivating example is a class of subelliptic operators associated to a family of Hörmander vector fields and their Carnot-Carathéodory distance. The setup in the present paper cover also Carnot groups and more general Carnot– Carathéodory spaces.

2. Prelimininaries

In this section we briefly recall the basic definitions and collect some results we will need in the sequel. For a more detailed treatment we refer, for instance, to a monograph by A. and J. Björn [4] and to Heinonen [14], and the references therein._2

2.1. Metric measure spaces. Standing assumptions in this paper are as follows. By the triplet (X, d, μ) we denote a complete geodesic metric space X, where d is the metric and μ a Borel measure on X. The measure μ is supposed to be doubling, i.e., there exists a constant C_μ ≥ 1 such that (2.1) 0 < μ(B(x, 2r)) ≤ C_μμ(B(x, r)) < ∞ for every r > 0 and x ∈ X. Here B(x, r) := {y ∈ X : d(y, x) < r}. We denote λB = B(x, λr) for each λ > 0. We want to mention in passing that to require the measure of every ball in X to be positive and finite is anything but restrictive; it does not rule out any interesting measures. Equivalently, for any x ∈ X, we have

(2.2) μ(B(x, R)) μ(B(x, r)) ≤ C ( R r )_{qμ}

for all 0 < r ≤ R with q_μ := log_2 C_μ, where C > 0 is a constant which depends only on C_μ. The choice q_μ = log_2 C_μ is not necessarily optimal; the exponent q_μ serves as a counterpart in metric measure space to the dimension of a Euclidean space. In addition to the doubling property, we assume that X supports a weak (1, p)-Poincaré inequality (see below). Moreover, the product measure in the space X × (0, T ), T > 0, is denoted by ν = μ ⊗ L^1, where L^1 is the one dimensional Lebesgue measure.

It is worth noting that our abstract setting causes some, perhaps unexpected, difficulties. For instance, in not too pathological metric spaces, it may happen that B(x_1, r_1) ⊂ B(x_2, r_2) but B(x_2, 2r_2) ⊂ B(x_1, 2r_1).

We follow Heinonen and Koskela [15] in introducing upper gradients as follows. A Borel function g : X → [0, ∞] is said to be an upper gradient for an extended real-valued function u on X if for all paths γ : [0, l_γ ] → X, we have

(2.3) |u(γ(0)) − u(γ(l_γ ))| ≤ ∫ γ g ds. If (2.3) holds for p-almost every path in the sense of Definition 2.1 in Shanmugalingam [27], we say that g is a p-weak upper gradient of u. From the definition, it follows immediately that if g is a p-weak upper gradient for u, then g is a p-weak upper gradient also for u − k, and |k|g for ku, for any k ∈ R.

The p-weak upper gradients were introduced in Koskela–MacManus [21]. They also showed that if g ∈ L^p(X) is a p-weak upper gradient of u, then one can find a sequence {g_j}^∞_{j=1} of upper gradients of u such that g_j → g in L^p(X). If u has an upper gradient in L^p(X), then it has a minimal p-weak upper gradient g_u ∈ L^p(X) in the sense that for every p-weak upper gradient g ∈ L^p(X) of u, g_u ≤ g a.e. (see Shanmugalingam [28, Corollary 3.7]).

Let Ω be an open subset of X and 1 ≤ p < ∞. Following Shanmugalingam [27] (see also [4, Corollary 2.9]), we define for u ∈ L^p(Ω), ‖u‖^p_{N 1,p(Ω)} = ‖u‖^p_{Lp(Ω)} + ‖g_u‖^p_{Lp(Ω)}. The Newtonian space N^{1,p}(Ω) (⊂ L^p(Ω)) is the quotient space

N^{1,p}(Ω) = { u ∈ L^p(Ω) : ‖u‖_N 1,p_{(Ω)} < ∞ } / ∼, 3

where u ∼ v if and only if ‖u−v‖_N 1,p_{(Ω)} = 0. The space N^{1,p}(Ω) is a Banach space and a lattice (see Shanmugalingam [27]). If u, v ∈ N^{1,p}(Ω) and u = v μ-a.e., then u ∼ v. However, if u ∈ N^{1,p}(Ω), then u ∼ v if and only if u = v outside a set of zero Sobolev p-capacity [27].

A function u belongs to the local Newtonian space N^{1,p}_{loc} (Ω) if u ∈ N^{1,p}(V ) for all bounded open sets V with V ⊂ Ω, the latter space being defined by considering V as a metric space with the metric d and the measure μ restricted to it.

Newtonian spaces share many properties of the classical Sobolev spaces. For example, if u, v ∈ N^{1,p}_{loc} (Ω), then g_u = g_v a.e. in {x ∈ Ω : u(x) = v(x)}, in particular g_{min{u,c}} = g_uχ_{{u≠c}} for c ∈ R.

Remark 2.4. Note that as a consequence of the definition, the functions in N^{1,p}(Ω) are absolutely continuous on p-almost every path. This means that u ∘ γ is absolutely continuous on [0, length(γ)] for p-almost every rectifiable arc-length parametrized path γ in Ω. This in turn implies that for each of these paths we have |(u ∘ γ)^′(s)| ≤ g(γ(s)) for almost every s ∈ [0, length(γ)]. We refer to [4, Theorem 1.56 and Lemma 2.14].

We shall also need a Newtonian space with zero boundary values. For a measurable set E ⊂ X, let

N^{1,p}_0 (E) = {f|_E : f ∈ N^{1,p}(X) and f = 0 on X \ E}.

This space equipped with the norm inherited from N^{1,p}(X) is a Banach space.

We say that X supports a weak (1, p)-Poincaré inequality if there exist constants C_p > 0 and Λ ≥ 1 such that for all balls B(x_0, r) ⊂ X, all integrable functions u on X and all upper gradients g of u,

(2.5) ∫ B(x_0,r) |u − u_B| dμ ≤ C_pr (∫ B(x_0,Λr) g^p dμ )_{1/p} , where u_B := ∫ B(x_0 ,r) u dμ := 1 μ(B(x_0, r)) ∫ B(x_0,r) u dμ. If the metric measure space X has not “enough” rectifiable paths, it may happen that the continuous embedding N^{1,p} → L^p, given by the identity map, is onto. If X has no nonconstant rectifiable paths, then g_u ≡ 0 is the minimal p-weak upper gradient of every function, and N^{1,p}(X) = L^p(X) isometrically. The fact that the Newtonian space is not simply L^p(X) is implied, for instance, by assuming that X supports a weak (1, p)-Poincaré inequality.

2.2. Parabolic setting. Our set-up is the following. Let Ω ⊂ X be an open set, and 0 < T < ∞. We write Ω_T := Ω_{(0,T )} := Ω × (0, T ) for a space-time cylinder, and z = (x, t) is a point in Ω_T . We denote by L^p(0, T ; N^{1,p}(Ω)) the parabolic space of functions u : Ω_T → R such that, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), x → u(x, t) belongs to N^{1,p}(Ω) and ∫_T 0 ‖u‖^p_{N 1,p(Ω)} dt < ∞, 4

and similarly for L^p_{loc}(0, T ; N^{1,p}_{loc} (Ω)). Here we have defined g_u(x, t) := g_{u(·,t)}(x) at ν-almost every (x, t) ∈ Ω × (0, T ).

The following calculus rules will be used throughout the text. Assume u, v ∈ L^p_{loc}(0, T ; N^{1,p}_{loc} (Ω)). Then for almost every t and μ-almost every x g_{u+v} ≤ g_u + g_v, g_{uv} ≤ |u|g_v + |v|g_u. In particular if c is a constant, then g_{cu} = |c|g_u. For the proof at each time level, see [4]. This proof guarantees that g_{u+v} and g_{uv} are defined at almost every t and μ-almost every x. The definition of the parabolic minimal p-weak upper gradient then implies the result. Note that the above does not claim that uv is in the parabolic Newtonian space, even if u and v are.

In the Euclidean case it can be shown that stating that a function u : Ω × (0, T ) → R, u ∈ L^2_{loc}(0, T ; W^{1,2}_{loc} (Ω)) is a weak solution to the doubly nonlinear parabolic equation (1.1), is equivalent to stating that u is fulfills the variational problem p ∫ supp(ϕ) |u|^{p−2}u ∂ϕ ∂t dx dt + ∫ supp(ϕ) |∇u|^p dx dt ≤ ∫ supp(ϕ) |∇u + ∇ϕ|^p dx dt for every ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω × (0, T )). Since partial derivatives cannot be defined in a general metric space, there is little sense in trying to define the weak formulation of the equation (1.1) in the metric setting. The variational approach on the other hand only considers integrals with absolute values of partial derivatives and an inequality – as opposed to demanding a strict equation with gradients. This opens up the possibility to extend the definition of a parabolic minimizer related to the doubly nonlinear equation to metric measure spaces in the following way:

Definition 2.6. We say that a function u ∈ L^p_{loc}(0, T ; N^{1,p}_{loc} (Ω)) is a parabolic minimizer if the inequality

(2.7) p ∫ supp(ϕ) |u|^{p−2}u ∂ϕ ∂t dν + ∫ supp(ϕ) g^p_u dν ≤ ∫ supp(ϕ) g^p_{u+ϕ} dν holds for all ϕ ∈ Lip_0(Ω_T ) = {f ∈ Lip(Ω_T ) : supp(f) ⊂ Ω_T }. If (2.7) holds for all nonnegative ϕ ∈ Lip_0(Ω_T ) a function u ∈ L^p_{loc}(0, T ; N^{1,p}_{loc} (Ω)) is a parabolic superminimizer; and a parabolic subminimizer if (2.7) holds for all nonpositive ϕ ∈ Lip_0(Ω_T ).

Observe that here parabolic minimizers are scale invariant but not translation invariant.

Let 0 < α ≤ 1, let parameters r and T be positive, and t_0 ∈ R. A space-time cylinder in X × R is denoted by_5

Q_{αr}(x, t) = B(x, αr) × (t − T (αr)^p, t + T (αr)^p). It will also be of use to define positive and negative space-time cylinders as αQ^+(x, t) = B(x, αr) × ( t + T ( 1 − α 2 )_p r^p, t + T ( 1 + α 2 )_p r^p ) , αQ^−(x, t) = B(x, αr) × ( t − T ( 1 + α 2 )_p r^p, t − T ( 1 − α 2 )_p r^p ) . Using these, we write

Q_{αr} = Q_{αr}(x_0, t_0), αQ^+ = αQ^+(x_0, t_0), αQ^− = αQ^−(x_0, t_0). Above r is chosen according to (x_0, t_0) and T in such a way that Q_r ⊂ Ω_T . Our goal in this note is to prove the following Harnack inequality using Moser’s argument and energy methods:

Suppose 1 < p < ∞ and assume that the measure μ in a geodesic metric space X is doubling with doubling constant C_μ, and supports a weak (1, p)-Poincaré inequality with constants C_p and Λ. Then a parabolic Harnack inequality is valid as follows. Let u > 0 be a parabolic minimizer in Q_r ⊂ Ω_T , locally bounded and locally bounded away from zero. Let 0 < δ < 1. We have (2.8) ess sup_{δQ−} u ≤ C ess inf_{δQ+} u, where C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, δ, p, T ). Note that the constant in the Harnack estimate does not depend on r and so is scale invariant, as long as r is such that Q_r ⊂ Ω_T . The parameter T controls only the relative proportions of the spatial and time faces of Q_r.

2.3. Sobolev-Poincaré inequalities. We shall need the Sobolev inequality for functions with zero boundary values; if f ∈ N^{1,p}_0 (B(x_0, R)), then there exists a constant C > 0 only depending on p, C_μ, and the constants C_p and Λ in the Poincaré inequality, such that

(2.9) (∫ B(x_0,R) |f|^κ dμ )_{1/κ} ≤ CR (∫ B(x_0 ,R) g^p_f dμ )_{1/p} , where κ = pq_μ/(q_μ − p), if 1 < p < q_μ ∞, if p ≥ q_μ. For this result we refer to [20]. The following weighted version of the Poincaré inequality will also be needed.

Lemma 2.10. Let f ∈ N^{1,p}(B(x_0, R)), and ϕ(x) = ( 1 − d(x, x_0) R )_θ + , 6

where θ > 0. Then there exists a positive constant C = C(C_μ, C_p, p, θ) such that

(2.11) ∫ B(x_0,r) |f − f_ϕ|^pϕ dμ ≤ Cr^p ∫ B(x_0,r) g^p_f ϕ dμ for all 0 < r < R, where

f_ϕ = ∫ B(x_0,r) fϕ dμ ∫ B(x_0,r) ϕ dμ . Sketch of proof. The main idea in the proof, for which we refer to Saloff-Coste [26, Theorem 5.3.4], is to connect two points in the ball B(x_0, r) with a certain finite chain of balls. For this chain we need to assume that our space X is geodesic. □

Remark 2.12. Lemma 2.10 will be used later in the proof of Lemma 5.2. We stress, however, that apart from Lemma 2.10, all other estimates prior to Lemma 5.2 are valid without X being geodesic.

2.4. Bombieri’s and Giusti’s abstract lemma. A delicate step in the proof based on Moser’s work is to use a parabolic version of the John–Nirenberg inequality, i.e., exponential integrability of BMO functions. To avoid the use of the parabolic BMO class, the parabolic John–Nirenberg theorem is replaced with an abstract lemma due to Bombieri and Giusti [7]. Consult [26] or [17] for the proof.

Lemma 2.13. Let ν be a Borel measure and consider a collection of bounded measurable sets U_α, 0 < α ≤ 1, with U_α′ ⊂ U_α if α^′ ≤ α.

Fix 0 < δ < 1, let θ, γ, and A be positive constants, and 0 < q ≤ ∞. Moreover, if q < ∞, we assume that ν(U_1) ≤ Aν(U_δ )

holds. Let f be a positive measurable function on U_1 such that for every 0 < s ≤ min(1, q/2) we have (∫ U_α′ f^q dν )_{1/q} ≤ ( A (α − α^′)^θ ∫ U_α f^s dν )_{1/s}

for every α, α^′ such that 0 < δ ≤ α^′ < α ≤ 1. Assume further that f satisfies ν ({x ∈ U_1 : log f > λ}) ≤ Aν(U_δ ) λ^γ for all λ > 0. Then (∫ U_δ f^q dν )_{1/q} ≤ C, where C = C(q, δ, θ, γ, A). 7

3. Reverse Hölder inequalities for parabolic superminimizers In this section, we prove an energy estimate for parabolic superminimizers. After this, using the energy estimate we prove a reverse Hölder inequality for negative powers of parabolic superminimizers.

Establishing energy estimates for parabolic superminimizers is based on substituting a suitably chosen test function into the inequality (2.7), and then performing partial integration to extract the desired inequality from it. While doing this, we take the time derivative of u^{p−1}, even though u is not assumed to have sufficient time regularity for this. Therefore, the reader should consider the time derivation of u as being formal. Justifications for the formal treatment will be given in Remark 3.6.

Lemma 3.1. Let u > 0 be a parabolic superminimizer, locally bounded away from zero, and 0 < ε ≠ p − 1. Then

ess sup 0<t<T ∫ Ω u^{p−1−ε}ϕ^p dμ + ∫ supp(ϕ) g^p_uu^{−1−ε}ϕ^p dν ≤ C_1 ∫ supp(ϕ) u^{p−1−ε}g^p_ϕ dν + C_2 ∫ supp(ϕ) u^{p−1−ε}|(ϕ^p)_t| dν for every ϕ ∈ Lip_0(Ω_T ), 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, where

C_1 = (p ε )_p ( 1 + ε|p − 1 − ε| p(p − 1) ) , C_2 = ( 1 + p(p − 1) ε|p − 1 − ε| ) . Proof. Assume ε > 0, ε ≠ p − 1. Let ϕ be a function 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, ϕ ∈ Lip_0(Ω_T ). Since ϕ has compact support, we can choose 0 < t_1 < t_2 < T such that ϕ(x, t) = 0 μ-almost everywhere when t ∉ (t_1, t_2). Since by assumption u is locally bounded away from zero, we may assume a positive constant α > 0 such that after denoting v = αu we have 1 − εϕ^pv^{−ε−1} > 0 ν-almost everywhere in the support of ϕ. It then follows that ν-almost everywhere in the support of ϕ, we have g_{v+ϕ}p_v−ε ≤ (1 − εϕ^pv^{−ε−1})g_v + pv^{−ε}ϕ^{p−1}g_ϕ. (3.2)

That (3.2) does indeed hold can be seen in the following way: Let t be such that v(·, t) ∈ N^{1,p}(Ω). Consider any arc-length parametrization γ of a rectifiable path on which v(·, t) is absolutely continuous. Since ϕ(·, t) is Lipschitz-continuous, it is absolutely continuous on γ. Define h : [0, length(γ)] → [0, ∞) by h(s) = v(γ(s), t) + ϕ(γ(s), t)^pv(γ(s), t)^{−ε}. Then h is absolutely continuous, and so we have h^′(s) =(1 − εϕ(γ(s), t)^pv(γ(s), t)^{−ε−1}) ∂v(γ(s), t) ∂s + pϕ(γ(s), t)^{p−1}v(γ(s), t)^{−ε} ∂ϕ(γ(s), t) ∂s 8

for almost every s ∈ [0, length(γ)] with respect to the Lebesgue measure. We know that | | | | ∂v(γ(s), t) ∂s | | | | ≤ g^v(γ(s), t), | | | | ∂ϕ(γ(s), t) ∂s | | | | ≤ g^ϕ(γ(s), t) for almost every s ∈ [0, length(γ)]. Hence | | | ∂(v + ϕ^pv^{−ε})(γ(s), t) ∂s | | | = |h^′(s)| ≤ (1 − εϕ(γ(s), t)^pv(γ(s), t)^{−ε−1})g_v(γ(s), t) + pϕ(γ(s), t)^{p−1}v(γ(s), t)^{−ε}g_ϕ(γ(s), t) for almost every s ∈ [0, length(γ)]. The fact that this holds for p-almost every rectifiable path γ now implies (3.2). Using the convexity of the mapping t → t^p we have g^p_{v+ϕpv−ε} ≤ ( (1 − εϕ^pv^{−ε−1})g_v + εϕ^pv^{−ε−1} pv εϕ g_ϕ )_p

≤ (1 − εϕ^pv^{−ε−1})g^p_v + p^pε^{1−p}v^{p−ε−1}g^p_ϕ. (3.3)

Assume 0 < τ_1 < τ_2 < T . For a small enough h > 0, denote

χ^h_{[τ1,τ2]}(t) =

(t − τ_1)/h, τ_1 < t < t < τ_1 + h 1, τ_1 + h ≤ t ≤ τ_2 − h (τ_2 − t)/h, τ_2 − h < t < τ_2 0, otherwise.

Integrating by parts, we find ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω v^{p−1}(ϕ^pv^{−ε}χ^h_{[τ1,τ2]})_t dμ dt = (p − 1) p − 1 − ε · (∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω v^{p−1−ε}ϕ^p(χ^h_{[τ1,τ2]})_t dμ dt + ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω v^{p−1−ε}(ϕ^p)_tχ^h_{[τ1,τ2]} dμ dt ) . After taking the limit h → 0 in the expression above, and using Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem, we have

lim_{h→0} ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω v^{p−1}(ϕ^pv^{−ε}χ^h_{[τ1,τ2]})_t dμ dt = (p − 1) p − 1 − ε · ( − [∫ Ω×{t} v^{p−1−ε}ϕ^p dμ ]_{τ2} t=τ_1 + ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω v^{p−1−ε}(ϕ^p)_t dμ dt ) . As u is a positive parabolic superminimizer related to the doubly nonlinear equation, also v is a parabolic superminimizer. Moreover, by Remark 3.6 below, ϕ^pv^{−ε}χ^h_{[τ1,τ2]} is a nonnegative admissible test function. Hence by the definition 9

of a parabolic superminimizer and (3.3) we have p(p − 1) p − 1 − ε ( − [∫ Ω×{t} v^{p−1−ε}ϕ^p dμ ]_{τ2} t=τ_1 + ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω v^{p−1−ε}(ϕ^p)_t dμ dt )

≤ lim_{h→0} ( − ∫ supp(ϕ^pχ^h_{[τ1,τ2]}) g^p_v dν + ∫ supp(ϕ^pχ^h_{[τ1,τ2]}) g^p_{v+ϕpv−ε χh[τ1,τ2]} dν )

≤ −ε ∫ supp(ϕ^pχ_{[τ1,τ2]}) ϕ^pv^{−ε−1}g^p_v dν + p^pε^{1−p} ∫ supp(ϕ^pχ_{[τ1,τ2]}) v^{p−1−ε}g^p_ϕ dν. On one hand, setting τ_1 = t_1, and τ_2 = t_2, we obtain ∫_{t2} t_1 ∫ Ω ϕ^pv^{−ε−1}g^p_v dμ dt ≤ p(p − 1) ε|p − 1 − ε| ∫_{t2} t_1 ∫ Ω v^{p−1−ε}|(ϕ^p)_t| dμ dt + (p ε )_p ∫ t2 t_1 ∫ Ω v^{p−1−ε}g^p_ϕ dμ dt. (3.4)

On the other hand, if ε < p − 1, set τ_1 = t and τ_2 = t_2. If ε > p − 1, set τ_1 = t_1 and τ_2 = t. We obtain p(p − 1) ε|p − 1 − ε| ∫ Ω v^{p−1−ε}(x, t)ϕ^p(x, t) dμ ≤ p(p − 1) ε|p − 1 − ε| ∫_{t2} t_1 ∫ Ω v^{p−1−ε}|(ϕ^p)_t| dμ dt + (p ε )_p ∫ t2 t_1 ∫ Ω v^{p−1−ε}g^p_ϕ dμ dt. (3.5)

This holds for almost every t ∈ (t_1, t_2). Dividing (3.5) by p(p − 1)/ε|p − 1 − ε|, and adding the resulting expression to (3.4) yields the desired estimate for v, since the constants in the inequality do not depend on t ∈ (t_1, t_2) and ϕ, g_ϕ vanish outside the support of ϕ. The proof is completed by dividing the resulting expression sidewise with the constant α^{p−1−ε}. □

Remark 3.6. We now give justifications for the formal treatment above. By a change of variable, it is straightforward to see that for a nonnegative parabolic super- or subminimizer v and for an admissible test function ψ, for any small enough s, we have p ∫ supp(ψ) v^{p−1}(x, t − s)ψ_t dν + ∫ supp(ψ) g^p_{v(x,t−s)} dν ≤ ∫ supp(ψ) g^p_{v(x,t−s)+ψ(x,t)} dν. We multiply this inequality sidewise with a standard mollifier with respect to the time variable s, and then integrate both sides with respect to s. After using 10

Fubini’s theorem on the left side, this yields p ∫ supp(ψ)

(v^{p−1})_σψ_t dν + (∫ supp(ψ) g^p_v dν ) σ ≤ (∫ supp(ψ) g^p_{v(x,t−s)+ψ(x,t)} dν ) σ . (3.7)

Here we have used the notation

(v^{p−1})_σ(x, t) = ∫ R θ_σ (s)v^{p−1}(x, t − s) ds, where θ is the standard mollifier and σ > 0 is assumed to be small enough so that everything stays in the time cylinder. To be precise, in the proof of Lemma 3.1 we then choose the test function

ψ = ϕ^p((v^{p−1})_σ)^{−ε/(p−1)}χ^h_{[τ1,τ2]}

(3.8)

with ϕ ∈Lip_0(Ω_{(t1 ,t2)}). The test function ψ now has compact support and belongs to the space L^p(0, T ; N^{1,p}(Ω)). By Lemma 2.7 in [23], easily adaptable for minimizers related to the doubly nonlinear equation, ψ can be plugged into the inequality (3.7). Similarly to the formal proof above, partial integration is then performed to write the expression in a form where (v^{p−1})_σ is not differentiated with respect to time. Once this is done we can take the limits σ → 0 and h → 0, which leads us back to the inequality above (3.4). For details on justifying the convergence of the upper gradient terms in (3.7) as σ → 0, we refer the reader to [24].

We prove next a reverse Hölder type inequality for negative powers of parabolic superminimizers. The first step of the proof consists of combining Sobolev’s inequality with the energy esimate of Lemma 3.1. Then, because the energy estimate is homogeneous in powers, the obtained inequalities can be combined as in Moser’s iteration to complete the proof.

Lemma 3.9. Let u > 0 be a parabolic superminimizer in Q_r ⊂ Ω_T , locally bounded away from zero and let 0 < δ < 1. Then there exist constants C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, δ, T ) and θ = θ(C_μ, p) such that

ess inf Q_α′_r u ≥ ( C (α − α^′)^θ )_{−1/q} (∫ Q_{αr} u^{−q} dν )_{−1/q}

for every 0 < δ ≤ α^′ < α ≤ 1 and for all 0 < q ≤ p.

Proof. Let us fix α^′, α such that 0 < δ ≤ α^′ < α ≤ 1, and divide the interval (α^′, α) as follows: α_0 = α, α_∞ = α^′, and α_j = α − (α − α^′)(1 − γ^{−j}), where γ = 2 − p/κ = 1 + (κ − p)/κ > 1. We set

Q_j = Q_{αj r} = B_j × T_j = B(x_0, α_jr) × (t_0 − T (α_jr)^p, t_0 + T (α_jr)^p), 11

and choose the sequence of test-functions {ϕ_j}^∞_{j=0} so that supp(ϕ_j) ⊂ Q_j , 0 ≤ ϕ_j ≤ 1 on Q_j, and ϕ_j = 1 in Q_{j+1}. Moreover, let each ϕ_j be such that

g_{ϕj} ≤ 4γ^j (α − α^′)r and |(ϕ_j)_t| ≤ 1 T ( 4γ^j (α − α^′)r )_p .

Assume ε > 0, ε ≠ p − 1. We have

g^p_{u(p−1−ε)/pϕj} ≤ 2^{p−1}u^{p−1−ε}g^p_{ϕj} + 2^{p−1} ( |p − 1 − ε| p )_p u^{−ε−1}g^p_uϕ^p_j .

Using Hölder’s inequality brings us to the estimate ∫ T_{j+1} ∫ B_{j+1} u^{(p−1−ε)γ} dμdt

≤ ∫ T_{j+1} (∫ B_{j+1} u^{(p−1−ε)}ϕ^p_j dμ )_{(κ−p)/κ} (∫ B_{j+1} (u^{(p−1−ε)/p}ϕ_j)^κ dμ )_{p/κ} dt

≤ |T_j |μ(B_j) |T_{j+1}|μ(B_{j+1}) ( ess sup_{Tj} ∫ B_j u^{(p−1−ε)}ϕ^p_j dμ )_{(κ−p)/κ}

· ∫ T_j (∫ B_j (u^{(p−1−ε)/p}ϕ_j )^κ dμ )_{p/κ} dt.

Observe that |T_j| = 2T (α_jr)^p and α_{j+1} ≥ min{δ, (1 + γ)^{−1}}α_j . Thus the multiplicative constant on the right-hand side is bounded by a constant independent of j, r, T, α^′, and α. We estimate the last term in the preceding inequality by Sobolev’s inequality (see (2.9)). We find

(∫ B_j (u^{(p−1−ε)/p}ϕ_j)^κ dμ )_{p/κ} ≤ Cr^p ∫ B_j g^p_{u(p−1−ε)/pϕj} dμ ≤ Cr^p ∫ B_j ( u^{p−1−ε}g^p_{ϕj} + ( |p − 1 − ε| p )_p u^{−ε−1}g^p_uϕ^p_j ) dμ, 12

where C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p). Since ε > 0, ε ≠ p − 1, we may use Lemma 3.1 to obtain ∫ T_{j+1} ∫ B_{j+1} u^{(p−1−ε)γ} dμ dt ≤ C ( ess sup_{Tj} ∫ B_j u^{p−1−ε}ϕ^p_j dμ )_{(κ−p)/κ}

· C T δ^p ∫ T_j ∫ B_j ( u^{p−1−ε}g^p_{ϕj} + ( |p − 1 − ε| p )_p u^{−ε−1}g^p_uϕ^p_j ) dμ dt

≤ C (∫ T_j ∫ B_j u^{p−1−ε} ( C_1g^p_{ϕj} + C_2|(ϕ^p_j )_t| ) dμ dt )_{(κ−p)/κ}

· C T δ^p ∫ T_j ∫ B_j ( u^{p−1−ε}g^p_{ϕj} + |p − 1 − ε|^pu^{p−1−ε}(C_1g^p_{ϕj} + C_2|(ϕ^p_j )_t|) ) dμ dt

≤ C(1 + |p − 1 − ε|^p) ( γ^{jp} (α − α^′)^p ∫ T_j ∫ B_j u^{p−1−ε} dμ dt )_γ , where C = C(ε, C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, δ, T ) is uniformly bounded for every ε, except in the neighborhood of ε = 0. For each j = 0, 1, . . . we can now use the above estimate with ε_j ≥ 2p − 1 chosen in such a way that p − 1 − ε_j = −pγ^j , to write (∫ Q_{j+1} u^{−pγj+1} dν )_{−1/pγ}j+1

≥ (C2p^pγ^{pj})^{−1/pγj+1} ( γ^{jp} (α − α^′)^p )_{−1/pγ}j (∫ Q_j u^{−pγj} dν )_{−1/pγ}j , (3.10)

where C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, δ, T ). By iterating this, since γ > 1, we find that ess inf_{Q∞} u ≥ (Cp)^{∑∞j=1 −1/γj} γ^{∑∞j=0 −(1+γ)j/γj} ( 1 (α − α^′) )^∑∞_{j=0 −1/γ}j (∫ Q_0 u^{−p} dν )_{−1/p}

= ( C (α − α^′) )_{−γ/(γ−1)} (∫ Q_0 u^{−p} dν )_{−1/p} , where the constant C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, δ, T ) is positive and finite. The proof is now completed for any 0 < q ≤ p by using a result from real analysis (see [16, Theorem 3.38]). □

We also prove a reverse Hölder inequality for positive powers of parabolic superminimizers.

Lemma 3.11. Let u > 0 be a parabolic superminimizer in Q_r ⊂ Ω_T which is locally bounded away from zero, and 0 < δ < 1. Then there exist constants 0 < C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, q, δ, T ) and θ = θ(C_μ, p) such that (∫ Q_α′_r u^q dν )_{1/q} ≤ ( C (α − α^′)^θ )_{1/s} (∫ Q_{αr} u^s dν )_{1/s}

13

for all 0 < δ ≤ α^′ < α ≤ 1 and for all 0 < s < q < (p − 1)(2 − p/κ) and κ is as in (2.3).

Proof. Assume 0 < s < q < (p−1)(2−p/κ), where κ is as in the Sobolev–Poincaré inequality. Then there exists a k such that sγ^{k−1} ≤ q ≤ sγ^k. Let ρ_0 be such that 0 < ρ_0 ≤ s and q = γ^kρ_0. Now for each j = 0, ..., k−1, there exists a 0 < ε_j < p−1 such that p − 1 − ε_j = ρ_0γ^j . By the first part of the proof of the previous lemma, we have (∫ Q_{j+1} u^{ρ0γj+1} dν )_{1/ρ0γ}j+1

≤ (C2p^pγ^{pj})^{1/ρ0 γj+1} ( γ^{pj} (α − α^′)^p )_{1/ρ0γ}j (∫ Q_j u^{ρ0γj} dν )_{1/ρ0γ}j , where C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, q, δ, T ). Iterating this estimate for j = 0, . . . , k − 1 yields (∫ Q_α′_Q u^q dν )_{1/q} ≤ ( C (α − α^′)^{γ∗} )_{1/ρ0} (∫ αQ u^{ρ0} dν )_{1/ρ0} , (3.12)

where C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, q, δ, T ) blows up as q tends to (p − 1)(2 − p/κ) and

γ^∗ = pγ γ − 1 (1 − γ^{−k}) ≤ pγ γ − 1 . Using Hölder’s inequality on the right-hand side of (3.12), setting θ = pγ/(γ − 1) and using the fact that s/γ ≤ ρ_0 ≤ s completes the proof. □

4. Reverse Hölder inequalities for parabolic subminimizers In this section we prove estimates analogous to those in Section 3, but this time for parabolic subminimizers. This is done essentially identically to what was done for superminimizers, but with a slight change in the test function we use. Then we utilize the obtained energy estimate to prove a reverse Hölder inequality for positive powers of parabolic subminimizers.

Lemma 4.1. Let u > 0 be a locally bounded parabolic subminimizer and let ε ≥ 1. Then

ess sup 0<t<T ∫ Ω u^{p−1+ε}ϕ^p dμ + ∫ supp(ϕ) u^{ε−1}g_uϕ^p dν ≤ C_1 ∫ supp(ϕ) u^{p−1+ε}g^p_ϕ dν + C_2 ∫ supp(ϕ) u^{p−1+ε}|(ϕ^p)_t| dν for every ϕ ∈ Lip_0(Ω_T ), 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, where

C_1 = (p ε )_p ( 1 + ε|p − 1 + ε| p(p − 1) ) , C_2 = ( 1 + p(p − 1) ε|p − 1 + ε| ) . 14

Proof. Let 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, ϕ ∈ Lip_0(Ω_T ), for some 0 < t_1 < t_2 < T . Let ε > 0. Since by assumption u is locally bounded, we can take a constant α > 0 such that after denoting v = αu, we have 1 − εϕ^pv^{ε−1} > 0 almost everywhere in the support of ϕ. Since u is a subminimizer, also v is a subminimizer and we can plug −ϕ(x, t)^pv(x, t)^εχ^h_{[τ1,τ2]} as a test function into the inequality (2.7). The rest of the proof is now completely analogous to the proof of Lemma 3.1. □

We prove a reverse Hölder type inequality for positive powers of parabolic subminimizers. Again, the proof consists of combining the energy estimate of Lemma 4.1 with Moser’s iteration to obtain the inequality.

Lemma 4.2. Let u > 0 be a parabolic subminimizer in Q_r ⊂ Ω_T which is locally bounded and let 0 < δ < 1. Then there exist constants C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, δ, T ) and θ = θ(C_μ, p) such that the inequality

ess sup Q_α′_r u ≤ ( C (α − α^′)^θ )_{1/q} (∫ Q_{αr} u^q dν )_{1/q}

holds for every 0 < δ ≤ α^′ < α ≤ 1 and for all 0 < q ≤ p.

Proof. The steps of the proof are analogous to the proof of Lemma 3.9. The difference is that here we use Lemma 4.1 and the observation that for each γ^j , j = 0, 1, . . . there exists a ε_j ≥ 1 such that p − 1 + ε_j = pγ^j . □

5. Measure estimates for parabolic superminimizers

The following logarithmic energy estimate will also be important to our argument. Regarding the time derivation of u^{p−1}, the proof presented below is again formal. Justifications for this can be given as in Remark 3.6; we use the test function as in (3.8), but with ε = p − 1.

Lemma 5.1. Let u > 0 be a parabolic superminimizer, locally bounded away from zero. Then the inequality ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω g^p_{log u}ϕ^p dμdt − p [∫ Ω×{t} log uϕ^p dμ ]_{τ2} t=τ_1 ≤ p^p (p − 1)^p ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω g^p_ϕ dμdt + p ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω | log u||(ϕ^p)_t| dμdt holds for every ϕ ∈ Lip_0(Ω_T ), such that 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1 and almost every 0 < τ_1 < τ_2 < T . Proof. Let ϕ ∈ Lip_0(Ω_T ) be such that 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1. As in the preceding lemma, since both the definition of a parabolic superminimizer and the final weak Harnack inequality are scalable properties, we may assume that u has been scaled in such a way that 1 − (p − 1)ϕ^pu^{−p} > 0 almost everywhere in the support of ϕ, and by 15

using the convexity of the mapping t → t^p, we find g^p_{u+ϕpu1−p} ≤ ( (1 − (p − 1)ϕ^pu^{−p})g_u + pϕ^p(p − 1)u^{−p} u ϕ(p − 1) g_ϕ )_p

≤ (1 − (p − 1)ϕ^pu^{−p})g^p_u + p^p(p − 1)^{1−p}g^p_ϕ.

Let χ^h_{[τ1,τ2]} be defined as in Lemma 3.1. Integrating by parts, we obtain ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω u^{p−1}(ϕ^pu^{1−p}χ^h_{[τ1,τ2]})_t dμ dt = (p − 1) ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω [(log u)ϕ^p(χ^h_{[τ1,τ2]})_t + (log u)(ϕ^p)_tχ^h_{[τ1,τ2]}] dμ dt.

Taking the limit h → 0, we obtain by Lebesgue’s theorem of differentiation lim_{h→0} ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω u^{p−1}(ϕ^pu^{1−p}χ^h_{[τ1,τ2]})_t dμ dt =(p − 1) ( − [∫ Ω×{t} (log u)ϕ^p dμ ]_{τ2} t=τ_1 + ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω (log u)(ϕ^p)_t dμ dt ) . As u is a parabolic superminimizer and ϕ^pu^{1−p}χ^h_{[τ1,τ2]} is a nonnegative admissible test-function, we obtain p(p − 1) ( − [∫ Ω×{t} log uϕ^p dμ ]_{τ2} t=τ_1 + ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω (log u)(ϕ^p)_t dμ dt )

≤ lim_{h→0} ( − ∫ supp(ϕ^pχ^h_{[τ1,τ2]}) g^p_u dν + ∫ supp(ϕ^pχ^h_{[τ1,τ2]}) g^p_{u+ϕpu1−pχh[τ1,τ2]} dν )

≤ −(p − 1) ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω ϕ^pg^p_{log u} dμ dt + p^p(p − 1)^{1−p} ∫_{τ2} τ_1 ∫ Ω g^p_ϕ dμ dt. Rearranging terms completes the proof. □ Next, using the logarithmic energy estimate, we establish monotonicity in time of the weighted integral of log u. This in turn enables us to estimate the measure of the level sets of log u around a time level t_0.

Lemma 5.2. Let u > 0 be a parabolic superminimizer in Q_r ⊂ Ω_T and assume u is locally bounded away from zero. Let 0 < α < 1. Define ϕ(x) = ( 1 − 2 d(x, x_0) (1 + α)r ) + , where 0 < α < 1 and (x, t) ∈ Q_r. Let β = 1 N ∫ B(x_0,r) log u(x, t_0)ϕ^p(x) dμ, where N = ∫ B(x_0,r) ϕ^p(x) dμ. 16

Then there exist positive constants C = C(C_μ, C_p, p, α) and C^′ = C^′(C_μ, p, α) such that ν ({(x, t) ∈ Q_{αr} : t ≤ t_0, log u(x, t) > λ + β + C^′}) ≤ C ν(Q_{αr}) λ^{p−1} and ν ({(x, t) ∈ Q_{αr} : t ≥ t_0, log u(x, t) < −λ + β − C^′}) ≤ C ν(Q_{αr}) λ^{p−1} for every λ > 0.

Proof. From the definition of ϕ, it readily follows that 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1, g_ϕ ≤ (αr)^{−1}, and for every t ∈ [t_0 − T (αr)^p, t_0 + T (αr)^p], ( 1 − α 2 )_p μ(B(x_0, αr)) ≤ N ≤ μ(B(x_0, r)). (5.3)

We write

v(x, t) = log u(x, t) − β and V (t) = 1 N ∫ B(x_0,r) v(x, t)ϕ^p(x) dμ, and find that V (t_0) = 0. Let 0 ≤ ξ(t) ≤ 1 be a smooth function such that supp(ξ) ⊂ (t_0 − T r^p, t_0 + T r^p), and ξ(t) = 1 for all t ∈ [t_0 − T (αr)^p, t_0 + T (αr)^p].

Write ψ(x, t) = ϕ(x)ξ(t). Since u is a positive superminimizer bounded away from zero, we can use Lemma 5.1 with ψ as a test function. We obtain for t_0 − T (αr)^p < t_1 < t_2 < t_0 + T (αr)^p, since on this interval ξ(t) = 1, ∫_{t2} t_1 ∫ B(x_0,r) g^p_v ϕ^p dμdt − p [NV (t)]^{t2}_{t=t1} ≤ p^p (p − 1)^p ∫_{t2} t_1 ∫ B(x_0,r) g^p_ϕ dμdt ≤ Cp^p (p − 1)^p

(t_2 − t_1) μ(B(x_0, r)) (αr)^p , where C = C(p). On the other hand, from the weighted Poincaré inequality (2.11), we have ( 1 − α 2 )_p ∫_{t2}

t_1 ∫ B(x_0 ,αr) |v − V (t)|^p dμdt ≤ ∫_{t2} t_1 ∫ B(x_0 ,αr) |v − V (t)|^pϕ^p dμdt ≤ Cr^p ∫_{t2} t_1 ∫ B(x_0,r) g^p_v ϕ^p dμdt, where C = C(C_μ, C_p, p, α). By combining these we find

(1 − α)^p CNr^p ∫_{t2} t_1 ∫ B(x_0,αr) |v − V (t)|^p dμdt + V (t_1) − V (t_2) ≤ C(t_2 − t_1)μ(B(x_0, r)) N(αr)^p ≤ ( 2 1 − α )_p C(t_2 − t_1)μ(B(x_0, r)) μ(B(x_0, αr))(αr)^p ≤ C^′ (t_2 − t_1) (αr)^p , 17

where C^′ = C^′(C_μ, C_p, p, α). We denote w(x, t) = v(x, t) + C^′(t − t_0) (αr)^p and W (t) = V (t) +

C^′(t − t_0) (αr)^p , and restate the preceding inequality as

(1 − α)^p CNr^p ∫_{t2} t_1 ∫ B(x_0,αr) |w − W (t)|^p dμdt + W (t_1) − W (t_2) ≤ 0. This implies that W (t_1) ≤ W (t_2) whenever t_0 − T (αr)^p ≤ t_1 < t_2 ≤ t_0 + T (αr)^p, i.e., the function W is increasing, thus differentiable for almost every t ∈ (t_0 − T (αr)^p, t_0 + T (αr)^p). As a consequence, we obtain (1 − α)^p CNr^p ∫ B(x_0 ,αr) |w − W (t)|^p dμ − W^′(t) ≤ 0 (5.4)

for almost every t_0 − T (αr)^p < t < t_0 + T (αr)^p. Let us denote E_λ(t) = {x ∈ B(x_0, αr) : w(x, t) > λ}, E^−_λ = {(x, t) ∈ Q_{αr} : t < t_0, w(x, t) > λ}. For every t_0 − T (αr)^p < t < t_0 and λ > 0, since W (t) ≤ W (t_0) = 0, we have

(λ − W (t))^pμ(E^−_λ (t)) ≤ ∫ B(x_0,αr) |w − W (t)|^p dμ. Hence we have (1 − α)^p CNr^p μ(E^−_λ (t)) − W^′(t) (λ − W (t))^p ≤ 0 for almost every t_0 − T (αr)^p < t < t_0. This yields, after integrating over the interval (t_0 − T (αr)^p, t_0),

ν(E^−_λ ) Nr^p ≤ C (1 − α)^p [(λ − W (t))^{−(p−1)}]^{t0}_{t=t0 −T (αr)p} ≤ C (1 − α)^pλ^{p−1} , where C = C(C_μ, C_p, p, α). Together with (5.3), this implies ν ({(x, t) ∈ Q_{αr} : t ≤ t_0, log u(x, t) > λ + β + C^′}) ≤ C ν(Q_{αr}) λ^{p−1} , where C = C(C_μ, C_p, p, α). Denote then E^+_λ (t) = {x ∈ B(x_0, αr) : w(x, t) < −λ}, E^+_λ = {(x, t) ∈ Q_{αr} : t > t_0, w(x, t) < −λ}. Similarly to the case of E^−_λ , using the monotonicity of W (t), we obtain

(λ + W (t))^pμ(E^+_λ (t)) ≤ ∫ B(x_0,αr) |w − W (t)|^p dμ 18

for every t_0 < t < t_0 + T (αr)^p. This together with (5.4) leads to

(1 − α)^pμ(E^+_λ (t)) CNr^p − W^′(t) (λ + W (t))^p ≤ 0 for almost every t_0 < t < t_0 +T (αr)^p. Integration over the interval (t_0, t_0 +T (αr)^p) gives now

ν(E^+_λ ) Nr^p ≤ − C (1 − α)^p

[(λ + W (t))^{−(p−1)}]^{t0 +T (αr)p}

t=t_0 ≤ C (1 − α)^pλ^{p−1} , and thus after using (5.3) we may conclude ν({(x, t) ∈ Q_{αr} : t ≥ t_0, log u < −λ + β − C^′}) ≤ C ν(Q_{αr}) λ^{p−1} . Again C = C(C_μ, C_p, p, α). □

6. Harnack’s inequality for parabolic minimizers Having established a logarithmic measure estimate for superminimizers around a time level t_0, we have the prerequisites to use Lemma 2.13. This way for parabolic superminimizers we can glue the reverse Hölder inequality for negative powers together with the reverse Hölder inequality for positive powers. We obtain a weak form of the Harnack inequality for parabolic superminimizers locally bounded away from zero. This result is in some sense finer than the final Harnack inequality since we only assume the superminimizing property, and hence it is of interest in itself. Observe in the following how, from applying Lemma 2.13 separately on both sides of the time level t_0, a waiting time inevitably appears between the negative and positive time segments.

Lemma 6.1. Let u > 0 be a parabolic superminimizer in Q_r ⊂ Ω_T which is bounded away from zero. Then (∫ δQ^− u^q dν )_{1/q} ≤ C ess inf_{δQ+} u,

where 0 < δ < 1 and 0 < q < (p − 1)(2 − p/κ). Here C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, q, δ, T ).

Proof. Assume 0 < δ < 1. Let β and C^′ be as in Lemma 5.2. By Lemma 3.9 there exists a positive constant C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, δ, T ), such that for every 0 < s ≤ p and 0 < δ ≤ α^′ < α < 1, we have

(ess sup

α^′Q^+

u^{−1}e^{β−C′} )^{−1} = ess inf_{α′Q+} ue^{−β+C′} ≥ C ( 1 (α − α^′)^θ ∫ αQ^+ (ue^{−β+C′} )^{−s} dν )_{−1/s} . (6.2) 19

By Lemma 5.2 applied to {Q_{(3+δ)r/4} : t ≥ t_0}, we have ν ( {(x, t) ∈ 1 + δ 2 Q^+ : log(u^{−1}e^{β−C′} ) > λ} )

≤ ν ( {(x, t) ∈ Q_{(3+δ)r/4} : t ≥ t_0, log(u^{−1}e^{β−C′} ) > λ} )

≤ C ν(Q_{(3+δ)r/4}) λ^{p−1} ≤ C ν(δQ^+) λ^{p−1}

(6.3)

for every λ > 0. In the last step of the above inequality, we used the doubling property of μ, and so C = C(C_μ, C_p, p, δ). From (6.2) and (6.3), we now see that the conditions of Lemma 2.13, with (1 + δ)/2Q^+ in place of U_1, are met. Hence ess sup δQ^+ u^{−1}e^{β−C′} ≤ C, (6.4)

where C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, δ, T ). From Lemma 3.11 we know there exists a positive constant C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, q, δ, T ) for which (∫ α^′Q^− (ue^{−β−C′} )^q dν )_{1/q} ≤ ( C (α − α^′)^θ )_{1/s} (∫ αQ^− (ue^{−β−C′} )^s dν )_{1/s}

for every 0 ≤ δ < α^′ < α ≤ 1 and for all 0 < s < q < (p − 1)(2 − p/κ). Moreover for δQ^−, since u is a positive superminimizer bounded away from zero, we can use Lemma 5.2 to get ν ( {(x, t) ∈ 1 + δ 2 Q^− : log(ue^{−β−C′} ) > λ} ) ≤ C ν(δQ^−) λ^{p−1} . Therefore, by Lemma 2.13 we have

(6.5) (∫ δQ^− (ue^{−β−C′} )^q dν )_{1/q} ≤ C, where C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, q, δ, T ). Multiplying (6.5) with (6.4) gives the result (∫ δQ^− u^q dμdt )_{1/q} ≤ C ess inf_{δQ+} u

for every 0 < q < (p − 1)(2 − p/κ), where C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, q, δ, T ). □

We end this paper by completing the proof of Harnack’s inequality for parabolic minimizers. This is the first point at which we make use of the fact that a minimizer is both a sub- and superminimizer.

Theorem 6.6. Suppose 1 < p < ∞ and assume that the measure μ in a geodesic metric space X is doubling with doubling constant C_μ, and the space supports a weak (1, p)-Poincaré inequality with constants C_p and Λ. Then a parabolic Harnack inequality is valid as follows: Let u > 0 be a parabolic minimizer in Q_r ⊂ Ω_T which is locally bounded away from zero, and locally bounded. Let 0 < δ < 1. Then ess sup δQ^− u ≤ C ess inf_{δQ+} u,

where 0 < C < ∞ and C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, δ, T )._{20}

Proof. By assumption, u is both a parabolic sub- and superminimizer. Hence we may combine Lemma 4.2 with Lemma 6.1 to obtain

ess sup δQ^− u ≤ ( C ((1 + δ)/2 − δ)^θ )_{1/(p−1)} (∫ (1+δ)/2Q^− u^{p−1} dν )_{1/(p−1)}

≤ C ess inf

(1+δ)/2Q^+

u ≤ C ess inf_{δQ+} u,

Where θ = θ(C_μ, p) and so C = C(C_μ, C_p, Λ, p, δ, T ). □

References

[1] M. T. Barlow, R. F. Bass and T. Kumagai, Stability of parabolic Harnack inequalities on metric measure spaces, J. Math. Soc. Japan 58 (2006), 485–519.

[2] M. T. Barlow, A. Grigor’yan and T. Kumagai, On the equivalence of parabolic Harnack inequalities and heat kernel estimates, J. Math. Soc. Japan 64 (2012), 1091–1146.

[3] A. Björn, A weak Kellogg property for quasiminimizers, Comment. Math. Helv. 81 (2006), 809–825.

[4] A. Björn and J. Björn, Nonlinear Potential Theory on Metric Spaces, EMS Tracts in Mathematics 17. European Mathematical Society (EMS), Zürich, 2011.

[5] A. Björn and N. Marola, Moser iteration for (quasi)minimizers on metric spaces, Manuscripta Math. 121 (2006), 339–366.

[6] J. Björn, Boundary continuity for quasiminimizers on metric spaces, Illinois J. Math. 46 (2002), 383–403.

[7] E. Bombieri and E. Giusti, Harnack’s inequality for elliptic differential equations on minimal surfaces, Invent. Math. 15 (1972), 24–46.

[8] L. Capogna, G. Citti and G. Rea A subelliptic analogue of Aronson–Serrin’s Harnack inequality, to appear in Math. Ann.

[9] J. Cheeger, Differentiability of Lipschitz functions on metric measure spaces, Geom.

Funct. Anal. 9 (1999), 428–517.

[10] U. Gianazza and V. Vespri, Parabolic De Giorgi classes of order p and the Harnack inequality, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 26 (2006), 379–399.

[11] M. Giaquinta and E. Giusti, On the regularity of the minima of variational integrals, Acta Math. 148 (1982), 31–46.

[12] M. Giaquinta and E. Giusti, Quasi-minima, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 1 (1984), 79–107.

[13] A. A. Grigor’yan, The heat equation on noncompact Riemannian manifolds, Mat. Sb.

182 (1991), 55–87.

[14] J. Heinonen, Lectures on analysis on metric spaces, Universitext, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2001.

[15] J. Heinonen and P. Koskela, Quasiconformal maps in metric spaces with controlled geometry, Acta Math. 181 (1998), 1–61.

[16] J. Heinonen, T. Kilpeläinen and O. Martio, Nonlinear potential theory of degenerate elliptic equations, Oxford University Press, Oxford,1993.

[17] J. Kinnunen and T. Kuusi, Local behaviour of solutions to doubly nonlinear parabolic equations, Math. Ann. 337 (2007), 705–728.

[18] J. Kinnunen, N. Marola, M. Miranda Jr. and F. Paronetto, Harnack’s inequality for parabolic De Giorgi classes in metric spaces, Adv. Differential Equations 17 (2012), 801–832.

[19] J. Kinnunen and O. Martio, Potential theory of quasiminimizers, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn.

Math. 28 (2003), 459–490. 21

[20] J. Kinnunen and N. Shanmugalingam, Regularity of quasi-minimizers on metric spaces, Manuscripta Math. 105 (2001), 401–423.

[21] P. Koskela and P. MacManus, Quasiconformal mappings and Sobolev spaces, Studia Math. 131 (1998), 1–17.

[22] S. Marchi, Boundary regularity for parabolic quasiminima, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4) 166 (1994), 17–26.

[23] M. Masson, M. Miranda Jr, F. Paronetto and M. Parviainen Local higher integrability for parabolic quasiminimizers in metric spaces, Preprint 2013.

[24] M. Masson and J. Siljander, Hölder regularity for parabolic De Giorgi classes in metric measure spaces, to appear in Manuscripta Math., doi: 10.1007/s00229-012-0598-2.

[25] L. Saloff-Coste, A note on Poincaré, Sobolev, and Harnack inequalities, Internat. Math.

Res. Notices 2 (1992), 27–38.

[26] L. Saloff-Coste, Aspects of Sobolev-type inequalities, London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series, 289. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002.

[27] N. Shanmugalingam, Newtonian spaces: an extension of Sobolev spaces to metric measure spaces, Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 16 (2000), 243–279.

[28] N. Shanmugalingam, Harmonic functions on metric spaces, Illinois J. Math. 45 (2001), 1021–1050.

[29] K.-T. Sturm, Analysis on local Dirichlet spaces. III. The parabolic Harnack inequality, J.

Math. Pures Appl. (9) 75 (1996), 273–297.

[30] G. L. Wang, Harnack inequalities for functions in De Giorgi parabolic class, Partial differential equations (Tianjin, 1986), 182–201, Lecture Notes in Math., 1306, Springer, Berlin, 1988.

[31] W. Wieser, Parabolic Q-minima and minimal solutions to variational flow, Manuscripta Math. 59 (1987), 63–107.

[32] S. Zhou, On the local behavior of parabolic Q-minima, J. Partial Differential Equations 6 (1993), 255–272.

[33] S. Zhou, Parabolic Q-minima and their applications, J. Partial Differential Equations 7 (1994), 289–322.

(N.M.) University of Helsinki, Department of Mathematics and Statistics, P.O. Box 68, FI-00014 University of Helsinki, Finland

E-mail address: niko.marola@helsinki.fi

(M.M.) Aalto University, Department of Mathematics, P.O. Box 11100, FI-00076 Aalto University, Finland

E-mail address: mathias.masson@aalto.fi

22