arXiv:1112.4824v5 [math.AP] 8 Aug 2013

A SCHAUDER APPROACH TO DEGENERATE-PARABOLIC PARTIAL
DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS WITH UNBOUNDED COEFFICIENTS

PAUL M. N. FEEHAN AND CAMELIA A. POP

ABSTRACT. Motivated by applications to probability and mathematical finance, we consider
a parabolic partial differential equation on a half-space whose coefficients are suitably Holder
continuous and allowed to grow linearly in the spatial variable and which become degenerate along
the boundary of the half-space. We establish existence and uniqueness of solutions in weighted
Holder spaces which incorporate both the degeneracy at the boundary and the unboundedness
of the coefficients. In our companion article [12], we apply the main result of this article to show
that the martingale problem associated with a degenerate-elliptic partial differential operator is
well-posed in the sense of Stroock and Varadhan.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Motivated by applications to probability theory and mathematical finance [2] [6] 19 B1], we
use a Schauder approach to prove existence, uniqueness, and regularity of solutions to a degener-
ate-parabolic partial differential equation with unbounded, locally Holder-continuous coefficients,
(a,b,c) with a = (a¥) and b = (b'), generalizing both the Heston equation [20] and the model
linear degenerate-parabolic equation used in the study of the porous medium equation [3] 4, 21],

{Lu:f on Hrp,

u(0,-) =g on H, (L.1)

where H := R%! x (0,00) (with d > 2) denotes the half-space {4 > 0}, and Hy := (0,T) x H is
the open half-cylinder with 0 < T < oo, and

d d
—Lu = —u; + Z :Edaijuwixj + Z biumi +cu, VYuc€ 01’2(HT). (1.2)
ij=1 i=1

The operator L becomes degenerate along the boundary 0H = {x4; = 0} of the half-space but
in addition, unlike the model linear degenerate-parabolic equation considered in [3| [4 2], the
coefficients of (L2)) are also permitted to grow linearly with z as * — oo and, even when the
coefficients b' are constant, we do not require that b =0 when i =1,...,d — 1.

In our companion article [I2], we apply the main result of the present article (Theorem [I]])
to prove that the martingale problem associated with the degenerate-elliptic partial differential
operator acting on v € C?(H),

d

d
Ay (z) = % > 2qa" (8, @) 000, () + Dt 2)vg, (), (t,2) € [0,00) x H, (1.3)
i,j=1 i=1

is well-posed in the sense of Stroock and Varadhan [35]. In [I2], we then prove existence, unique-
ness, and the strong Markov property for weak solutions to the associated stochastic differential
equation with degenerate diffusion coefficient and unbounded diffusion and drift coefficients with
suitable Holder continuity properties. Finally, in [12], given an It6 process with degenerate dif-
fusion coefficient and unbounded but appropriately regular diffusion and drift coefficients, we
prove existence of a strong Markov process, unique in the sense of probability law, whose one-
dimensional marginal probability distributions match those of the given It6 process.

1.1. Summary of main results. We describe our results outlined in the preamble to Section [
We shall seek a solution, u, to () in a certain weighted Holder space ‘Kpﬂa (Hr), given a source
function, f, in a weighted Holder space (fp"(ﬁT) and initial data, g, in a weighted Holder space
(gpﬂa(ﬁ). These weighted Holder spaces generalize both the standard Holder spaces as defined,
for example, in [23] 27] and the Holder spaces defined with the cycloidal metric and introduced,
independently, by Daskalopoulos and Hamilton [3] and Koch [2I]. We defer a detailed description
of these Holder spaces to Section 2.1l However, the essential features of our Holder spaces are
that (i) near the boundary, x4 = 0, of the half-space cylinder Hyp, our Holder spaces are equivalent
to those of Daskalopoulos, Hamilton, and Koch and account for the degeneracy of the operator
L, (ii) polynomial weights in the definition of our Holder spaces allow for coefficients (x4a,b,c)
in ([2]) with up to linear growth near x = oo in the half-space cylinder Hp, and (iii) on compact
subsets of the half-space cylinder Hp, our Holder spaces are equivalent to standard Holder spaces.
We defer a detailed description of the conditions on the coefficients (a, b, ¢) defining L in (2] to
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Section 2.2l — see Assumption on the properties of the coefficients of the parabolic differential
operator. However, the essential features of the conditions on (a,b,¢) in Assumption are that
(i) the matrix a = (a%) is uniformly elliptic, so the degeneracy in (L2) is captured by the common
factor x4 appearing in the u,,,, terms, (ii) the coefficients (xqa, b, c) have at most linear growth
with respect to x € H as x — oo, (iii) the coefficients (a,b,c) are locally Hélder continuous on
Hy with exponent a € (0, 1), (iv) the coefficient ¢ is bounded above on Hy by a constant, and (v)
the coefficient b is positive when x4 = 0. We can now state our first main result.

Theorem 1.1 (Existence and uniqueness of solutions to a degenerate-parabolic partial differential
equation with unbounded coefficients). Assume that the coefficients (a,b,c) in (L2) obey the
conditions in Assumption[2.2. Then there is a positive constant p, depending only on the Holder
exponent a € (0,1), such that for any T > 0, f € €*(Hy) and g € €2T*(H), there exists a

unique solution u € €*t*(Hr) to (LI). Moreover, u satisfies the a priori estimate

Hu”%ﬂa(ﬁﬂ <C (HJCH%?(ET) + Hg (g§+a(ﬁ)) ) (1-4)
where C' is a positive constant, depending only on K, v, d, d, o and T'.

One of the difficulties in establishing Theorem [[.1] is that the coefficient, z4a(t,z), becomes
degenerate when x4 = 0 and is allowed to have linear growth in z, instead of being uniformly
elliptic and bounded as in [24] Hypothesis 2.1]. To address the degeneracy of xga(t,z) as x4 | 0,
we build on the results on [3, Theorem I.1.1] by employing a localization procedure. To address
the linear growth of the coefficients (zq4a, b, c) of the parabolic operator L in ([2]), we augment
previous definitions of weighted Holder spaces [3][21], by introducing a weight (14 |z|)P, where p is
a positive constant depending only on the Holder exponent o € (0,1). The proof of existence does
not follow by standard methods, for example, the method of continuity, because L : €2+ (Hy) —
(gpa(ﬁT) is not a well-defined operator. In general, the domain of definition of L is a subspace of

¢*+(Hr) which depends on the nature of the coefficients of L, a feature which is not encountered
in the case of parabolic operators with bounded coefficients . To circumvent this difficulty, we
first consider the case of similar degenerate operators with bounded coefficients and then use an
approximation procedure to obtain our solution. To obtain convergence of sequences to a solution
of our parabolic differential equation (LLI), we prove a priori estimates in the weighted Holder
spaces €' and ‘5172“‘.

The conditions in Assumption 2.2 on the coefficients (a, b, ¢) in (I.2]) are mild enough that they
allow for many examples of interest in mathematical finance.

Example 1.2 (Parabolic Heston partial differential equation). The conditions in Assumption
are obeyed by the coefficients of the parabolic Heston partial differential operator,

— Lu= —u; + % (um + 200Uy + Jzuyy) + (r —q— %) Uz + k(0 — y)uy — ru, (1.5)
where ¢ > 0,7 > 0,k > 0,0 > 0,0 >0, and ¢ € (—1,1) are constants.

Naturally, the conditions in Assumption on the coefficients (a,b,c) in ([[2)) also allow for
the model linear degenerate-parabolic equation used in the study of the porous medium equation.

Example 1.3 (Model linear degenerate-parabolic equation). In their landmark article, Daskalopou-
los and Hamilton [3] proved existence and uniqueness of C*° solutions, u, to the Cauchy problem
for the porous medium equation [3, p. 899] (when d = 2),

d
—up + Z(um)xm =0 on (0,7)xR% w(-,0)=g onR% (1.6)
i=1
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where m > 1 and ¢ is non-negative, integrable, and compactly supported on R¢, together with
C°-regularity of its free boundary, 9{u > 0}. Their analysis is based on an extensive development
of existence, uniqueness, and regularity results for the linearization of the porous medium equation
near the free boundary and, in particular, their model linear degenerate operator [3 p. 901]
(generalized from d = 2 in their article),

d
—Lu=—u+ 24 Y U, + Vila,, (1.7)
i=1

where v is a positive constant. The same model linear degenerate operator (for d > 2), was
studied independently by Koch [2Il Equation (4.43)] and, in a remarkable Habilitation thesis,
he obtained existence, uniqueness, and regularity results for solutions to (I.6]) which complement
those of Daskalopoulos and Hamilton [3]. Even when the coefficients in (2] are constant, our
operator cannot be transformed by simple coordinate changes to one of the form (L7), but rather
one of the form (A7). Similarly, the operator (L3]) cannot be transformed by simple coordinate
changes to one of the form (7)), even when the factor y in the coefficients of u, and w, in (LI
is (artificially) replaced by zero.

1.2. Connections with previous research on degenerate partial differential equations.
We provide a brief survey of some related research by other authors on Schauder a priori esti-
mates and regularity theory for solutions to degenerate-elliptic and degenerate-parabolic partial
differential equations most closely related to the results described in our article.

The principal feature which distinguishes the Cauchy problem (ILI]), when the operator L is
given by ([2]), from the linear, second-order, strictly parabolic operators in [23] 25 27] and their
initial-boundary value problems, is the degeneracy of L due to the factor, x4, in the coefficients of
Uz;z; and, because the coefficient b? of uy , in (LL2) is positive, the fact that boundary conditions
may be omitted along x4 = 0 when we seek solutions, u, with sufficient regularity up to z4 = 0.

The literature on degenerate-elliptic and parabolic partial differential equations is vast, with
the well-known articles of Fabes, Kenig, and Serapioni [8 9], Fichera [14] [I5], Kohn and Nirenberg
[22], Murthy and Stampacchia [28] 29] and the monographs of Levendorskii [26] and Oleinik and
Radkevié¢ [30] B2, [33], being merely the tip of the iceberg.

As far as the authors can tell, however, there has been relatively little prior work on a priori
Schauder estimates and higher-order Holder regularity of solutions up to the portion of the domain
boundary where the operator becomes degenerate. In this context, the work of Daskalopoulos,
Hamilton, and Rhee [3| 4 B34] and of Koch stands out in recent years because of their intro-
duction of the cycloidal metric on the upper half-space, weighted Holder norms, and weighted
Sobolev norms which provide the key ingredients required to unlock the existence, uniqueness,
and higher-order regularity theory for solutions to the porous medium equation (L6) and the
linear degenerate-parabolic model equation (7)) on the upper half-space.

While the Daskalopoulos-Hamilton Schauder theory for degenerate-parabolic operators has
been adopted so far by relatively few other researchers, it has also been employed by De Simone,
Giacomelli, Kniipfer, and Otto in [5, [I7), 16] and by Epstein and Mazzeo in [7].

1.3. Extensions and future work. Motivated by the results obtained in our related “degenerate-
elliptic” article [I3], it is natural to consider higher-order, interior and boundary regularity and
a priori Schauder estimates for solutions u € CF ’2+Q(Q) N C(Q) to an initial-boundary value
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problem,

{Lu =f onQ@Q, (1.8)

u=4g on $1Q7

generalizing the Cauchy problem (1) for the operator L in (I2)). Here, the cylinder (0,7") x H
has been replaced by a subdomain @ C (0,7") x H with non-empty “degenerate boundary” portion
#yQ = int(((0,T) x OH) N JQ) of the parabolic boundary,

PQ = ({0} x H) N Q) U (((0,7) x H) N9Q),

and @,Q := @ Q\ d,Q denotes the “non-degenerate boundary” portion of the parabolic boundary,
while @ := QU 70Q.

For reasons we summarize in [I1], §1.3], the development of global Schauder a priori estimates,

regularity, and existence theory for solutions u € coF ’2+O‘(Q) to (L8] appears very difficult when

the intersection, JyQ N @, Q, of the “degenerate and non-degenerate boundary” portions is non-
empty. In fact, even the development of an existence theory for solutions u to (L&) just belonging
to C2+2(Q) N C(Q) is already a challenging problem which is not addressed in [3, 4].

While our a priori Schauder estimates rely on the specific form of the degeneracy factor, x4, of
the operator L in (I.2]) on a subdomain of the half-space, we obtained weak and strong maximum
principles for a much broader class of degenerate-elliptic operators in [I0]. Thus, for degenerate-

parabolic operators such as

d d
—Lv=—v4+9 Y v+ Vo, +cv onQ, veCP(Q),
ij=1 i—1

where ¥ € C2 (Q) and ¥ > 0 on a subdomain @ C (0,7) x R? with non-empty “degenerate
boundary” portion @,Q = int({(¢,z) € 9Q : ¥(x) = 0}) of the parabolic boundary,

3Q:= ({0} xR Q) U (((0.7) xR) N Q) ,

we plan to develop a priori Schauder estimates, regularity, and existence theory in a subsequent
article.

1.4. Outline of the article. In Section] we define the Holder spaces required to prove Theorem
[L1] (existence and uniqueness of solutions to a degenerate-parabolic partial differential equation
on a half-space with unbounded coefficients) and provide a detailed description of the conditions
required of the coefficients (a,b,c) in the statement of Theorem [T which we then proceed to
prove in Section Bl Appendices[Al and [B] contain proofs for several results which are slightly more
technical than those in the body of the article.

1.5. Notation and conventions. We adopt the convention that a condition labeled as an As-
sumption is considered to be universal and in effect throughout this article and so not referenced
explicitly in theorem and similar statements; a condition labeled as a Hypothesis is only considered
to be in effect when explicitly referenced.

1.6. Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Panagiota Daskalopoulos and Peter Laurence
for stimulating discussions on degenerate partial differential equations. We are very grateful to
everyone who provided us with comments on a previous version of this article or related conference
and seminar presentations. Finally, we thank the anonymous referee for a careful reading of our
manuscript.
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2. WEIGHTED HOLDER SPACES AND COEFFICIENTS OF THE DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

In Section 211 we introduce the Holder spaces required for the statement and proof of Theo-
rem [[LI] while in Section 2.2] we describe the regularity and growth conditions required of the
coefficients (a, b, ¢) in Theorem [[11

2.1. Weighted Holder spaces. For a > 0, we denote
H,7r := (0,T) x R¥! x (0,a),

and, when T = oo, we denote Ho, = (0,00) x H and H, o, = (0,00) x R4~! x (0,a). We denote
the usual closures these half-spaces and cylinders by H := R~ x [0, 00), Hy := [0, T] x H, while
H, 7 := [0, T]xR4"1x[0, a]. We write points in H as = := (2, z4), where 2’ := (z1,29,...,24-1) €
R41 For 2° € H and R > 0, we let

Bp(z?) = {zeH: |z — 20 < R},
QR7T(:E0) = (O,T) X BR(QEO),

and denote their usual closures by Br(2°) := {x € H: |z — 2% < R} and Qrr(2°) := [0,7] x
Br(z%), respectively. We write Br or Q rT When the center, 20, is clear from the context or
unimportant.

A parabolic partial differential equation with a degeneracy similar to that considered in this
article arises in the study of the porous medium equation [3, 4, 21]. The existence, uniqueness,
and regularity theory for such equations is facilitated by the use of Holder spaces defined by
the cycloidal metric on H introduced by Daskalopoulos and Hamilton [3] and, independently, by
Koch [21]. See [3, p. 901] for a discussion of this metric. Following [3, p. 901], we define the

cycloidal distance between two points, P; = (t1,z1), P» = (t2,2?) € [0,00) x H, by

z 1’33 —95
f fﬂ/szrx—x =y

Following [23], p. 117], we define the usual Euclidean distance between points Py, Py € [0, 00) x R?
by

s(Pr, Py) :

p(PL, Py) : Z|x — 22+ t1 — tal. (2.2)

Remark 2.1 (Equivalence of the cycloidal and Euclidean distance functions on suitable subsets of
[0,00) x H). The cycloidal and Euclidean distance functions, s and p, are equivalent on sets of
the form [0, 00) x R x [yo, 1], for any 0 < yo < y1.

Let Q C (0,T) x H be an open set and a € (0,1). We denote by C(Q) the space of bounded,
continuous functions on 2, and by C§°(Q2) the space of smooth functions with compact support
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in Q. For a function u : ) — R, we consider the following norms and seminorms

ullo@y = sup |u(P)], (2.3)
Peg

[u(Pr) — u(P)|

Ulcarq) = SUp , 2.4
[ ]CS ) Pp,Pyc(, sa(Plv P2) ( )
P1#Ps
[u(Pr) — u(P)|
Uloa()y = Sup . 2.5
[ ]Cp ) Py,Pyc(, pa(Plv P2) ( )
P1#Ps

We say that u € C¥(Q) if u € C(Q) and
ullce@) = lulle@) + [Wea @) < oo
Analogously, we define the Hélder space C’;‘(Q) of functions u which satisfy
HUHC;}(Q) = [lull¢@) + [U]Cg(f‘z) < 0.
We say that u € C2T(Q) if

lellgza @y = lullos @ + lullog @) + max llueillcg@) + max Izate; llog@) < oo

and u € C’2+“(Q) if

lellozra@ = lullog @ + luellog@) + max lluslleg @) + max |t llog@) < oo

We denote by Caloc(Q) the space of functions u with the property that for any compact set
K C Q, we have u € C¥(K). Analogously, we define the spaces C2+O‘(Q) (Q) and C*12(Q).

s,loc s,loc p,loc
We prove existence, uniqueness and regularity of solutions for a parabolic operator (L.2]) whose
second-order coefficients are degenerate on OH. For this purpose, we will make use of the following

Holder spaces,

¢“(Hr) == {u:ue CIHyr)N C’;‘(ET \Hi7)},
%2—"_&(@’1‘) = {u U € C82+Q(E17T) N Cg+a(ET \HLT)} .

We define ¢*(H) and ¢?7(H) in the analogous manner.

The coefficient functions wqa® (¢, ), b'(t,z) and c(t,x) of the parabolic operator (L2) are
allowed to have linear growth in |z|. To account for the unboundedness of the coefficients, we
augment our definition of Holder spaces by introducing weights of the form (14 |x|)?, where ¢ > 0
will be suitably chosen in the sequel. For ¢ > 0, we define

lullggqy = sup (1 -+ fal)? u(z), 26)
z€H
and, given 1" > 0, we define
[|lu €O(Hy) = SUP. (1 + |z|)? Ju(t, x)|. (2.7)
(t,I)EHT

Moreover, given a € (0, 1), we define

%)C?(ET) [(1 + "T‘) ]Ca (H, ) [(1 + ‘.Z") ]Ca HT\Hl ) (28)

[lu CoHr) T I

lllgao ey = Nl rpy + Nl gy + Nl + Idttas, gy (29)
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The vector spaces
0 _
€O (Hr) := {u € C(Hr) : lullgpa,) < o}

€0 (Hr) = {u € ¢°(Hr) : ||u

(KLIQ(ET) < OO} s

¢t (Hy) = {U € ¥ (Hr) : u 63 Hr) < 00}7

can be shown to be Banach spaces with respect to the norms [27)), (Z8) and (Z3)), respectively.
We define the vector spaces € (H), €2 (H), and 47" (H) similarly, and each can be shown to be
a Banach space when equipped with the corresponding norm.

We let %qugi‘ (Hr) denote the vector space of functions u such that for any compact set K C Hy,

we have u € €2T%(K), for ¢ > 0.
When ¢ = 0, the subscript ¢ is omitted in the preceding definitions.

2.2. Coefficients of the differential operators. Unless other conditions are explicitly substi-
tuted, we require in this article that the coefficients (a, b, ¢) of the parabolic differential operator
L in (L2) satisfy the conditions in the following

Assumption 2.2 (Properties of the coefficients of the parabolic differential operator). There are
constants § > 0, K > 0, ¥ > 0 and « € (0,1) such that the following hold.

(1) The coefficients ¢ and b? obey
clt,z) < K, V(t,r)€ Hu, (2.10)
bi(t,2',0) > v, V(ta')e[0,00) x R (2.11)
(2) On Hy « (that is, near x4 = 0), we require that

d

Z a’(t,x)nm; > dnl?, Vi eRY Y (tx) € Hapo, (2.12)
i.j=1
ij _ 7 _ _
lggéd la ”c(Hgm) + lngl%xd b ”c(Hgm) + ”C”c(Hgm) <K, (2.13)

and, for all P, P, € Hy o such that P} # P and s(Py, ) < 1,
(R 0¥y
1<i,5<d s( Py, Py)
1<i<d  s*(Py, Py)

|e(P1) — e(P)]
Sa(Pl,Pg) S K.

<K,

(3) On Heo \ Hy oo (that is, farther away from z4 = 0), we require that

d
Z xqad (t,x)mm; > n?, VneRY, V(t,z) € Hy \ Ha oo, (2.15)
ij=1
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and, for all P, P, € Hu \ Hy o such that P # P, and p(Py, P2) < 1,

1 ij 2.4
max |zga" (P1) — x50" ()] <K,
1<i,j<d p(Pr, P)

0" (P1) = V' (P2)]
<K 2.16
E RN i
je(P) — (Pl _ g
pa(Plv P2)
Remark 2.3 (Local Holder conditions on the coefficients). The local Holder conditions (2.I4]) and
(2I6)) are similar to those in [24, Hypothesis 2.1].

Remark 2.4 (Linear growth of the coefficients of the parabolic differential operator). Conditions
(Z13) and (ZI6) imply that the coefficients z4a™ (¢, ), b*(t, z) and ¢(t, z) can have at most linear
growth in x. In particular, we may choose the constant K large enough such that

d d
D lwaa (t )| + V(@) + le(t, 2)| < K1+ |z)), ¥ (t ) € Hao. (2.17)
i,j=1 i=1

3. EXISTENCE, UNIQUENESS AND REGULARITY OF THE INHOMOGENEOUS INITIAL VALUE
PROBLEM

In this section, we prove Theorem [T We begin by reviewing the boundary properties and
establishing the interpolation inequalities (Lemma [B2]) suitable for functions in C27(Hy). Then,
we prove two versions of the maximum principle (Proposition B7) that, when combined with the
a priori local Holder estimates at the boundary (Theorem B.8) and in the interior (Proposition
[B14), allow us to prove Theorem [T

3.1. Boundary properties of functions in Daskalopoulos-Hamilton-Koch Hdolder spaces.
The following result was proved as [3, Proposition 1.12.1] when d = 2 and the proof when d > 2
follows by a similar argument; we include a proof for the cases omitted in [3, Proposition I1.12.1].

Lemma 3.1 (Boundary properties of functions in Daskalopoulos-Hamilton-Koch Holder spaces).
[3, Proposition 1.12.1] Let u € C*¢(Hy). Then, for all P € [0,T] x 0H,

s,loc

~lim wqug,. (P) =0, i,j=1,...,d (3.1)
Hy>P—P

Proof. First, we consider the case 1 < 4,7 < d — 1. Because the seminorm [z4usz;]ca (Hr) is

s,loc
finite, the function zqu,,,; is uniformly continuous on compact subsets of Hyp, and so, the limit
in (BI) exists. We assume, to obtain a contradiction, that

_lim_wqug,. (P) =a#0, (3.2)
Hpr>P—P

and we can further assume, without loss of generality, that this limit is positive. Then, there is
a constant, £ > 0, such that for all P = (¢,2/,x4) € Hy satisfying

O<zg<e, [t—1tl<e |2-7<e, (3.3)
we have

a ’
E < Ug;z; (t, 2", zq). (3.4)
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Let P, = (t,2') and P, = (t,2?) be points satisfying ([3.3) and such that all except the z;-
coordinates are identical. Then, by integrating ([B.4]) with respect to x;, we obtain

2 1
W) <y (Po) = e (),
and thus,

a(x? — z}) - Uy, (P2) — ug; (Pr)
2a:dso‘(P1, PQ) - Sa(Pl, Pg)
We can choose P, P> such that mf — mzl =¢/2, for all 0 < x4 < £/2. Then, by taking the limit
as xq goes to zero, the left-hand side of (B3] diverges, while the right-hand side is finite since
[z ]ce(my) is bounded. This contradicts ([B.2)) and so (3.1]) holds.

The case where i = d or j = d can be treated as in the proof of [3| Proposition 1.12.1]. O
Next, we establish the analogue of [23] Theorem 8.8.1] for the Holder space C2+°(Hry).

(3.5)

Lemma 3.2 (Interpolation inequalities for Daskalopoulos-Hamilton-Koch Hélder spaces). Let

R > 0. Then there are positive constants m = m(d,a) and C = C(T, R,d, ) such that for any

u € C?T(Hy) with compact support in [0,00) x Br(x?), for some x° € OH, and any ¢ € (0,1),
we have

lull o @ty < llullgere iy + C™ ull oy

lnilloy) < ellulgse g, + O™ lullog,:

”xduxi”cg(ﬁ:p) < EHU|’c§+a(ﬁT) + CE_mHUHC(ﬁT)a

12duee; | omy) < ellullozreq,y + Ce " Mlullom,-

that is,
ailog @ir) < ellvliozren) + €& " uleay)-
This is replaced by the weighted inequality (B.3]).

Proof of Lemmal33. We consider n € (0,1), to be suitably chosen during the proofs of each of
the desired inequalities.

Step 1 (Proof of inequality (3.6]). We only need to show that the first inequality (B.6]) holds
for the seminorm [u] (fy)- 1t is enough to consider differences, u(Py) — u(Py), where all except

one of the coordinates of the points P;, P» € Hyp are identical. We outline the proof when the
xi;-coordinates of P, and Py differ, but the case of the t-coordinate can be treated in a similar
manner. We consider two situations: |} —2?| <n and |z} — 2?| > n.

Case 1 (Points with z;-coordinates close together). Assume |z} — 27| < 1. We have

[u(Pr) — u(By)| < o} — a2 llus, oy

2t — 23]
< 77%”“”(13“(@”

|z} — 22|\ (3.10)
=1 — HUHCS?M(ET)

[e%
<y (wm o} — :v?|> s(Pr, Py)llullcz+o gy



SCHAUDER APPROACH TO DEGENERATE-PARABOLIC EQUATIONS 11

where in the last line we used the fact that, by 21I),

12
[y = ] . (3.11)

2z +flad —

Because u has compact support in the spatial variable, we obtain in (BI0]) that there exists a
positive constant C' = C(«, R) such that

[u(Pr) — u(P2)|
Sa(Pl, Pg)

S(Pl,Pg) =

< O " lull g2+ gy (3.12)

which concludes this case.

Case 2 (Points with z;-coordinates farther apart). Assume |} — 2?| > n. By B]), we have

|zt — 22|\ @ “
1< <T> S (2‘de+ J —w?\> s*(Py, Py).

Because it suffices to consider points P, and P, in the support of u, there is a positive constant
C, depending at most on o and R, such that

1 <O %Y (P, Py).
Therefore,
[u(Pr) = u(P)| < 2l o,y < Cns™(Pr, Po) [l o,

which is equivalent to
u(Pr) — u(P)|
SO‘(Pl, PQ)

< Cn~ullco @,y (3.13)
which concludes this case.

By combining ([12) and (313, we obtain
[u]cg(ﬁ:r) < Cnl_a”uHcS?Jra(ﬁT) + C??“’I!U\\(;)(ET)-
Since € € (0,1), we may choose 1 € (0,1) such that ¢ = Cn'~. The preceding inequality then
gives (B.6).
Step 2 (Proof of inequality B.17)). Let P € Hy. Then, for any n > 0, we have
[, (P)] < [u, (P) =07 (u(P +me;) — u(P))] + 207 [ull oy
— s (P) — ey (P + 062) | + 207l

o ’ul‘z(P) B um(P +776€i)‘
B s¥(P, P + nbe;)

$*(P, P +nfe;) + 207 [ull o, -

for some constant 6 € [0,1]. Using
s(P,P +nbe;) <n'/?, VPecHyp, (3.14)

we have
Jta; ()] < 1 [z ) o @ty + 20 Hlullo@yy: VP € Hr (3.15)

Since € € (0,1), we may choose 1 € (0,1) such that ¢ = 7*/2. Then @) follows from (B.I5).
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Step 3 (Proof of inequality ([3.8])). Because u has compact support in the spatial variable, then
B1) gives, for some positive constant C' = C(«, R),

atin, oy < Cellullozse gy + Ce ™ ulley. (3.16)

This gives the desired bound in (B.8) for the term |[zqua, ||o,- It remains to prove the estimate
(.8) for the Holder seminorm [zqus,] o, - As in the proof of (B.0), it suffices to consider the

differences x}iuwi (Pl)—xgumi(Pg), where all except one of the coordinates of the points P, Py € Hyp
are identical.

First, we consider the case when only the x4-coordinates of the points P; and P, differ. We
denote Py = (t,2',z%), k= 1,2.

Case 1 (Points with z4-coordinates close together). Assume |z} — 22| <. Using
(xdu:ci)xd = TUgzy T Uz,

and the mean value theorem, there is a point P* on the line segment connecting P; and P» such
that,

Tt (P1) = Tt (Py) = (23,0, (P") + ua, (PY)) (2g — ),
and so,

2 — 23\
2ty (Pr) — 200, (Pa)] < 1 (% lellczeo gy

e (ot VL) P By

Because u has compact support in the spatial variable, there is a positive constant C' = C'(a, R)

such that . )
’xduxi(Pl) — TylUg; (PQ)‘
Sa(Pl, P2)

< O lu 2 i - (3.17)
which concludes this case.

Case 2 (Points with z4-coordinates farther apart). Assume |z} — 22| > 1. We have

\zbug, (Pr) — 23ug, (P)] ”xdul‘z”C(HT / / /
i i <92 _
5(Py, P) = e -2 fra =i

<Cn~ H':UdufEiHC(ﬁT)‘
Since ¢ € (0,1), we may choose 7 such that e = n®! in ([3I6). We obtain

’xclluxi(Pl) B x?luxz(P2)’

< o m(l+a)—a — 1
S Cnlllleziogagy + O " ull oy, (318)
which concludes this case.
Combining (BI7) and BI8) gives
:El’LLm. P1 —1172Ugc- P2 a m a)—«o
| d (1) d ()] < C?]l HUHCHQ Hy) +Cn~ (1+a) HUHC(H (3.19)

s (Pr, Py)
A similar argument, when only the z;-coordinates of the points P; and P; differ, 1 <i <d — 1,
also yields (319]).
Next, we consider the case when only the t-coordinates of the points P, and P» differ. We
denote P, = (x,tx), k = 1,2. We shall only describe the proof of the interpolation inequality for
uy; when i # d, as the case i = d follows by a similar argument. We denote 6 = /|t1 — ta|.
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Case 3 (Points with t-coordinates close together). Assume [t; — 2| < 7. We have

’ul‘z(Pl) - ul‘z(PQ)’ <

uxi(x,tl) — % (U(l' + e, t1) — u(x7t1))‘

+

i (ovt2) = 5 (o + G ) = (o, )

1 1
+ 5|u(:17 + de;, t1) — u(x + dej, ta)| + g|u(x,t1) —u(x, ta)].

By the mean value theorem, there are points P} € Hr, k = 1,2, such that
g, (P1) = g, (P2)| = [ug, (#,t1) — ug, (x + 010€;, t1)| + |ua, (2, t2) — s, (x + O20€;, t2)]|
|t1 — ta |t1 — ta

+ lug(x + de;, t7)| +
< |umi$i(Pl*7t1)|5 + |umimi(P2*at2)|5
|t1 — to] |t1 — to

|u (2, 15)|

_l’_

|ug(x + de;, t7)| + |ug (x,t5)].

Notice that s(Py, P») = +/|t1 — t2] = 0 and so, by multiplying the preceding inequality by x4 and
using the fact that u has compact support, we obtain

[Tz, (P1) — Tqua, (P2))
Sa(Pl, P2)

l-a 1— 4o
< 2l|zatae oy [t — t2 T + 2t — 2] 772 zquell oy
and thus
|t (P1) — Tque, (P2)]
Sa(Pl, Pg)
where C' is a positive constant depending only on R.

1—o

Case 4 (Points with t-coordinates farther apart). Assume [t; — to| > 1. This case is easier, as
usual, because
|aua, (P1) — Tatia, (P)]
SO‘(Pl, PQ)

< 277_% ”xduxiHc(ﬁT)a (3.21)
which concludes this case.
By combining inequalities (8:20) and (3.2I]), we obtain

|Tatz, (P1) — Tquq, (P2)]
Sa(Pl, Pg)

By (319) and [322)), we have

[l’duxi]cg(ﬁ:p) < CUOCO”UHCS?M(ET) + 2?7‘”°HﬂfduxiHc(ﬁT),

l-a _a
< O 2 [l o gy + 207 % 17atie, | oy (3.22)

where ag := min{a, 1 —a, (1—«)/2} and mg := 4+ «. Without loss of generality, we may assume

C > 1. Since € € (0,1), we may choose n € (0,1) such that £ = Cn® in the preceding inequality,

and so we obtain the estimate ([B.8)) for [z4uz,]co ;). This concludes the proof of ([B.8]).

Step 4 (Proof of inequality 3.9)). For any P = (¢,x) € Hr, we can find 0 € [0,1] such that
|xdumifﬂj (P)| < |xdu$ixj (P) = (wquq, (P + 7763') - xdumz(P))‘ + 2||xdu-’ﬂi||0(ﬁT)7

and thus
|Ztiz,z, (P)] < |Tqtia,z, (P) — Tqua,q, (P + 0ne;)| + 2|z qus, o) (3.23)
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where 1 < 1,7 <d. If j # d, we have

|xdumifﬂj (P) — LdUz;a; (P + 977€j)|
s¥(P, P + fee;)

< Cna/2[xduxixj]cg(ﬁT) + 2deuch(ﬁT)7 (by B.14)).

a/2

|2 qtz;e; (P)] < s*(P, P + 0ne;) + 2| waua, || oy

Because ¢ € (0,1), we may choose 1 € (0,1) such that e = Cn®/~ in the preceding inequality and
combining the resulting inequality with [3.8), we see that the estimate B.9) for ||[Zqua,a;ll o,
holds for all j # d.

Next, we consider the case j = d. For brevity, we denote P’ = P + ey = (t,2', ;) and

/

P" = (t,2',0). We consider two distinct cases depending on whether n < 2/,/2 or > 2/,/2.
Case 1 (Points with z4-coordinates farther apart). Assume n < z/,/2. By B.23)), we obtain

|xdu$i$d(P) - ':U:i/uwiwd(P,”Sa(P’ P/)
s*(P, P") (3.24)
() — 2 taag P + 2t o

and so, using ([B14]) and the fact that |z/, — z4| <7, by definitions of points P and P/,

‘xduﬂcﬂd (P)‘ <

Ui
|ZaUz,z,(P)] < na/z[xdumimd]Cg(ﬁT) + x_/|$2lu$ixd(P/)| + 2||xdu-’ﬂi||0(ﬁT)7
d

which gives, by our assumption that n < z/,/2,

1
@ dtiey (P)] < 1/ [Tatieizq] oo @) + §H$du$iwdHC(ET) + 2l zque [l o g, - (3.25)

As ([B.25) holds for all P € Hy, we have

1
”mduxixd”c(ﬁT) < §”$duscixd”o(ﬁT) + 1/ [mdumxd](jg(ﬁT) + 2H33du:ci”c(ﬁT)a
or
Hfﬂduwiwduc(ﬁﬂ < 277(1/2 [xdumimd](jg(ﬁT) + 4||xdufﬂiHC(ﬁT)7 (3.26)
which concludes this case.

Case 2 (Points with z4-coordinates close together). Assume 1 > z/,/2. Recall that 2/, = x4 + 67,
for some 6 € [0, 1], so that |z/, — z4| < 2/;. From Lemma B.], we have

TUg,z, — 0, as zg — 0.
Therefore, we obtain

|IIT, Ug;x (P/) — 0| o "
(@l = @)t (P)] < Jaag ()] = P20 P
é [$dumiwd]cg(ﬁT)(277)a/2,

where the second inequality follows from the fact that

s(P',P") < \xh < /21,
By a calculation similar to that which led to ([8:24)), we obtain

‘xduﬂcﬂd(P) — xéluxixd(P/)’
s*(P, P")
+ ‘(‘TZI - xd)ul‘il‘d (P,)’ + 2deu9€iHC(ﬁT)7

|xdu:v¢:vd(P)| < s*(P, P/)
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and hence
| atizay(P)] < O [2atem,) oo @,y + 20 [atiawy) oo @y + 20t | o @, (3.27)
which concludes this case.
By combining inequalities [3.25) and [3.27), we obtain, for all P € Hr,

1
|Tata;a,(P)] < §||xdumimd||0(ﬁT) + O [l'du:vi:vd]cg(ﬁT) + 2||$duwi||c(ﬁT),

which is equivalent to

1
12 dUe;eqllom,) < §||$dumiwd||c(ﬁT) + Cna/2[$du$i$d]cg(ﬁ7~) + 2l|zque, | om,-
Rearranging terms yields
2
”xduxiﬂcd”C(ﬁT) < 2Cna/ [xduxixd]cg(ﬁﬂ + 4”xduxi”c(ﬁ~[)' (3'28)

Since € € (0,1), we may choose i € (0,1) in 26) and F28) such that e = 4(C' + 1)*/? and so
we obtain

€
”xdumxd”c(ﬁﬂ < §[xduxixd]cg(ﬁT) + 4”xduxi”0(ﬁﬂ'

Combining the preceding inequality with (B8] applied with e replaced by £/8, we conclude that

(39) holds.

This completes the proof of Lemma O

3.2. Maximum principle and its applications. In this subsection, we prove a variant of the
classical maximum principle (see [23], Section 8.1] and [3] Theorem 1.3.1]) for parabolic operators,
L, of the form (L2)).

Lemma 3.4 (Maximum principle). We relax the requirements stated in Assumption [2.2 on the
coefficients a = (a'?),b = ('), ¢ of the operator L in ([L2) to those stated here. Require that the
coefficients a’, b, c be defined on (0,T] x H, and the matriz (a”) is non-negative definite on
(0,T) x H, and b* > 0 when x4 =0, and ¢ obeys @10), and

tr(zga(t,z)) + z - b(t,z) < K(1+|z?), V(t,z) € Hy, (3.29)

where K > 0. Suppose u € CY2(Hy) N C(Hy) obeys

Uty Uy, TaUa;e; € Cloc((0,T] X H), 1<i,j<d, (3.30)
and
Tdlaa; = 0 on (0,T] x OH, 1<i,j <d. (3.31)
If
Lu<0 on(0,7) x H, 3.32
u(0,-) <0 on H, (3.33)
then

u<0 onl0,T]x H. (3.34)
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Proof. We apply an argument similar to that used in the proofs of [23] Theorem 2.9.2, Exercises
2.9.4 and 2.9.5] (maximum principle for elliptic equations on unbounded domains) and [23], The-
orems 8.1.2 and 8.1.4] (maximum principle for parabolic equations on unbounded domains); see
also [3, Theorem 1.3.1].
We consider the transformation

u(t,z) = eMa(t,x), V(t,z)e[0,T] x H, (3.35)
where the constant A > 0 will be suitably chosen below. The conclusion of the lemma follows if
and only if ([B:34]) holds for . By ([832]) and definition ([B35]), we have

ML+ N a=Lu<0 on (0,T)x H.
Therefore, by 332)) and (333]), the function @ satisfies

(L+XN)a<0 on(0,7)xH, (3.36)
@(0,-) <0 on H. (3.37)
We may suppose without loss of generality that
m :=supu > 0, (3.38)
Hyp

as if m < 0 we are done; we will show that m = 0. Define an auxiliary function,
h(t,z) =1+ |z[*, V(tz) € Hp. (3.39)

By direct calculation,

d d
—(L+Nh=> 240" hgz; + Y bhy, + (c— Ah— hy

i,j=1 i=1
d - d '

=214y a"+2) b+ (c— N1+ ]z
=1 =1

<K +c— N1+ z]*) on (0,T)xH, (by B29)
By choosing

A > 3K, (3.40)
we notice that condition (ZI0), gives
2K +c(t,z) — A <0, V(tz)eHr, (3.41)
and so we have
(L+AX)h>0 on (0,7) x H. (3.42)
Fix 0 € (0,1) and define another auxiliary function
w := U — dmh. (3.43)
From (B36) and (3:42), we have (L + A)w < 0 on (0,7") x H and thus
(L+MNw<0 on (0,7] x H, (3.44)

since wy, Wy, TqWy,z; extend continuously from (0,7) x H to (0,77 x H because these continuity
properties are true of u by hypothesis [830]) (and trivially true for h) and thus also true for w.

Claim 3.5. There is a constant, Ry = Ry(d) > 0, such that
w<0 onl0,T] x Bg, YR>Ry). (3.45)
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Proof. Since w € C([0,T] x Bg), the function w attains its maximum at some point P € [0, 7] x
Br. If P € (0,T] x Bp, then
wy(P) >0, w, (P)=0, (wxixj(P)) < 0.

Therefore, noting that (a”(P)) > 0 by hypothesis,

—(L+Nw(P) = 240" (P)wy,a;(P) + Y b (P)ws,(P) + (c(P) = Nw(P) — w(P)
ij=1 i=1

< (e(P) — Nw(P).
If P e (0,7T] x (BrN{zq=0}), then
w(P) >0, we,(P) <0, wy;(P)=0 (i#d), xqwga,(P)=0,
where we use the fact that u, and thus w, obey ([B.30) and ([B31]). Therefore,

d d
—(L+Nw(P) = 240" (P)wyq,(P) + Y b (P)wy, (P) + c(P)w(P) — wy(P)
ij=1 i=1
< b (P)wy, (P) + (¢(P) = Nw(P)
< (¢(P) — Nw(P) (by hypothesis that b > 0 on {zg = 0}).
Hence, for P € (0,T] x Bg or (0,T] x (Br N {zq = 0}), we obtain
—(c¢(P) — M)w(P) < Lw(P).

But Lw(P) < 0 by (344) and therefore w(P) < 0 since ¢ < K by [210) and A > 3K by B:40) .
Now suppose P lies in one of the remaining two components of the boundary of (0,7) x Bg,

BY ={0} x Bg or Bp:=(0,T] x ({xg >0} NIBR).
The definition ([B.39) of h, definition ([B.43]) of w, and (B37) yield
w(0,-) <0on Br, VR>O0, (3.46)
and thus, w(P) < 0 if P € #%, for R > 0. If P € %, then |z| = R and we see that (3.35),
B39), and [B43) give
w(P) = a(P) — dmh(P)
<m —oém(l+ R?)
= m(1— (1 + R?)).

But 1—(1+ R?) < 0 provided R > Ry(d) := (6= —1)1/2 > 0 and so w(P) < 0 for all R > Ry(5).
This completes the proof of Claim O

By ([B43), we see that
w=1u—0mh<0 onHr,

for all § € (0,1) and thus, letting 6 | 0, we obtain (3.34]). O

Lemma B4 immediately leads to the following comparison principle.
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Corollary 3.6 (Comparison principle). Assume that the coefficients of L in ([L2)) obey the hy-
potheses of Lemma[3.4) If u,v € CY2(Hy) N C(Hy) obey B30), @31, and

Lu<Lv on(0,7) x H, (3.47)
u(0,-) <v(0,-) on H, (3.48)
then
u<v on[0,T]x H. (3.49)
Note that if (347) and ([B48) are strengthened to

|Lu| < Lv on (0,T) xH and |u(0,-)] <v(0,:) on H, (3.50)

then Corollary [3.6] yields
lul| <v on [0,T] x H. (3.51)

We can now turn our attention to the

Proposition 3.7 (Application of the maximum principle). Assume that the coefficients of L in

(L2) obey the hypotheses of Lemma |37}, except that [B29) is replaced by the stronger condition

d

> walal(t,2)| + |- bt )| < K1+ |2?), V(tz) € Hry. (3.52)
ij=1

Suppose that u € CY2(Hr) N C(Hr) solves (LI)) and obeys B:30) and [B31)).

(a) If f € C(Hy) and g € C(H), then

llloy) < €T (T o) + l9lom) (3.53)
(b) If ¢ >0, f € €)(Hr), and g € €. (H), then

Proof. To obtain (3.53]) and ([B.54]), we make specific choices of the function v in Corollary
To establish ([B.53]), we choose

ult,2) = e (8o + lolloq) » ¥ (t.2) € Hr,
Direct calculation gives
Lv; = (—c+ K)v; + eKtHfHC(ﬁT)
> Iflle@yy on (0,7)xH (by @I0).
Therefore, since Lu = f on (0,7) x H by (1),
|Lu| < Lv; on (0,7) x H,
and so v; satisfies condition (F50). Thus, by [B.51), we obtain (353).
Next, we prove ([B.54])). For this purpose, we choose

(I lgo @y + lgllgoqm)
(Ut [Pz

va(t,x) :=e Y (t,x) € Hy, (3.55)
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where A > 0 will be suitably chosen below. First, we verify that vy satisfies the first inequality in
(350). Direct calculation gives

b'(t, x)x; a(t,x)zxjzg a’(t,x)zyq
Lvy = vy | —c(t, ) + A+ g+ 2 - sind ——
2 2 (t,x) q; 1+ |z]? a(q )Z;::I (1+ [z]2)2 q; 1+ |z
Conditions ([3.52) and (2I0), imply that
Lvg > v (K + X —qK — q(q+2)K — ¢K).
By choosing
A=1+q(¢g+4)K >0,

£ 1570 22
EarETE
By the definition (7)) of the norm || - ||, (Hy)» Ve have

we obtain

L’U2 > vy > n (O,T) x HL.

(1+12P)2 118, 2)] < 1 flgp@yy ¥ (2) € [0,T] < H,
and so, using Lu = f on Hyp by (LI), we obtain the first inequality in (3.50), that is,
|Lu| < Lva on (0,7) x H. (3.56)
Similarly, by the definition ([2.6)) of the norm || -

(g(;) (ﬁ), we have

2 _
(1+ 22 9(@)] < lgllgoqm, Vo€ H.

Since u(0,-) = g on H, it is immediate that

[u(0,-)| < w2(0,-) on H. (3.57)
Therefore, by [B.56) and [B.57), ve obeys conditions (3.50]), and so we obtain ([B.54]) from the
definition ([B.53) of vs. O

3.3. Local a priori boundary estimates. We have the following analogue of [23] Theorem
8.11.1].

Theorem 3.8 (A priori boundary estimates). There is constant a R* = R*(d,«, K,d,v), such
that for any 0 < R < R*, we can find a positive constant C = C(d, o, K, 6,v, R), such that for
any z° € OH, T € (0, R] and u € C2*(Q3p/2,1 (")) that satisfies

{Lu =f on Q3R/2,T(330)=

w(0.) =g on Bypa(ad), (3.58)

the following estimate holds

lull gzt p pa0y) < C (Hchg(QgR/Q,T(zO)) Fllglczre By p@oy T ||U\|C(Q3R/2,T(;p0))> . (3.59)

Proof. The proof is a blend of the localizing technique used in [23], Theorem 8.11.1] and the
method of freezing the coefficients. Fix R > 0 and T' € (0, R]. Let ¢ : R — [0,1] be a smooth
function such that ¢(t) = 0 for ¢t < 0, and ¢(t) =1 for ¢t > 1. Let

"1
R, :Rzg—k,
k=0
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and consider the sequence of smooth cutoff functions {¢, }n>1 € C*(R?) defined by

Rn-i—l - ‘x’ b
n(@)=¢|5——% ), Veeh,
Pul@) = <Rn+1 - Ry ve

so that 0 < ¢, <1 and ¢, Bg, = 1 and ©nl By = 0, where B}c%n+1 denotes the complement of

Bg, ., in R?. Also, by direct calculation, we can find a positive constant ¢, independent of n and
R, such that

H‘PnHCg(ﬁ)a ||(90n)wi||csa(ﬁ)’ Hfﬂd(@n)miwjucg(ﬁ)v ||(90n)wzwj ||(jg(ﬁ) < 3% RS, (3.60)
We denote r := 373 < 1 and set
o = [Jupnl| c2+o g, (3.61)

We denote by Ly the operator with constant coefficients obtained by freezing the coefficients of
L at (0,2°). Proposition [Al shows there exists a positive constant C, depending only on K, §
and v, such that

o = l[upnllozroyy < C (IEo(usn)llca g + I9¢nllozeem) ) (3.62)
and so
on < € (el iy + 1L~ Lo wpn)log iy + lopnllozeom) - (369
We have L(upy) = ¢nLu — [L, pp]u, where, by direct calculation,
d d
[L, pn]u = Z 21 90" (t, 2)ug, (©n) z; —|—§:bZ (t,x)u(en )z, + Z zqa” (t,z)u u(pn)ee;- (3.64)
3,j=1 i,j=1

By the analogue of the [I8] Inequality (4.7)] for standard Holder norms, we have
”‘PnLu”(jg(ﬁT) < C|’LUHC§(Q37L+17T)”‘pn”C’g(ﬁ)?
and by (B.60]), there is a positive constant, ¢, such that
lnLtlog @y < B2 oo @pnnn (3.65)

From properties (ZI3) and (Z.I4) of the coefficients a/, b* and ¢ on Hy 7, we can find a positive
constant C', depending only on K and d, such that

NEs @altllga gy < Cr "B (Ia(upnst)allos i) + luentillos @) ) - (3.66)
The interpolation inequality (B.8]) in Lemma [B.2] gives us, for any € € (0, 1),
s )es oot + [unstll s @y < lugnsillozeegy + C ™ lupniillogyy (367

Hence, the preceding inequality together with (3.65]) and (B.60) give us

1L (upn) | e @y < Cr "R™° (Hchg(QgR/z,T) +ellupntillczre @y, (3.68)

e ugni o) ) -
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Next, we estimate the term (L — Lg)(upy,) in (B.63), that is,

d
—(L = Lo)(upn) = > wa (a(t,2) — a”(0,2°)) (upp) s,z
e (3.69)
+ Z (b'(t,z) = b°(0,2°)) (upn)a, + (c(t, z) — c(0,2°)) (upn).
i=1
We have
Claim 3.9. There is a constant C = C(K, R*,d,«) such that, for any e € (0,1), we have
1L = Lo)wgn)llos @y < € (R + 177" R7%) [upni 2oy 50

+COr "R Jupp i ”c(ﬁT)a
where m is the constant appearing in Lemma [T2.

Proof of Claim[3.9. From the Holder continuity (2I4) and boundedness (2I3]) of the coefficients
a' on Hy 7, we can find a positive constant C', depending only on K and d, such that

|zq (a¥ (t,2) — a(0,2°)) (un)asa; | co @iy (371)
< CR|2a(wpn) s | oo 1y + Cllta(n)ases e |
Using the following calculation in the preceding inequality,
[2a(wen)za;ll oo @y < 1Tdtaz; enlle @y + 1Tata; (On)e; |l coq@m) + 12du(en)za; oo @y
< [xd(u(ypn—l-l):vi:vj]cg(ﬁT) +er "R (||$d(U90n+1)mimj||c(ﬁT)
Hlza(uen1), oo @, + ”xdu‘PnHHCg(ﬁT)) :

together with the interpolation inequality ([3.9) in Lemma applied to wp,41,
[2a(wpnit)za; lo@py + 1Ta(Uens1)z oo @y + 1tensill oo,
< 5”u¢n+1Hc§+a(ﬁT) + CE_m”“‘PnHHc(ﬁT)a
we obtain from (B.71]) that
v (a9 (1) — (0, 2°)) (o) l o
< CR*P[g(wpni1)] ooy + Cr "B ellupnitllcore @,y + Cr "R lugnta oy
< 0 (R +7"R%) upns gz + O "R upnsill oy
A similar argument gives us
(8 (t, ) = 6°(0,2%)) (ugpn)a,ll e gy + I (et 2) = e(0,2°)) (upn)ll e ey
< C'r_"R_gaHucanHcsz+a(ﬁT) + CT_"R_?’E_mHuganHC(ET),

and so, using the preceding inequalities in (B.69]), we obtain the estimate (B.70]). O
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Combining (B.68]), (3.70) and (B.63)), we obtain
—np—3 _
an < OB (1 F o @anynir) 190250 500, (3.72)
+C <R°‘/2 + r_"R_?’s) Ant1 + C’T‘_"R_?’e_m||uHC(Q3R/2’T).

We multiply the inequality ([B.72) by 6", where 6 > 0 is chosen such that
pmils < 1/2. (3.73)

Next, we choose R* > 0 such that CR**/?2 = §/2. For R € (0, R*], we choose € = £(n, R) € (0,1)
such that Cr ™R3¢ = §/2. With this choice of §, R* and ¢, inequality [B72) yields, for all
R e (0,R"],

5 an < CR0719)" (1 lce @uman + 1906240 (5m)
0™ a4 (20 R 5 g o
By (3.73), we also have 71§ < 1/2. Then, by choosing
Cy = max {CR73, (20)™H R0
we obtain
"y, < C12in (”f”Cg(Q3R/27T) + |’9HC§+O‘(33R/2)) + 0" o + 012%“UHC(Q3R/27T). (3.74)

Summing inequality [B.74]) yields

o0 o0 1
>0 < Cr (Iflleg @anpar) + 190020 (3yn,0) 2 30
n=0

n=0
o o 1
+ ) " g + Cillulle@ypy o) > o
n=0 n=0

and T € (O,]_%], while § € (0,1). By subtracting the term » >, ", from both sides of the
preceding inequality, we obtain the desired inequality (3.59)). O

The sum Y 6"y, is well-defined because we assumed u € C2t*(Qsp/o.1), for all R € (0, R*]

3.4. Local a priori interior estimates. In order to establish the local interior estimates, we
need to track the dependency of the constant N appearing in [23, Lemma 9.2.1 and Theorem 9.2.2]
on the constant of uniform ellipticity and on the supremum and Holder norms of the coefficients.
Lemma BTl and Proposition apply to a parabolic operator,

d d
—Lu = —us + Z QijUz,z; + Zl;iuxi + cu, (3.75)
ij=1 i=1

whose coefficients obey

Hypothesis 3.10. There are positive constants d1, K7 and A; such that
(1) (a¥(t,x)) is a symmetric, positive-definite matrix, for all t € [0, 7] and x € R%.
(2) The diffusion matrix @ is non-degenerate,
d
> ag(t2)&g = ail¢)?, VEeRLte[0,T],x € R (3.76)
ij=1
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(3) The coefficients @, b’ and ¢ are uniformly Hélder continuous on [0, 7] x R?,
I35l (j0.71xa) + 10illcg (o) xmey + Il g (jo,1)xrey < K. (3.77)
(4) The zeroth-order coefficient, ¢, is bounded from above,
e(t,r) <A\ Vte[0,T],z € RY (3.78)

The difference between the statements of Lemma B.I1] and [23] Lemmas 9.2.1 and 8.9.1] is
that we explicitly give the dependency of the constant No on §; and K7; the proofs are the same
except that at each step we explicitly determine the dependency of the constants appearing in
the estimate ([3.82]) on ¢; and K;.

Lemma 3.11 (A priori estimate for a simple parabolic operator with constant coefficients).
Assume that (a;;) in B0 is a constant matriz obeying BIGl), b; = 0, and ¢ = 0. Then there
are positive constants,

Ny = Nl(d7a7T)7 (379)
Ny = Nymax{1,567 ymax{1, K1 }(1 + 6, */*)(1 + K2/, (3.80)

such that, for any solution u € C3T*([0,T] x R%) to

Lu = T) x R?
u=f on (0(; ) x R%, (3.81)
u(0,) =g onR%
with f € C([0,T] x RY) and g € C’g“‘(Rd), we have
lulleg e orpemay < N2 (1 leg (o + lgllozeoa ) - (3.82)

The proof of Lemma[3.1T] can be found in Appendix[Bl The statement of Proposition [3.12lis the
same as that of [23], Theorems 9.2.2 and 8.9.2] except that in the estimate ([B.80]), the dependency
of the constant Ny on §; and K is made explicit in ([B.83]), (3:84) and (335)).

Proposition 3.12 (A priori estimate for a parabolic operator with variable coefficients). Assume
Hypothesis [3.10. Then there are positive constants,

p=p(a) =1, (3.83)
N3 = Ng(d,()é,T), (384)
Ny = NaehT (1 6P+ K{’) : (3.85)

such that, for any solution u € C’g“‘([o, T] x RY) to
{Eu =f on (0,T) x RY,
u(0,-) =g onRY
we have
lulleg e o rpemay < Na (1 leg oy + lgllozeoa ) - (3.86)

The proof of Proposition 3.12] can be found in Appendix [Bl Next, we have the
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Proposition 3.13 (Local estimates for parabolic operators with variable coefficients). Assume
Hypothesis [3.10 and that R > 0. Then there are positive constants,

p=p(a) =1, (3.87)
N3 = Ng(d,()é,T, R)7 (388)
Ny = NgeMT (14677 + K7)) (3.89)

such that for any 2° € R and any solution u € C3t*(Qapr(2")) to

Lu=f on QQRT(:EO),
u(0,-) =g  on Bap(x?),
we have

lull gzt (@ p(a0y) < N <”f”03(©zm(x°>> +llgllcz+ (Bon@o (3.90)

Hlllo@un ) -
Proof. The proof follows by the same argument as in Theorem [B.8] with the following modifica-
tions:

e In inequality ([B.62]), instead of applying Proposition [A.1l we apply Proposition B.12i
e We use the interpolation inequalities for classical Hdélder spaces C’g“‘ (23, Theorem
8.8.1]), instead of the interpolation inequalities for the Holder spaces C2T% (Lemma B.2).

This completes the proof. O
We now consider estimates for the operator L in (L2]).

Proposition 3.14 (Interior local estimates). There is a positive constant p = p(«), and for any
R € (0, R*], with R* as in Theorem [3.8, there is a positive constant C = C(d,a,T, K, 6, R*, R)
such that, for any x° € H, satisfying 25 — 2R > R*/2 and for any solution u € Cg+a(QgR,T($O))
to the inhomogeneous initial value problem,

Lu=f on Qar,r(2°),
u(0,-) =g  on Bap(a?),

we have

Hu”Cﬁ*“(QR,T(xO)) <C (Hf €9(Q2r,r(20) T ||g||<g;+a(ng(x0))

(3.91)
+ HUH%IS)(QzR,T(IO))) ’

Proof. From Proposition BI3] the linear growth estimate (ZI7]), and the fact that the matrix
(zqa" (t,x)) is uniformly elliptic on Hy \ Hg- 5 by ([ZI2) and (ZI3), we obtain

lellegrapriany < O10+ =P (1 los@anawon + lolzee (500 (3.92)
Hlullo@unrao)
where C is a positive constant depending only on T, K, §, R* and R.

Claim 3.15. Given a function v € C,%JFO‘(QQRT(SUO)), there is a positive constant Cy, depending
only on R*, p and «, such that for all R € (0, R*] and 2° € Hy, we have

(1+ |x0|)pHU‘|C§(Q237T(xO)) < Callvllge(@an r(20))- (3.93)
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Proof of Claim[313 Recall that, by definition (2.8,
1A+ 2Dl co (G ra0y) = I

€ (Qar,r(x0))"
We may write
1+ |20

U+ )Pt o)l = (THE) (ot alPloteo)l, V() € Qanrla)

We can find a constant Cy = Cy(R*, p) such that

14 [2]\" 2 (0 *
<Oy, Vze€ Byg(z’), VO<R<R', (3.94)
1+ |z
which implies
1+ 22DP 10l oGm0y < Coll(X + 12)P0llc(Gap 120 (3.95)
Next, we have
14+ 12 )P[0 ca(Gor (e :1+$0p[71+$7’v}
(D oy @ty = CH D e 0™ o
1
Sl-l-:EOp[i} 1+ 2P|~ 5 .
(1+ |27]) TEE ] P 1+ 2Dl o @un 1 (20))
1
+ (1 + |29)P | ——— 1+ |z o .
( | |) (1_|_|$|);D C(Ban(e®) [( | |) ]C QZRT( 9))-
As in ([B.94), there is a (possibly larger) constant Cy = Ca(R*, p, ) such that
1
0+ | 57 <c,
(L + 1207 ] oo (Byn a0y

Therefore, we obtain
L+ 2% [V @amr @y < CollX+ )PVl c@ynr @0y + Col(L + 12)PVlcg (@onr@oy  (3-96)
Combining inequalities (3.95]) and ([B.94]) yields the desired inequality (3.93)). O
Claim implies that
(1+ |‘/E0|)p||f||C’g‘(Q237T(xO)) < Ol fllee(Gan ra0))s
(1 + 12 gl re 5,y a0y < Colg

Gt (Bar(a0))
0
A+ [2"DPllullc@p r @) < CollullzoGan r@o:
and so, the interior local estimate (3.91]) follows from the preceding inequalities and (392)). O

3.5. Global a priori estimates and existence of solutions. The goal of this subsection is
to establish Theorem [Tl For this purpose, we need to first prove the analogue of Theorem [I.1]
when the coefficients are uniformly Hélder continuous on Hy \ Har = (0,7) x R! x [2,00).

Hypothesis 3.16. In addition to the conditions in Assumption 2.2 assume that there is a
positive constant Ko such that the coefficients of L obey

leaa g @ + 1V log @) + llelop @mmn < Ko (3:97)

We first derive global a priori estimates of solutions in the case of bounded coefficients.
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Lemma 3.17 (Global estimates in the case of parabolic operators with bounded coefficients).
Suppose Hypothesis[3.10 is satisfied. There exists a positive constant C = C(T', o, d, K3, 9, v) such
that for any solution u € €2 (Hy) to (L), such that Lu € €*(Hy) and u(0,-) € €>+*(H),
then u € €***(Hr) and u satisfies the global estimate

(6)2+Q(ET) S C (HLU (6)2+a(ﬁ)) . (398)

Proof. We shall apply a covering argument with the aid of Theorem [3.8] and Proposition B.13l It
is enough to prove the statement for 7' > 0 small. Let R* > 0 be defined as in Theorem and
choose T € (0, R*]. Let {z¥ : k > 1} be a sequence of points in OH such that

Hp- o C | Qre ("), (3.99)
k>1

I ¢o(@y) T u0;-)

and let {w': 1> 1} be a sequence of points in Hy \ Hpg- /o 7 such that

Hy \ Hp« /21 C U QR*/&T(wl)y (3.100)
>1
and assume
Qrejar (W) NHpepyp =2, VI>1 (3.101)

We apply the a priori boundary estimate [B.59) to v with R = R*, f = Lu and g = u(0,-) on
Q R*7T(zk). Then, we can find a positive constant C7, depending at most on R*, K5, d, v, such
that

ullcz4e (@ 420y < € <||Lu\|cs@3m/2,T(zk>> 110, ) lezte (@upe jor (4

+ Hu|’c<c§3m/2,T<zk>>> :

Using definitions (2.8)) of_‘fo‘(ﬁqﬂ), and (29) of f”a(ﬁ), with ¢ = 0, Remark 2] and the
hypotheses that Lu € €*(Hr) and «(0,-) € €%+*(H), we obtain

lllzre @ ety < O (Il + 11200, Vlgzsay + Iulley) )

and inequality ([3.53)) ensures

lullgzio @ ooty < O <HLu oy + 1u(0,) %a(ﬁ)) . Vk>1. (3.102)

From our Hypothesis 316}, the coefficients x4a™, b* and ¢ are in Co(Hy \ Ha,r). By Assumption

22l we have that z4a%, b' and ¢ are in C¢(Hy 1 \ Hp- /a,7)- Since the distance functions s and
p are equivalent on R x [R*/4,2], by Remark 2] there is a positive constant K7, depending on
K5 and R*, such that

i i I
|lzqa HC,?(HT\HR*M,T) + [ HC,?‘(HT\HR*M,T) - ||C||CS‘(HT\HR*/4,T) < Ky,

and so the conditions of Hypothesis B.10 are obeyed on Hy \ Hg- /4 7. This is enough to ensure
that we may apply Proposition B3l to w with f = Lu and ¢ = u(0,-) on QR*/&T(wl) and so
there is a positive constant Cs, depending at most on R*, K1, 0, v, giving

lull ezt @ e oty < C2 <HLuH0g<QR*/4,T(wl>> +[[w(0, )l g2te (@ e ()

+ ||“||O<QR»«/4,T<wl>>) , VizL
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By (8101 and Remark 2T we obtain
Iz @y < C2 (1Ll + 100, izva gy

+ ”“HC<QR*/4,T<wl>>)7 Vi1,

and, by inequality (3.53)) applied to [|lul/¢(q,,. Jar(wh)) 1t follows that

Hu”ch(QR*/&T(wl)) < Cy (”LUHéga(ﬁ) + [ (0, ‘)Hcgua(ﬁT)) , Vix>1 (3.103)

Combining inequalities (3.102]) and ([B.I03) and making use of the inclusions (3.99) and (B.I00),
we obtain the global estimate (3.98]). O

Next, we establish the a priori global estimates in the case of coefficients with at most linear
growth.

Lemma 3.18 (Global estimates for coefficients with linear growth)._There exrists a positive
constant C = C(T,«a,d, K,d,v) such that for any solution u € %ﬁia(HT) to ([II), such that
Lu € €5 (Hr) and u(0,-) € €77 (H), we have

lu

(6)2+a(ﬁT) S C (HLU (gﬁ(ﬁT) + ”U(O, )“%Z?Jfa(ﬁ)) N (3104)
where p = p(«) is the constant appearing in Proposition [3.17)

Proof. We shall apply a covering argument with the aid of Theorem 3.8 and Proposition 314l As
in the proof of Lemma B.17], we may assume without loss of generality that 0 < T' < R*, where
R* > 0 is defined as in Theorem B8 Let {z*} and {w'} be the sequences of points considered in
the proof of Lemma BI7l Then, by applying Theorem B.8] to u with f = Lu and g = u(0,-) on
Qg+ 1(2*), we obtain, for all k > 1,

lullgzte (@ e paryy =€ <|’L“HO§<@3R*/2,T<Z’C>> H {10, )l gz+e (B, e o2k

+||u||C(Q3R*/2’T(zk))) :
We notice that
ILull oo (@ape jor(z2)) < CLI + 121 Lull oo Gy e o (24))
= C1||Lu

C5 Qs j2,7(24))
[[u(0, ')|’Cg+Q(B3R*/2(Zk)) < Cufl(X + |2)Pu(0, ')|’c§+a(33m/2(zk))
= Cilu(0,-)

(gz?Jra(B:’,R*/z(Zk))’

ulle@ype jor(z)) < CLl(E+ 12D ullo(@y o1 (24)
= ClHu”(gS(Qw*/z,T(zk))’

k

where the positive constant C; depends on R* and p, but not on z
all k > 1,

. Therefore, we obtain, for

(KS(ET)) ’
for a positive constant Cy depending at most on R*, K, J, v, a, d. Because the collection of balls
{Qpr7(2%) : k > 1} covers Hpg« /2,7 and as we may apply (.54]) to u with f = Lu and g = u(0, -)

I3+ @ ety < Co (IEtlige iy + 100, Migzo ey + I



28 P. M. N. FEEHAN AND C. A. POP

with ¢ = p, there is a positive constant Cj3, satisfying the same dependency on constants as Cs,
such that

lu

o (@) + 1u(0, -)Hggm@) : (3.105)

By applying Proposition B.I4] to u with f = Lu and g = u(0,-) on QR*/&T(wl) , we obtain, for
all > 1,

(5)%“(@12*/21) <C3 (HLU

Hu”cgw(QR*/&T(wl)) < Cy (”LUH%I?(QR*M,T(M)) + [[u(0, ) G5t (B ja(wh))

(3.106)
+ ||lu

(5;9(@12*/41(1”1))) :

Because the collection of balls {Q g« /87T(wl) : 1 > 1} covers Hy \ Hg- /o 7 and we may apply (3.54)
to u with f = Lu and g = u(0, -) with ¢ = p, we obtain

ol oy < s (1ullgp gy + 100, Y gzem ) - (3.107)
By combining inequalities ([B.105]) and (3I07]), we obtain the desired estimate (3104]). O
Next, we prove Theorem [L.T] in the case of bounded coefficients.

Proposition 3.19 (Existence and uniqueness for bounded coefficients). Suppose Hypothesis[310
is satisfied. Let f € €*(Hr) and g € €*T(H). Then there exists a unique solution u € €*T(Hr)

to (LI) and u satisfies estimate (B.98]).

Proof. The proof employs the method used in proving existence of solutions to parabolic partial
differential equations outlined in [23, §10.2] or [3, Theorem I1.1.1]. We let ¢2**(Hy) denote
the Banach space of functions u € €**®(Hr) such that u(0,x) = 0, for all # € H. The spaces
C2te(Hy) and é§+a([0, T] x R?) are defined similarly. Without loss of generality, we may assume
g = 0 because Lg € ¢*(Hr), when Hypothesis holds, and so

L: 6% (Hy) — €“(Hr)
is a well-defined operator. Our goal is to show that L is invertible and we accomplish this by
constructing a bounded linear operator M : €“(Hy) — ¢***(Hr) such that
HLM .y, Q(ET)H <1 (3.108)

For this purpose, we fix » > 0 and choose a sequence of points {z" : n = 1,2,...} such that the
collection of balls {B,(z") : n =1,2,...} covers the strip {x = (2/,24) e H: 0 < xg < r/2}. We
may assume without loss of generality, that there exists a positive constant IV, depending only
on the dimension d, such that at most N balls of the covering have non-empty intersection. Let
{¢n:n=0,1,...} be a partition of unity subordinate to the open cover

(H\{0<zq<r/4h)u ] B.(=") = H,
n=1

such that
supp o C H\ {0 < 24 < r/4} and suppy, C B,(2"), Vn>1.

Without loss of generality, we may choose {¢,},>0 such that there is a positive constant c,
independent of r and n, such that

||90n||(j§+a(]1gd) <er ™3 ¥n>0. (3.109)
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We choose a sequence of non-negative, smooth cutoff functions, {1, },>0 C C*°(H), such that

0 <, <1onH, for all n > 0, and

while for all n > 1,

for 0 < xg <1/8,
for xq > r/4,

for 0 < zqg < 1/2,
for z4 > 1.

Then, we notice that 1y satisfies (3.109]). For r small enough, we have

YnPn = ©n, for all n > 0. (3.110)

For n = 0, let Ly be a uniformly elliptic parabolic operator on R? with bounded, C;j‘(HT)—Hélder
continuous coefficients, such that Ly agrees with L on the support of ¢y. Define the operator

My : C%([0,T] x RY) — C2%*([0,T] x RY),

to be the inverse of Ly, as given by [23, Theorem 8.9.2]. For n = 1, 2,..., let Ly, be the degenerate-
parabolic operator obtained by freezing the variable coefficients a" (t,z), b'(t,x) and c(t,x) at

(0,2™). Define the operator

M, : C(Hy) — C¥e(Hy),
be the inverse of L, as given by Proposition [A.Il Define the operator
M : ¢%(Hy) — €*(Hy)

by setting

Mf = Z onMpprn f, for f € %Q(ET)’

n=0

Our goal is to show that (3.I08]) holds, for small enough r and 7. We have

LMf—f=> LonMypnf — f

n=0

n=0 n=0

where [L, ¢,] is given by (B.64]). Denoting

Up = annfy
we have
Lannf = (L -
= (L —

forn=0,1,2,..., (3.111)

Ly)un + Ly Mppy f
Ln)un + ¢nfa

since L, M,, = I, for all n > 0. This implies, by the identities BII0) and > " ; @nt, f = f, that

LMf—f=> @n(L—Ln)un+ Y _[L,¢n]tin. (3.112)

n=0

n=0
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First, we estimate the terms in the preceding equality indexed by n = 0. Because Ly = L on the
support of v, obviously we have 1g(L — Lg)ug = 0. Next, using the identity ([B.64]), there is a
positive constant C', depending only on K in ([B.97), such that

II1L, ol UOHcg([o,T}de) < C”UOHCI}M([(),T}XW)H"‘/’OHC,%M([(),T]XW)
< CT_3||UO||C;+G([07T}XR11) (by (3.109)).

From the interpolation inequalities for standard Holder spaces [23] Theorem 8.8.1], there is a
positive constant m such that, for all € > 0, we have

1L, @0l woll ga o rxray < Cr 2 (lluoll e o ey + €™ 1ollogo,rxre) ) - (3.113)
; 5 ([0, T]xR4)
By [23] Theorem 8.9.2], the identity (3.I10]), and the definition (BIII]) of ug, we have
HUOHC;M([O,T}XW) <G (T)“T/Jof”(,“g([O,T}de)
<Ci(r)|f

for some positive constant Cy(r). From [23, Corollary 8.1.5], there is a constant C', depending
only on Ko, T and d, such that

¢ (Hr)>

[uollco,r)xrey < CT N f leqo,r)xre)-
Therefore, from ([B.II3]) we obtain, for possibly a different constant Cy(r),
IZs ol wollcp o iy < Cur) (llfllgagay) + " T o) - (3.114)

Next, we estimate the terms in (B.112]) indexed by n > 1. We closely follow the argument used
to prove Theorem B.8 First, we have

lon (L = Lu)unllce @y < lenlee @nI(E = Ln)unllogo,rxsuwp en) (3115)
+ H(L - Ln)unHC;"([O,T]Xsupp@n)'

Using ([B.109) and Lemma [B.2] there are positive constants m and Cj(r) such that
[nlos @i I = Ladunllcqo e o) < C10) (elunllcza iy + & lunllogy ) -
By Proposition [A] ([3353]) and the preceding inequality, we obtain

[nlos o 1L = La)unllcqomismp o) < CL0) (el f sy + & TlnS log,))
and thus,

%o (Hr) + €_mT||f||c(ﬁT)) . (3.116)

By applying an argument which is the same as that used to prove Claim B.9 we find that there
are positive constants, C', independent of r, and C7(r), such that

alos @ I = Ln)unllcqomsaspp o) < C17) (ellf

||(L - Ln)unHCS‘}([O,T}Xsuppcpn) < CTOC/2H’LL"HC§(ET) + Ch (T)HUHHC(ET)
By Proposition [A1] ([353) and the definition BIII) of u,, it follows that

L = Lol @peomppm < O o + COT I logyy: (G117
With the aid of inequalities (3.I16]) and (B.I17]), the estimate ([B.II5]) becomes

lon(E = La)unll ooy < OIS o) + CLr) (1 hgap + " Thflo@yy) - (3:118)
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Next, we estimate [L, @, |uy,, for n > 1, by employing a method similar to that used to estimate
the term [L, @olug. Using the identity (3.64]), there is a positive constant C', depending only on

K appearing in ([2.13]) and (2.14]), such that
II[Z; en] un”cg([QT}xH) = CT_?’Hunncya([QT}Xm (by (3.109)).
From Lemma B.2] there is a positive constant m such that, for all £ € (0,1), we have
L, n] wnll o o<y < C° <€||U”HC§+°‘([O,T]><H) + 6_mH“nHO([O,TlleI)) :

According to Proposition [A.1l and ([3.53]), there is a constant Cy(r) so that

I[[Z; en] Un”cg([o,T]xH) < Ci(r) <5||f||<ga(ﬁT) + 6_mTHfH(J(ET)) : (3.119)

Combining inequalities ([B.114]), (3118]) and (BI19), and using the fact that at most N balls in
the covering have non-empty intersection, the identity (B3I12]) yields

ILMf = fllgzramm,) < Cra/2‘|f‘|<ga(ﬁT) + Ci(r) (5||f||<ga(ﬁT) + €_mT||f||(j(ﬁT)) ;

where C' is a positive constant independent of r, while C1(r) may depend on r. By choosing
small enough r, then small enough ¢, and then small enough T, in that order, we find a positive
constant Cy < 1 such that

ILMf - f

(KG(ET) < C()”f (KG(ETV vf € %Q(ET)u

and this gives (B.I08]). O

Proof of Theorem [Ll. Uniqueness of solutions follows from Proposition B.7]
We notice that 6 (Hr) € ¢ (Hr) and 621 (H) C €2+ (H). Let L be any operator satisfying
Hypothesis B.I6l Let {¢,}n>1 be a sequence of non-negative, smooth cut-off functions such that

0<wn<1, wulp, =1, andeulpg =0.
We define
L, :=p, L+ (1— gpn)j), Vn > 1.

Then, each L, satisfies Hypothesis B.16 and, by Proposition [B.19] there exists a unique solution
u, € €* *(Hy) to (LI) with L = L,. By Lemma BI8] each solution u, satisfies the global

estimate,

oo (m) . (3.120)

For any bounded subdomain U C H and denoting Ur = (0,7) x U, the parabolic analogue,
Cxt(Ur) — C3(Ur) = CH*(Ur), of the compact embedding [I, Theorem 1.31 (4)] of standard
Holder spaces, C**(U) < C%*(U), implies that the sequence {uy,},>1 converges strongly in
CY2(Ur) to the limit u € CY2(Uy), that is, u, — u in CH2(Ur), as n — oo for every bounded
subdomain U C H. It is now easily seen that u solves (ILI)). By the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem, we
obtain that u € > (Hyr) and u satisfies (L4]). O

||Un||(g2+a(ﬁT) <C <||f||<€§(ﬁT) +lg
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APPENDIX A. EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS FOR A DEGENERATE-PARABOLIC
OPERATOR WITH CONSTANT COEFFICIENTS

In order to derive the local a priori boundary estimates in Theorem B8], we need an analogue
of [3l Theorem I.1.1] when the coefficients of our operator L, a/, b* and ¢, are assumed constant.
To emphasize this fact in this appendix, we denote our parabolic operator by

d d
—Lou := —u; + Z a;daijuxixj + Z biuxi +cu  on (0,T) x H. (A.1)
ij=1 i=1

We now have the following analogue of [3] Theorem I.1.1].

Proposition A.1 (Existence and uniqueness of solutions for a degenerate parabolic operator
with constant coefficients). Let K, § and v be positive constants such that

d
Z a“nm; > 6nl?, VneRY, (A.2)
ij=1
v > v, (A.3)
], b, Je| < K, 1<ij<d. (A4)

Let k be a non-negative integer, T > 0, and a € (0,1). Assume that f € Cf’a(ﬁgp) and
g € C’f’2+a(ﬁ) with both f and g compactly supported in Hy and H, respectively. Then, the

inhomogeneous initial value problem,

Lou=f on (0,T) x H, (A.5)

u(0,-) =g on H, ’
admits a unique solution u € C’f’2+a(ﬁT). Moreover, there is a positive constant C = C(T, K, 6, v, a, d, k)
such that

lellgpare gy < € (1ot +19lcpase) - (A.6)

Proof. We adapt the proof of [3, Theorem I.1.1]. Because the proof of [3, Theorem I.1.1] is
lengthy, we only outline the modifications, noting that these modifications are straightforward.
We remark that there is no simple change of variables that can be applied in order to bring
the constant-coefficient equation ([A.]) to the form of the model equation defined in [3, p. 901].
Another difficulty is that our interpolation inequalities (Lemma[3.2)) do not allow us to treat the
first order derivatives, u,,, in (L2) as lower order terms: in order to do that, we would need to
have

”ul'iHCg(ﬁT) < EHUHCEM@T) + CE_m”UHC(ﬁTy
instead of the interpolation inequality (B.8]). On the other hand, by simple changes of variables

which we describe below and which preserve the domain H and its boundary OH, problem (A.5)
can be simplified to

d d
—Lou = —u; + x4 Zuxle + Z biuxi on (0,7) x H, (A7)

i=1 i=1

where the coefficient b® > 0 remains unchanged. In addition, the possibly new constant coefficients
b* are bounded in absolute value by constants which depend only on § in (A.2)) and K in (A.4).
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The simple changes of variables are as follows. As usual, we eliminate the zeroth-order term
cu by multiplying u by e and so we may assume without loss of generality that ¢ = 0 in (AJ]).
We define a function @ on (0,7") x H by choosing y = (y1,...,yq) and

id
Y1y, yd) == (x1 + 1xg, ..., Tg—1 + Qg—1%4,Tq), Where o := — @ 1<i<d-1,

and

a(t,y) = u(t, ).
Note that a? > §, by choosing n = (0,0,...,1) in (A2). By direct calculations, we obtain
(omitting the arguments of the functions u and @ for brevity),

Up, = Uy, ViF#d,

Ugyg = E :O‘kayk + ty,,
ktd

Ugiz; = Uyy;s Vi, j #d,

Uiy = E :akuyiyk + Uyyg» Vi#d,

ktd
Uggeg = Z U Qly, g, + 2 Z AUy T Uyay,,
k,l#d kAd

from where it follows that,
Lu =1y — ydaddaydyd — 2Yd Z (addai + aid> Uy;yy — Yd Z (addaiaj +a¥ + aidaj> Uyiy,
i#d i,j7#d
=30 (0 ) iy, — iy,
i#d
Since a; = —a'@/a? for all i # d, we obtain
ao; +a? =0, Vi#d,
addaiaj +a" + aidOéj = aija Vi, j #d,
and so problem (&) is reduced to the study of the operator Ly on (0,7') x H given by
Lot = iy — Yaa™ity,y, — va Z aijﬂyiyj - Z <bi + Oéibd> iy, — by,
ijd i#d
Because the (d — 1) x (d — 1) matrix a := (aij)i,j:17...7d_1 is positive-definite and symmetric,

there is an orthogonal matrix P such that P*aP = D, where D := diag (\1,...,Ag—1) and \;,
i=1,...,d—1, are the (positive) eigenvalues of a. By setting

PD—1/2 0 _ . — -
Q= ( 0 (add)—1/2> ,  where D™/? = diag (/\1 1/27---7%—1{2) ’

we notice that
«f(a O
Q <0 add) Q - Id7
where I is the d x d identity matrix. Proceeding as in the [I8, Proof of Lemma 6.1], we choose

z =y and
u(t,z) :==a(t,y), V(ty) e (0,T)xH.
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Then, direct calculations show that problem (A]) is reduced to the study of the operator Lg on
(0,T) x H given by

d d
— Lot == —1iy + 24 Z Us,., + Z V',
=1 =1

where the constant coefficients b* may differ from the coefficients b?, for i # d, and the coefficient
b .= Vaddpe > (. Therefore, for the remainder of this section, we may assume without loss of
generality that Lg is of the simpler form (A).

The primary change required in the proof of [3, Theorem I1.1.1] lies in [3], §1.4]. The arguments
in the remainder of [3, Part I] adapt almost line by line to our model operator (A7). The goal in
[3L §1.4] is to derive local estimates of derivatives and this is achieved by applying a comparison
principle with barrier functions. First, we need to adapt the definition of the barrier function [3|
Definition I.4.1] to one which is suitable for use with (A.T).

Definition A.2. Let 0 < t; < ty. We say ¢ is a barrier function for Ly when t € [t,t5], if there
are positive constants C and ¢ such that

Lop > —Cxqp® + cp™/? + . (A.8)

The barrier functions in [3, Theorems 1.4.5 and 1.4.8] are also barrier functions in the sense of
Definition The barrier function constructed in [3, Theorem I.4.6] needs modification because
the coefficients b, i = 1,...,d — 1, are non-zero in general, unlike in [3, Part I]. We have the
following modification.

Claim A.3. Assumei # d. For anyy <1 as in [3 Definition 1.4.2], there are a positive constant
b, depending only on |b*|, and a positive constant A, depending only on |b*|, b, and 7, such that,

for any tg > 0,
1 1

Ttz — bt — )2 (1— 21— bt —0))?
is a valid barrier function satisfying (A.8), for all t € [to,to + A].

wi(t,x) == ( (A.9)

Proof of Claim[A3. Tt suffices to consider separately the terms *; and ~¢; defined by
£y i 1
Y (M m — bt —tg))?
because the barrier functions form a cone by [3, Theorem 1.4.4]. We prove that T¢; satisfies

(A]), and the proof follows similarly for ~¢;. We denote ¢ := T¢; for simplicity. By direct
calculation, we obtain

Yt = 2b(p3/27
(IDCCZ‘ - _2Q03/27
Prix; = 69027

while ¢, =0 and ¢, = 0, unless j = k = ¢. Then, we have
Lop = 2(b + b)¢*? — 6249

We impose 1 — b(t —t9) > v, for all t € [to, o + Al, so we choose A < (1 —+)/b. By choosing
b=|b|+ 1, we can find C' > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that

Lop > —240¢% + cp®? + ¢,
and so @ satisfies the requirement (A.8), for all ¢ € [to, to + A]. O
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Next, the arguments in [3, §1.5] adapt to our framework with the following observation. Because
our barrier functions (A.9) are not defined for all ¢ € [0,1], we cover first the interval [0,1] by
a finite number of intervals of length A, as given in Claim [A.3] and we apply the maximum
principle on each of the resulting subintervals. This will yield local estimates analogous to [3|
Theorems 1.5.1, 1.5.4 and Corollary 1.5.7], on the small time subintervals of the finite covering.
By combining the local derivative estimates over each subinterval, we obtain the required local
estimates for all ¢ € [0, 1]. O

APPENDIX B. PROOFS OF LEMMA [3.11] AND PROPOSITION [3.12]
We begin with the

The proof of Lemma[ZI1l The proof follows the argument used to prove [23] Lemmas 9.2.1 and
8.9.1], only we are careful about the dependencies of the constants appearing in the estimates on
01 and K7, given by B.706) and (B.77), respectively. Let U be an orthogonal matrix such that
A = Udiag(\)UT, where \; € [61, K1] are the eigenvalues of the symmetric, positive-definite
matrix, (a”). We denote B = Udiag(yv/\;)U* and v(t,x) = u(t,Bz), f(t,z) = f(t, Bx), and
g(x) = g(Bz). Then, by defining w(t,z) := e tv(t,z), we see that w € C’g“‘([O,T] x R?) solves
the inhomogeneous heat equation,

wy — Aw+w=c'f on (0,T] x RY,

w(0,:) =g on R%.
By applying [23, Theorem 9.2.1] to w, we obtain a constant Ny = Nj (o, d) such that

||w||(j§+a([o,T]><Rd) <N (H‘ftfucg([o,T]de) + ‘|§Hc§+a(Rd)> )

which gives us, for v(t,z) = e'w(t, z), the estimate

ol gz goryueey < Nt (Il ok + 18]z gy ) (B.1)

where now N1 = Ny(a,d,T).
To obtain ([3.82) from (B.Il), we need the following

Claim B.1. There is a positive constant C = C(d) such that, for any wi € Cg([0,T] x R%)
and any symmetric, positive-definite d x d-matriz, M, with eigenvalues in [Amin, Amax), Where
Amax > Amin > 0, we have

lwillceqomxrey < C(1+ Aggi) lwelleg (o,71xra) (B.2)
[walca o, mxrey < C(1+ A lwillce (0,17xr4) (B.3)
where wy(t, z) := wi(t, Mx).
Proof of Claim[BJl We first prove (B.2)). Obviously, we have
lwilleqo,rxre) = lw2lleqo,r)xre)- (B.4)
Next, it suffices to consider |wq(P') — wy(P?)|/p*(P,Q), for points P; = (t',2%) € [0,T] x R,
i = 1,2, where only one of the coordinates differs. Notice that when ! = 22, then
[wi(PY) —wi(P?)] _ [wa(P') — wa(P?)]
p*(P', P?) p(PL,P?)
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because the transformation ws(t, z) := w1 (¢, Mx) acts only on the spatial variables. Therefore,
we have
w1 (P1) — wy (P?)]
,OO‘(PI, P2) < [w2]Cg([O,T}><Rd)7

(B.5)

Next, we consider the case t! = ¢?> = ¢. Then, we have by writing w1 (t,z) = wo(t, M~ 'x),
jwi(PY) —wi(P?)|  |wa(t, M 1at) —wy(t, M~ 'a?)]
APLPY MO - M)

Using the fact that M is a symmetric, positive-definite matrix with eigenvalues in the range
[/\min, )\max], lt follOWS

MM~ tat — M~12?)| > Apin| M2t — M2, Vol 2% e RY,

and so, by the preceding two inequalities, we have

w (PY) —un(PH)] _ |
pa(Pl, P2) < )‘min[wﬂcg([O,T]de)- (B.6)

Combining inequalities (B.4)), (B.3]) and (B.6]), we obtain (B.2]).

To obtain (B3], we apply (B2) to ws in place of wy. Then, the matrix M is replaced by

the symmetric, positive-definite matrix M ~! with eigenvalues in [\l )\I;:iln]. Therefore, )\I;:iln in
(B2)) is replaced by Amax, and thus, we obtain (B.3)).

Notice that B is a symmetric, positive-definite matrix with eigenvalues in [v/d1,+/K1]. Since
v(t,xz) = u(t, Bx), we may apply (B.2) with w; = u and wes = v and M = B to obtain

lulles qo,ryxray < CL+ 87 ) [vlcs (o.77xz0): (B.7)

Because v(t, ) = w(t, Bx), we have as above

—a)2
lutllco(o,xrey < C(1+ 6 o/ Mvell oo o, xra)- (B.8)
To evaluate u,,, we denote by L’ the i-th row of the matrix B~!. Then, we have
Uz, = L'V,
and so,
—~1/2
[uzlloqorixrey < 61 “IIVolloomxrays
where we have use the fact that B~! is a symmetric, positive-definite matrix and the eigenvalues
of B~! are in Kl_l/2, 51_1/2] . Applying inequality (B.2) to u,,, we obtain as above that

—1/2 —a/2
It [l o712y < €87 21+ 07 vl (0,77 (B.9)

and similarly, it follows for u,,,; that

= —a/2
”uxi:cj ”C’g([O,T]XRd) <0 1(1 + 6, / )

1025251l g (0,71 xRY) - (B.10)
Applying [B3) for f(t,z) = f(t, Bx) with w; = f and wy = f and M = B, we have

1Flles orixray < (1+ K1) Flog (o.17xze), (B.11)
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Similarly, for g(x) = g(Bz), we obtain

_ 2
19]lcea ey < (1 + K7 Mgllca (0,77 xra)>
P P
_ 1/2 2
152Nl ey < K121+ K72 lga, g ey, (B.12)
_ 2
1Ge.2, g ey < K11+ KT garay g -

By combining the inequalities (B.7), (B.8]), (B.9), (B.10), (B.1I) and (B.12) in (B.I), we obtain
(3.32). O

Next, we give the proof of Proposition BI2l The estimate (B86]) is obtained exactly as in
the proof of [23] Theorems 9.2.2 and 8.9.2] using Lemma B.I1] except that we again provide the
details in order to obtain the precise dependencies of the coefficients.

Proof of Proposition [3.12. Due to the classical interpolation inequalities [23, Theorem 8.8.1] and
the classical maximum principle for unbounded domains [23], Corollary 8.1.5], it suffices to prove
that the estimate (3.86]) holds with

[Ut]og([o,T]de) and [uwiwj]cg([O,T]de)

on the left-hand side of the inequality. We will prove this for the Cj([0, 77 x R%)-seminorm of uy,
but the same argument can be applied for the C7([0, 77 x R%)-seminorm of Uy, -

For simplicity of notation, we denote @ := (0,T) x R?, and we omit the subscript p in the
definition of the Holder spaces. We also use the simplified notation

[ulczra(q) = lutlca(g) + [Umimj]ca(@- (B.13)
Let u € C?T%(Q) be a solution to problem (B.8T)). Then,
= e My (B.14)
is in C?*%(Q) and it solves
{(—L — )\1) i=—eMf on(0,T)xRY,
u(0,-) =g on RY,

where A; is the upper bound on the zeroth-order coefficient, ¢, assumed in ([B.78). We may
apply [23, Corollary 8.1.5], because the zeroth-order term of the parabolic operator —L — A is
non-positive, and we obtain

)o@y < Tlle ™ flle) + lale@) < Tlflo@) + l9llo):
Thus, it follows by (B.14]) that
lullowg) < ™ (Tl flleg) +lgle@) (B.15)
Let 21,2 € [0,7] x R? be two points such that

|Ut(;iiz—l,1:;(;2)l > %[ut]m@‘ (B.16)

Let v > 0 be a constant which will be suitably chosen below. We consider two cases.
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Case 1 (p(z1,22) > 7). Then, we have
[utlca (@) < 27 *uel oy
and, by [23, Theorem 8.8.1, Inequality (8.8.1)], it follows, for all € > 0, that
[ut]ca(Q) <2y <€[u]02+a(@ + C€_Q/2|U|C(Q)) .
By choosing € := /8 and by inequality (B.15)), we obtain
[e% a2
[wileag) < §lWlorrag) + Cv T DN (T fllog) + lglle@)) (B.17)
where C' = C(d, a).

Case 2 (p(z1,22) < ). We denote z = (¢,z). Let ¢ : R“! — [0,1] be a smooth cutoff function
such that

—

() =1 if plz,2) <1 and () =0 if p(z2) > 2,
and we define ¢ by
p(2) =t —t)/7? (@ —a1)/7), ¥z eRT,

so that,
p(2) =1 if p(z,21) <y and ¢(2) =0 if p(z,21) > 29, (B.18)
It is straightforward to see that ¢ satisfies
lellozsamansy < € (14773+), (B.19)

where C' is a positive constant. Since z3 € {¢ = 1}, we obtain by (B.I0]) that
|ut(21) — ui(22)]
p*(z1, 22)

Let Lo denote the differential operator, with constant coefficients, of the type considered in

Lemma [3.1T],

[uilca(gy < 2 < 2[(up)i]ca(g)- (B.20)

—Lo=—-0,+ Z O - (B.21)
i,j=1
Estimate ([3.82]) shows that there are constants p; = pi(«) and C = C(d, o, T') such that
[(we)idearg) < € (14077 + K1) (IZo(w)llce g) + lg@llczse oy xas) - (B.22)
By (BI9), we obtain
lgellcotefoyxrey < C <1 +’Y_(2+a)> 19l c2+e (et - (B.23)
By writing Lo(up) = L(up) + (Lo — L)(ugp), we have
d
Lo(ug) = L(ugp) + Y (a7(2) — a7 (1)) (up)az, + Zb’ )(up)e, + E(z)up. (B.24)
ij=1

We may write

d

d
L(up) = pLu + Z 2 putia, + | D 8V (2)pria; + Y0 (2) e, +E(2) | u

ij=1 ij=1 i=1
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and so, by (BI9) and [B.77), we find there is a positive constant C' = C(d) such that
IE@@)llon(g) < € (1+77%) |Lul o)

+CK, (1 + 7_(2+O‘)> (HuxiHca(Q) + HU”ca(Q)> :

Notice that we may write the difference as

(B.25)

Lo(up) — L(up) = (@ (2) = @ (21)) Puiz,a,

I M“ ﬂM&

~
<

d
(Z (21)) ¢a; + ' (2 )90) Ua,

J=1
d d

+ Z ((_lij(Z) —a (21)) (@)mlxj + ZEZ(Z)(:D% + E(Z)(,D u.

ij=1 i=1
By B.77), (BI]) and (BI9), we see that
| (dij(z) - ( )) (Pux@:cg”ca < CKy” [uﬂczfcg]ca( Q)+ CKi(1+ 7_(2+a))“uinjHC(Q_)
From an argument similar to that used to obtain (B:25]), we have
I Lo(ue) = L(up)lca(gy < CE1Y [Uza;|oa(q)

+ CK (144~ CT) <||u$i$j||C(Q) + lluz, e gy + lullce @
(B.26)
Estimates (B.23]) and (B.26), give us, by (B.24), that

IZo(ue)llca(q) < € (1+77 ) | Lullcaig) + CE1Y [tare; leag)
+ OKy (1477 ) (ltaia, leg) + e lloeg) + lullce)) -

Combining the preceding inequality, estimates (B.22]) and (B.23) in (B.20)), and using definition
(B.13)), it follows that

[wleaigy < € (14677 + KP) (1497 | Zullcag)
+ K17 [u]coto ()
+ K1 (14775 (Jltaia, o) + e oo + lullon@))
+ (1477 gl ara ey )

where C' = C(d,a,T). The interpolation inequalities [23] Theorem 8.8.1] and the maximum
principle [23 Corollary 8.1.5], give us, for any £ > 0,

[ut)ga(gy < C <1 +o7P 4+ Kfl)
X [ehT (1+ K;e™™) (1 + 7‘(“‘1)) (Ilfllca@) + ||9||c2+a(Rd))

+ K1 (75 +e (14972 [uleain )|

(B.27)
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where m = m(«). We choose v € (0,1) such that

_ 1
C (140" + KT Kiy® < o,
as for instance,
1 1/a
v = <R min {K;%K;%{’l,}(;“*””}) AL (B.28)

Then, we choose € > 0 such that
_ 1
C (14677 + KP) (14973 Kye < o
A suitable choice is
1 _
e = gog (1% ) min { K7 K0 K (B.29)
Then, we obtain

1
[ oy < =[ulczraigy + CeMT (14077 + K'Y (14 Kie™™) (14 4~
@ =7 @ (1+0 P ( ) ( ) (B.30)

% (Ifllcm@) + lgllcaraay ) -

By combining inequalities (B.17) and (B.30Q)) from the preceding two cases, we obtain the global
estimate

[ut]ca(@ < Z[U]CZ+Q(Q) + CC)\lT (1 + 51—p1 + K{n) (1 + KlE_m) (1 + 7—(2+a)>

% (Ifllcm@) + Igllcaraay ) -

We notice from (B.28) and (B:29) that we may find positive constants N3 = N3(d,«,T) and
p = p(«) such that

—_

(B.31)

—_

[l ey < 7 [Wlcrrai) + Nse T (14677 + KT) (Ifllm(@) + I9llcam e ) -
The similar argument applied to [ug,s;]ce (@) vields

1 _
[taia;] gaq) < Jlulerrag) + NaeM” (1 +0;7 + Kf) <||f||ca(Q) + ||9H02+a(Rd)) -

Therefore, (BI3) gives us
[u]02+a@) < NzeMT (1 +6, 7 + Kf) <Hf”Ca(Q) + ”guc2+a(Rd)) ,

which concludes the proof of the proposition by the interpolation inequalities [23] Theorem 8.8.1]
and the maximum principle estimate (B.I3]). O

W
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