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WEIGHTED MIXED-NORM L,-ESTIMATES FOR ELLIPTIC AND
PARABOLIC EQUATIONS IN NON-DIVERGENCE FORM WITH
SINGULAR DEGENERATE COEFFICIENTS

HONGJIE DONG AND TUOC PHAN

AsstrACT. In this paper, we study both elliptic and parabolic equations in non-
divergence form with singular degenerate coefficients. Weighted and mixed-norm
Ly-estimates and solvability are established under some suitable partially weighted
BMO regularity conditions on the coefficients. When the coefficients are constants,
the operators are reduced to extensional operators which arise in the study of frac-
tional heat equations and fractional Laplace equations. Our results are new even
in this setting and in the unmixed case. For the proof, we establish both interior
and boundary Lipschitz estimates for solutions and for higher order derivatives of
solutions to homogeneous equations. We then employ the perturbation method
by using the Fefferman-Stein sharp function theorem, the Hardy-Littlewood max-
imum function theorem, as well as a weighted Hardy’s inequality.

November 21, 2018

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Letd € N and Ry = (0, ), IR’i = RY! x R, be the upper half space, T > 0,
and Qr = (=00, T] X RY. Let £ be the second order partial differential operator in
non-divergence form on the upper half space with Grusin type singular coefficients

Lu = a(t, )Dyu + —agi(t, Dy, (4,%) = (%', %) € Qr,
d

where o € (-1,1) is a fixed number, and (a;j)axq : Qr = R™? is a given bounded
measurable matrix-valued function which satisfies the following uniform ellipticity
condition with the ellipticity constant v > 0

VIER < aij(t, 0)EEG,  lai(t,x)l < v (1.1)

for any & = (&1,&2,...,&n) € R? and (t,x) € Qr. Also let ag,co : Qr — R be
measurable functions satisfying

v <ap(t,x), co(t,x) <v' forae. (tx)eQr. (1.2)

We are interested in the regularity and solvability in weighted and mixed-norm
Sobolev space W;;;(QT, wx; dxdt) of the following type of parabolic equations with
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singular coefficients

{ aouy — Lu + Acou = f(t,x)
0

xii_r)rg+ xgaqi(t, X', xa)Dju(t, x', x4) in Qr. (1.3)

When the coefficients a;j, co and the data f are time independent, we also study the
corresponding elliptic equations

{ —Lu+ Acou

in RZ. (1.4)

fx)
0

lim x§aq;(x’, x4)Dju(x’, x4)
x;—0*

Observe that by dividing both sides by 4y or ¢y and replacing v with 12, we may
assume that either ag = 1 or ¢y = 1.

In the special case when (a;j)axa is the d X d-identity matrix and ap = ¢y = 1, the
operator L appears in the study of fractional Laplace equations and fractional heat
equations; see [1} 2,3, 33]. In general, the class of equations with singular coeffi-
cients as in (L.3) and ([L4) appear in many other problems such as in mathematical
finance (see [16]), in geometric equations (see [17, [18]) and in mathematical
biology (see [12]). Note also that if & = 0, the considered equations are reduced to
the usual second-order elliptic/parabolic equations in non-divergence form with
the Neumann or oblique boundary condition. In this case, the existence, unique-
ness and regularity estimates in Sobolev spaces have been studied extensively in
classical literature such as 2] 26].

The main goals in this paper are to develop regularity estimates in weighted
and mixed-norm Sobolev spaces and to study existence and uniqueness of solu-
tions of both parabolic and elliptic equations (L.3) and ([L.4). In addition to this, for
homogeneous equations and with nicer coefficient (a;), we also develop local in-
terior and boundary L -estimates for solutions and their higher order derivatives.
This paper therefore provide fundamental theory for the study of other problems
arising in nonlocal fractional heat equations, fractional Laplace equations, mathe-
matical finance, mathematical biology, and problems in geometric equations. To
the best of our knowledge, this paper is the first of its kind that provides regularity
theory in Sobolev spaces for the equations in non-divergence form with measur-
able and singular coefficients. Even when the coefficients are constants, and in the
un-weighted case, the results of the paper are completely new.

To put our study in perspective, let us recall several related results. First of
all, due to its interest in calculus of variation, the study of elliptic and parabolic
equations with singular-degenerate coefficients appeared in many classical pa-
pers, for example 14, 6 [7]. Recently, due to various interests,
singular-degenerate equations are also studied in [2] [17,[18, 12, B3]. In
those mentioned paper, Harnack inequalities and Holder regularity theory are es-
tablished. On the other hand, regularity theory in Sobolev spaces for elliptic and
parabolic equations in divergence form with singular-degenerate coefficients was
only studied very recently; see [4] 8 25]. However, regularity theory in Sobolev
spaces for equations in non-divergence form with singular-degenerate coefficients
is still not part of the literature. Also, even for homogeneous equations with con-
stant coefficients, Lipschitz regularity theory estimates for solutions of (L.3)-(L.4)
and for their higher order derivatives are not yet established. The goals of this
paper are to establish those fundamental estimates, and then use them to obtain
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regularity theory in weighted and mixed-norm Sobolev spaces for solutions of (L.3)
as well as of (L4).

To state the main results of the paper, we introduce some definitions and notation
used in the paper. For each x = (x’,x4) € RY and p > 0, we write

Dp(x) = By(x') X (xa = p,xa + p),  Dp(x) = B, (x") X ((xa = p)", xa + p),

where B{,(x) is the ball in R4 of radius p and centered at x’, and a* = max{0, a} for
every real number a. Moreover, for each z = (f,x) = (2, x4) € R X R", the parabolic
cylinder and half-parabolic cylinder in R X IR” of radius p centered at z are denoted

by
Qu(2) = (t— p*, X Dyp(x), Qj(2) = (t—p*, 1] X D} (x).
When z = (0, 0), we use the abbreviations
B, =B(0), D,=Dy0), Qp=0Q(0), etc.

For every zo = (to, x{, Xa0) € Qr, p > 0, and a measurable function f defined in
Q5 (z0), we denote

1
I
Q;(zwf(z) () Q5 (z0) Jos o)

£2) ()
with
Q2 (o)) = fQ ., H

and we also denote

[f1pz(xa) = f(t, X', xq) dx'dt, (1.5)
Q)
where z{ = (to, x;) and Q/,(z() = (to—p?, to]XB),(x)), the parabolic cylinder in RXR*.
Moreover, the partial weighted mean oscillations of the matrix a = (aij)?,]-:y the
coefficients ag, and ¢ is denoted by

a(z0)= max f
i,j=1,2,...,d Q;(ZO)

+ Jg . (Ja0(@) = [a0]pz0x)| + [c0(2) = [eolp 2 (k)| udz) — (1.6)

P

aij(z) — [llij]p,zo(xd)| p(dz)

for zg € Qr, where u(y) = ly|* for y € R\ {0} and p(dz) = p(xg) dxdt.
For p,q € (1, o) and for given weights wy = wo(t) and w1 = w1(x), we denote the
weighted mixed-norm Lebesgue space on Qr by L, ,(Qr, w du) equipped with the

norm y
T q
L, @rw0dy = (j(; (jﬂ;d |f|Pw1(x)u(dx))‘7/pwo(t) dt) ,

where p(dx) = p(xg) dx and w(t, x) = wo(f)w1(x). Similarly, W;;Z(QT,wdy) denotes

the weighted mixed-norm Sobolev space equipped with the norm

2
lllwi2crr oy = Nl @y + kel @r0dp) + IDUIL, ©r.wdw + 1D UllL,, @r,0dp)-

When p = g and w = 1, we write L,(Qr,du) = L, ,(Qr,du) and W;’Z(QT, du) =
W, (Qr, du).
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In addition to the ellipticity condition (L.T), we assume that the coefficient matrix
a= (aij)?].zl : Qr — R satisfies the structural condition
agjt,x)=0, j=1,2,...,d-1. (1.7)

We would like to point out that this structural condition (I.7) holds for a large class
of equations arising in other problems such as [2}[15}12} 17, [18].

We now refer readers to Section2] where we recall and discuss the Muckenhoupt
Ap-class of weights, and the M-class of weights in which a certain type of weighted
Hardy’s inequality holds. Our first main result is the following theorem on the
existence, uniqueness, and regularity estimates for solutions of (I.3).

Theorem 1.8. Let v € (0,1), T € (=00, 00], p,q,K € (1,00), a € (=1,1), and py > 0.
Then there exist 6 = 6(d,v,p, q, o, K) > 0 sufficiently small, and Ao(v,d,p,q, o, K, po) > 0
sufficiently large such that the following statement holds. Suppose that wy € Ay(R),
w1 € Ap(R™Y), wy € Ap(Rs, 1) N My(p) with
[wola,w),  [wila ey, [w2la,w,p,  [w2dm,w < K

Suppose also that (L), (L2), (L2 hold and

{Ilﬁ(Zo) < 6/ v Y € (0/ PO)/ N Zp € ﬁT' (19)
Then for any f € L;p(Qr,wdy) and A > Ag, there exists a unique solution u €
W;ﬁ(QT,w du) of [L3). Moreover, it holds that

el @ 0dp) + IDullL, @1 wdw + VAIDUL, @rwdw + Al @ o)
< C(v,d,p,q,a KIfllL,,©rwdw,
where w(t, x) = wo(t)w1(x")w2(xq) for all (t,x) = (t,x',xa) € Qr, and dy = x§ dxdt.

(1.10)

In the case when the coefficients and data are time-independent, for each xq €
R?, we define [2i{]px, [c0lpx, and a‘p’(xo) as in (L.D) and (L.6) by replacing the
parabolic cylinders Q; (z0) and Q5(zp) by balls D;'(xo) and B}, (x), respectively. As a
consequence of Theorem[L.8] we have the following result for the elliptic equation
(T4) with singular coefficients.

Theorem 1.11. Let v € (0,1),p, K € (1,0), @ € (-1,1), and po > 0. Then, there exist
0 = 06(d,v,p,a,K) > 0 sufficiently small, and Ao(v,d,p, o, K, po) sufficiently large such
that the following statement holds. Suppose that wy € A,(R¥™1), w, € Ap(Ry, 1) N My (1)
with
[w1la,wey,  [@2da,®p,  [@20m,q) <K
Suppose also that (L1), (L2), (L2 hold on RY and
i) <6, Ype(py), VxoeRL (1.12)

Then for any f € L,(R%, wdu) and for A > Ao, there exists a unique solution u €
WA(RY, w du) of [LA). Moreover, it holds that

2
ID ””Lp(JRi,wdp) + \/X”D””Lp(m,wdp) + /\””“Lp(m,wdp)
S C(V/ dl p/ a, K)“f”Lp(]R‘i,wd‘u)/

where w(x) = w1 (X )w(xy) for all x = (¥, x5) € R x Ry, and dy = xj dx.

(1.13)
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Remark 1.14. The following points regarding Theorems [L.8 and [L.11] are worth
mentioning

(i) If a;; depends only on the x;-variable, then the conditions (1.9) and (L.1I2)
always hold. See Theorem [3.15below.

(ii) Theorems and [LT1] hold when wy(y) = yf for y € (0,00) and with
Be(-a-1,(a+1)(p-1)). Whena =0,p =g, w =1, and g;; are VMO in x
and merely measurable in ¢, a similar result was proved recently in [24].

(iv) By usingachange of variablesy; = xj—Ajx4,j=1,2,...,d-1and y; = x4, we
can relax the condition (L.7) and replace it with the condition that a, i = Ajadq
forj=1,2,...,d -1 with constants A;.

(v) By localization using the cut-off function ¢(x) = ¢1(x")P2(xs) with some
standard cut-off functions ¢, ¢ and x = (x', x4) € R4 ! xR, local weighted
mixed-norm boundary estimates can also be obtained from Theorems

and [[.11]

Theorems [1.8 and [L.11] appear for the first time for equations with singular-
degenerate coefficients in non-divergence form. We also emphasize again that
even in the un-weighted case and when the coefficients a;; depend only on the
xg-variable, these theorems are new. In this case, our results give W*?-regularity
estimates for the extension problem of the fractional Laplace and fractional heat
equations. The results therefore provide the Sobolev counterpart of the C* and C**
regularity theory established in [2, 3] and in many other papers. We also note that
for equations in divergence form, similar W'?-regularity estimates are established
in [8] for parabolic equations and in [25] for elliptic equations. When a = 0, the
equations (L.3) and (1.4) are reduced to uniformly elliptic and parabolic equations.
These equations are studied extensively in many papers (see [10, 11} 22] 20| 21 23])
and similar results are established. The results of this paper can be considered as
a further intensive development in this line of research.

Our proof is based the perturbation method using the Fefferman-Stein sharp
functions that was introduced in [22] and developed in [9} 20, 21], 23]. See
also [8] for a different approach which uses level set estimates for equations in
divergence form. To implement the perturbation technique, we first establish
both local interior and boundary L«-estimates for solutions and for higher order
derivatives of solutions to homogeneous equations. These results are also topics
of independent interests and they can be useful for other purposes. A weighted
Hardy type inequality also plays an important role in our proof.

We conclude this paper by giving an outline of the paper. In the next section,
Section 2] we recall several definitions on weights and weighted inequalities. As
an intermediate step, in Section Blwe study equations with coefficients depending
only on the x;-variable. In this section, local interior and boundary L..-estimates
for solutions and for higher order derivatives of solutions are established. A result
on unmixed weighted Sobolev estimates for non-homogeneous equations, which
is a special case of Theorem is also proved in this section. Equations with
singular-degenerate partially weighted BMO coefficients are studied in Section 4]
which is concluded with the proofs of Theorems[1.8and [L11]

2. PRELIMINARIES ON ANALYSIS OF WEIGHTS AND WEIGHTED INEQUALITIES

In this section, we recall several weighted estimates needed for the paper.
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2.1. Weighted Hardy’s inequality. Let us begin with the following definition.

Definition 2.1. Let a € (-=1,1) and p € (1, ), we say that the weight w : R, — R,
is in M () if

1 1-1

4 P

[@]m, () := sup [ f y P Da(y) #(dy)] [ fo w(y) 7 #(dy)] < 0o,

r>0

where u(y) = y* for y € R,.

See Remark 2.@below for examples of nontrivial M, (i) weights. The following
lemma is a consequent of [29, Theorem 1].

Lemma 2.2 (Weighted Hardy’s inequality). Let a € (-=1,1), p € (1, ), u(y) = y* for
y € Ry, and let w : Ry — Ry be measurable. Then, there is C > 0 such that

00 1 Y P 00
fo ( = fo £©) u(ds)) w(y) p(dy) < C fo fyow) udy),  @3)

for any non-negative f € L,(Ry, wdy) if and only if @ € My(u). Moreover, the constant
C depends only on p and [w]m, (-

Proof. Let F(y) = y*f(y) for y € R.. Then, 2.3) is equivalent to

00 1 " Yy p 0 1 1
f (J/“%-D-lw;(y) f F(s) ds) dyﬁcf [y F)] dy.
0 0 0

The assertion of the lemma then follows directly from Theorem 1]. [ |

We now introduce the following simple but important lemma in the paper.

Lemma2.4. Letve (0,1),ae(-1,1)andp,q € (1,00). Let w(t, x) = wo(t)w1(x")wa2(x4)
where wy, w1 are any weights, and w, € M,(u). Suppose that (LT) and (LZ) hold. Then
forany R € (0, 0], if u € W;,’;(Ql’g, wdu) is a solution of

{ Mt—-£u+}U/l

fo.
xlin(}+x;‘Ddu(t, X', x4) 0 in Qg
g

with some A > 0 and f € Ly ,(QF(2), w dy), it holds that
D/ XallL, (@ 0y + IDFUlIL, (@t0dn) < C@, v, p, (w2l @) [||Mt||Lq,p(Q;,wdy)
+IDDxullL,,p wdp) + AL, p wdw + ||f||L,,,,,(Q§,wdy)] ,
where p(dx) = x§ dx.
Proof. Note that
Dy(x“Dyt) = x;‘[x%Ddu +D2ul.

From this, the conditions (II) and (L7), and the equation of u, we obtain

IDa(x;Dgu)| < C(d,v)x3F, where F =|f|+ Alul + |us| + |[DD.ul.

This estimate together with the boundary condition of x7Dju yields

j];;g

X, P
1 d
<C(d,v) j}; [x‘“lfo s“lF(z’,s)Ids] x§w1(x)wa(xg) dx.

d

Daup
| i )wata) d
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Note that from the weighted Hardy’s inequality in Lemma[2.2] we have

R 1 X, 4
f ( — f s*IE(Z’, s)| ds] xgwo(xg) dxg
o (x5 Jo

R
< Clp lanlyy) [ IFE ¥l ontes) da
0

From the above two inequalities, it follows that

Ddu P

. xg1(x")wa(xq) dx < C(d, v, p, [w2]m,w) |F(Z xg)Pxar (X )wa (xg) dx

Dy

This and an integration in the time variable 1mply the estimate of Dyu/x;. To
estimate Diu, we use the equation again to derive

ID%u| < C(d, V)[P + IDdu/xdl].
From this, the estimate of D%u follows and the proof is completed. ]

2.2. Muckenhoupt weights and weighted Fefferman-Stein theorem. We start
with recalling the definition of classes of Muckenhoupt weights which was intro-
duced in [28].

Definition 2.5. Let a € (-1,1) and u(y) = |y|* for y € R\ {0}. For each p € [1, o)
and each d € IN, a locally integrable function w : RY — RR, is said to be in A,(R?, i)
Muckenhoupt class of weights if and only if [@] re,,) < oo, where

p-1
d = u(d if p e (1,00,
s [ Ji,m w(y) i y)] [ Ji oW u y)] ifpe (1,

P

1 .
sup [ f w(y) M(dy)] 1=~ (8, @) ifp=1
B, (x) w

p>0,xeR?

[(U]Ap(le,p) =

If u is a Lebesgue measure (i.e. a = 0), we just simply write A,(RY) = A,(R?, p).
Observe that if € A,(R), then & € Ap(]Rd) with [w]a,®) = [@] Ay(RY)s where @(x) =
w(xy) for x = (¥, x,) € R%. Sometimes, if the context is clear, we neglect the spacial
domain and only write w € A,.

Remark2.6. Leta € (-1,1),pe(1,0),and € (—a—1,(a+1)(p—1)). Let w(y) =
for y € (0, 00). Then, it is easily seen that w € M, (1) N A,(R+, p).

Let us denote the collection of parabolic cylinders in Qr = (-0, T] X R? x R, by
= Q! :p>0,2€ Q).

For any locally integrable function f defined in Qr, the Hardy-Littlewood maximal
function of f is defined by

MNE = sup f 17O ude)
QeQ,zeQ VQ
Moreover, the Fefferman-Stein sharp function of f is defined by

ffz)= sup If(cf) (fal u(dé),  where (f)Q=Jng(<S)I pdd).  (2.7)

QeQ,zeQ
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The following version of weighted and mixed-norm Fefferman-Stein theorem and
Hardy-Littlewood maximal function theorem are established in [9] and they are
needed in the paper.

Theorem 2.8. Let p,q € (1,0). Suppose that wy € Ay(R), w1 € A,(R¥Y), w, €
Ap(Ry, p) with

[wola,, [anls,, [w2la,w. <K
Then, for every f € L;,(Qr, wdy),

IIIL,, @rwdw < CA, q,p, KNFFIL, @rodw  and

(2.9)
”M(f)”Lq,p(QT,wd(u) < C(d/ q,p, K)”f”L/W(QT,(u du)-

3. EQUATIONS WITH COEFFICIENTS DEPENDING ONLY ON X;-VARIABLE

This section studies equations with singular coefficients that depend only on
the x;-variable. We establish Lipschitz estimates for solutions to homogeneous
equations and for their higher order derivatives. From these Lipschitz estimates,
we derive mean oscillation estimates for certain derivatives of the solutions. We
then state and prove W;’z-regularity for solutions to non-homogeneous equations.
These results will be used in the next section when we study equations with
singular partially weighted VMO coefficients.

Let T € (=o0,00] and let (a;j)ixa : Ry — R4 be a bounded matrix-valued
function which is uniformly elliptic, and let a € (=1, 1). Also, letag, co : Ry — Rbe
measurable functions satisfying

v < ag(xg), co(xq) <v7!

fora.e. x;€R,. (3.1)
We denote

a
Lou(t, x) = a;j(xa)Diju(t, x’, xq) + x—adeju(t, X, xq), (tx)=(x, x5 €Qr,
d

and consider the equation

ao(xq)ur — Lou(t, x) + Aco(xq)u
lin(} x5aqi(xg)Dju(t, x’, x4)
x;—0*

f (t(; R Qr (3.2)

where A > 0 is fixed. In addition to the assumption that the matrix (aij)szl

is uniformly elliptic and bounded, we assume that a4;/a44,j = 1,2,...,d — 1 are
constant functions and therefore they are independent on x4-variable. Dividing
both sides of the equation by a4, we may assume that

adj(xd) = ag4j and add(xd) =1, Vx;eR,, j= 1,2,.. .,d - 1.

Note also that by the change of variables, y; = x; — agjx4,j = 1,2,...,d — 1 and
Y4 = x4, without loss of generality, we may assume thata;; = 0forj=1,2,...,d-1
as in (L7). In the remaining part of this section, we assume that

agj(xs) =0 and ag(xq) =1, Yxs€Ry, j=1,2,...,d-1 (3.3)

Observe that under the condition (3.3), there is a hidden divergence structure for
the operator £y. Namely,

xy Lou(t, x) = Dilxgaij(xa)Dju(t, x)].
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Consequentially, the equation (3.2) can be rewritten in divergence form as

xgao(xa)ur — Di[xGaij(xa)Dju(x’, x4)] + Ax§co(xa)u x§ f(t, x),
lirr(} xyDgu(t, x’, xq) = 0
xg—0%

in QT.

(3.4)

3.1. Lipschitz estimates forhomogeneous equations. We derive several Lipschitz
estimates and oscillation estimates for solutions and their certain derivatives. We
start with the following local interior and boundary L, estimates for solutions.

Lemma 3.5 (Local Ly-estimates). Let v € (0,1], A > 0, and o € (=1, 1) be fixed, and let
1(s) = |s|* for s € R\ {0}. Also, let 2 = (£, %, %4) € Rx R*! x Ry, and assume that @CT),
@D, and B3) hold on (g — 2)*, R4 + 2). Then, the following statements hold.

() Iftg>2and u € W;’Z(Qz(ﬁ)) is a solution of

ag(xa)uy — Lou(t,x) + Aco(xg)u =0 in Qa(2). (3.6)
then
sup f u?(t, x) p(dx) + f (IDu* + Au?) u(dz) < C(d,v) u? u(dz),
te(f-1,f] Y D1(%) Q@) Q(2)

and for any k, j € IN U {0},

[ ortupue [ DDEOuP uE) < C@ ) [ DuP ) i)
Q13 Q13 Q(2)

(ii) If 24 =0and u € W;’Z(Q;(ﬁ)) is a solution of

ao(xa)ur — Lou(t, x) + Aco(xa)u = 0 o
lin& xgDgu(t, x’, x,4) = 0o n Q). (3.7)
xg—0"
then
sup u? (T, x) pu(dx) + f (IDuf? + Au?) u(dz) < C(d,v) u? u(dz),
te(f-1,f] Y D5 (%) Qr (@ Q3

and for any k, j € IN U {0},
[ 0P u@ s [ IDDL3jE ) < Ct ki) [ DuP + ) i)
Qr® Qr® [0246)

Proof. Under the assumption (3.3), both equations in (.6) and (3.7) can be written
in divergence form as in (3.4). Therefore, the lemma is a special case of [8, Lemmas
4.5 and 4.16]. [ |

As a consequence of Lemma we can derive local interior and boundary
Le-regularity estimates for solutions and their first order derivatives.

Lemma 3.8. Under the assumptions of Lemma the following statements hold true.
() Iftg=2andu e W;’Z(Qz(ﬁ)) is a solution of (3.6), then

12
lulle, i) < Cd, v, @) (J{: u? y(dz)) , and
Q2(2)
12
el 0y + IDUllz. 0, < C@, v, ) (JC (IDul* + A\u?) u(dz)
Q2(2)
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(ii) If 2 =0and u € W;’z(Q;(i)) is a solution of B.2), then

1/2
llllL @i ey < €, v, @) [JC u? ,U(dz)] , and
Q;(®)
1/2
Nl : @y + DUl @t ey < Cd, v, @) [JC (IDul + Au?) p(dz)
Q@)
Proof. Again, under the assumption (3.3), both equations in (3.6) and 3.7) can

be written in divergence form as in (3.4). Hence, the lemma follows from [8|
Propositions 4.7 and 4.23]. [ ]

Remark 3.9. Under the assumptions in Lemma we can use Lemma 3.5 with
some slight modification to improve the Lipschitz estimates of the solution u as

1/2
lulle.r ey + uellaor ey + IDUllor ey < Cd, v, @) (JC w [J(dz)] :
Q

5 (2)

Next, we establish local interior and local boundary Lipschitz estimates for higher
order derivatives of solutions to the homogeneous equations.

Lemma 3.10. Let g € [1,00) be a constant. Then under the assumptions of Lemma
for any k € IN U {0}, the following statements hold true.

() Iftg=2andu e W;’Z(Qz(ﬁ)) is a solution of (3.6), then

1/q
el i)y + Nl i) + DUl 1) < Cd, v, a, q) (J{: [14) y(dz)) ,
Q2(2)

IDDY ullr, (02 + DD telle 0, ) + ID* D ulle. 0,2
1/g
SC(d,v,k,a,q)(JC (IDDX,u| + \/XID’;,ul)qy(dz)) .
()

(ii) If 2 =0and u € W;’z(Q;(i)) is a solution of B.2), then

1/q
Nl @rey + Iuullia@r @y + IDulL @r ey < Cd, v, a,q) (JC [ y(dz)) ,
Q5 ()

e
||DDI;rM||Lw(Ql+(z)) + ||DD§/ut||Lw(Ql*(2)) + ||D2D§/u||Lm(Ql+(z))
1/q
< C(d,v,k a,q) ( f (IDD%,u| + VAIDY ul)t y(dz))
Q)

(3.11)

Proof. We only prove (ii) of the lemma as there is no singularity in (i) and its proof
is therefore simpler. Without loss of generality, we can assume Z = 0. Furthermore,
by Holder’s inequality for g > 2 and a standard iteration argument for q € [1,2)
(see, for instance, [19, p. 75]), we only need to consider the case when g = 2.
Observe that the function u; is still a solution of (3.7). Therefore, the first estimate
of B.I7) follows from Remark[3.9] It then remains to prove the second estimate in
(BII). As D u is again the solution of (87), it is therefore sufficient to prove this
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estimate with k = 0. Also, as u; is a solution of (3.7), we can apply Lemmas[B.8land
to obtain

12
IDullL..: ¢y + luellair ey + IDUlL i ¢y < C(d, v, @) [JC (IDul + Au?) y(dz)) .
Q5 ()

e

Hence, it remains to prove that

1/2
||D2u||Lm(Qr(2)) < C(d, v, a) (JC (|Du|2 + /\uz) [Ll(dz)] .
Q

> (@)
Recall that D, u satisfies the same equation as u with the same boundary condition.

By using Lemmas 3.5 and B.8 with some slight modification as stated in Remark
we get

1
2

IDDvullr @) < C[JC Dy ul? #(dz)) . (3.12)
Q

Now we prove the Le-estimate of D3u. To this end, we observe that from (3) and
(B9, it follows that

i1 d
Da(p(xa)Dau) = !J(xd)[ﬂo(xd)ut - Z Z a;j(xq)Diju + ACO(Xd)M]- (3.13)

i=1 j=1
Then, by using (3.13), (ii) of Lemma[B.8, 8.12), and Lemma[3.5 we get in Q

IDa(p(xa)Datt)] < Cpa(xa) sup (Juu] + [DDyeul + Alul)
Qr

< Cu(xg) (JL(;

This estimate together with the zero boundary condition gives

|u(xg)Dgul < C fo h u(s) ds [ Jg ) [|Du|2 + /\uz] y(dz))

1/2
[IDuf? + Aus?] y(dz)) .

+
2

1/2

Therefore,

1/2
supIDduISde(f [IDu? + Au?] y(dz)) .
Q; Q;

The last estimate together with (313), (ii) of Lemma and (B.12) yields

1/2
sup |D2u] < c[ f [IDu + 0] y(dz)) .
Qr Q%

The proof of the lemma is then completed. ]

Recalling that the notation (f) is defined in (Z7). As a result of Lemma[3.10, we
obtain the following mean oscillation estimates for solutions to the homogeneous
equations.
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Corollary 3.14 (Oscillation estimates). Let v € (0,1],A > 0,a € (-1,1), g € (1, 0)
and p > 0 be fixed numbers. Let 2 = (F,%,%5) € R x R X R, and (a;j)axa : (24 —
6p)*, 21 + 6p) — R™ be a bounded measurable matrix-valued function satisfying (L)
and B3). Assume that BI) holds and u € W;'Z(Qgp(i)) is a solution of

ao(xg)uy — Lou + Acolxg)u =0 in Qgp(ﬁ)
with the boundary condition

lim xjDgu(t,x’,x4) =0, (t,x') € Qg (&) if xa<6p, where z = (£,%).

x3—0*

Then, for every x € (0,1), it follows that

f  w-teluea < codaxf ),
Q@) Qg,®

f lu = (u) gy, wldz) < C(v, d, a)x JC || p(dz),
Q50 Q@)

J{: |Du — (Du)Q;p(i)l u(dz) < C(v,d, (X)KJC (IDul + \/Xlul) u(dz),
Q2 Qs,®

J{: IDDyu — (DDyu),,, )| p(dz) < C(v,d, (X)KJC (IDDyu| + VA|Dyul u(dz).
QL ® e Qs,®
p 8p

Proof. Up to a dilation, we may assume without loss of generality that p = 1.
Observe also that since u; and Dy u satisfy the same equation as u, by using the
regularity theory established in [, Theorem 1.6 and Remark 1.12 (ii)] for weak
solutions in divergence form as in (3.4), we see that u, u;, Du, DD, u arein L,,(Qgp 2)
for any p € (g,). Then by Lemma 2.4, we have Dﬁu € Lp(Qgp(i)). Therefore,
Lemmas (3.8 and[3.101are applicable. We then consider the following two cases.
Case 1: £; > 2. In this case Q3 (2) = Q2(2). To see the estimate of the oscillation of
u, we use (i) of LemmaB.I0with g = 1 and the doubling property of the A>-weight
 to obtain

JC e = (ur)gre)| p(d2) < w[l1full 0y + IDMAIL 01|
Q+

<xC(v,d,a) [ue] p(dz) < xC(v, d, o) 1] p(dz).
Qa(2) Q&)

Similarly,
Jg o IDDyu = (DDyu),,. | u(dz) < K[”atDDx’u”Lw(Ql(i)) + ”DZDx’u”Lw(Ql(ﬁ))]
e

<kC(v,d,a) (IDDyu| + VA|Dyul) p(dz)
Q%)

< «xC(v,d, a) (IDDyu| + VAIDul) u(dz).
Q; (@)
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For the oscillation of Du, we apply Lemma[3.10(i) in a similar way to get
JC |Du — (Du)gr )| u(dz) < K[”DZVHLM(QI(i)) + ||3tDM||Lw(Q1(z))]
Q@)

< xC(v,d, a) (IDul + VAul) u(dz) < xC(v,d, o) JC (IDu| + VAlul) u(dz).
Q(2) Qs (®)

Finally, the estimate of the oscillation of # can be done the same using Remark[3.9

Case 2: £; < 2. In this case, let zZ = (£,%,0) € Q»(%). Since «k € (0, 1), we observe that

Qi(®) € Q3(2) c Qs (2) € Qg(2).
Therefore, by Lemma B0 (ii), it follows that

f s — (ur) ey p1(dz) < w[10Pullr (03 2 + DUl (02 2y
Qi ®

<xkC(v,d,a) ] p(dz) < xC(v, d, o) 1] p(dz).
Q@ Q%@
where in the last inequality, we have used the doubling property of the A,-weight
u. The other estimates can be proved exactly in the same way. This completes the
proof of the lemma. ]

3.2. L,-estimates for non-homogeneous equations. In this subsection we state
and prove two results for the non-homogeneous equation (3.2). The first one is a
solvability result which particularly proves Theorem[I.8lwhen coefficients depend
only on x4-variable, g = p,and w = 1.

Theorem 3.15. Let v € (0,1],p € (1,00) and o € (—=1,1) be fixed, and let u(s) = |s|* for
s € R\ {0}. Suppose that @I, B.1), and B3) are satisfied. Then, for any f € L,(Qr, d)
and A > 0, there exists a unique strong solution u € W;’Z(QT, du) of the equation (3.2).
Moreover, the solution u satisfies

lotellL, r,dn) + ”DZMHL,,(QT,dy) + \/X”DVHL,,(QT,dy) + Ml @,
<N, v,a, p)“f”Lp(lR‘i,dH)'

We note that even though the coefficient matrix (a;;)ixs only depends in x;-
variable, Theorem[B.I5lis new and also very important in applications. In particular,
the theorem will be useful in the next section when we study parabolic equations
(1.3) with partially weighted VMO coefficients. Our first lemma is a global L,-
estimate lemma, which in turn gives Theorem[3.15when p = 2.

(3.16)

Lemma 3.17 (Global L,-estimates). Under the assumptions of Theorem for any
f € Ly(Qr,du) and A > 0 there exists unique solution u € W;’Z(QT, du) of B2).
Moreover,

sl op.dy + ID?Ulliy @y diy + VDUl a0 + Al die
< N, v, Ol fllLyr. -

Proof. We first prove the estimate (3.18) for each solution u € W;’Z(QT, du) of 32).
Since the coefficients are independent of t and x’, by mollifying the equation in x’

and ¢, we may assume that u;, Dyu € W;’Z(QT, du). By multiplying the equation

(3.18)
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(B.4) by Au and integrating in Qr, and then using the integration by parts, the
ellipticity condition [L.I), and the condition (3.I), we get the energy inequality

Av f (xa)|Dul* dxdt + A*v f (gl dxdt < A f wxa) £t )llu(t, x)| dxdt.
Qr Qr Qr

Then using Young’s inequality for the term on the right hand side of the above
estimate, we obtain

A f w(x)|Duf* dxdt + A2 f p(x)|uf® dxdt < N(v) f () FA(t, x) dxdt.  (3.19)
Qr Qr Qr

Now, we multiply the equation (3.4) with Dy fork € {1,2,...,d — 1}. Because Dyu
satisfies the same equation with the same boundary condition as u, we can use the
integration by parts to get

p(xa)aij(xa)D juDyu dxdt + A f y(xd)co(x,;l)|Dku|2 dxdt < — p(xq) fDygeu dxdt.
Qr Qr Qr

Then, by using the ellipticity condition (L.I) and (3.I), Holder’s inequality, and
Young’s inequality we obtain

fQ pee)IDDyul® dxdt + A | u(xa)|Dyul* dxdt < N(d,v) f () f(t, x)* dxdt

Qr
(3.20)
Next, we estimate the weighted L, norm of u;. Recall that azy = 1. We rewrite the
first equation of (3.4) into

Qr

xgao(xg)uy — Da(x;Dgu) = ng, (3.21)
where
-1 d
f = f + Z Z a,‘jDi]'u — Acou.
i=1 j=1

We test 3.21) by u; and integrate in Qr, and integrate by parts using the zero
boundary condition to get

f p(xa)ao(xa)u? dxdt + f (xg)DguDgu; dxdt = f () f(t, X)us(t, x) dxdt.
Qr Qr Qr

Since the second term on the left-hand side above is nonnegative, by Young’s

inequality, (3.1), (3.19), and (3.20) we obtain
f p(xg)u? dxdt < N(d,v) f () FA(t, x) dxdt.
Qr Qr

Finally, the estimate of Dﬁu follows from Lemma R dwith wg, w1, w, = 1.

Next, we prove the unique solvability of (3.2). As the equation (3.2) can be
written in the divergence form (3.4), by [8, Theorem 1.10], there is a unique weak
solution u of (3.4) such that u, Du € Ly(Qr, dp). Observe that in this case, we do not
require any regularity condition on the coefficient (az-]-)’z].:l. In fact, in [8, Theorem
1.10] A is assumed to be sufficiently large. However, in our case by a simple scaling
argument, we only need A > 0. By mollifying the equation in x" and ¢, we may
assume that ugg),Dxfu("),DDx/u(") € Ly(Qr,dy). It follows from Lemma 2.4 that
ul® € Wy*(Qr, dy) is a strong solution of (3:2) with f©) in place of f. By the proof
above, we have (B.I8) with u®) and £ in place of u and f. Now taking the limit as
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¢ — 0, we get (3.18). The uniqueness follows from (3.I8). The proof of the lemma
is then completed. L]

Next, we establish the oscillation estimates for u, 1;, Du, and DD, u for the
non-homogeneous equation (3.2).

Proposition 3.22 (Oscillation estimates). Under the assumptions of Theorem [3.15
assume that f € Ly oc(Qr, dy) and u € W;’IZOC(QT, du) is a solution of the equation (3.2).

Then, for any 2 = (£, %, %4) € Qr, A > 0, and for x € (0,1)

JC U = (W), 0| pudz)
Q1,0

1/2
<C,d,a)|x f U] u(dz) + x~@+3)/2 f If(t, x)I* u(dz) ,
Q:,® Q:;,®

where U = (Au, us, VADu, DDy ut) and (H)Q;p(g) is defined as in @.7).

(3.23)

Proof. Letv e W;’Z(QT) be the solution of

ao(xg)vy — Loo(t, x) + Aco(xg)u
lim x{Dgo(t, x’, xq)
x;—0*

ft, x)1g: (¢, x)
OSP ) in QT,

where 1%(2) denotes the characteristic function of the cylinder Qgp(i). Observe

that the existence of v is ensured by Lemma B.I7l Moreover, it follows from this
lemma that

0L di) + ID*Olyp d + \/K”DU”LZ(QT,dy) + MlollLy@r )
< Cv, d, )l flleaoz, @p)-

This estimate and the doubling property of the A>-weight p particularly imply that

2 172
A, V o
4G y(dZ)] séf fP u@z)| , and
[Jg,tp@ K2 Jor @

1/2 1/2
[ f |V y(dz)) < Cv,d,a) [ f |f1? y(dz)] ,
Q;,® Q;,®

where V = (Av, v, VADv, DD,v). Now, letw = u—v € W;’Z(Qgp(ﬁ)), which satisfies

(3.24)

ao(xg)w; — Low + Aco(xg)w =0 in Qgp(ﬁ).
Moreover, if £; < 6p, the solution w also satisfies the boundary condition

lim xjDgw(t,x’,xq) =0, (tx)€ Qg (), with 2= (£ 2.

x3—0*

Hence, it follows from Corollary B.14] that

JC W — (W)gr o u(d2) < C(v,d, a)x f |WI u(dz), (3.25)
Q@ Q5@
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where W = (Aw, w;, VADw, DD.w). Now, to estimate the oscillation of U, we note
that

JC |- (lAl)Q;p(i)I p(dz) < ZJC |U - c| u(dz), foreveryceRR.
Qe Qe

Then, by taking ¢ = (W)sz(f), and using the triangle inequality and Holder’s
inequality, we see that

f o -@geln@ <2 f 0= @fu)
Q5 (2) Q5 (2)

1/2
sz[f |W—(W)Q¢p(ﬁ)|y(dz)+(f \45 y(dz)) l
Q4 ® Q4@

From this estimate, the first estimate in (3.24), and (3.29), we see that

JC U = (Wgy, )| p(d2)
Q1,(0)

1

A dz) + 1% 2 u(dz)|
<cC - Jg LTS [ Jg L z)]

N N 2 _% 2 :
=cl: f%@|u<z>|u(dz>+1<(£gp(i)|v<z>| u(dZ)] i [JCQ;@ @) u(dz)) .

Now, using the second estimate in (3.24), we can control the middle term on the
right hand side of the last estimate and infer (3.23). The proof of the lemma is
therefore completed. ]

Now we can prove Theorem[3.15

Proof of Theorem[3.15 Note that the case p = 2 is proved in Lemma 3170 It then
remains to consider the case p # 2. We split the proof into two cases:

Case 1: p > 2. We first prove the estimate (3.16). Let u € W;'Z(QT, du) be a solution
of (2). By applying Proposition 3.2l we can control the sharp function of U by

d+3

0*(2) < Cv,d, ) [xM(TNE) + k™ F M(fP)(2)'?]  foranyz € Qr,

where k € (0,1). Then, by using the Fefferman-Stein theorem for sharp functions
and Hardy-Littlewood maximal function theorem (cf. (2.9)) we obtain

”H”Lp(QT,dy) <Cd, a, P)||a#||Lp(QT,dp)
- _in
<Cwd, a,p) [K”MOUDHLP(QT,dy) +K 2 “M(Iflz)l/z”L,,(QT,dy)]
- i
<Cwd, a,p) [K”U“Lp(QT,dy) +K 2 ”f”LP(QT,dy)] .

By choosing « sufficiently small depending only on d, v, a, and p, we obtain

“a”L,,(QT,dy) < Cd, v, &, PlIfllL,@rdu)-
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This and the definition of U imply that

lleaellr, r, auy + IDDyullL, r,dp) + \/KHDMHLP(QTW) + Mull, @, )
< Cd, v, a, plifllL,@r,au).
which together with Lemma 2.4l complete the proof of (3.16).
Finally, the existence and uniqueness of solutions can be proved in exactly the
same way as in Lemma 317

Case 2: p € (1,2). In this case, we consider the equation in divergence form as in
(B.4). Using [8, Theorem 1.10], we obtain

‘/XHDHHLP(QT,@) + Mulle, @rawy < Cd, v, p, &I fll, @r,du)- (3.26)

Then, with the help of the difference quotient, we can formally differentiate the
equation, and see that Dy u is also a solution of the same equation (3.4) with f
replaced by Dy f. Therefore, using [8, Theorem 1.10] again, we see that

IDDx ullL, @ dyy < Cd, v, p, &I fllL, @, du)- (3.27)

Now, for each fixed x’ € R*!, we consider u is a function of (t, x;)-variable, and
write equation (3.2) as

ao(xq)xjus — Da(xiDgu) + Aco(xg)u = xjF in Qr,
where Qr = (=00, T] % (0, ) and

F(t,x0) = fit,¢,2) = Y ayDiu.

(i.f)#dd)

Now we use a duality argument. Let p’ = p/(p — 1) € (2, 00). For any g € C7 (Qr),
letov e W;,’Z(IR x R*) be the unique solution to

lim xDyv =0 in RxR", (3.28)
0

x;—0"

{ —ao(xa)xvr — Da(x7Dgv) + Aco(xa)v X581 (o0, 1)(t)

which satisfies
oI, (Rxr+,dw) < C(v, p, D)lIg ||Lp, Or dp)- (3.29)

The existence of such solution and (3.29) follow from Case I with a change of
variable t — —t. Since ¢1(_o 1)(t) = 0 for t > T, it is easily seen that v = 0 for t > T.
Since g is smooth and supported on ¢ € (o0, T), by using the technique of finite
difference quotients, we see that v; € W;,’Z(]R x R*) satisfies (3.28) with g; in place
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of g. Using integration by parts and the boundary conditions of u and v, we have

fut(t,x’,xd)xggdxddt

Or

= f u(t, %, xd)[ — ao(xa)xvr — Dyg(x§Dgv) + Aco(xd)v] dxydt
Qr

= f | = aoCea)xuu(t, %', xa)or + u(t, x', x4)(Dale§ Daor) = Aco(xa)oy) | dxadt
Qr

= [ [~ gt 3o = Dt ', 3§D = Aot o
Or

= f —xFoy dx,dt.
QOr

It then follows from (3.29) that

fﬁ e, ¥, g () dt] < 1Bl g4l
T
< C(v, p, a)||F||LP(QT,[;]H)I|g||LP,(QT,dH)‘
Since g € CS"(QT) is arbitrary, we obtain
[l22e (-, X, ')“Lp(OT/dH) < C(v, p, a)lIF(, X, ')“Lp(f)pdp)‘
Then, integrating this last estimate with respect to x’ € R*"!, we obtain
lotellL, @r dp) < Cv, p, ONIFIL,@r dp)-
From this, 326), and (3.27), we infer that
el r,du) + IDDxtillL, r,dp) + \/X”DVHL,,(QT,dy) + Ml @r,ap)
< Cd,v,p, Ol fllr, @)

which together with Lemma[2.4limplies (3.16). Asbefore, the existence and unique-
ness of solutions can be proved in the same way as in Lemma[3.171 The proof of
the theorem is now completed. |

Next, we prove the following corollary of Theorem[3.15|giving the mean oscilla-
tion estimates of solution of (3.2). The result is an improved version of Proposition
and it is needed in the next section.

Corollary 3.30. Let v € (0,1], « € (-=1,1), and g € (1, o) be fixed. Let A > 0,p > 0,
2=(t,%,%4) € Qr, and u(s) = |s|* for s € R\ {0}. Assume that @ij)axa : Ry > R™ isa
bounded measurable matrix-valued function satisfying (L) and B3). Assume that BT}
holds, f € Lq(Qgp(ﬁ),d,u), and u € W;’Z(Qgp(ﬁ), du) is a solution of the equation

ao(xa)ur — Lou + Aco(xa)u = f - in - Qg (2)
and if £; < 6p, u satisfies the boundary condition

lim xgDgu(t,x’,x) =0 (t,x) € Q, (&) for £ = (£ 2.

x3—0*
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Then, for every x € (0,1)

f U = (Wgy, o)l p(d2)
QL (0)

1/q
K JC 18 y(dz)+1<‘(d+3)/‘7[f If(t, x) u(dz)) ,
Qg,® Q5,(®

where U = (Au, us, VADu, DDy ut) and (H)Q;P(g) is defined as in @.7).

(3.31)
<C(v, d,a,q)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition However, instead of using
the L,-estimates in Lemma[3.17] we use Theorem[3.15] We provide the details of the
proof for completeness. By Theorem B.15] there is a unique solution v € W;’Z(QT)
to the equation

ao(xq)vr — Loov(t, x) + Aco(xg)u
lim x{Dgo(t, x’, xq)
x;—0*

ft, x)1g: (¢, x)
ng : in QT,

where 1¢: ) denotes the characteristic function of the cylinder Qg (2). Moreover,

0elL, r ) + ”Dzv”Lq(QT,dy) + \/K”DDHLH(QT,dILL) + Mol dy)
< Cv, d, o, PlIflle, 0z @dp)-

This estimate and the doubling property of the A,-weight u imply that

1/g
A~ C /d/ 7
( JC (V|7 #(dz)) < (vqu) ]C
Q1,8 K Qt

8/7(

1/q a
[JC W4k #(dz)] <C(v,d,a,q) [JC £ H(dz)} /
Q3,0 Q@

where V = (Av, vy, VADo, DD,v). Next, letw =u—-v € W;’Z(Qgp(ﬁ)), which satisfies

1/q
UK u(dZ)] , and
) (3.32)

ao(xz)wy — Low + Aco(xg)w =0 in Qgp(i).
In addition, if £; < 6p, w satisfies the following boundary condition
lin(} xX{Daw(t, X', x0) =0, (t,x') € Q4 (2'), with 2= (£, ).
xg—0"

Then it follows from Corollary [3.14] that

JC W — (W) o u(d2) < C(v,d, (X)KJC |WI u(dz), (3.33)
Q0 Qg,®

where W = (Aw, wy, VADw, DD, w). To control the the oscillation of U, we recall
that

f U = (U)g:, )] 1(d2) < 2 f |U - c| u(dz), foreveryceR.
Q@) 2

Q@)
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Consequently, by taking ¢ = (W)Q;p(;g«), and using the triangle inequality and
Holder’s inequality, we obtain

f 10 = (U)gy, o) p(dz) < 2 f U - (W), (@)l pdz)
Qi@ Q@)

1/q
sz[f IW—(W)Q¢p<z>Iu(dZ)+(JC Iquu(dZ)) l
1, 1,

From this estimate, the first estimate in (3.32), and (3.33), we see that

JC U = (W), )| pdz)
Q1@

<C KJC W) u(dz) + 1 f
QL@ 0

8p

~ ~ q 1 _%
sCkkfggp(i)lll(z)lp(dz)+1c[]g+ (2)|V(z)| y(dz)] +x (Jg

8p P

1

Jer u(dZ)]

Lo u(dz))q .

Finally, using the second estimate in (3.32), we can control the middle term on the
right hand side of the last estimate and infer (3.31). The proof is completed. =

4. EQUATIONS WITH SINGULAR PARTIALLY WEIGHTED BMQO COEFFICIENTS

This section is devoted to the proofs of Theorems [L.8 and [L11] Recall that
Qr = (=00, T X RY, (@ij)axa : Qr = R>? is a bounded, measurable matrix-valued
function satisfying the ellipticity condition (LI) and (L7), and ap,co : Qr —» R
are measurable functions satisfying (I2). We first focus our attention on the
equation (I.3) which is the parabolic equation in non-divergence form with singular
coefficients:

f (8 K Qr, (4.1)

lim x{Dgu
,‘Cf]—)OJr

{ aouy — Lu(t, x) + Acou

where
a
Lu(t, x) = ajj(t, x)Diju(t, x) + x—ﬂdd(f, x)Dgu(t, x).
d
We first state and prove a lemma about the oscillation estimates for the solutions.

Lemma 4.2. Let v € (0,1), g € (1,), @ € (-1,1), p € (g, o) and assume that [LT),
(@2), and (2D hold. Let A > 0 and p, p1,po € (0,1), 2 = (£, %, %4),20 € Qr, t1 € Rand
fe Lq(Qgp(i), du). Assume that u € W;’Z(Qgp(ﬁ), du) vanishing outside (t1 — (pop1)*, t1]
is a solution of the equation

u—Lu+Au=f in Qgp(i),

and if &4 < 6p, u satisfies the boundary condition

lin(} xgDault, X', xq) =0, (t,x) € Q,(2), with £ = (£ %).
x;—0"
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Then, for every x € (0,1) it holds that

JC U = (U)gy, | p(dz)
Q1)

9
< C(d,v,p,q,a)|x [ f |l u(dZ)) + @) 20 [ f Lo y(dz)]
Q:, @) 50

8p

1/p
+Cd,v,p, g, {a*;o(ﬁ)%‘% [ Ji , (D%l + D/ u(dZ)]
8p z

1/p 1/q
f <|ut|+A|u|)f’u<dz>] +[f |f|w<dz>] ]
Q0 Q0

where U = (Au, uy, VADu, DDy u).

4 il
+ g (2)77

Proof. We split the proof into two cases depending on 8p > pg or 8p < po.
Case I: 8p > pg. We see that

JC 10 = (()qz, o)) p(dz) < C(d, @)@ JC U] u(dz)
Q8 Qs

1-1 1
q q
< C(d, a)K_(d+3) [J(: L —(opry il f’l(dz)} [JC | /’l(dz)}
Qs,® Q5,®

8p 8p

< C(d, (X)K_(d+3)pi(1_1/q) [JC

Q;, @)

\ay u(dZ)] :

Case 2: 8p < po. Recall that [a;]s,2(xs) are defined as in [L3) for i, j € {1,2,...,d}.

Denote
Ly zu = [aijlspz(xa)Diju + x%[ﬂdd]sp,z(xd)de
We also denote
Fi(t, x) = (aij — [aijlsp,2)Diju(t, x), Fa(t,x) = xﬁd(add — [a4alsp2)Dault, x),
and
F3(t, x) = ([a0]sp,z — a0)us(t, x) + A[colsp,z — co)ult, x).

Under the condition (L7), we observe that u is a solution of

3
[a0sp 2 (xa)ur — Ly zu(t, x) + Alcolspz(xa)u = f(t, x) + Z Fi(t,x) in Qg (2).
i=1

Moreover, if £; < 6p, the solution u also satisfies the boundary condition

xii_r)r& xgDau(t, x’',x5) =0 for (t,2') € Qép(i’).

21
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By applying Corollary 3.30) we infer that

JC U = (U, )| p(d2)
Q4@

1/q
< C(d,v, @, q) |« f Ul p(dz) + 30 f F(t 1 u(d2) 4.3)
Q5,0 Q5,0

3 1/q
+ K_(d+3)/l] Z f |Fi|q tu(dz) ,
Q@

i=1

where U = (Auw, uy, VADu, DD, u). We now control the last three terms on the right
hand side of (4.3). By Holder’s inequality and the boundedness of (z/z,-j)f’,].:1 in (L),
we see that

1/q
[ f Fyl u(dZ)]
Q;,©)
P9

Pq 1/p
< {f laij(z) — [ﬂij]8p,2(xd)|% H(dZ)J {JC ID*ulf #(dz)]
Qs,® Qs,®

g

Pq 1/p
<C(v,p,9) [Jg o laij(z) — [aijlsp,2(xa)] .U(dz)] [Jg . ID*ulf H(dZ)J

8p

1/p
= Cv,p, )t (2)1 7 [JC ID2uf? y(dz)] .
Q@)

Similarly, we use Holder’s inequality and the boundedness of a;j, a9, and ¢y to
control the terms involving F, and F3 by

1/q
f B2l (dz) | < C(v, p, gty ()77 f
Q5 -

D 1/p
- 'p u(dZ)]

X4
and
1/q 1/p
[ £ EruE@| < Cop O | £ Gl Ay pn)|
Q:,® Q;,®)
The lemma then follows by combining the above two cases. ]

Proposition 4.4. Let T,v,p,q,K o, and w be as in Theorem Then, there exist
sufficiently small numbers 6 = 6(d,v,a,p,q,K) > 0and p1 = (d,v,a,p,q,K) > 0 such
that the following statement holds. Let po > 0, A > 0, and f € L;,(Qr, w du). Suppose

that (L), @L2), @), and @L9) hold. If u € W;:;(Q, w du) vanishes on (t1 — (pop1)*, t1]
for some t1 € R and satisfies @), then

2
lloaellr, ,r.wdw) + \/X“Du“L,”,(QT,wdy) +ID%ulle, ,©r0dw + ML, @r,wdy)
< C@,v,a,p,q, KIfllL,,@r0du)-
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Proof. For the given wy € Aq((—oo, T)) and ww;, € Ap(]R‘_{, du), using the reverse
Holder’s inequality [27, Theorem 3.2] we choose p1 = p1(d, p, g, a, K) € (1, min(p, 9))
such that

wo € Agip, (=0, T)), w12 € Apjp, (R, dp). (4.5)
Let p, = (1 +p1)/2 € (1,p1). Applying Lemma with p,, p1 in place of ¢,p
respectively, we see that

(*(2) < Cv, d, p, pr, @) [RM(TE) + k@20 A=) 6) 2

# BORH (M) ) + AMuP) 7 )|

for any 2 € Qr. Therefore, it follows from the Fefferman-Stein sharp function
theorem, Theorem 2.8 that

||lA1||Lq,p(QT,w du)
A — 2(1-1 o
< C(d,v,p,q, 0, K) [KIMATDIL, 07w + 1742 o7 T PAUMATPY P11, 0

d+3 1 1

_an L s 11 by oL
+i¢ 2 M) 72 I, r wdpy + K72 672 7 {||M(|D ulP )L, (@ wdy)

1 1 1
HIM(IDau/xal" ) I, ©rwdp) + IMUue) 1L, ©r wdpy + AIMul) 7 ”L,W(prd‘u)}] .

It then follows from (4.5) and the theorem for Hardy-Littlewood maximal function
that

—(d+3) 2(1—1/P2))
1

T, 1 iy < C,v,p, 9,0, K) (1 + @ p 1T, (o oy

d+

_d+3 3 1_1
+5 2 Iflle,, @rwdp) + % 72 072 7 {||D2u||Lq,p(QT,wdy) + IDau/xdllL, , r,wdp)
Hlluellr, ,rwan) + /\”u”Lq,p(Qr,wd(Ll)}] .

By combining this with Lemma [2.4] we conclude that

~ _ 2(1-1 _de3 11
||U||Lq,p(QT/wd(“) < C(d, v,p,q, 4, K) [(K + 1K (d+3)p1( /p2) +1 252 P )”u”Lq,p(QT/ZUd,U)

_d+3
+wﬂz+mvmﬂhmd,
where
U = || + |D*u| + VA|Du| + Alu| + |Dgu/x4-

Now, choose « sufficiently small and then choose 6 and p; sufficiently small de-
pending on d, v,p, g, @, and K such that

—(d+3)pi(1—1/lﬂz) + K—%Séplz },) < 1/2

Cd,v,p,qq, K)(K + K
We then infer that
NIz, @ wdn < CA,v,p,49, 2, KIfllL,, @ wdw)-
The theorem is proved. ]

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem [I.8
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Proof of Theorem[L.8 We first prove the estimate (LI0). Letu € W;;;(QT, w du) be a
solution of (L.3). In view of Proposition[4.4] we only need to remove the condition
that u vanishes on (t1—(po pl)z, t1]. To this end, we use a partition of unity argument.
Take & € C7(IR) to be a non-negative standard cut-off function vanishing outside

(- popl,O] and

f &ty dt = 1. (4.6)
R
Let ws(t, x) = u(t, x)&(t — s). Then w; solves the equation
agdiws — Lw + Acow = Fs
lin(} XDgws(t,x) = 0 M Qr.
x;—0"

where
F(t, x) = f(t,x)&(t = s) + apu(t, x)E(t — ).
Observe that for each s € IR, the function w; vanishes outside (s — p% p%, s] X ]Ri. We
then apply Proposition .4l to infer that
19swslIL, 7w du) + \/XHDwsHLq,p(QT,wdy) + ||D2ws||L,,,,,(QT,wdy) + MlwsllL, ,©r,wdp)
< C(d/ v, Q, P/ ‘% K)”FSHLW(QT,wdy)'

We note that from (£.6),

(4.7)

[DSu(t, x)P = f IDSu(t, x)PEI(t —s)ds, ¥ oelN.
Therefore, with @(x) = w1 (x")w2(x;), we have

D5, = [ IO g 7090

_ (o3 . q
_ fR D105 M 1 5

Then, by integrating the last estimate with respect to wy(f) df, we obtain

a.119 _ o q
||Dx””L,,,q(QT,wdy)_fR“waS“LP,q(QT,wdy) ds.

Also, since u,&(t — s) = dyws — ué(t — s), by a similar calculation, we also obtain

29
|| t”L (QT(Ud,U f”ath”L (Qr,wdu) dS+C(pOP1) || ”L (Qde[u)

From the last two estimates and by integrating the g-th power of (£.7) with respect
to s, we conclude that

lleaellL, ,r, ) + \/K“Du“Lw,(QT,wdy) + ||D2u||L,,,,,(QT,wdy) + Mlulle, , ©r 0 dy)
< C(d, v, 0, p, 4, K|l @r i + (Pop1) 2L, @rdi |

Now, choose Ay = 2C(d, v, a, p, q, K)(pop1) 2, we obtain (LI0) as long as A > A,.
It now remains to prove the existence of solutions, as the uniqueness follows
from [LI0). We use the method of continuity. To this end, let us fixed A > Ay and
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for every y € [0, 1], consider the operator
L =1-p)o-a- %Dd +A] + ylagd: = £+ Aco]
=(1-y+ya0)d: — [(1-p)(A+ %Dd) + 7L+ A1 -y +yco)
= a9, 0 — a;j, Djju — x%add,deu + Aco,y,

where
Aijy = (1 - )/)6,']' + yaij for i,j =12,.. .,d,
and
ap,y = 1- Yy +yao, Coy = 1- Y + Yco.
In particular, (a,-]-,),)’i j=17 0,y and cp, satisfy the same conditions as (“ii)i]sy ap,
and ¢p do. Therefore, by the a-priori estimate (I.10), there is a constant Cy =
Co(v,d,p,q,a,K) independent of y such that

2
lleaellr, , @r wdp) + 1D UllL, ,Qr 0 du) + \/X”Du”L,w(QT,wdy) + Alullr, , @7 wdp)
< CollfllL,, @r wdp)

ifue W;;Z(QT, wdu) is a solution of

Lyu = /.
lim xDju = 0 M Or. (4.8)
xd—>0+

Moreover, observe that when y = 0, the existence of solutions to (&.8) follows from
Theorem 3.15]and the argument in [9] Section 8]. Hence, by the method of conti-
nuity, for every f € L, ,(Qr, @ du), there exists a unique solution u € W;,';(QT, wdu)
of the equation (L.3). See, for instance, [22] Theorem 1.3.4, p. 15]. The proof of the
theorem is completed. ]

Proof of Theorem[LTT Let Agand 6 be as in Theorem[1.8] and we prove Theorem[L11l
with this choice of Ag and 6. It suffices to prove the estimate (I.13) as the existence
and uniqueness can be proved in the same way as in the proof of Theorem[L.T1l We
follow an approach used in [23]. Let A > Ag and let u € Wf,(]R‘i, w du) be a solution
of the equation (L4), and let v = &(t/n)u(x) for n € N and for some & € C(RR)
satisfying & = 1 on (0,1). Also, let

f(t,x) = &(t/n) f(x) + & (t/n)u(x)/n.
We see that v € W;’Z(]R‘i”, wdy) is a solution of

{vt—£v+/\cov = f

: d+1
. in R,
limy, 0+ x7Dgv 0 +

Then, it follows from Theorem [1.8] that
”Dzv“Lp(]Ri*l,wdH) + \/X”Dv”Lp(Rﬂ*l,wd(u) + A||U”Lp(]1'{i“,mdy) (4.9)
< Cv, d, p, a, Kl ret g

Let us denote

ylzflé(t)lpdt and )/zzflé’(t)lp dt.
R R
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By a simple calculation, we see that

P _ P p _ P
||U||Lp(m+1lwdy) = 7/171||M||Lp(mrwdm, ||DU||LP(]RL1+1,MH) = yln“Du“LP(]Ri,mdy)’
2 1P _ 2. 1P
1D v”LP(JRiﬂ,wdp) = ynllD u”LP(]R‘i,mdy)'
Moreover,

AP < P 1-p 1P
||f||Lp(]RT1,wdm < 7/1”||f||Lp(m+1lwdy) +yan “U”L,,(R‘i“,wdu)'
By substituting these estimates into (£.9), we have

2
||D u”Lp(IRiH,a)d‘Ll) + \/X”Du”LP(]R‘iH,a)d‘u) + /\”u”Lp(]R‘i”,wdy)

al -1
< C,d, p,c, K) [l et oy + 1 0l oot ]

Then, letting n — oo, we obtain (I.I3). The theorem is proved. ]
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