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Gradient Estimates for Parabolic Systems from
Composite Material

Haigang Li and Yanyan Li

Abstract

In this paper we derivéV/>> and piecewiseC® estimates for solutions, and
theirt—derivatives, of divergence form parabolic systems withfitcients piecewise
Holder continuous in space variabl@sand smooth int. This is an extension to
parabolic systems of results of Li and Nirenberg on ellipiistems. These estimates
depend on the shape and the size of the surfaces of discbnifithe codficients,
but are independent of the distance between these surfaces.

1 Introduction and Main Results

The purpose of this paper is to establish gradient estinfatesome parabolic systems
of divergence form, which arise from the study of compositgerial. Babuska et al.
[2] were interested in elliptic systems arising in elasyiciThey observed numerically
that, for certain homogeneous isotropic linear systemdastieity, |Vu| stay bounded
independently of the distance between the regions. Baemeatid Vogelius [3] proved the
boundedness ¢V u| for a scalar elliptic equation in bounded domains with twd balls
touching at a point. This result was extended by Li and Vagah [17] to general second
order elliptic equations with piecewise Holder figents, where strong&' estimates
were established. Late§® estimates were obtained by Li and Nirenberglin [16] for
general second order elliptic systems including systeneasticity, with an improved
Holder exponentr. A remaining open problem is to determine the optimal regiyta
see the open problem on page 894/of| [16]. In this paper we @xtem interiorCL«
estimates in[16] to parabolic systems. For parabolic gnoisl, related results were given
by Almgren and Wand |1] and Dong|[9].

Let D ¢ R" (n > 1) be a bounded domain that containglisjoint subdomains
D,,---,D., with D = (UDy) \ dD. Suppose that their boundarié®, dD,, are C*®
for some O< @ < 1. DenoteQr = D x (0, T), for someT > 0.
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We study interior gradient estimates of solutions of thedinparabolic systems

() - Du( AP ODsU) = Do + £ in Qr. (L1)
Hereu(x,t) = (u*(xt),---,uN(xt)) is a vector-valued function, and we uBgu for
ou/0x while we usey; (or sometime®;u) for du/ot. We also writeDu (or sometimes
Vu) for (Dyu, - - - , Dou). Throughout this paper we use the usual summation correnti

over repeated indices; andg are summed from 1 to, whilei and j are summed from 1
to N.
The coéﬁcientsAﬁﬁ (x, t), often also denoted b,

(a) are measurable and bounded,
AT < Ao; (1.2)

(b) andA.“}ﬁ(x, t) satisfy the following (weak) parabolic condition: for sermonstant
A1>0,

f AT (%10, 058 dx 2 2 f IVEPPdx, vge\fv;"(QT;RN), Vte (0,T); (1.3)
D D

(© FurthermoreAf’jﬁ(x, t) is of classC** (D, x (0, T)), that is, for some constants<
u < 1, andC such that

|A(X’ t) - A(y? t)| < C|X - Y|N, V(X, t)’ (y’ t) € Dm X (O’ T)’ m= 1’ 2’ R I—s

and, for every integek > 1, there existd\,, depending otk, such that

k
Y, [DSA(X. 1) < Ax,
s=0 inDmx (0,T),m=1,---,L. (1.4)

k
z IDFA(X, 1) — DSA®Y, 1)| < Aadx -y,

Finally, we assume that € L*(Q;), andg € C*°(Dy, x [0, T]). Here C*X(Dp, x
[0, T]) denotes the Banach space of functigs t) that areC* continuous irt and Holder
continuous inx with exponenj € [0, 1], and having finite norms

k
gl = > sup [Dfgl+ sup

—0 Dmx[0.T X,Y€Dm
s=0 Dmx[0,T] t0,T]

|g(X, t) - g(y’ t)|
X=yr

Throughout the paper, unless otherwise stated, we willy@wasume that these hypothe-
ses hold.

We define weak solutions of (1.1) as ifl [7]. Denote\liQr; RN) the set of allu €
L2(Qr; RN) such thaDu € L?(Qr; RN), u(-,t) € L?(D;RN) for a.e.t € [0, T], and having
finite norms

T 3
Iullvior) = (f f|Du|2dxdt+ ess sup | u?(x, T)dX) .
0 D

0<t<T JD



W, (Qr; RN) denotes the Hilbert space with the inner product
T
{u, V>W£L,1 = f f(uv+ D,uDyVv + D;uDyv)dxdt
0 D

By \O/(QT; RN) andvové’l(QT; RN) we denote the subset ¥(Qr; RN) and W, (Qr; RV),
respectively, with the elements satisfying, t)|s;p = 0 a.e.t € (0, T).

Definition 1.1. For f € L*(Qy), g € C*%(Dn, x [0, T]), we say thau is a weak solution

of (L), ifu € V(Qr: RV) satisfies, for a.e € (0,T) and for allZ € \7V%’1(QT; RN) that
vanish at = 0, the identity

f(u{)(',f) dx— f f uZdxdt+ f fA.‘}ﬁDﬁuiDagi dxdt
D 0 D 0 D

= f f(fg + g"D,{)dxdt (1.5)

0 D
Fore > 0 small, set
D, = {x & D | dist(x, 4D) > e}.

The first of our main results concerns the Holder interidinestes for the gradient.
Theorem 1.1.Under the assumptions on B, f, g, ¢ mentioned above, leta V(Qr; RN)

be a weak solution of.). Then for any0 < € < 3 ande’ < min{y, iy

Ul (D x(eT,T)) + HDXU||C”/v°((DEmBm)><(eT,T))
< C(lullzton + 1 Fllon + MaX lgllovo, oy ) (L.6)

where C depends only onN, L, a, €, 4, Ao, t, T lIAllcwa, «0.1 @nd the C* norm of Dy,
In particular,

IDxUll Lo x(eTTy) < C(||U|||_2(QT) + || fllLoon + max ||g||ca',0(5mx[o,T]))- (1.7)

Remarkl.l Theoreni Ll in the cas&(x,t) = A(X), independent of, was included as a
part of the thesis of the first author, seel[15].

Further, if we suppose thaﬁﬁ is of class<C***1(D,,x[0, T]), and f € C®*(Dnx[0, T]),
g € C*¥(Dyx[0, T]), then we have the following estimates @s higher order derivatives.

Theorem 1.2.Under the assumptions on B, f, g, ¢ mentioned above, letaV(Qr; RN)
be a weak solution of1.1). Then for any K k, for any0 < € < % anda’ < min{u, )

||D|tu||L“(D€><(eT,T)) + ||DltDxu||cw/,0((D€mBm)><(€T,T))
|
< C(HUHLZ(QT) + Z; 1B Fllsen + MaxX liglleys g o1y | (1.8)
S=
where C depends only on, L, |, a, €, A, Ay, u, T, diam(D), the C-* norm of D, and
1Al t15,xt0)-



We draw attention to some closely related results in [10].byah, K. Kim, S. Na-
gayasu and G. Nakamura.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sectidn 2, we intredseme notations and
present some standald estimates for readers’ convenience. A result of Chipotdi€in
lehrer, and Vergara-@arelli [8] for laminar elliptic systems is extended to lamiparabolic
systems in Sectidd 3. We present a general perturbatiol, rasextension of Li-Vogelius
and Li-Nirenberg for elliptic equations and systems, intedd, and apply it to establish
uniform gradient estimates in Sectidn 5. Finally, the psaaffmain theorems are given in
Sectior 6.

2 Preliminary Results

In this section we mainly follow the notations and definisafi [7] and [14] and list some
standard_? estimates for readers’ convenience.

2.1 Function Spaces

Let D be a bounded open set &F. HXP(D; RN) andH;P(D; RV) are the usual Sobolev
spaces of the vector-valued function D — RN; if p = 2 we shall write more briefly4*
andH.

We shall also us¥(Qr) and\o/(QT) to denoteV(Qr; RN) and\O/(QT; RN), respectively,
when there is no ambiguity. Lat>°(Qr), Wi'(Qr), and WS (Qr) denote the Hilbert
spaces with the inner product

T
<u,v>W1.o:f f(uv+ Dquxv)dxdt
2 0o Jb

.
u, V>W£L,1 :f f(uv+ D,uDyv + Dtthv)dxdt,
0 D

.
(U, Vg = fo f [Z Dqufv]dxdt
D

s<k

and

respectively. Denote by*°(Qy) the Banach space consisting of all element¥ (@)
satisfying

Llrr(l) lu(-,t +h) —u(-, il 2y = 0,  uniformly fort,t+ he [0, T]. (2.1)

In fact

W;(Qr) © V*(Qr) € V(Qr),



andV9(Qy) is the completion oWzl’l(QT) with respect to the norm- [lvq,). Similarly,
a zero oveMs°(Qr), WEH(Qr), WX(Qr), V2O(Qr) and V(Qr) means that only those
elements of the spaces are taken which sati6fy)|;p = 0 a.e.t € (0, T).

Foru(x, t) € V}9(Qr), we will consider the Steklov average, ilés average in,

1 t+h
Un(X, t) := h f u(x, 7)dr,
t

forO<t<t+h<T. Itisclearthatifue \O/l’O(QT), thenforanyO<h< 6 (0 <6 <T),

Un € \7V%’1(QT_5), and
luh — Ullver) = 0, as h—0, (2.2)

as shown below. First,
t+h

1
”uh(',t) - u(’t)”ﬁZ(D) < E X ||U(X T) U( t)|||_2(D)dT < Ssup ||U(X T) U( t)|||_2(D)

t<r<t+h

Sinceu € V19(Qy), it follows that the right hand side converges to zerthas 0. On the
other hand,

1 h
DU ) = DUC. Dl < 7 [ DU+ 9 = DU Dl S

< sup ||IDu(x,t + s) — Du(x, t)||L2(QT )

O<s<h

SincelL?(Qy) functions are continuous with respect to translationis, shpremum tends
to zero a$h — 0.

2.2 L? Estimates for the Initial Boundary Value Problem

Let D and f, g be defined in Sectidn 1. We assume mgﬁ(x, t) satisfy (1.2) [(1.B), and
(@.4) andf, g are smooth in. We consider the following initial boundary value problem
of the parabolic systems
(U) — Do (A (x )Dsul) = —D,g* + 1 in D x (0, T),
u=0 ondD x (0, T), (2.3)
u= (X onD x {0},
wherey € L?(D). We now define a weak solution of problem (2.3).
Definition 2.1. For f € L°°(QT) g e C*%Dm x [0, T]), andy € L?(D), we say thatiis a

weak solution of [Z13), it € V(Qr) satisfies, for a.¢ € (0, T) and for allz e W“(QT)
the identity

fD(ug)(',T)dx—fD(ga{)(-,O)dx—fOTfDugtdde fOTfDAi(EBDBujD(,{idxdt

:fo(f§+g“Da§)dxdt (2.4)
0 D

5



The following lemmas and their proofs follow bodK [7] and [14Ve present them
here for readers’ convenience.

Lemma 2.1. Assume the above. Suppose \OI(QT) is a weak solution of probleif2.3),
then u belongs t& 1°(Qy).

Remark2.1 Supposel € V(Qy) is a weak solution of {T11). Theme V*%(Q;), for any
Q; =D’ x(0,T), D’ cc D. The proof of this assertion is similar to the proof of Lemma

2.1.

Proof of Lemm& 2]1By Definition[2.1, we have, for a.er € (0,T) and for any¢ €
W3Y(Qr), u satisfies the identity (2.4). Sineee V(Qr), it is obvious that

UG, Dllezpy < NUllvior) a.ere(0,T). (2.5)

Denotel = {r € (0, T) | (2.4) and[(2.b) hold simultaneouglyhen the measure of (0] \
1) is zero. Forr € [0, T] \ I, we can redefine(x, 7) such that[(Z}4) and_(2.5) still hold.
Hence, without loss of generality, we assume tifat r) satisfies[(2}4) and (2.5) for every
T€[0,T].

Fort € (0, T), andAt > 0, denoteQ, ..ot = D X (7, 7 + At). By (2.4), we have

T+AL
f(u{)(',T+At)dx—f(ug)(-,r)dx—f fu{tdxdt
D D T D
T+At T+A L
+ f f AP DgUD, ¢ dxdt= f f (f +g°D,O)dxdt  (2.6)
T D T D

Picking the test functiodi(x, t) = £(X) € Hj(D), the usual Sobolev space, then we have

f (u(x, 7+ At) — u(x, 7)) dx
D

T+A L T+At
:f ffgdxdt+f f(ga—AfjﬂDﬁu)Dagdxdt
T D T D
It is clear that

AIitmof(u(x,r +At) - u(x,7))(X)dx=0, for e H3(D). (2.7)
—YJD
ForO< 7 <71+ At < T, consideiu (depending on),

u(x, 7 + At), t>r1+At,
u(x,t) = u(x, t), O<t<Tt+At,
u(x, 7), t<t

Similarly as the Steklov average, foOh < At, we define

1 t+h
Un(x,t) = %f u(x, s)ds
t

-h

6



Thent, € \;Vi’l(QmAt). Take =T, in (2.8), and compute

T+AL
f f u(uy)dxdt

1 T+At T+At
=2 f dx{f u(x, t)u(x, t + h)dt - f u(x, tya(x, t — h)dt}
1 TT+At+h ’ +h
= o f dx{f u(x, t — hyu(x, t)dt — f u(x, t)T(x, t — h)dt}
T+At .
1 T+At+h ++h
= — f dx{f u(x,t = hu(x, 7 + At)dt—f u(x, thu(x, T)dt}
2h T+At -
1 T+At+h
- %fdx{f (U(X’t—h)—U(X,T+At))U(X,T+At)dt
T+At

-~ fTHh (u(x, t) — u(x, T))u(x, T)dt} + % fD WX, 7 + At)dx— % fD U?(x, 7)dx

By (2.12), it follows that

T+At
Iimf fu(ﬁh)tdxdt:1fuz(x,r+At)dx—1fu2(x,T)dx (2.8)
D 2 D 2 D

h—0 T

Furthermore, we have
Iimfuﬁh(x,r)dx:fuz(x,f)dx, and Iimf uﬁh(x,T+At)dx:fuz(x,T+At)dx
h—0 D D h—0 D D

On the other hand,

T+AL T+AL
lim f f A DguD,Undxdt = f f A DguD,udxdt
h—0 T D : T D )

Indeed, it reduces to show

I = fT+AthﬁDﬂu(D T, — D, u)dxd\{

_ f i f AlﬁDﬂu( f ;h(Dau(x,s)—Dau(x,t))ds)dxd\{

_ fmf/\ﬁ(x §DsU(% t)( fl(Dau(x,uhg)—Dau(x,t))dg)dxdx{

C(A)IIDUl 2z r+a t)xD) sup IDU(X, t + S) — DU(X, t)llL2((z,r+a xD)

—h<s<h

—-0 as h—0, (sinceDue L%Qy)).

”_r%ffg Dauh:f g“D,u.

IA

Similarly, we have



Then takingh — 0 in identity (2.6) with/ = Ty, we have

T+AL
% f uz(x,T+At)dx—% f W2(x, 7)dX = f f (fu+(g" - ATDsu)D,u)dxdt (2.9)
D D T D

This implies that

AlitTO ||U(', T+A t)”iZ(D) = ||U(', T)”ﬁZ(D) (210)

Now we can prove the continuity of-, t) in t in the norm ofL2(D). Indeed,
||u(’ T+A t) - u(’ t)”iZ(D) = ||u(’ T+A t)”ﬁZ(D) + ||U(X’ T)HﬁZ(D) - Zjl; U(X’ T+A t)u(x’ T)dx'

Then using[(2]7) and (2.1L0), it follows that

lim i, + A1) = U, D) = O

Henceu € V L0(Qy). o

Lemma 2.2. Assume the above. Suppose \OI(QT) is a weak solution of probleif2.3),
then we have

w%@ﬁscwﬂmw+nma%ngﬁ@g, (2.11)
where C depends only ohand T.
Proof. By Lemma 2. u(x, t) € Vv L(Qr). For0< 7 < T, let

uix ), t=>r, h
u(x,t) =qu(x,t), O0<t<t, and Uy(xt):=— u(x, s)ds
2h Jin
u(x,0), t<0,

Replacing’ by T, in (2.4) gives

[ nax- [ wmeoix- [ [ umda
o - _ — o~
+fo fDA” D,guDa(uh)dxdt_f0 fD(fuh+g D.(Uh))dxdt (2.12)

Similar to the derivation of_(218), we obtain

Iimf fu(Uh)tdxdt:Efuz(x,r)dx—}fuz(x,O)dx (2.13)
h-0Jo Jb 2Jpb 2Jpb



In fact, the derivation is much easier since we now have \O/LO(QT). Since|[uy —
ullvy) — 0 ash — 0, and combining with[(2.13), then sendihg— 0 in (2.12), it
follows that

}fuz(x,r)dx+f fA.‘?ﬂDﬁuDaudxdt:f f(fu+g“D(,u)dxdt+Efcpz(x)dx
2 Job 0 JD 0 JD 2 Jo

Using the parabolic condition and Cauchy inequality, weehav

}fUZ(X,T)dX+/1f f|Du|2dxdt
2 D 0 D
sﬂf f|Du|2dxdt+Cf flglzdxdt
ff|u|2dxdt+ ff|f|2dxdt+ fgoz(x)dx,
D

whereC depends only oid. That is,

f w(x, T)dx+f f|Du|2dxdt
(f fIUIdedHf 2(X)dx+fonDlg|2dxdt+ fonszdxdt), (2.14)

whereC depends only on. DenoteE(7) = [ [J u?dxdtandF(r) = ||<,0||L2(D) +11lL2, +
I fllL2(q,), WhereQ, = D x (0, 7). By (Z13),

dE(7)
dr

whereC depends only onl. This implies that

< C(E(T) ; F(T)), O<7t<T,

E(r) < €'E(0) + €F(r), O0<7<T.
Lemmd 2.2 follows from the above arid (2.14). i

Now we consider thé? estimate for,.

Lemma 2.3. Under (1.2) (1.3)and (1.4), suppose (x,t) € \O/(QT) is a weak solution of
Problem(Z.3). Then for any smalf > 0, we have

.
sup |Du(x,r)|2dx+f flutlzdxdt
0<r<T JD

< C(leliZ) + 1Ty + 2 1Dz g,y ) (2.15)

s<1

where C depends only onN, 2, A,, T andé.
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Proof. STEP 1. By LemmaZ.1Lu(x t) € \O/LO(QT). Letto € (0,T) andh € (O, T — 7).

Take, as the test function ifi{2.4), wherds an arbitrary element o/ 2H(Dx(0, T +h))
with £(x,t) = 0if t < handt > T. A simple calculation shows that,j; = ({)n, and
hence

T T T T
f f UG )dxdt= f f UG )ndxdt= f f U ngdxdt= - f f (U dxdt
0 D 0 D 0 D 0 D

where the notation L
Ln(xt) = n (%, 7)dr.
t-h

For all the other terms in_(2.4) with = ¢,, we also transfer the averagg, from ¢ to the
codficients, taking into account the permutability of this ageng with differentiation
with respect tax. This gives the identity

T T T
f f(u_h)t{dxdt+f f(AﬁﬁDﬁuj)_hDa{dxdt:f f(f_h§+g°_’hD(,g)dxd1;
h D h D h D

(2.16)

for any¢ e \7V§’1(QT+h) which vanishes fot < h andt > T. This identity is actually
valid for any ¢ that is equal to zero for > 7 (r < T) and is equal to some function
£ € VI(Q,) for t € [h,7]. Indeed, the setv2*(Qr) is dense in the spadet®(Qr). Thus
for anyZ(x, t) e V L0(Qy) there is a sequence of functiofis e \?V%’l(QT), that is strongly

convergent t&” asm — oo in the norm ofV2°(Q;). We denotey,(t) the continuous
piecewise-linear functions

K, in (0, 1);
1 in[¢,7-3;
Y=o, in@-10);
0, in (—oo, 0] U [T, +00).

Then identity [[2.16) is established fafx = {myx for = < T. One can pass to the limit as
m — oo andk — oo, thereby

fo(u_h)tdedH fo(Af?ﬁDﬁui)_hDadedt: fo f_nZ + 0% Do dxdt (2.17)
0 D 0 D 0 D

for anyZ € V19(Q,), r < T. )
STEP 2.Forh < 4, replacing by 72(U_n) in Z17), wheréj(x, t) is a smooth cutd
function, satisfying& n < 1,andforany < 6 < T,

7(t) = {1, in (6,7), %

0 inOT\ (7)., M= (2-18)

10



it follows that
[ [[enaamxdee [ [ o700, w st
0 D 0 D
_ f f (o) + 0% 772 Da(Uop)dxdlt
0 D

Then we have

LHS
= f f |(u_h)t|2ﬁ20|xdt—E f f ((A”)n). Dpul(x, t = YD, Ul dxdt
o Jb 2Jo Jo t

1 . =T T . .
+ = f (A*Dpul)_7?Dou- hdx{ - f f (APDsU) DU,
2Jp " t=0 o Jo* " -h
:f f|uht|2ﬁ2dxdt—1f f((A.‘jﬂ)_h) Dsul(x,t — h)i° DU’ dxdt
o Jo 2 Jo Jb t
1 e o d N
+3 fD ((A” DU )i Do) (%, T)dxdlt - fo fD (Ajﬁoﬁul)_hntnDQuLh,
here using;(0) = 0, and similarly,

RHS = f f f_ni(Uon)e + f (79" nDali_n) (x, T)dX
0 D D

- f f (9”)i7°DoUndxdt— 2 f f g” 7771DU_ndxdt
0 D 0 D

Combining them, by Cauchy inequality, and sending 0, we have
: f T f ﬁ2|u|2dxdt+3 f (APADRUTDLU') (x, T)dX
2Jo oo 2 Jp TR
< [ [ oap@EuE.ddnd 5 [ [ medxd
0 D 2 0 D
+f(ﬁzg"Dau) (x,r)dx—f fﬁz(g")tDaudxdt—Zf fﬁtﬁg“Daudxdt
D 0 D 0 D
Then using the parabolic condition and Cauchy inequaligypltain
ff|ut|2dxdt+/lf|Du(x,r)|2dx
o D D
< C(n, N,Az)f f|Du|2dxdt+f f|f|2dxdt
0 D 0 D
+C(/1)f|g(X,T)|2dX+Cf f|g|2dxdt+Cf f|gt|2dxdt (2.19)
D 0 D 0 D

11



Since

1 T
100 ey~ 7 [ 006 Do

1 T

—= [ [ 1otx o - gt vt
1 T T 2

- fo fD ft D« (g(x, 9))? dsdxdt
<2 fo fD l9(x, t)ge(x, t)ldxdt

< f f lg(x, t)/*dxdt+ f f |ge(X, t)I*dxdt
0 D 0 D
it follows that

lotx DlEy < S [ [ l0etifdxdt+ || lo(x tiFdxa),
©) 0 D 0 D

whereC depends only oa. Substituting it into[(2.19) gives

sup |Du(x T)|2dX+ff|Ut|2dth
0<t<T

< c f f|Du|2dxdt+f f|f|2dxdt+f f 197 + |2 dxdt) (2.20)

whereC depends, N, 1, A,, § andz. In combination with Lemma2.2[ (2.115) is estab-
lished. O

SinceA, f, g are smooth in, it is standard to use fierence quotients into estimate
higher derivatives.

Lemma 2.4. Under (1.2) (T.3)and (L.4), if u € V(Qy) is a weak solution of problem
(2.3), then forany0 < 6 < T andO0 < € < 1, we have

.
sup Z lue(X, 7)|Pd X + Z f |Du?d xdt
D

OsT=T gk De i<k~

< (el + . 1D ey + D 1Dz, omy ) (2.21)

s<1 s<1

*1 where C depends only onN, 2, Ay, T, €, ands. « 1: Delete the two
3.

Proof. Forh < §, we applya! to (Z.3), thus

Al — D, (AP DA = D ((A[‘ %) (Dyul) - Ag‘“)+Ahf' (2.22)

12



where

. i —u -
g = YDVt

Similarly as in Lemm&2]2, multiplying?Au on both sides of{2.22), whefgis defined
by (Z.18), integrating by parts, and using the property fiedénce quotients, we have

sup |ut(x T)|2dX+f leutlzdxdt
o<t<T

< C(”DUHLZ(QT) + ||ut|||_2(QT) + ||th|||_2(QT) + ”Dtg”EZ(QT))’

whereC depends only om, N, A, A, andé. In combination with[(Z.111) and (Z.115), we
established(2.21). o

3 Estimates for Laminar Systems

In this section, we extend results for laminar elliptic gyss due to Chipot, Kinderlehrer,
and Vergara-Ciarelli [8] to laminar parabolic systems. In subsecfion 8&,first con-
sider the initial boundary value problem of laminar parabsystems. Then in subsection
3.2, we give the interior estimates for equatidnsi(1.1) imegal domairD x (0, T), sim-
ilarly as in section 2. In subsectidn B.3, we consider theidamparabolic systems in
w X% (0,T).

3.1 Estimates for the Initial Boundary Value Problem
Let D be the unit cube,
1 .
:{xeR”:|>q|< E,1S|sn},
divided intown,. However, thew,, are diferent; they are strips:
wm:{xew:cwl<xn<cm},

where thec,, are increasing constants lying betwee@ and%. There may be infinitely
many strips; if so, we set ., = —% andc, = % We consider the following initial

boundary value problem of the laminar parabolic systems
(U) — Do (AP(x )DguT) = =Dog”' + f1 inwx (0,T),

u=0 ondw x (0, T), (3.1)
u = ¢(x) onw x {0}.

13



Hereg, f are smooth in eactim X [0, T], andy € C*(wm). We assume thak; B (x, 1)
satisfy [1.2)[(1.B), and further, for any nonnegative ietags,

Z IDIDSAT(X D < Al ¥ (X.1) € wm x (0, T), (3.2)

r+2s<|

whereA = Ag <A1 <--- <A <L

Proposition 3.1. Assume the above. Leteu\o/(QT) be a weak solution of3.1). Then for
0 <6 < T and for ally, Dy ue C%w x (6,T)), and for each m, and an§ < € < 1,
ue C® ((we Nwm) X (6,T)). Moreover for any nonnegative integer k, and any m,

Z IDXD{UllL(@rmrwaxGT))

r+2s<k

< Cllgllzwy+ D, (IDZDfdleary + IDL Dffllizan) | (3:3)

ly'I<k+k+1,s<K+1

wherek = [%5!] + 1 and C depends only ané, k,n,N, 2, T andAg,y,.,.

Our proof of Proposition 311 adapts the alternative proafiéfiirenberg in the elliptic
case to the parabolic systems. For laminar systems, we estddblish the estimates in
wx(6,T), as well as in Lemmniad.2-LemmalR.4, just replacing the doDdy w. Next,
we will establish the interior estimates for higher deliwed of weak solutions.

Denote

Qr=wx(0.T), and w={xecw|dis(xdw)>¢}, for 0O<e<l.
Then

Lemma 3.2. Under (1.2) (I.3)and (3.2), if u € V(Qr) is a weak solution of problem
(3.1), then for any0 < € < 1 and integer k> 0, for0 < |y’| < k, D u e Wzl’o(QT), and we
have

sup | IDLu(x 7)Pdx+ fleDyu(x t)[2d xdt

0<7<T < k

< C D DLl + D ID flgy + D IDLGEy ) (34)

ly'l<k ly'I<k ly'I<k
where C depends only onlN, A, Ag, T, k, ande.

In order to estimate higher derivative, it is customary tfiedentiate the equation,
to multiply by a suitable derivative afi and by a cutff function, and to integrate by
parts. Clearly, we are not allowed to apfy across{x, = Cn} since the cofficients are
smoothonly inx' = (X, - - , X,-1). Furthermore, we do not know yet thahas additional
derivatives in thex' directions. So in place of taking derivatives, it is stander use
difference quotients in these directions.

14



Proof of Lemma 3]2Fork = 0, the estimatd (3l4) is done by Lemmal 2.2be w. For
ly’| = 1, denote the dlierence quotient ins-direction §=1,---,n—1) as

U(X + tes, t) — u(x, t)

ASu(x,t) =
L

Taking the diference quotiemt; to the equation i (3]1), we obtain
AU - D, (AT (x, DA = — (As " (ASAT) (X + ce, t)Dﬁuj) LA (35)

Multiply by ¢ = (i7?Asu)n, wherer(x) € C5(w) is a cutdf function satisfying O< 7(x) < 1,
and for anye > 0,

in we, C(n)
) = {O outsidews, D7l < e (3.6)

Then, for O< i < £, integrating by parts, we obtain

[ au@anC.ax- [ AuGEEN,0)dx

f f (Asu) (nzASu)h dxdt+ f f A (x ) DAY D, (fPASUT)nd xdlt
_ f f ASF (AU dxdt

f f AS ol (A B)(x+Les,t)Dﬂuj)Da(ﬁszui)hdxdt

Similarly as in the proof of Lemnia 2.1, sending-» 0, and making use of (1.2) (1.3) and
(3.2), we have

.
sup ﬁZIAfU(X,T)IZdX+f fﬁleAfu(x,t)Fdxdt
0 w

0<7<T Jw

< C{IDUIZ ) + INTAAR: ) + 1A e + 18701 .

whereC depends only on, N, 2, Ay, €. So that

.
sup ﬁ2|DxSu(x,r)|2dx+f fﬁ2|DDXSu(x,t)|2dxdt
0 w

0<7<T Jow

< C{IDUE, g, + 1Dkl + D5 fIEayy + IDedloay | (D)
Hence, for any/, |y’| = 1, combining with Lemma& 212, we obtain (8.4) for= 1. For

the generak, we can make use of furtherftBrentiation in the¢ direction, and obtain the
estimates (314) by induction. |
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Lemma 3.3. Under (1.2) (I.3)and (3.2), if u € V(Qr) is a weak solution of problem
(B.1), thenforany0 < e < 1,0 < 6 < T, and integer k> O, for 0 < |y’| < k, Dju €
Wi%(w, x (6, T)), and we have

.
Z sup |D§u(x,7)|2dx+2f6 fIDD11u|2dxdt

ly =k 0sT=<T Joe Iy <k

< Clelfoy + D 1D iy + D D% Gl ) (3.8)

ly’I<k ly’I<k
where C depends only onlN, A, Ay, T, Kk, e andé.

Proof. Fork = 0, (3.8) has been established in Lenima 2.2 Witk w. For any 0< § <
T, by Lemmd2.R, we have, foy'| = 1,

g
ﬁ fw IDu(x Odxdts Ol + 11 + 10l )

10

Then by Fubini theorem, there existe ( ) such that

6 6
10° 9
fw Dt WX < ([0l + 11y + 002y ) (3.9)

Consider[(3.b) inv x (t1, T), by the same process, we obtain, similafas| (3.7),

.
sup ﬁ2|DXSU(X,T)|2dX+f fﬁ2|Dstu(x,t)|2dxdt
i w

f1<r<T Yo
< C{||Du||i2(QT) 1D U T)I1%2 ) + 1Dy FliZe ) + ||stg||ﬁZ(QT)}.

whereC depends only on, N, 2, A1, € andé. Then combining with[(319) and (2.11), we
proved Lemma 3]3 fok = 1, and

.
Z sup |D§,u(x,r)|2dx+Zf f|DD§,u|2dxdt
|7/|51E1STST We <1 i We

< C(lgliZy + D ID% ey + - 1D}y (3:10)

ly'1<1 ly'1<1
whereC depends only on, N, 1, A;, T, e ands. Then by [3.1ID), we have foy'| = 2,
g ’ ’ 4
ﬁ lel, u(x, t)*dxdt < C(Ilwllfz(w) + Z IIDZ,fIIEz(QT) + Z IIDllgllfz(QT))-
§ Jo ly'1<1 ly'1<1

By Fubini theorem, there exists € (g, g). Repeating the above processuin (t,, T),
we obtain the estimaté (3.8) fér = 2. For furtherk > 2, we can establish (3.8) by
induction. O
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To save space and the reader’s patience, in the followinghai smply diferentiate
the equation in place of takingfterence quotients iR to obtain higher regularity.

Lemma 3.4. Under (T.2) (I.3)and (3.2), if u € V(Q) is a weak solution of problem
(3.1), thenforanyd < 6 < T andO < € < 1, we have, foty’| < k, and |> 0,

sup | |DD%DSu(x, T)|2dX+ f ID?, Dful?dxdt
by'|< kssl-1 957<T Jwe ly’ |<|<s<| we
< Cllgliy+ 2. IDL Ty + Y. IDLDiGg,) (3.12)
ly’|<ks<I-1 ly’|< k,s<l

where C depends only onlN, A, Ay,.2, T, K, € andé.

.
sup Z D, DEu(x, 7)/2dx + Z fleDZfoulzdxdt

0<t<T

by'|< ks<l v @e lyI<ks<l
< C(lelfey + D IDLDSM gy + D, IDYDEy ory)  (312)
ly'1<k,s<l ly'l<ks<

where C depends only onlN, A, Ay,o42, T, K, € andé.

Proof. For anyy’, |y'| = 1, applyinngf on both sides of the equation [n(B.1), we have
D, U — Do(A’DsD} ul) = Do (DL AP Dsul — g*') + D f.

Similarly as the process to prove Lemmmal2.3, in virtue of affdtinction, defined by

(3.6), instead of((2.20), we obtain

sup [ IDD%u(x 7)[2dx+ fle u;|>d xdt

<7<
y <k O5T<T Yo Y= k

:
sC(Z f IDDLudxdt+ > IDL filq, + > ||D§,D§g||5z(gﬂ),

[
ly'l<k Y 2 5 ly’|1<k [y’ 1< k,s<1

WhereC,depends only om, N, A, A2, Kk, T, € ands. Combining with Lemma&_ 313, we
know D%, u € W (wm Nw, x(0,T)), and we have(311).
Further applyindD}, to (Z.22), we have

D, Aty — Do(A”)DsDY AMUY) = D, ((AFA”) DD, U)
+Da((A{“D; %) Dyul + (DAY (ATDsU) - A{‘gai)+D§fA{‘fi, (3.13)

Multiplying 7 Dy Afu on both sides of[(3.13), integrating by parts, we have {3.E2y
generak andl, we can obtain(3.11) and (3112) by induction. O
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Now denoting _ _ '
w= (W) = (ADsul - g"), (3.14)
then we have

Lemma 3.5.For0 <6 < T,0 < e < 1, and for|y’| < k, s< |, D;,Diw, D}, D3d,w €
LEc(we N wm) X (6, T)),

T T
f D, Djwi?dxdt+ > f f ID?, D wid xdt
g We § weNWMm

ly'|< k,s<I ly’|< k=1,s<l
2 Y 112 Y MSHl12
< CllgliZy + 2 DL Iy + > ID}Dfdlg,) (3.15)
ly’|1<k,s<l ' |<ks<I+1

where C depends only onN, 2, Ax,241, T, K, € andé.
Proof. Rewrite the equation in(3.1) as
O = Ul + Z 9. (9" = APDgul) - 1. (3.16)

as<n-1

For anyy’, [y'| = 1, applyingDZf to (3.14) and[(3.16), by virtue of (3.8) and (3.11) with
l=1,we obtainDZ,'c’)nw € L%C(QT) for k = 2. Further applying;, similarly as the above,
by virtue of (3.11) and(3.12), we obtain (3115) fore= 2 andl = 1. For generak andl,
we will obtain [3.15) by induction. O

Here we need the following embedding inequality, which isgation of well-known
Sobolev’s inequality. The proof also could be found inl [16].

Lemma 3.6. Let f be a real function in a bounded domainc R" with D{ff € L%(w)
and D,d,f € L3(w) forall 0 < |y'| < [%1] + 1 =: k. Then fe C%w), and

1l < €M) D (IDY flliz) + IDL n flliz) -
ly'l<k
Further, if f(x,t) € L2(0, T; C%w)) and f(x,t) € L2(0, T; C%w)), then fe C°(Q7), and

I llLe(r)
< C() > (IDZ fllzan) + DL nfllizry + 1D} fill zary + 1D n fll ) -
ly'l<k
Proof of Proposition 3/1.It is well known that for eactn, u € C*((wm N we) X (6, T)).
Fork > k=[5! + 1 andly’| < k- k, by Lemmd3B and Lemnia8.4 and application of
Lemma 3.6 withf = D,u, we haveD’,u € C%w, x (6, T)), and

Z 1D, Ull L wex(s.Ty)

ly'l< k-k

< C(lellzy + ), 1DLDfdle@n + ., DL DFFllzan ) (3.17)

ly’|< k,ss<1 Iy’ I<k,s<1
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whereC depends only o, d,k,n,N, A, T andAk+2./ Similarly, for/k > k+ 1 andly’| <
k—k-1, by Lemma3J5 and LemmaB.6 with= D}, w, we haveD),w € C%w, x (5, T)),
and

Z 1D, WL (e, x(67))

ly'|< k-k-1

< C(lllzy + Y, 1DZDflr@n + >, IDLDE iz ) (3.18)

ly'|< k,s<2 ly'I<ks<1

whereC depends only o, 8, k,n,N, A, T and Ag,s. ConsequentIyDDZ,/u € Ly,
(6,T)), and

> DD Ul (umpway)
y'l< k-k-1

< C(lllzy + Y, 1DLDfdlr@n + >, IDLDE iz ) (3.19)

ly’|< k,s<2 Iy’ |<k,s<1

(w %

whereC has the same dependence a$in (3.18). Indeed, by (3.17),lyee®d to show
thatd,D},u e L ((wmNwe) % (6, T)), forly’| < k— k- 1. Since

loc

"9,D}, U = Dl,w — ((DZfA,-r}ﬁ) gpul + > AP (3D5u) - leg”i],

p<n-1

it follows, by (3I7) and(3.18), tha9,Dul € L% (w x (5, T)) and

Z 1A 00D}, Ul Lo (e x(6.T)

ly'|< k-k-1

< C(lllz + Y, IDLDflran + >, IDLDE iz )

ly’ | k,s<2 Iy’ 1< k,s<1

whereC depends only or, 6, k,n,N, A, T and Ax,3. Because of[(1]2) an([(lB)AiT)

is a positive definitedN x N matrix with eigenvalues ind], Ag]. Consequently&nDQ’ ue
Lp.(wx (6,T)) and

Z 107D, Ull L (wmnwd)x@.T)
ly'|< k—k—1

< Cllilhaw + . I1D}Dfleon + », IDLDfllran)

ly|<k.s<2 lyl<ks<1

whereC depends only om, 6, k, n, N, 2, T andA,s.
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On the other hand, by Lemrha 8.4 and Lenima 3.6, we have

Z 1D}, UtllLo(wmnwd)x(6.T)

ly'|< k—k-1

< Cllelza+ Y, IDUDdlzan+ >, IDYDifllran)

ly’|< k=1,5<2 ly’|< k=1,5<2

whereC depends only om, 6, k,n, N, A, T andAg,s.

Inequality [3.19) gives us the desired bound for tangedgalvatives in spatial space
of uandd,u. To estimate derivatives involvingu for k > 1, we simply observe that
these can be derived recursively from those already eshaali Indeed, according to the
equation in[(3.11), and by the definition of weak solution,

U = Do(ATDgU - g*') + f' inwx(0,T), inthe sense of distribution
So in everywn, X (0, T), the equation could be rewritten piecewise as

"D = U+ Do - Z Do (A7 Dsu!) — (DpATDp! — £, (3.20)

a+B<2n-1

Since the matrixA7}" has a bounded inverse, we can estimB}eh2u pointwise for
each open strip. Applying, andD; to (3.20), we can then estimate higher derivatives.
We thus obtain

Z IDYDLUlIL (@ T))
r+2s<k-k+1

< Cllellzw + >, IDiDiglzen+ ., IDLDEfllan):

byl<ks<kklyg y'l<k s< kK141
whereC depends only om, 6, k,n, N, 2, T andAy,3. Henceu € C*((wm N w,) X [6, T]).
Proposition 3.1 is established. O

3.2 Interior Estimates for the equations in DomainD x (0, T)

In this subsection we consider the equation](1.1pix (0, T), defined as in sectidd 2.
Here we still assume thdt g € C*(Dy, x [0, T]), and Aﬁﬂ satisfies[(12)(113) and (1.4).
we will establish the interior estimates for a weak solutibthe equation(1]1).

Lemma 3.7. Under (1.2) (I.3)and (1.4), suppose (x,t) € V(Qr) is a weak solution of
(@.J), then,for0<e<1,0<6 < T, we have

U@y < C(||u||i2(QT) + 11 + ||g||ﬁz(QT)), (3.21)
where C depends only oh e andé.
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Proof. By Remark2.]L, for O< e < 1, 0< 6 < T, we haveu € V*(Ds x (§,T)). Take
£ = Unn?(x, t) in (LB), wherey(x, t) is a suitable cut function, satisfying < n < 1, and

1, inD,x(sT), C C
pocty = MR @I C gy <& (3.22)
0, In QT \ Dg X (—,T), 0 €

Then, instead of (2.13), we have

Ilmf fu(uhn )i dxdt

= —f(nzuz)(x,r)dx——f(nzuz)(x,O)dx+ Zf fnntuzdxdt
2 D 2 D 0 D

- f (7PU?)(x, T)dx+ 2 f f mmu?d xdt
2 b 0 JD

And passing to the limit ak — 0 in other terms, it leads to

f(nzuz)(X,T)dx+f f 1 Dyun D udxdt= —2f fnuA‘jﬂDﬁuDandxdt

+f f fun? + n°g* Dol + 2y U? +2ung"Dan)dxdt
o Jo

From it follows the estimaté (3.21). O
For the derivatives i, we have

Lemma 3.8. Under (1.2) (I.3)and (3.2), if u € V(Qy) is a weak solution offL.1), then
forany0<e<1,0<6 < T, we have

.
sup | |Du(x, T)|2dX+f |ug|2d xdt
0<7<T JD, 6 D
< Il + 1Ml + 2 IDfGE ) (323)
s<1
where C depends only onN, 2, A, T, € andé.

Lemma 3.9. Under (T.2) (IT.3)and (3.2), if u € V(Qr) is a weak solution of1.1), then
foranyO<e<l1land0< 6 < T, we have

sup Z (X, T)|2dX+ f |Du|*d xdt
D

6STST| <k D,

< (1 + D 1D gy + D 105Gz, oy ) (3.24)

s<1 s<1

lyI<k

where C depends only onMN, 2, A,, T, e and$.

21



3.3 Interior Estimates for Laminar Systems in Domainw x (0, T)

In this subsection we consider the laminar systdms (1.d)%n(0, T), defined as in sub-
sectior 3.1L. Here we still assume tHag € C*(wm, x [0, T]), and -‘?ﬂ satisfies[(1.2) (113)
and [3.2). we have

Proposition 3.10. Under (1.2) (1.3)and (3.2), let u € V(Qr) be a weak solution of
(L) Then, for0 < ¢ < T and for ally’, D,u € C%w x (5,T)), and for each m,
ue C*((wNwm) % (6, T)). Moreover for any smak > 0, k > 0, and any m

Z DDLUl @mnwexs.T))

r+2s<k

< Clluleen+ ., (IDEDidlan + 1D} DEflzan) | (3:25)
ly'I<k+k+1,s<5+1
wherek = [%=!] + 1 and C depends only ané, k. n, N, 2, T andAg,y.,.

Corollary 3.11. Suppose A is constant in x and smooth indjnx (0, T), satisfying(1.2)
(L.3), and f g are constant inu, x (0, T). If u € V(Qr) is a weak solution ofL.1), then,
for0 <6 < T and forally’, D;,u e C%wx (5, T)), and for any0 < € < 1, k > 0, we have

Ullckkr2((wmnw)x@eTy) < C(||u||L2(QT) + || fllo@n + ||g||L°°(QT)),
where C= C(e,k,n,N, 1, A, T, A).
The proof of Propositiof 3.10 will needs the following Lenmsnanalogically as in
Subsectiofi 3]1. From arguments similar to that in the deoiraf Lemma 3.8-3]5, just

replacing [(Z.111) by((3.21) wit = w, we have the following higher interior estimates
for the solution of [(T.1).

Lemma 3.12. Under (1.2) (I.3)and 3.2) if u € V(Qr) is a weak solution of(L.T),
then for any0 < € < 1,0 < § < T and positive integer k, fot < |y/| < k, D, u €

W1%(w, x (6, T)), and we have
.
> f f IDD, uPdxdt
5 We

ly'1<k
< (Il + D 1D ey + > D260 )
ly'I<k ly'I<k
where C depends only onN, A, Ay, k, € andé.

Lemma 3.13. Under (1.2) (I.3)and (3.2), if u € V(Q7) is a weak solution of problem
@), thenforany0 < 6 < T and0 < € < 1, we have, foty’| < k, and |> 0,

sup f ID% u(x, 7)2dx +
we(7)

.
sup | |DDLDSu(x, 7)[2dx+ Z f(s ID, Dfuld xdt

<7<T Jw,

ly'|<ks<l ly'|< kssl+1

< ClIIuZ,,  + ID%, 12, , + D%, DSgll?

= L2(ar) x Mz x Ptlllzan) |
Iy’ I<k,s<I ly’|<k,s<I+1
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where C depends only onN, 2, A, 242, T, K, € andé.

T
sup Z f|D1,,DfU(X,T)|2dX+ Z fleleDfulzdxdt
We 0 We

0st<T L) Ckossl i<k s<l

2 Y 2 Y 2
< (Il + >, IDEDE oy + D 1DXDRI, oy

ly'j<k.s<l ly|<k.s<I
where C depends only onN, 2, Ax,242, T, K, € andé.

Lemma 3.14.For 0 < 6 < T,0 < € < 1, and forly’| < k, s< |, D}, Djw, D},Dd,w €
L2 .(we N wm) X (5, T)),

T T
> f f D} Djwi?dxdt+ >’ f f DY, DS, wi2d xdt
0 We 0 wWeNWm

ly'|< k,s<I ly’|<k=1,s<I

2 " £112 ! 2
sC(||u||L2(QT)+ DD Iy + D, ||D1,ng||Lz(QT)),

ly’|< k,s<l ly'I<ks<I+1
where C depends only onN, 2, Ax,241, T, K, € andé.
The proof Proposition 3.10 can be established by Leinma 36 ammd 3.12-3.14.

4 A Perturbation Lemma

In this section, we will give a perturbation lemma for parébeystems. For simplicity,
here we still suppose thatis the unit cube. For & 1 < Ag < o, &7(4, Ag) denotes the
class of measurable vector-valued functioﬁ?(x, t)) satisfying (1.2) and_(113). Denote

Q9 = (1-)wx (T,T).

In this section we use, unless otherwise sta@do denote various positive constants
whose values may change from line to line and which dependamh, N, 2, A,, T.

Lemma4.l. For 0 < € < 1, suppose AB € .o/ (1, Ay) satisfies

fOwa|A—B|<e. 4.1)

If Ais Ctin t, then for any fe W' (w x (0, T)), g € Wo'(w x (0, T)) and the solution
ueV(wx(0,T)) of

(U): - Da(AF (X )DsU)) = =D, g" + f',  InQr =wx (0, T),
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there exists some solutiorEvV(Q(T"l‘)) of
(V) — Do(BP (x D)) = in Q7).
and we have
o=l o < C(llgllzary + il + € (Illieary + 19tleany + 11l y)) -

where C andy depend on N, A, Ap, T

In our proof of Lemma_4]1, we make use of Theoffleni 7.1, an exterd a classi-
cal result of Campanato inl[6] for strongly parabolic systeim parabolic systems with
codficients satisfying onlyi.(112) and (1.3). See Appendix.

Proof of Lemma4J1STEP 1.By Lemmd3.¥ and Lemnia 3.9 wifh = w, we have

2 2 SHII2 2
P ity < © [nuan(QT) + > IDfalZ oy + ||f||L2(QT)).
2

T s<1

By Fubini theorem, there exisfs< o < 3 such that

f f (Ul + g f? +|Vu|2)dt)dS< Clul® 4 (4.2)
a((1- a')w) ( )

By Lemmd3.Y, Lemm@a3.9 and Lemia3.12 with= w, for any; < v < T, we have

f@ | ux )< C (1 + 101 * M)
—0 )W

f(;_a_)w |DU(X, T)lzdx < C( |u||L2(Q ) + Z ”D g|||_2(QT) + ||f||L2(QT)]

s<1

f( ) |ut(X T)|2dX< C[HUHLZ(Q ) + Z ”D gllLZ(Q ) + Z ||Dsf|||_2(g ))
1-0)w

s<1 s<1

Therefore,

f (|u|2+|ut|2+|Vu|2)(x,o-T)dx+f (|u|2+|ut|2+|Vu|2)(x,T)dx
1-o0)w 1-0)w

< C(HUHLZ(Q ) + Z ”D g”LZ(Q ) + Z ||Dsf|||_2(QT)]

s<1 s<1

Then combining with[{4]2), we have

f ) (107 + 1uf? + 1V u?) < C(nuuLz(Q + Z IDF0I0) + > DI, )]
QY

s<1
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Fix some 0< § < 1, then takeJ € H%‘5(Q(T“)) (the usual fractional Sobolev space in
(n + 1) dimensions) as an extensionwén QY such that

VR, <C f (|u|2+|ut|2+|Vu|2).
Hi(al) a(a)

By the Sobolev embedding theorem,
||Ut|||_ﬁ(Q(T”)) + ||VU|||_ﬁ(Q(T”)) < C||U||H3/2—(5(Q_(I_(r))’

wherep = 242 ¢ (2, 222) |t implies that

15y + IO gy < C LIy + D IDF ey + D ID Iy |- (4:3)

s<1 s<1

LP(Q({T))

STEP 2. There existy € V(QY) satisfying

—(V) + Do (BY (x.)Dpv)) =0 inQY,
v(x,t) = u(x,t) ond((1-o)w) x (T, T),
v(x,t) = u(x,t) on (1-o)wx {ocT}.

SinceU € WaH(Q) c v(Q!), thenv - U € \O/(Q(T‘T)) and satisfies
—(V = U') + Do (B (x, )Ds(v) — U')) = U} — Do (B (x, )DgUY),  in Q.

Applying Theoreni 711, we have for all2 p < pg, wherepy is the one in Theorefm 7.1,
(to determine the above constait depending only om, A andAg, such that

IV(v - U)|||_p(g<Trf>) <C (||Ut||Lp(Q(Trr>) + ”VU”LP((l—o-)wX(O'T,T)))'

Now we choosé such that < p < pp with p = p. Then,

2 S
190 = U)IE g, < (nuan(Q - Z; IDf0lZ: 0, + 21] IDEFI, 0, ,]
s< s<
Recalling [(4.8), we have
2
19V 0 < (nunm J+ > IDfaI g,y + D IDEFIR, )]
s<1 s<1

Step 3.Combining the equations ofs andv’s, we obtain that

—(U = V) + Dy (AP(x )Ds(U! = V1)) = Dog™' + '+ D, (B — A¥)Dsv1), in QY.
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Sinceu — v = 0 0nd,(Q!7), the parabolic boundary @”, it follows from Lemmd2.P
that

sup I(u - V)(x, 7)Pdx+ ||V (u - v)||i2(g((,))
oT<r<T J(1-0)w T

-
2
< c(||g||ﬁ2@¥,))+||f||ﬁ2(g¥,))+ fo_ T f(l le-aw dxdt).

By Holder inequality and_(411), we have

sup [ I(u—-v)(x 7)Pdx+ [IV(u - V) 3,

IT<r<T Y30 L2(Q;

p-2 2

2 f12 ' _agaxdd ([ Pdxdt]

C ||g|||_2(QT)+” |||_2(QT)+ |B A|p xat |VV| xdt
oT J(1-0)w oT J(1-0)w

C gl + I FIIZ +Gp%"zHVVll2
Yl L2@r) Lp(@)

p-2
C (||g||ﬁz(QT) e [||u||i2(QT) + Y 1IDlZ, g, + D IDF ||ﬁ2(QT)D.

s<1 s<1

IA

IA

IA

Takingy = 52, Lemma 4.1l is proved. O

5 Estimates of|u| and Preliminaries for Estimates of|Vu|

Before proving Theorein 1.1, we derive unifolifi and gradient estimates in this section.
In order to estimati and|Vu| at a point &, t) in someD,, x (0, T), we need only consider
the case that for sommy, X° = (x2,t°%) is in Dy, x (0, T) and close to the lateral boundary
dDm, X (0, T), and estimat@| and|Vu| at X°. In that case we approximate the problem by
laminar systems with a finite number of strips.

We shall focus on a neighborhood Xf in this section. Without loss of generality,
we takex® as the origin inrR" andt® = 1 < T, that is,X° = (0,1). By suitable rotation
and scaling, we suppose there lie a finite number obihg in the cubew = (‘71, % N and
these hypersurfaces take the form

-1 1\+1?
Xn = fn(X), X’e(— —) , m=1.-- 1,

and 1 .
5= fo(X) < fi(X) < -+ < i(X) < iz = >
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wheref, € C*([-3, 3]™), thus we havé + 1 regions

1

Dp, = {x = (X, %) € w| fn(X) < Xy < frp2(X), X € (—%, 5)”‘1}, O<m< .

We suppose thaft,(0’) < 0 < frp+2(0"), and (0, fry+1(0")) is the closest point 08D, to
the origin. So that
V' fme+1(0)) = 0.

After rotation and scalingl (1.1) still have the same fornd the coéicient conditions
(@.2) (1.3) still hold. We now consider the equatiofin= wx(0, 1). Denote the cylinder

QO,r) =rwx(L-r21),

where r
rw:{XERn||X||<§’|:133n},

thenQ(0, 1) = Q; = wx(0,1). Our desired estimate f&u(0, 1) is given by the following:

Proposition 5.1. Suppose the cgicients Ax,t) € C+1(Dy x (0, 1)) (0 < u < 1) satisfy
(I2) and (I3), with {Dm}! _, as above. If e V(Q4) is a weak solution ofL.T), then for
0 < o < min{y, m},

U0, 1)+ 1VU(0, 1) < C (Ul + I flloay + MaX lGllro,0):
where C depends only onn, Ned,u, A, Ag, T, OFBH?SXI | fm||cl,a([_%,%]n,1), andlrsnnzilsx| 1Allcer 15, xj0.17)-
TheL* estimate ofu| in (1.6) and estimaté (1.7) in Theoréml1.1 follows from Propo
sition[5.1. The proof of Propositidn 5.1 will use the peratiobn Lemmd 411 irQ(0, 1).

We approximate the systemA* by a laminar system with cdBcientsA that are piecewise
smooth functions. Precisely, we introduce stripsin

W = {x cw: f(0) < X, < f,ml(O’)},

and define the cdicientsA as

lim  A%(y,1), Xxe€wmx(0,1), m>my,
yeDm !
_ y=(0. (@)
A(X, t) = AT(0,1), X € wny, X (0, 1),
lim AP, xewmx(0.1), m<m,
yeDm
y—=(0', fm:1(0))

Using f andg, we similarly define= andG, respectively. We measure théfdrenceA—A
in terms of a norn| - ||yse defined below orQ(0, 1).
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Definition 5.1. Fors > 0, 1 < p < o0, and any vector- or matrix-valued functién we
introduce the norm

1/p
IFlyse = suprl‘s(f |F|pdxdt) )
Q)

O<r<1

Lemma 5.2. Take

a
2(a + 1)}’

and A A defined as above. Then there exists a positive constantgendiag only on
nl,a, o, A, Ao, Ogrpngél Ao 05, x(0.1)) andorsnr% | fm||C1,a([_%,%]n_1), such that

O<a < min{,u,

A= Allyzaz < E.

It can be proved in the same way as Lemma 5.2 in [17]. For ré&adenvenience, we
present the proof here.

Proof. Due to the definition oD, andwy,, and Lemma 5.1 ir [17], we have
I (wm N rw) \ Dl < Crra.

Then by the definition oA, A,

. 1/2
( JC IA - APd xdt)
Q(0,r)
1 1 _, 1 1 Y
=|— |A - A“dxdt+ — f f |A — A“dxdt
[rn+2 zm: jl\—r2 fwmmrmem rn+2 Zml 1-r2 J (wmNrw)\Dm

1/2
DN I S ”
<|l— |A— A“dxdt] + Crztsa, 5.1
[rn+2; 1-r2 JwmNrwnDm ( )

whereC depending only o, | and theC1* norm of f,,, 1 < m < |. The first term in the
right-side of [5.1) requires a slightly fiierent estimate, depending on whethek my,
M= mg Or m> my. Form < my,

1 1 _ 1/2
(o [ [ - Aedxal
r 1-r2 JwmnrwnDm
1 1 12
= (m f f IA(X, 1) — A0, fm(0), t)I*d xdt)
r 1-r2 JwmnronDp

1 ! 1/2
= C(rﬁf1 f x- (0, fm(O’))|2"dxdt) <Cr,
—r< JomNronDm

2
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whereC depends only ofiAlc. o, x0.1y) (@ < w). Form=m,

1 1 _ 1/2
( f f A - A|2dxdt)
rn+2 1-r2
r a)moﬂrwﬂDmO

1 1 1/2
= ( 2 f f |A(X, 1) — A0, t)|2dth) < Cr?,
r 1-12 J g NrwNDry,

and form > my,
1 1 _ 1/2
|A — Al2dxdt
rn+2 1-r2 JomnrwnDm

1 1/2
= ( n+2 f f |A(X’ t) - A(O” fm—l(o’)’ t)|2d th)
r 1-r2 JwmnronDp,

1 ! 1/2
= C(rﬁf1 f X = (0, fn2(0))* dxdt) <cr.
—r% JwmNrownDm

In either case we therefore conclude fram{5.1) that

1/2
(JC |A-K|2dxdt) < C(r“' +r%) < Cr”.
Q(Or)

We now choosé& = C, then the lemma follows. O

We now prove Proposition 3.1. The method we use here is antiadagf that of
Li-Nirenberg in [16] for the elliptic case. See also relafmpers of L. Carelli and
Cdfarelli-Cabrel[4] 5].

Proof of Propositiol 5J1.For simplicity, we treat the casE = g = 0. We will show
that
lu(0, 1)l + [Vu(0, 1)l < Cllull 2(q,)- (5.2)

By Lemmd5.2, _
IA = Allyiwz < E.

In fact, we can further assume that
A = Allywrz < €. (5.3)

for some small enough, > 0 (depending only om, N, 2, A, ', andE). Indeed, we pick
ro satisfyingrg (1 + E) = e and let

A1) = A(fox r3(t— 1)+ 1), A(xt) = A(rox, r(t — 1) + 1),

and
T(x 1) = u(rox. rj(t — 1) + 1).
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A simple calculation yields

— = 1/2
r f |A- A dxdt)
Q)
1/2

1

_ @
r rl’]+2

f |A(rox, r2(t — 1) + 1) — A(rox, r(t — 1) + 1)| dxdt

|x|<r
1-rl<t<1

, 1 —2 vz
= r_a/ E—— A - A , S d d ,
(rOr)n+2 L(O,ror) | | (y ) Y %

IA = Allyroz < 18 1A= Allyrorz < €,

SO

and, sincef’ = g = 0, _
@, -0 (AgU) =0 inQy.
In the following we will always assume that forfgiently smalle, (5.3) holds and
uis normalized to satisfifull 2, < 1. We will find wy € V(Q(0, 221)), k > 0, such that
forallk > 0,

— 3
(Wk)t - a(AaWk) = O’ Q(O’ m)’ (54)
, o Kn+4+20") 1 1—ka’
||Wk||L2(Q(O’ZI3+_1» < C 4 2 . ||DWk||Lm(Q(O’Zk£_1» < C 4 . (55)
||Dth|||_0°(Q(0’4k_{rl)) < C/4_k(a,_1), ||DDth|||_m(Q(O,4k%)) < C’4_k(a/_2), (56)
k
k(n+4+2a")

“u -, < 4 (5.7)

L (CCP29)

In the proof of [5.4){(5.6)C, C’ ande, denote various constants that depend only on
parameters specified in the proposition. In particular tire independent &€ C will be
chosen first and will be large, th&i (much larger tha€), and finallye € (0, 1) (much
smaller than 1CC").

By Lemma4.1, we can findp € V(Q(0, 2)), such that

(o)~ 0 (Rawe) =0, (1) € QO.3)

with
Ilu = Wolly(qy < Ceéps
o)
1 Y
llu— WO|||_2(Q(0,%)) < ECEO’
and

IWoll2(qro.2)) < NlUllizqo.2)) + U = Wollzig3 < Cl< ©).
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Recalling the definition oA, it follows from Corollary(3.11l that
||DW0||LN(Q(O,%)) <C<C, ||DtW0||LN(Q(O,%)) <C, ”DDtWO”LOO(Q(O,%)) < C.

So far, we have verified (3.4)-(5.7) flar= 0. Suppose that (5.4)-(5.7) hold upk¢k > 0),
we will prove them folk + 1. Let

K
X -1
Wiia(X, 1) = [U Z WJ)( 21 42(k+1) 1)

j=

X t-1

—~ —( x t-1
Ak+1(x’ t) = A(m, m + 1), Ak+1(X, t) = A(m, m + l) ,

k
1 — X t-1
Ok+1(X,t) = gy (Ak+l - Ak+l) (x,t) Z ow; (m, 72 1) -
=0
thenW,, satisfies

Wisn), ~ 3(Aq1dWee1) =~z (1) € Q(O. 1) (5.8)

By simple calculation, using the fact thg(0, 1) = 1 and [5.8), we obtain

— —\? 1 €o
A1 = Al = Jg | A= AP) < g A= Alrs < o (59)
> gk+1
By Lemma4.1, there existg,; € V(Q(O, 2)) such that
— ) 3
_(Vk+1)t +0 (Ak+1avk+1) = O, In Q(O, Z),
and
[IWk+1 — Vk+1||v(Q(o,%))
€0 Y
< C(”gk+1||L2(Q(O,1)) + (m) (||Wk+1||L2(Q(O,1)) + ||Dtgk+1||L2(Q(O,1))))- (5.10)

In the following, we will estimate these three terms on thghtihand side of[(5.10).
Making a change of variable and usiihg (5.7), we first have

K 1/2
2
el = (4<k+1)<”+2> f f o Ju= >l S)dyd%
Q.

4k+1 j=0
(k+ 1)(n+2) k(n+4+2n’ )

C
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Further, we need to estimate thé norm of g.,1 andD;gy,1. In fact, by the induction
hypothesis[(5]5) and (3.6), we have

K
1 _ o
19k+1llL200.1)) < 4k+1||Ak+1 - Aci1lliz00.1)) E c4, (5.12)
=

and

k
1 _ _
1D G0y < ez lIPrAs ~ Dcalliziqoay Y C'47

i=0
1 % Qi S
+ mHAkﬂ — AallLzQo.y) Z 726D o : (5.13)
i=0

Recalling the definition of,; andAy.1, and using the smoothnessAfwe have

1/2 1/2
_ 1 _
(f |Dt(Ak+l - Ak+l)|2d th) < m (JC L |Dt(A - A|2dth)
Q02 QO 7241

2
< 22 IPAlL=0 24
< C
S 20D

Therefore, combining these estimates with|(5[9), (5.18)(@&l3), we have

€0 4(/ , CC’EO
||gk+l||L2(Q(O’1)) < 4k+1 ' 4(k+1)’ ' 4o — 1C < 4Kk+1)(1+a’)’ (514)
and
cC
IDtGk+1llL2(Q0,1)) < 230D (5.15)
So substituting(5.11)[(5.14) arld (5.15) irfto (5.10), weeha
, 1
Wie1 — Vk+1||V(Q(O,%)) < CC max{eg, €o} - Ak @)’ (5.16)
and
||Vk+l|||_2(Q(o,%)) < [[Wit1 — Vk+1|||_2(Q(o,%)) + ||Wk+1|||_2(Q(o,%))
CccC C
y
< maxe, €o} - A0ty T ey
Let

3
Wit (X, 1) = Vi (41%, 426t - 1) + 1), (x 1) € Q(O, yreea)
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A change of variables yields (5.4), and

Wi 1llL2 (o725

1/2
= [ f [Viceal? (471 x, 426Dt - 1) + 1) dxdt)
Q0.445)

12
= (4_(k+1)(n+2) f Vil (¥, 9) dyd%
Q0.3)

1
= 4(k+1)2(n+2) ||Vk+l||L2(Q(0,711))

(k+1)(n+4+2a")
2

<C4 =

that is, [5.5) is obtained fdc+ 1;

k+1
“U— E Wi
2 1
= Ilko )

1/2
= (4—(k+1)(n+2) f W1 — Vk+1|2 (X, t) dth)
Q0.3)

= W”Wkﬂ - Vk+1|||_2(Q(0,%))
2

_ (k+1)(n+4+2a")
2

—_ b

that is, [5.7) holds fok + 1.
Combining the above and Corolldry 3111, we have

2C
1BV allwgro 1y = ClMktllizoo ) = Zaenaey

2C
IDtVksalli(qo.2y) < C||Vk+1|||_2(Q(o,%)) < AT
and

2C
||DDth+l|||_m(Q(o,%)) < C||Vk+1|||_2(Q(o,%)) < A0ty

By a change of variables, we have

D C/ D C/
I Wk+1|||_oo(Q(o,Zk1+_2)) < pIE I th+1|||_°°(Q(0,ﬁ)) < 26D 1)’

al |d
DD k+111f « Q0 < —/
|| tW ” ( ( ’4;(12 )) 4(k+1)(a/—2) '

Estimates[(5]5) and (5.6) fér+ 1 follow from the above estimates. Thus we have estab-

lished [5.4){(5.7) for alk.
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An easy consequence 6f (b.5) and{5.6), we have
C

(s Dl 200 < Ziran- (5.17)
For|x < ﬁ and 1- e < t < 1, using[(5.6) and (5.17), we have
k
(1) — Zw, <[> wixt) - Zw,(o 1)’ Z Iw; (0, 1)|
j=0 j=k+1
k
|| 11— 1]
< C(ZT +Z - 1)] Z 41(1+a'>
j=0 j=0 j=k+1
k
X 1 - t ’
D
=0 i=0
< C(IX+ iT—t]) + Cca™
Then
k o0 C
w;— > w;(0,1) < o
H ,Z:; J JZ:; N ECTRIIRES
So, in view of [5.7), we have
u— » w;(0,1)
H ; ' L2(QO7E)
k k 0
<|u- > w; +“ wi— > w;(0,1)
,-Z:; : L2(Q(0, z41)) JZ{ : ,Z:; : L2(Q0. z41))
C
< P (5.18)
Thus, after sending — oo,
u(0,1) = Z w;(0, 1). (5.19)
=0
The estimate ofu(0, 1)| in (5.2) is established. By Taylor expansion,
u(x, t) — u(0, 1) = V,u(0, 1) - x + O(|x* + |1 — t]).
Using (5.18) and(5.19), we have
IVxu(0, 1) - X”'-Z(Q(Ovzli—l)) < [lu—u(o, 1)”'-2(Q(0vzli—1)) +ClI>C + [1—t] ”'-Z(Q(O’zli—l))
C
< P (5.20)
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Lete = 240D than

V,u(@.1)]"
1/2 12
2 1 2
f f Vau(0,1) - X“dxdt| > f f (§|vxu(o, 1)| - |x|) dxdt
xe>1|x| xe>3|x
(x0eQ(0. zr7) (x0eQ(O. zxi7)
1/2
> —|qu(o 1)| [ f f |x|2dxdt)
Q(O 4k+1
Vxu(0,1) 1
T C 47 (5.21)
Combining [5.2D) and (5.21), it implies that
IVu(0, 1) < C.

Estimate[(5.P) is established. We have completed the prioBfapositior( 5.1 forf' =
g” = 0. For the general case, by the method used in Propositian §L3]], suppose

ullzion) + 1 Fllis@y +  MaX [19llcoa,ory < L

we can obtain the same assertion. We leave the details totdrested readers. O

6 Holder Estimates of the Gradient

Theorem 11l can be deduced from the following Propositiore U&e the notation of
Sectiorb.

Proposition 6.1. Let A be as in Sectidd 5, and leeW(Q;) be a solution of
(U - (A B(x, t)Dﬂu’) 0 in Q. 6.1)
Then for all X D, N 3w,

IVu(x, 1) = Vu(0, 1) < CllullzaylXI”,

wherea’ < min{yu, Ty ) and C depends only on N, |, a, €, 4, Ay, u, the C-* norm of
wm and ||A||Ca/’1(BmX[O,T]) .
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6.1 Beginning of the proof of Propositiod 6.11
As explained in Section 5 we may assume without loss of gétyetiaat

lull2e) <1 and [JA—- Allyuee < 6,

where g is the small constant in Sectidnh 5. To prove B&* estimate, we slightly
strengthen[(5l4)-(5.7). Namely, we show that we can ﬁmjk o In V(Q(O, 4k+1)) such
that fork > 0, wy satisfy, in addition to[(5]4)-(517), for any-1 -z 42(k+1) <t<1,

k+1

UG, 1) = ) Wit

j=0

(k+1)(n+2+22)

<4 (6.2)

w)

L2(4 2k+1

and
K(1-o')
||D WkllLM((wmm kJrlcu)><(;|_ 42(k+1) 1) <C4 ¢ (63)

These estimates will be used in the proof of Proposifioh 6.1.

Proof of (6.2)and (6.3). We will prove thosgw}y,, found in Propositiofi5]1, also sat-
isfy (6.2) and[(6.B). First, fok = 0, by Lemmd 41, we can findy € V(Q(0, 2)), such
that

(o)~ (Rawe) =0, (1) € QO.3)

with
llu = Wolly(oo, 1y = Cels
and by Corollary 3.11, we have

||D2W0||LN(Q(O,%)) < C”WOHLZ(Q(O,%)) <C<C.

Suppose that (5.4)-(5.7), (6.2) and (6.3) hold uf (b > 0), we will prove them fok + 1.
Let

K
X -1
Wi1(x, t) = [U Z WJ]( 21 42(k+1) 1)

j=

x t-1 — —( x t-1
Ak+1(X’ t) = A(m’ m + 1), Ak+1(xs t) = A(ma m + 1) s

t-1
Ok+1(X, 1) = T (Ak+1 Ak+1 (1) Z oW; (4k+1 420<+1) 1)

thenW,, satisfies

(Wk+1)t - a(Ak+1aWk+1) = —00k+1, (x.1) € Q(0,1).
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There existsi,1 € V(Q(0, 2)) such that

—~ : 3
~(er) + 9 (AwadVir) = 0. in- Q. 7).

with
W1 — Vk+1||V(Q(O,%))
€ Y
<C (||gk+1||L2(Q(O,1)) + (—4(k+1)a,) (”Wk+1||L2(Q(O,1)) + ||Dtgk+1||L2(Q(0,l))))
1
/ Y
< CC ma)({éo,éo} . m,
and
S cc C
Vi 1llL 2o, 3)) < MaX ey, €of - A0 T 0D @)
Let

3
Wk+1(x’ t) = Vk+1 (4k+1x? 42(k+1)(t - l) + 1) 5 (X’ t) € Q(O’ m)

Then we have, for & i <7t <1

k+1 2 1z
(fl u(x,r)—ij(x,T) dX]
F2® 1=0
1/2
= (4‘(k+1)” . [Whey1 = Vis1|?(%, 7)d X)
Zw

4(k+1)n ||Wk+l - Vk+l||V(Q(O,%))
2

_ (k+1)(n+2+22")
2

< 4

Similar as the proof of (515) and (5.6), in view of CorollarL3, we have

2C
2
1D Vk+1|||_oo(Q(o,%)) < C||Vk+1|||_2(Q(o,%)) < AT

By a change of variables, we have (6.3). i

Similarly as in [16], associated Wit " = Al,.xoT), We introduce a linear transfor-
mationN™ : R"™N — R™ as follow: Forb = (b)) e R™N (1<a <n,1<i <N),

(NMp), =k, 1<a<n-11<i<N

(N™b), = A" b, 1<i<N.

Since (Ki(jm)nn) is a positive definitéN x N matrix with eigenvalues in, Ag], it is clear that
N™ is invertible and
INTILIIIN™) ] < C(n, N, 4, Ao). (6.4)
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We also define linear transformation$” : R™ — R™ by setting
TM — (N(m))—lN(mo)_
Lemma 6.2. .
vu(0,1) = Z vw;(0, 1), (6.5)

=0

and for Xe (zw N wm) \ 70,

< CIx”. (6.6)

k k
D vwi(x 1) - > TMVw;(0,1)
=0 =0

Proof. We first prove[(65). Fogizw C wp,, it follows from (6.3) that

e . 1
Wi (x, 1) — [w;(0, 1) + Vw;(0, 1){| < 4|2 j<k xe o1

This, and[(6.R), yield

k
u(x, 1) - [Z w;(0, 1) + Vw; (0, 1)x]

j=0

1
L2( 2k+1 w)
k

* Z [WJ' (%, 1) + w;(0, 1) + Vw;(0, 1)x]
j=0

k
< ux 1= ) wix 1)
j=0

L2(z10) L2(10)

cu

c =2 e,

j=0
k(n+2)

< C4 (6.7)
From (5.17) and(515), we know tht?, w;(0, 1) and} (2, Vw;(0, 1) are convergent and

Zw,(o 1) - Zw,(o 1)| < Mm), (6.8)
ZVWJ(O 1) - ZVWJ(O 1)| < ci (6.9)
Combining [(6.7),[(618) and (6.9), we have
u(x, 1) - [Z w;(0,1) + ZVWJ(O 1)x] < ﬁ
=0 L2(A70)

2k+T
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Equation[(6.5) follows from the above.
Next we prove[(6J6). The matching condition wf at X, = Cyn-1 is, for all X' €

ST
NOVW(X, Cpe1, 1) = NODVW (X, oy, 1), (6.10)
wherew[" (-, 1) = Wi(, Dl

Form = my, (6.8) follows from [6.8). We will only show (616) fan > my + 1 since

the proof is the same fan < mo— 1. Forx = (X, X,) € 7210 N wm \ 705w, M> My + 1,

we have

k
]wﬁj”‘)(x, 1) - T™vw; (0, 1)]
=0

k k
< 3 [P (x 1) - VWP(O' Cr, D) + Y [V (O, G, 1) - T Vw0, ).
=) =0

By (6.3),
yv\Ngn”(x, 1) - VW"(0', G, 1)' < CAE(X| + Xy — Cpg) < CAG))x.
By (6.4), (6.10), and (613),

[VW(0', Gt 1) - T™Vw; (0, 1)|
<C |N(m)Vvv§m) (0, Cg, 1) — N(%)VVVE%)(O, 1)|

IA

m
C Y, INOYWI(0, 61, 1) - NOVWID(0' ¢, 1)
i=mp+2

+ C [N YW D0 ¢y, 1) = N VWD (0, 1)

m
<C Z INCDYW DO, 6ip, 1) - NCDVWD(0, 6o, 1)
i=mp+2
+ C[N™VW™ (0, ¢, 1) - N™YW™(0, 1))
m
< C| ), 4061 - Go) + 44y, - 0)
i=mp+2

= C4lt-e 4
< C4a) iy

It follows that

k
VW™(x, 1) - T™Vw;(0, 1) < C44-)|x < C4x”"
j=0

Estimate[(6.6) is established; so is Lenima 6.2. o
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Lemma 6.3. Let x be on the yaxis andX + a|Xjw C (D1 N wme1) fOr some a> 0. Then

k
VU, D) - ) Wiy 1) < C@IXY, v e X+ 5K, (6.11)
=0

where k satisfied 2 < |X < 4~ 1. consequently,
YUy, 1) - Vuz 1) < C@IXY,  y.ze X+ [Xw, (6.12)

Proof. Let
k
W(y, t) = u(X+ alXly, @)t - 1)+ 1) - > w; (X+alkly, (@x)’(t-1)+1), yew.
j=0

Thenw satisfies the following systems

W — 0 (A(X+aX-, (@X)*(t- 1)+ 1)oW) = 6§ in w x (0, 1),

S

§=-aJx Z (A("”l) X+ alXly, (alX)(t — 1) + 1)
A (O,’ Crmy (AXD2(t — 1) + 1) ) - OW; (>? + alXy, (alx))*(t — 1) + 1),

with AM™D( @x)%(t — 1) + 1) = A(, (@X)%(t - 1) + 1)lp,,..x01)- Sincex + aXw €
(Dims1 N wme1), the CH(w)-seminorm ofA™D (X + alx-, (alX))?(t — 1) + 1) is bounded by

C(a)Ix*. Thus, by[(5.5) and (8.3),
Oy < C@EIXH.
We also deduced from (6.2) that, for-1; Z(M) <t<1,
IWC Bllzy < C@IX

By the Schauder theory,
IVR(, Dlegey < C@IXH

Estimate[(6.111) follows from the above. Estimate (6.12pfos from (6.11) and(6]3). O

6.2 Completion of the Proof of Proposition 6.11

For some smalt;, depending only on the parameters specified in Propositifini6x
satisfiegx| > ry, the desired estimate in Proposition]6.1 follows from thedgnt esti-
mates in Proposition 5.1. So we always assumesthatDy, \ {0} and|x| < ry. In the
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following we repeatedly use the smallnes$adfWe select arx as follows. Ifc,, > 80,
setx = (0, 10x]) (andm = my), otherwise lem > my + 1 be the smallest index for which
Cmi1 — Cm > 80X, and setx = (0, ¢y, + 10x]). Clearly, 10x] < [x] < 100( + 1)|x| and
X+ alXw C Dy N wmez, With @ = 8. With this choice of; letk satisfy 74 < X < z+.

Then by [6.5)[(6.6) and (6.11), we have
[Vu(x, 1) - T™Vu(o, 1)|

+

k k )
< VU 1) = ) VWi 1) +| ) Ywi(x D)= ) T™Vw(0.1)
j=0 j=0 j=0

< CIXY < C|x. (6.13)

Letzbe on either the graph df,, or f.1, So that the distance afto zis the least distance
of x to the union of graphs dffi}. LetL be the line passing througtthat is normal to
this graph. Clearly € L. Let Z) denote the intersection &f with the graph off; for
My < j < m+ 1. Using the smallness ¢f| and theC® property of{f}, it is not dificult
to see that

20— (0, fi(O)I< 4x, mp<j<m (6.14)
and

2™ — ZM| > 40/x].

Herem is as defined before, and we have used the fact that the pajrit(@)) is the
projection of the origin onto the graph of the functify. The same argument shows that
we can findz on the segment determined B andz™% with |z— Z™| = 10| such that

IVu(z 1) - T™Vu(x, 1) < CIX*

where the{T™} are defined in the natural way. Due [0 (8.14) and the Holdeticoity
of AU, we have B
T - T < Clxr,

SO
IVuz 1) - T™vu(x, 1) < CIx”. (6.15)
It is easy to see, by the smallness pind Holder continuity ofV f;}, that
IX—17 < 2|X.
By (6.12), B B o /
[Vu(x,1) — Vu(z, 1) < C|x|* < C|x*. (6.16)

A combination of [(6.1B),(6.15)| (6.1.6) arid (6.4) yields
IVu(x, 1) — Vu(0, 1) < CIT™[Vu(x, 1) - Vu(0, 1)]| < C|x.

Propositio 611 is established.
Similarly, we can prove the following more general proposit we leave the details
to the interested reader.
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Proposition 6.4. Let A be as in Sectidd 5, and letew/ (Q;) be a solution of
(u): - DQ(A-“}‘*(X, t)Dﬁui) =-D,g"' +f in Q.
Then for all X Dy, N 3w,

[Vu(x,1) - u(0,1) < C (||U|||_2(QT) + [l + max ||g||C”"0(w_m><[O,T])) X,

wherea’ < min{yu, ﬁ}, and C depends only on N, |, @, €, A, Ao, i, [|Allce 1Gmxqo 77 @Nd
the C-® norm ofwy,.

6.3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Here, for simplicity, we still only treat the cagé= g* = 0.

Proof of TheorerﬂlZSinceAﬁ'8 e C*K(Dp, x [0, T]), applying D; to (6.1) and denoting
V = W, then we have

V) - Da(Aﬁﬁ(x, t)DﬁvJ‘) _ Da(DtAqgﬁ(x, t)Dﬂuj) in Or. (6.17)
SinceA € C+* (D, x [0, T]) anddu € C*°((D. N Dpy) X (€T, T)), it follows thatAdu e

C”9((D. N Dy) % (€T, T)). Then forl = 1, apply Theoreri 111 t6_(6.17), and in view of
Lemma3.8, we have, for any©e < 3 anda’ < min{x, )

||V||LOO(D€><(ET’T» + ||DXV||L°°(D€><(ET,T» + ||DXV||C(Y"0((Dgﬁﬁm)><(ET,T»
<C (||V||L2(D§x(§T,T)) + max ”AtDUHCM,O((Dimﬁm)X[ET’T]))

< € (Il sy + MaX IDUlcrogo, 5,petsTony
< C”U”LZ(QT), (618)
whereC depends only on, N, L, @, €, 4, Az, i, T || Allcer 25, jo.17) @Nd theC* norm of Dy,
Estimate[(1.B) fot = 1 is proved. To prove (118) fdr= 2, we apply LemmBa3l8 td (6.117)
to obtain
||Vt||L2(D§><(§T,T))
<C (HVHLZ(Dﬁx(ﬁT,T)) + ||(DtA)Vu”L2(D§><(§T,T)) +[ID¢ [(6:A) VU] ||L2(Dﬁx(§T,T)))’

whereC depends only on, N, €, 1, A,, T. Since

D [(DiA) Vu] = (DyA)VU + (DiA)Di(VU)
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it follows, from Lemm4d 3.7 and Lemna 3.8, that
||(DtA)Dt(VU)HLZ(Dix(ﬁT,T)) = ”(DtA)VV”LZ(D%x(ﬁT,T))

C ”VVHLZ(D%X(ET,T))

IA

IA

C (||V||L2(Dg x(sTT) T ||(DtA)Vu||L2(D§ x(gT,T)))

IA

C (Ikllzio wcsrory + Uil 5719
< Clullzon.

whereC depends only on, N, €, A, A,, T. Thus we have shown

||Vt||L2(D§><(§T,T)) < C(||Ut||L2(D§x(§T,T)) + ||Vu||L2(D§><(§T,T)) + ||U|||_2(QT))
< Cllull2on» (6.19)

whereC depends only on, N, €, 1, A4, T.
Apply Dy to (6.17) and writewv = v;(= uy), we have

(W), - Da(Afj.ﬁ Dﬂwi) - Da(DttAf’f Dyul + 2DA Dﬁvi) inQr.  (6.20)

Apply Theoreni 111 td (6.20), and in combination with (6.18) 46.19), we have, for any
0<e < 3 anda’ < min{y, il

W[~ (D x(eT,T)) + [IDxWI Lo (D x(eT.T)) + ”DXWl|C”’v°((D605m)><(eT,T))

< (”W”LZ(DEX(%T’T” ppuen (”A“D“”C“’D((Dg05m>x[§T,T1> + ”AtDV”cw“O((D;05m>x[§T,T1>))

IA

IA

C (||Vt||L2(D5 x(sT) T Mmax (||Du||C<Y”0(D§ ButsTT) + IPVlleroo, iBmxi5T.m) ))

IA

CllullLzor)s

whereC depends only om, N, L, @, €, 4, Ag, 1, T |Allcw 55, 401 @Nd theC™* norm of
Dn,. Estimate[(1.8) fof = 2 is proved. For gener&land| > 2, repeating this process by
induction, we proved Theorem1.2. i

7 Appendix

Let w c R" be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundésy For 0 < 1 < A <
o, T > 0, &/(1,A) denotes the class of measurable vector-valued functi@ﬁ@( t))
satisfying (1.2) and[(113), witihg = A andQr = w x (0,T). Consider, forT > 0,
ge L?(wx (0, T),RN)andf € L2(0, T, L?(w, RV)),

{u;—ax,(A%ﬁ(x,t)axﬁui>:axag;(z)+f‘(z) nwx©T). Vi

(7.1)
u=0 on Pw x (0, T)) U (w x {0}).

In the following we use notation’2= 2L if n> 3,2 = if n=1,2.
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Theorem 7.1.Forn > 1, N > 1,0 < 1 < A <o, T >0, and Ae (1, A), let

ue \O/(w x (0, T),RN)) be a weak solution ofZ.1). Then there exists 4 < py < 2,
depending only on,iN, 2 and A, such that if pe [2, pg), g € LP(w x (0, T),RN) and
f € LP(0, T, L¥(w, RN)), then ue LP(0, T, W, P(w, RN)). Moreover,

T T LZ) T
f f(|u|p+|Vu|p)dxdts c(f (f|f|2dx) dt+f f|g|pdxdt),
0 w 0 w 0 w

where C depends only ohA,n,N,wand T.

Remark7.1 The above theorem was proved by Campanatolin [6] for stropagbolic
systems, i.e., under

AP < AP (xDEEL < AP, VEeR™. (7.2)

The method in[[6] does not apply under the weaker hypoth&sBsdnd [(1.B).
We introduce some standard notations:

Br(X0) = {X€R": [x—X| <R},
2= (%o, t0), Qr(z0) = Br(X0) X (to — R, to),

1
fdz= fdz
JL(;Fa(zo) | QR(ZO) | Qr(20)

When no confusion may arise, we shall omjtandz, in tkle notations. In the following
we useQ to denote some parabolic cube, i.e. for somgetf) € R andR > 0,

Q={(xt eR™ : {H-R<t<ly x-Xil <R i=12-,n}.

7.1 Theorem 7.1 whenf =0

In this subsection we prove Theorém]7.1 wHes 0. The proof relies on the following
result that can be proved exactly the same way as for the gmadoelliptic one in[[11]
[see Proposition 1.1 in Chapter V there] by simply changiogliflean cubes to parabolic
cubes. Fop > 0 small, the elliptic one was proved in |12].

Proposition 7.2. Let Q be a parabolic cube, ¢ 1, 0 < 6 < 1, and let hH be two
nonnegative functions in9(Q). Suppose

q
JC hidz < b(f hdz) +JC H9%z+ HJC hidz
Qr(20) Qur(20) Qur(20) Qur(20)

for every Qr(Z)) ¢ Q. Then there exist constards> 0 and C > 0, depending only on
b, g, 6, n and|Q|, such that for all pe [g, g+ €) and all Qr(z) c Q,

(JC hpdz)pgc((f thz)q+(J[ dez)p).
Qr(20) Qur(20) Qur(20)

44



This result was used in [13] to derive partial regularity oligions of some nonlinear
parabolic systems satisfying strongly elliptic conditi@hZ). We first establish interior
estimates in Theorem 7.1 whén= 0.

Proposition 7.3. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 7.1 with ©, there exist? < pg <
2", depending only on,MN, 2 and A, such that forany g c w x (0, T), and2 < p < po,

we have o
|VulPdz < C(J[ |Vu|2) +JC lgIPdz (7.3)
Qr Qar Qar

where C depends only onN, A, andA.

Let x(x) be a function irC°(Bx(Xo)) such that O< y < 1,y = 1inBy(Xp) and|Vy| < 2.
We denote

X2r(X) =X(Xo + X_RXO),

and Ietng € Cw([to - (ZR)Z, to]),
3
OSTZRSL T2R:10n [to—RZ,to], TZR:OOH [to—(ZR)z,to—(éR)z],

and they satisfy

C(n C(n
IVxorl < %, [VTor| < %

1 1
f XgR:ﬁfXﬂrs f X%R:ﬁf)(z' (7.4)
Bor B2 Bor B,

Define the weighted means ofXx, t) in Bor(X) as

We note that

2
Jl:32F<(X0) U(X, t)XZRd X
> .
J|::’>2Fe(><0) XZR(X)d X

u(t) := Uy 2r(t) =

Lemma7.4.Let Ae &7/(A,A) and let ue \O/(w x (0, T),RN)) be a weak solution of7.1)
with f = 0. Then for all Qg ¢ Q, we have

_ C _

sup lu— Ur/2dX + f VuPPdz< — f lu— Ur/2dz+ C lg?dz  (7.5)
to—R2<t<tg JBRr Qr R Q2r QR

where C depends only onN, A, andA.

Proof. Let zy = (Xo,t0) € Q, andQ.r(Z) c Q. By the definition of weak solutions, we
test [7.1) with

¢ = (Uh - Uh)ﬂz,
wheren = 12r = x2rT2R,
1 t+h
Un(X, 1) := %f TU(x,9)ds for 0<h< R (7.6)
t

-h
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and
u(x, ), t>r,

u(x, t) = qu(x, t), tv-(2R2 <t<r,
ux to— (2R?), t<to— (2R

Then we have, for € [ty — R, tg]

[ witwdx- [ [ uadsdte [ [ arDuD, gt
B2r t0—(2R)? JBar 10—(2R)? JB2ar

:f gD, dxdt (7.7)
10—(2R)? JBar

By our choice of the test function, we know that the term

f (f (Uh - Jh)deX) ((9tJ)T§Rdt =0.
0—(2R)? \JBgr

It follows that

fto—(ZR)Z LzR Jat ((uh - Jh)nz) dxdt= fBZR (J(Uh - ljh)nz) (X, T)dX.

Then we have

f f U¢tdxdt_f f ué)t Un — uh )dxdt
to-(2R)2 JB2r to—(2R)? JBar
f (u—-u) o ((uh — U7 )dxdt+f (U(uh - uh) )(x, 7)dX
to-(2R)2 JB2r
- [ (U= 0) (U — O), 7 xalt
t

0—(2R)? VB

+ fto o Jon (u—T) (un = Tn) (0 (%)) dxdlt+ fB (U(un = Tn)r?) (x. T)dx (7.8)

2R

First, we will show that

Ilmf (u— 1) (U — Un), p*d xdt
0—(2R)? JBxr

h—0

2 fBZR ((u G)z 2) % T)dx_ 2 f (2R)? fBzR (u G)z at( )) % T)dX (79)
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By the definition ofu,, (7.8), we have, for & h < &,

f (U= 0 (Un — G Pl xclt
1

0—(2R)2 JBor

1 (7 - _
~ %h fto—(ZR)Z fBZR (U - U)(X, t){(u - u)(x,t +h) - (u - u)(x,t - h)}nz(x, t)dxdt

1 [ _
"o L—(ZR)Z fBZR {(u =~ U)(x O(U=T)(x t+ hy(x t +h)
- (U - lT)(X, t)(ﬁ— ﬁ)(x,t — h)?(x, t)}d xdt

1 T
7+h
= 2_1h fT fBZR (U - lT)(X,t = h)(U - lT)(X, 7)n?(x, t)dxdt
1 T
*on f . f (u=B)x(u - B)x 1) prx ) = (et + ) dxal

=lp+ 1l

Clearly,
. 1 i 2 2
H—%“h__éfto (u-u) 8t(n)dxdt

-(2R? JBxr

and

21y - f ((u-02?) (x,r)d{
1 T+2hR _

- f (U= D)% t = h) — (U= D)% 7 Ju T (x DPdxdt
h T Bor

§ @ 7+h

]
-0 as h— 0.

Ju(-, t = ) = U, 7)llizg) - I (U= U) (% D)7 (X, 7)llz)dt

For the last step above, we have used the factuhatv%(w x (0, T)), see Lemma 211
(the conclusion and its proof are valid under our hypotheBa)is we obtairn (7]9). Again,
usingu € V¥9(w x (0, T)), we have

Llrrg)f lu—un?(x,7) =0, and Iimf lu— uy? dxdt= 0.
—Y UBxr t

h=0 Jt-(2r12 JBox

It follows that
lim | I(u=10) = (U = W)*(x7) =0,

Bor
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and .
lim f I(u—t) — (U, — Up)2dxdt= 0.
t

h=0 Jiy—2r2 JB2x
Then we have

lim f T(U=10) = (th— G)) PP(% 7) = O,

h—0 Bor

lim fT (u—G){(u—G)—(uh—Uh)}at(nz)dxdt:O.

h—=0 Jt-(2r?2 JBor
That is,

im fB - By )= f (U — D (x 7)dx (7.10)

Bor

and

lim f (u—0) (U — tn) & (n?) dxdt= f (u—0)%6; (7°) dxdt (7.11)
to

=0 Jto-(2r?2 JBax to—(2R)2 JB2r

By (7.9), (7.10) and(7.11), we have from ([7.8),
lim fT f Updxdt = f u(u— o) (x 7)p%(x 7)dx + 1 (u—0)?(x, )n?(x, 7)dx
to—(2R)? JBaxr B2r ’ 2 B2r ’

h—0

+ % ft ' (u—0)*6: (°) dxdt (7.12)

0—(2R)2 JBgr

Sincel|u, — Ullygr — 0 ash — 0, it follows that

Iimf f AfjﬂDﬂutiidxdt:f fp;}ﬁDﬁ(u-mi Da[(u—mnz]idxdt
=0 Jio-2R2 JB2r to-(2R)2 JBar
(7.13)

and

Iimf gaD(,gazf f g"D.| (u- ) n°|dxdt (7.14)
=0 Jto-(2R)2 JBoz to-(2R)? JBx

Then sendindp — 0 in (Z.7), from [Z.IR),[(7.13) and (7114), we have

1 f (u— )2 (%, (% 7)dX + f f A”Dg (u- 1) D,| (u- U)nz]idxdt
2 Bor 10—(2R)? JB2ar

- [ * —n? ' 2 A (12
_ fto—(zR)z fBZR(g D.| (u- 0)7?|) dxdt+ fto-(zR)z fBZR (u— D2, () dxdt

By the Cauchy inequality, for any> 0,

ftoT—(zR)2 fBZR (ga D“[ (u-u) '72]) dxdt

e (7 2
<< f f 'v[ (u-1) n]' dxdt+ C(e) Igl2dz
4 to—(2R)? JBaxr Q2r(20)
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By a simply computation, we have

f (u—0)° 8, (n°) dxdt< 32 f lu— UPdxdt
to—(2R)? VB R to—(2R)? JBaxr
and

[ [ Aros-0o.f@- @] axa

—(2R)? JBgr
B jt\—(zR)z fB AﬁﬂDﬁ[ (u- l_’l)j n]Da[ (u- l_J)i U]dth
N ftT_(ZR)Zf A?|(Dgn) (u- 1)) |D| (u- 0)' n|dxdt

Bor

v f ' f APD,[ (U= ][ (@) (u— ) |dxalt

to-(2R)2 JBor

[ [ A -9 o) - 0 Jxat
to—(2R)? JBar

Then by the Cauchy inequality again ahd {1.2), we have

1 (u— )% (%, T)2(x, T)dX + fT A.‘jﬂDﬁ[ (u—ay’ n]Da[ (u- U)n]idxdt

2 Bor to—(2R)? VB2
T 2 C T o
< ef f ]v[ (u—- mn]] dxdt+ @ f U — TPdxdt+ C(e) Igl2dz
to—(2R)2 VB R to—(2R)? JBxr Q2r(20)

Therefore, by the weak parabolic condition (1.3), taking % we have
(U—?(x,7)dx+ | |[V(u-)Pdz< %f |u—U|2dz+Cf lg/%dz,
Br Qr Qr(20) Qr(20)
whereC depends only on, N, 2 andA. The proof of Lemma7]4 is completed. m|
Proof of Proposition 713.Using property[(7}4), we have
f lu— U’ < C u— Usrl?,
Bor

Bor

whereC depends only on. From Lemma 74 witlR replaced by R, forty — (2R)?> <t <
to,

_ C _
u— UgrlPdx < — lu— Usr/?dz+ lgl2dz (7.15)
Bor R Qar Qar
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By Holder inequality, Poincaré inequality add (7.15), have
n+2

n+2
lu— Ur/2dXx = ( lu— Ur/2dX ( lu-— JZRlde)
Bor

Bor

2
. 1 _ "2
sc( VUl dx (@f |U—u4R|2dZ+f |g|2d2)
Bor Qar Qar

2
< C( IVul™zdx (f |Vu|2dz+f |g|2dz) (7.16)
Bor Qar Qar

Integrating ovet leads to, for every > 0,

Bor

_2_

ff U — Tpel?dz < c(f |Vu|%”zdz)(f |Vu|2dz+f |g|2dz)m
QR Qr Qar Qar

n+2

< e(f (|Vu|2+|g|2)dz)+ Ez(f |vu|%”zdz) "
Qar €n Q2r
Using (Z.5), we have

C _
Jf IVul2dz < @f u— Uprl?dz+ CJC lgi*dz
QR Qr QR

Ce ]C . ) C
<= [Vu|© + |g|“)dz] +
R? ( Q4R( J ) E% Rn+4

Takinge > 0 such thas = 1, we have

n+2

(f |Vu|nzT"2dz) ) +cf g’dz
Qar Qzr

4+(n+4)n (n+2)2
n

e"R™ = CR*™*=CR 7 =CR

So

n+2
1 n o
IVul2dz < —J[ IVuldz+ C(JC |Vu|nszdz) + CJ[ gdz
Qr 2 Qar Qar Qar

Then takingh = [Vul#2, g = ™2 andH = |g|2, we obtain, in view of Proposition 7.2,
(Z.3) and have proved Proposition|7.3. |
Given the interior estimates Proposition]7.3, we now onlgdchi® establish boundary
estimates analogous {0 (I7.3).
The completion of the proof of Theorem[ 7.1 whenf = 0. Sincedw is Lipschitz con-
tinuous, there existR > 0 such that for alk € dw, dw N Bx(X) is the graph of a Lipschitz
function with controlled Lipschitz constant. In view of Pasition[7.8, we only need to
establish[(7J3) for alQsr(z) withty; < T,0< R< %R. Note that we allow2 \ Qsr # 0,
and heraus andg have been extended as zero outside= w x (0, T).
There are three cases: Case 1, Wm%ang{xo)mwc = (, can be seen as the interior case,
and has been settled; Case 2, Wh@gg(xo) C w°, is trivial; We only need to consider
Case 3, wherB%R(xo) N ow® # 0.
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For Case 3, in order to prove (¥.3) @, := Qar(z0) N Qr, we need only to replace
ljxo,ZR(t) by
u(x, tyyasdx

2 b
jl;zR(&)ﬁw XZR(X)d X

and lety(x) be a function irCg(B,(xo)) suchthatx y <1,y = 1in B; (%) and|Vy| < 4,
take

jl;zR(&)ﬁw

lT+xo,zR(t) =

X2r(X) =X(Xo + X;xo)’

satisfying|Vyzr| < %‘). Then by the same way, we could obtain the estiniaié (7.3). The
choice ofR and ballByr(X) guarantees the validity of the Sobolev inequality used in

(7.3).

It follows that for somep > 2, theLP norm of|Vu| is controlled by thé_? norm of|Vu|
and theL? norm ofg. On the other hand, we know that thé norm of Vu is controlled
by theL? norm ofg. Therefore we have shown that, for some 2,

f |[VulPdz< C |g|pdz (7.17)

7.2 Completion of the Proof of Theorem 7.1

In order to complete the proof of Theoréml7.1, we need thevialig Lemma.

Lemma 7.5. Under the condition of Theorelm 7.1 withegO, and let p be as in Proposi-
tion[Z.3. Then foral < p < po, f € LP(0, T, L?(w, RN)), we have & LP(Qr) and

T p/2
IVu|Pdxdt < cf (f|f|2dx) ,
Qt 0 w

where C depends only onlN, 2, A andw.
Proof. Let U be the solution of
U € H}(w,RY) n H¥(w,RY), -AU' = f'.

It is known that
IVlwz2) < CllifllLzzn),
whereC depends only on, N andw, and by the imbedding theorems with respect,to

[ 1PUIPxX< OGOl (7.18)
Then the weak solution of (7.1) witth = 0, u, satisfies, for a.er € (0,T) and for all

pe \7\/%’1(QT; RN),

f(U‘P)(',T)dX—f (Aﬁﬁaﬁujaago‘—u‘pt)dxdt:f 9,U'8,¢' dxdt
w Qt

Qr
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By (7.17) and[(7.18), we conclude that

T p/2
|VulPdxdt < Cf |IDU|Pdxdt < Cf (f|f|2dx) dt,
Qr Qr 0 w

and this is the required assertion. |

Proof of Theorerf 711Combining the proof of Theorem 7.1 with= 0 and Lemma 715,
the proof is completed. |
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