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WEIGHTED ALEKSANDROV ESTIMATES: PDE AND
STOCHASTIC VERSIONS

N.V. KRYLOV

ABSTRACT. We prove several pointwise estimates for solutions of lin-
ear elliptic (parabolic) equations with measurable coefficients in smooth
domains (cylinders) through the weighted Lgq (Lg41)-norm of the free
term. The weights allow the free term to blow up near the (latteral)
boundary. We also present weighted estimates for occupation times of
diffusion processes.

In the recent paper [4] the authors prove weighted and mixed-norm L,
estimates for fully nonlinear elliptic and parabolic equations with relaxed
convexity assumption and almost VMO assumption on the dependence on
the space-time variables of the functions defining the equations. The full
norm including the second order spacial derivatives is estimated, however,
sometimes they are estimated through the weighted norm of the free term
plus the weighted norm of the unknown function itself. Here we show how
the unknown function can be estimated through the weighted norm of the
free term by considering linear elliptic and parabolic equations with measur-
able coefficients. One knows that zeroth-order estimates for fully nonlinear
elliptic and parabolic equations even not explicitly involving z reduce to the
estimates for linear elliptic and parabolic equations with measurable coeffi-
cients. Our estimates are given for C™! domains and cylinders with weights
that are powers of the distance to the boundary of the domain or to the
lateral boundary of the cylinder. In [12] and the references therein one can
find similar estimates in case the boundaries of domains have wedges with
weights related to the wedges.

It is worth noting that for the case of linear and quasilinear elliptic equa-
tions with regular coefficients a rather detailed information about weighted
estimates can be found in [3] and references therein.

It is also worth noting that for the case of linear parabolic equations with
coeflicients independent of x a rather detailed information about weighted
estimates can be found in [6] and the references therein. It is also worth
noting [2], where an abstract treatment of weighted estimates is presented
from the point of view of semigroups and special Riemannian manifolds.
Then the coefficient of operators are necessarily smooth apart from some
special singularities.
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Our method in the elliptic case is an extension of the original Aleksandrov
methods based on Monge-Ampére equations and is presented in Section 1. In
Section 2 we apply the results of Section 1 to derive estimates for equations
of main type in the unit ball. Section 3 contains our main analytic result
about estimates of solutions of elliptic equations. In Section 4 we derive
stochastic Aleksandrov estimates for functions which can blow up near the
boundary. These provide better estimates than known before for the time
spent by diffusion processes near the boundary of a domain before reaching
it.

Our method in the parabolic case is an extension of the one introduced
in [7], is based on considering the parabolic Monge-Ampere equations intro-
duced in [7], and is presented in Section 5 where we also derive estimates for
equations of main type in round cylinders. In Section 6 we apply the results
of Section 5 to derive estimates for general parabolic equations in round
cylinders. Section 7 contains our main analytic result about estimates of
solutions of parabolic equations. Finally, in Section 8 we derive stochastic
weighted Aleksandrov estimates for functions which can blow up near the
boundary. These provide better estimates than known before for the time
spent by diffusion processes near the lateral boundary of a cylinder before
reaching its boundary.

In the elliptic part of the article we work in a d-dimensional Euclidean
space R? of points = = (z',...,2%), d > 2. We use the notation

9
oz’
ar = (1/2)(ja| £a), i =(as)’, Bi(x)={yeR:|y—a|<r},
B, = B,(0), B = Bj.
By |T| we denote the volume of T' ¢ RY. If Q is a domain in R? with

d
i,j=1’

D; = Du = (Dyu,...,Dqu), Djj =D;D;, D*u= (Dju)

0
regular boundary by WE(Q) we mean the subset of W2(Q) consisting of
continuous functions in 2 vanishing on 0f2.
In the parabolic part of the article we fix T € (0, 00) and use the notation

C=[0,T)x B, 9C=0C\ ({0} x B).
We call & C the parabolic boundary of C.
Everywhere below (x) = 1 — |z|%.
1. ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS OF THE MAIN TYPE IN A BALL

Theorem 1.1. Let u € WilOC(B) N C(B) be a convex function in B, and
let € ]0,(d+1)/2). Then, for any xo € B,

u(zg) > iaanu — N(d, a)P (x0) < /B Y det D*u da:) 1/d, (1.1)

where

B =(d+1-2a)/(2d).
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Corollary 1.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, if u =0 on 0B, we
have

1/d
sup |u| < N(oz,d)(/ P det D2ud:17) . (1.2)
B B

Remark 1.3. Tt might be that (1.1) also holds if & = (d+1)/2. At least this
is true indeed if d = 1. Generally, estimate (1.2) is close to be optimal in
the following sense. Take o > (d + 1)/2 and a sequence z,, € B such that
|z,| — 1 as n — oo. Then one can construct a sequence of smooth in B,
convex functions u", vanishing on the boundary, such that u"(x,) — —oo
and the integral in the right-hand side of (1.2) stays bounded.

Our argument showing this is rather descriptive dropping some rigorous
justifications. But the author is sure that the reader will be able to make
it absolutely rigorous. To construct such a sequence of u", define negative
v™(zy) so that

0" )l = O )
and introduce a cone with vertex at (z,,v"(x,)) and base 9B. Let this cone
be the graph of a function which we call v"(z). Then mollify v" near z,,
without changing it for x not close to z, so that the new function, u", will
be smooth, convex, and close to v", so that u"(z,) — —oo (observe that
v"(zy) = —00).
Note that, since u™ is smooth, by change of variables formula,

/ det D*u™ dz = |Du"™(B)],
B

where Du™(B) = {Du"(x) : x € B}. It turns out that Du"(B) and
|Du™(B)| are independent of what we did with v™ in the small neighbor-
hood of x,. Indeed, if z € B and p = Du"(z), then the hyper-plane
y=u"(z) +p-(z—1x),z € R% can be shifted down, if necessary, so that
it will become a supporting plane for the graph of v™ at (x,,v"(z,)). Ob-
viously, all supporting planes for the graph of v™ at (x,,v"(z,)) can be
obtained in this way, so that Du™(B) is just the collection of p € R? such
that b+ p- (z — x,) is a supporting plane for the graph of v" at (z,,v"(x,))
for a b € R.
In analytic terms this means that

p € Du"(B) <= (p,zpn) +b=0"(zy,), (p,x)+b<0 VzedB.
We can rewrite the latter conditions as
max|,—1(z — p,p) < —0"(2n), [p| = (Tn,p) < —0"(2n),

’p‘2 - (‘Tnap)2 + 2Un($n)(xn7p) S ‘Un(xn)P?
and b = v"(zy,) — (p,xn). For z, = |xn|el we have
2

1— o 1, V'(zn) ‘xn’ " xn)’
( ra:nm(p ) T < fo e

1>2
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It follows that Du"(B) is an ellipsoid whose d—1 principal semi-axes have
length

0" (@n)|/ V1 = |enl?

and the remaining one is of length

0" ()] /(1 = laa ).
Hence,
|Du"(B)| = walv" ()| "~ D ().

After that observe that det D?u™ # 0 only in the neighborhood of
where we changed v™. Then

/ »* det D*u™ dx
B
is close to

J =™ () /B det D*u" do = ¢°(z,, )| Du™(B)|

= w2 (@) 0" (20)|! = wa,

and becomes as close to J as we wish as we shrink the neighborhoods of
Ty, where we changed v™. This finishes the proof of the claim made at the
beginning of this remark.

Remark 1.4. Tt suffices to prove (1.1) with B, in place of B and r? — |z|?
in place of ¢ for r < 1 close to 1. In that case we have u € W3(B,). This
shows that in the proof of Theorem 1.1 without losing generality we may
assume that v € W3(B).

Lemma 1.5. Let u € W3(B) be convez in B, 0 < s <r <1, and suppose
that det D?u # 0 only on B, \ Bs and uw =0 on OB. Then
(a) for |z| < s we have

1 — 52\ (d+1)/(2d)
< = .
[u(@)] < M(1—) , (13)
where
M= wd—l/d(1 — 2)(d+1)/(2d) (/ det Dzudaj)l/d,
By \Bs
(b) for |x| > r we have
()] < M(1 = |z])/(1 = 7). (1.4)
Proof. (a) Since in Bs we have
inf a¥ D;ju = 0, (1.5)

acA

where A is the set of dx d symmetric nonnegative matrices with unit trace, by
the maximum principle » in By attains its minimum on dB. Furthermore,
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the classical Aleksandrov estimate (the derivation of which is just part of
the arguments in Remark 1.3) says that, for any = € B,

1/d
lu(z)] < wcjl/d(l — |z|?)ld+1)/(2d) (/ det Dzudx) / , (1.6)
B

where the integral can be restricted to B, \ Bs. It follows that |u(x)| on 0B;
is dominated by the right-hand side of (1.3) and proves (a).

(b) Observe that in C, := B\ B, the function u satisfies (1.5). The
function v(z) := M(|z| — 1)/(1 — r) also satisfies this equation in C, and is
less than u on OC,. By Theorem 4.1.18 of [11] we have v > v in C, and this
s (1.4). The lemma is proved.

Next, we need a special partition of unity in B. For n = 0,1, 2, ... intro-
duce r, =1 —e7 ", r_1 =0, and find nonnegative C'*°-functions ¢, on [0, 1]
such that ¢, <1,

(=1 on [rp,rnt1], G =0 for t<(rp_1+7)/2=:8n-1,

Co=0 for t>(rpy1+rni2)/2=:Sp41.
After that set

n:ZCm nn:Cn/n-
n=0

Clearly, 7 is infinitely differentiable on [0,1) and 0 <7 < 3.

Lemma 1.6. Let u be four times continuously differentiable in B function,
which is convez in B, is nonnegative on OB and is such that f := det D?*u >
0 in B. Introduce wu, as C“'(B)-functions which are convex in B, vanish
on OB and satisfy

det D?u,, = fn¢
in B (a.e.). Then

o
U > E Unp,.-
n=1

Proof. First of all note that, since g := f/¢ is at least in C1'(D), the
functions w,, with the described properties exist and are unique according
to §4 in [9].

Recall that u is a smooth solution of

inf [a” Diju — gdvV/deta] = 0
acA
nonnegative on 0B, and u,, are unique C'-solutions of
i]nf1 [aij Dijun, — gnnd\/d deta] =0
ac
in B (a.e.) vanishing on 0B. Set v, = ug + ... + Up, gn = g7o + ... + gnyn, and
note that

ing[aijDijfun — gndV/det al >0
ac
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in B (a.e.). It follows that
sup[aijDij(vn —u) — (gn — g)d\/d deta] >0
acA

and there is an A-valued function a = a(z) such that in B (a.e.)
a” Dyj(vy, — u) — (gn — g)dVdeta > 0.
By Theorem 3.3.4 of [11] (see also the end of the introduction into Chapter
3 in [11])
vy —u < N(d)||gn — 9llLyB)-

This proves the lemma since the norm on the right tends to zero as n — oo.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. According to Remark 1.4 we may assume that
u € WC%(B ). By having in mind approximations and adding to u the function
—ep and then letting € | 0, we convince ourselves that we may also assume
that u is a strictly convex C*-function. By replacing u with u — infyp u we
see that we may assume that u > 0 on 0B as well. Under these additional
assumptions fix xg € B and define ng as the smallest n > 1 such that
|zo| < sp, that is

|$0| < Sngs |3§‘0| > Sng—1-

Below we are going to use a few times that the ratio (1 — s,,)/(1 — sp+1) is
bounded from above and away from zero by absolute constants independent
of n and that, for |z| € [s,—1, Sp+2], the ratio *(z)/(1 — s,,)® is bounded
from above and away from zero by constants independent of n and depending
only on «.

Take u,, from Lemma 1.6 and observe that, by Lemma 1.5 (and (1.6)), if
n < ng, then

1/d
|un (z0)| < N(d)(1 — |zo|)(1 — sn)_l(l — s%)(dH)/@d)(/ nﬁf det D2udaz> /
B
1/d
< N(d)(1 — |ao|)(1 — Sn)(d+1)/(2d)—1—a/d(/ n det D2 d:c) /
B

1/d
< N(d)(1 = |zo|)e™—P) </ ny® det D?u d:z:) .
B
By Hélder’s inequality and in light of the fact that 1 — 8 > 0 (d > 2),

3 S (d-1)/d
Z |un (z0)] < N(d)(1 — |$0|)<Z en(l—ﬁ)d/(d—l))
n=0 n—0
0 1/d
X »® det D%u 77?1 dx
(f a0y o)
1/d
< N(d,a)(1 - |$0|)€"0(1_6)</ ¥ det D?u dm)
B

< N(d, oz)i/)ﬁ(xo)</B¢o‘ detD2ud:E>1/d. (1.7)
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If n > ng, then by Lemma 1.5

1/d
un )| £ N(@ (1= 2) @@ ([ et D2u )
B

1/d
< N(d)e ™3 / 1t det D2u da;)
B

Since 5 > 0,
(d-1) /d 1/d
Z [tn (x0)] < N(d)( Z e‘"ﬁd/(d_l) / (e detD2udx)
n>ng n>ng

1/d
< N(d, a)e~0P ( / ¥ det D2u da:)
B

< N(d, a)zpﬁ(xo)(/ b detD2uda;>1/d.
B

Upon combining this with (1.7) and Lemma 1.6 we get (1.1). The theorem
is proved.

Theorem 1.7. Let a(z) = (a¥ (x)) be a dxd-symmetric nonnegative definite
matriz-valued measurable function on B such that tra > 0 in B. Let a €
[0,(d+1)/2) and u € WilOC(B) N C(B). Introduce

L(]u = aijDiju.
Then, for any zo € B, (0/0 :=0)

u(zo) <supu+N(d )P (x0) /1/1 Itu<o(deta)™ I\Lou\dda:> /d. (1.8)

Proof. As in Remark 1.4 we may assume that u € W2(B). Since tra > 0,
by the homogeneity of estimate (1.8) we may assume that

tra = 1. (1.9)

A particular case. Suppose that deta > e, where € > 0 is a constant. In
that case it is easy to pass to the limit in (1.8) from smooth u to the ones in
W2(B). Therefore, we assume that u € C*(B). We may also assume that a
is infinitely differentiable so that

f= —é(det a) ™Y Lou

is twice continuously differentiable in B. In that case, as we know, there
exists a unique C''!(B)-function v which is concave in B, vanishes on 9B,
and satisfies

det(—D?%) = f¢ (1.10)

in B (a.e.). By the way, it is proved in [5] that the same result holds if

we replace fff with g¢=!, provided that g € CV1(B),g > 0. Interestingly
iy

enough, since fi/ @1 s not necessarily in C'!, the result in [5] is not

applicable here.
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Then we know that v also satisfies

supla” Dyjv + fdV/deta] = 0 (1.11)
acA

and for u = u — supyp u we obviously have
supla® D;ji + fdv/deta] > 0
acA

By Theorem 4.1.18 of [11] we have @ < v and a reference to Theorem 1.1
completes considering this case.

General case. In order to drop the additional assumptions we take v, >
0, take ¢ from Lemma 3.1.8 of [11] introduce L’ = L 4 §A, and apply the
above result to u? = u —y(¢) + 1) and L%. Then following almost word for
word the appropriate parts of the proof of Lemma 3.2.4 of [11], we arrive at
(1.8). The theorem is proved.

2. GENERAL ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS IN B

Here we generalize Theorem 1.7 for equation with lower order terms.

Theorem 2.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.7 let b = (bi(x)) be
Re-valued measurable function on B and ¢ = c(x) be a nonnegative bounded
measurable function on B and let |b| < K in B, where K is a fized constant
and p = p(x) is the smallest eigenvalue of a = a(x). Then estimate (1.8)
holds again with N = N(d, o, K) if we replace Lou in (1.8) with

Lu = a” Djju + b'Diu — cu (2.1)
and supgpg u with SUpgg U+ .

To prove the theorem we need a lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Take v € [0,1] and introduce

KS t
/|:c| / 1—t2 dtds.

Then w(x) has bounded first and second order derivatives in B, for any
€ (0,1), and satisfies there

7

L —— < 0. 2.2
w+(1_|$|2)ﬁ/_ (2.2)
Proof. We have
lz| —Kt
a: oK e
Dyw(z) = @ I/ a—ep
J
Dijw(zx) = v v

@P(-ﬁﬂ)

59 :E:EJ xx] oKl 2l oKt
_Gﬂ TP ||2 /ﬁ (1—e)
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Since a2’z > p(x)|z|? and a¥xizl < |z|?a¥§Y, it follows that

7
Lw< ——H+F
e Rpy
—Kuemm'/x et dt—@emm' et dt
o =TTy @A™

This easily implies (2.2). The lemma is proved.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. As in the proof of Theorem 1.7 we assume (1.9),
u € W3(B), and first also assume that deta > e, where € > 0 is a constant.
This allows us to also assume that u, a, b, and ¢ are infinitely differentiable
so that

f= —%(det a) YLy

is twice continuously differentiable in B.

After that we define a function v having the same properties as in the proof
of Theorem 1.7 by solving (1.10). We also fix zy € B, take the function w
from Lemma 2.2 with v = 1 — 3, take N(d, «) from (1.1) and set

N(d, a)¢5($0)</B?pa det D%v dm) e =: NP (o).

Observe that, as for any concave function vanishing on 0B, we have
|Dv] < v/(1 — |z]) < 2v/1. Also note that for & = u — supgpus we
have Lu > Lu. Then for the function

¢=v+2KNw
owing to (1.1), (2.2), and (1.11), (also recall the definition of f) we get
L > Lv — b Djv 4 cv > Lv — 2|blv/1p > Lv — 2N, |blp~ 07 > L.

By the maximum principle < ¢ and, to finish the proof in out particular
case, it only remains to observe that by using I’Hospital’s rule it is easy to
check that

oKt

: w(z) —Bp-1_K1: 1-8 /s

lim ———— =278 lim(1 — ———dt=0. (2.
B T fepy 2 T G =0 29)
The general case is dealt with as at the end of the proof of Theorem 1.7.

The theorem is proved.

3. THE CASE OF GENERAL SMOOTH DOMAINS

Let Q be a Cb! bounded domain in R%, a = (a”(z)) be d x d symmetric
matrix-valued function on R?, b = (b'(z)) be R?-valued function on R%, and
¢ = c¢(x) be a nonnegative bounded function on R?. We assume that these
functions are measurable, fix three numbers §, K > 0, and assume that for
all values of arguments and A € R¢

STHAZ > a XN >S5\, b <K, c¢>0. (3.1)
Finally, take o € [0, (d + 1)/2) and define pq(z) = dist (z, Q°).
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Theorem 3.1. Let u € WilOC(Q) NC(Q). Then, for any z € Q,
w(@) < supuy + Ny (@) 198 (L) - (0, (3.2)

where L is taken from (2.1) and the constant N depends only on €, §, «,
and K.

To prove this theorem we need three lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Set Bf = B, N{x € R? : ' > 0} and suppose that u €
Wiloc(Bf) NC(BY), u <0 on OB . Also assume that the coefficients of L

are infinitely differentiable and f := Lu € Ly(B;"). Then in Bf" we have
u(@) < N [MF- ] 0, (3.3)
where M®(z) = (x1)® and the constant N depends only on d,d, o, and K.

Proof. Find a C%! domain B’ which contains By, has By N {x € R? :
x! =0} as part of its boundary, and is C'*!-diffeomorphic to B.
Then, extend f as zero outside B and denote by v the function of class

0
W?2(B') satisfying
Lv=—f_ (3.4)

in B’ (a.e.). It is a classical fact that such a function exists and is unique.
By the maximum principle v > 0, v > u in Bf . Furthermore, is we apply
the diffeomorphism mentioned above to (3.4) then we will see that the image
v' of v will satisfy the equation
L'y = — f/
in B (a.e.), where f’ is the image of f_ and L’ is the image of L.
By Theorem 2.1

V(@) < NP @) L L) (3.5)

where 1 (') is the distance from 2’ to the boundary of B. If 2’ is the image
of x, ¥(z') is comparable to the distance of = to the boundary of B’, since
the diffeomorphism and its inverse are Lipschitz continuous.

It only remains to write down (3.5) in the original coordinates and use
the fact that v > u and that for z € B it distance to the boundary of B’
equals z'. The lemma is proved.

Next we use a well-known fact (see, for instance Lemma 8.8 in [10]) that
there exists a function ¥ € C11(Q) such that, for a constant N depending
only on €2, 4, and K, we have on )

LU+ ¢l < —1. (3.7)
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Lemma 3.3. Let the coefficients of L be infinitely differentiable. Take py €
(0,1), zy € Q and suppose that 2p := pa(xo) > po. Let v € (0,1] and let
® be the classical solution of L® = 0 in B,(xg) with boundary condition
O = U7 on 0B,(xg). Then

P (o) < [1 — epo]” ¥ (wo),
where € > 0 depends only on K, 8, and €.

Proof. A simple argument based on the maximum principle shows that
it suffices to concentrate on v = 1. In that case first we note that by the
maximum principle ® > 0. Therefore, (L+¢)® > 0 and v := ¥ — ® satisfies
(L+c¢jv < =1 and v = 0 on 0B,(xp). Then elementary barriers show
that v(xg) > ep?, where ¢ > 0 depends only on K, §, and the diameter of
Q. Since pq(zp) and ¥(xzy) are comparable we have (we use € as a generic
constant > 0 depending only on K, §, and Q)

p* = p(1/2)pa(x0) > epo¥(x0),
U(xo) — P(x0) > epo¥ (o),

and the lemma is proved.

Below by pg we mean a number > 0 such that any point Zg € 0f2 is the
only common point of €2 and the closure of a ball, say B,,(yo), belonging to
Q with radius pg. Since Q € C1, such py > 0 exists. We further decrease po,
if necessary, so that there is a C1'-diffeomorphism with its first- and second-
order derivatives and the first- and second-order derivatives of its inverse
bounded by a constant depending only on €2 and mapping Ba, (To) N2 onto
Bj and Bs,, (To) N 9Q onto By N {z! = 0}.

In the following lemma we consider the case that pq(z¢) < pp and denote
by Ty a point on 9 such that po(zg) = |Top — xo|. By assumption there
exists yg € €2 such that

By (y0) N 92 = {70},

and since both balls B, (yo) and B, (5, (z0) touch 02 at o and the former
ball has a smaller radius, the points Zg, xg, and yg lie on the same line and

dist (w0, By, (y0)) = pa(zo)- (3.8)

Lemma 3.4. Let the coefficients of L be infinitely differentiable. Take py €
(0,1), xg € Q and suppose that p := pa(xg) < po. Take yo introduced before
the lemma. Let v € (0,1] and let ® be the classical solution of L® = 0 in
By, (yo) with boundary condition ® = WY on 0B,,(yo). Then

P (o) < [1 — epo]" ¥ (w0),
where € > 0 depends only on K, 8, and €.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 3.3, we concentrate on the case that
v =1 and we have (L 4 ¢)v < —1. Simple barriers show that (recall that pg
is fixed) v(z) > e(po — | — yo|) in By, (yo), where € > 0 depends only on d,
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d, K, and py. Owing to (3.8) this shows that v(xg) > epq(xg) and we are
done because po(xg) and ¥(xy) are comparable. The lemma is proved.
Proof of Theorem 3.1. An argument similar to the one in the beginning
of the proof of Theorem 1.7 shows that without losing generality we may
assume that u € WZ7(2). After that we can certainly concentrate on the
case that u and the coefficients of L are infinitely differentiable in 2. Then
define v as a unique classical solution of Lv = Lu in Q with zero boundary
condition. By the maximum principle u — v < supyq uy. It follows that we
only need to estimate v and consequently we may assume that v = 0 on 9f2.

In that case the function
n

vh
is continuous in €, equals zero on OS2 and, hence, attains its maximum value
at a point xg € Q:

v =

u(m) L )
M= o) > T)

If M is less than zero, we have nothing to prove. Therefore, we assume that

Va € Q. (3.9)

u(xg) >0

and consider two cases:

(a) palzo) = po,

(b) palzo) < po.

In case (a), in B’ := B, (zy)/2(z0) we have u = v + h, where v is the
classical solution of Lv = Lu in B’ with zero boundary value and h is the
classical solution of Lh = 0 in B’ with boundary condition h = u on 0B'.
We apply the Aleksandrov estimate to v and take into account that on B’,
po and ¥ are comparable to a constant one. Then we see that

v(z0) < N[(Lu)- || Loz < NP (20) |0 (L) - Ly(0- (3.10)

In what concerns h, observe that owing to (3.9), by the maximum prin-
ciple, it is less than the solution w of the equation Lw = 0 in B’ with
boundary condition M¥#. By Lemma 3.3, h(zg) < w(zg) < MeWUP(xy),
where € € (0,1) depends only on K, J, «, and €. It follows that

M < Npg(Lu)-|lpy0) + Me, M < Nllp&(Lu)-| L),

which yields (3.2).

In case (b), in the ball B, (yo) introduced before Lemma 3.4 we have
u = v+ h, where v is the solution of Lv = Lu in By, (yo) with zero boundary
condition and h satisfies Lh = 0 and equals u on 0B, (yo). As in case (a)
by the maximum principle and Lemma 3.4 we have h(zg) < MeW5(zg).

In what concerns v observe that in B, (yo) by the maximum principle it
is less than w defined as WilOC(B’) N C(B')-solution of Lw = —f_ in

B = B2P0 (:ﬁo) nQ



WEIGHTED ALEKSANDROV ESTIMATES 13

vanishing on its boundary, where

f = [Bpo(yO)Lu’
By an argument similar to the one used in the proof of Lemma 3.2 we obtain
that
w(0) < Np(@o)llp&f - Las) < No(xo)10GF -l Lue)-
Since po and ¥ are comparable we conclude

M < Me+ N|p&f-IlL,

and this proves the theorem.

4. ESTIMATES FOR STOCHASTIC INTEGRALS

Let (2, F, P) be a complete probability space, {F;,t > 0} be an increasing
filtration of o-fields F; C F each of which is complete relative to F, P.
Suppose that on (2, F, P) we are given a dj-dimensional Wiener process
which is F;-adapted and such that wy; — w, are independent of F; as long as
0<s<t< 0.

Fix some constants § € (0, 1] and K > 0. Let 0, = 04(w) be a progressively
measurable with respect to {F;,t > 0}, d X dj-matrix valued process such
that

STHA? > a? NN > |2
for all A € R%, ¢t >0, and w € Q, where a = (1/2)00*.

Let b; be a progressively measurable with respect to {F;,t > 0}, R%valued
process such that || < K for all t > 0 and w € Q.

Introduce
t S
:Et:/ Jsdws—l—/ bs ds.
0 0

Let G be a bounded C™! domain in R? containing the origin, set
pa(z) = dist (z, G),
take a nonnegative Borel function f on G, a number
a€l0,(d+1)/2),

and set
B =(d+1-2a)/(2d).
Here is the result of this section.
Theorem 4.1. There exists a constant N, depending only on G, §, «, and
K, such that
1/d

B [ s < N [ st dn) (4.1

where T is the first exit time of x; from G.
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Proof. A usual measure-theoretic argument shows that it suffices to prove
(4.1) for bounded f. Let A be the collection of couples (a,b), where a is a
symmetric d X d matrix and b € R? such that

b < K, 6 YA2 > aNN > 6\

for all X € R,
As it follows from [13] or [11] there exists a unique u € W3(G) vanishing
on O0G and satisfying

sup [a” Djju+b"Diu+ f] =0
(a,b)eA

in G (a.e.). By Ito’s formula (see, for instance, [8])
u(0) = E /0 "[al Dyjular) — b Du(ay)) dt > E /0 " flan) d.
After that it only remains to apply Theorem 3.1 first observing that there
exist a measurable A-valued function (a(z),b(x)) such that
a" (x) Diju(x) + b'(z) Dyu(z) + f(z) = 0

in G (a.e.). The theorem is proved.
If Borel I' C GG, then

G(T) = E/O Ir(zy) dt

(the so-called Green’s measure) is the mean time that the process z;,t €
[0, 7], spends in I', the mean time it occupies I before exiting from G. By
taking f = It in (4.1) we come to the following.

Corollary 4.2. We have
1/d
G0 < N [ oterar) "

Remark 4.3. By analyzing the arguments in Remark 1.3 and the proof of
Theorem 1.7, it is not hard to show that in the whole class of processes
satisfying the conditions of Theorem 4.1 with arbitrary é and K = 0 estimate
(4.1) fails to hold if one replaces d with p < d even if a = 0 and also fails to
hold for o > (d +1)/2.

5. PARABOLIC EQUATIONS OF THE MAIN TYPE IN A ROUND CYLINDER

If uis a d x d symmetric matrix, by A;;[u] we denote the co-factor of u;;
in det u.

Lemma 5.1. Let u,v € W;fl(C), u=v =0 ondC, uand v be convex
with respect to x and satisfying u > v in C'. Then

/8tudetD2udxdt§/8tvdetD2vd:rdt. (5.1)
C C
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Proof. By having in mind approximations, we may assume that u and v
are infinitely differentiable in C'. Then define v, = (1—7)v+7u and observe
that, to prove (5.1), it suffices to prove that

d
— / Oy, det D?v, dadt < 0. (5.2)
dT C

By denoting 0, = dv,/dr (u —v > 0), we see that the left-hand side of
(5.2) equals

/Catm det D?v. dzdt + /CﬁthDiji)TAij [D2’U7—] dxdt =: I + I,
By taking into account that
2; %AU[D%] = Z %Aﬁ[p%] =0
for any j and smooth u and that d,v,(t,2) = 0 for |x| = 1, we conclude that
I, = /C&gDijvTi)TAij[DQu] dxdt = /Ci)T@t det D?v, dxdt.
It follows that the left-hand side of (5.2) equals

/ O [@T det D2’U7—] dxdt = —/ v, det Dsz(O,:E) dx.
C B

Since ¥, > 0 and det D*v, > 0 we come to (5.2) thus proving the lemma.

Theorem 5.2. Let v € Wdlfl(C), v =0 on dC, and v be conver with
respect to x. Then, for any xg € B,

0(0, )| < (d+ 1w ' (1 — |zo[?)@HD/2 / dvdet D*vdxdt,  (5.3)
C

where wy is the volume of B.

Proof. We may assume that v is smooth. Define u(xg) = —1 and intro-
duce a cone with vertex at (zg,u(zp)) and base dB. Let this cone be the
graph of a function which we call u(x). Then mollify w in = near z( so that
it remains convex, becomes smooth, larger than » and coincides with u in
B apart from a small neighborhood of xg. Call the resulting function w and
observe that w(zg) is as close to —1 as we wish.

Then set

w(ta ‘T) = ‘U(t, Jjo)"w(l’)
By convexity of v we have w(t,z) > |v(t, zo)|u(x) > v(t,z). Also
dyw det D>w(t, z) = —|v(t, z0)|4d(t, z0)|w(x)| det D*w(zx).
It follows that

/ dyw det D*w dxdt = L|v(0,:170)|d+1/ |w(z)| det D*w(x) dz,
c d+1 B
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where the integral on the right can be restricted to the small neighborhood
of x¢g where we modified v and hence this integral is as close as we wish to

/ det D*w(x) da.
B

The value of the last integral is well known to be wq(1 — |zg|?)~(1D/2 (see,
for instance, Remark 1.3)
After that it only remains to remember that by construction and Lemma 5.1

/ Oyw det D?wdzxdt < / Oyv det D?v dxdt.
C C

The theorem is proved.
Recall that ¢(z) =1 — |z|2.

Theorem 5.3. Let u € Wdlfl 10 (C)NC(C), u be convex with respect to x

and increasing in t. Let o € [0,(d + 1)/2). Then, for any xy € B,
‘ ) 1/(d+1)
u(0,z9) > inf u — N(d, a)wﬁ(azo)(/ Y Opudet D udmdt) ,  (5.4)
oC c
where )
«
=yt

Corollary 5.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 5.3, if u =0 on &'C, we
have

>1/(d+1) (5 5)

sup |u| < N(d, a)(/ Y0y det D*u dadt
C C
We prove Theorem 5.3 after some preparations. For 1 > r > 0 denote
B, ={z:|z|<r}, C,=1]0,T)x B,.

Lemma 5.5. Let v € Wdlfl(C), v =0 on dC, v be convex with respect to

x and increasing in t. Let s € [0,7) and suppose that O;v det D?v # 0 only
on Cp \ Cs. Then
(a) fort >0, |z| < s we have

1—s2\1/2
<
ot,2) < M=) " (5.6)
where
. 1/(d+1)
M =uw, 1/(CH'I)(l —r?)1/2 (/ Oy det D% dxdt) ,
Cr\Cs
(b) for |x| > r we have
ot, 2)| < M(1 — |z[)/(1 —7). (5.7)
Proof. (a) Observe that in By we have
inf [ropw + a" Dijv] =0, (5.8)

(r,a)eA
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where A is the set of couples (7, a), where a are d x d symmetric nonnegative
matrices, 7 > 0, and r + tra = 1. By the maximum principle u in C;
attains its minimum on [0,00) x dBs. Furthermore, by Theorem 5.2 for
any, tg > 0,29 € B, the quantity |v(tg,zo)|?t! is less than the right-hand
side of (5.3) where the integral can be restricted to C, \ Cs. It follows that
|v(to, xo)| on [0,00) x OBy is dominated by the right-hand side of (5.6) and
proves (a).

(b) Observe that in G, := C \ C, the function v satisfies (5.8). The
function w(t,x) := M(|z| — 1)/(1 — r) also satisfies this equation in C; and
is less than v(t,z) if |z| = r or |x| = 1. Also v(T,z) = 0 > w(x). By
Theorem 4.1.11 of [11] we have v > w in G, and this is (5.7). The lemma is
proved.

Next, we use the special partition of unity in B introduced before Lemma
1.6.

Lemma 5.6. Letu € Wdlfl(C’), u be convex with respect to x and increasing
in t. Assume that

dyudet D*u = fﬁ“,
inC (a.e.), where f € Lgi1(C)NW32(Cy) for anyr € (0,1), and f(T,z) =0
in B. Introduce u, as W01<32(C) -functions which are convex in x, increase in
t, vanish on 8'C, and satisfy
Ayuy, det D?u,, = ffrlngﬂ

in C (a.e.). Then
[e.e]
> inf .
u_(l()]/acu—l-;un

Proof. First of all note that, since ¢~/ fp is in W33?(C) and vanish
for ¢t = T, the functions wu, with the described properties exist and are
unique according to §5 in [9].

Recall that @ := u — infg o u satisfies

( iI;fA[Tatﬂ + a7 Dy — f(d+1) “Vrdeta] =0
r,a)e

in C, and u,, are unique Wa?(C)-solutions of

inf [rowu, + aijDijun — fo(d+1) “Vr det al =0
(r,a)eA
in C vanishing on 9'C. Set v, = ug+ ... + Un, frn = f10+ ... + f1, and note
that

( iI;fA[TatUn + aijDijfun — fa(d+1) N det al >0
r,a)€

in C. It follows that

sup [10;(vn, — @) + a¥ Dyj(vy — @) — (fu — F)(d+1) “Vrdeta] >0
(r,a)eA
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and there is an A-valued function (r,a) = (r(z),a(x)) such that in C (a.e.)
70 (vn — 1) + ¥ Dyij(vy — @) — (fo — f)(d+1) “Vrdeta > 0.

By Theorem 3.2.3 of [11] (see also the end of the introduction into Chapter

3in [11])

This proves the lemma since the norm on the right tends to zero as n — oo.

Lemma 5.7. Letu € W, Jrl(C’), u be convex with respect to x and increasing
in t. Assume that

dyudet D%y frl
inC (a.e.), where f € Lyi1(C)NWS2(C,) for anyr € (0,1), and f(T,z) = 0
in B. Let a € [0,(d+ 1)/2). Then, for any xg € B, estimate (5.4) holds.

Proof. Fix z¢p € B and define ng as the smallest n > 1 such that |zg| < s,,

that is
0] < Sngs |20 = Sno—1- (5.9)

Below we are going to use a few times that the ratio (1 — s,,)/(1 — sp41) is
bounded from above and away from zero by absolute constants independent
of n and that, for z € [s,—_1, Sp+2], the ratio ¥ (x)/(1—s,)* is bounded from
above and away from zero by constants independent of n and depending only
on d.

Take u,, from Lemma 5.6 and observe that, by Lemma 5.5 (and Theorem
5.2), if n < ng, then

1/(d+1)
o (0.0)] < N)(1 = Jao)(1 = )7 (1 = 2)"2( [ 0t 141 o)

1/9a N 1/(d+1)
< N@(1 = faa (1 = 5) /=D ([ g 8 daar)

1/(d+1)
< N()(1 ~ fao)e ([ et i dear)

C
By Holder’s inequality and in light of the fact that 1 — 3 > 0

10 10 d/(d+1
Z |Un(07$0)| < N(d)(l _ |x0|)<zen(l—5)(d+l)/d) /( )
n=0 =

/’l/)a d+1 d+ld d>1/(d+1)

1/(d+1)
< N(d,)(1 — |:170|)e"°(1_ / U f4 dadt)
C

>1/(d+1)

< N(d, a)z/ﬁ(a;o)( /C W FHL dt (5.10)

If n > ng, then by Lemma 5.5

1/(d+1)
un(0,0)] < N@)(1 = s2)2 ([ ot 17 o)
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1/(d+1
< N(d)e 8 ( /C s fi“da;dt) [

Since 5 > 0,

Z |1, (0, 20)] < N(d ( Z o—nB(d+1)/d) )d/(dﬂ)

n>ngo n>no

1/(d+1)
/ ¢afd+1 dflfdt)

1/(d+1)
< N(d, a)e 0P </ Y det D*u d:z:)
C

< N(d, a)zpﬁ(xo)( /C ¥ det D2udx)1/ .

Upon combining this with (5.10) and Lemma 5.6 we get (5.4). The lemma
is proved.

Proof of Theorem 5.3. For small ¢ > 0 set C¢ = [¢,T —¢) X Bj_,
and observe that u € V[/dl_’fl((}'6 ). If the obvious version of (5.4) is true with
the objects with ¢, then setting € | 0 we obtain (5.4) as is. Hence, we may
assume that u € Wdlfl(C). After that, as usual, we may assume that u is a
smooth function. Then take ¢ > 0 and set u. = u —e(tp +T —t), so that v,
is strictly convex and strictly increasing. Observe that on C

fe = (8tu€ det D2u5)1/(d+1) > gd/(d+1)

and f- is smooth. We extend it for t € (T, T + 1], z € B, so that it remains
nonnegative, smooth, becomes zero for t =T + 1, and

/ [ dadt < e
(T,T+1)xB

Then define ¢’ = [0,T + 1) x B and introduce v. as a unique Wa*(C’)-
function which is convex in x, increases in ¢, vanishes on &'C’ and satisfies

dyv. det D%v, = EdH

in C’ (a.e.). In light of Lemma 5.7, to prove the theorem, it suffices to prove
that in C'

U 1= Ug — g,lcf: > v (5.11)

Since v < 0, (5.11) holds on &C. Furthermore, both u. and v. satisfy
the same equation

inf [rdyw + a” Dijw — (d+ 1) f. “Vrdeta] =0
(ra)eA
in C. Hence, (5.11) follows by the maximum principle and the theorem is
proved.
We now turn to estimates for parabolic operators of main type.

Theorem 5.8. Let a(t,z) = (a¥(t,r)) and r(t,x) be a d x d-symmetric
nonnegative definite matriz-valued measurable function and a monnegative



20 N. V. KRYLOV

measurable function on C, respectively, such that r 4+ tra > 0 in C. Let

a€cl0,(d+1)/2) ue Wdlfl,loc(c) NC(C). Introduce
Lou = royu + aijDiju.
Then, for any xo € B, (0/0 :=0)
u(0,z9) < supu
o'C

1/(d+1)
+N(d,a)¢5(a;0)( / U Inuco(r det @)Y Lou|¢+! dxdt) . (5.12)
C

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 5.3, we may assume that v € Wc}fl Q).
Since r+tra > 0, by the homogeneity of estimate (5.12) we may also assume
that

r+tra=1. (5.13)

A particular case. Suppose that rdeta > €, where € > 0 is a constant.
Set

— ~1/(d+1)
f: (d+1)(rdeta) oU

and find a sequence of f, € Lgi1(C) such that f, — f in Lg1(C), fn

are smooth, and vanish near &'C. Then ( fn)‘_frl = 1( fn)‘fl, where f,, =
fntp~ 1@+ s 3 smooth function vanishing for ¢ = 7.

In that case, as we know, for each n, there exists a unique W01<32(C)—
function v,, which is concave in z, decreases in t, vanishes on &'C, and
satisfies

— v, det(—D%v) = (f,) 4! (5.14)
in C (a.e.). We also know that v, also satisfies
sup [rOyv, + a Dijoy + fo(d+1) “Vrdeta] =0 (5.15)

(r,a)eA
and for u we obviously have

sup [ropu + aijDiju + f(d+1) N det al > 0.
(r,a)eA

It follows that for w, = u — supy o u — v, we have

sup [rOywy + ¥ Dijw, + (f — fu)(d+1) “Vrdeta] >0
(r,a)eA

and there exists an A-valued function (r(¢,z), a(t,z)) such that in C (a.e.)
rOsw, + aijDijwn + (f = fa)(d+1) “Vrdeta > 0.
By Theorem 3.2.2 of [11]
wn < Nlfo = fllrg.0)
where N is independent of n. This and Theorem 5.3 show that

u(0,z0) — supu < n@o 0n(0,20) < N(d, a)t” (o) [V fll Ly, 1 (0)5
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which completes considering this case.

General case. In order to drop the additional assumptions we take v, >
0, take 1 from Lemma 3.1.8 of [11] introduce L% = L+ §(9; + A), and apply
the above result to u” = u — (¢ + 1) and L%. Then following almost word
for word the appropriate parts of the proof of Lemma 3.2.4 of [11], we arrive
at (5.12). The theorem is proved.

6. GENERAL PARABOLIC EQUATIONS IN C
Here we generalize Theorem 5.8 for equation with lower order terms.

Theorem 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.8 let b = (b'(t,z))
be R¥-valued measurable function on C and ¢ = c(t,x) be a nonnegative
measurable bounded function on C and let |b| < Kp in B, where K is a
fized constant and p = u(t,z) is the smallest eigenvalue of a = a(t,x).
Then estimate (5.12) holds again with N = N(d, o, K) if we replace Lou in
(5.12) with

Lu = rou + aijDijU + b Dju — cu, (6.1)
and supy U with supgc U .

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 5.8 we assume (5.13), u € Wc}fl(C’),
and first also assume that rdet a > e, where ¢ > 0 is a constant. Set

1
|
and define f, and v, in the same way as in the proof Theorem 5.8. We also

take the function w from Lemma 2.2 with v = 1— 3, take N (d, ) from (5.4)
and set

(rdeta) V(@D Ly

)1/(d+1)

N(d, o)1 () ( /C Y (f) T dadt =: NP (xp).

Observe that, as for any concave function vanishing on 0B, we have
|Dvy,| < v,/(1 —|z|) < 2v,/1. Also note that for &« = u — supypuy we
have Lu > Lu. Then for the function

On = Un + 2K Npw
owing to (5.4), (2.2), and (5.15), we get
Li > —(d+1)(rdet )YV (f — f,) + 70, + a¥ Dijup
=: g + L, — b' Dy, + vy > gn + Loy — 2|b|vy, /1)
> gn + Lvp — 2N, bl 00 > g, + Lo,.
By Theorem 3.2.2 of [11]
u(0,z0) < én(0,20) + NIIf = fullLayy ()

where N is independent of n. After that it only remains to use Theorem
5.2, let n — oo, and recall that, as follows from (2.3), w < N1®, where N
depends only on d, a, K. This proves the theorem in our particular case.
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The general case is dealt with as at the end of the proof of Theorem 5.8.
The theorem is proved.

7. THE CASE OF GENERAL SMOOTH CYLINDERS

Let Q be a C™! bounded domain in R?, a = (a”(t, x)) be d x d symmetric
matrix-valued function on R b = (b(t,2)) be Re%-valued function on
R4 and ¢ = ¢(t, ) be a nonnegative bounded function on R, Suppose
that these functions are measurable. We fix two numbers §, K > 0 and
assume that, for all values of arguments and A € R?,

STUN? > a9 NN > SN2, b <K, ¢>0. (7.1)
Introduce IT = [0, T) x 2, &I = 911 \ ({0} x Q),
Lu = dpu + aijDiju +b'D; — cu.
Finally, take o € [0, (d + 1)/2) and define pq(z) = dist (z, Q°).

Theorem 7.1. Let u € W;fl e MM NC(). Then, for any (t,x) €11,

u(t.2) < sup s+ N @)l (L) 1) (7.2)
where the constant N depends only on Q, §, and K.

To prove this theorem we need three lemmas.

Lemma 7.2. Set B} = B, Nn{zx € RY : ! > 0}, Bt = B, C* =
[0,T)x BY, 'Ct =9C*\ ({0} x BT) and suppose that u € Wc}fl eeCT)N
C(CH), u <0 ondCT. Also assume that the coefficients of L are infinitely

differentiable and f := Lu € Lqy1(CT). Then in C* we have
ut, ) < N(@')2 M f- L, 0y (7.3)
where M®(z) = (z')® and the constant N depends only on d,§, and K.

Proof. Find a C%! domain B’ which contains By, has By N {z € R? :
x! = 0} as part of its boundary, and is C':!-diffeomorphic to B. Set C’' =
(0,T) x B'.

Then, extend f as zero outside C and denote by v the function of class
W;fl(C’ ) satisfying

Lv=—f_ (7.4)
in C’ (a.e.) and vanishing on 9'C". It is a classical fact that such a function
exists and is unique. By the maximum principle v > 0, v > u in C7.
Furthermore, is we apply the diffeomorphism mentioned above to (7.4) then
we will see that the image v’ of v will satisfy the equation

L/ /:_f/_

in C (a.e.), where f’ is the image of f_ and L’ is the image of L.
By Theorem 6.1

V(@) < NP (@) o) (7.5)
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where ¢ (z') is the distance from 2’ to the boundary of B. If 2’ is the image
of x, ¥(z') is comparable to the distance of = to the boundary of B’, since
the diffeomorphism and its inverse are Lipschitz continuous.

It only remains to write down (7.5) in the original coordinates and use
the fact that v > u and that for z € BT its distance to the boundary of B’
equals z!'. The lemma is proved.

Next we use a well-known fact (see, for instance, Lemma 8.8 in [10]) that
there exists a function ¥ € CH1(Q) such that, for a constant N depending
only on €, §, and K, we have in Q (for any t)

Npa >, Uspq, (7.6)
LU 4 c¥ < —1. (7.7)

Lemma 7.3. Let the coefficients of L be infinitely differentiable. Take py €
(0,1), g € Q and suppose that 2p := pqo(xg) > po. Let v € (0,1] and let
be the classical bounded solution of L® = 0 in [0, 00) x B,(x) with boundary
condition ® = U7 for |x — x9| = p. Then

®(0,20) < [1 —epo]"W7(z0),
where € > 0 depends only on K, 8, and €.

Proof. A simple argument based on the maximum principle shows that
it suffices to concentrate on v = 1. In that case first we note that by the
maximum principle ® > 0. Therefore, (L4 ¢)® > 0 and v := ¥ — ® satisfies
(L+c)v < —1and v =0 for |[xr — z9| = p. Then elementary barriers show
that v(t,29) > ep?, where € > 0 depends only on K, 6, and the diameter of
Q2. Since pa(xp) and ¥(zp) are comparable we have (we use € as a generic
constant > 0 depending only on K, §, and )

p* = p(1/2)pa(wo) > po¥ (ap),
U(07$0) = \I’(xo) - (I)(O,l‘o) > €p0\I’(l‘0),
and the lemma is proved.

Below by pg we mean a number > 0 such that any point Tg € 02 is the
only common point of €2 and the closure of a ball, say B, (yo), belonging to
Q with radius pg. Since Q € C*! such py > 0 exists. We further decrease py,
if necessary, so that there is a C1!-diffeomorphism with its first- and second-
order derivatives and the first- and second-order derivatives of its inverse
bounded by a constant depending only on €2 and mapping Ba,, (Zg) N2 onto
By and Ba, (o) N OQ onto By N {z! = 0}.

In the following lemma we consider the case that pq(z¢) < po and denote
by Zop a point on 99 such that pq(zg) = |Tg — xo|. By assumption there
exists yg € €2 such that

By (yo) N 02 = {Zo},

and since both balls B,,(yo) and B, (z,)(z0) touch 9§ at ¥y and the former
ball has smaller radius, the points g, zg, and yg lie on the same line and

dist (w0, By, (y0)) = pa(zo)- (7.8)
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Lemma 7.4. Let the coefficients of L be infinitely differentiable. Take py €
(0,1), xg € Q and suppose that p := pa(xg) < po. Take yo introduced before
the lemma. Let~y € (0,1] and let ® be the classical bounded solution of L® =
0 in (0,00) X By, (yo) with boundary condition ® = W7 on (0,00) x 0B, (yo).
Then

D(0,20) < [1—epo]” T (o),

where € > 0 depends only on K, 8, and €.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 7.3, we concentrate on the case that
v =1 and we have (L 4 ¢)v < —1. Simple barriers show that (recall that pg
is fixed) v(t,x) > e(po — | — yol|) in By, (yo), where ¢ > 0 depends only on
d, §, K, and py. Owing to (7.8) this shows that v(0,xq) > epa(xg) and we
are done because po(xg) and ¥(xg) are comparable. The lemma is proved.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. We can certainly concentrate on the case that
w and the coefficients of L are infinitely differentiable in II. In that case the

function
u

= W
is continuous in II, equals zero on J'II and, hence, attains its maximum
value in II at a point (¢, zg) € II:

v

_ul(to,x0) _ ult, )
M= UB(xg) — Wh(x)

If M is less than zero, we have nothing to prove. Therefore, we assume that

V(t,z) € IL (7.9)

u(to, zg) >0

and consider two cases:

(a) palzo) = po,

(b) pa(zo) < po.

In case (a), in C" := [to, T) X By, (z0)/2(0) we have u = v + h, where v
is the classical solution of Lv = Lu in C’ with zero boundary value and h
is the classical solution of Lh = 0 in C’ with boundary condition h = u on
d'C’. We apply the Aleksandrov estimate to v and take into account that
on C’, po and ¥ are comparable to constant one. Then we see that

v(to, w0) < N[(Lu)-lz,, ) < NP (2o)llp& (L)l - (7.10)

In what concerns h, observe that owing to (7.9) and the fact that u(T, z) =
0 on €, by the maximum principle, h is less than the bounded classical
solution ® of the equation L® = 0 in [tg, 00) X B, (z,)/2(T0) with boundary
condition M¥P. By Lemma 7.3, h(to, ) < ®(tg,x9) < MeWP(z¢), where
e € (0,1) depends only on K, J, «, and 2. It follows that

M < Nlpg(Lu) |,y + Me, M < Npg (L)L, ),

which yields (7.2).
In case (b), take the ball B, (yo) introduced before Lemma 7.4 and set
C" = [to,T) x Bp,(yo). Then in C’ we have u = v+ h, where v is the solution
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of Lv = Lu in C’ with zero boundary condition and h satisfies Lh = 0 and
equals u on &’C’. As in case (a) by the maximum principle and Lemma 7.4
we have h(tg, z9) < MeWP(xy).

In what concerns v observe that in C’ by the maximum principle it is less
than w defined as W3+17IOC(C’”) N C(C")-solution of Lw = —f_ in

C" = [to,T) x (Bap, (o) N Q)
vanishing on its parabolic boundary, where
f:=1I1cLu.
By an argument similar to the one used in the proof of Lemma 7.2 we obtain
that
wlto, #0) < Npg(@o)llp&f-llLay ) < Nog@ollpd f-lLa,. -

Since pn and ¥ are comparable, we conclude
M < Me+ N|p&f- Ly @

and this proves the theorem.

8. ESTIMATES FOR STOCHASTIC INTEGRALS

Let (2, F, P) be a complete probability space, {F;,t > 0} be an increasing
filtration of o-fields F; C F each of which is complete relative to F, P.
Suppose that on (2, F, P) we are given a dj-dimensional Wiener process
which is F;-adapted and such that wy; — w, are independent of F; as long as
0<s<t<o0.

Fix some constants 6 € (0,1] and K > 0. Let 0y = o4(w) be a progressively
measurable with respect to {F;,¢t > 0}, d x dj-matrix valued process such
that

STHAP > a? NN > |2
for all A\ € R%, ¢t >0, and w € Q, where a = (1/2)00*.

Let b; be a progressively measurable with respect to {F;,t > 0}, R%valued

process such that || < K for all t > 0 and w € Q.

Introduce .
S
a:t:/ asdw5+/ bs ds.
0 0

Let G be a bounded C™! domain in R? containing the origin, set
pc(z) = dist (z, G%),
take a nonnegative Borel function f on (0,7") x G, a number
ac(0,(d+1)/2),

and set

1 o
B_§_d+r

Here is the result of this section.



26 N. V. KRYLOV

Theorem 8.1. There exists a constant N, depending only on G, §, «, and
K, such that

EévmmagN%@(&@w@@WM@@m@m“?(M)

where T is the first exit time of x; from G.

Proof. A usual measure-theoretic argument shows that it suffices to prove
(8.1) for bounded f vanishing for ¢ > T" with arbitrary 7' € (0,00). Let A
be the collection of couples (a,b), where a is a symmetric d X d matrix and
b € R? such that

bl < K, 07AP > aY XN > 6P

for all A € R,
As it follows from [11] there exists a unique u € W;fl((o, T)x @) vanishing
on the parabolic boundary of (0,7) x G and satisfying

sup [8{& + aijD,-ju + bZDzu + f] =0
(a,b)eA

n (0,7) x G (a.e.). By Itd’s formula (see, for instance, [8])

AT . )
U(O) = —E/ [(%u(i, Z't) + aijDiju(t, a:t) + biDZu(t, xt)] dt

0
AT T

After that it only remains to apply Theorem 7.1 first observing that there
exist a measurable A-valued function (a(z),b(x)) such that

Opu(t, ) + a" (t,x) Diju(t, x) + b'(t, x) Diu(t, ) + f(t,x) =0
n (0,7) x G (a.e.). The theorem is proved.
If Borel I' C (0,00) X G, then
mm:g/b@mﬁ
0

(the so-called Green’s measure) is the mean time that the trajectory (¢, x¢),t €
[0, 7], spends in T', the mean time it occupies I' before time 7. By taking
f=1Ir in (8.1) we come to the following.

Corollary 8.2. We have
1/d
G0 < N [ (o) dear) "
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