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A REGULARITY THEORY FOR EVOLUTION EQUATIONS WITH

TIME-MEASURABLE PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS IN WEIGHTED

MIXED-NORM SOBOLEV-LIPSCHITZ SPACES

JAE-HWAN CHOI

ABSTRACT. This paper investigates the existence, uniqueness, and regularity of solutions to evolu-

tion equations with time-measurable pseudo-differential operators in weighted mixed-norm Sobolev-

Lipschitz spaces. We also explore trace embedding and continuity of solutions.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Goal and Setting. Consider the following Cauchy problem:
{
∂tu(t, x) = ψ(t,−i∇)u(t, x) + f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× Rd,

u(0, x) = u0(x) x ∈ Rd.
(1.1)

Here, ψ(t,−i∇) represents a pseudo-differential operator defined by

ψ(t,−i∇)u(t, x) :=
1

(2π)d/2

ˆ

Rd

ψ(t, ξ)F [u(t, ·)](ξ)eix·ξdξ

=
1

(2π)d

ˆ

Rd

ˆ

Rd

ψ(t, ξ)u(t, y)ei(x−y)·ξdydξ,

where F denotes the Fourier transform with respect to x-variables. The symbol ψ belongs to a

class S(γ, κ,M), which includes symbols of second-order elliptic operators with time-measurable
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coefficients:

ψ(t, ξ) = −
d∑

i,j=1

aij(t)ξiξj ⇐⇒ ψ(t,−i∇) =
d∑

i,j=1

aij(t)Dxixj ,

where ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξd) ∈ Rd and A(t) := [aij(t)]d×d is a real d × d matrix satisfying ellipticity

condition.

Definition 1.1. For M ≥ κ > 0 and γ > 0, the set S(γ, κ,M) is a collection of complex-valued

measurable function ψ(t, ξ) satisfying

ℜ[−ψ(t, ξ)] ≥ κ|ξ|γ , ∀(t, ξ) ∈ R× Rd,

and

|Dα
ξ ψ(t, ξ)| ≤M |ξ|γ−|α|, ∀(t, ξ) ∈ R× (Rd \ {0}),

for any (d-dimensional) multi-index α with |α| ≤ ⌊d/2⌋+ 1.

In this paper, we investigate the existence, uniqueness, and regularity of solutions to (1.1) in

weighted mixed norm Sobolev-Lipschitz space Lp((0, T ), w dt; Λφ(Rd)):

‖u‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;Λφ(Rd)) :=





(
´ T

0 ‖u(t, ·)‖p
Λφ(Rd)

w(t)dt
)1/p

, p ∈ [1,∞)

ess sup
t∈(0,T )

‖u(t, ·)‖Λφ(Rd), p = ∞.

In this context, Λφ(Rd) denotes a Lipschitz space of variable order φ. Additionally, the weight

function w belongs to the MuckenhouptAp(R) class.

Definition 1.2 (Lipschitz space of variable order φ). (i) For a function φ : R+ → R+, we define

sφ(λ) := sup
t>0

φ(λt)

φ(t)
,

such that sφ : R+ → (0,∞]. For a, b ∈ R,

I(a, b) := {φ : sφ(λ) = O(λa) as λ ↓ 0, and sφ(λ) = O(λb) as λ ↑ ∞}. (1.2)

We also define Io(a, b), where o indicates the replacement of the bigO notation with little o notation

in (1.2).

(ii) Let p ∈ [1,∞], L > 0, and φ ∈ Io(0, L). The space Λφ
p(R

d) is defined by

Λφ
p (R

d) := {f ∈ L∞(Rd) : ‖f‖Λφ
p(Rd) <∞},

where the norm ‖f‖Λφ
p(Rd) is given by

‖f‖Λφ
p(Rd) := ‖f‖L∞(Rd) +





(
´

Rd φ(|h|
−1)p‖DL0

h f‖p
L∞(Rd)

dh
|h|d

)1/p
, p ∈ [1,∞),

sup
h∈Rd

φ(|h|−1)‖DL0

h f‖L∞(Rd), p = ∞.

Here Dhf(x) := f(x+ h)− f(x), Dn
hf(x) = Dn−1

h (Dhf)(x) and L0 is the smallest integer which

is greater than or equal to L. We denote Λφ
∞(Rd) = Λφ(Rd).

Remark 1.3. It can be easily checked that Λφ
p (R

d) encompasses non-separable Banach spaces, such

as the classical Hölder space. For example, if we choose φ(λ) := λα (for α ∈ (0, 1)), belonging to

Io(0, 1), then L0 is set to 1. Under these conditions, Λφ(Rd) is equivalent to the Hölder space of

order α, denoted asCα(Rd). Additional properties and characteristics of the function classes I(a, b)
and Io(a, b) are detailed in [4, 11].
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Definition 1.4 (Muckenhoupt’s class). For p ∈ (1,∞), let Ap = Ap(R
d) be the class of all nonneg-

ative and locally integrable functionsw satisfying

[w]Ap := sup
Q cubes in Rd

(
−

ˆ

Q

w(x)dx

)(
−

ˆ

Q

w(x)−1/(p−1)dx

)p−1

<∞. (1.3)

The class of A1 = A1(R
d) is defined as a collection of nonnegative and locally integrable functions

w satisfying

Mw(x) ≤ Cw(x), ∀x ∈ Rd,

where M is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator and C is independent of x. The class A∞ =
A∞(Rd) could be defined as the union of Ap(R

d) for all p ∈ [1,∞), i.e.

A∞(Rd) =
⋃

p∈[1,∞)

Ap(R
d).

1.2. Background and Main results. Firstly, we revisit some historical results on the regularity

estimates of second-order parabolic partial differential equations (PDEs) within the mixed norm

space Lp(R;C
2+α(Rd)). The equation of interest is as follows:

∂tu(t, x) =

d∑

i,j=1

aij(t)Dxixju(t, x) + f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ R× Rd. (1.4)

The case for p = ∞, known as the partial Schauder estimates, gained prominence following

Brandt’s work [1]. In [1], Brandt demonstrated that, unlike the classical Schauder estimates (refer

to e.g., [14, 22]), the partial Schauder estimates are valid even if aij in (1.4) are merely measurable.

Additional references and works on partial Schauder estimates can be found in [6, 9, 12, 18, 21, 23].

To the best of author’s knowledge, the case for p 6= ∞ was initially introduced by Krylov in

[16, 17]. The primary concepts in Krylov’s studies are summarized as follows:

(1) The main idea of [16] was the development of a systematic approach, as laid out in [15],

using the vector-valued Calderón-Zygmund theorem. For further generalizations of [15],

refer to [7, 8, 15, 19, 24].

(2) The focus of [17] was refining Brandt’s estimates (from [1]) using simple heat potential

estimates and well-established properties of the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function.

These approaches led to significant generalizations, as seen in [13, 25]. Stinga and Torrea ([25])

expanded upon Krylov’s methodology in [16], proving regularity estimates of solutions to (1.4) in

Lp(R, w dt;C2+α(Rd)), where w is a weight function in the MuckenhouptAp(R) class. Kim ([13])

proposed regularity estimates of solutions to (1.1) with zero initial data in Lp((0, T ); Λ
γ+α(Rd)),

where Λγ+α(Rd) is a Lipschitz space of order γ + α (see Definition 1.2 and Remark 1.3). Kim’s

main idea in [13] involved an interpolation between two estimates: a partial Schauder estimate

and a weak L1 estimate. For these estimates, refined calculations of the fundamental solution (see

Definition 2.3) for (1.1) were necessary.

Despite the advancements in the study of evolution equations within mixed norm spaces such as

Lp(R;C
2+α(Rd)) and Lp((0, T ); Λ

γ+α(Rd)), as evidenced by the aforementioned results, certain

fundamental and intriguing questions remain unaddressed. These questions include:

(1) Weighted Regularity and Variable Order: Apart from Stinga and Torrea’s results, all

previous studies have focused on non-weighted regularity results in spaces of constant order,

such as C2+α(Rd). This raises the question: Is it feasible to achieve regularity estimates for

(1.1) within the weighted mixed norm space Lp((0, T ), w dt; Λφ(Rd))?
(2) Initial Data and Trace inLp((0, T ), w dt; Λφ(Rd)): None of the studies mentioned earlier,

such as [13, 16, 17, 25], consider the initial data. This leads to the inquiry: Are the findings

of [13, 16, 17, 25] still applicable in Lp((0, T ), w dt; Λφ(Rd)) when initial data is factored

in? If so, what is the optimal initial data space?
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(3) Continuity of the Solution: When a solution is uniquely determined in our target space

Lp((0, T ), w dt; Λφ(Rd)), Can we ascertain Hölder or Zygmund type regularity for these

solutions, such as in Cα,β
t,x ?

(4) General operators and Strong Solution: Excluding Kim’s research [13], the predominant

focus has been on second-order parabolic PDEs, rendering the discussion about the type

of solution (mild, weak, or strong) less pertinent. However, Kim’s study [13], due to the

non-local nature of the main operator ψ(t,−i∇), addressed only the regularity estimates of

the weak solution. This raises a crucial question: Is it possible to discuss a strong solution

for (1.1)?

This paper is dedicated to addressing the questions previously outlined. To achieve this, we have

developed a unified approach that synergizes the methodologies of Krylov, as seen in [17], with those

of Kim from [13]. Krylov’s contribution, detailed in [17], involves proving the following point-wise

estimates using straightforward heat potential calculations,

[D2
xu(t, ·)]Cα(Rd) ≤ N sup

r>0

1

2r

ˆ t+r

t−r


∂su(s, ·)−

d∑

i,j=1

aij(s)Dxixju(s, ·)



Cα(Rd)

ds, (1.5)

where [f(t, ·)]Cα(Rd) := supx 6=y
|f(t,x)−f(t,y)|

|x−y|α . In (1.5), the right-hand side represents the Hardy-

Littlewood maximal operator:

Mf(t) := sup
r>0

1

2r

ˆ t+r

t−r

|f(s)|ds.

Given that M : Lp(R) → Lp(R) is bounded for p ∈ (1,∞) (see, for example, [10, Theorem 2.1.6]),

Krylov’s a priori estimates are thus obtained. In [13], Kim proved the partial Schauder estimates and

weak L1 estimates by leveraging the fundamental solution and the Littlewood-Paley characterization

of the Lipschitz space. The following estimates were established:

‖u‖L∞((0,T );Λγ+α(Rd)) ≤ N‖∂tu− ψ(·,−i∇)u‖L∞((0,T );Λα(Rd)),

‖u‖L1,∞((0,T );Λγ+α(Rd)) ≤ N‖∂tu− ψ(·,−i∇)u‖L1((0,T );Λα(Rd)).

The Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem gives Kim’s a priori estimates. Inspired by these results,

our strategy is twofold:

• Deriving estimates on the fundamental solution (Theorem 2.2).

• Developing point-wise estimates in the vein of (1.5), utilizing the Littlewood-Paley charac-

terization (Lemma 2.6).

For addressing the initial data and trace, we primarily adopt the approach delineated in [3, 4], which

elaborates on results concerning the initial data and trace in the space Lp(R, w1 dt;Lq(R
d, w2 dx)).

Here are the main results of this paper. The proofs will be given in Section 2 and 3.

Definition 1.5 (Solution space). For γ ∈ (0,∞), L > 0, φ ∈ Io(0, L), p ∈ [1,∞] and w ∈ Ap(R),
denote

φγ(λ) := φ(λ)λγ , φγ,p,w(λ) := φ(λ)λγ

(
ˆ λ−γ

0

w(s)ds

)1/p

.

The space H
φ,γ
p,w((0, T )× Rd) is a collection of u ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt; Λφγ (Rd)) which satisfies that

there exist u0 ∈ Λ
φγ,p,w
p (Rd) and f ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt; Λφ(Rd)) such that

u(t, x) = u0(x) +

ˆ t

0

f(s, x)ds

for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T )× Rd. We also define

‖u‖
H

φ,γ
p,w((0,T )×Rd) := ‖u‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;Λφγ (Rd)) + ‖u0‖Λφγ,p,w

p (Rd)
+ ‖f‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;Λφ(Rd)).
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Theorem 1.6 (Existence, Uniqueness, and Regularity of solutions). Let p ∈ (1,∞], w ∈ Ap(R),

ψ ∈ S(γ, κ,M) and φ ∈ Io(0, L). Then for u0 ∈ Λ
φγ,p,w
p (Rd) and f ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt; Λφ(Rd)),

there exists a unique strong solution u ∈ H
φ,γ
p,w((0, T )× Rd) to

{
∂tu(t, x) = ψ(t,−i∇)u(t, x) + f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× Rd,

u(0, x) = u0(x),
(1.6)

with the estimate

‖u‖
H

φ,γ
p,w((0,T )×Rd) ≤ N

(
‖u0‖Λφγ,p,w

p (Rd)
+ ‖f‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;Λφ(Rd))

)
, (1.7)

where N = N(d, δ, γ, κ,M, p, T, [w]Ap(R)).

Remark 1.7. Theorem 1.6 partially holds for the case p = 1:

(i) If f ≡ 0, then Theorem 1.6 is valid for the case p = 1.

(ii) Theorem 1.6 holds when the solution u is in the weak space L1,∞((0, T ), w dt; Λφγ (Rd)),
rather than in L1((0, T ), w dt; Λφγ (Rd)). Here, the norm of L1,∞((0, T ), w dt; Λφγ (Rd)) is

defined as

‖u‖L1,∞((0,T ),w dt;Λφγ (Rd)) := sup
λ>0

λw({t ∈ (0, T ) : ‖u(t, ·)‖Λφγ (Rd) ≥ λ}),

where w(A) :=
´

R
1A(t)w(t)dt.

Corresponding estimates for cases (i) and (ii) will be detailed in Theorem 2.5.

Theorem 1.8 (Embedding theorems). Let p ∈ (1,∞], w ∈ Ap(R), φ ∈ Io(0, L) and u ∈
H

φ,γ
p,w((0, T )× Rd).

(i) (Trace embedding) Then there exists a constant N = N(p, [w]Ap(R)) such that,

sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t, ·)‖Λφγ,p,w (Rd) ≤ sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t, ·)‖
Λ

φγ,p,w
p (Rd)

≤ N‖u‖
H

φ,γ
p,w((0,T )×Rd). (1.8)

(ii) (Continuity of solutions) Then there exists a constant N = N(L0, p, [w]Ap(R)) such that,

‖u‖C([0,T ]×Rd) + sup
(s,h1,h2)∈DT

‖DL0

(h1/L0,h2)
u(s, ·)‖C(Rd)

W̃ (s+ h1, s)
1− 1

p + φγ,p,w(|h2|−1)−1
≤ N‖u‖

H
φ,γ
p,w((0,T )×Rd),

where W̃ (t, s)1−
1
p :=

(
´ t

s w
− 1

p−1 (r)dr
)1− 1

p

, D(h1,h2)u(t, x)(= D1
(h1,h2)

u(t, x)) := u(t +

h1, x+ h2) − u(t, x), Dn+1
(h1,h2)

u(t, x) := Dn
(h1,h2)

(D(h1,h2)u)(t, x) and DT := {(s, h1, h2) :

0 ≤ s ≤ s+ h1 ≤ T, h2 ∈ Rd}.

Remark 1.9. If γ ∈ (0, 1), w(t) := 1 and φ(λ) := λα for α ∈ (0, γ), then

W̃ (s+ h1, s)
1− 1

p ≃ h
1− 1

p

1 , φγ,p,w(λ) ≃ λα+γ(1− 1
p).

This implies that

C
W̃

1− 1
p ,φγ,p,w

t,x ([0, T ]× Rd) = C
1− 1

p ,α+γ−γ
p

t,x ([0, T ]× Rd), (1.9)

where C
W̃

1− 1
p ,φγ,p,w

t,x ([0, T ]× Rd) denotes a normed space with the norm defined as

‖u‖C([0,T ]×Rd) + sup
(s,h1,h2)∈DT

‖DL0

(h1/L0,h2)
u(s, ·)‖C(Rd)

W̃ (s+ h1, s)
1− 1

p + φγ,p,w(|h2|−1)−1
,

and C
1− 1

p ,α+γ− γ
p

t,x ([0, T ]× Rd) denotes the anisotropic Hölder space with the norm defined as

‖u‖C([0,T ]×Rd) + sup
(t,x),(s,y)∈[0,T ]×Rd

|u(t, x)− u(s, y)|

|t− s|1−
1
p + |x− y|α+γ−γ

p

.
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For general w and φ, the equivalence such as (1.9) cannot be expected. However, there is a

relation between C
W̃

1− 1
p ,φγ,p,w

t,x ([0, T ]× Rd) and the classical anisotropic Hölder spaces. Drawing

from [10, Proposition 7.1.5-(8), Corollary 7.2.6, and Proposition 7.2.8] and [4, Lemma 2.3], there

exists an ε ∈ (0, 1/2) such that the following inequalities hold:

|h1|
1−ε . W̃ (s+ h1, s)

1− 1
p . |h1|

ε, |h2|
L+γ−ε . φγ,p,w(|h2|

−1)−1 . |h2|
ε,

where (s, h1, h2) ∈ DT and |h2| ≤ 1. Consequently, we can deduce that

Cε,ε
t,x ([0, T ]× Rd) ⊆ C

W̃
1− 1

p ,φγ,p,w

t,x ([0, T ]× Rd) ⊆ C1−ε,L+γ−ε
t,x ([0, T ]× Rd).

1.3. Further research directions. This study focused on evolution equations with time-measurable

pseudo-differential operators independent of the spatial variable x. However, several intriguing ex-

tensions remain unexplored:

(1) x-dependent operators. The results presented in this paper, as well as prior studies, focus

on leading operators ψ(t,−i∇) that are independent of the spatial variable x. Extending

the theory to spatially dependent operators, such as second-order elliptic operators in either

divergence or non-divergence form, is a natural and significant next step. For instance:

L =

d∑

i,j=1

aij(t, x)Dxixj , or L =

d∑

i,j=1

Dxi

(
aij(t, x)Dxj

)
.

(2) Variable-order non-local operators. The current study assumes operators of constant or-

der γ. Exploring variable-order non-local operators, such as the infinitesimal generators of

subordinate Brownian motions, would be an interesting extension.

I am preparing research to address these extensions, focusing on the challenges posed by spatially

dependent operators and variable-order non-local operators.

1.4. Notations. Throughout this paper, we will use the following standard notations.

• R, Q, Z, and N are the set of all real numbers, rational numbers, integers, and natural numbers,

respectively.

• For a set {a, b, . . .} and X,Y ∈ R, we say X .a,b,... Y , if X ≤ NY holds for some N =
N(a, b, . . .) > 0. Sometimes we omit a, b, . . . and just say X . Y if the dependency on a, b, . . . is

clear from the context.

• For given p ∈ [1,∞), a normed space F , and a measure space (X,M, µ), Lp(X,M, µ;F )
denotes the space of all Mµ-measurable functions u : X → F with the norm

‖u‖Lp(X,M,µ;F ) :=

(
ˆ

X

‖u(x)‖
p
F µ(dx)

)1/p

<∞

where Mµ denotes the completion of M with respect to the measure µ. We also denote by

L∞(X,M, µ;F ) the space of all Mµ-measurable functions u : X → F with the norm

‖u‖L∞(X,M,µ;F ) := inf {r ≥ 0 : µ({x ∈ X : ‖u(x)‖F ≥ r}) = 0} <∞.

If there is no confusion for the given measure and σ-algebra, we usually omit them.

• For O ⊂ Rd and a normed space F , we denote byC(O;F ) the space of allF -valued continuous

functions u : O → F with the norm

|u|C := sup
x∈O

|u(x)|F <∞.

• For p ∈ [1,∞], p′ := p
p−1 is the Hölder conjugate ( 10 := ∞ and ∞

∞ := 1).

• 1A is a characteristic function on a set A.
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2. EXISTENCE, UNIQUENESS, AND REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.6

In this section, we focus on proving Theorem 1.6. We begin by introducing the Littlewood-Paley

characterization of the space Λφ
p(R

d). We choose a function Ψ from the Schwartz class S(Rd),

whose Fourier transform, F [Ψ], is nonnegative, supported within the annulus {ξ ∈ Rd : 1
2 ≤ |ξ| ≤

2}. We ensure that
∑

j∈Z
F [Ψ](2−jξ) = 1 for all ξ 6= 0. Then, we define the Littlewood-Paley

projection operators ∆j and S0 as

∆jf(x) := (Ψj ∗ f)(x), S0f(x) := (Φ ∗ f)(x),

where Ψj(x) := 2jdΨ(2jx) and Φ(x) :=
∑

j≤0 Ψj(x), respectively. For p ∈ [1,∞], L > 0, and

φ ∈ Io(0, L), the norm equivalence for ‖ · ‖Λφ
p (Rd) is established as follows, as presented in [5]:

‖f‖Λφ
p(Rd) ≃ ‖S0f‖L∞(Rd) +





(∑∞
j=1 φ(2

j)p‖∆jf‖
p
L∞(Rd)

)1/p
, p ∈ [1,∞),

supj∈N
φ(2j)‖∆jf‖L∞(Rd), p = ∞,

(2.1)

Henceforth, we will utilize the norm equivalence presented in (2.1) in place of Definition 1.2.

2.1. Continuity of operators. In general, functions within Λφγ (Rd) are not integrable, as evi-

denced by non-zero constant functions. Consequently, the expression ψ(t,−i∇)f for any f ∈
Λφγ (Rd) is defined in the sense of tempered distributions. To discuss a strong solution, it is neces-

sary to propose an alternative definition for the operator ψ(t,−i∇).
Let us consider ψ ∈ S(γ, κ,M) and f ∈ Λφγ (Rd). We define the following:

ψj(t,−i∇)f(x) :=
1∑

k=−1

ˆ

Rd

ψ(t,−i∇)Ψj+k(y)∆jf(x− y)dy,

ψ0(t,−i∇)f(x) :=

ˆ

Rd

ψ(t,−i∇)(Φ + Ψ1)(x)S0f(x− y)dy.

(2.2)

and

ψ̃(t,−i∇)f(x) := ψ0(t,−i∇)f(x) +

∞∑

j=1

ψj(t,−i∇)f(x). (2.3)

If f ∈ Λφγ (Rd) ∩ S(Rd), the almost orthogonality of ∆j and S0 implies that:

ψ̃(t,−i∇)f(x) = F−1[ψ(t, ·)F [f ]](x) =: ψ(t,−i∇)f(x).

Henceforth, the notation ψ(t,−i∇)f for any f ∈ Λφγ (Rd) denotes ψ̃(t,−i∇)f .

Theorem 2.1. Let ψ ∈ S(γ, κ,M) and f ∈ Λφγ (Rd).

(i) Then for any ϕ ∈ S(Rd),

ˆ

Rd

ψ(t,−i∇)f(x)ϕ(x)dx =

ˆ

Rd

ψ0(t,−i∇)f(x)ϕ(x)dx +
∞∑

j=1

ˆ

Rd

ψj(t,−i∇)f(x)ϕ(x)dx

=

ˆ

Rd

f(x)ψ̄(t,−i∇)ϕ(x)dx,

where ψ̄(t,−i∇)ϕ(x) := F−1
[
ψ(t, ·)F [ϕ]

]
(x) andψ(t, ξ) is the complex conjegate ofψ(t, ξ).

(ii) Then ψ(t,−i∇) : Λφγ (Rd) → Λφ(Rd) is a bounded linear operator:

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ψ(t,−i∇)f‖Λφ(Rd) ≤ N(d, γ,M,Φ,Ψ)‖f‖Λφγ (Rd).
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Proof. (i) Due to the dominated convergence theorem, the first equality holds. If we use Fubini’s

theorem, Plancherel’s theorem, and the dominated convergence theorem, then the second equality is

also obtained

(ii) By (i) and almost orthogonal property of Littlewood-Paley operators,

∆j(ψ(t,−i∇)f)(x) = (∆j−1 +∆j +∆j+1)∆j(ψ(t,−i∇)f)(x)

=

ˆ

Rd

(∆j−1 +∆j +∆j+1)f(x− y)ψ̄(t,−i∇)Ψj(y)dy.

To complete the proof, it suffices to prove that for c > 0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ψ(t,−i∇)hc‖L1(Rd) ≤ N(d, γ, h,M)cγ, (2.4)

where hc(x) := cdh(cx) and h ∈ S(Rd). Indeed, if we have (2.4), then

φ(2j)‖∆j(ψ(t,−i∇)f)‖L∞(Rd) ≤ Nφ(2j)‖ψ(t,−i∇)Ψj‖L1(Rd)

1∑

k=−1

‖∆j+kf‖L∞(Rd)

≤ Nφ(2j)2jγ
1∑

k=−1

‖∆j+kf‖L∞(Rd)

≤ N(d, γ,M,Ψ)‖f‖Λφγ (Rd).

Similarly, we also have

‖S0(ψ(t,−i∇)f)‖L∞(Rd) ≤ N(d, γ,M,Φ,Ψ)‖f‖Λφγ (Rd).

We end the proof by proving (2.4). First, we decompose ‖ψ(t,−i∇)hc‖L1(Rd) into two parts;

‖ψ(t,−i∇)hc‖L1(Rd) =

ˆ

|x|≤c−1

· · · dx+

ˆ

|x|>c−1

· · · dx =: Ic,1(t) + Ic,2(t).

By the assumptions on ψ and the change of variable formula, we have

|Ic,1(t)| ≤ Nc−d‖ψ(t,−i∇)hc‖L∞(Rd)

≤ Nc−d

ˆ

Rd

|ξ|γ |F [h](c−1ξ)|dξ

= Ncγ
ˆ

Rd

|ξ|γF [h](ξ)dξ = N(d, γ, h,M)cγ .

(2.5)

Since h ∈ S(Rd), the integration
´

Rd |ξ|
γF [h](ξ)dξ in (2.5) is finite. For Ic,2, we use the Cauchy-

Schwartz inequality and Plancherel’s theorem;

|Ic,2(t)| ≤

(
ˆ

|x|>c−1

|x|−2d2dx

)1/2(
ˆ

|x|>c−1

|x|2d2 |ψ(t,−i∇)hc(x)|
2dx

)1/2

≤ N(d, γ, h,M)cd2−d/2

(
ˆ

Rd

∣∣∣Dd2

ξ

(
ψ(t, ·)F [h](c−1·)

)
(ξ)
∣∣∣
2

dξ

)1/2

≤ Ncγ ,

where d2 = ⌊d/2⌋+ 1. The theorem is proved. �

2.2. Notion of solutions and their properties. In this subsection, we discuss the notion of solutions

to {
∂tu(t, x) = ψ(t,−i∇)u(t, x) + f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× Rd,

u(0, x) = u0(x).
(2.6)
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It turns out that

p(t, s, x) := 10≤s<t ·
1

(2π)d

ˆ

Rd

exp

(
ˆ t

s

ψ(r, ξ)dr

)
eix·ξdξ + 1t=sδ0(x).

is the fundamental solution of (2.6), i.e., p(·, s, ·) satisfies
{
∂tp(t, s, x) = ψ(t,−i∇)p(t, s, x), (t, x) ∈ (s,∞)× Rd,

p(s, s, x) = δ0(x).

Here δ0 is the centered Dirac delta distribution. The sharp Lp-estimates for the fundamental solution

and their proof were presented in [2, Theorem 6.1] and [3, Theorem 5.1, Corollary 5.3], thus, we

present the following theorem without proofs.

Theorem 2.2. Let ψ ∈ S(γ, κ,M). Then for m ∈ {0, 1}, and δ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a positive

constant N = N(d, δ, γ, κ,M,m) such that for all t > s ≥ 0,

‖∂mt ∆jp(t, s, ·)‖L1(Rd) ≤ Ne−κ|t−s|2jγ× (1−δ)
2γ 2jmγ , ∀j ∈ Z,

‖∂mt S0p(t, s, ·)‖L1(Rd) ≤ N,

‖∂mt p(t, s, ·)‖L1(Rd) ≤ N(t− s)−m,
∥∥| · |d2∂mt p(t, s, ·)

∥∥
L2(Rd)

≤ N(t− s)−m+ 1
γ (d2−

d
2 ),

where d2 := ⌊d/2⌋+ 1.

In general, the symbol ψ(t, ξ) is complex-valued, thus
ˆ

Rd

p(t, s, y)dy = exp

(
ˆ t

s

ψ(r, 0)dr

)
6= 1.

However,

lim
t↓s

ˆ

Rd

p(t, s, y)dy = 1. (2.7)

Now, we provide the concept of solutions.

Definition 2.3 (Solutions). Let p ∈ (1,∞], w ∈ Ap(R), φ ∈ Io(0, L), ψ ∈ S(γ, κ,M), u0 ∈

Λ
φγ,p,w
p (Rd) and f ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt; Λφ(Rd)).

(i) We say that

u(t, x) :=

ˆ

Rd

p(t, 0, x− y)u0(y)dy +

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

p(t, s, x− y)f(s, y)dyds

is the mild solution of (2.6).

(ii) We say that u ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt;L∞(Rd)) is a weak solution of (2.6) if for ϕ ∈ S(Rd),
ˆ

Rd

(u(t, x)− u0(x))ϕ(x)dx =

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

(
u(s, x)ψ̄(s,−i∇)ϕ(x) + f(s, x)ϕ(x)

)
dxds

for all t ∈ [0, T ). Here ψ̄(s,−i∇) is a pseudo-differential operator with a symbol ψ(s, ξ).
(iii) We say that u ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt; Λφγ (Rd)) is a strong solution of (2.6) if

u(t, x) = u0(x) +

ˆ t

0

(ψ(s,−i∇)u(s, x) + f(s, x))ds

for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T )× Rd. Here ψ(s,−i∇)u(s, x) is a function defined in (2.3).

Remark 2.4. Due to Theorem 2.1, if u is a strong solution to (2.6), then u is a weak solution also.

For the mild solution of (2.6), the following regularity estimate holds, and this plays a crucial role

in the proof of Theorem 1.6.
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Theorem 2.5. Let φ ∈ Io(0, L), p ∈ [1,∞], w ∈ Ap(R
d) and ψ ∈ S(γ, κ,M). Let also

Gf(t, x) :=

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

p(t, s, x− y)f(s, y)dyds,

G0u0(t, x) :=

ˆ

Rd

p(t, 0, x− y)u0(y)dy.

(i) If p ∈ (1,∞] and f ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt; Λφ(Rd)), then Gf ∈ Lp((0, T ), w dt; Λφγ (Rd));

‖Gf‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;Λφγ (Rd)) ≤ N‖f‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;Λφ(Rd)),

where N = N(d, δ, γ, κ,M, p, T, [w]Ap(R)).

(ii) If f ∈ L1((0, T ), w dt; Λφ(Rd)), then Gf ∈ L1,∞((0, T ), w dt; Λφγ (Rd));

sup
λ>0

λw({t ∈ (0, T ) : ‖Gf(t, ·)‖Λφγ (Rd) ≥ λ}) ≤ N‖f‖L1((0,T ),w dt;Λφ(Rd)),

where N = N(d, δ, γ, κ,M, T, [w]A1(R)).

(iii) If p ∈ (0,∞], w ∈ A∞(R) and u0 ∈ Λφγ,p,w(Rd), then

‖G0u0‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;Λφγ (Rd)) ≤ ‖u0‖Λφγ,p,w (Rd),

where N = N(d, δ, γ, κ,M, p, T, [w]Ap(R)).

The proof of Theorem 2.5 will be provided in Section 2.4.

2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.6. In this subsection, we claim that the mild solution of (2.6) is a unique

strong solution of (2.6).

Uniqueness. Let u be a strong solution to

{
∂tu(t, x) = ψ(t,−i∇)u(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× Rd,

u(0, x) = 0.

By Remark 2.4 and the almost orthogonality of ∆j ,

∆ju(t, x) =

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

u(s, y)ψ̄(s,−i∇)Ψj(x− y)dyds

=

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

∆ju(s, y)ψ̄(s,−i∇)(Ψj−1 +Ψj +Ψj+1)(x − y)dyds.

For every j ∈ N, by Minkowski’s inequality and (2.4),

‖∆ju(t, ·)‖L∞(Rd) ≤

1∑

k=−1

ˆ t

0

‖ψ̄(s,−i∇)Ψj+k‖L1(Rd)‖∆ju(s, ·)‖L∞(Rd)ds

≤ N2jγ
ˆ t

0

‖∆ju(s, ·)‖L∞(Rd)ds.
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Due to Grönwall’s inequality, for all t ∈ [0, T ), ‖∆ju(t, ·)‖L∞(Rd) = 0. Similarly, we also have for

all t ∈ [0, T ), ‖S0u(t, ·)‖L∞(Rd) = 0. This implies that for ϕ ∈ S(Rd)

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd

u(t, x)ϕ(x)dx

∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Rd

u(t, x)


S0ϕ(x) +

∞∑

j=1

∆jϕ(x)


 dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd

u(t, x)S0ϕ(x)dx

∣∣∣∣ +
∞∑

j=1

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd

u(t, x)∆jϕ(x)dx

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd

S0u(t, x)ϕ(x)dx

∣∣∣∣ +
∞∑

j=1

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd

∆ju(t, x)ϕ(x)dx

∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖ϕ‖L1(Rd)


‖S0u(t, ·)‖L∞(Rd) +

∞∑

j=1

‖∆ju(t, ·)‖L∞(Rd)


 = 0

for all t ∈ [0, T ). By the fundamental lemma of the calculus of variations, u = 0. The uniqueness is

proved.

Existence and estimates. Let u be the mild solution of (2.6). By the definition of ψ(s,−i∇),

ˆ t

0

ψ(s,−i∇)u(s, x)ds =

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

ψ(s,−i∇)p(s, 0, x− y)u0(y)dyds

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0

ˆ

Rd

ψ(s,−i∇)p(s, r, x− y)f(r, y)dydrds.

Since p is the fundamental solution, by the Fubini’s theorem,

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

ψ(s,−i∇)p(s, 0, x− y)u0(y)dyds+

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0

ˆ

Rd

ψ(s,−i∇)p(s, r, x− y)f(r, y)dydrds

=

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

∂sp(s, 0, x− y)u0(y)dyds+

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0

ˆ

Rd

∂sp(s, r, x− y)f(r, y)dydrds

=

ˆ t

0

∂s

(
ˆ

Rd

p(s, 0, x− y)u0(y)dy

)
ds+

ˆ t

0

ˆ t

r

∂s

(
ˆ

Rd

p(s, r, x− y)f(r, y)dy

)
dsdr

= u(t, x)− lim
s↓0

ˆ

Rd

p(s, 0, x− y)u0(y)dy − lim
s↓r

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

p(s, r, x− y)f(r, y)dydr.

If we have

lim
t↓r

ˆ

Rd

p(t, r, x− y)h(y)dy = h(x) (2.8)

for h ∈ Λφ(Rd), then by the fundamental theorem of calculus, the existence is proved.

Since h ∈ Λφ(Rd), for given ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that

|x− y| < δ =⇒ |h(x)− h(y)| < ε.
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This implies that

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd

p(t, r, x− y)h(y)dy − h(x)

∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

|x−y|<δ

p(t, r, x− y)h(y)dy − h(x)

∣∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

|x−y|≥δ

p(t, r, x− y)h(y)dy

∣∣∣∣∣

≤

ˆ

|x−y|<δ

|p(t, r, x− y)||h(y)− h(x)|dy +

∣∣∣∣∣

(
ˆ

|x−y|<δ

p(t, r, x− y)dy − 1

)
h(x)

∣∣∣∣∣

+ ‖h‖L∞(Rd)

ˆ

|x−y|≥δ

|p(t, r, x− y)|dy

≤ ε

ˆ

|x−y|<δ

|p(t, r, x− y)|dy + ‖h‖L∞(Rd)

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

|x−y|<δ

p(t, r, x− y)dy − 1

∣∣∣∣∣

+ ‖h‖L∞(Rd)

ˆ

|x−y|≥δ

|p(t, r, x− y)|dy.

By Theorem 2.2,

ˆ

|x−y|≥δ

|p(t, r, x− y)|dy ≤

(
ˆ

|y|≥δ

|y|−2d2dy

)1/2(
ˆ

|y|≥δ2

|y|2d2 |p(t, r, y)|2dy

)1/2

≤ Nδ−(d2−
d
2 )(t− r)

1
γ (d2−

d
2 ),

thus,

lim
t↓r

ˆ

|x−y|≥δ

|p(t, r, x− y)|dy = 0. (2.9)

Since

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

|x−y|<δ

p(t, r, x− y)dy − 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd

p(t, r, x− y)dy − 1

∣∣∣∣+
ˆ

|x−y|≥δ

|p(t, r, x− y)|dy,

due to (2.7), (2.9) and Theorem 2.2,

lim sup
t↓r

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rd

p(t, r, x− y)h(y)dy − h(x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Nε.

Since ε > 0 is an arbitrary positive constant, we have (2.8). Estimates (1.7) are obtained from

Theorems 2.1 and 2.5. The theorem is proved. �

2.4. Proof of Theorem 2.5. First, we prove Theorem 2.5-(i) and (ii). Recall that

Gf(t, x) :=

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rd

p(t, s, x− y)f(s, y)dyds, G0u0(t, x) :=

ˆ

Rd

p(t, 0, x− y)u0(y)dy.

Lemma 2.6. There exists a constant N = N(T ) such that

‖Gf(t, ·)‖Λφγ (Rd) ≤ NM(‖f(∗, ·)‖Λφ(Rd)1(0,T )(∗))(t).
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Proof. By Theorem 2.2 and the almost orthogonality of the Littlewood-Paley projections,

‖Gf(t, ·)‖Λφγ (Rd)

≤

ˆ t

0

‖S0(p(t, s, ·) ∗ f(s, ·))‖L∞(Rd)ds+ sup
j∈N

φ(2j)2jγ
ˆ t

0

‖∆j(p(t, s, ·) ∗ f(s, ·))‖L∞(Rd)ds

≤

ˆ t

0

‖(S0 +∆1)p(t, s, ·)‖L1(Rd)‖f(s, ·)‖Λφ(Rd)ds

+ sup
j∈N

2jγ
ˆ t

0

‖(∆j−1 +∆j +∆j+1)p(t, s, ·)‖L1(Rd)‖f(s, ·)‖Λφ(Rd)ds

≤ N

ˆ t

0

‖f(s, ·)‖Λφ(Rd)ds+N sup
j∈N

2jγ
ˆ t

0

e−κ|t−s|2jγ× (1−δ)
2γ ‖f(s, ·)‖Λφ(Rd)ds

≤ N(T )M(‖f(∗, ·)‖Λφ(Rd)1(0,T )(∗))(t) +N sup
j∈N

ˆ t

0

kj(t− s)‖f(s, ·)‖Λφ(Rd)ds,

where kj(t) := 2jγe−κ|t|2jγ× (1−δ)
2γ . Let kj,n(t) := kj(t)ηn(t) where ηn is a nonnegative infinitely

differentiable function satisfying ηn(t) = 1 for 0 ≤ t ≤ n − 1 and ηn(t) = 0 for t ≥ n. Then due

to the integration by parts formula, for any nonnegative function F ,

ˆ ∞

0

kj,n(s)F (s)ds = −

ˆ n

0

k′j,n(s)

(
ˆ s

0

F (r)dr

)
ds

≤ 2MF (0)

ˆ n

0

s(−k′j,n(s))ds

= 2MF (0)

ˆ n

0

kj,n(s)ds.

By the monotone convergence theorem,

ˆ ∞

0

kj(s)F (s)ds ≤ NMF (0). (2.10)

Since

sup
j∈N

ˆ ∞

0

kj(t)dt <∞,

the constant N in (2.10) is independent of j. By putting F (s) := ‖f(t− s, ·)‖Λφ(Rd)1(0,T )(t − s),
we have

MF (0) = M(‖f(∗, ·)‖Λφ1(0,T )(∗))(t).

The lemma is proved. �

Proof of Theorem 2.5. (i), (ii) It is well known that (e.g. [10, Theorem 7.1.9])

‖M‖L1(R,w dt)→L1,∞(R,w dt) + ‖M‖Lp(R,w dt)→Lp(R,w dt)1p∈(1,∞) ≤ C(p, [w]Ap(R)). (2.11)

It can be also easily checked that

‖M‖L∞(R)→L∞(R) ≤ 1. (2.12)

By combining (2.11), (2.12) and Lemma 2.6, (i) and (ii) are proved.
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(iii) By Theorem 2.1 and the almost orthogonality of the Littlewood-Paley projections,

‖G0u0(t, ·)‖Λφγ (Rd)

= ‖S0(p(t, 0·) ∗ u0)‖L∞(Rd) + sup
j∈N

φ(2j)2jγ‖∆j(p(t, 0, ·) ∗ u0)‖L∞(Rd)

≤ N‖u0‖Λφγ,w,p
p (Rd)

+N sup
j∈Z

φ(2j)2jγ‖(∆j−1 +∆j +∆j+1)p(t, 0, ·)‖L1(Rd)‖∆ju0‖L∞(Rd)

≤ N‖u0‖Λφγ,w,p
p (Rd)

+N sup
j∈Z

φ(2j)2jγe−N(δ,γ,κ)t2jγ‖∆ju0‖L∞(Rd).

If p = ∞, then φγ,w,p(λ) = φγ(λ) and

sup
j∈Z

φ(2j)2jγe−Nt2jγ‖∆ju0‖L∞(Rd) ≤ N(δ, γ, κ)‖u0‖Λφγ (Rd).

We complete the proof by showing if p ∈ (0,∞), then
ˆ ∞

0

(
sup
j∈Z

φ(2j)2jγe−Nt2jγ‖∆ju0‖L∞(Rd)

)p

w(t)dt ≤ N‖u0‖
p

Λ
φγ,w,p
p (Rd)

. (2.13)

It can be easily checked that
ˆ ∞

0

(
sup
j∈Z

φ(2j)2jγe−Nt2jγ‖∆ju0‖L∞(Rd)

)p

w(t)dt

≤

ˆ ∞

0

sup
j∈Z

φ(2j)p2jpγe−Nt2jγ‖∆ju0‖
p
L∞(Rd)

w(t)dt

≤
∑

j∈Z

φ(2j)p2jpγ‖∆ju0‖
p
L∞(Rd)

ˆ ∞

0

e−Nt2jγw(t)dt

=
∑

j∈Z

φ(2j)p2jpγL[w](N2jγ)‖∆ju0‖
p
L∞(Rd)

,

where N = N(δ, γ, κ, p) and L[w](λ) :=
´∞

0 e−λtw(t)dt. By [3, Lemma 3.1], for any w ∈
A∞(R),

L[w](N2jγ) ≃

ˆ 2−jγ

0

w(t)dt =W (2−jγ).

The theorem is proved. �

3. EMBEDDING THEOREMS: PROOFS OF THEOREM 1.8

In this section, we focus on proving Theorem 1.8. To facilitate this, we introduce the following

lemma, which characterizes the generalized real interpolation space. This lemma plays a crucial role

in the proof of Theorem 1.8. For further properties and a detailed exploration of the generalized real

interpolation space, readers are referred to [5].

Lemma 3.1. Let γ ∈ (0,∞), φ ∈ Io(0, L), p ∈ (1,∞) and w ∈ Ap(R). Then

(Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd))W 1/p,p = Λφγ,p,w
p (Rd),

where (Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd))W 1/p,p is the real interpolation space between Λφγ (Rd) andΛφ(Rd). The

norm of (Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd))W 1/p,p is defined by

‖f‖(Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd))
W1/p,p

:=

ˆ ∞

0

W (t−1)K(t, f ; Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd))p
dt

t
,

and W (t) :=
´ t

0
w(s)ds. Here, the K-functional is defined by

K(t, f ; Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd)) := inf(‖h0‖Λφγ (Rd) + t‖h1‖Λφ(Rd))),
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where the infimum is taken over all pairs (h0, h1) satisfying

f(x) = h0(x) + h1(x), h0 ∈ Λφγ (Rd), h1 ∈ Λφ(Rd).

Proof. Let A be a Banach space and ℓφ∞(A) be a space of A-valued sequences a = {an}n∈Z satis-

fying

‖a‖ℓφ∞(A) := sup
n∈Z

φ(2n)‖an‖A <∞.

Due to [26, Theorem 2.4.2/(a)] with [20, Theorem 1], it suffices to prove only

(ℓφγ
∞ (A), ℓφ∞(A))W 1/p,p = ℓφγ,p,w

p (A).

We follow the proof of [4, Proposition A.4].

Step 1. We first prove that

(ℓφγ
∞ (A), ℓφ∞(A))W 1/p,p ⊂ ℓφγ,p,w

p (A).

Note that for a A-valued sequence a = {an}n∈Z,

K(t, a; ℓφγ
∞ (A), ℓφ∞(A)) = inf

a=b+c
(‖b‖

ℓ
φγ
∞ (A)

+ t‖c‖ℓφ∞(A))

≃ sup
n∈Z

min(φ(2n)2nγ , tφ(2n))‖an‖A.

Hence

‖a‖p
(ℓ

φγ
∞ (A),ℓφ∞(A))

W1/p,p

=

ˆ ∞

0

W (t−1)K(t, a; ℓφγ
∞ (A), ℓφ∞(A))p

dt

t

≃

ˆ ∞

0

W (t−1)

(
sup
n∈Z

(min(φ(2n)2nγ , tφ(2n))‖an‖A)

)p
dt

t

=
∑

j∈Z

ˆ 2(j+1)γ

2jγ
W (t−1)

(
sup
n∈Z

(min(φ(2n)2nγ , tφ(2n))‖an‖A)

)p
dt

t

≃
∑

j∈Z

W (2−jγ) sup
n∈Z

(
min(φ(2n)2nγ , 2jγφ(2n))‖an‖A

)p

≥
∑

j∈Z

W (2−jγ)φ(2j)p2jpγ‖aj‖
p
A = ‖a‖

ℓ
φγ,p,w
p (A)

.

Step 2. In this step, we prove that

ℓφγ,p,w
p (A) ⊂ (ℓ

φγ

1 (A), ℓφ1 (A))W 1/p ,p. (3.1)

Note that

K(t, a; ℓ
φγ

1 (A), ℓφ1 (A)) ≃
∑

n∈Z

min(φ(2n)2nγ , tφ(2n))‖an‖A.
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Then for q ∈ [1,∞), we have

‖a‖p
(ℓ

φγ
1 (A),ℓφ1 (A))

W1/p,p

=

ˆ ∞

0

W (t−1)K(t, a; ℓ
φγ

1 (A), ℓφ1 (A))
p dt

t

≃
∑

j∈Z

ˆ 2(j+1)γ

2jγ
W (t−1)

(
∑

n∈Z

min(φ(2n)2nγ , tφ(2n))‖an‖A

)p
dt

t

≃
∑

j∈Z

W (2−jγ)

(
∑

n∈Z

min(φ(2nγ)2nγ , φ(2n)2jγ)‖an‖A

)p

.
∑

j∈Z

W (2−jγ)




∑

n≤j

φ(2n)2nγ‖an‖A




p

+


∑

n>j

φ(2n)2jγ‖an‖A




p


=: I + II.

(3.2)

We handle terms I and II separately.

Step 2-1. For χ > 0, by Hölder’s inequality,


∑

n≤j

φ(2n)2nγ‖an‖A




p

≤


∑

n≤j

2nχp
′




p−1
∑

n≤j

φ(2n)p2n(γ−χ)p‖an‖
p
A




= N2jχp
∑

n≤j

φ(2n)2n(γ−χ)p‖an‖
p
A.

By Fubini’s theorem,

I ≤
∑

n∈Z

φ(2n)2n(γ−χ)p‖an‖
p
A

∑

n≤j

W (2−jγ)2jχp.

Since there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) such that

W (2−jγ) ≤ N2−(j−n)δγW (2−nγ), ∀j ≥ n,

if we take χ ∈ (0, δγ/p), then

I ≤ N‖a‖p
ℓ
φγ,p,w
p (A)

.

Step 2-2. For χ > 0, by Hölder’s inequality,


∑

n<j

φ(2n)‖an‖A




p

≤


∑

n>j

2−nχp′




p−1
∑

n>j

φ(2n)p2nχp‖an‖
p
A




= N2−jχp
∑

n>j

φ(2n)p2nχp‖an‖
p
A.

By Fubini’s theorem,

II ≤
∑

n∈Z

φ(2n)p2nχp‖an‖
p
A

∑

n>j

W (2−jγ)2j(γ−χ)p.

Since there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) such that

W (2−jγ) ≤ N2−(j−n)γ(p−δ)W (2−nγ), ∀j < n,

if we take χ ∈ (0, δγ/p), then

II ≤ N‖a‖p
ℓ
φγ,p,w
p (A)

.
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Since ℓ
φγ

1 (A) ⊂ ℓ
φγ
∞ (A) and ℓφ1 (A) ⊂ ℓφ∞, (A) by combining the results in Step 1 and 2, we have

ℓφγ,p,w
p (A) ⊆ (ℓ

φγ

1 (A), ℓφ1 (A))W 1/p,p

⊆ (ℓφγ
∞ (A), ℓφ∞(A))W 1/p,p ⊆ ℓφγ,p,w

p (A).

The lemma is proved. �

We end this section by proving Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. (i) The left inequality in (1.8) is easily obtained from

‖u(t, ·)‖Λφγ,p,w (Rd) = ‖S0u(t, ·)‖L∞(Rd) + sup
j∈N

φγ,p,w(2
j)‖∆ju(t, ·)‖L∞(Rd)

≤ ‖S0u(t, ·)‖L∞(Rd) +


∑

j∈N

φγ,p,w(2
j)p‖∆ju(t, ·)‖

p
L∞(Rd)




1/p

= ‖u(t, ·)‖
Λ

φγ,p,w
p (Rd)

.

For the right inequality in (1.8), by Lemma 3.1, it is enough to show that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t, ·)‖(Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd))
W1/p,p

≤ N‖u‖
H

φ,γ
p,w((0,T )×Rd).

Let u ∈ H
φ,γ
p,w((0, T )× Rd) satisfying

u(t, x) = u0(x) +

ˆ t

0

f(s, x)ds

for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T )×Rd. Let also ζ ∈ C∞((0,∞)) be a nonnegative decreasing function satisfying

ζ(s) = 1 for 0 ≤ s ≤ T/2 and ζ(s) = 0 for s ≥ T . Denote

ū(t, x) := ζ(t)u(t, x), f̄(t, x) := ζ(t)f(t, x) + ζ′(t)u(t, x)

Then for 0 ≤ s ≤ t and x ∈ Rd,

ū(t, x) = ū(s, x) +

ˆ t

s

f̄(r, x)dr. (3.3)

Taking the Laplace transform in (3.3) with respect to t ≥ s,

ū(s, x) = λLs[ū(·, x)](λ) − Ls[f̄(·, x)](λ), (3.4)

where Ls[h](λ) :=
´∞

s e−λth(r)dr. By (3.4),

K(λ, ū(s, ·); Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd)) ≤ λL0[‖ū(·, ∗)‖Λφγ (Rd)](λ) + λL0[‖f̄(·, ∗)‖Λφ(Rd)](λ).

Then it follows that

‖ū(s, ·)‖p
(Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd))

W1/p,p

=:

ˆ ∞

0

W (λ−1)K(λ, ū(s, ·); Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd))p
dλ

λ

≤ N(p)

ˆ ∞

0

W (λ−1)|λL0[‖ū(·, ∗)‖Λφγ (Rd)](λ)|
p + |λL0[‖f̄(·, ∗)‖Λφ(Rd)](λ)|

p dλ

λ
.
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By [4, Equation (4.9)], we obtain

‖ζ(s)u(s, ·)‖(Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd))
W1/p,p

= ‖ū(s, ·)‖(Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd))
W1/p,p

≤ N
(
‖ū‖Lp((0,∞),w dt;Λφγ (Rd)) + ‖f̄‖Lp((0,∞),w dt;Λφ(Rd))

)

≤ N
(
‖u‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;Λφγ (Rd)) + ‖f‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;Λφ(Rd))

)

≤ N‖u‖
H

φ,γ
p,w((0,T )×Rd),

where N = N(p, [w]Ap(R)). Using the similar arguments, we also have

‖(1− ζ(s))u(s, ·)‖(Λφγ (Rd),Λφ(Rd))
W1/p,p

≤ N‖u‖
H

φ,γ
p,w((0,T )×Rd).

(ii) Let u ∈ H
φ,γ
p,w((0, T )× Rd) satisfying

u(t, x) = u0(x) +

ˆ t

0

f(s, x)ds

for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T )× Rd. By Hölder’s inequality,

‖u(t, ·)− u(s, ·)‖Λφ(Rd) ≤

ˆ t

s

‖f(r, ·)‖Λφ(Rd)dr ≤ W̃ (t, s)1−
1
p ‖f‖Lp((0,T ),w dt;Λφ(Rd)),

and this certainly implies that

sup
0≤s<t<T

‖u(t, ·)− u(s, ·)‖Λφ(Rd)

W̃ (t, s)1−1/p
≤ N‖u‖

H
φ,γ
p,w((0,T )×Rd).

By Theorem 1.6-(ii), we have

sup
(t,x)∈[0,T ]×Rd

|u(t, x)|+ sup
0≤t≤T

sup
x∈Rd,|h|≤1

|DL0

h u(t, x)|

φγ,p,w(|h|−1)−1
+ sup

0≤s<t≤T
sup
x∈Rd

|u(t, x)− u(s, x)|

W̃ (t, s)1−1/p

≤ N‖u‖
H

φ,γ
p,w((0,T )×Rd).

This implies that

|DL0

(h1/L0,h2)
u(s, x)|

W̃ (s+ h1, s)1−1/p + φγ,p,w(|h2|−1)−1

≤

L0∑

i=1

|u(s+ ih1/L0, ·)− u(s+ (i − 1)h1/L0, ·)|C(Rd)

W̃ (s+ h1, s)1−1/p
+

|DL0

h2
u(·, x)|C((0,T ))

φγ,p,w(|h2|−1)−1

≤

L0∑

i=1

|u(s+ ih1/L0, ·)− u(s+ (i − 1)h1/L0, ·)|C(Rd)

W̃ (s+ ih1/L0, s+ (i − 1)h1/L0)1−1/p
+

|DL0

h2
u(·, x)|C((0,T ))

φγ,p,w(|h2|−1)−1

≤ N‖u‖
H

φ,γ
p,w((0,T )×Rd).

The theorem is proved. �
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