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ON SOLVABILITY OF PARABOLIC EQUATIONS WITH
SINGULAR COEFFICIENTS IN ODD MIXED-NORM
MORREY-SOBOLEV SPACES

N.V. KRYLOV

ABSTRACT. We prove an existence and uniqueness theorem for second-
order parabolic equations in the whole space with constant zeroth-order
coefficient in mixed-norm Morrey-Sobolev spaces. The main coefficient
a is assumed to be measurable in ¢ and BMO in z and the first-order
coefficients b are in an appropriate mixed-norm Morrey classes (thus
admitting rather rough singularities). The mixed-norm Morrey-Sobolev
spaces are “odd” in the sense that the interior integration in the formula
defining the norm is performed with respect to ¢ and not to x as is
customary.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let R? be a Euclidean space of points = = (x!,...,2%), R = {(¢,z) :
t € R,z € R}, RfH = (t,00) x RZ. In [12] the author proved a theorem
about unique solvability in mixed-norm Morrey-Sobolev spaces for second-
order parabolic equations in the whole space R%*!. The main coefficient
a was assumed to be measurable in ¢ and BMO in x and the lower-order
coefficients b and ¢ were in appropriate mixed-norm Morrey classes (thus
admitting rather rough singularities). Mixed-norm spaces in [12] are based

on the norm
1fllz,, == (/R (/Rd |f,pdx)q/pdt>1/q, (1.1)

In contrast in this paper we use

i, = ([, ([ 15170)" )™ (12

This is done for two reasons. First, one can find in the literature not com-
pletely justified claims that much of the theory using (1.2) is quite parallel
to that using (1.1). Here, indeed, our main result, proved with all necessary
details, looks almost identical to the main result of [12]. The second reason
is that we need the result associated with exactly (1.2) in our investigation
of It6 stochastic equations. Remark 2.2 sheds some light to that effect.
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In addition to these differences the exposition here follows quite a different
path. If in [12] obtaining main a priory estimates in Morrey-Sobolev spaces
was tied to the solvability of model equations in cylinders, which is a very
nontrivial fact, here we use only equations in the whole space R4, This
streamlines the matter and shows the path for generalization of our results on
the solvability in Morrey-Sobolev spaces to higher-order parabolic equations.
We leave these generalizations to the interested reader. In addition, we only
consider the operators with constant zeroth-order coefficient. Again we leave
to the reader making it to belong to appropriate Morrey classes.

To compare our results with existing literature observe that it looks like
this article is the first one treating from the beginning to the end equations in
mixed-norm Morrey spaces based on (1.2), in addition, to singular first-order
coefficients (this article is based on an earlier preprint [14] where 8 € (1,2)).
Then, in our setting we can allow |b| = ¢/|z| with sufficiently small c¢. This
function is independent of time and it does not fit in [5], [2], [16], which are
about the elliptic equations with Morrey coefficients and solutions in Morrey
class in [5] or in Sobolev class in [2] and [16]. In the case of elliptic equation
one can find plenty of information on generalized versions of Morrey spaces
and the Dirichlet problem in the recent article [6] (with no lower-order terms
in the main text) and in the references therein.

The literature on the parabolic equations in Morrey spaces (no mixed-
norms) is not as rich as in the case of elliptic equations, although it is worth
drawing the reader’s attention to [15], [17], [18], [19] and the references
therein. However, it is worth noting that equations in the “unusual” mixed
normed Sobolev (not Morrey-Sobolev) spaces were earlier considered in [8]
(see also the references therein).

We use the following basic notation. Set |G| to be the Lebesgue measure
of G C R,

]éfdxdt - |(1;|/Gfdxdt7 £z, = <]£ |f(t,x)[P d:cdt)l/p.

Similar notation is used for the functions of x and ¢ only.
For p,q € (1,00) we introduce the spaces L,,, Lgp(I'), as the sets of
functions with finite norms (1.2),

1 £llL, @ = If Il ,-
Define p(t,z) = |z| + /]t
Br={z:|z| <R}, Br(z)=2x+ Bk,
Crr=10,T) x Br, Cgr=Cpp,

Crr(t,z) = (t,z) + Crr, Cg(t,7) = Cge g(t,z),
and let Cg be the collection of Cr(t,z) and C = UgCg.

Set /
p/q
flP . :][ ][ f(s,y)|%ds dy.
I, cntean BR@)( (t’HRz)I (s,9)|" ds)
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We use the notation D; = 8/0x%, D;; = D;Dj, Du = (D;u), D*>u = (D;;u),
D™y is the collection of all derivatives of u of order n with respect to =,
Oyu = Ou/ot. All derivatives are assumed to be Sobolev derivatives (if they
exist). Denote C§° = C$°(RIH1).

Finally, fix 6 € (0,1] throughout the article and set S5 to be the set of
d x d symmetric matrices whose eigenvalues are in [§, §~1].

2. MAIN RESULT

Take p,q € (1,00) and 8 > 0 and introduce the Morrey space E,, g as
the set of g € Ly p10c such that

._ &)
Jlle = sup pP" 9|l o) < oo (2.1)
H H q,p,8 p<1,CeC, H H a.p(C)

Observe that By ;5 = By 0/q1d/p for 8 > 2/q + d/p. Define the Morrey-
Sobolev spaces by

E;’;B = {u : u, Du, D*u, dyu € Egp.8}s

where Du, D?u, O;u are Sobolev derivatives, and provide Eé’i s with an ob-
vious norm. v

Suppose that on R*! we are given an Ss-valued function a(t,z) and an
R9-valued function b(t, x).

For p > 0 introduce

aﬁ: = sup sup ][ la(t,z) — ac(t)| dzdt, ac(t) :][ a(t,z)dxds  (2.2)
r<p CeC,JC C
(note t and ds),

bg,p,p = SUPT Sup HbHLq,p(C)- (2.3)
r<p CeC,

Define - ‘
Lu = Owu + a" Dijju + b'u.
Fix p, g, 8 such that
d 2
p,q € (1,00), 1<BS1;+E (2.4)
Also fix pq, pp € (0, 1]. Here is our main result.

Theorem 2.1. There exist

&:a’(d757p7Q75)>07 B:l;(d757p7Q7ﬁ7pa)>07
Mo = A(d,6,p,q,B,pa) >0, N =N(d,6,p,q,B,pa),
such that, if A > )\0,01,_2 and
aﬁa S a’ BQﬁapﬂ)pb S b’
then for any u € E;”;ﬁ
|Au, VADu, dpu, D?ullg, , , < Npy *[I fllg, .5 (2.5)
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where

2
f=Lu— du, a:d+2—|—ﬂ—cj—f.
P q

Furthermore, for any f € Eqpp and X > )‘0/)1)_2 there exists a unique u €

Eé’iﬁ such that in R4H1

Lu— A u=f.

This theorem is proved in Section 5 after we develop the necessary tools
in Sections 3 and 4.

Remark 2.2. This theorem allows b to be bounded. Also the function

1
g(t,x) = 7I|x|§1,\t|§1
]+ /1]

belongs, for instance, to E, ;1 as long as 1 < p < d + 2, so that, if |b] = cg
with sufficiently small ¢, b is a valid choice for Theorem 2.1 for p, = 1 and
appropriate .

Indeed, if ||, 1/]t| < 2p, then C,(t, z) C (—5p% 5p?) x Bs, and

5p% 1
d+2 p _ p
PN, ot = NIIIL, ey =N /Bd /0 (el + v 2

5/lul?
= di””/ \y!”/ S —
lyl<3 o (I+Vt)p

The last factor of Np@t2~P is finite if p > 2 because
/ o dt <
——— < X
o (1++t)P

and 2 —p > —d. It is also obviously finite if p € (1,2].
In case max(|z|,\/|t]) > 2p for (s,y) € Cy(t,x), we have

[yl + V/Is| = max(|yl, v/[s]) = max(jz], /]t]) — max(|z —y|, /|t — s]) = p.

We see that in both cases
HgllL, (o itay) < Np .

Remark 2.3. Theorem 2.1 is also true if we use the traditional way to define
the mixed-norm spaces integrating first in  and then in ¢. However, there
are cases when (2.4) holds and

sup Al 000 <00 and  sup pAblolr,,,, =00 (26
p<1,CEC, Holligs sy p<a.C<C, H0Icl| L, (2.6)

Therefore, developing the theory of solvability in L, , 3 was worth the effort.
By the way, Minkowski’s inequality shows that (2.6) is impossible if ¢ > p.
To show an example of (2.6), take p,q, 8 > 1, such that

d 2
5§§+5’ 2<q¢f<pB<d+1



Set pg = Bp, g0 = Bq and leq b be such that

WVt —1/po
b(t,2)| = f(t,2) = Lso|z| 1]|x| - 1( .
Observe that for any constant A > 0 we have f(\%t, \x) = A1 f(¢,2), im-
plying that for any C,(t, z)

FF gy g (Crtta)) = T A Ly oy (1 (tr20/7)) (2.7)
Next,

1 1/|z|?
/RLﬂth%dt=!ﬂ2ﬂ°/) V5 — 1797 ds = [af>©.J(1/|]?).
0 0

Here q/p < 1, so that the singularity in .J is integrable and J(t) ~ ¢'~9/(2P)
as t — 0o, so that J(t) < Nt'=9/(%P)_ Tt follows that

! 1
(/ (@) dt) < N[t
0

where N is independent of x, and since 1 — pg > —d, the right-hand side to
the power pg is summable over B;. Together with (2.7) this yield

HlLp,0c) < Nt >0, (2.8)
If t > 0 and p(¢t,x) < 3r, then
Hf”'—q,@,pﬁ(cr(tuff)) <N Hf”'—qﬁ,pﬁ(célr) < NT_I'
In case t > 0 and p(t,z) > 3r use (2.7) which shows that
-1 —1
Hflligspscrtany =7 Hfllssn@ay =Nt IfllLs, scr@ay)y  (29)

where t = t/7:2,5c = x/r, so that p(t,) > 3. This case we split into two
subcases: A) t > 1, B) 7| > 2.
In case A)

i+1 (t+1)/|=|?
[ uwmwwzmﬁ%/ V5 — 179/ ds
t t

/|2|?
= I oo + ficpppp- = 1+ 2 < 1 4 J(2).

Furthermore, J; (f) has negative derivative for ¢ > |z|?. Therefore,

2/

Sy < |x|2—qo/ V5 — 1797 ds.

1

It follows as above that
i+1 1/q0 ) L
([ o)™ <Nty
f

where the integrals over unit balls of the right-hand side to the power py are
dominated by a finite constant. This provides the desired estimate of the
left-hand side of (2.9) in case A).



In case B) one can use the same arguments augmented by the fact that
on B;(Z) we have |z| > 1.
Finally, notice that for ¢ € (0,1)

1
/ Pt z)de = N/ pd1=po
o<1 0

This proves the second relation in (2.6).

Remark 2.4. With f from Remark 2.3 and |b(t,z)| = cf(t,x) with suffi-
ciently small ¢ > 0 the equation dyu + Au 4 b*D;u — u = f for sufficiently
large A has a unique solution in u € E1’25 with f < 2 if f is, say bounded
function with compact support. This is a particular case of Theorem 2.1.
By embedding theorems for Morrey-Sobolev spaces u is bounded and Holder
continuous. However, if you use the theory of solvability in Sobolev spaces
you will only be able to conclude that u & qu 2 which does not guaran-
tee that u is even bounded if ¢ < (d + 2)/2. This shows an advantage of
considering Morrey-Sobolev spaces.

-1

t
\[—1’ dp = o0.
p

Remark 2.5. Example 3.8 of [12] shows that the smallness assumption on b
is unavoidable.

Remark 2.6. If a,b are independent of ¢, Theorem 2.1 yields a result con-
taining the corresponding results in [2], [5], [15], [16] applied to equations in
the whole space on account of the presence of b which is not necessarily in
Lg10c and can be such that |b] = ¢/|x|.

3. THE CASE OF MAIN COEFFICIENTS DEPENDING ONLY ON ¢

Here we start on our way of proving Theorem 2.1 following a quite different
path from[12]. Fix a 6 € (0,1] and let a = a(t) be an Ss-valued function on
R.

Lemma 3.1. Let a € S5. Then for any d x d symmetric matriz v we have

{a,u} = a¥a" upuj, > 52 Zul], (3.1)

(1—0*)*{a,u} > {a—6(5"), u} > 0. (3.2)

Proof. If A,,¢, are the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of a, then the left-
hand side of (3.1) is written as

ZA A (ZulﬂzW) > 522 (Z%MJ) 52w O O g 007

and the latter equals the right-hand side of (3.1) because E;EI; = ¢, zgeg =
5T
Since a € S, (1 — §2)A\, > Ay — & > 0. This yields (3.2). a
Let u € C§°. Set -
—f = 0w+ a” (t)Djju.



Then
fPdz =1+ I + Is,

Ra+1
where integrating by parts and observing that

/ Oud Dijudz = —(1/2)/ Oi(|Dul?)dz = 0,
Rd+1 Rd+1

we find

I :/ 0ul|? dz,
Rad+1
I3 = / aijDZ-juak’"Dkru dz = / {a, Dzu} dz.
Rd+1 Rd+1

=2 / Dpual Dyjudz — 2 / drula’l — 559 Djudz
Rd+1 Rd+1

y 1/2
> —2111/2(/ {a=8(67), DPu}dz) " = ~2(1 - 63121y,
Ra+1
It follows that
L+1I3<672 f?dz,

Rd+1
/ (|0pu|?® + 6% D?*ul?*) dz < 672 f2dz. (3.3)
Rd+1 Rd+1
Introduce B% as the space of function u(t, 2) on R*! which are infinitely
differentiable in x for every ¢ with each derivative locally bounded on R%t1,
By B> we mean the subspace of BY%> consisting of functions u(t,x) such
that du € B%>®. By By™ we mean the subspaces of B"* consisting of
functions with compact support, i = 0, 1.
Note that estimate (3.3) is also true for u € B%* such that, for some
a>d/2 and p(t,z) = \/|t| + |z], € = p*~1,n = p* the function
§lul +n|Dul (3.4)
is bounded. This is easily proved by taking u(t,z)((nt,nz) in place of u
with ¢ € C§° such that ¢(0) = 1 and sending n — oo.
The following is just a reminder of standard computations. Define

t+s 1
Apprs = /t a(r)dr = S/o a(t +rs)dr, Ott+s = Sfl/zAi,ﬁsa

recall that for cg = (471-)—‘1/ 2
p(t, ) = cqt =2 /U0,

is the fundamental solution of the heat equation and for A > 0 introduce

o0
Ryf(t,x) = / /d e_)‘sf(t + 5,2+ 01 115y)p(s, y) dyds
0 R

— oM / / e f(s, + 01,5y)p(s — t,y) dyds
t JRd



- / T / F(s,9)p(t, 5,y — @) dyds,

where p(t,s,z) = p(s — t ots x) det ats.

Remark 3.2. Observe that oys > 6 1/ 2 which implies that for n > 0 and
s>t

n 1 lel? _
[D"p(t, s, x)| < N(d,nﬁ)(t)we o/ B, (3.5)

Furthermore, from p(t,s,z) = p(s —t, 0 ) det oy ! we get that the Fourier
transform p of p satisfies

ﬁ(tasag) = exp(_(At,ngg))v 8tﬁ(t787£) ( ( )5 f) (t S 5) =0.
It follows that N
op(t, s, x) + a” (t)Dijp(t,s,x) =0
and (3.5) implies that for n > 0 and s > ¢

n 1 —x2 S—
10:D"p(t, s,x)| < N(d,n,0) PR w9/ (8(s=1)) (3.6)

For k,s,r > 0,a € R, and appropriate f(¢,z)’s on R define

1 2
_ —r?/(ks)
pa,k(sa T‘) - S(d+27a)/26 " s Is>Oa

Pasf(t,z) = / Pak(s, [U) F(E + 5,2 + ) dyds

//pak — 1,y — al)f (s, ) dsdy.

Remark 3.3. For o < d + 2 there is a constant N = N(d, ) such that
1

) < Ni’
pcx,k(s |z]) < pd+2*o‘(s,m)

where p(s,z) = |z| + \/
Indeed, if |z| < +/]s], then

(8 ‘x|) _ 1 _ 1 pd+2_a(57x)
DPa kS, = g(d+2-0)/2 T pd+2-a(s g) g(d+2-a)/2

(3.7)

where the last fraction is dominated by 24+2=a 1In case |z| > /]s],
Pa k(8 []) < z |d+2 raCAVAVAE

where ¢(t) = td+2-« e~¥/F is a bounded function on (0,00). In that case we
get (3.7) again.
As a consequence of this estimate we obtain that, if f is a bounded func-
tion with compact support, then
| Paoief (t,2)| < N(1+ p(t, )~ (279, (3.8)

where N is independent of (¢, x).



Introduce -
LO(t, x) = dyu(t, x) + a" (t)Dijult, z).
The following two results are well known and proved, for instance, by
using the Fourier transform with respect to z. Assertion (ii) in Theorem 3.4
follows from the fact that

IRAf| < N(1+p)~% |DRAf] < N(1+ p)~ ¢+,
which is a consequence of (3.8).

Theorem 3.4. Let f € Bg’oo. Then
(i) we have u := Ryf € BY> and

Lo — \u = —f; (3.9)
(i) there is o > d /2 such that the function (3.4) is bounded.
Lemma 3.5. Let u € C3°, A > 0. Then
u = Ry(Au — L%).

Define
oscg = f F lale0) ~ gzl deadza, gi(t) = sup oscy.
c cJc cec, ©
Co(t,z)

Also for # > 0 define

Mgg(t, z) = sup p”’ sup ][ lgldz, Mg = Myg.
p>0 CceC,, JC
Co(t,z)
Here is a particular case of Lemma 2.2 of [11].

Lemma 3.6. For any a < 3, >0, and k > 0, there exists a constants N
such that for any f >0, p > 0, we have on C, that

Py k(Ics, f) < Np* "My f (0). (3.10)
We need this for the following.
Theorem 3.7. Let f € Bg’oo and uw = Rof. Then for any k > 2 and p > 0
ose D*u < N(d AR Y16, + N(d. )~ M (O)

In particular, if uw € C§° then
osc D*u < N(d, 6)k\ 22 4%l 1, ) + N(d, 8)5 M(LOu)(0).
P

Proof. Observe that the case of arbitrary p > 0 is reduced to p = 1 by
using scale changes. In case p = 1 take ¢ € C§° such that ( =1in Cy, ( =0
outside C§,. N Rg“, 0 < ¢ <1 and note that for g = f{,h = f(1 — () and
(G,H) = Ro(g,h) we have u =G+ H, and for m =0,1,n >0

O"'D"H(t,x) = | 9"D"p(t,s,y — x)h(s,y) dsdy.
Cs
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By using (3.5) we get that in C;
0:D*H| + |D*H| < P_y 58|h| + P_y5shl,
which by Lemma 3.6 (with 8 = 0) implies that
|0, D*H (t,z)| + |D*H(t, )| < N 'Mh(0). (3.11)
It follows that
/C ; |D?H (21) — D*H (25| dz1dze < Nk~ 'Mf(0).
e

Regarding G we have in light of (3.3) and Theorem 3.4 that
/ / |D2G(21) — D*G(22)| dz1dzy < N/ |D2G(t, )| dxdt
C1 JCq C1

< Nlgll ey < NeD2 4]0
This proves the first assertion of the theorem. The second one is a conse-
quence of the first one and Lemma 3.5. (]
Let p, q € (1,00). Recall the definition of L, and let the space W;jg(Q) be
defined as the collection of functions u(t, z) on Q such that u, Du, D?*u, dyu €
Ly p(@). The space W, 2(Q) is provided with a natural norm. We set Wy =
Wop (REY).
Theorem 3.8. There is a constant N = N(d,d,p,q) such that for any
u € Wéjg
||Ovu, D2u||Lq’p < N||£0u||Lq’p. (3.12)

Proof. By Lemma 3.5 and Theorem 3.7 with x = 2 for u € C$°(R**1) we
have
(D*u)f < N(d, ) (M((£L%)*))"/,
which by the Muckenhoupt weights versions of the Fefferman-Stein and
Hardy-Littlewood theorems, proved by Hongjie Dong and Doyoon Kim in
[4], yields for p > 2 and w € A, (A, is the Muckenhoupt class of weights)

/ |D?u|Pw dadt < N | £0[Pw dadt.

]R‘i"'l ]Rd+1

After that the estimate for D?u follows from another Dong-Kim theorem
found in [4]. The term d;u as usual is estimated from dyu = Lu—a" Diju. O

Estimate (3.12) for p = ¢ (and variable a) was first obtained in [7], for
p # q it is proved in [9]. The ideas used here are quite different from both [7]
and [9] and are borrowed from [4], where mixed norm estimate are obtained
with the integration on x and ¢ in any order.

Next, we introduce the term Au by using the well-known Agmon’s method
(see, for instance, the proof of Lemma 6.3.8 of [10]) and adding an interpo-
lation inequality, allowing to estimate the norms of Du through the norms
of u and D?u (see Remark 3.10 below), conclude that the a priori estimate
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(3.13) with s = —o0 is true for u € C§°. For any u € Wy’5 it holds because
C§° is dense in W2,

Define
R = (5,00) x RY.
Theorem 3.9. There is a constant N = N(d,d,p,q) such that for any
s € [~00,00), u € Wy2(RH1) and A >0
| A, VADu, dyu, Dul|, ety < NILw =Ml oy, (3.13)

Furthermore, for any A > 0 and f € Lq,p(R§+1) there is a unique u €
Wé:Z(R;l“) such that Lo — \u = f in RIH1,

The existence result for s = —oo follows from (3.13) and Theorem 3.4
in which, as is easy to see, u € Wya(RH1). For s > —oo estimate (3.13)
and the existence part follow from the case s = oo and uniqueness when
s > —oo. In turn the uniqueness of Wy (R%)-solutions (the causality
property) follows from the representation of solutions in Lemma 3.5, which
extends to u € Wy2(R%1) by continuity and (3.13).

Remark 3.10. Above and a few times below we use interpolation inequalities
of the following type. Take a = (§%) and notice that according to (3.5)

W Lt )] LY
DRAftx|<N/ /R plF s I/ dyas,

which estimates |DR) f| in term of the “sum” with respect to (s,y) with
weights depending only on (s,y) of functions |f(s+t,x + y)| as functions of
(t, ). Minkowski’s inequality that the norm of a sum is less than the sum of
norms now leads to the first assertion in the following. The second assertion
follows from Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 3.11. Let s € [—00,00) and let B be a Banach space of functions
on R such that if f € B and (s,y) € Rg“, then fsy, € B and || fylls <
| flles, where fsy(t,x) = f(s+t,z+y). Also assume that, if g € B and a
measurable f satisfies |f| < g, then f € B and ||f||s < ||gl|ls. Then for any
A >0 and f € B we have

AN2|DRyflls < N(d)] |-
Furthermore, if C5° C B then for any u € C§° and A > 0
| Dullss < NA™Y2|0pu + Au — ullsg < N(AV2(|0pu, D*ullg + A2 |ulls),
where N = N(d).
4. VARIABLE MAIN COEFFICIENTS AND SOBOLEV SPACES
Now we are going to extend Theorem 3.8 to operators with Ss-valued

a = a(t,x). Define

o =alf = sup][ la(t,x) — ac(t)| dzdt, ac(t) —][ a(t,x) dzds.
CceCJC C
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Observe that if a is independent of z, then a¥ = 0.

Set
Lou = Oyu + a" Djju.
For C' € C and
Lou = du+alDyu, f=Lou
we have

f = Leu+ [(a¥ — ad)Dyul,
whereas for ¢ > 2
1
#(a¥ = a&)Dijull ey < N(d, 6. q)a(M(|ID?ul) 7.
This and Theorem 3.7 lead to the following.

Lemma 4.1. For any q > 2, k > 2, and u € C§° we have

(D2 < N(d,5,,) (M(|Loul") "

+(N(d,0,q,)a* + N(d, 8)x™") (M(ID?ul?) + M(|9u) /1) (41)

Since yu = Lou — a¥ Dj;u, similar estimate holds for d;u. Therefore, the
Fefferman-Stein and Hardy-Littlewood allow us to do the next step for p > 2
as in the case of Theorem 3.8.

Lemma 4.2. For anyp > 1, we€ Ay, k> 2, and u € C§°

HDzqu ) + HatUHL () < N([w]AP)<N(d7 9, p, ﬁ)HEOUHZzp(w)

+(N(d,8,p, k)a + N(d,8)x™ )" (HD%H’EP(M + HBtuH’zp(w))> .42

We will use a particular Aj-weight. By the way, recall that A;-weights
are also Ap-weights if p > 1.

Lemma 4.3. Define wo, = (|z| + \/|t])™%. Then for any o € [0,d + 2)
the function we 18 an Ai-weight, that is, there is a constant N such that
Mw, < Nwg.

This lemma is proved by routine estimates. The most important property
of w,, for us is the following.

Lemma 4.4. Let « > 0,a+ 3 > d+2. Then for any f >0
F(wa A 1) dyds < My f(0). (4.3)
Rd+1

Proof. Without losing generality we suppose that f is bounded and has
compact support. Set

Q1={(s,9): [yl > VIsl}, Q2={(s,9): Iyl </]s]}.
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Note that on Q1 we have wq(s,y) < N|y|~® and

|yl

o N dyds <N [ A7) [ f0) dsdy
-y

ly[?
<N/ 1/\r_°‘ / / sydsdy)dr
87’ ly|2
lyl?
—N/ r %7 1/ / f(s,y)dsdydr
v —ly|?

< NMs £(0) /1 ~aBHAD 1 4 < NMigf(0).

Next, on Qo we have wq(s,y) < N|s|~%/? and

f(wa/\l)Is>0dyds<N/ (LAs™ 0‘/2) : f(s,y) dyds
Vs

<N/ 1/\370‘/2 / / ftydtdy)

<N/ s~/2— 1/ ft y) dtdyds

@1

Q2

< NMf(0) / s*a/“(d”)/w/ >~lds < NMgf(0).
1
Similarly we estimate the part of the integral of f(wq A1) over Q2 N {s <
0}. O
Take p,q € (1,00) and § > 0 and introduce the Morrey space Eq,pﬁ as
the set of g € Ly 10c such that (note p > 0)

lgle = sup o’ HglL, ) < o (4.4)
Eaps p>0,C€C, @»()

Define
E?pﬁ—{u w, Du, D?u, 8tu€Eqpﬁ}

where Du, D?u, Oyu are the Sobolev derivatives, and provide Eé’i with an

)8}

obvious norm. If p = ¢ we drop ¢ in the notation of these spaces.
Now we can make the first crucial step towards proving Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 4.5. Let p € (1,00), B > 0. Then there is a constant & =
a(d,d,p,B) >0 and a constant N = N(d,d,p, B) such that if

af < a, (4.5)
then for any A > 0 and u € E;;
X, VADu, B, D?ull ;< N[ Lou — Null; - (4.6)

Furthermore for any A > 0 and f € Ep’g there exists a unique solution
uwe E: B of the equation Lou — Au = f.



14

Proof. Just in case, note that, if 5 > d/p, our assertions are trivial because
then Epﬁ consists of only zero function. Then to prove (4.6) observe that
the case of arbitrary A > 0 is reduced to A = 0 by Agmon’s method and
interpolation. After that it is not hard to see that we may assume that u
has compact support, so that u € VVp1 2,

Now take a € [0,d + 2) such that o+ pS > d + 2 and let w = wy A1, so
that w is an Aj-weight owing to Lemma 4.3. Approximating u by smooth
functions in W, we conclude that (4.2) holds for our u.

Then we borrow an idea from [3]. By using Lemma 4.4, we get from (4.2)
and the Muckenhoupt theorem and Hoélder’s inequality that with w = w, A1
we have

1/p
( 2 |D2uf? dadt) " < N|Dullr, ) < NlLoull, ,gan)

+(N(d,8,p, . Bat + N(d,8, 85 ) |0, Dull iy,
Shifting w, using the self-similarity and also treating dyu in the same way
give
”8tu7 DZUHEp’B(Rd-&-l) < NH'COUHEpﬁ(Rd-H)
+(N(d7 57])7 K’a ﬁ)a’# + N(d, 67 /B)Hil) ”atu7 DQUHEP’B(]Rd-‘rl)?

which easily yields (4.6) with A = 0.

The solvability part of the theorem, as usual, is proved by the method
of continuity starting from the heat equation when the explicit formulas for
solutions are available. O

Theorem 4.5 is derived from Lemma 4.2. This lemma also allows us to get
the following result by using the same arguments that lead to Theorem 3.8.

Lemma 4.6. For any p,q € (1,00), k > 2, and u € C5° we have
185w, D?ullL,,, < No(d, 8, p, g, 5)| LoulL,,

+(N1(d, 8, p, g, k)a' + No(d, 6, p, ¢) 1) |9y, D*ully, - (4.7)
Corollary 4.7. Let p,q € (1,00) and assume that
a* < (1/4)N7*(d, 6, p, q,4N2(d, 8, p, q)). (4.8)
Then for any u € C§° we have
18su, D*ullL,, < 2No(d, 8, p, q,4Na2(d, 6, p, @)l LoullL,,, (4.9)

where N = N(d,d,p,q).
We restate this corollary as follows.

Theorem 4.8. Letp,q € (1,00). Then there are constants a = a(d, d,p, q) >
0 and N = N(d,d,p,q) such that if

ot < a, (4.10)
then for any u € C§° we have
10pu, D?ul|,, < N|Loull,,- (4.11)
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Next, as in the case of Theorem 3.9 we introduce A > 0 to see that for
A>0and ue Cf°

105, D*u, VADu, Mul|i,, < N Lou — MullL,,-
In this way we arrive at the first assertion in the following theorem if u € C§°

and s = —oo.

Theorem 4.9. Let p,q € (1,00), s € [—00,00) and assume (4.10). Then
there exists N = N(d,d,p,q) such that for any u € W;ZZ(R‘;‘H) and A\ >0

|0yu, D?u, VADu, Ml garty < NllLou = Aull gar). (4.12)

Furthermore, for any f € Lyp(REY) and A > 0 there exists a unique u €
W2 (R satisfying in R
Lou —Au+ f=0.

For s = —oo the a priori estimate (4.12) extends from C§° to W2 due to
the denseness of the former in the latter and the solvability result is obtained
by the method of continuity starting from Theorem 3.9. General s is treated
as in the proof of Theorem 3.9 by observing that the causality property is

preserved under the method of continuity.
Here is a useful interior estimate.

Theorem 4.10. Let p,q € (1,00) and assume (4.10). Let 0 <1 < p < o0,
u € Wyp(C,). Set f:= Lou. Then
10w, D?ulle, ) < N(Ifll, 0,y + (0 =) Pllu—clle, ), (4.13)
where N = N(d,d,p,q) and ¢ = c¢(x) is any affine function.
Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 2.4.4 of [10]. For obvious reasons
we may assume that u € C1%(C,) and ¢ = 0. Then, let x(s) be an infinitely

differentiable function on R such that x(s) =1 for s < 0 and x(s) = 0 for
s> 1. For m =0,1,2,... introduce (ro =)

rm =14 (p =) Y27, &u(@) = x (2" (p =) (|2 = rm)),

J=1

mn(t) = X (222 (p =) 2t =17.))s Gty 2) = Em(@)mm ().
As is easy to check, for

C(m) = C,,, = (0,72) x B,
it holds that

¢(n=1 on C(m), ¢,=0 on C,\C(m+1).
Also (observe that N2+l = Nj2™ with Ny = 2N)

[Dém| < N2™(p=1)7", [8iGm| < N22™(p — 1) 7%,

|D?¢p| < N22™(p — 1) 2. (4.14)
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Next, the function Cpu is in W, 2(]Rdﬂ) and satisfies
'CO(CmU) = Gnf + uloCm + 2aijDiCiju-
By Theorem 4.8 and the above-mentioned properties of (,,

A = (10(Gnw), D2 () Ly p(@emt1)) < NIFll, i) +N22 (0=1) 2T+ N T,
where
I'= HuHLq,p(CP)’ I = H2al]DiCiju”Lq7p(Cﬂ)
< N2™(p — )" Dullu, , @(m+1))-
By interpolation inequalities for any € > 0
[1DullL, p@mrn) < 1DCnsrw)ll, | @asr
<elp—71)2"™ A1 + Netp—r)"12m1. (4.15)
It follows that for any e € (0, 1]
Am < N|Ifll, ¢,y + Ne 2™ (p — )2 + eAp1.
Now we take e = 1/8 and get
S Am < N\l 0y + N™ 1227 (p — 1) 20 4 ™ Ay

A0+ngA < N flle, 0,y + Np—r) 21+ZsmA (4.16)
m=1

m=1

Here the series converges because owing to (4.14),
Ap SN +4™(p— 7')72)”unézi(Cp)'

Therefore upon cancelling like terms in (4.16), we see that Ay is less than
the right-hand side of (4.13). Since its left-hand side is obviously less than
A, the theorem is proved. O

Remark 4.11. Similarly we get that A; is dominated by the right-hand side
of (4.13) and this along with (4.15) shows that [|[Duf_, (c,) is dominated
by the right-hand side of (4.13) as well.

To proceed further take p,q € (1,00), r € (1,p A ¢q] and find an integer
n=mn(d,p,q) >2and to =1 > t; > ... > t, = 0 such that
d 2 d 2
—_— — < — 4+ =41, (4.17)

Pek+1 4Gk+1 Pk 4k
where
pr=r+tp—71), @=r+tlqg—7).
Note that t; and pg, g decrease as k increases, (po,qo) = (P, q), (Pn,qn) =

(r,r).
The following result provides a key to extending Theorem 7.27 of [14] to
B € (1,00) instead of 8 € (1,2).
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Theorem 4.12. Suppose that condition (4.10) is satisfied with
a= é\LO(da 6ap7 QaT) = krroun d(d? 5apk,qk> (418)
=0,...,n

Let uw € Wy (Cy) and Lou =0 in Cy. Then
[, ) < Nlulle, ) (4.19)
where N depends only on d,0,pr,qr, k=0,1,...,n.

Proof. Let x(s) be an infinitely differentiable function on R such that
x(s) =1for s <0and x(s) =0 for s > 1/2. For k=0,1,...,n set
&u(x) = x(n(lz| =1 =k/n)), n(t) = x(n*(t — (L +k/n)?)),
Ce(t, x) = me(t)k(2),  px =1+ Fk/n.
Observe that C,, = C1,C), =Crand ¢, =1 on C,,, ¢, =0in C2\ C,
By Theorem 10.2 of [1] for any £ =0,1,....,n— 1

k+1/2°

ully, b ) < Nkl ,,

Ak Pk pk+1)

< N (104 (uG), D* WGy e + Nl ) (4:20)
By Theorem 4.8 we can continue as

ety o o) < N LG gy s + el ey o)

< NIDuDG L, s ©onr) F 10l s o))
where we used that Lou = 0. In light of Remark 4.11
HDU‘DCM HquJrlka+1(CPk+l) S N”DuHL%HkaH(C"k+1/2)
< Nfulle
Hence, for £k =0,1,....,n—1

Ak+1:Pk+1 (Cpk+1 )

[llLgy o) < Nlllig, sy Copir)s

and (4.19) follows. O
Theorem 4.13. Let p,q € (1,00),0 € (1,00), u € E;’Zﬁ. Suppose that
condition (4.10) is satisfied with ao from (4.18) when r =p A q. Then
2,1 .
Hatu) D uHEq,p,B < N(d) 5;17; q, ﬂ)HfHEq,p,B’ (421)

where f = Lou.

Proof. First we observe that it suffices to prove (4.21) for u with compact
support. For such u and A € (0, 1] define

Ix=Lou—Au, gx= flc,, ha= falcs
and let Gy, Hy be solutions of class Wya(R%1) of the equations
LoGy — MGy =gy, LoH)— MNH) = hy. (4.22)

Since fy is compactly supported element of Eq,pﬁ» it belongs to L,, and
Gy, Hy exist by Theorem 4.9. Furthermore, f) € Ep/\qﬁ(RdH), so that by
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Theorem 4.5 the equations in (4.22) have solutions in E;fq7 5 (R4*1). These
are the same G, Hy, since these solutions in different spaces were obtained
by the method of continuity starting from the heat equation for which the
explicit formulas for solutions are available.

Next, note that H, := ¢! H, satisfies

,C()I:I)\ — (/\‘F 1)H)\ = eth/\ = 77,)\

and hy € Lq7p(R6l+1) with its norm dominated by a constant independent of
A, since hy has compact support. It follows from Theorem 4.9 that

sup || H,|| a1y < sup ||H,| dt1y < 00. (4.23)
b M@y < e 15, mgey

Concerning G note that by Theorem 4.9
ID*GAllL, e < Nlaal,, < NIl < N[, , .-

Now observe that Lo(e ™ H)) = e *hy = 0 in C4 and by Theorem 4.12
we have

Y —-A
le™ Hx —cllz, ,(cn) < Nlle ™ Hx = cllp,n,(04)
< NHH)\ - C”Lq/\p(c4) + (1 - 6_16>\)||H/\||Lq/\p(c4)

S N[[Hx = cllpp(cy + N1 =),

where ¢ is any affine function and we used (4.23). It follows by Theorem 4.10
that

ID*Hyllr, (o) < Nlle " Ha—=cllz, () < NIHx—cll g0, 0+ N (1—e ).
By Poincaré’s inequality for appropriate ¢
IHx = ellz,np(cn) < NIOHN, DHyllr, () < N0HN D*Halg,
which, in turn, by Theorem 4.5 is dominated by
Nlballg,,, , < Nlfllg,,, , < NlIAle

Since u = G + H) and (4.23) holds it follows that

q,p,B

I1D%ullL, 1) < §$(|\D2GA||LQ,,,(01) + ID*Hall, 1))

< Nlimlile,, , < NS,
Parabolic scaling (preserving (4.10)) shows that for any p > 0
PID%ul, e,y < NIfIle

and then shifting the origin leads to (4.21) in what concerns D?u. Since
0w = f — a" Djju, the theorem is proved. O

q,p,8
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5. LOCALIZING (4.5), (4.10) AND THE PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1
Here we argue under condition (2.4).
Remark 5.1. If f(t,z) > 0 is nonnegative, r € (0,00),u € (0,1), then with

¢ = |Cpu| Mg, we have

e Sl = M@ [ s =y =i, 1) duds
(14-p)r

q,p

< Nrd/’”/q/ 1¢(s =y —)flL,, dyds
C(1+u)r

< N(d)(1+ p)2pP2a 2 sup fif ) o)-
CEC,,

Since p < 1 and p,q > 1 it follows that for p <r

sup 4L, ) < N(d)(p/r)"PH/ 2 sup ||l )
CeC, Cec,

Lemma 5.2. There exist a constant k = k(d) € (0,1) and a constant
K = K(d) such that for any p > 0 there exists an Ss-valued a on RI*!

such that a = a in Cy, and at < Kaﬁ:.

This lemma is proved in [13].
Recall that we fixed
Pas Pb € (07 1]'
Let ¢o € C§° have suport in Cy,, and equal 1 in (1/2)Cy,, (with dimen-
sions (1/2)kp, in the z-space and (1/4)x%p2 in time and the same center),
where « is taken from Lemma 5.2.

Lemma 5.3. There exists a = a(d, d,p,q,3) > 0 such that, if aﬁa < a, then

for any u € EL2

a.p,B
HCOatua CODzuHEq,p,/a < NHfHEq,p,/s + Nl”Du’uHEq,p,g’ (51)
where f = ‘Cou; N = N(da 67p7q”3); Nl = N(da 57P7Q7vaa)'
Proof. Observe that
Iodhu, oD?ull, < 101 (Cou)s Do, , + NIDuule,,,  (52)

and, owing to Lemma 5.2 and Theorem 4.13, the first term is estimated
through
(O + @" Dyj)(Cou) = Lo(Gou) = Cof + g,

where, thanks to 8 < d/p + 2/q, the Eq,pﬁ—norm of g is estimated by the
last term in (5.2). O

Naturally, (5.1) holds for any shift of {; and this along with Remark
5.1 proves the following with | Du, ullg,  , in place of [|lu|lg,, ;. The term
|Dullg, , 5 is eliminated by using interpolation inequalities.
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Theorem 5.4. There exists & = a(d,d,p,q,8) > 0 such that, if aﬁa < a,
1,2

then for any u € Eq”pﬂ

10cu, D?ulle,, , < NllLoulle

a,p,B —

where N = N(d7 57])7 Q7/87 pa)'

+ Nllulle (5-3)

a,p,B q,p,B”

Next, as a few times before, we use Agmon’s idea along with the inter-
polation inequalities to treat £y — A. After that to deal with the first-order
terms, note that for ( € C§°(2C)) such that ¢ = 1 on Cy, by Hélder’s
inequality we obtain for p <1 and u € C§° that

PI0 Ditle, e,y < IV DiCu)lle, ey < Nbllegs o IDCOE,

where r1(8—1) = ¢B,r2(f—1) = pB. By the embedding theorem (see Corol-

lary 5.7 of [11] in which the order of integration in the mixed-norm space did

not play any crucial role) || D(Cu)l|g < N|[Cul[g12 , implying that
a,p,8

r1,m0,8—1 T

1" Dulle,, , < NIIblle (5-4)

a,p,B qﬂ,pﬁJHuHE;:;B'

By considering the cut-off mollifiers of v € Eya we extend (5.4) to all
u € Eéj?,. In this way we come to the a priori estimate below. Note 1 in the
condition on b.

Theorem 5.5. There exist
a=a(d,é,p,q,8) >0, b=>bd,dpq,B pa) >0,

)\0:5\<d767p7q757pa> >07 N():NO(d757p7q757pa)7
such that, if

ai <a, Bqﬂ,pf},l <b, (5.5)
then for any u € E;fhﬁ and X > Ao
[ \u, VADu, dyu, D*ulle,, , < Nollflle, .- (5.6)

where f = Lou + b'Dju — Au. Furthermore, for any f € Egps and X = Ao
there exists a unique u € E;’; 3 such that in R4+

Lou+ b'Diu — \u = f.

Proof. Of course, in condition (5.5) we take a from Theorem 5.4 and find
5, Ao, Ny as described before the statement of the theorem. To prove the
existence of solutions we use the method of continuity. In light of the a priori
estimate (5.6), for this method to work, we need only prove the solvability
for the heat equation

ou+ Au — Au = f.

If f is bounded and with each derivative bounded, the solution u admits an
explicit representation, is bounded and has bounded derivatives. Therefore,
u € EM?  and admits estimate (5.6). For general f € E,,, 5 it suffices to use

q,p,8
its mollifiers. O
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Proof of Theorem 2.1. We take the same a 13, Ao, Np as in the above
proof. Recall that p, € (0,1]. Owing to Theorem 5.5 our assertions are true
if pp = 1. Then, having (2.5) for p, = 1, for pp < 1 we make a parabolic

dilation (not affecting afa < @) and see that for A > \gp; 2, where \g is from
Theorem 5.5,

sup p? sup A u, VADu, dyu, DQuHLqp(C)
P<pp CeC, ’

< No sup p” sup HflIe, ) < Nollfllg, .- (5.7)
p<pp  C€C,

By Remark 5.1 the left-hand side of (5.7) times N(d)p,“ dominates the
left-hand side of (2.5). This proves the theorem. O
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