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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 t and BMO in x 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 t and not to x as is
customary.

1. Introduction

Let Rd be a Euclidean space of points x = (x1, ..., xd), Rd+1 = {(t, x) :

t ∈ R, x ∈ Rd}, Rd+1
t = (t,∞) × Rd. 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 Rd+1. The main coefficient
a was assumed to be measurable in t and BMO in x and the lower-order
coefficients b and c were in appropriate mixed-norm Morrey classes (thus
admitting rather rough singularities). Mixed-norm spaces in [12] are based
on the norm

∥f∥Lp,q :=
(∫

R

(∫
Rd

|f |p dx
)q/p

dt
)1/q

. (1.1)

In contrast in this paper we use

∥f∥Lq,p :=
(∫

Rd

(∫
R
|f |q dt

)p/q
dx

)1/p
. (1.2)

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 Itô 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 Rd+1. 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 β ∈ (1, 2)).
Then, in our setting we can allow |b| = c/|x| 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 ⊂ Rd+1,∫

–
G
f dxdt =

1

|G|

∫
G
f dxdt, –∥f∥Lp(G) =

(∫
–
G
|f(t, x)|p dxdt

)1/p
.

Similar notation is used for the functions of x and t only.
For p, q ∈ (1,∞) we introduce the spaces Lq,p, Lq,p(Γ), as the sets of

functions with finite norms (1.2),

∥f∥Lq,p(Γ) = ∥fIΓ∥Lq,p .

Define ρ(t, x) = |x|+
√

|t|,
BR = {x : |x| < R}, BR(x) = x+BR,

CT,R = [0, T )×BR, CR = CR2,R,

CT,R(t, x) = (t, x) + CT,R, CR(t, x) = CR2,R(t, x),

and let CR be the collection of CR(t, x) and C = ∪RCR.
Set

–∥f∥pLq,p(CR(t,x)) =

∫
–
BR(x)

(∫
–
(t,t+R2)

|f(s, y)|q ds
)p/q

dy.
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We use the notation Di = ∂/∂xi, Dij = DiDj , Du = (Diu), D
2u = (Diju),

Dnu is the collection of all derivatives of u of order n with respect to x,
∂tu = ∂u/∂t. All derivatives are assumed to be Sobolev derivatives (if they
exist). Denote C∞

0 = C∞
0 (Rd+1).

Finally, fix δ ∈ (0, 1] throughout the article and set Sδ to be the set of
d× d symmetric matrices whose eigenvalues are in [δ, δ−1].

2. Main result

Take p, q ∈ (1,∞) and β ≥ 0 and introduce the Morrey space Eq,p,β as
the set of g ∈ Lq,p,loc such that

∥g∥Eq,p,β
:= sup

ρ≤1,C∈Cρ

ρβ –∥g∥Lq,p(C) < ∞. (2.1)

Observe that Eq,p,β = Eq,p,2/q+d/p for β ≥ 2/q + d/p. Define the Morrey-
Sobolev spaces by

E1,2
q,p,β = {u : u,Du,D2u, ∂tu ∈ Eq,p,β},

where Du,D2u, ∂tu are Sobolev derivatives, and provide E1,2
q,p,β with an ob-

vious norm.
Suppose that on Rd+1 we are given an Sδ-valued function a(t, x) and an

Rd-valued function b(t, x).
For ρ > 0 introduce

a=∥ρ = sup
r≤ρ

sup
C∈Cr

∫
–
C
|a(t, x)− ãC(t)| dxdt, ãC(t) =

∫
–
C
a(t, x) dxds (2.2)

(note t and ds),
b̄q,p,ρ = sup

r≤ρ
r sup
C∈Cr

–∥b∥Lq,p(C). (2.3)

Define
Lu = ∂tu+ aijDiju+ biu.

Fix p, q, β such that

p, q ∈ (1,∞), 1 < β ≤ d

p
+

2

q
. (2.4)

Also fix ρa, ρb ∈ (0, 1]. Here is our main result.

Theorem 2.1. There exist

â = â(d, δ, p, q, β) > 0, b̂ = b̂(d, δ, p, q, β, ρa) > 0,

λ0 = λ̂(d, δ, p, q, β, ρa) > 0, N = N(d, δ, p, q, β, ρa),

such that, if λ ≥ λ0ρ
−2
b and

a=∥ρa ≤ â, b̄qβ,pβ,ρb ≤ b̂,

then for any u ∈ E1,2
q,p,β

∥λu,
√
λDu, ∂tu,D

2u∥Eq,p,β
≤ Nρ−α

b ∥f∥Eq,p,β
, (2.5)
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where

f = Lu− λu, α = d+ 2 + β − d

p
− 2

q
.

Furthermore, for any f ∈ Eq,p,β and λ ≥ λ0ρ
−2
b there exists a unique u ∈

E1,2
q,p,β such that in Rd+1

Lu− λu = 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

g(t, x) :=
1

|x|+
√
|t|

I|x|≤1,|t|≤1

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

Indeed, if |x|,
√

|t| ≤ 2ρ, then Cρ(t, x) ⊂ (−5ρ2, 5ρ2)×B3ρ and

ρd+2 –∥g∥pLp,p(Cρ(t,x))
= N∥g∥pLp,p(Cρ(t,x))

≤ N

∫
B3ρ

∫ 5ρ2

0

1

(|x|+
√
t)p

dt dx

= Nρd+2−p

∫
|y|<3

|y|2−p

∫ 5/|y|2

0

dt

(1 +
√
t)p

dy.

The last factor of Nρd+2−p is finite if p > 2 because∫ ∞

0

dt

(1 +
√
t)p

< ∞

and 2− p > −d. It is also obviously finite if p ∈ (1, 2].

In case max(|x|,
√
|t|) ≥ 2ρ for (s, y) ∈ Cρ(t, x), we have

|y|+
√

|s| ≥ max(|y|,
√
|s|) ≥ max(|x|,

√
|t|)−max(|x− y|,

√
|t− s|) ≥ ρ.

We see that in both cases

–∥g∥Lp,p(Cρ(t,x)) ≤ Nρ−1.

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

sup
ρ≤1,C∈Cρ

ρ –∥b∥Lqβ,pβ(C) < ∞ and sup
ρ≤q,C∈Cρ

ρ –∥bIC∥Lpβ,qβ
= ∞. (2.6)

Therefore, developing the theory of solvability in Lq,p,β was worth the effort.
By the way, Minkowski’s inequality shows that (2.6) is impossible if q ≥ p.

To show an example of (2.6), take p, q, β > 1, such that

β ≤ d

p
+

2

q
, 2 ≤ qβ < pβ < d+ 1.
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Set p0 = βp, q0 = βq and leq b be such that

|b(t, x)| = f(t, x) := It>0|x|−1
∣∣∣√t

|x|
− 1

∣∣∣−1/p0
.

Observe that for any constant λ > 0 we have f(λ2t, λx) = λ−1f(t, x), im-
plying that for any Cr(t, x)

–∥f∥Lq0,p0 (Cr(t,x)) = r−1 –∥f∥Lq0,p0 (C1(t/r2,x/r)). (2.7)

Next,∫ 1

0
|f(t, x)|q0 dt = |x|2−q0

∫ 1/|x|2

0
|
√
s− 1|−q/p ds =: |x|2−q0J(1/|x|2).

Here q/p < 1, so that the singularity in J is integrable and J(t) ∼ t1−q/(2p)

as t → ∞, so that J(t) ≤ Nt1−q/(2p). It follows that(∫ 1

0
|f(t, x)|q0 dt

)1/q0
≤ N |x|1/p0−1,

where N is independent of x, and since 1− p0 > −d, the right-hand side to
the power p0 is summable over B1. Together with (2.7) this yield

–∥f∥Lqβ,pβ(Cr) ≤ Nr−1 r > 0. (2.8)

If t > 0 and ρ(t, x) ≤ 3r, then

–∥f∥Lqβ,pβ(Cr(t,x)) ≤ N –∥f∥Lqβ,pβ(C4r) ≤ Nr−1.

In case t > 0 and ρ(t, x) > 3r use (2.7) which shows that

–∥f∥Lqβ,pβ(Cr(t,x)) = r−1 –∥f∥Lqβ,pβ(C1(t̃,x̃))
= Nr−1∥f∥Lqβ,pβ(C1(t̃,x̃))

, (2.9)

where t̃ = t/r2, x̃ = x/r, so that ρ(t̃, x̃) > 3. This case we split into two
subcases: A) t̃ > 1, B) |x̃| > 2.

In case A)∫ t̃+1

t̃
|f(t, x)|q0 dt = |x|2−q0

∫ (t̃+1)/|x|2

t̃/|x|2
|
√
s− 1|−q/p ds

= It̃>|x|2 ...+ It̃≤|x|2 ... = J1 + J2 ≤ J1 + J(2).

Furthermore, J1(t̃) has negative derivative for t̃ > |x|2. Therefore,

J1 ≤ |x|2−q0

∫ 2/|x|2

1
|
√
s− 1|−q/p ds.

It follows as above that(∫ t̃+1

t̃
|f(t, x)|q0 dt

)1/q0
≤ N |x|1/p0−1 +N,

where the integrals over unit balls of the right-hand side to the power p0 are
dominated by a finite constant. This provides the desired estimate of the
left-hand side of (2.9) in case A).
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In case B) one can use the same arguments augmented by the fact that
on B1(x̃) we have |x| ≥ 1.

Finally, notice that for t ∈ (0, 1)∫
|x|≤1

fp0(t, x) dx = N

∫ 1

0
ρd−1−p0

∣∣∣√t

ρ
− 1

∣∣∣−1
dρ = ∞.

This proves the second relation in (2.6).

Remark 2.4. With f from Remark 2.3 and |b(t, x)| = cf(t, x) with suffi-
ciently small c > 0 the equation ∂tu+∆u+ biDiu− λu = f for sufficiently
large λ has a unique solution in u ∈ E1,2

q,q,β with β < 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 Hölder
continuous. However, if you use the theory of solvability in Sobolev spaces
you will only be able to conclude that u ∈ W 1,2

q which does not guaran-
tee that u is even bounded if q < (d + 2)/2. This shows an advantage of
considering Morrey-Sobolev spaces.

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

Remark 2.6. If a, b are independent of t, 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
Ld,loc and can be such that |b| = c/|x|.

3. the case of main coefficients depending only on t

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

Lemma 3.1. Let a ∈ Sδ. Then for any d× d symmetric matrix u we have

{a, u} := aijakruikujr ≥ δ2
∑
i,j

u2ij , (3.1)

(1− δ2)2{a, u} ≥ {a− δ(δij), u} ≥ 0. (3.2)

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

p,q

λpλq

(∑
i,j

uijℓ
i
pℓ

j
q

)2
≥ δ2

∑
p,q

(∑
i,j

uijℓ
i
pℓ

j
q

)2
= δ2uijℓ

i
pℓ

j
qukrℓ

k
pℓ

r
q

and the latter equals the right-hand side of (3.1) because ℓipℓ
k
p = δik, ℓjqℓrq =

δjr.
Since a ∈ Sδ, (1− δ2)λp ≥ λp − δ ≥ 0. This yields (3.2). □
Let u ∈ C∞

0 . Set

−f = ∂tu+ aij(t)Diju.
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Then ∫
Rd+1

f2 dz = I1 + I2 + I3,

where integrating by parts and observing that∫
Rd+1

∂tuδ
ijDiju dz = −(1/2)

∫
Rd+1

∂t(|Du|2) dz = 0,

we find

I1 =

∫
Rd+1

|∂tu|2 dz,

I3 =

∫
Rd+1

aijDijua
krDkru dz =

∫
Rd+1

{a,D2u} dz.

I2 = 2

∫
Rd+1

∂tua
ijDiju dz = 2

∫
Rd+1

∂tu[a
ij − δδij ]Diju dz

≥ −2I
1/2
1

(∫
Rd+1

{a− δ(δij), D2u} dz
)1/2

≥ −2(1− δ2)I
1/2
1 I

1/2
3 .

It follows that

I1 + I3 ≤ δ−2

∫
Rd+1

f2 dz,∫
Rd+1

(
|∂tu|2 + δ2|D2u|2

)
dz ≤ δ−2

∫
Rd+1

f2 dz. (3.3)

IntroduceB0,∞ as the space of function u(t, x) on Rd+1 which are infinitely
differentiable in x for every t with each derivative locally bounded on Rd+1.
By B1,∞ we mean the subspace of B0,∞ consisting of functions u(t, x) such

that ∂tu ∈ B0,∞. By Bi,∞
0 we mean the subspaces of Bi,∞ consisting of

functions with compact support, i = 0, 1.
Note that estimate (3.3) is also true for u ∈ B1,∞ such that, for some

α > d/2 and ρ(t, x) =
√
|t|+ |x|, ξ = ρα−1, η = ρα the function

ξ|u|+ η|Du| (3.4)

is bounded. This is easily proved by taking u(t, x)ζ(n2t, nx) in place of u
with ζ ∈ C∞

0 such that ζ(0) = 1 and sending n → ∞.
The following is just a reminder of standard computations. Define

At,t+s =

∫ t+s

t
a(r) dr = s

∫ 1

0
a(t+ rs) dr, σt,t+s = s−1/2A

1/2
t,t+s,

recall that for cd = (4π)−d/2

p(t, x) = cdt
−d/2e−|x|2/(4t)It>0

is the fundamental solution of the heat equation and for λ ≥ 0 introduce

Rλf(t, x) =

∫ ∞

0

∫
Rd

e−λsf(t+ s, x+ σt,t+sy)p(s, y) dyds

= eλt
∫ ∞

t

∫
Rd

e−λsf(s, x+ σt,sy)p(s− t, y) dyds
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=

∫ ∞

t
e−λs

∫
Rd

f(s, y)p(t, s, y − x) dyds,

where p(t, s, x) = p(s− t, σ−1
t,s x) detσ

−1
t,s .

Remark 3.2. Observe that σt,s ≥ δ1/2, which implies that for n ≥ 0 and
s > t

|Dnp(t, s, x)| ≤ N(d, n, δ)
1

(s− t)(d+n)/2
e−|x|2δ/(8(s−t)). (3.5)

Furthermore, from p(t, s, x) = p(s− t, σ−1
t,s x) detσ

−1
t,s we get that the Fourier

transform p̃ of p satisfies

p̃(t, s, ξ) = exp(−(At,sξ, ξ)), ∂tp̃(t, s, ξ)− (a(t)ξ, ξ)p̃(t, s, ξ) = 0.

It follows that
∂tp(t, s, x) + aij(t)Dijp(t, s, x) = 0

and (3.5) implies that for n ≥ 0 and s > t

|∂tDnp(t, s, x)| ≤ N(d, n, δ)
1

(s− t)1+(d+n)/2
e−|x|2δ/(8(s−t)). (3.6)

For k, s, r > 0, α ∈ R, and appropriate f(t, x)’s on Rd+1 define

pα,k(s, r) =
1

s(d+2−α)/2
e−r2/(ks)Is>0,

Pα,kf(t, x) =

∫
Rd+1

pα,k(s, |y|)f(t+ s, x+ y) dyds

=

∫ ∞

t

∫
Rd

pα,k(s− t, |y − x|)f(s, y) dsdy.

Remark 3.3. For α ≤ d+ 2 there is a constant N = N(d, α) such that

pα,k(s, |x|) ≤ N
1

ρd+2−α(s, x)
, (3.7)

where ρ(s, x) = |x|+
√
|t|.

Indeed, if |x| ≤
√

|s|, then

pα,k(s, |x|) ≤
1

s(d+2−α)/2
=

1

ρd+2−α(s, x)

ρd+2−α(s, x)

s(d+2−α)/2
,

where the last fraction is dominated by 2d+2−α. In case |x| ≥
√

|s|,

pα,k(s, |x|) ≤
1

|x|d+2−α
ϕ(|x|/

√
|s|),

where ϕ(t) = td+2−αe−t2/k is a bounded function on (0,∞). 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

|Pα,kf(t, x)| ≤ N(1 + ρ(t, x))−(d+2−α), (3.8)

where N is independent of (t, x).
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Introduce
L0u(t, x) = ∂tu(t, x) + aij(t)Diju(t, x).

The following two results are well known and proved, for instance, by
using the Fourier transform with respect to x. Assertion (ii) in Theorem 3.4
follows from the fact that

|Rλf | ≤ N(1 + ρ)−d, |DRλf | ≤ N(1 + ρ)−(d+1),

which is a consequence of (3.8).

Theorem 3.4. Let f ∈ B0,∞
0 . Then

(i) we have u := Rλf ∈ B1,∞ and

L0u− λu = −f ; (3.9)

(ii) there is α > d/2 such that the function (3.4) is bounded.

Lemma 3.5. Let u ∈ C∞
0 , λ ≥ 0. Then

u = Rλ(λu− L0u).

Define

osc
C

g :=

∫
–
C

∫
–
C
|g(z1)− g(z2)| dz1dz2, g♯(t, x) = sup

C∈C,
C∋(t,x)

osc
C

g.

Also for β ≥ 0 define

Mβg(t, x) = sup
ρ>0

ρβ sup
C∈Cρ,
C∋(t,x)

∫
–
C
|g| dz, Mg = M0g.

Here is a particular case of Lemma 2.2 of [11].

Lemma 3.6. For any α < β, β ≥ 0, and k > 0, there exists a constants N
such that for any f ≥ 0, ρ > 0, we have on Cρ that

Pα,k(ICc
2ρ
f) ≤ Nρα−βMβf(0). (3.10)

We need this for the following.

Theorem 3.7. Let f ∈ B0,∞
0 and u = R0f . Then for any κ ≥ 2 and ρ > 0

osc
Cρ

D2u ≤ N(d, δ)κ(d+2)/2 –∥f∥L2(Cκρ) +N(d, δ)κ−1Mf(0).

In particular, if u ∈ C∞
0 then

osc
Cρ

D2u ≤ N(d, δ)κ(d+2)/2 –∥L0u∥L2(Cκρ) +N(d, δ)κ−1M(L0u)(0).

Proof. Observe that the case of arbitrary ρ > 0 is reduced to ρ = 1 by
using scale changes. In case ρ = 1 take ζ ∈ C∞

0 such that ζ = 1 in Cκ, ζ = 0

outside Cc
2κ ∩ Rd+1

0 , 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1 and note that for g = fζ, h = f(1 − ζ) and
(G,H) = R0(g, h) we have u = G+H, and for m = 0, 1, n ≥ 0

∂m
t DnH(t, x) =

∫
Cc

2

∂m
t Dnp(t, s, y − x)h(s, y) dsdy.
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By using (3.5) we get that in C1

|∂tD2H|+ |D3H| ≤ P−2,δ/8|h|+ P−1,δ/8|h|,

which by Lemma 3.6 (with β = 0) implies that

|∂tD2H(t, x)|+ |D3H(t, x)| ≤ Nκ−1Mh(0). (3.11)

It follows that∫
C1

∫
C1

|D2H(z1)−D2H(z2| dz1dz2 ≤ Nκ−1Mf(0).

Regarding G we have in light of (3.3) and Theorem 3.4 that∫
C1

∫
C1

|D2G(z1)−D2G(z2)| dz1dz2 ≤ N

∫
C1

|D2G(t, x)| dxdt

≤ N∥g∥L2(Rd+1) ≤ Nκ(d+2)/2 –∥f∥L2(Cκ).

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,∞). Recall the definition of Lq,p and let the spaceW1,2
q,p(Q) be

defined as the collection of functions u(t, x) on Q such that u,Du,D2u, ∂tu ∈
Lq,p(Q). The space W1,2

q,p(Q) is provided with a natural norm. We set W1,2
q,p =

W1,2
q,p(Rd+1).

Theorem 3.8. There is a constant N = N(d, δ, p, q) such that for any

u ∈ W1,2
q,p

∥∂tu,D2u∥Lq,p ≤ N∥L0u∥Lq,p . (3.12)

Proof. By Lemma 3.5 and Theorem 3.7 with κ = 2 for u ∈ C∞
0 (Rd+1) we

have

(D2u)♯ ≤ N(d, δ)(M((L0u)2))1/2,

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 ∈ Ap (Ap is the Muckenhoupt class of weights)∫

Rd+1

|D2u|pw dxdt ≤ N

∫
Rd+1

|L0u|pw dxdt.

After that the estimate for D2u follows from another Dong-Kim theorem
found in [4]. The term ∂tu as usual is estimated from ∂tu = Lu−aijDiju. □

Estimate (3.12) for p = q (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 t in any order.

Next, we introduce the term λu 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 D2u (see Remark 3.10 below), conclude that the a priori estimate
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(3.13) with s = −∞ is true for u ∈ C∞
0 . For any u ∈ W1,2

q,p it holds because

C∞
0 is dense in W1,2

q,p.
Define

Rd+1
s = (s,∞)× Rd.

Theorem 3.9. There is a constant N = N(d, δ, p, q) such that for any

s ∈ [−∞,∞), u ∈ W1,2
q,p(Rd+1

s ) and λ ≥ 0

∥λu,
√
λDu, ∂tu,D

2u∥Lq,p(Rd+1
s ) ≤ N∥L0u− λu∥Lq,p(Rd+1

s ). (3.13)

Furthermore, for any λ > 0 and f ∈ Lq,p(Rd+1
s ) there is a unique u ∈

W1,2
q,p(Rd+1

s ) such that L0u− λu = f in Rd+1
s .

The existence result for s = −∞ follows from (3.13) and Theorem 3.4

in which, as is easy to see, u ∈ W1,2
q,p(Rd+1). For s > −∞ estimate (3.13)

and the existence part follow from the case s = ∞ and uniqueness when
s > −∞. In turn the uniqueness of W1,2

q,p(Rd+1
s )-solutions (the causality

property) follows from the representation of solutions in Lemma 3.5, which

extends to u ∈ W1,2
q,p(Rd+1

s ) by continuity and (3.13).

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

|DRλf(t, x)| ≤ N

∫ ∞

0

∫
Rd

e−λs |f(s+ t, x+ y)|
s(d+1)/2

e−|y|2/(8s) dyds,

which estimates |DRλf | 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, x). 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 ∈ [−∞,∞) and let B be a Banach space of functions

on Rd+1
s such that if f ∈ B and (s, y) ∈ Rd+1

0 , then fs,y ∈ B and ∥fs,y∥B ≤
∥f∥B, where fs,y(t, x) = f(s + t, x + y). Also assume that, if g ∈ B and a
measurable f satisfies |f | ≤ g, then f ∈ B and ∥f∥B ≤ ∥g∥B. Then for any
λ > 0 and f ∈ B we have

λ1/2∥DRλf∥B ≤ N(d)∥f∥B.
Furthermore, if C∞

0 ⊂ B then for any u ∈ C∞
0 and λ > 0

∥Du∥B ≤ Nλ−1/2∥∂tu+∆u− λu∥B ≤ N
(
λ−1/2∥∂tu,D2u∥B + λ1/2∥u∥B

)
,

where N = N(d).

4. Variable main coefficients and Sobolev spaces

Now we are going to extend Theorem 3.8 to operators with Sδ-valued
a = a(t, x). Define

a=∥ = a=∥∞ = sup
C∈C

∫
–
C
|a(t, x)− ãC(t)| dxdt, ãC(t) =

∫
–
C
a(t, x) dxds.
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Observe that if a is independent of x, then a=∥ = 0.
Set

L0u = ∂tu+ aijDiju.

For C ∈ C and

LCu := ∂tu+ ãijCDiju, f = L0u

we have

f = LCu+ [(aij − ãijC)Diju],

whereas for q > 2

–∥(aij − ãijC)Diju∥L2C) ≤ N(d, δ, q)a=∥
(
M(|D2u|q)

)1/q
.

This and Theorem 3.7 lead to the following.

Lemma 4.1. For any q > 2, κ ≥ 2, and u ∈ C∞
0 we have

(D2u)♯ ≤ N(d, δ, q, κ)
(
M(|L0u|q)

)1/q
+
(
N(d, δ, q, κ)a=∥ +N(d, δ)κ−1

)(
M(|D2u|q) +M(|∂tu|q)

)1/q)
. (4.1)

Since ∂tu = L0u− aijDiju, similar estimate holds for ∂tu. 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 any p > 1, w ∈ Ap, κ ≥ 2, and u ∈ C∞
0

∥D2u∥pLp(w) + ∥∂tu∥pLp(w) ≤ N([w]Ap)
(
N(d, δ, p, κ)∥L0u∥pLp(w)

+
(
N(d, δ, p, κ)a=∥ +N(d, δ)κ−1

)p(∥D2u∥pLp(w) + ∥∂tu∥pLp(w)

))
. (4.2)

We will use a particular A1-weight. By the way, recall that A1-weights
are also Ap-weights if p > 1.

Lemma 4.3. Define wα = (|x| +
√

|t|)−α. Then for any α ∈ [0, d + 2)
the function wα is an A1-weight, that is, there is a constant N such that
Mwα ≤ Nwα.

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

Lemma 4.4. Let α ≥ 0, α+ β > d+ 2. Then for any f ≥ 0∫
Rd+1

f(wα ∧ 1) dyds ≤ Mβf(0). (4.3)

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

Q1 = {(s, y) : |y| ≥
√

|s|}, Q2 = {(s, y) : |y| ≤
√

|s|}.
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Note that on Q1 we have wα(s, y) ≤ N |y|−α and∫
Q1

f(wα ∧ 1) dyds ≤ N

∫
Rd

(1 ∧ |y|−α)

∫ |y|2

−|y|2
f(s, y) dsdy

≤ N

∫ ∞

0
(1 ∧ r−α)

( ∂

∂r

∫
Br

∫ |y|2

−|y|2
f(s, y) ds dy

)
dr

= N

∫ ∞

1
r−α−1

∫
Br

∫ |y|2

−|y|2
f(s, y) ds dy dr

≤ NMβf(0)

∫ ∞

1
r−α−β+(d+2)−1 dr ≤ NMβf(0).

Next, on Q2 we have wα(s, y) ≤ N |s|−α/2 and∫
Q2

f(wα ∧ 1)Is>0 dyds ≤ N

∫ ∞

0
(1 ∧ s−α/2)

∫
B√

s

f(s, y) dyds

≤ N

∫ ∞

0
(1 ∧ s−α/2)

( ∂

∂s

∫ s

0

∫
B√

s

f(t, y) dtdy
)
ds

≤ N

∫ ∞

1
s−α/2−1

∫ s

0

∫
B√

s

f(t, y) dtdyds

≤ NMβf(0)

∫ ∞

1
s−α/2+(d+2)/2−β/2−1 ds ≤ NMβf(0).

Similarly we estimate the part of the integral of f(wα ∧ 1) over Q2 ∩ {s <
0}. □

Take p, q ∈ (1,∞) and β > 0 and introduce the Morrey space Ėq,p,β as
the set of g ∈ Lq,p,loc such that (note ρ > 0)

∥g∥Ėq,p,β
:= sup

ρ>0,C∈Cρ

ρβ –∥g∥Lq,p(C) < ∞. (4.4)

Define
Ė1,2
q,p,β = {u : u,Du,D2u, ∂tu ∈ Ėq,p,β},

where Du,D2u, ∂tu are the Sobolev derivatives, and provide Ė1,2
q,p,β with an

obvious norm. If p = q we drop q 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,∞), β > 0. Then there is a constant â =
â(d, δ, p, β) > 0 and a constant N = N(d, δ, p, β) such that if

a=∥ ≤ â, (4.5)

then for any λ ≥ 0 and u ∈ Ė1,2
p,β

∥λu,
√
λDu, ∂tu,D

2u∥Ėp,β
≤ N∥L0u− λu∥Ėp,β

. (4.6)

Furthermore, for any λ > 0 and f ∈ Ėp,β there exists a unique solution

u ∈ Ė1,2
p,β of the equation L0u− λu = f .
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Proof. Just in case, note that, if β > d/p, our assertions are trivial because

then Ėp,β consists of only zero function. Then to prove (4.6) observe that
the case of arbitrary λ ≥ 0 is reduced to λ = 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 ∈ W 1,2

p .
Now take α ∈ [0, d+ 2) such that α+ pβ > d+ 2 and let w = wα ∧ 1, so

that w is an A1-weight owing to Lemma 4.3. Approximating u by smooth
functions in W 1,2

p 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 Hölder’s inequality that with w = wα∧1
we have (∫

–
C1

|D2u|p dxdt
)1/p

≤ N∥D2u∥Lp(w) ≤ N∥L0u∥Ėp,β(Rd+1)

+
(
N(d, δ, p, κ, β)a=∥ +N(d, δ, β)κ−1

)
∥∂tu,D2u∥Ėp,β(Rd+1).

Shifting w, using the self-similarity and also treating ∂tu in the same way
give

∥∂tu,D2u∥Ėp,β(Rd+1) ≤ N∥L0u∥Ėp,β(Rd+1)

+
(
N(d, δ, p, κ, β)a=∥ +N(d, δ, β)κ−1

)
∥∂tu,D2u∥Ėp,β(Rd+1),

which easily yields (4.6) with λ = 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. □

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,∞), κ ≥ 2, and u ∈ C∞
0 we have

∥∂tu,D2u∥Lq,p ≤ N0(d, δ, p, q, κ)∥L0u∥Lq,p
+
(
N1(d, δ, p, q, κ)a

=∥ +N2(d, δ, p, q)κ
−1

)
∥∂tu,D2u∥Lq,p . (4.7)

Corollary 4.7. Let p, q ∈ (1,∞) and assume that

a=∥ ≤ (1/4)N−1
1

(
d, δ, p, q, 4N2(d, δ, p, q)

)
. (4.8)

Then for any u ∈ C∞
0 we have

∥∂tu,D2u∥Lq,p ≤ 2N0(d, δ, p, q, 4N2(d, δ, p, q))∥L0u∥Lq,p , (4.9)

where N = N(d, δ, p, q).

We restate this corollary as follows.

Theorem 4.8. Let p, q ∈ (1,∞). Then there are constants â = â(d, δ, p, q) >
0 and N = N(d, δ, p, q) such that if

a=∥ ≤ â, (4.10)

then for any u ∈ C∞
0 we have

∥∂tu,D2u∥Lq,p ≤ N∥L0u∥Lq,p . (4.11)
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Next, as in the case of Theorem 3.9 we introduce λ ≥ 0 to see that for
λ ≥ 0 and u ∈ C∞

0

∥∂tu,D2u,
√
λDu, λu∥Lq,p ≤ N∥L0u− λu∥Lq,p .

In this way we arrive at the first assertion in the following theorem if u ∈ C∞
0

and s = −∞.

Theorem 4.9. Let p, q ∈ (1,∞), s ∈ [−∞,∞) and assume (4.10). Then

there exists N = N(d, δ, p, q) such that for any u ∈ W1,2
q,p(Rd+1

s ) and λ ≥ 0

∥∂tu,D2u,
√
λDu, λu∥Lq,p(Rd+1

s ) ≤ N∥L0u− λu∥Lq,p(Rd+1
s ). (4.12)

Furthermore, for any f ∈ Lq,p(Rd+1
s ) and λ > 0 there exists a unique u ∈

W1,2
q,p(Rd+1

s ) satisfying in Rd+1
s

L0u− λu+ f = 0.

For s = −∞ the a priori estimate (4.12) extends from C∞
0 to W1,2

q,p 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,∞) and assume (4.10). Let 0 < r < ρ < ∞,

u ∈ W1,2
q,p(Cρ). Set f := L0u. Then

∥∂tu,D2u∥Lq,p(Cr) ≤ N
(
∥f∥Lq,p(Cρ) + (ρ− r)−2∥u− c∥Lq,p(Cρ)

)
, (4.13)

where N = N(d, δ, p, q) and c = 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 ∈ C1,2(C̄ρ) and c = 0. Then, let χ(s) be an infinitely
differentiable function on R such that χ(s) = 1 for s ≤ 0 and χ(s) = 0 for
s ≥ 1. For m = 0, 1, 2, ... introduce (r0 = r)

rm = r + (ρ− r)

m∑
j=1

2−j , ξm(x) = χ
(
2m+1(ρ− r)−1(|x| − rm)

)
,

ηm(t) = χ
(
22m+2(ρ− r)−2(t− r2m)

)
, ζm(t, x) = ξm(x)ηm(t).

As is easy to check, for

C(m) = Crm = (0, r2m)×Brm

it holds that

ζm = 1 on C(m), ζm = 0 on Cρ \ C(m+ 1).

Also (observe that N2m+1 = N12
m with N1 = 2N)

|Dζm| ≤ N2m(ρ− r)−1, |∂tζm| ≤ N22m(ρ− r)−2,

|D2ζm| ≤ N22m(ρ− r)−2. (4.14)
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Next, the function ζmu is in W1,2
q,p(Rd+1

0 ) and satisfies

L0(ζmu) = ζmf + uL0ζm + 2aijDiζmDju.

By Theorem 4.8 and the above-mentioned properties of ζm

Am := ∥∂t(ζmu), D2(ζmu)∥Lq,p(Q(m+1)) ≤ N∥f∥Lq,p(Cρ)+N22m(ρ−r)−2I+NJm,

where

I = ∥u∥Lq,p(Cρ), Jm = ∥2aijDiζmDju∥Lq,p(Cρ)

≤ N2m(ρ− r)−1∥Du∥Lq,p(Q(m+1)).

By interpolation inequalities for any ε > 0

∥Du∥Lq,p(Q(m+1)) ≤ ∥D(ζm+1u)∥Lq,p(Rd+1
0 )

≤ ε(ρ− r)2−mAm+1 +Nε−1(ρ− r)−12mI. (4.15)

It follows that for any ε ∈ (0, 1]

Am ≤ N∥f∥Lq,p(Cρ) +Nε−122m(ρ− r)−2I + εAm+1.

Now we take ε = 1/8 and get

εmAm ≤ Nεm∥f∥Lq,p(Cρ) +Nεm−122m(ρ− r)−2I + εm+1Am+1,

A0 +

∞∑
m=1

εmAm ≤ N∥f∥Lq,p(Cρ) +N(ρ− r)−2I +

∞∑
m=1

εmAm. (4.16)

Here the series converges because owing to (4.14),

Am ≤ N(1 + 4m(ρ− r)−2)∥u∥W1,2
q,p(Cρ)

.

Therefore upon cancelling like terms in (4.16), we see that A0 is less than
the right-hand side of (4.13). Since its left-hand side is obviously less than
A0, the theorem is proved. □

Remark 4.11. Similarly we get that A1 is dominated by the right-hand side
of (4.13) and this along with (4.15) shows that ∥Du∥Lq,p(Cr) is dominated
by the right-hand side of (4.13) as well.

To proceed further take p, q ∈ (1,∞), r ∈ (1, p ∧ q] and find an integer
n = n(d, p, q) ≥ 2 and t0 = 1 > t1 > ... > tn = 0 such that

d

pk+1
+

2

qk+1
≤ d

pk
+

2

qk
+ 1, (4.17)

where

pk = r + tk(p− r), qk = r + tk(q − r).

Note that tk and pk, qk decrease as k increases, (p0, q0) = (p, q), (pn, qn) =
(r, r).

The following result provides a key to extending Theorem 7.27 of [14] to
β ∈ (1,∞) instead of β ∈ (1, 2).
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Theorem 4.12. Suppose that condition (4.10) is satisfied with

â = â0(d, δ, p, q, r) := min
k=0,...,n

â(d, δ, pk, qk). (4.18)

Let u ∈ W1,2
q,p(C2) and L0u = 0 in C2. Then

∥u∥Lq,p(C1) ≤ N∥u∥Lr(C2), (4.19)

where N depends only on d, δ, pk, qk, k = 0, 1, ..., n.

Proof. Let χ(s) be an infinitely differentiable function on R such that
χ(s) = 1 for s ≤ 0 and χ(s) = 0 for s ≥ 1/2. For k = 0, 1, ..., n set

ξk(x) = χ
(
n(|x| − 1− k/n)

)
, ηk(t) = χ

(
n2(t− (1 + k/n)2)

)
,

ζk(t, x) = ηk(t)ξk(x), ρk = 1 + k/n.

Observe that Cρ0 = C1, Cρn = C2 and ζk = 1 on Cρk , ζk = 0 in C2 \Cρk+1/2
.

By Theorem 10.2 of [1] for any k = 0, 1, ..., n− 1

∥u∥Lqk,pk
(Cρk

) ≤ ∥uζk∥Lqk,pk
(Cρk+1

)

≤ N
(
∥∂t(uζk), D2(uζk)∥Lqk+1,pk+1

+ ∥u∥Lqk+1,pk+1
(Cρk+1

)

)
. (4.20)

By Theorem 4.8 we can continue as

∥u∥Lqk,pk
(Cρk

) ≤ N
(
∥L0(uζk)∥Lqk+1,pk+1

+ ∥u∥Lqk+1,pk+1
(Cρk+1

)

)
≤ N∥Du|Dζk| ∥Lqk+1,pk+1

(Cρk+1
) + ∥u∥Lqk+1,pk+1

(Cρk+1
)

)
,

where we used that L0u = 0. In light of Remark 4.11

∥Du|Dζk| ∥Lqk+1,pk+1
(Cρk+1

) ≤ N∥Du∥Lqk+1,pk+1
(Cρk+1/2

)

≤ N∥u∥Lqk+1,pk+1
(Cρk+1

).

Hence, for k = 0, 1, ..., n− 1

∥u∥Lqk,pk
(Cρk

) ≤ N∥u∥Lqk+1,pk+1
(Cρk+1

),

and (4.19) follows. □

Theorem 4.13. Let p, q ∈ (1,∞), β ∈ (1,∞), u ∈ Ė1,2
q,p,β. Suppose that

condition (4.10) is satisfied with â0 from (4.18) when r = p ∧ q. Then

∥∂tu,D2u∥Ėq,p,β
≤ N(d, δ, p, q, β)∥f∥Ėq,p,β

, (4.21)

where f = L0u.

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

fλ = L0u− λu, gλ = fλIC4 , hλ = fλICc
4

and let Gλ, Hλ be solutions of class W1,2
q,p(Rd+1) of the equations

L0Gλ − λGλ = gλ, L0Hλ − λHλ = hλ. (4.22)

Since fλ is compactly supported element of Ėq,p,β, it belongs to Lq,p and

Gλ, Hλ exist by Theorem 4.9. Furthermore, fλ ∈ Ėp∧q,β(Rd+1), so that by
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Theorem 4.5 the equations in (4.22) have solutions in Ė1,2
p∧q,β(R

d+1). These

are the same Gλ, Hλ, 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 Ĥλ := etHλ satisfies

L0Ĥλ − (λ+ 1)Ĥλ = ethλ := ĥλ

and ĥλ ∈ Lq,p(Rd+1
0 ) with its norm dominated by a constant independent of

λ, since hλ has compact support. It follows from Theorem 4.9 that

sup
λ∈(0,1]

∥Hλ∥Lq,p(Rd+1
0 ) ≤ sup

λ∈(0,1]
∥Ĥλ∥Lq,p(Rd+1

0 ) < ∞. (4.23)

Concerning Gλ note that by Theorem 4.9

∥D2Gλ∥Lq,p(C1) ≤ N∥gλ∥Lq,p ≤ N∥fλ∥Lq,p(C4) ≤ N∥fλ∥Ėq,p,β
.

Now observe that L0(e
−λtHλ) = e−λthλ = 0 in C4 and by Theorem 4.12

we have

∥e−λtHλ − c∥Lq,p(C2) ≤ N∥e−λtHλ − c∥Lq∧p(C4)

≤ N∥Hλ − c∥Lq∧p(C4) + (1− e−16λ)∥Hλ∥Lq∧p(C4)

≤ N∥Hλ − c∥Lq∧p(C4) +N(1− e−16λ),

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

∥D2Hλ∥Lq,p(C1) ≤ N∥e−λtHλ−c∥Lq,p(C2) ≤ N∥Hλ−c∥Lq∧p(C4)+N(1−e−16λ).

By Poincaré’s inequality for appropriate c

∥Hλ − c∥Lq∧p(C4) ≤ N∥∂tHλ, D
2Hλ∥Lq∧p(C4) ≤ N∥∂tHλ, D

2Hλ∥Ėp∧q,β

which, in turn, by Theorem 4.5 is dominated by

N∥hλ∥Ėp∧q,β
≤ N∥fλ∥Ėp∧q,β

≤ N∥fλ∥Ėq,p,β
.

Since u = Gλ +Hλ and (4.23) holds it follows that

∥D2u∥Lq,p(C1) ≤ lim
λ↓0

(∥D2Gλ∥Lq,p(C1) + ∥D2Hλ∥Lq,p(C1))

≤ N lim
λ↓0

∥fλ∥Ėq,p,β
≤ N∥f∥Ėq,p,β

.

Parabolic scaling (preserving (4.10)) shows that for any ρ > 0

ρβ∥D2u∥Lq,p(Cρ) ≤ N∥f∥Ėq,p,β

and then shifting the origin leads to (4.21) in what concerns D2u. Since
∂tu = f − aijDiju, the theorem is proved. □
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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, x) ≥ 0 is nonnegative, r ∈ (0,∞), µ ∈ (0, 1), then with
ζ = |Crµ|−1ICrµ we have

–∥ICrf∥Lq,p = N(d)r−d/p−2/q
∥∥∥∫

C(1+µ)r

ζ(s− ·, y − ·)ICrf(·, ·) dyds
∥∥∥
Lq,p

≤ Nr−d/p−2/q

∫
C(1+µ)r

∥ζ(s− ·, y − ·)f∥Lq,p dyds

≤ N(d)(1 + µ)d+2µd/p+2/q−(d+2) sup
C∈Cµr

–∥f∥Lq,p(C).

Since µ ≤ 1 and p, q > 1 it follows that for ρ ≤ r

sup
C∈Cr

–∥f∥Lq,p(C) ≤ N(d)(ρ/r)d/p+2/q−(d+2) sup
C∈Cρ

–∥f∥Lq,p(C).

Lemma 5.2. There exist a constant κ = κ(d) ∈ (0, 1) and a constant
K = K(d) such that for any ρ > 0 there exists an Sδ-valued ǎ on Rd+1

such that a = ǎ in Cκρ and ǎ=∥ ≤ Ka
=∥
ρ .

This lemma is proved in [13].
Recall that we fixed

ρa, ρb ∈ (0, 1].

Let ζ0 ∈ C∞
0 have suport in Cκρa and equal 1 in (1/2)Cκρa (with dimen-

sions (1/2)κρa in the x-space and (1/4)κ2ρ2a in time and the same center),
where κ is taken from Lemma 5.2.

Lemma 5.3. There exists â = â(d, δ, p, q, β) > 0 such that, if a
=∥
ρa ≤ â, then

for any u ∈ E1,2
q,p,β

∥ζ0∂tu, ζ0D2u∥Eq,p,β
≤ N∥f∥Eq,p,β

+N1∥Du, u∥Eq,p,β
, (5.1)

where f = L0u, N = N(d, δ, p, q, β), N1 = N(d, δ, p, q, β, ρa).

Proof. Observe that

∥ζ0∂tu, ζ0D2u∥Eq,p,β
≤ ∥∂t(ζ0u), D2(ζ0u)∥Ėq,p,β

+N∥Du, u∥Eq,p,β
(5.2)

and, owing to Lemma 5.2 and Theorem 4.13, the first term is estimated
through

(∂t + ǎijDij)(ζ0u) = L0(ζ0u) = ζ0f + g,

where, thanks to β ≤ d/p + 2/q, the Ėq,p,β-norm of g is estimated by the
last term in (5.2). □

Naturally, (5.1) holds for any shift of ζ0 and this along with Remark
5.1 proves the following with ∥Du, u∥Eq,p,β

in place of ∥u∥Eq,p,β
. The term

∥Du∥Eq,p,β
is eliminated by using interpolation inequalities.
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Theorem 5.4. There exists â = â(d, δ, p, q, β) > 0 such that, if a
=∥
ρa ≤ â,

then for any u ∈ E1,2
q,p,β

∥∂tu,D2u∥Eq,p,β
≤ N∥L0u∥Eq,p,β

+N∥u∥Eq,p,β
, (5.3)

where N = N(d, δ, p, q, β, ρa).

Next, as a few times before, we use Agmon’s idea along with the inter-
polation inequalities to treat L0 − λ. After that to deal with the first-order
terms, note that for ζ ∈ C∞

0 (2C1) such that ζ = 1 on C1, by Hölder’s
inequality we obtain for ρ ≤ 1 and u ∈ C∞

0 that

ρβ∥biDiu∥Lq,p(Cρ) ≤ ∥ζbiDi(ζu)∥Ėq,p,β(Cρ)
≤ N∥b∥Eqβ,pβ,1

∥D(ζu)∥Ėr1,r2,β−1
,

where r1(β−1) = qβ, r2(β−1) = pβ. 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(ζu)∥Ėr1,r2,β−1

≤ N∥ζu∥Ė1,2
q,p,β

, implying that

∥biDu∥Eq,p,β
≤ N∥b∥Eqβ,pβ,1

∥u∥E1,2
q,p,β

. (5.4)

By considering the cut-off mollifiers of u ∈ E1,2
q,p we extend (5.4) to all

u ∈ E1,2
q,p. In this way we come to the a priori estimate below. Note 1 in the

condition on b̄.

Theorem 5.5. There exist

â = â(d, δ, p, q, β) > 0, b̂ = b̂(d, δ, p, q, β, ρa) > 0,

λ0 = λ̂(d, δ, p, q, β, ρa) > 0, N0 = N0(d, δ, p, q, β, ρa),

such that, if

a=∥ρa ≤ â, b̄qβ,pβ,1 ≤ b̂, (5.5)

then for any u ∈ E1,2
q,p,β and λ ≥ λ0

∥λu,
√
λDu, ∂tu,D

2u∥Eq,p,β
≤ N0∥f∥Eq,p,β

, (5.6)

where f = L0u + biDiu − λu. Furthermore, for any f ∈ Eq,p,β and λ ≥ λ0

there exists a unique u ∈ E1,2
q,p,β such that in Rd+1

L0u+ biDiu− λu = f.

Proof. Of course, in condition (5.5) we take â from Theorem 5.4 and find

b̂, λ0, N0 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

∂tu+∆u− λu = 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 ∈ E1,2

q,p,β and admits estimate (5.6). For general f ∈ Eq,p,β it suffices to use

its mollifiers. □
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Proof of Theorem 2.1. We take the same â b̂, λ0, N0 as in the above
proof. Recall that ρb ∈ (0, 1]. Owing to Theorem 5.5 our assertions are true
if ρb = 1. Then, having (2.5) for ρb = 1, for ρb < 1 we make a parabolic

dilation (not affecting a
=∥
ρa ≤ â) and see that for λ ≥ λ0ρ

−2
b , where λ0 is from

Theorem 5.5,

sup
ρ≤ρb

ρβ sup
C∈Cρ

–∥λu,
√
λDu, ∂tu,D

2u∥Lq,p(C)

≤ N0 sup
ρ≤ρb

ρβ sup
C∈Cρ

–∥f∥Lq,p(C) ≤ N0∥f∥Eq,p,β
. (5.7)

By Remark 5.1 the left-hand side of (5.7) times N(d)ρ−α
b dominates the

left-hand side of (2.5). This proves the theorem. □
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