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ABSTRACT. We develop an optimal regularity theory for parabolic partial differential equations in
weighted mixed norm Sobolev-Zygmund spaces. The results extend the classical Schauder estimates
to coefficients that are merely measurable in time and to the critical case of integer-order regularity. In
addition, nonzero initial data are treated in the optimal trace space via a sharp trace theorem.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Goal and setting. In this paper, we study the existence, uniqueness, and regularity of solutions
to the second-order parabolic partial differential equation (PDE)

∂tu(t, x) =

d∑
i,j=1

aij(t, x)Dxixju(t, x) +

d∑
i=1

bi(t, x)Dxiu(t, x) + c(t, x)u(t, x) + f(t, x), (1.1)

posed on (0, T ) × Rd, with non-zero initial data. Our framework is based on the weighted mixed
norm Sobolev-Zygmund space Lp((0, T ), w dt; Λγ(Rd)), where Λγ(Rd) is the Hölder-Zygmund
space of order γ ∈ (0,∞) and the weight w belongs to the Muckenhoupt class Ap(R). For p ∈
(1,∞], the mixed norm is given by

∥u∥Lp((0,T ),w dt;Λγ(Rd)) :=


(ˆ T

0

∥u(t, ·)∥p
Λγ(Rd)

w(t) dt

)1/p

, p ∈ (1,∞),

ess sup
t∈(0,T )

∥u(t, ·)∥Λγ(Rd), p = ∞.

We begin by recalling the definition of Hölder-Zygmund spaces and Muckenhoupt’s weight class.

Definition 1.1 (Hölder-Zygmund space). Let γ ∈ (0,∞) and p ∈ [1,∞]. The space Λγp(Rd) is
defined by

Λγp(Rd) := {f ∈ L∞(Rd) : ∥f∥Λγ
p(Rd) <∞}.

Here the norm ∥f∥Λγ
p(Rd) is given by

∥f∥Λγ
p(Rd) := ∥f∥L∞(Rd) + ∥f∥Λ̇γ

p(Rd),

where

∥f∥Λ̇γ
p(Rd) :=


(´

Rd ∥D[γ]−

h f∥p
L∞(Rd)

dh
|h|d+pγ

)1/p
, p ∈ [1,∞),

sup
h∈Rd

∥D[γ]−
h f∥

L∞(Rd)

|h|γ , p = ∞.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35K15, 35B65, 26A16, 35D35.
Key words and phrases. Parabolic equations with variable coefficients, Mixed norm Sobolev-Zygmund estimates, Partial

Schauder theory.
J.-H. Choi was supported by a KIAS Individual Grant (MG102701) at Korea Institute for Advanced Study.
J. Ryu was supported by a KIAS Individual Grant (MG101501) at Korea Institute for Advanced Study.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

24
02

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  3
0 

D
ec

 2
02

5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.24020v1


2

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

h (Dhf)(x), and [γ]− is the smallest integer
strictly larger than γ. We denote Λγ(Rd) := Λγ∞(Rd) and Λ̇γ(Rd) := Λ̇γ∞(Rd).

Definition 1.2 (Muckenhoupt’s class). For p ∈ (1,∞), let Ap = Ap(R) be the class of all nonneg-
ative and locally integrable functions w : R → [0,∞) satisfying

[w]Ap := sup
r>0,t∈R

(
−
ˆ t+r

t−r
w(s)ds

)
×
(
−
ˆ t+r

t−r
w(s)−

1
p−1 ds

)p−1

<∞.

1.2. Motivation and backgrounds. The regularity theory for linear parabolic equations of the form
(1.1) has been extensively studied. A classical cornerstone is the Schauder theory which roughly
states that

aij , bi, c, f ∈ C
α/2,α
t,x , α ∈ (0, 1) =⇒ u ∈ C

1+α/2, 2+α
t,x .

However, the classical Schauder theory faces two fundamental limitations:
1. it does not apply when the coefficients aij , bi, and c are merely measurable in time;
2. it breaks down at the critical index α = 1.

To overcome the first limitation, Brandt [5] introduced the partial Schauder theory, in which
regularity is measured in mixed norm spaces L∞(R, dt;Cα(Rd)), thereby accommodating time-
measurable coefficients while preserving spatial Hölder continuity. Lorenzi [20] and Krylov [17, 18]
subsequently generalized Brandt’s approach to the mixed norm spaces Lp(R, dt;Cα(Rd)) for p ∈
(1,∞]. Following their work, several further extensions have been developed. Boccia and Krylov
[4] extended the theory to higher-order parabolic systems. Stinga and Torrea [22] proved weighted
Sobolev-Schauder estimates for second-order parabolic equations in the mixed norm setting

Lp(R, w(t)dt;Cα(Rd)), w ∈ Ap(R).
Despite these advances, classical Hölder spaces remain inadequate in the critical case of integer
regularity α = 1, where the Schauder estimate is known to fail; see, for instance, [14, Chapter 2.2].

A natural way to address the second limitation is to work within the Hölder-Zygmund spaces Λγ .
These spaces coincide with Hölder spaces for non-integer orders, Λγ = Cγ for γ /∈ N, but become
strictly larger for integer orders (see Proposition 2.2):

Cγ ⊊ Λγ , γ ∈ N.
Within this framework, Kim [15] established regularity estimates in Lp((0, T ),dt; Λ

α(Rd)), but
only for equations with zero initial data. This assumption is likewise adopted in the results of Krylov
[17, 18], Boccia-Krylov [4], and Stinga-Torrea [22]. Recently, the first author of the present paper
[7] resolved this limitation by developing a regularity theory in the weighted mixed norm spaces

Lp((0, T ), w(t)dt; Λ
γ(Rd)), w ∈ Ap(R), p ∈ (1,∞], (1.2)

allowing for nonzero initial data through the use of the optimal trace theorem.
While the aforementioned results focus on time-dependent coefficients, the corresponding theory

for space-time dependent coefficients within the Zygmund framework has not been fully established.
The extension to variable coefficients is motivated not only by theoretical completeness but also by
its relevance to nonlinear parabolic PDEs. A pertinent example is the two-dimensional incompress-
ible Navier-Stokes equation in vorticity form

∂tω + u · ∇xω = ∆xω, u = ∇⊥
x∆

−1
x ω. (1.3)

It is well-known that for initial vorticity ω0 ∈ L1(R2) ∩ L∞(R2), there exists a unique global weak
solution satisfying ω ∈ L∞((0, T );L1(R2) ∩ L∞(R2)), as established by Ben-Artzi and Brezis
[2, 6]. Moreover, Ben-Artzi [2] also proved

∂tD
k
xω(t, ·), Dk

xω(t, ·) ∈ L∞(R2), ∀k ∈ N, t > 0.

We note that this regularization is recovered via the partial Schauder theory. Treating the velocity
field u as a transport coefficient that is bounded in time yet regular in space motivates the study of
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linear theories in such mixed norm classes. Such a perspective provides a useful analytical tool for
linearized models arising from nonlinear PDEs.

Recently, Wei et al. [24] studied parabolic PDEs with coefficients depending on both time and
space, and obtained regularity estimates for solutions in Lebesgue-Hölder-Dini spaces. Their results,
however, are derived under zero initial data and unweighted time norms, and do not extend to Zyg-
mund regularity, weighted mixed norm settings, or the delicate integer-order case. Consequently,
despite the well-developed theory for time-dependent coefficients, the Zygmund theory for fully
variable coefficients aij(t, x) remains largely open. Motivated by this gap, we study equation (1.1)
in the weighted mixed norm space (1.2), thereby extending the existing partial Schauder and Zyg-
mund regularity theories to parabolic PDEs with variable coefficients, including the integer-order
regime γ ∈ N.

We also refer to several works that investigate related regularity questions in different settings,
such as those based on Zygmund spaces or the partial Schauder theory; see e.g., [11, 12, 13, 19, 21].

1.3. Main results. We begin by introducing the weighted mixed norm Sobolev-Zygmund spaces
that serve as the natural setting for our solutions. These spaces combine spatial Zygmund regularity
with time-dependent Lp integrability under the Muckenhoupt weights, which is essential for treating
parabolic PDEs whose coefficients are merely measurable in time.

Definition 1.3 (Solution space). Let γ ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ (1,∞], and w ∈ Ap(R). We put w ≡ 1 when
p = ∞.

(i) For 0 < S < T <∞, we denote

Λγ
p,w(S, T ) :=

{
Lp((S, T ), w dt; Λγ(Rd)), if p ∈ (1,∞),

L∞((S, T ),dt; Λγ(Rd)), if p = ∞,

equipped with the norm defined by

∥u∥Λγ
p,w(S,T ) :=

(ˆ T

S

∥u(t, ·)∥p
Λγ(Rd)

w(t)dt

)1/p

1p∈(1,∞) + ess sup
t∈(S,T )

∥u(t, ·)∥Λγ(Rd)1p=∞.

When S = 0, we simply denote Λγ
p,w(T ) := Λγ

p,w(0, T ).
(ii) We define Λγ,wp (Rd) to be the set of all continuous functions u defined on Rd satisfying

∥u∥Λγ,w
p (Rd) := ∥u∥L∞(Rd) + ∥u∥Λ̇γ,w

p (Rd) <∞,

where

∥u∥Λ̇γ,w
p (Rd) :=

ˆ
Rd

∥D[γ]−

h u∥p
L∞(Rd)

W (|h|2)−1

dh

|h|d+pγ

1/p

1p∈(1,∞) + ∥u∥Λ̇γ(Rd)1p=∞,

and W (λ) :=
´ λ
0
w(s)ds.

(iii) The space Hγ+2
p,w (S, T ) is the set of all u ∈ Λγ+2

p,w (S, T ) for which there exist u0 ∈ Λγ+2,w
p (Rd)

and f ∈ Λγ
p,w(S, T ) such that

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

ˆ t

S

f(s, x)ds

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

∥u∥Hγ+2
p,w (S,T ) := ∥u∥Λγ+2

p,w (S,T ) + ∥u0∥Λγ+2,w
p (Rd) + ∥f∥Λγ

p,w(S,T ).

Remark 1.4. It can be verified directly that the pair (u0, f) ∈ Λγ+2,w
p (Rd)×Λγ

p,w(S, T ) associated
with u is unique. Hence, we may unambiguously write f = ∂tu.

We now state the assumptions on the coefficients and present the main result. The conditions
below ensure uniform ellipticity of the operator and spatial Λγ–regularity of the coefficients.
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Assumption 1.5 (γ). There exist positive constants ν and K satisfying the following conditions:
(1) For all (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)× Rd,

ν|ξ|2 ≤
d∑

i,j=1

aij(t, x)ξiξj , ∀ξ ∈ Rd. (1.4)

(2) The coefficients aij , bi, and c are measurable, and satisfy
d∑

i,j=1

∥aij∥L∞((0,∞);Λγ(Rd)) +

d∑
i=1

∥bi∥L∞((0,∞);Λγ(Rd)) + ∥c∥L∞((0,∞);Λγ(Rd)) ≤ K.

Theorem 1.6. Let T ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ (1,∞], γ > 0, and let w ∈ Ap(R) with [w]Ap ≤ K0 (put w ≡ 1
and K0 = 1 when p = ∞). Suppose that Assumption 1.5 (γ) holds. Then, for any pair (u0, f) ∈
Λγ+2,w
p (Rd) ×Λγ

p,w(T ), there exists a unique solution u ∈ Hγ+2
p,w (T ) to (1.1) in (0, T ) × Rd, with

the initial condition u(0, x) = u0(x). Moreover, the following estimate holds:

∥u∥Hγ+2
p,w (T ) ≤ N

(
∥u0∥Λγ+2,w

p (Rd) + ∥f∥Λγ
p,w(T )

)
, (1.5)

where N = N(d, γ,K0,K, ν, T, p).

2. PRELIMINARIES ON HÖLDER-ZYGMUND SPACES

2.1. Characterizations of Hölder-Zygmund Spaces. In this subsection, we recall several equiva-
lent descriptions of the Hölder-Zygmund spaces Λγp(Rd).

Proposition 2.1. Let γ ∈ (0,∞) and p ∈ (1,∞].
(i) (Equivalence with Besov spaces) Let {∆j}j∈Z be a standard Littlewood-Paley projection op-

erators defined by

∆jf := ψj ∗ f, F [ψj ](ξ) := F [ψ](2−jξ), supp(F [ψ]) = {ξ ∈ Rd : 1/2 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2},
with F [ψ] ≥ 0 and

∑
j∈Z F [ψ](2−jξ) = 1 for ξ ̸= 0. Then

∥f∥Λ̇γ
p(Rd) ≃ ∥f∥Ḃγ

∞,p(Rd)

where

∥f∥Ḃγ
∞,p(Rd) :=


(∑

j∈Z 2
jγp∥∆jf∥pL∞(Rd)

)1/p
, if p ∈ (1,∞),

supj∈Z 2
jγ∥∆jf∥L∞(Rd), if p = ∞.

(ii) (Characterization via derivatives) If γ = n+ δ, n ∈ N ∪ {0}, and δ ∈ (0, 1], then

∥f∥Λγ
p(Rd) ≃

∑
|α|≤n

∥Dαf∥L∞(Rd) +
∑
|β|=n

∥Dβf∥Λ̇δ
p(Rd).

The equivalence constants depend only on d, γ, and p.

Proof. The result (i) is well-known, e.g., see [8, Theorem 1.5, Theorem 1.6].
For (ii), iterating elementary difference estimates, we have

∥D[γ]−

h f∥L∞(Rd) ≤ |h|n
∑
|α|=n

∥D[δ]−

h Dαf∥L∞(Rd).

Therefore,
∥f∥Λ̇γ

p(Rd) ≤ N(n, p)
∑
|α|=n

∥Dαf∥Λ̇δ
p(Rd),

which proves the “≤” direction.
For the converse inequality, note that for any multi-index α,

∥∆jD
αf∥L∞(Rd) ≤ N2j|α|∥∆jf∥L∞(Rd). (2.6)
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Hence,
∥Dαf∥L∞(Rd) ≤N

∑
j∈Z

2j|α|∥∆jf∥L∞(Rd)

≤N

∥f∥L∞(Rd) +

∞∑
j=1

2j|α|∥∆jf∥L∞(Rd)

 ,

(2.7)

For |α| ≤ n and p ∈ (1,∞), Hölder’s inequality gives

∞∑
j=1

2j|α|∥∆jf∥L∞(Rd) ≤

 ∞∑
j=1

2jγp∥∆jf∥pL∞(Rd)

1/p ∞∑
j=1

2j(|α|−γ)p
′

1/p′

≤ N

 ∞∑
j=1

2jγp∥∆jf∥pL∞(Rd)

1/p

≤ N∥f∥Ḃγ
∞,p(Rd),

(2.8)

where p′ = p/(p− 1). Combining (2.7), (2.8), and (i), we obtain the desired bound for p ∈ (1,∞).
When p = ∞, we instead use the trivial bound

∞∑
j=1

2j|α|∥∆jf∥L∞ ≤ sup
j∈Z

(
2jγ∥∆jf∥L∞

) ∞∑
j=1

2j(|α|−γ) ≤ N∥f∥Ḃγ
∞,∞(Rd).

Thus, for all p ∈ (1,∞],

∥Dαf∥L∞(Rd) ≤ N∥f∥Λγ
p(Rd), ∀|α| ≤ n.

Finally, by (i) and (2.6), for |β| = n we have

∥Dβf∥Λ̇δ
p(Rd) ≃

∑
j∈Z

2jδp∥∆jD
βf∥p

L∞(Rd)

1/p

≤ N

∑
j∈Z

2jγp∥∆jf∥pL∞(Rd)

1/p

with the obvious modification when p = ∞ (replace ℓp by ℓ∞). Summing over all |β| = n completes
the proof. □

If p = ∞ and γ > 0 is a non-integer, then the Zygmund space Λγ(Rd) coincides with the classical
Hölder space Cγ(Rd). At integer orders γ ∈ N, however, this identification fails. The next result
states the precise inclusions between the corresponding spaces.

Proposition 2.2. For n ∈ N,

Cn(Rd) ⊊ Cn−1,1(Rd) ⊊ Λn(Rd) ⊊ Cn−1,1
log (Rd),

where

∥f∥Cn−1,1
log (Rd) :=

∑
|α|≤n−1

∥Dαf∥L∞(Rd) +
∑

|β|=n−1

sup
|x−y|<1

|Dβf(x)−Dβf(y)|
|x− y| log2(2/|x− y|)

.

Proof. The strict inclusion Cn(Rd) ⊊ Cn−1,1(Rd) is well known, so we focus on the remaining
inclusions. By Proposition 2.1-(ii),

∥f∥Λn(Rd) ≃
∑

|β|=n−1

∥Dβf∥Λ1(Rd) + 1n≥2

∑
|α|≤n−2

∥Dαf∥L∞(Rd).

Thus, it suffices to establish the result for n = 1, namely

C0,1(Rd) ⊊ Λ1(Rd) ⊊ C0,1
log (R

d). (2.9)

1. C0,1(Rd) ⊊ Λ1(Rd).
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Let ζ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) be a nonnegative cut-off function near zero, and f(x) := x1 log2(2/|x|). Then

for |h| < 1,
|f(h)− f(0)| = |h1| log2(2/|h|),

which implies that fζ ̸∈ C0,1(Rd). However, fζ ∈ Λ1(Rd), which easily follows from

|f(h) + f(−h)− 2f(0)| = 0 ≤ |h|.

2. Λ1(Rd) ⊊ C0,1
log (Rd).

The proof of Λ1(Rd) ⊂ C0,1
log (Rd) is provided in [1, Proposition 2.107], but the strictness is not.

For the sake of completeness, we provide the proof and a counterexample. For every m ∈ N,

Dhf = −1

2

m−1∑
k=0

2−kD2
2khf + 2−mD2mhf. (2.10)

Taking L∞-norms gives

∥Dhf∥L∞(Rd) ≤
1

2

m−1∑
k=0

2−k∥D2
2khf∥L∞(Rd) + 2−m∥D2mhf∥L∞(Rd)

≤ 1

2

m−1∑
k=0

2−k(∥f∥Λ̇1(Rd)2
k|h|) + 21−m∥f∥L∞(Rd)

=
m|h|
2

∥f∥Λ̇1(Rd) + 21−m∥f∥L∞(Rd).

For |h| < 1 choose m = ⌊log2(2/|h|)⌋ so that m ≤ log2(2/|h|) and 2−m ≤ |h|. Then

∥Dhf∥L∞(Rd) ≤ |h| log2
(

2

|h|

)
∥f∥Λ̇1(Rd) + 2|h|∥f∥L∞(Rd) ≤ 3∥f∥Λ1(Rd)|h| log2

(
2

|h|

)
,

since log2(2/|h|) ≥ 1 for |h| < 1. Taking the supremum over |h| < 1 yields

sup
|x−y|<1

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y| log2(2/|x− y|)

≤ 2∥f∥Λ1(Rd). (2.11)

To show Λ1(Rd) ̸= C0,1
log (Rd), we put g(x) := |x| log2(2/|x|). Then

|g(h)− g(−h)− 2g(0)| = 2|h| log2(2/|h|),

which implies that gζ ̸∈ Λ1(Rd). However, gζ ∈ C0,1
log (Rd). The proposition is proved. □

2.2. Properties of Hölder-Zygmund Spaces. We next record several lemmas used throughout the
proof. They provide

• tool for localization via partition of unity (Lemma 2.3),
• interpolation between Zygmund spaces (Lemma 2.4),
• estimates for products of functions in Zygmund classes (Lemma 2.5).

All of these will be employed in Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 3.1.
The following partition of unity lemma is a modified version of [16, Lemma 4.1.1], and we

include the proof for completeness.

Lemma 2.3 (Partition of unity). Let γ > 0, and let ζ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) be a cut-off function such that

ζ(x) = 1 for |x| ≤ 1, ζ(x) = 0 for |x| ≥ 2, and 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1. Then for any R > 0, y ∈ Rd, and
u ∈ Λγ(Rd), we have

∥u∥Λγ(Rd) ≤ N0 sup
z∈Rd

∥u ζzR∥Λ̇γ(Rd) +N1 sup
z∈Rd

∥uζzR∥L∞(Rd), (2.12)

where ζzR(x) := ζ
(
x−z
R

)
, N0 = N0(d, γ, ζ), and N1 = N1(d, γ,R, ζ).
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Proof. We first claim that

∥u∥Λ̇γ(Rd) ≤ N(γ,R)∥u∥L∞(Rd) + sup
y∈Rd

sup
|h|≤R/[γ]−

∥D[γ]−

h u∥L∞(BR(y))

|h|γ
. (2.13)

Indeed, for any h, y ∈ Rd and x ∈ BR(y),

|D[γ]−

h u(x)|
|h|γ

=
|D[γ]−

h u(x)|
|h|γ

1|h|≤ R

[γ]−
+

|D[γ]−

h u(x)|
|h|γ

1|h|> R

[γ]−

≤ sup
|h|≤ R

[γ]−

∥D[γ]−

h u∥L∞(BR(y))

|h|γ
+N(γ,R)∥u∥L∞(Rd).

Next, fix y ∈ Rd. For x ∈ B2R(y), we have the identity

u(x) = cR−d
ˆ
|z−y|≤4R

u(x)ζ

(
x− z

R

)
dz = cR−d

ˆ
|z−y|≤4R

u(x)ζzR(x)dz, (2.14)

where c−1 :=
´
Rd ζ(z)dz. Due to (2.14),

∥u∥L∞(Rd) ≤ N sup
z∈Rd

∥uζzR∥L∞(Rd). (2.15)

For any natural number k ≤ [γ]− and |h| ≤ R/[γ]−, we have for x ∈ BR(y), x + kh ∈ B2R(y).
Hence, by (2.14),

u(x+ kh) = cR−d
ˆ
|z−y|≤4R

u(x+ kh) ζ

(
x+ kh− z

R

)
dz

= cR−d
ˆ
|z−y|≤4R

u(x+ kh) ζzR(x+ kh) dz.

Therefore,

D[γ]−

h u(x) = cR−d
ˆ
|z−y|≤4R

D[γ]−

h

(
uζzR

)
(x) dz, ∀x ∈ BR(y).

Taking the supremum over x ∈ BR(y) yields

∥D[γ]−

h u∥L∞(BR(y))

|h|γ
≤ cR−d

ˆ
|z−y|≤4R

∥D[γ]−

h (uζzR)∥L∞(Rd)

|h|γ
dz ≤ N∥uζzR∥Λ̇γ

∞(Rd). (2.16)

Combining (2.13), (2.15), and (2.16) completes the proof. □

Lemma 2.4 (Interpolation inequality). Let γ ∈ (0,∞) and f ∈ Λγ(Rd). Then for θ ∈ (0, 1) and
ε > 0,

∥f∥Λ̇θγ(Rd) ≤ Nε∥f∥Λ̇γ(Rd) +Nε−
θ

1−θ ∥f∥L∞(Rd), ∀ε > 0,

where N is independent of f and ε.

Proof. By [3, Theorem 6.4.5] and Proposition 2.1,

Λθγ(Rd) = (B0
∞,∞(Rd),Λγ(Rd))θ,∞,

where B0
∞,∞(Rd) denotes the Besov space of order 0. By [23, (6) in Section 2.4.1],

∥f∥Λθγ(Rd) ≃ ∥f∥(B0
∞,∞(Rd),Λγ(Rd))θ,∞ ≤ 2∥f∥1−θ

B0
∞,∞(Rd)

∥f∥θΛγ(Rd). (2.17)

Let

S0f(x) =

ˆ
Rd

f(x− y)Φ(y) dy, ∆jf(x) =

ˆ
Rd

f(x− y)ψj(y) dy,
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where Φ :=
∑
j≤0 ψj . Then we obtain

∥f∥B0
∞,∞(Rd) := ∥S0f∥L∞(Rd) + sup

j∈N
∥∆jf∥L∞(Rd) ≤ Cψ∥f∥L∞(Rd), (2.18)

where
Cψ := ∥Φ∥L1(Rd) + sup

j∈Z
∥ψj∥L1(Rd) <∞.

For any c, η > 0
∥f(c·)∥Λ̇η(Rd) = cη∥f∥Λ̇η(Rd). (2.19)

Combining (2.17)–(2.19) yields

∥f(c·)∥Λθγ(Rd) = ∥f∥L∞(Rd) + cθγ∥f∥Λ̇θγ(Rd)

≤ N∥f∥1−θ
L∞(Rd)

(∥f∥L∞(Rd) + cγ∥f∥Λ̇γ(Rd))
θ

≤ N∥f∥L∞(Rd) +Ncθγ∥f∥1−θ
L∞(Rd)

∥f∥θ
Λ̇γ(Rd)

,

(2.20)

where N is independent of c. Dividing both sides by cθγ and letting c→ ∞, we obtain

∥f∥Λ̇θγ(Rd) ≤ N∥f∥1−θ
L∞(Rd)

∥f∥θ
Λ̇γ(Rd)

.

Applying Young’s inequality gives the desired estimate. □

Lemma 2.5. Let γ ∈ (0,∞) and f, g ∈ Λγ(Rd). Then fg ∈ Λγ(Rd), and

∥fg∥Λ̇γ(Rd) ≤∥f∥L∞(Rd)∥g∥Λ̇γ(Rd) +

[γ]−−1∑
j=1

(
[γ]−

j

)
∥f∥Λ̇j(Rd)∥g∥Λ̇γ−j(Rd)

+ ∥f∥Λ̇γ(Rd)∥g∥L∞(Rd).

(2.21)

Proof. The inequality (2.21) can be directly obtained from

D[γ]−

h (fg)(x) =

[γ]−∑
j=0

(
[γ]−

j

)
Dj
hf(x+ ([γ]− − j)h)D[γ]−−j

h g(x).

The lemma is proved. □

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.6

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.6 with zero initial data. In this section, we consider the Cauchy problem

∂tu(t, x) =

d∑
i,j=1

aij(t, x)Diju(t, x) +

d∑
i=1

bi(t, x)Diu+ c(t, x)u(t, x) + f(t, x), (3.22)

subject to the zero initial condition u(0, ·) = 0.

Theorem 3.1. Let T ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ (1,∞], γ > 0, and let w ∈ Ap(R) with [w]Ap
≤ K0 (put w ≡ 1

and K0 = 1 when p = ∞). Suppose that Assumption 1.5 (γ) holds. Then, for any f ∈ Λγ
p,w(T ),

there exists a unique solution u ∈ Hγ+2
p,w (T ) to the equation (3.22) in (0, T ) × Rd, with zero initial

condition u(0, x) = 0. Moreover, the following estimate holds:

∥u∥Hγ+2
p,w (T ) ≤ N∥f∥Λγ

p,w(T ),

where N = N(d, γ,K0,K, ν, T, p).

The next two lemmas play crucial roles in the proof of a priori estimate.

Lemma 3.2. Let η > 0, p ∈ (1,∞], and T > 0. Suppose that
• a = (aij(t))i,j are independent of x.
• a = (aij(t))i,j is bounded and satisfies (1.4).
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• bi = c = 0 for all i = 1, · · · , d.

If u is a solution to (3.22) with f ∈ Λη
p,w(T ), then for each t ∈ (0, T ),

∥u(t, ·)∥Λη+2(Rd) ≤ N(T )Mt

(
∥f(∗, ·)∥Λη(Rd)1(0,T )(∗)

)
(t), (3.23)

where

Mtf(t) := sup
r>0

−
ˆ t+r

t−r
f(s)ds.

In particular, N(T ) is increasing in T .

Proof. This is a direct consequence of [7, Lemma 2.6] with ϕ(λ) = λη , γ = 2, and ϕγ(λ) =
λη+2. □

Lemma 3.3. Let γ ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ (1,∞], and w ∈ Ap such that [w]Ap ≤ K0 (put w ≡ 1 and
K0 = 1 when p = ∞). Suppose that u ∈ Λγ

p,w(a, b) satisfies u(a, ·) = 0. Then we have

∥u∥Lp((a,b),w dt;L∞(Rd)) ≤ N(b− a)∥∂tu∥Lp((a,b),w dt;L∞(Rd)), (3.24)

where N = N(d, p,K0).

Proof. By the fundamental theorem of calculus,

|u(t, x)| ≤
ˆ t

a

|∂tu(s, x)|ds = (t− a)−
ˆ t

a

|∂tu(s, x)|ds.

Consequently,

∥u(t, ·)∥L∞(Rd) ≤ 2(t− a)Mt(∥∂tu(∗, ·)∥L∞(Rd)1(a,b)(∗))(t), ∀t ∈ (a, b).

Applying the weighted Hardy–Littlewood maximal function theorem (see, e.g., [10, Theorem 2.2])
yields (3.24). This completes the proof. □

We now prove the a priori estimate for the case with zero initial data.

Lemma 3.4 (A priori estimate). Let γ ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ (1,∞], T > 0, and w ∈ Ap with [w]Ap
≤ K0

(put w ≡ 1 and K0 = 1 when p = ∞). Suppose that f ∈ Λγ
p,w(T ), and u ∈ Hγ+2

p,w (T ) is a solution
to (3.22). Then

∥∂tu∥Λγ
p,w(T ) + ∥u∥Λγ+2

p,w (T ) ≤ N∥f∥Λγ
p,w(T ), (3.25)

where N = N(d, ν,K, p,K0, T ).

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.
Step 1. We first establish

∥∂tu∥Λγ
p,w(T ) + ∥u∥Λγ+2

p,w (T ) ≤ N
(
∥f∥Λγ

p,w(T ) + ∥u∥Lp((0,T ),w dt;L∞(Rd))

)
, (3.26)

where N = N(d, ν,K,K0, p, T ).
Since u satisfies the equation (3.22), we have

∥∂tu∥Λγ
p,w(T ) =

∥∥∥∥∥∥
d∑

i,j=1

aijDiju+

d∑
i=1

biDiu+ cu+ f

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Λγ

p,w(T )

≤N
(
∥u∥Λγ+2

p,w (T ) + ∥f∥Λγ
p,w(T )

)
.

Thus, in order to obtain (3.26), it remains to estimate ∥u∥Λγ+2
p,w (T ) in terms of the right-hand side.
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To achieve this, it is enough to deal with the case bi ≡ c ≡ 0. Indeed, once the required estimate
holds under this assumption, we have

∥∂tu∥Λγ
p,w(T ) + ∥u∥Λγ+2

p,w (T ) ≤N

∥∥∥∥∥f +

d∑
i=1

biDiu+ cu

∥∥∥∥∥
Λγ

p,w(T )

≤N
(
∥f∥Λγ

p,w(T ) + ∥u∥Λγ+1
p,w (T )

)
.

We now estimate the remaining ∥u∥Λγ+1
p,w (T ) term. By Lemma 2.4,

∥u∥Λγ+1
p,w (T ) ≤ Nε∥u∥Λγ+2

p,w (T ) +N(ε) ∥u∥Lp((0,T ),w dt;L∞(Rd)). (3.27)

Choosing ε > 0 sufficiently small allows the first term on the right-hand side to be absorbed into the
left-hand side of the estimate, thereby yielding (3.26). Therefore, we assume that f ∈ Λγ

p,w(T ), and
u ∈ Hγ+2

p,w (T ) is a solution to (3.22) with bi = c = 0 and zero initial condition.
We first consider γ ∈ (0, 1]. Let ζ ∈ C∞

c (Rd) such that ζ = 1 on B1, ζ = 0 on Rd \ B2, and
0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1. For R > 0 and y ∈ Rd, define ζyR(x) := ζ((x − y)/R) and set vy := uζyR. Then vy

satisfies

∂tv
y =

d∑
i,j=1

aijDijv
y + ζyRf −

d∑
i,j=1

(aij + aji)DiuDjζ
y
R −

d∑
i,j=1

aijuDijζ
y
R

=

d∑
i,j=1

aij(t, y)Dijv
y + F,

where

F :=

d∑
i,j=1

(aij − aij(t, y))Dijv
y + ζyRf −

d∑
i,j=1

(aij + aji)DiuDjζ
y
R −

d∑
i,j=1

aijuDijζ
y
R

=:

d∑
i,j=1

(aij − aij(t, y))Dijv
y +G.

Due to Λγ = Cγ if γ ∈ (0, 1), and (2.11), ∥aij(t, ·) − aij(t, y)∥L∞(B2R(y)) ≤ NAγ(R), where
N = N(ν) and Aγ(R) := Rγ1γ∈(0,1) +R log2(2/R)1γ=1. Using Lemma 2.5, Proposition 2.1-(ii)
and Lemma 2.4 with ε = Aγ(R), we have∥∥∥∥∥∥

d∑
i,j=1

(aij(t, ·)− aij(t, y))Dijv
y(t, ·)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Λγ(Rd)

≤N(d)

d∑
i,j=1

∥(aij(t, ·)− aij(t, y))∥L∞(B2R(y))∥D2
xv
y(t, ·)∥Λγ(Rd)

+N(d)

d∑
i,j=1

∥(aij(t, ·)− aij(t, y))∥Λγ(Rd)∥D2
xv
y(t, ·)∥L∞(Rd)

≤NAγ(R)∥vy(t, ·)∥Λγ+2(Rd) +N∥vy(t, ·)∥Λ2(Rd)

≤NAγ(R)∥vy(t, ·)∥Λγ+2(Rd) +N(d, ν, γ,R)∥u(t, ·)∥L∞(Rd).

(3.28)

Due to (2.19), for n ∈ N ∪ {0}

∥Dn
xζ

y
R∥Λγ(Rd) = R−n∥Dn

xζ∥L∞(Rd) +R−n−γ∥Dn
xζ∥Λ̇γ(Rd). (3.29)
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For G, Lemma 2.5 and (3.29) imply

∥G(t, ·)∥Λγ(Rd) ≤N∥ζyR∥Λγ(Rd)∥f(t, ·)∥Λγ(Rd)

+N(∥Dxζ
y
R∥Λγ(Rd) + ∥Dxxζ

y
R∥Λγ(Rd))∥u(t, ·)∥Λγ+1(Rd)

≤N(R)∥f(t, ·)∥Λγ(Rd) +N(R)∥u(t, ·)∥Λγ+1(Rd),

(3.30)

where N(R) is independent of y. Combining (3.28), (3.30), and Lemma 3.2 gives

∥vy(t, ·)∥Λγ+2(Rd)

≤NMt

(
∥F (∗, ·)∥Λγ(Rd)1(0,T )(∗)

)
(t)

≤NMt

(
∥(aij − aij(∗, y))Dijv

y(∗, ·)∥Λγ(Rd)1(0,T )(∗)
)
(t)

+NMt

(
∥G(∗, ·)∥Λγ(Rd)1(0,T )(∗)

)
(t)

≤NAγ(R)Mt

(
∥vy(∗, ·)∥Λγ+2(Rd)1(0,T )(∗)

)
(t)

+N(R)Mt

(
(∥u(∗, ·)∥Λγ+1(Rd) + ∥f(∗, ·)∥Λγ(Rd) + ∥u(∗, ·)∥L∞(Rd))1(0,T )(∗)

)
(t).

(3.31)

Since the constants in (3.31) are independent of y, we have

sup
y∈Rd

∥vy(t, ·)∥Λγ+2(Rd)

≤NAγ(R)Mt

(
sup
y∈Rd

∥vy(∗, ·)∥Λγ+2(Rd)1(0,T )(∗)

)
(t)

+N(R)Mt

(
(∥u(∗, ·)∥Λγ+1(Rd) + ∥f(∗, ·)∥Λγ(Rd) + ∥u(∗, ·)∥L∞(Rd))1(0,T )(∗)

)
(t)

By the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function theorem, when p ∈ (1,∞),ˆ T

0

sup
y∈Rd

∥vy(t, ·)∥p
Λγ+2(Rd)

w(t) dt

≤NAγ(R)
ˆ T

0

sup
y∈Rd

∥vy(t, ·)∥p
Λγ+2(Rd)

w(t) dt

+N(R)

(
∥u∥Λγ+1

p,w (T ) + ∥f∥Λγ
p,w(T ) + ∥u∥Lp((0,T ),w dt;L∞(Rd))

)
.

By taking sufficiently small R = R0 ∈ (0, 1) such that NAγ(R0) < 1 (N is independent of R), we
have ˆ T

0

sup
y∈Rd

∥vy(t, ·)∥Λγ+2(Rd)w(t) dt

≤N(R0)
(
∥u∥Λγ+1

p,w (T ) + ∥f∥Λγ
p,w(T ) + ∥u∥Lp((0,T ),w dt;L∞(Rd))

)
.

(3.32)

Since by Lemma 2.3,

∥u∥p
Λγ+2

p,w (T )
=

ˆ T

0

∥u(t, ·)∥p
Λγ+2(Rd)

w(t) dt

≤N(R0)

ˆ T

0

sup
y∈Rd

∥vy(t, ·)∥p
Λγ+2(Rd)

w(t) dt

one can deduce that

∥u∥Λγ+2
p,w (T ) ≤ N(R0)

(
∥u∥Λγ+1

p,w (T ) + ∥f∥Λγ
p,w(T ) + ∥u∥Lp((0,T ),w dt;L∞(Rd))

)
. (3.33)

when p ∈ (1,∞). Similarly, when p = ∞, by using

∥u∥Λγ+2
p,w (T ) = sup

t∈(0,T )

∥u(t, ·)∥Λγ+2(Rd) ≤ N(R0) sup
t∈(0,T )

sup
y∈Rd

∥vy(t, ·)∥Λγ+2(Rd),
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one can still obtain (3.33) with p = ∞ (and w ≡ 1). Using (3.27) and taking sufficiently small
ε ∈ (0, 1) such that N(R0)ε < 1 yields the result for γ ∈ (0, 1].

The general case γ ∈ (n − 1, n] follows by induction using Proposition 2.1-(ii). Assume that
(3.26) holds when γ̃ ∈ (0, n − 1] with n ≥ 2. Proposition 2.1-(ii) yields πk := Dku ∈ Hγ+1

p,w (T )
and πk satisfies

∂tπk =

d∑
i,j=1

aijDijπk +Dkf +

d∑
i,j=1

DkaijDiju.

By induction hypothesis with γ − 1 ∈ (0, n− 1], Proposition 2.1-(ii) and Lemma 2.5,

∥πk∥Λγ+1
p,w (T ) ≤ N∥πk∥Lp((0,T ),w dt;L∞(Rd)) +N∥Dkf∥Λγ−1

p,w (T ) +N

d∑
i,j=1

∥DkaijDiju∥Λγ−1
p,w (T )

≤ N
(
∥u∥Λγ+1

p,w (T ) +N∥f∥Λγ
p,w(T )

)
.

Since (3.26) is true when γ − 1 ∈ (0, n− 1],

∥u∥Λγ+1
p,w (T ) ≤ N

(
∥f∥Λγ−1

p,w (T ) + ∥u∥Lp((0,T ),w dt;L∞(Rd))

)
.

Thus, we arrive at (3.26) with γ ∈ (0,∞).

Step 2. We now show

∥u∥Lp((0,T ),w dt;L∞(Rd)) ≤ N∥f∥Λγ
p,w(T ),

where N = N(d, ν,K, p,K0, T ). Let sl := lT
m for l = 0, . . . ,m, and take cut-off functions

ηl ∈ C∞(R) (l ≥ 1) such that ηl = 1 for t > sl, ηl = 0 for t ≤ sl−1, and |η′l| ≤ 2m/T . For l = 0,
set s−1 := 0 and η0 ≡ 1. Then ql(t, x) := u(t, x)ηl(t) ∈ Λγ+2

p,w (sl−1, sl+1) satisfies

∂tq
l =

d∑
i,j=1

aijDijq
l +

d∑
i=1

biDiq
l + cql + fηl + u∂tηl, t ∈ (sl−1, sl+1),

with zero initial condition ql(sl−1, ·) = 0. By (3.26) from Step 1, for l ≥ 1,

∥∂tql∥Λγ
p,w(sl−1,sl+1) + ∥ql∥Λγ+2

p,w (sl−1,sl+1)

≤N∥fηl∥Λγ
p,w(sl−1,sl+1) +N∥u∂tηl∥Λγ

p,w(sl−1,sl+1) +N∥ql∥Lp((sl−1,sl+1),w dt;L∞(Rd))

≤N∥f∥Λγ
p,w(T ) +N

m

T
∥u∥Λγ

p,w(sl) +N∥u∥Lp((sl−1,sl),w dt;L∞(Rd))

+N∥u∥Lp((sl,sl+1),w dt;L∞(Rd))

For l = 0, since ∂tη0 = 0,

∥u∥Λγ+2
p,w (s1)

≤ N∥f∥Λγ
p,w(T ) +N∥u∥Lp((0,s1),w dt;L∞(Rd)).

Here, we remark that, although the analysis is carried out on smaller time intervals, the constants N
can be regarded as depending on T . Now apply Lemma 3.3 and Step 1 to get, for l ≥ 1,

∥u∥Lp((sl,sl+1),w dt;L∞(Rd)) ≤∥ql∥Lp((sl−1,sl+1),w dt;L∞(Rd))

≤N T

m
∥∂tql∥Lp((sl−1,sl+1),w dt;L∞(Rd))

≤N T

m
∥f∥Λγ

p,w(T ) +N
T

m
∥u∥Lp((sl−1,sl),w dt;L∞(Rd))

+N
T

m
∥u∥Lp((sl,sl+1),w dt;L∞(Rd)) +N∥u∥Λγ

p,w(sl),
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and for l = 0,

∥u∥Lp((0,s1),w dt;L∞(Rd)) ≤ N
T

m

(
∥f∥Λγ

p,w(T ) + ∥u∥Lp((0,s1),w dt;L∞(Rd))

)
.

Choosing m sufficiently large so that N T/m < 1, for l ≥ 1,

∥u∥Lp((sl,sl+1),w dt;L∞(Rd)) ≤N
(
∥f∥Λγ

p,w(T ) + ∥u∥Λγ
p,w(sl)

)
≤N

(
∥f∥Λγ

p,w(T ) + ∥u∥Lp((0,sl),w dt;L∞(Rd))

)
,

and for l = 0,
∥u∥Lp((0,s1),w dt;L∞(Rd)) ≤ N∥f∥Λγ

p,w(T ).

Hence, by using induction, the desired result is obtained. Combining Steps 1 and 2, the lemma is
proved. □

Proof of Theorem 3.1. The uniqueness and the estimate follow directly from Lemma 3.4.
For the existence, we apply the method of continuity. For λ ∈ [0, 1], define

Lλ :=

d∑
i,j=1

(λaij + (1− λ)δij)Dij + λ

d∑
i=1

biDi + λc.

Let S denote the set of all λ ∈ [0, 1] such that for every f ∈ Λγ
p,w(T ), there exists a unique

u ∈ Λγ+2
p,w (T ) solving

∂tu = Lλu+ f with zero initial condition. (3.34)
We claim that S = [0, 1].
Step 1. S is nonempty. By previously known results (see, e.g., [7, Theorem 1.6]), the equation

corresponding to λ = 0 is solvable; hence 0 ∈ S.
Step 2. Uniform openness of S. Assumption 1.5(γ) holds for Lλ for all λ ∈ [0, 1] with the same

ellipticity constant ν and the same bound K on the coefficients. Thus Lemma 3.4 yields the a priori
estimate

∥u∥Hγ+2
p,w (T ) ≤ N∥f∥Λγ

p,w(T ) (3.35)

for every solution u of (3.34), with a constant N = N(d, γ,K0,K, ν, p, T ) that is independent of λ.
Fix λ0 ∈ S, and let

Tλ0
: f 7→ u

denote the solution operator associated with (3.34) at λ = λ0. Then (3.35) implies

∥Tλ0f∥Hγ+2
p,w (T ) ≤ N ∥f∥Λγ

p,w(T ), ∀f ∈ Λγ
p,w(T ), (3.36)

so that Tλ0
is bounded with operator norm at most N . Now fix f ∈ Λγ

p,w(T ) and λ ∈ [0, 1]. We
rewrite (3.34) as a fixed point problem around λ0:

∂tu = Lλ0u+ f + (Lλ − Lλ0)u.

Equivalently, u = Tλ0

(
f + (Lλ − Lλ0)u

)
. Define the map

Φλ0,λ(u) := Tλ0

(
f + (Lλ − Lλ0)u

)
, u ∈ Hγ+2

p,w (T ).

Then fixed points of Φλ0,λ are precisely the solutions of (3.34) for the parameter λ. For u1, u2 ∈
Hγ+2
p,w (T ) we have, by the linearity of Tλ0

and (3.36),

∥Φλ0,λ(u1)− Φλ0,λ(u2)∥Hγ+2
p,w (T ) ≤ N∥(Lλ − Lλ0)(u1 − u2)∥Λγ

p,w(T ). (3.37)

Since the coefficients of Lλ depend linearly on λ and are uniformly bounded in λ ∈ [0, 1], there
exists a constant C0 = C0(d, γ,K,K0, ν, p, T ) > 0 such that

∥(Lλ − Lλ0)v∥Λγ
p,w(T ) ≤ C0 |λ− λ0| ∥v∥Hγ+2

p,w (T ), ∀v ∈ Hγ+2
p,w (T ), λ, λ0 ∈ [0, 1]. (3.38)
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Combining (3.37) and (3.38) gives

∥Φλ0,λ(u1)− Φλ0,λ(u2)∥Hγ+2
p,w (T ) ≤ NC0|λ− λ0|∥u1 − u2∥Hγ+2

p,w (T ).

Choose ε0 > 0 such that NC0 ε0 < 1, where ε0 = ε0(d, γ,K0,K, ν, p, T ) is independent of λ0.
Then, for all λ ∈ [0, 1] with |λ − λ0| < ε0, the map Φλ0,λ is a contraction on Hγ+2

p,w (T ). By the
Banach fixed-point theorem, Φλ0,λ admits a unique fixed point u ∈ Hγ+2

p,w (T ), which solves (3.34).
Hence,

(λ0 − ε0, λ0 + ε0) ∩ [0, 1] ⊂ S.

Thus every point of S has a neighborhood of radius ε0 contained in S, with ε0 independent of the
point.

Step 3. Covering argument. Since 0 ∈ S and ε0 > 0 is fixed, we have [0, ε0]∩ [0, 1] ⊂ S. Iterating
this argument, we obtain

[0, kε0] ∩ [0, 1] ⊂ S for each k ∈ N.
Choosing k0 ∈ N with k0ε0 ≥ 1 yields [0, 1] ⊂ S, hence S = [0, 1].

This proves the existence of a unique solution u ∈ Hγ+2
p,w (T ) to (3.34) for λ = 1. Together with

the a priori estimate and uniqueness, this completes the proof. □

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6 with non-zero initial data. We now turn to the case of non-zero initial
data. The following trace theorem plays a crucial role in our analysis. It shows that Hγ+2

p,w (T )
admits a well-defined and continuous trace at t = 0, and moreover that every element of the space
Λγ+2,w
p (Rd) arises as such a trace. In particular, this identifies Λγ+2,w

p (Rd) as the optimal initial data
space for the regularity class Hγ+2

p,w (T ), and provides the exact mechanism by which the non-zero
initial value problem can be reduced to the zero initial data case.

Theorem 3.5 (Trace theorem). Let η ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ (1,∞], T > 0, and w ∈ Ap with [w]Ap
≤ K0.

(i) The space Hη+2
p,w (T ) is continuously embedded into C([0, T ]; Λη+2,w

p (Rd)); that is,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥u(t, ·)∥Λη+2,w
p (Rd) ≤ N∥u∥Hη+2

p,w (T ).

(ii) For every u0 ∈ Λη+2,w
p (Rd), there exists v ∈ Hη+2

p,w (T ) satisfying v(0, ·) = u0, and

∥v∥Hη+2
p,w (T ) ≤ N∥u0∥Λη+2,w

p (Rd). (3.39)

Here N depends on K0, p, and T .

Proof. Since the results for the case p = ∞ follow directly from the definition of Hη+2
p,w (T ), we

focus on the case p ∈ (1,∞). By [7, Lemma 3.1] with ϕ(λ) = λη and γ = 2, we have

(Λη+2(Rd),Λη(Rd))W 1/p,p = Λη+2,w
p (Rd), (3.40)

where W (t) :=
´ t
0
w(s) ds, and (X,Y )W 1/p,p denotes the generalized real interpolation space (see

[9]). With the characterization of the generalized real interpolation space (3.40), (i) and (ii) follow
directly from [7, Theorem 1.8] and [9, Theorem 1.5], respectively. This completes the proof of the
theorem. □

Proof of Theorem 1.6. The uniqueness follows directly from Theorem 3.1.
For the existence, we first obtain v ∈ Hγ+2

p,w (T ) satisfying v(0, ·) = u0 and (3.39) by applying
Theorem 3.5-(ii). Then Lv − ∂tv ∈ Λγ

p,w(T ), where

Lu :=

d∑
i,j=1

aijDiju+

d∑
i=1

biDiu+ cu.

Hence, by Theorem 3.1, there exists a unique solution ū ∈ Hγ+2
p,w (T ) to

∂tū = Lū+ (f + Lv − ∂tv), with zero initial condition.
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Let u := ū+ v. Then u is a solution to

∂tu = Lu+ f, u(0, ·) = u0.

The desired estimates follow directly from Theorems 3.1 and 3.5. This completes the proof of the
theorem. □
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