arXiv:2512.24020v1 [math.AP] 30 Dec 2025

A REGULARITY THEORY FOR SECOND-ORDER PARABOLIC PARTIAL
DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS IN WEIGHTED MIXED NORM SOBOLEV-ZYGMUND
SPACES

JAE-HWAN CHOI AND JUNHEE RYU

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)

d d
Opu(t,x) = > aij(t,x) Dyigru(t,x) + 3 bi(t,x) Dysult, ) + c(t, x)ult, z) + f(t, z), (1.1)

ij=1 i=1

posed on (0,7) x RY, with non-zero initial data. Our framework is based on the weighted mixed
norm Sobolev-Zygmund space L,((0,T),wdt; A7(R?)), where A7(R?) is the Holder-Zygmund
space of order v € (0,00) and the weight w belongs to the Muckenhoupt class A,(R). For p €

(1, o], the mixed norm is given by
T 1/p
</0 Hu(t) ')Hiw(Rd)w(t) dt> , b€ (17 OO>7

€ss sup ||U(t, ')HA’WR‘*): D = 0.
te(0,T)

||uHLp((O,T),wdt;AW(Rd)) =

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

Definition 1.1 (Holder-Zygmund space). Let v € (0,00) and p € [1,00]. The space A (R?) is
defined by
AJ(RY) :={f € Loo(R?) : || fllayre) < 00}

Here the norm || f || o3 ra) is given by

1 fllay®ay == [1fll Lo ey + Hf”[\;;(]Rd)a

where

- 1/p
U D ey i) s e (Loo)
||f||AZ(Rd) = < HD’[L’Y] f”LOO(IRd)

) [R]Y ) P = 0.
heR
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Here Dy, f(z) := f(x + h) — f(z), DPf(z) = D} (Dnf)(x), and [y]~ is the smallest integer
strictly larger than ~. We denote A7 (R?) := A2 (R%) and A7(R%) := A7 (R%).

Definition 1.2 (Muckenhoupt’s class). For p € (1,00), let A, = A,(RR) be the class of all nonneg-
ative and locally integrable functions w : R — [0, 00) satisfying

t+r t+r L p—1
[w]a, := sup Q[ w(s)ds) X (][ w(s)vlds) < 00.
r>0,teR t—r t—r

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

g5, bi, C, f S Cgéla, [N S (0, ].) —— U c Ctlﬁ-;a/2,2+a'
However, the classical Schauder theory faces two fundamental limitations:

1. it does not apply when the coefficients a;;, b;, and c are merely measurable in time;
2. it breaks down at the critical index o = 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; C*(R?)), thereby accommodating time-
measurable coefficients while preserving spatial Holder continuity. Lorenzi [20] and Krylov [17, 18]
subsequently generalized Brandt’s approach to the mixed norm spaces L, (R, dt; C%(R%)) for p €
(1, 00]. 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

Ly(R,w(t)dt; C*(RY)), w € Ap(R).

Despite these advances, classical Holder spaces remain inadequate in the critical case of integer
regularity o = 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 Holder-Zygmund spaces A7.
These spaces coincide with Holder spaces for non-integer orders, AY = C7 for v ¢ N, but become
strictly larger for integer orders (see Proposition 2.2):

C7" C A7, veN.
Within this framework, Kim [15] established regularity estimates in L, ((0,7),dt; A%(R%)), 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

Ly((0,7), w(t)dt; AT(RY)),  w € Ay(R), p € (1,00], (12)

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

Ow +u-Vyw = Azw, u = VjA;lw. (1.3)
It is well-known that for initial vorticity wy € L1 (R?) N L (R?), there exists a unique global weak

solution satisfying w € Loo((0,7); L1(R?) N Ly (R?)), as established by Ben-Artzi and Brezis
[2, 6]. Moreover, Ben-Artzi [2] also proved

O DRw(t,-), DEw(t,-) € Loo(R?), VEk € 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



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-Holder-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 infeger-order case. Consequently,
despite the well-developed theory for time-dependent coefficients, the Zygmund theory for fully
variable coefficients a;; (¢, 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 v € 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 L,, 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 v € (0,00), p € (1,00, and w € A,(R). We put w = 1 when
p = 00.
(i) For0 < S < T < oo, we denote

A d .
A w(Sa T) = Lp((Sa T)ﬂl}dt,A (R ))7 lfp c (1’00)7
: Loo((S,T), dt; AT(RY)), if p= o0,

equipped with the norm defined by
T 1/p
lullag s = ( e e w<t>dt) Ly (1,00 + €58 5up [u(t, )|ty Ly—oo-
S te(S,T)

When S = 0, we simply denote A}, (T) := A} ,(0,T).
(ii) We define A)* (R9) to be the set of all continuous functions u defined on R? satisfying

||U||Ag’“’(le) = HUHLOQ(R"L) + ||U\|Ag~'w(w) < 09,
where
_ 1/p
D7 ullh ey an
ez =\ fo W) g | treteo ¥ Il toece

and W(A) := [ w(s)ds.
(iii) The space H)2(S, T) is the setof all uw € A} 12(S, T) for which there exist ug € AJ T2 (R)
and f € A} (S, T) such that

t
u(t, x) = up(x) +/ f(s,z)ds
S
for all (¢,z) € [S,T) x R%. We also define

||U|‘Hg§3(s,T) = ||U||Agtuz(s,T) + Hu0‘|/\g+2=w(Rd) + ||f||Ag,w(s,T)-

Remark 1.4. It can be verified directly that the pair (ug, f) € AJT2*(R%) x A7 (S, T) associated
with u is unique. Hence, we may unambiguously write f = O;u.

We now state the assumptions on the coefficients and present the main result. The conditions
below ensure uniform ellipticity of the operator and spatial A¥—regularity of the coefficients.



Assumption 1.5 (7). There exist positive constants v and K satisfying the following conditions:
(1) Forall (t,z) € (0,00) x R,
d

Vg < Y ay(ta)&g,  VEERY (1.4)

i,j=1

(2) The coefficients a;;, b;, and ¢ are measurable, and satisfy

d d
D i 1 (00087 ®2)) + D Bl 10,0008 Ry F llellz o (0,00)07 (RaY) < K-
ij=1 i—1

Theorem 1.6. Let T € (0,00), p € (1,00}, v > 0, and let w € A,(R) with [w]a, < Ko (putw =1
and Ko = 1 when p = o). Suppose that Assumption 1.5 () holds. Then, for any pair (ug, f) €
A2 (RY) x A}, (T), there exists a unique solution w € H)T2(T) to (1.1) in (0, T) x R?, with
the initial condition u(0,x) = ug(x). Moreover, the following estimate holds:

ull gy 2y < N (sl
where N = N(d,~, Ko, K,v,T,p).

gtz ey T 1 Fllag . cm)s (1.5)

2. PRELIMINARIES ON HOLDER-ZYGMUND SPACES

2.1. Characterizations of Holder-Zygmund Spaces. In this subsection, we recall several equiva-
lent descriptions of the Holder-Zygmund spaces A} (R9).
Proposition 2.1. Lety € (0,00) and p € (1,00].
(i) (Equivalence with Besov spaces) Let {A;} ez be a standard Littlewood-Paley projection op-
erators defined by

Njf == f, Fll€) == Fl(277¢),  supp(F[Y]) = {¢ € R : 1/2 < [¢] <2},
with F[y)] > 0 and 3~ ; , F[Y](277€) = 1 for § # 0. Then

11 &z ey = 11f | 5, ma
3 (RY) »(RY)

where

. 1/p
(S5 2181 ) 5 ifpE (L00),
Ifllsy , ey = IEE oo (RY) ,
sup;ez 277 || A fll Lo (rays ifp = oo.
(ii) (Characterization via derivatives) If v = n + §, n € NU {0}, and 6 € (0, 1], then
Iflag@ey =~ > ID*flloo@s + D HDBfHAg(]Rd)'
lal<n |B|=n
The equivalence constants depend only on d,~y, and p.

Proof. The result (¢) is well-known, e.g., see [8, Theorem 1.5, Theorem 1.6].
For (i4), iterating elementary difference estimates, we have

- n ST Ha
DY fllo ey < IB™ S IDYT DO fllo ray-
|a|=n

Therefore,
11143 may < N(n,p) > 1D fll s

laj=n
which proves the “<” direction.
For the converse inequality, note that for any multi-index a,

1A;D%fll 1 gay < N2/ A; 1. ray- (2.6)



Hence,
1D fll Lo () SNZQJMHAJ‘JC”LW(W)

JEL
. 2.7
SN ey + D 27°NA fllo ey |
j=1
For |a| < m and p € (1, 00), Holder’s inequality gives
- - Ve 1/p'
Z 97lel HAijLoo(Rd) < Z 2jw‘|Ajf||ZI),oo(Rd) Z 9i(la]=)p
j=1 j=1 j=1 2.8)
1/p ’
i .
<N ZWWHAJ‘JC”ZLOO(W) < NHf”B;VO’p(]Rdy

j=1

where p’ = p/(p — 1). Combining (2.7), (2.8), and (%), we obtain the desired bound for p € (1, c0).
When p = oo, we instead use the trivial bound

(o) o0
X:QJ‘IaIHAijLoo < S'lelg (22714, fllr..) Zgﬂ'(\alﬂ) < NHf”Bgo,m(Rd)'
J j=1

j=1
Thus, for all p € (1, 00],
1D fllLow ey < N[ fllayray, Vel <n.
Finally, by (¢) and (2.6), for |3| = n we have
1/p 1/p
||D’8f||Ag(Rd) = ZQj&pHAjDﬁfniw(Rd) <N ZQMPHAilezw(Rd)
JEL JEZ
with the obvious modification when p = oo (replace ¢, by {+.). Summing over all || = n completes

the proof. O

If p = coand v > 0 is a non-integer, then the Zygmund space A” (R¢) coincides with the classical
Holder space C7(R9). At integer orders v € N, however, this identification fails. The next result
states the precise inclusions between the corresponding spaces.

Proposition 2.2. Forn € N,
Cn(Rd) g C"_l’l(Rd) g An(Rd) _,C_ Cnfl,l(RdL

log
where

Bt(x) — DP
I1£] |D7f(x) — D" f(y)|

n—1,1 = Daf a4y + sup .
o ) |a;1 1D £l 1o ) |B|;1 b o — yllogs (2/]z — y)

Proof. The strict inclusion C™(RY) ¢ C™~11(R?) is well known, so we focus on the remaining
inclusions. By Proposition 2.1-(ii),

[llan@ey =~ D IDP flarga + Inz2 D 1D fllio @e)-

|Bl=n—1 lal<n—2

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

COYRY) ¢ AYRY) € CYH(RY). (2.9)

log

1. CO1(RY) C AL(RY).



Let ¢ € C2°(R%) be a nonnegative cut-off function near zero, and f() := x!log,(2/||). Then
for |h| < 1,
|f(h) = F(0)] = |n* [logy(2/|R]),
which implies that f¢ ¢ C%1(R9). However, f¢ € A*(R?), which easily follows from

|f(h) + f(=h) = 2f(0)| = 0 < [A].
2. A'(RY) ¢ CPL(RY).

log
The proof of A'(R?) C Cloo’g1 (R9) 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,

m—1

Z 27FD2,, f+ 27" Dymy, f. (2.10)
k=0

1

Dnf = 3

Taking L°°-norms gives

3

IN
M| —

-1
IDhfll Lo (me) 27 M| D2k fll 1o Ry + 27 [ Damn fl 1o (ra)

>
Il
<]

3

=< 275 (1 N ar gy 2°10) + 2 1F | 2o o)

DO =
bl
Il
[e=}

m|h] —m
= ?Hf”[\l(Rd) + 217 fll Lo re)-

For |h| < 1 choose m = |log,(2/|h|)] so that m < log,(2/|h|) and 2=™ < |h|. Then

2 2
190y < V108 (2 ) 1 ey + 2000 ey < 30 s o (7).
since log,(2/|h|) > 1 for |h| < 1. Taking the supremum over |h| < 1 yields
ORI 0)]
e—yl<1 | = yllogs(2/]z — yl)
To show A'(RY) # C21(R?), we put g(z) = || logy(2/|z|). Then

log

l9(h) = g(=h) = 29(0)| = 2[h[logy(2/[h]),

which implies that g¢ ¢ A'(R?). However, g{ € CIOO"g1 (R?). The proposition is proved. O

< 2| fl| a1 (ray- (2.11)

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

e tool for localization via partition of unity (Lemma 2.3),

e interpolation between Zygmund spaces (Lemma 2.4),

e 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 v > 0, and let { € C°(R?) be a cut-off function such that
((x) = 1for|z| <1, ((z) = 0for|z| > 2 and 0 < ¢ < 1. Then forany R > 0, y € R%, and
u € A (RY), we have

[[ulla~(ray < No sup [[uCgll i~ ray + N1 sup [[uCqllL., (ra), (2.12)
z€R4 z€R4

where sz(x) = C (zj_%z)r NO = NO(d7’Y7<)’ and Nl = Nl(d7’Y7R7 C)



Proof. We first claim that

1P ullio (B

ull oty < Ny, R)llull g sy + sup  sup 2.13)

VER [h|<R/[]- Iy
Indeed, for any h,y € R% and = € Br(y),

DY @) _Dp w@)l, D u(@)]
N T N T e

DY ull s (B o)

<
|h|< A7
7]

+ N (v, B)||ull L ray-

Next, fix y € R%. For z € Bs r(y), we have the identity
u(z) = CR‘d/ u(z)¢ ( ) dz = cR‘d/ u(x)Cq(x)dz, (2.14)
|2—y|<4R l=—y|<4R

where ¢! := [1, ((2)dz. Due to (2.14),

r—z

llullp.. ey < N sup [[uCzllL. ma)- (2.15)
z€R4

For any natural number k& < [y]~ and |h| < R/[y]~, we have for © € Bgr(y), x + kh € Bar(y).

Hence, by (2.14),

u(z + kh) = cR™¢ u(x + kh) C(x—kkh—z) dz
|=—y|<4R R
=cR™ u(z 4 kh) (5 (x + kh) dz.
|z—y|<4R
Therefore,
Dgyru(x) =cR™? DPY (u¢})(z) dz, Vz € Br(y).
lz—y|<4R

Taking the supremum over x € Bg(y) yields

v~ ™,z
1D ullL (Bry) < R D" (u¢i)l Lo ey dz < Nucil o, gey- (2.16)
‘h|’y |z—y|<4R ‘h|’y >
Combining (2.13), (2.15), and (2.16) completes the proof. [l

Lemma 2.4 (Interpolation inequality). Let v € (0,00) and f € AY(R?). Then for 6 € (0,1) and
e >0,

£l 40y < Nell ey + Ne™T (| fll oo gy, Ve >0,
where N is independent of f and €.

Proof. By [3, Theorem 6.4.5] and Proposition 2.1,
AQ’Y(Rd) = (Bgo,oc(Rd)v A’Y(Rd))e,oov
where Bgo,oo(]Rd) denotes the Besov space of order 0. By [23, (6) in Section 2.4.1],
| £l a0~ (ray = ||f||(B0 (R AT (RD))g o S 2||f|| o (Rd)Hf”f\’Y(]Rd)' (2.17)

Let
Sf@) = [ He=p@ay  Afa) = [ fa-uma
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where @ := 3. 1;. Then we obtain
1 fllBo, _®ay = 1S0f Lo (re) + S{ug 1A fllz. ey < Cyll fll Lo ey (2.18)
: e
where
Cy = ||®]| 1 (ra) + sup [[¥) || L1 (ra) < 0.
jez

For any ¢, > 0

1 (e anmay = " I1F | anrey- (2.19)
Combining (2.17)-(2.19) yields

LA oty = 11 ity + I o
< NI ey U F o ety + €N i eay)° (2.20)
< NIty + NI 115 g

where N is independent of ¢. Dividing both sides by ¢/ and letting ¢ — oo, we obtain

”fHA@”r (R4) < NHf”Loo(]Rd)HfH?\'Y(]Rd)'
Applying Young’s inequality gives the desired estimate. U
Lemma 2.5. Lety € (0,00) and f,g € AV (R?). Then fg € AY(R?), and

il
100y <IN e Ny + Z ( lsmaldlim oo,

A1l gy 191 £ oo -
Proof. The inequality (2.21) can be directly obtained from

v~

ol (o) = Y- (7 )ohste+ (B - m o gto)

=0

The lemma is proved. O

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

d d
Opu(t,x) = > ai;(t,x)Dijult,z) + > bi(t,x)Du+ c(t, x)ult, z) + f(t,x),  (3.22)
i,j=1 i=1

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

Theorem 3.1. Let T € (0,00), p € (1,00}, v > 0, and let w € A,(R) with [w]a, < Ko (putw =1
and Ko = 1 when p = 00). Suppose that Assumption 1.5 () holds. Then, for any f € A} (),
there exists a unique solution v € H)t2(T) to the equation (3.22) in (0,T) x RY, with zero initial
condition u(0, x) = 0. Moreover, the following estimate holds:

lulligyszcry < NI llaguer
where N = N(d,~, Ko, K,v, T, p).
The next two lemmas play crucial roles in the proof of a priori estimate.

Lemma 3.2. Letn > 0, p € (1,00], and T > 0. Suppose that

o a = (a;(t))i,; are independent of .
o a = (a;j(t));,; is bounded and satisfies (1.4).



e by=c=0foralli=1,---,d.
If wis a solution to (3.22) with f € A}, (T), then for each t € (0,T),

u(t, )| an+2@ay < N(T)My ([[f () an@ay Lo () (¢), (3.23)
where
t+r
M f(t) := sup f(s)ds.
r>0Jt—r

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

Proof. This is a direct consequence of [7, Lemma 2.6] with ¢(\) = A7, v = 2, and ¢, (\) =
XTH2, .

Lemma 3.3. Let v € (0,00), p € (1,00], and w € Ay, such that [w]a, < Ko (put w = 1 and
Ko = 1 when p = 00). Suppose that u € A}, (a,b) satisfies u(a,-) = 0. Then we have

1wl L, ((ab),wdt; Lo ) < N (b= a)|0cullL, ((a,b),wdt;Loc (RE)) s (3.24)
where N = N(d, p, Ky).

Proof. By the fundamental theorem of calculus,

¢ ¢
lu(t, z)| < / |Opu(s, z)|ds = (t — a)][ |Opu(s, z)|ds.
Consequently,

lu(t, )o@y < 208 = a)M([suls, ) Lo re) L(ap) (+))(E),  VE € (a,b).
Applying the weighted Hardy—Littlewood maximal function theorem (see, e.g., [10, Theorem 2.2])
yields (3.24). This completes the proof. U

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

Lemma 3.4 (A priori estimate). Lety € (0,00), p € (1,00], T > 0, and w € Ay, with [w]a, < Ko
(put w = 1 and Ko = 1 when p = oc). Suppose that f € A ,(T), and v € H) 3 2(T) is a solution
to (3.22). Then

10cullay 1) + Ul prs2 oy < NIFllag., ) (3.25)
where N = N(d,v, K,p, Ko, T).

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

[0cullay ., cry + lullgytzery < N (Hf”Ag,w(T) + ||u||Lp((0,T),wdt;Lw(Rd))) ; (3.26)

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

d d
0:ullay., (1) = Z a;;Diju + ZbiDiu +cu+ f

1,j=1 i=1 AL (T)
<N (Ilullagzery + 1Az ) -

Thus, in order to obtain (3.26), it remains to estimate ||u|| Ax+2(r) in terms of the right-hand side.
ok



10

To achieve this, it is enough to deal with the case b; = ¢ = 0. Indeed, once the required estimate
holds under this assumption, we have

d
10vullag . z) + lull aye2(ry <N Hf + ) biDju+ cu
=1

A7 (T)
<N (IIfIIA;,u,m + ||U||A;,tJ(T>) :

We now estimate the remaining ||u|| 5 ~+1 (1 term. By Lemma 2.4,
%

[l pyr oy < Nellull gyt + N @) [llz, 0,7),wati 1o RE)- (3.27)

Choosing € > 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 € A7, (T'), and
u € H)12(T) is a solution to (3.22) with b; = ¢ = 0 and zero initial condition.

We first consider v € (0,1]. Let ¢ € C°(R?) such that ¢ = 1 on By, ¢ = 0 on R¢\ By, and
0< (<1 ForR >0andy € R define (%(z) := (((z — y)/R) and set v¥ := u(%. Then v¥
satisfies

d d d
8tvy = Z aijDijUy =+ Cly%f — Z (aij =+ aji)DiuDjQy% — Z aijuDijC%

ij=1 ij=1 ij=1
d
= > ai(t,y)Dyyv¥ + F,
ig=1
where
d d d
F = Z (aij — aij(t,y))Dijv¥ + Chf — Z (aij + aji) DiuD;Ch — Z aijuDi;Ch
1,7=1 1,7=1 1,0=1

(aij — ai;(t,y)) Dijo’ + G.

I
.M&

i,j=1

Due to AY = C7 if v € (0,1), and (2.11), ||ai;(t,-) — aij(t, )|l 1. (Ban(y) < NA,(R), where
N = N(v) and Ay (R) := R"1,¢(0,1) + Rlog,(2/R)1,—;. Using Lemma 2.5, Proposition 2.1-(i4)
and Lemma 2.4 with ¢ = A, (R), we have

d
D (ait, ) — aij(t,y)) Dijv¥ (¢, )
w A (RY)
d
<SN(d) > @ity ) = ai (b )| L (Ban(oy P20 (£ )| av (ra)
i,j=1 (3.28)

d
+N(d) Y lai(t ) = aii (t9))lav@e | D30 ()| . o)

ij=1
SNAL(R)|[vY(2, )| ave2may + N[0V (E )l a2 way
SNAL (R0 (L, )| avt2(ray + N(d, v, 7y, R)|lu(t, )] L (ray-

Due to (2.19), forn € NU {0}
1D5 Chllav@ay = BIDZCN Lo may + B NDZC 4o - (3.29)



For GG, Lemma 2.5 and (3.29) imply
|Gt ) lav@ay SNICRIA @yl f ()l avre
+ N([|D2CR A+ wray + | DaaClla~ ey ult, )l av+1(ray (3.30)
SN(R)[If (L, )| av ey + N(R) [t )| av+1 (rays
where N (R) is independent of y. Combining (3.28), (3.30), and Lemma 3.2 gives
0¥ (£, )| av+2 (ma
SNM ([IF (%, )| ax ey Lo,r) (%)) (2)
SNM ([[(aij = aij(+,y))Dijo¥ (. ) [ av ray Lio,m) (+)) ()
+ NMt (HG(*7 )lax @y Lo,y () (2)
SNA, (R)M; ([[0¥ (%, ) av+2@ey Lo,y (%)) (F)
N(R )Mt ((lu( 7')||m+1(1R<d) £ G av@ay + (s )l Lo @ey) 10,y (%)) (B)-
Since the constants in (3.31) are independent of y, we have

(3.31)

sup [[v¥(t, )| av+2(ra)
yERY

<NA,(R)M, <Sup |Uy(*a’)||A7+2(Rd)1(O,T)(*)> (t)

yeR
N(R)My ([l ) laveray + 1 G )llar@ay + Tulx, oo @)l () (©)
By the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function theorem, when p € (1, c0),

T
| s 1070 et e
0

y€ERd

T
SNALR) [ sup 670, aelt) de
0 yeRd

+ N(R) <||U||A331(T) + Ay ) + ”uLp((O,T),wdt;LQC(Rd)))~

By taking sufficiently small R = Ry € (0,1) such that NA,(Ry) < 1 (IV is independent of R), we
have

T
/ sup 0¥ (¢, )| ase ey w(t) dt
0 yeRrd (3.32)

<N(Ro) (lullagst iy + 1Ay + 1l 0.1 dtst ey )
Since by Lemma 2.3,

T
Iz, = [ Tt s ay®)

T
N(Bo) [ sup 6763 o eyl
0

y€ER4

one can deduce that
[ull py42() < N(Ro) (”u”Agj{ul(T) + 1fllaz.om + ”uHLP((O,T),wdt;LOC(Rd))) : (3.33)
when p € (1, 00). Similarly, when p = oo, by using

lullayz¢ry = sup [Jult,)llar+2re) < N(Ro) sup sup [[0¥(L, )| av+2(ra),
’ te(0,T) te(0,T) ycR4
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one can still obtain (3.33) with p = oo (and w = 1). Using (3.27) and taking sufficiently small
€ € (0,1) such that N(Rg)e < 1 yields the result for v € (0, 1].

The general case v € (n — 1,n] follows by induction using Proposition 2.1-(ii). Assume that
(3.26) holds when 4 € (0,n — 1] with n > 2. Proposition 2.1-(ii) yields 7, := Dyu € HV‘H(T)
and 7y, satisfies

d d
Oyl = Z aijDZ'j’]Tk + Dkf + Z DkaijDiju.

i,j=1 i,5=1
By induction hypothesis with v — 1 € (0, n — 1], Proposition 2.1-(ii) and Lemma 2.5,
d
7kl axtr (ry < Nlmklln, (0,10 dts o @) + NI Dk fllpoy=rory + N Z [ Drai; Dijull xy=1 1)
ij=1
< N (Jlull gzt oz + Nl Fllag.ocm ) -
Since (3.26) is true when v — 1 € (0,n — 1],

HUJ”AW+

P,w

vy SN (I llagater + Il 1) mdti o ey ) -
Thus, we arrive at (3.26) with v € (0, 00).

Step 2. We now show
lullz,0,1),watLe ®a)) < NIFlA7. )

where N = N(d,v,K,p, Ky, T). Let s; := % for [ = 0,...,m, and take cut-off functions
m € C®°(R) (I > 1) such thatn; = 1fort > s;, m = 0fort < s;_q,and |]| < 2m/T. Forl =0,
set s_1 := 0 and ng = 1. Then ¢'(t, ) := u(t, z)m(t) € AJT2(s1—1, s141) satisfies

d d
Oig' = aiyDijd' + ) biDig +cq' + fu+udim, t € (5121, 5041),
ij=1 i=1

with zero initial condition ¢'(s;_1,-) = 0. By (3.26) from Step 1, for l > 1,

1964 183, 51— 1s150) 19 1Az 2 (60 1000
SNl Az o s vosin) + NI Ay st vossn) + NG L, (511500100 At Lo (RE))
<N fllay,. ) + N*HUHAg w(s) TNl L, (512150 w0 db L oo (RE))

+ N||UHLP((SZ78H,1)7UJ dt;Loo(Rd’))

For [ = 0, since 019 = 0,
||U||Agjﬂ2(sl) < N||f\|Ag,w(T) + NHUHLP((O,sl),wdt;Loo(Rd))-

Here, we remark that, although the analysis is carried out on smaller time intervals, the constants NV
can be regarded as depending on 7". Now apply Lemma 3.3 and Step 1 to get, forl > 1,

1wl 2, ((s1,5051) 0 dts L oo (REY) <|l¢’ (L, ((s1-1,5150) w0 dts Lo (RE))

T
SN*”atquL o ((51-1,8141)w dt; Loo (RY))
T
<N*||fHA7 (r) + N*HUHL ((s1—1,81),w dt; oo (R))

+ N—\IuIILp«sl,sm),wdt Loo®)) + Nllullag., )



and for [ = 0,

T
1wl L, ((0,51)wdt; Lo (REY) < N— (||f||Ag,w(T) + ||UHLP((O,51),wdt;Loo(]Rd))) :

Choosing m sufficiently large so that N T'/m < 1, forl > 1,
il sy st ety SN (11l + Tl )

<N (\|f||Ag,w(T) + ||u||Lp((O,s;,),wdt;Loc(]Rd))> :

and for ! = 0,

ull, ((0,51)w dts Lo ®e)) < NI FllA7 .01
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 A € [0, 1], define
d d
L =" (Aag + (1= N\)di;)Dij + A D> _biDi + Ac.
i,j=1 i=1
Let S denote the set of all A\ € [0, 1] such that for every f € A7}, (T), there exists a unique
u € AJT2(T) solving
Ou = L u+ 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 A = 0 is solvable; hence 0 € S.
Step 2. Uniform openness of S. Assumption 1.5(+y) holds for £* for all A € [0, 1] with the same
ellipticity constant v and the same bound K on the coefficients. Thus Lemma 3.4 yields the a priori
estimate

lellgzy iz oy < NIfllaz. (3.35)
for every solution u of (3.34), with a constant N = N (d, v, Ky, K, v, p, T) that is independent of \.
Fix Ao € S, and let

Tho: frru
denote the solution operator associated with (3.34) at A = \g. Then (3.35) implies
M50 f ez ry < Nfllagury, V€AY L(T), (3.36)

so that 7y, is bounded with operator norm at most N. Now fix f € A}, (T) and A € [0,1]. We
rewrite (3.34) as a fixed point problem around \g:

O = LY+ f+ (L — L)u.
Equivalently, u = T, (f + (£* — £*)u). Define the map
Droa(u) == Th (f+ (LY = L)),  weHIIXT).

Then fixed points of ®,, » are precisely the solutions of (3.34) for the parameter A. For ui,us €
H)"2(T') we have, by the linearity of 7, and (3.36),

@200 (1) = agn(u2)llgyiz oy < NILN = L£2) (ur —uz)||ay (1) (3.37)

Since the coefficients of £* depend linearly on A and are uniformly bounded in A € [0, 1], there
exists a constant Cy = Cy(d, v, K, Ko, v,p,T) > 0 such that

1L = L) a7, () < Co |A = Aol lllegizry, Vo€ HT2(T), \, X\ € [0,1].  (3.38)

p,w
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Combining (3.37) and (3.38) gives
‘|(I))\07)\(U1) — @AO,A(UQ)“HgtU?(T) < NCOP‘ - )‘0|||u1 - UQHHZ_J{U?(T)'
Choose g9 > 0 such that NCyeg < 1, where ¢g = €¢(d, v, Ko, K,v,p,T) is independent of Ag.
Then, for all A € [0, 1] with [\ — Xo| < &, the map @, » is a contraction on H)#*(T"). By the
Banach fixed-point theorem, ®,, » admits a unique fixed point u € Hgf{f (T"), which solves (3.34).
Hence,
(/\0 —€0,A0 + Eo) N [O, 1] CS.
Thus every point of S has a neighborhood of radius € contained in S, with ¢ independent of the
point.
Step 3. Covering argument. Since 0 € S and ¢ > 0 is fixed, we have [0, 9] N[0, 1] C S. Tterating
this argument, we obtain
[0,keo] N [0,1] € S foreach k € N.

Choosing ko € N with koeg > 1 yields [0, 1] C S, hence S = [0, 1].

This proves the existence of a unique solution u € H;;jf (T) to (3.34) for A = 1. Together with
the a priori estimate and uniqueness, this completes the proof. O

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 Hgf{f (T)
admits a well-defined and continuous trace at ¢ = 0, and moreover that every element of the space
A) 2w (R?) arises as such a trace. In particular, this identifies A7 2 (R%) as the optimal initial data
space for the regularity class H;Lz(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 7 € (0,00), p € (1,00], T' > 0, and w € A, with [w]a, < K.
(i) The space H)T2(T') is continuously embedded into C([0, T]; A1+ (R?)); that is,

p,w

sup |lu(t, )|| yn+2.w < Nl ggntz g -
oo ApFE (R HE(T)

(ii) For every ug € AIT%% (RY), there exists v € HI2(T) satisfying v(0, -) = uo, and
|

Here N depends on Ko, p, and T.

Vllggpezry < Nlvoll ygeoo zay- (3.39)

Proof. Since the results for the case p = oo follow directly from the definition of H;]LQ(T), we
focus on the case p € (1, 00). By [7, Lemma 3.1] with ¢(A) = A" and vy = 2, we have

(A2 (RY), AR ) yyrsw , = ATTHY (R, (3.40)

where W (¢) := f(f w(s)ds, and (X, Y )y /5, denotes the generalized real interpolation space (see
[9]). With the characterization of the generalized real interpolation space (3.40), (¢) and (i¢) 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 € Hgf{f (T) satisfying v(0,-) = ug and (3.39) by applying

Theorem 3.5-(i7). Then Lv — 9yv € A}, (T'), where

d d
Lu:= Z aijDz-ju + Z bZDZU + cu.
i,j=1 i=1
Hence, by Theorem 3.1, there exists a unique solution u € HgLZ(T) to

Owu = Lu+ (f + Lv— &), with zero initial condition.



Let w := w + v. Then wu is a solution to
oru = Lu+ f, u(0,+) = uo.

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