PARABOLIC EQUATIONS WITH MEASURABLE
COEFFICIENTS

DOYOON KIM AND N. V. KRYLOV

ABSTRACT. We investigate the unique solvability of second order
parabolic equations in non-divergence form in W}2((0,T) x R%),
p > 2. The leading coeflicients are only measurable in either one
spatial variable or time and one spatial variable. In addition, they
are VMO (vanishing mean oscillation) with respect to the remain-
ing variables.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is a natural continuation of our previous investigations
[9, |B]. By combining the techniques from these articles we investigate
parabolic equations of type

wy + a?*(t, 1) ugsgr + U (t, 2)ug + c(t, v)u = f (1.1)

in Sobolev spaces VVpl’2 with p > 2 and the coefficients being just mea-
surable in z! but VMO with respect to other variables. Here

(t,r) e R = {(t, 2", 2') : t,2' € R, 2’ € R"'}

and the equation is assumed to be uniformly nondegenerate with bounded
coefficients.

One of the advantages of having a “good” theory for such equations
is demonstrated in [8] while treating the Dirichlet and Neumann prob-
lems, the issues addressed in this paper as well.

The amazing fact that there is a solvability theory in Sobolev spaces
for elliptic and parabolic equations with discontinuous but VMO co-
efficients was discovered in [, [3], and [1]. Before that the Sobolev
space theory was established for some other types of discontinuities
[, [10], @, 6] (see also [6] ([d) for a modern approach covering
p # 2 in the elliptic (parabolic) case). Solvability theory for discon-
tinuous coefficients is important not only from pure theoretical point
of view but also from the point of view of applications, for instance,
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to random diffusion processes, see, for instance, [I7], [9]. Observe that
the class of equations with VMO coefficients and the class of equations
with discontinuities treated in [I1I], [, [16], 6], [[ have no common
members apart from the equations with just continuous coefficients. In
this paper we show that there is a unified approach to both cases al-
lowing one to treat equations possessing one properties with respect to
some variables and other properties with respect to the remaining ones.
Here we show that the coefficients a/*(¢, 2!, 2’) may be just measurable
in ' and VMO in (¢,2'). Even though the equations (and partly the
results) of the present article and [8] are more general than those from
[0, |, [[, [I6], they are not general enough to absorb [9], where equa-
tions are considered whose coefficients a’* are allowed to be measurable
in ¢t and VMO in z. Furthermore, the results here cover those of [
only for p > 2. On the other hand, in [9] and [7] the coefficients only
measurable in 2! are not allowed. Thus, the classes of equations here
and in [9], [ are quite different.

It is worth noting that after [2], [B], [1] there were very many publica-
tions on elliptic and parabolic equations with VMO coefficients (see, for
instance, the above mentioned references and [B, [12], [13], [I4], [15,
and many references therein). The approach we employ here is quite
different from the approaches of other authors and is taken from [9].

This paper is organized as follows. In section Pl we present our main
results. The case p = 2 is investigated in section In section H
we present some auxiliary results which are needed for the proof of
Theorem In section B we prove Theorem

A few words about notation. As is seen from the above by (¢, x) we
denote a point in R4 ie., (t,2) = (t, 2%, 2') € R x RY = R4 where
teR, 2! € R, 2’ € R and 2 = (2!, 2') € RL By |u|p we mean the
sup norm of u over the domain where u is defined. In this paper, we
write N = N(d,...) if N is a constant depending only on d, .. ..

2. MAIN RESULTS
We consider the parabolic equation ([CIl) with coefficients a’*, v/,
and c satisfying the following assumption.

Assumption 2.1. The coefficients a’*, v/, and ¢ are measurable func-
tions defined on R¥!, a/* = ¢*/. There exist positive constants § €
(0,1) and K such that

W (t,z) < K, |c(t,z) <K,
d
a’®(

S92 < Bt )00k < 5 1|9)2
J

k=1
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for any (t,z) € R4 and 9 € R<.

We look for solutions of parabolic equations in the usual Sobolev
space

WE((S,T) x RY) = {u : u, g, g, gy € Ly((S,T) x RY)},

—00 <8 < T < oo with usual norm. Throughout the paper, as in [9],
we set

Qr = (0,7) x R™.
Thus, for instance,

Ly(Qr) = L,((0,T) x RY),  W*(Qr) = W2((0,T) x RY).

0

By W,?(Qr) we mean the collection of functions in W,*(Qr) van-
ishing at t = T". We denote the differential operator in (ILTl) by L, that
is,

Lu = uy + a’*ugn + Vug + cu.

Our first result is about the case p = 2. In this case, we do not
require any regularity assumptions on the coefficients a/* if they are
functions of only (¢, z') € R2

Theorem 2.2. Let Assumption [Z1 be satisfied and let the coefficients
a’ be independent of z' € RY. Then for any f € Ly(Qr), there exists

0
a unique u € Wi*(Qr) satisfying Lu = f in (0,T) x R In addition,
0
there is a constant N = N(d, 8, K, T) such that, for any u € Wy*(Qr),
||u||W21’2(QT) < NHLUHLz(QT)‘

Remark 2.3. The assertion of Theorem B2 is also valid if a/*(t, ) are
uniformly continuous as functions of ' € R4~ uniformly in (¢,2') €
R2. This can be shown by using the standard techniques based on
partitions of unity and considering the equation on small time intervals
allowing one to absorb the Ly-norm into the W21 2 norm. Actually, there
also is a standard way, which can be found, for instance, in [9], to avoid
solving the equation step by step on small time intervals moving down
fromt=Ttot=0.

If p € (2,00), we suppose that the coefficients a’* are measurable in
! € R and VMO in (¢,2') € R% To state this assumption precisely,
we introduce the following notation. Let

B,(z)={y e R": |z —y| <1},
Bi(@) ={y' e Rt [a' —y/| <1},
Q.(t,x) = (t,t +77) x B(x), T.(t,2") = (t,t +7°) x By(a'),
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A (t,x) = (t,t+7r%) x (2 —r 2" +7) x B.(2)).
Set B, = B,.(0), B. = B/.(0), @, = Q,-(0), and so on. By |B/| we mean
the d — 1-dimensional volume of B.(0). Denote a = (a’*) and

xl—i-r

Osc(t,m’) (CL, A?‘(tv LU)) = T_5|B7,“‘_2/ A(t,m’)(7—> dTv

zl—r

where
A (1) = / la(o,7,y") —alo, 7, 2")| dy' dz' do do.
(va ),(g,z’)ef‘r(t,m’)

Also denote

al = sup sup 05C (127 (a, Ay (L, ) .
(t,x)ERITL r<R

Assumption 2.4. There is a continuous function w(¢) defined on
[0, 00) such that w(0) = 0 and a?, < w(R) for all R € [0, c0).

Theorem 2.5. Let p € (2,00) and let Assumptions 21 and be

0
satisfied. Then for any f € L,(Qr), there exists a unique u € Wll;z(QT)
such that Lu = f in (0,T) x R, Furthermore, there is a constant

0
N = N(d, o, K,p,w,T) such that, for any u € W;,’Q(QT),
lully 20, < NlLullL,@r)-

Remark 2.6. As usual in such situations, from our proofs one can see
that instead of the assumption that aﬁ — 0 as R | 0, actually, we are
using that there exists R € (0,00) such that af; < e, where £ > 0 is a
constant depending only on other parameters of the problem.

We now show how to treat the Dirichlet and oblique derivative prob-
lems for parabolic equations in half spaces. By the fact that coefficients
are allowed to be measurable in one direction, in solving these prob-
lems, we need only the results for equations in the whole space. Denote

RL={zeR:2' >0}, Qf=(0,T) xR,
0 ={(T,x) 2 € R}, 0,95 ={(t,0,2)): 0<t < T, 2’ e R}
IO = 0,05 Ua,.0F.
Below in this section we suppose that coefficients a’*, ¥/, and c satisfy
Assumption 21

Theorem 2.7. Let 2 < p < oo. Assume that a’* are independent
of o' € R ifp = 2. In case p > 2, we assume that a’* satisfy
Assumption 24  Then for any f € L,(}), there exists a unique
u e WE2(QF) such that Lu = f in (0,T) x RL and u =0 on 9'Q}.
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Proof. Introduce a new operator Lv = a?*v,; .« 4+ bv,i + ¢v, where a7*,
b, and ¢ are defined as either even or odd extensions of a’*, ¥/, and c.
Specifically, for j =k =1or j,k € {2,...,d}, even extensions:

a* = ad*(t, 2t 7)) 2t >0, alt = a*(t, -2t 7)) 2t <0,
For j =2,...,d, odd extensions:

a =av(t,at,2") a' >0, a = —a'(t,—z', 7)) ' <.
Also set @' = aY. Similarly, b is the odd extension of b', and W,
j=2,...,d, and ¢ are even extensions of &/ and c respectively. We see

that the coefficients a’*, i)] , and ¢ satisfy Assumption 21l In addition,
if p > 2, the coefficients a’* satisfy Assumption B2 with 2w.
Let f be the odd extension of f. Then it follows by Theorem

0 A A~
or that there exists a unique u € W)*(Qr) such that Lu = f. It

0
is easy to check that —u(t, —z',2’) € W)?(Qr) also satisfy the same
equation, so by uniqueness we have u(t, ', 2') = —u(t, —x',2’). This

0
and the fact that u € W?(Qr) show that that u, as a function defined
on (0,7) x R, is a solution to Lu = f satisfying u = 0 on 9'Q7..
Uniqueness follows from the fact that the odd extension of a solution

0
u belongs to W;’z(QT) and the uniqueness of solutions to equations
in QT. O

The following theorem addresses oblique derivative problems.

Theorem 2.8. Let p and a’* be as in Theorem[Z} Let £ = (€1, --- (%)
be a vector in R with (* > 0. Then for any f € L,(Q}), there exists
a unique u € W*(Q7) satisfying Lu = f in (0,T) x R%, Fu,; =0 on
0,05 =0, and u =0 on 9,QF = 0.

Proof. Let ¢(z) = (*at, 'zt + '), where ¢/ = (¢2,...,¢%). Using this
linear transformation and its inverse, we reduce the above problem to
a problem with Neumann boundary condition on 9,F. Note that,
in case p > 2, the coefficients of the transformed equation satisfy As-
sumption B4 with Nw(N-), where N depends only on d and ¢. Then
the latter problem is solved as in the proof of Theorem B with the
even extension of f. O

Remark 2.9. Solutions to problems in the above two theorems satisfy
the L,-estimate. That is, if u is a solution, then

el < NSl

where NV is a constant depending only on some or all parameters — d,
0, K,p,w, T, (.
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3. PROOF OF THEOREM
Introduce
Lou(t, ) = uy(t,z) + a?*(t, 21 Yy r (t, 1), (3.1)

Lemma 3.1. Assume that d = 1. Then for any X\ > 0 and f € Ly(IR?)
there exists a unique solution u € W, *(R?) of the equation Lou— \u =
f. Furthermore, there is a constant N = N (&) such that for any A > 0
and u € Wy (R?) we have

|2e]| Lo ®2) + [tee |l o@2) + \/X||ux||L2(R2)

Mol zagety < N Lo — Aty ey (3:2)

Proof. As usual we only need prove ([BZ) and only for u € C§°(R?).
Take such a function, denote a = a'', f := Lou — A\u, and write

a—1/2f _ a1/2um + a—1/2(ut — ),
a_1f2 - a'u?cx + 2ux:{:(ut - )\u) + a_l(ut — )\u)2

Then integrate through the last equation over R? and notice that

2/ Uy Uy dxdlt = —2/ UpUgy dxdt = —/ gui dtdx = 0,
R2 R2 ]R2 8t

2/ Uy U dxdt = —/ ufc dxdt.
R2 R2
Then we find

57 [ 2 dadt 25/ uiwdxdtm/
R2

R2 R2
Upon observing that

/ (uy — \u)? dadt = / u? drdt — 2)\/ wpu drdt + N\ / u? dadt,
R? R? R? R?

2/ uu drdt = —/ 2u2 dxdt =0
RZ RZ 025

we finish the proof. O

u? dxdt + 5/ (uy — \u)? dadt.

RZ

We now generalize Lemma Bl to cover the multidimensional case.

Theorem 3.2. For any A > 0 and f € Ly(R*Y) there exists a unique
solution v € W, (R¥1Y) of the equation Lou — M\u = f. Further-
more, there is a constant N = N(0) such that for any A > 0 and
u € Wy (R we have

[well Lyatry + [|taell Lo@atry + \/XHUmHLQ(RdH)



PARABOLIC EQUATIONS WITH MEASURABLE COEFFICIENTS 7

+)\||u||L2(Rd+1) < NHL()U - )\UHLQ(RdH)- (33)
It is worth saying that by

HumHLQ(RdH) and Hum||L2(Rd+1)

in (B3)) we mean Ly-norms of
(D)™ and - (37 fuars ),
k k,j

respectively. Different definitions could make N depend also on d.

We prove this theorem after some preparations. Again it suffices
to only prove [B3) and only for v € C{°(R¥*1). In addition we may
assume that a¥/ are infinitely differentiable. Fix such u, a”, and A\ > 0
and set

f = Lou — \u.

Let € € R™! and let 9(¢t,2',€) denote the Fourier transform of
W(t, 2, 2') with respect to 2/ € R, By taking the Fourier transform
(with respect to 2/ € R?71), we obtain

ﬁt(ta xla 6) + a(ta xl)ﬁxlxl (ta xla 5) +12 b(t> Ila g)aﬂcl (ta xla 6)

—C(t,l’l, f)ﬁ(t, xlag) - Aﬁ(t>$1>€) = f(t,l’l, 5), (34)
where i = /—1,

d
a(zh) = a''(ah), b(t,z',¢) = Za“

d
c(t, x! §:Za]kt:c )EIer

j,k=2

Introduce a function
plt 2, €) = alt,a, ) 079,

where ¢(t,0,&) = 0 and ¢, (t, 2, &) = a='b(t, 2%, &). It is easy to see
that p satisfies

pi+appg — (c—a b + A+ +iag,u,) p = fe?. (3.5)

In the following lemma £ is considered as a parameter.
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Lemma 3.3. Let [£|* + X > 0. Then we have

lo(t, =", )] < At 2, 6), (3.6)
where, for each € € R, j(t, ', €) is the unique Wy > (R2) solution of

Pt appa — A+ 8°1E[1)p = | f]. (3.7)
In particular, (by Lemma [E1)

(1€ + M, - Ol ae) = (€77 + M€, - Ol o)

< (6P + MAC, - Ollzaey < NOIFC - Ollzamey. (3:8)

Proof. First, observe that by Lemma BTl the function p indeed exists
and by the maximum principle it is nonnegative. Also since |f| is
Lipschitz continuous, p is twice continuously differentiable in x and
once in t.

Assume that, for a fixed &, ([B0) is violated. Then, due to the fact
that p has a compact support, there is a point (¢, z}) such that

|o(to, z0)| — plto, %) = max(|p(t, ') = plt, @) > 0. (3.9)

Since |p(to, z3)| > 0 and p is smooth, the function |p| is twice differen-
tiable at (to, zo) and at this point

R(ppar) _ . R(ppe) _ .
‘p‘wl = ‘p‘ = Pat, |p|t = ﬁ = Pt,
1 _ 1 _ R
|p|m1m1 = p—‘3(|p|2‘px1|2 - (%(prl)y) + m%(ppmlxl) < Patgl-

|
Obviously, (R(pp,1))? < |pl?|p.1|?, so that we also have
1
_%(ﬁpwlxl) < ﬁxlxl-
Pl
Next, we multiply BH) by n := p/|p| and take real parts of both
sides to get
R(nfe) = R(np) + aR(1pm) — (c—a B2+ N)p|  (3.10)

Concentrate on this equation at the point (g, xo) and use the above
manipulations with the derivatives to see that at (o, o)

R(nfe'?) < pr+ aparsr — (c—a 'b* + N)p|
= —[f|+ (8*1€P + A)p — (c —a~'b> + N

Here, |p| > p > 0 and as is easy to check (see, for instance, Lemma 3.1
in [§]), c —a~'b? > §3|¢|2. Therefore, (always at (to, zo))

(c—a='b + N)lp| > (5°[¢* + \)p,
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so that we get
R(nfe?) < =[f1+ (O°lE]* + N)p— (e —a~'b> + N)|p| < ~| |-
This leads to a contradiction because |n| = 1 and proves the lemma. O

Lemma 3.4. For any € > 0, there exists a constant N(e,0) such that

UEHVIps (s )l azz) < Ne OG- )l aceay+ellal-, -,f)l|€§<ﬂi21))-

Proof. We go back to equation (BI0), which we multiply by |p|, divide
by a, then integrate over R?, and use that ¢ < 67 1¢[* and |b] < 7Y€
We also use the fact that

§R/ PPzizt drdt = —/ | pat|? dedt,
R2 R2

0 d, . = .
2R(ppe) = §|P|2 = §|U|2 = 2R (uty).

Then we obtain

/|pm1|2d:cdt§2/ 2~ |iidh| devdt
R2 R2

+N()\+|§|2)/ |p|2da:dt+2/ a~pf| dadt.
R2

R2
We estimate the terms on the right by using Young’s inequality and
assuming without losing generality that A + |£]? # 0. For instance,

) / 2=t dwdt < 626~ (A + [€2) / a2 dedt
R2 R2

+5(>\+|§I2)‘1/ |, |* davdt.
R2

We also use (BH). Then we easily get (BITI). O
Proof of Theorem B.2l Since
W= pe gy = [pa —ia 'bple 7,

and |b| < N|¢|, Lemmas B3 and B4 imply that for any € > 0 there is
an N (e, d) such that

(€1 + XA, - Ol @2) + (€17 + Mo (- 1L, @2)

< N DTG o) + el OllLyme)- (3.12)
Then (B shows that for any € > 0 there is an N (e, d) such that

||(ﬂt+aﬂ:c1:c1)('> " 6)”%2(1[{2) < N(Ea 5)||f(> ) €)||%2(R2)+5||'at('a ) g)H%Q(RQ)a
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which after being combined with Lemma Bl (with A = 0 there) leads
to

1e(-, ) L@z + Narar (1 )L, @)

< NE DN Oy + el Ol @) (3.13)
The reader might have noticed that in the above computations the
constants N(g,0) are changing from line to line and € was sometimes
multiplied by a constant of type N(§). However, N(§)e is as arbitrary
as €. Upon taking ¢ = 1/2 in (BI3)) we conclude that

1c(-, - T2y + N@arar (5 T2y < NIFC )T pme) (3:14)
After that (BI2) yields
(€1 + M)Al - N Zyme) + (€7 + Mldar (- ONZ,me)

< NIFC Ol ame)- (3.15)
To get (B3) now it only remains to integrate through (BI4) and

[BTH) with respect to £ and use Parseval’s identity. The theorem is
proved. O

Theorem is derived from Theorem in a standard way, which
can be found, for instance, in [9]. Theorem 2 is proved.

4. AUXILIARY RESULTS FOR EQUATION IN W-2(R% )

We assume in this section that a/* are measurable functions only of
x! € R. Set

Lou(t,z) = u;(t,z) + (3 ) ugpe (¢, 7).
By 9'Q,(t, z) we mean the parabolic boundary of @, (¢, z) defined as
Q. (t,x) = ([t,t+ 2] x 8Br(x)) U{(t+r%y) :ye B ()}
Lemma 4.1. There exists N = N(d,8) such that, for u € W,*(Q,)

with u|yg, =0, we have

r2/ |um\2dxdt+/ |u|2dxdt§N7’4/ | Loul|? dz dt. (4.1)

Proof. Assume that () is true when r = 1. For u € W,*(Q,) with
ulorg, =0, we set
2

09 Ox*

2

0 .
Lo = — + /% (rz!
0 8t+a (rz”)

and a(t,x) = r2u(r’t, rx).
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Then @ € W, *(Qy) and Loa(t,z) = Lou(r®t,rz) in Q. Since Lg
satisfies the same ellipticity condition as Ly does, we have

/ |u|2dzvdt:rd+6/ || da dt
T Q1

§Nrd+6/ |an\2dxdt:Nr4/ | Loul|? da dt.

Qr

/|um\2dxdt:rd+4/ |G| da dt
(s 1

SNrd+4/ |ﬁ0ﬁ|2d:)sdt:Nr2/ | Lou|? dz dt.
Q1

T

Also

This shows that we need to prove the lemma only for r = 1.
In this case, we divide Ly by a''(x!). That is, by setting

o=+ ug e, @ = a*/a'?,
we have
ug/att + @ ug e = f/att.
Then using the ellipticity of a’* and integration by parts, we obtain

52/ |ux|2d$dt§/ W *ugiuge do dt = —/ wa*uy e do dt
Q1 Q1 Q1

:/1%(%—1‘) dz dt.

Note that

u I 1
—u,dx dt = — dtdx = — —w(0,2)%dx <0
/Ql allm x /31 a“/o wu dt do /31 2a11u( ,x)*dr <0,

where we used the fact that a'' is independent of ¢ and u(1,z) = 0.
Thus we have

52/ \ux|2d:cdt§—/ %fdxdt
1 Q1

1/2 1/2
< 571 (/ u? dx dt) ( f2 dx dt) )
Q1 Q1

By using Poincaré’s inequality, we estimate the integral of u? in the
last term through that of |u,|*. This gives us the needed estimate for
u,. For the estimate for u, we use Poincaré’s inequality once again.
The lemma is proved. 0
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Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < r < R. There exists N = N(d, o) such that, for
u € W;’z(QR),

e,y < N (ILow — ull on) + (B = 1)l am) -

Proof. The proof is just a repetition of the proof of Lemma 4.2 in [§]
and is based on ([B3) with A = 1 and @,, and (,,, specified below.
Introduce

Qm:Qrm:(O?Tm2)XBrm’ m:]‘72""’

where rg =r and r,,, =7+ (R—7) Y1~ 27%. Also let ¢, € C5°(RIH1)
be such that

1 m
Cm(t, @) = { o ¢

0 on Rd—H\ [(_Tm+l2arm+12) X Brm+1]

and

2m+1 22m+2 22m+2
(G )alo < N

m < Niv m)xx S Niu
R— 7’ |(C )t‘O_ (R—’/’)2 ‘(C ) |0 (R—T)2
where N is a constant. In fact, we construct ¢, as follows. Let g(¢) be
an infinitely differentiable function defined on R such that g(t) = 1 for

t<1,g(t)=0,fort>2 and 0 < g < 1. Then define
pm(x) = g(2" (R — ) H|a| — 1) + 1),
M (t) = g(2" (R —r) (]t = rm) + 1),
Cm(t>a7) = nm(t)pm(x)'

O

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < r < R and v = (',---,7%) be a multi-index
such that ¥ = 0,1,2. If h is a sufficiently smooth function defined on
Qr such that Loh = 0 in Qgr, then

|D*DYh|*dxdt < N |n|? d dt,
Qr QR
where m is a nonnegative integer and N = N(d,d,v, m, R,r).

Proof. Since a’* are independent of t € R and 2/ € R%!, we have
Lo(D"h) = 0 and Lo(DY'h) = 0, where v/ = (0,7%,...,7%). Then the
proof is completed using Lemma and the argument in the proof of
Lemma 4.4 in [§]. O

Throughout the rest of this paper, depending on the context, by A,
we mean one of h,;, j = 2,...,d or the whole collection consisting of
them. By h, we mean one of h,;, 7 = 1,...,d or the full gradient
of h with respect to x. Also, by h,, we mean one of h,;x, where
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jeA{l,...,d} and k € {2,...,d} or the collection of them. Norms of
these collections are defined arbitrarily.

Lemma 4.4. Let h be a sufficiently smooth function defined on Q4
such that Loh =0 in Q4. Then

sup | Ay | + sup |hig| + sup [hiare| + sup [haree| < N||h||L2(Q3)>
Q1 Q1 Q1 Q1

where N = N(d, ).
Proof. We prove that
sup ] +sup |hat| < NAl o)) (4.2)
1 1

where 2 < r < 3 and N = N(r,d,d). If this is true, then using the fact
that

LOht - LOh'tt - LOh'tx’ - LOht:c’x’ - LOh:c’x’ - LOh:c’:c’:c’ =0
we obtain

sup |hge| +sup || +sup |hpre| +sup |hprpre] < N Z 1Dy DY A Ly,
Q@ Qi Q1 @1 k+|v|<3

This and Lemma prove all the desired estimates except

Sg-p |hx’x1:c1| < N||h||Q3
1

However, this one holds true as well because

allhx/xlxl = —hmrt — E a]khm/mjxk.
j#lor k#1

To prove ([E2), we observe that, due to the Sobolev embedding the-
orem, there exist positive constants m and N such that

Sg-p |h'r1| <N Z (HDfD;cy’hmlHLz(Qz) + HDfD;/’hIlIlHLz(Qz)) .
1

k+|y[<m

By Lemma I3 the right side of the above inequality is not greater
than a constant N = N(r,d, 6) times ||A||1,(0,), 2 < r < 3. This proves
that

1

Similarly, we have the same inequality as above with h in place of h,1.
Therefore, ([2) is proved, so is the lemma. O
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Let u € C°(R*1Y). Assume that a/*(x!) are infinitely differentiable.
Then there exists a sufficiently smooth function h defined on )4 such
that

{ Loh =0 in Q4

h=u on 9Q,
The functions u and h satisfy the following inequality.

Lemma 4.5. There exists a constant N = N(d,d) such that
sup |hy| + sup |hig| + sup |heas| + sup [Ay g
Q1 Q1 Q1 Q1

< N (|| Loul| £o(@q) + lltwall £a@a)) -

Proof. We need only follow the argument in Lemma 4.6 in [§] along
with Lemma BT and E21 O

Denote by (), (t,z0) the average value of a function u over @, (to, %),
that is,

(U)Qr(to,xo) = ][ U(t, SL’) dx dt.
Qr(to,z0)

Lemma 4.6. Let k > 4 and r > 0. Assume that a’*(z') are infinitely
differentiable. For u € C{°(R™Y), we find a smooth function h defined
on Q. such that Loh = 0 in Q., and h = u on &'Q,,.. Then there
exists a constant N = N(d,d) such that

][ |ht — (ht)QT|2 dl’ dt + ][ |hxx/ — (hmcl)QJ2 dl’ dt

< N&72 [(|Loul) . + ([taal) @] -

Proof. By the dilation argument as in the proof of Lemma ET], we need
to prove our assertion only in the case r = 1. In this case, we use
Lemma and the dilation argument again to obtain

k2 sup |hy|* + sup | |> + K2 sup |hiarz|® + sup |hares |
Qn/4 Qn/4 Qn/4 Qn/4

< Nu~? [(|Loul)q, + (Jusal")q.] - (4.3)

Set v to be either h; or h,,. Then by the fact that x > 4 it follows
that

v — (v)g,|* dr dt < N sup |vs]* + N sup |v,|*.
Q1 Qn/4 Qn/zl

This and ([E3) prove the assertion of the lemma in case r = 1. The
lemma is proved. U
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Lemma 4.7. There exists a constant N = N(d,d) such that, for any
k>4, 7 >0, and u € C(RTY), we have

][ lug — (ut)QTde dt + ][ |t — (umr)QT|2d3: dt
r Qr'

< Ne®2 ([Loul) g, + N2 ([uaal”) -

Proof. Use Lemma G, B2 BT, and the argument in the proof of
Lemma 4.8 in [§ (also see Remark 4.3 there). O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

We assume in this section that all assumptions of Theorem are
satisfied. However, in Theorem BTl the assumption that w(r) — 0 as
r J 0 is not used. Recall that

Lou = u + a’ ujn.

Let Q be the collection of all Q,.(t,), (t,z) € R*™*! r € (0,00). For
a function g defined on R4, we denote its (parabolic) maximal and
sharp function, respectively, by

Mg(t,r) = sup ][Igsy\dyds
(t,x)eQ
g# = sup ][|gsy 9)oldyds,
(t,x)eQ

where the supremums are taken over all Q) € Q containing (t, ).

Theorem 5.1. Let p, v € (1,00), 1/u+ 1/v =1, and R € (0,00).
There exists a constant N = N(d, §, 1) such that, for any u € C§°(Qr),
we have

(ue)# + () < N(afh)®” [M(Jugal?)]

N [M(|Lou)]® [M(|Juge|®)]” + N [M(| Lou)] ", (5.1)

where a = 1/(d+4) and f = (d+2)/(2d + 8).

Proof. Let k > 4, 7 € (0,00), and (to, o) = (to, 2}, 2f) € RITL. Also
recall that the sets I',.(¢,2’) are introduced in Section Pl and set

a’* (x ):][ a*(s, 2ty ) dy' ds if kr < R,

(to 1‘0

a’*(x ][ a*(s,x',y)dy' ds if kr> R.
T'r
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For p > 0, we denote
1
Ap = (|L0u|2)Qp(to,wo)a Bp = (|um|2)Qp(to,mo)a Cp = (|uxx|2M)Q/pu(to,mo)'

Set Lou = u; + @’*uy;,«. Also set w to be either u; or ug,. Then by
Lemma 7, we have

2 d+2 T 2 -2
(‘w o (w>QT(t0’x0)‘ )Qr(to,wo) < Nk ’ (‘L0u| )Qm(to,wo) + NE" B
(5.2)
Note that

/ | Loul2da dt < 2/ Loul2dedt+1,  (5.3)
Qrr(to,r0) Qi (to,x0)

where [ is a constant times

/ (Lo — Lo)u|?dz dt = / Y
Qrr(to,x0) Qrr(to,r0)NQR

Jp :/ la — a|* dz dt,
Qrr(to,x0)NQR

Jy = / s P d dt < N () 2(Cor ).
Qrr(to,x0)NQR

Observe that if kr < R,
m(1)+m“
J1 <N / \a — a| da’ dt dx*
KT'(tO7x6)

Sc(l)—lﬂ“
< N(kr)*2a < N(rr)2ak.

In case kr > R,
R
J <N / / @ — a| da’ dt dz' < NR™?a}, < N(rwr)™2a.
—RJTg

;From (23)) and the above estimates, we have
_ 41y
(|L0u|2>Qw(t0,xo) = N(aR)l/ Cor + NA.
This, together with (22), gives us
(|w - (w)Qr(to,xo)|2>Qr(to,xo) < N’{d—i_z(aﬁ)l/ycnr
+ Nk A, 4+ N6 72B,,. (5.4)

Now observe that B., < M(|u..|?)(t,z) for any (¢t,2) € Q,(to, x0).
Similar inequalities hold true for A, and C,,. From this fact and (&4
it follows that, for any (¢,z) € R4t and Q € Q such that (t,z) € Q,

(Jw — (w)ol?), < N (nd”(aﬁ)l/vcu, o)+ KA 7) + 1B a:)) ,



PARABOLIC EQUATIONS WITH MEASURABLE COEFFICIENTS 17

where
A= ML), B=M(luml?), €= (M(ju.*)"".

Note that the above inequality is proved for k > 4. In case 0 < k < 4,
we have

][Q w— (w)ol dzdt < (Jwf), < N (ILouf)y, + N (jteal?),,

< N (A(t,z) + 1652B(t,z))
for (t,x) € Q € Q. Therefore, we finally have

(lw = (w)ql*), < N&™*(afy)M C(t, )

+N (2 + D A(t, ) + N 2B(t, )
for all K > 0, (t,z) € R and Q € Q satisfying (¢, 2) € Q.
Take the supremum of the left side of the above inequality over all
@ € Q containing (t, ), and then minimize the right-hand side with
respect to k > 0. Also observe that

(éW‘WMWﬁYSéW—Wm%Mt

Then we obtain
w#?(t, ) < NA(t z) + [(afh)7C + AT B2/ (1 gy,
Here B < C and this leads to (BTI). O

Corollary 5.2. For p > 2, there exist constants R = R(d, d,p,w) and
N = N(d,d,p) such that, for any u € C§°(Qr), we have

HumHLP(RdH) S NHLOUHLP(Rd+1)-

Proof. Set L, = L,(R%¥*'). Choose a number yu such that p > 2u >
1. Then we use (BI) together with the Fefferman-Stein theorem on
sharp functions, Holder’s inequality, and the Hardy-Littlewood maxi-
mal function theorem to obtain

el 2, + etz | 2,y < N (0 Nthel| 2, + N1 Loul 3t |7 + N Lol 1,

(5.5)
where, as noted in Theorem BT} 1/ + 1/v = 1 and 2a+ 25 = 1. Now
we notice that

1 .
Uplyl = ey Lou — uy — E ajkumk )

J#FLE#L
;From this and (BI), we have

2
ltzellz, < N(@R)™" tuallr, + Nl Lowl32 sl + NllLoullz,-
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Choose an appropriate R such that

N(a})*" <1/2.

Then

Saell, < Mol 22 + Nl Zoulls,,
This finishes the proof. 0
Lemma 5.3. Let T' € (0,00]. Then there exists A\g = \o(d, 0, K, p,w) >

0 such that, for all A > Ao and u € W1(Qy),

Mullz, @) + ezl Ly@r) + w00 < N[ Lu = M|z, @0,

where N = N(d, ), K, p,w) (independent of T).

Proof. We have an L,-estimate for functions with small compact sup-
port. Thus the rest of the proof can be done by following the argument

in [9]. O

Now Theorem EZH follows from the above lemma and the argument
in [9]. This ends the proof of Theorem 1
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