arXiv:2201.10054v1 [math.PR] 25 Jan 2022

ESTIMATES IN L_p FOR SOLUTIONS OF SPDES WITH COEFFICIENTS IN MORREY CLASSES

N.V. KRYLOV

Abstract. For solutions of a certain class of SPDEs in divergence form we present some estimates of their L_p-norms and the L_pnorms of their first-order derivatives. The main novelty is that the low-order coefficients are supposed to belong to certain Morrey classes instead of L_p-spaces. Our results are new even if there are no stochastic terms in the equation.

1. Introduction

In this paper we come back to an old problem of estimating the L_p-norm in x of solutions u_t(x) of Itô stochastic partial differential equations of second order. The first such estimates appeared in [9] in 1977 and were achieved by using Itô’s formula for ‖u_t‖^p_{Lp} and integrating by parts. This method of obtaining such estimates was generalized, extended, and applied in many papers of which we cite, probably, the most recent [2], [3], [12], and [13] containing vast lists of references. The closest to the present article are some computations in [8] which is about strong solutions of Itô stochastic equations rather than about SPDEs. There, as in the present article, the main emphasis is on the drift coefficients from a Morrey class. In this connection it is also worth mentioning [5] and some references therein where methods different from integration by parts are used to treat strong solutions of Itô stochastic equations with singular drift. We apply integration by parts to SPDEs which may be just nonrandom usual parabolic equations. Even in this case, as far as the author can tell, the presented results are new although similar results for the elliptic equations can be found in [11].

Let d, d_1 be integers, d ≥ 3, R^d be a d−dimensional Euclidean space of points x = (x^1, ..., x^d), and R^{d+1} = {(t, x) : t ∈ R, x ∈ R^d }. Let B(R^d ) be the Borel σ-field on R^d , L_p = L_p(R^d ).

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 60H15, 35R60.

Key words and phrases. Stochastic PDEs, Morrey classes, singular coefficients. 1

2 N.V. KRYLOV

Let (Ω, F, P ) be a complete probability space equipped with a filtration (F_t)_{t≥0} of complete σ-fields F_t ⊂ F. We suppose that on our probability space we are given a d_1-dimensional Wiener process w_t, which is a Wiener process relative to the filtration (F_t)_{t≥0}. By P we denote the predictable σ-field on Ω × (0, ∞) (we follow the terminology in [4]). Fix a bounded stopping time τ.

Assume that on Ω × (0, ∞) × R^d we are given P ⊗ B(R^d )-measurable R^d -valued functions σ^k_t (x) = (σ^{ik}_t (x)), k = 1, ..., d_1, β_t(x) = (β^i_t (x)), b_t(x) = (b^i_t(x)), f_t(x) = (f^i_t (x)), d × d-matrix valued functions a_t(x) = (a^{ij}_t (x)), R^{d1} -valued functions ν_t(x) = (ν^k_t (x)), g_t(x) = (g^k_t (x)), and real-valued functions c_t(x), f_t(x). Introduce

L_tu_t = D_i(a^{ij}_t D_ju_t + β^i_t u_t) + b^i_tD_iu_t + c_tu_t, M^k_t u_t = σ^{ik}_t D_iu_t + ν^k_t u_t,

where and everywhere below the common summation convention is used and D_i = ∂/∂x^i.

Our goal is to investigate the equation

du_t = (L_tu_t + D_if^i_t + f_t) dt + (M^k_t u_t + g^k_t ) dw^k_t , t ≤ τ, (1.1)

with initial condition u_0 = Φ. (1.2)

Remark 1.1. In the literature very popular conditions on b (and β) is that b ∈ L_{p0,q0} (T ), that is, for T ∈ (0, ∞), ( ∫ T 0 ( ∫ R^d |b_t(x)|^{p0} dx )_{q0/p0} dt )_{1/q0} < ∞ (1.3)

with p_0, q_0 ∈ [2, ∞] satisfying d p_0 + 2 q_0

= 1.

Observe that, if p_0 > d and we take an arbitrary constant N̂ and introduce λ(t) = N̂ ( ∫ R^d |b_t(x)|^{p0} dx )_{1/(p0−d)} , then for (the notation will be explained later) b^M_t (x) = b_t(x)I_{|bt(x)|≥λ(t)} we have – ∫ B_ρ |b^M_t (x)|^d dx ≤ λ^{d−p0} (t) – ∫ B_ρ |b_t(x)|^{p0} dx ≤ N(d)N̂^{d−p0} ρ^{−d},

Lp-ESTIMATES FOR SOLUTIONS OF SPDES 3

where B_ρ is a ball of radius ρ ∈ (0, ∞), – ∫ B_ρ ... = 1 |B_ρ| ∫ B_ρ ..., |B_ρ| = Vol B_ρ. Here N(d)N̂^{d−p0} can be made arbitrarily small if we choose N̂ large enough. In addition, for b^B_t = b_t − b^M_t we have |b^B_t | ≤ λ(t) and ‖b^B ‖^2_{L∞,2(T )} ≤ ∫_T 0 λ^2(t) dt = N̂^2 ∫_T 0 ( ∫ R^d |b_t(x)|^{p0} dx )_{q0/p0} dt < ∞. This shows that the assumptions we are going to impose on b are weaker then (1.3) if p_0 > d.

If p_0 = d (and q_0 = ∞) our assumptions are weaker if (1.3) is combined with the requirement that the family |b_t|^d, t ∈ (0, ∞), be uniformly integrable (say, case of b independent of t).

Recall that W^n_p are Sobolev spaces of functions u on R^d such that u and all its (generalized) derivatives of order ≤ n belong to L_p. The norm in W^n_p is introduced in a natural way.

Definition 1.2. A W^1_p -valued function u, defined on the stochastic interval |(0, τ]], is called a solution of (1.1)-(1.2) if u is predictable on |(0, τ]], ∫_τ 0 ‖u_t‖^p_{W 1p} dt < ∞, (a.s.) and for each φ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) for almost all ω ∈ Ω

(u_t, φ) = (Φ, φ) + ∫_t 0 (σ^{ik}_s D_iu_s + ν^k_s u_s + g^k_s , φ) dw^k_s

+ ∫_t 0 {(b^i_sD_iu_s + c_su_s + f_s, φ) − (a^{ij}_s D_ju_s + β^i_su_s + f^i_s, D_iφ)} ds (1.4)

for all t ∈ [0, τ(ω)], where (u, v) denotes the integral over R^d of uv.

Our standing assumption is that equation (1.1) is uniformly nondegenerate. Set α_t(x) = (α^{ij}_t (x)), where α^{ij}_t = σ^{ik}_t σ^{jk}_t . Note that we do not suppose that a_t is symmetric.

Assumption 1.3. There is a constant δ > 0 such that for all values of arguments and λ ∈ R^d |a_t| ≤ δ^{−1}, (2a^{ij}_t − α^{ij}_t )λ^iλ^j ≥ δ|λ|^2. (1.5) Another standing assumption concerns free terms. We fix p ∈ [2, d) (d ≥ 3) and recall that L_p = L_p(R^d ).

4 N.V. KRYLOV

Assumption 1.4. We have E ∫_τ 0 (‖f_t‖^p_{Lp} + ‖f_t‖^p_{Lp} + ‖g_t‖^p_{Lp} ) dt < ∞. (1.6) The assumptions on the coefficients of L and M^k is more delicate.

Fix r ∈ (p, d], R_0 ∈ (0, ∞), and let B_ρ denote the set of balls in R^d with radius ρ.

Definition 1.5. We call a real- or vector- or else tensor-valued function f_t(x) given on Ω × (0, ∞) × R^d admissible if it is represented as f_t = f^M_t +f^B_t (“Morrey part” of f plus its “bounded part”) with P ⊗B(R^d )- measurable f^M_t , f^B_t such that there exists a constant f̂ < ∞ for which ( – ∫ B |f^M_t |^r dx )_{1/r} ≤ f̂ρ^{−1}, whenever B ∈ B_ρ and ρ ≤ R_0, and there exists a predictable f̄_t ≥ sup_{x∈R}d |f^B_t (x)| such that the integral ∫_τ 0 |f̄_t|^2 dt is a bounded function on Ω.

Assumption 1.6. β, b, ç := c^{1/2}_+ , ν are admissible.

Here is our first main result about an a priori estimate in which for convenience of applications we introduce a measurable, F_t-adapted process μ_t ≥ 0 such that the integral ∫_τ 0 μ_t dt is a bounded function on Ω.

Theorem 1.7. Under the above assumptions suppose that a solution u_t of (1.1)-(1.2) exists. Then with probability one u_{t∧τ} is continuous as an L_p-valued function and there exists a constant N_0 = N_0(p, δ, d, r) such that if N_0(b̂ + β̂ + ^ç + ν̂) ≤ 1, (1.7) then for any stopping time γ ≤ τ Ee^{−ϕγ} ∫ R^d |u_t|^p dx + (δ/16)E ∫_γ 0 e^{−ϕs} ∫ R^d |DU_s|^2 dxds ≤ E ∫ R^d |u_0|^p dx + NE ∫_γ 0 e^{−ϕs} ∫ R^d (|f_t|^p + |f_t|^p + |g_t|^p − μ_t|u_t|^p) dxds, (1.8)

Lp-ESTIMATES FOR SOLUTIONS OF SPDES 5 E sup_{t≤τ} e^{−Φt} ∫ R^d |u_t|^p dx ≤ N ∫ R^d |u_0|^p dx +NE ∫_τ 0 e^{−Φs} ∫ R^d (|f_s|^p + |f_s|^p + |g_s|^p) dxds, (1.9)

where U_t = |u_t|^{p/2},

Φ_t = (B+1) ∫_t 0 λ_s ds, ϕ_t = ∫_t 0 (Bλ_s+μ_s) ds, λ_t = 1+β̄^2_t +b̄^2_t +¯ç^2_t +ν̄^2_t ,

and the constants N, B depend only on p, r, δ, d, R_0.

We prove this theorem in Section 3.

Example 1.8 (Example 1.3.1 [10]). Condition (1.7) requires, in particular, b̂ to be sufficiently small. It turns out that this smallness assumption is essential. For instance, u_t(x) = exp(−|x|^2/(4t)) satisfies ∂ ∂t u_t(x) = Δu_t(x) − d |x|^2 x^iD_iu_t, (1.10)

where |b_t(x)| = d/|x| is admissible with any r < d. In this situation (1.8) fails. However, if we take εb in place of b our equation will satisfy (1.7) and the estimate becomes available if ε is sufficiently small.

Similarly, one cannot allow β̂ and ^̧c to be large. Indeed, equation (1.10) can be rewritten as ∂ ∂t u_t(x) = Δu_t(x) − D_i ( d |x|^2 x^iu_t ) + d(d − 2)) |x|^2 u_t. Note that |b| = ε/|x| is not allowed in [10] and [11], so it seems that Theorem 1.7 is new even if there are no stochastic terms.

Our next result is about estimating Du_t. For that we need to impose a stronger assumptions than Assumption 1.4 and 1.6. By Df(x) we mean the collection of the first-order Sobolev derivatives of (vectoror tensor-valued) f(x) and by |Df(x)| we mean any fixed norm in the space where Df(x) takes its values. Similar meaning will be given later to D^2f and |D^2f|.

Assumption 1.9. We have β = f ≡ 0 and E ∫_τ 0 ∫ R^d (|f_t|^p + |g_t|^p + |Df_t|^p + |Dg_t|^p) dxds < ∞. Introduce c_t = |Dc_t|^{1/2}.

Assumption 1.10. The functions Da, Dσ, b, ç, c, ν, Dν are admissible.

6 N.V. KRYLOV

Theorem 1.11. Under the above assumptions suppose that a solution u_t of (1.1)-(1.2) exists and E ∫_τ 0 ‖u_t‖^p_{W 2p} dt < ∞. (1.11) Then (a.s.) Du_{t∧τ} is a continuous L_p-valued function and there exists a constant N_0 = N_0(p, δ, d, r) such that, if

N_0( ^Da + ^Dσ + b̂ + ^ç + ĉ + ν̂ + ^Dν) ≤ 1, (1.12)

then G + H ≤ NK, (1.13) where G = E sup_{t≤τ} e^{−Ψt} ∫ R^d |Du_t|^p dx, H = E ∫_τ 0 e^{−Ψs} ∫ R^d ( |Du_t|^{p−2}|D^2u_t|^2 + Λ_t|Du_t|^p ) dxds, K = E ∫ R^d (|u_0|^p + |Du_0|^p) dx +E ∫_τ 0 e^{−Ψs} ∫ R^d (|f_t|^p + |g_t|^p + |Df_t|^p + |Dg_t|^p) dxds, Ψ_t = C ∫_t 0 Λ_s ds, Λ_t = 1 + Da^2_t + Dσ^2_t + b̄^2_t + ¯ç^2_t + c̄^2_t + ν̄^2_t + Dν_t^2

and the constants N, C depend only on p, r, δ, d, R_0.

We prove this theorem in Section 4.

Remark 1.12. Somewhat similar result is presented in Theorem 2.1 of [3]. There are, however, several distinctions. Let alone systems, in [3] the equations can degenerate and because of that the assumptions on the smoothness of a and σ are stronger. Also the coefficients of lower order terms like b, c are assumed to be bounded. We heavily use the nondegeneracy of our equation.

For nondegenerate equations [6] provides a similar result with a weaker assumption on a but with bounded lower order coefficients and with an assumption on σ which, basically, requires its continuity in x. Under our assumptions σ can have rather wild discontinuities. Incidentally, one of the aims of this article is to develop some tools on the way of proving that under our assumptions on σ and b the stochastic equation dx_t = σ^k_t (x_t) dw^k_t + b_t(x_t) dt with deterministic σ and b and any nonrandom initial condition has a strong solution provided that the matrix (σ^{ik}_t σ^{jk}_t ) is uniformly nondegenerate. The way we mean is similar to the one in [8].

Lp-ESTIMATES FOR SOLUTIONS OF SPDES 7

2. Auxiliary results For r ∈ (1, d] and two real-valued functions b and ç on R^d set b̂ := ‖b‖_{Er,1} , ^̧c := ‖ç‖_{Er,1} , where, for any function f, ‖f‖_{Er,1} := sup_{ρ>0} B∈B_ρ ρ –‖f‖_{Lr(B)}, –‖f‖^r_{Lr(B)} = – ∫ B |f|^r dx.

For functions u, v on R^d we write u ≺ v if the integral of u over R^d is less than or equal to that of v. If the integrals are equal, we write u ∼ v. Also set p^′ = p/(p − 1). Lemma 2.1. Let u, v ∈ C^∞_0 , then 1 < p < r =⇒ |bu|^p ≺ Nb̂^p|Du|^p, (2.1) p, p^′ ∈ (1, r) =⇒ ∫ R^d |vç^2u| dx ≤ N^̧c^2‖Dv‖_{Lp′} ‖Du‖_{Lp} , (2.2) 1 < p^′ < r =⇒ ∫ R^d |vbDu| dx ≤ Nb̂‖Dv‖_{Lp′} ‖Du‖_{Lp} , (2.3) where the constants N depend only on d, r, p.

Proof. Estimate (2.1) is proved in [1]. To prove (2.2), it suffices to observe that ∫ R^d |vç^2u| dx ≤ ‖çv‖_{Lp′} ‖çu‖_{Lp} , and then use (2.1). Similarly (2.3) is proved on the basis of ∫ R^d |vbDu| dx ≤ ‖bv‖_{Lp′} ‖Du‖_{Lp} . The lemma is proved.

Remark 2.2. Estimate (2.3) shows, in particular, that g := b^iD_iu, with ^|b| < ∞, can be represented as D_ifi + f, where the L_p-norms of fi, f are controlled by that of Du. Indeed, for Λ = (1 − Δ)^{1/2} the estimate implies that h := Λ^{−1}g ∈ L_p and g = Λh = (1 − Δ)Λ^{−1}h = D_if^i + f, where f = Λ^{−1}h, f^i = −D_iΛ^{−1}h.

Lemma 2.3. If f is admissible, then for any t and u ∈ C^∞_0 we have |f_t|^2|u|^2 ≺ N(d, r)f̂^2|Du|^2 + (N(d, r)R^{−2}_0 f̂^2 + 2f̄^2_t )|u|^2. (2.4)

8 N.V. KRYLOV

Proof. We have |f_t|^2 ≤ 2|f^M_t |^2 +2|f^B_t |^2 and this shows how 2|f̄^B_t |^2|u|^2 appeared in (2.4). By a version of the Chiarenza–Frasca theorem in [1] (see, for instance, Lemma 3.5 in [8]) |f^M_t |^2|u_t|^2 ≺ Nf̂^2|Du_t|^2 + NR^{−2}_0 f̂^2|u_t|^2.

This proves the lemma. Corollary 2.4. |f_t| |Du_t| |u_t| ≤ ε|Du_t|^2 + ε^{−1}|f_t|^2|u_t|^2 ≺ (ε + Nε^{−1}f̂^2)|Du_t|^2 + Nε^{−1}(f̄^2_t + R^{−2}_0 f̂^2)|u_t|^2.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.7 In light of Lemma 2.1 and Remark 2.2, Theorem 2.1 of [7] is applicable, which in particular implies the L_p-continuity of u_{t∧τ} . By this theorem also, after introducing θ_t = sign u_t we obtain for t ≤ τ that (1/p) ∫ R^d |u_t|^p dx = (1/p) ∫ R^d |u_0|^p dx + ∫_t 0 ∫ R^d J_s ds + m_t + ∫_t 0 ∫ R^d θ_s|u_s|^{p−1}(L_su_s + D_if^i_s + f_s) dx ds, where J_t := ((p − 1)/2)|u_s|^{p−2} ∑ k ( M^k_s u_t + g^k_s )

)_2 dx ≤ ((p − 1)/2)|u_t|^{p−2}σ^{ik}_t D_iu_tσ^{jk}_t D_j u_t + (δ/(2p))|DU_t|^2 +N|u_t|^p|ν_t|^2 + N|u_t|^{p−2}|g_t|^2, (3.1) m_t := p ∫_t 0 ∫ R^d θ_s|u_s|^{p−1} ( M^k_s u_s + g^k_s ) ) dx dw^k_s . Here and below constants N denote constants depending only on d, r, p, δ.

From the start we may assume that b̂, β̂, ^̧c, ν̂ ≤ 1 (in order to be able to drop terms like f̂^2 in the second term on the right in (2.4)). Note that

I_1 := θ_t|u_t|^{p−1}D_i(a^{ij}_t D_j u_t) + ((p − 1)/2)|u_t|^{p−2}σ^{ik}_t D_iu_tσ^{jk}_t D_j u_t +(δ/(2p))|DU_t|^2 ∼ − 2(p − 1) p^2 (2a − α)^{ij}_t D_iU_tD_j U_t +(δ/(2p))|DU_t|^2 ≤ −δ̂|DU_t|^2, (3.2) where δ̂ = δ/(2p).

Next, by Corollary 2.4 I_2 := θ_t|u_t|^{p−1}D_i(β^i_t u_t) + θ_t|u_t|^{p−1}b^i_tD_iu_t

Lp-ESTIMATES FOR SOLUTIONS OF SPDES 9 ∼ −(p − 1)θ_t|u_t|^{p−1}β^i_t D_iu_t + θ_t|u_t|^{p−1}b^i_tD_iu_t ≤ (NU_t(|β_t| + |b_t|) ) |DU_t| ≤ (δ̂/4 + N_1(β̂^2 + b̂^2))|DU_t|^2 + N(1 + β̄^2_t + b̄^2_t )|U_t|^2.

We subject β̂ and b̂ to N_1(β̂^2 + b̂^2) ≤ δ̂/4 (3.3) and then get that I_2 ≤ (δ̂/2)|DU_t|^2 + N(1 + β̄^2_t + b̄^2_t )|u_t|^p. (3.4) By Lemma 2.3

I_3 := θ_t|u_t|^{p−1}c_tu_t + N|u_t|^p|ν_t|^2 ≤ ç^2_t U^2_t + N|ν_t|^2U^2_t ≺ N_2(^̧c^2 + ν̂^2)|DU_t|^2 + N(1 + ¯ç^2_t + ν̄^2_t )|U_t|^2.

We subject ^̧c and ν̄ to N_2(^̧c^2 + ν̂^2) ≤ δ̂/4 (3.5) and then get that I_3 ≤ (δ̂/4)|DU_t|^2 + N(1 + ¯ç^2_t + ν̄^2_t )|u_t|^p. (3.6) Next, I_4 := |u_t|^{p−1}θ_tD_if^i_t ∼ Nf^i_t |u_t|^{p/2−1}D_iU_t ≤ (δ̂/16)|DU_t|^2 + N|f_t|^2|u_t|^{p−2} ≤ (δ̂/8)|DU_t|^2 + N|U_t|^2 + N|f_t|^p. (3.7) In estimating the last remaining terms we use elementary inequalities |u_t|^{p−1}f_t + N|u_t|^{p−2}|g_t|^2 ≤ N|u_t|^p + N(|f_t|^p + |g_t|^p). (3.8) Upon combining this with (3.2), (3.4), (3.6), and (3.7), we get that, if condition (1.7) is satisfied for an appropriate N_0, then (1/p)d ∫ R^d |u_t|^p dx ≤ ∫ R^d ( − (δ̂/8)|DU_t|^2 + N(|f_t|^p + |f_t|^p + |g_t|^p) ) dx dt +(B/p) ∫ R^d λ_t|u_t|^p dx dt + dm_t. (3.9) It follows that for t ≤ τ e^{−ϕt} ∫ R^d |u_t|^p dx + (δ̂/8) ∫_t 0 e^{−ϕs} ∫ R^d |DU_s|^2 dxds ≤ ∫ R^d |u_0|^p dx + N ∫_t 0 e^{−ϕs} ∫ R^d (|f_s|^p + |f_s|^p + |g_s|^p − μ_t|u_t|^p) dxds + ∫_t 0 e^{−ϕs} dm_s.

10 N.V. KRYLOV

This yields (1.8) because, as we know from [7], m_t is a martingale. To prove (1.9) we follow E. Pardu. Estimate (3.9) and the Davis’s inequality imply that E sup_{t≤τ} e^{−Φt} ∫ R^d |u_t|^p dx ≤ E ∫ R^d |u_0|^p dx

+NE ∫_τ 0 e^{−Φs} ∫ R^d (|f_s|^p + |f_s|^p + |g_s|^p) dxds +NE ( ∫ τ 0 e^{−2Φs} ∑ k ( ∫ R^d |u_s|^{p−1}|M^k_s u_s + g^k_s | dx )_2 ds )_{1/2} . (3.10)

Here |u_s|^{p−1} = |u_s|^{p/2}|u_s|^{p/2−1} and the last term is dominated by I := NE ( ∫ τ 0 e^{−2Φs} ‖u_s‖^p_{Lp} ∫ R^d J_s dx ds )_{1/2}

≤ NE ( sup_{s≤τ} e^{−Φs} ‖u_s‖^p_{Lp} )_{1/2}( ∫ τ 0 e^{−Φs} ∫ R^d J_s dx ds )_{1/2}

≤ N ( E sup_{s≤τ} e^{−Φs} ‖u_s‖^p_{Lp} )_{1/2}( E ∫_τ 0 e^{−Φs} ∫ R^d J_s dx ds )_{1/2}

It is seen from (3.1) and the estimates of I_3 and (3.8) that J_t ≤ N|DU_t|^2 + N|u_t|^p|ν_t|^2 + N|u_t|^{p−2}|g_t|^2 ≺ N|DU_t|^2 + N(1 + ν̄^2_t )|u_t|^p + N|g_t|^p.

The last expression is under control due to (1.8) with μ_t = λ_t ≥ 1 + ν̄^2_t . Hence coming back to (3.10) we immediately obtain (1.9). This proves the theorem.

Remark 3.1. It follows from the proof that in the definition of ϕ_t one can take any constant ≥ B in place of B.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.11 We prove the theorem after some discussion.

Lemma 4.1. For any n ≥ 1, p_i > 0, i = 1, ..., n, and κ ≥ d + 1 + p_1 + ... + p_n there exists a constant N = N(d, κ, n, p_i) such that for any A_i ∈ R^d , i = 1, ..., n, we have |A_1|^{p1} · ... · |A_n|^{pn} ≤ N ∫ R^d h(η)|(η, A_1)|^{p1} · ... · |(η, A_n)|^{pn} dη, (4.1) where h(η) = (1 + |η|^κ)^{−1} and (η, A_i) is the scalar product of η and A_i.

Lp-ESTIMATES FOR SOLUTIONS OF SPDES 11

Proof. By dividing both parts by |A_1|^{p1} we see that we may assume that |A_1| = 1. After that we may also assume that |A_i| = 1 for all i. Then the result easily follows by contradiction. The lemma is proved.

By applying this lemma to A_1 = Du and A_2 = Dv_xi and then summing up with respect to i we get the following, where u_{(η)} := η^iD_iu.

Corollary 4.2. For any smooth functions u, v on R^d , on R^d we have for appropriate p, q, κ |Du|^p ≤ N ∫ R^d h(η)|u_{(η)}|^p dη, |Du|^p|D^2v|^q ≤ N ∫ R^d h(η)|u_{(η)}|^p|Dv_{(η)}|^q dη. Proof of Theorem 1.11. Fix κ ≥ d+1+p and for functions u(x, η) and v(x, η) on R^{2d} let us write u ≺_κ v if ∫ R^{2d} h(η)u(x, η) dxdη ≤ ∫ R^{2d} h(η)v(x, η) dxdη. We also write u ∼_κ v if the above integrals coincide. In these terms Corollary 4.2 implies that |η|^p|Du|^p ≺_κ N|u_{(η)}|^p, |η|^p|Du|^{p−2}|D^2v|^2 ≺_κ N|u_{(η)}|^{p−2}|Dv_{(η)}|^2. (4.2) Introduce

v_t = v_t(x, η) = η^iD_iu_t(x), θ_t = sign v_t, V_t = |v_t|^{p/2}, W^2_t := |η|^p|Du_t|^{p−2}|D^2u_t|^2, γ^j_t = D_ia^{ij}_t + b^i_t.

Observe that thanks to (4.2) |η|^p|Du|^p ≺_κ N|v_t|^p, W^2_t ≺_κ N|DV_t|^2, |DV_t|^2 ≤ NW^2_t . (4.3) Owing to (1.11) we can substitute ϕ_{(η)} in place of ϕ into (1.4) which yields

dv_t = (L_tv_t + a^{ij}_{t(η)}D_{ij} u_t + γ^i_{t(η)}D_iu_t + c_{t(η)}u_t + f_{t(η)}) dt +(M^k_t v_t + σ^{ik}_{t(η)}D_iu_t + ν^k_{t(η)}u_t + g^k_{t(η)}) dw^k_t .

Again in light of Lemma 2.1, Theorem 2.1 of [7] is applicable to v_t, which in particular implies the L_p-continuity of v_{t∧τ} and thus of Du_{t∧τ} . By this theorem also we obtain for t ≤ τ that (1/p) ∫ R^{2d} h(η)|v_t|^p dxdη = (1/p) ∫ R^{2d} h(η)|v_0|^p dxdη

12 N.V. KRYLOV + ∫_t 0 ∫ R^{2d} h(η)θ_s|v_s|^{p−1} ( L_sv_s + a^{ij}_{s(η)}D_{ij}u_s ) dxdη ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ R^{2d} h(η)θ_s|v_s|^{p−1} ( γ^i_{t(η)}D_iu_t + c_{s(η)}u_s + f_{s(η)} ) dxdη ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ R^{2d} h(η)J_s dxdη ds + m_t, where J_t = ((p − 1)/2)|v_t|^{p−2} ∑ k ( M^k_t v_t + σ^{ik}_{t(η)}D_iu_t + ν^k_{t(η)}u_t + g^k_{t(η)}

)_2

≤ ((p − 1)/2)|v_t|^{p−2}σ^{ik}_t D_iv_tσ^{jk}_t D_jv_t + (δ/(2p))|DV_t|^2 +N|ν_t|^2|v_t|^p + N|η|^2|v_t|^{p−2} ( |Dσ_t|^2|Du_t|^2 + |Dν_t|^2|u_t|^2 + |Dg_t|^2 ) , (4.4)

m_t = ∫_t 0 ∫ R^{2d} h(η)J^k_s dxdη dw^k_s , J^k_t = θ_t|v_t|^{p−1} ( M^k_t v_t + σ^{ik}_{t(η)}D_iu_t + ν^k_{t(η)}u_t + g^k_{t(η)} ) . Next, we may assume that ^Da, ^Dσ, b̂, ^̧c, ĉ, ν̂, ^Dν ≤ 1 and first deal with the terms containing a and σ but not their derivatives. Their sum is (see (4.4)) less than

I_1 := θ_t|v_t|^{p−1}D_i(a^{ij}_t D_j v_t) + ((p − 1)/2)|v_t|^{p−2} ∑ k (σ^{ik}D_iv_t)^2 +(δ/(2p))|DV_t|^2 ∼_κ −((p−1)/p^2)(4a^{ij}_t −2α^{ij}_t )D_iV_tD_j V_t+(δ/(2p))|DV_t|^2 ≤ −(δ/(2p))|DV_t|^2 ≺_κ −δ̂(|DV_t|^2 + W^2_t ), (4.5) where δ̂ = δ̂(p, d, δ) > 0 and in the last inequality we used (4.3).

By Lemma 2.3 I_2 := θ_tv^{p−1}_t a^{ij}_{t(η)}D_{ij} u_t ≤ (V_t|Da_t|)|η|^{p/2}|Du_t|^{p/2−1}|D^2u_t| ≤ (δ̂/2)W^2_t + NV^2_t |Da_t|^2 ≺_κ (δ̂/2)W^2_t + N_1 ^Da^2|DV_t|^2 + N(1 + Da^2_t )V^2_t . We subject ^Da to N_1 ^Da^2 ≤ δ̂/2 (4.6) and get that

I_2 ≺_κ (δ̂/2)(|DV_t|^2 + W^2_t ) + N(1 + Da^2_t )V^2_t . (4.7) Next, come the terms containing the products of γ, b and their derivatives:

I_3 := θ_t|v_t|^{p−1}b^i_tD_iv_t + θ_t|v_t|^{p−1}γ^i_{t(η)}D_iu_t ∼_κ (2/p) ( V_tb^i_t ) D_iV_t

Lp-ESTIMATES FOR SOLUTIONS OF SPDES 13 −η^jγ^i_t ( (p − 1)|v_t|^{p−2}D_iv_tD_iu_t + |v_t|^{p−1}D_{ij}u_t ) . Here by Corollary 2.4 (2/p) ( V_tb^i_t ) D_iV_t ≺_κ (δ̂/8)|DV_t|^2 + N_5b̂^2|DV_t|^2 + Nb̄^2_t V^2_t .

By Corollary 4.2 the remaining term in I_3 is dominated by N|γ_t||η|^p|Du|^{p−1}|D^2u| ≺_κ N(|Da_t| + |b_t|)V_t ( |η|^{p/2}|Du_t|^{p/2−1}|D^2u_t| ) ≤ N(|Da_t|^2 + |b_t|^2)V^2_t + (δ̂/4)W^2_t ≺_κ N_2( ^Da^2 + b̂^2)|DV_t|^2 + (δ̂/4)W^2_t + N(1 + Da^2_t + b̄^2_t )V^2_t .

We subject ^Da and b̂ to N_2( ^Da^2 + b̂^2) ≤ δ̂/8, (4.8) and get that

I_3 ≺_κ (δ̂/4)(|DV_t|^2 + W^2_t ) + N(1 + Da^2_t + b̄^2_t )V^2_t . (4.9) The term with |Du_t|^2 is I_4 := N|η|^2|v_t|^{p−2}|Dσ_t|^2|Du_t|^2 ≤ N|η|^p|Dσ_t|^2 ( |Du_t|^{p/2} )_2

≺_κ N_3 ^Dσ^2W^2_t + N(1 + Dσ^2_t )V^2_t . We subject ^Dσ to N_3 ^Dσ^2 ≤ δ̂/8, (4.10) and get that I_4 ≺_κ (δ̂/8)(|DV_t|^2 + W^2_t ) + N(1 + Dσ^2_t )V^2_t . (4.11) Now come the terms which do not contain Du_t. Their sum is I_5 := I_6 + I_7 + I_8, where I_6 := θ_t|v_t|^{p−1} ( c_tv_t+c_{t(η)}u_t ) , I_7 := N|ν_t|^2|v_t|^p+N|η|^2|v_t|^{p−2}|Dν_t|^2|u_t|^2, I_8 := θ_t|v_t|^{p−1}f_{t(η)} + N|η|^2|v_t|^{p−2}|Dg_t|^2. We have

I_6 ≤ ç^2_t V^2_t + c^2_t ( V^2_t + |η|^p|u_t|^p ) ≺_κ N_4 ( ^̧c^2 + ĉ^2 ) |DV_t|^2 +Nĉ^2|η|^p|DU_t|^2 + N((1 + c̄^2_t )|η|^p|u_t|^p + (1 + ¯ç^2_t + c̄^2_t )V^2_t ) We subject ^̧c^2 and ĉ^2 to N_4 ( ^̧c^2 + ĉ^2 ) ≤ δ̂/16 (4.12) and get that I_6 ≺_κ (δ̂/16)(|DV_t|^2 + W^2_t )

14 N.V. KRYLOV

+N(1 + ¯ç^2_t + c̄^2_t )V^2_t + N|η|^p|DU_t|^2 + N(1 + c̄^2_t )|η|^pU^2_t . (4.13) Similarly we deal with I_7 and see that, if for some well defined N_5

N_5(ν̂^2 + ^Dν^2) ≤ δ̂/32, (4.14)

then I_7 ≺_κ (δ̂/32)(|DV_t|^2 + W^2_t )

+N(1 + ν̄^2_t + Dν^2_t )V^2_t + N|η|^p|DU_t|^2 + N(1 + Dν^2_t )|η|^pU^2_t . (4.15) In what concerns I_8, obviously, I_8 ≤ V^2_t + N|η|^p(|Df_t|^p + |Dg_t|^p). Thus, given that (4.6), (4.8), (4.10), (4.12), and (4.14) hold, we have

d|v_t|^p ≺_κ −δ̌(|DV_t|^2 + W^2_t ) dt + (C − 1)Λ_t|v_t|^p dt +N|η|^p ( |Df_t|^p +|Dg_t|^p +|DU_t|^2 +(1+c̄^2_t +Dν^2_t )U^2_t ) dt+J^k_t dw^k_t , (4.16)

where δ̌ = δ̂/(32p).

It follows that d ( e^{−Ψt} |v_t|^p ) ≺_κ −δ̌e^{−Ψt} (|DV_t|^2 + W^2_t ) dt − Λ_te^{−Ψt} |v_t|^p dt +Ne^{−Ψt} |η|^p ( |Df_t|^p +|Dg_t|^p +|DU_t|^2 +(1+c̄^2_t +Dν^2_t )U^2_t ) dt+e^{−Ψt} J^k_t dw^k_t . (4.17) We convert this into the integral form with integrals with respect to x, η, and t, then take expectations of the resulting inequality. We also use Corollary 4.2. Then we get H = E ∫_τ 0 e^{−Ψt} ∫ R^d ( |Du_t|^{p−2}|D^2u_t|^2 + Λ_t|Du_t|^p ) dxdt ≤ NE|Du_0|^p +NE ∫_τ 0 e^{−Ψt} ∫ R^d ( |Df_t|^p + |Dg_t|^p + |DU_t|^2 + (1 + c̄^2_t + Dν^2_t )U^2_t ) dt. (4.18) We may assume that CΛ_t ≥ Bλ_t +1+c̄^2_t +Dν^2_t and then, owing to (1.8), the term in (4.18) containing |DU_t|^2 + (1 + c̄^2_t + Dν^2_t )U^2_t is estimated by NE|u_0|^p + NE ∫_τ 0 e^{−Ψt} ∫ R^d ( |f_t|^p + |g_t|^p ) dxdt ≤ NK, so that H ≤ NK.

Next, we come back to (4.17) and, after converting it, take sup with respect to t ≤ τ and take expectations in the resulting inequality. We also use Corollary 4.2 and the result of the above treatment of (4.18). Then we obtain G ≤ NK + I, (4.19)

Lp-ESTIMATES FOR SOLUTIONS OF SPDES 15

where I = E sup_{t≤τ} | | | ∫_t 0 e^{−Ψs} ∫ R^{2d} h(η)J^k_s dxdη dw^k_s | | |. By Davis’s inequality I ≤ NE ( ∫ τ 0 e^{−2Ψt} ∑ k ( ∫ R^{2d} h(η)J^k_t dxdη )_2 dt )_{1/2}

= NE ( ∫ τ 0 ∑ k e^{−2Ψt} ( ∫ R^{2d} h(η)θ_t|v_t|^{p−1} ( M^k_t v_t +σ^{ik}_{t(η)}D_iu_t + ν^k_{t(η)}u_t + g^k_{t(η)} ) dxdη )_2 dt )_{1/2}

≤ NE ( sup_{t≤τ} e^{−Ψt} ∫ R^d |v_t|^p dx )_{1/2}( ∫ τ 0 e^{−Ψt} ∫ R^{2d} h(η)J_t dxdηdt )_{1/2}

≤ NG^{1/2} ( E ∫_τ 0 e^{−Ψt} ∫ R^{2d} h(η)J_t dxdηdt )_{1/2} . Above we actually estimated J_t splitting it in parts. It is seen from these estimates that J_t ≺_κ N|DV_t|^2 + I_4 + I_7 + N|η|^2|v_t|^{p−2}|Dg_t|^2 ≺_κ N|η|^p ( |Du_t|^{p−2}|D^2u_t|^2 + Λ_t|Du_t|^p ) + N|η|^p|DU_t|^2 +N(1 + Dν^2_t )|η|^pU^2_t + N|η|^p|Dg_t|^p. Recalling our argument about (4.18) we see that I ≤ NG^{1/2}K^{1/2}, which after being substituted into (4.19), yields that G ≤ NK as well. This proves (1.13) and the theorem.

The manuscript contains no data and there is no conflict of interest.

References

[1] F. Chiarenza and M. Frasca, A remark on a paper by C. Fefferman, Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc., Vol. 108 (1990), No. 2, 407–409.

[2] K. Dareiotis and M. Gerencsér, On the boundedness of solutions of SPDEs, Stoch. Partial Differ. Equ. Anal. Comput., Vol. 3 (2015), No. 1, 84–102.

[3] M. Gerencsér, I. Gyöngy, and N.V. Krylov, On the solvability of degenerate stochastic partial differential equations in Sobolev spaces, Stochastic Partial Differential Equations: Analysis and Computations, Vol. 3 (2015), No. 1, 52– 83. [4] N. Ikeda and S. Watanabe, Stochastic differential equations and diffusion processes, North-Holland Publishing Company, Amsterdam-Oxford-New York, 1981.

[5] D. Kinzebulatov, K.R.Madou, Stochastic equations with time-dependent singular drift, https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.07312 [6] N.V. Krylov, On divergence form SPDEs with VMO coefficients, SIAM J.

Math. Anal. Vol. 40 (2009), No. 6, 2262-2285

16 N.V. KRYLOV

[7] N.V. Krylov, Itô’s formula for the L_p-norm of stochastic W^1_p -valued processes, Probab. Theory and Related fields, Vol. 147 (2010), No. 3-4, 583-605.

[8] N.V. Krylov, On strong solutions of Itô’s equations with Dσ and b in Morrey classes containing L_d, http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.13795 [9] N.V Krylov and B.L. Rozovskii, On the Cauchy problem for stochastic linear partial differential equations, Izvestiya Akademii Nauk SSSR, seriya matematicheskaya, Vol. 41, No. 6 (1977), 1329–1347 in Russian, English translation in Math. USSR Izvestija, Vol. 11 (1977), No. 6, 1267–1284.

[10] O. A. Ladyzhenskaya, V. A. Solonnikov, and N. N. Ural’tseva, “Lineĭnye i Kvazilineĭnye Uravneniya Parabolicheskogo Tipa,” (Russian) [Linear and Quasi-Linear Equations of Parabolic Type], “Nauka,” Moscow, 1967; English translation, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1968.

[11] S. Monsurrò and M. Transirico, On some L^p-estimates for solutions of elliptic equations in unbounded domains, Math. Bohem., Vol. 140 (2015), No. 4, 507– 515.

[12] Jinniao Qiu, L^2–theory of linear degenerate SPDEs and L^p (p > 0) estimates for the uniform norm of weak solutions, Stochastic Process. Appl., Vol. 130 (2020), No. 3, 1206–1225.

[13] Rongrong Tian, Jinlong Wei, and Yanbin Tang, The second-order parabolic PDEs with singular coefficients and applications, Stoch. Anal. Appl., Vol. 38 (2020), No. 6, 1102–1121. Email address: nkrylov@umn.edu

127 Vincent Hall, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN, 55455