arXiv:2204.13255v1 [math.AP] 28 Apr 2022

ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS IN SOBOLEV SPACES WITH MORREY DRIFT AND THE ZEROTH-ORDER COEFFICIENTS

N.V. KRYLOV

Abstract. We consider elliptic equations with operators L = a^{ij} Dij + b^iDi −c with a being almost in VMO, b in a Morrey class containing L_d, and c ≥ 0 in a Morrey class containing L_{d/2}. We prove the solvability in Sobolev spaces of Lu = f ∈ Lp in bounded C^{1,1}-domains, and of λu − Lu = f in the whole space for any λ > 0. Weak uniqueness of the martingale problem associated with such operators is also discussed.

1. Introduction

This paper is a natural continuation of [12] in which the main coefficients are almost in VMO, the drift and the zeroth-order coefficients of the equations are allowed to have the least possible powers of integrability and the equations still admit solutions in Sobolev spaces. In case the main part of the operator has smooth coefficients some results of [12] can be found in Theorem 10 of [18]. Also it is worth mentioning that in [2] estimates similar to those in [12] are obtained but on the right in these estimates the zeroth order norm of the unknown function is present.

Next relaxation of integrability condition is to express it in terms of Morrey spaces. Then one can be naturally interested in solutions also in Morrey, rather than Sobolev, spaces. An investigation to this effect is presented in [17] in the framework of linear and fully nonlinear equations, albeit with bounded zeroth-order coefficient. Here we confine ourselves to the case of linear equations and, following the scheme in [12], deal with Sobolev space solutions.

Let R^d be a d−dimensional Euclidean space of points x = (x^1, ..., x^d) with d ≥ 3. We are working with a uniformly elliptic operator Lu(x) = a^{ij} (x)D_{ij} u(x)+b^i(x)D_iu(x)−c(x)u(x), D_i = ∂ ∂x^i , D_{ij} = D_iD_j , with measurable coefficients acting on functions given on R^d .

One of our goals is to prove the unique solvability in the classical Sobolev class W^2_p (Ω) of the equation Lu = f given in a domain Ω ∈ C^{1,1} with

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35K10, 35J15, 60J60.

Key words and phrases. Second-order equations, vanishing mean oscillation, singular coefficients, Morrey spaces. 1

boundary data u = g on ∂Ω, where g ∈ W^2_p (Ω). We also deal with equation (λ − L)u = f in Ω = R^d . The coefficients b and c are allowed to be quite singular. As an example consider the equation Δu − β |x|^2 x^iD_iu − γ(x) |x|^2 u = f (1.1)

in the unit ball B_1 in R^d with zero boundary condition. Our results show that if |β| and sup |γ| are small enough, then this problem has a unique

solution in^0W^2_p(B_1) (= W^2_p (B_1) ∩ {u|_{∂B1} = 0}, B_R = {|x| < R}) as long as f ∈ L_p(B_1) and p ∈ (1, d/2). Observe that the smallness assumption on |β| is essential. Indeed, if γ = 0, 2d − 2β = 0 and f ≡ 0, equation (1.1) with zero boundary condition on ∂B_1 has two solutions: one is 1 − |x|^2 and the other equal to zero.

If β = 0 and sup |γ| is not small our Example 9.1 shows that one can lose uniqueness of even C^{1,1}-solutions. In Example 9.2 we show that even if γ is small, one can find p ∈ (1, 2) close to 1 such that there will be no uniqueness

in^0W^2_p(B_1). In both cases the effect can be attributed to eigenvalue-like phenomenon and our guess is that the smallness condition on sup |γ| can be replaced with the boundedness of γ ≥ 0. However, the restriction p < d/2 is essential because |x|^{−2} ∉ L_{p,loc} if p ≥ d/2. There is also a peculiar feature of the operator on the left in (1.1) if β = 0 and γ ≡ 2d > 0 which is that it does not satisfy Harnack’s inequality. Indeed, applied to |x|^2 it yields zero and this “harmonic” function is nonnegative and vanishes at the origin.

We show that (1.1) is solvable even if Δ is replaced with a^{ij} D_{ij} , if it is a uniformly elliptic operator with a^{ij} almost in VMO. In short, we can deal

with the solvability in^0W^2_p for L with the drift term with summability below L_d and the zeroth-order coefficient with summability below L_{d/2}. This is a step forward in comparison with the setting, for instance, in [5], (p = 2) or in [6] (general p, spaces with weights) where b is at least in L_d, c is at least in L_{d/2}, and a^{ij} are not so general. Our setting is more general, however, the goals and results are somewhat different.

The probabilistic aspects related to L (without c) are investigated in [7] with much more general b than in the present paper (and with a = (δ^{ij} )). In [20] in case of second-order equations the authors consider singular c of certain class but 1/|x|^2 does not belong to this class. In [19] we find a treatment in terms of weak solutions of equations like (1.1) with coefficients in Kato classes. However, our coefficients are way out of those classes. It seems like at the moment there are no results covering existence and uniqueness of solutions even for (1.1).

There is a huge general literature about elliptic equations with singular coefficients. All kinds of issues are investigated. But the closest to our results and methods the author could find in the literature are those in [12], the methods of which we use frequently, and also in [3], which contain plenty of information with an extensive list of references and the history of the subject containing results that are beyond the scope of this article. For instance, in [3] the power of summability p of D^2u can be any number in (1, ∞). In our results we have a restricted range of p, but b and c are in Morrey classes containing L_d and L_{d/2}, respectively.

The article is organized as follows. Section 2 contains main results. Section 3 is devoted to auxiliary results closely related to Chiarenza-Frasca paper [1]. In Section 4 we prove the first existence theorem, derive some interior estimates and deal with better regularity of solutions. In Section 5 we present two results proved by probabilistic means. These are used in Sections 6 and 7 to prove the solvability of Lu − λu = f with the smallest λ generally possible in domains and in the whole space. Section 8 deals with weak uniqueness of solutions of stochastic equations.

In conclusion a few notation. If Ω is a bounded domain, by W^2_p (Ω) we denote the usual Sobolev space obtained by closing C^2(Ω̄) with respect to the norm ‖u‖_W 2_{p (Ω)}. The space^0W^2_p(Ω) is obtained by closing C^2(Ω̄) ∩ {u : u|_{∂Ω} = 0} with respect to the same norm. In a natural way these definitions extend in case Ω = R^d , where we write C^∞_0 , L_p, W^2_p in place of C^∞_0 (R^d ), L_p(R^d ), W^2_p (R^d ). By Du we denote the gradient of a function u and D^2u its Hessian. By |Γ| we denote the volume of Γ ⊂ R^d and set – ∫ Γ f dx := 1 |Γ| ∫ Γ f dx. Set B_r(x) to be the open ball in R^d of radius r centered at x, B_r = B_r(0), B the collection of open balls. For B ∈ B we define r_B as the radius of B.

2. Main results

We have some parameters δ ∈ (0, 1] and R_0, R_a, K ∈ (0, ∞), which are fixed, and θ_a, θ_b, θ_c ∈ (0, ∞), the values of which are specified later.

Introduce a(x) = (a^{ij} (x)), osc (a, B) = |B|^{−2} ∫ x,y∈B |a(x) − a(y)| dxdy, a^#_ρ = sup_{B∈B} r_B ≤ρ osc (a, B).

Assumption 2.1. (i) The matrices a(x) are symmetric and satisfy

δ^{−1}|ξ|^2 ≥ a^{ij} (x)ξ^iξ^j ≥ δ|ξ|^2 (2.1)

for all ξ, x ∈ R^d .

(ii) For ρ ≤ R_a we have a^#_ρ ≤ θ_a.

The assumptions on b and c depend on the power p ∈ (1, d] of summability of the second-order derivatives we want to expect. Recall that the Muckenhoupt space A_1 consists of functions such that M|f| ≤ N|f| for a constant N, where M if the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator. The smallest constant N is denoted by [f]_{A1} .

Assumption 2.2 (q_b, p, θ_b). We have q_b ∈ [p, d] and for each ball B with r_B ≤ R_0 it holds that ( – ∫ B |b|^{qb} dx )_{1/qb} ≤ θ_br^{−1}_B . (2.2)

In addition, if p = q_b, then [|b|^p]_{A1} ≤ K.

Assumption 2.3. We have q_c ∈ [p, ∞), and either q_c > d/2, ‖c‖_{Lqc} ≤ K, (2.3) or q_c ≤ d/2 (d ≥ 3) and for each ball B with r_B ≤ R_0 it holds that ( – ∫ B |c|^{qc} dx )_{1/qc} ≤ θ_cr^{−2}_B . (2.4)

In addition, if p = q_c ≤ d/2, then [|c|^p]_{A1} ≤ K.

Remark 2.4. (i) If |b| = 1/|x|, condition (2.2) is satisfied for any q_b < d (with an appropriate θ_b) and, if |c| = 1/|x|^2, condition (2.4) is satisfied with any q_c < d/2. In addition, recall that for u = 1/|x|^r, 0 < r < d, we have u ∈ A_1.

(ii) Conditions (2.2) and (2.4) are satisfied with any θ_b, θ_c > 0 if |b| and |c| are bounded by a constant, say K, on the account of choosing R_0 sufficiently small (depending on θ_b, θ_c, and K).

(iii) Conditions (2.2) and (2.4) are satisfied with any θ_b, θ_c > 0 if |b| ∈ L_d and c ∈ L_{d/2} on the account of choosing R_0 sufficiently small (depending on θ_b, θ_c). Indeed, for instance, in case of b by Hölder’s inequality ( – ∫ B |b|^{qb} dx )_{1/qb} ≤ ( ∫ B |b|^d dx )_{1/d} r^{−1}_B . This shows that the results of the present article generalize the corresponding results in [12].

(iv) If (2.2) holds with an exponent q̂_b > q_b in place of q_b, then it holds as is due to Hölder’s inequality.

(v) We are going to say that Assumption 2.3 is satisfied with, say θ_c = 1 (or any other value) if (2.3) holds.

Our first main result is about existence and uniqueness of solutions for equations Lu − λu = f for λ large. Here we do not have extra restrictions on q_b.

Theorem 2.5. Let Ω be a bounded domain in R^d of class C^{1,1} or Ω = R^d . Suppose that Assumption 2.1 is satisfied with θ_a = θ_a(d, δ, p) from Lemma 4.1 and Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3 are satisfied with θ_b, θ_c introduced in Definition 4.2. Then there exist λ_0 ≥ 1, N_0, depending only on p, q_b, q_c, d, δ, R_a, R_0, K, and Ω, such that, for any u ∈^0W^2_p(Ω) and λ ≥ λ_0,

‖D^2u‖_{Lp(Ω)} + √ λ‖Du‖_{Lp(Ω)} + λ‖u‖_{Lp(Ω)} ≤ N_0‖Lu − λu‖_{Lp(Ω)}. (2.5) Furthermore, for any f ∈ L_p(Ω) there exists a unique u ∈^0W^2_p(Ω) such that Lu − λu = f. This theorem is proved in the beginning of Section 4.

Next, we need parameters d_0 = d_0(d, δ) ∈ (d/2, d) and b̂(d, δ) > 0 introduced in [15] in order to be able to reduce λ down from λ_0. Set P = (d, K, δ, R_a ), take θ̄_b(p, q_b, P ) introduced before Theorem 4.9, and define θ̂_b(p, q_b, P, Ω) = θ̄_b(p, q_b, P, Ω) ∧ b̂(d, δ). Assumption 2.6. We have a domain Ω which is either bounded and of class C^{1,1} or Ω = R^d . For a number r we have q_b ≥ r > d/2, q_b > d_0, r ≥ p, Assumption 2.1 is satisfied with θ_a = θ_a(d, δ, p) from Lemma 4.1, Assumption 2.2 is satisfied with θ_b = θ̂_b(p, q_b, P, Ω), and Assumption 2.3 is satisfied with θ_c introduced in Definition 4.2. Moreover if r > p, Assumptions 2.2 (q_b, p(n), θ_b(n)), n = 0, 1, ..., m, are satisfied, where p(n) (∈ [p, r]) are specified in the proof of Theorem 4.9, θ_b(n) = θ̂_b(p(n), q_b, P, Ω).

Remark 2.7. The role of r may need an explanation. If p = q_b > d/2, there is only one possibility, r = p, and there is no need in the second part of Assumption 2.6. Observe that in this case we require |b|^p ∈ A_1. If q_b > p > d/2 one can take r = p and again there is no need in the second part of Assumption 2.6. This part comes into real play only if p ≤ d/2 when we can take r as close to d/2 as we wish (q_b > d_0 > d/2).

Theorem 2.8. Let Ω be a bounded domain in R^d of class C^{1,1} and suppose that c ≥ 0 and Assumption 2.6 is satisfied. Then there exists a constant N depending only on d, δ, p, q_b, q_c, r, R_0, R_a, K, and Ω, such that for any λ ≥ 0 and u ∈^0W^2_p(Ω)

‖u‖_W 2_{p (Ω)} ≤ N‖(λ − L)u‖_{Lp(Ω)}. (2.6)

Furthermore, for any f ∈ L_p(Ω) there exists a unique u ∈^0W^2_p(Ω) such that λu − Lu = f in Ω. This theorem is proved in Section 6. In the whole space we have the following.

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that Ω = R^d , c ≥ 0, ε_0 ∈ (0, R^{−2}_0 ], λ ≥ ε_0, Assumption 2.6 is satisfied and it is also satisfied if Ω is any ball of radius R^′ = R^′(ε_0R_0, d, δ) introduced in (7.1). Then for any f ∈ L_p there exists a unique u ∈ W^2_p such that λu − Lu = f. Moreover, there exists a constant N, depending only on ε_0, d, δ, p, q_b, q_c, r, R_0, R_a, K, such that ‖u‖_W 2_p ≤ N‖f‖_{Lp} . (2.7) This theorem is proved in Section 7. 3. Auxiliary results Introduce the Morrey space E_{r,β}, r ≥ 1, β > 0 as the set of functions f with finite norm ‖f‖_{Er,β} = sup_{B∈B} r^β_B –‖f‖_{Lr (B)}, where –‖f‖^r_{Lr (B)} = – ∫ B |f|^r dx. Just in case, observe that, if rβ > d, the space E_{r,β} consists of only one function f = 0.

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 ≤ p < r < ∞, β > 0, nonnegative γ ∈ E_{r,β}. Then there exists γ̂ ≥ γ such that γ̂ ∈ E_{r,β}, γ̂^p ∈ A_1, ‖γ̂‖_{Er,β} ≤ N‖γ‖_{Er,β} , [γ̂^p]_{A1} ≤ N, where the constants N depend only on d, p, r, β.

Actually, for s = (p + r)/2 one can define γ̂ = (M(γ^s))^{1/s}, where M is the maximal operator. Then the result follows from Lemma 1 of [1].

Next comes a result which for R_0 = ∞ coincides with the result one obtains from the proof of the Theorem of [1].

Lemma 3.2. Assume θ > 0, 1 < r ≤ d, and a nonnegative γ are such that for all ρ ≤ R_0, |x| ≤ R_0 –‖γ‖_{Lr (Bρ(x))} ≤ θρ^{−1}, [γ^r]_{A1} ≤ K. Then for any u ∈ C^∞_0 (B_{R0} ) we have I := ‖γu‖^r_{Lr} ≤ Nθ^r‖Du‖^r_{Lr} , (3.1) where N = N(d, r, K). Proof. Changing scales allows us to assume that R_0 = 1. Then set γ̌ = γI_{B1} and observe that for all x ∈ B_1 and ρ > 0 –‖γ̌‖_{Lr (Bρ(x))} ≤ Nθρ^{−1}. Indeed, if ρ ≤ 1, this is obvious, and if ρ > 1, –‖γ̌‖_{Lr (Bρ(x))} ≤ (1/ρ)^{d/r} –‖γ‖_{Lr (B1)} ≤ Nθρ^{−d/r} ≤ Nθρ^{−1}. Then, we follow the arguments in [1] and for |x| ≤ 1 define V (x) = ∫ R^d γ̌^r(y) |x − y|^{d−2} dy. Notice that V (x) = N ∫_∞ 0 1 ρ^{d−2} ( ∂ ∂ρ ∫ B_ρ(x) γ̌^r(y) dy ) dρ, where 1 ρ^{d−2} ∫ B_ρ(x) γ̌^r(y) dy ≤ N min ( ρ^2[γ^r]_{A1} γ^r(x), ρ^{2−d} ) , which shows that we can integrate by parts and get V (x) = N ∫_A 0 ρ – ∫ B_ρ(x) γ̌^r dydρ + N ∫_∞ A ρ^{1−d} ∫ B_ρ(x) γ̌^r dydρ, where A > 0 is any number. For small ρ we use that γ̌ ≤ γ and γ^r ∈ A_1, and for large ρ we use that γ̌ ∈ L_r. Then we see that V is well defined.

Similarly, |DV (x)| ≤ N ∫_∞ 0 1 ρ^{d−1} ( ∂ ∂ρ ∫ B_ρ(x) γ̌^r(y) dy ) dρ

= N ∫_A 0 – ∫ B_ρ(x) γ̌^r dydρ + N ∫_∞ A – ∫ B_ρ(x) γ̌^r dydρ

≤ Nγ^r(x) ∫_A 0 dρ + Nθ^r ∫_∞ A ρ^{−r} dρ = NAγ^r(x) + NA^{1−r}θ^r, where A > 0 is any number. For A^{−r}θ^r = γ^r(x) we conclude that on B_1 we have |DV | ≤ Nθγ^{r−1}. Next, we use the fact that ΔV = −Nγ^r in B_1 and integrating by parts and using Hölder’s inequality we get I = N ∫ R^d |u|^rΔV dx ≤ N ∫ R^d |DV ||u|^{r−1}|Du| dx ≤ Nθ ∫ R^d |γu|^{r−1}|Du| dx ≤ NθI^{1−1/r}‖Du‖_{Lr} . This leads to (3.1) and proves the lemma.

Theorem 3.3. Under Assumption 2.2 suppose that p = q_b. Then there exists a constant N = N(d, p, K) such that for any u ∈ C^∞_0 we have ‖bu‖^p_{Lp} ≤ Nθ^p_b (‖Du‖^p_{Lp} + R^{−p}_0 ‖u‖^p_{Lp} ). (3.2) Proof. Take ζ ∈ C^∞_0 (B_{R0} ), ζ ≥ 0, such that ∫ B_{R0} ζ^p dx = 1, ∫ B_{R0} |Dζ|^p dx = N(d)R^{−p}_0 . (3.3) By shifting the origin we get from Lemma 3.2 that for any x ∫ R^d |b(y)u(y)ζ(x + y)|^p dy ≤ Nθ^p_{b,c} ∫ R^d (ζ^p(x + y)|Du(y)|^p + |Dζ(x + y)|^p|u(y)|^p) dy. Integrating through this relation over R^d leads to (3.3) and proves the theorem.

Lemma 3.4. Assume θ > 0, 1 < r ≤ d/2, and nonnegative γ are such that for all ρ ≤ R_0, |x| ≤ R_0 –‖γ‖_{Lr (Bρ(x))} ≤ θρ^{−2}, [γ^r]_{A1} ≤ K. Then for any u ∈ C^∞_0 (B_{R0} ) we have I := ‖γu‖^r_{Lr} ≤ Nθ^r‖D^2u‖^r_{Lr} , (3.4) where N = N(d, r, K). Proof. Again we may assume that R_0 = 1. For the function V from the proof of Lemma 3.2 we have |DV (x)| ≤ Nγ^r(x) ∫_A 0 dρ + Nθ^r ∫_∞ A ρ^{−2r} dρ = NAγ^r(x) + NA^{1−2r}θ^r, which for A^{−2r}θ^r = γ^r yields |DV | ≤ Nγ^{r−1/2}θ^{1/2}. Hence I = N ∫ R^d |u|^rΔV dx ≤ N ∫ R^d |DV ||u|^{r−1}|Du| dx ≤ Nθ^{1/2} ∫ R^d |γu|^{r−1}|γ^{1/2}Du| dx ≤ Nθ^{1/2}I^{1−1/r}J^{1/r} with J := ∫ R^d |γ^{1/2}Du|^r dx ≤ Nθ^{r/2} ∫ R^d |D^2u|^r dx, where the inequality follows from Lemma 3.2. This yields (3.4) and proves the lemma.

Quite similarly to Theorem 3.3 we get the following.

Theorem 3.5. Under Assumption 2.3 suppose that p = q_c ≤ d/2. Then there exists a constant N = N(d, p, K) such that for any u ∈ C^∞_0 we have ‖cu‖^p_{Lp} ≤ Nθ^p_c (‖D^2u‖^p_{Lp} + R^{−p}_0 ‖Du‖^p_{Lp} + R^{−2p}_0 ‖u‖^p_{Lp} ). (3.5) By sending R_0 → ∞ in Lemma 3.4 we arrive at the following.

Lemma 3.6. Assume 1 < r < ∞, γ ∈ E_{r,2}, and |γ|^r ∈ A_1. Then for any u ∈ C^∞_0 ‖γu‖^r_{Lr} ≤ N‖γ‖^r_{Er,2} ‖D^2u‖^r_{Lr} , (3.6) where N depends only on d, r, and [|γ|^r]_{A1} .

Formally speaking in Lemma 3.6 we have to assume that r ≤ d/2 since this is one of the assumptions of Lemma 3.4. However, if r > d/2 the space E_{r,2} is trivial consisting of only zero function. The same comment applies to the corollary below.

Corollary 3.7. Assume 1 < r < q < ∞ and γ ∈ E_{q,2}. Then for any u ∈ C^∞_0 ‖γu‖^r_{Lr} ≤ N‖γ‖^r_{Eq,2} ‖D^2u‖_{Lr} , (3.7) where N depends only on d, r, q.

Indeed, by Lemma 3.1 we can replace γ with γ̂ and then by Lemma 3.6 get (3.7) with ‖γ̂‖_{Er,2} in place of ‖γ‖_{Eq,2} . After that it only remains to observe that ‖γ̂‖_{Er,2} ≤ ‖γ̂‖_{Eq,2} ≤ N‖γ‖_{Eq,2} . The following corollary of embedding theorems is well known.

Lemma 3.8. Let R ∈ (0, ∞], 1 < s ≤ r < ∞, u ∈ W^1_s (B_R) 1 + d r − d s > 0. Then with N = N(d, s, r) ‖u‖_{Lr (BR)} ≤ N‖Du‖^{d/s−d/r}_{Ls(BR)} ‖u‖^{1+d/r−d/s}_{Ls (BR)} + NR^{d/r−d/s}‖u‖_{Ls(BR)}. (3.8) The following theorem, in particular, generalizes and implies Corollary 3.7 when R = R_0 = ∞.

Theorem 3.9. Suppose that Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3 are satisfied and let u ∈ C^∞_0 , R ∈ (0, ∞]. Then

(i) For 1 < p ≤ q_b ≤ d there exists a constant N_0 = N_0(p, q_b, d, K) such that ‖bu‖_{Lp (BR)} ≤ N_0θ_b‖Du‖_{Lp(BR)} + N_0θ_b(R^{−1} + R^{−1}_0 )‖u‖_{Lp (BR)}, (3.9) ‖ |b| |Du|‖_{Lp (BR)} ≤ N_0θ_b‖D^2u‖_{Lp(BR)} + N_0θ_b(R^{−1} + R^{−1}_0 )‖Du‖_{Lp(BR)}. (3.10) (ii) For q_c > d/2 there exists a constant N = N(p, q_c, d) such that ‖cu‖_{Lp(BR)} ≤ NK ( ‖D^2u‖^{d/(2qc)} L_p(B_R)‖u‖ 1−d/(2q_c ) L_p(B_R) + R −d/q_c ‖u‖ L_p(B_R) ) . (3.11)

(iii) For q_c ≤ d/2 there exists a constant N_0 = N_0(p, q_c, d, K) such that ‖cu‖_{Lp (BR)} ≤ N_0θ_c ( ‖D^2u‖_{Lp(BR)} + (R^{−2}_0 + R^{−2})‖Du‖_{Lp(BR)} ) . (3.12)

Proof. Estimate (3.9) for p < q_b and R = ∞ is proved as Lemma 3.5 in [14]. If R = ∞ and p = q_b (and [b]_{A1} ≤ K) it is proved in Theorem 3.3. If R < ∞, take any extension operator Π_R which extends smooth functions in B_R to C^∞_0 functions and is such that ‖Πu‖_{Lp} ≤ N‖u‖_{Lp (BR)}, ‖DΠu‖_{Lp} ≤ N‖Du‖_{Lp(BR)} + NR^{−1}‖u‖_{Lp(BR)}, ‖D^2Πu‖_{Lp} ≤ N‖D^2u‖_{Lp(BR)} + NR^{−2}‖u‖_{Lp(BR)} (the latter will be needed while dealing with (iii)), where N = N(d, p). By the way, the fact that N can be chosen independent of R is easily proved by rescaling. Then after applying (3.9) with R = ∞ to Π_Ru we obtain (3.9) as is. Estimate (3.10) is an obvious corollary of (3.9).

To prove (ii), if p < q_c, we write ‖cu‖_{Lp (BR)} ≤ ‖c‖_{Lqc (BR)}‖u‖_{Lpqc/(qc−p)(BR)}. Then we use embedding theorems (see (3.8)) and observe that ‖Du‖_{Lp(BR)} ≤ N‖D^2u‖^{1/2}_{Lp(BR)}‖u‖^{1/2}_{Lp(BR)} + NR^{−1}‖u‖_{Lp (BR)}. (3.13)

If p = q_c, then p > d/2, and the result follows again by embedding theorem (sup |u| ≤ N‖u‖_W 2_p ).

As in the case of (i) while proving (iii) we reduce the general situation to the one where R = ∞. Then, if p = q_c, we get the result by Theorem 3.5. If p < q_c, to prove (iii) take ζ ∈ C^∞_0 (B_{R0} ), ζ ≥ 0, such that ∫ B_{R0} ζ^{2p} dx = 1, ζ + R_0|Dζ| + R^2_0|D^2ζ| ≤ N(d)R^{−d/(2p)}_0 . (3.14)

We claim that for any B ∈ B we have ( – ∫ B |cζ|^{qc} dx )_{1/qc} ≤ NR^{−d/(2p)} 0 θ_cr^{−2}_B . (3.15)

Indeed, if r_B ≤ R_0 it suffices to use that ζ ≤ NR^{−d/(2p)}_0 . In case r_B > R_0, it suffices to use that – ∫ B |cζ|^{qc} dx = Nr^{−d}_B ∫ B |cζ|^{qc} dx ≤ NR^{−qcd/(2p)} 0 r^{−d}_B ∫ B_{R0} |c|^{qc} dx

= NR^{−qcd/(2p)} 0 R^d_0r^{−d}_B – ∫ B_{R0} |c|^{qc} dx ≤ NR^{−qcd/(2p)} 0 R^d_0r^{−d}_B θ^{qc}_c R^{−2qc}_0 = NR^{−qcd/(2p)} 0 (R_0/r_B )^{d−2qc} r^{−2qc}_B θ^{qc}_c ≤ NR^{−qcd/(2p)}_0 θ^{qc}_c r^{−2qc}_B . Now, in light of (3.15) by Corollary 3.7 ∫ R^d |cζu|^p dx ≤ NR^{−d/2}_0 θ^p_c ∫ R^d |D^2u|^p dx. We plug in here ζ(· + y) and ζ(· + y)u in place of ζ and u, respectively. Then we get ∫ R^d ζ^{2p}(x + y)|cu|^p dx ≤ NR^{−d/2}_0 θ^p_c ∫ R^d [ ζ^p(x + y)|D^2u| +|Dζ(x + y)|^p |Du| + |D^2ζ(x + y)|^p|u|^p ] dx. After integrating through with respect to y and using (3.13) and that by Hölder’s inequality and (3.14) ∫ R^d ζ^p dy ≤ NR^{d/2}_0 , ∫ R^d |Dζ|^p dy ≤ NR^{d/2−p}_0 , ∫ R^d |D^2ζ|^p dy ≤ NR^{d/2−2p}_0 , we come to (3.12). The theorem is proved.

Remark 3.10. Theorem 3.9 will still hold if we replace balls B_R with halfballs. To see this it suffices to just extend our functions across the flat part to the whole ball. Actually the boundary of “half balls” even need not to be flat, as long as it allows one to extend the functions u across the border to û not much distorting the L_p norms of u, Du, D^2u. Therefore we can consider B_R(x) ∩ Ω, where Ω is a bounded domain of class C^{1,1} and x ∈ ∂Ω. Of course, in this situation R should be sufficiently small, R = R(d, p, R_0, Ω). However, having it small enough, we can have ‖û‖_{Lp(BR(x))} ≤ N_0‖u‖_{Lp(BR(x)∩Ω)}, ‖Dû‖_{Lp(BR(x))} ≤ N_0‖Du‖_{Lp(BR(x)∩Ω)} + N_1‖u‖_{Lp(BR(x)∩Ω)}, ‖D^2û‖_{Lp(BR(x))} ≤ N_0‖D^2u‖_{Lp(BR(x)∩Ω)} + N_1‖u‖_{Lp(BR(x)∩Ω)}, where N_0 = N(d, p), N_1 = N_1(d, p, Ω). This and partitions of unity lead to the following result.

Theorem 3.11. Suppose that Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3 are satisfied, Ω is a bounded domain in R^d of class C^{1,1} and let u ∈ W^2_p (Ω).

(i) For 1 < p ≤ q_b ≤ d there exist constants N_0 = N_0(p, q_b, d, K) and N_1 = N_1(p, q_b, d, K, R_0, Ω) such that ‖bu‖_{Lp(Ω)} ≤ N_0θ_b‖Du‖_{Lp(Ω)} + N_1θ_b‖u‖_{Lp(Ω)}, ‖ |b| |Du|‖_{Lp (Ω)} ≤ N_0θ_b‖D^2u‖_{Lp(Ω)} + N_1θ_b‖Du‖_{Lp(Ω)}. (ii) For q_c > d/2 there exists a constant N = N(p, q_c, d, Ω) such that ‖cu‖_{Lp(Ω)} ≤ NK ( ‖D^2u‖^{d/(2qc)} L_p(Ω) ‖u‖ 1−d/(2q_c ) L_p(Ω) + ‖u‖Lp(Ω) ) . (iii) For q_c ≤ d/2 there exist constants N_0 = N_0(p, q_c, d, K) and N_1 = N_1(p, q_c, d, K, R_0, Ω) such that ‖cu‖_{Lp (Ω)} ≤ N_0θ_c‖D^2u‖_{Lp(Ω)} + N_1θ_c‖u‖_{Lp(Ω)}. Of course, a simple consequence of Theorem 3.11 is that L is a bounded operator from W^2_p (Ω) into L_p(Ω). In particular, the problem of solving

(λ − L)u = f ∈ L_p(Ω) in W^2_p (Ω) with boundary condition u − g ∈^0W^2_p(Ω),

where g ∈ W^2_p (Ω), reduces to solwing (λ − L)w = h ∈ L_p(Ω) in^0W^2_p(Ω) by using the substitution w = u − g, h = f − (λ − L)g.

Remark 3.12. If Ω is as in Theorem 3.11 and we have a sequence of c_n, n = 1, 2, ..., such that each c_n satisfies Assumption 2.3 with the same R_0, q_c, K, θ_c and c_n → c in L_p(Ω), then for any u ∈ W^2_p (Ω) we have c_nu → cu in L_p(Ω).

Indeed, for any smooth v we have (c_n − c)u = (c_n − c)v + (c_n − c)(u − v), where the first term tends to zero in L_p(Ω) because c_n → c in L_p(Ω) and v is bounded and the L_p(Ω)-norm of the second term is dominated by a constant independent of n times the W^2_p (Ω)-norm of u − v, which can be made arbitrarily small on the account of choosing v appropriately.

In case Ω = R^d one can approximate u ∈ W^2_p (Ω) by functions with compact support. Therefore, in this case we need the convergence c_n → c in L_p only in each ball. Similar observation is valid also for bu or b^iD_iu.

4. Proof of Theorem 2.5 and interior estimates Set L_0u = a^{ij} D_{ij} u. Here is a particular case of Theorem 8 of [4] if Ω ∈ C^{1,1} or is a slight restatement of part of Theorem 6.4.1 of [11] if Ω = R^d .

Lemma 4.1. Let s ∈ (1, ∞) and let Ω be a bounded domain in R^d of class C^{1,1} or Ω = R^d . There exists θ_a = θ_a(d, δ, s) > 0 such that, if Assumption 2.1 is satisfied with this θ_a, then there exist λ_0 ≥ 1, N̂ , depending only on d, δ, s, R_a, and Ω, such that, for any u ∈^0W^2_s(Ω) and λ ≥ λ_0,

‖D^2u‖_{Ls(Ω)} + √ λ‖Du‖_{Ls(Ω)} + λ‖u‖_{Ls(Ω)} ≤ N̂‖L_0u − λu‖_{Ls(Ω)}. (4.1) Furthermore, for any f ∈ L_s(Ω) there exists a unique u ∈^0W^2_s(Ω) such that L_0u − λu = f. Recall that P = (d, K, δ, R_a ). Definition 4.2. Let Ω be as in Lemma 4.1.

(i) For 1 < p ≤ q_b introduce θ_b = θ_b(p, q_b, P, Ω) > 0 so that θ_bN̂N_0 ≤ 1/4, where N̂ is taken from Lemma 4.1 with s = p and N_0 is from Theorem 3.11 (i) if Ω is bounded and is from Theorem 3.9 (i) if Ω = R^d .

(ii) If q_c > d/2, the value of θ_c is irrelevant, just set θ_c = 1. If q_c ≤ d/2 introduce θ_c = θ_c(p, q_c, P, Ω) > 0 so that θ_cN̂N_0 ≤ 1/4, where N̂ is taken from Lemma 4.1 with s = p and N_0 is from Theorem 3.11 (iii) if Ω is bounded and is from Theorem 3.9 (iii) if Ω = R^d .

Theorems 3.9, 3.11, Lemma 4.1, perturbation method, and the method of continuity immediately lead to the proof of Theorem 2.5 about existence and uniqueness of solutions for equations Lu − λu = f for λ large.

We denote the solution from Theorem 2.5 by R_{λ+c}f.

Remark 4.3. By taking λ = λ_0 in (2.5) we see that for the same kind of N as in (2.5) and any u ∈^0W^2_p(Ω)

‖u‖_W 2_{p (Ω)} ≤ N ( ‖Lu‖_{Lp(Ω)} + ‖u‖_{Lp(Ω)} ) . (4.2)

The next result, the proof of which is left to the reader, is a standard consequence of Theorem 2.5 combined with Remark 3.12.

Theorem 4.4. Let Ω be a bounded domain in R^d of class C^{1,1} or Ω = R^d . Let a^n, b^n, c^n, n = 1, 2, ..., be a sequence of symmetric d × d-matrix valued,

R^d -valued, and real-valued, respectively, measurable functions, satisfying Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3 with the same δ, p, q_b, q_c, R_a, R_0, θ_a, θ_b, θ_c, K as in Theorem 2.5. Let f ∈ L_p(Ω) and suppose that a^n → a on R^d (a.e.) and ‖b − b^n‖_{Lp(Ω∩B)} + ‖c^n − c‖_{Lp(Ω∩B)} → 0 as n → ∞ for any ball B. Let λ ≥ λ_0, where λ_0 is taken from Theorem 2.5, and introduce u^n as unique^0W^2_p(Ω)-solutions of λu^n − L^nu^n = f, where the operator L^n is constructed from a^n, b^n, c^n. Then lim_{n→∞} ‖u^n − R_{λ+c}f‖_W 2_{p (Ω)} = 0.

By using approximation by bounded functions and properties of solutions of equations with bounded coefficients we easily arrive at the following. Corollary 4.5. If c ≥ 0, then we can add one more statement in Theorem 2.5: For any f ∈ L_p(Ω) we have |R_{λ+c}f| ≤ R_{λ+c}|f| ≤ R_λ|f| (a.e.).

If Ω is bounded, obviously, R_{λ+c} is independent of p. The same holds if Ω = R^d . To show this, for a moment, denote by R^p_{λ+c} what was before called R_{λ+c}.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose Ω = R^d and assumptions of Theorem 2.5 are satisfied with p_1, p_2 in place of p and 0 ≤ d p_1 − d p_2 < 1 Take λ_0 as the greater of λ_0’s corresponding to p_1 and p_2. Then R^{p1}_{λ+c} = R^{p2}_{λ+c} for λ ≥ λ_0.

Proof. Since L_{p1} ∩ L_{p2} is dense in L_{p1} and L_{p2} it suffices to prove that u := R^{p1}_{λ+c}f = R^{p2}_{λ+c}f =: v for f ∈ L_{p1} ∩ L_{p2} . Take ζ ∈ C^∞_0 with support in B_1 such that ζ(0) = 1 and set ζ_n(x) = ζ(x/n) f_n = (λ_0 − L)(ζ_nv), so that (λ_0 − L)(ζ_nv − u) = (ζ_n − 1)f − v(a^{ij} D_{ij} ζ_n + b^iD_iζ_n) − 2a^{ij} D_ivD_j ζ_n =: g_n. Clearly, to prove the lemma, it suffices to show that g_n → 0 in L_{p1} .

By the dominated convergence theorem (ζ_n−1)f → 0 in L_{p1} . By Theorem 3.9 ‖v|b| |Dζ_n| ‖_{Lp1} ≤ Nn^{−1}‖v|b|‖_{Lp1 (Bn)} ≤ Nn^{−1}(‖Dv‖_{Lp1 (Bn)} + ‖v‖_{Lp1 (Bn )}), where the constants N are independent of n. By Hölder’s inequality the last expression is dominated by Nn^{−1}n^{(p2−p1)d/(p1 p2)}(‖Dv‖_{Lp2 (Bn)} + ‖v‖_{Lp2 (Bn)}) → 0 as n → ∞. The remaining terms in g_n tend to zero in L_{p1} owing to Hölder’s inequality. The lemma is proved.

To be able to move λ to zero in (2.5), when c ≥ 0, we need to do some preparations.

In case s = p, Ω = R^d , λ = λ_0, Lemma 4.1 yields ‖u‖_W 2_p ≤ N(d, δ, p, R_a) ( ‖L_0u‖_{Lp} + ‖u‖_{Lp} ) . (4.3)

By using the method of proof of Theorem 9.4.1 of [11] we derive from (4.3) the following.

Lemma 4.7. Under Assumption 2.1 with θ_a = θ_a(d, δ, p) there exists a constant N_0 = N_0(d, δ, p, R_a) such that for any R_1 < R_2 and u ∈ W^2_p (B_{R2} ) we have

‖u‖_W 2_{p (BR1 )} ≤ N_0 ( ‖L_0u‖_{Lp(BR2 )} + [1 + (R_2 − R_1)^{−2}]‖u‖_{Lp (BR2 )} ) . (4.4)

Next, we carry over Lemma 4.7 to the full operator L basically mimicking the proof of Theorem 9.4.1 of [11] (originated in [8]).

Theorem 4.8. Under Assumption 2.1 with θ_a = θ_a(d, δ, p) there exist θ_b = θ_b(p, q_b, P ) > 0 and θ_c = θ_c(p, q_c, P ) > 0 such that if Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3 are satisfied with these θ_b, θ_c, there exists a constant N_1 depending only on d, δ, p, q_b, q_c, K, R_a, R_0, such that for any R_1 < R_2 and u ∈ W^2_p (B_{R2} ) we have (N_0 is from Lemma 4.7)

‖u‖_W 2_{p (BR1 )} ≤ (8/7)N_0‖Lu‖_{Lp(BR2 )} + N_1[1 + (R_2 − R_1)^{−2}]‖u‖_{Lp(BR2 )}. (4.5)

Proof. We may assume that R_1 ≥ R_2 − R_1. Set ρ_0 = R_1,

ρ_m = R_1 + (R_2 − R_1) m∑ j=1 2^{−j} . By Lemma 4.7

I_m := ‖u‖_W 2_{p (Bρm )} ≤ N_0 ( ‖Lu‖_{Lp(Bρm+1 )} +[1 + 4^{m+1}(R_2 − R_1)^{−2}]‖u‖_{Lp (Bρm+1 )} ) + J, where J = N_0 ( ‖bDu‖_{Lp(Bρm+1 )} + ‖cu‖_{Lp (Bρm+1 )} ) . We estimate the norms of bDu and cu by using Theorem 3.9. By N below we denote generic constants depending only on d, δ, p, q_b, q_c, K, R_a, R_0. Then we get that for some θ_b and θ_c chosen appropriately in our assumptions we have J ≤ (1/8)‖u‖_W 2_{p (Bρm+1 )} + N(1 + R^{−2}_1 )‖u‖_{Lp (BR2 )},

where R^{−2}_1 ≤ (R_2 − R_1)^{−2}. Hence,

I_m ≤ (1/8)I_{m+1} + N_0‖Lu‖_{Lp(BR2 )} + N[1 + 4^m(R_2 − R_1)^{−2}]‖u‖_{Lp(BR2 )}.

By multiplying both parts of this inequality by 8^{−m}, summing up for m = 0, 1, ..., and cancelling (finite) like terms we come to (4.5) and the theorem is proved.

Our next result is about better summability of D^2u if the right-hand side is summable to a higher power. It will be used to reduce λ_0 in Theorem 2.5 to any number > 0 in case Ω = R^d . Introduce θ̄_b(p, q_b, P, Ω) = θ_b(p, q_b, P, Ω) ∧ θ_b(p, q_b, P ), where θ_b(p, q_b, P, Ω) is from Definition 4.2 and θ_b(p, q_b, P ) is from Theorem 4.8.

Theorem 4.9. Suppose c ≡ 0, for a number r we have q_b ≥ r > d/2, r ≥ p, Assumption 2.1 is satisfied with θ_a = θ_a(d, δ, p) and Assumption 2.2 is satisfied with θ_b(p, q_b, d, K, δ, R_a ) from Theorem 4.8. Moreover, if r > p, also suppose that Assumptions 2.2 (q_b, p(n), θ̄_b(n)), n = 0, 1, ..., m, are satisfied, where p(n) (∈ [p, r]) are specified in the proof and θ̄_b(n) = θ̄_b(p(n), q_b, P, R^d ).

Then for any R ∈ (0, ∞) and u ∈ W^2_{p,loc} (B_{2R}) such that Lu ∈ L_r(B_{2R}) we have u ∈ W^2_{r,loc} (B_{2R}) and ‖u‖_W 2_{r (BR)} ≤ N ( ‖Lu‖_{Lr (B2R )} + ‖u‖_{Lp (B2R)} ) , (4.6) where N depends only on R, p, r, q_b, d, δ, R_a, R_0, K.

Proof. If r = p the result follows from Theorem 4.8. Therefore we assume that r > p. Introduce γ = 1 + 2r − d d · p r . (4.7)

Observe that γ > 1 and introduce p(n) = pγ^n, n = 0, ..., m − 1, where m − 1 is the largest n such that p(n) ≤ r. Then set p(m) = r.

Take λ_0 so large (see Theorem 2.5) that λ_0 −L is invertible as an operator acting from W^2_{p(n)} onto L_{p(n)} for all n.

Also take n ∈ [0, m − 1], u ∈ W^2_{p(n),loc} (B_{2R}) and assume that Lu ∈ L_{p(n+1)}(B_{2R}). Then take ζ ∈ C^∞_0 (B_{2R}) such that ζ = 1 on B_R and denote f = (L − λ_0)u, g = (L − λ_0)(ζu) = ζf + 2a^{ij} D_iuD_j ζ + u(a^{ij} D_{ij} ζ + b^iD_iζ). Observe that for n < m − 1 d p(n) − d p(n + 1) = d pγ^{n+1} (γ − 1) < d p (γ − 1) = 2r − d r = 2 − d r ≤ 1 (4.8)

and p(n) < p(n + 1) ≤ r ≤ d. If n = m − 1 and p(m − 1) = r, then the left-hand side of (4.8) vanishes for n = m − 1, and if p(m − 1) < r, then r ≤ p(m − 1)γ and d p(m − 1) − d p(m) = d p(m − 1) − d r ≤ d p(m − 1) − d p(m − 1)γ ≤ γd r ( 1 − 1 γ ) = 2rd − d r · p r < 2rd − d r ≤ 1. It follows that, if ηu ∈ W^2_{p(n)} for any η ∈ C^∞_0 (B_{2R}), then ηDu ∈ L_{p(n+1)} for any η ∈ C^∞_0 (B_{2R}). Furthermore, by Theorem 3.11 for η ∈ C^∞_0 (B_{2R}) such that η = 1 on the support of ζ we have ‖ubDζ‖_{Lp(n+1)} ≤ N‖buη‖_{Lp(n+1)} ≤ N‖ηu‖_W 1_{p(n+1)} ≤ N‖ηu‖_W 2_{p(n)} . We conclude that g ∈ L_{p(n+1)} and ‖g‖_{Lp(n+1)} ≤ N‖ηu‖_W 2_{p(n)} + N‖Lu‖_{Lr (B2R)}. Next by the choice of λ_0 the equation (L − λ_0)w = g has a solution in W^2_{p(n+1)} which in addition is unique in W^2_{p(n)}. By Lemma 4.6 w = ζu ∈ W^2_{p(n+1)} ∀ζ ∈ C^∞_0 (B_{2R}). (4.9) Again by the choice of λ_0 ‖u‖_W 2_{p(n+1)(BR)} ≤ ‖ζu‖_W 2_{p(n+1)} ≤ N‖g‖_{Ln+1} ≤ N‖ηu‖_W 2_{p(n)} + N‖Lu‖_{Lr (B2R)}. By iterating this we see that there exists η ∈ C^∞_0 (B_{2R}) such that ‖u‖_W 2_{r (BR)} ≤ N‖ηu‖_W 2_p + N‖Lu‖_{Lr (B2R)} and to finish proving (4.6) it only remains to apply Theorem 4.8. The fact that u ∈ W^2_{r,loc} (B_{2R}) is obtained by changing the origin and R allowing us to explore what is going on in a neighborhood of any point in B_{2R}. The theorem is proved.

Corollary 4.10. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.9 if u ∈ W^2_{p,loc} (B_{2R}) satisfies Lu = 0 in B_{2R}, then u ∈ W^2_{r,loc} (B_{2R}). In particular, u ∈ C^{2−d/r}_{loc} (B_{2R}).

The following will be instrumental in reducing λ_0 to zero in Theorem 2.5 in case Ω is a bounded domain.

Theorem 4.11. Let Ω be a bounded domain of class C^{1,1}. Suppose c ≡ 0, for a number r we have q_b ≥ r > d/2, r ≥ p, Assumption 2.1 is satisfied with θ_a = θ_a(d, δ, p) and Assumption 2.2 is satisfied with θ_b(p, q_b, P, Ω) from Definition 4.2. Moreover if r > p, also suppose that Assumptions 2.2 (q_b, p(n), θ_b(n)), n = 0, 1, ..., m, are satisfied, where p(n) (∈ [p, r]) are specified in the proof of Theorem 4.9 and θ_b(n) = θ_b(p(n), q_b, P, Ω) from Definition 4.2.

Then there exists an integer m_0, depending only on p and d, and there exist λ_0 ≥ 1 and a constant N, depending only on p, r, q_b, d, δ, R_a, R_0, K, and Ω. such that for any f ∈ L_p(Ω) we have sup_{x∈Ω} |R^{m0}_{λ0} f(x)| ≤ N‖f‖_{Lp(Ω)}. (4.10)

If r = p estimate (4.10) with m = 1 follows from embedding theorems. In case r > p the proof of this theorem is achieved by almost literally repeating that of Theorem 2.16 of [12].

5. Two auxiliary results using probability theory

Here we assume that c ≡ 0 and q_b ∈ (d_0, d], where d_0 = d_0(d, δ) ∈ (d/2, d) is defined in [15]. We suppose that Assumption 2.1 (i) and Assumption 2.2 are satisfied with q_b > p = d_0 and θ_b = b̂(d, δ), where b̂(d, δ) > 0 is defined in [15].

Lemma 5.1. Let Ω be a bounded domain of class C^{1,1}, λ ≥ ν > 0 and let f ∈ L_{d0} (Ω) and u ∈ W^2_{d0} (Ω) ∩ C(Ω̄) satisfy λu − Lu ≤ 1 + f in Ω and u ≤ 0 on ∂Ω. Then λu ≤ μ + Nλ‖f‖_{Ld0 (Ω)}, where N depends only on d, δ, R_0 and the diameter of Ω and μ < 1 is a constant depending only on ν, d, δ, and the diameter of Ω.

Proof. In light of Theorem 3.11 (and Remark 3.12 and q_b ≠ d_0) we may assume that u, a, and b are smooth. In that case we can use some basic facts from stochastic calculus which are found, for instance, in [10]. For the reader’s orientation we sketch some of them. A d-dimensional Wiener precess w_t is the mathematical model of Brownian motion and is a continuous random process with independent increments and independent coordinates such that w^i_t −w^i_s has normal distribution with zero mean and variance |t−s| for any i = 1, ..., d. Itô proved that one can define the stochastic integral ∫_t 0 f_t dw_t for random R^d -valued f_t as the limit of usual integral sums provided that f, say, is measurable bounded and, for each t, f_t and the process w_{s+t} − w_t, s > 0, are independent. After that, by using Perron’s method of successive approximations, he showed that under our above assumptions on a and b, for any x, the equation

x_t = x + ∫_t 0 √ 2a(x_s) dw_s + ∫_t 0 b(x_s) ds (5.1)

has a unique solution such that for each t, x_t and the process w_{s+t} − w_t, s > 0, are independent. Finally, what we need is Itô’s formula, which implies (see [9]) that if Ω is a bounded domain u ∈ W^2_d (Ω) ∩ C(Ω̄) and c_t ≥ 0 is measurable bounded and, for each t, c_t and the process w_{s+t} − w_t, s > 0, are independent, then for any x ∈ Ω u(x) = Ee^{−ϕτ} u(x_τ ) + E ∫_τ 0 e^{−ϕt} (c_tu(x_t) − Lu(x_t)) dt, where x_t is the solution of (5.1), τ is its first exit time from Ω and

ϕ_t = ∫_t 0 c_s ds.

In our case with c_t = λ it follows that λu(x) ≤ E ∫_τ 0 λe^{−λt} dt + v = 1 − Ee^{−λτ} + v ≤ 1 − Ee^{−ντ} + v, with v = λE ∫_τ 0 |f(x_t)| dt ≤ Nλ‖f‖_{Ld0 (Ω)}, where the inequality holds due to Theorem 1.2 of [15], which is applicable because of our condition on θ_b. This theorem also implies that Eτ ≤ N̂, where N̂ depends only on d, δ, R_0, and the diameter of Ω. Since this holds for any starting point x ∈ Ω, by Khasminskii’s lemma for ν̂ = (2N̂ )^{−1} we have Ee^{ν̂τ} ≤ 2. Hence, P (τ > T ) ≤ 2e^{−ν̂T} , Ee^{−ντ} ≥ e^{−νT} P (τ ≤ T ) ≥ e^{−νT} (1 − 2e^{−ν̂T} ) and 1 − Ee^{−ντ} ≤ 1 − e^{−νT} (1 − 2e^{−ν̂T} ) =: μ, where μ < 1 for an appropriate choice of T . The lemma is proved.

Lemma 5.2. Let λ, ρ ≥ 0 and let f ∈ L_{d0} (B_R) and u ∈ W^2_{d0} (B_R) satisfy λu − Lu ≤ f in B_R. Then u(0) ≤ e^{ξ̄/2}e^{−ρ} √_{λ̇ξ̄/2} max_{∂BR} u_+ + N‖f‖_{Ld0 (BR)}, (5.2)

where N depends only on d, δ, R_0, and R, ξ̄ = ξ̄(d, δ) ∈ (0, 1), and λ̇ = λ min(1, λR^2_0).

Proof. Again we may assume that u, a, and b are smooth and keep going the argument in the previous proof. In light of Theorem 1.1 of [15] the assumption of Theorem 2.3 of [15] is satisfied with R = R_0. Therefore, for ρ ≤ R_0 P (τ_ρ ≥ ρ^2) ≥ ξ̄, where τ_ρ is the first time x_t deviates from its arbitrary starting point by distance ρ. This by Corollary 2.5 of [16] leads to the fact that for μ ∈ [0, 1] and ρ ≤ R_0 we have Ee^{−μρ−2τρ} ≤ e^{−μξ̄/2}, which by Theorem 2.6 of [16] yields that for any λ, ρ > 0 Ee^{−λτρ} ≤ e^{ξ̄/2}e^{−ρ} √_{λ̇ξ̄/2} . (5.3) After that it only remains to recall that by Itô’s formula

u(0) = E ( e^{−λτR} u(x_{τR} ) + ∫_{τR} 0 e^{−λt}(λ − L)u(x_t) dt )

≤ Ee^{−λτR} max_{∂BR} u_+ + E ∫_{τR} 0 |f(x_t)| dt, where x_t is the solution of (5.1) with x = 0 and τ_R is the first time it reaches ∂B_R. The lemma is proved.

Remark 5.3. In Corollary 2.8 of [16] estimate (5.3) is shown to imply that for any m > 0 and 0 ≤ s ≤ t we have E sup_{r∈[s,t]} |x_r − x_s|^m ≤ N(|t − s|^{m/2} + |t − s|^m), (5.4) where N = N(m, R_0, ξ̄). 6. Proof of Theorem 2.8 We repeat the short proof of Theorem 4.2 of [12]. In light of the method of continuity it suffices to prove the first assertion. If λ ≥ λ_0, with λ_0 taken from Theorem 2.5, the result is known from Theorem 2.5 even without the restriction q_b > d_0. Therefore we will only concentrate on 0 ≤ λ < λ_0. Define f = λu − Lu so that

λ_0u − Lu = (λ_0 − λ)u + f, u = (λ_0 − λ)R_{λ0+c}u + R_{λ0+c}f, and by induction on n

u = [(λ_0 − λ)R_{λ0+c}]^nu + n−1∑ i=0 [(λ_0 − λ)R_{λ0+c}]^iR_{λ0+c}f,

where n is any integer ≥ 1. We thus have the beginning of the Neumann series.

Introduce the constants N_1 and M_n so that

‖R_{λ0} g‖_{Lp (Ω)} ≤ N_1‖g‖_{Lp (Ω)} ∀g ∈ L_p(Ω), M_n = n−1∑ i=0 λ^i_0N^{i+1}_1 .

Finally, let |Ω| be the volume of Ω and take m_0 from Theorem 4.11. For n > m_0, in light of Corollary 4.5 ‖u‖_{Lp(Ω)} ≤ |Ω|^{1/p}λ^n_0 sup_{x∈Ω} R^{n−m0}_{λ0} R^{m0}_{λ0} |u|(x) + M_n‖f‖_{Lp(Ω)}. By Lemma 5.1 the above supremum is dominated by λ^{m0−n} 0 μ^{n−m0} sup_{x∈Ω} R^{m0}_{λ0} |u|(x), where μ < 1, which by Theorem 4.11 is less than N_2λ^{m0−n}_0 μ^{n−m0} ‖u‖_{Lp(Ω)}. Hence, ‖u‖_{Lp (Ω)} ≤ N_2|Ω|^{1/p}λ^{m0}_0 μ^{n−m0} ‖u‖_{Lp(Ω)} + M_n‖f‖_{Lp(Ω)}. We fix n so that N_2|Ω|^{1/p}λ̄^{m0} μ^{n−m0} ≤ 1/2 and then arrive at ‖u‖_{Lp(Ω)} ≤ 2M_n‖f‖_{Lp(Ω)}. Now to get (2.6) it only remains to refer to Remark 4.3. The theorem is proved.

7. Proof of Theorem 2.9 In light of Theorem 3.11 we my assume that a is smooth and b, c are bounded (the mollification of c might (?) ruin belonging of |c|^p to A_1 which is required if q_c = p). Next, we need a lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let u ∈ W^2_{2d} and f ∈ L_{2d}. Assume that f = 0 outside B_1, λ ≥ ε_0, and λu − Lu = f in R^d . Then there exists a constant N, depending only on ε_0, d, δ, p, q_b, q_c, r, R_0, R_a, K, such that ‖u/v‖_{Lp} ≤ N‖f‖_{Lp} , where v(x) = e^{−ε0R0|x|ξ̄/2} with ξ̄ taken from Lemma 5.2.

Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 11.6.1 of [11]. Take R^′ = R^′(ε_0R_0, d, δ) ≥ 4 so that e^{ξ̄/2}e^{−(R′ −2)ε0R0ξ̄/2} ≤ 1/2. (7.1) Relying on classical results, define h ∈ W^2_{2d}(B_R′ ) as a unique solution of λh − Lh = 0 in B_R′ with w := h − u ∈^0W^2_d(B_R′ ).

Then λw − Lw = f. Notice that λu − Lu = 0 outside B_1 and by the maximum principle |u(x)| ≤ max_{|x|=2} |u| for |x| ≥ 2. Taking this into account, taking x as the new origin, and using Lemma 5.2 and the fact that λ ≥ ε_0, we obtain |u(x)| ≤ e^{ξ̄/2}e^{−(|x|−2)ε0R0ξ̄/2} max_{|x|=2} |u| for |x| ≥ 2. (7.2) Also observe that by the maximum principle |h| ≤ max_{|x|=R′} |u| in B_R′ . Now we claim that to prove the lemma, it suffices to prove that |w(x)| ≤ N‖f‖_{Lp(BR′ )} for |x| = 2. (7.3) Indeed, if (7.3) holds, then max_{|x|=2} |u| ≤ max_{|x|=2} |h| + max_{|x|=2} |w| ≤ max_{|x|=R′} |u| + N‖f‖_{Lp(R}d_) ≤ e^{ξ̄/2}e^{−(R′−2)ε0R0ξ̄/2} max_{|x|=2} |u| + N‖f‖_{Lp(R}d_), which for our choice of R^′ yields max_{|x|=2} |u| ≤ N‖f‖_{Lp(R}d_). Coming back to (7.2) and using that e^{(1+2ε0R0)ξ̄/2} ≤ N we get that ‖u/v‖_{Lp (B}c_{2 )} ≤ N‖f‖_{Lp(R}d_).

The remaining part of the norm is also bounded by N‖f‖_{Lp(R}d_) since |u| ≤ |h| + |w|, max_{BR′} |h| ≤ max_{|x|=R′} |u| ≤ max_{|x|=2} |u| ≤ N‖f‖_{Lp(R}d_), and by Theorem 2.8 we have ‖w‖_{Lp (BR′ )} ≤ N‖f‖_{Lp(BR′ )}. Thus, indeed we need only prove (7.3).

By the maximum principle |w| ≤ ψ, where ψ is a^0W^2_r(B_R′ )-solution of (L + c)ψ = −|f|. So it suffices to estimate ψ on |x| = 2. Take a point x_0 with |x_0| = 2 and observe that by embedding theorems we have |ψ(x_0)| ≤ N‖ψ‖_W 2_{r (B1/2 (x0))}. Next, we use the local regularity result from Theorem 4.9. Then we find ‖ψ‖_W 2_{r (B1/2(x0))} ≤ N‖(L + c)ψ‖_{Lr (B1 (x0))} + N‖ψ‖_{Lp(B1(x0))}. Here the first term on the right is zero since f = 0 outside of B_1 and the second term is less than N‖f‖_{Lp(BR′ )} by Theorem 2.8. The lemma is proved.

Proof of Theorem 2.9. We follow the derivation of Theorem 11.6.2 of [11] from Lemma 11.6.1 of [11].

As usual, it suffices to prove the a priori estimate (2.7). As we said we may assume that a is smooth and b, c are bounded. Then we also may assume that u ∈ C^∞_0 . In that case f := λu − Lu also has compact support and is bounded.

Then let ζ be a C^∞_0 function with unit integral and support in B_1. Define ζ^z(x) = ζ(x − z) and let, for any z ∈ R^d , w^{(z)} ∈ W^2_p be a unique solution of

λw^{(z)} − Lw^{(z)} = ζ^zf. (7.4)

Such functions w^{(z)} exist owing to Theorem 11.6.2 of [11]. Since the coefficients of L are regular and f is bounded w^{(z)} ∈ W^2_s for any s > 1. In particular, it is bounded and continuous and its first derivatives are bounded and continuous. These bounds are in terms of W^2_s norms of ζ^zf and therefore are uniform with respect to z. Furthermore, for any s > 1, there are constants N such that ‖w^{(y)} − w^{(z)}‖_W 2_s ≤ N‖(ζ^y − ζ^z)f‖_{Ls} ≤ N|y − z| for all y and z. It follows by embedding theorems that w^{(z)} and its first derivatives derivatives in x are Lipschitz continuous functions of z. Also ζ^zf(x) = 0 and hence w^{(z)}(x) = 0 for all x if |z| is large enough, say |z| ≥ R, because f has compact support. Therefore, the definition w = ∫ R^d w^{(z)} dz ( = ∫ B_R w^{(z)} dz ) makes sense as the Bochner integral in W^2_s and defines w as an element of W^2_s . Integrating through in (7.4), we find that λw − Lw = f, which by Theorem 11.6.2 of [11] yields w = u.

Hence, by Hölder’s inequality, for v taken from Lemma 7.1 and v^z(x) = v(x − z), |u(x)|^p ≤ ∫ R^d |w^{(z)}(x)/v^z (x)|^p dz ‖v‖^p_{Ls} = N^p_1 ∫ R^d |w^{(z)}(x)/v^z (x)|^p dz, (7.5) where s = p/(p − 1) and N_1 depends only on ε_0R_0, δ, p, and d. In addition, by Lemma 7.1 we have ∫ R^d |w^{(z)}(x)/v^z (x)|^p dx ≤ N^p_2 ∫ R^d |ζ^zf|^p dx, where N_2 is the constant called N in Lemma 7.1. This and (7.5) yield ‖u‖_{Lp} ≤ N_3‖λu − Lu‖_{Lp} , N_3 = N_1N_2‖ζ‖_{Lp} . After that it only remains to use that similarly to Remark 4.3 ‖u‖_W 2_p ≤ N ( ‖λu − Lu‖_{Lp} + ‖u‖_{Lp} ) . The theorem is proved.

One more result, proved in the next section, is the following stability theorem, which is nontrivial even if b^n = b = 0, c^n = c = 0.

Theorem 7.2. In addition to the assumptions of Theorem 2.9 suppose that q_c > d_0, b ∈ L_{d0} , c ∈ L_{d0} . Let a^n, b^n, c^n, n = 1, 2, ..., be sequences of smooth bounded functions with values in the set of symmetric d × d matrices having all eigenvalues in [δ, δ^{−1}], in R^d , and in [0, ∞), respectively, such that a^n → a on R^d (a.e.) and ‖b − b^n‖_{Ld0} + ‖c^n − c‖_{Ld0} → 0 as n → ∞. Suppose that b^n satisfy Assumption 2.2 with p = d_0 and θ_b = b̂(d, δ). Take λ > 0, f ∈ L_{d0} , and introduce un as unique W 2_{d0} -solutions of λu^n − L^nu^n = f, where the operators L^n are constructed from a^n, b^n, c^n. Then at each point of R^d we have u^n → u as n → ∞, where u ∈ W^2_{d0} is a unique solution of λu − Lu = f.

8. Weak uniqueness of solutions of stochastic equations

We suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 2.9 are satisfied and q_b, q_c > d_0 = p = r.

If a and b are smooth, as we have mentioned in Section 5, the results of [15] and [16] are applicable. In particular, take x ∈ R^d and on a probability space with a d-dimensional Wiener process w_t define a process x_t as a (unique) solution of

x_t = x + ∫_t 0 √ 2a(x_s) dw_s + ∫_t 0 b(x_s) ds. (8.1)

By Theorem 1.2 of [15] for any R > 0 and Borel nonnegative f E ∫_{τR(x)} 0 f(x_t) dt ≤ N‖f‖_{Ld0 (BR(x))}, (8.2) where τ_R(x) is the first time x_t exits from B_R(x) and N depends only on d, δ, R, and R_0.

Estimate (8.2) holds with the same N, if we take a sequence of smooth a^n, b^n, satisfying Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 with p = d_0 and θ_b = b̂(d, δ) and converging to the original a (a.e.) and b in L_{d0} (B_R) for any R, and introduce x^n_t by solving (8.1) with a^n, b^n in place of a, b. Then (5.4) will also hold with the same constant for x^n_t in place of x_t.

After that by using the Skorokhod embedding method, as always in such situation, and repeating the proofs of Theorem 1.1, 1.3, and 1.4 of [13] (where b ∈ L_d) and using the results of the preceding sections we come to the following.

Theorem 8.1. There is a probability space carrying a d-dimensional Wiener process w_t such that equation (8.1) has a solution for which estimates (8.2) and (5.4) hold. Furthermore, all solutions (on any possible probability space) for which estimate (8.2) holds have the same finite-dimensional distribution. Finally, for any such solution, if r ≥ d_0 and u ∈ W^2_r , then (a.s.) for all t ≥ 0 u(x_t) = u(0) + ∫_t 0 [ (1/2)a^{ij} (x_s)D_{ij} u(x_s) + b^i(x_s)D_iu(x_s) ] ds

+ ∫_t 0 D_iu(x_s) √ a(x_s)^{ik} dw^k_s (8.3)

and the last term is a square integrable martingale.

On the basis of Theorem 8.1 and what is said before it we can just repeat the proof of Theorem 6.4 of [12] and prove our Theorem 7.2.

9. Two examples

Example 9.1. Take γ_+ = 2d, 4γ_− > (d − 2)^2, and set

k = d/2 − 1, s = (1/2) √ 4γ_− − (d − 2)^2.

Then take any ε ∈ (0, 1) such that

tan(s ln ε) = s k + 2 = 2s d + 2 , and set γ(x) = γ_+I_{|x|≤ε} − γ_−I_{|x|>ε}, u(x) = |x|^2 ε^2 I_{|x|≤ε} + ε^k sin(s ln |x|) |x|^k sin(s ln ε) I_{|x|>ε}.

One easily checks that u ∈ C^{1,1}(B_1), u = 0 on ∂B_1 and Δu − γ(x) |x|^2 u = 0

in B_1.

Example 9.2. Take γ(x) ≡ γ < 0 such that 4ε^2 := 4γ + (d − 2)^2 > 0, define 2λ_± = −(d − 2) ± 2ε (< 0) and also set u_±(x) = |x|^{λ±} . Then both functions equal 1 on ∂B_1 and satisfy (1.1) in B_1 with b = 0 and f = 0. Furthermore, both functions are in W^2_p (B_1) for p < p_0, where p_0 = 2d/(d + 2 + 2ε) > 1. Again uniqueness fails.

Furthermore, for any λ > 0, the function v = u_+ − u_− is zero on ∂B_1 and satisfy Δv − γ |x|^2 v − λv = f, in B_1, where f = −λv ∈ L_{p0} (B_1). But v ∉ W^2_{p0} (B_1), so that estimate (2.5) fails as p ↑ p_0. This shows the necessity of the smallness assumption on θ_c depending on p in Theorem 2.5.

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] D.E. Apushkinskaya, A.I. Nazarov, D.K. Palagachev, L.G. Softova, Venttsel boundary value problems with discontinuous data, SIAM J. Math. Anal., Vol. 53 (2021), No. 1, 221–252.

[3] G. Di Fazio, D.I. Hakim, and Y. Sawano, Elliptic equations with discontinuous coefficients in generalized Morrey spaces, Eur. J. Math. 3 (2017), No. 3, 728–762.

[4] Hongjie Dong and Doyoon Kim, On the Lp-solvability of higher order parabolic and elliptic systems with BMO coefficients, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., Vol. 199 (2011), 889–941.

[5] A. Canale, P. Di Gironimo, and A. Vitolo, Functions with derivatives in spaces of Morrey type and elliptic equations in unbounded domains, Studia Math., Vol. 128 (1998), No. 3, 199–218.

[6] L. Caso, R. D’Ambrosio, and M. Transirico, W^{2,p}–solvability of the Dirichlet problem for elliptic equations with singular data, Abstr. Appl. Anal. 2015, Art. ID 635035, 7 pp. [7] D. Kinzebulatov and Yu. A. Semënov, Brownian motion with general drift, Stochastic Processes and their Applications, Vol. 130 (2020), 2737–2750.

[8] N.V. Krylov, On the first boundary value problem for second order elliptic equations, Differentsialnye Uravneniya, Vol. 3 (1967), No. 2, 315–326 in Russian, English transl. Differential Equations, Vol. 3, (1967), 158–164.

[9] N.V. Krylov, “Controlled diffusion processes”, Nauka, Moscow, 1977 in Russian; English translation by Springer, 1980.

[10] N.V. Krylov, “Introduction to the theory of random processes”, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2002.

[11] N.V. Krylov, “Lectures on elliptic and parabolic equations in Sobolev spaces”, Amer.

Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2008.

[12] N.V. Krylov, Elliptic equations with VMO a, b ∈ L_d, and c ∈ L_{d/2}, Trans. Amer.

Math. Sci., Vol. 374 (2021), No. 4, 2805–2822.

[13] N.V. Krylov, On stochastic equations with drift in L_d, Annals of Prob., Vol. 49 (2021), No. 5, 2371–2398.

[14] 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 [15] N.V. Krylov, On diffusion processes with drift in a Morrey class containing L_{d+2}, http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.05603 [16] N.V. Krylov, On potentials of Itô’s processes with drift in L_{d+1},

http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.10694 [17] N.V. Krylov, Linear and fully nonlinear elliptic equations with Morrey drift, http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.06840 [18] S. Monsurrò and M. Transirico, A priori bounds in L^p and in W^{2,p} for solutions of elliptic equations, Abstr. Appl. Anal., 2013, Art. ID 650870, 7 pp.

[19] Saisai Yang and Tusheng Zhang, Elliptic equations associated with Brownian motion with singular drift, Commun. Math. Stat. 10 (2022), no. 1, 101–122.

[20] Kelei Zhang and Pengcheng Niu, Higher-order Fefferman-Poincaré type inequalities and applications J. Inequal. Appl. 2015, 2015:390, 9 pp. Email address: nkrylov@umn.edu

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