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GRADIENT ESTIMATES FOR DIVERGENCE FORM PARABOLIC
SYSTEMS

HONGJIE DONG AND LONGJUAN XU

AssTtrACT. We consider divergence form, second-order strongly parabolic systems
in a cylindrical domain with a finite number of subdomains under the assumption
that the interfacial boundaries are C"P™ and C70 in the spatial variables and the
time variable, respectively. Gradient estimates and piecewise C'/>!-regularity are
established when the leading coefficients and data are assumed to be of piecewise
Dini mean oscillation or piecewise Holder continuous. Our results improve the
previous results in [26, 19] to a large extent. We also prove a global weak type-(1,1)
estimate with respect to A; Muckenhoupt weights for the parabolic systems with
leading coefficients which satisfy a stronger assumption. As a byproduct, we give
a proof of optimal regularity of weak solutions to parabolic transmission problems
with C# or CMPin jnterfaces. This gives an extension of a recent result in [5] to
parabolic systems.

1. INTRODUCTION

We are concerned with second-order parabolic systems in divergence form aris-
ing from composite materials. We are interested in obtaining the gradient esti-
mates for such systems when the domain can be decomposed into a finite number
of time-dependent subdomains with coefficients and data which are of piecewise
Dini mean oscillation. See the specific definitions given in the next section. These
estimates will be shown to be independent of the distance between subdomains.
Such a problem also appears in the study of the evolution of fronts in fluid dy-
namics, where the interfacial boundaries are typically time-dependent. See, for
instance, [20].

The well-known theory of De Giorgi-Nash-Moser states that weak solutions for
divergence form second-order elliptic and parabolic equations are Holder contin-
uous when the leading coefficients are bounded and measurable. On the other
hand, we recall that the examples in [29, 30] reveal that solutions to second-order
elliptic and parabolic equations with bounded and measurable coefficients are in
general not Lipschitz continuous. A natural question is that what is the minimal
regularity assumption of the coefficients for the C! or Lipschitz regularity of weak
solutions. See [1, 4] for results in this direction. In [25], Li proved C'-regularity of
solutions to divergence form elliptic systems

D.(A*Dgu) = 0,

provided that the modulus of the continuity of coefficients in the L™ sense satisfies
the Dini condition. This result was extended in [16] to non-homogeneous equations

D.(A**Dgu) = div g, (1.1)

H. Dong was partially supported by the NSF under agreement DMS-1600593.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.08157v1

2 H. DONG AND L. XU

where the coefficients and data are only assumed to be of Dini mean oscillation.
See also [11] for the corresponding boundary estimates. Recently, Dong, Escau-
riaza, and Kim [12] considered parabolic equations in divergence form with zero
Dirichlet boundary conditions and showed that weak solutions are continuously
differentiable in the space variables and C!/2 in the time variable up to the bound-
ary when the leading coefficients have Dini mean oscillation with respect to the
space variables and the lower-order coefficients satisfy certain conditions.

There are also many works in the literature concerning the case when the domain
contains subdomains and the coefficients are piecewise regular. See, for instance,
[2, 3, 31]. Chipot, Kinderlehrer, and Vergara-Caffarelli [7] showed that any weak
solution u of (1.1) is locally Lipschitz if A* are piecewise constants and ¢ € C*
for k > [d/2], when the domain consists of a finite number of linearly elastic,
homogeneous, and parallel laminae. Liand Vogelius [28] considered scalar elliptic
equations

D,(a**Dgu) = div g + f,
where the matrix (a*f) and data are assumed to be C° up to the boundary in each
subdomain with C'#,0 < u < 1, boundary, but may have jump discontinuities
across the boundaries of the subdomains. The authors derived global Lipschitz
and piecewise C'*" estimates of the solution u for any &’ € (1, min{s, d(y +1 1], with
the estimates independent of the distance between subdomains. Liand Nlrenberg
[27] later extended their results to elliptic systems under the same conditions when
0’ is in a larger range (0, min{o, ﬁ}]. Recently, Dong and Xu [18] improved

711 to
2(y+1
——1], which seems to be sharp. The proof is based on a weak type-(1,1)

the regularity of u by further extending the range of ¢’ from (0, min{6, 5=
(0, min{o, " +1
estimate and Campanato’s method, which are different from the L?-estimates used
in [27, 28].

Parabolic equations have also been studied in this setting. In [26], Li and Li
extended the interior estimates in [27] to parabolic systems with coefficients which
are piecewise Holder continuous in the space variables and smooth in the time
variable, when the subdomains are cylindrical. See also [19], where the coefficients
are independent of the time variable and the subdomains are also assumed to
be cylindrical. We would like to mention that in [9] optimal regularity of weak
solutions was obtained when the coefficients and data are Dini continuous in the
time variable and all but one spatial variable.

The current paper is a natural extension of [18] from the elliptic case to the
parabolic case. We substantially improve the results in the aforementioned papers
[26, 19] in the following two aspects. First, we allow the subdomains to be non-
cylindrical, and the interfacial boundaries to be C'Pii in the spatial variables
and C” in the time variable, where yy > 1/2. Second, we relax the regularity
assumption on the leading coefficients, particularly in the time variable. We show
in Theorem 2.1 that 7’(; (1 < p < o) weak solutions to parabolic systems in
divergence form are Lipschitz in all spatial variables and piecewise C!/>! when the
leading coefficients and data are of piecewise Dini mean oscillation and the lower-
order coefficients are bounded. Besides, we obtain the local L,-estimate for 7-{11
weak solutions in Corollary 2.2 by adapting the idea in [1, 4], and thus the results
in Theorem 2.1 also hold for these solutions. When the leading coefficients and
data have piecewise Holder regularity, we prove the piecewise C?'-regularity in
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the spatial variables and C1#9)/2_regularity in the time variable of weak solutions
in Theorem 2.3, where ¢’ is in the optimal range (1, min{o, u%’ 2y0 —1}].

Our arguments in proving Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 are different from those in
[19,26,27,28]. The proofs below are based on Campanato’s method, which was also
used recently in [18]. The key point is to show the mean oscillation of Du in balls or
cylinders vanishes in a certain order as the radii of the balls or cylinders go to zero.
However, this method cannot be employed directly because Du is discontinuous
across the interfacial boundaries and we only impose the assumption on the Li-
mean oscillation of the coefficients and data, so that the usual argument based
on L, (p > 1) estimates does not work here. To overcome these difficulties, we
first fix the coordinate system and derive weak type-(1,1) estimates by using a
duality argument. We then establish some interior Holder regularity of D,.u and
U := A%Dgu for parabolic systems with coefficients depending on one variable,
say, x?. The desired results in Theorem 2.1 are proved by adapting Campanato’s
approach in the L, setting for some p € (0,1). The proof of the C*%)/2-Hglder
continuity in ¢ of weak solutions in Theorem 2.3 is more involved. We prove a
weak type-(1,1) estimate and apply Campanato’s idea to u itself instead of its
first derivatives. For this, we introduce a set consisting of functions in x which are
linear in x” and prove Lemma 5.3 which plays a key role in estimating the difference
between u and its approximations in the L;-mean sense, g € (0,1). Compared to
[18], this is new and can be considered as the main contribution of the current
paper.

As a byproduct, in Theorem 7.1 we prove the existence, uniqueness, and C'*#
regularity of weak solutions to transmission problems with C'* interfaces in the
parabolic setting, which is an extension of a recent result in [5]. We also consider a
more general case when the interfaces are C"P"i. See Theorem 7.3. For the proof,
we adapt an idea in [10] by solving certain auxiliary equations in subdomains
with conormal boundary data and then reducing the transmission problem to a
parabolic equation with piecewise Holder (or Dini) inhomogeneous terms. In
contrast to the elliptic case, here we cannot treat the derivatives of solutions to the
auxiliary equations as inhomogeneous terms because their time derivatives are in
Sobolev spaces of negative order. In this paper, we modify the argument in [10]
by considering the difference of u and these auxiliary solutions. As such, we need
to extend these solutions to the whole domain, which is achieved by a partition
of unity argument applied to each subdomain together with a flattening-reflection
technique.

Throughout this paper, unless otherwise stated, N denotes a constant, whose
value may vary from line to line and independent of the distance between subdo-
mains. We call it a universal constant.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We formulate the problem and
state our main results, Theorems 2.1 and 2.3, in Section 2. In Section 3, we introduce
some notation, definitions, and auxiliary lemmas used in this paper. The main
result Theorem 2.1 under the assumptions that the leading coefficients and data
are of piecewise Dini mean oscillation is proved in Section 4, where we also give
the proof of Corollary 2.2. We prove Theorem 2.3 in Section 5. Section 6 is devoted
to a global weak type-(1, 1) estimate with respect to A; Muckenhoupt weights for
solutions to parabolic systems. In Section 7, we state and prove Theorems 7.1
and 7.3 by adapting the method in [10]. In the Appendix, we prove a weighted
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7_{1

,w-solvability and estimate for divergence form parabolic systems in nonsmooth
domains with partially VMO coefficients.

2. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Problem formulation. In this paper, we aim to establish gradient estimates
for strongly parabolic systems in divergence form
Pu = —u; + Do(A*Dgu + B*u) + B*Dyu + Cu = divg + f (2.1)

in a cylindrical domain Q := (-T,0) X D, where T € (0, o) and D is a bounded
domain in R?. We assume that Q contains M disjoint time-dependent subdomains
Q;,j =1,...,M, and the interfacial boundaries are C'"P" in the spatial variables
and C0 in the time variable, where y, > 1/2. See the details in Definition 3.2. We
also assume that any point (¢, x) € Q belongs to the boundaries of at most two of
the Q;’s. Moreover, the Einstein summation convention over repeated indices are
assumed throughout this paper. Here

u=@w ... u", gu=(gh gD, f=0 . M7
are (column) vector-valued functions, A%, B%, B* (often denoted by A, B, B for ab-
breviation), and C are n X n matrices, which are bounded by a positive constant
A. The leading coefficients matrices A% satisfy the strong parabolicity condition:
there exists a number v > 0 such that for any & = (&) € R™,

vIEP < ATELE, 1A < v

To localize the problem, we slightly abuse the notation by taking Q to be a unit
cylinder Q7 := (-1,0) X By and zp = (to, x0) € (=9/16,0) X B3/4. The domain is fixed
as follows. By suitable rotation and scaling, we may suppose that a finite number
of subdomains lie in Q7 and that they can be represented by

X =hit,x'), Vte(-1,0),x €B;, j=1,...,1<M,
where
—1<h(t,x)<---<htx) <1, (2.2)
hi(t,-) € CVPi(B!), and hj(-, x’) € C7°(-1,0), where yo > 1/2. Set ho(t,x") = =1 and
hie1(t, x") = 1. Then we have [ + 1 regions:
Qi ={(tx) €Q:hjia(t,x) <x? <hjt,x)}, 1<j<I+1

We may suppose that there exists some Q,, such that (to, xo) € ((—9/ 16,0) x B3/4) N
Qj, and the closest point on d,Qj, N {t = to} to (to, xo0) is (fo, x{, hj,(to, Xx})), and
Vihjy(to, x5) = 0'. We introduce the I + 1 “strips”

Q; = {(t,x) € Q: hj_i(to, ) < x* < hj(to,xp)}, 1<j<I+1.

Denote by A the set of piecewise constant functions in each ;. We then further
assume that A is of piecewise Dini mean oscillation in @, that is,

wa(r) == sup inf JC |A(z) — A| dz (2.3)
20€Q A€A J Q7 (20)

satisfies the Dini condition, where Q; (zo) := (to — %, t) X B,(x9) C Q. The reader can
refer to Definition 3.1 about the Dini condition. For ¢ > 0 small, we set

D, :={x € D: dist(x, dD) > ¢}.
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2.2. Main results. We state the main results of this paper.

Theorem 2.1. Let Q be defined as above. Let ¢ € (0,1), p € (1,00), and y € (0,1).
Assume that A, B, and g are of piecewise Dini mean oscillation in Q, and f, g € Loo(Q).

Ifu € Hy(Q) is a weak solution to (2.1) in Q, then u € CI2HQ; N (=T + &,0) x D)),
j=1,...,M. Moreover, for any fixed zy € (=T + ¢,0) X Dy, there exists a coordinate
system associated with zo, such that for all z € (=T + ¢,0) X D, we have

|(Dxu(20), U(20)) = (Drru(z), U(2))l

|ZO_Z|p d)g(s) b4
<N fo = ds+ Nizo = 21} (IDull, @ + 8@ + 1flloi@ + il @)

B2 1 g (s)

4(8) 8

+N f —ds-(uDuuLl@w f - ds+||g||Lm(a>+||f||Lw@>+||u||Lp(a>),
0 0

S

where U = A%Dgu + B%u — g4, | - |, is the parabolic distance defined in (3.1), N depends
onn,d,M,p, A, v, ¢, wp, and the C'P™ and C' characteristics of Q; with respect to x and
t, respectively, and @.(t) is a Dini function derived from w.(t). See (4.10).

By using a duality argument and Theorem 2.1, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 2.2. Under the same conditions as in Theorem 2.1, if u € H(Q) is a weak
solution to (2.1) in Q, then u € ?{; (Q) for some p € (1, 00) and for any Q@ cC Q,

,loc

lly@) < N(Iglh@ + Iflla@ + lullzo) -
Furthermore, the conclusion of Theorem 2.1 still holds true.

The next theorem shows that if we impose piecewise Holder regularity assump-
tion on the coefficients and data, then D, u and U are Holder continuous.

Theorem 2.3. Let Q be defined as above and the boundary condition on each subdomain
D; be replaced with C'*. Let ¢ € (0,1) and p € (1,00). Assume that A, B, g € C***(Q;)
with 6 € (O,y/(l + p)], and f € Lo(Q). Ifu € W;(Q) is a weak solution to (2.1) in
Q, then u € clf%l@ N((-T+¢0)x D)), j=1,...,M. Moreover, for any fixed

zo € (=T + ¢,0) X D, there exists a coordinate system associated with zq such that for all
z € (=T + ¢,0) X D., we have

IDyxu(z0) — Dyu(z)] + [U(z0) — U(2)]

M
< Nizo = 2 ) I8l + it + Il @ + IDulL, @) (2.4)
=1
and
M
ey, <N Y 8lynsg *+ Il *+ @ + Dul@)  (29)
=1

where &’ = min{6, 2yo—1}, N depends onn, d, M, 6, u, v, A, &, p, ||A||C5,2,5(G—2/_), ||B||C5,2,5(al),
and the C'# and C° norms of Q; with respect to x and t, respectively.
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3. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we first introduce the notation and definitions. Then we prove
some properties of our domain, coefficients, and data. Finally we establish the exis-
tence and L,-estimates of solutions to parabolic systems with coefficients satisfying
certain regularity assumptions. Besides, we also prove some auxiliary estimates
that will be used in the proofs of our main results.

3.1. Notation and definitions. We follow most of the notation in [18] and [9]. We
write z = (t,x),z" = (t,x’),and x = (x', ..., x%) = (x’, x%), where d > 2. We denote

B/(x):={yeR:ly—x| <7}, BUx):={y e R :|y —x|<r},
Q7 (t,x):= (t =1, ) x B.(x), Q7 (t,x):=(t—1%,t) x Bi(x'),
Qf (t,x) = (t,t +1*) X By(x), Qi(t,x) := (t — 1%, t+1%) X B,(x),
and the parabolic distance between two points z; = (t;, x1) and zo = (f2, x2) by
|21 — zalp = maX{Ifl — 1", |xy - le}. 3.1)

We use B, := B,(0), B, := B/(0"), Q; := Q,;(0,0), Q;" := Q;(0,0), @ (t,x) := QN
Q; (t,x), and Q,(f,x) := Q N Q,(t, x) for abbreviation, respectively. The parabolic
boundary of Q = (4, b) X D is defined by

9,Q = ((a,b) x 9D) U ({a} x D).
The following notation will also be used:
D =u;, Dyu=uy, DDyl = ty.

For a function f defined in R%*!, we set

1
(fla = @Lf(t,x) dx dt = Jgf(t,x) dx dt,

where |@| is the d + 1-dimensional Lebesgue measure of Q. For y € (0, 1], we denote
the C’/? semi-norm by

[u] = sup lu(t, x) — u(s, y)|
2,y,Q = -,
e ()5, y)€Q |t —s|’/2 + |x — yP
(t,x)#(s,y)

and the C’/>” norm by

IuI)//Z,y;Q = [u])//Z,y;Q + IuIO;Q/ where |u|0;() = sup Iul
Q

We define

[u](1+)/)/2,1+)/;() = [Du])//Z,y;Q + <u>1+)/;(2
and

[ul149)2,149:0 = [l @) 21090 + luloe,
where

|M(t, X) - u(sl X)I
(e i= sup 2o
! e =832

t#s
Next we define the semi-norm

[u]z’,(1+y)/2,1+)/;(2 = [Dx’u]z',y/z,y;Q + <u>1+)/;(2
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and the norm

[ulr (149)2147:@ = U] (149)/2,149:@ + [l + [Dulog,

where

|D ’u(t/x) -D /M(S, )|
[Dx’u]z’,y/Z,y;Q = sup ; : /

(E0),51)eQ It —s|7/2 + |x =yl
=y (82 #(5,)

Denote CSW)/ 2y by the set of all bounded measurable functions u for which Du

are bounded and continuous in Q and [u]./ (14,2147, < 0.
We introduce some Lebesgue spaces which will be utilized throughout the paper.
For p € (1, o), we denote

WyA(Q) = {u : u, u, Du, D*u € L,(Q)).

We define the solution spaces 7’{; (Q) as follows. Set

H,'(Q) := {f D f = Z D%y, fa € Lp(Q)},

la]<1

i@ = inf{ Y Wil s f = Y Dful,

laj<1 la<1
and
W;(Q) ={u:u € ]H;l(Q), Du € L,(Q),0<a] <1},

lallzg @ = lally @ + ), ID"ulr .
lal<1
Define Cj’([-1,0] X D) to be the collection of infinitely differentiable functions
¢ := ¢(t, x) with compact supports in [-1, 0] X D. Finally, we set 7115((—1, 0)x D) to
be the closure of C’([~1,0] X D) in H,((~1,0) x D).

Definition 3.1. We say that a continuous increasing function w : [0, 1] — R satisfies
the Dini condition provided that w(0) = 0 and

T
f &ds< +o00, Yre(0,1).
9 S
Definition 3.2. Let D ¢ R be open and bounded. We say that 99 is CPini if
for each point xg € 9D, there exists Ry € (0,1/8) independent of xy and a C'Pini
function (i.e., C! function whose first derivatives are Dini continuous) @ : B}{O - R
such that (upon relabeling and reorienting the coordinates if necessary) in a new
coordinate system (x/, x%), xo becomes the origin,

Dr,(0) = {x € B, : ¥ > p(x')}, @(0) =0, Vyp(0)=0,

and V¢ has a modulus of continuity wg, whichis increasing, concave, independent
of xp, and satisfies the Dini condition.
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3.2. Some auxiliary estimates. Under the same setting as in Section 2.1, we have
the following result.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a constant N, depending on d, 1, the CVP™ characteristics of
hj(t,-) for fixed t € (=1,0), and C"°-norms of hj(-, x’) for fixed x' € B{(0'), 1 < j<[+1,
such that

Ro/2
I(QiAQ)) N Q; (20)] < N ()2 + Ny when 0 < r < rg = 3 f wy(s)sds,
0
where QiAQ; = (Q;\ Q)) U (Q)\ Q)), wj denotes the left derivative of wo, and w1 = w1 (r)
is a Dini function derived from wy in Definition 3.2.

Proof. Let (to,x’, hj(to,x’)) € Q;(to,xo) for some x’ € Bj. We first prove that
[V hi(to, x')| in Bj(x;) is bounded by w1(r) := 2wo(2r + R), where R is a fixed number
only depending on r. This is based on the arguments in the proof of [18, Lemma
2.3]. Indeed, we denote the supremum of [V }1j(to, x’)| in B}(x) by S. Then for fixed
(to, ¥, hj(to, y')) € Q; (to, xo0), we obtain from (2.2) and V. hj (to, x;) = O that

jy (to, y') = iy (to, )l < 7, [Vehj(to, Yl < wo(2r),  [Vwhj(to, y')l =2 S — wo(2r).
Then in view of (2.2), we have for any R € (0,1/8),

R
f (S —2wo(2r +5)) ds < 3r. (3.2)
0

The maximum of the left-hand side of (3.2) with respect to R is attained when
2wy(2r + R) = S. This yields

R
Rw0(2r+R)—f wo(2r + s) ds < 3r/2.
0

So we have
R
f w((2r +s)s ds < 3r/2. (3.3)
0

In order to obtain an upper bound for S, we use (3.3) to fix the number R = R(r)(> 2r)
such that

R
f w((2r + s)s ds = 3r/2.
0
We henceforth get
S =2w(2r + R) =: w1(r),

which is a Dini function on (0, 7). See the proof of [18, Lemma 2.3].
Now, for any t € (t) — %, ty), by using the triangle inequality and h;(-,x’) € C°,
we have

Ihj(t/ x,) - hj(tO/ X6)| < |hl(t/ x,) - hj(tO, x/)l + Ih]'(to, x’) - hj(tO; x6)| < N2 + w1 (r)r.
We thus obtain
(Q;AQ;)) N Q; (to, x0)l < NP + w1 (r)r)r*! < NF*#20 1 Ny (r)r*2.

The lemma is proved. o
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Let AD) € A be a constant function in Q; which corresponds to the definition
of w(r) in (2.3). Similarly, B?) and ¢\ are defined in Q;. We define the piecewise
constant (matrix-valued) functions

At,x) =AY, (t,x) e Q.

We remark that A(t, x) only depends on x. Using B/ and 7, we similarly define
piecewise constant functions B and §. From Lemma 3.3 and the boundedness of
A, we have

I+1

JC |A—Aldz < Nr2 Z (Q;iAQ)) N Q; (zo0)
Qr (o) j=1
< Ny (r) + Nr?o™l = N (r), (3.4)

where @1(r) := w1 (r) + r?°"! is a Dini function. This is also true for B and §.

We now turn to the H,-estimate for parabolic equations with variably partially
small BMO (bounded mean oscillation) coefficients (see [14]): there exists a suf-
ficiently small constant yy = yo(d, n,p,v) € (0,1/2) and a constant 7y € (0,1) such
that for any r € (0,70) and (¢, xo) € Q7 with B,(xo) C By, in a coordinate system
depending on (fo, xo) and r, one can find a A = A(x“) satisfying

f |A(t, x) — A(x")| dx dt < yo. (3.5)
Q5 (to,x0)

We obtain the following lemma from [14, Theorem 8.2] by a similar localization
argument that led to [9, Lemma 4, Corollary 3], the interpolation inequality, and
iteration arguments.

Lemma 3.4. Let 0 < p <1 < g < oo. Assume A satisfies (3.5) with a sufficiently small
constant yo = yo(d,n,p,q,v,A) € (0,1/2) and u € 7{;105 satisfies (2.1) in QL where

f.g€ Lq(Ql‘). Then
||u||'H;(Q;/2) < NIl ;) + I8l + £, @0))-
In particular, if g > d + 2, it holds that
ltly 12,005, < NAlull,p) + 181L,p) + 1fllz,@p)
where y =1 —(d +2)/q and N depends on n,d,v, \,p,q, and 1.
In the proofs below, we will also use the ﬂr}-solvability for parabolic systems

with leading coefficients which satisfy (3.5) in Q. For this we choose a cut-off
function n € C7°(B1) with

0<n<1, n=1inBsy, [Vn <8.
Let # be the parabolic operator defined by
P u = —u; + Do(A* Dyu),
where A% = nA%(t, x) +v(1 - 1)0ap0ij, Oap and 0;; are the Kronecker delta symbols.
Then for sufficiently small y, the coefficients A%f(t, x) and the boundary dB; satisfy

the Assumption 8.1 (y) in [14]. By [14, Theorem 8.2] (or Lemma 8.2 below), we
have

Lemma 3.5. Foranyp € (1,00), g, f € L,(Q7), the following hold.
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(1) Foranyu € ff;(Ql‘) satisfying
Pu=divg+f inQj, (3.6)
we have
||M||wpl(Ql—) < N(”g”LP(Ql‘) + ”f”Lp(Ql‘))/ (3.7)

where N depends on d,n,p,v, A, and ry.
(2) Forany g, f € Ly(QY), there exists a unique solution u € ?{;(Ql‘) of (3.6) with
the initial data u(=1,-) = 0 in By. Furthermore, u satisfies (3.7).

In addition to the above estimates, we will also need to consider systems with
coefficients depending only on x. Denote

Pou := —u; + Do (A% (x")Dyu),

and
U = A%(x")Dgu.
Lemma 3.6. Let p € (0,00). Assume u € C?O’g satisfies Pou = 0 in Q. Then there exists
a constant N = N(n, d, p, v, A) such that
[tlcing;,) < NllullL,p),  [Dettloizig;,) < NlIDxull, o), (3.8)

and

[Ulcir1(Q; ) < NIIDullL, ). (3.9)

Proof. By using Lemma 3.4, the Sobolev embedding theorem, the interpolation
inequality, and iteration arguments, we have

il oy, < Nllulle, @), p> 0. (3.10)
For fixed t € (=1,0), we define the finite difference quotient

Onif(t, x) = ftx+ he;;) - f(t, x)’

wherek=1,...,d 1,0 < |h| < 1/12. Since A% (x?) are independent of x’, we have
Po(6nxu) = 0in Q7. Then in view of Lemma 3.4 and (3.10), we obtain

||5h,ku||w;(Q;/2) < Nllon iy 0;,) < NIDxully;,), ¥ q> 1.
Letting i — 0, we obtain
||Dx/ullwl}(Q;/2) < N”Dxru”Lz(QgM), \4 q> 1. (311)
On the other hand, from [15, Lemma 3.3], we have
luelleyo;,,) < NIIDully ;- (3.12)
Observing that $o(u) = 0 in Q7, and using Lemma 3.4, (3.10), and (3.12), we get
lutllor ) < Nl < NIDulygsy, ¥ g > 1. (3.13)
Hence, by the Sobolev embedding theorem for g > d + 2, we have

il ;) < NlIDully0;,,)- (3.14)
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Now notice that in Q7

=0

-1 d d d

DU = u, — A%Dogu, Dol =Y A®D.Dgu, Uy = Y A¥DiDgu.  (3.15)
=1 =1 =1

Therefore, it follows from (3.11), (3.13), and (3.15) that

I
—_

2%

”D"'u”'ﬁl}(Q{/z) + ”U”'H;(Q{/z) < N||Du||L2(Q§/4)-

Then by the Sobolev embedding theorem for g > d + 2, A%(x?) > v, and the
definition of U, we have

IDullLq;,) < NlIDull, ;- (3.16)
By using (3.14), (3.16), Lemma 3.4, and (3.10), we have

luillo;,) + 1PUll ;) < NlIDUllLy;,) < Clltllygy ) < Cllull, @, ¥ p > 0.
(3.17)
Recalling that the coefficients of $y are independent of x’, we henceforth have

Po(Dyut) =0 in Q7.
Replacing u with Dy u in (3.17), we get
IDxullLo@;,) + IDDxull ;) < NIIDwullL,p, ¥ p>0. (3.18)

We thus obtain (3.8) by using (3.17) and (3.18).
Next we prove (3.9). By using (3.16), the interpolation inequality, and iteration
arguments, we obtain

IDull ;) < NlIDull, ), Yp>0. (3.19)
Now by using the fact that the coefficients of y are independent of t, we have
Po(us) =0 in Q7.

Replacing u with u; in (3.17) with a slightly smaller domain, using (3.14) and (3.19),
we have

IDulL. @y, < NliDullL,p), ¥ p>0. (3.20)

Therefore, (3.9) is a consequence of (3.8), (3.15), and (3.20). The lemma is proved.
O

We remark that the same proofs of Lemmas 3.4-3.6 give similar results for the
adjoint operator of $. We close this section by giving the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.7. [16, Lemma 2.7] Let w be a nonnegative bounded function. Suppose there
isci, ¢ > 0and 0 < x < 1 such that for xt <s<tand 0 <t <r,

c1w(t) < w(s) < cow(t). (3.21)

Then, we have

Za)(Kir) < Nfr () dt,
i=0 o f

where N = N(x, 1, ¢2).
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Lemma3.8. Let Q = (=T, 0) X D be a bounded domain in R%*1. For fixed t and all x € D,
|D N B.(x)| = Ao for r € (0, diam D],

where Ay > 0 is a constant. Let p € (1,00) and S be a bounded linear operator on L,(Q).
Suppose that for any Z € Qand 0 < r < u diam D, we have

f 1Sbl < Co f bl
Q\Qx(2) Q)

whenever b € Ly(Q) is supported in Q; (2), fab =0,andc>1,Cy >0, ue(0,1)are
constants. Then for g € L,(Q) and any s > 0, we have

N
e e@iisge =< [ g
Q
where N = N(d, ¢, Co, D, Ao, 1, ISIl,~1,) is a constant.

Lemma 3.8 is similar to [11, Lemma 4.1], where the proof is based on the
Calderén-Zygmund decomposition. Here we can modify the proof there by using
the “dyadic parabolic cube” decomposition of Q. See also [8, Theorem 11].

4. Proors oF THEOREM 2.1 AND COROLLARY 2.2

In this section, we give the proofs of Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.2. First of all,
by using Campanato’s characterization of Holder continuous functions, the global
W;’Z estimate for the heat equation, the Sobolev embedding theorem, and Lemma
3.4, we reduce the proof of Theorem 2.1 to that of Proposition 4.2, which is about
the parabolic systems without lower-order terms . Then we prove some auxiliary
estimates that play key roles in deriving an a priori estimate of the modulus of
continuity of (Dyu, U). With the above preparations, we complete the proof of
Proposition 4.2 by discussing two cases since our argument and estimates depend
on the coordinate system. Finally, we prove Corollary 2.2 using a duality argument
and Theorem 2.1.

4.1. Simplified problem. We first reduce the estimate of [1]1/21 to the estimate of
[IDul|r., by using the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let u be a weak solution to (2.1) in Q7. Suppose that ||“||LM(Q;/2) < oo and
||DM||LM(QI/2) < co. Then
[uh 207, < N (Il + IDull;,) + 1 flaor ) + I8lLaor)

Proof. The lemma follows from a similar argument thatled to [9, Lemma 6] by using
Campanato’s characterization of Holder continuous functions (see [23, Lemma
4.3]) and a variant of the parabolic Poincaré inequality (see [9, Lemma 3]). o

Next we show that it suffices to consider the parabolic systems without lower-
order terms. Rewrite (2.1) as

—us + Da(A‘XﬁDﬁu) =div(g—Bu)+ f - B*Dou—Cu inQ=Qj.
Letv e W;’Z(Ql‘) satisfy

v+ Av = (f - B*D,u — Cu))(Ql—/2 in Q7,
v=0 on d,Q7.
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Then by the global W;’Z estimate for the heat equation, we have

Wllyr2qr) < N(”“”L,,(Ql‘/z) +IDull, ;) + ”f”Lm(Q;/Z))- (4.1)

By Lemma 3.4, we have for some g > d + 2,

et < N (el + o) +Ifllacon) 42)

By the Sobolev embedding theorem for g > d + 2, we obtain u € CP/*/(Q7 ) and

lulleprsqy y < N (Il n) + gl + flliien))

where f =1 - (d + 2)/q. Now coming back to (4.1), replacing p with g, and using
(4.2), we getv e C(1+ﬁ)/2/1+ﬁ(Q1—/2) with

lollcasnmaesy ) < N (e, o) + Igleaor) + llaon) - (4.3)
Denote ¢’ := g — Bu + (I = A)Dv and w := u — v, then w satisfies
—w: + Da(AaﬁDﬁZU) =div g/ in QI/Z’
where
18"y < N (Il p) + gl o) + fllcep)) -

Moreover, g’ is of piecewise Dini mean oscillation satisfying

We ()

< N(A)(a)g(r) +wpllllia;,) + Plulppo;, + @aOIDVL ;) + 7ﬁ[DU]ﬁ/2,ﬁ;Ql’/2)

< N(wg(r) +wp(lull ;) + (@alr) + ) (||M||L,,(Q;) +lIglla) + ”f”Lm(Ql‘)))-

Therefore, bearing in mind that u = w+ v and v satisfies (4.3), the results for w yield
these for u.

Finally, we conclude that to finish the proof of Theorem 2.1, we only need to
prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. Let ¢ € (0,1) and p € (1,00). Suppose that A and g are of piecewise
Dini mean oscillation in Q, and g € Lo(Q). If u € 7—(;} (Q) is a weak solution to

—u; + Da(A“ﬁZ)ﬁu) =divg inQ,
then u € CV2Y(Q; N ((-T +¢&,0) X D,)), j = 1,..., M, and for any fixed t € (~T + ¢,0),
u(t,-) is Lipschitz in D,.
We will establish an a priori estimate of the modulus of continuity of (Dyu, U)
by assuming that u € C*(Q; ,), i.e., for each t € (=9/16,0), u(t,) € C*'(Bs/a). The
proof of Proposition 4.2 is mainly based on Campanato’s approach [6, 21]. The

general case follows from an approximation argument and the technique of locally
flattening the boundaries [18, p. 2466].

Fix zg = (to,x0) € ((—9/16, 0) x B3/4) NQj, 0 <r < 1/4, and take a coordinate
system associated with (¢, x) as in Subsection 3.2. Denote
7526” = —uy + Do (A% (2, xd)Dﬁu),

where zj = (o, x)). Next we prove several auxiliary lemmas which play important
roles in the proof of Proposition 4.2.
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4.2. Auxiliary lemmas. We will begin with a weak type-(1,1) estimate. Before
that, we need to modify the coefficients A%(z), x) to get the following parabolic
operator defined by
P u = —u; + Do(A* Dyu),
where A% = nA%(z], x®) + v(1 — n)5ap0;j with 1) € C(B,(x0)) satisfying
0<n <1, n=1inBypi(x), [Vl <6/r.
Then we can apply Lemma 3.5 with a scaling to the operator # .

Lemma4.3. Let p € (1,00). Let v € ?{;(Qr‘(zo)) be a weak solution to the problem
P o =div(Frg ,e) inQ;(z0),
v=0 on d,Q; (20),

where F € LP(Q;/Z(ZO)). Then for any s > 0, we have

_ N
l{z € Q;)5(z0) : IDv(z)| > s} < ;||F||L1(Q;/2(z0)),
where N = N(n,d, p,v).

Proof. The proof is a modification of [18, Lemma 3.2]. We set zp = 0, r = 1,
AB(x) .= A%(0",x"), and P := Py for simplicity. Suppose E = (E*¥(x?))isad x d
matrix with

E%¥(x?) = 845 fora,pefl,...,d—1}; E*(x%) =A%) forae(l,...,d};
E®¥x? =0 forpefl,...,d—1}.
For any Fe L,,(Ql‘/z), let F = EF and solve for v. It follows from Lemma 3.5 that

S : F — Do is a bounded linear operator on Ly(Q;,)- So we only need to prove
that S satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 3.8. Set ¢ = 24 and fixz = (, 7)) € Q1)

0<r<1/4 Lethe L,(Q7) be supported in Q;(2) N Qf/z with mean zero, b = Eb,
and v; € 7-{;((21‘) be the unique weak solution of
Po,=divh in Q1
v1 =0 on Qle_
For any R > cr such that Ql‘/2 \ Qr(z) # 0 and h € C7((Q2r(2) \ Qr(2)) N Ql‘/z), let
v € 7-{;,((2;) be a weak solution of
P vy =divh in QL
v =0 on ((~1,01 9B1) U ({0} x By),
where 1/p + 1/p’ = 1 and $* is the adjoint operator of # defined by
P u = uy + Dg(AP* D).

In view of the definition of weak solutions and the assumption of b, we have

f D01 -h= f DUO -b= f (Der)Q, VO) . E
Q Qi Qr @NQ; ),

=f (Dyvo - Dyuo(2), Vo - Vo(2)) - b,
0 (9nQ;,

I/ 2
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where V) = A%(x")Dgvy. Hence, we have

D?}l‘h

j(.QZR(Z)\QR(Z))le_/Z
< ||E||L1(Q;(z)nQ;/2) I(Dxvo = Dyvo(2), Vo = Vo@)llL..or gy, - (4.4)
Moreover, we find that vy € 7-{;,(Q1‘) satisfies

P oo =0 inQg,(2)
where we recalled that 7 = 1 in By/3 and Bg;12(i) C Byj3. By applying a similar

argument that led to (3.8) and (3.9) to the adjoint operator, and using a suitable
scaling, ¥ < R/24, and the 7{; estimate, we have

IDxv0 = Dx0o(@)lleei@r @ng;,) + Vo = Vo@llraor @ng; )

< Nr([Dyvolorigg ) + Volorngg o)

< NFR-02 Doy, (Qgy122)

< NrR--2 Ihll,, (Qr(\QrE@)NQ; )" (4.5)

Substituting the above estimate (4.5) into (4.4) and using the duality and Holder’s
inequality, we have

-1 B
1DV Iz, (@ur@\Qr@InQ; ) < NTRTHIBIIL 0r @0y - (4.6)
Let No be the smallest positive integer such that Q7, C Qy,(2). By taking R =
cr,2cr, ..., 2No"1cr in (4.6) and summarizing, we obtain

No
f |Dvq| dx dt < NZ 2_kl|b”Ll(Q,‘(2)ﬁQl‘/2) <N |b| dx dt.
Q7,\Qur(2) e Qr@NQ;,
Therefore, S satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 3.8. The proof of this lemma is
finished. ]
Denote

1/q
¢(zo,7) := inf (JC |(Dyu, U) - qf dxdt) ,
Q; (20)

qEIR"Xf’

where 0 < g < 1 is some fixed exponent. We are going to use Lemma 4.3 to prove
an iteration formula about the function ¢(zo, ), from which we can derive the
following

Lemma 4.4. Foranyy € (0,1)and 0 < p <r <1/4, we have

00, p) < N(E) 12D, Wl sy + Noa)IDull=@rep + Narglp), - (47)
where N = N(n,d, p,v,7), and @.(t) is a Dini function derived from w,(t).
Proof. We apply Lemma 4.3 with
F = (A(z}, ¥ = A(t, x))Du + g(t, x) — §(zp, x%),
(3.4), and follow the same argument as in deriving [18, (3.7)] to obtain that

1/q
[ f peraasf e dt] < N(@()IDll e + @5(0)), (48)
Q) Q)
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where @4(r) = wa(r) + d1(r) and V = A% (2], x")Dgo(t, x).
We now claim that

(o, 1<]r) < K]7¢(zo, ) + NIIDullr_0: (zo)) wA(K]r) + Na)g(xfr) 4.9)
where x € (0,1/2) is some fixed constant and
Du(t) = ) K (@0 (DX tz1 + De(DXion)- (4.10)
i=1

Furthermore, @.(t) is a Dini function (see Lemma 1 in [9]) and satisfies (3.21). Then
for any p satisfying 0 < p < r < 1/4, we take j to be the integer with x/*! < p/r < /.
By using (4.9) and (3.21), we have

(20, p) < N( ) é(z0,1) + Naa()IDull. -y + Nadg(p), (4.11)

where, it follows from Holder’s inequality that

1/9
(1)(20, 7’) < (JC |(Dx/1/l, U)|q dx dt) < Nr‘d‘zll(Dx,u, u)“Ll(Q;(Zo))‘ (412)
Qr (o)

Combining (4.12) and (4.11), we get (4.7).
Finally, we prove the claim (4.9). Let

xd
i (x%) = f (A"(z,8) ' ga(zh,s)ds, fi=u—w, w=i-o. (4.13)
%
Then a direct calculation yields ?Szz)w =0in Q;/z(zo). For any « € (0,1 /4), by
Lemma 3.6 with a suitable scaling, we have
q q
1D = (Dx )z el qp, o + W = Mg el op o

< NGer) 21 (D] +[W]!

CY2Q;4(z0)) Ny, (Zo))

< N2+ f |Dwl|? dx dt
/2(20)
< N2+ f (D w, W) dx dt, (4.14)
Q7))

where W = A%(z{, x!)Dgw. Define

d d-1

)= [ (A%, 9) A ) ds, q = (@ q0) € R,
and
-1
=w— Z xPgg — h(x?).
=
Then

Dy@=Dyw—¢q, W:=A%z, xd)D[;ZTJ =W -gq,.
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Moreover, 5526@?) = 0in Q;,(20). Now replacing w and W with @ and W in (4.14),
respectively, we get

Dy ~ (Dxw) s, oI} ) TIW = (W) @)l

q
Ly(Qir(z0) Ly(Qir(20))

< Nxd+2+ f |(Dyw —q', W — qa)|7 dx dt
Q,(20)
= Nx¥+2* f |(Dyw, W) — ql7 dx dt,
Q;5(0)
which implies
1/q
(JC |Dx/w - (Dx’w)Q;,(Zo)W dx dt + JC |W - (W)Q;,(Zo)w dx dt)
Qir(20) Qxr(20)

1/q
< Npk (J{: [(Dyw, W) — q|7 dx dt) , (4.15)
Q,2(20)

where Ny = No(n,d,p,v, A). Recalling that i = w + v, we obtain from (4.15) that

1/q
(JC IDx/it = (Dyw) -, o)|7 + U = (W) gz 2017 dx df)
Qir(20)

g
< 2!t ( JC IDxw = (Dyw)gy o)l + W = (W), )" dx df)
Qur(z0)

1/q
+ N(J(: |DyolT + |V|T dx dt)
Qi (20)

1/q 1/q
< Nok ( f (D, U) — q|7 dx dt) + N~ @+2)/q ( JC IDyol? + V]9 dx dt) ,
Q) Q) (20)
(4.16)
where U = A%(z}, x*)Dgil. Recalling that
Dyii =Dyu, U= Adﬁ(t, x)Dgu — ga(t,x), and u= Adﬁ(z(’),xd)Dﬁu - Za(z), xd),
we have for z € Q; (zo),
U = Ul < IDullL (@ oyl Az) = Az), xT)| + 18a(2) = Za(z), x7)\.
Thus, substituting (3.4) and (4.8) into (4.16), we have

1/q
( f (D1, ) = (D )z, oy W o) dt)
Qrr(z0)
1/q 1/q
< Nok ( f |(Dyu, U) — q|7 dx dt) + Ni @2/ ( f U - Ty dx dt)
Qr (20) Qr (20)

1/q
+ Nx~@+2)/q [ f Dy ol? + V|7 dx dt)
Q,2(20)

1/
< Nox ( JC |(Dyu, U) — q|7 dx dt) + N~ @(|IDully o )
Qr (z0)
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: f |A(z) — Az}, x%)| dx dt + f |ga(z) — Ga(z}, x| dx dt)
Qr (z0) Q7 (z0)

1/q
+ N~ @2/q {JC D o|7 + V|7 dx dt)
Q,2(20)

< Nox ( JC |(Dyu, U) — q| dx dt)w + Nk~ @2(|Dully g o @a(r) + (1)),
v (4.17)
Since q € R™ is arbitrary, we obtain
(20, 1) < Noxep(zo, 1) + Nk 2/1(IDull g ¢y @a(r) + d)g(r)).

For any given y € (0,1), fix a x € (0, 1/2) sufficiently small so that Nox < x”. We
henceforth have

(20, xr) < K7'P(z0,7) + N(IDUll 0 (e @a(r) + D (1)),
By iteration and x” < 1, we obtain for j = 1,2, ...,

(P(ZO/ Kjr) < KjV(P(ZO/ 7)

i j
+ N [IDulle=(; (zo)) Z K @A r) + Z K(i_l)yd)g(Kj_ir)J :
i=1 i=1

This gives (4.9). The lemma is proved. o

Once we get Lemma 4.4, we can obtain the local boundedness of Du in Lemma
4.5 below. The proof of it is the same as that of [18, Lemma 3.4] and thus omitted.

Lemma 4.5. We have

L @g(s)
IDullL.(;,,) < NII(Dwut, UL, 0;,) + N
0

s
. ds + ||g||Lw(Q))z (4.18)

where N > 0 is a constant depending only on n,d,p,v,y, wa, and &1.
4.3. Proof of Proposition 4.2.

Proof. We recall that for each zj, the coordinate system is chosen according to it.
The proof is similar to that in [18], so we only list the main differences. We claim
that fora.e. zg € Qg/4,

|(Dx’u(20)/ U(Zo)) - qzo,rl
< N((P(Zo, r) + IDullr. 0 o)) j(; a)AS(S) ds + j(; ng(S) ds), (4.19)

where qz,, € R™ satisfying

1/q
P(zo,1) = (JC [(Dyut, U) — qzy 07 dx dt) .
Q7 (z0)

Note that (4.19) is similar to [18, (3.16)]. One can prove it by iteration, (4.9), the
assumption that u € CO’l(Qg/ ,), and Lemma 3.7. Then for 0 < r < 1/8,

sup |(Dxu(zo), U(20)) — qzyr]

zerl’/8
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o~ " @e(s
<N sup ¢(z0,7) + NIDull_or ) f DA6) 4o N f gs( ) 4s
0 0

20€Q; s
=: Ny(7),

where, it follows from Lemma 4.4 that for any 0 < r < 1/8§,

sup (zo, 1) < N(7I(Dwtt, Wl or,) + @aOIDulory +@5(7). (4.20)

ZOEQI/S

Now suppose that z; = (t1,x1) € Ql_/S NQj, for some j; € [1,1+1]. If |z0 — z1], >
1/32, then by

|(D21u(z0), U(z0)) = (D ti(z1), Uz1))| < 2(IDull.q; ) + lIgLoi@)
and (4.18), we have
|(D2tu(z0), U(20)) = (D ti(z1), U(z1))

1 ~

@g(s)
£ ds+||g||Lm<a>), (4.21)

< Nlzo - zil, | (D1, Wz, s, + f .
0

where y € (0,1) is a constant. If |zg — z1|, < 1/32, we set r = |zg — z1|, and claim that
dist(zo, d,Qj, N {t = to}) and dist(zo, d,Qj,) are comparable. Indeed, on one hand,
clearly
dist(zo, d,Qj, N {t = to}) > dist(zo, d,Qj,).
On the other hand, we may suppose that
dist(zo, dpQj, N {t = to}) = |zo — (to, X, tjy (to, X))y
and
dist(zo, 9,Qj,) = |z0 — (t, X, hj (t, X))l

Then by using the triangle inequality and k;, € C’* with yo > 1/2, we have

|20 = (to, xg, hjy (to, X))l

<lzo = (t, X, hjy(t, X)), + |(t = to, x" = x(, hj, (£, X7) = hj, (o, X))l

<lzo = (£, X', hjy(t, X))y + N(It =t + ¥ = x)| + [t = to])

< Ndist(zo, 9,Qj,).

Now we continue the proof by discussing the following two cases.
Case 1. If

r > 1/16 max{dist(zo, 3,Q;, N {t = to}), dist(z1,9,Q;, N {t = 1))},

then without loss of generality, we assume that zy is above z;. By the triangle
inequality, we have for ¥V z € Q; (z1),

(D u(z0), U(z0)) — (Dwu(z1), U(z1))I"

< [(D1u(zo), U(20)) = Qzo2rl” + 192020 = Gy 201" + [(Dyr1i(z1), U(21)) = iz, 20l
+|(Dyu(z1), U(z1)) = (Dyu(z1), U(z0))I

< N¢(2r) + [(Dy1u(2), U(2)) = Gz 2| + [(Dy1(2), U(2)) = 201

+|(Dyu(z), U(z)) — (Dyu(z), U + [(Dyu(z1), U(z1)) = (Dyu(z), Uz))I,
(4.22)
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where D,/ denotes the first derivatives with respect to the first d — 1 space variables
in the coordinate system associated with z; and in this coordinate system, we use
Dy to define U. For the last term, one can see that

Dy u(z1) — Dyu(z1) = (Dyu(z1), Dyti(z1))(I = X~ ),
where Iy = (I1*f) is a d X (d — 1) matrix with
I = 845 fora,pefl,...,d=1}; 1% =0 forpefl,....d-1},
X = (X*f) is a d X d matrix with

g

0
X% = ay fora,p=1,...,4d,

P

and [ is a d X d identity matrix. We henceforth need to estimate I - X~'. To end this,
we suppose that for the fixed t1, the closest point on d,Q KNt =tltoz = (t, X3, x4)
is (2], hj (z])), and let

(- Vol 1)

1+ IVeh) (2P

be the unit normal vector at (2], /;,(z})) on the surface {(t,x’,x%) : x? = hj (1, x")}.
The corresponding tangential vectors are given by

21 = (1, 0, ey 0, Dxlhjl(zi))T, e, T24d-1 = (0, 0, ey 1, Dxd_lhjl(zi))T,

np =

from which we can use the Gram-Schmidt process to find an orthonormal basis
{T21,...,T24-1} of the tangent space. Similarly, we denote

]
wo CIBEY

1+ IVl ()1

to be the unit normal vector at (z, /j,(z))), and the corresponding tangential vectors
are

T11 = (1,0,...,0)T,...,T1/d_1 = (0,0,...,1,0)T.

It follows from the proof of Lemma 3.3 that [V,-}j,(z")| is bounded from above by
Nw1(r). Then we have

(- Vahi@),1)"

J1+ Vol @R

< Nwi1(Nolzo = z1lp) < Na1(lzo — z1ly) < Nd1(zo — z1lp),

Iy —maf = (07, 1) -

where we used w1 (Nor) < Now:(r) in the second inequality, which can be derived
from the fact that wy is an increasing and concave function, R is a monotonically
increasing function with respect to r, and the definition of w1(r) = 2wy(2r + R) in
the proof of Lemma 3.3. This is also true for |t1; — T24,i = 1,...,d — 1. We thus
obtain

IDxu(z1) = Dy u(z1)] < NlIDullL(;,, @1(120 = Z1p)-
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We similarly can estimate the difference of U in different coordinate systems.
Hence, we obtain

[(Dyu(z1), U(z1)) = (Dyu(z1), Ulz1))| < NlIDullr ;@1 (120 = Z1lp)- (4.23)

Also, (4.23) is satisfied by the penultimate term of (4.22). Coming back to (4.22),
we take the average over z € Q; (z1) and take the g-th root to get

(D 1u(20), U(20)) — (Dxu(z1), U(z1))l
< N(l/;(Zr) +§(20,21) + P(z1, 2r) + IDull(o; p@1(120 — 21 |p))
< N(9(@r) + IDully o y@1(1z0 = z1l)).
Therefore, it follows from (4.18), (4.20), and (3.21) that
(D 1u(20), U(20)) — (Dxru(z1), U(z1))|

y zo—z1lp cf)g(s)
SNm—mmm%ummW+Nf © g
0
lzo—z1lp als 16 )
+Nf0 AS( ) ds.(II(Dx/u, Wllz.o;,,) +f0 gs ds+||g||Lm(Q)). (4.24)

Case 2. If
r < 1/16 max{dist(zo, d,Q;j, N {t = to}), dist(z1, Q) N {t = t1})},
then jo = ji. Then we follow the same arguments as in [18, Case 1.] to obtain
|(Dxu(z0), U(z0)) = (Dyr1t(z1), U(z1))l

d)g(s) ds

‘ZO_Zl‘p
< Nlzo — z1 [} I(Dyu, Wz, s, + Nf
0

|ZO_Zl‘p ~ 1 @Do(s
+ Nf Q)AT(S) ds (“(Dxlu, u)“Ll(QEM) + f g( ) ds + “g”Lw(Q)) . (425)
0 0

S

Thus, Proposition 4.2 is proved. |

4.4. Proof of Corollary 2.2. The proofis a modification of [18, Corollary 1.6], which
in turn is based on the approach in [1, 4]. By the Sobolev embedding theorem in
the parabolic setting (see, for instance, [22, Lemma 8.1]), we have u € L% (Q). Fix

some p € (1, %) such that d + 2 < p’ < oo, where p’ = p/(p — 1), we next prove that

Du € L 1oc(Q). Let h € CX(Q) and v € H,(Q) be the solution of

{?)Z;:dwh inQ (4.26)

v=0 on ((=T,0] x D) U ({0} x D),
where " is the adjoint operator of  defined by
P := v + Dg((A%) T D,4v) — Do((B*) T0) = (B*) 'Dyv + C'o.

Then by Theorem 2.1, we obtain Dv € Lo, ((=T + ¢, 0) X D). By the H, -estimate and
p’ > 2, we have

Iollg1@ < NlitlIL@ < Nl @- (4.27)
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By Lemma 3.4 and (4.27), we have
ol recomy < N(IHll, @ +olh@) < Nltll, -
This together with Sobolev-Morrey theorem and p’ > d + 2 implies that

ol (-T+e,00x0,) < NI, @-

Fix Ce CP((-T+¢,0)x D) with{=1on Q ccC (-T + ¢,0) X D,. Then we use Cu
as a test function to (4.26) and obtain

f —ouC + (A)TD,o (CDgu + uDsC) + (BY) " Dyoul
Q

— (B 0 (CDau + uDsC) — CToul = f haDy(uQ). (4.28)
Q

On the other hand, recalling that u € H}(Q) is a weak solution of (2.1), we choose
Cv as a test function and get

f 1w Co + A% Dgu (CDyv + 0D, C) + B*u (D40 + vDyC) — B*DyuvC — Cuwl
Q
= fga (CDyv +vD,(C) — fCo. (4.29)
Q
Combining (4.28) and (4.29), we obtain
f haDo(uQ) = f uvly — f A%uDguD,C + f (A*)TuD,vDsC — uvB*D,4C
Q Q Q D

(B uoDaC + f 20 (CDa0+0D40) - fCo,
Q

which is similar to [18, (4.8)]. Then by replicating the argument in the proof of [18,
Corollary 1.6], we have

| f@ haDa(u)

forall h € CX(Q). Hence, u € H,(Q') and

< N(Iglhoi@ + Iflle@ + Nl ) Il @)

ullyg@) < N (Iglai@ + Iflla@ + g @) -

The corollary is proved.

5. Proor or THEOREM 2.3
5.1. The continuity of D, u and U. We first prove (2.4). Similar to the proof of
Theorem 2.1, we take z) € Q;, N Q;,. Let AV e C22Q)), 1 <j<I+1,be

matrix-valued functions, and B, g be in C*/2%(Q;). Define the piecewise constant
(matrix-valued) functions

AR) = AV), z€Qy, A =AVE),hiz), z€Qj, j# jo.
From BY and g\, we similarly define piecewise constant functions B and §. Notice

that these functions only depend on the center zy, but are independent of the radius
of the cylinder r. Using Lemma 3.3, we immediately get the following result.
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Lemma 5.1. Let A, A,B,B, g, and g be defined as above, there exists a positive con-
stant N, depending only on d, 1, i1, 6,v, A, maxisjciv 1Allcors g ) MaXisjsist [1Bllcosig)y
maxi<jsi+1 IIgIICb/z,b@j) and maxij<is Wl g, such that for 0 <r <1,

f |A - A dxdt+f |B - B dxdt+f lg — gl dx dt < N,
Qr (o) Qr (z0) Qr (20)

where 8’ = min{6, 2y — 1}.

Thus, (2.4) directly follows from (4.25), (4.24), and (4.21) by taking y € (¢, 1).
Next, we observe from (2.4) that foreachj=1,...,M,

Dyu, U € C¥12(Q; N (=T + ¢&,0) x D,)).

On the other hand, since

d-1
Dy = (A" U + g4 - B'u- )" A¥Dgul,
p=1

we conclude that Dyu € C”/2%(Q; N (=T + &,0) X D).

5.2. The estimate of (1)1.5. The proof is again based on the Campanato’s method,
but we work on u itself instead of its first derivatives. The key point is to prove
that the mean oscillation of u in cylinders vanishes in the order r'**" as the radii r
of cylinders go to zero. In order to derive this, as shown in Subsection 4.1, we only
need to treat the case without lower-order terms and the data f. Then we prove
a weak type-(1,1) estimate for solutions to parabolic systems with coefficients
are of piecewise Dini mean oscillation. Finally, we introduce a set consisting of
polynomials with respect to x and use it to prove an estimate of the difference
between u and some polynomial in the L,-mean sense, g € (0, 1).

Fix zp € ((—9/16, 0) X B3/4) NQj, and take 0 < r < R < 1/4, we take the coordinate

system associated with zg and follow the proof of Theorem 2.1. As in Section 4, we
denote

Pu = —u; + Do(A%(2), x")Dgu). (5.1)
Then
Pu = div(g + (A(z}, x*) — A(z))Du).

Let £ be the modified operator corresponding to # as in Section 4. Let v €
H,;(Q; (20)) be a weak solution to

v=0 on 9,Q; (z0), (52)

{f) v =div(g - g + (A(z), x) — A@)Du) in Q; (z0),
where § := g(z), x?) is the piecewise constant function corresponding to g defined
in Subsection 3.2. Next we give two lemmas which are the key ingredients of the
proof of the estimate of 1)1,y .



24 H. DONG AND L. XU

Lemma 5.2 (Weak type-(1,1) estimate). Let R € (0,1/4) and p € (1,00). Let v €
T(;(QZ‘Q (20)) be a weak solution to the problem

P o =div(Fxg, @) i1 Qx(zo),
v=0 on aPQI_{(ZO)’
where F € L,(Qy /2(20)). Then for any s > 0, we have

_ NR
l{z € Qr/n(20) : l0(2)] > s}l < THFHLl(Q,;/Z(zO)),
where N = N(n,d, p,v).

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 4.3, we set zp = 0, R = 1, AB(x4) = A0, x%),
P = Py for simplicity, and follow the same notation there. We are going to prove
that the hypothesis of Lemma 3.8 is satisfied. Set ¢ = 24 and fixz = (£, 7) € Q[ ,,

0<r<1/4 Lethe L,(Q7) be supported in Q; (2) N Ql‘/2 with mean zero, b = Eb,
and v; € 7-{;((21‘) be the unique weak solution of

v1 =0 on QPQI

For any R > cr such that Ql_/z \ Qr(2) # 0 and h € C7((Q2r(2) \ Qr(2)) N Ql‘/z), let
v € W;,(Ql‘) be a weak solution of

{55 oy =divbh inQy,

Puvg=h in Qr
v =0 on ((—1,0] x dB1) U ({0} x By),
where 1/p +1/p’ =1 and #* is the adjoint operator of £ defined by
Pru =y + Dﬁ(fV“Dau).

In view of the definition of weak solutions and the assumption of b, we have

f 01]’1 = f DZ)() -b= f (Dx/vo, Vo) . B
Qi Qi Q- @NQy,
- f (Dyvo — Dyou(@), Vo~ Vo(2)) - b,
0 N,

where V) = A%(x")Dgvy. Hence, as before we have

0111z, (Qar @\ Qx 05 < NFR™MBllzy 07 0y )0 (5.3)
where we used (4.5), the duality, and Holder’s inequality. Let Ny be the smallest
positive integer such that Q7 , € Qpv(2). By taking R = cr, 2cr, ..., 2No~1¢r in (5.3)
and summarizing, we obtain

No
f |o1] dx dt < NZ 2_k||b||L1(Q;(Z)mQ1—/2) <N |b| dx dt.
Q1,\Qr(@) =1 Qr@NQ;,

Therefore, the hypothesis of Lemma 3.8 is satisfied. The proof of this lemma is
finished. o
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Denote
d-1
— . _ ¢ B 9 d
=p: plx) = g + 9(x%) ¢,
p=1

where {3’s are constants and 9(-) is a measurable function. For any z € (-9/16, 0) X
B34, we also denote

W -1
P ={p:p(x) = €0+Z{’ﬁ(x5 i o)+ fd (Add(zo,s) Z 5(20,5){’[; ,
=1 %o =1

where {3’s are constants. Clearly, ]Pi0 c Ip;.

Lemma 5.3. Let r > 0 and p € IP}". Suppose that

f p(0)|7dx < Clra0+), (5.4)
B, (xo)

where Cy > 0 is a constant. Then we have
6ol < NCor™™', |6] < NCo¥', p=1,...,d,
where N > 0 depends only ond, n, v, q, and &'

Proof Without loss of generality, we may assume that xo = 0. Since p(x) —
p(—xt, %2, . = 201x1, we have

JC |2é’1x |‘7 dx < J(:(|p(x |'7 + |P( x x d)l'i) dx < Cgrq(lﬂ‘)’),

which implies that |£1] < NCor®'. Similarly, we get
|tg] < NCor*" forp=2,...,d-1. (5.5)
By using the parabolicity condition of A%, we have
() = p(, /2 = (N vl - Nv g/,
where ¢’ = ({1, ...,€4-1). This together with (5.5) gives

Jg |€4llx?|7 dx < NClr10+0) 4 Jg Ip(x) = p(x’, x4 /2)|"dx < NCl 10+,

which implies
|€al < NCor”.
Finally, the bound of ¢, follows from (5.4) and the bounds of {5, where g =1, ...,d.
The lemma is proved. o
Now we are ready to give the proof of (2.5).

Proof of (2.5). We divide the proof into three steps.
Step 1. Claim: for any z € (-9/16,0) X B3/4 and r € (1,1/4), in the coordinate
system associated with zg we can find p"* = p"*(x) in the form

X d-1

d-1 )
G R e [, ) (e - LA )
p=1 *

0

Z|
€up + PO,
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where é’;’z“ are constants and u; is defined in (4.13), such that

JC lu—p"@|7 < NClr10+), (5.6)
Qr (z0)
where
M
Co =), Iglys5, +14lt,@ + DUl @ (5.7)
j=1

For simplicity, we assume that xg = 0. Applying Lemma 5.2 to (5.2) and using
the same argument that led to (4.8), we obtain

1/q M
( f [ol7 dx dt) < NP (IIDulle o oy + Z 18l /2,(3;6,)' (5.8)
Q;,(20)

=1
where g € (0,1). Recall that w = u — u; — v satisfies Pw = 0 in Q;/z(zo). Define
p1(x) = T'w = w(zo) + x” - Dyw(zg)

x4 d-1

+ f (Add(z{), s))_l(W(zo) - Z/Vﬁ(zé, s)Dﬁw(zo)) ds € Py,
0 =

where W = Zgzl A%(z, x")Dgw. Then we have
IDx (w = p)lla@; ) = IPxw = Drw(20)llL.. (05 (o) < Nxr[Drwlcizy gy, )
and
1A% (20, x)Dp(w = Pz o = IW = W(Z0)lLw(@g o)) < Nk IW]cr2gs )
which together with Lemma 3.6 with a suitable scaling imply
ID@ = p)llt@s o < Nk~ "2 il o -

Since (w — p1)(zo0) = 0, by Lemma 3.6 with a suitable scaling, we have
JC |w—p1|Tdxdt <N (lw — w(to, x)| + lw(to, x) — p1|7 dx dt
Qir(20) Qxr(20)

< N(xr )qulwtllzm(Q;r(Zo)) + N(xr)1||D(w - P1)|IZM(Q;r(ZO))

< N« f [w]? dx dt. (5.9)
Q;),(z0)

Noting that w — p satisfies the same equation as w for any p € P}’ and T'p = p, we
then infer from (5.9) that for any p € P?°,

f lw — pa]? dx dt < Nk f lw — p|? dx dt. (5.10)
Qur(z0) Q;),0)

By using (5.8), (5.10), w = u — u; — v, the triangle inequality, (4.18), and the proof
of Lemma 4.4 (cf. (4.16) and (4.17)), we have

f [u —uy — p1|7 dx dt
Qr(z0)

< J{: [w — p1|? dx dt+J{: [o|7 dx dt
Qir(20) Qir(20)
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M
— 4 q
< K2 f [w = pl? dx dt + Nk~ @20 (IDully (o ) + Z |g|b/2,b;aj)
Q;),(0) =1

< k% f |t —uy — pl? dax dt + NClie™ @210+, (5.11)
Q;),0)

where Cy is defined in (5.7).
Denote

F(r) := inf J{: [u —uy — pl? dx dt.
PPy JQ; (z0)
Then from (5.11) we have
F(xr) < 1*1F(r) + NClic™ @20+

foranyr € (0,1/4)and « € (0, 1/2). Then by using a well-known iteration argument
(see, for instance, [21, Lemma 2.1, p. 86]), we have

F(r) < F1IF(1/4) + NCJAAH) < NCIA0+),

Thus, we conclude (5.6).
Step 2. Convergence of é’;f“, B =1,...,d. By using the triangle inequality and
(5.6), we have

£ e e g - g < NGO
Qr (z0) Qr (z0)

Since
d-1
pr,zo _ p2r,zo — é;(r),zo _ ggr,zo + Z é;r /20 €2r 20
p=1

X d-1

_ -1 _
+ f (A*(zp,5) (£ - 5 - Z A%(z, s)(f;ZO - 4’;0)) ds € P2,
0
p=1
we can apply Lemma 5.3 to get

€77 — €277 < NCor'*, 67 ~ fg’fzw <NGC”, p=1,...,d. (5.12)

Therefore, the limits of {’;;’Z“ exist and are denoted by {’;" forp=0,1,...,d. Since u
is continuous, it is easily seen that for any r € (0,1/4),

u(zo) = €, u(zo) — €] < NCor'*”'. (5.13)
Next, we claim that forp=1,...,d -1,
f |Dgut = £5717 + f U — €77 < NClr". (5.14)
Q;),(20) Q;),(20)

In fact, recalling the definition of the operator # in (5.1), we have
P(u—p@) = div(g — § + (A(z}, x*) — A(z))Du).
Then by using Lemma 3.4 with 0 < g < 1 < p < oo, the interpolation inequality,
Lemma 4.5, (5.6), and Lemma 5.1, we have
1D = p"*)IL, @, o

d+2 _ d+2

< NPT = p" ;o + NIIE = § + (Azh, X%) = A)Dull g; (20
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d+2 _ d+2

1442 _di2 a2 _ (g4 0 — T
< NI T = Pl s o + NCor 7~ Plig = g + (Alzg, x%) — A)DullL, g-
&+ 42
< NCQI’ LN

By using Holder’s inequality, we obtain

a
r
JC ID(u = p"=)|" < [JC ID(u —p"=) )
Q@) Q20

(d+2)

il ’
< NCI™*5 < NClH'.

We thus obtain

Dy (1 — p")|7 + |A%PDg(u — p" )1 < NCIH1', (5.15)
p B p 0
Q;),(z0) Q;/,(20)

A direct calculation yields

1=

Dgp" =€, p=1,...,d~1, ABDgp" = g4+ L7,

p=1
Combining U = 22:1 A%Dgu — g4, (5.15), the triangle inequality, and Lemma 5.1,

we have
f IDpi - €701+ f U e
Q»(20) Q,2(20)

< NCIA + Jg— . |A%Dgu — A% (x")Dpu + g4 — gal’
r/2 20

<NCJH'.

Therefore, we prove the claim (5.14). It follows from (5.14), (5.12) and the continuity
of Dgu and U in (2.4) that

Dgtu(z0) = €5, 1Dgui(z0) = £57] < NCo”, B=1,...,d-1, (5.16)

and
U(zo) = £, |U(z0) — €] < NCor”'. (5.17)

Letz; = (tp—12,0). Similar to (5.13), (5.16), and (5.17), we have for any r € (0,1/4),
under the coordinate system associated with zj,

u(z1) = €', |u(z1) - 7] < NCor'*”,
21 7,21 Y (518)
Dyﬁu(z1)=£’ﬁ, IDyﬁu(zl)—fﬁ’ | < NCor?, ﬁ=1,...,d—1,
and
U(z) =€, |U(z1) - €] < NCor”, (5.19)
where D4 denotes the derivatives with respect to the space variables in the coor-
dinate system associated with z; and U = AdﬁDyﬁu - Q4.

Step 3. Estimate of (1)1 . Finally, we are going to estimate (u)1.s. If [to—t1|"/% =
r > 1/32, then (2.5) is obvious. If ¥ < 1/32, then by the triangle inequality, we have

lu(z0) — u(z1)|" < [uzo) — E72N + 1677 = C7 |1 + |u(z) — €777, (5.20)
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Next we estimate Ié’g”z" - é’é"zl |. Noting that

d-1 d-1
21,2 27,2 21,2 271,z 21,2 21,2 q
|27 — 20 < °—P“Iq+|ﬁZ;£’ﬁ Oxﬁ—;fﬁ |

d d-1

+ j;x (Add(Z(/)/ S))‘l(gd(zé, s) + [51’,20 _ ZAdﬁ(Z(/y S)fér,zo) ds
=
Y dd -1 - d-1 iy . q
- |} ) (e + 6 - ;A CRHOLE

For the first term, by using the triangle inequality and (5.6), we have

f |p2‘r,20 _ pZV,Zl|q < f IM(Z) _ pZV,ZOIq + f |M(Z) _ pZ‘r,Zl'q
Qr (z1) Qr (z1) Qr (z1)

< f lu(z) — p*#|" + NClr0+) < NCIA0+). (5.21)
Q;,(z0)

In order to estimate the last two terms, we first obtain from the estimate I — X~ ! in
the case 1 of the proof of Proposition 4.2 that

Ix —y] < Nr+?, (5.22)

Then for the second term, under the coordinate system associated with z, it follows
from the triangle inequality, (5.22), (5.13), (5.18), (2.4), and (4.23) that for § =
1,...,d-1,
21,20 1 _ p2121 B 21,20 _ p2r,z1\.p 21,21 (2 f B
It’ﬁ X é’ﬁ yISI(fﬁ é’ﬁ )x +€ﬁ (= yP)
< 1(|2%* ~ Dyu(zo)| + IDguu(z0) — Dgtu(z1)| + |Dy(z1) = D p(z1)|
+IDysu(z1) = £771]) + Nr'+
< NCor'*?'. (5.23)

For the third term, by using the triangle inequality, A% > v, Lemma 5.1, and (5.22),
we have

d

x? _ -
|j(; (Add(zérs)) 1§d(26/5) ds — j(;y (Add(Zi,s)) 1gd(zi,s) ds

q

q
<

! _
j(; (Add(z(’),s)) 1(g‘gl(z(’), s) — gd(zi,s)) ds

o -1, -1
j; ((Add(zé,s)) —(Add(zi,s)) )gd(zi,s) ds

q

q
+

+ < NCJAa+), (5.24)

! -1
f (Add(z;, s)) g4(zy,s) ds
yd
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Similarly, by using the triangle inequality, A > v, Lemma 5.1, (5.22), (5.17), (2.4),
(4.23), and (5.19), we have

x4 B 1 yd B 1
| f (A*(zp,5)) €7 ds - f (A*(z,5)) €7 ds
0 0

d

o -1
f (A*(zp,5)) (€5 =€) ds
0

q

<

o 1 B 1 x
+ f ((A”’d(z{),s)) —(Ad”’(z;,s)) )é’j"zl ds f
0 e
< NI = UGzl + NEPIU(zo) = UG + NIz = G717+ Nt
< NG+ NPIU 1) = ()l + NEPICz1) - 671
< NClp+o), (5.25)

Also, we have

l d q
_ -1
+ | (A%G,s) & ds

a -1

x -1
_ Add (s AdB (' 21,2
j(: (A (zO,s)) 71A (20/5)55 0 ds

20

=

d d-1

v -1 _
= f (A%z,9) ) A%, 967 ds
0
p=1

Now, coming back to (5.20), taking the average over z € Q; (z1) and taking the
gth root, using (5.21), and (5.23)-(5.26), we have

lu(zo) — u(z1)] < NCor'*?'.

Therefore, we finish the proof of (2.5). O

q
< NClpA+), (5.26)

6. WEIGHTED WEAK TYPE-(1, 1) ESTIMATES

This section is devoted to the proof of a global weak type-(1,1) estimate with
respect to A1 Muckenhoupt weights for solutions to

Pu =divf,
with the coefficients A = (A*?) satisfying the following condition.

Assumption 6.1. (1) A is of piecewise Dini mean oscillation in Q, and there exists
some constant ¢y > 0 such that for any r € (0,1/2), wa(r) < co(Inr)2.

(2) For some constant c1,¢2 > 0, w((R;) = ¢1 and for any R € (0, Ro/2), wo(R) <
c(In R)_Z.

We say w : R**1 — [0, 00) belongs to A if there exists some constant C such that
for all parabolic cylinders Q in R%*?,

JC w(s,y) ds dy < Cinf w(z).
Q zeQ

The A1 constant [w]a, of w is defined as the infimum of all such C’s. In order to
state our result, we first denote

@@= [ v Wfil@=( [ IfPwi)”, pen,o),
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and then introduce the weighted Sobolev space:

Hy (@) = {u -y € H,(Q), u,Du € Lo(Q)),

p,w
where
H L@ = {f: f= ) D*fu fu € (@),
la|<1
Il =inf{ Y Ifall,@: f = Y, D*fal,
lal<1 lal<1
and

o— 104
il @ = Il @ + Y, 1Dl @)

la|<1
Denote g := mini<j<p-1 dist{d,Q}, (=T, 0) X D}.

Recall that in the proof of Lemma 4.3, Lemmas 3.8 and 3.5 are the key points.
We will use generalizations of the two lemmas since our estimate and argument
depend on the coordinate system, one of them is stated below. Let {Q%} be a
collection of dyadic “parabolic cubes” in Q. See [8, Theorem 11] and also the proof
of [11, Lemma 4.1]. Let p, ¢ € (1, o).

Assumption 6.2. i) S is a bounded linear operator on L, ,,(Q).
ii) If for some f € L, 4(Q), s > 0, and some cube Qf we have

5
§< —— |flw dz < Cps,
w(Qh) Jo

then f admits a decomposition f = ¢ + b in QX, where g and b satisfy
f glPw dz < CisPw(QY), f |S(bxgo)|w dz < Crsw(QF)
o Q\Qe(z0) ’

with zp € QF and 7 = diam QF.
Then the same proof as in [18, Lemma 6.3] gives the following result.

Lemma 6.3. Under Assumption 6.2, for any f € L, ,(Q) and s > 0, we have

w({zeQ:ISf(z)|>s})$gfalflwdz,

where N = N(d,c,Q, Cy, ISIle,, ,—r,,,) is a constant. Moreover, S can be extended to a
bounded operator from Ly ,,(Q) to weak-Li ,(Q).

The generalization of Lemma 3.5 and its proof will be given in the Appendix.
Now we state our global weak type-(1, 1) estimate with A; weights.

Theorem 6.4. Let p € (1,), Q := (=T, 0)x D, D have a C*P™ boundary, Qy, . .., Q-1
be away from (=T,0) X dD and satisfy the conditions in Theorem 2.1. Let w be an A,
Muckenhoupt weight and Assumption 6.1 be satisfied. For f € L,((=T,0) X D) with
T € (0,00),letu e 7—{;}@(@) be a weak solution to

Pu=divf inQ
u=0 on dpQ.
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Then for any s > 0, we have

o9 € @: IDutt, ) > 51) < <l @

where N depends on n,d, M, wa,v, A, p, 8, [wla,, T, the CVP™ characteristics of D, Qj,
and C"° norms of Q; with respect to x and t, respectively. Moreover, the linear operator
S : f ¥ Du can be extended to a bounded operator from Ly ,(Q) to weak-Li ,(Q).

Proof. We follow a similar argument in the proof of [18, Theorem 5.2], in which the

weighted wWa? -solvability and estimates for divergence form elliptic systems are
the important ingredients. Here we use the W;/Zu-solvabﬂity and estimates with
A, weights, Lemma 8.2, for divergence form parabolic systems, to conclude that
the map S : f = Du is a bounded linear map on L, ,(Q). We need to show that S
verifies the conditions of Lemma 6.3.

For a fixed zx = (t, x) € QX, we associate Q% with a parabolic cylinder Q; =
Q;, (z¢) such that z; € QF c Qx, where r, = diam Q% < 60/2. Suppose for some QF

ands >0,
&)
§< ——— |flw dz < Cos. (6.1)
w(Qs) Jok
We need to check that f enjoys the Assumption 6.2, i.e., f admits a decomposition
in QF.
(i) If dist(xx, dD) < 60/2, then Qx does not intersect with subdomains Q;, j =

1,...,M — 1. In this case, we choose the coordinate system according to Z; €
(=T, 0) x dD, which satisfies |z; — Z|, = dist(xt, dD). Let

gzszdz, b=f-g inQk.
Q\

f bdz=0
Q&

1 N
5l SJC fldz< ——— [ |flwdz < |flw dz < NCs,
o (o4 13kfw Q w(Qk) Jo

Then

and

where we used the definition of w and (6.1). Hence,
gPw dz < NChsPw(QF).
o
Let u; € H, ,(Q) be the unique weak solution of

Pu; =divhk inQ,
u; =0 on d,Q.

Letp’ = p/(p —1) and #* be the adjoint operator of . Set c = % with Ry = diam Q.

Then for any R > cri such that @ \ Qr(zx) # 0 and h € C5’(Qar(zx) \ Qr(zx)), let
u € H' | (Q) be a weak solution of

P Pl

Pu, =divh inQ,
Uy =0 on ((=T,0) x D) U ({t = 0} x D),
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which satisfies

1

(fIDuzlpw Pldz) <N(f|h|’7w Pldz) —N(f [P w™ Pldz)
Q Qor (x1)\Qr (zk)

See Lemma 8.2. Then by using the definition of adjoint solutions, the fact that b is
supported in Qf with mean zero, and h € C’(Qur(2¢) \ Qr(2¢)), we obtain

f Duy -h = f Duy - b = f (Duz — Du(zy)) - b. (6.2)
Qor(ze)\Qr (21) Qk Qk

a

Es
I

Since R < Ry, Qsr(zr) does not intersect with subdomains Q;, j = 1,...,M —
2R,

1. Because P u, = 0 in Qr(zr), by flattening the boundary and using a similar
argument that led to an a priori estimate of the modulus of continuity of Du, in
the proof of [12, (4.22)], we have

z =zl F acs -
Dia(e) - Diael < N((F2) -+ [ 24 )Rt Dl g

2Ry

for any z € Qk C QDOR (zk), where y € (0,1) is a constant and @4(s) is defined as

in [12, (4.15)], wh1ch is derived from wA(s). Then, coming back to (6.2), using a
similar argument in the proof of [18, Theorem 5.2] and Lemma 4.3, we obtain

f |Duy|w dz < Nsw(QF). (6.3)
Q\Qer, (z)

(ii) If dist(xy, dD) > 60/2, then Qk does not intersect with (=T,0) X dD. In this
case, we choose the coordinate system according to z;. The rest proof is the same
as that in [18, Theorem 5.2] and we also obtain (6.3). Therefore, S satisfies the
hypothesis of Lemma 6.3, and thus for any s > 0,

w(lz € @: IDu@)| > s <~ Ifll, @

The theorem is proved. o

7. APPLICATION: REGULARITY FOR PARABOLIC TRANSMISSION PROBLEMS

Caffarelli, Soria-Carro, and Stinga [5] recently proved existence, uniqueness, and
optimal regularity of solutions to transmission problems for harmonic functions
with C'# interfaces. Their argument is mainly based on the mean value property
and the maximum principle for harmonic functions and an approximation argu-
ment. In [10], an alternative proof of the result in [5] is given, which works for more
general elliptic systems with multiple subdomains and C"P" interfaces. The main
idea of the proof in [10] is to reduce the transmission problems to elliptic systems
with piecewise Holder or Dini continuous non-homogeneous terms by solving a
Laplace equation with conormal boundary data. Then the results follows by these
in [9, 18]. In this section, we extend the results in [5, 10] to parabolic systems by
using Theorems 2.1 and 2.3.
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7.1. Main results for the transmission problem. We firstintroduce some notation.
For Q := (-T,0) x D, we denote

BQ:={t=-T}xD, SQ:=(-T,00xdD, 9,Q:=BQUSQ.
In the following, we assume that Q; = (T, 0) X D are cylindrical, j = 1,...,M, and
similarly define BQ; and SQ;. Without loss of generality, we assume that D; cC D
forj=1,...,M—1and 9D C dDy. For y € (0,1], we denote C1*1/21+7(Q) to be

the space of functions with finite norm [u|(1+,)/2,1+,,@- The transmission problem is
given by

Pou = =ty + Do(ADyu) = div F + f in U]j\il Qj,

u=0 on ,Q, (7.1)
+ . 4 B '

u)SQ, - u)SQj’ AaﬁDﬁuV“)SQ] - AaﬁDﬁuva)st =gy, j=1....M-1,

. . L +
where v, is the unit normal vector on SQ; pointing inside SQ;, u| s,
]

(AaﬁDﬁuvaEQ] and A“ﬁDﬁuva| s Qf) are the left and right limits of u (its conormal

derivatives) on SQ;, respectively, j=1,..., M - 1.
The first result of this section is about the case when the interfaces are C'* in the
spatial variables and the coefficients and data are piecewise Holder continuous.

and u|;al

Theorem 7.1. Assume that dD; are C'*, A% and F are piecewise C°'*° with 6 €
(0, w/(1+ H)]/ and gj € C°*2(SQ)), j = 1,...,M — 1. Then there exists a unique weak

solution u € H)(Q) to (7.1), which is piecewise C1*210 yp 10 SQ;, j = 1,..., M, and
satisfies

M M-1 M
Y ooz < N( Y 8oasa, + Y Py + @)y
j=1 j=1 j=1

where N depends onn,d, M, 6, u, v, A, Qj, and ||A||c0/2r<>((,_2-)'
]

Remark 7.2. In the special case when M = 2 or when A® and F are Holder continuous in
the whole domain, by using [9] and the linearity the result of Theorem 7.1 still holds with
o=p.

Our second result is concerned with the case when the interfaces are ClPini

in the spatial variables and the coefficients and data are of piecewise Dini mean
oscillation.

Theorem 7.3. Assume that dD; are CYP™, A% and F are of piecewise Dini mean
oscillation in Q, F, f € Lo(Q), and g; are Dini continuous on SQ;, j =1,...,M—1. Then
there exists a unique weak solution u € H}(Q) to (7.1), which is piecewise C'/>1 up to
5Q; j=1,...,M.

7.2. Proofs of Theorems 7.1 and 7.3. The proof is a modification of [10].

Proof of Theorem 7.1. For a fixed j = 1,...,M — 1 and a point xj € JdDj, there is a
neighbourhood V of xjx and a clH diffeomorphism @ j from Vj onto a unit ball
B := B1(0) ¢ R? such that

@(ViNoD)) c IR, detDDy =1.
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Let
y=®p(x) = ((I)}k(x), . ..,(I);’k(x)), x= (@) (y) = Wi(y) (detDWj =1),

and

g:=g8(ty) = g(t,x).
Since dD;is CU#, there exist finitely many points X €dDjand Vy C D,k=1,...,m,
such that dD; C UL Vik. Let {C jk}]’(”:l be a smooth partition of unity subordinate
to Vi. Denote B* := BN {y? > 0}, Q" := (-T,0)x B*, T := BN {y¥ = 0}, and
SQ* := (-T,0) X I'. Let vjx € H, (Q*) be the weak solution to

—aﬂ)]‘k + Avjk =0 in Q+/
+
90jtls. = 3Tk 0 Wikg,
v =0 on d,Q" \ SQ*.

The existence and uniqueness follows from [23, Theorem 6.46]. We take the even

extension 7 of vj with respect to {y? = 0} defined by
vi(t, in (=T,0) x BY,

’(7jk(t/ y) = ]k( y? d . ( ) _

vir(t,y',—y*) in(=T,0)x B,

where B~ := BN {yd < 0}. Then o satisfis
010 + Avj =0 in (-T,0) X B,
Ay0|e = Aol = CroWyg,
_V ik)SQ ] v Jk)SQ jk k& 7.2)
vjk)sQ+ = Ojk|s+-
Ojk = 0 on &p((—T, 0) X B).
Next we transform back to the x-variables. Let 0(t, x) = 0j(t, ®j(x)) and
af = q%(x) = DZ\I’?‘k(y)Dl‘I’?k(y).

Choose a cut-off function 1 := nj(x) € C7' (V) satisfying 0 < ny < Tand ny =1
on the support of Cjx. From (7.2), we obtain
—8tz7]-k + Da(a"‘ﬁDﬁﬁjk) =0 in (=T,0) X Vi,

apry) 7. * —a% 0 - = GCikgj
a DﬁvlkV“)(—T,O)x(V]kﬁafDl) a ﬁDﬁUJkV“|(—T,0)><(ka031)f) = Cik8jr

ot -
vfk)(—T,O)x(V]knafDl) = Uikl —T,0x(vnam;)”
=0 on d,((=T,0) x V),
(7.3)
which together with a direct calculation yields that
—01(@nik) + Da(a**Dp(jxnjx)) = Da(@xa**Dgni) + a**DanuDytip  in Q,
. + - -
a*f Dﬁ(vjkﬁjk)va)saj —a* Dﬁ(vjknjk)va|5al = Cik&ijs 7
- + - - )
UjkT]jk )(-T,@)x(vjkmap,) = UjTljk |(—T,0)x(v,km31),-)'
ﬁjk’?jk =0 on 8,,@

Applying the trace lemma, H,-estimate, and [24, Theorem 1.1] to (7.3), we have

||5jkT]jk||'}-{21((_T,o)><ij) < N”gj”Lz(SQ,-)/ (7.5)
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and
[0l a-+6)/2,1+0:-T.0px v < NI ilss2,0:50;- (7.6)

Denote
m

vj = Z Ok jk in Q.
k=1
Then we have from (7.4) and the identity };"; Cx = 1 on dD; that

m m
—&ﬂ)]' + Da({laﬁDﬁvj) = Z Da(ﬁjkaaﬁDﬁnjk) + Z a“ﬁDanjkDﬁﬁjk in Q,

k=1 k=1
aa[:Dﬁvjva);:Qj - a“ﬁDﬁvjva)SQj =g (7.7)
Uf)sa,- - Z’J‘|sa,'
v;=0 on J,Q.
Furthermore, we have from (7.5) and (7.6) that
l0jllz0@ < NIIgjllasa), (7.8)
and
lvjla+s)21+6@ < NIgjlos2,6,5q;- (7.9)
Denote
M-1
wi=u— Z v, (7.10)
=1

then it follows from the definition of weak solutions and (7.7) that w satisfies

Pow=divF+f inQ,
7.11
{w =0 on J,Q, 711
where
M-1 M-1 m
F=1yqF-) (A-aDo;— )} paDny, a= (@),
j=1 j=1 k=1
and

M-1 m
f=f=), ) " DanpDdi
=1 k=1

By using the Galerkin method, we find that there is a unique solution w € H,(Q)
to (7.11) and thus the existence and uniqueness of u is proved. Moreover,

ol @) < N(1Fll@ + 1fll@)
M-1 M-1 m
< N(||F||L2(a) + Z (AP — a*P)Dgoll1 @) + Z 135xa** DgnjxliL@)
1 j=1 k=1
M-1

1

]':
@ + )

j=1
M-1

< N(IFll@ + Y Igilliasay + 1fll@), (7.12)
j=1

m
Z 12’ Dok DBt @)
=1
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where we used (7.8), the boundedness of A* and a®, and (7.5) in the third inequal-

ity. Recalling that 9D; are C#, A% and F are piecewise C%??, by using Theorem
2.3,(7.6), (7.9), and (7.12), we obtain

M
Z |w|(1+o)/2,1+e>;5,-
j=1

M-1 M=1 m M
< N( Z (A% ~ a®)Dgojl, s + 15xa** Dynjil, 5 53 + Z 1Flya 5,
= j=1 k=1 j=1
M-1 m
+fll.@ + Z 12* Dan ik DgtjellL @ + llliy@ + ||Dw||L1(Q))
=1 k=1
M-1 M
< N( Z ISils/2,:50; + Z Fly ot ||f||Lw(Q))- (7.13)
j=1 j=1
Combining (7.10), the triangle inequality, (7.9), and (7.13), we have
M M M-1
Z |”|(1+6)/2,1+5;5j < Z |w|(1+5)/2,1+6;5, + Z 01l 40)/2,1450
=1 =1 =1
M-1 M
<N( Y Igibsse, + Zf oo * 1fll.c@)
j= =
The theorem is proved. o

We say that a function f is of L,-Dini mean oscillation in Q if

1/2

@a(r) := sup ( Ji( a If(t, %) = (Na- @nal dZ)

20€Q

satisfies the Dini condition.

Proof of Theorem 7.3. 1f we can prove the claim: Vo, satisfies the L,-Dini mean
oscillation condition in @, then the rest of the proof follows from that of Theorem
7.1 by using Theorem 2.1. Hence, it suffices to prove the claim. The proof is
a modification of [17, Theorem 1.7] and [10, Theorem 1.4], and we only need to
prove the boundary estimate since the interior estimate is simpler.

For any zg € JR™! = {x4 = 0},

Q;.(z0) == Q; (zo) N {x? > 0} and T'(z0) := Q; (z0) N {x* = O}.

Recalling that SQ; is C'P™, and as in the proof of Theorem 7.1, we only need to
prove that for any weak u solution to

{—ut +Au=Dyg"  inQ;,(0),

7.14
Dyu = gd on F4(0), ( )

Vu satisfies the L,-Dini mean oscillation condition in Q7 , (0), provided that ¢t =
¢(t,x) = ¢/(t,x’) is Dini continuous satisfying D¢ = 0.
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Forz € Q} ,(0) and r > 0, we define

172
P(z,7) = [JC |Du — (DM)Q,(Z)0Q4+(O)|2) :
Q- (@NQ,,0) '

As in [12], we denote B} (x9) = B,(xo) N {x* > 0} and fix a smooth set D c R?
satisfying BZ .(0) ¢ D c BZ,,(0) and for zy = (to, x0) € IR™*!, we denote

2/3 3/4
D, (x0) := 1D + xo.
Now we decompose u = w + v, where w € H] is the weak solution of

—wi + Aw = Dy(g% — §%)  in (t — 472, to) X Dar(x0),
Dowve = (8= gva  on (ty — 47, to) X IDa(x0),
w=0 on {t = tg — 41?} X Dy.(x),

where

g = JC g(t, x) dx dt.
Q;,,(20)

By using the HH,-estimate and Q;,.(z0) C (to — 47%, to) X Da,(x0) € Q;, , (20), we have

1/2
(f |Dw|2) < Nawy (). (7.15)
Q4 (z0)

Here w.(g) denotes the modulus of continuity of ¢ in the L., sense. Notice that
v := u — w satisfies

—vp+ Av=Dy3" in Q;,(z0),
Dy =g on I',(zp).

Forany q =(q1,...,94) = (7', qa) € R%, 5 :=Dyv — q’ satisfies

-0+ AT =0 inQ;,(2),
Ds5=0 on I'y(zo).

Then by the standard parabolic estimates for equations with constant coefficients
and zero conormal boundary data, we have

1/2
[Dyvleinig, @y < NI ( Ji IDyv — q/|2) : (7.16)

Now observe that D;v satisfies a heat equation in Q; , (z9) with a constant Dirichlet
boundary condition on I',(zg). Applying [12, Lemma 4.15], we get

1+ (20)

1/2
[Davlcieig, ey < NIt ( Ji IDgo - qd|2) : (7.17)

Let « € (0,1/2) be a small constant, then combining (7.16) and (7.17), we have

1+ (20)

1/2
[fQ - |DU - (DU)Q;,-,J,(ZQ)lZ) < ZKT[DU]CUZ,I(Q;/Z*(ZO))
wr,+(20
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1/2
< Nox(f |Dv — q|2) , VYqeRY, (7.18)
Q4 (20)

where Ny = No(d,v,A). By using u = v + w, the triangle inequality, (7.15), and
(7.18), we obtain

1/2
( f  iou- <Dv>Q;,,+<ZO>|2)
Qrr+ (20)
1/2 1/2
s(f |Dv—(Dv)le+(ZO)|2) +U: Ilez)
Q;r,+ (ZO) Q;m— (ZO)

1/2
< Nox [JC |Du — qlz) + NK_(d+2)/2(l)2r(g).
Q4 (zo0)

Choosing q = (Du)q; (), we reach

(20, k1) < Nok(zo, 1) + Nx~ @2/ 2w2r(g).

The rest of the proof follows from an iteration argument. See, for example, the
proof of [12, Proposition 4.2]. We omit the details. Therefore, we show that Du is
of L,-Dini mean oscillation. O

8. APPENDIX

In the appendix, we prove a generalization of Lemma 3.5. We say that w :
R*! — [0, o) belongs to A, for p € (1, o) if

= p-1
0@ (v Q) _
P IQI[ 0] ] =

where the supremum is taken over all parabolic cylinders Q in R**!. The value of
the supremum is the A, constant of w, and will be denoted by [w],, .

We consider the parabolic systems on Q := (—T,0) x D, where D is a Reifen-
berg flat domain and the boundary d satisfies the following assumption with a
parameter y, € (0,1/4) to be specified later.

Assumption 8.1 (). There exists a constant 1y € (0,1] such that the following
conditions hold.

(1) In the interior of D, A% satisfy (3.5) in some coordinate system depending
on (fg, xp) and 7.

(2)Forany xp € dD, t € R, and r € (0, 1p], there is a coordinate system depending
on (t, xp) and r such that in this new coordinate system, we have

(W, ") - 28+ yor < ¥} N Br(xo) € D N Br(xo)  {(y', ") : x4 — yor < '} N Br(xo)

and
JC |A(t, x) — (A)Q;r(z(,])l dx dt <y,
Qr (z0)

where (A)g() = Jg;, oA, x4 dz'.
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Lemma 8.2. Let p € (1,00) and w be an A, weight. There exists a constant yy €
(0,1/4) depending on d, p, v, A\, and [w]Ap such that, under Assumption 8.1, for any
u € H, (=T, 0) x D) satisfying

Pu—-Au=divf inQ,

8.1
u=0 on d,Q, ®-1)

where A > 0 and f € L, ,(Q), we have
lullg @ < NIIfllz, @~ (8.2)

where N = N(n,d,p,v, A, [w]Ap, ro, T). Moreover, for any f € L,(Q), (8.1) admits a
unique solution u € H, ,(Q).

Proof. The case when A > Ag is proved in [13, Section 8] and [13, Theorem 7.2],
where Ay > 0 is a sufficiently large constant depending on n,d, p, v, A, [w] A, and rg.

For 0 < A < Ay, we set

v = ue M,

Then we have
Po—(A+ Ao =eMdivf inQ,
v=0 on d,Q.

By using [13, Theorem 7.2], we have

ol @ < Nlle™ flle, @ < Nilfll,. @
where N = N(n,d,p,v, A, [w]a,, 1o, T). Hence, we obtain

)\gt“

y = y < .
”u“H}},w(Q) llve HL(Q = N”f”Lp,w(Q)

The theorem is proved. o
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