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PARABOLIC EQUATIONS WITH UNBOUNDED LOWER-ORDER
COEFFICIENTS IN SOBOLEV SPACES WITH MIXED NORMS

DOYOON KIM, SEUNGJIN RYU, AND KWAN WOO

ABSTRACT. We prove the L) 4-solvability of parabolic equations in divergence
form with full lower order terms. The coefficients and non-homogeneous terms
belong to mixed Lebesgue spaces with the lowest integrability conditions.
In particular, the coefficients for the lower-order terms are not necessarily
bounded. We study both the Dirichlet and conormal derivative boundary
value problems on irregular domains. We also prove embedding results for
parabolic Sobolev spaces, the proof of which is of independent interest.

1. INTRODUCTION

There are many well-established results for L,-theory on linear parabolic equa-
tions of the form

u—D; (aij (t,x)Dju+ a'(t,2)u) +b'(t, x) Dyutc(t, z)u = D;g;(t,z)+ f(t,x). (1.1)

That is, for given g;, f € Ly, or g;, f € L, 4, many papers investigate whether there
exists a unique solution w of (IZJ]) in an appropriate parabolic Sobolev space under
some regularity assumptions on the coefficients a¥, a’, b’ and c. See, for instance,
[5L [6] [T, 12], where their main objective is to obtain the lowest possible regularity
assumptions on a* (and on the boundary of the domain) for the unique solvability of
equations or systems in Sobolev spaces, while the lower-order coefficients a*, b*, and
c are assumed to be either zero or bounded. Indeed, if the lower-order coefficients
are bounded, it is not difficult to derive the desired results whenever one obtains
the unique solvability of equations or systems without lower-order terms.

One may ask if the same Ly-theory can be established for equations as in (I.1])
with unbounded lower-order coefficients. To the best of the authors’ knowledge,
there seem few papers investigating L,-theory for parabolic equations as in (L))
having possibly unbounded lower-order coefficients. One possible reference about
Ly-theory, not Ly,-theory, would be the context of [28, Chapter III], where the au-
thors discussed the existence and uniqueness to the generalized solution of (L))
with a proper boundary condition, under the assumptions that a* is uniformly
elliptic and bounded and that

az, bz, |C|1/2 S Lq,’r‘, gi S L2,2; f € quq'r'l
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fori=1,...,d. Here, if d > 3, the indices satisfy the conditions

d 2
_+_§17 qE[d,OO], T€[2700]7
q T
and
d 2 d 2d
—+ — <24+ = —2 1,2].
q1+T1_ +27 q1€|:d+2a:|a Tle[a]

An additional smallness condition is imposed on a’,b’,c when r = co. They also
considered the cases d = 1,2. Note that the coefficients a’, b, and ¢ are not
necessarily bounded. On the other hand, for qualitative properties of solutions
of parabolic (and elliptic) equations with unbounded lower-order coefficients, see
[31I]. In this paper, we establish an L, , version of the results developed in [2§].
This in particular means that the results in [28] can be covered as a special case
of our main results when p = ¢ = 2 (see Remark 21]). We find in this paper the
optimal spatial and time integrability conditions for the lower-order coefficients as
functions in Lebesgue spaces with mixed norms to obtain the unique solvability of
the equation () in parabolic Sobolev spaces with mixed norms. As a necessary
step in doing so, we also find optimal spatial and time summability conditions on
f in (). We deal with both the Dirichlet and conormal derivative boundary
conditions.

As is shown in [27], when establishing L,-theory, it is necessary to impose some
regularity assumptions on the leading coefficients a* even if the lower-order coef-
ficients are zero or bounded. In fact, there have been many research activities in
finding regularity assumptions on a* (for instance, much less irregular than uni-
formly continuous) so that one can establish L,-theory for equations with such
leading coefficients. One well-known class of possibly discontinuous coefficients is
that of vanishing mean oscillations (VMO) [, [8, [4] 24]. Tt is also possible to have
more irregular ones than VMO coefficients. Some of such irregular coefficients are
those merely measurable in one spatial variables, that is, the coefficients are allowed
to have no regularity assumptions as functions of one spatial variable. See [I1] 5]
and references therein. Moreover, in the L,-theory for parabolic equations/systems,
one can further relax regularity assumptions so that all the elements of the matrix
a’(t,z) except, for example, a'!(t,2) can be merely measurable in the time vari-
able and one spatial variable. The coefficient a'!(t,z) is only measurable in t or
in one spatial variable. See [12] for more details. Concerning the regularity of
the domain, we do need some conditions unless we confine ourselves to Lo-theory.
See [I6]. Recent results show that one can deal with the equation (1) in Q if
Q) is a Reifenberg flat domain having sufficient flatness. See [6] [I1] and references
therein. In this paper, because the main objective of our investigation is to find
appropriate summability conditions for lower-order coefficients so that one can em-
brace unbounded lower-order coefficients in L,-theory for parabolic equations, we
do not specify regularity conditions for a* as well as for the boundary of the do-
main. Instead, we take, as an assumption, the solvability of the equation (L))
without lower-order terms in appropriate Sobolev spaces with mixed norms. See
Assumption 2.0 for the Dirichlet boundary condition case and Assumption 2.12] for
the conormal derivative boundary condition case. Note that in these assumptions
the function f on the right-hand side of (II]) has the same summability as those of
g; and the solutions. These assumptions indicate that the leading coefficients a/ in
this paper can be those available in the literature as long as L,-theory for equations
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with a” and with zero or bounded lower-order coefficients has been successfully es-
tablished. In this way, without tediously stating legitimate regularity assumptions
on a', we can cover all the irregular leading coefficients in the literature at once.
Similarly, instead of imposing a particular regularity assumption on the domain, we
state an assumption on the domain. See Assumption 2] and the comment above
the assumption. To justify our assumption on the domain, we prove that Reifenberg
flat domains, well-known irregular domains for L,-theory, satisfy Assumption 211
We also present the embedding results for the whole Euclidean space and a half
space. In fact, the embedding results proved in Appendix (Section [F) are another
main results of this paper because the time regularity conditions required for the
embedding are considerably more general than those in the literature.

When Sobolev spaces with mized norms are considered as solutions spaces for
parabolic equations/systems, one can find the unique solvability results in [12] 25],
where, as noted earlier, all the lower-order coefficients are assumed to be bounded.
On the other hand, in the elliptic case, there are relatively many results about
the unique solvability in the Sobolev space Wpl. See, for instance, [19, [I8, 22]. In
particular, assuming that ¢ = 0 and that a’,b" € L,.(Q), where 2 < r < oo if d = 2
and d < r < oo if d > 3, the authors of [19, 18] proved Wpl-estimates when Q has a
small Lipschitz constant and a* (z) have small BMO semi-norms in the z variables.
Their approach is a functional-analytic argument and is influenced by the method
presented in [I4] [T5]. For non-divergence type elliptic equations with unbounded
lower-order coefficients, see a recent paper [23] by Krylov. Our approach is more
elementary. It is based on an anisotropic embedding inequality (see Assumption [2.1]
(©) as well as Theorems and B8] and the duality argument (see Lemma [B.]).
When applying the duality argument, we use Assumption[Z6l (p, ¢) to guarantee the
solvability of equations without lower-order terms for the full range 1 < p,q < co.

The main objective in the duality argument is to resolve the lower integrability
issue on f in (IIJ), which is not considered in the previous results [12] 19, [I8] 22|
[25]. For elliptic equations, as noticed in [I0], one may use the harmonic extension
method to lower the required summability on f. For instance, in the elliptic case
with the Dirichlet boundary condition, f can be replaced by D;(D;F), where F' is
a solution to AF' = fxq in a ball B D Q with the estimate || D;F||., < C|f||L,, ,
p1 = dp/(d+p). However, this idea is not working for parabolic equations unless the
boundary of the domain is sufficiently regular or the summability of [|f(t,-)||L,, @)
in time is sufficiently high. Once we have mixed-norm estimates for equations
without lower-order terms, but with f having low integrability, by moving the lower-
order terms to the right-hand side of the equations we derive desired estimates for
equations as in ([I]) with full lower order terms. After that, we show that such
solutions have better regularity with respect to the time variable if p, ¢ € [2,00) by
showing that solutions are in fact in the parabolic space V, ,. See the definitions
of the spaces such as V,, and H;ﬁq in Section We remark that V4 is not
appropriate for the solvability with p,q € (1,2), while H;yq is not wide enough to
accommodate solutions of equations with unbounded lower-order coefficients with
P, q € (2,00). See Remark 2111

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we state our assump-
tions and main results after introducing some function spaces. In Section [3] we
present the proofs of our main results for the Dirichlet and the conormal cases after
providing the key lemma (Lemma [B]) for equations without lower-order terms.
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Section M discusses better time regularity of solutions for p,q € [2,00). Finally,
we present domains (with a detailed proof for Reifenberg flat domains) satisfying
Assumption[2.lin Section Bl where one can also find a brief comment on the elliptic
case.

2. ASSUMPTIONS AND MAIN RESULTS

We denote by R?, where d is a positive integer, a d-dimensional Euclidean space
and a point in R? by = (21,...,24) = (21,2'). Similarly, R™*! := R x R? =
{(t,z) : t € R, z € R} and RY := {(z1,2') : 21 > 0, 2’ € R¥"1}. Throughout the
paper, we assume 7' to be a positive real number, unless specified otherwise. We
set Q7 := (0,7) x Q, where Q is a domain in R%. For p,q € [1,00), Ly 4(Q7) is the
set of all measurable functions on Q4 with a finite norm

T a/p
||UHLp,q(QT) = / (/ |’U(t,£[,‘)|p dl‘) dt
0 Q

For k € {1,2}, we set
W:,;zl(QT) = {1} - Ut Dlv € L;D,Q(QT)a |l| < k}

equipped with a norm

HUHW;;;(QT) = lvellz, ,r) + Z HDZUHLP,Q(QT)-
[1|<k

1/q

We also set
W;’S(QT) ={v:v,Dv e L, ,(Qr)}
with
lolwo@r = 0L, @) + [1DV]L, 40r)-
By v € H,}(Qr) we mean that there exist ¢ = (g1,...,9a) € Lpq(Qr)? and
f € Ly q¢(Q27) such that
v=D;g;,+ f in  Qp
in the distribution sense and the norm

0l oy = 0 {9l 2, o (02) + [1f |2, (00 v = Digi + f}

is finite.
We define H}, ,(Qr) and V,, 4(Qr) as the sets of all functions in W, (Q7) having
the following finite norms, respectively,

Il @y = Hotlls s omy + 10l comy
ol r) = es55up ot 00 + ol

We denote by Vi/pl;g(QT), 7:[1177q(QT), and V,, ,(Qr) the closures of C5°([0,T] x )

in W,:2(Qr), H, ,(Qr), and V,, 4(Qr), respectively, where Cg°([0,T] x Q) is the

set of all infinitely differentiable functions on [0,7] x € with compact support in

[0,7] x Q.
The equation we consider in this paper is

in Q7, where

Pu = —uy + D; (a" (t,x)Dju + a'(t,z)u) + b’ (t,2) Diu + c(t, x)u.
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2.1. Assumption on domain. We assume that the domain 2 enjoys the embed-
ding inequality (2.2]), which is indeed satisfied by domains such as Lipschitz domains
and Reifenberg flat domains. Instead of specifying the regularity of the boundary
(that is, instead of assuming that the domain is, for instance, a Reifenberg flat
domain), we require the domain to satisfy the embedding inequality, which can be
derived under a sufficient regularity assumption on the boundary of the domain.
In this way, we can include various classes of domains in our results, provided that
their boundaries are regular enough to insure the embedding inequality. In Section
we present examples of domains satisfying Assumption 211 In particular, we
prove there that a Reifenberg flat domain satisfies Assumption 211

Assumption 2.1 (Q). Let Q be a domain in R? satisfying the following. For
uc Wz}ﬁ?(QT) with p, ¢ € [1, 0], suppose

Ut:Digi+ka in Qp
=1

in the distribution sense where g = (g1,...,94) € (Lp,q(QT))d and fr, € Lp,.q.(Q7)
with pg,qr € (0,00], k =1,...,m. Then we have

4]l g0 (20) < C <|u|wp1;g<m> + 190y o@r) + D 1fllLy, 0, (QT>> . (22)
k=1

provided that py € [p, 0], qo € [g, 0], pr € (0,00], and g, € (0, oo] satisfy either (i)
or (ii) of the following conditions.
(i) If go = q, then

d d
—<1+—, (p,po) # (d(= 2),00). (2.3)
p Po
In this case pr and ¢, k = 1,...,m, are arbitrary.
(i) If go > ¢, then
d 2 d 2
-+ -<14—+—, (2.4)
p q Po Qo
and
d 2 d 2
I<g<gp<oo if —4+-=14—4 —. (2.5)
p q Po  4qo
In this case, py and ¢i are real numbers such that
pr € [Lpo], ax € [1,q0], (2.6)
d 2 d 2
—+ — <24+ —4—. (2.7)
Pk Gk Po 4o
d 2 d 2
l=gp<g=00 or I<gu<q<oo if —4+—=24—+—. (2.8
Pk dk Po qo0

The constant C' = C) g.po.q0.p6.qx 11 (Z2)) may vary depending on the choice of
eligible (p, ¢, po, 90, Pk, gk ), but independent of uw. For simplicity, we may write C
for Cp.q.p0.q90.px,qx OF for the constant C' when p, q, po, qo, Pr, g1 are replaced by some
related parameters.
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Remark 2.2. Note that if (pr,qr) is given by (p,q) in Assumption[Z1], then (p,q)
satisfies [226]) and 270) (the borderline case [2.8) is excluded by the condition (24)) ),
provided that (p,q) and (po,qo) satisfy the conditions in Assumption[21l. Thus, the

estimate [22) holds if (pr,qr) is replaced by (p,q).

Remark 2.3. If Q = R?, p g € (1,00), and (pr,qx) = (p,q), k = 1,...,m,
the embedding inequality in Assumption [21] is easily obtained from the embedding
inequality for W2H(RE). See, for instance, [3]. However, even if u € Hy ,(Qr)
vanishes on the lateral boundary of Qr, one may not obtain the inequality (Z2) by
applying the embedding result for R? to the zero extension 4 of u, that is,

u in (t,x) € Qp,
U= . d
0 in (t,z)€(0,T)x (R*\Q),
because u is not necessarily in H;VQ(R%).

2.2. Assumptions on the non-homogeneous terms. For p,q € (1,00), we
consider (Z.I)) in Qp with g; € L, ((Qr), i =1,...,d, and f € L, 4 (Qr), where
p1 and g1 are positive real numbers such that

d .
(pluqlap) # (17Q7m> if d 2 27 P1 € [17p]7 q1 € [17q]7 (29)
d 2 d 2
— 4+ —<14—-+4-, (2.10)
b1 q1 P q
and d 2 d 2
g>1 if —4+==14+-4=. (2.11)
b1 q1 P q

2.3. Assumptions on the coefficients. Throughout the paper, we assume that
the leading coefficients a”/ of the operator P in (1)) satisfy the following. There
exists a constant § € (0, 1) such that the coefficients a® (¢, ), 1 <1, j < d, satisfy

la¥ (t,2)] <071 and  a"(t,x)&€ > 6|¢)? (2.12)
for all (t,7) € R x R? and ¢ = (&,...,&4) € R

2.3.1. Algebraic conditions on the summability for lower-order coefficients. For p,q €

(1,00) and i = 1,...,d, we consider the lower-order coefficients a’, b, and ¢ of the
operator P such that
CLi S Lghn (QT), bi S Lz217«2 (QT), cc L[37T3 (QT), (213)

where the pairs (¢, 71), k € {1,2,3}, are determined by d, p, ¢ as follows.
Set ¢1 € (d,00] N [p,o00] and 71 € [2,00) N [g, 00) such that

d 2 . d 2
—+—<1 and 7r >q if —4+—=1.

61 1 él ™

Note that ’
1p rq

€ P, [, € q, 0

b —p p-oc) r—q (20
bLip  mgq

and the pair <€ , satisfies ([2.4) and (23] in place of (po, qo)-
1—P =g

Set £y € (d,00] N [p/(p —1),00] and r9 € [2,00) N [g/(¢ — 1), 00) such that
d 2 d 2

q .
—4+ —<1 d >— if —+—=1.
f2+7°2_ an 2 q—1 ! €2+T‘2
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: lop g : .
Note that the pair , satisfies — in place of (p1,q1). In
pair (2 ) @D in place of (p1,01)
r2q

€ [1,q) instead of
T2

tion in (Z9) is trivially satisfied.
The pair (¢3,73) satisfies either Condition 2:3:2 or Condition [2Z3.3] below.

particular, we have Tji] € [1,¢q]. Thus, the first condi-
T2 T4

Condition 2.3.2. The pair (¢3,73) with £3 € [1,00] and 73 € [1, 00) satisfies

d 2
——|——§1—|—min{é,1},
p

by 13
0<1<1—i-1 L 0<1< i 11 !
— S — <min<{ -,1— =5,
T3 d p r3 2 q
1 1
0<—<—- if g=2.
T3 2

If0<1/rs=1-1/qand q € (1,2),
d 2
——|——<1—|—min{é,1}, 0<
by 13 P
If p=d > 2, the pair (¢3,r3) with {3 € [1,00] and r3 € [1,00) satisfies
d 2 1 1 1 1
S S <2 0<—<1, 0<—<min{-,1—-\. (2.14)
l r 2 q

Condition 2.3.3. The pair (¢3,73) with {3 € [1,00] and r3 € [1, 00) satisfies

d 2 d 2 d 2
—+——1§min{1,—+—,d+2— (——i——)}z:@(d,p,q), (2.15)
{3 r3 p q p q
1 1 1 1 1 1
0<—<-4+—-, 0<—<=+4—-. 2.16
<Lty 053ty (2.16)

If p=4d/(d—1) < 0o or r3 = 1, the pair (¢3,73) with {3 € [1,00] and 73 € [1,0)
satisfies

d 2 1 1 1 1 1 1

— 4+ ——=1<®d,p,q), 0<—<-4+—-, 0<—<-+-. 2.17

53+7‘3 (,p.9) Rz d+p T3 2+q 217)
Remark 2.4. In the algebraic conditions [Z.31], we assume that ri,r9,r3 < 00.
However, when d > 2, one can consider the cases ri,ra9,r3 = oo in [Z.31] if
Hal”Lel,rl Q1) Hbl”Lez,r2 (Qr) and HC||L133,T3(QT) are sufficiently small. See [28| p.141,
Remark 2.1].

Remark 2.5. In the case p = q = 2, take k € [1,00) if d > 2 and k € [1,2] if
d = 1. Suppose (l3,13) satisfies Condition [2.3.3. Then by setting

dk
k—1
we recover the conditions on the coefficients in [28, Chapter I11] for the Lo-estimates.
To be precise, our conditions on ({;,r;), i =1,2,3, when p = q = 2 do not include
the borderline cases with k = 1. However, these cases, that is, ({;,r;) = (00,2),
1 =1,2, and ({3,7r3) = (00,1) can also be covered by the estimates of equations in

b =10y =25 =

ry =19 = 2r3 = 2K,
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Va,9-norm. See Proposition [.3 and [{.8 Regrading the condition on f (see (2.9])-
@II)) when p = q = 2, we also recover the corresponding condition in |28, Chapter
III] except the borderline case

d 2 d
_+_:2+_5 Q1:17
PG 2

which can also be included by the estimates in Propositions [£.3 and [[-8

2.4. The Dirichlet boundary value problem. We first introduce an assump-
tion for the unique solvability of equations without lower-order terms having the
Dirichlet boundary condition. Note that the summability of f on the right-hand
side of (28] is not lower than that of u. A few remarks are in order about the
assumption.

Assumption 2.6 (p,q). For g = (g1,...,9a) € Lp¢(Qr)? and f € L, 4(Qr), there
exists a unique solution u € H} ,(Qr) of

—us + D; (aij (t,:c)Dju) =D,g;+f in Qp (2.18)
with «(0,-) = 0 on 2. Moreover, we have

lullyr0q,) < K (gl 2, o0y + 1 Fll Ly 0@0)) 5

where K > 0 is independent of ¢, f, and u. The same statement holds true when
the pair (p,q) is replaced by (p’,q'), where 1/p+1/p’ = 1/q+1/¢" = 1 and the
coefficients a* are replaced by a’*.

By solutions to (ZI8) with the initial zero condition, we mean so-called weak
solutions satisfying an integral identity. See ([221]) below.

Remark 2.7. As is well known, if p = q = 2, Assumption[2.8 is satisfied with the
ellipticity condition [212). For p,q € (1,00) with (p,q) # (2,2), the L, 4 solvability
in Assumption [Z.8 depends on the smoothness of the main coefficients a®(t,x)
and the domain . For instance, Assumption is satisfied with an appropriate
condition on ) if ¥ (t,x) are uniformly continuous in x € RY or a¥(t,z) are in the
class of vanishing mean oscillations (VMO) as functions of x € R%. The regularity
on a¥(t,x) can be further relazed so that they can have sufficiently small mean
oscillations or have no reqularity conditions with respect to one spatial variable.
As to assumptions on £, one can obtain the solvability in Assumption [Z.8 even
when § is beyond the class of Lipschitz domains. In fact, there are tremendous
results about the unique solvability as in Assumption [2.8 when the coefficients a
and the boundaries are irreqular. Among those results, one can find related results
in [16, 26, 27, [6, Bl 11, 12 03] and references therein. In the same spirit as our
assumption on the domain, instead of specifying a reqularity assumption on a'
allowing the unique solvability in Assumption [220 we show that one can have the
unique solvability of equations with unbounded lower-order coefficients, provided
that the leading coefficients a* of the equations are reqular enough to guarantee the
solvability with the estimate in Assumption [2.0.

Remark 2.8. One may obtain an a priori estimate as in Assumption [24 for
u satisfying 2I) with (p',q’") via the duality argument whenever the solvability
together with the estimate for solutions to (ZI8) is established for (p,q). However,
to obtain the solvability result for (p',q') using the a priori estimate and the method
of continuity, one needs the solvability of, for instance, the heat equation. Thus, if
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one can assure the solvability of the heat equation for (p',q’), it is enough to have
the solvability and the estimate only for (p,q) in Assumption[2.0. However, since
the main purpose of this paper is not to investigate whether or not the heat equation
is solvable in My, ,(Qr) or 1, (1), we take the solvability of the equation (IS

for both (p,q) and (p',q") as a part of our assumptions.

The following theorem is the main result when the equation has the Dirichlet
boundary condition.

Theorem 2.9. Let Q satisfy Assumption 21 (). Also let 1 < p,q < o0, g =

(917 s agd) € LZD#I(QT)d) and f € LZDLQI (Q.T),.U)hETe (pla ql) satisﬁes (m)i(m)
Assume that the lower-order coefficients a*, b', and ¢ satisfy @I3). Then, under

Assumption[Z.8 (p, q), there exists a unique u € VT/Z})Q?(QT) satisfying
Pu=D;g;+f in Qr (2.19)
with w(0,-) =0 on  and

lllwsiary < N (1gllzy a@r) + £y 20 (2.20)

where N = N(d,8,p,q,p1,q1, 1,71, 02,72, 03,73,0%, b, ¢, K, C, T). In particular, C
represents a set of constants each of which is from Assumption[Z1l when (p, q, po, 4o, Pk, qk)
is replaced with a set of numbers determined by d, p, q, p1, q1, {1, 1, L2, 2, {3

and r3.

We note that, throughout the paper, p’, ¢’, p}, and ¢ stand for the Holder
conjugate exponents of p, ¢, p1, and ¢y, respectively.

2.4.1. Notions for solutions with the zero initial condition. Let 1 < p,q < oco. A
solution u € W,:2(Qr)(H, ,(Qr)) satisfies @IT) with u(0,-) =0 on Q if

T
/ / (ugﬁt — aiijuDZ«p — aiuDiga +b'D;u -+ cuga) dx dt
o Ja

T
:/ /(—giDicp-i-st)d:Edt (2.21)
0o Ja

for all smooth test functions ¢ defined on the closure of {2p and vanishing in a
neighborhood of the lateral boundary and the upper base of Q.

We note that if u € W;*Z?EQT) is a solution to ([ZI9) with «(0,-) = 0 on ©, then
o(t, ) == u(t, z)xe0 is in Wy ((—00,T) x Q) and ||’U||W;’g((—oo,T)><Q) is equal to
H“HW;*};(QT)' The same statement holds for solutions u in ﬁ;)q(QT) with u(0,-) =0
on §)

Remark 2.10. Theorem [29 still holds with Y% | fx in place of f in @II) if fi €

Lpy,q (1), k =1,...,n0, where each (px,qy) satisfies Z9)-@II) with (p,qx) in
place of (p1,q1). In this case the constant N additionally depends on py, qr, and

ng. One can just repeat the proof of Theorem [Z.4 with Y ;" | fi instead of a single
I

Remark 2.11. In the case that 1 < p <2 o0rl1 <q <2, ifu € Wpl;g(QT) s a
solution of ZI9), it is not likely that u belongs to V, 4(Qr). Indeed, in the case

1< p=gq<2, the problem 2I9)) is not necessarily solvable in the space ‘o/pﬁp(QT)
even if P is the heat operator and the boundary of Q is sufficiently smooth. See [2]
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for a counterexzample. On the other hand, as shown in Section[§ if p,q € [2,00)
and u € Wy2(Qr) is a solution of @I, then u € V,4(Qr). However, even in
this case u does not necessarily belong to Hy ,(Qr). Indeed, let f(t,x) = t~*&(x),
where 1/g < a < 1/q1 and & € C§°(Y). Then f € Ly, q (Qr), and by Proposition
[£-3 there exists a unique solution u € V, o(Qr) of ZI9) witha' =" =c=g; =0.
We see that
uy = Di(a" Dju) — f,

where a*’Dju € Ly o(Qr), but f & Ly ,(Qr) by the choice of a. This shows that
uy ¢ Hy L(Qr). In fact, one can show that there are no gi,h € Ly (Qr) satisfying
uy = D;g; +h in Qr. Hence, u ¢ 7—[1177q(QT).

2.5. The conormal derivative boundary value problem. Here is our assump-
tion for the solvability of equations with the conormal derivative boundary condi-
tion.

Assumption 2.12 (p,q). For g = (g1,...,94) € Ly q(Qr)? and f € L, ,(Qr),
there exists a unique solution u € H} ,(Qr) of

—ut + D; (aij_(t, x)Dju) = Dig; + f in Qp, (2.22)
v'a’Dju=1"g; on (0,T) x 0. '
with %(0,-) = 0 on Q and v = (v',...,v?) is the outward normal vector on Of).

Moreover, we have

||U||W;;g(QT) <K (lgllz, ,cm + 1z, @)

where K > 0 is independent of g, f, and u. The same statement holds true when
the pair (p,q) is replaced by (p’,¢’), where 1/p+ 1/p’ = 1/¢+ 1/¢' = 1 and the

coefficients a* are replaced by a’t.

The following theorem is the main result when the equation has the conormal
derivative boundary condition.

Theorem 2.13. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem [2.9 with Assumption
(p, q) replaced with Assumption[Z12 (p,q), there exists a unique u € Wpl;g(QT)
satisfying

'Puz Digi-i-_f_ _ mn Qrp, (2.23)
v'ia’Dju+v'a'u = v'g; on (0,T) x 99. '
with u(0,-) = 0 on Q, where v = (V',...,v%) is the outward normal vector on OS).

Moreover, we have

lulhwppiar) < N (19, @0 + 112, 0 @)

q

where N = N(d7 57]97 q,P1,41, £17 T1, £27 T2, 637 T3, a/ia biu C, Ku C7 T) AgCLZ"I’l, C repre-

sents a set of constants each of which is from Assumption[Z1 when (p, q, po, 90, Pk, qk)
is replaced with a set of numbers determined by d, p, q, p1, q1, {1, 71, {2, 72, {3

and r3.

Here, we note that solutions u € W,:2(Qr) (K, ,(Qr)) of Z22) and @Z23) with
u(0,) = 0 on €, are understood in an analogous way to the Dirichlet boundary
value problem. More precisely, we define solutions to the conormal boundary value
problem using (221 with test functions having (not necessarily) non-zero values
on the lateral boundary of the parabolic domain.
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3. PROOF OF THEOREM AND [2.T3]

In this section we prove Theorem and 2.13] our main result for the Dirichlet
boundary condition case and the conormal derivative boundary condition case,
respectively.

In the sequel we denote Qp, 7, = (T1,T%) x Q, where —oc0 < T} < Tp < oc.
Thus, Q7 = Qo 7. Also, as mentioned in Assumption 2] we may denote by Cj, the
constant from Assumption 211 (Q) with (p, ¢, po, o, Pk, qx) or (P', ¢, PG, 40 Ple» G.)-

Lemma 3.1. Let p,q € (1,00) and m be a positive integer and 0 < t1 < to < T.

Also let (pg, qx), k= 1,...,m, satisfy @9)-@I)) in place of (p1,q1). Suppose that
Assumption 2] () and Assumption (p,q) hold. Then, for u € W;},’S(Qtl,tz)
with u(ty,-) = 0 on Q satisfying

— g + Di(a" (t,2)Dju) = D;gi + Z fx in by, (3.1)
k=1
_ d
where g = (g1,...,9a) € LZD>(I(Qt1>t2) and fr € Ly, q, (Qu, t,), we have

m
lullwroq, ) SN <||9||Lp,q(sztl,t2> + ||fk||ka,qk(szt1,t2)> :
k=1

where N = N(d, 0, m, K,Cy), but independent of t1 or ts.

Proof. Note that p). € [p/,00], q), € [¢', 0], and the pairs (p', ¢') and (p},, q}.) satisfy

@3 if ¢, = ¢, and @) and @ZI) if ¢, > ¢’ in place of (p,q) and (po,qo),
respectively. That is,

(i) if ¢, = ¢,

d d
k
(i) if ¢, > ¢/,
d 2 d 2
St sl ot
p q Pr G
and
d 2 d 2
1<q¢ <q,<oo if S +==1+—F+—.
p q Dy gy

Hence, we are able to use the embedding inequality (2Z2) when both (p,q) and
(pk, qx) in Assumption 2] are given by (p/,q’), and (po,qo) in Assumption 2] is
given by (pj,, q;,). See Remark 22 Recall that ux;>¢, € W, ((—00,t2) x Q). Thus
if we extend u = 0 for ¢t < t; and extend u appropriately for ¢t > ¢5, then u, the
extension of u, belongs to W;;?(QT). Morerover, u satisfies

m
—Ur + Di(aij (t, :E)D]’ﬁ) =D;g; + Z fk in Qr,
k=1
where g; and f_k are appropriate extensions on Qr of g; and fj; so that g; = gix¢>,
and f = Jrexe>t, on (0,t2) x Q, and the norms ||§||prq(QT) and ||f_k||ka1qk(QT) are
comparable to [|g]z, .o, .,) and [|fellz,, ., @, .,) respectively.
To prove the estimate, we use a duality argument. Let ¢ € C§°(£,,,) and
© = (p1,--,0d) € CL(Q,+,)% Note that ¢ € C§°(Qr) and ¢ € C(Qr)¢ by
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extending 1 = ¢ = 0 for t < ¢t; and ¢t > to. By Assumption (p,q), there exists
a unique w € H,, . (Qr) satistying w(T,-) =0 on Q,
wy + D; (a" (t,2)Dyw) = Dip; — in Qr

and

lwlz,, @+ 1Dwls, y@n <K (1912, p@n + 1l @) (32)
Upon writing that

wy = DjGj + F in  Qp,
where G; = —a” D;w + ¢; and F = —, the inequality ([B2) shows that
1Gslle, yi@r) + 1N, o) < No (10l @) + 1,0 0 )
where No = No(d, 8, K). From this inequality along with the definition of H, } (Qr),
B2), and the embedding inequality (Z2]) in Assumption 2] (©2), we have
ez, o 0r) SN (1012, @) + 1012, @0y (3.3)

where N = N(d,d, K,Cy). Recall that Cy is the constant from Assumption [2.1]

when both (p, q) and (px, qx) are given by (p',¢'), and (po, go) is given by (p}, q;.)-
Therefore, using Holder’s inequality, (8.2]), (83), and the fact that

/ u¢dwdt+/ Du - pdxdt =
Qi) o

Qi) oty
/m/)da:dt—k Dﬁ-<pdzdt:/ giDwdrdt - [ frwdzdt,
Qr Qr Qr 1’ Qr

we obtain

~/Qt1 Jto

<N <||§||Lp,q(m) + Z I fkllz,, o (QT)> el + 1L, (92,00

k=1

u¢dwdt+/ Du - pdxdt
Q

ty,to

<N (ngnL,,,qmtl,tQ) + 3 iz, (Qtl,m) el + 18lllz,, (@, 0p)-

k=1

Since the above inequality holds for any ¢ € C§°(Q4,.4,) and ¥ € C§°(Q, 4,), by
the duality we get the desired estimate. The lemma is proved. O

In the following we prove a version of Theorem when the lower-order coeffi-
cients are all zero.

Proposition 3.2. Let Q satisfy Assumption [21] (Q). Also let 1 < p,q < oo,

g=1(91,--,94) € Lpy(Qr)¢, and fr € Ly, 4.(Q7), k = 1,...,m, where (py,qx)
satisfies (ZA—~ZII). Then, under Assumption (p,q), there exists a unique

u € V(VZ})’S(QT) satisfying BI) with w(0,-) =0 on Q and

[ullz, o@r) + 1Dullz, yr) <N <||9||Lp,q<szT> + 3 Ml ., <szT>> :
k=1

where N = N(d7 5ap7qapk7QkamaK7 Ck;T)
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Proof. The proposition follows from Assumption (p, q) along with the estimate
in Lemma Bl with f € L, ¢(Qr) such that f' — f in Ly, 4 (Qr) as n — oc.
Indeed, by Assumption 2.8 (p, ¢), there exists unique solution u™ € 7—[11)) 4(Qr) of the
equation

—uy + D; (aiiju") =D,;g; + Z fir in Qp
k=1

with u™(0,-) = 0 on Q where f' € C°(Qr) and f! — fi in Ly, q.(Q7), k =

1,...,m. Then by applying Lemma Bl with (t1,%2) = (0,7T) to u™, n = 1,2,...,

we obtain the desired result. 1
Now we are ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[2Z.9. By Proposition[3.2] we have the unique solvability and esti-
mate for the equation when the lower-order coeflicients are all zero.
To deal with the equation with lower-order coeflicients, throughout the proof,

we fix
_( bp g
(P2) = (éz +p' T +q> '
We also fix (ps,q3) as follows. If (¢3,73) satisfies Condition 232 we set
1 1 1 1 1 1 1

=4 -
ps I3 p a g 13 ¢

)

where o satisfies

d d d 2 d d d
maX{O,——l———d,——i———l}S—Smin{—,—,l}, (3.4)
b3 p b3 13 o l3'p
and, if 1/r3 =1—1/q and ¢ € (1,2), « satisfies (3.4) as well as
d 2 d
—F ——1< - 3.5
fg * r3 < « ( )

If p = d > 2, we additionally require that o > d, which is possible by (ZI4). We
see that (ps,qs) satisfies (Z9)-ETII) in place of (p1,¢1). In particular, the first
condition in (23] is satisfied because r3 < oo, that is, g3 # ¢q. Thanks to ([B.3]), the
third condition ([2I1) also holds. If we denote

_ l3p3 _T3Q3
T lh-ps U rs—gs
then (po, qo) satisfies (i) in Assumption 2l Precisely, the conditions in ([Z3]) follow
from d/a <1 and p3 < ¢35 for p=d > 2.
If (¢3,73) satisfies Condition Z33] we set

Po

L_1,1 1 1 11
ps f3 p o g r3 q B
where o and 3 satisfy
d d d . d d
max§ --+ — —d, 0 <~ <minq -, —¢, (3.6)
[3 p «Q 63 p
2 2 2 2 2
max{—+——270}§—§mln{_v_}v (3.7)
T3 q 8 "3 4
2 2 2 2
—+-—-2<=<~- if rz3>1, (3.8)
T3 q B q
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and d 2 d 2 d 2
St —1< -+ <min{l, -+ 3.9
by 13 a B {P q} (39)
Ifp=d/(d—1) < oo or r3 =1, instead of [3), we take o and 3 satisfying

£+3—1<§+2<min{1,§+2}. (3.10)
by 13 a B P oq

If p =d > 2, we additionally require that o > d, which is possible by the following
reason. The choice & = d = p (thus, 1/ = 0) is unavoidable only when a = d
is the only choice from (B.0) with d/¢3 > 1. Indeed, because 2/r3 > 0, there is a
non-empty intersection between (0,2/r3) and the interval in ([Z8). Thus, one can
choose an appropriate pair («, 8) with a > d satisfying 39) if d/¢5+1—d < 1in
BX). When « = d is the only choice from ([B.0]), that is, d/l5 + 1 —d = 1, we have
¢35 =1, which is impossible by the conditions d/¢3 + 2/r5 < 2, d > 2, and r3 < co.

Note that we need (213]), in particular,

02 (122)
ly 13 P q

to have a non-empty interval for d/a+ 2/ in (B0) when
d+2—(d/p+2/q) <1<d/p+2/q.
Also note that, to have again a non-empty interval for d/a + 2/8 in B3), we

necessarily need
d 2 ) {d d} ) {2 2}
—+ ——1<min{—,— 7>+ ming —, — ».
b3 13 l3'p T3 q

In particular, we have

which explains the necessity of the inequalities in ([2I6). Similarly, to have a non-
empty half open interval for d/a+2/8 in (BI0) we have 2I7) for p =d/(d—1) or
r3 = 1. Observe that (ps, g3) satisfies (Z9)—(2I1]) in place of (p1,¢1). In particular,
when p = d/(d—1), it follows from BI0) that (ps,gs) # (1, q). Indeed, if (ps, q3) =
(1,q), that is,
1L, 111 1 dy 2 d 2
U3 p o 713 B b3 13 a  f
which is prohibited by (BI0). The condition ([2I0) is satisfied by @9). If r3 > 1,
then g3 > 1 by &8). If r3 = 1, then 8 = ¢ by (B), which implies g3 = 1. In this
case by (BI0) we have
d 2 d 2
S R
p3 43 P q
Hence, (2.I1)) is also satisfied. As above, if we denote

U3ps _T3Q3

T lh-ps U rs—gs

then (po,qo) satisfies (i) or (ii) in Assumption 2l Indeed, if g9 = ¢, that is,
1/5 =0, then by 30) we have d/a < 1, which guarantees

doyy e
b Po

Po
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The second condition in ([23) holds because pg < oo by the choice of o > d when
p=d. If go > ¢, the conditions in ([24]) and (23] are satisfied by the choices of «

and 8 in (B.8), B3), and BI0). The conditions in (Z71) and (28] readily follow

from d/l3+2/r3 < 2. In particular, we have gy < oo by the choice of 3 in ([B.8) for
r3 > 1. If r3 = 1, then as above, § = ¢ and g3 = 1, which means that gy = oc.
We summarize the properties of the pairs given above as follows. The pairs

(p2,q2) and (ps, g3) satisfy (Z9)—@2II) as (p1,q1) does. The pairs

( lip r1q ) and ( l3p3 T3q3 )
l—p'ri—q l3—p3’ r3—q3

satisfy the conditions in Assumption 2] in place of (po,qo). In particular,

na_ (g,00] and L GRS [q,00).
mn —q r3s —4gs
Moreover, the triples
lip  riq )
) ) y4)s ) ) k= 17 27 37 3.11
(él_p p— (P, @)s (Pks k) (3.11)
and
l3p3s  T3q3 )
) , \P»4q), \Pk,qk), k:172737 3.12
(53—1)3 T3 —q3 (b,a), ( ) (3.12)

satisfy the conditions in Assumption 2] in place of the triple (po, qo), (p,q), and
(pk, qx) there. In particular, to check the conditions in Assumption [ZTl for (p, gx),

we use the fact that (pk, qx), k = 1,2, 3, satisfy 29)—ZIT).
Set $(Qr) to be the collection of functions u € W, -(Qr) such that

3
wy=Digi+ Y fr in Qp
k=1

in the distribution sense, where f € Ly, q4.(Qr) for k = 1,2,3. Note that ()
is a Banach space with the norm

3

3
lollsar = lollyrogq,, +int {ngnL,,,qu) 3 Mkl oy @ 00 = Digi+ > fk} .
k=1 k=1

Then, for u € (), since the triples in BI1)) and BI2) satisfy the conditions in
Assumption 2] we have

[l

g (Qr) T UL rean (O
f1p ria (92) [l fara gy (O7)
3
<C <||“||W,};3(QT) +9llz, 00 + Z Ikl 0, (QT)>
k=1

whenever u; = D;g; + 22:1 fr in Qp in the distribution sense. Thus, by the
definition of the norm of $(2r), we can say that

ar) < Cllullg@n- (3.13)

el vy e @) UL by rgan €
i —p’r1—q f3—p3’ 7343

We now prove the a priori estimate (2Z20) for u € VT/;;? (Qr) satisfying (2.19)
under the assumption that u € H(r). Clearly, in the case without lower-order
terms we just have solved, the solution belongs to $(Qr).
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Since u € H(Qr) is a solution of [ZIT), it holds that
—u;+ Di(a”Dju) = D;gi + f —b'Diu—cu  in  Qr, (3.14)

where §; = g; — a’u. We estimate the terms on the right-hand side of the identity

BI4) as follows.

(i) Estimate of g;: By the triangle and Holder’s inequalities, we have

19ill 2, o) < Nlgillz, yr) + la*ullz, o)

<Ngillz,or) + 1@ llze, @)Ul oy oy @)
f1—p’r1—4q

From this and B.I3)) it follows that
13illz, 20) < 9illz, 020 + Clla' Iz, ., @n)llulls@r)-
(ii) Estimate of b’D;u: By Holder’s inequality, we have
16" Diullr,, ., @) < IVllL.,.,, @) 1Pt L, ,0)-
(iii) Estimate of cu: By Holder’s inequality and (BI3]), we have

lcullr,, o @r) S lellie, g@m vl oy e @)
3—P3’'T3—43

< CllellLeg.rg @) [ull502r)-

Now we are ready to prove the estimate (2220)). By applying Lemma Bl to the
equation (BI4) with (¢1,t2) = (0,7), we have

[ullo@ry < N’ (II@IILP,q(QT) + 1 fllzy, 0 20 0" DiullL,, . (2r) + ||CU||L,,3,QS(QT)) ;

(3.15)
where N' = N'(d,6,p,q,p1,q1,lk, 7k, C, K). Note that C represents the constants
from Assumption[ZT](Q2) associated with the parameters in (810]) and (B12). Using
the estimates derived in (i)—(iii), we see that the right-hand side of the inequality

BI3) is bounded by
N'lgllz, a@r) + NIl Ly, 0y @0) + NI Lo,y ) 1 PUl Ly g20)
+N'ullsc@ry (Cilla e, oy @) + Cllelz, @) ) -
Then we have from [B.I5]) that

lulls@r) <N'lgl, o0 + NIz, 0 @0

(3.16)
+ N"||ulls @)

where
N = N'Nilla' |, () + N6 20y ry ) + N'Nslelg, -

If N” < 1, then with the use of (BI6]) we obtain the a priori estimate [220]). If not,
we apply the method based on splitting the interval [0, 7] as follows. Note that

1

70

T
NI/ < NO <~/0 (Hal(ta ')Hzlll(g) + ||bz(tu .)||22£2(Q) + ||C(t7 ')||£3£3(Q)) dlf)
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for some 79 € {r1,r2,73} and No = No(d, 6, p,q,p1,q1, 01,71, 02,72,03,73, K,C,T).
Denote
1

1i(s1,82) = Ny (/52 (Hai(t, N, @+ 167 (8, )2 L@ e IIT, @ ) >““0 :

s1

We divide the interval [0, 7] into a finite number of subintervals [to, t1], [t1, 2], - -,
[ta—1,tn] such that tg =0, t; = T, and

1 1 T0< tk i b'L T3 dt
slaw) < (e, @+ IV IR, @ + et )7, o)

th—1
1 1\
< Z | _—
=92\ 2N,

for k=1,2,---n. Then

71 < u(t t _
21/r0 A _,u( k—1, k) = 21/”).
Note that
i <1)’“° i
~ < Z (th—1,tk))
2 \ 4 —
T . .
= Ngo /0 (Haz(t’ ')HZIEI(Q) + Hbl(tu .)H,22£2(Q) + Hc(tu ')H?%(Q)) dt.
That is,

T
i 2@ [l + I8 (I o+ el o)

Now we find finitely many points {0 = sg, $1,- - , 8n, = T} such that s —sx_1 =
lfork=1,2,---,n1 —1and sp, — Sp,—1 <!, where
Ui=min{ty —tx—1:k=1,2,--- n}.

Since, for eachn = 1,2,...,ny, there exists j € {0,1,--- ,7n—2} such that [s,,—1, s,] C
[tj,tj+2], we see that

o 7 T 7 T 1
L (1, o+ I 0+ et o) @< (537)

n—

To

Thus, p(sp—1,8n) < % For convenience, we substitute t; for sj.

Note that the above steps can be repeated with Qy, 1, (i.e., Qo) in place of Q7.
In particular, we obtain the estimate (BI0) for €, i with the same N’ and the
constant N” bounded by p(to,t1). Since p(to,t1) < 3, it follows that

el ) < N (1910062000 + 1y @) ) (3.17)

where N = N(d,4,p,q,p1,q1,01,71,02,72, 03,73, K,C,T). In particular, N is inde-
pendent of ¢;.
Define
_ - ’U,(t, ,T) if  tog<t<ty,
’U,(t,:l?) o { u(2t1 — t,JJ) if tl S t < tg,
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and set v = u — @ on €y, 4,. Also set a(t,z), a'(t, x), b'(t,x), &(t, x), gi(t,z), and
f(t,z) to be the odd extensions of a%(t,z), a'(t,x), b(t,z), c(t,z) gi(t,z), and
f(t,x) with respect to t, respectively. More precisely, for instance,
_ij a’(t, x) if to<t<ty
ij _ L ) ’
at(t,z) { —a (2t —t,3)  if ) <t <t

Then v satisfies
— v+ D; (@Y Djv+a'v) +b'Div+cv=Di(g; —Gi) + f— [
+D; ((@” — a¥)Dju+ (@ — a')a) + (b" — b )Dyu + (¢ — c)u
in Q, 4, with v(t1,-) =0 on Q as in 221 with ¢; in place of 0.
Since p(t1,t2) < 3, by applying the above argument for the estimate [BIT) to v
and €2, 4, in place of w and €y, ;,, respectively, it follows that
[Vl 500, 00) < NNGILy 0@ .00) T NIFILy, 0y (2000
+ N||Dullp, ,.,.,) + Nl@ —a")allz, o, ..
+ N||(b" = b")Dyiill 1, . (@0, 00) T NIE=O)tllL,, .0 0

We now apply the inequalities in (i)—(iii) and the estimate (BIT) to the last four
terms to get

10ll5(@erce) £ N (1912 0@up) + 112 0y (@1 )

where N = N(d7 5ap7Qap17Q1;£17T17€2;£3;T2;T37 ||a’l||7 ||bl||7 ||C||5K7 Ca T)
Using u = v + @ and by B.I1), we get

ulls (@, ) <N (||9||Lp,q(nt0,t2) +Nfllz,, . (szto,t2)) :

Now, thanks to pu(tg—1,tx) < %, we repeatedly apply the above argument on the
time intervals [ta, ts], [ts,t4], - - -, [tn,—1,1n,] to derive

lulls@eg.en) < NI Ly @000 ) T NI L, 01 (2000, (3.18)
where
N = N(da 57pa q,P1,41, él; T1, 62; 637 T2,T3, ||a1||, ||bz||7 ||C||a K? Ca ni, T)

= N(d7 57]97 q,DP1, (J1a£177°17€27£37 T2,T3, a/iu biu C, Ku 07 T)
We there conclude the estimate (Z20) upon noting that (0,7) x Q = Qp = Q4 4, -
To complete the proof, we prove the unique solvability of the equation with
lower-order terms. Thanks to the a prior estimate proved above, we only prove the
existence of a solution. Denote

Pau = —uy + D; (a” (t,2)Dju + Aa* (t,z)u) + N (t, ©) Dju + Ac(t, z)u,
where A € [0,1]. Then from the proof above for the a priori estimate, we see that
the estimate (Z20) holds independent of A € [0, 1]. Moreover, we have a solution
u e Wyl (Qr) N H(Qr) of the equation Pou = Dig; + f in Qp with u(0,-) =0
on ). Then using the method of continuity argument, we find a solution v €
Wo:2(Qr)N$H(Qr) of the equation ZIJ) with u(0,-) = 0 on Q. In particular, when
proceeding in this way, we utilize the fact that the solutions to Pxu = D;g; + f,
A € [0, 1], belong to H(Q7).

The theorem is proved. O
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Proof of Theorem [Z13. We follow the proof of Theorem 29l First note that Lemma
B also holds for conormal derivative problems with u € W,:)(€2) in place of u €

WP{Q (Q). Indeed, the duality argument adopted in Lemma B1]is available for the
conormal derivative problem. Then the remaining is the same as in the proof of
Theorem O

4. SOLUTIONS IN V), , FOR p > 2 AND q > 2

In this section we give further regularity results for the solution of the equa-
tion (Z2I9)) with the Dirichlet boundary condition case or the conormal derivative
boundary condition case.

We first provide some well-known embedding inequalities for the space ‘0/107117 the
elements of which have the vanishing lateral boundary condition. Note that Lemma
[£1] (and its corollary) is irrelevant to the regularity of d€ because the zero lateral
boundary condition is considered.

Let 1 < p,q < co. A solution u € ‘o/pﬁq(QT) of ZTI9) with u(0,-) = 0 on € is
understood in the sense of the integral identity

/ / (ucpt — aiijuDigo — aiuDicp +V'D;u ©+ cugo) dx dt
0o Ja

:/Qu(T,:C)cp(T,x)dx—i-/oT/Q(—giDigo-i-st) dovdt (4.1)

for almost all 7 € (0,7) and smooth test functions ¢ defined in the closure of
(0,7) x © and vanishing in a neighborhood of the lateral boundary of (0,7) x Q.
We note that if u € V,4(Qr) is a solution to ZIJ) with u(0,-) = 0 on Q, then
v(t,x) == u(t,x)xt>0 is in %7q((—m,T) x Q) and [[v]ly, ,((—co,1)x0) I8 equal to
llullv, ). Also note that if u € 10/]07(1(QT), the two notions (1) and (ZZI) of
solutions become equivalent.

4.1. The Dirichlet case.
Lemma 4.1. Let u € V, 4((S,T) x ), where —00 < 8 < T < oo and p,q € [1,00).
Then for any k € [max{p, d}, oc| satisfying k > p if p=d > 2, we have

ullz e s ((5,1)x0) SN (esssup”u(t, ')||Lp(sz) + |DU||Lp,q((S,T)xQ)) )
r—p’ d S<t<T

where N = N(d,p, k) > 0. Here, :—_’;}:pifli:oo and:—_’;:ooifnzp.

Proof. The case with k = oo follows from the definition of f/p,q((S, T)x Q). Assume
that kK < co. Considering the zero extension of u outside €2 and by the interpolation
inequality for functions in R? (see, for instance, [30, Theorem 12.83]), we have

1-4d .
lu(t Mo s (@ < Nt g, o 1w I, o)

for almost every ¢ € (5,T'), where N = N(d,p, x) > 0. Taking L+« norm in (S,T)
for both sides, we obtain

1—4
. a
HUHL%Y%((S,T)XQ) <N (%Siil:llﬂ“(fa ')HLP(Q)) IDull7 (s.7)xa)-

We then get the desired estimate from Young’s inequality. The lemma is proved. [
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Corollary 4.2. Let u € 19/]07(1(QT), where p,q € [2,00). Then we have

N
H’UJHL(pfl)fl (P*l)ill (Qr) < NT u”Vp,q(QT)’
p1—1 " a1—
where N, = N.(d,p,p1) > 0 and N.. = N..(d,p,q,p1,q1) > 0, provided that
the pair (p1,q1) satisfies 29) and (2I0). Here, (171)—1_17){)1 = o0 if p1 = 1 and
—(qui)lql =00 if = 1.

Proof. Note that if ¢y = 1, by the fact that ¢ > 2, that is, d/p1 + 2 < 2+ d/p and
p1 € [1,p], it holds that

(p—1)p1

1 and ¢ =2.
pP1—

p=p1=
Thus, the case with ¢; = 1 follows from the definition of the space ‘D/pﬁq(QT).
Assume that ¢; > 1, and set

—1 —1 —1
pp= e = Da o pp 1)
p—1 ¢ —1 Po—P P—D1

Then we have go < 7. Indeed, by (ZI0) and ¢ > 2, we get

1 d 1 1 1/d d 1 1 1 2 2
- = (1 - —-—-=| — = = 2_ 1— —— == _2+_
@ Kqg p-—1 @1 qg\p1 P p—1 @9 9°  qqn

1 2 q—2) 1 ( q—2)
(p—l)tJ< q T (p—1)q ¢

Thus by Holder’s inequality and pg = :—f;, we obtain

1 _d
[l 200 @r) ST® " UllL wp wq(0r)-
k—p' d

Thanks to Lemma [£.1] it is sufficient to show that x satisfies the conditions in the
hypothesis of the lemma. Obviously, we have k > p. By (Z10) and p > 2, it holds

that
1 1(1 1) 1 2 2 1
S=—— (-]t S-S,
Kk p—1\p1t p d qd qd ™~ d

which gives k > d. In particular, if p = d > 2, then k > p because the first “ <7
in the above inequalities can be replaced by “ < 7. If p = d = 2, then by using the
fact that p; > 1 (see [29)), we have

1 1 1

—_ = — =<
K p1 2

)

N =

which implies k > 2. (]

In the proposition below we show that the solution u from Theorem [2.9] are in
fact in Vj, 4(Q7) if p, g € [2,00). In the proof, we only use the uniform ellipticity of
the coefficients a® once we know the estimate of u in term of the () norm.

Proposition 4.3. Let p,q € [2,00). Then under the same assumptions as in
Theorem [2.9, there exists a unique w € V, o(Qr) satisfying ZI9) with w(0,-) =0
on Q. Moreover,

esssup [u(t, |z, ) < N (I9llz, 00) + 112,10 @0 ) (4.2)
o<t<T

where N = N(d7 55p7QaplaqlvélaT17€2;€37T2;T3;aiabiacv Ka O? T)
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Proof. By Theorem [Z0] we have a unique u € Vi/pl;g(QT) satisfying (2I9) with
u(0,+) = 0 on Q. We also know from the proof that u € (Qr). Let §; = g; — a’u,
fi=f, fo = =b'D;u and f3 = —cu. We first extend the equation ([ZI9) from Q7
o (=1,T) x Q. Indeed, we extend u, §;, fx to be zero for t < 0 and a¥ = §% for
t < 0. For the sake of simplicity, we still denote by u, ;, fx, a”/ the extended ones.
Then one can check that v € Von’O((—l T) x Q) satisfies u(—1,-) =0 on Q and

—u; 4 D;(a" Dju) 1gl+2fk in (=1,7)x Q

in the sense of ([221)).

Denote by vy, the Steklov average of a function v with step size h € (0,1), that

is,
1 t+h
vp(t,x) = —/ v(s,x)ds.
h Ji

Then by followmg the argument in [28] pp. 141-143], we have that

/|uh NP dx — —/|uh )P dx

+(p— 1)/ (aiiju)hDiuh|uh|p72 dx dt
(—=1,7)xQ

=(p- 1)/ (gz)hD uplun|P~? da dt — Z/ (fi)nunlunP~? da dt
(—1,7)x 1,7)xQ
(4.3)
for 7€ (—1,T) and h € (0,7 — 7). Observe that
. _ 0
|Gn || Dun|Jun P2 < §|Duh| [unlP~? + N|gn[*|unlP 2,
and that
(aiiju)hDiuh|uh|p_2
= aiijuhDiuh|uh|p_2 + ((aiiju)h - aiijuh) Diuh|uh|p_2
Z 5|Duh|2|uh|p_2 + ((aiiju)h — CLiij’U,h) Diuh|uh|p_2.
Thus, from (@3] with the fact that ||up(—1, ')HLP(Q) =0 we get
lun (7, )L, o) < N(I, + I + Ij) (4.4)
for any 7 € (—1,T) and h € (0,7 — 1), where N = N(d, d,p) and

19— / |(a”7 Dju)y — 0¥ Dyup| | Doy |Jun P~ da dt.
(—1,7)xQ

. / (G 2 P2 da dt,
(—1,7)xQ

3

=3 il dedr

=1 (—1,7)xQ

For I,g, we have

12§/1||(aiiju)h( ) = @ Djun(t, )|, @ 1 Dun(t, )z lunt, N, (o) d
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p—2
< <esls Stllp ||uh( )”Lp(Q ) H(a”Dju)h - a”DjuhHLp,q||Duh||Lp,q"
—1<t<r

p—2
2 i i
<@+ 0" (oo lunlt Miyey) 109Dy = @Dy, Dl

where L, ; = L, ,(Q_1,;) and L, o = L, o(Q_1,7). For I}, we have

U S T S ORI

2

< (T+ 1) esssup lunt, I 0oy 19nll7, 0 -
—1<t<T ' '
To estimate I,%, we use Holder’s inequality and Corollary .2 to get

[ 1Gnl k™ dede < 10l 0o
1,7

(p— l)p (P—Day Q1)

Pl — Toqp—1
—1
S NI)nllLpy o @os o lunlly o )

where N = N(d,p,q,pr,qr, T) and k =1,2,3.
Combining ([Z4) with the estimates of I, I}, and I?, we have

Jun(r 7 Q><N||uh||vp gl @

—1
+ Nl S el e

. g )
+ Nllunlly, o, @V Djuw)n = a” Djunllz, . . HII1DusllL, 4@ 10

1
- p
< gllunlly, o)

3
P ~ ||P
+N<||uh||wﬁ,gm1,T>+||gh||Lp,q(Q” >l ||L,Mkm”)>

where N = N(d,6,p, q,pk, qr, T'). Since

lim |Dunlly, o) = IPulL, .y < 1PulL, o
by letting h — 0 and using the estimate (i)—(iii) in the proof of Theorem 29 as well
as the estimate ([B.I8]), we arrive at ([@2]). O

4.2. The conormal case. As in the Dirichlet case, we first provide some embed-
ding inequalities for the space V}, 4. Note that in this case we assume that Q) is a
John domain, the definition of which is given below.

Note that solutions u € V,, ,(Q2r) of [223), with w(0,-) = 0 on 2, are understood
in an analogous way to the Dirichlet boundary value problem. More precisely,
we define solutions to the conormal boundary value problem using (1)) with test
functions having (not necessarily) non-zero values on the lateral boundary of the
parabolic domain. As in the Dirichlet case, if u € V), 4(Q2r), then [2.2I)) with T is
equivalent to () with almost all 7 € (0,T).

Definition 4.4. A bounded domain € in R? is a John domain with center zg € Q
and constant M > 1 if for each z € 2\ {20}, there is a rectifiable curve n(z, zg) C
connecting z and zp such that

[n(z,2)] < Md(z) for =€ n(z,z0)
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where d(z) = dist(z,09Q) and |n(z, z)| denotes the length of the subcurve n(z,z) C
n(z, z9) connecting z and .

If there is no confusion, hereafter, we simply say “John domain” instead of “John
domain with center zg and constant M”.

Remark 4.5. Every Lipschitz domain is a John domain. It is known that Q is a
John domain if it is a (Ro,~)-Reifenberg flat domain. (See Definition [51] for the
precise definition.) In this case, the constants M and d(z9) may depend on Ry, ~y
and diam(QY). Indeed, a Reifenberg flat domain is a uniform domain for sufficiently
small v > 0 and consequently it is a John domain. We refer the reader to [1l 29
for more details.

Lemma 4.6. Let Q be a John domain and u € V, 4((S,T) x ), where —oo < S <
T < 00 and p,q € [1,00). Then for any k € [max{p,d}, o] satisfying k > p if
p>d>2, we have

HUHLK_i%’%q((S,T)XQ) <N <essits<u$ [|u(t, ')”LP(Q) + |U|WI};;’((57T)><Q)) )

where N = N(d,p, K, |, M, d(z0)) > 0. Here, =& =p if k = 00 and - = oo if

7 k=P K—p
K =Dp.

Proof. The case with £ = oo follows from the definition of V), 4((S,T) x €2). Assume
that K < oo and d > 2. By [21] Lemma 3.4], we have

1—4d d
et M e ) < Nt Mg iy lalt, sy
R—p P P

for almost every ¢ € (S,T'), where N = N(d, p,r, M, d(20),[2]) > 0. Taking L=a
norm in (S,T) for both sides, we obtain

d

1—4
HUHL%,%((S,T)XQ) <N (%Sitsél%ﬁu(t, ')|LP(Q)) HUHV”V;:(?((S’T)XQ)-

We then get the desired estimate from Young’s inequality.

If d = 1, note that 2 is an interval, say (0,1). Then we extend u € V,, 4((S,T") x
2) =V, ,((S,T) x (0,1)) to v € V,, ,((S,T) x (—1,2)) by an appropriate extension
with multiplying a cut-off function 7 whose support is in (—1,2) and = 1 on
(0,1). Then, from the case d = 1 of Lemma [L1] we easily obtain

||u||L~_»i%1%q((S,T)><(O,1)) < ||UHLN_1%1%q((S,T)><(—1,2))

< N(p,r) ( sup [o(t, )11, (120 + |Dv|Lp,q<<s,T>X<_1,2>>)
S<t<T

< & (esssup (e oy + sy )

By dilation and translation, we also obtain the same estimate for Q0 = (a, b), with
the constant N depending on b — a = ||, as in the case d > 2. The lemma is
proved. 1

Corollary 4.7. Let Q be a John domain and u € V, 4(Qr), where p,q € [2,00).
Then we have
S N*TN**

U||vp,q(QT)7

HUHL(p—l)m (r—1q; (1)
p1—1 ' a1
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where N, = N.(d,p,p1,|Q|, M,d(20)) > 0 and N.. = N.i(d,p,q,p1,91) > 0, pro-
vided that the pair (p1,q1) satisfies 29) and 2I0). Here, (pp_l—%“ =oc0 ifpr =1

(p=Daq1

a1 =g =1

and
Proof. By the same reason in the proof of Corollary B2, we obtain

1 d
lullz,, @) < T3 = |lullL

p0.a0 ( _kp kg (Qr)"
Rop'd

Thanks to Lemma .8 it is sufficient to show that x = % satisfies the hy-
pothesis of Lemma [£.6l Obviously, we have k > p and x > d by the relation (2.10)

and the fact that p > 2. Also if d > 2, since (Z9) implies p; > 1, we have k > p. O

Proposition 4.8. Let p,q € [2,00) and Q be a John domain. Then under the
same assumptions as in Theorem[2.13, there exists a unique v € V,, o(Qr) satisfying
@23) with u(0,-) =0 on Q. Moreover,

esssup [lu(t, )|, <NV (||9|\Lp,q(szT) £z, 0 (m)) ;
0<t<T

where N = N(d7 57197(JaplaQIagla7'17627£377°277'37(1iabi707 Ku 07 T7 |Q|7d(20)7M)

Proof. The proof is almost the same as that of Proposition Indeed, we use

Corollary T instead of Corollary 2] to estimate I? apearing in the proof of Propo-
sition 0

5. APPENDIX

In this section, we illustrate some sufficient conditions on Q (or on 02) so that
the domain satisfies Assumption 2] (2). We also give brief remarks about the
parameters on which the constants depend in the main theorems as well as the
elliptic case with unbounded coefficients. Throughout the section, we use the fol-
lowing notation.

Q(zo,p) = QN By(zo) and Q(p) = Q2N B,(0).
Definition 5.1 (Rg,v). We say Q C R? is (Ry,7)-Reifenberg flat if there exists a
positive constant Ry such that the following holds: for any z¢ € Q and R € (0, Ro],
there is a coordinate system depending on xo and R € (0, Rp] such that in the new
coordinate system, we have
{y:zo1 +vR < w1} N Br(zo) C Yo, R) C {y : o1 —yR < y1} N Br(zo), (5.1)
where g1 is the first coordinate of ¢ in the new coordinate system.

We remark that this definition is meaningful when the positive number - is
sufficiently small, such as v € [0,1/48].

Theorem 5.2 (Embedding in (0,7) x Q). Let p,q € [1,00] and Q be a bounded
(Ro,)-Reifenberg flat domain in R with v < 1/48. Also let py € [p, 0], qo €
[q,], pr € (0,00], qr € (0,00], k = 1,...,m, satisfy either the condition (i) or
(it) in Assumption 21 Then for u € W) (Qr), if uy = Digi + Y, fx where
g=1(g91,---,94) € (prq(QT))d and fr, € Ly, .(Qr), k=1,...,m, we have

lll 2y gy r) < N <||U||Wp1;g(szT) gl ar) + 3 1 fklley, . (QT>> (5.2)
k=1

where N = N(dvpaq7p07qO;pkaquvaOadia’m(Q)vT)'
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For the proof of Theorem B2 we need the following boundary and interior
estimates.

Lemma 5.3 (Boundary estimates). Let p,q € [1,00] and Q C R? be a (Rg,1/48)-
Reifenberg flat domain, zo € 0f), and R € (0,Ro/4]. Also let po € [p, 0],
qo € (q,00], pr. € (0,00], q. € (0,00], k =1,...,m, satisfy the condition (ii) in As-
sumption[Z2L Then for u € W 0((0,T) xQ(x0,2R)), if uy = Digi+ >, fr where
9=(91,+,94) € (Lpq((0,T) x x0,2R)))" and fi. € Lp, 4,((0,T) x Qz0,2R)),
k=1,...,m, we have
||U||Lp0,q0((o,T)xQ(mo,R)) < N||“||Wpl;;’((o,T)xQ(zo,zR))
+ NllgllL, 0.1y x2@o2r) T N DI frllLy, 00 (0.1)x0w0.2R));

k=1
where N = N(dapuQ7p07q07pkuqk7m7R7T)'

Proof. By denseness and an extension with respect to ¢, it suffices to prove the
desired inequality with R in place of (0,7) for u € C®°(R x Q(zg,2R)). Take
h =448 -24. Without loss of generality, we assume that zg = 0. Set

20 := (R/2,0,...,0) € R?

in the coordinate system associated with the origin and 4R satisfying (G.I). Note
that there exist g; € Ly (R X Q(2R)), i = 1,...,d and fx € L, 4. (R x Q(2R)),
k=1,...,m,suchthat u; = D;ig;+> -, fr in RxQ(2R) in the distribution sense.

For z € 2(R), take a path n(\) = n(\;x) from z to zy. Note that there exists a
curve on [0, 1] satisfying

n(A) C Q(7TR/4), Lip(n) <5R, dist(n(A\),0Q) > AR/h for Xe[0,1], (5.3)

where Lip(n) denotes the Lipschitz constant of 7. For details about (&3] we refer
the reader to [9 Appendix]. Then, for (s,2) € R x Bg/,(20), we define another
path from (¢, z) € R x Q(2R) to (s,z) by

T(A) = (1= M)t + Xs,n(\z) + Az — 20)) € R x Q(2R), A€ [0,1].
Take ¢ € C§°(R4*1) satisfying
o(s,y) = C(s = t)e(y),
where ((s) € C§°(R), ¢(y) € C5°(R?), and
0<((s) <1, ¢=1on/[(R/2h)? 3(R/2h)?], supp( C (0,(R/h)?),

0<¢(y) <1, ¢=1o0n Bgjyp, suppy C Bg/p.
We further assume that ¢ is radially symmetry so that ¢(y) = ¢(Jy|). Then 0 <
6 <1, |D,¢| < N/R, and

¢=1 on [t+ (R/2h)*t+ 3(R/2h)*] x Brja1(0),
supp ¢ C (t,t + (R/h)?) x Bgyy(0).

u =u(t) = m /]R /]Rd u(s, z)n(s — t)p(z — 2z0) dz ds

1
H(ZS”Ll(Rd*l) R JBr/n(z0)

Let
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Then
1
ta) == o / / [u(r(0)) — u(r(1))] 6(s, = — 20) d= ds
]Rd

N |I¢|//Rd UOlT (Viau) (T(A) dA| ¢(s, 2 — 20) dzds  (5.4)

= [y A+B)

A= /]R/]Rd /01 2M(s — t)ug (T(N)) d(s, 2 — 20) dA dz ds,
B [ [ [ 000 436 w0)] - (T G0 oo, o) na s,

where

1l = 6], a1y = N(d)R*2. (5:5)
For each A € (0,1) by the change of variables (s, z) — (I,y) with
=1 —=XM)t+ X5, y=n\z)+\z— 2), (5.6)
we have
1
A= / / / 20(s — t)ur(T(N)d(s, 2 — 20) dz ds dX
0 JRJBRr/n(z0)
1
= / ATITZE(N) d),
0
where

F(\) :=F(\t,x)

2(1—1t) I—(1=X)t y—n(\)
= ui(l,y)o ( : dydl.
/IR/BAR/}L(U(A)) A A2 A

Because of the choice of ¢ and the properties of n(A;z) for x € Q(R) in (E3), we
see that

2(l;t)¢(l_(1);/\ )tvy—ﬁ)fk;x)> —¢(ly) € C° (R x Q(2R)).

Then, since By, (n(\)) CC Q(2R) and u; = Digs + >, fr in R x Q(2R), we
have

F(\t, = [, l,y)dydl = — l, l,y)dydl
(\t,2) / /Q o BV / /Q o M0G0y

_Z// Fe(l, )€, y)dy dl — // g (L, y) D&, y) dy dl.
Q(2R) Q(2R)

A= / AT 2// (L, y)dy dl dX
Z on, )
—/A“// ly)Dg(lydydld)\—ZAlk—i—Ag
0 Q(2R)

Hence,
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We see that
S <a@mm? < Ry, S5 < (R/w? (5.7)

for [ € [t,t+ A?(R/h)?). Using the fact that ¢ has compact support with respect to
the time variable in [t,¢ + (R/h)?] and (51), we obtain that, for each k = 1,...,m,

1 t+2%(R/h)?
oz [ [
0 t Q(2R)

1 t+(R/h)?
<R / At / / il )6 dy dldx,
0 ¢ Q(2R)

0<

Rt 00| dydtar (53)

and
1 t+2%(R/h)? 1—
Aol <2 [ A | JN e m()\dydzdx
0 t Q(2R)
1 t+(R/h)?
<R / A2 / / 10601, 9)(Di) ()] dy dLdA,
0 t Q(2R)
where

(5.9)

(¢, Di®)(-) = (¢, Dig)) (l - (1A; M)ty nA(A;l,)> |

By again using the change of variables in (5.6) and considering the support of ¢,
we have

(R/h)?
|B| </ / / A4
Q(2R)

where ¢(-) is as in (59). Note that
= =Mt y—nNx)\ _ . [(l-t y —n(hz)\ _
o) = () () o

provided that |z — y| > (1/h 4+ 5)AR. Indeed, by the Lipschitz condition in (5.3]),
[y —n(X @) > & —y| = [z —n(X;2)| = AR/h

if |[t—y| > (1/h+5)RXand y € Q(2R). On the other hand, if |x —y| < (1/h+5)AR
and y € Q(2R),

(A x)

n(A;z) + IVeu(l,y)lo(-) dXdydl,

<1
) ) ) < 16,

where we used (3] for the last inequality. Hence, we further have

ﬁ(A;I>+y—n(A;x)}S5R+ lz —yl N z—n(\ )

1 t+(R/h)
Bl<ior [ a2 [ [ vutle]dydidr
0 t Q(2R)
We now estimate the L,, norms of A; j;, A2, and B with respect to the spatial

variables x on (R). To estimate A; j, upon recalling that ¢ has compact support
in Bg/p,, we note that, for each X € [0,1] and I € [t,t + (R/h)?],

g w) dy = 3 (W) d
f 00 (S Y ay= [ sl (SR ) a

< [ naie (52) a
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where
(Z?(LL‘) = IB(5+h*1)R’

since [p| < 1 and y € By,—1z(n(\;7)) implies y € Byiqn-1)r (z). Then, set
ag € [1,00] so that 1 +1/po = 1/pk + 1/ak, where ay € [1, 0] is guaranteed by the
conditions on pg and pi. By Young’s convolution inequality we have

/n@R) |fr(ly)l e (%M) dy

< N(d>Rd+d/P0*d/iﬂk \d+d/po—d/pr Il fx (1, ')||ka(9(23))-
Applying these inequalities to (B.8) along with Minkowski’s inequality, we get

< e )Ly, @e@rp 6 /) L, e
Lo (2(R))

1
||A1,kHLp0(Q(R)) < N(d)Rd+2+d/P0_d/pk/ )\d/po_d/pk_le()\,t) d\ (5'10)
0

for each t € R, where
t+(R/h)? 1+
B = [ Il @em ¢ (S ) d
t
To estimate Ay and B, we set a € [1,00] so that 1 + 1/pg = 1/p+ 1/a. By

proceeding similarly as in the estimate for A;j above along with the fact that
|Dy| < NR™!, we obtain

1
Aslz, (o) < NRI+HI+d/po=d/p A~ 2Hd/po=d/p G\ t) dA 5.11
o ()
0
and
1
IB1,, (ory) < NRIFI+/po=d/p / A2 p= I (1) d, (5.12)
0

for each t € R, where N = N(d),

t+(R/h)? l—t
Gi(\ 1) :/ lgi(t. Iz, 2Ry € <—/\z > d,
t

and

t+(R/h)? 1+
v = [ 19Ul ey ¢ (S )
t

Now we are ready to derive the mixed norm estimates of A; j, Az, and B. To

estimate ||A17k|\Lp01q0 (®RxQ(R)), for each k =1,...,m, we consider the following two
cases J p p p
. 2 2 .. 2 2
H2+—+—>—+4+—, ({)2+—+—=—+—.
Po G0 Pk 4k Po 4qo Dk Gk

(i) Let ex :== 2+ d/po+ 2/q0 — d/pr — 2/qx, > 0 and set by € [1,00] so that
14+ 1/q0 = 1/qr + 1/bx. Then applying Young’s convolution inequality to
Fr.(\t) in (BI0) with respect to t variable, we get

1E(N Ly ®) < I fellzy, o @x2@r) 1G] Ly, ®): (5.13)

Pl»dk

where

A2(R/h)?
HCHZ’;k(m=/R|<(t/A2)|bk dt:/o IC(t/A2) [P dt < N2(R/h)>.
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From this with Minkowski’s inequality it follows that

1
HAl’k”LPOwQO(RXQ(R)) < N(d)RdJrQJrEk ||kakav% (RxQ(2R)) /O )\Ekil a

< NRI+2+ex [ fkllL,, o ®xQe2R))-

We first consider 1 < g < go < co. In this case, we have 1/qx — 1/qo € (0,1)
and d/po — d/pr < 0. Since supp ¢ C (0, (R/h)?),

1
/ A~ LFd/po=d/pr (X 1) dA
0

ry ' —1+d/po—d/pk It
< ) £kl Ly, 22R)) ; A ¢ VR d\dl

S/ka(h')”m(n(zz%))/ AT /po=d/pr g\ g
R hR—1|1—t|1/2

< N R4/Pr—d/po / |t _ l|(d/po—d/pk)/2”fk(l7 ')||ka(£2(2R)) dl.
R

Thus, we have
A1 kllL,, @r) < NR? /R |t — s TTHY B f(s, )| 1y, 2Ry ds

for each t € R. Because 1/qx — 1/qo € (0,1) we see that [t — s|~1+/ak—1/a
is a 1-dimensional Riesz’s potential. Then by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev
theorem of fractional integration (see, for instance, [32] p.119, Theorem 1]),
we arrive at

A1k Ly o0 Rx2(m) < NRT2 fillL,, o Rx@R) (5.14)

where N = N(d, po, qo, Pk, qr)- For the case (qo,qr) = (00, 1), which requires
Pk = po, we further assume that

co (L(EY (B

Supp o \2n) \n) |-
1

/ )\71+d/P0*d/Pka(A7 t) dA
0

HH(R/D)? | .
[ e [ 27 () dna
t 0

1 I—+t V8RR~ (1—t)'/?
/ A <7> dX g/ Aldh=1n V8.
0 h

R-1(1—t)1/2

Then

where

Thus, we have the same estimate as in (514)) with ¢x = 1 and gy = oc.

To estimate the mixed norms of Ay and B, we consider the following two cases:

. d 2 _d 2 . d 2 d 2
HD1+—=+—=>=-+-, ({)1+—=—+—==+-.
Po Q@ P (¢ Po q p (¢
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(i) Let e :=1+d/po+2/q0—d/p—2/q > 0 and set b € [1,00] so that 1 +1/qp =
1/q¢ 4+ 1/b. Then by Young’s convolution inequality applied to G; and U in
(EI0) and (BI2) with respect to t variable, as in (B.I3]) we obtain

G (N )IL, 2) < AR grll 1, rx0eR)

[T Ly 2) < APRP|| V|,  @xaer)-
It then follows that

1
A2z, ., RxQ(R) < N(d)Rd+2+E||9||Lp,q(RxQ(2R))/0 AhdA

< NR**H g1, . @xo@R):

where N = N(d, p, q, po, qo). Similarly, we have

1Bl L,y 00 ®x2(R)) < NRT*|DullL,  @xoer)-

where N = N(d, p, q,po, q0)-

(ii) In this case, since 1 < ¢ < go < 00, we see that —1 + d/py — d/p < 0. By the
same reasoning as in the estimate of A1 x|z, . rxo(r)) for the case (ii), we
have

P0O:490
1A2(z,, r) + 1Bl L, (r)

JE R S
< VRS2 [ (g, )]+ 19005,y ) 0

Since 1/q—1/qo € (0,1), |t—s|~'*1/4=1/40 i5 a 1-dimensional Riesz’s potential.
Hence, by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev theorem of fractional integration, we
arrive at

A2z, . @x2(®) T I BllL,, o ®x2(R)
< NR4+2 (||9||Lp,q(1Rxsz(2R)) + ||D“||Lp,q(Rxﬂ(2R)))
where N = N(dvpa q,Po, QO)

Finally, by combining the above mixed norm estimates for A; 5, A2, and B with
(E4) and (BH) along with the triangle inequality, we obtain

[l o RxQ(R) < NR4/Pot2/a0=d/p=2/a||y || @ aoR)

+ N R1t+d/po+2/q0—d/p—2/q (||DU||Lp,q(1Rxsz(2R)) + ||9||Lp,q(Rxsz(2R)))

+N Z R2+d/p0+2/q0—d/pk—2/qk ||fk||ka,qk (RxQ(2R))>
k=1

where N = N(d, p, q, po, 9o, Pk, qk, m). Indeed, the term u is estimated as follows.
|| < NR™472 / C(s — t)/ |u(s, z)| dzds
R Br/n(20)

< NR_d/p_2/ Cls = O)luls; )z, @Ry ds
where N = N(d). Thus, by YounRg’s convolution inequality with respect to t, we
get
N8l L,y 4 RxQ(R)) < NRYPo=d/p=2| ¢y ullr,  (Rx0(2R))
< NRYPomd/pt2/00=2/4)|y|| & qoR)),

where b € [1, 00] satisfies 14+ 1/go = 1/q + 1/b and |||, &) < NR*/".
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The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 5.4 (Interior estimates). Let p,q € [1,00] and Q C R? be a domain. Also
let po € [p, 0], qo € (¢,0], pr € (0,00, gr € (0,00], k = 1,...,m, satisfy the
condition (ii) in Assumption [Z1. Then for w € W 2(Qr) and for any p > 0, if
up = Digi + 3241, fro where g = (g1,...,9a) € (Lp,q(QT))d and fi, € Ly, q, (1),
k=1,...,m, we have

[l Ly a0 (0,7 x20) €N <||U||W,};g(gT) +ll9llz, ) + NZ I fkllL,p, a0 (QT)> )
k=1

where N = N(d, p,q,po, 90, Pk, @, m, T, p) and Q° = {x € Q : dist(z,0Q) > p}.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 5.3} Fix (t,z) € R x Q2. Then for
s € R and z € B,(x), define a path 7 from (¢, ) to (s, z) by

T(A) = (1= M)t 4+ A%s5,n(N) = ((1 = At + Ns, (1 = M)z + A2)

on A € [0,1]. Then one may proceed similarly as in the proof of Lemma 53] Note
that 7(\) € R x Q”, By,(n(\)) CC Q for A € [0,1], and || = |z — 2| < p. O

Proof of Theorem[54. Since the (Rp,~)-Reifenberg flatness is stronger than the
(Ro, 1/48)-Reifenberg flatness for v < 1/48, we fix v = 1/48.

Case qo = ¢ : Note that 1+d/py > d/p and we exclude the case (p, pg) = (d, 00).
Then since u(t, -) € W, () for almost every t € (0,7) and € is an extension domain

(see [17, 201),
lu(t, )L, @) < N po,d, Ro) ([[ult, )L, + [Dult, )z,)

for almost every t € (0,7). Then by integrating q(= go)-th power of both sides
over (0,7T), we obtain (52) immediately. If pg = oo and p = d = 1, we directly
obtain the same estimate by the fundamental theorem of calculus.

Case qo > ¢q : We derive (52) by using the partition of unity argument with
respect to the z variables, Lemma with R = Ro/4, and Lemma 5.4 with a
sufficiently small p (for example, p = Ry/384). Also recall that Q is bounded. O

One can also obtain the following embedding result when © = R% or Q = Ri
by following similar steps as in the proof of Lemma We omit the proof and
leave the details to the interested reader. Note that the local embedding results
as in Lemma may not be used via the partition of unity argument to derive
embeddings for unbounded domains because we are dealing with mixed-norms.

Theorem 5.5 (Embedding in (0,7") x R? and (0,T) x R%). Let p,q € [1,00] and
Q=R?or Q=RL. Also let py € [p,0], qo € [g,00], pr € (0,00], g € (0,00],
k=1,...,m, satisfy either the condition (i) or (ii) in Assumption[Z1l Then for
we Wyd(Qr), if us = Digi + Y11 fr where g = (g1,...,94) € (Lp7q(QT))d and
fi € Lp,.qp (21), we have

HUHLpo,qo(QT) <N <||U||W;;2(QT) + H9||Lp,q(szT) + Z ||kaka,qk (szﬂ)
k=1

where N = N(dvpaq7p07q05pkaqk7m7T)'
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Remark 5.6. If the spatial domain is Q = R? or Q = Ri, the result in Theorem
holds even when q =1 in 23)). In this case we need

i+3§1+§+2, and q. =1 if i+3:1+§+27

Pk Qk p q Pk 9k p q
from which the inequality @70) (E3) with 1 = g, < qo < 00) holds because d/p +
2/q < 1+d/po+2/q0. When Q is a Reifenberg flat domain, the same case can
be considered for u having the zero lateral boundary condition. However, even with
such a boundary condition, one cannot use a zero extension of u to the whole R?
and the embedding for R% because, as noted in Remark[Z3, the extension may not
belong to the same class of functions.

Remark 5.7. As shown above, if Q is a bounded (R, 1/48)-Reifenberg flat domain
with v < 1/48, Assumption [Z1] () holds with

C = C(Ro,d,p,q.po, o; Pks qs, m, diam($2), T).
Hence, Theorem [2.9 holds with the constant
N = N(d,6,p,q,p1,q1,02,72,l3,73,0",b', ¢, K, Ry, diam (), T).
If Q=R or RY, Assumption[Zl () holds with

C= C(dapv q4,P0,40, Pk, qk, 1, T)
and Theorem [2.9 also holds with

N = N(d7 67]97 q,DP1, QI7€2, T2,€3, 3, a/iu biu C, K7 T)
Also see Remark[{.0] for the conormal derivative problem.

Remark 5.8 (Elliptic problems). In this paper Lemmal31l is the key lemma, where
we use the duality argument in the proof. Using the same dualily argument and
proceeding as in this paper, one can obtain analogous results for the elliptic case. See
[18, 19, 22] for related results based on different approaches including a functional
analytic approach.
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