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ON A CLASS OF DIVERGENCE FORM LINEAR PARABOLIC
EQUATIONS WITH DEGENERATE COEFFICIENTS

TUOC PHAN AND HUNG VINH TRAN

ABSTRACT. We study a class of linear parabolic equations in divergence form
with degenerate coefficients on the upper half space. Specifically, the equations
are considered in (—o00,T) x R, where RY = {x € R? : 24 > 0} and T €
(—o00, 0] is given, and the diffusion matrices are the product of 4 and bounded
uniformly elliptic matrices, which are degenerate at {xq = 0}. As such, our
class of equations resembles well the corresponding class of degenerate viscous
Hamilton-Jacobi equations. We obtain wellposedness results and regularity
type estimates in some appropriate weighted Sobolev spaces for the solutions.

1. INTRODUCTION
1.1. Settings. Let T € (—o00, 0], d € N and denote by
Rl ={reR?:2;>0} and Qr=(-00,T)xR%.
Let (ai)f,—, : Qr — R™? be a matrix of measurable functions satisfying the
following ellipticity and boundedness conditions
V€ < ai(t2)&&5,  ay(t o) <vTh o (ta) € Qr (1.1)
for &€ = (&1,&2,...,&4) € RY where v € (0,1) is given. Throughout the paper, we
write z = (t,7) € Qr with x = (2/,24) € R~ xR, where 2’ = (z1,72,...,24-1) €
R4, We study the following class of parabolic equations in divergence form with
degenerate coefficients
uy(2) + Aco(2)u(z) — zqD;(aij(2)Dju(z) — F;) = VAf(z) in Qp (1.2)
under the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition
u=0 on (—oo,T)x dRL. (1.3)

Here, A > 0 and F; : Qp — R, f : Qpr — R are given measurable functions.
Moreover, ¢y : Q7 — R is a given measurable function satisfying the boundedness
condition
v<co(z) vt 2= (t,x) € Qr. (1.4)
We note that the equation (LZ) can be written in the form
2" (ui(2) + Aeo(2)u(z)) — Di(ai;(2)Dju(z) — F;) = Vaz;lf(z) in Qp (1.5)

in which the coefficients become singular on the boundary {x4 = 0} of the consid-
ered domain. The weight z;' appearing in the coefficients of (IC5) is not in the
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class of A3 Muckenhoupt weights as commonly assumed in literature, and it is even
not locally integrable near {z4 = 0}.

The main goal in this paper is to find suitable Sobolev spaces in which the
wellposedness and regularity estimates for solutions of (L2)-(3) are established.
In our main result (Theorem 24 below), under an assumption on the smallness of
the partial mean oscillations of the coefficients in small balls, the following estimate
is proved

1Dl 1,00y + VAUl g, worr2y < N IFlL, @00 + ||f||L2(QT,z;p/2)}a (1.6)

QT ,Id

for every weak solution u of (L2)-(L3) and for A > 0 sufficiently large, where
p € (1,00), N = N(d,v,p) > 0 is some generic constant, and L,(Q7,w) denotes
weighted Lebesgue space with weight w. To the best of our knowledge, this paper
is the first one in which wellposedness and regularity estimates in Sobolev spaces
for the class of equation ([2]) is studied. The estimate (L6) is therefore completely
new.

1.2. Motivations and relevant literature. Our main object, equation ([2)), in
its simplest form reads

wy(2) + Mu(z) — zgAu = VAf(z) in Qp, (1.7)
which resembles well the following degenerate viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation
us(2) + Mu(z) + H(z, Du) —z4Au=0 in Qr, (1.8)

where H : Q7 x R? — R is a given Hamiltonian. Note that the viscosity coef-
ficient of (L&) not only is degenerate at {z4 = 0} but also has linear growth as
xrq — 0o. For typical viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equations with possibly degener-
ate and bounded diffusions, one often has uniqueness of viscosity solutions, and
such solutions are often Lipschitz in z (see [5l [I] and the references therein). Finer
regularity of solutions is not very well understood in the literature. In particular,
optimal regularity of solutions to (L8] near {x4 = 0} has not been investigated.

It is of our goals to study wellposedness and regularity of solutions to (L2) (and
(), which will pave the way for us to study wellposedness and regularity of
solutions to (LC8)) later. We note that the linear growth of the diffusion coefficients
at infinity has to be handled carefully. More specifically, we obtain wellposedness
results, WP regularity type estimates for solutions to (2], and W?2P regularity
type estimates for solutions to (L) in some appropriate weighted norms.

We would like to mention that the literature on regularity theory for degenerate
elliptic and parabolic equations is vast. A particularly relevant equation that was
studied much in the literature is

u(2) + Mu(z) — xgAu — fDgu = f(z) in Q. (1.9)

Here, A > 0 and 8 > 0 are given constants. Although (I7) and ([9) are quite sim-
ilar, the requirement that 8 > 0 is essential in the analysis of (L.9]). Equation (L9)
is an important model equation appearing in the study of porous media equations
and parabolic Heston equations for example. We refer the readers to [6] 21} [16]
for the wellposedness and regularity results of (L9) and more general equations of
this type. The Schauder a priori estimates for solutions in weighted Holder spaces
were obtained in [6l [16]; and weighted W?? estimates for solutions were obtained
in [21]. A remarkable point is that the boundary condition of (L9) on {z4 = 0}
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may be omitted thanks to its special features. In contrast, we impose the homoge-
nous Dirichlet boundary condition u = 0 on {zg = 0} for (L2) and (I). See
Theorem 211 below about the trace of our functional spaces for more information
related to the boundary condition. Naturally, our methods and obtained WP,
W?2P estimates are rather different from those in [6], 211 [[6] with different weights,
and according to the best of our knowledge, they are new in the literature.

We also point out that similar results on wellposedness and regularity estimates
in weighted Sobolev spaces for equations with singular-degenerate coeflicients were
established recently in the series of papers [10, 111 12} [13]. Note that in the classes
of equations studied in these papers, the weights of singularity/degeneracy arise in
a balanced way in both coefficients of u; and of Du, and this balance is important
for the analysis and functional space settings in [10, 11, 12, [13]. This important
structure was pointed out in the classical work [3 4] in which Harnack’s inequalities
were proved to be false in certain cases if the balance of the weights in the coefficients
is lost. Because of this fact and due to the structure of (I2)), the Lipschitz regularity
estimates for solutions of homogeneous equations ([2)) are very delicate, and maybe
not expected in general perspectives. The novelty in our work is to use (x4 +
€)"u as a test function for (LH) with € > 0 to discover a hidden special form of
energy estimate for (I2)) (see Lemma below). From this, we apply an iteration
technique using anisotropic Sobolev embeddings and Hardy’s inequality to derive
Lipschitz regularity estimates for solutions. This is done in Section Il It is
important to note that the method still works for systems of equations.

Besides, we would like mention the classical papers [I4] [15] in which Holder’s
regularity estimates are proved for classes of elliptic equations in which the coeffi-
cients are singular and degenerate as As-Muckenhoupt weights. See also [24] 25] for
earlier results with more restrictions on the weights. The W!P-counterpart of the
Holder’s regularity in [14} [15] was recently established in [2] with some additional
smallness condition on the weighted mean oscillation of coefficients, which is only
valid for sufficiently small o when considering the particular case with the weight
|z|“. Note also that the classes of equations studied in these mentioned papers are
different from (2)). Moreover, our weight in ([2) or (LH) is not an As-weight,
which is an essential assumption used in [14] [15] [2]. For other classical results
that are closely related to our study, we refer to [17, 22] 26]. See also [23] [27] for
other interesting work on regularity estimates of equations with singular degenerate
coeflicients appearing in geometric analysis.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we introduce needed
functional spaces and state our main results. Section [3] is devoted to the study
of Lo-weak solutions. Then, in Section @ we study equations with coefficients
depending only on x4. A crucial part of the analysis lies in the pointwise estimates
for homogeneous equations in Section .1l Finally, the proofs of our main results
(Theorem 2.4 and Corollary [Z6]) are given in Section

2. FUNCTIONAL SPACES AND STATEMENTS OF MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Functional spaces and definition of weak solutions. For p € [1,00),
—00< 8 <T < +o0,and D C RY, let L,((S,T) x D) be the usual Lebesgue space
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consisting of measurable functions u on (S,T) x D such that the norm

1/p
||u||Lp((SyT)XD) = (/ |u(t,;v)|p dxdt) < 0.
(S, T)xD

For p € [1,00), and for given weight w defined on (S,T") x D, we define L, ((S,T") x
D, w) to be the weighted Lebesgue space on (S,T) x D equipped with the norm

T 1/p
”u”Lp((S,T)XD,w) = (/ / |u(t,x)|1’w(t,:v) d(Edt) .
S D

We define the weighted Sobolev space

WY(D) = {u € Ly(D,2;""*) : Du e L,(D)}

that is equipped with the norm
lullwipy = lully, (p orerzy + 1DullL,m)-
We note that W, (D) is different from the usual Sobolev space due to the availability

of the weight x,” /% in the Ly-norm of u. As in the standard way, we denote #,) (D)

the Sobolev space defined to be the closure in VVp1 (D) of all compactly supported
functions in C*°(D) vanishing near DN {z4 = 0} if DN {z4 = 0} is not empty. The
space Vﬂpl (D) is equipped with the norm

||U||W,}(D) = ||U||LP(D@;;:/2) + ||DUHLP(D)-

Regarding the relation between the functional spaces W, (D) and #,' (D), we have
the following trace theorem. Though it is not used in the paper, it is important to
point out. The proof of the theorem is given in Appendix [Bl

Theorem 2.1. Let B} be the unit ball in R~ centered at the origin, D = B} x
(0,1), and p € [2,00). If u € W}(D), then u(2’,0) = 0 in the trace sense for a.e.
x' € Bj. Moreover,
W) (D) = #,} (D).
Next, due to the structure of (I.2]), we define the dual space
H,'((S,T) x D)
={u:u=2a4D;F; + f for some f € L,((S,T) x D,azgpm) and
F= (Flv" '7Fd) € L;D((SvT) X D)d}a

that is equipped with the norm

||U||H;1((S,T)xp,w)

= inf {”FHLP((S,T)XD) + ”f”Lp((S,T)xD,ac;p/z) Pu = wa Dk + f}
Then, we define the space

H(S,T) x D) = {u € Ly((S,T), #,}(D)) : uy € H;' ((S,T) x D)}
which is equipped with the norm
”u”%l((S,T)XD) = HUJHLP((S)T)XD@;PM) + ”DUJHLP((S,T)XD)

+llut a1 (5,7 %)
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Now, we give the definition of weak solutions for the class of equations (2]).

Definition 2.2. Let p € (1,00), F € L,((S,T)x D) and f € L,((S,T)xD,z,;""%).
We say that u € J£'((S,T) x D) is a weak solution to (L2) in (S,T) x D with
boundary condition v =0 on DN {zg =0} when DN {xg = 0} # 0 if

/ x;l(—uatcp + Aeo(2)up) dz + / (ai;Dju — F;)Dip dz
(S, T)xD (S, T)xD

=\/2 /(ST) D;vglf(z)go(z) dz,
T

for any ¢ € C§°((S,T) x D).

2.2. Notations and statement of main results. We need some notations to
state our results. Throughout the paper, for r > 0 and 2z = (t, zp) € R x Ei, we
denote B,.(z¢) the ball in R? of radius r centered at zo. Moreover, the upper half
balls in Ri centered at xg and in R‘f‘l centered at zg are respectively defined by

B (zg) = Br(wo) N {zq >0} and Q) (20) = (to — 7, to] x B, (x0).

For z, € R?~1, we denote B.(z{) the ball in R¢~! of radius r and centered at .
Similarly, for z{ = (to,z)) € R x R, we also denote

Q. (2) = (to — 7, to] x By(p).

When 2o = 0 or zp = 0, we simply write B, = B,(0), B} = B (0) and Q;7 =
Q1 (0), etc. We note that @Q,(z0) and Q,f(z0) are respectively just the ball and
the upper-half ball in R%*! of radius 7 centered at zg, and they are not parabolic
cylinders as commonly used in the study of parabolic equations. We use these balls
instead of parabolic cylinders because the equation is not invariant under the usual
heat scaling.

We next give the partial mean oscillation of the coeflicients that was first intro-
duced in [19] 20].

Definition 2.3. For each 29 = (2}, 7a0) € Qr, and for p > 0, we denote the partial
mean oscillations of a;; and cyg by

)= mas f 1) ol

4 f co(2) — [colpzo ()] d.
Q7 (20)

where
][ a;j(t, 2, xq) da' dt if i€{1,2,...,d}, and j #d,
[aij)p,z0 (wa) = {7 20
][ a;q dxdt for i=1,2,...,d, and j =d,
Q7 (20)
and

[c0)p, 20 (za) = ][ co(t, o', xq) da'dt.
Q1 (%p)
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We note that from the definition that the coefficients [a;q],, -, are constant for
all i = 1,2,...,d. On the other hand, the other coefficients [ai;],,,, and [co],,z,
are functions of z4-variable, for j # d, as they are correspondingly the averages of
a;j, co with respect to the variable 2/ = (¢,2’) only. We also emphasize that we do
not impose any symmetry assumption on the coefficient matrix (a;;).

We now state the main result of the paper.

Theorem 2.4. For given v € (0,1) and p € (1,00), there are a sufficiently large
number A\g = Ao(d, v, p) > 0 and a sufficiently small number v = v(d,v,p) > 0 such
that the following assertions hold. Assume (1), (LA, and

sup  sup af(zo) <5 (2.1)
20€Q2T pe(0,p0)

with some py > 0. Then, for X > Xopp ', f € LP(QT,x;pﬂ), and F € L,(Q7)?,
there exists a unique weak solution u € ! (Qr) of (L2)-[L3). Moreover,
7p/2) (22)

Qr,z,

1Dl cur) + VAl 2y < N [y + 171
with N = N(v,d,p) > 0.

Remark 2.5. The following points are worth mentioning.

(i) By Hardy’s inequality, we have ||u||Lp(QT7m;p) < N(p,d)||[Dull, ). There-
fore, it follows that Theorem 2.4 also provides the L,-estimate of v with
weight z,”.

(i) It is possible to extend Theorem [2Z4] and obtain the wellposedness of (L2)-
(C3) in mixed-norm weighted space with Muckenhoupt weights as in [IT],
Theorem 2.5]. Similarly, local boundary regularity estimates as in [IT]
Corollary 2.3] can be derived as an application of Theorem 2.4l However, we
choose not to include those results to avoid further technical complications.

(iii) It is well-known that the condition (2IJ) is necessary. We also note that
in (21), the partial mean oscillations of the coefficients are measured with
respect to the usual Lebesgue measure, see Definition 23] On the other
hand, for the classes of equations studied in [2 10, 1T, 12, 03], the mean
oscillations of the coeflicients are defined with respect to suitable weights.

Next, we give a quick application of Theorem [Z4] which could be useful later in
studying the degenerate viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation (L8]). For simplicity, let
us consider the model equation (I7]) with A = 1. The general case with A > 0 can
be derived from the result with A = 1 using a scaling argument.

Corollary 2.6. Let p > 2, T € (—o0,00|, and fi, f € LP(QT,:E;p/z). Then there
is a unique solution v of ([LT)-{3)) with A = 1 satisfying

el wyrrzy + 1PUl L) + lutll (0 a2y
F1D%ull g a2y + 1Dl 2 (2.3)
S Nellg, p ez F1F 1L p 072y |5

where N = N(d,p) > 0.

We emphasize that Corollary is just for demonstrative purposes, and it is
not sharp. More comprehensive estimates and wellposedness results for a class of
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non-divergence form equations of the form ([L7)-(L3) will be established in our
forthcoming paper. Linear and nonlinear classes of equations with similar degener-
ate coefficients but more general weights compared to x4 will be investigated in near
future. We note that the weights in our main results (Theorem [Z4] and Corollary
26) are different from those in [21] [10].

3. THEORY OF Lo-WEAK SOLUTIONS

In this section, we study following class of parabolic equations which are slightly
more general than (2)

x; ! (ao(z)ur(2) + Aeo (2)u(2)) — Ds (ai;(2)Dju(z) — Fi) = Vazlf in Qp (3.1)
with the boundary condition
u=0 on (—oo,T)x ORL. (3.2)

Here, A > 0 and F; : Qpr — R, f : Qp — R are given measurable functions, and
ap : R‘i — R such that

v<ao(zr) <v'l, zeRi. (3.3)
We begin with the following lemma on the energy estimate for ([@A]).
Lemma 3.1. Suppose that (1), (L), and B3) hold, and suppose that f €

Lo(Qr,z;"), F € Lo(Qr)?. Then, for every weak solution u € S5 (Qr) of B1)-
B2) with A > 0, it holds that

[ Dull o) + \/X”UHLZ(QT@;) < N[||F||L2(QT) all VI PORTpSEY P (3.4)
where N = N (v,d).

Proof. First, by multiplying 31 by v and using the integration by parts with the
boundary condition that v = 0 on {z4 = 0} and the ellipticity and boundedness
conditions in (II]), we obtain

1d
—— ao(z)|ul?x; ! da:—l—)\/
2 dt ]Ri Ri

< x/X/ |u||f|x;1dx+zv(u)/ \F||Dul da
R R

co(2)|u?z;" dz + V/

| Dul|? dx
R4

+

Integrating this estimate in the time variable, and using Young’s inequality for the
term on the right hand side, then cancelling similar terms, we obtain

APt [CDuPdz <N [ (0P 4GP dz,
Qr Qr Qr
where we have also used conditions (L)) and ([B.3]). Therefore,

1Dl zarry + VAltlyar sty < N[IFza@n) + 1flyorass]  (35)
and the lemma is proved. (Il

We now conclude this section with the following important theorem which proves
Theorem [2.4] for the case p = 2.
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Theorem 3.2. Suppose that (LI)), (L), and B3)) hold. Then, for every A > 0,
f € La(Qr,x;"), F € La(Qr)?, there exists a unique weak solution u € ()

of BI)-B2). Moreover,
| Dull o020y + \/XHUHLQ(QT,QC;) S NPl La@ry + 1l Lot |
where N = N (v, d).
Proof. For each n € N| let
Qn = (—n,min{n, T}) x B}
We consider the equation of u in Q,,
x;l (aout + )\cou) - D; (aij (2)Dju — E) = x;lf(z) in Qn (3.6)

with boundary condition u = 0 on (—n, min{n,T}) x dB;" and zero initial data at
{—n} x B;f. Then, performing the energy estimates as in the proofs of Lemma [3.T]
for each n € N, if u,, € 54 (Q,) is a weak solution of (B8], we have the following
a priori estimate

lnll (- namingnzy. Lot sty + VMUl Ly, 051 1Pl Ly,

< N[IIFIIM@TL) F Lo 5]

for N = N(d,v) > 0. By using this estimate and the Galerkin method, we see that
for each n € N, there exists a unique weak solution u, € 54 (Q,) of (3.6). By
taking u, = 0 in Qr \ Q,, we can consider u,, as a function defined in Qr satisfying

HU”HLao((foo,T),L2(]Ri,z;1)) + \/XHU”HLg(QT,m;l) + ||D’Um||L2(QT)

< N[IFlzaor) + 1l Ly et
From this, and by passing through a subsequence, we can find u € 4 (Qr) such
that
U, = u in LQ(QT,:L“;I) as n — oo,
Du, = Du in Ly(Qr) as n— oo.

Then, using the weak form in Definition and passing through the limit, we see
that u € 54 (Q7) is a weak solution of ([B.)-(B.2)). Moreover, it also holds that

1Dulatcer + VAUl 1y oty < N [IF @) + 1 ar ey |

d

The uniqueness of u € 4 (Qr) also follows from this estimate. The proof of the
theorem is completed. ([

4. EQUATIONS WITH COEFFICIENTS DEPENDING ONLY ON z4

As we apply the perturbation technique to study (L2), we need to investigate
the classes of equations with coefficients depending only on z4. Throughout the
section, assume that @g, ¢ : Ry — R are measurable and they satisfy

v <dg(xq),C0o(xq) <v™'  forzg € Ry, (4.1)

for a given constant v € (0,1). Moreover, (Eij)szl : Ry — R4 is a matrix of

measurable functions satisfying the following ellipticity and boundedness conditions
vIEP? < aij(a)i&y,  [ai(za)l SvT1 o for za € Ry, (42)
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for € = (&1,&,...,&) € RY In addition to (AZ), we assume that the matrix (a@;;)
satisfies the following condition on @;;

;g = constant fori=1,2,...,d. (4.3)

For a fixed constant A > 0, let £y be an operator in divergence form with singular
coefficients

ﬁo[u] = x;l(ﬁo(:zd)ut + )\Eo(fbd)u) —D; (Eij (a:d)Dju), (44)
for (t,x) = (t,2',zq4) € Qr and we study following equation
u = 0 on {z4=0}. '

The following theorem is the main result of the section.

Theorem 4.1. Let v € (0,1),p € (1,00) and suppose that (@), [@2), and @3)

hold. Then, for every f € LP(QT,ZC;;D/2),F = (I, F,...,Fy) € L,(Qr)%, and

A >0, there exists a unique weak solution u € ! (Qr) of @X). Moreover,
||Du||Lp(QT) + \/X”’U’HLP(QT@;PM) < N[”FHLP(QT) + ||f||Lp(QT7m;P/2) ) (46)

where N = N(v,d,p) > 0.

4.1. Pointwise estimates for homogeneous equations. Let » > 0 and zg =

(to,z0) € R x Ei. We consider the equation

Lol = 0 in Qf(z),
{ W= 0 on Q)N {za=0) i Quz0)n{za=0}£0. T

Lemma 4.2 (Caccioppoli type estimates). Let zo = (24,0) and u € 4 (Q7 (20))
be a weak solution to @) in Qf (z0). Then, for every 0 <r < R < 1, we have

/ (|Du|2 + Ax;1|u|2> dz < N/ x; ! ul? dz, (4.8)
Qi (20) Q(20)
where N = N(d,v,r, R) > 0. Moreover,
—1),, |2 2 —1,,12
/ w7 w?dz < N(d,v,r, R)/ [|Du| + xag ] dz. (4.9)
Qi (20) Qi (20)

Proof. By translations, it suffices to prove the lemma for the case zp = 0. For
0 <r < R <1, using up? as a test function for (7)), where ¢ € C§°(Qr)
satisfying ¢ = 1 in @Q,., we obtain

1d 1= 2 2 - —1,2 2
55/31+ x, ao(rq)u“p” de + A B Co(xq)ry u”p”dx

+/ Tij (xd)DiuDjug02 dx = / [Eo(xd)xgluzgogot — 2up@;;(zq)DjuD;p] d.
Bf Bf

Then, by integrating in the time variable, using the Young’s inequality, (41]), and
[#2), we obtain
N(d,v)

D 2d A -1 2d <7/ -1 2d
/Qj| ul*dz + /Q*Id lu|*dz < - ngd |u|* dz,

7'

where we have used the fact that = 'u? > u? for x4 € (0,1). This proves [@X).
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Next, by using the method of difference quotients, we can formally assume that
ug solves the same equation as u does. Therefore, applying (£8]) for u;, we obtain

N(d
/ (|Dut|2 + Ax;1|ut|2) gz < Yd:v) / oy g dz, (4.10)
Qf (20) R=1 Jot(0)

Similarly, we can formally use u;p? as a test function for (1) to yield

/ x; Mo (24)|ue [ p? da + )\/ x ;' Co(za)uup’d
B Bf

+ / (aiijuDiutch + 2gout6iijuDigp) dx = 0.
Bf

Then, it follows from [@.1)), (£2) and Young’s inequality that

Ad
1 2 2 1= 2 2
d - d
/+xd |ue|“@® dax + 5 t/fxd Co(zq)|ul*dx

1

< N(d, V)/+ (Mg ul?lee] + [Djul| Diuele + |uel| Djul| Digl] ¢ do
Bl
< 1/ w7 g2 p? da

+N(dw) [ [IDuP(e o+ mal Do) + el Durfo + Xey u ol da.
Bl

for € € (0,1). Then integrating this equality in time variable, we obtain

—1), 12
/ x, |ue|® dz
Q+

r

< N(d,v) / . [(671 +(R- 7")72)|Du|2 + /\xgl(R - 7")71|u|2 + e|Dut|2] dz.
QR

Using this, and (@I0) with slightly different balls, we conclude that

_ N _ _ eN _
/Q+ z; u|? dz < m/qﬁ e 1|Du|2+/\xd1|u|2} dZ+R—T/Q+ z; ug|? dz,
R R

7'

forall0 < r < R < 1, N = N(d,v) > 0, and for all ¢ € (0,1). From this, and
by the standard iteration argument (see [18, Lemma 5.13, p. 82] for example), we
conclude that

/+ z; u|* dz < N(d,v,r, R)/+ [1Duf? + Mz ul?] de.
; ot
The estimate (£9) is proved and the proof of the lemma is completed. O

Next, we state and prove an important estimate for w(z) = 2 'u(z) for which
the assumption @;4 = constant in (£3) is needed.

Lemma 4.3. Let zg = (2},0) and u € 74 (Q7 (20)) be a weak solution to [T in
Q7 (20). Then, for every 0 < r < R,

/ [z4| Dw]* + Aw?] dz < N lw|? dz,
QF (20) Qf(20)

where w(z) =z, 'u(2) for z = (2',xq4) € Q7 , and N = N(r, R,d,v) > 0.
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Proof. We can assume z, = 0. For ¢ > 0 and sufficiently small, let w(z) =
(x4 + €)"tu(z). Observe that

Diwe(2) = (24 + €)' Diju(2) — dia(za + €) " 2u(2),

Orwe = (g + €) " 0u(z), (4.11)

and moreover we € 4 (QF). We then can test the equation of u with w.¢? to
obtain
1d — 2 2 — 2 2
—— Ne(xq)ao(zq)wie de + A Ne(zq)Co(zq)ws® dx
2dt Bt

By

+ / @i Di((xq + e)we)Diwecp2 dxz
B+

1

— /B+ (ne(;vd)ao(xd)wfcpcpt — 2wept;; Dj((xq + e)we)Digo) dx,

1

where n¢(xq) = m;—:e Since, D;((zq + €)we) = (xa+ €)Djwe + djqwe, it follows that

1d
1d / e (4)To () w? o di + A / e (4)20 (2a) w2 da

+ / . (xqg + e)EiijwEDiwegaz dx
B

1

= /+ (néﬁo(xd)wggpgpt — 2(xzq + €wepa;j DjweD;p
B

1

1
— 2w62g06idDicp - §Di [Eidwﬂ <p2) dx

= / ) (neao(xd)wprt — 2(xq + €)wepa;; DjweDip — w?gﬂidDiga) dx,

Bl
where we have used the fact that @;q are constant assumed in ([@3]) in the middle
step of the above calculation to write w.a;qD;w. = %Di [@;qw?], and the integration

by parts on this term in the last step. Now, by ([£.2), (1)), and the fact that n. > 1,
it follows that

1d
23 [ neomlzuttdo 4 [ wtetdos [
2dt Jp+ Bt Bt

1 1

(za + €)|Dwc|*p* dx

< N(d,v) / , mewllopd + (wa+ welpl Dwe|| D] + we ol D) dar
B

1

1
< —/ (g + e)|Dw€|2g02 dzx
2 Bi’

+ N(v,d) / N (new?| e + (za + €)lwe|*| Dol + wZ|p|| D) da,
Bl
where we applied Young’s inequality in the last step. Then,
1d
—— / ne(zq)ao(za)w?©* do + )\/ w?? dr + / (zq + €)|Dwc|*p? da

<Nwd) [ wd(neclerd + Dol +1Dpl) do.

By
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Therefore,

)\/+w62<p2dz—|—/+(xd+e)|Dw€|2<p2d2
Ql Ql

< Nwd) [ v (nolel + Dol + Do)

1
< N(V,d,R,r)/ w?dz < oo,
Qk
where the assertion on the finiteness of the above integral is due to Hardy’s in-

equality. Finally, from the explicit formula of we, (1)), and by Fatou’s lemma, we
obtain by passing ¢ — 0% that

/ [4| Dw]?* + Aw?] dz < N(r, R, d, 1/)/ |w|? dz.
Qi (20) Qi (20)

The proof of the lemma is now complete. (|

Remark 4.4. By Hardy’s inequality, we have

/ lwl*dz < N |Dul? dz.
Q% (20) QL (z0)

Therefore, the estimates in Lemma E3] are well-defined for u € 74! (Q7 (20)).

Next, we derive the following Caccioppoli type estimates on higher derivatives
of solutions.

Lemma 4.5. Let zp = (2),0) and let u € 54 (Qf (20)) be a weak solution to 7))
in QY (20). Then, for every j,k € NU {0}

/ 2q(|0] T DX w|? + |DDEw|?) dz +/ |DDF, &7 u|? dz=
Qi (20) Q

T (20)

—l—)\/ 24| DF, &/ w|? dz
Qi (20)

<N zqlw(z)? dz, (4.12)
Qf(20)

for every 0 < r < R < 1, where w(2) = x;'u(z) for = = (2',24) € Qf (20), and
N =N(v,d,k,j,r,R) > 0.
Proof. By using translations, it suffices to prove the lemma for the case z) = 0.
The main idea is to apply Lemmas 4.2 and Hardy’s inequality. We first prove
@12 for j = 0 and k € NU {0}. We observe that from Lemma and Lemma
43l we have

/ z4(|0pw]? + |Dwl|?) dz—|—/ | Dul? dz—|—/\/ zqlw|* dz
Qf Qf Qf

r r

< N(,k.j,r, R) / o (2)|? dz,
+

R/
where we have used the fact that 4 € (0,1) and R’ = (r + R)/2. Recall that by
Hardy’s inequality

/(D2+ |w|2dz:/Q+ |u/z4)* dz < N(d,R) /(D2+ | Dul? dz.

R’/ R R
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From this and ([@.8]), we see that

/ lwl*dz < N za|lw]? dz.
Qo Qh
Then, (£12) when j = 0 and k = 0 follows. We next prove ([LI2]) for j =0 and k =
1. By using the difference quotient method in a’-direction, we can formally assume
that D,/ u solves the same equation and satisfies the same boundary condition as u
does. Then, we apply (£12)) with j =0 and k& = 0 that we just proved for D, u to
infer that

/ $d(|atDm/w|2 + |DDm/1_U|2) dz + / (|Dl)z/u|2 + AId|Dz/’w|2) dz
+ +
< N(v,r, R) / xq|Dyprw|? dz,
+
R/
Then, by combining this estimate with the estimate (£I12) with j = 0 and kK =0
that we just proved, we have
/ xd(|atDm/w|2 + |DDm/w|2) dz + / (|DDw/u|2 + )\xd|Dw/w|2) dz
QF QF
< N(v,r, R)/ zqlw|? dz.
Qk

Hence, ([@I2) is proved when ¥ = 1 and j = 0. We can repeat the argument
together with an induction on k to obtain [@I2]) for j =0 and &k € NU {0}.

We now prove [@I2) for general j,k € NU {0}. The argument is similar as
before. Note that we have proved

/ 24(|0:DEw|? + |DDEw) dz + / (IDDEu? + Azg|DEul?) d=
+ +
< N(v,r, R)/ zglw|? dz,
Q%
for all K € NU{0} and 0 < r < R < 1. Again, by using the difference quotient
method with respect to the time variable direction, we can formally assume that
u; solves the same equation as u. Then, we obtain
/ xd|(8t2D];/w|2 + |DD];,8tw|2) dz + / (|DD§,8tu|2 + )\xd|D§/8tw|2) dz
n

QF

< N(v,m, R) / zq|0pw|? dz.
Q.
From this, (£9) and (&J]), we infer that
/ 24|02 D% w|? + | DDE dwl?) dz+/ (IDDE, 0yul® + Axq| DE 0yw|?) dz
+

QF

< N(v,r, R)/ zqlw]? dz,
Q%
which proves [@I2) for j = 1 and k € NU {0}. The general case with j € NU {0}

can be proved similarly with an induction argument. The proof of the lemma is
completed. O
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Next, we give a corollary of Lemma

Corollary 4.6. Under the assumptions of Lemmal[].J we have
||Dlm/agv||Ql+/2 S N(d7 v, la jv lOa jO)HDlO agov||L2(Q3+/4)a (413)

x!

for 3.1,50,10 € NU{0} with jo < j,lo <1 and for v(z) = $;1/2u(2) with z =

(2',74) € QF (20).

Proof. Applying the Sobolev embedding theorem in the variable z’ € R x R~!, we
have

|DaD} 0] u(z' a)] < N(d)| DDl 0 ul-, 2a) s L)

for any z = (2/,z4) € QT/T where k > d/2 is an even integer, Q’1/2 is the ball with

respect to the variable 2/ € R% centered at the origin. Here, Wa"*( ’1/2) denotes
the usual Sobolev space in which k is the order of the derivative with norm

.y
||f||W2k’k(Q/1/2): > 10507 fllL (@)
I+5<k

Then, using Lemma .5 for Di‘i@gou, we have, for 2/ € Q’1/2,
1/2 _ 1/2 _
/ |DdDi,8gu(z’,:1:d)|2dajd < N/ ||DdDé/8§u(~,xd)||f/Vk/2,k . dxg
0 0 2 (Ql/g)
lo Jo,, |12
< N||D;50] u||L2(Q;/4)$;1).

From this, and by Holder’s inequality, we infer that, for x4 € (0,1/2),

Tq . 1/2 . Yz Td 1/
/ |DdD;/8§U(Z’, S)| ds < </ |DdDi,3gu(z’, $)|2 ds> </ ds)
0 0 ’

1/2 j
< N 2 D00 vl 1,y 5 (4.14)

Then, by the fundamental theorem of calculus and the boundary condition that
D!,0/u(2’,0) = 0, we infer that
1/2

l j l 1
DL Ofu(! za)| < Nalf* | D50 ol 0 -

for (2/,xq4) € QT/Q, and (L.I3) is proved. O

We next state and prove the interior pointwise estimates for solutions and its
spatial derivatives.

Lemma 4.7. Let zy = (to,z0) € Qr and suppose that Ba.(xg) C R‘i. If u €
51 Q2 (20)) is a weak solution to @), then we have

1/2
sup |:E;1/2u(z)| <N <][ :E;I/Qu(z)|2 dz)
Q2r(20)

ZEQT(ZO)

and

1/2
||Du||Loo(Qr(ZO)) <N <]€) o (|Du|2 + )\|x;1/2u(z)|2) dZ) ,
2r(20

for N = N(v,d) > 0.



DIRICHLET PROBLEM, PARABOLIC EQUATIONS, DEGENERATE COEFFICIENTS 15

Proof. We write z9 = (7}, z04) € R¥"! x R;. By scaling and without loss of
generality, we assume r = 1. As zoq > 2, the coefficients xgl is bounded in Q3/4(20)-
Then, we can follow the standard regularity estimates for parabolic equations with
uniformly elliptic coefficients (e.g., [7, Lemma 3.5]) to obtain

1/2
sup |:E;1/2u(z)| < N(][ |:E;1/2u(z)|2 dz) .
2€Q7 (20) Q2(z0)

and
) iy ) 1/2
1Dul @i SN( £ (IDu()P + Aag Pu(z)?) dz)
Q2(20)
O
Our next result is the local boundary Lipschitz estimates of solutions to ([@.7]).

Lemma 4.8. Let 2o = (2',0) and u € J4(Q4,(20)) be a weak solution to [@ET) in
Q7 (20). Then

1Dully ot oy < N (IDl L, oy + VAN 10, oy ) (4.15)
where N = N(v,d) > 0.
Proof. By translation and dilation, we assume that 2, = 0 and r = 1/2. It follows
from Corollary and Hardy’s inequality that
~1/2
sup |a; "> Dyl < N||Dull 1, ot )- (4.16)
ZGQT/Q

Therefore, we only need to control Dgu. Let us denote v(z) = :E;I/Zu(z) with

z = (2',x4) € QF. Using Corollary {6 again, we see

||U||Lm(Q1+/2) < NHUHLZ(Q;M) and (4.17)
9 .
||DI/U||L°O(Q1+/2) + HDI’UHLOO(QT/Z) < N||U||L2(Q3+/4).

Also, by combining Corollary and Lemma with slightly different balls, we
obtain

||Ut||Loo(Ql+/2) < N(||DU||L2(Q1+) + \/XH'U”L2(Q1+))'
From this, (£I7), and Lemma 2] it follows that
)‘||U||LOO(Q1+/2) + ||Ut||Lm(Q1+/2) < N(||D“||L2(Q1+) + \/X||U||L2(Q1+))- (4.18)
On the other hand, for each £ = (2/,1/2) with 2" € Q] ,, it follows from Lemma
A1 that

1/2
\Du(2)| < N (7[ Du(=)[2 + Ajo(2) 2 dz)
Q1/100(2)

< N[||Du||L2(Q1+) + \/XHU”[Q(QT)}- (4.19)

Next, it follows from the estimate ({I4) with [ =1,j = 0,1y = jo = 0 and Hardy’s
inequality that

1/2
/0 DD, u(!,5)|ds < N|[Dull g0 V2 € Qo (4.20)
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Now, let us denote U = @g;(v4)D;u. Under the assumptions (1)), (2, it follows
from the PDE of v in (£7) that
—1/2
IDaU(2)] < N(d)[z;"? (|l ()] + No(2)]) + [DDyrul]
—1/2
< Nag 2 (1Dull 08 + VAUl b oo1) + [DDarul. (4.21)

Then, for each z = (2/,x4) € Qf/zv by integrating ([L21)) on (x4, 1/2) we obtain

1/2
U, 2a)] < |Z/{(z’,1/2)|—|—(||Du||L2(Q1+)—|—\/X||u||L2(Ql+)m;1))/ 12

Zd

1/2
-|-/ |DD,: (2, s)|ds

Zd

< N(IDullpyory + VAUl yor 2y)s

where we used (£I9) and (£20) in the last estimate. This estimate, ([@I6]), the
ellipticity condition in ([£2]), and the definition of & imply (£I5). The proof is
completed. ([

From Corollary 4.6l Lemma [£7, and Lemma [£.8] we obtain the following Corol-
lary on the solution decomposition which will be used in the proof of Theorem

Z1

Corollary 4.9. Let 29 € Qp and r > 0. Suppose that F € La(Qf,,(20))?, f €

LQ(QIFOT(ZO),:L’;l), and u € 4} ( IFOT(ZO)) is a weak solution of (&T) in QILOT(ZO)-
Then we can write

u(ta I) = g(ta I) + h(ta I) in QILOT(ZO)a

where g and h are functions in A5 Qo (20)) and satisfy

f o GErdsN (FGP+et P d (122)
Q4 (z0) Qo (20)
and
||H||i (QF (20)) <N |U|2d2’
e QTDT('ZO)
+N (PGP +a7' 1FR) dz (4.23)
QTDT('ZO)

where N = N(d,v) >0 and
G(2) = [Dg(2)| + ANV?|z; Pg(2)],  H(z) = |Dh(z)| + A?|a; 2 h(z)],
U(z) = |Du(2)| + M2[a; Pu(z)], for 2 = (2, 2a) € Qfy,(20)-

Proof. We write zg = (2{, a0) and we split the proof into two cases.

Case 1. Consider xoq < 2r. Let 29 = (2{,0). Let g € 74! (Qr) be a weak solution
of the equation

g (@(xa)ge + Neo(za)g) — Di(@ij(xa)Djg — Fi(2)X ot (20)(2)
= Al/nglf(z)XQng(éo)(z) in Qp
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with the boundary condition g = 0 on {z4 = 0}. The existence of g follows from
Theorem [3.21 Moreover, we also have

][ G(2)2dz < N][ (FGP+ o f )P de. (4.24)
Qd.(%0) Q3. (20)

Now, as Q3,.(z0) C Qa..(%0) C Qfy,(20), @22) follows from ([@24). On the other
hand, let h = u — g. We see that h € J4(Qg, (%)) is a weak solution of
I;l(ao(zd)ht + )\Eo(fbd)h) — Dz (Eij (Id)DJh) = 0 in Qg_T(éo)

with the boundary condition h = 0 on Qg,(29) N {zqg = 0}. Then, by Corollary [4.0]
and Lemma and the triangle inequality, we get

1/2
IH L (ot (2 SN <][ |H(Z)|2d2>
Q%)

1/2 1/2
<N (7[ |U(z)|2dz> N (7[ 1G(2) 2 dz) .
Q.(2) Q.(2)

From this and ([@24]), we obtain

1/2
IH L (ot (z0) SN (][ U(2)” dZ)
Q- (2)

+ N (|F(z)|2—|—:1:;1|f(z)|2) dz.
Q3. (20)

As @3, (20) C Qi (%0) € Q4 (%0) C Qo (20), E23) follows.
Case II. Consider z49 > 2r. We use the same strategy as in Case I but it is

simpler. We directly use the ball Q3 (zo) instead of Qg (%9) and Lemma E7l We
skip the details. (Il

4.2. Proof of Theorem [4.7] We prove Theorem [£.1] in this subsection.

Proof. When p = 2, Theorem E.] follows from Theorem Therefore, we only
need to consider the cases when p € (2,00) and p € (1, 2).

Case I. Consider p € (2,00). We first prove the a priori estimate (L6). Let
u € H3,.(Qr) be a weak solution of (&T). By Corollary B9 that for every z € Qr
and r > 0, we have
u=g+h in Q3 (2),

where g and h satisfy (£22) and ([@23]). Then the estimate (48] follows from the
standard real variable argument (see [8] for example). We omit the details.

Note also that the uniqueness of solutions follows (£6). Hence, it remains to
prove the existence of the solution. For each k € N, let

Qr == (—k,min{k,T}) x B;". (4.25)
Also, let
F® = F(2)xg,(2), and f® = f(2)xg, (2).
As Qy, is compact, we see that F(*) € Ly(Qr)? N L,(Qr)?. Moreover, by the
dominated convergence theorem, F*) — F in L,(Qr)? as k — oco. Similarly,
{f®} € Lo(Qr,27Y) N Ly(Qp,2;”%) and f&) — f in Ly(Qr,2,7'%) as k — oo,
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Now, let u®) e s (Qr) be the weak solution of the equation X)) with F*) and
f*) in place of F and f, respectively. The existence of u(*) follows from Theorem
By the estimate (&) that we just proved, we have u(®) € A} (Qr). Then, by
the strong convergence of {F(®¥)} in L,(Qr)% and {f*} in LP(QT,x;p/Q) and the
linearity of the PDE in (@&X), it is not too hard to show that {u(®)} is a Cauchy
sequence in ' (Qr). Let u € £} (Qr) be its limit and by passing to the limit
in the weak formulation defined in Definition 2.2] it is easily seen that u is a weak
solution to the equation (3.

Case II. Consider p € (1,2). We first prove the estimate (46]) assuming that
u € ' (Qp) is a weak solution of (LH). The main idea is to use a duality argument.
Though this is standard, we provide the details here as the equation ([£3]) has some
singularity and careful adjustments are needed.

Let g =p/(p—1) € (2,00), B € Ly(Qr)% and b € Lq(QT,x;q/z). We consider
the adjoint problem

:E;l(—aovt + )\501)) —D; (aji(zd)Dj’U — BiX(—oo,T)) = Al/le;le(_oo)T), (426)

in Ri“ with the boundary condition v = 0 on 8Ri+1. By Case I, there exists a
unique weak solution v € #'(R x R%) of ([@26) and

/M (IDv(2)|7 + A2z, P0(2)|7) d=
R (4.27)
< N/ (IB()]7 + [ 2b(2)]7) d=.
Qr

Moreover, by the uniqueness of solutions, v = 0 for t > T. Now, by using v as a
test function for the equation (£5) and u as a test function for (A26]), we obtain

/QT (B(z) - Du(z) + )\1/2:E;1b(z)u(z)) dz

= /Q (F(2) - Dv(z) + )\1/2x;1f(z)v(z)) dz.

Then, from Hoélder’s inequality and (£27)), it follows that

/Q (B(z) - Du(z) + Al/nglb(z)u(z)) dz

S ||F||LP(Q)||DU||LQ(QT) + )\1/2||f||Lp(QT,m;p/2)||U||Lq(QT,m;Q/2)

< N(IFl,@) + 11 g0 amermy ) (1Bl + 10l gy oor2))-

From this last estimate and as B and b are arbitrary, we obtain the a priori estimate
(E.5).

Finally, we prove the existence of solution u € %’;} (Qr). We follow the argument
in [0 Section 8]. For i =1,2,...,d and k € N, let

F® = max{~k,min{k, F;}}xg, (2),

2

where Qy, is defined in [@25). Then F*) € Ly(Qr)? N Ly(Qr)% Also, by the
dominated convergence theorem, F*) — F in L,(Qr)? as k — oco. Similarly, we
define

F®(2) = 2/* max{—k, min{k, ;"> ()} xq, (2),
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and we see that { ()} C Lo(Qr, 27 )L, (Qr, 2,7%) and f®) — fin L, (Qp, z;"'?)
as k — oo. By Theorem [32] there is a unique weak solution u¥) € 74! (Qr) to the
equation ([@H) with F*) and f*) in place of F and f, respectively.

Claim A. u(® ¢ A (Qr).
As the proof of this claim contains tedious calculations, and we provide it in

Appendix [Al From the claim, and the a priori estimate that we just proved, we
have

| DMz, @0y + VAP, g, ooy
< NIFD L 00y + 1PN, 0, aorrm)-

From this, the convergences of F*), f(*) and the linearity of the PDE @3], we

see that the sequence {u(®}, is Cauchy in A (Qr). Let u € ' (Qr) be its

limit. Then, it is easy to verify that u is a weak solution of (£I). The theorem is

proved. (Il
5. EQUATIONS WITH PARTIALLY VMO COEFFICIENTS

The main goal of this section is to prove Theorem [2.4] and Corollary We
first prove the following decomposition result which is similar to Corollary

Lemma 5.1. Let v € (0,1), r € (0,00), 20 € Qr, and ¢ € (2,00). Suppose
that A(z) = |F(2)] + |:1:;1/2f(z)| € Lo(Qfy,(20)) and u € QY (20)) is a weak
solution of @1 in Qfy,.(20). Assume that ZI)) holds with some py > 0 and
spt(u) C (s — poro, s + poro) X Ri for some g > 0 and s € R. Then, we have

u(t,x) = g(t,.’L‘) + h(t,.’L‘) in Q-l"_OT(ZO)v

where g and h are functions in 51 (QY,,(20)) that satisfy

][ GI2dz < N A(2)2 d=
Q3,.(20) Qo (20)

2/q
+ N(y 721 4 =49 <][Q |Du|qdz> (5.1)

TDT(ZO)

and

2/q
1 iy <5 (£, W) enfuere 62
where N = N(d,v,q) > 0, and
G(2) = Dg(2)| + VAl 2g(2)],  H(2) = |Dh(2)] + VXzg " *h(2)],
U = |Du(z)| + Vg u(z)].
Proof. Let b= (b1,ba,...,bq) be defined by
bi(t, ) = Xot. (2)(2) (@i (t, @) = [ailior,z0 (a)) Dju(t, ) + Fi(2)X gt (2)(2),

fori=1,2,...,d, and let
F(2) = [£(2) + VM [cohor,zo (wa) = co(2))u] X ot (2)(2)
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where [a;;]10r,2, and [c|ior,z, are defined in Definition[2:3] We claim that b € Lo(£2r)

and f € Lo(Qr,x;"). Indeed, if r € (0, p9/10), by Holder’s inequality, 1)), and
([TID), we see that
q—2

Fooberd
QTDT(ZO)
2q T
S <][ |aij - [aij]10r7z0|‘r_2 dZ) <][ |Du|q dZ)
QTOT‘(ZO) QTDT('ZO)
+ ][ |F|? dz
QTDT('ZO)

2/q
—2
SN’yqq <][ |Du|qdz> +][ |F|2d2’
QTDT‘(ZO) QTDT‘(ZO)

Similarly, using (4] and Holder’s inequality, we obtain

]ﬁﬁ N Ol
1020

2/q
< Ny <][ |\/X:E;1/2u(z)|qdz> +][ 2,2 £(2))? dz.
QTDT(ZO) QTOT(ZU)

On the other hand, when r > po/10, as spt(u) C (s — poro, s + poro) X R% and by
the boundedness of (a;;) in (L], we have
q—2

[Nl
QTOT‘(ZO)

S N (][ X(S*PDToster“o (t) dZ) <][ |Du|q dZ)
QTOT‘(ZO) QTDT('ZO)

2
q

2
q

+ N |F|?dz
QTDT('ZO)
q-2 2/‘1
SN(pOTO) ’ <][ |Du|‘1dz> +N |F|? dz
r QTOT(ZO) QTDT(ZO)

q—2

2/q
< Nry?® <][ |Du|qdz> +N |F|?dz.
QTOT‘(ZO) QTDT('ZO)

By the same way using (L4), we also infer that

—1/2 7
1, e
10r (20
q—2

2/q
< Nry® <][ |\/X:Ed1/2u(z)|qdz> —i—][ |9c;1/2f|2 dz.
QTOT(ZO) QTOT‘(ZO)
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Summing up, we see that

Lo o O+ e s

a2 o
<N(r" +97%) ][
Q

for every r € (0, c0).

2/q
|U(z)|qdz> +N o )|A(z)|2dz, (5.3)

TOT(ZU)

Now, observe that u € ' ( Tor(20)) is weak solution of

27 (0w + Alcol1or,z0 (Ta)w) — Di([ass]10r,20 (Ta) Dju — bs) = N2 £,

in Q,,(z0) with the boundary condition u = 0 on Qio-(20) N {zg = 0} when
Q10r(20) N {zq = 0} # 0. From Definition 23] (L)), and (T4, it follows that
the coefficients [ai;]10r 2, and [colior,z, (z4) satisfy the assumptions (4.1]), (A.2)), and
(@3). Then, by applying Corollary [£9] and using (B.3)), the assertions in Lemma
611 follow. O

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 2.4

Proof of Theorem [24]. Similar to the proof of Theorem[4.1] we only need to consider
€ (2,00). We first prove the a priori estimate ([Z2)) assuming that u € ' (Qr)
is a weak solution of (L2)-(L3). We suppose that A > 0 and assume for a moment
that
spt(u) C (s — poro, s + poro) x R

with some s € (—o0,T) and some ro € (0,1). We claim that (2:2) holds when ~
and rg are sufficiently small depending on d, v, and p. Let ¢ € (2,p) be fixed. By
Lemma [5.1] for each r > 0 and zg € Qr, we can write

u(t,x) = g(t,:t) + h(t,:t) in Q;_T(ZO),

where g and h satisfy (5] and (5:2). Then it follows from the standard real variable
argument, see [§] for example, that

I1Dullz, 07y + VXIull, o, 4orr2)

— 1-2
< NO 47 (IDull gy 00 + VAl (o, ,o0r2)
+ NIF 2,00+ NIfl,q

Qr,z,7?)

d
for N = N(d,v,p) > 0. Then, by choosing v and 7y sufficiently small so that
N (4129 4 r}7/7) < 1/2, we obtain E2).

Next, we remove the assumption that spt(u) C (s — poro, s + poro) X Rff_. The
idea is to use a partition of unity argument along the time variable. Though it is
standard, adjustments are needed and we provide details for completeness. Let

§=¢(t) € ¢5°((=poro, poro))
be a standard non-negative cut-off function satisfying

p — ! S p S N
[ewras=1. [leepa< = 4)
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For any s € (—00,00), let u(®(2) = u(2)é(t — s) for z = (t,x) € Qp. Then
ul®) € A} (Qr) is a weak solution of

x;l(ugs) + )\co(z)u(s)) —D; (aiiju(s) — Fi(s)) = Al/zxglf(s)
in Q7 with the boundary condition u®* = 0 on {z4 = 0}, where

FO(2) = £t = s)F(2),  fO)(2) = €(t = 5)f(2) + X723 (¢ = s)u(z).

As spt(ul®)) C (s — poro, s + poro) X R?, we can apply the estimate we just proved
to infer that

1Du 100y + VAU g, omer2)

< NIFO Ly + NIl g acrray

Then, by integrating the p-power of this estimate with respect to s, we get

/]R (”DU(S)”II)‘P(QT) + /\p/2||u S)pr(ﬂ zfp/2 ) ds

< (=) ®)» : :
<N [ (PO 1O g, i) (5.5)

By Fubini’s theorem and (&.4)), it follows that

/RHD“(S)HZP(QT)CZS :/ /|Du )PEP(t — s) dsdz = || Dull}, (g,
nd

a;

J A

L VPO ) ds = IFI 0,

On the other hand, as 79 depends only on d, v, and p, from the definition of f(*),
(E4), and the Fubini theorem, we have

1/p
(/ ||fs)||p —»/2) S> < NI, 0 ”/2)+NP01)‘1/2||“||L Q272

for N = N(d,v,p). Then, by combining the estimates we just derived, we infer
from (55) that

||Du||Lp(QT) + \/XHUHLP(QT7LE;P/2)
< NHF”LP(QT) + N”f”Lp(QT,I;p/Q) + Np0_1>\71/2||u||LP(QTy$;p/2)

with N = N(d,v,p). Now we choose A\g = 2N. Then, with A\ > /\Opal, we have
Npy 'A=1/2 < v/\/2, and consequently

| Dullz, ) + \/XHUHL v/

p(QT x
VA
< NHFHLP(QT) + N”f”LP(QT’z;P/Q) + THUHLP(QT,I;MZ)'

This estimate yields (2.2]).
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We finally prove the existence of the solution u € %1(QT). We note that for
the class of equations with constant coefficients

,’E;l(’ut + )\’U,) - Dl(Dlu - Fl) = )\1/2,’E;1f
in Q7 with the boundary condition u = 0 on {24 = 0}, the existence and uniqueness
of solution in ' (Qr) is proved in Theorem Il From this fact, and the method of

continuity, we can easily derive the existence of solution for (L2)-(L3]). The proof
is now completed. ([l

Next, we give the proof of Corollary 2.6

Proof of Corollary[Z.8. Recall that we consider the equation

{ut—l—u—diu = f in Qr,

u = 0 on {x4 =0} (5.6)

We note that when coefficients are constant, with a scaling argument, Theorem [2.4]
holds for all A > 0. See Theorem [4.1] for a similar result with slightly more general
equations. Then, applying (Z2)) for (&), we have

||Du||Lp(QT) + ||u||Lp(QTﬁz;p/2) < N||f||LP(QT,z;p/2)' (57)

Similarly, as u; solves the same equation as u in (B.6) with f replaced by fi, we
have

1Dl 0y + lluelly o wmrrzy < Nl g wzvry: (5.8)

QT,:Ed

Now, let g(z) = z;'[f — u; — u]. For each fixed t € (—o0,T), it follows from the
PDE in (&0) that u = u(t,-) is a solution of the Poisson equation

{—Au = g in R?,

v = 0 on 8R‘i. (5.9)

As xZ/ ?is an A, Muckenhoupt weight when p > 2. We apply the classical weighted
Calderén-Zydmund estimate for this elliptic equation (B3], and then integrating
the result in the time variable to obtain

2
1Dl a2y < N9l (0 2y (5.10)
S N[Hft”LP(QT@;PN) + HfHLP(QT@;”/Z)]

for N = N(d,p) > 0 and p > 2, where we also used (5.7) and (5.8)) in the last
estimate. Observe also that (BI0) also holds when p = 2 by an energy estimate
using integration by parts. In fact, we write

—z4Au="h in Qr

where h = f — u; — u. Then, multiplying this equation with D?,u and using the
integration by parts, we obtain

/ |DD$/u|2:cddz§/ ()| D%l dz.
Qr

T

From this, we obtain

/ \DDyruf2za d2 gN/ lluel? + [l + 1£17] 23 d.
QT QT
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On the other hand, from the PDE in (&.6]), we also obtain
/ |D3ul?xq dz < N/ [uel® + |ul® + [ ]2y " dz + / | D2, u|?wq dz.
Qr Qr Qr

Then, combining these estimates, we obtain (B.I0) for p = 2. Finally, by collecting
all estimates (57), (5.8) and (EI0), we get (Z3]). The proof is completed. O

APPENDIX A. ProOOF OF CLAIM A

We follow an approach used in [I0]. For a fixed k& € N, let us recall the definition
of Qi given in @25). Since u®) € 4 (Qr), Q2x is compact, and p € (1,2), by
Hoélder’s inequality,

k k
||u( )||Lp(@2kﬁz;p/2) + ||Du( )HL,,(@%) < .
Hence, we only need to prove that

k k
[t >|||LP(QT\@%@;M) + || Du )||LP(QT\@%) < 0.

The main idea is to use Theorem and a localization technique. For 5 > 0, let
7; be such that
n; = 0 in @zjk, n; = 1 outside @2j+1k,

and |Dn;| + |(n;)] < No277, where Ny is independent of j.

We note that the supports of F*) and f(*) are in @k, while the supports of 7,
are outside Q. Therefore, n; F¥ =5, f®) = F® Din. = 0 for every i = 1,2,....d
and j > 0. Because of this and with a simple calculation, we see that w®?! =

uFny, € 75" (Qr) is a weak solution of
,’E;l (ao’wgk’l) + )\Eo’w(k’l)) —D; (Eiijw(k’l) — ,Fi(k’l)) = A1/2$;1f(k,l)
in Q7, with the boundary condition w®** = 0 on {z4 = 0}, where

FFED =W, Dim, i=1,2,....d,

and
f(k’l) = )\71/2 (Eo’u(k) (771),5 - :Edﬁiiju(k)Dim).
It then follows from Theorem that
||Dw(k)l) ||L2(QT) + \/XH’LU(]CJ) ||L2(QT,z;1)
< NIIF®D | Lyary + NI L, 1y, VETeN

QT,LE; )7
This and as x4 ~ 27 in Qqi+2p \ Qait1x, We see that

(k) ~ . (k) ~ .
| Du ||L2(Q2j+2k\Q2j+1k)+\/X”u ||L2(Q2j+2k\Q2j+1kﬂE;1)

< N(2’j/2||u(k)||L2( 1+ A2

. ~ k) . .
Qaj+1:\Qaj sy ||L2(Q21+1k\Q2jk’z;1)

+ )\71/22*j/2||Du(k) ||L2(@2j+1k\@2j k))

—3j/2 (k) ~ _ (k) _ .
<c27 (HDU’ ||L2(Q2j+1k\Q2jk) + \/XHU ||L2(Q2j+1k\Q2jk7LE;1))
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for every j > 1, where C = C(\, k) > 0. Now, we iterate this last estimate to get
(k) _ _ (k) ~ ~
|1 Du ||L2(Q2j+1k\Q2jk) T \/XHu ||L2(Q2j+1k\Q2jk»w;1)
jo—i(i—1)/4 k k
< Cig=i=b/ (||Du( )||L2(@2k) + VAul )||L2@%1$;1)). (A1)
Then, it follows from (AJ]) and Holder’s inequality that
(k) _ _ (k)
1Du ||LP(Q2j+1k\Q2jk) T \/XHU ||Lp(

Qo1 \Qyi g ™)
< 1Qarrikl? 2 (1D 6 a0 VAN G G est)
< N2 (IDuPl 6,0 + VAP 6 0oty

where N = N(d, k,p, \) > 0. Therefore,

1D 07 @any + VA

k) .
”LP(QT\Q%,I;I)/Q)
— (k) . . (k) _ R
N Zl (”Du ||LP(Q2j+1k\Q2jk) T \/X”u ||LP(Q2j+lk\Q2jk’m;p/2))
J=
k k
< NIDuP |y 5y + NV, 071 < 00
and this proves the claim that u(®) € A, (Qr).

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]

For z4 € (0,1) and y € (0,z4), by the fundamental theorem of calculus and
Hoélder’s inequality, we have

Tq
(e, za)] < Ju(a’,y)| + / Dau(a’, s)) ds
Yy

p—1 Tq 1/p
<l )l +a7 ([ IDat P as)
0

Then, by integrating this inequality in y on (0, z4), we obtain
1/p

Tq 1 Td
e wlea < [ e )y + (/ |Ddu<x',s>|pds>
0 0

3_1 Tq 1/p 9 1 zq 1/p
< Nzg * (/ u(a,y) [Py ~"/? dy) +a, " (/ |Dau(a’, s)[P ds) ;
0 0

where we used Holder’s inequality again in the last estimate. Therefore, we have

1_1 Td Up 4 T4 1/p
u(e’, 24)| < Na} (/ |u<x',y>|pyp/2dy) T (/ |Ddu<x',s>|Pds>
0 0

for N = N(p) > 0. Now, we take the L,-norm of the last estimate in Bj, we infer
that

2ol sy < Na2~? lullws (5 xo.0a)-
Then, sending x4 — 07 and using the fact that p > 2, we obtain
u(z’,0) =0, forae 2z € Bj.
Next, we prove W) (D) = #,}(D). By definition, #,'(D) C W, (D). Therefore, it
suffices to prove that for u € W) (D), there is a sequence of functions {ux} C W, (D)
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that vanish near {4 = 0} such that uz — u in W) (D). Let ¢ € C*°([0,00)) be
such that

0<¢<1, ¢=lon[0,1], ¢=0in(200).
Denote by (x(z) = ((kzq), and ug(z) = u(z)(1 — (i(x)) for z € RY, and k € N.
Then,

Dyrup(w) = (1 = Ge(2))Doru(z),  Daup(w) = (1 = () Dau(x) — k¢’ (kza)u(z).
Consequently,

[ Duy, — Dul|p,,,(p)

2/k 1/p

< N||¢eDul|z,(p) + Nk / / lu(z, 2q) P d2’dzq
0 1

< NG Dul| 1, (p)

2/k Ur s ok
+ Nk / b day / / |Du(x’, 2q) P dz
0 0 !

2/k p
<N / / |Du(z’, zq)|P dz
0 1

In the second last inequality above, we used the fundamental theorem of calculus
and Holder’s inequality to yield

Zq p—1 Zaq 1/p
lu(x’, zq)| < / |Dgu(z’,s)|ds < x,” (/ |Dgu(z’, s)|P ds) :
0 0

Let £ — oo to complete the proof.

1/p

REFERENCES

[1] S. N. Armstrong, H. V. Tran, Viscosity solutions of general viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equa-
tions, Mathematische Annalen, 361 (2015), no. 3, 647-687.

[2] D. Cao, T. Menghesha, T. Phan, Weighted W1:P-estimates for weak solutions of degenerate
and singular elliptic equations, Indiana University Mathematics Journal, Vol. 67, No. 6 (2018),
2225-2277.

[3] F. Chiarenza, R. Serapioni, Degenerate parabolic equations and Harnack inequality, Annali
di Matematica Pura ed Applicata volume 137, p. 139-162 (1984).

[4] F. Chiarenza, R. Serapioni, A remark on a Harnack inequality for degenerate parabolic equa-
tions, Ren. Sem. Mat. Uni. Padova, 73 (1985), p. 179-190.

[5] M. G. Crandall, H. Ishii, and P.-L. Lions. User’s guide to viscosity solutions of second order
partial differential equations, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.), 27(1):1-67, 1992.

(6] P. Daskalopoulos, R. Hamilton, C°°-regularity of the free boundary for the porous medium
equation, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 11 (1998) 899-965.

(7] H. Dong and D. Kim, Parabolic and elliptic systems in divergence form with variably partially
BMO coefficients, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 43(3): 1075-1098, 2011.

(8] H. Dong, D. Kim, Higher order elliptic and parabolic systems with variably partially BMO
coefficients in regular and irregular domains, J. Funct. Anal. 261(11): 3279-3327, 2011.

9] H. Dong and D. Kim, On Ly-estimates for elliptic and parabolic equations with A, weights,
Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 370(7): 5081-5130, 2018.

[10] H. Dong and T. Phan, On parabolic and elliptic equations with singular or degenerate coef-
ficients, larXiv:2007.04385.

[11] H. Dong and T. Phan, Parabolic and elliptic equations with singular or degenerate coef-
ficients: the Dirichlet problem, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1090/tran/8397.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.04385
https://doi.org/10.1090/tran/8397

DIRICHLET PROBLEM, PARABOLIC EQUATIONS, DEGENERATE COEFFICIENTS 27

[12] H. Dong and T. Phan, Regularity for parabolic equations with singular or degenerate coeffi-
cients, Calculus of Variations and Partial Differential Equations, 60, 44 (2021).

[13] H. Dong and T. Phan, Weighted mized-norm Lp-estimates for elliptic and parabolic equations
in non-divergence form with singular degenerate coefficients, Revista Matematica Iberoamer-
icana, DOIL: 10.4171/rmi/1233.

[14] E. B. Fabes, Properties of nonnegative solutions of degenerate elliptic equations, Proceedings
of the International Conference on Partial Differential Equations dedicated to Luigi Amerio
on his 70th birthday, Milan/Como, 1982, Milan J. Math. 52 (1982) 11-21.

[15] E. B. Fabes, C. E. Kenig, R. P. Serapioni, The local regularity of solutions of degenerate
elliptic equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 7 (1982) 77-116.

[16] P. M. N. Fechan, C. A. Pop A Schauder approach to degenerate-parabolic partial differential
equations with unbounded coefficients, J. Differential Equations 254 (2013) 4401-4445.

[17] G. Fichera, On a unified theory of boundary value problems for elliptic-parabolic equations of
second order, Matematika, 7:6 (1963), 99-122; Boundary problems in differential equations,
Univ. of Wisconsin Press, Madison, 1960, 97-120.

[18] M. Giaquinta and L. Martinazzi, An Introduction to the Regularity Theory for Elliptic Sys-
tems, Harmonic Maps and Minimal Graphs, Scuola Normale Superiore Lecture Notes, (2012).

[19] D. Kim and N. V. Krylov. Elliptic differential equations with coefficients measurable with
respect to one variable and VMO with respect to the others. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 39(2):
489-506, 2007.

[20] D. Kim and N. V. Krylov. Parabolic equations with measurable coefficients. Potential Anal.,
26(4): 345-361, 2007.

[21] H. Koch, Non-Euclidean singular integrals and the porous medium equation, Habilitation
thesis, University of Heidelberg, 1999.

[22] J. J. Kohn, L. Nirenberg, Degenerate elliptic-parabolic equations of second order, Comm.
Pure Appl. Math. 20 (1967), 797-872.

[23] F.-H. Lin, On the Dirichlet problem for minimal graphs in hyperbolic space, Invent. Math.
96(3), 593-612, 1989.

[24] M. K. V. Murthy, G. Stampacchia, Boundary value problems for some degenerate-elliptic
operators, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4) 80 (1968), 1-122.

[25] M. K. V. Murthy, G. Stampacchia, Errata corrige: “Boundary value problems for some
degenerate-elliptic operators”, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4) 90 (1971), 413-414.

[26] O. A. Oleinik, E. V. Radkevi¢, Second order equations with nonnegative characteristic form,
Translated from the Russian by Paul C. Fife. Plenum Press, New York-London, 1973. vii4-259
pp-

[27] C. Wang, L. Wang, J. Yin, and S. Zhou, Hélder continuity of weak solutions of a class of
linear equations with boundary degeneracy, J. Differential Equations 239(1): 99-131, 2007.

(T. Phan) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF TENNESSEE, 227 AYRES HALL, 1403
CIRCLE DRIVE, KNOXVILLE, TN 37996-1320, USA
Email address: phan@math.utk.edu

(H. V. Tran) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN-MADISION, VAN
VLECK HALL 480 LINCOLN DRIVE MADISON, WI 53706, USA
Email address: hung@math.wisc.edu



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Settings
	1.2. Motivations and relevant literature

	2. Functional spaces and statements of main results
	2.1. Functional spaces and definition of weak solutions
	2.2. Notations and statement of main results

	3. Theory of L2-weak solutions
	4. Equations with coefficients depending only on xd
	4.1. Pointwise estimates for homogeneous equations
	4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.1

	5. Equations with partially VMO coefficients
	Appendix A. Proof of Claim A
	Appendix B. Proof of Theorem 2.1
	References

