
ar
X

iv
:2

10
8.

00
65

6v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  1
0 

Ja
n 

20
22

PARABOLIC WEIGHTED SOBOLEV-POINCARÉ TYPE

INEQUALITIES

LARS DIENING, MIKYOUNG LEE, AND JIHOON OK

Abstract. We derive weighted Sobolev-Poincaré type inequalities in function spaces
concerned with parabolic partial differential equations. We consider general weights
depending on both space and time variables belonging to a Muckenhoupt class, so-called
the parabolic Ap-class, where only the parabolic cubes are involved in the definition.

1. Introduction

Sobolev and Poincaré type inequalities are fundamental tools investigating relevant
Sobolev spaces and related partial differential equations (PDEs). For classical weighted
Sobolev spaces they have been studied for a long time in for instance [1, 5, 6, 10, 11,
14, 16, 20, 27]. In particular, Fabes, Kenig and Serapioni [16] obtained the weighted
Sobolev-Poincaré inequality

(1.1)

(
1

w(Br)

ˆ

Br

|f − (f)Br
|pkw dx

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Br)

ˆ

Br

|Df |pw dx

) 1
p

,

and, using this, proved Cα-regularity and Harnack’s inequality for a solution to a degen-
erate linear elliptic equation. In the above inequality, Br is a ball in R

n, 1 < p < ∞, a
weight w : Rn → [0,∞) is in the Ap-class, and k > 1 can be chosen as

k =
n

n− 1
+ δ

for some δ > 0. We also refer to [6] for a simpler proof of (1.1). After then, regularity
theory for degenerate parabolic equations have been actively studied, see for instance
[7, 8, 9, 19, 28]. However, the weights treated in the preceding papers are independent of
the time variable or satisfy the Ap condition on the time or the space variables separately.
In this paper, we consider Sobolev spaces arising from parabolic PDEs and weights in
the so-called parabolic Ap-class (cf. Section 2), which is a natural Muckenhoupt class in
the parabolic setting, and derive the Sobolev-Poincaré type inequalities in this parabolic
setting.

More precisely, we consider a function u ∈ L1(I,W 1
1 (Ω)) that is a distributional solution

of the following divergence type linear parabolic equations:

(1.2) ut = divxG in Ω× I,

where z = (x, t) ∈ Ω × I ⊂ R
n × R, when G ∈ L1(Ω × I,Rn). Here the distributional

solution u of (1.2) means it satisfies that
ˆ

Ω×I

uϕt dz =

ˆ

Ω×I

G ·Dxϕdz for all ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω× I).
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The crucial point is that u may not be differentiable with respect to t but satisfies (1.2)
in the distributional sense. Regarding this point, a parabolic Poincaré type inequality for
u in the framework of Orlicz space, which is a larger class than the Lp space, was derived
in [12]. In this paper we obtain Sobolev-Poincaré type inequalities for u with weight w =
w(x, t) in the parabolic Ap class and G ∈ Lp

w(Ω× I,Rn) for some p > 1, in Theorem 3.1
and its corollaries. A typical case of (1.2) is when G(x, t) = A(x, t)Du+ F (x, t), where
A is an n× n matrix satisfying suitable uniform ellipticity and boundedness conditions.
In this case there have been studied regularity estimates for Du when F ∈ Lp

w(Ω× I,Rn)
in [3, 25] and hence, applying our main result, improved regularity for the solution u can
be also observed, see Remark 3.17.

Non-divergence type second order linear parabolic equations have the form

(1.3) ut − aij(x, t)uxixj
= f in ΩT ,

where the n × n matrix A = [aij ] satisfies suitable uniform ellipticity and boundedness
conditions. For this equation, it is well known that if Ω is in C1,1, A is continuous and
f ∈ Lp(ΩT ), then there exists a strong solution u in W 2,1

p (ΩT ), i.e., weak derivatives ut,

Du,D2u exist in Lp-space, with u = 0 on the parabolic boundary of ΩT . (We may consider
discontinuous coefficient matrix A in VMO type spaces, see [21].) Here, Du = Dxu and
D2u = D2

xu are the spatial gradient and Hessian of u, respectively. Regarding to the
W 2,1

p -space, we have the following Sobolev-Poincaré type inequality

(1.4)

(
 

Cr

|Du− (Du)Cr
|pk dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
 

Cr

[
|ut|

p + |D2u|p
]
dz

) 1
p

for any parabolic cylinder Cr and any function u ∈ W 2,1
p (Cr), where k = n+2

n+2−p
> 1 if

p < n + 2, see for instance [23, Theorem 19]. The main point in the above inequality is
that the right-hand side does not involve the derivative of Du with respect to variable t
but ut. Therefore it is enough to consider ut and D2u when Lp-regularity theory is studied
for (1.3). In recent papers [2, 4, 13] there have been studied strong solutions in the setting
of weighted spaces, but the weighted version of (1.4) has not been investigated. In this
paper, we derive the weighted version of (1.4) in Theorem 4.1 as a direct consequence of
the main result. Moreover, we also obtain its boundary version on an upper half region
of a parabolic cube/cylinder for functions with zero value on the flat boundary.

The main difficulty is that, in contrast to the unweighted case, we cannot take ad-
vantage of the classical weighted Sobolev-Poincaré inequality (1.1) on each time slice,
because the restriction of a weight function in the parabolic Ap-class on each time slice,
x 7→ w(x, t), does not belong to the Ap-class in general. In order to overcome this dif-
ficulty, we present an alternative approach. Its main idea is that by making use of the
parabolic Poincaré type estimates obtained in [12] (cf. Lemma 2.4) we derive pointwise
estimates in terms of a parabolic version of Riesz potential, which is called the caloric
Riesz potential (cf. (2.3)) introduced in [15] (see also [22]), and then we apply the bound-
edness of a maximal operator in Lp

w-spaces with the Ap weight w in the parabolic setting.
We notice that similar arguments have been used in, for instance, [17, 26], where weighted
Sobolev-Poincaré type inequalities are derived in the setting of spaces of homogeneous
type. In this paper, we are interested in solutions of parabolic PDEs and Sobolev-Poincaré
type inequalities in relevant weighted spaces.
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2. Preliminaries

Notation. We write z = (x, t) = (x1, . . . , xn, t) as a point in R
n ×R = R

n+1. We define
the parabolic distance dp between two points z = (x, t) and z̃ = (x̃, t̃) in R

n+1 by

dp(z, z̃) := max
{
|x− x̃|,

√
|t− t̃|

}
,

where | · | is the Euclidean distance. For α > 0, z = (x, t) ∈ R
n+1 and r := (r̃, rn+1) =

(r1, . . . , rn, rn+1) with ri > 0, i = 1, . . . , n+ 1, the α-parabolic rectangle Qα
r
(z) is defined

by

Qα
r
(z) := K

r̃
(x)× (t− αr2n+1, t+ αr2n+1)

where K
r̃
(x) := {y = (y1, . . . , yn) ∈ R

n : |xi − yi| < ri, i = 1, . . . , n} is the n-dimensional
rectangle. In particular, for r > 0, if ri = r for all i = 1, . . . , n+1, we writeQα

r (z) = Qα
r
(z).

Note that Qα
r (z) is called an α-parabolic cube. In addition, for α, r > 0, the α-parabolic

cylinder Cα
r (z) is defined by

Cα
r (z) := Br(x)× (t− αr2, t + αr2),

where Br(x) = {y ∈ R
n : |x− y| < r} is the n-dimensional ball centered at x with radius

r. In particular, when α = 1, we abbreviate Q1
r(z) = Qr(z) and C1

r (z) = Cr(z), which
are called a parabolic cube and a parabolic cylinder, respectively.

We also denote

(2.1) Q+
r (z) = Qr(z) ∩ {xn > 0} and C+

r (z) = Cr(z) ∩ {t > 0}.

For the sake of simplicity, we omit the center z when z = 0 in the above notation, for
example, Qr = Qr(0), Q

+
r = Q+

r (0),. . . . In addition, we denote

(2.2) Tr = Qr(0) ∩ {xn = 0} = Cr(0) ∩ {xn = 0} .

Let U be a bounded open set in R
n+1. For a function v : U → R, we denote the spatial

gradient of v by Dv = (vx1, . . . , vxn
), the spatial Hessian of v by D2v, and the time

derivative of v by vt. For an integrable function g in U , we define the mean of g in U by

(g)U :=

 

U

g(z)dz :=
1

|U |

ˆ

U

g(z) dz.

Finally, the caloric Riesz potential of a measurable function g in R
n+1 is defined by

(2.3) Iβg(z) :=

ˆ

Rn+1

g(z̃)

dp(z, z̃)n+2−β
dz̃, z ∈ R

n,

where 0 < β 6 n + 2.

Parabolic Ap-class and weighted spaces. For 1 < p < ∞, a weight w in R
n+1, i.e., a

locally integrable nonnegative function w in R
n+1, is called a parabolic Ap weight, denoted

by w ∈ Ap, if

[w]p := sup
Q

(
 

Q

w dz

)(
 

Q

w
−1
p−1 dz

)p−1

< ∞,

where the supremum is taken over all parabolic cubes Q ⊂ R
n+1. Every parabolic Ap

weight has the doubling property, and monotonicity Ap1 ⊂ Ap2 for p1 6 p2. We identify
weight w with measure w(E) :=

´

E
w(z) dz, for measurable sets E ⊂ R

n+1. For the
properties of Ap weight, we refer to, for instance, [3, 18].

Let U ⊂ R
n+1 be bounded. Given w ∈ Ap, L

p
w(U) denotes the weighted Lebesgue space

which contains all measurable functions u on U such that ‖u‖Lp
w(U) :=

(´
U
|u|pw dz

)1/p
<

3



∞. We define the space W 2,1
p,w(U) as the set of functions u satisfying that u, ut, Du,D2u

exist in Lp
w(U). When w ≡ 1, we write W 2,1

p (U) = W 2,1
p,1 (U).

For Ω ⊂ R
n, we define W 1

p (Ω) by the set of functions u satisfying that u,Du exist in

Lp(Ω). In addition, for 1 6 p < ∞ and an interval I ⊂ R, u ∈ Lp(I,W 1
p (Ω)) means that

u(·, t) ∈ W 1
p (Ω) a.e. t ∈ I and Du ∈ Lp(Ω× I).

Poincaré type inequalities. We introduce Poincaré type inequalities under a parabolic
equation in divergence form. From now on, if a 6 ri 6 b for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n + 1 and
for some 0 < a < b, we write a 6 r 6 b where r = (r1, . . . , rn+1).

Lemma 2.4 (Theorem 2.8, [12]). For α, r > 0, let C = Ω×I ⊂ R
n×R be an α-parabolic

cylinder Cα
r or α-parabolic rectangle Qα

r
with r/2 6 r 6 2r. If u ∈ L1(I,W 1

1 (Ω)) is a
distributional solution of ut = divG in C with G ∈ L1(C,Rn), then we have

(2.5)

 

C

|u− (u)C | dz 6 c r

 

C

|Du| dz + cαr

 

C

|G| dz

for some c = c(n) > 0.

Note that in [12, Theorem 2.8], only the α-parabolic cylinders Cα
r are considered, but

the inequality (2.5) still holds for the α-parabolic rectangles Qα
r
as stated in the above

lemma without any significant modification to the proof.

3. Weighted Sobolev inequalities for solutions of parabolic equations in

divergence form.

We consider a distributional solution u to (1.2), for which we obtain the following
Sobolev-Poincaré type inequality that is the main result in this paper.

Theorem 3.1. Let 1 < p < ∞ and w ∈ Ap. If u ∈ L1((−r2, r2),W 1
1 (Kr)) with Du ∈

Lp
w(Qr,R

n) is a distributional solution to ut = divG in Qr, where G ∈ Lp
w(Qr,R

n), then
u ∈ Lpk

w (Qr) with

(3.2) k =
n+ 2

n+ 1
+ δ > 1 for some δ = δ(n, p, [w]p) > 0,

and we have
(

1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

|u− (u)Qr
|pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

[
|Du|+ |G|

]p
w dz

) 1
p

for some c = c(n, p, [w]p) > 0.
Moreover, the theorem holds true if we replace the n-dimensional cube Kr and the

parabolic cube Qr by the n-dimensional ball Br and the parabolic cylinder Cr, respectively.

Remark 3.3. A more specific expression of the constant k can be found in (3.6) in the
proof of Lemma 3.4 below. In the unweighted case (i.e., w ≡ 1) with p < n + 2, we can
choose k = n+2

n+2−p
, since w ≡ 1 ∈ A1 and hence the constant q in the proof of Lemma 3.4

can be taken as 1.

In order to prove Theorem 3.1, we first prove a higher integrability of the caloric Riesz
potential in the weighted Lebesgue spaces under the parabolic setting.

Lemma 3.4. Let 1 < p < ∞ and w ∈ Ap. If f ∈ Lp
w(R

n+1) and f ≡ 0 in R
n+1 \ Qr,

then we have

(3.5)

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

[I1|f |]
pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

|f |pw dz

) 1
p

,
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where k > 1 is given in (3.2), for some c = c(n, p, [w]p) > 0.
Moreover, the lemma holds true if we replace the parabolic cube Qr by the parabolic

cylinder Cr.

Proof. Note that w ∈ Aq for some q ∈ (1, p) and [w]q > 0 depending only on n, p and
[w]p, see [18]. Moreover, we shall assume that q > p

n+2
. For any ε > 0 we have

I1|f |(z) =

ˆ

dp(z̃,z)6ε

|f(z̃)|

dp(z, z̃)n+1
dz̃ +

ˆ

dp(z̃,z)>ε

|f(z̃)|

dp(z, z̃)n+1
dz̃ =: I1 + I2.

For I1,

I1 =

∞∑

j=0

ˆ

2−j−1ε<dp(z̃,z)62−jε

|f(z̃)|

dp(z, z̃)n+1
dz̃ 6

∞∑

j=0

2(j+1)(n+1)ε−(n+1)

ˆ

dp(z̃,z)62−jε

|f(z̃)| dz̃

6 c(n)ε
∞∑

j=0

2−j

 

Q
2−jε

(z)

|f(z̃)| dz̃ 6 c(n)εMf(z)
∞∑

j=0

2−j 6 c(n)εMf(z),

where Mf(z) := sups>0

ffl

Qs(z)
|f(z̃)| dz̃ is the parabolic maximal function of f , and we

used the fact that |Q2−jε(z)| = 2n+1(2−jε)n+2. For I2, by Hölder’s inequality and the
facts that f ≡ 0 on (Qr)

c and w ∈ Aq,

I2 6

(
ˆ

Qr

|f |pw dz̃

) 1
p
(
ˆ

Qr

w− 1
q−1 dz̃

) q−1
p

(
ˆ

dp(z̃,z)>ε

dp(z, z̃)
− p(n+1)

p−q dz

) p−q

p

6 c

(
ˆ

Qr

|f |pw dz̃

) 1
p
(
ˆ

Qr

w− 1
q−1 dz̃

) q−1
p

ε1−
q(n+2)

p .

Note that in the last inequality we used the following fact
ˆ

dp(z̃,z)>ε

dp(z, z̃)
− p(n+1)

p−q dz

= 2

ˆ ε2

0

ˆ

{x∈Rn:|x|>ε}
|x|−

p(n+1)
p−q dx dt+ 2

ˆ ∞

ε2

ˆ

{x∈Rn:|x|>
√
t}
|x|−

p(n+1)
p−q dx dt

+ 2

ˆ ∞

ε2

ˆ

{x∈Rn:0<|x|6
√
t}
t−

p(n+1)
2(p−q) dx dt

6 c

ˆ ε2

0

ε−
p(n+1)
p−q

+n dt+ c

ˆ ε2

0

t−
p(n+1)
2(p−q)

+n
2 dt = cε−

p(n+1)
p−q

+n+2.

Now, we take ε > 0 such that

εMf(z) =

(
ˆ

Qr

|f |pw dz̃

) 1
p
(
ˆ

Qr

w− 1
q−1 dz̃

) q−1
p

ε1−
q(n+2)

p ,

hence

ε = [Mf(z)]
− p

q(n+2)

(
ˆ

Qr

|f |pw dz̃

) 1
q(n+2)

(
ˆ

Qr

w− 1
q−1 dz̃

) q−1
q(n+2)

.

Therefore, we obtain

I1|f |(z) = I1 + I2 6 c[Mf(z)]1−
p

q(n+2)

(
ˆ

Qr

|f |pw dz̃

) 1
q(n+2)

(
ˆ

Qr

w− 1
q−1 dz̃

) q−1
q(n+2)

.
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Then, letting

(3.6) k =
q(n+ 2)

q(n+ 2)− p
=

n + 2

n+ 2− p/q
=:

n+ 2

n+ 1
+ δ,

we have
(
ˆ

Qr

[I1|f |]
pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c

(
ˆ

Qr

|f |pw dz̃

) 1
q(n+2)

(
ˆ

Qr

w− 1
q−1 dz̃

) q−1
q(n+2)

(
ˆ

Qr

[Mf ]pw dz

) 1
pk

.

Since w ∈ Ap, by the boundedness of the maximal operator in Lp
w(R

n+1) in the parabolic
setting, see [3, Eq. (2.4)] and [18], and using the fact that f ≡ 0 in (Qr)

c,

(
ˆ

Qr

[I1|f |]
pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c

(
ˆ

Qr

|f |pw dz

) 1
p
(
ˆ

Qr

w− 1
q−1 dz

) q−1
q(n+2)

.

Finally, since w ∈ Aq,

(
ˆ

Qr

[I1|f |]
pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c

(
ˆ

Qr

|f |pw dz

) 1
p

|Qr|
q−1

q(n+2)

(
w(Qr)

|Qr|

)− 1
q(n+2)

6 c r

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

|f |pw dz

) 1
p

w(Qr)
1
pk .

This implies (3.5).
If we consider the parabolic cylinder Cr instead of Qr, the result directly follows from

(3.5) and the fact that

(3.7) 1 6
w(Qr)

w(A)
6 [w]p

(
|Qr|

|A|

)p

, whenever A ⊂ Qr

(see [18, Eq. (9.2.1)]). Indeed, since Cr ⊂ Qr and f ≡ 0 in R
n+1 \ Cr,

(
1

w(Cr)

ˆ

Cr

[I1|f |]
pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

[I1|f |]
pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

|f |pw dz

) 1
p

6 c r

(
1

w(Cr)

ˆ

Cr

|f |pw dz

) 1
p

.

�

Now we start the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.
We first consider the parabolic cube Qr. It suffices to prove the theorem for the case

that (u)Qr
= 0, since v := u− (u)Qr

also satisfies vt = divG in the distributional sense.
Let z̃ ∈ Qr satisfy that

(3.8) lim
ρ→0

 

Qρ(z̃)

|u(z)− u(z̃)| dz = 0.

Such a point z̃ is called the parabolic Lebesgue point of u. One can easily see that the
set of points that are not the parabolic Lebesgue points has Lebesgue measure zero in
R

n+1. Define rj := 21−jr, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , and Q̃j := Qrj (z̃) ∩ Qr. Then we see that

Q̃0 = Qr and Q̃j is a parabolic rectangle Q1
r
(ξ) with rj/2 6 r 6 rj for some ξ ∈ Qr, hence

|Q̃j| ≈ |Qrj(z̃)| ≈ rn+2
j , where relevant constants depend only on n.

6



Applying (2.5) in Lemma 2.4 with C = Q̃j (i.e., α = 1), we have
(3.9)

|u(z̃)| 6

∞∑

j=0

|(u)Q̃j
− (u)Q̃j+1

| 6 c

∞∑

j=0

 

Q̃j

|u− (u)Q̃j
| dz 6 c

∞∑

j=0

 

Q̃j

rj [|Du|+ |G|] dz.

Then, since Qrj (z̃) = ·
⋃∞

i=j(Qri(z̃) \Qri+1
(z̃)), for almost every z̃ ∈ Qr,

|u(z̃)| 6 c
∞∑

j=0

∞∑

i=j

ˆ

(Qri
(z̃)\Qri+1 (z̃))∩Qr

r−n−1
j [|Du|+ |G|] dz

= c
∞∑

i=0

( i∑

j=0

r−n−1
j

)
ˆ

(Qri
(z̃)\Qri+1 (z̃))∩Qr

[|Du|+ |G|] dz

= c
∞∑

i=0

( i∑

j=0

2−(n+1)(i−j)

)
ˆ

(Qri
(z̃)\Qri+1 (z̃))∩Qr

r−n−1
i [|Du|+ |G|] dz

6 c

∞∑

i=0

ˆ

(Qri
(z̃)\Qri+1(z̃))∩Qr

r−n−1
i [|Du|+ |G|] dz

6 c

ˆ

Qr

|Du(z)|+ |G(z)|

dp(z, z̃)n+1
dz = cI1(|Du|+ |G|)χQr

(z̃).

Finally, applying Lemma 3.4 with f = (|Du|+ |G|)χQr
, we have

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

|u|pkw dz

) 1
pk

6

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

[
I1(|Du|+ |G|)χQr

]pk
w dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

[
|Du|+ |G|

]p
w dz

) 1
p

.

This completes the proof.
We next consider the parabolic cylinder Cr. Let z̃ = (x̃, t̃) ∈ Cr satisfy that

lim
ρ→0

 

Cρ(z̃)

|u(z)− u(z̃)| dz = 0.

Note that this equality is equivalent to (3.8). Define rj := 21−jr, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . . Then

there exists j0 ∈ N such that Crj0+1
(z̃) ⊂ Cr 6⊂ Crj0

(z̃). Put C̃0 = Cr and C̃j = Crj(z̃) for
j > j0. On the other hand, for j = 1, . . . , j0, we can find ρj , αj > 0 and zj = (yj, τj) ∈
Crj(z̃) ∩ Cr such that

1
2
rj 6 ρj 6 rj ,

1
2
6 αj 6 4, and C̃j := Cαj

ρj
(zj) ⊂ Crj(z̃) ∩ Cr.

Indeed, we can choose

ρj :=

{
rj+r−|x̃|

2
if rj > r − |x̃|,

rj if rj 6 r − |x̃|,
αj :=





r2j+r2−|t̃|
2ρ2j

if r2j > r2 − |t̃|,
r2j
ρ2j

if r2j 6 r2 − |t̃|,

yj :=

{
(r − ρj)

x̃
|x̃| if rj > r − |x̃|,

x̃ if rj 6 r − |x|,
and τj :=

{
(r2 − αjρ

2
j )

t̃
|t̃| if r2j > r2 − |t̃|,

t̃ if r2j 6 r2 − |t̃|,

so that Bρj (yj) is the largest ball in Brj(x̃) ∩Br and (τj − αjρ
2
j , τj + αjρ

2
j ) = (t̃− r2j , t̃+

r2j )∩ (−r2, r2). Note that for every j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , C̃j+1 ⊂ C̃j ⊂ C̃0 = Cr and |C̃j| ≈ rn+2
j
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with relevant constant depending only on n and independent of j. Therefore, applying
(2.5) in Lemma 2.4 with C = C̃j, we have

|u(z̃)| 6 c

∞∑

j=0

 

C̃j

|u− (u)C̃j
| dz 6 c

∞∑

j=0

 

C̃j

rj [|Du|+ |G|] dz

6 c
∞∑

j=0

 

Crj
(z̃)∩Cr

rj [|Du|+ |G|] dz,

which is the counterpart of (3.9). The rest part of the proof is exactly same as the one
for the parabolic cube Qr. �

The following higher integrability of |u|pw follows from Theorem 3.1.

Corollary 3.10. Let 1 < p < ∞ and w ∈ Ap. If u ∈ L1((−r2, r2),W 1
1 (Kr)) with

Du ∈ Lp
w(Qr,R

n) is a distributional solution to ut = divG in Qr, where G ∈ Lp
w(Qr,R

n),
then |u|pw ∈ Lγ(Qr) for some γ ∈ (1, k) depending only on n, p and [w]p, where k > 1 is
given in (3.2) (see (3.12) below), and we have

(
1

|Qr|

ˆ

Qr

[
|u− (u)Qr

|pw
]γ

dz

) 1
pγ

6 c r

(
1

|Qr|

ˆ

Qr

[|Du|p + |G|p]w dz

) 1
p

for some c = c(n, p, [w]p) > 0.
Moreover, the corollary holds true if we replace the parabolic cube Qr by the parabolic

cylinder Cr.

Proof. We recall the following reverse Hölder type inequality for an Ap-weight:

(3.11)

(
 

Qr

w1+ε0 dz

) 1
1+ε0

6 c

 

Qr

w dz,

where ε0, c > 0 depend only on n, p and [w]p (see [18]). Then choose γ ∈ (1, k) such that

(3.12) 1 <
(k − 1)γ

k − γ
< 1 + ε0.

By Hölder’s inequality,

1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

[
|u− (u)Qr

|pw
]γ

dz =
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

|u− (u)Qr
|pγw

γ

kwγ− γ

k dz

6

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

|u− (u)Qr
|pkw dz

) γ

k
(

1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

w
(k−1)γ
k−γ dz

) k−γ

k

,

and moreover, using Hölder’s inequality with (3.12) and (3.11),

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

w
(k−1)γ
k−γ dz

)k−γ

k

=

(
|Qr|

w(Qr)

)k−γ

k
(
 

Qr

w
(k−1)γ
k−γ dz

)k−γ

k

6 c

(
|Qr|

w(Qr)

) k−γ
k
(
 

Qr

w dz

) (k−1)γ
k

= c

(
w(Qr)

|Qr|

)γ−1

.
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Therefore, it directly follows from Theorem 3.1 that

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

[
|u− (u)Qr

|pw
]γ

dz

) 1
pγ

6 c r

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

[|Du|p + |G|p]w dz

) 1
p
(
w(Qr)

|Qr|

)γ−1
γp

,

which implies the desired estimates. �

We next consider distributional solutions to (1.2) in the upper half parabolic cube Q+
r ,

or cylinder C+
r , in (2.1) with zero boundary condition on Tr in (2.2).

Theorem 3.13. Let 1 < p < ∞ and w ∈ Ap. If u ∈ L1((−r2, r2),W 1
1 (K

+
r )) with

Du ∈ Lp
w(Qr,R

n) is a distributional solution of ut = divG in Q+
r with u = 0 on Tr,

where G ∈ Lp
w(Q

+
r ,R

n), then u ∈ Lpk
w (Q+

r ) with k > 1 given in (3.2), and we have

(3.14)

(
1

w(Q+
r )

ˆ

Q+
r

|u|pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Q+
r )

ˆ

Q+
r

[
|Du|+ |G|

]p
w dz

) 1
p

for some c = c(n, p, [w]p) > 0.
Moreover, the theorem holds true if we replace the parabolic cube Qr by the parabolic

cylinder Cr.

Proof. This is a consequence of Theorem 3.1 with an extension argument. For a function
v on Q+

r we define ṽ and v on Qr by the odd extension and the even extension of v,
respectively, i.e.,

ṽ(z) = v(x1, . . . , xn, t) =

{
v(x1, . . . , xn−1, xn, t) if xn > 0,

−v(x1, . . . , xn−1,−xn, t) if xn < 0,

and

v(z) = v(x1, . . . , xn, t) =

{
v(x1, . . . , xn−1, xn, t) if xn > 0,
v(x1, . . . , xn−1,−xn, t) if xn < 0.

Let G = (g1, . . . , gn) and define G∗ := (g̃1, . . . , g̃n−1, gn). Then we can see that ũ (the
even extension of u) is in L1((−r2, r2),W 1

1 (Kr)) and satisfies

(3.15) ũt = divG∗ in Qr, in the distribution sense.

This can be proved by using a cut-off function, see for instance [24, Theorem 3.4]. Indeed,
for any small ε ∈ (0, 1), let Uε = {(x′, xn, t) : 0 6 xn 6 ε} and ηε ∈ C∞

0 (R) such that
0 6 ηε 6 1, ηε(τ) = 1 if |τ | 6 ε

2
, ηε(τ) = 0 if |τ | > ε, ηε(−τ) = ηε(τ) for all τ ∈ R, and
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|η′ε| 6 4/ε. Then we have that for any ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Qr),

ˆ

Qr

ũϕt dz =

ˆ

Q+
r

ũ(ϕ(x′, xn, t)− ϕ(x′,−xn, t))t dz

=

ˆ

Q+
r

u[(1− ηε(xn))(ϕ(x
′, xn, t)− ϕ(x′,−xn, t)]t dz

+

ˆ

Q+
r ∩Uε

u[ηε(xn)(ϕ(x
′, xn, t)− ϕ(x′,−xn, t)]t dz

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:I1

=

ˆ

Q+
r

G ·D[(1− ηε(xn))(ϕ(x
′, xn, t)− ϕ(x′,−xn, t))] dz + I1

=

ˆ

Q+
r

G ·D(ϕ(x′, xn, t)− ϕ(x′,−xn, t)) dz

+

ˆ

Q+
r ∩Uε

G ·D[ηε(xn)(ϕ(x
′, xn, t)− ϕ(x′,−xn, t))] dz

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:I2

+I1

=

ˆ

Qr

G∗ ·Dϕdz + I1 + I2.

This implies (3.15) since

|I1| 6 c‖ϕt‖∞

ˆ

Q+
r ∩Uε

|u| dz −→ 0 as ε → 0,

|I2| 6 c‖Dϕ‖∞

ˆ

Q+
r ∩Uε

|G| dz −→ 0 as ε → 0.

Finally, from Theorem 3.1 with the facts that (ũ)Qr
= 0 and 1 6

w(Qr)

w(Q+
r )

6 [w]p2
p by

(3.7), we have that
(

1

w(Q+
r )

ˆ

Q+
r

|u|pkw dz

) 1
pk

6

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

|ũ|pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

[
|Dũ|+ |G∗|

]p
w dz

) 1
p

6 c r

(
1

w(Q+
r )

ˆ

Q+
r

[
|Du|+ |G|

]p
w dz

) 1
p

. �

Remark 3.16. In stead of the zero boundary condition on the flat, we can consider a zero
initial condition. More precisely, under the same setting as in the above theorem, if u ∈
L1((−r2, r2),W 1

1 (Kr)) with Du ∈ Lp
w(Qr,R

n) is a distributional solution of ut = divG in
Qr, where G ∈ Lp

w(Qr,R
n) and satisfies that

lim
tց−rs

 t

−rs

(
ˆ

Kr

|u(x, s)| dx

)
ds = 0,

then we have the estimate (3.14), replacing Q+
r with Qr. Its proof is almost the same as

the one of the above theorem.

We end this section with an application of the above results to typical linear parabolic
equations in divergence form.
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Remark 3.17. We consider the following linear parabolic equation

(3.18)

{
ut − div(A(x, t)Du) = divF in Cr,

u = 0 on ∂p(Cr),

where ∂p(Cr) = (∂Br × (−r2, r2)) ∪ (Br × {t = −r2}) as the parabolic boundary of Cr.
Then in view of [25], one can see that, under suitable assumptions on A, for instance that
A is bounded, satisfies the uniform ellipticity and is of VMO(vanishing mean oscillation),
if F ∈ Lp

w(Cr,R
n) for some 1 < p < ∞ and w ∈ Ap, there exists u ∈ Lq((−r2, r2);W 1

q (Br))
for some q > 1 such that u is a distributional solution of (3.18) and

ˆ

Cr

|Du|pw dz 6 c

ˆ

Cr

|F |pw dz.

Therefore, by Theorem 3.13, we obtain that u ∈ Lpk
w (Cr) and

(
1

w(Cr)

ˆ

Cr

|u− (u)Cr
|pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Cr)

ˆ

Cr

|F |pw dz

) 1
p

.

4. Weighted Sobolev-Poincaré type inequalities for the spatial gradient

We consider functions in W 2,1
1 -space and obtain weighted Sobolev-Poincaré type in-

equalities for Du with a weight w ∈ Ap and 1 < p < ∞ as consequences of the results in
the previous section.

Theorem 4.1. Let 1 < p < ∞ and w ∈ Ap. If u ∈ W 2,1
1 (Qr) and ut, |D

2u| ∈ Lp
w(Qr),

then Du ∈ Lpk
w (Qr,R

n) with k > 1 given in (3.2), and we have

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

|Du− (Du)Qr
|pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

[
|D2u|p + |ut|

p
]
w dz

) 1
p

for some c = c(n, p, [w]p) > 0.

Proof. For i = 1, 2, . . . , n, set vi := uxi
. Then we have (vi)t = (ut)xi

= divGi a.e. in Qr,
where Gi = (gi1, . . . , g

i
n) with gii = ut and gij = 0 for all j 6= i. Therefore, by Theorem 3.1,

we have for each i = 1, . . . , n,

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

|uxi
− (uxi

)Qr
|pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

[
|D(uxi

)|p + |Gi|p
]
w dz

) 1
p

6 c r

(
1

w(Qr)

ˆ

Qr

[
|D2u|p + |ut|

p
]
w dz

) 1
p

.

This completes the proof. �

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 < p < ∞ and w ∈ Ap. If u ∈ W 2,1
1 (Q+

r ) with ut, |D
2u| ∈ Lp

w(Q
+
r )

and u = 0 on Tr, then Du ∈ Lpk
w (Q+

r ,R
n) with k > 1 given in (3.2), and we have

(
1

w(Q+
r )

ˆ

Q+
r

[ n−1∑

i=1

|uxi
|+ |uxn

− (uxn
)Q+

r
|

]pk
w dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Q+
r )

ˆ

Q+
r

[
|ut|

p + |D2u|p
]
w dz

) 1
p

for some c = c(n, p, [w]p) > 0.
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Proof. Since uxi
= 0 on Tr for i = 1, . . . , n− 1, in view of the proofs of Theorem 4.1 and

Theorem 3.13 we have that for each i = 1, . . . , n− 1,
(

1

w(Q+
r )

ˆ

Qr

|uxi
|pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Q+
r )

ˆ

Q+
r

[
|D2u|p + |ut|

p
]
w dz

) 1
p

.

On the other hand, for uxn
, we directly apply Theorem 3.1. Note that clearly Theo-

rem 3.1 still holds if we replace Qr by Q+
r . Since (vi)t = (ut)xi

= divG a.e. in Q+
r , where

Gi = (0, . . . , 0, ut), we obtain
(

1

w(Q+
r )

ˆ

Q+
r

|uxn
− (uxn

)Q+
r
|pkw dz

) 1
pk

6 c r

(
1

w(Q+
r )

ˆ

Q+
r

[|D(uxn
)|p + |G|p]w dz

) 1
p

6 c r

(
1

w(Q+
r )

ˆ

Q+
r

[
|D2u|p + |ut|

p
]
w dz

) 1
p

.

This completes the proof. �

Remark 4.3. Theorems 3.13, 4.1 and 4.2 still hold if we replace the parabolic cube Qr by
the parabolic cylinder Cr. Moreover, we also have the counterparts of Corollary 3.10 for
those theorems.
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