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L? estimate of the heat equation on a bounded domain
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Abstract. We consider the linear heat equation on a bounded domain.
We study estimates of the derivatives, up to the second order, of the
solution locally in time in the Lebesgue spaces. We give a self-contained
proof of the estimates in the end-point cases p = 1, cc.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let d > 2. Suppose that Q be a bounded domain of R?. We consider the heat equation
with the Dirichlet boundary condition.
Ou—Au=0 in (0,7) x €,
(1.1) u=0 on (0,77) x 09,
u(0,-) = ug(-) in Q.
Our aim is to obtain L” estimates of second-order derivatives.
Let us recall some classical results. If € is a sufficiently smooth bounded domain and

p € (1,00), then there exists the heat semigroup {S,(t)}:>0 on LP(€2) and the solution
u(t) := Sp(t)up, defined by the semigroup, satisfies the following LP-LP estimates.

(1.2a) [u(@)llzr < Clluol| e,
(1.2b) IVu(t)||r < Ct 2| ug|| o, for t > 0.
(1.2¢) [V2u(t)|| e < Ct|uol| Lo,

where || - ||z» is the norm of LP(€2). We notice that u(t) decays exponentially in LP(£2) for
large ¢t. Our aim is to consider it locally in time.

In what follows, we suppose uy € C°(£2), which implies Sa(t)ug = S,(t)ug for any p €
(1,00). We then abbreviate p, and often use the following notation

S(t)UO = Sp (t)uo
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Theorem 1.1. Let d > 2. Suppose that Q2 be a bounded domain of R® with C® boundary,
ug € C(Q), and 1 < p < oo. Then u(t) := S(t)ug satisfies that

[u(®)]|r < Clluol| e,
(1.3) IVu(®)llze < Ct™12|luo|| 2o,
IV2u(t)llze < Ct™H|uollLs,

for allt > 0.

Remark. The smoothness of the boundary of €2 is needed for the L™ estimate, where we
follow the argument of the paper by Abe-Giga [I]. We do not impose any assumption for
the L' estimate. We will prove it by modifying the argument in [3].

We refer to some existing literature on derivative estimates. In the case when (2 is a
smooth bounded domain, the estimate of the solution itself is obvious from the property of
the semigroup. For the first derivatives, (I.2D]) holds for p € [1,00] (see [2], [6] and [I]).
For the second derivatives, if p € (1,00), then ([L.2d) can be obtained by using L? elliptic
estimate and basic property of analytic semigroup (see [10] and [7]). In addition, (L2d) holds
for p = 0o (see [1]).

We give a few comments on our proof. We prove only the case p = 1, co. The boundedness
of without derivatives is due to the basic property of the Cy semigroup. For p = 1, we argue
similarly to the paper [3] who considered the first derivative. As for p = oo, we apply the
contradiction argument by [I] for the Stokes equations. Although not used in this paper,
there is a possibility to show this theorem by direct estimate of the heat kernel using the
method in [5].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prepare a lemma and a proposition to
prove the theorem for p = co. In Sections 3 and 4, we prove the theorem for p = 1,00. In
the Appendix, we show some lemmas for the paper to be self-contained.

Notation. We denote by A the Dirichlet Laplacian, which is defined by

D(A) = {;lf € Hy(Q)|Af € LX(Q)},

Af ==Y f feD(A).
j=1

We notice that A is a self-adjoint operator on L*(2) and by the argument in the paper [2],

e~ ' can be defined in more generalized distribution spaces based on the spectral multiplier.

If ug € C(Q), then S(t)ug = e~ ug, which is used in the proof for p = 1.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We prepare a lemma and a proposition for the proof when p = oco. We consider the
estimate for the following quantity.

Nu)(t,z) = |u(t, z)| + 2| Vu(t, z)| + t|Vu(t, )| + t|Opu(t, z)|.

The first lemma considers an estimate of N[u], and that for the Stokes equations is
known (see [1]).

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that Q is a bounded domain with C® boundary. Let d < r < oo.
Assume that ug € D(A,.), where —A, is the generator of the heat semigroup in L"(Q2), and
define u(t) := S,(t)ug. Then, u(t,-) € C*(Q) for allt > 0 and

sup ||N[u](t)||r~ < oo.
0<t<1

Proof. We will show that there exists C' = C'(£2,r) > 0 such that

sup ([[u(t)llwr + 2 Vau(®) e + HIVu(t) [wrr + 10u(t)|wr)
(2.4) 0<t<1

< Clluollpay,

where ||uo| pea,) == [|uol| - + || Aruol| -
By the property of the analytic semigroup S,(t) = e7*4", we have

sup [[u(t)[[pca,) + sup tdu(t)lpea,) < Clluollpan),
0<t<1 0<t<1

where C'= C(£2,r). Thus we have proved
S (llu®)llwer + [ Vu@®llwr + tlou@)llwar) < Clluollpa,)

as the D(A,) norm and the W27 () norm are equivalent by the elliptic estimate. The terms
lu@llwee, 2V llwee,  HV2u)ller,  Ou(t)|lwr

are less than or equal to the left hand side above.
It remains to prove that

sup t[|Vu(t)|| - < Clluollpa,)-
o<t<1

Applying the estimate in a nonhomogeneous elliptic equation (Theorem [A ]l for k¥ = 1 and
f = 0u), we can obtain

IVPu®)ller < C(lu®)]ler + |0cu(t) i)
< OHUOHD(A,.), t> Oa

which proves the above inequality. Here the assumption that 2 is a C® domain is needed for

Theorem [A.] O
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Proposition 2.2. Let Q = RL. Suppose that u satisfies

/ / (040 + Ad)dadt = 0

for any ¢ € C([0,T]; W' () 0 W2L(Q) N C(Q)) N CL([0,T]; LN () with [Ve(z)| < C(1 +

2|2)=%2. Then u is 0 almost everywhere.

3. L' ESTIMATE

We follow the argument as in the paper [3]. Instead of S(t)ug, we consider more general
problem, which is the boundedness of the spectral multiplier p(tA), where ¢ : R — R with
supp ¢ C [0, 00).

Following the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [3], we decompose {2 by using cubes whose side
length is t%, and apply the Holder inequality to have that
(3.5) IV2e(tA) fllzr < t7IV70(A) flle ey,

where

IVt A) fllezy, = IV20(tA) fll 2y (n)

nezd

Cy(n) is a cube with side t'/2 centered t'/?n € R?. Introduce ¢ € S(R) such that
P =1+ N p(), B>0.
We can write
V20 (tA) fller(z2y,
=[IV22(tA) (1 +tA) " fllae),

~ _d
<O (IV2B(A) 2oz + ¢ A IVPGEA A IV2BEAN 5 YL+ )2 Flloreo,

for any o > d/2, where
V2@ A)[]a == sup ||| - =t2n[*V>S(tA) X\ ()

ez HL2—>L2 )
The elliptic estimate in L?*(€2) shows that
IV2G(tA) |22 < Ol AG(EA) || 22 < Ot

As for |||[V2@(tA)|||a, by following the proof of Lemma 7.1 in [3], V2@(tA) can be written
with the following
Vi1 +tA)™, VA +tA) (1+tA) gis(1rtA)

integrals of Fourier transform of ¢,
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and we conclude that
V23 (tA)]]]o < CtT .
The above two inequlities show that

IV20(tA) fllrqzy, SCE 4+ 475672 )3e (7)1 730) | (1 + £A) 2 fllorwey,

(3.6)
=Ct "|(1 +tA) " fllawe),.

Finally, it follows by Proposition 7.1 in [3] that

(1 4 tA) P Fllazy, < CE3|f]|1
We then obtain by (3.5]) that

LV (tA) fller iy, < CEET (1L +£A) 7 fllorzny, < O F Lo

4. L*° ESTIMATE

Theorem 4.1. Let Q C RY be a bounded domain with C* boundary. Then, there exists
C>0andT >0 such that

sup [|N{u(t)]| e < Clluo|
0<t<T

holds for any solution u(t) of (L)) with ug € C(Q).

Proof. Prove by contradiction. Assume that there exist a sequence {u,, }men of solution
to (LI) and a sequence {7, }men such that

INTul (i) || oo > mljugm Lo,

Tm \¢ 0 (M — 00)

where ug,, € C(€2) is an initial data of wu,,.

Now we introduce a function v,, as follows. It holds that M,, := sup || N[um|(t)| e < 00
te(0,7m,)
by Lemma 21 and we define @, := u,,/M,,. Then, there exists some point (t,,,z,) €

(0, 7,) x Q satisfying N[ty,|(tm, xm) > 1/2. We therefore define v, by translating and
scaling where the point (¢,,, x,,) corresponds to the point (1,0).

U (t, ) = Uy (tt, Ty + t222)  for (¢,2) € (0,1) X Oy,

where €2, := {yeRd)y: %,x € Q}
tm
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Here v, satisfies the heat equation and the following inequities.

1
N[v](1,0) = Nty (tm, Tm) > 3
sup IN[ond()l= = sup N[0l o~ < 1,
te(0,1) te(0,tm)
N 1
|vo.mllLee = |t mll Lo < —.
m
The situation depends on whether the limit of
d(Q, )
goes infinity or not.
Case 1. limsupc,, = 00
m—00
Take the subsequence so that lim ¢, = co. We denote 7, as an extension of v,, to R%.
m—00

By a compact embedding W3 (2) CC W?>°(Q), there exist a subsequence {Ty, ) }ren and
 such that 0,,) converges to o locally uniformly in R? x (0, 1].
For any ¢ € C=(R? x [0, 1)), it follows

1
/ / Bty - (916 + D)t — / Bty (2,0) - (. 0)
0 R4 R4

and by taking the limit as £k — 0o, we obtain

/01 /Rd 0 (Op + Ag)ddt = 0.

Therefore the limit ¢ is the weak solution of heat equation and it follows v = 0 by the

uniqueness of the heat equation (see section 4.4.2 in [9]). However, it contradicts N[0](1,0) >
1/2.

Case 2. limsup ¢, < oo
m—0o0

By taking a subsequence, we assume that lim ¢, = ¢y < oo and z,, converges to & € 0S.
m—0o0

In addition, by rotation and translation, we also assume & = 0.
Since € is of C3, there exisits a C® function h such that

(Qm)loc = {(y,ayd) € R ‘h(x/m + t%2y/) < (xm>d + t;ln/2yd
< h(xl, +t29) + B, [t < a} € Qp,
Vh(0) =0,h(0) = 0.

where «, 8 are the constants independent of Z € 9.
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Since d(Qy, Tm)/(Tm)a — 1 as m — oo, the domain (£2,,)10c approaches to

RY ., ={(,za) €R? | 74 > —co}.
Fix R > 0 and let Bj; = Bg(0,...,0,—co) "R _,.

Define 0,,, € W3"(R? x (0,1]) as an extension of v, and there exists v € W»>*(R% _, X
(0,1]) and C > 0 such that

ﬁm(k) — U

VUna — Vo locally uniformly in Ei_co x (0,1],

V21~)m(k) — V21~)

||1~)m||W2v°°(]Riﬁco><(07l)) S CH,UmHWszO(BEX(O,l)) foralm e N

where ¥y, is a subsequence of {7y, }men. For simplicity, we denote the subsequence by

{r&m}mGN'
Fix a test funciton

o€ C(10, 1 W (RY ) n WA (RL ) nC(RY ) n ¢ ([0, 1) LA (RS _,,))

with |[Vo(z)| < C(1 + |z|?)~%2.
Since v,, satisfies (1)) in Q,, x (0, 1], it follows

1 1
0= / / Ay, pdzdt — / / (O¢ Uy, ) pdxdt
0 JamnBf 0 JamnBfh

1 1
=— / / Vo, - Vodxdt + / / (V0 - n)pdadt
0 JamnBh 0 Jo(mnB})

1
— / / %0y 0y )t
0 JQmnB

For the second term, divide the integral domain into 9(Q2,,\B};)NIB;, and 9(Q,,N B} )\OBj;.
Then, by the decay of |¢|, the continuity of ¢ and ¢ € W', it holds

1
sup / / (Vy, - n)pdrdt
meN |Jo  Jo(QmnBE)NIBEL

1
/ / (Vy, - n)pdxdt
0 Jo(QmnBH)\oB};
7
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From the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem and Fubini’s theorem the integration
respect with t, for any > 0, there exists M € N such that for m > M,

1 1
/ / Vi, - Vodxdt — / / Vo, - Vodzdt
0 JQnnBf 0 JBE

/01 /Q mﬂBE(athdexdt— /0 1 /B E(at@m)qbdxdt

We consider the integral on Bj;. By integration by parts,

1
—// Vo, - Vodzdt
o JBf
1 1
:// 17mA¢d:L'dt—// O (Vo - n)dxdt.
o JB} o JoB}

For the second term, we again divide the integral domain into (2, N Bf) N 0B}, and
(2, N BE) \ 0B5%. Then the decay of |[V¢| implies

1
/ / O (Vo - m)dzdt
0 {:cd;é—co}ﬂaB;;

Now we estimate 0,,(t, ) at * € OB}, x4 = —cp. Let wy, = sup lya| and notice
y€d(QmNB})\OB}

<0,

< 0.

sup —0 as R— .

meN

that
Wy, — 0 as m — o0,
dist(z, Q) < wy, for all z € OB, x4 = —co.
For any points € 0B}, x4 = —cp, define z;, as the point in 99, that is closest to x, then

[Om (L, 2)| = [0 (L, ) = O (2, 7))

1
< / |0, (L, 0 + (1 — 0)xp,)| dO

0
< |z — x| X | DUy (t, 6oz + (1 — Op)xy|  for some Gy € (0,1)
< wy, x Ct712,

By this estimate and the limit w,, — 0 as m — 0o, we obtain

1
/ / O (Ve -n)dxdt -0 as m — oo.
0 {(Ed:—Co}ﬂaB;

From above, we take the limits m — 0o, R — oo in this order, then

1 1
lim lim / / AV, ¢dxdt = / / VApdxdt.
R—00 m—o0 0 QWOBE 0 Ri,—co
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Similarly, it holds

1 1
lim lim / / Oy Uy pdadt = —/ / 68t¢dxdt—/ 0(0,2)p(0, x)dz,
R—ocom—o0 J QmﬂBE 0 RY R4

+,—co +,—co

and therefore, v satisfies

/Ol/Rd ®(A¢+8t¢)d:cdt:—/ 5(0, 2)6(0, 2)da.

d
+,—¢co R%*Co

In other words, @ is a weak solution of the heat equation on RY _ .

By the uniqueness of the heat equation for the half space (Proposition 2.2), it follows
0 = 0. However, it contradicts N|[9](1,0) > 1/2. O
APPENDIX A. HIGHER-ORDER DERIVATIVE ESTIMATES

We show the following theorem for the paper to be self-contained. Proof idea can be found
in the book by Gilbarg-Trudinger 7] (Theorem 9.19.) .

Theorem A.1. Suppose k € NU{0}. Let Q C R? be a bounded domain with C**2 boundary
and p € (1,00). If u € W?P(Q), f € WkP(Q) satisfy

Au=f in 2,
{ u=>0 on 0f),

then u € W*2P(Q) and there exists C = C(n, k,p) such that
1Dl oy < Cllullzo) + [flwen@))

The proof is derived from an internal estimate and a boundary estimate.

(A7)

Lemma A.2. Assume the same as in the Theorem[Adl Then, for any subdomain Q' CC €,
u € WE22(QY) and satisfies

1Dl Loy < Clllull o + [ f o).

Proof. We refer to Theorem 9.11. in [7] in the case when k = 0.
Let k=101>1. Forany i =1,...,d, u and f satisfy
and
1D ()| oy < Cll0iull Loy + 10: flwi-10(0))-
by the estimate for k =1 — 1.

The elliptic estimiate implies

| Dull Loy < C (llullo@y + 1 fll o))
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and therefore,
1D ullss@y <O Dullzniey + 1 DF lwi-roa)

<C(llull @) + 1 fllwrr)-
UJ

Lemma A.3. Let QF := QNRL, (9Q)* := 9QNRL. Ifu € WyP(Q*), f € WhP(Q*) satisfy
Au=f  inQF
{ u=0 on (0Q)",
then w € W*2P(QF) and there exists C = C(n, k,p) such that
ID* 20| oia+y < C|ID* £l o).

(A.8)

Proof. We follow the argument as Lemma 9.12 in [7].
Let k£ > 1. Extend u and f to RZ by zero-extension and then to R? by odd reflection.
Then u € WHP(R?) is a weak solution of Au = f.
Since supp u C R? is compact, the regularization uy, := u * p, € C°(R%), f, := f x py €
C>(R?) where py, is a mollifier such that
supp pp, C {|z] < h},
pn*g — gin LP(RY) (b — 0)
for any g € LP(R?).
Then, it holds that Ad;u, = 0, f;, and
1D 2up | Lo ey < OV D up || 1o ray
< Cl|AD" up|| Loz
= C||D" ful| o e

by Calderon-Zygmund inequality (see Theorem 9.4. in [7]). We take the limit as h — 0,
then

HDHZUHLP(W) < CHDkaLP(Rd)

and
I D" 2ul| oy < ([ D* 20| 1o ray
< C||D* f| o(ay
< C|ID* fllve
from the definition of the extension. O

Lemma A.4. Assume the same as in the Theorem [Adl Then, for any subdomain Q' CC
QUIN, u € WE2P(QY) and satisfies

| D5 2ul| oy < C(JJullri@y + | Fllwraey)
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Proof.  The argument is based on change of variables and Lemma [A.3] and same as
Theorem 9.13 in the book [7]. O

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

Proof. The argument is based on the book by Giga [9].
For every f € C((0,T) x R%), we consider

o — A = f in (0,7] x RL
¥(0,2) =0 on {t =0} x R%.

There exists a unique solution

o) = | 94 () ds,

where
e (T f = (G2 =y wa = ya) = Gis(@ =y wa+ a) f (5, y)dy,
R+
Gyl y) = —_ele—v/at
t 9 y (47Tt)d/2 .

Since f € C((0,T) x RY),
v =1y € C([0, T W' (R}) N W2H(RY) N C(RY)) N CY([0, T]; L' (RY),
V()] < C(L+|af?) =2
(See [8]). We define Jf(t,:v) := (T —t,z) and then, for every f € C°((0,T) x R%),

T ~ ~
0= /0 /R i w(0by + Avy)ddt

- /OT /Ri w(=0ihy + Apy)dadt

T
= —/ / wfdzdt,
0 JRY

which implies u = 0. U
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