arXiv:2407.17733v1 [math.AP] 25 Jul 2024

HIGHER ORDER PARABOLIC SYSTEMS WITH PIECEWISE DMO AND HÖLDER CONTINUOUS COEFFICIENTS

HONGJIE DONG, HAIGANG LI, AND LONGJUAN XU

Abstract. In this paper, we are concerned with divergence form, higher-order parabolic systems in a cylindrical domain with a finite number of subdomains. We establish L_∞ and Schauder estimates of solutions when the leading coefficients and the non-homogeneous term exhibit piecewise Dini mean oscillation and piecewise Hölder continuity, respectively. To the best of our knowledge, our results are new for higher-order elliptic and parabolic systems.

1. Introduction and main results

In this paper, we consider parabolic systems in divergence form of order 2m

u_t + (−1)^m � |α|≤m,|β|≤m

D^α(A^{αβ}D^βu) = � |α|≤m

D^αf_α in Q, (1.1)

where Q := (−T, 0) × D is a cylindrical domain, T ∈ (0, ∞) and D is a bounded domain in R^d, d ≥ 2. Here u = (u^1, . . . , u^n)^⊤, f_α = ( f^1_α , . . . , f^n_α )^⊤ are (column) vector-valued functions. We assume that Q contains M disjoint timedependent subdomains Q_j, j = 1, . . . , M, and the interfacial boundaries are C^{1,Dini} in the spatial variables and C^{γ0} in the time variable, where γ_0 >^1_{2m} . By approximation, we also assume that any point (t, x) ∈ Q belongs to the boundaries of at most two of the Q_j’s.

Suppose that A^{αβ} = [A^{αβ}_{ij} ]^n_{i,j=1} are n × n complex-valued matrices, which are bounded and measurable. For any (t, x) ∈ R^{d+1} and ξ = (ξ_α)_{|α|=m}, ξ_α ∈ C^n, the leading coefficients matrices A^{αβ}, |α| = |β| = m, satisfy

ν|ξ|^2 ≤ � |α|=|β|=m

R(A^{αβ}ξ_β, ξ_α) ≤ ν^{−1}|ξ|^2, (1.2)

where ν > 0 and R( f ) denotes the real part of f . The lower order coefficients A^{αβ}, |α| � m or |β| � m, are bounded by a constant Λ ≥ 1.

The aim of this paper is to investigate L_∞ and Schauder estimates of solutions to (1.1) when the leading coefficients possess piecewise Dini mean oscillation (DMO) and piecewise Hölder continuity, respectively. Refer to (1.3) for the precise definition of piecewise DMO. The main feature of this type of coefficients is that they

H. Dong was partially supported by the NSF under agreement DMS-2055244 and DMS-2350129. H. Li was partially supported by the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (2233200015), and Beijing NSF (1242006).

L. Xu was partially supported by NSF of China (12301141), and Beijing Municipal Education Commission Science and Technology Project (KM202410028001). 1

are permitted to lack regularity assumptions in one spatial direction. This means that for every small cylinder, there exists a measurable direction, say x_d, such that coefficients can be merely measurable in x_d and exhibit small mean oscillations in the orthogonal directions. This is the first difficulty we need to overcome. For this, we fix a coordinate system according to the geometry of the subdomains and prove a weak-type (1, 1) estimate for solutions to parabolic systems with coefficients depending only on x_d by using a duality argument. Then we make use of Campanato’s method in the L_{1/2}-setting and perturbation arguments on ~D^αu and U to get the mean oscillation estimates of solutions as showed in Lemma 3.2. This method was first introduced in [6] and further developed in [24, 40, 31, 11]. When the leading coefficients are piecewise Hölder continuous, we shall prove Schauder estimates of the solution to (1.1). This type of coefficients has been studied by several works for second-order equations; see, for instance, [34, 33, 17, 18].

The investigation of parabolic equations and systems with discontinuous coefficients is closely tied to the mechanics of membranes and the theory of stochastic processes. See [8, 29] and references therein. Specifically, the equation (1.1) with m = 1 is partially motivated by the study of interface problems which appear in many practical applications, such as in composite materials with closely spaced interfacial boundaries. This scenario is described in terms of linear second-order divergence type systems with coefficients that can have jump discontinuities in one direction. The primary goal in this context is to study the estimate of the gradient of solutions, representing the stress from an engineering point of view. Relevant references for elliptic equations include [2, 34, 33, 42, 16, 17], while references for parabolic equations include [21, 32, 18], and for Stokes and Navier-Stokes equations, refer to [9]. As an extension, it is natural to consider the equation (1.1) with m ≥ 2. Compared to second-order equations, the proof in the higher-order case is more intricate. See the argument at the end of Step 2 in the proof of Proposition 3.5 for further details. We would like to remark that the local Hölder regularity is improved from C^{1/2} in [13, Lemma 4.1] to C^1 in Lemma 2.1, which is necessary for the proof of our main results.

Now let us review some related results for higher-order systems with discontinuous coefficients in the literature. There have been many results on the L_p (1 < p < ∞) theory of elliptic and parabolic equations. See [7, 1, 25, 38, 39, 37] for higher-order equations with vanishing mean oscillation coefficients (VMO), and [10] for elliptic equations with measurable coefficients for a restricted range of m or p, and [4, 5, 26] for results of fourth order elliptic and parabolic equations. The case when the coefficients have locally small mean oscillations with respect to the spatial variables (and measurable in the time variable in the parabolic case) was studied in [12], where both divergence and non-divergence form parabolic and elliptic systems are considered. In their subsequent work [13], they investigated the case when leading coefficients are assumed to be merely measurable in one spacial direction and have small mean oscillations in the orthogonal directions on each small cylinder. Such coefficients have weaker regularity assumptions compared to those found in the existing literature. It is worth mentioning that the results in [12, 13] focus on the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. The conormal problem was addressed in [14] and [20].

For the higher-order systems, the classical Schauder estimates were established under the assumption that the coefficients are smooth in both space and time. We refer to [22, 36] and the references therein. Boccia considered higher-order nondivergence type parabolic systems in the whole space [3], where the coefficients are assumed to be only measurable in the time variable and Hölder continuous in the space variables. With the same class of coefficients as in [3], Dong and Zhang [19] obtained Schauder estimates for both divergence and non-divergence type higher-order parabolic systems on a half space with the Dirichlet boundary conditions. They further studied the conormal problem in [20].

In the present paper, we consider a scenario where the coefficients in the parabolic systems may have discontinuity across interfacial boundaries. This assumption distinguishes our study from the assumptions made in [3, 19, 20], where the coefficients were assumed to be measurable in time but possess small mean oscillations in all spatial directions. Additionally, we extend our analysis to include non-cylindrical subdomains, which constitutes a more general case in the study of parabolic systems. By considering these more general settings, this paper contributes to a broader understanding of the regularity properties of higher-order parabolic systems with discontinuous coefficients.

To state our main results, we first introduce some notation. By R^d we mean a ddimensional Euclidean space, a point in R^d is denoted by x = (x_1, . . . , x_d) = (x^′, x_d). Let R^{d+1} = {(t, x) : t ∈ R, x ∈ R^d}, and

B_r(x) = {y ∈ R^d : |y − x| < r}, Q_r(t, x) = (t − r^{2m}, t) × B_r(x).

Denote B_r := B_r(0) and Q_r := Q_r(0). The parabolic distance between two points z_1 = (t, x) and z_2 = (s, y) is defined by

|z_1 − z_2|_p := |t − s|^{12m} + |x − y|.

We assume that A^{αβ} are of piecewise Dini mean oscillation in Q, |α| = m, |β| ≤ m, that is,

ω_Aαβ (r) := sup_z 0∈Q inf_{Âαβ∈A} � Q_r(z_0 )

|A^{αβ}(z) − Â^{αβ}| dz (1.3)

satisfies the Dini condition (see, Definition 1.1), where Q_r(z_0) ⊂ Q, and A is the set of piecewise constant functions in each Q_j.

Definition 1.1. We say that a continuous increasing function ω : [0, 1] → R satisfies the Dini condition provided that ω(0) = 0 and �_r 0 ω(s) s ds < +∞, ∀ r ∈ (0, 1).

Let us define the solution spaces H^m_p (Q) as follows. Set

H^{−m}_p (Q) := � f : f = � |α|≤m

D^αf_α, f_α ∈ L_p(Q) � ,

‖f‖_H−m_{p (Q)} := inf � � |α|≤m

‖f_α‖_{Lp(Q)} : f = � |α|≤m

D^αf_α � , and H^m_p (Q) := {u : u_t ∈ H^{−m}_p (Q), D^αu ∈ L_p(Q), 0 ≤ |α| ≤ m},

‖u‖_H m_{p (Q)} := ‖u_t‖_H−m_{p (Q)} + � |α|≤m

‖D^αu‖_{Lp(Q)}.

For Q = (−T, 0) × D, the space H̊^m_p (Q) is the closure of C^∞_0 ([−T, 0] × D) in H^m_p (Q). Set ∂_pQ := � (−T, 0) × ∂D � ∪ � {−T} × D � . For ε > 0 small, we set D_ε := {x ∈ D : dist(x, ∂D) > ε}.

Let ~D^αu be the collection of D^αu, |α| = m and α � me_d. Denote U := � |β|≤m

A^{ᾱβ}D^βu − (−1)^mf_ᾱ (1.4)

with ᾱ = me_d. Set

E_1 = ‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(Q)} + � |α|≤m

‖f_α‖_{L∞(Q)} + ‖u‖_{Lp(Q)} +

�_1 0 ω̃_{fα} (s) s ds, and for γ ∈ (0, 1), denote

⟨u⟩_{γ;Q} := sup_{(t,x),(s,x)∈Q} t�s |u(t, x) − u(s, x)| |t − s|^γ .

The first result in this paper reads as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let Q = (−T, 0) × D, ε ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ (1, ∞), and γ ∈ (0, 1). Assume that A^{αβ} and f_α with |α| = m, |β| ≤ m are of piecewise Dini mean oscillation in Q, and A^{αβ}, f_α ∈ L_∞(Q) with |α|, |β| ≤ m, the subdomain Q_j is C^{1,Dini} in x and C^{γ0} in t with γ_0 >^1_{2m} . Let u ∈ H^m_p (Q) be a weak solution to (1.1) in Q. Then u ∈ C^{1/2,m}(Q_j ∩ ((−T + ε, 0) × D_ε)), j = 1, . . . , M, and ‖D^mu‖_{L∞ ((−T+ε,0)×Dε)} + ⟨u⟩ 1_{2 ;(−T+ε,0)×Dε} ≤ NE_1.

Furthermore, for any fixed z_0 ∈ (−T+ε, 0)×D_ε, there exists a coordinate system associated with z_0, such that for all z ∈ (−T + ε, 0) × D_ε, we have

|(~D^αu(z_0), U(z_0)) − (~D^αu(z), U(z))|

≤ NE_1|z_0 − z|^γ_p + N

�_{|z0−z|p} 0 ω̃_{fα} (s) s ds + NE_1

�_{|z0−z|p} 0 ω̃_Aαβ (s) s ds, where N depends on n, d, m, M, p, Λ, ν, ε, γ, T, the C^{1,Dini} and C^{γ0} characteristics of Q_j with respect to x and t, respectively, and ω̃_•(t) is a Dini function derived from ω_•(t). Set E_2 = ‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(Q)} + M� j=1 � |α|=m

‖f_α‖_{Cδ(Q j)} + � |α|≤m−1

‖f_α‖_{L∞ (Q)} + ‖u‖_{Lp(Q)}.

We refer to (2.1) for the definition of the C^δ-norm.

The next result shows the Schauder estimates when the coefficients and data exhibit piecewise Hölder continuity.

Theorem 1.3. Let Q = (−T, 0) × D, ε ∈ (0, 1), and p ∈ (1, ∞). Assume that A^{αβ} and f_α with |α| = m, |β| ≤ m are piecewise C^{δ/2,δ}, and A^{αβ}, f_α ∈ L_∞(Q) with |α|, |β| ≤ m, the subdomain Q_j is C^{1,μ} in x and C^{γ0} in t with γ_0 >^1_{2m} . Then for any fixed z_0 ∈

(−T + ε, 0) × D_ε, there exists a coordinate system associated with z_0, such that for all z ∈ (−T + ε, 0) × D_ε, we have |(~D^αu(z_0), U(z_0)) − (~D^αu(z), U(z))| ≤ NE_2|z_0 − z|^{δ′}_p , (1.5) and ‖D^mu‖_{L∞((−T+ε,0)×Dε)} + ⟨u⟩ m+δ′_{2m ;(−T+ε,0)×Dε} ≤ NE_2, (1.6) where δ^′ = min{δ,^μ_{1+μ} , 2mγ_0 − 1}, N depends on n, d, m, M, p, Λ, ν, ε, T, the C^{1,μ} and C^{γ0} characteristics of Q_j with respect to x and t, respectively.

Remark 1.4. One can apply the results in Theorem 1.3 to the higher-order elliptic systems (−1)^m � |α|≤m,|β|≤m

D^α(A^{αβ}D^βu) = � |α|≤m

D^αf_α in D,

where D contains M disjoint subdomains D_j, j = 1, . . . , M, the interfacial boundaries are C^{1,μ}, and A^{αβ} and f_α with |α| = m, |β| ≤ m are piecewise C^δ. Indeed, we have

‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Dε)} ≤ N � ‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(D)} + M� j=1 � |α|=m

‖f_α‖_{Cδ(Dj)} + � |α|≤m−1

‖f_α‖_{L∞ (D)} + ‖u‖_{Lp(D)} � , and for any fixed x_0 ∈ D_ε, there exists a coordinate system associated with x_0, such that for all x ∈ D_ε, the estimate (1.5) becomes

|(~D^αu(x_0), U(x_0)) − (~D^αu(x), U(x))|

≤ N|x_0 − x|^{δμ} � ‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(D)} + M� j=1 � |α|=m

‖f_α‖_{Cδ(Dj)} + � |α|≤m−1

‖f_α‖_{L∞ (D)} + ‖u‖_{Lp(D)} � , where δ_μ = min{δ,^μ_{1+μ} }, N depends on n, d, m, M, p, Λ, ν, ε, the C^{1,μ} characteristics of D_j.

2. Auxiliary estimates Consider the operator with coefficients depending only on x_d as follows: L_0u := � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(Ā^{αβ}(x_d)D^βu).

Denote Ū := � |β|=m

Ā^{ᾱβ}(x_d)D^βu,

where ᾱ = me_d. Let ~D^αu be the collection of D^αu, |α| = m and α � me_d. For γ ∈ (0, 1) and a function u defined in Q_1, denote

[u]_Cγ_{(Q1 )} := sup

(t,x),(s,y)∈Q_1 (t,x)�(s,y)

|u(t, x) − u(s, y)| |t − s|^{γ2m} + |x − y|^γ

, ‖u‖_Cγ_{(Q1)} := ‖u‖_{L∞ (Q1)} + [u]_Cγ_{(Q1 )}. (2.1)

Lemma 2.1. Let p ∈ (0, ∞). Assume that u ∈ C^∞_{loc}(R^{d+1}) satisfies u_t + (−1)^mL_0u = 0 in Q_1. Then there exists a constant N = N(n, d, m, p, ν, Λ) such that ‖u_t‖_{L∞(Q1/2 )} + ‖~D^αu‖_C1_{(Q1/2 )} + ‖Ū‖_C1_{(Q1/2)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{Lp(Q1)}. (2.2)

Proof. Note that (u_t)_t + (−1)^mL_0u_t = 0 in Q_1. By Lemma A.2 and [13, Lemma 3.5], we have for any q ∈ (1, ∞), ‖u_t‖_H m_{q (Q1/2 )} ≤ N‖u_t‖_{L2(Q2/3)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{L2(Q3/4)}. (2.3) This in combination with the Sobolev embedding theorem yields ‖u_t‖_{L∞(Q1/2 )} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{L2(Q3/4)}. (2.4) By [13, Lemmas 4.1 and 4.6], we have ‖~D^αu‖_{L∞ (Q3/4)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{L2(Q1)} (2.5) and ‖Ū‖_{L∞ (Q3/4)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{L2(Q1)}. (2.6) From Ū = � |β|=m

Ā^{ᾱβ}(x_d)D^βu = Ā^{ᾱᾱ}(x_d)D^m_d u + � |β|=m, β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}(x_d)D^βu,

it follows that

D^m_d u = � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}(x_d)

�_{−1} � � � � Ū − � |β|=m, β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}(x_d)D^βu � � � � . Then by using (1.2), the boundedness of A^{αβ}, (2.5), and (2.6), we have ‖D^m_d u‖_{L∞(Q3/4 )} ≤ N � ‖~D^αu‖_{L∞(Q3/4 )} + ‖Ū‖_{L∞ (Q3/4)} � ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{L2(Q1 )}.

This together with (2.5) yields ‖D^mu‖_{L∞ (Q3/4)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{L2(Q1)}. (2.7) For p ∈ (0, 2), using the interpolation inequality, we obtain ‖D^mu‖_{L2(Q1 )} ≤ ‖D^mu‖^{p/2}_{Lp(Q1)}‖D^mu‖^{1−p/2}_{L∞ (Q1)}.

Then combining with (2.7), and using Young’s inequality, we have ‖D^mu‖_{L∞ (Q3/4)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖^{p/2}_{Lp(Q1 )}‖D^mu‖^{1−p/2}_{L∞(Q1 )} ≤ 1 2 ‖D^mu‖_{L∞ (Q1)} + N‖D^mu‖_{Lp(Q1)}.

By an iteration argument (see, for instance, [24, Chapter V, Lemma 3.1]), we have for all p > 0, ‖D^mu‖_{L∞ (Q3/4)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{Lp(Q1)}. (2.8) This together with (2.4) gives ‖u_t‖_{L∞(Q1/2 )} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{Lp(Q1)}, p > 0. (2.9) Replacing u with u_t in (2.8) with a slightly smaller domain, and using (2.3), we derive ‖D^mu_t‖_{L∞ (Q1/2 )} ≤ N‖D^mu_t‖_{L2(Q2/3)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{L2(Q3/4)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{Lp(Q1 )}, ∀ p > 0. (2.10) Since Ā^{ᾱβ}(x_d) are independent of x^′, then D_x′ u satisfies (D_x′ u)_t + (−1)^mL_0(D_x′ u) = 0 in Q_1.

Similar to (2.10), using [13, Lemma 3.5], we obtain ‖D^mD_x′ u‖_{L∞(Q1/2 )} ≤ N‖D^mD_x′ u‖_{L2(Q2/3)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{L2(Q3/4)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{Lp(Q1)}, ∀ p > 0. (2.11)

With (2.8), (2.10) and (2.11) in hand, we derive

‖~D^αu‖_C1_{(Q1/2)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{Lp(Q1)}.

For the estimate of ‖Ū‖_C1_{(Q1/2 )}, we first note that, by using (2.10) and (2.11), we have

‖Ū_t‖_{L∞ (Q1/2)} = � � � |β|=m

Ā^{ᾱβ}(x_d)D^βu_t � �_L

∞ (Q_{1/2})

≤ N‖D^mu‖_{Lp(Q1 )}, ∀ p > 0, (2.12) and ‖D_x′Ū‖_{L∞ (Q1/2)} = � � � |β|=m

Ā^{ᾱβ}(x_d)D_{x′} D^βu � �_L

∞ (Q_{1/2})

≤ N‖D^mu‖_{Lp(Q1)}, ∀ p > 0. (2.13)

It follows from the equation u_t + (−1)^mL_0u = 0 that

D^m_d Ū = (−1)^{m+1}u_t − � |α|=|β|=m α_d<m

D^{αd}_d (Ā^{ᾱβ}(x_d)D^{α′}_x′ D^βu),

where α = (α_1, . . . , α_{d−1}, α_d) = (α^′, α_d). Then combining (2.9), (2.11) with D^mD_x′ u replaced by D^{α′}_{x′} D^βu, and [13, Corollary 4.4], we obtain ‖D_dŪ‖_{L∞(Q1/2 )} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{Lp(Q1)}, ∀ p > 0. (2.14)

Thus, the estimate of ‖Ū‖_C1_{(Q1/2)} follows from (2.12)–(2.14). □

Remark 2.2. Let L^∗_0 be the adjoint operator of L_0, then a similar argument shows that the solution of −u_t + (−1)^mL^∗_0u = 0 satisfies

‖u_t‖_{L∞ (Q1/2)} + ‖~D^αu‖_C1_{(Q1/2 )} + ‖Ū‖_C1_{(Q1/2)} ≤ N‖D^mu‖_{Lp((−1,1)×B1)}.

Next let us recall the definition of variably partially small BMO coefficients in [13]: there exists a sufficiently small constant γ_0 = γ_0(d, n, m, p, ν) ∈ (0, 1/2) and a constant r_0 ∈ (0, 1) such that for any r ∈ (0, r_0) and z_0 := (t_0, x_0) ∈ Q_1 with B_r(x_0) ⊂ B_1, in a coordinate system depending on (t_0, x_0) and r, one can find Ā^{αβ}(x_d) := Ā^{αβ}_{r,z0} (x_d) satisfying �

Q_r (t_0,x_0)

|A^{αβ}(t, x) − Ā^{αβ}(x_d)| dxdt ≤ γ_0. (2.15)

Here, we used the subscript in Ā^{αβ}_{r,z0} (x_d) to indicate that the function depends on r and z_0. We shall give the H^m_p -solvability for parabolic systems with leading coefficients which satisfy (2.15) in Q_1. For this, we choose a cut-off function η ∈ C^∞_0 (B_1) with 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η ≡ 1 in B_{3/4}, |∇η| ≤ 8.

Denote Ã^{αβ} = ηA^{αβ}(t, x) + ν(1 − η)δ_{αβ}δ_{ij}, (2.16)

where δ_{αβ} and δ_{ij} are the Kronecker delta symbols. Let L̃ be the elliptic operator defined by L̃ u := � |α|≤m, |β|≤m

D^α(Ã^{αβ}D^βu).

Then for sufficiently small γ, the coefficients Ã^{αβ}(t, x) and the boundary ∂B_1 satisfy the Assumption 8.1 (γ) in [13]. By [13, Theorem 8.2], we have the following H^m_p - solvability.

Lemma 2.3. For any p ∈ (1, ∞) and f_α ∈ L_p(Q_1), there exists a unique solution u ∈ H̊ m_p (Q_1) of

u_t + (−1)^mL̃ u = � |α|≤m

D^αf_α in Q_1

with the initial data u(−1, ·) ≡ 0 in B_1. Furthermore, u satisfies

‖u‖_H m_{p (Q1 )} ≤ N � |α|≤m

‖f_α‖_{Lp(Q1 )},

where N depends on d, n, m, p, ν, Λ, and r_0.

Denote L̃_0 u := � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(Ã^{αβ}D^βu),

where Ã^{αβ} is defined in (2.16) with A^{αβ}(t, x) replaced by Ā^{αβ}_{r,z0} (x_d), and η ∈ C^∞_0 (B_r(x_0)) satisfies 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η ≡ 1 in B_{2r/3}(x_0), |∇η| ≤ 6/r.

Lemma 2.4. Let p ∈ (1, ∞) and v ∈ H^m_p (Q_{r0} (z_0)) be a weak solution to the problem � � � v_t + (−1)^mL̃_0 v =

�_{|α|=m} D^α(F_αχ_{Qr0/2 (z0)}) in Q_{r0} (z_0), v = |Dv| = · · · = |D^{m−1}v| = 0 on ∂_pQ_{r0} (z_0),

where r_0 ∈ (0, 1) and F_α ∈ L_p(Q_{r0/2}(z_0)). Then for any s > 0, we have for |β| ≤ m,

|{z ∈ Q_{r0/2}(z_0) : |D^βv(z)| > s}| ≤ N s r^{m−|β|}_0 � |α|=m

‖F_α‖_{L1 (Qr0/2(z0))}, (2.17)

where N = N(n, d, m, p, ν).

Proof. For simplicity, set z_0 = 0, r_0 = 1, and Ā^{αβ}(x_d) := Ā^{αβ}(0^′, x_d). Denote M := (M^{αβ}(x_d)), where M^{αβ}(x_d) is defined as follows:

M^{αβ}(x_d) = δ_{αβ} for α, β � ᾱ(= me_d); M^{βᾱ}(x_d) = A^{ᾱβ}(x_d) for |β| = m; M^{ᾱβ}(x_d) = 0 for β � ᾱ.

(2.18)

For any F_α ∈ L_p(Q_{1/2}) with |α| = m, let F̃ = MF and solve for v with F in place of F̃. It follows from Lemma 2.3 that for each β with |β| ≤ m, O : F_α → D^βv is a bounded linear operator on L_p(Q_{1/2}). Fix z̄ = (t̄, ȳ) ∈ Q_{1/2}, 0 < r < 1/4, and let b_α ∈ L_p(Q_1) be supported in Q_r(z̄) ∩ Q_{1/2} with mean zero. Set b̃ = Mb, and let v_1 ∈ H^m_p (Q_1) be the unique weak solution of � � � ∂_tv_1 + (−1)^mL̃_0 v_1 =

�_{|α|=m} D^αb̃_α in Q_1, v_1 = |Dv_1| = · · · = |D^{m−1}v_1| = 0 on ∂_pQ_1.

The solvability follows from Lemma 2.3. From [18, Lemma 3.8], one can see that it suffices to show � Q_{1/2}\C_{cr}(z̄)

|D^βv_1| dxdt ≤ N � |α|=m � Q_r(z̄)∩Q_{1/2}

|b_α| dxdt, (2.19) where |β| ≤ m, c = 24 and C_r(t, x) := (t − r^{2m}, t + r^{2m}) × B_r(x). We will prove the cases of |β| = m and |β| = 0 as examples since the case of 1 ≤ |β| ≤ m − 1 is proved in the same manner.

(1) We aim to prove (2.19) with |β| = m. For any R ≥ 24r such that Q_{1/2} \C_R(z̄) � ∅ and h_α ∈ C^∞_0 ((C_{2R}(z̄) \ C_R(z̄)) ∩ Q_{1/2}), let v_2 ∈ H^m_{p′} (C_1) be a weak solution of � � � −∂_tv_2 + (−1)^mL̃^∗_0 v_2 =

�_{|α|=m} D^αh_α in C_1, v_2 = |Dv_2| = · · · = |D^{m−1}v_2| = 0 on ((−1, 1) × ∂B_1) ∪ ({1} × B_1),

(2.20)

where C_1 := (−1, 1) × B_1, 1/p + 1/p^′ = 1 and L̃^∗_0 is the adjoint operator of L̃_0 . Then by using the definition of weak solutions, the definition of M in (2.18), and the assumption of b_α, we have � |α|=m

(−1)^m � Q_{1/2}

D^αv_1 · h_α = � |α|=m

(−1)^m � Q_{1/2}

D^αv_2 · b̃_α

= � |α|=m

(−1)^m � Q_r(z̄)∩Q_{1/2} � ~D^αv_2, V_2 � · b_α

= � |α|=m

(−1)^m � Q_r(z̄)∩Q_{1/2} � ~D^αv_2 − ~D^αv_2(z̄), V_2 − V_2(z̄) � · b_α,

(2.21)

where V_2 =

�_{|β|=m}¯

A^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βv_2. Recall that η ≡ 1 in B_{2/3}, ȳ ∈ B_{1/2}, and R ≤ 1, we have B_{R/12}(ȳ) ⊂ B_{2/3}. Then we find that v_2 ∈ H^m_{p′} (C_1) satisfies

∂_tv_2 + (−1)^mL̄^∗_0 v_2 = 0 in C_{R/12}(z̄),

where L̄^∗_0 is the adjoint operator of L̄_0 with coefficients depending on x_d. By using (2.2) and Remark 2.2 with a suitable scaling, r ≤ R/24, and applying the H^m_p -estimate in Lemma 2.3 to (2.20), we have

‖~D^αv_2 − ~D^αv_2(z̄)‖_{L∞ (Qr (z̄)∩Q1/2)} + ‖V_2 − V_2(z̄)‖_{L∞(Qr (z̄)∩Q1/2)} ≤ N r R R^{−(d+2m)/p′} ‖D^mv_2‖_{Lp′ (CR/12(z̄))} ≤ N r R R^{−(d+2m)/p′} � |α|=m

‖h_α‖_{Lp′ ((C2R(z̄)\CR(z̄))∩Q1/2 )}.

This in combination with (2.21) yields � � � � � |α|=m � (C_{2R}(z̄)\C_R(z̄))∩Q_{1/2}

D^αv_1 · h_α � � � � ≤ � |α|=m

‖b_α‖_{L1(Qr (z̄)∩Q1/2)} � � � � � ~D^αv_2 − ~D^αv_2(z̄), V_2 − V_2(z̄) � � � �_L

∞(Q_r (z̄)∩Q_{1/2} ) ≤ N r R R^{−(d+2m)/p′} � |α|=m

‖b_α‖_{L1(Qr (z̄)∩Q1/2 )}‖h_α‖_{Lp′ ((C2R(z̄)\CR(z̄))∩Q1/2 )}. (2.22)

Combining the duality and Hölder’s inequality, we have

‖D^mv_1‖_{L1((C2R(z̄)\CR(z̄))∩Q1/2 )} ≤ N r R � |α|=m

‖b_α‖_{L1 (Qr(z̄)∩Q1/2)}. (2.23)

Let N_0 be the smallest positive integer such that Q_{1/2} ⊂ Q_2N_{0 cr}(z̄) with c = 24. By taking R = cr, 2cr, . . . , 2^{N0−1}cr in (2.23) and summarizing, we obtain � Q_{1/2}\C_{cr}(z̄)

|D^mv_1| dxdt ≤ N

N_0�

k=1 2^{−k} � |α|=m

‖b_α‖_{L1(Qr (z̄)∩Q1/2 )}

≤ N � |α|=m � Q_r(z̄)∩Q_{1/2}

|b_α| dxdt,

where N = N(n, d, m, p, ν). This together with [18, Lemma 3.8] yields (2.17) for |β| = m.

(2) To prove (2.19) with β = 0, let v_0 ∈ H^m_{p′} (C_1) be a weak solution of � � � −∂_tv_0 + (−1)^mL̃^∗_0 v_0 = h in C_1, v_0 = |Dv_0| = · · · = |D^{m−1}v_0| = 0 on ((−1, 1) × ∂B_1) ∪ ({1} × B_1),

where h ∈ C^∞_0 ((C_{2R}(z̄) \ C_R(z̄)) ∩ Q_{1/2}). Then (2.21) becomes � Q_{1/2}

v_1 · h = � |α|=m

(−1)^m � Q_{1/2}

D^αv_0 · b̃_α

= � |α|=m

(−1)^m � Q_r(z̄)∩Q_{1/2} � ~D^αv_0 − ~D^αv_0(z̄), V_0 − V_0(z̄) � · b_α,

where V_0 =

�_{|β|=m}¯ A^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βv_0. Similar to (2.22), we have � � � � (C_{2R}(z̄)\C_R(z̄))∩Q_{1/2}

v_1 · h � � � ≤ N r R R^{−(d+2m)/p′} � |α|=m

‖b_α‖_{L1(Qr (z̄)∩Q1/2)}‖h‖_{Lp′ ((C2R(z̄)\CR(z̄))∩Q1/2 )}.

Similar to (2.23), we obtain

‖v_1‖_{L1((C2R(z̄)\CR(z̄))∩Q1/2 )} ≤ N r R � |α|=m

‖b_α‖_{L1 (Qr(z̄)∩Q1/2)}.

The rest of the proof of (2.17) with β = 0 is the same as the argument below (2.23) and thus is omitted. Therefore, the proof of the lemma is completed. □

Next we prove a mean oscillation estimate.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that w ∈ H^m_p (Q_{r/2}(z_0)) satisfies

w_t + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(Ā^{αβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βw) = 0 in Q_{r/2}(z_0).

Then for any κ ∈ � 0, 1/4 � and Θ ∈ R^{n×}

�_{d+m−1} m � , we have � Q_{κr}(z_0 )

|~D^αw − (~D^αw)_{Qκr(z0)}|^{1/2} dxdt + � Q_{κr}(z_0)

|W − (W)_{Qκr(z0)}|^{1/2} dxdt

�_2

≤ Nκ � Q_{r/2} (z_0)

|(~D^αw, W) − Θ|^{1/2} dxdt

�_2

, (2.24) where ~D^αw is the collection of D^αw, |α| = m, α � me_d, W =

�_{|β|=m}¯

A^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βw, and N = N(n, d, m, p, ν, Λ). Proof. For any κ ∈ � 0, 1/4 � , by Lemma 2.1 with a suitable scaling, we have ‖~D^αw − (~D^αw)_{Qκr(z0)}‖^{1/2}_{L1/2(Qκr(z0))} + ‖W − (W)_{Qκr(z0)}‖^{1/2}_{L1/2(Qκr (z0))}

≤ Nκ^{d+2m+ 12} � Q_{r/2}(z_0)

|D^mw|^{1/2} dxdt

≤ Nκ^{d+2m+ 12} � Q_{r/2}(z_0)

|(~D^αw, W)|^{1/2} dxdt. (2.25)

For Θ ∈ R^{n×}

�_{d+m−1} m � , define H(x_d) := H_{r,z0} (x_d) =

�_{xd} 0 �_{sm−1} 0 · · ·

�_{s1} 0 � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{r,z0} (s)

�_{−1}� Θ_ᾱ− � |β|=m, β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (s)Θ_β � dsds_1 . . . ds_{m−1},

where ᾱ = me_d. Then D^βH(x_d) = 0 for |β| = m, β � me_d, and � |β|=m

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βH(x_d) = Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^m_d H(x_d) + � |β|=m, β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βH(x_d)

= Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^m_d H(x_d) = Θ_ᾱ − � |β|=m, β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)Θ_β. (2.26)

For β = (β_1, . . . , β_d), set F = � |β|=m, β�me_d

x^{β1}_1 . . . x^{βd}_d β_1! . . . β_d!

Θ_β

such that D^βF = Θ_β, |β| = m, β � me_d, D^m_d F = 0. (2.27) Define w̃ := w − F − H(x_d).

Then a direct calculation yields

~D^αw̃ = ~D^αw − Θ_α, |α| = m, α � me_d, W̃ := � |β|=m

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βw̃ = W − Θ_ᾱ.

Using (2.26) and (2.27) , we obtain in Q_{r/2}(z_0),

w̃_t + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(Ā^{αβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βw̃)

= (−1)^{m+1} � |α|=|β|=m β�me_d

D^α(Ā^{αβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βF) + (−1)^{m+1} � |α|=m

D^α(Ā^{αᾱ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^m_d H(x_d))

= (−1)^{m+1} � |β|=m, β�me_d

D^ᾱ(Ā^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)Θ_β) + (−1)^{m+1}D^ᾱ(Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^m_d H(x_d))

= (−1)^{m+1} � |β|=m, β�me_d

D^ᾱ(Ā^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)Θ_β) + (−1)^{m+1}D^ᾱ � Θ_ᾱ − � |β|=m, β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)Θ_β �

= 0.

Now replacing w and W with w̃ and W̃ in (2.25), respectively, we have ‖~D^αw − (~D^αw)_{Qκr(z0)}‖^{1/2}_{L1/2(Qκr(z0))} + ‖W − (W)_{Qκr(z0)}‖^{1/2}_{L1/2(Qκr (z0))} ≤ Nκ^{d+2m+ 12} � Q_{r/2}(z_0)

|(~D^αw − Θ_α, W − Θ_ᾱ)|^{1/2} dxdt

= Nκ^{d+2m+ 12} � Q_{r/2}(z_0)

|(~D^αw, W) − Θ|^{1/2} dxdt.

Thus, we derive (2.24) and the proof is finished. □ 3. Proof of Theorem 1.2 In this section, we first show that the estimate of [u]_{1/2,m} is reduced to the estimates of ‖D^ku‖_{L∞} and ‖f_α‖_{L∞} , where k = 0, . . . , m, and |α| ≤ m. Lemma 3.1. Let u ∈ H^m_p (Q) be a weak solution to (1.1) in Q. Suppose that ‖D^ku‖_{L∞ (Q1/2)} < ∞, k = 0, . . . , m. Then

[u]_{1/2,m;Q1/4} ≤ N � � � m� k=0 ‖D^ku‖_{L∞(Q1/2)} + � |α|≤m

‖f_α‖_{L∞ (Q1/2 )} � � � . (3.1)

Proof. To prove (3.1), we rewrite (1.1) as

u_t + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(A^{αβ}D^βu) = � |α|≤m

D^αf_α + (−1)^{m+1} � |α|=m, |β|≤m−1

D^α(A^{αβ}D^βu)

+ (−1)^{m+1} � 1≤|α|≤m−1, |β|≤m

D^α(A^{αβ}D^βu)

+ (−1)^{m+1} � α=0, |β|≤m

A^{αβ}D^βu in Q_1.

Denote

g_{1,α} := � |β|≤m−1

A^{αβ}D^βu for |α| = m, g_{2,α} := � |β|≤m

A^{αβ}D^βu for 1 ≤ |α| ≤ m − 1,

and for α = 0, g := � |β|≤m

A^{αβ}D^βu.

Now let us fix z_0 ∈ Q_{1/4} and take r ∈ (0, 1/4). By using a similar argument in the proof of [13, Lemma 3.3] (see also, [30, Lemma 3.1]), we obtain, for any s = 0, . . . , m − 1, � Q_r (z_0)

|D^su − D^sP|^2 dz ≤ Nr^{2(m−s)} � � |α|≤m

r^{2(m−|α|)} � Q_r (z_0)

|f_α|^2 dz + � |α|=m � Q_r(z_0)

|g_{1,α}|^2 dz

+ � 1≤|α|≤m−1

r^{2(m−|α|)} � Q_r(z_0)

|g_{2,α}|^2 dz + r^{2m} � Q_r(z_0)

|g|^2 dz �

≤ Nr^{d+2(2m−s)} � � � m� k=0 ‖D^ku‖^2_{L∞(Q1/2 )} + � |α|≤m

‖f_α‖^2_{L∞(Q1/2 )} � � � , where P := P(x) is the vector-valued polynomial of order m − 1 such that for s = 0, . . . , m − 1, (D^sP)_{Qr(z0)} = (D^su)_{Qr(z0)}.

Due to Campanato’s characterization of Hölder continuous functions (see, for instance, [19, Lemma 3.1] and [35, Lemma 4.3]), we derive (3.1). □

Next, we shall establish an estimate of the modulus of continuity of (~D^αu, U). See Proposition 3.5 below. For this, we will localize the problem by taking Q to be a unit cylinder Q_1 := (−1, 0) × B_1 and z_0 = (t_0, x_0) ∈ Q_{3/4}. By suitable rotation and scaling, we may suppose that a finite number of subdomains lie in Q_1 and that they can be represented by x_d = h_j(t, x^′), ∀ t ∈ (−1, 0), x^′ ∈ B^′_1, j = 1, . . . , l(< M), where −1 < h_1(t, x^′) < · · · < h_l(t, x^′) < 1, h_j(t, ·) ∈ C^{1,Dini}(B^′_1), and h_j(·, x^′) ∈ C^{γ0} (−1, 0), where γ_0 >^1_{2m} . Set h_0(t, x^′) = −1 and h_{l+1}(t, x^′) = 1. Then we have l + 1 regions:

Q_j := {(t, x) ∈ Q : h_{j−1}(t, x^′) < x_d < h_j(t, x^′)}, 1 ≤ j ≤ l + 1. (3.2) We may suppose that there exists some Q_{j0} , such that (t_0, x_0) ∈ Q_{3/4} ∩ Q_{j0} and the closest point on ∂_pQ_{j0} ∩ {t = t_0} to (t_0, x_0) is (t_0, x^′_0, h_{j0} (t_0, x^′_0)), and ∇_x′ h_{j0} (t_0, x^′_0) = 0^′. We introduce the l + 1 “strips” Ω_j := {(t, x) ∈ Q : h_{j−1}(t_0, x^′_0) < x_d < h_j(t_0, x^′_0)}, 1 ≤ j ≤ l + 1.

As explained in the Appendix A, we can move the lower order terms to the right-hand side of (1.1). Thus, in the sequel, we assume that all the lower order coefficients are zero and consider the following parabolic systems

u_t + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(A^{αβ}D^βu) = � |α|=m

D^αf_α in Q_1. (3.3)

Recall that for each z_0, the coordinate system is chosen according to it. In the coordinate system associated with z_0, we now define

Φ(z_0, r) = inf

Θ∈R^{n×}

�_{d+m−1} m � � Q_r (z_0)

|(~D^αu, U) − Θ|^{12} dxdt

�_2 ,

where U is defined in (1.4) with |β| = m. Let Â^{αβ}_{(j)} ∈ A be a constant function in Q_j corresponding to the definition of ω_Aαβ (r) in (1.3). Define the piecewise constant functions Ā^{αβ}_{r,z0} (t, x) = Â^{αβ}_{(j)} , (t, x) ∈ Ω_j.

By [18, (3.5)], we have � Q_r (z_0)

|Â^{αβ} − Ā^{αβ}_{r,z0} | dxdt ≤ Nω̂_1(r), (3.4)

where ω̂_1(r) = ω_1(r) + r^{2mγ0−1}, and ω_1(r) is a Dini function; see [18, Lemma 3.3] for the detail. Using Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5, we shall prove the following result.

Lemma 3.2. For any γ ∈ (0, 1) and 0 < ρ ≤ r ≤ 1/4, we have

Φ(z_0, ρ) ≤ N � ρ r �_γ

r^{−(d+2m)}‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(Qr (z0))} + Nω̃_Aαβ (ρ)‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Qr (z0))} + Nω̃_{fα} (ρ), (3.5) where N = N(n, d, m, p, ν, Λ, γ), and ω̃_•(t) is a Dini function derived from ω_•(t). Proof. We decompose u = u_1 + v + w, (3.6) where

u_1 := u_{1;r,z0} (x_d) = (−1)^m

�_{xd}

x_{0,d}

�_{sm−1}

x_{0,d}

· · ·

�_{s1}

x_{0,d}

(Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{r,z0} (s))^{−1}f̄_{ᾱ;r,z0} (s) dsds_1 . . . ds_{m−1} (3.7)

satisfying

∂_tu_1 + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(Ā^{αβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βu_1) = (−1)^mD^ᾱ(Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^m_d u_1) = D^ᾱf̄_{ᾱ;r,z0} (x_d),

with ᾱ = me_d. For p ∈ (1, ∞), let v ∈ H^m_p (Q_r(z_0)) be the weak solution of � � � v_t + (−1)^mL̃_0 v =

�_{|α|=m}

D^α(F_αχ_{Qr/2(z0)}) in Q_r(z_0), v = |Dv| = · · · = |D^{m−1}v| = 0 on ∂_pQ_r(z_0),

(3.8)

where F_α = � |β|=m

(−1)^m(Ā^{αβ}_{r,z0} (x_d) − A^{αβ}(t, x))D^βu + f_α(t, x) − f̄_{α;r,z0} (x_d). (3.9)

Then by using Lemma 2.4, and employing the same argument as in deriving [17, (3.7)], we have � Q_{r/2} (z_0)

|D^mv|^{1/2} dxdt

�_2 ≤ N � ω̄_Aαβ (r)‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Qr (z0))} + ω̄_{fα} (r) � , (3.10)

where ω̄_•(r) = ω_•(r) + ω̂_1(r) and ω̂_1(r) is from (3.4). Combining (3.3) and (3.9), we have in Q_{r/2}(z_0), w_t + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(Ā^{αβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βw) = � |α|=m

D^αf_α + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α � (Ā^{αβ}_{r,z0} (x_d) − A^{αβ}(t, x))D^βu � − D^ᾱf̄_{ᾱ;r,z0} (x_d) − � |α|=m

D^αF_α

= 0. (3.11)

Moreover, ~D^αu = ~D^αw + ~D^αv, and U = � |β|=m

A^{ᾱβ}D^βu − (−1)^mf_ᾱ = � |β|=m � A^{ᾱβ} − A^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d) � D^βu + W + (−1)^mf̄_{ᾱ;r,z0} (x_d) + V − (−1)^mf_ᾱ,

where V = � |β|=m

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βv, W = � |β|=m

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{r,z0} (x_d)D^βw. (3.12)

Therefore, in view of the triangle inequality, (2.24), and (3.10), we obtain � Q_{κr}(z_0)

|~D^αu − (~D^αw)_{Qκr(z0)}|^{1/2} dxdt + � Q_{κr} (z_0)

|U − (W)_{Qκr(z0)}|^{1/2} dxdt

�_2

≤ Nκ � Q_{r/2} (z_0)

|(~D^αw, W) − Θ|^{1/2} dxdt

�_2

+ Nκ^{−2(d+2m)} � ω̄_Aαβ (r)‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Qr (z0))} + ω̄_{fα} (r) �

≤ N_0κ � Q_{r/2} (z_0)

|(~D^αu, U) − Θ|^{1/2} dx dt

�_2

+ Nκ^{−2(d+2m)} � ω̄_Aαβ (r)‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Qr (z0))}

+ ω̄_{fα} (r) � , where N_0 depends on n, d, p, ν, and Λ. Since Θ ∈ R^{n×}

�_{d+m−1} m � is arbitrary, we obtain

Φ(z_0, κr) ≤ N_0κΦ(z_0, r) + Nκ^{−2(d+2m)} � ‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Qr (z0))}ω̄_Aαβ (r) + ω̄_{fα} (r) � . For any given γ ∈ (0, 1), fix a κ ∈ (0, 1/2) sufficiently small such that N_0κ ≤ κ^γ. This gives

Φ(z_0, κr) ≤ κ^γΦ(z_0, r) + N � ‖D^mu‖_{L∞ (Qr (z0))}ω̄_Aαβ (r) + ω̄_{fα} (r) � . By iteration and κ^γ < 1, we obtain for j = 1, 2, . . .,

Φ(z_0, κ^jr) ≤ κ^{jγ}Φ(z_0, r) + N � ‖D^mu‖_L∞_{(Qr (z0))} j� i=1 κ^{(i−1)γ}ω̄_Aαβ (κ^{j−i}r)

+ j� i=1 κ^{(i−1)γ}ω̄_{fα} (κ^{j−i}r) � , which implies

Φ(z_0, κ^jr) ≤ κ^{jγ}Φ(z_0, r) + N‖D^mu‖_{L∞ (Qr(z0))}ω̃_Aαβ (κ^jr) + Nω̃_{fα} (κ^jr), (3.13)

where

ω̃_•(t) = ∞� i=1 κ^{iγ} � ω̄_•(κ^{−i}t)χ_κ−i_{t≤1} + ω̄_•(1)χ_κ−i_{t>1} � . Therefore, for any ρ with 0 < ρ ≤ r ≤ 1/4 and κ^jr ≤ ρ < κ^{j−1}r, we have (3.5) and the lemma is proved. □

Using Lemma 3.2,

D^m_d u = � A^{ᾱᾱ}

�_{−1} � � � �U − � |β|=m, β�me_d

A^{ᾱβ}D^βu + (−1)^mf_ᾱ � � � � , and the same argument as in [17, Lemma 3.4], under the assumption that D^mu is locally bounded, we derive an a priori L_∞-estimate for D^mu as follows.

Lemma 3.3. There is a constant N > 0 depending on n, d, m, p, ν, Λ, and ω_A, such that

‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Q1/4 )} ≤ N‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(Q1 )} + N

�_1 0 ω̃_{fα} (s) s ds + ‖f_ᾱ‖_{L∞ (Q1)} � . (3.14)

For any point z_1 in the same subdomain as z_0, we denote

Φ_{z0} (z_1, r) = inf

Θ∈R^{n×}

�_{d+m−1} m � � Q_r (z_1)

|(~D^αu, U) − Θ|^{12} dxdt

�_2 , where Φ_{z0} (z_1, r) means that the function is defined in the coordinate system associated with z_0.

Lemma 3.4. Let z_0 and z_1 be two points in the same subdomain. Then for any γ ∈ (0, 1) and 0 < ρ ≤ r ≤ 1/4, we have

Φ_{z0} (z_1, ρ) ≤ N �ρ r �_γ

r^{−(d+2m)}‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(Qr (z1))} + Nω̃_Aαβ (ρ)‖D^mu‖_{L∞ (Qr (z1))} + Nω̃_{fα} (ρ),

(3.15)

where Q_r(z_1) ⊂ Q_j for some j = 1, . . . , l + 1, N = N(n, d, m, p, ν, Λ, γ), and ω̃_•(t) is a Dini function derived from ω_•(t).

Proof. Let Â^{ᾱβ} and f̂_ᾱ be constants corresponding to A^{ᾱβ} and f_ᾱ, respectively, where

ᾱ = me_d. For any Θ = (~Θ_α, Θ_ᾱ), |α| = m, and α � me_d, using Q_r(z_1) ⊂ Q_j and the triangle inequality, we obtain

Φ_{z0} (z_1, r) ≤ � � � � � Q_r (z_1) � � � ~D^αu − ~Θ_α, U + (−1)^mf̂_ᾱ − � |β|=m

Â^{ᾱβ}Θ_β � �^{1/2} � � � � 2

= � � Q_r (z_1)

|(~D^αu − ~Θ_α, � |β|=m

Â^{ᾱβ}D^βu − � |β|=m

Â^{ᾱβ}Θ_β)

+ (0^′, U − � |β|=m

Â^{ᾱβ}D^βu + (−1)^mf̂_ᾱ)|^{1/2} �2

= � � � � � Q_r(z_1 )

|(~D^αu − ~Θ_α, D^m_d u − Θ_ᾱ)M + (0^′, U − � |β|=m

Â^{ᾱβ}D^βu + (−1)^mf̂_ᾱ)|^{1/2} � � � � 2

≤ NΨ(z_1, r) + N � ω_Aαβ (r)‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Qr (z1))} + ω_{fᾱ} (r) � , (3.16)

where ~D^αu is the collection of D^αu, |α| = m, α � me_d, M is defined by (2.18) with Â^{ᾱβ}i in place of Ā^{ᾱβ}i (x_d), and

Ψ(z_1, r) := inf

Θ∈R^{n×}

�_{d+m−1} m � � Q_r (z_1)

|D^mu − Θ|^{1/2} dxdt

�_2 , which is independent of coordinate systems.

Next we estimate Ψ(z_1, r) in the coordinate system associated with z_1. Note that

(~D^αu − ~Θ_α, � |β|=m

Â^{ᾱβ}D^βu − (−1)^mf̂_ᾱ − Θ_ᾱ)

= � ~D^αu − ~Θ_α, D^m_d u − (Â^{ᾱᾱ})^{−1} � (−1)^mf̂_ᾱ + Θ_ᾱ − � |β|=m β�me_d

Â^{ᾱβ}Θ_β � M.

Here, (Â^{ᾱᾱ})^{−1} � (−1)^mf̂_ᾱ + Θ_ᾱ −

�_{|β|=m}

β�me_d

Â^{ᾱβ}Θ_β � is a (vector-valued) constant in Q_r(z_1) ⊂

Q_j for some j = 1, . . . , l + 1. Then by the triangle inequality, we have

Ψ(z_1, r) ≤ � � � � � � Q_r (z_1) � � � ~D^αu − ~Θ_α, D^m_d u − (Â^{ᾱᾱ})^{−1} � (−1)^mf̂_ᾱ + Θ_ᾱ − � |β|=m β�me_d

Â^{ᾱβ}Θ_β � �^{1/2} � � � � � 2

= � � � � � Q_r(z_1)

|(~D^αu − ~Θ_α, � |β|=m

Â^{ᾱβ}D^βu − (−1)^mf̂_ᾱ − Θ_ᾱ)M^{−1}|^{1/2} � � � � 2

= � � Q_r(z_1) � � � (~D^αu − ~Θ_α, U − Θ_ᾱ)

+ (0^′, � |β|=m

Â^{ᾱβ}D^βu − � |β|=m

A^{ᾱβ}D^βu + (−1)^mf_ᾱ − (−1)^mf̂_ᾱ) � M^{−1} � �^{1/2} �2

≤ N � Q_r(z_1)

|(~D^αu, U) − Θ|^{1/2}

�_2 + N � ω_Aαβ (r)‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Qr (z1))} + ω_{fᾱ} (r) � . Since Θ is arbitrary, we obtain

Ψ(z_1, r) ≤ NΦ(z_1, r) + N � ω_Aαβ (r)‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Qr (z1))} + ω_{fᾱ} (r) � , where Φ(z_1, r) is the function is defined in the coordinate system associated with z_1. Substituting it into (3.16), we derive

Φ_{z0} (z_1, r) ≤ NΦ(z_1, r) + N � ω_Aαβ (r)‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Qr (z1))} + ω_{fᾱ} (r) � . By using (3.5) with z_1 in place of z_0, we get (3.15). □

With Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 in hand, we are ready to prove the following proposition. Together with Lemma 3.1 and the results in Appendix A, Theorem 1.2 follows.

Proposition 3.5. Let ε, γ ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ (1, ∞). Suppose that A^{αβ} and f_α are of piecewise Dini mean oscillation in Q_1, and f_α ∈ L_∞(Q_1). If u ∈ H^m_p (Q_1) is a weak solution to

u_t + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(A^{αβ}D^βu) = � |α|=m

D^αf_α in Q_1,

then u ∈ C^{1/2,m}(Q_j ∩ ((−1 + ε, 0) × B_{1−ε})), j = 1, . . . , M, and

‖D^mu‖_{L∞ ((−1+ε,0)×B1−ε)} ≤ N‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(Q1)} + N

�_1 0 ω̃_{fα} (s) s ds + ‖f_ᾱ‖_{L∞ (Q1)} � . Furthermore, for any fixed z_0 ∈ (−1+ε, 0)×B_{1−ε}, there exists a coordinate system associated with z_0, such that for all z_1 ∈ (−1 + ε, 0) × B_{1−ε}, we have

|(~D^αu(z_0), U(z_0)) − (~D^αu(z_1), U(z_1))|

≤ N|z_0 − z_1|^γ_p ‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(Q1)} + N

�_{|z0−z1|p} 0 ω̃_{fα} (s) s ds

+ N �_{|z0−z1|p} 0 ω̃_Aαβ (s) s ds · � ‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(Q1 )} +

�_1 0 ω̃_{fα} (s) s ds + ‖f_α‖_{L∞ (Q1)} � , where ~D^αu is the collection of D^αu, α = m, α � me_d, U is defined in (1.4) with |β| = m, N depends on n, d, m, M, p, Λ, ν, ε, γ, and the C^{1,Dini} and C^{γ0} characteristics of Q_j with respect to x and t, respectively, and ω̃_•(t) is a Dini function derived from ω_•(t). Proof. We shall divide the proof of Proposition 3.5 into two steps. We temporarily assume that D^mu is locally bounded with the estimate (3.14) in Step 1. Then we drop the temporary assumption in Step 2.

Step 1. In this step, we will prove Proposition 3.5 by assuming that D^mu is locally bounded. Take Θ_{z0,r} ∈ R^{n×}

�_{d+m−1} m � such that

Φ(z_0, r) = � Q_r (z_0)

|(~D^αu, U) − Θ_{z0,r}|^{12} dxdt

�_2 . We can find Θ_{z0,κ}l_r in the same way, l = 1, . . . . Using (3.13), we have lim_{l→∞} Φ(z_0, κ^lr) = 0.

Then for a.e. z_0 ∈ Q_{1/8}, we have lim_{l→∞} Θ_{z0,κ}l_r = (~D^αu(z_0), U(z_0)). (3.17)

It follows from the triangle inequality that, for L ≥ 1,

|Θ_{z0,κ}L_r − Θ_{z0,r}| ≤ N L� l=0 Φ(z_0, κ^lr). (3.18)

Thus, taking L → ∞ in (3.18), combining (3.17), (3.13), the fact that ∞� i=0 ω̃_•(κ^ir) ≤ N

�_r 0 ω̃_•(s) s ds, (see, for instance, [15, Lemma 2.7]), and (3.5), we obtain for 0 < r < 1/8, |(~D^αu(z_0), U(z_0)) − Θ_{z0,r}| ≤ N ∞� l=0 Φ(z_0, κ^lr)

≤ N � Φ(z_0, r) + ‖D^mu‖_{L∞ (Q1/4)}

�_r 0 ω̃_Aαβ (s) s ds +

�_r 0 ω̃_{fα} (s) s ds �

≤ Nr^γ‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(Q1/4 )} + N � ‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Q1/4 )}

�_r 0 ω̃_Aαβ (s) s ds +

�_r 0 ω̃_{fα} (s) s ds � . (3.19)

Suppose that z_1 = (t_1, x_1) ∈ Q_{1/8} ∩ Q_{j1} for some j_1 ∈ [1, l + 1]. The case of |z_0 − z_1|_p ≥ 1/32 follows from

|(~D^αu(z_0), U(z_0)) − (~D^αu(z_1), U(z_1))| ≤ N|z_0 − z_1|^γ_p � ‖D^mu‖_{L∞ (Q1/4)} + ‖f_ᾱ‖_{L∞ (Q1/4)} � and Lemma 3.3. When |z_0 − z_1|_p ≤ 1/32, we set r = |z_0 − z_1|_p. Recalling that for each z_0, the coordinate system is chosen according to it. Now let us continue the proof according to the following two cases:

Case 1: Q_r(z_1) ⊂ Q_{j0} . By Lemma 3.4 and a similar argument that led to (3.19), we obtain

|(~D^αu(z_1), U(z_1)) − Θ_{z1,r}| ≤ N ∞� l=0 Φ_{z0} (z_1, κ^lr)

≤ Nr^γ‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(Q1/4 )} + N � ‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Q1/4 )}

�_r 0 ω̃_Aαβ (s) s ds +

�_r 0 ω̃_{fα} (s) s ds � . (3.20)

By using the triangle inequality, we have |(~D^αu(z_0), U(z_0)) − (~D^αu(z_1), U(z_1))|^{1/2} ≤ |(~D^αu(z_0), U(z_0)) − Θ_{z0,r}|^{1/2} + |(~D^αu(z), U(z)) − Θ_{z0,r}|^{1/2} + |(~D^αu(z), U(z)) − Θ_{z1,r}|^{1/2} + |(~D^αu(z_1), U(z_1)) − Θ_{z1,r}|^{1/2}, ∀ z ∈ Q_r(z_0) ∩ Q_r(z_1).

Then taking the average over z ∈ Q_r(z_0)∩Q_r(z_1) and taking the square, using (3.19), (3.20), and Lemma 3.3, we derive

|(~D^αu(z_0), U(z_0)) − (~D^αu(z_1), U(z_1))|

≤ N|z_0 − z_1|^γ_p ‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(Q1/4)} + N

�_r 0 ω̃_{fα} (s) s ds + N �_r 0 ω̃_Aαβ (s) s ds � ‖(~D^αu, U)‖_{L1(Q1)} +

�_1 0 ω̃_{fα} (s) s ds + ‖f_ᾱ‖_{L∞(Q1 )} � . (3.21)

Case 2: Q_r(z_1) � Q_{j0} . By a similar argument as in [18, pp. 21-22], we obtain (3.21). This finishes the proof of Proposition 3.5 under the assumption that D^mu is locally bounded.

Step 2. Now let us remove the assumption that D^mu is locally bounded by using the technique of flattening the boundary and an approximation argument. For any point z_0 = (t_0, x_0) ∈ ∂_pQ_{j0} , j_0 = 1, . . . , M − 1, we will prove that D^mu is bounded in a neighborhood of z_0. Since z_0 belongs to the boundaries of at most two of the subdomains, we may assume that there exist a constant 0 < r < 1 and a function h_{j0} (t, x^′) which is C^{1,Dini} in x^′, C^{γ0} in t, and |∇_x′ h_{j0} (t_0, x^′_0)| = 0, such that h_{j0} (t, x^′) divides Q_r(z_0) into two subdomains Q^+_r (z_0) and Q^−_r (z_0). Let ζ_0 be a smooth even function in R with a compact support in (−1, 1) satisfying � R ζ_0(t) dt = 1, � R t^2ζ_0(t) dt = 0. Set ζ(t, x^′) = ζ_0(t + 1) d−1� i=1 ζ_0(x_i).

For ε > 0, let ζ_ε(t, x^′) = ε^{−(d+2m−1)}ζ(ε^{−2m}t, ε^{−1}x^′).

Let h_{j0,ε}(t, x^′) be a mollification of h_{j0} (t, x^′) defined as follows:

h_{j0,ε}(t, x^′) = � R � R^{d−1}

h_{j0} (s, y^′)ζ_ε(t − s, x^′ − y^′) dy^′ds,

where ε > 0 is a sufficiently small constant.

Define the shifted point

x_ε = � � � x + λεe_d, x_d > h_{j0,ε}(t, x^′), x − λεe_d, x_d < h_{j0,ε}(t, x^′),

where λ > 0 is some number such that Q_ε(t_0, x_ε) := (t_0 − ε^{2m}, t_0) × B_ε(x_ε) lies in Q^+_r (z_0) or Q^−_r (z_0). Set η_ε(t, x) = ε^{−(d+2m)}η(ε^{−2m}t, ε^{−1}x), where η ≥ 0 is a infinitely differentiable function with unit integral supported in Q_1. Define the piecewise mollification of A^{αβ} as follows:

A^{αβ}_ε (t, x) = � Q_ε(t_0,x_ε)

η_ε(t − s, x_ε − y)A^{αβ}(s, y) dsdy.

Similarly, we can define the piecewise mollification f_{α,ε} of f_α. Then A^{αβ}_ε satisfies (1.2), and A^{αβ}_ε , f_{α,ε} are of piecewise smooth in Q_r(z_0) satisfying ω_Aαβ_ε ≤ ω_Aαβ , ω_{fα,ε} ≤ ω_{fα} .

Moreover, as ε → 0^+, f_{α,ε} → f_α in L_2(Q_r(z_0)), A^{αβ}_ε → A^{αβ} a.e.

Let v_ε ∈ H^m_p (Q_r(z_0)) (1 < p < ∞) be the solution to � � � � � ∂_tv_ε + (−1)^m

�_{|α|=|β|=m} D_α(A^{αβ}_ε D^βv_ε) =

�_{|α|=m} D_α(f_α − f_{α,ε}) +(−1)^m

�_{|α|=|β|=m}

D_α((A^{αβ}_ε − A^{αβ})D^βu) in Q_r(z_0), v_ε = |Dv_ε| = · · · = |D^{m−1}v_ε| = 0 on ∂_pQ_r(z_0). (3.22) Note that the right-hand side of the equation in (3.22) goes to zero as ε → 0^+. Then by the H^m_2 -estimate, we have ‖D^mv_ε‖_{L2(Qr (z0))} → 0 as ε → 0^+.

This implies that there is a subsequence, still denoted by v_ε, such that D^mv_ε → 0, a.e. in Q_r(z_0). Set u_ε = u − v_ε. Then in Q_r(z_0), ∂_tu_ε + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D_α(A^{αβ}_ε D^βu_ε) = � |α|=m

D_αf_{α,ε}, (3.23)

and hence, to show the boundedness of D^mu near z_0, it suffices to prove that D^mu_ε is uniformly bounded near z_0. To this end, let (s, y^′, y_d) = Φ(t, x^′, x_d) = (t, x^′, x_d − h_{j0,ε}(t, x^′)), and define ũ_ε(s, y^′, y_d) = u_ε(t, x^′, x_d). Then from (3.23), we have

∂_tũ_ε + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D_α(Ã^{αβ}_ε D^βũ_ε) − ∂_th_{j0,ε}D_dũ_ε = � |α|=m

D_αf̃_{α,ε} in Q_{r1} , (3.24)

where Q_{r1} ⊂ Φ(Q_r(z_0)), Ã^{αβ}_ε and f̃_{α,ε} are the new coefficients and data under the transformation Λ := (^{∂yi}_{∂xj} )^d_{i,j=1}, which are piecewise DMO in Q_{r1} . To prove D^mũ_ε is locally bounded, we first note that, by using Lemma A.1, we have for any p ∈ (1, ∞), ‖D^mũ_ε‖_{Lp (Q3r1/4)} ≤ N � ‖ũ_ε‖_{Lp(Qr1 )} + � |α|=m

‖f̃_{α,ε}‖_{Lp(Qr1 )} � , (3.25) where the constant N depends on n, d, m, p, ν, Λ, r_0, and ‖∂_th_{j0,ε}‖_{L∞} . Following the same argument as in [13, Lemma 3.5], we have

‖∂_tũ_ε‖_{L2(Q2r1 /3)} ≤ N � ‖D^mũ_ε‖_{L2(Q3r1 /4)} + � |α|=m

‖f̃_{α,ε}‖_{L2(Qr1 )} � . (3.26)

Next by taking the derivative of the equation (3.24) with respect to t, we have

∂_t(∂_tũ_ε) + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D_α(Ã^{αβ}_ε D^β∂_tũ_ε) − ∂_th_{j0,ε}D_d∂_tũ_ε = � |α|=m

D_α(∂_tf̃_{α,ε}) + ∂^2_t h_{j0,ε}D_dũ_ε − (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D_α(∂_tÃ^{αβ}_ε D^βũ_ε) in Q_{r1} .

Applying Lemma A.2, using (3.25) and (3.26), we obtain for p > 2,

‖∂_tũ_ε‖_H m_{p (Qr1/2 )} ≤ N � ‖∂_tũ_ε‖_{L2(Q2r1 /3)} + � |α|=m

‖∂_tf̃_{α,ε}‖_{Lp(Qr1 )} + ‖∂^2_t h_{j0,ε}D_dũ_ε‖_{Lp(Qr1 )}

+ ‖D^mũ_ε‖_{Lp(Q2r1 /3)} � ≤ N � ‖ũ_ε‖_{Lp(Qr1 )} + � |α|=m

‖f̃_{α,ε}‖_{Lp(Qr1 )} + � |α|=m

‖∂_tf̃_{α,ε}‖_{Lp (Qr1 )} � . (3.27)

Note that the constant in (3.27) may depend on ε. Similarly, for α = (α_1, . . . , α_{d−1}, α_d) = (α^′, α_d), we have D^{α′}_y′ ũ_ε ∈ H^m_{p,loc}(Q_{r1} ). (3.28) By the Sobolev embedding theorem for p > d + 2m, we obtain

∂_tũ_ε, D^{m−1}D^{α′}_y′ ũ_ε ∈ L_{∞,loc}(Q_{r1} ). (3.29)

From (3.24), we have

D^m_d � � |β|=m

Ã^{ᾱβ}_ε D^βũ_ε � = (−1)^{m+1}∂_tũ_ε + (−1)^m � |α|=m

D_αf̃_{α,ε} + (−1)^m∂_th_{j0,ε}D_dũ_ε − � |α|=|β|=m

α_d<m

D^{αd}_d D^{α′}_y′ (Ã^{αβ}_ε D^βũ_ε),

where ᾱ = me_d. Then by using [13, Corollary 4.4], (3.27), and (3.28), we obtain

D_d � � |β|=m

Ã^{ᾱβ}_ε D^βũ_ε � ∈ L_{p,loc}(Q_{r1} ).

This together with (3.27), (3.28) and

�_{|β|=m}~

A^{ᾱβ}_ε D^βũ_ε ∈ L_{p,loc}(Q_{r1} ) yields � |β|=m

Ã^{ᾱβ}_ε D^βũ_ε ∈ H^1_{p,loc}(Q_{r1} ).

It follows from the Sobolev embedding theorem for p > d + 2 that � |β|=m

Ã^{ᾱβ}_ε D^βũ_ε ∈ L_{∞,loc}(Q_{r1} ).

Using (1.2) and (3.29), we derive the local boundedness of D^mũ_ε and thus, D^mu_ε is bounded near z_0. Then by applying the a priori estimate in Lemma 3.3 to get a uniform L_∞-estimate of D^mu_ε independent of ε, and finally taking ε → 0^+, we obtain the boundedness of D^mu near z_0. Proposition 3.5 is proved. □

4. Proof of Theorem 1.3

The estimate (1.5) follows from Theorem 1.2 and [18, Lemma 5.1]. Moreover, combining Lemma 3.3 with the argument in Step 2 of the proof of Proposition 3.5, we obtain the estimate of ‖D^mu‖_{L∞} in (1.6). We next show the estimate of ⟨u⟩ m+δ′_{2m} in (1.6).

For any z_0 = (t_0, x_0) ∈ Q_{3/4}, as mentioned on page 13, we assume z_0 ∈ Q_{3/4} ∩ Q_{j0} for some j_0 ∈ {1, . . . , l + 1}. For (t, x) ∈ Q_j with Q_j given in (3.2), we can take the piecewise constant functions as follows:

Ā^{αβ}_{z0} (t, x) = Ā^{αβ}_{z0} (x_d) = � � � � � � � lim Q_j∋(s,y)→(t_0,x^′_0,h_j(t_0 ,x^′_0))

A^{αβ}(s, y), j > j_0,

A^{αβ}(t_0, x_0), j = j_0, lim Q_j∋(s,y)→(t_0,x^′_0,h_{j−1}(t_0 ,x^′_0))

A^{αβ}(s, y), j < j_0.

(4.1)

Note that Ā^{αβ}_{z0} is independent of the radius r, which is different from the scenario where the coefficients are of piecewise Dini mean oscillation. With these piecewise constant functions, we denote

P^{z0} = � p : p(x) = � 0≤|β|≤m β�me_d

(x_1 − x_{0,1})^{β1} · · · (x_d − x_{0,d})^{βd} β_1! · · · β_d!

ℓ_β

+ �_{xd}

x_{0,d}

�_{sm−1}

x_{0,d}

· · ·

�_{s1}

x_{0,d} � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z0} (s)

�_{−1}� ℓ_ᾱ − � |β|=m β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{z0} (s)ℓ_β � dsds_1 . . . ds_{m−1} � ,

where ℓ_β’s are constants and ᾱ = me_d.

Lemma 4.1. Let r, q ∈ (0, ∞) and p ∈ P^{z0} . Suppose that � B_r(x_0)

|D^βp(x)|^q dx ≤ C^q_0r^{q(m−|β|+δ′ )}, (4.2)

where C_0, δ^′ > 0 are constants and |β| ≤ m. Then we have

|ℓ_β| ≤ NC_0r^{m−|β|+δ′} , |β| ≤ m,

where N > 0 depends only on d, n, ν, q, and δ^′.

Proof. From the definition of p, we have

D^βp = ℓ_β, |β| = m, β � me_d,

which together with (4.2) implies that

|ℓ_β| ≤ NC_0r^{δ′} , |β| = m, β � me_d. (4.3)

A direct calculation gives

D^m_d p = � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z0} (x_d)

�_{−1}�

ℓ_ᾱ − � |β|=m β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{z0} (x_d)ℓ_β � .

Then by using (1.2), (4.2), and (4.3), we obtain

|ℓ_ᾱ| ≤ NC_0r^{δ′} . (4.4)

For |β| = m − 1, further calculations show that, if β � (m − 1)e_d, then D^βp = ℓ_β + R_1(x, ℓ_α)1_{|α|=m,α�med} ;

if β = (m − 1)e_d, then

D^βp = ℓ_β + R_2(x, ℓ_α)1_{|α|=m,α�med} +

�_{xd}

x_{0,d} � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z0} (s)

�_{−1}� ℓ_ᾱ − � |β|=m β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{z0} (s)ℓ_β � ds,

where |R_i(x, ℓ_α)1_{|α|=m,α�med} | ≤ NC_0r^{1+δ′} . Combining (4.3) and (4.4), we get |ℓ_β| ≤ NC_0r^{1+δ′} , |β| = m − 1.

Similarly, for 0 ≤ |β| ≤ m − 2, by induction, we can prove that |ℓ_β| ≤ NC_0r^{m−|β|+δ′} .

The proof of the lemma is finished. □

Lemma 4.2. For any z_0 ∈ Q_{1/8} and r ∈ (0, 1/4), in the coordinate system associated with z_0, we can find p^{r,z0} := p^{r,z0} (x) in the form � 0≤|β|≤m β�me_d

(x_1 − x_{0,1})^{β1} · · · (x_d − x_{0,d})^{βd} β_1! · · · β_d!

ℓ^{r,z0}_β

+ �_{xd}

x_{0,d}

�_{sm−1}

x_{0,d}

· · ·

�_{s1}

x_{0,d} � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z0} (s)

�_{−1}� (−1)^mf̄_{ᾱ;z0} (s) + ℓ^{r,z0}_ᾱ − � |β|=m,β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{z0} (s)ℓ^{r,z0}_β � dsds_1 . . . ds_{m−1} ∈ u_1 + P^{z0} , (4.5)

where ℓ^{r,z0}_β are constants, f̄_{ᾱ;z0} is defined as in (4.1), and u_1 is defined in (3.7) with (Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z0} (s))^{−1}f̄_{ᾱ;z0} (s) in place of (Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{r,z0} (s))^{−1}f̄_{ᾱ;r,z0} (s), such that � Q_r (z_0)

|D^α(u − p^{r,z0} )|^{1/2} ≤ NC^{1/2}_0 r^{(m−|α|+δ′ )/2}, (4.6)

where δ^′ = min{δ,^μ_{1+μ} , 2mγ_0 − 1}, |α| ≤ m, and

C_0 = M� j=1 |f_α|_{δ/2,δ;Qj} + ‖u‖_{Lp(Q)} + ‖Du‖_{L1(Q)}. (4.7)

Proof. (1) For simplicity, we assume that x_0 = 0. Let v be the solution of (3.8). Then similar to (3.10), using (2.17) with β = 0, (3.9), the same argument that led to [17, (3.7)], and Lemma 3.3, we obtain � Q_{r/2}(z_0)

|v|^{1/2} dxdt

�_2

≤ Nr^{m+δ′} � ‖D^mu‖_{L∞(Qr (z0))} + M� j=1 |f_α|_{δ/2,δ;Qj} � ≤ NC_0r^{m+δ′} . (4.8)

Define

p_1(x) = w(z_0) + � 1≤|β|≤m β�me_d

x^{β1}_1 . . . x^{βd}_d β_1! . . . β_d!

D^βw(z_0) +

�_{xd} 0 �_{sm−1} 0 · · ·

�_{s1} 0 � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z0} (s)

�_{−1}

· � W(z_0) − � |β|=m β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{z0} (s)D^βw(z_0) � dsds_1 . . . ds_{m−1} ∈ P^{z0} ,

where w and W are defined in (3.6)and (3.12), respectively. Then a direct calculation yields ~D^αp_1 = ~D^αw(z_0), � |β|=m

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{z0} (x_d)D^βp_1 = W(z_0),

where ~D^αw is the collection of D^αw, |α| = m and α � me_d. Since w satisfies (3.11), applying Lemma 2.1 and the local estimate in Lemma A.2 with a suitable scaling, we have ‖w_t‖_{L∞ (Qκr(z0))} ≤ Nr^{−2m−2(d+2m)}‖w‖_{L1/2(Qr/2 (z0))}, (4.9) ‖~D^α(w − p_1)‖_{L∞(Qκr (z0))} ≤ Nκr^{−m−2(d+2m)}‖w‖_{L1/2(Qr/2 (z0))}, and � � � |β|=m

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{z0} (x_d)D^β(w − p_1) � �_{L∞ (Qκr (z0))} ≤ Nκr^{−m−2(d+2m)}‖w‖_{L1/2(Qr/2 (z0))},

where κ ∈ (0, 1/2). Thus, together with (1.2), we derive ‖D^m(w − p_1)‖_{L∞(Qκr (z0))} ≤ Nκr^{−m−2(d+2m)}‖w‖_{L1/2(Qr/2 (z0))}. (4.10) Note that w − p satisfies the same equation as w for any p ∈ P^{z0} , one can infer from (4.9) and (4.10) that ‖w_t‖_{L∞ (Qκr (z0))} ≤ Nr^{−2m−2(d+2m)}‖w − p‖_{L1/2(Qr/2 (z0))}, (4.11) and ‖D^m(w − p_1)‖_{L∞ (Qκr(z0))} ≤ Nκr^{−m−2(d+2m)}‖w − p‖_{L1/2(Qr/2 (z0))}. (4.12) Since D^β(w − p_1)(z_0) = 0, |β| ≤ m − 1, by using (4.11) and (4.12), we have � Q_{κr}(z_0 )

|w − p_1|^{1/2} ≤ N � Q_{κr}(z_0)

(|w − w(t_0, x)| + |w(t_0, x) − p_1|^{1/2}

≤ N(κr)^m‖w_t‖^{1/2}_{L∞ (Qκr(z0))} + N(κr)^{m/2}‖D^m(w − p_1)‖^{1/2}_{L∞(Qκr (z0))} ≤ Nκ^{m+12} � Q_{r/2} (z_0)

|w − p|^{1/2}.

(4.13) Recalling w = u − u_1 − v in (3.6), using the triangle inequality, (4.8), and (4.13), we have for any p ∈ P^{z0} , � Q_{κr}(z_0)

|u − u_1 − p_1|^{1/2} dz ≤ � Q_{κr}(z_0)

|w − p_1|^{1/2} dz + � Q_{κr}(z_0)

|v|^{1/2} dz

≤ Nκ^{m+12} � Q_{r/2}(z_0 )

|w − p|^{1/2} dz + NC^{1/2}_0 κ^{−(d+2m)}r^{12 (m+δ′)}

≤ Nκ^{m+12} � Q_{r/2}(z_0 )

|u − u_1 − p|^{1/2} dz + NC^{1/2}_0 κ^{−(d+2m)}r^{12 (m+δ′)}, (4.14)

where C_0 is defined in (4.7). Denote

F(r) := inf_{p∈Pz0} � Q_r (z_0)

|u − u_1 − p|^{1/2} dz.

Then it follows from (4.14) that, for any r ∈ (0, 1/4) and κ ∈ (0, 1/2), F(κr) ≤ Nκ^{m+12} F(r) + NC^{1/2}_0 κ^{−(d+2m)}r^{12 (m+δ′ )}.

Using a well-known iteration argument (see, for instance, [24, Chapter V, Lemma 3.1]), we have F(r) ≤ NC^{1/2}_0 r^{12 (m+δ′ )}.

Thus, there exists p^{r,z0} in the form of (4.5) such that (4.6) holds with α = 0.

(2) By p^{r,z0} as given in the above and using direct computations, we obtain � |β|=m

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{z0} (x_d)D^βp^{r,z}0 = (−1)^mf̄_{ᾱ;z0} (x_d) + ℓ^{r,z0}_ᾱ , (4.15)

and thus,

(u − p^{r,z0} )_t + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(Ā^{αβ}_{z0} (x_d)D^β(u − p^{r,z0} ))

= (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α � (Ā^{αβ}_{z0} (x_d) − A^{αβ}(t, x))D^βu � + � |α|=m

D^α(f_α(t, x) − f̄_{α;z0} (x_d)).

Denote w̃ := w − p_1, where w is defined in (3.6). Then w̃ satisfies w̃_t + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(Ā^{αβ}_{z0} (x_d)D^βw̃) = 0 in Q_{r/2}(z_0).

By using Lemma A.2 with p = 2, the triangle inequality, (4.6) with α = 0, and (4.8), we have for 1 ≤ |α| ≤ m,

‖D^αw̃‖_{L2(Qr/3 (z0))} ≤ Nr^{−|α|+ d+2m2 −2(d+2m)} � ‖u − p^{r,z0} ‖_{L1/2(Qr/2 (z0))} + ‖v‖_{L1/2 (Qr/2(z0))} � ≤ NC_0r^{m−|α|+δ′ + d+2m2} .

Together with Hölder’s inequality, we obtain � Q_{r/3} (z_0)

|D^αw̃|^{1/2} ≤ � Q_{r/3}(z_0)

|D^αw̃|^2

� 1_4

≤ NC^{1/2}_0 r^{(m−|α|+δ′ )/2}. (4.16)

Moreover, similar to (4.8), we have � Q_{r/2} (z_0)

|D^αv|^{1/2} dxdt

�_2

≤ NC_0r^{m−|α|+δ′} ,

where 1 ≤ |α| ≤ m. This, in combination with the triangle inequality and (4.16), yields (4.6) with 1 ≤ |α| ≤ m. The lemma is proved. □ Lemma 4.3. For any z_0 ∈ Q_{1/8} and r ∈ (0, 1/4), we have

D^βu(z_0) = ℓ^{z0}_β , |D^βu(z_0) − ℓ^{r,z0}_β | ≤ NC_0r^{m−|β|+δ′} , |β| ≤ m, |β| � me_d, (4.17) and U(z_0) = ℓ^{z0}_ᾱ , |U(z_0) − ℓ^{r,z0}_ᾱ | ≤ NC_0r^{δ′} , ᾱ = me_d, (4.18) where ℓ^{r,z0}_β are defined in (4.5), ℓ^{z0}_β are the limits of ℓ^{r,z0}_β as r → 0, |β| ≤ m, U is defined in (1.4) with |β| = m, the constant N depends on d, n, m, ν, and δ^′.

Proof. For simplicity, we assume x_0 = 0. It follows from the triangle inequality and (4.6) that � Q_r (z_0)

|D^β(p^{r,z0} − p^{2r,z0} )|^{1/2} ≤ � Q_r(z_0)

|D^β(u − p^{r,z0} )|^{1/2} + |D^β(u − p^{2r,z0} )|^{1/2}

≤ NC^{1/2}_0 r^{(m−|β|+δ′ )/2}, where |β| ≤ m. From (4.5), we have

p^{r,z0} − p^{2r,z0} = ℓ^{r,z0}_0 − ℓ^{2r,z0}_0 + (−1)^m � 1≤|β|≤m β�me_d

x^{β1}_1 · · · x^{βd}_d β_1! · · · β_d!

(ℓ^{r,z0}_β − ℓ^{2r,z0}_β )

+ (−1)^m

�_{xd} 0 �_{sm−1} 0 · · ·

�_{s1} 0 � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z0} (s)

�_{−1}� ℓ^{r,z0}_ᾱ − ℓ^{2r,z0}_ᾱ − � |β|=m,β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{z0} (s)(ℓ^{r,z0}_β − ℓ^{2r,z0}_β ) � dsds_1 . . . ds_{m−1} ∈ P^{z0} .

Applying Lemma 4.1, we have |ℓ^{r,z0}_β − ℓ^{2r,z0}_β | ≤ NC_0r^{m−|β|+δ′} , |β| ≤ m. (4.19) This implies that the limits of ℓ^{r,z0}_β exist and are denoted by ℓ^{z0}_β for |β| ≤ m. Combining (4.6) and the continuity of D^βu, |β| ≤ m − 1, one can get (4.17) for |β| ≤ m − 1.

Next we prove (4.17) for |β| = m and (4.18). From (4.6), one has that � Q_{r/2}(z_0) | � |β|=m

Ā^{ᾱβ}D^β(u − p^{r,z}0 )|^{1/2} ≤ NC^{1/2}_0 r^{δ′/2}. (4.20)

In view of the definition of U in (1.4) with |β| = m, (4.15), the triangle inequality, (4.20), and [18, Lemma 5.1], we have � Q_{r/3}(z_0)

|U − ℓ^{r,z0}_ᾱ |^{1/2} ≤ � Q_{r/3}(z_0) � � � |β|=m

(A^{ᾱβ}D^βu − Ā^{ᾱβ}_{z0} (x_d)D^βp^{r,z0} ) + (−1)^mf_ᾱ − (−1)^mf̄_{ᾱ;z0} (x_d) � �^{1/2}

≤ NC^{1/2}_0 r^{δ′/2}. (4.21) Therefore, the desired estimates follow from (4.19), (4.21), and the continuity of ~D^βu and U in (1.5). □ Now we are ready to complete the proof of the estimate of ⟨u⟩ m+δ′_{2m} in (1.6).

Proof of the estimate of ⟨u⟩ m+δ′_{2m} in (1.6). For any point z_0 = (t_0, x_0), z_1 = (t_1, x_0) ∈ Q_{3/4}, denote r := |t_0 − t_1|^{12m} . If r > 1/32, then by (A.2), we have

|u(z_0) − u(z_1)| ≤ 2‖u‖_{L∞(Q3/4)} ≤ N|t_0 − t_1|^{m+δ′2m} � ‖u‖_{Lp(Q1 )} + � |α|≤m

‖f_α‖_{L∞ (Q1)} � . Next we consider the case of r ≤ 1/32. Without loss of generality, we may assume x_0 = 0 and z_1 = (t_0 −r^{2m}, 0) are in the same subdomain. Using the triangle inequality, we have

|u(z_0) − u(z_1)|^{1/2} ≤ |u(z_0) − ℓ^{2r,z0}_0 |^{1/2} + |ℓ^{2r,z0}_0 − ℓ^{2r,z1}_0 |^{1/2} + |u(z_1) − ℓ^{2r,z1}_0 |^{1/2}. (4.22)

We will use x and y to denote the same point under the coordinate system associated with z_0 and z_1, respectively. Moreover, it follows from [18, Lemma 3.3] with ω_1(r) replaced by r^{δ′} that |x − y| ≤ Nr^{1+δ′} . (4.23)

To estimate |ℓ^{2r,z0}_0 − ℓ^{2r,z1}_0 |, we first use the definition of p^{r,z0} in (4.5) with x_0 = 0 to obtain

|ℓ^{2r,z0}_0 − ℓ^{2r,z1}_0 |^{1/2}

≤ |p^{2r,z0} − p^{2r,z1} |^{1/2} + � � � 1≤|β|≤m β�me_d 1 β_1! · · · β_d!

(ℓ^{2r,z0}_β x^{β1}_1 · · · x^{βd}_d − ℓ^{2r,z1}_β y^{β1}_1 · · · y^{βd}_d ) � �^{1/2}

+ � � � �_{xd} 0 �_{sm−1} 0 · · ·

�_{s1} 0 � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z0} (s)

�_{−1}� (−1)^mf̄_{ᾱ;z0} (s) + ℓ^{2r,z0}_ᾱ − � |β|=m,β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{z0} (s)ℓ^{2r,z0}_β � dsds_1 . . . ds_{m−1}

− �_{yd} 0 �_{sm−1} 0 · · ·

�_{s1} 0 � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z1} (s)

�_{−1}� (−1)^mf̄_{ᾱ;z1} (s) + ℓ^{2r,z1}_ᾱ

− � |β|=m,β�me_d

Ā^{ᾱβ}_{z1} (s)ℓ^{2r,z}1_β � dsds_1 . . . ds_{m−1} � � � 1/2 , (4.24)

where we used g_{z0} and g_{z1} to denote the same function g in the coordinate system associated with z_0 and z_1, respectively. We are going to estimate the three terms on the right-hand side of (4.24) one by one.

In view of the triangle inequality and (4.6), we have Q_r(z_1) ⊂ Q_{2r}(z_0) and � Q_r(z_1)

|p^{2r,z0} − p^{2r,z1} |^{1/2} ≤ � Q_r(z_1 )

|u(z) − p^{2r,z0} |^{1/2} + � Q_r (z_1)

|u(z) − p^{2r,z1} |^{1/2} ≤ � Q_{2r}(z_0)

|u(z) − p^{2r,z0} |^{1/2} + NC^{1/2}_0 r^{(m+δ′ )/2} ≤ NC^{1/2}_0 r^{(m+δ′ )/2}.

(4.25)

Under the coordinate system associated with z_0, by using the triangle inequality, Lemma 4.1, (4.23), (4.17), and (1.5), we have for 1 ≤ |β| ≤ m and β � me_d,

|ℓ^{2r,z0}_β x^{β1}_1 · · · x^{βd}_d − ℓ^{2r,z1}_β y^{β1}_1 · · · y^{βd}_d |

≤ |(ℓ^{2r,z0}_β − ℓ^{2r,z1}_β )x^{β1}_1 · · · x^{βd}_d + ℓ^{2r,z1}_β (x^{β1}_1 · · · x^{βd}_d − y^{β1}_1 · · · y^{βd}_d )|

≤ r^{|β|} � |ℓ^{2r,z0}_β − D^βu(z_0)| + |D^βu(z_0) − D^βu(z_1)| + |D^βu(z_1) − D^{yβ} u(z_1)|

+ |D^{yβ} u(z_1) − ℓ^{2r,z1}_β | � + NC_0r^{m+δ′} ≤ NC_0r^{m+δ′} , (4.26)

where D^{yβ} denotes the derivatives under the coordinate system associated with z_1, (4.17) and (4.18) hold true with z_0 replaced by z_1. For the third term in (4.24), note that � � �_{xd} 0 �_{sm−1} 0 · · ·

�_{s1} 0 � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z0} (s)

�_{−1}

f̄_{ᾱ;z0} (s) −

�_{yd} 0 �_{sm−1} 0 · · ·

�_{s1} 0 � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z1} (s)

�_{−1} f̄_{ᾱ;z1} (s) � �

≤ � � �_{xd} 0 �_{sm−1} 0 · · ·

�_{s1} 0 � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z0} (s)

�_{−1}

(f̄_{ᾱ;z0} (s) − f̄_{ᾱ;z1} (s)) � � + � � �_{xd} 0 �_{sm−1} 0 · · ·

�_{s1} 0 � (Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z0} (s))^{−1} − (Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z1} (s))^{−1} � f̄_{ᾱ;z1} (s) � � + � � �_{xd}

y_d

�_{sm−1} 0 · · ·

�_{s1} 0 � �(Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z1} (s))^{−1}f̄_{ᾱ;z1} (s) � � dsds_1 . . . ds_{m−1} � �. (4.27)

By using the triangle inequality, (1.2), (4.23), the assumptions of f̄_ᾱ and h_j defined in Page 13, and z_0 and z_1 are in the same subdomain, we have � � �_{xd} 0 �_{sm−1} 0 · · ·

�_{s1} 0 � Ā^{ᾱᾱ}_{z0} (s)

�_{−1} (f̄_{ᾱ;z0} (s) − f̄_{ᾱ;z1} (s)) � � ≤ NC_0r^{m+δ′} ,

which is also true for the last two terms on the right-hand side of (4.27). Similarly, by the triangle inequality, (4.17), and (4.18), we can estimate the rest of terms, and we conclude that the third term on the right-hand side of (4.24) is bounded by NC^{1/2}_0 r^{(m+δ′ )/2}. Then by taking the average over z ∈ Q_r(z_1) and taking the 1/2-th root in (4.22), combining (4.25) and (4.26), we have

|u(z_0) − u(z_1)| ≤ NC_0r^{m+δ′} .

Therefore, we finish the proof of (1.6). □

Appendix A.

In this section, we shall show that we only need to consider the parabolic systems with leading order terms by moving all the lower-order terms to the right-hand side of (1.1). To this end, let us first present the following two auxiliary results in Lemmas A.1 and A.2.

From Lemma 2.3, by a similar localization argument that led to [11, Lemma 4], we obtain the following local estimate.

Lemma A.1. Let p ∈ (1, ∞) and f_α ∈ L_p(Q_1). Assume A^{αβ} satisfies (2.15) with a sufficiently small constant γ_0 = γ_0(d, n, m, p, ν) ∈ (0, 1/2) and u ∈ H^m_{p,loc} satisfies (1.1) in Q_1. Then there exists a constant N = N(n, d, m, p, ν, Λ, r_0) such that

‖u‖_H m_{p (Q1/2 )} ≤ N � ‖u‖_{Lp(Q1)} + � |α|≤m

‖f_α‖_{Lp(Q1 )} � . By Sobolev embedding theorem, Lemma A.1, the interpolation inequality, iteration arguments (see, for instance, [23, pp. 81–82]), and a bootstrap argument, we have the following result.

Lemma A.2. Let 0 < p < 1 < q < ∞. Assume A^{αβ} satisfies (2.15) with a sufficiently small constant γ_0 = γ_0(d, n, m, p, q, Λ, ν) ∈ (0, 1/2) and u ∈ C^∞_{loc}(R^{d+1}) satisfies (1.1) in Q_1, where f_α ∈ L_q(Q_1). Then there exists a constant N = N(n, d, m, p, q, ν, Λ, r_0) such that

‖u‖_H m_{q (Q1/2)} ≤ N � ‖u‖_{Lp(Q1 )} + � |α|≤m

‖f_α‖_{Lq(Q1 )} � . Next we shall use Lemmas A.1 and A.2 to conclude that we only need to consider the parabolic systems without lower-order terms. By Lemma A.2, we have for some q satisfying mq > d + 2m,

‖u‖_H m_{q (Q1/2)} ≤ N � ‖u‖_{Lp(Q1 )} + � |α|≤m

‖f_α‖_{L∞(Q1 )} � . (A.1)

By the Sobolev embedding theorem for mq > d + 2m, we obtain

‖u‖_C 1_{2 (1−} d+2m_{mq ),m−} d+2m_{q (Q1/2)} ≤ N � ‖u‖_{Lp(Q1 )} + � |α|≤m

‖f_α‖_{L∞(Q1 )} � . (A.2)

Now we rewrite (1.1) as

u_t + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(A^{αβ}D^βu) = � |α|≤m

D^αf_α + (−1)^{m+1} � |α|=m,|β|≤m−1

D^α(A^{αβ}D^βu)

+ (−1)^{m+1} � |α|≤m−1,|β|≤m

D^α(A^{αβ}D^βu) in Q_1.

Denote F_α := f_α + (−1)^{m+1} � |β|≤m

A^{αβ}D^βu.

For each γ with |γ| ≤ m − 1, let v ∈ W^{1,2m}_q (Q_1) satisfy � � � v_t + (−1)^m

�_{|α|=|β|=m}

δ^{αβ}I_{n×n}D^αD^βv = F_γχ_{Q1/2} in Q_1, v = |Dv| = · · · = |D^{m−1}v| = 0 on ∂_pQ_1.

Then by the global W^{1,2m}_q -estimate (see, for instance, [12, Theorem 6] by considering e^{−(λ0+1)t}u instead of u there), we have

‖v‖_W1,2m_{q (Q1 )} ≤ N � � |α|≤m

‖D^αu‖_{Lq(Q1/2 )} + � |α|≤m−1

‖f_α‖_{Lq(Q1/2 )} � .

Using (A.1) with 2mq > d + 2m, we get v ∈ C^{1− d+2m2mq ,2m− d+2mq} (Q_{1/2}) (see [27, 28] and [41, Theorems 2.5, 2.7]), with

‖v‖_{C1−} d+2m_{2mq ,2m−} d+2m_{q (Q1/2)} ≤ N � ‖u‖_{Lp(Q1 )} + � |α|≤m

‖f_α‖_{L∞ (Q1 )} � . (A.3)

Denote w := u −

�_{|γ|≤m−1} D^γv, then w satisfies

w_t + (−1)^m � |α|=|β|=m

D^α(A^{αβ}D^βw) = � |α|=m

D^αg_α in Q_{1/2},

where

g_α = f_α + (−1)^{m+1} � |β|≤m−1

A^{αβ}D^βu + (−1)^{m+1} � |β|=m

(A^{αβ} − δ^{αβ}I_{n×n})D^β � � |γ|≤m−1

D^γv � . In view of the assumption that f_α ∈ L_∞(Q_1), the boundedness of A^{αβ}, (A.2), and (A.3), we have ‖g_α‖_{L∞ (Q1/2)} ≤ N � ‖u‖_{Lp(Q1)} + ‖f_α‖_{L∞ (Q1 )} � . Moreover, by the triangle inequality, using (A.2) and (A.3) again, one can see that g_α is piecewise DMO. Therefore, it suffices to consider the parabolic systems without lower-order terms.

References

[1] P. Auscher, M. Qafsaoui, Equivalence between regularity theorems and heat kernel estimates for higher order elliptic operators and systems under divergence form. J. Funct. Anal, 177 (2) (2000) 310–364.

[2] I. Babuška, B. Andersson, P. Smith, K. Levin, Damage analysis of fiber composites. I. Statistical analysis on fiber scale. Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg. 172 (1999), 27–77.

[3] G. Boccia, Schauder estimates for solutions of high-order parabolic systems. Methods Appl. Anal.

20(1), 47–67 (2013).

[4] S. Byun, Hessian estimates in Orlicz spaces for fourth-order parabolic systems in non-smooth domains. J. Differential Equations, 246 (9) (2009) 3518–3534.

[5] S. Byun, L. Wang, Fourth-order parabolic equations with weak BMO coefficients in Reifenberg domains. J. Differential Equations 245 (11) (2008) 3217–3252.

[6] S. Campanato, Proprietá di hôlderianitá di alcune classi di funzioni. (Italian) Ann. Scuola Norm.

Sup. Pisa 17 (1963), no. 3, 175–188.

[7] F. Chiarenza, M. Franciosi, M. Frasca, L_p-estimates for linear elliptic systems with discontinuous coefficients. Atti Accad. Naz. Lincei Cl. Sci. Fis. Mat. Natur. Rend. Lincei (9) Mat. Appl. 5 (1) (1994) 27–32.

[8] M. Chipot, D. Kinderlehrer, G. Vergara-Caffarelli, Smoothness of linear laminates. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 96 (1986), no. 1, 81–96.

[9] J. Choi, H. Dong, L. Xu, Gradient estimates for Stokes and Navier-Stokes systems with piecewise DMO coefficients. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 54 (2022), no. 3, 3609–3635.

[10] E.B. Davies, Uniformly elliptic operators with measurable coefficients. J. Funct. Anal. 132 (1) (1995) 141–169.

[11] H. Dong, Gradient estimates for parabolic and elliptic systems from linear laminates. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 205 (2012), 119–149.

[12] H. Dong, D. Kim, On the L_p-solvability of higher order parabolic and elliptic systems with BMO coefficients. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 199 (2011) 889–941.

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

[14] H. Dong, D. Kim, The conormal derivative problem for higher order elliptic systems with irregular coefficients, Recent advances in harmonic analysis and partial differential equations, Contemp. Math., 581, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2012, 69–97.

[15] H. Dong, S. Kim, On C^1, C^2, and weak type-(1,1) estimates for linear elliptic operators. Comm.

Partial Differential Equations. 42 (2017), no. 3, 417–435.

[16] H. Dong, H. Li, Optimal Estimates for the Conductivity Problem by Green’s Function Method.

Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 231 (2019), no. 3, 1427–1453.

[17] H. Dong, L. Xu, Gradient estimates for divergence form elliptic systems arising from composite material. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 59 (2019), no. 3, 2444–2478.

[18] H. Dong, L. Xu, Gradient estimates for divergence form parabolic systems from composite materials. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 60(3), 98, 2021.

[19] H. Dong, H. Zhang, Schauder estimates for higher-order parabolic systems with time irregular coefficients. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 54 (2015), 47–74.

[20] H. Dong, H. Zhang, Conormal problem of higher-order parabolic systems with time irregular coefficients. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc, 368 (2016), 7413–7460.

[21] J. Fan, K. Kim, S. Nagayasu, G. Nakamura, A gradient estimate for solutions to parabolic equations with discontinuous coefficients. Electron J Differential Equations, (2013), 1–24.

[22] A. Friedman, Partial Differential Equations, Krieger, Melbourne, FL, 1983. [23] M. Giaquinta, Introduction to regularity theory for nonlinear elliptic systems. Lectures in Mathematics ETH Zürich. Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 1993.

[24] M. Giaquinta, Multiple integrals in the calculus of variations and nonlinear elliptic systems, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1983.

[25] R. Haller-Dintelmann, H. Heck, M. Hieber, L^p–L^q-estimates for parabolic systems in nondivergence form with VMO coefficients. J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 74 (3) (2006) 717–736.

[26] F. Hu, D. Li, L. Wang, Hessian estimates for fourth order elliptic systems with singular BMO coefficients in composite Reifenberg domains. J. Funct. Anal. 268 (2015) 555–584.

[27] V. Il’in, Properties of certain classes of differentiable functions of several variables defined in an n-dimensional domain. Trudy Mat. Inst. Steklov, 66 (1962) 227–363.

[28] V. Il’in, V. Solonnikov, Some properties of differentiable functions of several variables. Trudy Mat.

Inst. Steklov, 66 (1962) 205–226.

[29] N. V. Krylov, On weak uniqueness for some diffusions with discontinuous coefficients. Stochastic Process. Appl. 113 (2004), no. 1, 37–64.

[30] N.V. Krylov, Parabolic and elliptic equations with VMO coefficients. Comm. Partial Diff. Equ. 32 (2007), no. 3, 453–475.

[31] N.V. Krylov, Lectures on elliptic and parabolic equations in Sobolev spaces, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2008.

[32] H. Li, Y. Li, Gradient estimates for parabolic systems from composite material. Sci China Math. 60 (2017), no. 11, 2011–2052.

[33] Y. Li, L. Nirenberg, Estimates for elliptic systems from composite material. Comm. Pure Appl. Math.

56 (2003), 892–925.

[34] Y. Li, M. Vogelius, Gradient estimates for solutions to divergence form elliptic equaitons with discontinuous coefficients. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 153 (2000), 91–151.

[35] G.M. Lieberman, Second order parabolic differential equations. World Scientific Publishing Co., Inc., River Edge, 1996.

[36] A. Lunardi, Analytic Semigroups and Optimal Regularity in Parabolic Problems, Progress in Nonlinear Differential Equations and their Applications, vol. 16. Birkhäuser, Basel (1995).

[37] V. Maz’ya, M. Mitrea, T. Shaposhnikova, The Dirichlet problem in Lipschitz domains for higher order elliptic systems with rough coefficients. J. Anal. Math, 110 (2010) 167–239.

[38] D. Palagachev, L. Softova, A priori estimates and precise regularity for parabolic systems with discontinuous data. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst, 13 (3) (2005) 721–742.

[39] D. Palagachev, L. Softova, Precise regularity of solutions to elliptic systems with discontinuous data. Ric. Mat, 54 (2) (2005) 631–639 (2006).

[40] W. Schlag, Schauder and L^p estimates for parabolic systems via Campanato spaces, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 21 (1996), no. 7-8, 1141–1175.

[41] V. Solonnikov, Estimates in L_p of solutions of elliptic and parabolic systems. Trudy Mat. Inst. Steklov.

102 (1967) 137–160.

[42] J. Xiong, J. Bao, Sharp regularity for elliptic systems associated with transmission problems.

Potential Anal. 39, no. 2 (2013), 169–94.

(H. Dong) Division of Applied Mathematics, Brown University, 182 George Street, Providence, RI 02912, USA

Email address: Hongjie Dong@brown.edu

(H. Li) School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Laboratory of MathematiCs and Complex Systems, Ministry of Education, Beijing 100875, China.

Email address: hgli@bnu.edu.cn

(L. Xu) Academy for Multidisciplinary Studies, Capital Normal University, Beijing 100048, China.

Email address: longjuanxu@cnu.edu.cn