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We study higher order elliptic operators with measurable coefficients acting on
Euclidean domains. The coefficients may have degeneracies or singularities on the
boundary or at infinity. We prove Gaussian-type bounds on the fundamental solu-
tion of the associated semigroup. These bounds are expressed in terms of a distance
d(x, y) that reflects the singularity or degeneracy of the coefficients. The estimates
are then used to extend the semigroup to other L” spaces and to prove that the
L?-spectrum is p-independent.  © 1998 Academic Press

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to develop the L? spectral theory of a class of
higher order singular and/or degenerate self-adjoint superelliptic operators
with measurable coefficients. By L” spectral theory we mean the study of
heat kernels and L” properties of the associated evolution semigroup.

Until recently, most results on L” spectral theory of higher order elliptic
operators were based on two important conditions: some kind of local regularity
assumption on the coefficients and uniform ellipticity [ Gul, Gu2, R, Ko].
There are however results on other aspects of spectral theory, namely spectral
asymptotics, where none of these two assumptions is made [ BS1, BS2].

The study of the L? spectral theory of higher order operators with measurable
coefficients was initiated by Davies [ Da3]. Under the assumption that the
order 2m of the operator is larger than the dimension N of the underlying
space he obtained Gaussian-type bounds on the fundamental solution K(¢, x, y)
of the associated semigroup. These bounds were then used to prove L?
properties of the semigroup and, in particular, to show that the L” spectrum
is p-independent for 1 < p < oo. If 2m = N then the above mentioned heat kernel
bounds are still valid, although the relevant proofs have to be modified
[AMT]. If 2m < N then, in general, there does not exist a continuous kernel
and the off-diagonal decay of the semigroup cannot be expressed in a pointwise
sense but only in a suitable operator sense. Moreover, the semigroup extends
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to other L” spaces only for pe[2N/(N + 2m), 2N/(N — 2m)], a range that
is in fact sharp [Da4]. The assumption 2m > N is made throughout the
present paper.

Our aim is to study some spectral properties of operators with measurable
coefficients that are not uniformly elliptic. We look at operators that act on
a domain Q cR”" and are self-adjoint on L*(Q, b dx), where b(x) is some
weight. They are given formally by

Hf =(=1)"b"" % D*{ba,,D'f}, (1)

|| =m

|fl=m

and satisfy Dirichlet boundary conditions on Q2. The matrix valued function
{a,p(x)} and the weight b(x) are positive and measurable and satisfy two
basic hypotheses (H1) and (H2), introduced below. The first is a weighted
Sobolev embedding theorem and the second a weighted interpolation inequality.
In Examples 2, A, B and Proposition 3 we give sufficient conditions under
which they are valid. The first, Example A, concerns functions a(x) and
b(x) that are bounded from above and below by powers of the distance of
x € Q2 from a smooth, compact manifold K of dimension M, | <M <N—1;
the second, Example B, deals with functions that are bounded from above
and below by powers of (1 + |x|?)"? in R". Although these two examples
are quite general, we choose to base the whole paper on Hypotheses (H1)
and (H2), not only for the sake of greater generality, but also for that of
greater clarity as well as possible future applications. However, at various
points we shall return to those two examples in order to illustrate the theory.

Under the above assumptions, we prove Gaussian-type bounds on the
fundamental solution of the associated parabolic equation (Theorem 10).
They have the form

dx, )2m/(2m71)
ey [SE

|K(t5 X, y)| <clliN/zm eXp {_CZ tl/(mel) +C3[

where ¢; are some positive constants. The metric d(x, y) depends on the
operator H and is not equivalent to the Euclidean one unless H is uniformly
elliptic. In Example 12 and Proposition 13 we give precise estimates for
that metric. For instance, for Example B we prove that if a(x) is a function
controlling the size of the matrix {a,,(x)} (ie., ¢ 'a(x) < {aux)} <ca(x)
in the sense of matrices) and 7€ R”" is small, then

cla(x) V2 b <d(x, x +h) < ca(x) ™2™ |k

uniformly in x. This is known to be optimal up to equivalence of metrics
[T]. We do not however make any attempts to find the sharp value of the
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constant ¢, in (2). For results on short time asymptotics and sharp bounds
on heat kernels for uniformly elliptic operators see [ EP, T] and [ BaD, Ba]
correspondingly.

The heat kernel bounds are then used in order to extend the semigroup
to L?(Q, b dx) for p #2 and to prove that the L” spectrum of the generator
is p-independent (Theorem 16). For this we employ the technique used in
[ Da3], which is based on an abstract spectral invariance theorem.

Finally, for the Examples A and B mentioned above we prove that the
spectrum of H is not discrete, thus generalizing some of the results of Pang
[P], who treated the second order case.

2. SETTING AND EXAMPLES

We first fix some notation. Given a multi-index o= (ay, ..., %) We Write
al=a,!--a,! and |a| =0y + --- +«,. We shall use the standard notation
D* for the differential expression (0/0x,)™ ---(0/0xy)* and for k=0 we
shall denote by V*f the vector (D*f),, _,. If g, h are two positive functions
(or sequences) with common domain of definition we shall write g~/
to indicate that their ratio is bounded away from zero and infinity. We
shall call such functions equivalent. Throughout the paper the letter ¢ will
denote a positive constant depending only on Q and H, whose value may
change from line to line.

We now introduce our setting. We work on L*(Q, b dx) where Q is a
domain in R" and b is a positive measurable weight with

b*telLy

loc

(Q).

We shall work with the corresponding L” spaces, L?(2, b dx)=: L, equipped
with the norm

1/p
1A 1 2= {L} | £(x)]” b(x) dx} .

For the unweighted norm we shall simply write |[|-||,.
We assume that 2m > N and consider self-adjoint elliptic operators on
L3(2) of the form

Hf(x)=(=1)" 'Y DMag(x) bx) Df(x)} (3)

loe| =m

1pl=m

subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions on 0Q. In the classical case where
H is uniformly elliptic with smooth coefficients and 0Q is smooth, this
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corresponds to the requirement that functions in the domain of H as well
as their derivatives VY, ..., V"~ 1f, vanish on the boundary 0Q. The precise
definition shall be given below.

The matrix-valued function {a,} is assumed to be measurable and to
take its values in the set of all complex, self-adjoint, positive definite v x v-
matrices, v being the number of multi-indices a of length loc| =m. We assume
that there exists a positive function a(x) with a*'e L;2(Q) that controls
the magnitude of {a,,}, in the sense that

¢ la(x) [pI>< Y, au(x) pupp<ca(x)|p|? (4)
|| =m

1Bl =

for some constant ¢ < co, all vectors p = (p,) |, =, € C"and all x € Q. Condition
(4) is known as the superellipticity condition, in contrast to the weaker
ellipticity condition

la(x) €] < Z ) & < ca(x) €7, EeCN.

la| =

\p’I:m

Under these assumptions we define a quadratic form Q with domain

CH(Q) by

N=], ¥ ay) D) D) b, feCE(Q)

2 o=
|Bl=m

Lemma 1. The form Q is closable.

Proof. For fe W2(Q) we define

loc

Of) =] X alx) D*f(x) DYf(x) bdxe[0, 0]

and we let

={/e WX Q)] 0(f) <o}

Clearly 2 > C*(Q). We shall prove that O is closed on Z. Indeed, let
fus fE€LAR), n=1,2, ..., be such that

1fi= Sz =0, O(fu—1n) =0
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as n, m — oo. Let (£,) be an increasing sequence of open subsets of 2 such
that

Q, cc Q, Q.=
k

The conditions on {a,4(x)} and b(x) then imply that there exists constants
¢, such that

Ofy =Sz e | IV 1) dx.

Therefore (f,) is a Cauchy sequence in W™ *(Q,) and its limit has to be
equal to f/g,. It follows that fe W% ?(Q) and we conclude that

loc
O(f)=lim [ ¥ a,,D*fD!fbdx=lim lim | Y a,,Df, D', b dx
kYo k noJQ

<lim sup O(f,) < 0.

n

Hence QO has a closed extension and therefore is closable. ||

We use the same symbol, Q, for the closure of the above form and define
H to be the associated self adjoint operator on L;, so that (3) is valid in
a weak sense. The appearence of the factor ba,; in this expression may
seem somehow awkward, but will lead to more nicely formulated results
later.

We make two basic hypotheses on the functions « and b.

(H1) The domain Dom(Q) is embedded in Cy(Q2) and

1f e < QU 115" (5)

for some se[ N/2m, 1] and all f € Dom(Q).
(H2) There exist a constant ¢ such that

Jak/m|ka|2bdx<gj a|V'"f|2bdx+ce—’</<m—’”j /17 bdx, (6)
Q Q 2

forall 0<e<1, 0<k<m and all fe CF(Q).

Hypothesis (H1) is needed to obtain uniform (on-diagonal) bounds on
the heat kernel, while (H2) will be used in order to extend those to off-
diagonal Gaussian estimates. It is well known that both (H1) and (H2) are
satisfied when b(x)~ 1 and H is uniformly elliptic. In that case, the best
value for the constant s is s = N/2m, and that is why we cannot expect any
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value that is better (smaller) than that number. Of course, the unweighted
inequality implies that (H1) is valid with s = N/2m if the functions ab and
b are both bounded from below by positive constants. The following
example shows that more than this is possible. We set (x> = (1 + |x|?)'?,
xeRY

ExampLE 2. [L] Let Q=R" with N odd and let a(x)= (x>, b(x)=
{x»” where a and f are real numbers satisfying

B> —N, a+pf>—N. (7)
Assume that
N N
Novpzo, NPy (8)
2m 2m—o

Then (HI1) is satisfied with s= (N + f)/(2m —a). [One easily checks that
s>= N/2m] If N is an even number, then this remains true provided inequalities
(8) are replaced by strict inequalities and the exponent s is replaced by
s+ 0 for any small 6 >0. We refer to [ L] for the details.

In Proposition 3 we shall prove that (H2) is valid for Examples A and
B below. We shall return to these examples later on in order to illustrate
some of our results.

ExaMPLE A. Let K be a smooth compact surface in RY of dimension
M, where 1 <M <N—1, and let Q =Q'\K, where Q' is an open domain
containing K. We let d(x) be a smooth function on Q satisfying d(x)=
dist(x, K) in a neighbourhood of K and such that d(x) is bounded away
from zero and infinity outside that neighbourhood. For fixed «, feR we
consider weights

and assume

o> 2m.

We point out that with very minor modifications this example also covers
the case of a bounded domain 2 with smooth boundary, d(x) being the
distance from a smooth submanifold 4 of 0Q2. We omit the details and shall
only deal with the example as stated.

ExamMPLE B. Let 2 =RY, consider weights

a(x) ~{xp% b(x) ~{(x)F
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and assume that

oa<2m.

PrOPOSITION 3.  Hypothesis (H2) is satisfied in both Examples A and B.

Proof. We shall make use of the following Claim, whose proof is given
in the Appendix.

Claim. Let R=[0,h,]x --- x[0,hy] be a rectangle in R" and let
h=min; h,.

There exists an absolute constant ¢ such that the inequality
[ VP dx<e | (VP dxsce oo | fP dx 9)
R R R

is valid for all 0 <k <m—1, all (0, 22" ~2*) and all f e C*(R).

Note. 1. Tt is well known [ A] that the inequality is valid for a general
domain that possesses the cone property. The point here is the dependence
upon the thickness /.

2. We shall often make use of the fact that in inequalities such as (9)
one can replace the range (0, /7#*"~ ) of ¢ by (0, c;h*" %), for some
constant ¢;, provided the constant ¢ is also replaced be a new constant
' =c(c cy).

We shall also use the following notation: given a diffecomorphism 7, we set

su(m)=sup |Vl [V7~"]..}.

I<k<m

[By ||[V*z|,, we mean the maximum of the L* norm of each of the
components of V*z.] It is clear that inequality (9) remains valid if the
rectangle R is replaced by some diffeomorphic image of itself. The constant
¢ will then also depend on the diffeomorphism 7, via the number s,,(7)
only.

We now proceed with the proofs.

Proof of Example A. There exists a neighbourhood U of K such that
Qn U is diffeomorphic to the product Kx[By_,\{0}], where By_,,
is a ball in RY=* and for all x=(x',x")e U, x'eK, x"e€By_,,, x" #0,
we have |x"|=d(x). We use this diffefomorphism to identify U with
Kx[By_y\{0}].
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Let r >0 be fixed. We write U as

where Q, are closed “shells” enveloping K,
Q,={xeQ|(n+1)"<dx)<n""}
=Kx{x"€By_p|(n+1)"<|x"|<n""} =: KxS,.

Now let {K,} be a finite cover of K such that each K; is diffeomorphic to
some closed M-dimensional cube. The collection

{K,xS,}

J.n

is a cover of U and, moreover, it is uniformly finite; that is, denoting by x; ,,
the characteristic function of K; x S, we have

sup Y ;. .(x) < 0.

xeU jn

[ The various constants below may also depend on this supremum.] The
thickness of each “rectangle” K; x S, is, for large n, approximately equal to
the thickness of S,, which is

n —(n4+1)""~p 0D,

From this follows that there exist diffeomorphisms 7;, that map K; x S,
onto a rectangle R,, of minimum edgelength n~* D and such that

sup Sm(njn) < 0. (10)
J>n

Hence, by the remark above on the invariance of (9) under diffeomorphisms,
we have

j |ka|2dx<gj |me|2dx+ce*'~'/<m*k)f 1f12dx (11)
K/XS" Kijn Kij”

for all j, n, all € (0, n 2" +Y" =) and some constant ¢ which, because
of (10), is independent of .

Now, let a,,, b, be positive constants. Summing over all j, replacing ¢ by
ea!™ %' and multiplying both sides by a*"b,,, we conclude that

akmb, [ IVHPdx<ea,b, [ V1P dx e bp, | fPdx, (12)
Q, Q Q,

n
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for all feC™(Q,) and all ¢ such that 0<eg<p 2R+l —(m=kjm

n

Taking a,=n"""and b, =n """ we have

cld(x)*<a, < cd(x)?, all xeQ,,
and

c'd(x)P<b, < ed(x)?, all xeQ,.

Hence

| dexyesm s i ax <e | deor (Ve d
Qn

Q

n

e MR [ dx)” | £ dx

n

for all fe C*(Q,). A similar inequality is valid away from K, where the
coefficients of H do not have singularities or degeneracies. Adding all the
above inequalities we conclude that

j a(x)F" |VEF|2 b(x) dx

<e j a(x) [V7f 12 b(x) dx + cg—<m =) j 1f12 b(x) dx

for all fe CX(Q) and all ¢ such that

—2(m —k)(r+ l)a —(m—k)/m (m—k) rafm)—2(m—k)(r+1)
n .

O<e<cinfn =infn'

neN n

Hence, in order to have a non-trivial range of ¢>0 we need the above
infimum to be positive, that is we need

a2+ 1)
r

Since a > 2m, this is true provided r > 0 is chosen large enough.

Proof of Example B. The proof is very similar to that of Example A, so
we only give an outline. We let » >0 be arbitrary but fixed and define

Q,={xeQ|n<{(x)<(n+1)}.
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1

Each Q, has thickness approximately »"~" and therefore

LZ |ka|2dx<8f |V”7f|2dx+ce*’</<mfk>J

Q Q

n

|f17 dx

for all e <n?™ =% =1 and all fe C*(RQ,,). Taking a,=n" and b, = n"* and
following the same reasoning as in Example A we conclude that

f Cxy ORI+ B[R
RY

<e| O dx e 0 [ (01 dx

for all fe C(R") and all ¢ such that

0<8< lnf nZ(mfk)(rfl)a;(mfk)/m'

neN

The assumption o < 2m implies that this range is non-empty provided we
take r to be large enough. |

3. HEAT KERNEL ESTIMATES

Diagonal Bounds

We start by proving uniform bounds on the heat kernel. The way these
follow from the Sobolev embedding (H1) is standard, but we include the
proof for the sake of completeness. Given an operator 7 that acts on
different L) spaces we shall denote by |77, _,, its norm when regarded as
an operator from L% to L{. When p = ¢ =2 we shall simply write || 7. We
always assume that 2m > N.

PROPOSITION 4. The semigroup e ", Re z>0, has a jointly continuous
kernel K(z, x, y) that satisfies
|K(t + iu, x, y)| <ct ™, (13)

forall t >0,ueR and x, y e Q. Moreover for fixed x, y the kernel is analytic
as a function of z on {z | Re z>0}.

Proof. Let feL; be fixed. It follows from (H1) that for />0 we have

e~ 1. < Qe f )2 e f |3

— k — 1—35 —
= |H" ey e f 3 < et 1 £
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Hence for >0 and u e R we can write
e—H(z+iu)=A B C

where A =e¢ "2 L7 — L™ satisfies |A4|,_, ., <ct 7% B=e¢ " is unitary
on L; and C=A*=e¢ "7 L, —» L;. Using a standard theorem on integral
operators we conclude that e="“*™ has an (x, y)-measurable integral
kernel K(f+ iu, x, y) which satisfies

sup |K(t+iu, x, p)|=[e ™", L < |A[ |BIl | Cl <et ™

X, yeR

The analyticity in z of the kernel follows, for example, from [ Da5 ] where the
analyticity of kernels of semigroups is proved under very general conditions.
To prove the joint continuity we define the map

$: Q- LAQ)
by

[H+D) T2 1) =<fd(x)>, all feLj.

Let xeQ be fixed, let D be a bounded open neighbourhood of x with
D <= Q and let ge C*(D) be such that g =1 near x. The compactness of the
unweighted embedding W% D) = Cy(D) implies that the set

lgH+ )" f| feLy(@), I flz<1}

is precompact in Cy(£2), and therefore equicontinuous by the Arzela—Ascoli
theorem.

Hence ¢ is continuous at x. The joint continuity of the heat kernel then
follows by means of the formula

Kz, x, y)={(1+H)e " §(y), §(x)>. 1

COROLLARY 5. If the weight b(x) is integrable then the semigroup e ™"

is trace-class and
|Tr(e )| <ct™*
for all t>0.
Proof. We have Tr(e = [, K(t, x, x) b(x) dx. |

Off-Diagonal Bounds

We now proceed to prove off-diagonal bounds for the kernel K(z, x, y).
These bounds will then be used to extend the semigroup to L% for p #2 and
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also to prove that the L”-spectrum of H is independent of p. Hypotheses (H1)
and (H2) are assumed for the rest of the paper.

Our estimates will be expressed in terms of a metric d(x, y) induced
canonically by the function a(x) as follows: Let

E={peC"(Q)nL™(Q)||V*(x)| <a(x)*", 1 <k <m}.
We define the distance d(x, y) on Q by
d(x, y) =sup{¢(x) —¢(y) | pe&}. (14)

We shall discuss this metric in more detail later in this section (Example 12
and Proposition 13) where, in specific cases, we shall give explicit lower
bounds on d(x, y).

LEMMA 6. Given k,l such that 0<k,[<m,k+1<2m, there exists a
constant ¢ so that

(1 +;"2M7k71)j a(k+/)/2m |ka| |Vlf| b dx
Q

<8Q(f)+C£*(k+1)/(2mfkfl)(l _|_/12m) ”f“iia (15)

forall 0<e<1,A>0 and all fe CF(L).

Proof. We shall first prove (15) for A=1. Let 0 <& <1 be given. If both
k and [ are smaller than m then using (H2) we have

| a2 (| V] dx
Q

1/2

12

<<[ aim |V"f|2bdx> <f alm |V'f|2bdx>
Q Q

<c(0,0(f)+ o, KR Hing)l/z (0,0(f)+ 85" =0 Hfl\i%)l/z

and choosing

51 — 62(n77k)/(2mfk71)’ 52 =82(m71)/(2mfk71)’

we conclude that

[ a0 VALV b d < eeQUf) e D ), (16)
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as required. If /=m, say, then we have

J‘ a(m+k)/2m |ka| |Vm]r| b dx
Q

1/2

12
<<j i |V"f|2bdx> O a |V"’f|2bdx>
<(EQUf) e R g(f)12

and (16) again follows, completing the proof of the case 41=1. Suppose
now that A#1. If A <1, then (15) follows immediately from (16); if A > 1,
we replace ¢ in (16) by &A**/~2" (which is smaller than one) and (15)
follows after multiplying both sides by 42"~ %~ |

Given ¢ € & and a multi-index v, |y| <m, we define the function
P% ¢(x) — e*¢(X)D"/[e¢(X)]_

This is a polynomial in various derivatives of ¢ and a simple induction
argument shows that

|P, p(x) <c(14 A7) a(x) =112 an
for all g &, A>0 and xe Q.

Lemma 7. For ¢eé& and 2>0 the map frs e™f maps Dom(Q) into
Dom( Q).

Proof. Let fe Dom(Q) and let (f,) = C(£2) be such that

Lfu=fliz >0, as n— oo
Q(fn_fm)_)oa as n,m— o0.

Clearly [e*’f, —e’’f|,2 >0 and therefore it is enough to prove that

Qe (f,,— f,,)) = 0 as n,m — co. Letting f,,,, = f,— f,, and ¢ =a!/y!(a—7y)!
we have

O =% @D () DI, b d

|| =m

|8l =m

24 —y —or
:J e ’ Z a:x/f Z C;(Cgpy, M)P(i, Ap D Vnm Dﬁ fnmbdx
2 lal=m  y<«

1Bl=m o<p

=: fg e* Y a,,D*,, D*f,bdx+1,,.

o] =m

|Bl =m
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Here the first of the two terms has (y, J) = («, ) while the second has (y, )
# (a, B). Now, the first term is smaller than e**'?l=Q(f,,,) and therefore
converges to zero as n, m — 00. For the second, using Lemma 6 and (17)
we have

|Inm| = “‘ 6224) Z atxﬁ Z c{;cgpaf}’s /'»¢P/f7§, AP |D}ffnm| |Dbfnm| b dx

Jof =m y<xOo<p
|fl=m |y + 0] <2m

<C€2/1 el a Z (1 +/’L2m—|y+(5|) a—(2771—|y+<5\)/2m

7l 1ol <m
|y +0d] <2m

X |D"f | | D | b dx
< CEZ)L HM’:(I + /127"){ Q(fnm) + anm H iz} - 05

b

as n,m— 0.

This concludes the proof. ||

Given ¢e€& and A>0 Lemma 7 allows us to define a non-symmetric
sesquilinear form Q;, with domain Dom(Q) by

0,1 8= O(e™f, e~ "g),

where Q( f, g) is the sesquilinear form induced by the quadratic form Q(f).
The associated operator is given by

H,, f=e " He*f

for all feDom(H,,)={feL}|e"feDom(H)}. Since the form Q,, has
the same highest order terms as Q, we can use Lemma 6 to obtain

LEMMA 8. We have

10:4(f) = Q)] <eQ(f) +ce 2" (1 +22") I\f\lii (18)
forall pe&, 2>0,0<e<1 and all fe CX(Q).
Proof. We have

Q=] T ayD(e?f) Dite ") b dx

|lee| =m
Bl =m
—y —5f
ZJ Z ao(/; Z C(;C{)?Pj’,lqﬁp(;, —ip D(x fDﬁ fb dx
|| =m y<a

Bl =m o< p
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and therefore, applying Lemma 6 and recalling (17),
1Q54(f) = ()]

"N,
:U S oay Y P, Py s D Db dx
o] = m y<oI<p
|Bl =m y+I£a+p

<c Z (1 +l2m7|y+(5|) Ja|y+(5\/2;;1 |D}f| |D5f| b dx

[yl 1ol <m
|y +0| <2m

<eQ(f) +ee " L+ 227 |17
as required. ||
LEMMA 9. There exists a constant k' < + oo such that
(i) e | <cexp{k'(1+i*")t}
(i) [ Hype 0] <5 explk'(1+42")1)
for all €& and 2> 0.

Proof. Tt follows from (18) and the non-negativity of Q(f) that there
exists a constant k, such that

Re Quy(f) = —ki(1+42) | f12,

for all fe C(R2). Hence, letting f e L; and f,=e "»'f we have

d
TG = = CHog i £ = S Hag > < =2 (14227 1411

and (i) follows by integration.
Now, let fe L; and |0| <7/3 be given and for r >0 set

fr=ea
Then, using also (18) for small but fixed ¢ >0 we get
d 2 i0
o 1l =—2c0s 00(f,) +2 Re[e™(Q — 03)(/,)]

< —0(f) +2{e0(f,) + 1+ 27 I 1,172}
<21+ 22" 11,172
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for some positive constant k, so that
‘|67[H,-.¢+2/c2(1+,12"*)]re"”H <1
by integration. Lemma 2.38 of [ Dal] then implies that
IDH .+ 2ky(1 4 227)] =+ 2000422000 < o)

for all >0, from which (ii) follows with k' =max{k,+ 1, k,} by means of
the triangle inequality and (i). ||

We can now prove our main heat kernel estimate.

THEOREM 10. Suppose hypotheses (H1) and (H2) are valid. Then there
exist positive constants c,, ¢, and k such that the kernel K(t, x, y) of e "
satisfies

|K(t, x, )| < c it exp{ —cyd(x, y)2m/@m =D =VEm=D 4 jrh - (19)

for all t>0 and all x, ye Q.

Proof. Let feL; and for >0 set f,=e “u'f. Then, using (H1), (18)
and Lemma 9 we have

1ol QU 1AL
<e{Re Quulf) + (L+22) 11,1202 1,1
Sl o /i3 112+ (L 22 122 1
<c{t M (122" P exp{K (L+22") 1} If 1
<t Pexp{(K+ D(1+2) 1} If17;,
that is e "»'||,_, , <ct " exp{k(1 + A*") t}, where k =k’ + 1. By duality
we obtain a similar bound on [e~"#'|[, , (note that H},=H ,,;) and the
semigroup property then implies that
e "'y L . <ct ™ exp{k(1+1™") t}.
Hence e~ "%’ has a kernel K, (¢, x, y) that satisfies
|KA¢(I7 X, y)| <ct™? exp{k(l + /‘{Zm) t}
for all >0 and x, y € Q. Since the two kernels are related by

K(l, X, y) — e/ld)(x)KM)(l, X, y) e—/lqﬁ(y)
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we conclude that
|K(t, x, p)| <ct* exp{Ad(x) — Ap(y) + k(1 + 2*") t}.

The stated bound then follows by optimizing first with respect to ¢ € & and
then with respect to 2 >0. |

We shall give below some examples to illustrate the above proposition,
but first we prove a lemma which gives an alternative description of d(x, y):

Lemma 11. Let
6*={9e C(Q) | IV'(x)| <a(x) """ 1 <k <mj.
Then
d(x, y) =sup{¢(x) —(y) |$ € 6*}. (20)

Note. The only difference between & and &* is the boundedness
requirement.

Proof. Let d*(x, y) denote the RHS of (20). Clearly d*(x, y)>=d(x, y).
For the converse, let ¢ € §* and for n=1, 2, ... define the bounded functions

¢,(x) =n tanh(n~"'¢(x)). (21)

Then simple calculations, similar to those that prove (17), show that there
exists a sequence J, that converges to zero and such that

Vi, () < (1+0,) alx) 2", k=1,.,m,
so (1+6,) ¢, eé&. Since for fixed x, ye Q we have

lim (1+4,) THu(x) = 4,(»)]=d(x) — ¢(»),

we conclude that d*(x, y)<d(x, y). |

We now proceed with our examples. We recall that given two positive
functions f, g on 2 we write f ~ g to indicate that their ratio is bounded
away from zero and infinity.

ExamMpLE 12. If a(x) > ¢, then d(x, y) = ¢} |x — y|. This follows from
the fact that given x, yeR" there exists an affine function ¢ such that
|Vé| =c}*" and ¢(x) —d(y) =cy*" |x — y|. That function lies in &*.
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If in addition 2m=4 and 0Q is C? then d(x, y)=cdy(x, y), where
do(x, y) is the geodesic distance on (2. This follows from the above and
Theorem 4.19 of [O].

In the proposition below we denote by dg(-, -) the geodesic distance on
the compact manifold K of Example A.

PrOPOSITION 13.  For the two examples (Examples A and B) of Section 2,
the distance function d(x, y) satisfies:

Example A:
d(x, )z min{d(x) =", d(y) =" 5" = "]
Fmin{d(x)! " d(y)' Y dy(¥, ),
for all x=(x', x") and y=(y', y") near K.
Example B:
d(x, y) = cmin{{x) =72 (yy T x =y
for all x, yeR".

Proof of Example A. As mentioned in the proof of Proposition 3, the
smoothness of K implies that there exists a d-neighbourhood U of K that
is difftomorphic to the product Kx[By_,\{0}], where By_,, is an
(N — M)-dimensional ball. By _,,\{0} itself is diffecomorphic to S¥~* ! x
(0, 8), 0 > 0. Hence, we shall write points x in U as

x=(x,w,.,71,), x' ek, w,=eSN M1 r.€(0,0)

and, taking 6 >0 to be small enough, we may further assume that the
diffeomorphisms are such that r, =d(x).
We consider functions on 2 that on U have the form

P(x) =ty (x") x(w,) &(r,),

where >0, g(r) =r'~**" e C*(K) is such that

|| yym. w(ky-= Sup sup |Vi‘//(x’)| <1,

0<i<k x'eK

and, similarly, y € C*(SV "~ ") satisfies ||| yym =sv-»-1,< 1. The behaviour
of ¢ outside U (where a(x)~1) can be prescribed by means of a cut-off
function and poses non problem. Using subindices to indicate the variable
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with respect to which differentiation is performed, one can see that for
k=1 we have

[VAp(X)| = [V p(x')], (22)
IVix )| <er ™|Vl + - +Vixl} (23)

and
IVig(nI<cllg®l+r " g" D+ - +r ']} (24)

It follows that for xe U

IVig(x)|<cr Y V()] Vi@l [Vig(r,)l
i+ j+i=k
<ct Z r;f{|g(-/)|+r;1|g(-"’”|+ +r;-/+1|g’|}
i+ j<k
k
<ecr Y r K gW(ry)| (since 7, is bounded)

< cT Z r’7k+sr)lc—cx/2mfs =cT d(X) 7k+l—<x/2m‘

The condition o > 2m implies that for 1 <k <m we have
d(x) —k+1—o/2m < cd(x) —ak/2m

and we conclude that ¢ € £* provided 7 is small enough. Hence d(x, y) >
d(x)—@(y). We shall now estimate this difference. Without any loss of
generality we assume that d(x) <d(y) (ie., r,<r,).

Now, by a compactness argument we have

di(x', y') ~sup{Y(x") =y (¥') | 1Yl oy < 1}
Hence we can take the function i to be such that y(x') — (') = 1dk(x', ¥'),

and, moreover, Y(x') = 1. Similarly we can find a sufficiently small constant
¢; and choose the function y so that it satisfies

X(wx) _X(wy) = cldSN’M"(wxs 6Oy)

(where dgy-u-1is the standard metric on S¥~* ') as well as
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Moreover, there exists {e[r,,r,] such that g(r,)—g(r,)=g({)(r,—r,),
and therefore, since g'(&) <0,

gry)—glr,) =g (&) ro—r,)=cr, " (r,—r.).
It follows that
P(x) = ¢(y) =(x") () glr) = (y') x(w,) g(r,)
=y(xX) x(w ) glr,) —glr,) 1+ ¥(x)[x(w,) —x(w,)] g(r,)
+ (X)) =y ()] x(w,) g(r,)
=cr (e, =) e, dgv (0, @)
o TP (X ).

But on RY~* using spherical coordinates, x” =(w,, r,), we have the
equivalence

X" = "~ =1y |+ Jrer, dsvu (o, @)

from which follows that

PP, —r )+ P d g0, ©,)
rlfa/Zm
>c min {ryzx/Zm’ Y } |xlr _ yr/| — Cr;:x/Zm |X” _ y”|~ (25)
rer,

A combination of the above implies the required inequality. ||
Proof of Example B. The proof is essentially contained in that of Example
A and we therefore only give a sketch of it. We use spherical coordinates
x=(r, w) where
r=|x| [0, ©), and w=x/|x|e SN
We define the function g(r) by
g(r) — (1 + r2)1/2—oc/4n7

and let ¢(x) be such that

p(x)=p(w) g(r),  all |x[>1,
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where iy € C*(S™ 1) satisfies ||| yym «sv-1,< 1. Using relations (23) and (24)
(with S~ =1 replaced now by S¥ ') we conlcude that for k € N we have

k

. 1 .
Vi) <t W] ym = Y rk_,-lg“)(r)l Scet

Jj=0 J

<Cr<r>—k+l—a/2m

1

k—Jj

rm7j<r>lfo¢/2m7m

L0

r

for all xeRY, x #0. The assumption « < 2m then implies
[VEp(x)| < cxdox)y 2
for all 1 <k<m—1. Therefore ¢ € &* if 7 is small enough. Hence d(x, y) >

¢(y) — d(x). The rest of the proof is exactly as in Example A, the main point
being estimate (25). |

4. L THEORY

In this section we shall use the heat kernel estimates obtained in Section 3
to extend the semigroup e ~#* from L3(Q) to L2(R) for p # 2. Moreover we
give sufficient conditions for the spectrum of the corresponding generator
—H, to be independent of p. We shall make use of the following two lemmas
from [Da3].

LemMA 14.  Let g(z) by analytic on {z | Re z>0} and suppose that
|g(re®)| < e(r cos 0)#
lg(r)| <cr P exp{ —kr—}

for some constants k,o and B and all r>0, |0| <r/2. Then there exists a
constant k' such that

lg(re)| < c(r cos 0) P exp{ —k'r " cos 0}

for all r >0 and 0| < =/2.

LemMA 15, Let T,(z) and T,z) be two consistent strongly continuous
holomorphic semigroups of angle n/2 on the spaces L} and L{ respectively.
If they both satisfy estimates of the form

[ T(re”)|| < c(cos 0) ~™ exp{kr cos 0}
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for some positive M and k and all r >0 and 0| < /2, then
Sp(H,)=Sp(H,),

where — H,; is the generator of T;(z).

We are now in a position to prove the main theorem of this section. We
shall only deal with the extension of the semigroup on Lj,. Intermediate
values of p are then treated by means of the interpolation inequality

Tl , <ITIPZ 7 TN 52527

p—p 1-1

We set
pux)=exp{ —1|x|>" =}, xeRY 1>0.

Moreover we denote by 5 the function on R" which is equal to b(x) on Q
and zero on RV\Q.

THEOREM 16. Suppose hypotheses (H1) and (H2) are valid. Suppose further
that (1) there exists a constant ¢, >0 such that

a(x)<cy, all xeQ, (26)

and (ii) that the convolution p,* b is a bounded function for all t>0. Then
the operator e "= on L} N L, can be extended to a bounded operator T(z)
on L, and we have

I Ty(re) |y -y < c(rcos 0) e ||p,, b, (27)
for all z=re”, |0| < /2, where
H(z)=cor V" =D cos 0. (28)
Proof. Let
glz) =Kz, x, y)e™ ",

where k is as in Theorem 10. Inequalities (13) and (19) tell us that the
conditions of Lemma 14 are satisfied, and we thus conclude that

|K(re”, x, y)|

<c(rcos 0) " exp{ —c, d(x, y)> =D =V =D cos 0 + kr cos 0}.
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Since we also have d(x, y) > c |x— y| (by Example 12) it follows that

IT\(=) = =sup [ Kz x, 9)] b(y) dy

xeQ 'R

<C(V cos 0) K krcos 0

X sup J exp{ —c, |x — y|2/Cm =1 =@ = cos 0} b(y) dy
xeR

<c(r cos 0)7,\* ekrcos() HP:(:) % bH -

as required. ||

CorROLLARY 17. If a(x)=c, and be LY Q) for some 1 <q< oo then

H Tl( )H Lo \ N/2mq ) — \(COS 0) —s—((2m—1) N/2mgq'") ekr cos (].

If, further, b is bounded and s = N/2m, then the spectrum of the generator
—H, of T,(z) is independent of pe[1, 0 ].

Proof. The first statement follows from Theorem 16 and the inequality

e bl < llp Il D1l < ct == DA,

applied for t=1¢(z) and ¢ = oo. The second statement is then an immediate
consequence of Lemma 15. |1

We finally prove a proposition about the spectrum of the operator H in
either of the two Examples A and B. The case 2m =2 of Example B has
been first proved in [P]. We also point out that the main theorem of
[ BS1] contains what is almost the converse for Example A, in the special
case where K is the boundary of a domain Q: It is proved there that if
o< 2m then H has discrete spectrum.

PRrOPOSITION 18.  For the two examples (Examples A and B) of Section 2
we have 0 € EssSp(H).

Proof of Example A. Let v:R— [0, 1] be a smooth function such that
v(t)=1 for |¢t] <1 and v(z) =0 if |¢| >2. We fix a parameter y€(0, 1) and
for k e N we let ¢, be a function in C°() such that ¢,(x)=0 on Q\U and

d(x)~>" —k

¢k(X)=v< = ) xeU, k=1,2,...

Then

supp(dy) = A, = {xeQ | (k+k") """ <d(x) < (k+2k") """},
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For ge L7 an application of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yields

I6:1,7 1<01 1P <e | gl d(x) dx =0,
k

. —1
that is, the sequence > ¢, converges weakly to zero. Moreover, we
> k L} k

observe that for any p we have

(e + 2k 7)—1/2m
j PPN =M1 gy

L d(x)? dx =

(k + k)= 1/2m

— " —(p+N—-M)2m __ »y—(p+N—M)2m
(k +2k7) (k +k7)

and therefore

J‘ d(x)/) dx~k7(/l+N7M)/21n+"/7l. (29)

Ak
Further, a simple argument shows that for any multiindex a we have

Daqsk(x) = ‘i{ kiijo(’ j(x) d(x)72jm—|gq

Jj=1

where w, ;(x) are uniformly bounded functions. Hence

|V”1¢/((X)|2<C Z kfzjy d(x)fzm(ijLl).

j=1

Therefore, making use of (29) with p = —2m(2j+ 1)+ o+ f,

O(d)<c i k*zﬂ'f d(x) 27"+ dx) P dx

j=1 Ay

m

¢ kAR o e N 2

N

j=1
while, again from (29), with p = f this time,

H(kaizBCk_(/”*'N—M)/szF./_l'
b

It follows that

m
[dill 2" Q(pe) e 3 kA w i,

Jj=1

Since o > 2m, this tends to zero provided we choose y to be close enough
to one. ||
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Proof of Example B. As before, let v: R— [0, 1] be a smooth function
such that v(¢)=11if |t <1 and v(z) =0 of |¢| >2. We fix y€(0, 1) and define

the functions
|x|2m —k
pix=o (PR ke

Then
supp(d) € Ay = {x | (k + k)2 < | x| < (k + 2k7) V2.

Clearly for any ge L} we have

1901, 1< @12 < | gl (x>,
k

and so ¢, H;il ¢, converges weakly to zero.
First we observe that for k large enough we have

(K —+ 2kc7)l/2m
j <x>"dx~cf PN gy
Ay (

ke k7)l/2m
ch(/)+N)/2m{(1 +2k7—1)(/)+N)/2m7(1 +ky—])(/)+N)/2m}

~ck(p+N)/2m+y71. (30)

Similar calculations, but now restricting the integral on the set where ¢, =1,
show that

I ll22 = ch—FHN2m—r+1 |
b

Now it is easily seen that if k is large enough then

Vg ) <e Y k7 Xm0, all xed,.

j=1

Hence, putting p =2m(2j— 1) +a+ [ in (30),

1] 5 Qi) S ek~ VP ()] (e

m
<ck—BrMam—yi Z k72jyj X272 =D | x|* 4 dx
j=1 Ay
m
< Z kf(/?+N)/2m7y+172jyk2j71+(oc+/3+N)/2m+y71
Jj=1
m

— Z k2j(l —y)—1+a2m
j=1
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Since « <2m the exponent of k can be made negative (for each j) by
taking y to be close enough enough to one. Hence for such y we have
quSkHL_%2 0(¢;) — 0, proving that 0 € EssSp(H). |

APPENDIX

In this Appendix we prove the Claim that is used in the proof of
Proposition 3. For the proof we follow closely a similar proof in [ F].

Claim. Let R=[0,h,]x --- x[0,hy] be a rectangle in R" and let
h=min,; h;. There exists an absolute constant ¢ such that the inequality

| VA PRax<e [ VR dx+ce R [ f)2 (31)
R R R

is valid for all 0 <k <m—1, all e (0, /*"~ %) and all fe C*(R).

Proof. We start from the standard inequality [A]
j|u |dx<sf " (x)? dx + ce~ f|u )2 dx,

which is valid for some absolute constant ¢ and all e (0, 1) and ue C([0, 1]).
A simple scaling argument implies that for any /4 >0 the inequality

j|u |dx<sf " (x |dx+cs’1f lu(x)|? dx, (32)

is valid for all e€(0,/4*) and all ueC([0,4]). Suppose now that
R=[0,h] x --- x[0,hy] is a rectangle in RY and let 4 =min, ;. Let
ue C*(R) be given. For any fixed values of x,, ..., x, we have from (32)

.[hl
0

for all ¢€ (0, 4?). Integrating with respect to the other variables it follows
that

2

2
0x7

2

ou |?

hl
o, dx, <3JO

Iy
dx,+ce ! J lu|? dx,,
0

2,12

dx-i—cs’lj lu|? dx, 0<e<h?.
R
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Doing the same with the other variables and adding the resulting inequalities
we conclude that

VUl Zary <& 1V2ull Ty + e~ lluall oy (33)

for all e€ (0, h?), and all ue C*(R).

To generalize this to the higher order case we use induction on m. So,
suppose (31) is true for all 0 <k<m—1 and for all ¢e(0, #*" ). We
shall prove that it is true when m is replaced by m + 1 and for all 0 <k <m
and ee (0, h#" 2729 If k =m, then

IV"ul| 32y <& IVl 2 ry +ce 1 |l 7o) e (0, h?), (34)

simply by replacing # by V"~ 'y in (33). If 0<k <m—1 and g <h?>"+2- 2
are given, we define

£ :g(m—k)/(m+l—k)’ 1/(m+1—k)'

82 =&
Then ¢, <h®" 2 ¢, <h®> and therefore, using the induction hypothesis
and (34),

IV Ul 22y < &0 V"0l 22y + €Y ) ] 22y

<51{5 HV"Hl“HiRR)"‘CSil H“HiZ(R)} +Cglf/(m7k)

|ul| i2(R)

=¢ HVerluHiz(R)+C’8k/(”1+17k) HuHiZ(R)o

as claimed. ||
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