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Abstract

We consider Fokker—Planck—Kolmogorov equations with unbounded coefficients and obtain
upper estimates of solutions. We also obtain new estimates involving Lyapunov functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

The goal of this work is to obtain upper estimates of solutions of the Fokker—Planck—
Kolmogorov equation

Ot = 0,05, (a” 1) — 0y, (V') + cp. (1.1)
Throughout the summation over repeated indices is meant. Let 7" > 0. We shall say that a
locally finite Borel measure p on R? x (0, 7) is given by a flow of Borel measures (44):e(0,1)

if for every Borel set B C R? the mapping t — u,(B) is measurable and for every function
u € C(RY x (0,7)) one has

/Rdx(o,T)u(x’tW(dxdt) :/OT/W (e, t) p(dz) dt.

A typical example is u(B) = P(x; € B) dt, where z; is a random process. Set
Lu = aijaxﬁxju + biﬁxiu + cu.

We shall say that a measure p = ()i, satisfies equation (1.1) if a”, b* and ¢ are
locally integrable with respect to the measure |u| (the total variation of x) and

/OT /Rd [0, 1) + Lu(w, t)] p(dz) dt =0

for every u € Cg°(R? x (0,T)). The measure p satisfies the initial condition uli—¢ = v,
where v is a Borel locally finite measure on R, if for every function ¢ € C5°(R?) there
holds the equality
i [ ¢(e) pulde) = [ ) wlda).

R4 R

t—0

The following assertion is trivial and can be found in [3], [9].

Lemma 1.1. Let i = (pi;)ie0m) be a solution of equation (1.1), let u € CY*(R% x (0,T))
be such that u(t,z) = 0 if x € U for some ball U C RY. Then there exists a set J, C (0,T)
of full Lebesque measure in (0,T) such that for all s,t € J,

[ vtotvmtda) = [ eyt + | | [ Jorute )+ Lt ) )

Moreover, if, in addition, u € C(R? x [0,T)), the measure u = (u;)o<i<r Satisfies the
initial condition ji|—o = v and a”, b',c € LY (U x [0, T}, i), then we may assume that for
every t € J,

/]Rd u(z, t) p(dr) = /]Rd u(z,0) v(dr) + /0 [0-u(z, 7) + Lu(z, 7)] pr(dz) dr.

R4
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We shall say that a Borel measure o is a subprobability on R? if ¢ > 0 and o(R?) < 1.
A subprobability measure o on R? is probability if o(R?) = 1.

A function V € CV2(R? x (0,T)) (N C(R? x [0,T)) is termed a Lyapunov function if for
every closed interval [a,b] C (0, .J) one has

lim min V(z,t) = +o0.
|z| =00 t€[a,b]

We shall obtain LP and L local and global estimates of the densities of solutions of
equation (1.1). Our main interest is in the case of unbounded coefficients of the operator L.
If the coefficients are globally bounded or have a linear growth, then there are well-known
Gaussian estimates (see, e.g., [1] and [13]).

Global boundedness of the densities (with upper estimates) for solutions of the Cauchy
problem for equation (1.1) without any restrictions on the growth of coefficients is estab-
lished in [6] for sufficiently regular initial conditions. More precisely, the existence of a
density of the initial condition with finite entropy is required. In [2], [10], [11] and [16]
the transition kernels of the semigroup {7;} are investigated such that for every nonnega-
tive bounded continuous function f the function 7} f is the minimal nonnegative solution
of the Cauchy problem dyu = Lu, u|i—g = f. It is assumed there that the coefficients
are locally Holder continuous and the diffusion matrix A is uniformly nondegenerate and
continuously differentiable. Moreover, the coefficients do not depend on ¢. The principal
results of the cited papers give certain upper estimates of the kernel densities and the con-
tinuity of semigroup 7; in various functional classes. The conditions on the coefficients in
these papers are formulated in terms of certain Lyapunov functions. The kernel of {7}
satisfies equation (1.1), but the initial condition is Dirac’s measure, so the results from
[6] do not apply.

In [14] and [15], some estimates of densities are obtained for arbitrary initial conditions.
The main idea of these works is to deduce global bounds from local estimates in [4] by
using appropriate scalings. Note that in [14] and [15] the coefficients b and ¢ are assumed
to be only integrable, but the diffusion matrix is assumed to uniformly bounded, uniformly
nondegenerate and uniformly Lipschitzian.

In the present work we generalize the results from [14] and [15] to the case where
the diffusion matrix can be unbounded and need not be uniformly elliptic. Moreover,
we generalize the estimates from [11] and [16] involving Lyapunov functions. The main
difference between the estimates from [11], [16] and the usual estimates with Lypunov
functions is that the former do not depend on the initial condition.

Let us consider an example, illustrating our results. Assume that d = d; + dy > 2, and
will write z = (2/,2"), where 2/ € R4, 2" € R%. Let r > 2, k >r and § € (0,1). Set

A(SL’ t) _ e‘xl"l‘fts_|m//|7‘f6[7 b(SL’ t) _ _:I;‘x|’f‘—2e|m/|7‘76_‘x//‘7‘757 C(SL’ t) _ —‘:L’|k

Let ¢ is a density of a nonnegative solution p = (1), satisfying the condition

(R < v(RY) + // (x,s)dpsds.
R4

Then there holds the following estimate
ol 1) < crexp(~ealal") exp(est™ )

for all (z,t) € R? x (0,T) and some positive numbers c;, ¢, and c3. Note, that the
estimate does not depend on the initial condition v. We consider more general situation
in Example (3.9).

It is worth mentioning that various lower estimates are considered in [7]. The existence
and uniqueness problems are investigated in [3] and [9]. A recent survey on elliptic and
parabolic equations for measures is given in [5].
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The next section is concerned with estimates involving Lyapunov functions. In the last
section we obtain local and global L” and L* estimates and investigate the behavior of
densities at infinity.

2. ESTIMATES WITH LYAPUNOV FUNCTIONS

In this section we assume that ¢ < 0 and investigate a solution p that is given by a
family of nonnegative measures p; such that |¢| € L*(x) and

(R < v(RY) —i—/o /]Rd c(x,s) ps(dx) ds. (2.1)

In particular, y; are subprobability measures on R?. There are no other restrictions on
the coefficients a¥/, b’ and c.

Note that the kernels considered in [10] satisfy condition (2.1). Moreover, in the case of
globally bounded coefficients any solution g which is given by a family of subprobability
measures (f)ie(o,r) satisfies condition (2.1). Note also that if c is continuous and i is a
weak limit of a sequence of measures u} satisfying (2.1), then condition (2.1) is fulfilled
for each p;. Hence this condition is fulfilled for every solution p obtained as a limit of
solutions of equations with bounded coefficients. Thus, this is a natural condition that is
a generalization of the hypothesis that p; is a subprobability measure for almost all ¢ in
the case ¢ = 0.

Theorem 2.1. Let u = (p)o<i<r be a solution of the Cauchy problem Oyu = L*p,
pli=o = v such that ¢ <0, p; and v are subprobability measures on R and condition (2.1)
holds. Assume that there exists a Lyapunov function V such that for some positive func-
tions K, H € L'((0,T)) one has

OV (x,t) + LV (x,t) < K(t) + H(t)V (x,1).
Assume also that V(-,0) € L*(v). Then for almost all t € (0,T)

) = w8+ [ [ o) e ds

/R ) Vi(x,t) pe(dr) < Q(t) + R(t) /R d V(z,0) v(dz),

R(1) :eXp(/OtH(s) ds), Q(t) = R(t) /Ot g((j))d

Proof. Let ¢y € C*([0,+00)) be such that 0 < ¢’ <1, ¢” <0, and (y(s) =sif s < N—1
and ((s) = N if s > N + 1. Substitute the function u = (5(V) — N in the equality in
Lemma 1.1. We obtain

| elVa,0) pulda) /RdCN " (de)

+<ut( V(R — //R oz, 7) pr d:C)dT)]W
//< )V + LV) + G(VIVAVV?) pir(da) dr+
/ / ¢ (V) e (d) dr.

d

and

where

+
s

_|_

Es
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Noting that (i (z) < (n(z), we have

» Cn(V(, 1) pe(dr) < g Cn(V(,5)) ps(d)+
<,ut(]Rd) — v(RY) — /0 /[Rd c(x, T) pr(dx) dT) N+

[ KO+ 1) [ Ve ) o) dr,

Letting s — 0, we arrive at the inequality
v (V1)) dp <
R4

< [ st 0) o+ (@)~ @)~ [ [ ctor)pntan)ar) 5+

—i—/o K(t)+ H(T) » (n(V(z, 7)) pr(dx) dr. (2.2)
Since .
(R < o(®)+ [ [ clor i) o

the last inequality can be rewritten as

» vV (1)) pu(de) < » (v (V(w,0)) v(da)+

+/ K(t)+ H(T) NV (2, 7)) pr(dx) dr.
0 R4
Applying Gronwall’s inequality we obtain

» vV (2,1)) pel(dz) < Q(t) + R(t) g (v (V(z,0)) v(dz).

Letting N — oo, we obtain the required estimate. Note that if

() <@+ [ [ et o)

then

/Rd Vi, t) p(dr) — /Rd V(x,0)v(dr) — /OtK(T) + H(7) /Rd V(z,7) pr(dz) dr = —o0,

which is impossible. Hence

t
(R = v + [ [ ol i) dr
0 JRd
which completes the proof. O

Corollary 2.2. Let p = (uy)o<i<r be a solution of the Cauchy problem Oy = L*u,
pli—o = v, where ¢ < 0, p; and v are subprobability measures on R? and condition (2.1)
holds. Let a positive function W € C?(R?) be such that lim W (x) = +oc.

|x| =400
(i) If for some number C' > 0 and almost every (z,t) € R x (0,T) there holds the
inequality

LW (x,t) < C + CW (x),



then for almost every t € (0,T) we have

W(z) u(dz) < exp(Ct) +exp(Ct) [ W(x)v(dx).

R4 Rd
(ii) Let G be a positive continuous increasing function on [0,+00) such that

[T
1 sG(s) '

Let n be a continuous function on [0,T) defined by the equality

) g
- 2 1).
= ey PO

If for some number C' > 0 and almost every (z,t) € R? x (0,T) there holds the inequality
LW (z,t) < C = W(x)G(W(z)),
then for almost every t € (0,T) we have
W) pulde) < — 4+ © / () ds.
R4 (L=0)n°(t) () Jo

(iii) Let G and n be the functions mentioned in (ii). Assume that for some number
C > 0 and almost every (x,t) € R? x (0,T) there holds the inequality

LW (2,t) + n(t) |/ Az, ) VW (2)]* < C — W (2)G(W (z)).
Then for almost every t € (0,T)

/Rd exp(n(t)W (z)) pe(dz) < eXp((l — &) () + C’/Otn(s) ds).

Proof. In order to prove (i) it is enough to apply Theorem 2.1 with H(t) = K (t) = C and
V(z,t) = W(x).
Let us prove (ii). Let V(x,t) = n(t)W(x). Set

OV (z,t) + LV (z, 1) < 0/ ()W () — n(t)W (2)G(W (x)) + Cn(t).
Note that for all nonnegative numbers o and 3
aff < aG™H(a) + BG(B),

where G~! is the inverse function to G. Applying this inequality with a = 1’/n and
£ =W, we obtain

OV (1) + LV (x,t) < ()G (1 () /(1)) + C(t) =

because our assumptions imply that n'(t) = n(t)G(n~°(t)).
Applying Theorem 2.1 with H(t) = 0 and K(t) = :77;((?) + Cn(t), we arrive at to the
required inequality.
Let us prove (iii). Let V(z,t) = exp(n(t)W(z)). Then

OV (2,0) + LV (2,1) < [ ()W (@) = ()W ()G (W (2)) + C(1)] exp ()W ().

n'(t)

n°(t)

+ Cn(t),

Hence )
OV (x,t) + LV (x,t) < [:775 o Cn(t)] exp (n(H)W ().
Applying Theorem 2.1 with K(¢) =0 and

n'(t)

n°(t)

H(t) = +Cn(t),
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we obtain the required assertion. O

Let us consider several examples.
Example 2.3. Set V(z,t) = |z|", where r > 2. Then
LV (x,t) = r|a|*trace A(z, t) +r(r —2)|z|""*(A(x, )z, x) + |z 2(b(z, t), ©) + || c(z, t).
Assume that for some numbers C; > 0, Cy > 0 and all (x,t) € R? x [0, T] we have

rtrace A(z,t) +r(r — 2)|z| 2(A(z, t)x, 2) + r(b(z,t), 2) + |z]*c(2,t) < Oy + Colx|*.
Let |z|” € L'(v). Then

/d |2|” e (d) < 93t + ec3t/ |z|" v(dx)
R

R4
for almost every t € (0,7) and some C3 > 0.

Example 2.4. Set V(z,t) = exp(a|z|"), where r > 2. Then

LV (z,t) = exp(alz|”) [ar\x|’"_2trace Az, t)+
+ar(r —2)|z]"" Az, t)x, 2) + ¥ Az, )z, z)+
+ arlz|72(b(x, t), x) + c(z,t)|.
Suppose that there exists a number C; such that for every (z,t) € R? x [0,T] we have
ar|z|""2trace A(x, t)+
+ ar(r — 2)|z|"" Az, t)z, x) + o*r?|z|* Az, t)z, )+
+ar|z|2(b(z, 1), 2) + c(z,t) < Cy.
If exp(|z|") € L'(v), then

[ explalel) i) < e+ [ expalal) ).
Rd Rd
for almost all ¢t € (0,T).

Example 2.5. Let £ > 2 and r > 2. Assume that
rtrace A(z, t) +r(r — 2)|z|2(A(z, )2, x) + r(b(z, 1), x) + |z|*c(z,t) < Cy — Colz|¥,
where C; > 0 and Cy > 0. Then
Liz|" < Cy — Cyla] 2
for some C3 > 0. Set W(x) = |z|" and G(z) = C327, where 0 = (k —2)/r > 0. Hence
LW (z,t) < C3 — WG(W(x)).

Then n(t) = C’4t%, where Cy depends on C3, 6 and o. By Corollary 2.2 we obtain the
estimate

/ 2l puder) <
R4

tE—2

where v depends on Cy, C, J, 0.
Example 2.6. Let r > 2 and k£ > r. Assume that
ar|z|""2trace A(x, t)+
+ar(r —2)|z|" Az, )z, ) + o*r? |z Az, t)z, 2)+
+ar|z| 2 (b(z,t), x) + c(z,t) < C; — Cylx|",



where C; > 0 and Cy > 0. Then
Lexp(alz|”) < Cs — Cs)z|* exp(alz|")

for some C3 > 0. Set W (z) = exp(a|z|") and G(z) = Cs|Inz|? if z > 2, where 0 = £ > 1.
We obtain

LW (z,t) < C3 — WG(W(x)).
Then n(t) = Cy4 eXp(—C5t%), where C; > 0 and C5 > 0 depend on C3, 6 and 0. By
Corollary 2.2 we have

[ eplalal) o) < 3 exp (22,

where v, and 5 depend on C4, Cy, § and o.
Example 2.7. Let r > 2, k£ > 2 and a > 0. Assume that
artrace A(z,t) + ar(r — 2)|z| 2 (A(x, t)z, z)+
+ ar(b(z,t), z) + alz|’c(z,t) + o?r?|z| "2 (A(z, )z, z) < Cy — Cylz|F,
where C; > 0 and Cy > 0. Then
aL|z|” + o?r?z* Y (A(z, )z, z) < Cg — Cy|z|F2,
Set W(z) = alz|” and G(z) = C3a~(1+9)/727 where o = 22 > (0. We obtain
LW (z,t) 4 |/ A(z, t) VW (2)|* < C5 — WG(W(x)).
Hence we can apply Corollary 2.2 with § € (0,1), n(t) = Oyt , where C depends on Cj,

/ exp(at?|z|") p(d) < 41 exp (72(tﬁ—ﬁ + tﬁ+1)>7
R4
where the numbers vy; and 7, depend on Cy, Cy, r and S.

Note that the estimates in Examples 2.6 and 2.7 do not depend on the initial condition.
If we apply these estimates to the transition probabilities P(y,0,t, dx) of the correspond-
ing processes, then the resulting estimates will be uniform in y. Such estimates for kernels
of diffusion semigroups (with possibly rapidly growing drifts) were first obtained in [11]
and [16].

3. LOCAL AND GLOBAL BOUNDS OF SOLUTIONS

In this section we obtain local and global L? and L*> estimates of densities of solutions.
The main idea is to use a modification of Moser’s iteration method (see [12]). We start
with local estimates and then we obtain global estimates by using local one and a suitable
scaling.

Let 1 = (f¢)1e(0,r) be a nonnegative solution of equation (1.1).

We assume that A = (a¥) is a symmetric matrix satisfying the following condition:

(H1) for some number p > d + 2, every ball U C R? and every segment J C (0,7') one
has

sup [|a™ (-, ) lwrrw) < 00
teJ

and
0 < AU, J) :==inf{(A(z,t)&, &) : [£| =1, (z,t) € U x J}.
We also suppose that



(H2) for some number p > d+2, every ball U C R? and every closed interval J C (0,7
one has

bce LP(U x J) or bceLP(U x J,p).

According to [4, Corollary 3.9] and [8, Corollary 2.2], conditions (H1) and (H2) yield
existence of a Holder continuous density o of the solution g with respect to Lebesgue

measure. Moreover, for every ball U C R? and every closed interval J C (0,T) we have
o(-,t) € WhP(U) and

[ et Ol <
Set B =" — 0,,a". Then we can rewrite equation (1.1) in the divergence form
atg = le(AVQ — BQ) -+ co, (31>

which is understood in the sense of the integral identity

T T
/ / [—00ip + (AV 0, V)] dz dt = / / (B, V)o+ cop| dx dt (3.2)
0 R4 0 Rd
for every function ¢ € C§°(R¢ x (0,7)).
Recall the following embedding theorem (see [6, Lemma 3.1] or [1]).

Lemma 3.1. Let J be a closed interval in (0,T) and let u( -,t) € WH3(R?) be such that
x — u(x,t) has compact support for almost allt € J. Then there exists a constant C' > 0
depending only on d such that

||U||L2<d+2>/d(Rde) < C(iu}]) [Ju( - at)||L2(Rd) + ||VU||L2(Rde))-
€
Note that now we do not assume that ¢ is a nonpositive function.

Let ¢t (z,t) = max{c(x,t),0}.
The following lemma is the key step of our proof.

Lemma 3.2. Let m > 1. Let U C R? be a ball and let [sy,s5] C (0,T). Assume
that 6 Cse(R? x (0,T)) is such that the support of 1 is contained in U x (0,T) and
Y(x,s1) =0 for every x. Then there exists a constant C(d) depending only on d such that

d/(d+2)
/ / |Qmw|2(d+2 /dd dt) <

< 32C(d)m*(1 4+ A~ )/ / [l + [ANVY P + VATIBPY? 4 7] 0*™ da dt,
n (3.3)
where ||A(z,t)|| = mingg =i (A(x, )€, &) and A = AU, [s1, s9]) is defined as above.
Proof. Let f be a smooth function on [0, +00) such that f >0, f/ >0, f” > 0. Substi-
tuting the function ¢ = f/(p)1? in equality (3.2), for any t € [s;, so] we obtain
[ Hele.tw@yde = [ Floles)(e) dos

1 t
3 [ [ VAVGPr @t dedr <
s1 JR4

| 21l [l F(0) + 3VAVY L 22 ()4 +
s1 JRA f (Q)

+2|(B, Vi) [wof' (o) + ¢t of (0)® dx dr.




To this end, it is enough to note that
f'(0)?
//(Q) ’
(B,Vo)of"(o)v? < 37 VAVl f"(0)? + 3|VATI B0 f"(0)v”.
Set f(0) = 0*™. Recall that ¢(x,s;) = 0. We have

2(AVo, V)i f'(0) < 37 VAV o> " (0)0)* + 3|V AVY|?

sw [ ey dos T2 [T [ VAP asar <

te[s1,52] 3m
< 32m2/ / [l + VAV + [VATBRE + ] o da dr.
s1 R4

Now our assertion follows from Lemma 3.1. O

Theorem 3.3. (LP-estimates) Let p > 2(d + 2)/d. Let U and U’ be balls in R? with
U C U. Let also [s1,s9] C (0,T). Then, for every s € (s1,S2), there exists a number
C > 0 depending on U, U’, s, s1, d and p such that

s2
||Q||LP(U/X[8,82D S C(l —+ )\_1)7/ / []. + ||A||FY + |C+|’y + |\/ A—IB|2'Y} le’ dt,
S1 U

where v = (d+2)/2p', ' =p/(p—1) and A = XU, [s1, s2]), ||Al| are defined as above.
Proof. Set m = dp/2(d + 2) and
4m , (2m — 1)d 4
—y S G L .
“ * (2m —1)d’ “ LTI 0 d(2m —1) +4m

Note that m > 1. Let us fix a function ¢ = ((z)n(t), where ¢ € C*(U), ((z) = 1 if
el , 0<y<1,neC((s1,T)),n(t)=1ift € [s,59],0 <n <1 and

[Gen(t)] < Kn'=°(t),  [V((2)] < K¢ ()

for some number K > 0 and every (z,t) € U X [s1, s3]. Note that K depends only on U,
U’, s and s;. Applying Lemma 3.2 we obtain

52 d/(d+2)
(/ / |Qmw|2(d+2)/d dr dt) <
S1 U

< 320(dym?(1 + A7) / ; / Tl ] + ANV + [VATBRG? 4 2] ¢ du dt.

Using Holder’s inequality with exponents o and o', we estimate the integral in the right
side of the last inequality by the following expression:

K2(/2/(1+HAII+WA—lBIz+c+)algzmd:cdt)l/a (/ 2/ \@m¢\2<d+2>/ddxdt>l/a.
S1 U S1 U

Applying the inequality zy < ex® + C(a, €)y® with sufficiently small € > 0, we obtain
our assertion. O

Theorem 3.4. (L*™-estimates) Let v > (d +2)/2. Let U and U’ be balls in R? with
U C U. Let also [s1,s9] C (0,T). Then, for every s € (s1,S2), there exists a number
C > 0 depending on U, U’, s, s1, d and v such that

S2
ol oo (s fssa)) < C(1 + A‘l)’Y/ / [1+ A" + "] + [VAIB[*] o dz dt,
S1 U

where A = \(U, [s1, s2]), ||Al| are defined as above.
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Proof. If o =0 on U X [s1, o, then the assertion is trivial. Let us consider the case where
0 #Z 0. Multiplying the solution p by the number

S92 _1
(1+x1>—7(/ /[1+ AP + | + VATB |gdadr)
S1 U
we can assume that
82
(1+/\_1)”’/ /[1+||AH‘Y+|c+\’7+\x/A—1B|2’Y}gdxdt:1.
S1 U

In this case in order to prove the theorem it is enough to find a number C' depending only
on U, U, s, s1, S2, d and ~ such that

loll oo @ x[s,s2) < C-
Let U = U(xo, R), U = U(xg,R') and R < R. Set R, = R+ (R - R)2™, s, =
s —(s—s1)27" and U, = U(xo, R,). Let us consider the following system of increasing
domains:
Qn:Un X [Sn,Sg], QOZUX [81,82].
For each n we fix a function v, € Cg°(R? x (0,7)) in the same way as in the proof of
Theorem 3.3, that is, ¢(x,t) = 1if (z,t) € Qui1, 0 < < 1, the support of ¢ is contained
in U, % (s,,T) and |00, (2, )| + |V, (2, t)| < K™ for all (z,t) € R? and some number
K > 1 depending only on the numbers s, s;, R, R'.
Applying Lemma 3.2 and Holder’s inequality with exponents « and +/, we obtain

(] o)

n

< 32m2C(d, s) K" ( / pm=1Y+ g dt)
Qn

Set
Poir=Bpa+ (0 =1, pi=9"+1, B=(d+2)d Y.
Note that 8" 1p; < p, < 8" (p; + 1). Taking m = p,41d/(2d + 4), we obtain

pn/(Pn+y'—1)
Lprn (Qn) )

where the number C' depends only on K, d, and . Finally, note that > n8~" < oo and
according to Theorem 3.3 the norm ||o[|zr1 (,) is estimated by a number depending only
on the numbers pq, d, s, s1, U, and U;. O

loll L+t (@ueyy < C™P°

0

Remark 3.5. (i) Note that the constant C' in Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.3 does not
depend on ss.

(ii) If ¢ <0, then all the inequalities above will be true without the coefficient ¢ in the
right-hand side.

Corollary 3.6. Let v > (d+2)/2, K > 0 and ty € (0,T). Then there exists a number
C > 0 depending only on k, ty, d and ~y such that for all (z,t) € R% x (to, T)

t
oz, t) < C(L+ A (2, )" / / (1+ A + ¢ + VAT B[ o dy dr,
to/2 JU(z,k)

where

Az, t) = inf{(A(y,7)&,€): [&l =1, (y,7) € Uz, r) x [to/2,1]}.
In particular, if p(dx) = o(x,t) dx is a subprobability measure for almost all t € (0,T),
the functions ||A|", |c*|, |B|* are in L*(R® x (tq/2,T), ) and the function || A||~* is
uniformly bounded, then o € L®(R? x (to,T)).

Proof. Let us shift the point z to 0 and apply Theorem 3.4 with the balls U = U(z, k)
and U’ = U(x,k/2) and points s; = t¢/2, s = tg, S2 = t. O
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Corollary 3.7. Let v > (d+2)/2 and © € (0,1). Then there exists a number C > 0
depending only on 7y, d and © such that for all (z,t) € R? x (0,T)

t
g(x,wgc<1+x1(x,t>>*rt—<d+2>/2/ / (L4 [JA]]! + 2|7 + 2 VAT B o dy dr.
ot JU(z,\/t)

where
Az, t) = inf{(A(y,T)g,g): €l =1, (y,7)€ Ul(x, \/%) X [@t,t]}.

In particular, if p(dx) = o(x,t) dx is a subprobability measure for almost allt € (0,T), the
functions ||A||7, |¢T|7, |B|* are in LY(R?x (0,T), 1) and the function ||A||~" is uniformly
bounded, then there exists a number C' > 0 such that

olz,t) < Ct=¥?  for all (x,t) € R? x (0,T).

Proof. In order to prove the estimate at a point (zg,%o) it suffices to change variables
x — (x —x)/+/to and t — t/ty and apply Theorem 3.4 with the balls U = U(0,1) and
U' =U(0,1/2) and points s =0, s = (1+0)/2, s, = 1. O

Corollary 3.8. Let ® € C*Y(R? x (0,7T)) and ® > 0. Set
¢=c+ (0P +div(AV®) + BV®)d~!, B =B+ 0 AV

Let v > (d+2)/2 and © € (0,1). Then there exists a number C' > 0 depending only on
v, d and © such that for all (z,t) € R x (0,7)

o(z,t) < CO(x,t) (1 + X" (z, 1)) x

~(@+2)/ / / (14 JA|]" + 27 + £ |VA B2 ®o dy dr,
ot
where X is defined in the previous comllary. In particular, if

sup / O(z,t)o(x,t) dr < oo,
te(0,T) JRE

the functions | A|[Y®, |ct]'®, |B|*'® are in LYR? % (0,T), 1) and the function [|A||~" s
uniformly bounded, then there exists a number C' > 0 such that

o(z,t) < Ct=®(x, )" for all (z,t) € R x (0, 7).

Proof. 1t suffices to observe that the function ®p satisfies equation (3.1) with the new
coefficients ¢ and B. O

Let us now consider two typical examples. We shall assume that ¢ < 0 and that
pi(dx) = o(x,t) dz is a subprobability solution of the Cauchy problem for equation (1.1)
with the initial condition v such that |c| € L'(x) and

(R < v(RY) + /0 /Rd c(x, s) ps(dr) ds.

We obtain upper estimates of ¢ in several different situations.
Example 3.9. Let a > 0, r > 2 and k > r. Assume that ¢ < 0 and
ar|z|""2trace A(x, t)+
+ ar(r —2)|z|" Az, )z, ) + o*r? |z~ ( Az, t)z, 2)+
+ar|z|" 2 (b(z, 1), 2) + c(z,t) < C — C|z|*
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for some C' > 0 and all (z,t) € R? x (0,7). Suppose also that for all (x,t) € R? x (0,T)
we have

Crexp(—r1|z]" ™) < [[A(xz, )]| < Cyexp(ra|z]|"™°),
and
|6 (2, )] 4 0,0 (2, )| < Csexp(rs|z|™)

with some positive numbers Cy, Cy, C3, K1, Ko, k3 and 6 € (0,7). Let o/ € (0,a). Then
the density p satisfies the inequality

Q(SL” t) < 04 eXp(—o/‘;(;V) eXp(CEJt—ﬁ)
for all (x,t) € RY x (0,T) and some positive numbers Cy and Cs.

Proof. According to Example 2.6 we have

/deXp(a|I|r)d,Ut <y exp(rat T
R

for almost every t € (0,7") and some numbers v, and 5. Set ®(x) = exp(c/|x|"). Note
that ¢ < 73 and
(1 +[JA” + 7 [VATBI)® < ygexp(alz]’)

for all (z,t) € R? x (0,T) and some number 3. Now the desired estimates follow from
Corollary 3.8. O

Example 3.10. Let r > 2, k> 2, v>d+2, >0 and 8 > r/(k — 2). Assume that
artrace A(z,t) + ar(r — 2)|z|2(A(x, t)z, x)+
+ar(b(z,t), ) + |z|%c(z, t) + o?r?|z| "2 (A(z, t)z, z) < C — C|a|F,
where C' > 0. Suppose also that for all (z,t) € R? x (0,T) we have
Ci(1+ |2|7) ™" < || Az, )] < Co(1 + 2] 7)

and
|bi(:c,t)\2V + \&Ejaij(x, t)|2” < C5(1 + |=|™)

with some positive numbers Cy, Co, C5 and m > ymax{r — 1,737'}. Let o/ € (0,a).
Then the density o satisfies the inequality

oz,t) < Cot™5 " exp(—a't’|a]")
for all (z,t) € R x (0,T) and some positive numbers Cy and Cs.

Proof. According to Example 2.7 we have

[ explat?lal)diu <
R4
for all ¢ € (0,7) and some number ;. Note that for every p > 1 and € > 0 one has
P <yt~ exp(et®|a]"),
so we can apply Corollary 3.8 with ®(z,t) = exp(at?|z|"). O
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