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Abstract

We provel P-parabolic a-priori estimates foyu -+ Zid,j:1 Gij (t)t?xzin u=f
on R%+1 when the coefficients;; are locally bounded functions dh. We
slightly generalize the usual parabolicity assumption simalv that stillLP-
estimates hold for the second spatial derivativas &f/e also investigate the
dependence of the constant appearing in such estimatesHegparabolicity
constant. Finally we extend our estimates to parabolic tagpusinvolving
non-degenerate Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type operators.
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1 Introduction and basic notations

In this paper we deal with global a-priokiP-estimates for solutions to
second order parabolic equations like

e (t,X) + % Gij (1)U (1, %) = F(t,X), (t,x) € R, (1.1)
i,]=1

d > 1, with locally bounded coefficients;(t). Hereu and Uxx, denote
respectively the first partial derivative with respect tand the second par-
tial derivative with respect to; andx;. We slightly generalize the usual
parabolicity assumption and show that stifi-estimates hold for the sec-
ond spatial derivatives af. We also investigate the dependence of the con-
stant appearing in such estimates from the symmetsiad-matrix c(t) =

(Cij (t))ilj:l ‘‘‘‘‘ - In the final section we treat more general equations involv-
ing Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type operators and show that theique a-priori
estimates are still true.

*Research supported by PRIN project 2010MXMAJR.
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The Lp-estimateNS we are interested in are the following: for gny
(1,00), there existsM > 0 such that, for any € C3(R%*1) which solves

@1, we have
[ ey < M| Fllipgaray, §§=1,....d, (1.2)

where thelLP-spaces are considered with respect to dhel-dimensional
Lebesgue measure. Usually, in the literature such a-ptirnates are stated
requiring that there existé andA > 0 such that

d
MEP< Y cij(t)&& <AIE[P teR,EERY, (1.3)
i,]=1

where|&|? = 9, 2. We refer to Chapter 4 in [16], Appendix in [23], Sec-
tion VII.3 in [17], which also assumes thaf are uniformly continuous,
and Chapter 4 in [15]. The proofs are based on parabolic sixtes of the
Calderon-Zygmund theory for singular integrals (C1. [8fidh1]). This the-
ory was originally used to prove a-priori Sobolev estimdteshe Laplace
equation (se€ [5]). In the above mentioned references,staied thatvi
depends not only od, p, A (the parabolicity constant) but also dn An
attempt to determine the explicit dependencé/ofrom A andA has been
done in Theorem A.2.4 of [23] finding a quite complicate canst

The fact thaM is actuallyindependenof A is mentioned in Remark 2.5
of [14]. This property follows from a general result givenTheorem 2.2
of [13]. Once this independence frofnis proved one can use a rescaling
argument (cf. Corollarly 214) to show that we have

~ Mo
M=, (1.4)
for a suitable positive constahty depending only o andp.

In Theoren[2Z.B and Corollafy 2.4 we generalize the paraibploon-
dition by requiring that the symmetrit x d matrix c(t) = (Cij (t)) is non-
negative definite, for anyy€ R, and, moreover, that there exists and integer
po, 1 < po < d, andA € (0,) such that

Po d
AyE <3
=1 =

=1

Cij(t)fifj, teR, & cRY (1.5)

(cf. Hypothesi§1l in Sectidd 2). We show tHaf{1.5) is enoogjet estimates
like (I.2) fori,j =1,..., po, with a constanM as in [1.4) (nowMg depends
on p,d andpg). An example in which[{1]5) holds is

Ut(t,X,y) + uXX(tvxay) +tuxy(thaY) +t2Uyy(t7X,Y) = f(t,X,y), (16)

(t,x,y) € R (see Exampl&2l5). In this case we have an a-priori estimates
for ||uxx||Lp-

We will first provide a purely analytic proof of TheorédmP.3thre case
of L2-estimates. This is based on Fourier transform techniqliéen we
provide the proof for the general caseclp < « in Sectio 2.P. This proof
is inspired by the one of Theorem 2.2 [n_[13] and requires threcept of
stochastic integral with respect to the Wiener process. elcti®n[2.2.11 we
recall basic properties of the stochastic integral. It isaiear how to prove
Theoreni 2B fop # 2 in a purely analytic way. One possibility could be to
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follow step by step the proof given in Appendix bf [23] tryit@improve the
constants appearing in the various estimates.
In Sectior B we will extend our estimates to more general topslike

d d

th(t,x)+_zlcij(t)uxixj (t,X)+.Zlainj Uy (t,x) = f(t,x), 1.7)
i,|= i,J=

whereA = (&) is a given reatl x d-matrix. If (1.5) holds withpy = d then
we show that estimatg(1.2) is still true withy = Mp(d, p, T,A) > 0 for any
solutionu € C3((—T,T) x RY) of (I.7) (see Theorem 3.1 for a more general
statement).

An interesting case of (1.7) is whett) is constant, i.ec(t) = Q,t € R.
Then equatior(1]17) becomes

W+ Fu=f,
wheres/ is the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator, i.e.,
AV(X) = Tr(QD?V(X)) + (Ax,Dv(x)), xcRY veCTRY).  (1.8)

The operatorey and its parabolic counterpat’ = &/ — ¢, which is also
called Kolmogorov-Fokker-Planck operator, have recemtteived much at-
tention (see, for instance |[3]./[4]./[6]./[7].][9]..[18]. 9], [22] and the refer-
ences therein). The operatof is the generator of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
process which solves a linear stochastic differential 8BqugSDE) describ-
ing the random motion of a particle in a fluid (s€el[20]). SaVerterpreta-
tions in physics and finance fe¥ and.Z are explained in the survey [21].
From the a-priori estimates for the parabolic equation)(@ri& can deduce
elliptic estimates like

(Vs llLp(ray < C1 (H‘Q{VHLP(RU) + HVHLD(Rd))a (1.9)

with C; = w, assuming thats is non-degenerate (i.€Q is positive
definite; see Corollary 3.4). Similar estimates have besradl obtained in
[19]. Here we can show in addition the precise dependendeeofdnstant
C, from the matrixQ.

More generally, estimates like_(1.9) hold for possibly degyate hypoel-
liptic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operatorg (see [3]); a typical example iR? is
2V = QVgx+ XV with g > 0 (cf. Exampl¢_3.10). In this case we have

IVxllLorz) < Ca(llaVct X% [lLor2) + IVl Lo(r2)) - (1.10)

Estimates ad (1.10) have been deducedin [3] by correspgpmdirabolic
estimates for7 — d;, using that such operator is left invariant with respect to
a suitable Lie group structure @f*+1 (see[18]). We also mentiohl[4] which
contains a generalization 0fl [3] wh€hmay also depend anand [22] where
the results in[[3] are used to study well-posedness of ®I&REs. Finally,
we point out that in the degenerate hypoelliptic case cemeitlin [3] it is
not clear how to prove the precise dependence of the coregpaetaring in
the a-prioriLP-estimates from the matriQ.

We denote by - | the usual euclidean norm in afif, k > 1. Moreover,
(-,-) indicates the usual inner productii.

We denote byLP(RK), k > 1, 1< p < » the usual Banach spaces of
measurable real functiorfssuch that f |P is integrable oiR* with respect to
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the Lebesgue measure. The space df &functionsf : RK — RI with j > 1
is indicated withLP(R%;RJ). Let H be an open set iiR¥; C(H) stands
for the vector space of all re@-functionsf : H — R which have compact
support.

Letd > 1. Given aregular function: R4*! — R, we denote by2u(t,x)
thed x d Hessian matrix ofi with respect to the spatial variables(atx) €
R4+, e, DAU(t,X) = (Uxx; (t,X))i j=1...a- Similarly we define the gradient

Dyu(t,x) € RY with respect to the spatial variables.
Given a reak x k matrix A, ||A|| denotes its operator norm afiid(A) its
trace.

Let us recall the notion ocGaussian measurgsee, for instance, Section
1.2 in [2] or Chapter 1 in[7] for more details). Ldt> 1. Given a symmet-
ric non-negative definitel x d matrix Q, the symmetric Gaussian measure
N(0,Q) is the unique Borel probability measure BA such that its Fourier
transform is

[0 NOQdg —e €9, g ere, (1.11)
R

N(0, Q) is the Gaussian measure with mean 0 and covariance mgtrii i
additionQ is positive definite thaiN(0,Q) has the following density with
respect to thel-dimensional Lebesgue measure

) =t 30y Y, (1.12)
(4m)"detQ)

Given two Borel probability measures andp, onRY the convolutionu
U2 is the Borel probability measure defined as

poka®) = [ | [ latxry)p(epedy) = [ @) [ a(xry)ie(dy)

for any Borel seB C RY. Here % is the indicator function oB (i.e., s(x) =
1if xe Band &(x) =0 if x¢ B). It can be easily verified that

N(0,Q) «N(0O,R) = N(0,Q+R), (1.13)

whereQ+ Ris the sum of the two symmetric non-negative definite madrice
QandR.

2 A-priori LP-estimates

In this section we consider parabolic equations likel(1.1).

We always assume that the coefficienj$t) of the symmetricd x d ma-
trix c(t) appearing in(1.1) are (Borel) measurable and locally bounded on
R and, moreover, thac(t)é,&) > 0,t e R, & € RY. Moreover, we will
consider the symmetric non-negatitve d matrix

T

Csr:/ c(t)dt, s<r, sreR. (2.1)
JS

We start with a simple representation formula for solutitmequation[(L]1).

This formula is usually obtained assuming tlegtf) is uniformly positive.

However there are no difficulties to prove it even in the pnésase when

c(t) is only non-negative definite.



Proposition 2.1. Let uc C7(R%?) be a solution tfI.T). Then we have, for

u(s,x) = —/:)dr/Rd £(r,x+ y)N(0,Csr) (dy). 2.2)

Proof. Let us denote by(t,-) the Fourier transform ofi(t,-) in the space
variablex. Applying such partial Fourier transform to both sides[affljve

obtain
d

(s €)— Y Gj(9)&i&ia(s,§) = f(s.é),

i,]=1
i.e., we have
0§ =- [ e=Ofrad (s er™L @23
JS

It follows that
is.8) = [ ([, @*IN0.C) () FrE)cr

By some straightforward computations, using also the waniggs property
of the Fourier transform, we gét (2.2).

Alternatively, starting from[{2]3) one can directly folloive computa-
tions of pages 48 ir [15] and obtaln(R.2). These computatitse that there
existse > 0 such thatc(t)&, &) > €|&|?, & € RY. We write, fore > 0, using
the Laplace operator,

U (t,X) + % Gij (D) uxx; (t,X) +€AU(t, X) = f(t,x) +eAu(t,x),
i,]=1

(t,x) € RY+1; sincec(t) + &l is uniformly positive, following[15] we find
usx) = [ dr [ 1y XIN(O G+ e(r —91)(dy)
~& [ dr [ Au(ry+N(.Cort £(r — 9)1)(dy)
Using also[[IIB) we get
usx) = [ dr [ NO.(r-91)(d2) [ f(rxcty+ VEINO.C(dy)
fs/:dr./ﬂéd N(O, (r —$)1)(d2) /Rd AU(EX+ Y+ VEZN(O,Cer) (dy).

Now we can pass to the limit as— 0" by the Lebesgue theorem and get

2.2).
n

The next assumption is a slight generalization of the usaedmlicity
condition which corresponds to the cage= d (see also Remafk 2.6).

Hypothesisl. The coefficientsjcare locally bounded ofR and the matrix
c(t) = (cij(t)) is symmetric non-negative definites R. In addition, there
exists aninteger@ 1 < pp < d, andA € (0,) such that

d P
(ct)E, &)= S cij(t)&i&=A ZO §2, teR, EcRY. (24)
. 2,

i,]=1



A possible generalization of this hypothesis is given in Red2.6. Note
that if we introduce the orthogonal projection

lo: RY — Fp,, (2.5)

whereFp, is the subspace generated {8i,...,ep,} (here{e}i=1 g4 de-
notes the canonical basisf)) then [Z.6) can be rewritten as

(C(t)E,E) > AlIpE%, teR, & eRY (2.6)

Lemma2.2. Letg: R4+ — R be Borel, bounded, with compact support and
such that gt, ) € C3(RY), t € R. Fix i, j € {1,..., po} and consider

Wi () =~ [ 71 [ gy (rx+YNO.Io(r — 9)(y). (5X) € RO,

where b is defined in(2.3). For any pe (1, ), there exists M= Mo(d, p, po)
> 0, such that

[[Wij [[Lp(ra+1y < Mol[9|Lp(ra-+1)- (2.7)

Proof. If pp = d the estimate is classical. In such case we are dealing with
the heat equation
gu+Au=g

onRd+1 andw;j coincides with the second partial derivative with respect t
x; andx; of the heat potential applied t (see, for instance, page 288 in
[16] or Appendix in [23]). Ifpg < d we writex = (X, x") for x € RY, where

X € RPo andx”’ € R4~Po, We get

iy (8X,x") == [ [ g (Y XON(O.Iin(r - 9) (@),

wherely, is the identity matrix inRP. Let us fixx” € R9-Po and consider
the functionl (t,x) = g(t,x,x”) defined onR x RP°. By classical estimates
for the heat equatiogu +/Au = | onRPo*1 we obtain

/p L, [wij (8%, ") [Pdsdx < Mp/RWl|g(s,x’,x”)|pdsd>€.

Integrating with respect t&’ we get the assertion.

In the sequel we also consider the differential operhator

Z Gij (U (1,%), (1,x) e R4 ueCF(RIM).  (2.8)
i,)=1
The next regularity result whepg = d follows by a general result given in
Theorem 2.2 of [13] (cf. Remark 2.5 in[14]).

In the next two sections we provide the proof. First we givéraal and
self-contained proof in the cage= 2 by Fourier transform tecniques (see
Sectior Z.11). Then in Sectign 2.2 we consider the general dd® proof for
1< p<wisinspired by the one of Theorem 2.2(in[13] and uses alsolagaro
bilistic argument. This argument is used to “decompose’itabkle Gaussian
measure in order to apply successfully the Fubini theordm @&I11) and
2.19)).

We stress again that in the caselef pg, usually, the next result is stated
under the stronger assumption tHat2.4) holds witk 1 and also that;j
areboundedj.e., assuming(1l3) with = 1 andA > 1 (see, for instance,
Appendix in [23] and[[16]).



Theorem 2.3. Assume Hypothesis 1 with=1in (2.4). Then, for pc (1, ),
there exists a constantg= Mp(d, p, po) such that, for any «& Cg°(Rd+1),
i,j=1,...,po, we have

[[Uxix; [l Lp(ra+1) < Mol[Ut + LUl p(ra-+1)- (2.9)
As a consequence of the previous result we obtain

Corollary 2.4. Assume Hypothesis 1. Then, for ang (Dg’(RdH), pe
(L), i,j=1,..., po, we have (se@.8)

Mo
([ [l Lpratey < 5 (Ut + L[] pga+).- (2.10)
where My = Mp(d, p, po) is the same constant appearing@9).

Proof. Let us definew(t,y) = u(t,v/Ay). Setf = u + Lu; sinceu(t,x) =
w(t, %), we find

1
f(t.VAY) = w(ty) + T Lw(t.y)
Now the matrix(;cij) satisfiesy %, ¢ij () &&j > ijil E2,teR, & cRY
Applying Theoreni 213 tav we find

i[5 < MoA ™3|
and so
AV g o < MoA 35 f]1p
which is the assertion.
|

Example<2.5. The equation[(1]6) verifies the assumptions of Corollary 2.4
with pp =1 andA = 3/4 since

2
> Gi(®é&ig; = E2H1&&+1282 > fo, (t,&1,&) € R,
i,]=1

Hence there existdlp > 0 such that ifu € C3 (R?) solves[(1.b) then

0
([ Ul [ Lp(r3) < e [ FllLp(rs3)-

Remark2.6. One can easily generalize Hypothésis 1 as follows:

the coefficients;j are locally bounded oR and, moreover, there exists
an orthogonal projectioty : RY — RY andA > 0 such that, for any € R,
a.e.,

(c(t)&,€) > Al |2, & €RY. (2.11)

Theoreni2.B and Corollafy 2.4 continue to hold under thismgsion.

Indeed following the proof of Theorem 2.3 it is clear thateation [2.9)
can be obtained if assumptidn (P.4) is satisfied onlyt fgrB whereB c R
is a Borel set of Lebesgue measure zero. Moreovdr, if[2.alstthen by
a suitable linear change of variables in equatfonl (1.1) wg assume that
lo(RY) is the linear subspace generated{@y, ... ey} for somepy with
1< p<dandso apply Theorem2.3.

Under hypothesi$ (2.11) assertion {2.9) in Thedrer 2.31eso

I(DZu(-)h, K} lLp(ra+1) < Mol[Ut + LUl p(ra+1y,
whereh, k € 1(RY).



2.1 Proof of Theorem[2Z3when p=2

This proof is inspired by the one of Lemma A.2.2 [in][23]. Ndtattsuch
lemma hagyy = d and, moreover, it assumes the stronger condifion (1.3). In
Lemma A.2.2 the constaMg appearing in[(219) is ZA.

We start from[(2.8) with

f=u+Lu.

Recall that forg : R+ — R, §(s, &) denotes the Fourier transformgffs, -)
with respect to the-variable 6 € R, & € RY) assuming thag(s, -) € L(RY).

Let us fixse R. Leti,j =1,...,po. We easily compute the Fourier
transform ofuy, (s, ) (the matrGCSr is defined in[(Z1)):

O (5.6) = ~6&0(5.8) =& [ & €O gr g er
Since|lpé|? = zip:"l |& 2, we get

200 (5.6)| < 1o ? [ (G888 £)[dr = G
Now we fix & € RY, such thatlo| # 0, and define

gz(r):<C0r575>:/0r<0(p)5,5>dp, reR.

Changing variablé = g (r), we get

g [T O frget s
GE(S)—||OE| /g{(s)e 3 |f(gg (t)’5)|<c(ggl(t))f,5>dt

Let us introducep (t) = € - 1_,)(t), t € R, and
1
(c(gz  (1))E,&)
Using the standard convolution for real functions definedaome find
Ge(s) = (¢ +Fg) (9e (9))-
Therefore (recall(216) with = 1)

Fe(t) = 1€ % (g5 (1), &)

2 _ * 2 1 1 * 2
IGeliZay = [ 10+Fe)0) e T el FelE
(2.12)

which implies||Gg || 2(r) < ﬁ”q& * Fe | L2(w)- On the other hand, using the
Young inequality, we find, for an§ € RY with [1o&| # 0,

16 *Fellz@m) < 19llae) IFellizm) = IFelliem)

—negi2( [ 1= 2 : v
=0z °( [ If(g"0.6)P <c( fl(t))«s,a)zdt)

o€ 2( [ 1P g e E1ar)

1o |2 - f
g||fo?| /le<r,z>|2 = [10&]- 11 ( &)z




Using also[(Z.12) we obtain, for adyc RY, [1o&| # 0,
20/10x; (- &) l2r) < IGellizm) < I1FCE) Iz

From the previous inequality, integrating with respecf toverRY we find

4 ds[ 00 (s8)de < [ ds [ fiso)de.

By using the Plancherel theoremliA(RY) we easily obtain{2]9) witMp =
1/2. The proof is complete.

2.2 Proof of TheoremP23when 1< p <

The proof uses the concept of stochastic integral in a drpoiat (see[(Z.117)
and [2.18)). Before starting the proof we collect some baiperties of the
stochastic integral with respect to the Wiener processhwaie needed (see,
for instance, Chapter 4 inl[1] or Section 4.3[in[[23] for moeeails).

2.2.1 Thestochastic integral

Let W = (W)i>0 be a standard-dimensional Wiener process defined on a
probability spacéQ, #,P). Denote byE the expectation with respect o
Consider a functiof € L?([a,b; RY®@RY) (here 0< a < bandR? @R
denotes the space of all rehk d-matrices).
Let (1y) be any sequence of partitionsafb] such thatm,| — 0 asn —
o (given a partitiont= {to = a, ... ,tn = b} we set|m| = sup, ;, , cnltkr1—

t]). One defines the stochastic integfF (s)dW as the limitinL2(Q, P; RY)
of

h= S RO, -,

tl?’tkHe"”

asn — oo (recall that the previous formula means

h(@)= 5 )My, (@) - W),

tl?’tkﬂenh

for any w € Q). One can prove that the previous limit is independent of the
choice of(m,). Moreover, we haveP-a.s.,

/ F(s)dWs — / (9)dW, — / F(s (2.13)
Setlgp = f;’F(s)F*(s)ds whereF*(s) denotes the adjoint matrix ¢f(s).

Clearly, I'zp is ad x d symmetric non-negative definite matrix. Moreover,
we have (see, for instance, page 77.in [1])

E[d V2URFEME)] /'eiﬁ((!i’F(s)dMé)(wmp(dw) (2.14)
JQ

- /dei<xﬂf> N(0,Fap)(dx) = e ETad) £ e R,
R

Formula [2.1#) is equivalent to require that for any Bored #woundedf :
RY - R,

f(fz/abF(s)dV\g / FYN(O,Tap)(dy).  (2.15)

Equivalently, one can say that the law (or image measure’fZgjﬁ’F(s)dV\é
isN(O,T ap).



2.2.2 Proof of thetheorem

Itis convenientto suppose that,-) = 0 if t <0 so thau € CJ([0, ) x RY).
Indeed ifu(t,-) =0,t < T, for someT € R, then we can introduce
v(t,X) = u(t + T,x) which belongs tai € Cg([0,») x RY); from the a-priori
estimate folyy; it follows (2.9) since||vix; [[ p(ra+1) = [[Uxx; [ p(ra+1)-
We know that, fois > 0. x € RY,

usx) =~ [ dr [ f(rxryN©Car)(ay),
JS
wheref = u; + Lu is bounded, with compact support &941 and such that

f(t,-) €CY(RY),t > 0. Letusfixi, j € {1,...,po}-
Differentiating under the integral sign it is not difficudt prove that

Ux.xj S,X / dl’/ fx.xj rx+y) (0 CSI’)(dy)

Let us fixsandr, 0 < s<r, and consider

T

Csr = Asr+ (r —s)lp, whereAgr = / (c(t) —lp)dt.

JS

By (1.13) we know thalN(0,Cs;) = N(0,Asr) xN(O, (r — s)lp) and so

[ B (£ x YIN(O.Co () (2.16)

_ /d N(O,Asr)(dz)/d fye; (1, Xy + 2N(O, (r — 9)lo) (dy).
R R

Now we introduce a standadddimensional Wiener proce¥s = (W )i>o on
a probability spac€Q,.7 .IP) (see Sectioh 2.2.1). Consider the symmetric
d x d square root/c(t) — I of c(t) — Io and define the stochastic integral

;
/\sr:\fz/S /S0 —Tg dW.
By (2.13) we know that

t
/\sr - br - bs, Wherebt - \/E/ \V C(p) - IO d\%,
0

t >0, andby = 0 if t < 0. Moreover (cf. [[2.155)) for any Borel and bounded
g:RY — R, we have

Elglbr — bs)) = [ g(br(w) — bx(w)) B(de) = [ gWIN(O.A)(dy)

(2.17)
Using this fact and the Fubini theorem we get frém (P.16)

_/H%d fix; (1, X+ Y)N(0,Csr) (dly)
- E[/ﬂ%d fxx; (1, X+ Y+ Ars) N(O, (r _s)|0)(dy)}
— ]E{/Rd fix; (1, X+ Y+ br —bs) N(O, (r _s)|0)(dy)} _ (2.18)
Therefore we find

Uxx; ($,X) = —]E{/:dr/Rd fxx; (1, X4y +br —bs)N(O, (r —s)lo)(dyz)z} .19)
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Now we estimate theP-norm ofuyy; . To simplify the notation in the sequel

we setN(O,(r — s)Io) = Ugr. Using the Jensen inequality and the Fubini
theorem we get

/ds/ |Uxx; (S,X)[Pdx

Ry Rd

= ds/ E{/ dr/ fxixj(r,x+y+br—bs)usr(dy)}
R, JRd s Rd

® p
g]E{/ ds/ / dr/ fxixj(r,x+y+br—bs)usr(dy)‘ dx]
R4 RA /s Rd

Now in the last line of the previous formula we change vagablhe integral
overRY with respect to the-variable; we obtain

p
dx

/ ds/ |Uxx; (S,X)[Pdx (2.20)
Ry Rd

. 0 . b
§E[/ dS/ / dl’/ fxx; (r,z+y+br)usr(dy)‘ dz]-
Ry JRAIJs JRd

To estimate the last term we fie € Q and consider the functiogy,(t,x) =
f(t,x+b(w)), (t,x) € R¥*L. The functiong,, is bounded, with compact
support oriRY*1 and such thag(t, ) € CF(RY),t € R.

By Lemmal2.2 we know that there exidt% = Mo(d, p, po) > 0 such
that, for anyw € Q,

® p
/ ds/ /dr/ fas (1, 2y + b () psr(@y) | 2
R4 Rd I Js Rd
® p
= [ asf,| [ ar [ 0200zt )ty dz< ME gl
Using also[(2.210) we find
[ ds ]l (s0Pdx< MEE[ [ ds | lgu(s]?dX
R, JRd R Rd
:M@E[/Rds/Rd|f(s,x+bs)|de}
:Mg/ds/ |f(s,2)|Pdz
R Rd

The proof is complete.

3 LP-estimatesinvolving Ornstein-Uhlenbeck op-
erators

LetA= (&) be agiven real x d-matrix. We consider the following Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck type operator

d
Cij ()Uxx; (80 + 5 aij; U (t,%)

Lou(t,x) =
i,]=1 i,]=1

™=

= Tr(c(t)DZu(t,x)) + (Ax Dyu(t, X)),

(t,x) € R¥*1 ue CF(RIL). This is a kind of perturbation df given in
(2.8) by the first order termAx, Dxu(t, x)) which has linear coefficients.

11



We will extend Corollary 2}4 to cover the parabolic equation
(t.X) + Lou(t,x) = f(t,X) (3.1)

onR%1, We will assume Hypothedi$ 1 and also

Hypothesi®. Let p as in HypothesiSl1. Defingf~ R0 as the linear sub-
space generated bfe;, ..., ey, }. Let F™ be the linear subspace generated
by {€py+1,---,€4} if po < d (when g =d, FP = {0}). We suppose that

A(Fp,) C Fpy, A(FPO) C FPo. (3.2)

Recall that given a x d-matrix B, |B|| andTr(B) denote, respectively,
the operator norm and the trace®fln the next result we will use that there
existsw > 0 andn > 0 such that

A <ne®ll, teR, (3.3)

whereé” is the exponential matrix afA. Note that the constaMg below is
the same given i (2.9).

Theorem 3.1. Assume Hypothedels 1 did 2. LetDandset$=(—T,T) x
RY. Suppose that & Co(Sr). Forany pe (1,0),i,j=1,...,po,

M1 (T
%) ||Ut + LOUHLp(RdJrl); (34)

[[Uxix; [|Lpra+ty <
with My (T) = c(d)Mon*e*T@* 5 IT(AIl
Proof. We fix T > 0 and use a change of variable similar to that used in page
100 of [6]. Definev(t,y) = u(t,ey), (t,y) € R9+1. We havev € C§ (R4+1),
u(t,x) = v(t,e"x) and

ut(tvx) + LOU(taX)
=W (t,e7X) — (Dyv(t,e"x), AeX) + Tr (e c(t)e ™ Div(t,e "))
+(Dyv(t, e x), Aex)

= Ve (t,e7X) + Tr (e c(t)e ™ D2v(t, e X)).
It follows that
U (t, €%y) + Lou(t, €%y) = w(t,y) + Tr (e Ac(t)e A Div(t,y)).  (3.5)
Now we have to check Hypothe§is 1. We first defip@), t € R,
cot) = e et)e™, te[-T,T], (3.6)
cot)=e Ac(M)e ™ t>T, cot) =eAc(-T)e™, t<—T.
Sincev € CJ(Sr) we have orR9+1
we(ty) +Tr (e Ae(t)e ™ Djv(t,y)) = we(t,y) +Tr (co(t) DYv(t, )

and so it is enough to check thay(t) verifies [2.6). Moreover, by (3.6) it is
enough to verify[(ZJ6) fot € [T, T]. We have

(o(t)€,&) = (c(t)e ™™ &,e7¥ &) > A lloe™ M €.
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By (3.2) we deduce thdf,, andFP are both invariant foA*. It follows
easily that . )
oSN E = 1pE, E€RY, scR. (3.7)

Using this fact we find fot € [T, T], & € RY,
10817 = [log" e & = ¥ loe™™ &> < n?T¢loe A & 2
and so
Mlog 2 < An?eT¢ lloe™ A &> < n?T (co(t)€, £),
which impliesA n=2e=2T®|15& |2 < (co(t)&, &). By Corollary[2.4 and[(3]5)
we get, forany, j =1,... po,
22Tw

Mo n2€?
Iy lILe = [[{(DGv(-)er, &) |Lp < %Hw + Tr(co(t)DZV)|ILe (3.8)
B Monzesz
- A

Note that

[[ue (-, €2) +Lou(-, &™) e < A1 i+ Lou]| Lo

Mo"ljezme% Tr
(DYv(t,y)loa:, logj) = (Djv(t, )&, &) = (€% Diu(t, ehy)e?e. e))

and soloD3v(t,y)lo = €A 1oDZu(t,éy)loe, t € R, y € RY. Indicating by
RPo @ RPo the space of all regly x pg-matrices, we find

T
HIOD)ZIV|0||LP(RU+1;RPO®RPO) >e v

AL e 1oDFuloe | oo+ 1o ro)-
Since, for(t,x) € R4+,

[loDZu(t, x) lol| < n°€* || IoDFu(t, x) lo€™|
by (3.8) we deduce

Mo 2T
HIOD?U IOHLP(]RdJrl;]RpOQQ]RpO) S C(d) T n4e4T(A)e p ‘TI’(A)‘ ||ut + LOUHLP

which gives[(3.#). The proof is complete.

Examples3.2 The equation

Ut (ta X, y) + (1+et)uxx(tvxa y) thuxy(ta X, y) +t2uy)’(t5 X, y) +yu)/(t,X, y) =f (ta X, y)a

(3.9)
(t,x,y) € R3, verifies the assumptions of Theorém]3.1 wih= 1 and so
estimate[(314) holds fauy.

Remark3.3. Assumption[(3.R) does not hold for the degenerate hypaiellip
operators considered inl[3]. To see this let us considerdiaAfing classical
example of hypoelliptic operator (cf. [L0] arid [12])

Ur[(t,X,y) +uXX(taX7y) +XU)/(I,X,y) = f(t,X,y), (310)

(t,x,y) € R3. In this casepp = 1 andA = <(1) 8) It is clear that[(3R) does

not hold in this case. Indeed we can not recovelthestimates in[3].
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As an application of the previous theorem we obtain elligitimates
for non-degenerate Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operatgrsThese estimates have
been first proved in [19]. Differently with respect fo [19]time next result
we can show the explicit dependence of the congtarin (3.13) from the
ellipticity constantA .

Let

2/ U(x) = Tr(QD?uU(x)) + (Ax, Du(x)), (3.11)
x€ R ueCy(RY), whereAis ad x d matrix andQ is a symmetric positive
defined x d-matrix such that

(Q€,&) > A&, & cRY, (3.12)
for someA > 0.

Corollary 3.4. Let us considel3.13) under assumptiof3.12) For any
weCE(RY), pe (1,0),i,j =1,...,d, we have (the constant;¥1) is given
in 3.4)

c(p)M1(1)
o sy < P ol g+ Wlpse). (313)

Proof. We will deduce[(3.13) fron{(314) if; = (—1,1) x R with pg = d.
Let Y € C3(—1,1) with jflt,u(t)dt > 0. We define, similarly to Section
1.30f [3],
u(t,x) = Yt)w(x).
Sinceu; + Lou = ¢/ (t)w(x) + Y(t)«/w(x), applying [3.#) tau we easily get
B3
|
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