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Scale invariant elliptic operators with singular coefficients
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Abstract
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semigroup in LP(RY) if and only if De = b+ (N —2 4 ¢)?/4 > 0 and s; + min{0,2 — a} <
N/p < s2 +max{0,2 — o}, where s; are the roots of the equation b+ s(N —2+c¢—s) =0, or
D, =0 and so + min{0,2 — a} < N/p < sp + max{0,2 — a}, where so is the unique root of
the above equation. The domain of the generator is also characterized.

We show that a realization of the operator L = |z|*A + ¢[z|*™ ' - V — b|z|*~? generates a
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1 Introduction

In this paper we make a systematic investigation of the operator

x
]

in LP(RY), N > 1,1 < p < co. Here a, b, c are unrestricted real numbers. Operators of the form
L(s) = (s+|z|*)A+c|z|*t ro7°V, s = 0,1, or operators containing a more general diffusion matrix
in the second order part have been already studied in literature. See for example [7], [16], [15],
[18], [19], [25], where generation results, domain characterization and spectral properties have been
proved and [I7], [27], where kernel estimates have been deduced via weighted Nash inequalities.
Operators of the form () with o = 0 have been studied in LP-spaces with weight |z|~” for real
(see [11, [22).

In order to treat the singularity at zero we introduce Q = R \ {0} and define C2°(92) as the space
of infinitely continuously differentiable functions with compact support in 2. We define L,,;, as
the closure in LP(RY) of (L,C°(Q)) and Lyaz = (L, Dmax(L)) where

L= |z[*A+ x| V = Dl (1)

Dimax(L) = {u e W2P(Q)NLP(RY) : Lu e LP(RV)}. (2)

loc

The domain of L,,;, will be denoted by D,,in(L). Note that if u € Dyer(L) and f = Lu the
equation Lu = f is satisfied in the sense of distributions in Q rather than in RV. We study when
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suitable realizations of L between L., and L., generate a semigroup in LP (RN ). The intro-
duction of C2°(£2) instead of C°(RY) is unavoidable to treat the singularity at 0 but sometimes
leads to unnatural difficulties. For example, if « = b = ¢ = 0 and N > 3, then the Laplacian
with domain W?2P(R¥) coincides with A,,;, if and only if p < N/2 and with A, if and only if
p > N/(N —2). Similar problems happen when C2°(RY) C D,4.(L) (depending on «, b, ¢, p) and
this explains why we need also intermediate operators between L, and L,,q:. When a = ¢ = 0,
L becomes the Schrédinger operator with inverse square potential which is widely studied in the
literature. A famous result in [2] shows that the parabolic equation u; = Lu presents instantaneous
blow-up for positive solutions when Dy := b+ (N — 2)?/4 < 0, where 4Dy is the discriminant of
the quadratic equation
fo(s) == —s*+ (N —=2)s+b=0.

In the general case we show that the elliptic equation Au — Lu = f, with A, f > 0, has no positive
solution if & # 2 and D, := b+ (N — 2+ ¢)?/4 < 0. The case o = 2 is special in the whole
paper and the above restriction is not necessary. We obtain positive results under the assumption
D. > 0.

In order to formulate our main results we introduce the quadratic function

f(s)=b+s(N—2+c—s) =—s>+(N—-2+c)s+b (3)

whose discriminant is 4D,. Its roots are s1, s (s1 < s2) given by

N-—-2+c¢ N—-2+c¢ 2 N—-2+c¢ N—-2+c¢ 2
= o\ T ) e () @)

Note that f has the maximum at so = (N — 2+ ¢)/2 with f(sg) = D..
Our main result in the case D. > 0 is the following which summarizes Theorems FLTT] [5.41

Theorem 1.1 Let 1 <p <oo, a #2, Do =b+ (N —2+¢)?/4 > 0. Then a suitable realization
of Limin C Lint C Limax generates a semigroup in LP(RN) if and only if

s1 4+ min{0,2 — a} < N/p < s + max{0,2 — a}.

In this case the generated semigroup is bounded analytic and positive. The domain of Lin: is given
by equation (£3).

In general the semigroup is not contractive. The case o = 2 is special and much simpler: no
restriction on N/p is needed, see Proposition 23]

We observe that L generates a semigroup in some LP(RY) if and only if the open intervals
(s1 + min{0,2 — a}, s + max{0,2 — a}) and (0, N) intersect. This is always the case when b > 0
since s1 and s2 have opposite signs but easy examples show that the contrary can happen if b <0,
see the last section of this paper. In such cases no realization of L between L., and Ly,q. 1S
a generator but it can happen that L endowed with a suitable domain is a generator. We refer
the reader to [26] where it is shown that for every b € R a suitable realization of A — blz|=2 is
self-adjoint and non-positive in L2(R™).

In the critical case D, = 0 we prove the following result in Section 6.

Theorem 1.2 Let 1 < p < o0, « #2, D = b+ (N —2+¢)?/4 =0 and so = X2+, Then a
suitable realization of Limin C Lint C Lmax generates a semigroup in LP(RN) if and only if

so + min{0,2 — a} < N/p < 5o + max{0,2 — a}.



In this case the generated semigroup is bounded analytic and positive. The domain of Lt is given
by equations (48), (G8).

Note that the endpoints are included in Theorem [[L2] but excluded in Theorem [[LT] We also point
out that the validity of the equalities L;,; = Lyin and Lipy = L, is also characterized through
the paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove and recall some preliminary results. In
Section 3 we partially generalize the results in [2] by showing that if b+ (N — 2+ ¢)?/4 < 0 the
equation w — Lu = f has no positive distributional solutions for certain positive f with compact
support. In Section 4 we show that L,,;, generates an analytic semigroup when s; + 2 — a <
N/p < s2 +2 — « and characterize its domain, using Rellich inequalities from [12]. The proof is
done first for very large b > 0 showing sectoriality and then extended to the precise range above
using a perturbation argument in [24], as stated in the Appendix. Generation results for L., are
deduced by duality. The sharpness of the above intervals is then shown using the asymptotics of
special radial solutions: in particular the "only if” part of Theorem [[I]is proved in Theorem E.11]
The operator L;,; is introduced in Section 5. Using the results of Section 4 for L,,;, we give a
proof of the ”if” part of Theorem [[LT], see Theorem [5.4] for a more precise formulation. The critical
case D, = 0 is studied in Section 6, using the methods of Section 5 but adding a logarithmic
term in the weighted estimates. In contrast with Section 5, we do not prove directly the resolvent
estimates in RY but first show a weaker form in the unit ball and then improve them in the whole
space by scaling. In Section 7 we present some examples. It is worth mentioning that our main
results, specialized to the case of Schrodinger operators with inverse square potentials, yields more
precise results than those already known. In particular we show that the semigroup exists in the
same range of p as in [I1] when D, > 0 but we are able to characterize the domain of the generator
in addition to the domain of the form. The precise range of existence of the semigroup is also given
in the critical case and seems to be new.

Our result are valid when N = 1 with [0, co[ instead of R. In the statements, however, we keep
the notation R even when N = 1. Accordingly €2 =]0, co[ and all balls B, should be replaced by
the intervals ]0,r[. With these (formal) changes all proofs hold in the one-dimensional case with,
at most, some simplifications.

Notation. We use Q for RY \ {0} and for ]0,00] when N = 1. C2°(V) denotes the space of
infinitely continuously differentiable functions with compact support in V. We adopt standard
notation for L? and Sobolev spaces. The unit sphere in R” is denoted by S¥~! and B, stands for
the ball with center at 0 and radius r.

2 Preliminary results

Here we collect some known or simple fact necessary to our analysis. Observe that if Iyu(xz) =
u(Az) for A > 0, then (I)"'LI, = \>7®L. Note that L is scale invariant when a = 2. Other
symmetry properties follow from the use of the Kelvin transform. Let Tu(z) = |z|>~Nu(x|z|~2).
A straightforward but tedious computation shows that

T7LT = |2]*7*A — c|x|3*aﬁ -V 4+ (c(2— N) = b)|z]*~°. (5)

x
In particular the power « is changed into 4 —a. Many proofs will be subdivided according to oo < 2
and a > 2. If o < 2 the degeneracy at infinity is easy to treat but that at the origin is the real



source of the difficulties. Conversely when « > 2, using the Kelvin transformation and noticing
that it maps the unit ball into its complement, one can study only case, e.g., < 2 and reduce
the other to it. Observe however that the Kelvin transform is an isomorphism in L? if and only if
p=2N/(N —2). Let us show the closedness of L, and Ly,qq-

Proposition 2.1 The operator Ly, is closed and (L,C°(Q)) is closable.

PROOF. The closedness of L,,q; is an immediate consequence of local elliptic regularity, since L
has regular coeflicients outside the origin. Since C°(2) C Dypaq (L), the closability of (L, C2°(Q2))
follows from the closedness of L, qq- O

Next we introduce the formal adjoint

L=|z°A+ é|:v|o‘_1|%| -V — blz|e2 (6)
with
c=2a—c
{5_b+(c—a)(a_2+zv) (™)

acting on L (RN). Observe that the function
f(s)=b+s(N—-2+é¢—s)=f(N+a—2—2) (8)

defined as in ([B) and relative to l~/, has roots §; = s; +a—c¢, i = 1,2, where s1, s2 are defined in ()
and that its discriminant b+ (N —2+¢)?/4 coincides with that of f (that is with b+ (N —24c¢)?/4).
Then we have

Proposition 2.2

(imam) = (Lmzn)* and (Lmzn) = (Lmaac)*

PROOF. The first identity is immediate consequence of the definitions and of interior elliptic

regularity. Taking the adjoiont in the equality (Liaz) = (Lmin)* one obtains (Limaz)* = (Linin),
by the closedness of L,,;p, which is the second one (with the roles of L and L interchanged). [

As pointed out in the Introduction, the case o = 2 is quite special. Let us state the result in the
next proposition (see [I2l, Section 6] for the proof).

Proposition 2.3 Consider the operator L defined in ({1) with « = 2 and let 1 < p < oo. Then

Lz = Luin generates an analytic semigroup of positive operators (T(t))i>0 in LP satisfying

IT @l < @0, w, = F(N/p) = b= 2 (% —2+c). Finally

Dipaz(L) ={u € LP(RN) N W?P(Q), |z|Vu, |z|*D?*u € LP(RY)},
When a € R we introduce the domain

Dy ={u€ L' RY) N WP(Q), [a]* D?u, |2~ Vu, [2|*u € L'(RY)} (9)
endowed with its canonical norm and note that it to that in the above proposition when o = 2.
Note that extra integrability condition for u is relevant near 0 when o < 2 and near infinity when
a> 2.



Lemma 2.4 The space C°(Q2) is dense in Dy o. The following interpolation property holds in
Dy, o: there exist C,eg depending on N,p,« such that for every uw € Dy o and € < gg

a— c¢ a—
llz* "V ullp < el Lully + —[ll21*ull,. (10)

PROOF. Let us first observe that a function u € W?2P(Q) with compact support in  can be
approximated by a sequence of C*° functions with compact support in €2 in the D, , norm, by
using standard mollifiers. Let w in D, o and n,, be smooth functions such that 7, = 1in B,,\ By Ins
N = 0 in RV \ (Ban U Byj2,), 0 < gy < 1 and |Vi(z)| < Cla|™t, D%, (2)] < Cla| 2. If
u € D, 4, then u, = n,u are compactly supported functions in W2?(Q), u,, — u in LP(RY),
|z|%2u,, — |2z|* 2u in LP(RY) by dominated convergence. Concerning the convergence of the
derivatives we have
|z|* VW, = 2|V, (2)u + 2| 1y, () V.

As before |z|*1n, (2)Vu — |2|*1Vu in LP(RY). For the left term, since Vn,,(z) can be different
from zero only for 1/2n < |z| < 1/n or n < |z| < 2n we have

#1193 ) [l < Clal ™l (tmy s <ot n=1) + Xinslot<zny):

and the right hand side tends to 0 as n — oo. A similar argument shows the convergence of
the second order derivatives in the weighted LP norm and the proof of the density is complete.
Concerning (I0) we observe that the weaker inequality

o— [0} O o—
21"~ Vuly < ellla]*D2ull, + —[ll2]*ull, (11)

holds in C°(2) by [12, Lemma 4.4]. By applying the classical Calderén-Zygmund || D?v|, <
Cl|Avl|p to v = |z|*u and using (II]) to interpolate the gradient terms we get

llz]* D*ull, < € (ID*(Jal*u)llp + 12>~ Yl + [l ?ullp)
< C(IAadzl*w)llp + 21 Vullp + Il *ull,) < C (o] Aullp + [l2[* 7 Vullp + [[l2]*~ullp)
< C (Il Lullp + 2]~ Vullp + [ll2*?ull,) < C (l2]*Lull + ell|z|*Dull, + Celll2*ull,) -

Taking € small, (I0) follows. By the density of C°(2) in D, . the proof is complete. U
The following lemma is useful to study the equality Ly,in = Limaz-
Lemma 2.5 For every a # 2,

Dinaz(L) N D(|2|*2) = Dp.ow € Dpin(L).

PROOF. The inclusion D, o C Dyar(L) N D(|z|*72) is evident and D, o C Dypin(L) follows from
the density of C2°(Q) in Dy o. Let u € Dyar(L) N D(J2]*72), we define v = |z]*~2u € LP(RY)
and note that Lu = Lv — bv where

L=|zPA4+ (4 -2a+c)z-V+(2—a)(N—a+c).

Then v € Dyazx(L) and therefore, by Proposition B3, |z|Vuv,|z|>?D?*v € LP(RN). This yields
u € D) o and concludes the proof. O



We need also the asymptotic behavior of the solutions of certain singular ordinary differential
equations related to Bessel equations. We recall that the numbers sy, so are defined in ().

Lemma 2.6 Let o # 2, b,c € R and A > 0 and assume that k := b+(2=2£2)2 > 0. The differential

equation
N—-1+c b
Au —r® (u” + X lHey_ —2u> =0 (12)
r r
has two positive solutions w1 and ug with the following behavior: if o < 2 and k > 0, then
—24c, a 2-a
ui(r) =~ r~° near 0, uy(r) =~ pm +Tz(3220<>‘2r *  near oo, (13)
—ode | a— 1 2-a
us(r) = r %2 mnear 0, ug(r) ~ pm i +T2efﬁmr near oc; (14)
ifa<2and k=0, then
up(r) = P~ % near 0, us(r) = —p T near 0, (15)

and the behavior at 0o is as above. When o > 2, (13), (IJ)) and (13) hold with 0 and oo interchanged
in each of them.

N 2+c

PROOF. Defining u(r) = u(r) we obtain

r2u”( N —-1+c)u ()+(¥>2u(1ﬂ)>

2
</\r2 “+b+ w) ) u(r) = (M?"* + k) a(r).

7“211”( )+ i’ (

2
Setting v(r) = @(cr?), we have

2" (r) + ' (r) = 4* [CQTQ'W”(CTQ'Y) t oy ﬁ’(cr'y)} =92 (/\6270‘7“7(270‘) + k) o(r).

R —(%) (16)

Choosing

2—«

it follows that v satisfies the Bessel equation
20" (r) + ' (r) = (V2 + r?)o(r) (17)

with 2 = (%)% for which the modified Bessel functions I, and K, constitute a basis. We

note that both I,, and K, are positive, I, is monotone increasing and K, is monotone decreasing.
Moreover, by [3, Section 7.5],
e’l‘
I,(r) = r” near 0, I(r)~ 7 near oo

—Tr

K, (r)y~r7" (v>0), K,=~—logr (r=0) near0, K, (r)~ e\/_ near oo.
r
Since
up(r) = T_N722+CL, (|1 — %|A%T%TQ) , us(r) = T_N722+CK,, (‘1 - %‘,\%T%TQ) .
all the assertions readily follow. ]



The following elementary consequence of Holder inequality will be used several times; we state it
here to fix the parameters.

Lemma 2.7 Assume that o is a measure and that all powers are integrable with respect to v. If
71 <2 <3, then
21l < ™ 572 (1

with T = H and the norms are taken in LP with respect to p.
. ey . N—24¢)\2
3 Non existence of positive solutions for b + (T) <0

A famous result in [2], see also [5], [4] for different proofs, states that the equation uy = Au—>b|z|~%u
does not admit positive solution if b + (N — 2)?/4 < 0. Note that by := (N — 2)?/4 is the best
constant in Hardy inequality in L2(R"). A detailed analysis of the solution for b > —b is done in
[28], including an investigation of oscillating solutions for b < —by. The above result does not say
that the symmetric operator A —b|z| =2 does not generate a semigroup for b < —bg. In fact in [26] it
is proved that for every b € R the operator above, endowed with a suitable domain, generates a self-
adjoint semigroup of positivity preserving operators. However the semigroup solution so produced,
satisfies the parabolic equation in a weaker sense than in [2], namely it is a distributional solution
in a set RV \ F where F is a closed set of measure zero. In this section we show that a phenomenon
similar to that of [2] occurs, independently of a. We prove it for the elliptic problem rather than
for the parabolic one.

Theorem 3.1 Let v # 2, b+ (%)2 < 0. Then, for every X\ > 0, there exists a radial function
0<¢peCx(Q), ¢ £0, such that the problem

A —Lu=¢ (18)
does not admit any positive distributional solution in 2.

PROOF. Assume that oo < 2 and that there exists u > 0 satisfying ([I8]) as a distribution in Q. By
local elliptic regularity, u € C*°(€2). Set

o(r) = /SNI u(rw)dew.

Since u > 0, then v > 0 and, by the divergence theorem, we have for r > ¢ > 0

v'(r) :/ Vu(rw) - wdw = rlfN/ Vu(n) - U dn = TlfN/ Au(z) dx
SN-1 In|=r r

B;\Bs
+ N Vu(n) - g dn
In|=4
hence p
— (PN () = Au(n)dny = N1 / Au(rw) dw
dr |n|=r SN—1

and therefore

/

b b
v”—i—(N—l—i—c)v —U = / (Au(rw) + EVu(rw) CTw — —2u(rw)> dw = / r~“Lu(rw) dw
SN -1 r T SN—1

r T



Then it follows from (I8)) that v satisfies

/

o v b
Av—r U/I+(N—1+C)7——2’U = ¢(r).

r
Setting w(s) = e )%p(e*) we get
w”(s) = (k 4+ AP~ w(s) — e37D%¢(e%), seR (19)
where
k=0b+ w < 0.

We choose m € R such that (k + A\e®>=®)) < k/2 < 0 for s < m. By the Sturm Comparison
Theorem all non-zero solutions of the homogeneous equation

¢"(s) = (k + 2e®7*)((s) (20)

are oscillating for s < m. By variation of parameters we write

w(s) = uals) [ w090t +ur(s) [ ualt)gd + crun(s) + eauas),
where ¢1,¢5 € C, g(s) = e(2=5¢(e*) and u;, i = 1,2 are linearly independent, solutions of (20)
with Wronskian equal to 1. Since g is compactly supported we have for s near —oo

w(s) =ui(s) / uz(t)g(t)dt + cruq(s) + caua(s).

However w is non-negative, because v > 0, and also oscillating near —oo since solves (20). Hence
w = 0 near —oo and therefore

= —/ uz(t)g(t)dt, co =0.
supp g
This gives

wls) = uals) [ wrgdt+un(s) [ uagat—unts) [ walg(oy

S S

=) [ gt =) [ wae0d= [ @0u) - u6un @0

For fixed s the function ¢t — G(s,t) = uy(t)uz(s) — ui(s)ua(t) is also oscillating near ¢t = —o0.
Therefore, if we choose g # 0 such that G(s,t) < 0 on supp g, we get w(s) < 0 and this contradicts
v > 0. The case o > 2 is similar arguing near 4oco instead of 0. ]

4 The case b+ (N_T%LC)2 > 0: L, and L.,

We always assume that a # 2. We recall the function f defined in Introduction

f(s)=b+s(N—-2+c—5)



and note that

N—-2+¢\°
(o) <o+ (S5

Its roots are s1, s defined in @) and f(s) > 0 if and only if s; < s < s2. Observe that the equation
Lu = 0 has the two radial solutions |z|™**, |z|~*2.

Definition 4.1 In order to approximate L with uniformly elliptic operators we set for e (0 < e <
1<e™), Q = B.1\ Be and L. = L in Q. with Dirichlet boundary conditions. Since L is
uniformly elliptic it follows that D(L.) = W2P(Q.) N W, P(Q.). To shorten the notation we also
write Lo for L.

4.1 Positive results for L,,;,

We first prove necessary and sufficient conditions under which L. and L,,;, are sectorial in the
sense of [d Definitions 1.5.8]; note that the sectoriality (or more precisely, sectorial-valuedness) in
a Hilbert space was originally introduced in [10, Section V.3.10].

Proposition 4.2 Let 1 < p < co. If

f(N—2+a> :b+(N+oe—2)2+(N+oz—2)(c—a) S0,

P P'p P

or equivalently,
2—a N 2—«
< — < 89+ s
p p

s1+

then the operators L., Ly, are sectorial in LP(S2.), LP(RYN), respectively, with sectoriality con-
stants independent of . Moreover Ly, is dissipative in LP(RN) if and only if

(N+a—2)2+(N+a—2)(c—a)

b+ ;
pp p

>0. (21)

Furthermore, if f(%) =0 and % = %, then L. and L,,;, are sectorial.

The dissipativity of Ly, with a = 0 is independently proved in [21] with constant f((N — 2)/p).

PROOF. Let u € D(L.) for e > 0 or u € C2°(§2) when ¢ = 0. Multiply Lu by u|u[P~2 and integrate

it over RY. The integration by parts is straightforward when p > 2. For 1 < p < 2, |u[P~2 becomes

singular near the zeros of u. It is possible to prove that the integration by parts is allowed also in
N—2+4a«

this case (see [I4]). Put v = |z|  » wu. Then

N+

Lu = |z|*div (|x|_ P Vo —

N —2 o—
Lkd_l\”rp 2_21"1}) (22)

N+a—2

+ clx|*” v. (23)

Nta-2 -
~2, . Ty — (b—i—w) |$|Q,N+p 2_,



Setting v* = ©|v[P~2, by integration by parts we have

/ (= LuyalulP~2 dz

SE

— N -2 *
= [ (o M2 (g (wop MEeTRY v
Q. p x p x
N -2
—c/ lz| N (x - Vo)o* dx + (b—l— w)/ lz| N oot da
Q. b RN
N -2 N -2
:/ |22~ N (Vv - Vo*) d:v—2( rte Nta )/ lz| =N (2 - Vo)v* dx
Q. 2 p 0.
+[b+M<N—2+C—M)]/ || Nov* d.
p p Q.

By taking real and imaginary parts of both sides of the equality, and since div(z|z|™) = 0 we

have
Re (/ (—Lu)auP~2 da:)
Qe

=(p-— 1)/ |22~ |u[P~*|Re(TV0)|? dx +/ |22~ N [o|P~ Y Im(TVv) |? dz

2 Qe

o <N—22+C _Nte- 2) / 2|~ (& - Re(TV0))|o[P~? do (24)
p Q.

-2
iy (N"'io‘)/ 2|~ N |o|? da
p Q.

:(p—l)/ |x|2_N|u|p_4|Re(UVv)|2dx—i—/ (2N [o P~ Im(TV0)|? da
Q

€ €

-2
+f(N+7a>/ 2| =N |o|? da
p Q.

N -2
:/ lz|2~N (Vo - Vo) dx + f <+Ta) / lz| =N |v|P da,
Q.

Qe

Im </Q€(—Lu)ﬂ|u|p2dx) =(p— 2)/ |22~ N |u[P~* Re(@Vu) - Im(TVu) dx

2e
5 N—-24+¢ N+4+a-—2
2 P

)/ lz| N (- Im(TVv))|v|P~? da.
Q.
Therefore setting
B2:/ |o[P~4z|>~ V| Re(TVv) |2 da,
Q.

C? :/ |v|p74|x|27N|Im(EVv)|2dx,

Q.

N

% 0.

10



we see that

Re</gs(—Lu)a|u|P2 d:z:> =(p-1)B*+C*+ f < D? (25)

‘Im(/ (—Lu)a|uP~2 da:)‘
Q.

2
<lp-2 (/ |v|P4|x|2N|Re<m>|2dx> (/ |v|p4|x|”|fm<m>|2dx)
Qe Qe
‘N 2+c N+ a«o—

N+a—2>

and

‘/ [oP~ 22" N [ Im(TVv)| dz

N—2+c_N+a—2
p

<|p—2|BC+2

cn.

By condition (ZI]) or condition % = N=2t¢ we see that

‘Im</ﬂs(—Lu)u|u|p_2dx)‘ <lg {Re</ﬂs(—Lu)u|u|p_2da:> } (26)
la_\/(p 2)? N—2+c N+a-2]

4(p— p <N+;_2>_1

(0/0 = 0). This shows the sectorlahty of L. and Ly,n, with sectoriality constants independent of
. Assume now that L, is dissipative. Then, by (23] for real-valued functions, the inequality

N -2
R e Ce e R Y
RN p RN

holds. By [6, Corollary 2.3 (ii)] (with b = (N — 2)/2 and u = [v[?/2) we obtain f (%) >0.0

where

Remark 4.3 We remark that the above proposition holds also when b + (N — 2 + ¢)?/4 = 0 and
(N—-2+a)/p=(N—-2+c)/2. In this case s; = s3 = (N — 2+ ¢)/2, hence the condition
f (W) = 0 is satisfied. We also remark that the choice of the power in the substitution

N—-2+4a«
v=|z|” ® wuis the only one which leads to the term x|z|~" in ([@4) which has zero divergence.
We can state the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 4.4 Let p, «, ¢, b satisfy
N N N
f(——2+a) = (——2+a) (—/—a+c>+b>0,
p p p

N
sS1+2—a< —<sy+2—a.
p

or equivalently,

Then the operator L, generates a bounded positive analytic semigroup in LP(RYN), coherent with
respect to all p satisfying the above inequalities. Moreover, Dyin(L) coincides with

D,o={ue W2’p( ), |z|*D%*u, |z|*"'Vu, |z|* ?u e LP(RV)}.

loc
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Note that the generation interval |s; + 2 — a, s3 + 2 — «f differs from the conctractivity interval
Is1 + (2 — a)/p,s2 + (2 — «)/p[. In particular, for certain values of p, L, generates a non-
contractive semigroup. The proof of the theorem above is based upon the perturbation result
stated in Theorem [AJl The next lemma provides the validity of its assumptions for the operators
L. introduced in Definition .T], with constants independent of «.

Lemma 4.5 Let p, «, ¢, b as in Theorem[{4] Put
N N N
M:—f(——2+a> =b+ (——2—|—o¢> <—/—oz—|—c> >0
p p p
as in Theorem 4.3. Then for V(x) = |z|*2,
—Re/ (L) VP alulP~2 de > M| Vul?
Qe

for every u € C(9).

PROOF. Put 8 :=a+ (p — 1)(a — 2). Then since N7§+5 = % + o — 2, we have

N -2 N
f(iw) =f(—+a—2> > 0.
p p
Now let u € D(L,) for ¢ > 0 or u € C°(2) when € = 0. Then
—Re/ (Lu)VP ' a|uP~? do

€

= —Re/ (|33|QAU + c|x|°‘71ﬁVu — b|a:|°‘2u) |x|(°‘72)(”71)ﬂ|u|p*2 dx
Q. x

= —Re/ <|3:|'8Au + C|I|B_1ﬁVu - b|x|ﬂ_2u> Tlu|P~? dz,
Q. r

where § = a+ (p— 1)(a — 2) is as defined above. By applying [25) with o = 3, we get

—Re/
Q

Since 8 — 2 = p(a — 2), this is nothing but the desired inequality with M = f(% +a—2). O

N -2
(Lu)VP 'guP~2 dx > f (7—’_6>/ 2P =2 |ulP da.
p Qe

€

PROOF OF THEOREM 4]l Step 1. First assume that b is sufficiently large so that the conditions
of Proposition [£.2] and Lemma [L.5] are satisfied. Then, by ([28]), there exists 0 < 6§ < 7/2 such that
A — L. is injective for A € ¥ /9,9 for every € > 0 (take such a 6 with tan6 < [,). For ¢ > 0, L. is
uniformly elliptic, hence generates an analytic semigroup. By (26]) again, A — L. is invertible and
satisfies [|(A — Le) 7| < C|A|7! for A € X4 /049 with C independent of & (actually, C' =1 in ).
Let f € LP(RN) and uc = (A— L) 7' f for A € X /24¢. Since |luc|| < C|A|7! and Auc — Lu. = f, by
local elliptic regularity we can find a sequence u,, such that u., — u weakly in Wﬁ)’cp (), strongly
in LP () and pointwise. By Lemma L5, M ||Vu.| < |[Lu.|| < (C + 1)||f|| (V(z) = |#|*"?) and
therefore [All|ullp, < C|fllps [Vull, < (C+ D f]lp and Au— Lu = f. Since u € Dypeu(L) N D(V),
by Lemma 235 u € Dyuin(L) and this shows that A — Ly, is invertible for A € ¥, /514 and that
(X = Lopin) 7L < CIA7L If XA > 0 and f > 0, then u. > 0 by the classical maximum principle,
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hence u > 0. Finally, if f € LP(RY) N LY(RY), then the solutions u. do not depend on p, q and we
can select the same sequence (u.,) convergent both in LP and in L?. Therefore u is the same in
LP, L7 and this shows the coherence of the resolvents.

Step 2. Assume now that b satisfies only the condition in the statement and let A = —L 4+ kV
with k large enough to satisfy also the conditions of Step 1. Then (—A),,;, generates an analytic
semigroup of positive contractions in LP(RY), coherent with respect to 1 < p < co. By Lemma

5 we have
/ (—Lu) VP~ g|u|P~2 dz > M{|VullP.
RN

Therefore
/ (—Lu+ KV) VP glulP~2 de > (M + B)||Vul2.
]RN

By Theorem [A]] the operator —(A + ¢V) = L — kV — ¢V, with the same domain as (—A)min,
generates a bounded analytic semigroup of positive operators for every ¢ > —(M + k). In par-
ticular, choosing ¢t = —k, we deduce that the operator (L, Dy,in(A)) generates a bounded ana-
lytic semigroup of positive operators in LP(RY). Since C2°(Q) is a core for A,,;, it follows that
(L, Dinin(A)) = Lpin. Finally if also ¢ satisfies the inequalities in the statement, the coherence
of the resolvents, hence of the semigroups, follows from the perturbation argument, since the
unperturbed semigroups are coherent, by Step 1.
Step 3. Finally we prove equality (@). The inclusion Dy, o C Din(L) follows since C2°(Q) is
dense in D,, o, see Lemma 241 Conversely, let u € Dy, (L). By [12 Theorem 3.1], we have the
estimate |||z|* 2u||, < C||Lul|, and therefore u € Dyyqq(L) N D(|2|*~2). By LemmaZH] u € Dy, 4.
[

4.2 Positive results for L,,,,

We consider the adjoint operator

L= |2°A +&z[o' L . ¥ — blz|o—2

]

where ¢ = 2a —c, b=b+(c—a)(a—2+N)on LP (RN), see @), (@ . Since, by Proposition 22,
Loz = (Lmin)*, we deduce generation results for Ly, by duality.

Theorem 4.6 Let p, «, ¢, b such that

or equivalently,

N
S1 < — < S9.
p

Then the operator Lyq. generates a bounded positive analytic semigroup in LP(R™N), coherent with
respect to all p satisfying the above inequalities.

PROOF. It is sufficient to write the conditions of Theorem B4 for the operator L in L* (RN), to
recall that §; =s; +a—c¢,1=1,2, s1 + s5 = N — 2+ ¢, and then to argue by duality. ]

13



Observe that the condition in the above theorem is independent of ce. Observe also that if p satisfies
both the conditions of Theorems 4 A6 that is if s1 < N/p < s and s1+2—a < N/p < sa+2—a,
then Lmln = Lmaz-

Remark 4.7 In the next sections we shall see what happens in Theorems [£.4] when N/p
coincides with one of the endpoints. For example, if o < 2, then L,,;, generates if and only if
s14+2—a < N/p< s2+2— a, see Propositions F.8 9] but for the equality D(Lyin) = D)
one needs s1 +2 —a < N/p < s3 + 2 — «, see Proposition 5.8 By duality L, is a generator if
and only if 81 < N/p < s5. The case o > 2 is similar with the roles of s, s2 interchanged.

4.3 Negative results for L,,;,

We prove that the generation conditions for L,,;, given in Theorem [£4] are sharp.

Proposition 4.8 Ifa <2 and N/p < s1+2—«a ora>2 and N/p > sa + 2 — « then, for every
A >0, RGN — Linin) # LP(RY). Therefore Ly, does not generate a semigroup in LP(RY).

PROOF. We focus on the case o < 2, the other being similar. We consider the adjoint operator L
defined in (@), see Proposition 22, and we prove that N (A — Lyaz) # {0} in LP (RN) by exhibiting

a radial function u € Dypeq(L) in L (RN) satisfying

M — Lu = 0. (27)
By Lemma with b and ¢ respectively replaced with b and ¢ defined in @), w can be written
by u = ciu1 + coug, where u; is defined in Lemma [0 In order to have integrability of u(p) in

L (RY) for large p, we consider the solution uy (¢; = 0 and ¢ = 1). This choice will lead to an
additional assumption to insure also the integrability near the origin: the solution wus is in L? (By)

if and only if
N —2+42a— N
(¢+\/E><_

N
5 ~, or equivalently, — <s;+2—a. (28)
p

O
Proposition 4.9 If a <2 and N/p > s5+2—«a or a > 2 and N/p < s1 + 2 — « then for every
A >0, N(A = Lyin) # {0}. Therefore no extension of Ly,in generates a semigroup in LP(RY).

PROOF. As in the proof of Proposition[4.8] we focus on the case a < 2 and we prove the existence
of a radial function w € Dy (L) \ {0} satisfying
u— Lu=0.

We write u = cju1 + caug, where u; is defined in Lemma for j = 1,2. The integrability of u
near oo implies that u = coug with co # 0.

We prove that ug € Dyin(L). We first assume that so < N/p+ a — 2. In this case from (4] we
have uq, |z|* ?u; € LP(RY). By Lemma 28] we obtain us € Dyyin (L).

Next, we assume that so = N/p+ «a — 2. Let ¢ > 0 with o + ¢ < 2. Then using (I4)), we have

llap =l = [ a2 dot [ el do
By RN\ By

<y / |x|(a—2+a)p—p52 dx + Cg/ exp {—03|J,'|277a} dx
B: RN\ By
Cle

1
< Cle/ rep—1 dr + C) < —— + (4.
0 €p

14



We apply Lemma[ZH to |z|*L (with a4 ¢ instead of ) to deduce that ug € D) o4.. Moreover the
interpolation inequality (I0) yields

_1
| eV ua|| < C'(| (|2 Lyusl| + [[l2]* > us|)) < O ([[le|7usl| + [[l2]*"**us|l) < C"(1 +<7 7).
Hence we have

L(|z|fu2) = |z|°ug + 26|22 - Vug + e(N — 2+ ¢+ ¢)|z]|* 2ugy € LP(RY).

This implies that |z|*uz € Dyaz(L) N D(|2|*2) C |2|°u2 € Dimin(L), by Lemma 25 Moreover,
by the above estimates
1
| Lmin (|2[*u2) — uz|| < C"'(e + &7 7).

The closedness of L,y yields ug € Doyin (L) and Lyyinus = us. O

4.4 Negative results for L,,;, C L C Ly
Since Ly,qr = (imm)*, from Propositions 4.8 we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.10 (i) If « < 2 and N/p < s1 or a > 2 and N/p > sa, then for every A > 0,
R(\ — Lypaz) # LP(RY). Therefore no restriction of Lyq. generates a semigroup in LP(RY).

(i) If « < 2 and N/p > s3 or a > 2 and N/p < si1, then for every A > 0, N(A — Lyqez) #
LP(RYN). Therefore Lya, does not generate a semigroup in LP(RYN).

PROOF. We prove (i) and assume a < 2. By Proposition 3 N (A — Lpin) # {0} in L?' (RY), that
is RO\ — Lyaz) # LP(RY), if N/p' > 53 +2 — . Here §; are the roots of the function f defined in
@) and relative to L. Since §; = s; + o — ¢ the above condition reads N/p<N+c—2—59 = s7.
The case o > 2 is similar. The proof of (ii) follows similarly from Proposition 8l ]

Finally we state the following negative result for any realization (L, D) such that Dy, (L) C
Dinax(L), Lypin C L C Lyaz, in short. This proves the ”only if ” part in Theorem [[T1

Theorem 4.11 Let o # 2 and assume that N/p < s1+min{0,2—a} or N/p > so+max{0,2—a}.
Then no realization of the operator L between Ly,in and Lpy,q. generates a semigroup in LP(RN).

PRrROOF. This follows immediately from Propositions [.9] 101 (i). In fact, if @ < 2 and N/p < s1
no restriction of A — L4, can be surjective whereas if N/p > so + 2 — « no extension of A — Lyip,
can be injective. ]

5 The case b + (N_TQ“LC)2 > 0: Lyyin CL C Lyas

We always assume a # 2 and show that a suitable realization of L, C L C Lyjq: generates a
semigroup in LP(RY) if and only if

N
s1 +min{0,2 — a} < — < 59+ max{0,2 — a}. (29)
p

To explain the meaning of the above condition let us fix & < 2. By the results of the previous
section L,,q, generates if s1 < N/p < sg and Ly, when s1 +2 —a < N/p < sa+2 — «
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and Lpin = Lmas if both conditions are satisfied. Therefore we have generation under [29) if
s9 < 814 2 — . However this last condition is not always verified: this is the case when when « is
very negative but also for N = 3,4 and o« = b = ¢ = 0: as already pointed out in the Introduction
Apin generates for p < N/2 and A,,4, for p > N/(N — 2). We also remark that under under
the condition s1 + (2 — «)/p < N/p < s2 + (2 — a)/p, see Proposition 2] L is dissipative in the
annulus B._1 \ B: when endowed with Dirichlet boundary conditions. A semigroup can therefore
be constructed via approximation as in Step 1 of the proof of Theorem [£4l We do not follow this
approach since it does not cover all cases considered in (29)).

5.1 The operator L;,,

We define an intermediate operator L;,; between L, and Li,q. as
Dint(L) = {t € Dppaw(L) € LP(RYN) ; |2|?@ Dy € LP(RY) for every 0 € T}, (30)

where I is the interval of all 6 € [0,1] such that
N
f (; +0(a — 2)> > 0. (31)

Note that (29) is equivalent to the existence of some @ € [0, 1] satisfying [BI). First we show the
injectivity of A — L;,+ for Re A > 0.

Lemma 5.1 For every A\ such that Re A > 0, A\ — L;,; s injective.
ProOF. We fix 0 € I, Re A > 0 and suppose that v € D;,,; (L) satisfies (Au — L;n)u = 0. Set
A= x| D L]z 70O = |2|°A + ealz|* 2z - V — balx|* 72,
where ¢4 =c—20(a—2) and by :=b+0(a —2)(N —2+c—0(a—2)). Then
(A — A%y = 2] (X - L)u = 0.

Setting v := |z]?(®=2y € LP(RY), we have v € D(Aaz) and (A — Apaz)v = 0. On the other
hand, A satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem (1.6

N (N N (N
ba+ — (—/ —2+c,4) =b+0a—2)(N—-24+c—0(a—2))+ — (—/ —2+c—29(a—2))
P \Pp P \Pp

:b+<%+9(a—2)> (g—2+c—9(a—2)> :f(%+9(a—2)) > 0.

Then A, generates a bounded analytic semigroup on LP(RY) and, in particular, A € p(Amnaz ).
Hence v = (A — Apaz) 1A — Apaz)v = 0 and, by the definition of v, u = 0, too. O

We approximate L;,; through the operators

Ly = |z|*A + c|z|*™22 - V — (b + k)|z|*2 + kmin{¢, |z|* 2},
D(L,) := D, o

where t > 0, D, , is defined in (@) and k is a large fixed nonnegative constant for which the
conditions of Proposition [£.2] and Theorems [£.4] are satisfied for every p > 1. Observe that, in
particular D o = Dpin(L) = Dpmar(L). Then we have
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Lemma 5.2 For every 1 < p < oo, L; generates an analytic semigroup of positive operators in
LP(RY), coherent with respect to p. Moreover (kt,o0) C p(Ly) and C°(Q) is a core for Ly.

PROOF. Because of the assumption on k we see from Theorem FE4] that L — k|x|*~2? with domain

D,(L) generates an analytic semigroup of positive operators in LP(RY) for every 1 < p < oo,
coherent with respect to p. Since kmin{¢, |z|*~2} is bounded the same is true for L; and moreover
(kt, %) € p(Ly). 0

We show weighted and unweighted resolvent estimates for L; with constants independent of .

Lemma 5.3 Let 0 satisfy BI). Then there exist constants C,C" > 0 such that for every X\ € Cy,
t>0 and ue CX(Q),

C
l[ullp < WH)\U = Leullp. (32)
0(a—2) < L \u— L 33
|||.’IJ| U‘HP = |/\|1,9 || u tu”P' ( )

Therefore C C p(Ly) and ||(A — L)Y < C|A|7L

PROOF. First we prove (B3] when 0 € [%, 1]. We observe that the assumptions of Proposition 2]
are satisfied if we replace a with 8 = a + (pf — 1)(a — 2), hence 8 — 2 = pf(a — 2). Therefore we
consider the operator |z|P?=1D(@=2 [, For u € C°(Q) we have

Re [ei“’/ (—Lu)|z| PO @27y P2 da:] >0, we [—E —l—wl,z
. 2 2

_wl]v

where /2 — wy > 0 is the angle of sectoriality of |z|®?~D(=2)[, Since L, = L — V; with V; > 0,
the same inequality holds for L;, thus for Re A > 0

Re (/\e“’)/ |x|(p9*1)(°‘*2)|u|p dx < Re [eiw/ (A — Ltu)|x|(p9*1)(a*2>ﬂ|u|p*2 de (34)
RN RN

and, by choosing w € [~ + w1, 5 — wi] such that Re (Ae™) = |A] coswy, Holder inequality yields

P - p—1
IA\| cos wy H|x|<9*%><a*2>uH < H|x|’fff<a*2>uu Aw — Leull,. (35)
p p
Noting that
1 ph—1
0<fg—-<? <0,
p p—1

we apply Lemma [Z7] with respect to the measure |ul? dz to get

p6—1 _po—1
[l 5= ]| < [t 7 ’|x|<9—%><a—2>qu ! (36)
P P P
and
po po—1
|A| coswr H|;v|(9*%)(0‘72)uH < H|:v|9(o‘_2)uH (A — Lyl (37)
P p
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On the other hand, @3] applied again to |z|®"?~1(@=2) [ implies that
M H|:E|‘9(O‘_2)uHZ < Re /RN()\U — Lu)|z| POV =27y P~2 dg (38)
< Re /]RN (A — L,gu)|9c|(170_1)(‘3‘_2)ﬂ|u|p_2 dx
< [l 2w Lol
where M = f(% + 60(a —2)) > 0. Combining B8) and [B7) with the above estimate, we have
P

H|$|0(a—2)u % H|I|9(a—2)u

IN

pf—1 p—p0
21022 o - Leall
P P

1 N 2o ;
< (— 9W*>H Au— Lyl
- M <|)\|cosw1) H|:c| Y p 1Aw = Leullp

Therefore we obtain

1 1 1-60

Next we prove ([B2)). From Proposition 2], we have

Re[ew [ (cLut k™ 2ualup?de] 20, we 4]l
RN 2 2

where 7/2 — ws is the angle of sectoriality of L — k|z|*~2. Since L, = L — V; with V; > 0, the same
inequality holds for L;, thus for Re A > 0 arguing as for (34))

a—2 p
Al coswaljully <k o] | + lull”* | Au = Leaull.
P
Since pd > 1 we may apply Holder inequality to obtain the estimate

L
po

[t I P [ Kl

Then we have

< 2 [t + el — Lo
P =\ cos we »  |Mcoswy ' P i
N 1
e+ - ol 6 (e L)
~ |\ coswa P [A| cos wa

and hence using ([39), we have

Eo1/ 1 N7 1\
< — — — | Au — Ly||p-
lully < [GCOSWQM <cosw1> * (coswz) ] [Al A I»

This a-priori estimate implies that C C p(L;)) and that [B2)), (B3] hold for every A € C..
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To deal with the case 6 € (0, %) we consider the adjoint operator in L¥' (RM)
(Li)*v = |z]*A + &z|* 2z - V — (b + k)|2|*"2 4+ kmin{t, |z|*2},

where ¢ = 2a — ¢ and b = b+ (¢ — @)(N + o — 2), see[f) and (). Then, taking  :=1—0 (%, 1),
we see from (§)) that

(N = N

f(—,+9(a—2)> —f(—+9(a—2)> > 0.

p p

Thus applying (82)) to L, we obtain that C4 C p(L}) and

o C
(A= L7) 1IISW, AeCy.

By duality we have [32) for L;. Finally, let y € C>=(RY) satisfy

X=1in By and x=0and B if a <2,
X=0in By and x =1 and Bf if a > 2.

Then noting that pf < 1, we obtain from (B8]
M [ el de < Re [ O LGl a2 de (40)
RN RN

6—1
<l = 7P xalPHAxu — Li(xw)|
po)|

(1—p&)|a—2] -
<2 v BT (A = Leully + Cullully + Col| V]| 1o suppw))-

We note that suppVy C Bs\ B; /2, that first and second order coefficients of L; are independent of
t and that the zero-order coefficients of L; are uniformly bounded with respect to ¢ in the annulus
Dy =By \ By /4- Therefore the interior gradient estimates

IVullr(2\By2) < Cs(lLeullLe(pyy + [l Le(pa)) < Cs(llAu — Lyullp + (1 4 [AD]ullp)

hold with C independent of ¢ > 0. Using these estimates, [88) and ([B2)) we obtain for A € C,
(A >1

|| =Dul| o5,y < CalAu— Lyu|p. if a <2,

|||x|9(a72)u|\Lp(Bf) S C4||A’U, — Ltqu- if a>2

wih C4 independent of A, ¢. Combining the above estimate with ([32) we obtain

21" ull, < Cs|Au — Lyull, (41)

for A\ € C, |\ > 1 and C5 independent of A, ¢. Finally, applying {I)) with A = ¢ to u(z) = v(sx)
we get ‘
2Dl < G5O |50 26y — Lya-aull,

or, with n = s*~2¢™ and 7 = t5%~2,

Cs

2= (g — Lo) 1| < EG
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We are now in a position to state and proof the main result of this section, that is the ”if 7 part of
Theorem [Tl We recall that I is the interval of all 6 € [0,1] such that (3I)) is satisfied. For every
0 €I weset o =da(0) =60(«x—2)+ 2 and define

{u € Dpax(L) ;|2 D?u, |2|* ~'Vu, |z|* ~2u € LP(B) for every 6 € I
|z|*D?u, |z|*'Vu € LP(BC)} if a <25

Dyeg(L) = (42)

{u € Dpae(L) ; |z|* D2u, |z|* 1 Vu, || ~2u € LP(B®) for every 0 € T
|z|*D?u, || 1Vu € LP(B)} it a>2.

where B = Bj. Note that the maximum of regularity is achieved when 1 € I, that is when Theorem
4 applies.

Theorem 5.4 If [29) is satisfied, then Lin; generates a positive analytic semigroup in LP(RY)
which is coherent with respect to all p satisfying 29). Moreover, D;n:(L) defined in (30) coincides
with Dyey(L) defined above.

ProOF. Fix A with ReA > 0 and recall that, by Lemma (5.2 A — L;,,; is injective. To show the
surjectivity we fix f € LP(RY) and define u,, = (A — L) "' f € D . By Lemma B3] |A|||un], <
Ol fll, and [N~ H[|2|?@= D, ||, < C||f|l, with C independent of A, n. Note that the operators L,
differ only for the zero-order coefficients which are uniformly bounded on every compact subset of
Q. By local elliptic regularity, the sequence (u,) is therefore bounded in Wi’cp (Q) and, passing a
subsequence, we may assume that (u,) — u weakly in W;>?(Q), strongly in L? () and pointwise.
Then M — Lu = f and |A||jull, < C|f|l,- Moreover |N?~!|||z|?©@=2uyl, < C|f|p, hence u €
Dint(L). Note that the injectivity of A — L;,+ actually implies that the whole sequence (u,,)
converges to u, that is (A — Ly,) " f — (A — Line) "1 f. If A >0, f > 0, then u,, > 0 by Lemma [5.2]
hence u > 0. Moreover, if f € LP(RY) N L9(RY) the solution u is independent of p, ¢ since so are
the u,, by Lemma [5.2] again.

Finally we prove the equality D;n¢(L) = Dyeq(L) and focus, as usual, on the case a < 2, the
other being similar. The inclusion D,ey(L) C Dy (L) is obvious. Let now w € Dy, (L) and
write u = uj + uz where u1 = ug, us = u(l — ¢) and ¢ € C°(RY) with support in By and
equal to 1 in B;. We introduce the operator Ly on RY in this way: the coefficients of Ly co-
incide with those of L in Bf whereas in By they take the (constant) value that they have on
0B1. Lg is therefore uniformly elliptic with Lipschitz coefficients in B; and satisfies Hypothesis
2.1 of [7]. By construction the function uz belongs to the maximal domain of Lo and, by [7
Proposition 2.9], |z|*D%us, |z|* " 1Vuy € LP(B¢), that is |z]|*D?u, |z|*"'Vu € LP(B). To treat

u1 we consider the operator L; = :v|"‘/_O‘L. Since o < 2 then o > « and then uy € Dypaz(L1)
and, by the definition of Ly, |2|* ~2u; € LP(RY). By Lemma 25 u; € D . It follows that
2| D?uy, |2|* ~'Vuy, || ~2u; € LP(B), hence the same holds for w. U

We observe that L;,: = Lyin if the conditions of Theorem (4] are satisfied and L;n; = Laz if
the conditions of Theorem [4.6] hold. In both cases the equality Dj,(L) = Dyeq(L) yields a better
description of Dyyin (L) and Dyya. (L), respectively.

5.2 Some consequences

In the next proposition we show that L,,;, is a generator when N/p coincides with one of the
endpoints of the interval (s; + 2 — «, s2 + 2 — a) of Theorem 4
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Proposition 5.5 Let a« < 2 and N/p=s1+2—«a ora > 2 and N/p = s3+ 2 — «. Then Lt
coincides with Ly in.

PROOF. We only treat the case a < 2 and we first show that Rg(I — L) = LP(RY). Let
v € LP (RY) and suppose that for every p € C°(),

/ (e — Ly)dx = 0. (43)
RN

Fix ¢ > 0. Since b+e+ (N/p+ a —2)(N/p' — a+ ¢) = ¢ it follows from Theorem .2 that the
minimal realization of L — e|x|*~? generates analytic semigroup in LP(R") and its domain is D, 4.

Hence (@3] holds for in D, , and we deduce from the invertibility of I — L + ¢|z|*~2 that for every
f € LP(RY),

/ vfdr = / v (elx|**(I — L+ elz|*"?) 7" f) da.
RN RN

Choosing f = v’ ~2v and setting w. = (I — L 4 e|z|*"2)~1 f, we have

/RN [P da = /RN@(5|:C|Q—2ME) da. (44)

Observe that Lemma implies that

- P
[ [ e / | PO [P (T — L+ el Ywe da
P RN
_ —1
< llp [l 2|2

This yields

el 2w, < Iflp and | (elal™ )7 w.

< 1flp-
P

Using the above estimates, we obtain
elz|* 2w, — 0 weakly in LP(RY). (45)

In fact, for every ¢ € C2°(2), we have

1 a—2
[ (Elal ) oda| = b | [ (elal )7 welal“F ge| < 1],
RN RN

1
= £P

7], o

ase — 0. Since {e|z|* 2w.} is bounded in LP(RY), a density argument implies ([@H]). Consequently,
combining @H) with (@), we obtain v = 0. This means that Rg(I — Lyin) = LP(RY).

Finally, we prove Lint = Lyin. The inclusion Lyt D Ly is obvious. Conversely, let u € D;pe(L).
Since Rg(I — Lymin) = LP(RY), we can choose u, € Diyin(L) C Dini(L) such that (I — Lin )t —
(I — Ljnt)u. Since I — Ly, is invertible we have

Jun = ully < CIT = Line) (ttn = w) [ = 0

and the closedness of Ly, implies u € D(Lyin)- [l
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Remark 5.6 The equality Rg(I — Lyin) = LP(RY) is true even when o < 2 and N/p = sa+2—«
ora > 2 and N/p = s1+2—«, by the same proof as above. However, in these cases, the injectivity
of I — Lynin breaks down, see Proposition [[.9

By duality one obtains a similar result for L,,q.., see Remark E.7]

Proposition 5.7 Let a < 2 and N/p = s2 or a« > 2 and N/p = s1 +2 — «. Then Ly coincides
with Lyqqe.

We end this section with some remarks on L;,;. We fix 6 € I, that is satisfying ([B1I]), and define
Ly through the domain

Dy(L) = {1 € Dypax(L) C LP(RY) ; |2]?@= Dy e LP(RY)}.

Clearly L;,; C Lg. However, since I — L;,; is invertible and I — Ly is injective, by Lemma (5.1l
(whose proof works for any fixed 6), then both operator coincide and L;,; = Ly. This means that
the extra integrability condition |z|?(®=2u € LP(RY), u € Dypan(L), for a fixed 6 € I extends
automatically to every 6 € I.

In the next proposition we show that, unless 1 € I, this integrability condition does not hold for
0o = supI. Note that 1 € I is equivalent to say that Theorem [£4] applies and is more restrictive
than requiring that L,,;, generates. Note also that 6y can be equal to 1 even though 1 & I.

Proposition 5.8 Assume that (Z9) holds and that 1 ¢ I, Set 0y = supl and of = Op(a — 2) + 2.
Then there exists u € Dint(L) such that |z|% ~2u ¢ LP(RY).

ProOOF. We give a proof only o < 2. In this case 29) reads s1 < N/p < s3+2 — . Since 1 & I,
then f(N/p+ 0o(a — 2)) = 0 and then s; = N/p + 0p(a — 2). We set u(x) = |z|**((x), where
¢ € C°(RY) is one in the unit ball By and zero outside the ball By. Then for every 6 € [0,6p),
we have
2Dy = [a P27 (3) = [2 T F T OOCT((g) € LP(RY).

Since L|z|=*" = 0 then Lu € C°(€) and therefore u € Dy, (L). However |z~ 2u ¢ LP(RN). [
Finally let us show that for A\ > 0, f > 0, (A — Liu¢) "' f is the minimal among the positive
solutions u € D,qq (L) of the equation Au — Lu = f. This characterizes the generated semigroup
as the minimal one and is important when L;,; differs both from L,,;, and L,,,;. First prove
a maximum principle for the operator L restricted to the annulus .. Note that the classical
maximum principle does not hold when b < 0.

Lemma 5.9 Let A > 0, g < 0 and let u € W?P(Q.) solve \u — Lu = g in Q. with u < 0 at the
boundary. Then u < 0 in Q..

PrROOF. Let 6 be such that f (% +0(a — 2)) > 0. We multiply the equation \u — Lu = g by

|| (P?=1(@=2) (3, +)P=1 and integrate over .. We proceed as in Proposition 22 whith o replaced
by 8 = a+ (pf — 1)(ov — 2) and observe that, since v < 0 on the boundary, no boundary terms

appear after integration by parts. Setting v = |z| Nﬁiwu we obtain the analogous of ([24))
N
A A e s e R
Q. Q. p Q.
_ / )
Qe

It follows that [, [z|P?=D=2)(y+)P <0 and therefore u™ = 0 in Q.. O
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Proposition 5.10 Let A > 0, f > 0 and let 0 < u € Dypaa(L) satisfy \u — Lu = f. Then
()\ - Lint)_lf S u.

PROOF Let u. € W2P(€,) ﬁWOLP(QE) be such that Au; — Lu. = f in .. Then u. > 0, M us —u)—
L(us—u) = 0 and u.—u < 0 at the boundary. By LemmalB.d u. < uin Q.. Ifv = (A— L) "1 f the
same argument shows that u. < v in Q.. Moreover, if ¢; < €3, then u., < u., in £2,, by the above
lemma again. Then (u.) converges pointwise as e — 0 to some ug < v. By dominated convergence
ue — ug in LP(RY) and, by elliptic interior estimates, also in Wfo’cp(RN). Then Aug — Lug = f and
g € Dypaa(L). Since 0 < ug < v, then ug € D;pi (L), hence ug = v, by uniqueness. Since u. < u,
letting ¢ — 0, it follows that v < u. ]

6 The critical case: b+ (%)2 =0

We always assume a # 2 and show that a suitable realization of L, C L C L., generates a
semigroup in LP(RY) if and only if

N
s$1 4+ min{0,2 — a} < — < 59 + max{0,2 — a}. (46)
p

Note that the endpoints above are included, whereas they are excluded in ([29). In this case the
function f defined in (B]) is negative except for s = so = (N — 2 + ¢)/2 where it vanishes and both
s1 and seo coincide with sg. We first consider the case a < 2 and we give full proofs following
the method of Section 5, but adding logarithmic weights in the resolvent estimates. Moreover, we
consider the operator first in the unit ball B; and then we use a gluing procedure to treat the case
of the whole space. The case o > 2 will be shortly considered in Subsection

6.1 Positive results for o < 2

We always assume « < 2 in this subsection and fix 6y € [0, 1] such that % = 50+ 60(2 — ),

S0 = N722+c'
Theorem 6.1 Assume that N
s < —<s9+2—« (47)
p
and define Lin: through the domain
_2
Dint(L) = {t € Dinaa(L) 5 ||~ |log ||| 7u € LP(By2)}. (48)

Then Lin; generates a positive analytic semigroup in LP(R™) which is coherent with respect to all
p satisfying [@T).

For technical reasons we need also the the operator L in the unit ball By (with Dirichlet boundary
conditions) defined on the domain

D} (L) ={ue€ LP(B))NW?P(B;\ B.) V0 <e<1,Luc LP(By);

nt
22 [log ]| "7 & LP(B12), u=0on 0B}, (49)

where 6 is as before. We denote this operator by L! ,. Most computations will be performed on
the set
D1 :={ueCX(B1\{0}): u=0o0ndB}.

1

int for positive A.

In the next proposition we prove the injectivity of A\ — L, and A — L
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Proposition 6.2 The operators X\ — L, and X\ — L., are injective for X > 0.
ProOF. We start with L;,;. We denote by Agn-1 the Laplace Beltrami on the unit sphere SN-1,

If @ is a spherical harmonic of order n > 0, then —Agn-1Q = A\, Q with A\, = n(n+ N —2). If
v € N(\ = Ljnt) we set

wo(r) = [ ulnw)Qw) d.
SN*I
where @ is a spherical harmonic of order n. Then
P flog|al| o) € L'(0.1/2). (50)

Observe that

N -1 N -1 Agn-
vé + —U/Q = / (U'rr + v7«> Qw) dw = / <Av - SN2 10) Q dw
r SN-1 r SN-1 r

/ (QAU — UAL21Q) dw = / <Av + )\L;)) Q dw.
SN—1 T SN—1 T

This implies that vg satisfies

1)/ v,
et 2 N—l Q_ b " Q — .
Avg —r <vQ+( +C)_r ( +>\)—T2> 0

We use Lemma to show that vg = 0. The integrabilty of vg at r = co and([3)) imply that
vQ = cus. If n >0, by (I4) and (B0) we see that ¢ = 0, that is vg = 0. If n = 0, us behaves like
r~% logr near 0, see (1), and hence (B0) is not satisfied unless vg = 0. The density of spherical
harmonics in L? (S¥~1) yields v(r, -) = 0 for every 7, hence v = 0 and this concludes the proof for
Lint. In the case of L}, the proof is similar: if vg # 0 then vg = crur + coug with ¢ #0, c2 #0
since vg(1) = 0 and g, ug are positive. Hence vg behaves like ug near 0 and (B0) is not satisfied.

U
The following weighted estimates will be crucial in what follows.
Proposition 6.3 For every v € Dy
R 2NYy . V(oloP?) de > 2 = [log || o[ d 51
e[ |z v- V@7 de > — 2|~ [log || [o]” da. (51)
B p 1
In particular, if w € Dy, and v = |x| N722+Cu, then
-1 _
Re/ (—Lu)|z|Plo= D=2y |P=2 dp > ]9_2/ |x|p9°(o‘_2)‘log EQl 2|u|p dx. (52)
B1 p Bl

Noting that r¢|logr| < (ee)~! if 7 € (0,1) and £ > 0, we obtain from (52

Lemma 6.4 For every §d > 0,0y >0 and u € D,

—1)(2 — 2 262
Re / (= L) PPo=D o2y o2 gy > L1 y a)’e / |z[PEo=D @2 |yP gy (53)
B1 Bl
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ProOF. If v € D; integrating by parts we obtain
/ |I|2—NV’U . V(5|v|1’—2) dr = _/ |x|_N(|:1:|2Av +(2—-N)z- Vv)5|v|p—2 de.
B B,

Observe that in spherical coordinates

0%v ov

|x|2Av +2-=N)z-Vv= T2a 5 —I—TE + Agn-1v,
and
5 02 v
/ 2> N Vo - V(_|U|p72)>d:v=—/B N ( 5 12) —l—ra + Agn- 11}) Tlo[P~2 da

5, 0% ov dr 1 dr
—_— ) | PH — 1v)v p—2 —_—.
/SN 1/ ( 52 +7r T> o|v| d —|—/0 </SN1( Agn-10)T|v] dw) " (54)

Since Agn -1 is dissipative in LP(S™N 1) we see that for every r > 0
Re /SN?I(—ASN—I’U)5|’U|:D_2 dw > 0. (55)
On the other hand, fix w € SN~1 and set w(s) = v(e®,w). Then
5, 0% ov — dr 0
e p—2 7 _ /AN p—2d )
[ (P50 +r e Tmobap = [ utymor—2as

Using Hardy’s inequality we have

0 0
-1 -1
Re/ (—w) m|w|p72 ds > p_2/ 872|w|p ds = p _
p —0o0 p

— 0o

Therefore we deduce that

ov\ _ _2d7° p—1 1 L dr
‘R/S/( w*f“a—)vivip P /S/ [ log | ~*[u(rw) [P = dev

p —
= e /B|:13| N’log|x|’ |v|pd3: (56)

Combining (B3)) and (B6) with (B4]), we obtain (&1I). To prove (&2), we consider the operator x7 L
with v = (pfp — 1)(av—2). Then (N —2+a+7) = (N —2+c¢)/2 = sp and Proposition 4.2 applies.
In particular, since f(so) = 0, 24) with v = |z|*°u yields

Re/ (= Lu)|a|PPo= D=2y p—2 :Re/ >NV - V(0lo[P~?) da
B B

1

and (52) follows from (GI). O

To prove Theorem [6.I] as in Section 5, we introduce the operator

Liu := Lu — k|z|*? 4+ kmin{|z|*"2,t},
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defined in D, o, see ([@), and, in order to consider separately the singularities at infinity and near
the origin, we introduce also the operators L} and L7 in By and BY /2 defined as L; on the domains

D), ={ueLP(B))NW>P(B;\ B.) V0 <e <1, |z|*D?u, |« 'Vu, |[z[*?ue LP(By)} (57)
and
o= {u € W*P(BY )y, |2*D?u, |2]*"'Vu, € LP(Bf )}, (58)

respectively. Here k is a fixed constant large enough, ¢t > 0 is a parameter and both the operators
are endowed with Dirichlet boundary conditions. As in Theorem E.4] or Proposition we have,
since k is large, the following lemma.

Lemma 6.5 For every t > 0, L} generates an analytic semigroups on LP(RN). Moreover, D is
a core for L}.

Now we state a-priori estimates for L}. Due to the presence of the logarithmic term, we cannot
directly prove that (B9) holds with v = 1, as in Lemma B3]

Proposition 6.6 For every v € (0,1) there are constants C,C’" > 0 such that for every t > 0,
AeCyandue Dy,

lullr(By) < |/\|7 =l = Liul po(s,) (59)

and

0o (a—2 -2
flal® 2 pog )| | < - Liuliaa,. (60)

L (By)

If 6y = %, then v =1 1is allowed.

PRrROOF. We proceed as in Lemma 53] in B; rather than RY, and consider first the case when
0o > %. By density we may assume that v € D;. The estimate

1Y (a— p
Al 32 < ClAu = Liull posy) (61)

Lr(Bn1)

(E Rt

Lr(By)

is identical to (B3] and obtained as in Lemma[5.3 recalling that Proposition -2 holds in the critical
case. Observe that if 6y = % (or W = N=2E¢) the above inequality gives (59) with v = 1. If
Oy > % we note that

1 0o — 1 1-6
0<6‘0——<]907=90— 0.
D p—1 p—1

We choose d €]0, 1;_91“] and we see from Lemma [27]

H|az:|pe0 l(a_z)u‘

< Hm(eo 8)(a—2) ‘

’m( ~D(a=2) ‘

Lv(B)) Lv(B:) L»(B1)’
where
pbo —1
T
(p—1)(1 —pd)
Using the above inequality in (G1)) we have
1+(p— (p—1)7
A H|x| 0o—21)(a—2) H < C[cu — L%UHLP(Bl) ‘|x|(90—5)(0‘—2)u‘ . (62)
P(B1
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On the other hand, by Lemma [6.4] we see that

(p —1)(a —2)%e%° H'

4 LP(BI)
< )\ L Ot 2) P !
— 1
o= Ltul oy [l 572l
(p—1)7

(r—1)(1-7)

LP(Bu1)

~ 1Y (a—
< M= Liul zosy) 0—3)(a=2),,

’|$|<0075><a72>u

L»(B1)

Combining the previous estimate with ([G2]), we have

(p —1)(a = 2)%%° H| |(Bo=0)(a-2),, ~=b7
4 LP(By)
(p—1)(1-7)
< lawu— Lt ‘ (o—3)(a—2)
< = Ll o [laf @92
C (p-1)r\ TG
—N(ax—
< 20 = Ll (51— Bl [l @92 ) .
C (p—1)7 SEE e
— I\ L 1+(p I+ _H (0o—08)(a—2) ‘ v )
- Ll 5T (35 e o
This yields
A 1t(p-1)7 (-Da-7)
(80—5)(a—2) r v ? 7
H|$| ‘ LP Bl) S ((p — 1)(Of — 2)26252 |)\| ||>\u Ltu||LT’(B1).
(63)
Next, we prove (59). By Proposition [£.2] we have
Re {ei“’/ (—Liu + k|z|* 2u)aluP~2 daz] >0, we [—z + wo, T wol,
5 2 2
for some wo € (0, %). Thus we see that
1
s < e~ e
leller ) < |>\|coswo” w= Liullioo 1l (o) + oosan |>\|cosw 2 Lr(By)
Fix § < 6y — %. Then p(6y — ¢) > 1 and Holder’s inequality yields
1
a—2 RN S— ——
e < p(90 ) ’ (0p—0)(a—2) p(60—9) -
H|;v| UHLP(Bl HUHLP 21 “ L?(B1)
Hence using Young’s inequality and (G3]) we obtain
1 1 1 k et
0 —0o A _Ll R 00— H (0o—0)(a— 2)
el ) < |>\|coswo” u = Livllery vl e, + |A] cos wo 2 Lr(B1)

1 fo-90 =
< (00—0) (e e Llulosany )+ 0= 00+ DTG,

kceo B

_1
COS Wo |)‘|717 T ||)‘“ Liu| 5% ;

LP(B1)”
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Consequently, setting v(0) := 0y — 0 + W, we have (B59)

e 1
lulloca) < (£ -+ 05 ) I = Lhulloca,

and we note that lims o v(6) = 1. Next, we prove (60). By Lemma [6.3] since L} = L — V; with
Vi > 0, we have

p_ 1 o— -2
S e ol 77

P
< Re/ ()\u — L%u)|$|(109071)(a72)a|u|p72 da
Lr(Bu1) By

p—1

Po—1l¢_o
(a=2),,

< I = Lul ios, [l 5

Lr(By)

From estimate (63]) with 6 = 11;_91“, hence 7 = 1, we obtain

00(a—2) -2 7 71
e A
Finally, we consider the case 0 < 0y < % by using the dual operator (L})* in ) (B1) and proceeding
as in Lemma[53 One verifies that (L})* satisfies 2=2+¢ = g+9~(a—2) with 61 —6 > i. Therefore
applying B9) to (L1)* in LP (By), we have |[(A— (L)*)~1| < C(IA|=* + |A|7) and by duality we
obtain ([B9) for L} in LP(B;). Moreover, since (pfg — 1)(a — 2) > 0, Lemma [.3] implies that

e oatel < = i [ 5 o
<A — Liul| oz, lullf, Ly ( Bl)
< C||Au — LtuHLP (B1)
This completes the proof. -

Next we prove a-priori estimates for Ly, for large ¢, by gluing the resolvents of L} and L?.

Proposition 6.7 For every v € (0,1), there are constants T,p,Cy,C" > 0 such that if t > T,
AeCy, |\ >p, andu e Dy

llullr < —=|Au — Liul| Lo (64)

IAI

and

S C/H)\’U, — Ltu”LP. (65)

_2
[l 1o o1] F
LP(By/2)

PROOF. Observe that if t > 227 then L? coincides with L in Bl/2 Since a < 2, the function

a(r) = |z|* satisfies the inequality |Va'/?| < C'in Bf 5, therefore, by [7], the operator L? generates
an analytic semigroup and the resolvent estimate

C

)\—L2 —1 < —

(66)

holds for A € Cy, |\| > p. By virtue of [I7, Section 5] we can represent the resolvent of L; by
gluing together the resolvents of L} and L7. In order to do this we need gradient estimates for L}
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and L? in an annulus %,, ., = By, \ B, C B \ Bij. We fix % <81 <11 <71rg < sy <1 and

we use the classical interior estimates for uniformly elliptic operators. Since the coefficients of L}
are uniformly bounded with respect to ¢ in the annulus X, ,,, there exists C' > 0, independent of
t > 0 such that for every u € D},

1
IVl < € (<l oy + 2l )

Using (B9) it follows that, for every A € C*
1 1
||vu||p7zr1,r2 S C EH)\U’ - Ltu||p7zsl,32 + EHAUHPZSI,SQ + g||u||177251,52
1
<C (SH)\u - L;}qu + e MY — L}qu + g|)\|_v||)\u — L}qu) .

By choosing € = |A\|7? with 1 —y < § < 7, we get for r = min{—§,6 —v,1 =6 —~4} <0
IVullp,s,,., < CIA"IAu— Lyullp.

1,72 —

In a similar way one proves gradient estimates for L?. Following the method of [I7, Section 5] one
constructs an approximate resolvent R(\) for Ly,

R(\) = m(A = L) +n2(A = L) "
where 71,72 are smooth functions supported in B,,, Bf, respectively and such that nf +n3 = 1.

The operator R(\) satisfies (A — Ly)R(A) = I + S(A) and ||S(A\)|| < 1/2 for |A| large, because of
the gradient estimates. Then, for A € Cy, |)\| large, we have

(A= L)~ = RI +S) ™!

and hence ([@4) follows from (B9) and (G6). Estimate (GO follows similarly from (60), since 72
vanishes near 0. U

PROOF (Theorem [61). We consider the operator L;,; defined in {@3). For A > 0, A — Ly
is injective, by Proposition As in the proof of Theorem B4 one sees that for A > p > 0,
felP®RY), (A= L, f — (A= Liny) "1 f. By (@4) it follows that if A € Cy, [A| > p, A — L is
invertible and, for every v < 1

&

A7

For s > 0let I, : LP — LP defined by Isu(x) = u(sz). Clearly I, is invertible with inverse I;-1 and
| Tsul|, = s~ N/P||ull,. Since L = s> I, LI7Y, if A\ € Cy, A = rw with |w| = p (hence w belongs to
the resolvent set) then the equality

2—o¢L‘
A= Lint = Iyr (w - u) I

1A = Lin) Ml <

r

with s = r>= shows that C, is in the resolvent set and yields the decay

. C -
1A = Line) " < oy il = Lone) o« lwl = p,w € Ci},

For A > 0, positivity and coherence with respect to p of (A — L) ! follow since (A — Lin) "1 f =
lim,, oo (A — L) "L f. O
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6.2 Positive results for o > 2

The generation result proved in the critical case for ¢ < 2 can be extended by using similar

arguments to the case o > 2. Recall that so = %
Theorem 6.8 Assume that N
50+2—04§;§50 (67)
and define Lin: through the domain
Dint(L) = {u € Dinas(L) 3 fal ™2 log ol Pu € L*(B5)}, (68)

where Oy € [0,1] satisfies % =50+ 00(2 — ). Then L;n; generates a positive analytic semigroup
in LP(RYN) which is coherent with respect to all p satisfying (GT)).

We only state the main steps.
Proposition 6.9 For A > 0 the operator A\ — L,y ts injective.
Proposition 6.10 Set

Dy :={ucCPRY\B)); u=0 ondB}.

For every v € l~)1

1 _
Re/ |x|27N(<Vv,V(E|v|p72)> dx > p_2 / |3:|7N}10g |:1:|} 2|v|p dx. (69)
B¢ P~ JBg

. . = N— c
In particular, if u € Dy, and v = |z| 7 u, then

Re/
B

Proposition 6.11 For every v € (0,1) there are constants C,C" > 0 such that for every t > 0,
A e Cy and u € Dy,

—1 _
(—Lu)| x| Pl (e=2qg]y [P~2 dg > p—2 / |2 |P% =2 [log |||~ |ul? da. (70)
p Bg

c
1

C
ullLr(Be) < ﬁﬂ)\u — Lyl Lo (Bey (71)

and

_2
[lal% =2 ogal|“7u|| < A= Lol (72)

Lr(BY)
where Ly = L — k|z|*~2 + kmin{¢, |z|*2}.

By using the propositions stated above, we deduce Theorem arguing as for Theorem
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6.3 The equalities L;,; = L,,;, and L;,; = L0z

Here we investigate when L;,; coincides with L, or Lygz-
Proposition 6.12 Assume a < 2 and so < % <sg+2—«a. Then
(Z) If % = 50, then Lin; = Lmax;
(i) If 5 # so, then N(X = Linaz) # {0}, hence Lint # Linaa-

PROOF. By the definition of L., see @J), (i) is obvious since fp = 0. We show (ii), that is,
N(\ = Lyaz) # {0}. We use Lemma 2.6 with & = k£ = 0 and take v(x) = ua(|z|). Since % > S0,

we see from (IB) that v € L? (RV). This means that N(\ — Lyas) # {0}. U
By duality, the following proposition directly follows from Proposition [6.13}

Proposition 6.13 Assume a < 2 and so < % <sg+2—«a. Then
(i) If % =80+ 2 — «, then Lint = Lyin, that is, C°(Q) is a core for Lin:;
(i) If % # 50+ 2—a, then R(\ — Lyin) # LP(RY), hence Lint # Lumin-
The case a > 2 is similar.
Proposition 6.14 Assume a > 2 and so+2 —a < % < sg. Then
(i) If % = 8o, then Lipy = Lpmaz;
(ii) If & # s0, then N(X = Linaz) # {0}, hence Lint # Linaa-
Proposition 6.15 Assume a > 2 and sg +2 —a < % < sg. Then
(i) If % =80+ 2— a, then Lint = Lpin, that is, C°(Q) is a core for Lint;
(i) If 5 # so+2 —a, then RO\ — L) # LP(RY), hence Lint # Linin -

Integrability of first and second derivatives for u € D;,,.(L) can be established as in Theorem [5.41
For every 0 < 0y we set o = /() = 0(a — 2) + 2 and define for 6y > 0,

|| %= |log |x|‘_%ua € LP(B12),
w e Dmaz(L) 7 |x|a/D2u7 |$|a’,1vu c LP(B) Vo e (0790)5 if < 27
|z|*D?u, |z|*~'Vu € LP(B°)

Dy L) = 2
j2|% (=2 [log |z]| 7 u, € LP(Bs),
U € Dinaz(L) 5 |2]* D2u, |z|* ~'Vu € LP(B) V0 € (0,60), p if a>2,
|z|*D?u, |z|*~1Vu € LP(B)
(73)
where B = Bj.
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Proposition 6.16 If 6y > 0, that is N/p # so, then the domains Dy (L) and Dyeq(L) coincide.

PROOF. Assume a < 2 and let u € Dj,¢(L). We write u = uy + uz where uy = ug, uz = u(l — ¢)
and ¢ € C2°(RY) with support in By and equal to 1 in B;. We introduce the operator Ly on RY in
this way: the coefficients of Ly coincide with those of L in Bf whereas in B they take the (constant)
value that they have on 0B;. Lo is therefore uniformly elliptic with Lipschitz coefficients in By and
satisfies Hypothesis 2.1 of [7]. By construction the function us belongs to the maximal domain of Lo
and, by [T, Proposition 2.9], |z|*D?us, |2|*"1Vuy € LP(B®), that is |z|*D?u, |2|*~1Vu € LP(B°).
To treat u; we consider the operator L; = |z|* ~®L. Since a < 2, then o/ > « and then
U1 € Dyan(L1). Since o/ —2 = 6(a—2) > 0 (a—2), by the definition of Ly, |#|* ~2u; € LP(RN).
By Lemma 20 u; € D, It follows that |2|* D?uy, |2|* ~'Vuy, || ~2u; € LP(B), hence the
same holds for u. O

Remark 6.17 The case 6y = 0 or N/p = s¢ is quite special and we recall that L,y = Lyaa-
Integrability of first and second derivatives can be obtained directly using Proposition If
a < 2 and u € Djy(L), then |z]2D?u,|z|Vu € LP(B) and |z|*D?u, |z|*1Vu € LP(B€) and
conversely if a > 2. To see this we proceed as in the proposition above splitting u = w1 4+ ug and
treating us in the same way. Finally we note that u; € Dya.(|2[>~%L) and then apply Proposition
2.0l

As in Section 5 one shows the minimality of (A — L;,;)~!, noting that the proof of Lemma
extends to the critical case, choosing 0y such that N/p + (o — 2) = s0.

Proposition 6.18 Let A > 0, f > 0 and let 0 < u € Dypaa(L) satisfy \u — Lu = f. Then
(/\ — Lint)ilf < u.

6.4 Negative results

We show that if % falls outside the closed interval (@), then no realization Ly, C L C Liyax

generates a semigroup in LP(R™Y).

Theorem 6.19 (i) If a < 2 and % >S50 +2—a, ora > 2 and% < so+2—oa. Then
N\ = Lyin) # {0}.

(i1) If « <2 and % < 80, or o> 2 and % > 89. Then R(A — Lypaz) # LP(RY).

PROOF. (i) We give a proof only for @ < 2. As in Proposition .8 we consider radial solutions of
the equation
Av— Lv = 0.

We use Lemma 2.6 with & = 0 and choose v = ug so that v satisfies (IT]). Since sp+2—a < % this
implies that v, |z|*~?v € LP(R") and hence, by Lemma[Z5] we have v € Dy, (L) and Ao — Lv = 0.
The proof of (ii) follows from (i), by duality. U

7 Examples

In this section we specialize our results to particular operators.

32



Example 7.1 We consider Schrédinger operators with inverse square potential L = A — ﬁ (that

is a = ¢ = 0) assuming b + (%)2 > 0. In this case

g N=2 o (N-2N o N-2 o (N-2)
T 2 ’ D) 2 '

Theorem [EAlshows that L;,: endowed with the domain [#2)) generates a positive analytic semigroup
in LP(RY) if and only if

N N N N —2\?
s1< — <S8 +2 or — — — | <1+3|b+— .
P P 2 2

Observe that this improves the results in [2] and [4]. We point out that although generation results
of analytic semigroup for p in the sharp range above have already been proved in [I1l Section 4],
the description of domain of the generator D;,:(L) seems to be new. Let us analyze it in more
detail. By Theorem [£:4] and Proposition .5 if 51 +2 < % < 89+ 2 then L;,; coincides with L,,i,.
In particular, if

N N N N —2\?
sS1+2< —<sy+2 or ‘————1‘< b-i-(—),
D p 2

then the domain is given by

Dpo = {ue LPRN)NnW2EP(Q), D*u, |z|~'Vu, |z|"%u e LP(RN)}.

loc

We remark that in this case the generation result for L,,;, is also stated in [24] Section 3]. If
51 < % < s1 + 2, then setting of = s1 — N/p+ 2 € [0,2) we have from Theorem [5.4]

Dini(L) :{u € Dumas(L) NW2P(BC) : |2] Du, |2|* ~1Vu, |2|* ~2u € LP(B) Yo/ > 0/1}.

In Example we show that, when p = 2, then L;,; coincides with the Friedrich’s extension of
Lmin-

When N =1, L is the so called Calogero Hamiltonian and the above results are of L? generalizations
of the well-known properties of the Calogero operator in L2. In fact. specializing to the case N =1
(where we recall that R should be substituted by [0,00[) and p = 2, we obtain: if b > 2, then
Ly is nonnegative and selfadjoint and coincides with Ly ayx; if —i <b< %, then L,,;n and L.,q.
are not selfadjoint but there exists a selfadjoint extension of L,,;,. The critical case b = —% is

explained in next example.

Example 7.2 Consider now the Schrodinger operators with inverse square potential L = A — #

in the critical case b + (%)2 =0, where s = # If s < % < sp+2or (for N > 3)

2N 2N
~ 5 SPS w5
N +2 N -2

then, by Theorem [G.1] there exists an operator L;,; such that L, € Lint € Liar and Ly
generates a positive analytic semigroup in L?(R™) which is coherent with respect to all p. It is worth
noticing that the interval of generation is closed, in contrast with the case b+ (%)2 > 0. Observe
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that this improves the results in [2], [4] and [I1, Section 4] where, although generation results of
analytic semigroup for p in the sharp range above have already been proved, the description of
domain of the generator D;,;(L) seems to be new. More precisely, by Proposition[6.13] if % = s0+2
then L, coincides with L,,;, and, by Proposition [G.12] if % = 5o then L;,; coincides with L,,qz.

If
N
50 < — <50+ 2,
p

then, by Proposition [6.2] the domain is given by

_2
Dint(L) = {u € Dinaa(L) 5 [2|"*7? [log|a]|"7u € LP(By2)},

where 6y € [0, 1] satisfies % = 5o + 26y. Integrability of first and second derivatives for u € Ly, is
given in Proposition [6.16]

If N =1, then b = —% and L is the Calogero operator in [0,00[. Then L,,;, and Ly, are not
selfadjoint but there exists a selfadjoint extension of L.;,. In this case L;,; coincides with the
Friedrich’s extension of L, (this fact in a more general context is explained in Example [73).

Example 7.3 More generally, we can consider the formally selfadjoint operators
L = div(|z|*V) — blz|* 2,

which corresponds to ¢ = « in ([{l) and we focus our attention to p = 2. If « = 2, Lyin, = Linas are
selfadjoint and their domain is already given in [12], see also Proposition 2.3

We consider the case a # 2 and Do = b+ (2=2%2)2 > (. Since ¢ = « the function f defined in
@) satisfies

=D,.
2

fs)=b+s(N—2+a—s), f (w)
If D, > 0, then condition (31, which is equivalent to ([29), is satisfied with § = % If D, = 0, then
the assumption in Theorem [6.]is satisfied with 6y = % Therefore, L;,; defined by (30Q) if D, > 0
and @J) if D, = 0 generates an analytic semigroup in L?(RY) and its domain is characterized by
#2) id D, > 0, which gives a precise regularity. Moreover, L;,; is the limit of L; in the resolvent
sense (see Subsection 5.1 and Section 6) and each L; is nonnegative and selfadjoint for every ¢ > 0,
since it coincides with (L;)min. This yields that L;,, is also selfadjoint.

It is worth noticing that, since L,,;, is symmetric, L, is selfadjoint if and only if L,,q, is
selfadjoint. This means that the conditions on generation by L., and L., given in Theorems
4 coincide. This fact can be easily found via the identity

()3 0nd - (5)

Moreover, () implies that if Do > (252)?, that is,

N-2+a\> [a-2\°
b>— | ————
() ()
then Ly, is nonnegative and selfadjoint and coincides with Ly,ax (see also Proposition 5.5, hence
with L. On the contrary, if 0 < D, < (0‘772)2, that is,

N-2+a 2<b< N-—2+a N a—2\2
2 = 2 2 ’
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then Lyipn (and Ly,q.) does not generate a semigroup in LQ(RN ) but its self-adjoint extension L,
does it. L;j,¢ is the unique among the infinitely many self-adjoint extensions of L,,;, which has the
minimality property with respect to positive solutions, as explained in Propositions [B.10,

Note that the constant (0‘7_2)2 with o = 0 coincides with the difference of the optimal constants

in the usual Hardy and Rellich inequalities W — (%)2 =1.

When 0 < D, a self-adjoint extension of L,,;, can be constructed by closing the nonnegative form
a(u, v) = / ]V - VT do + b/ e[ 2umde, D(a) = C2(Q).
RN RN

This extension is called the Friedrich’s extension Lg of L,,;, and is one of nonnegative selfadjoint
extensions of L, (not unique, unless Ly, itself is self-adjoint). In general, D(Lr), the domain
of L, is given only formally. However, we can characterize D(L ) by showing that Lp and L;,;
coincide. Since both operators generate semigroups, it suffices to observe that D(Lg) C D;pni(L)
and we divide the proof accordingly to D, > 0 and D, = 0.

(The case Dy, > 0). We see from (23] with p = 2 and ¢ = « that for every u € C°(Q),
a(u, u) > Da/ j2|°~2Jul? de = Da|||2] T u|;-
RN
This implies that D(@) C D(|z|“2 ), where @ is the closure of the form a. Hence, since § = 1/2,
by the definition of L;,;, see [ 8]), we have

D(LF) C Dpao(L) N D(@) C Dipy(L).

(The case D, = 0). Set

Uy = Bl/2 if a < 2, L Bl if a < 2,
B  ifa>2, VB ifa>2

and let n € C2°(RY) satisfy 0 <n < 1,7 =11in Uy and = 0 in Uf. Then using (52) if o < 2 and
@) if o > 2, with p =2 and 6y = 1/2, we see that
a=2 -1 |2 a—2 -2 2
| xwolel *2* frog o] ""u|_ < [ lal*~[10gal | iuf? do < da(u, u).
Ui
Thus, we have

o) = [ o (ol VuP + blal*~2Juf) de
R

+2Re/ |z]*(nVn) - (@Vu) dw—i—/ 2| V|2 |u|? dx
Ug Ug

0

< a(u, ) + 2|/ Vnl|  fulle 1212 Val| g g + 1212 V0l lull3

(U1\Uo
Since
< 2 «a a— a—
H|$|2V“HL2<01\UO>S/U (12 [Vl + bl [uul?) dz + [b] 1] uf? da
1\Uo Ui\Uo
< a(u,u) +2'*721p] [lu]3,
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we obtain )
a=2 -1
[ xwolol ** frog o] "u| < € (atuw, w) + )

where C' is a constant independent of u. This implies that
D@ cD (XUU|9C|Q%2 ’10g|x|’_1> .
Therefore, from (@8] we have
D(LF) C Dpar(L) N D(@) C Dint(L).

Example 7.4 Let b = ¢ = 0, that is L = |2|*A and assume first that N # 2 so that b—l—(%f =

(%)2 > 0. Since 81 =0, s9 = N — 2, L;,; endowed with the domain ([@2]) generates a positive
analytic semigroup in LP(RY) if and only if

N
min{0,2 — a} < — < N — 2 + max{0,2 — a}.
p

If @ < 2, the condition reads % < N —«a and, if a > 2, % <N —2.
By Theorem B4l L;pt = Lypin if 2—a < N/p < N — « and the domain is given by
Dpo = {uec IPRY)YNW2EP(Q), |2|*D%u, |2|* 'V, |z|*%u e LP(RY)}.

loc

By Theorem 0, Lyt = Lyas if N/p < N —2. We observe also that, when N =1 and « > 2, the
interval of admissible p is contained in the negative axis and the operator is not a generator, as
proved in [15] for the operator (1 + |z|*)A.

Observe that this improves the results of [I6, Section 8]. Indeed here we get a more precise
description of the domain of L. Moreover we establish here non existence results for semigroups
outside the above interval whereas in [I6] only the non existence of a positive semigroups is proved.
Let us consider the critical case N = 2 where we have sp = 0. If a > 2, the interval [sg 4+ min{0, 2 —
a}, so+max{0,2 — a}] = [2— «a, 0] is contained in the negative real axis and therefore the operator
L is not a generator in any LP(R?). We point out that the same result has been obtained in [15]
for the operator (1 + |z|*)A. When « < 2, the operator Ly, endowed with the domain

_2
Dint(L) = {u € Dinaa(L) 5 |2|"*"2 [log|a]| "7 u € LP(By2)},

where 0y € (0, 1] satisfies % = 0o(2—0), generates an analytic semigroup for p > 72~ In particular,
if a < 0, the operator L;,; generates an analytic semigroup for every 1 < p < oo.

Example 7.5 Let b= 0, that is L = [2[*A + c[z[*~ & - V. If N = 2+ ¢ # 0 then (¥=2£¢)" > 0
and s; =0, s = N — 2+ ¢. By Theorem [5.4] if

N
min{0,2 — a} < — < N — 2+ ¢+ max{0,2 — a},
p

Lint endowed with the domain [@2]) generates a positive analytic semigroup in L?(RY). In partic-
ular, if o < 2, the condition reads % <N —a+cand, if a > 2, % < N — 2+ ¢. By Theorem [£.4]
Lint = Limin when 2 —a < N/p < N — a + ¢ and the domain is given by

Dpo = {uc LPRN)NW2EP(Q), |2|*D%u, |2|* 1V, |z|*2u e LP(RV)}.

loc
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By Theorem L6, Lint = Lias if N/p< N —2+c.

Observe that this improves the results [I8]. Indeed here the degeneracy near the origin is also
allowed and the domain description is more precise.

The critical case b + (%)2 = 0 occurs for ¢ = 2 — N and we have sy = 0. As in the previous
example, if a > 2, the interval [sg + min{0,2 — a}, s + max{0,2 — a}] = [2 — «,0] is contained
in the negative real axis, therefore the operator L is not a generator in any LP(RY). The same
phenomenon has been already proved in [16] for the operator (1 + |x|*)A + c|:1c|0‘_1|i—|v. When
a < 2, the operator L;,;, endowed with the domain

_2
Dint(L) = {u € Dinaa(L) 5 |2|"*7? [log|a]|"7u € LP(By2)},

where 0y € (0, 1] satisfies % = 6p(2—a), generates an analytic semigroup for p > ﬁ In particular,
if @ < 0, the operator L;,; generates an analytic semigroup for every 1 < p < oo.

Example 7.6 For certain choices of the parameters o, b and ¢, L;,; can generate an analytic
semigroup in LP(R™) even though L is not dissipative for any 1 < ¢ < oo and L4, does not
generate for any 1 < ¢ < oo. Similarly, L;,; can generate an analytic semigroup in L?(R™) even
though L,,;n and Lj,q, do not generate for any 1 < ¢ < oo.

(a) Assume that b =0 and N —2+c¢ < 0. It follows that s = N — 2+ ¢ < s = 0. Therefore the
operator L., does not generate an analytic semigroup for any 1 < ¢ < co. If, in addition,
we assume that N > 2 and 0 < « < 2, the dissipativity condition

N —2
LSSQ
p

is never satisfied but the generation condition for L;,; is valid for some p since so +2—a > 0.

S1

(b) We keep the conditions b =0 and N — 2+ ¢ < 0 so that s; < so = 0 and the operator L,qz
does not generate for any 1 < ¢ < oo but we assume o < 2 and N < s1 + 2 — «, that is
a < c¢. It follows that L,,;, never generates an analytic semigroup. Finally observe that,
since s1 < 0 and sg+2—a > N, the operator L;,; generates an analytic semigroup for every
1 <p<oo.

(¢) If L;nt generates for some p one can always find a 1 < ¢ < oo such that L is dissipative in
L% or Ly, generates or L,,q. generates in L9.

In fact, assume that a < 2 and that the generation condition for L;,; is true for some
1 < p < oo that is

N
s1< —<s2+4+2—q.
p
In order to violate the generation condition for L,,,, for every 1 < g < oo we should have
$1 < 82 < 0. Indeed, if s;1 < 0 < s9, then we can find some ¢ such that s; < % < 89. If 89
and so are positive, the generation condition for L,,,, is violated only if s; > N but this is
not possible since s; < %.

Therefore we have: s; < so <0 and sg +2 —a > 0. If L,,;, does not generate in any L7,
then s;1 +2 — a > N. If we choose ¢ such that

N4+a—2 N+a—2
S1 52

then 1 < ¢ < o0, s1 < (N 4+ «a—2)/q < s2 and L is dissipative in LY.
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Example 7.7 Let L = |z|*A + c|x|°‘_1ﬁv — blz|*~2 in the ball Bg, with Dirichlet boundary
conditions. We define the domain of L; and deduce generation results for this operator in the ball
by those in the whole space.

Definition 7.8
Dinaz(L1) = {u € LP(BR)NW?? (Br \ B.) Ve > 0:u(x) =0 if |x| = R, Liu € L*(Bg)}.

Observe that the Dirichlet boundary condition u(x) = 0 for || = R makes sense, since u has second
derivatives in L? in a neighborhood of the boundary of Bgr. By elliptic regularity L; is closed on
its maximal domain. If a > 2 the function a(x) = |z|® satisfies the inequality |Va'/?| < C in the
ball Br even though not globally in RY when a > 2. In analogy with [7] we define the domain of
L4 as follows.

Definition 7.9 If a > 2 we set

D,(Ly) = {u € LP(Bg) "W?*? (Bg \ B.) Ve > 0:u(z) =0 if |z| = R,
|2|*/?Vu, ||* D?*u € LP(Bg)}.

By the results in [7] and in [16], we immediately get generation for every 1 < p < co when « > 2.

Proposition 7.10 If o > 2, then Dynq.(L1) = Dyp(L1), the operator Ly is closed on its domain
and generates an analytic semigroup in LP(Bg) for every 1 < p < co.

Concerning the case a < 2, the result proved in R¥ is still true. It can be deduced by Theorem
B4 by using the methods of [16, Proposition 5.7].

Proposition 7.11 Let 1 <p < oo, a < 2. Ifb+ (N —2+¢)?/4 > 0, then a suitable realization of
L1 ,min C L1,int C L1,mas generates a semigroup in LP(BgR) if and only if s1 < N/p < s2+2 — «.
The semigroup is analytic and positive. Moreover, setting o/ = 0(a — 2) + 2, Dini(L1) is given by

{u € Dy maz(L1) ; 2| D2u, |z|* ~'Vu, || ~?u € LP(Bg) for every 0 € I}

where I is the interval of all 6 € [0, 1] such that f (% +0(a — 2)) > 0. Ifb+(N—2+¢)?/4 =0, set
So = %, a suitable realization of L1 min C L1int C L1 max generates a semigroup in LP(BR)

if and only if so < N/p < sg+ 2 — «. The semigroup is analytic and positive. Moreover,
_2
Dint(L1) = {u € Dmaz(L1) ; |x|00(a_2)‘10g |$|‘ fue Lp(Bl/2)}7
where Oy € [0,1] satisfies % =50+ 600(2 — ).

Let us show the compactness of the resolvent for a < 2.

Proposition 7.12 Let a < 2 and the assumptions of Proposition [7.11] be satisfied. Then the
resolvent of L it 1S compact.

Let us prove that D;,:(L1) is compactly embedded into L?(Bg). Consider the case b+ (N — 2 +

¢)?/4 > 0. Let U be a bounded subset of D(L1 nt). By the domain characterization, we obtain
fBR |z[P(@’ =2 |u|P < M for some positive M and for every u € U. Since o/ < 2, given € > 0, there
exists 0 < 7 < R such that fIII<T |ulP < eP for every u € U. Let U’ be the set of the restrictions of
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the functions in U to Bg\ B,. Since the embedding of W2?(Bg\ B,.) into LP(Bgr\ B,) is compact,
the set U’ which is bounded in W2?(Bpg \ B,) is totally bounded in LP(Bg \ B,). Therefore there
exist n € N, f1,..., fn € LP(Bgr \ B,) such that

U feLP(Br\By): |f = filtoBr\B,) <e}-
Set f, = f; in Bg\ B, and f, = 0 in B,. Then f, € LP(Bg) and

U g U{f € LP(BR) : Hf _71'”LP(BR) < 28}.

i=1

It follows that U is relatively compact in LP(Bg).
Ifb+ (N —2+c¢)?/4=0and % # 5o (that is 6y # 0), the proof follows in similar way since the

_2
weight |a:|9°(0"2)’10g|x|’ ? tends to co as z — 0. If ﬂ = s, we consider the adjoint operator

L1 int I )i (Br) whose domain is given as above with 90 = 1—6p=1, see the proof of Lemma[5.3]
Then the resolvent of L1 int 1S compact in L (BRr), hence the semigroup, since it is analytic. By
duality the semigroup generated by L ;n+ is compact in LP(Bp), hence the resolvent. ]

Example 7.13 Let Ly = |z|*A +c|z|*~? Vbl 2 in the exterior domain BY, with Dirichlet

boundary conditions. We proceed as in the previous Example.
Definition 7.14
Dinaz(La) = {u € LP(BE) NW?P (BE N B,) Vr > 0:u(z) =0if |2| = R, Lou € LP(B%)}.

As before, the Dirichlet boundary condition u(x) = 0 for || = R makes sense, since u has second
derivatives in L? in a neighborhood of the boundary of B%. By local elliptic regularity, Lo is closed
on its maximal domain. Observe that, when o < 2, the function a(x) = |z|* satisfies the inequality
|Va'/?| < C in the exterior domain B%. By following [7], we can also define the domain D, (L2)
as follows.

Definition 7.15 If a < 2 we set
Dy(Ls) = {u € LP(BS) NW*P (B4 N B,) Yr > 0:u(x) =0if [z =R
|2|*/2Vu, |z|*D*u € LP(B%)}.
As before the first generation results immediately follows from [7] and the results in [16].

Proposition 7.16 If o < 2, then Dyq.(L2) = Dy(La), the operator Lo is closed on its domain
and, for every 1 < p < oo generates an analytic semigroup in LP(B%).

In the case o > 2, the following result can be deduced from Theorem [5.4] through [16, Proposition
5.6].

Proposition 7.17 Let 1 < p < 0o, a > 2. Ifb+ (N — 2+ ¢)?/4 > 0, a suitable realization of
L2 pmin C Lo int C Lo maex generates a semigroup in LP(B%) if and only if s1+2—a < N/p < sa.
The semigroup is analytic and positive. Moreover, setting o/ = 0(a — 2) + 2, D;ni(L2) is given by

{u € D(Lpmaz) ; |x|°‘/D2u, |x|a/_1Vu, |x|a/_2u € LP(B%) for every 6 € I}
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where I is the interval of all 6 € [0, 1] such that f (% +0(a — 2)) >0. If b+(N—2+4c¢)?/4 =0, set

so = %, a suitable realization of La min C La.int C L2 max generates a semigroup in LP(BR)

if and only if so+2 — a < N/p < sg. The semigroup is analytic and positive. Moreover,
_2
Din(Ls) = { € Dinaa(La) ; 2| [log ||| 7u € LP(Bg)},

where Oy € [0,1] satisfies % =50+ 600(2 — ).

Proposition 7.18 Let o > 2 and the conditions of Theorem[7.17 be satisfied. Then the resolvent
of Lo is compact in LP(Bg,).

Appendix

Theorem A.1 ([24, Theorem 1.1]) Let A and B be densely defined operators in Banach space
X. Assume that

i) —A generates a bounded analytic semigroup on X;
ii) D(A) C D(B) and there exists By > 0 such that for every u € D(A),

Re (A’U,,F(B’U,))X)X/ > BoHBuH2, (75)
(u, F(B’U,))X,X/ >0, (76)

where F is single-valued duality map from X to the dual space X'. Then for every k € C satisfying
Rek > —Bo, —(A + kB) with domain D(A) also generates a bounded analytic semigroup on X.
Moreover, if A has a compact resolvent, then A + kB also has a compact resolvent.

Assume further that X is a Banach lattice, A has positive resolvent and B is also positive. Then
A+ kB is also positive resolvent for every k € (—0p,0).
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