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Abstract. In this paper we study perturbed Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operators
[Loov] (x) = ADv(z) + (Sz, Vo(z)) — Bu(z), z € RY, d > 2,

for simultaneously diagonalizable matrices A, B € C™'". The unbounded drift term is defined
by a skew-symmetric matrix S € R%¢. Differential operators of this form appear when inves-
tigating rotating waves in time-dependent reaction diffusion systems. We prove under certain
conditions that the maximal domain D(A;) of the generator A, belonging to the Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck semigroup coincides with the domain of Lo in LP(R?, C") given by

DY (Lo) = {veWZPNLP | ADv + (S-,Vv) € L}, 1 < p < .

loc

One key assumption is a new LP-dissipativity condition
|z)°Re (w, Aw) + (p — 2)Re (w, 2) Re (z, Aw) > valz|*|w|’ ¥V z,w € CV

for some y4 > 0. The proof utilizes the following ingredients. First we show the closedness of
Loo in LP and derive LP-resolvent estimates for Lo.. Then we prove that the Schwartz space
is a core of A, and apply an L”-solvability result of the resolvent equation for A,. A second
characterization shows that the maximal domain even coincides with

D (Lo) = {v e WP | (S-, Vo) € LP}, 1 < p < 0.

This second characterization is based on the first one, and its proof requires L”-regularity for
the Cauchy problem associated with A,. Finally, we show a W*P-resolvent estimate for Lo
and an LP-estimate for the drift term (S-, Vv). Our results may be considered as extensions
of earlier works by Metafune, Pallara and Vespri to the vector-valued complex case.

Key words. Complex-valued Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator, identification problem in LP, LP-
dissipativity, LP-resolvent estimates, maximal domain, applications to rotating waves.
AMS subject classification. 35J47 (35K57, 47A05, 47A10, 35A02, 47B44).

1. Introduction

In this paper we study differential operators of the form

[Loov] () := ADv(z) + (S, V() — Bu(z), * € RY, d > 2,
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for simultaneously diagonalizable matrices A, B € CV:" with Reo(A4) > 0 and a skew-symmetric
matrix S € R%9,
Introducing the complex Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator, [18],

[Lov] (z) := AAw(z) + (Sz, Vu(z)), = € RY,

with diffusion term and drift term given by
4 9 . )
Alv(x) = A —v(x) and (Sz,Vu(zx)):= Sz);—wv(x),
(@) = A gme(a) (82, Vo(a) = 3 (Sa)ig-v(a)
i=1 =1
we observe that the operator Lo, = Ly — B is a constant coefficient perturbation of £y. Our
interest is in skew-symmetric matrices S = —S7, in which case the drift term is rotational
containing angular derivatives

(Sz, Vo(z Z Z i <zj 3, ai )v(z).

1=1 j=14+1

Such problems arise when investigating exponential decay of rotating waves in reaction diffusion
systems, see [14] and [2]. The operator L., appears as a far-field linearization at the solution
of the nonlinear problem Lov = f(v). The results of this paper are crucial for dealing with the
nonlinear case, see [14].

The aim of this paper is to identify the maximal domain D(A4,) of the generator A4, belonging
to the perturbed Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup in LP(RY,CV) for 1 < p < oo. To be more
precise, we prove in Theorem 5.1 that the maximal domain D(4,) in LP(R¢, CV) coincides with
the domain of L., given by

loc

DI (Lo) = {u e W2P(RE, CN) N LP(RY, CVN) | AAw + (S-, Vo) € LP(Rd,CN)}

for 1 < p < co. This result may be considered as an extension of [10, Proposition 3.2]. Note that
due to the smooth but unbounded coefficients in the drift term the semigroup is not analytic in
LP (Rd, C%) and the generator is not sectorial in L? (Rd, C™). Therefore, the standard parabolic
regularity results are not satisfied.

We first show that the Schwartz space is a core of the infinitesimal generator (A4,,D(A4,)) in
LP(RY,CN) for 1 < p < oo. We then turn toward the perturbed Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator
Lo and prove the closedness of Lo, on DI (Ly) in LP(R?,CN) for each 1 < p < co. Further,
we derive LP-resolvent estimates that imply uniqueness for solutions of the resolvent equation for
Lo in LP(RY,CV) for 1 < p < co. Combining these three results with the (unique) solvability
result of the resolvent equation for the generator A, from [15, Corollary 5.5], [14, Corollary 6.7],
we identify the maximal domain D(A,) = IOC(EO) The resolvent estimates for £, require a
new LP-dissipativity condition for L,. For a more detailed outline we refer to Section 2.
Identification problems concerning second order elliptic operators and in particular Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck operators are treated in [10], [11] and [16] for LP-spaces, in [13]| for LP-spaces with
invariant measure and in [5] for function spaces of bounded continuous and Holder continuous
functions. All these results are derived for the scalar real-valued case but for operators with more
general principal part. LP-dissipativity results of second order differential operators can be found
in [4] and [3].

We emphasize that the results from Section 3-6 are extensions of the results from the PhD thesis
[14] for arbitrary matrices B € CN:V,

Acknowledgment. The author is greatly indebted to Giorgio Metafune, Alessandra Lunardi
and Wolf-Jiirgen Beyn for extensive discussions which helped in clarifying proofs.



2. Assumptions and outline of results

Consider the differential operator
[Loov] () := ADv(z) + (S, V() — Bu(z), * € RY, d > 2,

for some matrices A, B € CN¥ and § € R%4.
The following conditions will be needed in this paper and relations among them will be discussed
below.

Assumption 2.1. Let A, B € KNV with K € {R,C} and S € R*? be such that
(A1) A and B are simultaneously diagonalizable (over C),
(A2) Reo(A) >0,
(A3) There exists some B4 > 0 such that
Re (w, Aw) > faVw € KN Jw| =1,
(A4) There exists some y4 > 0 such that
|2*Re (w, Aw) + (p — 2)Re (w, 2) Re (z, Aw) > yalz|?|w|® Vz,w € KY
for some 1 < p < o0,
(A5) S is skew-symmetric.

Assumption (A1) is a system condition and ensures that some results for scalar equations can
be extended to system cases. This condition was used in [14], [15] to derive an explicit formula for
the heat kernel of L. It is motivated by the fact that a transformation of a scalar complex-valued
equation into a 2-dimensional real-valued system always implies two (real) matrices A and B that
are simultaneously diagonalizable (over C). The positivity condition (A2) guarantees that the
diffusion part AA is an elliptic operator. It requires that all eigenvalues A of A are contained
in the open right half-plane C; := {A € C | Re XA > 0}, where o(A) denotes the spectrum of A.
Condition (A2) guarantees that A~! exists and states that —A is a stable matrix. The strong
accretivity condition (A3) is more restrictive than (A2). In (A3) (u,v) := u’ v denotes the
standard inner product on KV. Note that the condition (A2) is satisfied if and only if

3 [-,-] inner product on K :  Re [w, Aw] = B4 > 0Vw € KN, [w,w] =1,

but it does not imply [,:] = (-,-). Condition (A3) ensures that the differential operator L. is
closed on its (local) domain Df, (L). The LP-dissipativity condition (A4) seems to be new
in the literature and is used to prove LP-resolvent estimates for L£,. Condition (A4) is more
restrictive than (A3) and imposes additional requirements on the spectrum of A. A geometrical
meaning of (A4) in terms of the antieigenvalues of the diffusion matrix A can be found in [14,

Theorem 5.18]. We summarize the following relation of assumptions (A2)—(A4):
(A2) < (A3) < (A4).

The rotational condition (A5) implies that the drift term contains only angular derivatives,
which is crucial for use our results from [15].

For a matrix C € K" we denote by o(C) the spectrum of C, by p(C) := maxyey(c) ||
the spectral radius of C' and by s(C) := max,¢,(c) Re A the spectral abscissa (or spectral
bound) of C. Using this notation, we define the constants

min i= (p (A_l))il, max = p(4), ag:=—s(—4),

(2.1) 2 4a2
a1 — Jmax_ , as = —amax, by := —s(—DB).
Amin@0 ao
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These constants appear in [14], [15]. Moreover, let 55 € R be such that
(2.2) Re (w, Bw) > —fAp Yw € KV, |w| = 1.

If B <0, (2.2) can be considered as a dissipativity condition for —B.
We introduce Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces via

LPRYKY) = {v € Ljge R KY) [ ||v]| 1 < 00},
wEP(RYKY) = {v € LP(RYL,KN) | DPv € LP(REL,KN) V|8 < k),

with norms

1

lolanes oy =( [ P as)”,
Rd

[0llyyre.0 (e, g ::( Z HDﬂUHir)(Rd,KN)) )

0<|BI<k

for every 1 < p < oo, k € Ny and multiindex 3 € N¢. Moreover, we define the Schwartz space
via, [6, VI.5.1 Definition]|,

(2.3) S(RYKN) := {¢ € C*RYL,KY) | lim z*DP¢(x) =0V, B € Ng} .

|| =00

which we sometimes abbreviate by §. Endowed with the family of seminorms

|6]a5 := sup [ D7 ¢(x)]
zER?

the Schwartz space S becomes a Fréchet space containing C2° (Rd, K®¥) as a dense subspace.
Before we give a detailed outline we briefly review and collect some results from [14] and [15]
used in this paper.

Assuming (A1), (A2) and (A5) for K = C it is shown in [14, Theorem 4.2-4.4], [15, Theorem 3.1]
that the function H : R? x R%x]0, oo[— CN-V defined by

(2.4) H(z,&,t) = (47rtA)_% exp (—Bt — (4tA)~! ’etsac - 5’2)

is a heat kernel of the perturbed Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator

(2.5) [Loov] (z) := ADv(z) + (Sx, Vu(z)) — Bou(x).

This means, that H satisfies the following heat kernel properties

(H1) H e C**'(R? x R? x R, CVN),

(H2) %H(m,g,t) = LooH(x,&,t) Ve, & eRY t >0,
(H3) 13&1 H(z,&,t) = 0,(&)Iy Vaz,& € R

Under the same assumptions it is proved in [15, Theorem 5.3] that the family of mappings
T(t): LP(RY,CN) — LP(RY,CN), t > 0, defined by

f]Rd H(SC,&, t)v(§>d§ s t>0 c Rd
() ,t=0 ’

(2.6) T(t0] () = {
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generates a strongly continuous semigroup on LP(R%, CV) for each 1 < p < oo. The semigroup
(T'(t));s is called the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup if B = 0. The strong continuity of the semi-
group justifies to introduce the infinitesimal generator A, : LP(R4, CN) D D(4,) — LP(R?,CY)
of (T(t))t>ov short (A,,D(4,)), via

T(t)v —

v
Apv = lim , 1< p<x

t10
for every v € D(A,), where the domain (or maximal domain) of A, is given by

D(A,) == {v € LP(R%,CY) |lim % exists in LP(RY, (CN)}

={ve LP(R?,CN) | Apv € LP(R,CN)} .

An application of abstract semigroup theory yields the following Corollary 2.2 concerning the
unique solvability of the resolvent equation for A, in LP(R?,CN) for 1 < p < oo. This is
an essential component for the proof of our main result in Theorem 5.1 and is proved in [15,
Corollary 5.5], [14, Corollary 6.7].

Corollary 2.2 (Solvability and uniqueness in LP(R?,C™)). Let the assumptions (A1), (A2) and
(A5) be satisfied for K= C and let 1 < p < oo. Moreover, let A € C with Re X > —bg, where by
is from (2.1). Then for every g € LP(R? CY) the resolvent equation

MN—-A)v=yg
admits a unique solution v, € D(A,), which is given by the integral expression
(2.7) b= RO Ag= [N Tt = [ e [ HCgg)dear
0 0 R

Moreover, the following resolvent estimate holds

[N

a
[vall o (ra,cry < Rex+bo 191l Lo (ra vy -

In Section 3 we analyze subspaces of the maximal domain D(A,). Assuming (Al), (A2) and (A5)
for K = C we prove in Theorem 3.2 that the Schwartz space S(R?, C") is a core of the infinitesimal
generator (A,, D(A,)) for every 1 < p < co. In particular, the abstract operator A, coincides
with the formal operator L., on S(R% CY) for 1 < p < oo, meaning that A,¢ = L ¢ for
every ¢ € S(R?,CY). The proof uses Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem in a similar
way to [10, Proposition 2.2 and 3.2| and ideas from [6, I1.2.13].

In Section 4 we analyze the operator L, : LP(R?,CY) D D (L) — LP(RY,CY) on its domain

loc

DP (Lo) = {v e W2P(RL, CN) N LP(RY, CN) | AAw + (S-, Vo) € LP(Rd,cN)} :

loc loc

Under the assumption (A3) for K = C we show in Lemma 4.1 that L. is a closed operator in
LP(RZ,CYN) for every 1 < p < oo. This justifies to introduce and analyze the resolvent of L.
Assuming stonger assumption (A4) and (A5) for 1 < p < oo and K = C, we prove in Theorem
4.4 that solutions v, € DY (Lg) of the resolvent equation

loc
AN —Lx)v=yg

are unique for every g € LP(R? CV) and A € C with Re A\ > Bp, where 3 is from (2.2). The
main idea of the proof comes from [11, Theorem 2.2 and Remark 2.3| for the scalar real-valued
case. But we refer also to [2, Theorem 3.1] for the special case d = 2 with positive definite matrix
A € RVN_ In contrast to [11] and |2], our proof requires the additional LP-dissipativity condition

(A4).
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In Section 5 we solve the identification problem for the perturbed Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator
Loo. Assuming (Al), (A4) and (A5) for 1 < p < oo and K = C, we prove in Theorem 5.1 that the
maximal domain D(A,) equals DI (Lo). In particular, we show that the abstract operator A,
and the formal operator Lo, coincide on D(A,). The proof of Theorem 5.1 is structured as follows:
To prove D(A,) C DI (Lo) we need that S(RY, CV) is a core of (A,,D(4,)) (Theorem 3.2) and
the closedness of L, (Lemma 4.1). Conversely, the inclusion D(A,) 2 D} (Lo) requires the
(unique) solvability of the resolvent equation for 4, (Corollary 2.2), the uniqueness for solutions
of the resolvent equation for L, (Theorem 4.4) and the inclusion D(A,) C D} (Ly) that has
been shown before. The main idea for the first part of the proof comes from [10, Proposition 2.2

and 3.2], where such a result was proved for the scalar real-valued Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator
tr(QD?*v(x)) + (Sx, Vu(x)), z € R?

with @ € R%?, Q = Q7, Q@ > 0and 0 # S € R%?. We conclude this section with some extensions
and further results concerning the characterization of the maximal domain.

In Section 6 we present a second characterization of the maximal domain D(A,) of A,. Assuming
(A1), (A4) and (A5) for 1 < p < oo and K = C, we prove in Theorem 6.1 that the maximal
domain D(A,) even coincides with

DP o (Lo) == {v e W2P(R, CN) | (S, V) € LP(RY,CN)}.

The proof of D(A4,) O DE . (Loy) is straightforward. To prove D(A4,) C DI, (Ly) we analyze
the abstract Cauchy problem for A, and apply LP-regularity results from [15, Theorem 5.1], [14,
Theorem 6.3] for the homogeneous, and from [14, Theorem 5.24] for the inhomogeneous Cauchy
problem. The main idea of the proof comes from [11], where this result is proved for the scalar
real-valued Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator. We emphasize that the proof of [14, Theorem 5.24]
uses a generalization of [8, IV. Theorem 9.1] to the complex-valued case (which, however, has
not been carried out in detail). Finally, under the same assumptions, we prove in Corollary 6.2 a
W2P_resolvent estimate for A, and an LP-estimate for the drift term (S-, Vo). The proof utilizes
the norm equivalence of the graph norms of A, and L., from [14, Corollary 5.26].

3. A core for abstract Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operators in LP(R?, C")

The aim of this section is to show that the Schwartz space S := S(RY,C") is a core for the
infinitesimal generator (A,, D(A4,)) of L for every 1 < p < oo. For the following definition see
[6, I1.1.6 Definition].

Definition 3.1. A subspace D C D(A,) of the mazimal domain D(A,) of the linear operator
Ay LP(R?,CN) D D(A,) — LP(RY,CN) with 1 < p < 00 is called a core for (A,, D(A,)) if D
is dense in D(A,) with respect to the graph norm of A,

||U||Ap = HAPU”LP(Rd@m + HU”LP(]Rd,(cN) , vED(4).

The next theorem states that the Schwartz space S(R?,C") is a core for the infinitesimal gen-
erator (Ap, D(4,)) of the semigroup (T'(t)),5, in LP(RY,CN) for 1 < p < co. Moreover, it turns
out that the formal operator Lo, and the abstract operator A, coincide on the Schwartz space
S(R4,CY). This is an extension of the real-valued scalar result in [10, Proposition 2.2 and 3.2]
to complex valued systems and also an extension of [14, Theorem 5.10] which assumes B = 0.

Theorem 3.2 (Core for the infinitesimal generator). Let the assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A5)
be satisfied for K = C and let 1 < p < oo. Then the Schwartz space S(R?, CN) C D(A,) is a core
for (Ap, D(4,)).

Proof. The proof is subdivided into the following three steps:



(1) S C LP(R?,CY) is dense w.r.t. I 2o (a3 y»

(2) S is a subspace of D(4,), i.e. S CD(A,) and App = Lo VO €S,

(8) S is invariant under the semigroup (1'(t));, i.e. T()S C SVt > 0.
The assertion of Theorem 3.2 then follows directly from an application of [6, I1.1.7 Proposition].
(1): Due to the inclusion C°(R4, CV) C S(RY,CV) C LP(RY,CVN) and since C* (R, CV) is
dense in LP(RY,CN) w.rt. ||, for every 1 < p < oo, we deduce that S(R?, CV) is also dense
in LP(RY, CN) w.r.t. |||, for every 1 < p < <.
(2): Let ¢ € S(RY,CY) be arbitrary. In order to prove S C D(A,) we must show that

6 € PRLCY), Lag € LR CY), lim ! S (T(1)9— ¢) exists in LM (R, CY).

1. Since S(RY,CY) is a subspace of LP(Rd,(CN) for 1 < p < o0, we deduce
¢ € LP(R? CN). Therefore, it is sufficient to show Lo.¢ € S(R? CN). Then we deduce
Loo¢ € LP(RY,CN) by the same argument. Since ¢ € S(RY,CV) C C*(R?,CY) and since
L. has smooth coefficients we infer that Lo.¢ € C(R? C). Considering the operator

[Loot] (x) =ADG(x) + (S, V() — Bo(x)

d d d
:AE:D%M0+§:§:&ﬂU@¢@)—BM@

i=1 j=1

and

D [Lod] (z AZxO‘Dﬁquﬁ +ZZ&W DPD;g(z) — Be*DPg()

1=1 1=1 j=1

for &, € N¢ and using the fact that ¢ is rapidly decreasing, we conclude from (2.3) with
a=a, = B +2,and a=a+ej, = B + e;, that every term on the right hand side vanishes
as |z| goes to infinity. Hence, L£,,¢ € S. It remains to verify that the limit exists in LP(R%, CV).
2. We first give a motivation how the limit looks like: Using the heat kernel properties (H2) and
(H3) a formal computation shows

T()6) (@)~ 6(x) _ . [T(0) ~T(0)
4,6 () =t LA E i | =5 ote)
-[Froae| | Faee t>¢(§)d§]

:{KOO/RUZH(,@,«E,t)qb(E) ] = Lo /6 d€ = [Lood] ().

This suggests that the limit tends (pointwise) to quﬁ(x) = Lood(x) € LP(RY, CN), provided that
all steps in the calculation are justified. We next prove that the limit even exists in LP(R¢, CV)
w.r.t. ||-||;», which is indeed much more involved, [10, Proposition 2.2 and 3.2].

3. Our aim is to apply Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem in L? from [1, Satz 1.23] with

T(t)p] (x) — P(x
fula) = POAD =00 iy 11206
to deduce that f;, f € LP(RY, CV) for t > 0 and f; — f in LP(RY,CV) as t | 0. We then directly
conclude ¢ € D(A4,), thus S(R?, CN) C D(A,). In particular, we have A,¢ = Lo for every
¢ € S(RY,CN). To justify the application of dominated convergence we must show that

(a) fi(x) — f(z) pointwise for a.e. x € R ast ] 0,
(b) |fi(x)] < g(x) pointwise for a.e. x € R? and for every 0 < t < t,




(c) g € LP(R% R),
where the function ¢ is constructed during the proof. Before we start to verify the properties
(a)—(c) we simplify the term f;, [10, Proposition 2.2 and 3.2]: Since ¢ € S(R? CY), Taylor’s
formula up to order 2 yields

95w =) =d(x) + Y_ (¢"x —z — ), Dig(x)
+ZZ%(eth—x—w) (etsx—ac—z/}) D;D;¢(x)

with remainder
1
Ryo(z—1x) = Z 161 (z — x)’g/ (1-7)P1DP¢ (x4 7 (2 — x))dr
0

for z := 'S

x — 1) satisfying
(3.1) [Ruz (2 — )| < CsCy |2 — o,

where Cg := Z\B|:3 % and Cy 1= maxgj—3 SUp,cga |Dﬁ¢)(y)|. Thus, using (2.6), the transfor-
mation theorem (with transformation ®(¢) = etz — ¢) and

K, t) = H(z,e 15z — 1, 1) = (47tA) "% exp (th —(4tA)! |¢|2) L t>0

we obtain

fule) = =1 | [ mes00eds - 000

S

[RdK(w, 16 (¢"z — ) dv — ¢(x )}

d
:% { K@ty - JN] o)+~ [ K@t > (e =z =), Dig(x)d

t Jra

d d
+ ; RdK U, t) ZZ% zfx—i/))i (etszfx—i/))j D;D;¢(x)dy
i=1 j=1

4
+ % g K, t)Rep (52 — 2 — 1) dip =: ;Ti(x,t), £>0.

Ty: Using [15, Lemma 4.5(1)] we obtain for every ¢ > 0

it = 3| [ K040 - 1] o) = () ot

Ty: A decomposition of Ty leads to

d
To(x,t) = 1 K (W, t Z eSe—x — ). Dip(x)di
) i=1 1 )
== g K4, t)dy Z (et — ), Dig(x) — - Z /Rd K, t);dp Di(x)
i=1 i=1



d etS:E — X
—o—Bt Z <f>lDz¢(x)

i=1

for every t > 0, where we used [15, Lemma 4.5(1) and (2)] for the first and second term, respec-
tively.

T5: Similarly, a decomposition of T3 leads to

Ts(x,t) = ; K(,t ZZ x—zf@b)i (etszfx—i/))j D;D;¢(x)dy

Rd

=1 1
1 d d ”
=% ZZ/ K (6, )0:0;d0 D; Digh(a)
=1 j=1
o
+2tzz/ K (¢, t)dy (e"x — ), (¢"z — x) ; D;Dig(x)
=1 1
1 d ]d
“ a2 [ K@) (¢~ w) g+ (45— @), i] dwD; Do)
i=1 j=1
=—22t “Baptoe) + Loy (FI2T) (C20) g
i=1 j=1 i 7
. [/ K usai(eSe o)+ [ K@i zx)}Dm()
’Lj 1
=e BT ANG(x) _BtZZ(e x—x) (etsxt_x)_Dij(:E)
i=1 j=1 2 J

for every t > 0, where we used [15, Lemma 4.5(3), (1) and (2)] for the first, second and third
term, respectively.

This yields a simplified representation for f;(z) for every ¢ > 0 given by

i) =P ABG) + Y (£272) Dot + () ot

i=1

(32) t _p d 4 ety — 1 ey — 1
: +5e ZZ( g )( g )ijD@(x)

i=1 j=1

+ 1 K1), t)Ryo(ePx — x — ) dip.

t Jgra

—I — X for X = —B, S and limy e~ Bt = [y we obtain
o L B)¢] () — ¢(x)

(a): Using limy o etxt

Ay (2) =tigy 2L = lim fi(0)
d etSy —x . e Bt _ Iy
=AA¢(x) + ltlﬁ)l - (f)lDzéb(x) + 1&8 <f) o(x)

L Eii ety — etSy —x D, Do)
10 2 4 i )\ ),



10

1
Tlim? | K@ )Re (s — o —y)dy

=AAG(x) + (Sz,Vo(r)) — Bd(x) = [Locd] () = [(2),

ie. fi(x) — f(x) pointwise for a.e. x € R? as t | 0, provided that the last limit tends to zeros.
This can be seen as follows: Using (3.1), the inequality

(3.3) (’etsx —a|+ |1p|)3 <4 (‘etsx - :I:’S + |1p|3) , T, R >0
and the following integral estimate (for k = 0 and k = 3)
d £ T (LEk
(3.4) / K (4, 8)] [0]F < k(Y)aZe a2 ( 2 )tg, t>0,keNy
R r(g)
with constants a1, az from (2.1) and condition number x(Y) := |Y 1| Y] of the transformation
matrix Y € CV'V from (A1), we obtain
1
‘— K, t) Ry p(e" 2 — x — )dy)
t Jpa
1
<3 [ IR0l RealetS— = ) o
R
<2 [ r@ OIS - ool dv
t Rd
CsC, 3
<22 [ K01 (e —a| + o))"
4C3C. 3
< [/ K, )] dip [ — +/ K ()], [l dw]
R4 R
tS,. _ 3 T (d%3
:4CﬂC¢/ﬁ(Y)a1%efb“t ol ( = )aét%
t r(g)

for every ¢t > 0. Therefore, using lim o etsfﬂc = Sx once more, the right hand side vanishes
for a.e. z € R? as t | 0. Note, that estimate (3.3) follows from a discrete version of Hélder’s
inequality. The integral estimate (3.4) can be proved in the same way as in [15, Lemma 4.3(1)].
(b): Given some € > 0 we choose ty = to(e) > 0 such that for every 0 < t < tg

tX T
(3.5) c

N =

’<|X|+5, le P, e <1+e and t(|S|+¢) <

for both, X = S and X = —B. Then (3.2) yields

\fi(x |<\e*tB||A|Z\D2¢ )| + e d|:c||Di¢<z>|

e LI
— 1d 2
f\ of? 1D, Dig(a)

N e B t— Iy ‘ 6(x)| + % B ZZ
i=1 j=1
+ '% K, t)Ryo(ePx — x —p)di
Rd

d d
(3.6) <(U+e)A] Y [Dig(@)] + (1+2) > (IS]+2) lo] IDie (@)
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d d
+ (Bl +e)[o(x)] + (1 +e¢ %OZZ (15| +&)* [«]* [D; Digp(x)]

i=1 j=1

+ H K, t)Rya(ePx — x —p)di

Rd

for every 0 < t < tg. Now the first four terms do not depend on ¢ any more. In particular, since
¢ € S(R?, CN), the first four terms belong to LP(R? CV). Therefore, it remains to estimate the
last term in such a way, that the bound doesn’t depend on ¢ any more and belongs to LP (R4, CV)
as a function of x. For this purpose, we must handle the last term very carefully.

1 KW, )Ry o(e" 2 — x — b)dyp

t Jpa

:1 |6| (EB ' —7'2 p €z T\Z —X T
t Rdw,t)wzgﬂ,( [ =20t (e = ) dras

Iﬂl 18] 2B
|[K (¢, )] |2 — x| (1-7)?|DP¢(z+ 7 (2 — x))| drdy)
\m 5 0 / /

40’6/ |K (¢, )] (’etsx—x‘ +|1/J|)ma)§ sup ’D'ﬁqﬁ r+7(z—2x) ‘dw,

where z := etSz — 1), Cg = Z\ﬂIZB % We now must dlstmgulsh between four cases: Let R > 1
be arbitrary.

Case 1: (|z| > R, |¢| < ‘%‘) In this case we use ¢ € S(R?,CV). Given ¢ > 0 and choose
to = to(e) > 0 as in (3.5). From |z] > R, |¢| < i and (3.5) we obtain for every 7 € [0, 1]

|z +7 (2 —z— )| > |z| — 7 e’ $_$1_7|¢|>|x|_’€tsx_$’_|w|

tS,]
> (1= 0| ) ol = 1> =1+ € ol = o] > 5L = 10> L

Moreover, since ¢ € S(R?, CV), we have
Va,8 €Nj3Cap >0: [y*D7é(y)| < Cas Vy € RY,
and therefore, for arbitrary Ry > 0 it holds
(3.7) [D76(y)] < Caslyl ™™ Vy €R Iyl > R
Thus, using (3.4) with k£ = 0 and k = 3, we obtain, z := etz — ¢

4C
—ﬂ/ |K (1) (|etsx—x‘3+|1/1|3) max ‘Dqu (z+7(z—2))|dy
t Jipiglzl el

€tS —Id 3 1
<acy [ K@) (t? | lal® + Sl
i<t

-max sup C’ag|:c+7( Sx—z—z/))‘ila‘dw
181=3 r€[0,1]

<acy [ IKw.) (t2<|S|+e>3|z|3 |w|)maxc 5419 g1 dy
W)K

<ARICHCo | (15149 ol [ (w0l aw
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L~
411l [ G0l v

<A CaCyr(Y)at (1 +€) (5 (1| +€)° + 18 =5 ——
R T (5)

for every 0 < t < to and |z| > R, where Cy := max|g—3 Cs,3. Here, we must choose |a| > % +3
to guarantee the LP—integrability of hi(x) in |z| > R, since

e3¢} 1—n
(3.8) / s7ds = 2 1,n€Nwithn>1,a€RWitha>0,
a n—

and

d
2

/ ja]~el=9r gy = 272
jo|>R r(g)
Case 2: (|z| > R, |¢| > ‘%‘) In this case we must use that K(-,t) € S(RY,CY). First of all,
using e~ € S(R,R), i.e.

/°° —((lal=3)p—(d-1)) 4.
R

Vm eNgVR>03ICrm >0: |6 | < Crmls|™™ V|s| > R,

(3.8) and the constants ag, amin and amax from (2.1), we deduce

/.

K (4, )] [ dp < R(Y) / (Amtamn) e Tk Y 1 dy

>zl | > L2l

d
_d 272 o0 ___a 2
=k(Y) (4mtamin) : L;e_bot/ ra=le T Tt kg
r(s) Lol
4
a2 = . 9 - 2
:K(Y) <&> (4tamin>§ F d eibOt\/ a %\I‘ Sdileis Skds
0 s
d+k
2 = 9 o
<k(Y) (Clm;ax> (4tamm)g e e—bot/ ) " gd—1+k=m g
0 s

dtk £ 1 —(m—d—Fk)
:2H(Y)a1 (4tam;n) ? o—bot <L) : m —. "t e bot |x|*(m*d*k)

whenever m > d + k + 1. Therefore, we obtain for 0 < t < tg, z := etz — 1)

4C, .
T/|¢|>% K, 1) (|ets°’”*~"”| + [ ) max |DP¢ (x4 7 (2 — )| dyp

r€[0,1]
4C3C,
e [ Kl
b sty

4

etS — Id

3
43 + 1) || dep

4C3C,
S s e 1) [ KW 0|
Y127

<ACC, (433(1S] +2)* +1) O "2 ot ||~ (=43
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—d—2

<4CgC¢ (43t0(|S|+5> +1) CtO 3 (1+€) |:C| (m—d—3) _. o ( )

for every 0 <t < to and |z| > R, where Cy := max|g|—3 Sup, cpa ‘D )‘ Here, we must choose
m > % + d + 3 to guarantee LP-integrability in |z| > R.
Case 3: (|z| < R, || > |Z|). In this case we use that Schwartz functions, as e.g. ¢ and their
derivatives, are bounded on compact sets, e.g. on Bgr(0). Using (3.4) with k& = 3, we obtain with
z:=eSz — 1)
4C
—B/ |K (’e x—:z:’ +|w|)max ’D'ﬁqﬁ (z+7(z—2))|d
bzl MEo)
4C5C ety —
Sl L) (t?’ LIy )
>3
4CsC
SRS e ey [ Kl
>3
4CsC
T (8481 + 2 +1) [ 1K G0 ol
4 s (42
<4CsC, (£263(1S| + ) + 1) k(Y)a? eib“taé F((‘Qi )t%
2
3,3 3 g s (H2) s
<4CsC, (4%t5(1S| +€)° +1) k(Y)af (1 +)a3 - (j) tg =: hs
2

for every 0 <t < tp and |z| < R, where Cy := maxg|—3 SUp,cga ‘Dﬁgb(y)|.
Case 4: (|z| < R, |¥] < ‘%‘) This case is similar to case 3. Using (3.5) and (3.4) with &k = 0
and k = 3, we obtain for z := Sz — 1)

4c
—ﬁ/ |K (’e x—:z:’ +|w|)max ’Dﬁqﬁ (z+7(z—2))|d
t )<Lz lal=s,
2 €tS—Id 3 3 1 3
<4OBO¢/< T e L T R

<1050, [ 51+ [ K0la+ 1 [ .01l ]

4 2 3 p3 F(di) 5,1
<4CC0sk(Y)aze ™ [t (|S| +e)° R +f§)a§t5
2
N P A
<4CgC¢K(Y)a12 (1+€) tO (|S|+€) R +W(I§t§ ::h4
2

for every 0 <t <t and |z| < R, Where Cy 1= max|g|—3 Sup,cgra | D d(y)|.
Now choosing |a| = ; +4and m = ; + d + 4 and defining

max{hs, ha} |

h:R' =R, h(z):= {max{h1($)7h2($)} s |
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we deduce from (3.6)

d
[fe(@)] <(1 +¢) IAIZ\D2¢ )|+ (1 +e) Z S| + &) 2| [Dig(x)| + (1B] + ) ()]

=1 7
¢ d d
(1+¢) 5022 S| + ) |z|* |D; Dig(x)| + h(z) =: g(x)
i=1 j=1

for every 0 < t < tp.
(¢): Using the decomposition

ol oy = [ lo@l o+ [ gt ds
|z[>R |z|<R

and (3.7) since ¢ € S(R?, CY), we deduce g € LP(R? R) and the application of dominated
convergence is justified.

(3): The proof can partially be found in [6, I1.2.13]. Let ¢ € S := S(R?, CV).

L. Recall the (d-dimensional) diffusion semigroup (G(,0));

[G(t,0)¢] (y) := | H(e ™y, & 1)g(€)de

2
= /R (4rt )% exp (=Bt — (464) " |y — &) 6(&)de, ¢ > 0
and recall the kernel K
K, t) = (4ntA) "% exp ( Bt — (4tA) " | )
which satisfies K(-,t) € S for every t > 0, see [6, VI.5.3 Example|. Then we have
[G(t,0)¢] (z) = [K(t) * ¢] (x)

and hence

(3.9) [T(t)¢] (z) = [G(£,0)] (" z) = [K (1) * ¢] (" ).
2. First we show that

(3.10) [Fo(e')] (€) = [Fo()] (%) Vo €S,

where F¢ denotes the Fourier transform of ¢ € S. From the transformation theorem (with trans-
formation ®(z) = e'°x), (A5) and the definition of the Fourier transform [6, VI.5.2 Definition|
we obtain

Foe) (€)= [ QoS ada = [ T oy

R
= [ oty = (o] %9).
3. Next we show that
(3.11) [FIT(6)9] ()] (€) = [FE(, )] (e5€) - [Fo] (e5¢).
From (3.9) and (3.10) we obtain for every ¢t > 0
[FIT(6)6] ()] (€) = [FIK ) * 6] ()] (&) = [F [K ()  ¢] ()] ("°€)
=[(FK (1) () (F¢) ()] (%€) = [FE ()] ("°¢) - [Fo] (e"¢).

4. Since ¢ € S it follows that [F¢] (-) € S and thus [F)] (e**
)

e € S for every t > 0. Analogously,
since K(-,t) € S for every t > 0 it follows that [FK(t)] (-

)
€ S and hence [FK(t)](e*®) € S
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for every t > 0. Using (3.11) we deduce that [F[To(t)¢] ()] (-) € S for every ¢ > 0 (since
S is closed under pointwise multiplication), i.e. F (T'(¢t)S) C S for every t > 0 and hence
T(t)S C F1(S) = S for every t > 0, see [17, IL.7.7 The inversion theorem|. The case t = 0
follows directly from the definition of 7" in (2.6), that gives T(0)S = S. O

Remark 3.3. Indeed, one can show that also C>°(R4,CN) is a core for (A,, D(A,)), but the ar-
guments are slightly different. Since C>° (R4, CN) is not invariant under the semigroup (T(t))t20,
we cannot apply [6, 11.1.7 Proposition|. In this case one must perform a direct proof as in |10,
Proposition 3.2].

4. Resolvent estimates for formal Ornstein-Uhlenbeck opera-
tors in LP(R? CY)
In this section we prove resolvent estimates for the operator
[Loov] (x) = AAv(z) + (Sx, Vu(x)) — Bo(z), 2 € R?
in LP(R?,C") for 1 < p < oo. Defining the formal Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator
[Lov] (z) = AAv(z) + (S, Vo(x)) , z € RY,
we observe that the operator L, = Ly — B is a constant coefficient perturbation of £y. Therefore,
we equip the operator L., with the domain

DP (L) = {v e W2P(RL, CN)Y N LP(RY,CN) | AAw + (S-, Vo) € LP(Rd,cN)}

loc loc

loc

- {v e W2P(RL, CNY N LP(RY, CNY | Lov € LP(Rd,(CN)} .

Note that the domain D}, (L) of Lo, does not depend on the matrix B.

The following lemma states that Lo : LP(R?, CN) D D (L) — LP(R?,CV) is a closed operator
in LP(R?, CV) for every 1 < p < oo. This allows us to define the resolvent of L... A proof for the
real-valued case, which is based on a local elliptic LP-regularity result from |7, Theorem 9.11], can
be found in [12, Lemma 3.1]. The following lemma extends [14, Lemma 5.11] to general matrices

B e CVN,

Lemma 4.1. Let the assumption (A3) be satisfied for K = C, then the operator L, : LP(R?, CN) D
DY (Lo) — LP(RL,CN) is closed in LP(RY,CN) for 1 < p < oo.

loc
Proof. Let (vn),,cy be such that v, € D} (Lg) converges to v € LP(RY,CY) and Logvy, converges
to u € LP(RY CY) both wr.t. |||,,. To show the closedness of Lo, we must verify that
v e DY (Lo) and Loov = u in LP(RY, CV).

Let © C R? be an open bounded set. From £.,v, — u in LP(R?, CY) we infer that Loov, |0 — ulo
in LP(Q,CY) and therefore, (Loctnla), ey is a Cauchy sequence in LP(€, C™). Analogously, we
deduce from v, — v in LP(R?, CV) that v,|q — v]q in LP(€2, CY) and thus (va|q), .y is a Cauchy
sequence in LP(2,CY). Since Sz is bounded in § by the boundedness of €, |7, Theorem 9.11]

yields that for every ' CC Q) there exists some constant C'= C(2,Q, p, A, S,d) > 0 such that
anlﬂ/ - Umlﬂ/HWZvP(Q’,(CN)
<C (Ilenle = vmloll o acm + | £sctnle = Locvmlalloen) ) <&

Therefore, (v, |ar),cy is a Cauchy sequence in W2P(Q,CN) and consequently, there exists some
v e W2P(Q,CN) such that v, | — v in W2P(Q,CN) and hence in particular in LP(Q', CN).
Moreover, since v, — v in LP(RY,CN) we deduce v,|or — vloy in LP(Q,CY). Therefore,
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v = v|g in LP(Y,CN) and we further infer that v,|o — v|o in W22(Q,CN) and v|g €
W2P(Q, CN).

Now, by the arbitrariness of € and €’ we deduce that v € VVliCp (R4, CN). Moreover, v,|or —
vl € W2P(Q,CN) implies Loovnlor — Loov|qr in LP(,CY) and hence Loov|or = ulgr in
LP(QY,CN). By arbitrariness of Q and ' we deduce Loov = u € LP(RY CV) and thus v €

Dy, (Lo)- O
Since (Loo, D}, .(Lo)) is a closed operator on the Banach space LP(R?,CY) for every 1 < p < oo,
we have the following notion

0(Ls) :={X € C| M — L is not bijective} spectrum of L.,
P(Loo) :=C\o (L) resolvent set of L,
RO Loo) =M — Loo) ™", for A € p(Loo) resolvent of £

The estimate from the following Lemma 4.2 is crucial for the LP-resolvent estimates in Theorem
4.4 below. This result is a complex-valued version of [11, Lemma 2.1] and is taken from [14,
Lemma 5.12].

Lemma 4.2. Let the assumption (A3) be satisfied for K = C. Moreover, let Q C R be a
bounded domain with a C?-boundary or @ = R4, 1 < p < oo, v € W2P(Q,CNV) N Wol’p(Q,(CN)
and n € CL(Q,R) be nonnegative, then

—Re/nET|v|p72AAv
Q

d d
>(p—1)Re/Q7]|v|p Z TAD,; v]l{wgo}nLRe/Q?T |v|p72ZDj7]ADjv
=1 j=1
+(p—2)Re =457 R — |v]*Dy0" |AD;v1
p— 77|U| Z e JU v [v[*Djv 3V {0}

Remark 4.3. For the parameter regime 2 < p < oo Lemma 4.2 follows directly from the inte-
gration by parts formula and therefore, the estimate is satisfied with equality. In this case, the
real parts in front of the integrals can also be dropped and the assumption (A3) is not used. If
1 < p <2, then Lemma 4.2 is satisfied only with inequality, which is a direct consequence of Fa-
tou’s lemma. The positivity of the quadratic term, based on (A3), is necessary for the application
of Fatou’s lemma.

Proof. We only provide the proof for @ C R? bounded. In case Q = R? integration by parts
yields no boundary terms due to decay at infinity and thus it can be treated in an analogous way
but without boundary integrals. Let  C R? be bounded with 02 boundary 0f).

Case 1: (2 < p < 00). Multiplying —AAv from left by no! |v|p , integrating over € and using
integration by parts formula we obtain

d
7/QT]ET|’U|;D_2AA’U:7Z/QT]ET|’U|;D_2ADJ2-’U

ot |v|P~2AD; v—l—Z/nD @T|v|P~2)AD;v

d
> [

d

Z/ D)ot [v[P~2ADjv + (p — 1) Z/n|v|p 2Dv ADjvlgy20y
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(p—2) Z/n|v|p 4 Re (Djv v) — [v|*Djv }AD]-U]I{W&O}

d
=(p — /77|’U|p QZD]’U ADJv]l{v#O}—l—/ T|’U|p_2ZDj77ADj’U

j=1 j=1

+0=2) [ bl 42

Now applying real parts we deduce the desired estimates with equality. In the computations above
we used the following auxiliaries: The relation
z+Z = 2Re z yields

D; (o) = D; (Ib1%)*) = £ (101%) * " D; (jof?) = 2D, (0" v)

—F7T
(4.1) :§|U|p—2 [DjvTU + ETDJ»U} - g|v|p—2 [DjvTv + D v ]

Re (D v v) |v|2D v | ADjvll 20y

=plv[P~*Re (DjvTv)

for every v € CV, p > 2 and j =1,...,d. This formula remains valid for every p > 0 and v # 0.
Using the formula (4.1) we obtain for every v # 0 and p > 2

D; (0" |o|P=2) = Dyv’ [v] =2 + 37 D; (ju"~?)
:DjvT|v|’”72 + (p— 2)7" [u[P~*Re (D -vTv)
=(p— 1)|U|p_2DjvT +(p—2)|vP~* [Re (D v ’U) — [v[*Djv } .

Case 2: (1 < p < 2). This case is much more involved and one has to be very careful, since the
expression |v|” is not differentiable at v = 0 for 1 < p < 2. We prove the assertion in three steps.

— p_
1. First we consider v € C?(Q, CV)NC,(Q, CV). Multiplying —AAv from left by nv” (jv|? 4 ¢) 2 !
for some € > 0, integrating over €2 and using integration by parts formula we obtain

o e an =<3 [t ) e
U D; (o (jo2+2) ") ADJ”*/ WT(IUIQH)%_IADJ'WMS]
Q o0

I R

1

J

e

1

[/ (D;n)T" (|U|2 + 5)571 ADjv —|—/ nD; (ET (|U|2 + 5)571) ADjv
Q Q

J

S~

7 (|v|2 +€)%_2 (( —1)|v)? +€

H'Mm.

+/5T (|’U|2 +€)5712Dj7]ADj’U
Q i
p 2 d
+(p—2)/ (Jo]*+e)2" Z[ va |U|DU:|ADjU.
Q

Jj=1
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The boundary integral vanishes because from v € C.(Q, CY) follows v(z) = 0 for every z € 9.
Moreover, we used the relations

Di (w2 +e)* ") = (5=1) (WP +¢)* 7> D (1o +¢)
=(p=2) (|0 +2)" " Re (Dy0"0),
of. (4.1) for p = 2, and
D, (ET (Iof? +5)%‘1) =Dj0" (ll? +€)* " +7D; (v +2) )
Do (|v|2 (p—2) (v +2)* 7 Re (D—juTv)

)2
= (v +¢)* [D—jv (02 +&) + (p— 2)7"Re (D—jvTv”
((

p

= (o> +¢) 5"

+ (Jv)* +¢) (p—2) [Re (D v ’U) — |v|*Djv } .
Note that both formulas are valid for 1 <p <2, ve€ Candj=1,...,dife >0andfor 1 < p < 2,
v#0Qand j=1,...,dif e =0.
2. We now apply Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, see [1, A1.21]: Putting the last

two terms of the equation from step 1 to the left hand side, taking the limit ¢ — 0 and applying
dominated convergence twice we obtain

(p— )/7}|v|p QZD v AD 0T p0}

7j=1

p—1)[v]* +¢) Djv
2

P
2

d
=tim [ 0 (o +)57 (0= Dol +2) )Y P

= — lim [/ o’ (|v]? +€)%_1 Alv +/ T (jof? +€ ZDJUAD v
Q

e—0 Q =
+(p72)/ %7QZ[R6 (Dv v) — |[v)*Djv }ADJ-U
Q =
:—/n5T|v|p_2AAv—/ ol JufP 2ZDJ7’]ADJU
Q
Jj=1

f(p*2)/ nlo’~ 42 [Re (D v v) — |v[*Djv }ADJ-URWO}.

To justify the applications of Lebesgue s theorem, we discuss the assumptions in both cases:
First, we define

fomn (WP +e) 2 (p-1 |v|2+e

H'Mm

d
_ —T
f=(p—DnlvP2 E Djv ADjv.

j=1



19
Using v € C2(Q,CN) N Co(Q,CN), i € Co(QR) and ([o]? +2)% " < [v|P~2* for k = 1,2 and
1 < p < 2 we obtain that f. is dominated by g as follows

d
4= (12008 (57 + ¥4 (o +)F) P

d
_ 2
<lnl (I =2+ 1) [o]P2[A] Y Dy
j=1
=|p = 3[[Allnllv[P~2|Vo|*Liyz0)

-2 2
<Ip = 3l Al Il 0l ™ VoIl Tivzoy =2 g

Since v is compactly supported, i.e. 1,0y is compact, g belongs to LY(Q,R). In particular,
fe — f pointwise a.e. as ¢ — 0. Thus, by dominated convergence, f, f € L'(Q,CV) and f. — f
in L1(,CY) as ¢ — 0. Next, consider

d
fo =0T (Jof* + E)%_l nAAv + ZDjnADjv
J=1
» d
+(p—2)n(|v]* +¢) 5_22 [ (D v v) |v|2D v | ADjv.
j=1
d
f=tT P2 [ nALv + ZDjnADjv
j=1

(v~ 2>n|v|P‘4jZi; [Re (Djv"v) " -

|v|2DjvT} ADjv

Using v € C%(Q,CN) N C(2,CN), n € CH(Q,R) and (Jv]? Jre)gfk < |vP=2 for k = 1,2 and
1 < p < 2 we obtain that f. is dominated by g as follows

d
21
|fel <[o] (Jol* +¢) |77||A||Av|+|A|Z|Dﬂ7l|Dg‘v|
j=1

d
z_2o
1o =2l (jof? +2)* Y [|Re (Djo

o) | ol + [v21Ds01] [411D;0l
Jj=1

d
<ol | nllAll Aol + ALY [Djnl|Djol | Liuzoy

j=1
d
+2lp = 2llnl[oP2 D [Dj0*| Al o0
j=1

—1
<Aoo IS 1Al + dIAL 171l o0 110115 o0

—2 2
2d|p — 2||A] [l 0115 Ivlll,oo} Livzoy =1 9
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Since v is compactly supported, we deduce once more that g belongs to L(, R). In particular,
f- — f pointwise a.e. as ¢ — 0. Thus, by dominated convergence, f., f € L'(Q,CV) and f. — f
in L1(Q,CN) as e — 0.

3. Now let v € W22(Q,CN) N W, P(2,CN). In this case we use a density argument and Fatou’s
lemma, that yields the inequality. Note that we have to take real parts on both sides in order
to apply Fatou’s lemma. Since C?(Q2,CN) N C.(Q,CV) is a dense subspace of W2?(Q,CN) N
Wy P (Q,CN) w.r.t. |l yr=.p» there exists a sequence v, € C%(€,CY) N C.(2,CY) such that
vp = v wrt. [||ly2, @8 n — 0o, n € N. Furthermore, there exists a subset N C N such
that v,, — v and Vv, — Vv pointwise a.e. as n — oo, n € N'. In the following we consider
this subsequence (vy,)nen' € C2(,CN) N Ce (2, CN): Inserting v, into the equation from step
2, taking real parts and the limit inferior n — oo (n € N’) on both sides and applying Fatou’s
lemma on the left hand side we obtain

d
_ =T
(pfl)Re/QnMp 2 g Djv" ADjvl g0y

j=1

d
. _ — T
:/ingrolo(p— 1)njv, [P ’Re ZDjUn ADjvn 1y, 20y

Jj=1

d
:/ liminf (p — 1)7}|vn|p72Re ZDjvnTADjvn]l{vn¢O}
q n—oo .
J=1

d
<liminf /(p — Dn|va|P?Re ZDjvnTADjUnl{vnséo}
j=1

=lim inf
n— o0

d
—Re / UWT|vn|p72AAvnfRe/mT|vn|p72ZDjnADjvn
Q Q

J=1

d
_ (p — 2)Re / 7]|1)n|p_4 Z |:Re (Dj’UnT’Un) WT _ |Un|2DjUnT} ADj'Un]]-{mﬁéO}‘|
Q °
j=1
d
— Re / 0oL |un P2 AAv, — Re / WT|Un|p_QZDjnADjvn
Q Q

j=1
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n— o0

d
_ (p — 2)Re /QT]|1)n|p*4 Z |:Re (Dj’UnT’Un) WT _ |Un|2DjvnT:| ADj'Un]]-{mﬁéO}‘|

j=1

d
=—Re / no? |v|P~2AAv — Re / ol |u[P~2 ZDjnADjv
Q Q

j=1
& - —T
—(p—2)Re /Qn|v|p74z [Re (Djv v) o' — |v|*Djv } ADjvl {0y
j=1

In the first equality we used the fact that v, — v and Vv, — Vv pointwise a.e. as n — oo,
n € N'. The last equality can be accepted as follows: Let f, — f in L? and g, — ¢ in LP with
% + % =1,ie g= L5, then [ fagn — | fg by Holder’s inequality, since

[thon—t9= [tha= 19+ [ 0. 9)
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<o = Fllza lgnllo + £l Lo lgn = gll o = 0.

Thus,
Tl |on P2 55 7 |u|P=2, Alv, 55 Anw,
T o772 B 7T |2, ADjv, 55 AD;w,
|vn [P *Re (DjvnTvn) Tl Ly |v|p*4Re (DjUTU) o7, ADjuvy, 4 ADjv,
|vn|p72DjUnT Lj |U|p72DjUT7 ADjvy, g ADjuv,

together with n € C (R4 R) yields the last equality in the above equation. It remains to justify
the application of Fatou’s lemma, [1, A1.20]: Consider

d
fn = (= DnlvaP*Re ZDjvnTADjvn]l{vnio}, neN.
j=1
By Hoélder’s inequality we have already seen that liminf, . f, < oo is satisfied. Moreover, f, >
0 pointwise a.e., since A satisfies assumption (A3) and 7 is nonnegative. Finally, f, € LY(Q,R),
since v, € C?(Q,CN) N C.(Q,CN) and n € CLRYR). Thus, by Fatou’s, liminf, e fn €
LY(Q,R) and

/ liminff,, <liminf [ f,,
¢ Q

) n—r oo n—oo

that proves the lemma. Note, that it is in general not possible to apply Lebesgue’s theorem in
case of v € W2P(Q,CN) N W, ?(Q,CN), since one cannot determine a n-independent bound for
|fn] < g a.e. for every n € N'. In fact, we only know positivity of f,, due to (A3), that justifies
the application of Fatou’s lemma and generates an inequality for 1 < p < 2. O

We now prove sharp resolvent estimates for the formal operator L, in LP (R4, CV) for 1 < p < oo,
which then yield uniqueness for solutions of the resolvent equation for Lo in Df (Ly). The
techniques are related to [11, Theorem 2.2, Remark 2.3] for the scalar real-valued case and from
[2, Theorem 3.1] for d = 2. In our situation, the proof requires the additional LP-dissipativity
condition (A4). The condition seems to be optimal in order to derive resolvent estimates for
Lo in LP(R? CN) for 1 < p < 0o and contains an additional restriction on the spectrum of the

diffusion matrix A.

Theorem 4.4 (Resolvent Estimates for L., in LP(R?, CY) with 1 < p < 00). Let the assumptions
(A4) and (A5) be satisfied for 1 < p < oo and K = C. Moreover, let A\ € C with Re XA > g,
where B € R is from (2.2), and let v, € DY (L) denote a solution of

loc

AN —L)v=yg

in LP(R?, CN) for some g € LP(R?, CN). Then v, is the unique solution in DY, (Lo) and satisfies
the resolvent estimate

1
[vill Lo (e cry < Rer—0n 191l Lo (ra vy -

In addition, for 1 < p < 2 the following gradient estimate holds

11
e VS
A 1
(Re/\ - 53)5

|v~k|Wl,p(]Rd,(CN) ”gHLP(]R'i,(CN) :
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Remark 4.5. (1) Note that the proof deals with cut-off functions. These are necessary because
v E Wi’f(Rd, CN) implies that Vv and Av are only p-integrable over bounded sets in RY.

(2) The gradient estimate is proved only for 1 < p < 2 but not for p > 2. The requirement
1 < p < 2 appears in a special application of Holder’s inequality.

(8) An LP-dissipativity condition for the operator VT (QVwv) + (b, Vo) + av in LP(Q,C) with
1 < p < oo can be found in [4] for the scalar case but with complex b, namely for constant
coefficients Q € C+1 b € C?, a € C with Q C R? open in [4, Theorem 2|, and for variable
coefficients Qi;, b; € C1(Q,C), a € C°(Q, C) with Q C R bounded in [4, Lemma 2].

(4) The LP-dissipativity condition (A4) needed in Theorem 4.4 is not easy to interpret and to give
it a geometric meaning. For a complete characterization of the LP-dissipativity condition (A4)
in terms of the antieigenvalues of the diffusion matriz A we refer to [14, Theorem 5.18|. There,
it is proved that for fized 1 < p < oo the LP-dissipativity condition (A4) is equivalent to a lower
p-dependent bound for the first antieigenvalue of the diffusion matriz A.

Proof. Assume v, € D}, (L) satisfies
(4.2) M —L)ve=g
in LP(R?, CV) for some g € LP(R?,CN) with 1 < p < co. Let us define

1 szl <1
x
n(z) =1 (E) , n€CXMRYLR), n(x)=1{el0,1], smooth , 1< |z[<2.
0 ) =2

1. Multiplying (4.2) from left by n2v; 7 |v*|p with 1 < p < oo, integrating over R? and taking
real parts yields

Re/ 77721 lve P~ 2T g= (Re)\)/ 7],21 |v*|p7Re/ nnv*T lve|P™ 2 AN,
Rd Rd R4

d

_Re/ N2 | |PT QZ(Sx)ijv*
R

Jj=1
2—T -2
—|—Re/ No0x vk [P Boy.
Rd

2. Using (A5), i.e. —S = ST then integration by parts formula and (4.1) imply

1 1
0:_ 2 S *P:_/ Qd' S *p
[ (s ) o dennwww

j=1
1 d
P JRra =
1 d
IS [ sl / P
pj:l R
2 2 —T 9
T ];Z/]Rd nn(D]Un)(Sz>] |v*|p - Z/]Rd nn(Sz>]Re (Dj’l)* 'U*) |U*|p

d

2
:——/ N vk |” Z i) (ST); —Re/ 20T | |P” QZ(Sw) Djv,.
R4

p j=1 j=1
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Since (A4) implies (A3) an application of Lemma 4.2 (with Q = R9¢, n = n2) yields
Re [ a2lo 5ty
Rd

d
>e) [ 2 le +Re [ 20,0 0. Y D ADse,
R4 R4

j=1

d d
_ —T 2
+ (p—1)Re /Rd 02 |ve|? 2 Z Djv, ADjv, + » /]Rd N [ve]? Z(Djnn)(Sx)j

Jj=1 Jj=1

d
+ (p—2)Re / n? v P~ Z [Re (Djv*Tv*) Tl — |v*|2Djv*T} ADjv,
R4 -
Jj=1

+ Re / ni@T |v,k|p*2 Bu,.
]Rd

3. Putting the 2nd and 4th term from the right hand to the left hand side yields

d
_ — 7
(Re M) /Rd n2 |ve]? 4+ (p — 1)Re /Rd 02 |ve|? 2 E Djv, ADjv,

=1
d T T
+ (p—2)Re / 77,21 |v*|p*4 g {Re (Djv* v*) ol — |v*|2Djv* ADjv,
Rd °
Jj=1

+ Re / nZET |v*|p72 Bu,
]Rd

d
<Re [ 05Ty~ Re [ 2w oY DymadD,
R4 R4

Jj=1

2

d
- = n UL [P D.n,)(Sx);.
= [ YD)

For the 1st term on the right hand side we use Rez < |z| and Hoélder’s inequality (with ¢ such
that L+ 2 =1)

Re/ h IU*IP_QET9=/ o [ "* Re (")
Rd Rd

P =1 1
5 . 2(p—1) 1 —1 P 2 P\ »
< [ bl < /(n o ]? ) (/ (nfz |g|))
Rd Rd Rd
p—1 1
P P
< / nzw’) < / nilg|p>
R4 R4

For the 2nd term we use Re z < |z|, Holder’s inequality (with p = ¢ = 2) and Cauchy’s inequality
(with e > 0)

d
~Re | 20,57 |0, P72 " Dn, AD v,
/]Rd M Ux |V Z i Jv

j=1
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il 214 Il 00 <
<2 [ oo Yo 1D IDyon] € == E ST | (D
j=1 j=1

1

204 1,00 2 2\ :
ST Z(/Rdniwjm ) ([ o)
Al .
OO D * *p - *p'
Z/ 21002 o =

Here we used that for every z € R% and j =1,...,d

x

D) =[5 (1 (2))] = 2|0 (2)] < = max max | Dyu(y)| =~

n n j=1,...,d yeRd n

For the 3rd term we use that 0, (x) = 0 for |z| > 2n and 0, (x) = 1 for |z| < n. Hence D;n, () =0
for |x| < n and we obtain

2
=2 [ el S Dima)(Sa), Z )y AR CERIEXA

d
2 4d |S|[[nll,
2 [ el < == [
pj:l n<|z|<2n p n<|z|<2n

The last inequality is justified by 7, (z) < 1 and
1 T 1 x
(521 1Dsma(@)] = ~1(52);] [(Dim) ()] < <Sllat | (Dm) (2))]

5|
<o sup fof ) max max|Din(y)| = 2|S|nll; e -
n n<|z|<2n Jj=1,..., dyeRd

Altogether, combining the 2nd and 3rd term on the left hand side and using the notation (u,v) :=
7" v for the Euclidean inner product on CV, we obtain

wex) [ a2l 4Z[|v*| Re (Dyv.. AD,v,)
R4 Rd

Jj=1

+ (p — 2)Re (Djvs, vs) Re (vy, ADjv*ﬁ —|—/ n2 |vaP"? Re (v, Bu,)
Rd

1
; 5 A] e & s
<( / niw) ( / ni|g|p) 2 e © 5 / 72 Do [os P
Rd Rd n =1 Rd

2d[ Al [|nll; Ad IS Il o
+717/ |,U*|P+711/ vy |? .
dne R4 p n<|z|<2n

4. The LP-dissipativity assumption (A4) guarantees positivity of the term appearing in brackets
[---] and the choice of S5 in (2.2) provides a lower bound for Re (v,, Bv,). Therefore, putting
the 2nd term from the right hand to the left hand side in the latter inequality from step 3 we

obtain
d
214 Iyl oo )
Rer=gm) [ 2 ho + 3 [ o (9= ZEES) Dy
Rd =1 Rd n
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<wen) [ i+ [ a2 1o Y | ol Re (Do, AD;v.)
R

j=1

+ (p — 2)Re (Djvs,v4) Re (v,, ADjU*>:| —|—/ n2 [u P> Re (v, Buy)
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Al oot [
- %0 D. p—2
. Z/m ol o

p—1 1
ol L adAlfnl,
<(/ nilv*lp) (/ ni|g|”) e I
Rd Rd 4TL€ Rd

Ad|S| [l
g [
p n<|z|<2n

A
5. Choosing € > 0 such that y4 — W > 0 for every n € N and taking the limit inferior for

n — oo, an application of Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem and Fatou’s lemma yield

d
(ReX = ) [oalpquo ey < A=) [ ol +94 D [ 1Dl onf?
R ; R
J=1
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Rd 00 Rd 00 4e Rd MO0 T
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([ lr) T (1) = ol lolen o,

Finally, using Re A— 85 > 0 the LP-resolvent estimate follows by dividing both sides by Re A— g
and HU*H’Z;ng’CN). Indeed, we must check that the assumptions of Lebesgue’s theorem and
Fatou’s lemma are satisfied. We suggest that first one must apply Lebesgue’s theorem, which
then yields that the assumptions of Fatou’s lemma are satisfied. For the application of Lebesgue’s
theorem we have the pointwise convergence n2|v. [P — |v.|P, nZ|g|? — |g|P, L|v.|P — 0 and
[v.|” 1{pg|a|<2n} — O for almost every z € R? as n — oo. Furthermore, they are dominated by
[n2[v.P| < vel?, [n21g]P] < |g|Py Llvel? < |vel?, (0]’ Lingzi<ony < |04]? and the bounds belong
to Ll(Rd,R) since vi,g € LP (Rd, cN ). For the application of Fatou’s lemma we observe that

A _
n2|v,|P and n? (’yA - W) |D;v,]? v, |P~? belong to L'(R%, R), are positive and the limit
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inferior of their integrals is bounded by Lebesgue’s theorem.

6. To show uniqueness in DI (L), let u,, v, € D} (Lo) be solutions of

M —Lo)uy=9g and M —Lx)vi=g

in LP(RY,CN). Then w, := v, — u, € DI (L) is a solution of the homogeneous problem
(M — Loo) w, = 0 in LP(RY, CY). From the LP-resolvent estimate we obtain ||w,||;, < 0, hence
u, and v, coincide in LP(R?, CV). Since u,,v, € DY, (L) and DY (L) C LP(R?,CV) we deduce
that v, = u, in D}, (Lo).

7. From step 5 we obtain for every j =1,... N

2 -2 1 —1
T - P S P
R YA

Using the LP-resolvent estimate, we deduce from Holder’s inequality for 1 < p < 2

p(2—p) p(2—p)

D50l ns ey = [ 1050 = [ 1Djuul? o5 o5
R4 R4

—2\°? 2 'Y;E p
([ 1Dyl o ) (/ w) "
(/Rd I Rd (Re)\*ﬂB)E Lo®.ET)

Taking the sum over j from 1 to d and the pth root we end up with

d 1 1 1
P dpfyA2
|U*|W1,p(Rd cNy = ( E HDjU*H]Zp R4,CN ) S———7 ||9||Lp(1Rd CN) -
(R4,CN) (ReA — fp)?

j=1

Recall the following definition of a dissipative operator, [6, I1.3.13 Definition].

Definition 4.6. The operator Lo : LP(R?,CN) D DI (L) — LP(RY,CN) with 1 < p < oo, is
called LP-dissipative (or dissipative in LP(R% CN)) if

1A = Loo) vl Lore,cvy Z Al poacvy, YA >0Vv e D (Lo).

A direct consequence of Theorem 4.4 is that the operator L, is dissipative in LP (Rd,(CN ) for
1 < p < oo, provided that Sp from (2.2) satisfies S5 < 0.

Corollary 4.7 (LP-dissipativity of Lo). Let the assumptions (A4) and (A5) be satisfied for
1< p<ooand K=C. If —B is dissipative, i.e. (2.2) is satisfied for some S < 0, then the
operator Loy : LP(RY,CN) D DP (Lo) — LP(RY,CN) is LP-dissipative.

loc

5. Identification problem for complex Ornstein-Uhlenbeck op-
erators in LP(R? CV)

We now identify the maximal domain D(4,) of the generator 4, : LP(RY,CN) D D(4,) —
LP(R?, CY) associated to the semigroup (T'(t));>0 from (2.6) for 1 < p < co. Problems of this
type are called identification problems.

The next theorem shows that the maximal domain D(A,) coincides with D (Ly) and that
the formal operator L., coincides with the abstract operator A, on their common domain
D(A,) =D} (Ly). Therefore, the generator A4, is called the maximal realization (or maximal
extension) of L., in LP(R? CY) for every 1 < p < oo with maximal domain D(4,) =
DP (Lo).

loc
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The following Theorem 5.1 is an extension of [14, Theorem 5.19] to general matrices B € CV:V.
The main idea for the first part of the proof comes from [10, Proposition 2.2 and 3.2|. For
identification problems concerning the original scalar real-valued Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator

[Lv] (z) = tr(QD?v(x)) + (Sz, Vu(x)) — bu(x), z € RY

with Q@ € R%? Q >0, Q = QT, S € R%? and b € R we refer to [11] and [16] for LP-spaces, to
[13] for LP-spaces with an invariant measure and to [5] for C¥-spaces.

Theorem 5.1 (Maximal domain, local version). Let the assumptions (Al), (A4) and (Ab) be
satisfied for 1 < p < oo and K = C, then

D(4p) = Die(£Lo)

is the mazimal domain of A,, where DY (Lg) is defined by

loc

(5.1)  DP_(Lo) = {v e W2P(RL,CVY N LP(RE, CN) | Alw + (S-, Vo) € LP(Rd,(CN)} .
In particular, A, is the mazimal realization of Loo in LP(RY,CN), i.e. Ayv = Loov for every
v e D(A4,).

Proof. D(A,) C DI (Lo): Let v € D(Ap). Since (A4) implies (A2), we deduce from Theorem

loc

3.2 that the Schwartz space S is dense in D(Ap) with respect to the graph norm [-[| 4, i.e.
3 (Vn)pen €St llvn — vy, = 0asn— .
Therefore, we obtain from the definition of the graph norm
lon — v, = 0asn — oo
and
| Locvn — Apvl,, = [|Apvn — Apv||,, — 0 as n — oo,

since Ap¢ = L@ for every ¢ € S and v, € S. In particular we have A,v € LP(R?,C) because
v € D(Ap). Since obviously S C DI (Ly), we have v,, € D, (Lg) for every n € N. Thus, we
deduce v € D} (Lo) and Lov = Apv from the closedness of Lo : DY (Lo) — LP(RY,CV) from
Lemma 4.1.

D(A,) 2 DY (Lo): Let v € Di (Ly) and choose A € C with ReA > max{—bo, S5}, where by
is from (2.1) and Sp from (2.2). Defining g := (M — L) v we infer from v € D} (Ly) that
g € LP(R4,CY). Now, an application of Corollary 2.2 yields a unique solution v, € D(4,) of
(M — Ap) v, = g. Since D(A,) € DY (Ly) we conclude v, € DI (Ly) and Apv, = Locv,. Thus,

loc
we have
M —L)ve=g and (M —Ly)v=g.

From the uniqueness of the resolvent equation for L., from Theorem 4.4 we deduce v = v, in
LP(R?,CN). Since v, v, coincide in LP(R?, CV), v,v, € D (Ly) and v, € D(A,), we conclude

from the inclusion D(A,) C D (Lo) C LP(RY,CN) that v € D(4,) and Loov = Apv. O

loc

In the following we summarize some extensions and further results concerning Theorem 5.1, which
so far have only partially be completed.

A superset of the domain of £,,. The LP-resolvent estimates for A, from [14, Theorem 5.8
and 6.8] and [15, Theorem 5.7] show under the assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A5) that D(A4,) C
Whp(R?, CN) for every 1 < p < co. Combining this result with Theorem 5.1, we obtain

Df,.(Lo) = D(Ap) € WHP(RT,CY), 1 < p < o0,
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and therefore

DP (Lo) = {v e W2P(RL,CN) N WIP(RE, CNY | Lov € LP(Rd,(CN)}

loc

for 1 < p < oo. Note that this does not directly follow from the LP-resolvent estimates for Lo,
because Theorem 4.4 guarantees the inclusion DY, (Ly) € WP(R?, CV) only for 1 < p < 2. This
is an important observation concerning the LP-resolvent estimates for A, and Lo.

The identification problem in weighted LP-spaces. To extend Theorem 5.1 to exponentially
weighted LP-spaces, we should clarify how far the results from Corollary 2.2, Theorem 3.2, Lemma
4.1 and Theorem 4.4 can be transfered to the weighted LP-case. This question is motivated by
[15], where the differential operator L, has been analyzed in exponentially weighted LP-spaces.
Following [15], we consider positive, radial weight functions 6§ € C(R?, R) of exponential growth

rate n > 0, i. e., see [19],
3Cy > 0: O(z +y) < Cob(z)e v,y € R
We then introduce the exponentially weighted Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces via
Ly(R?, CY) :={v € Ligo(R?,CY) | [|0v]] ., < 00},
WP (RY,CN) :={v € LE(R?,CN) | DPv € LH(RY, CV) v |B| < K},

with norms

L e L CLC R

D P
”vHWé"p(]R'i,(CN) :< Z ||Dﬁ“HLg(Rd,<cN)) ’
0<|BI<k
for every 1 < p < oo, k € Ny and multiindex 3 € Ng. Assuming (A1), (A2) and (A5) for K= C
and 1 < p < oo it is proved in [15, Theorem 5.3] that the family of mappings (T(t))t>0 from
(2.6) is a strongly continuous semigroup on LL(R?, CV) for every positive, radial weight function
0 € C(R?, R) of exponential growth rate n > 0 satisfying additionally
O(x + 1) — 0(x)
0(x)
This justifies to introduce the infinitesimal generator (A, 9, D(A,)). Similar to the unweighted
case an application of general results from abstract semigroup theory allows us to transfer the
result from Corollary 2.2 to the L-case. This is proved in [15, Corollary 5.5|. Under the same
assumptions we can show that the Schwartz space S(R?,C") is a core of (4,9, D(A,)) which
yields an extension of Theorem 3.2 to the L}-case. In the proof, there one considers

T(t)p(x) — o(x
hif(x) := 0(x) fe(x) := H(x)w, h(z) :=0(z)f(x) := 0(z) Loc ().
for the application of Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem in LP from [1, Satz 1.23| and
deduces that h;,h € LP(RY,CN) for ¢t > 0 and hy — h in LP(RY,CV) as t | 0. Let us now
consider the differential operator
Loo Lg(Rdch) 2 Dg,loc(ﬁo) - LS(Rd’ (CN)

in LY (R4, C") on its domain

W1 lim sup
( ) [9]—=0 zeRrd

=0.

loc

D 10c(L0) = {v € W2P(RY,CN) N LR, CN) | ADv + (S-, Vv) € Lg(Rd,cN)}

_ {v e W2P(RY,CN) N LR, CN) | Lov € L’g(Rd,(CN)} .

loc
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Assuming (A3) for K = C the closedness of the operator Lo in LY(R?, CV) for 1 < p < oo can
be proved by the same arguments as in Lemma 4.1 using the continuity of the weight function
0. This leads to an extension of Lemma 4.1 to the weighted LP-case. To prove L-resolvent
estimates similar to Theorem 4.4 we must multiply (4.2) from left by 07277 |v,|P”>. In this
case, the integration by parts formula requires more smoothness of the weight function, i. e.
0 € Cl(Rd,R), and causes additional terms that must be estimated. We expect this to work
under our assumptions on the weight function 6 and to obtain an extension of Theorem 4.4 to
the Lj-case. Therefore, following und using the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 5.1
we can identify the domain D(A, ¢) of the infinitesimal generator A, ¢ as follows

D(Ap.0) = Dy 10c(Lo)-

for every positive, radial weight function of exponential grwoth rate n > 0 satisfying (W1). A
detailed proof has not been carried out. But, it has already been shown in [15, Theorem 5.7],
that D(A, ) C W, P(R%, CN).

6. A second characterization of the domain in LP(R?, CV)

We now prove a second characterization of the maximal domain D(A,) for the generator A,. Some
details of its proof are left out in order to keep the size of the present paper within reasonable
bounds. For full details see [14, Section 5.7-5.8].

Theorem 6.1 shows that the maximal domain D(A,) for the generator A, — and therefore, by
Theorem 5.1, also the domain D} (Ly) for the perturbed Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator Lo, —
coincides with the intersection of the domain

Dhax(£5") = WP (R, CT),
belonging to the diffusion part [£fv](2) = AAv(x), [9, Lemma 6.1.1], and the domain
DE (L£57) = {v € LP(RY,CN) | (S-,Vv) € LP(RY,CN)},

max
belonging to the drift part [£§"v] (z) := (Sz, Vo(z)), [10, Proposition 2.2]. Thus, we have
D(4p) = Df,o(Lo) = Dfyo (L5 + L57) = Db (L5T) N Dl (L5).

We use the first characterization from Theorem 5.1 and require in addition LP-regularity results
for mild solutions of the Cauchy problem associated with A,,, given by

v (t) = Apv — g, t € (0,77,
v(0) = wo,

for some vy, g € LP(RY,CY) and T > 0. The spatial LP-regularity for the homogeneous Cauchy
problem (i.e. g = 0) is proved in [15, Theorem 5.1] for any fixed ¢ € (0,7]. The space-time
LP-regularity for the inhomogeneous Cauchy problem with zero initial data (i.e. vo = 0) is shown
in [14, Theorem 5.24]. We emphasize that the proof of [14, Theorem 5.24] uses a generalization
of [8, IV. Theorem 9.1] to the complex-valued case, which, however, has not been carried out
in detail. The main idea of the proof comes from [11, Theorem 1], where the following scalar
real-valued Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator is considered

[Lv] (z) = tr(QD?v(x)) + (B(z) + F(x), Vou(x)) , z € R%

Here Q € CL(RY,R%Y), Q > 0, Q = QT, B € C(R% R?) is (globally) Lipschitz continuous and
F € O, (R4, RY). The following result is taken from [14, Theorem 5.25].
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Theorem 6.1 (Maximal domain, global version). Let the assumptions (Al), (A4) and (A5) be
satisfied for 1 < p < oo and K = C, then

D(AP) = Dﬁlax(‘CO)v
where DP (L) is defined by
DP o (Lo) == {v e W?P(R, CN) | (S, V) € LP(RY,CN)}.

Proof. Since D(A,) = D}, .(Lo) by Theorem 5.1, we verify the equality D} (L) = DE,..(Lo).

loc loc
D: Let v € DP (Lo), then v € W*P(R? CN) implies v € WP (RY, CN), v € LP(R?,CV) and

loc

ANv € LP(RY, CN). From (S-,Vv) € LP(R? CV) we conclude Lov € LP(R? CV).

C: Let v € DY (L), then g := Loov = Apv € LP(RY,CN). Thus, w(t) := v is a classical solution
and hence also a mild solution of the Cauchy problem

(6.1) %w(t) = Ayw(t) —g, t € (0,77,

w(0) = v.

in the sense of [14, Definition 5.20 and 5.21]. On the other hand, since v € LP(R? C¥) and
g€ LY([0,T], LP(RY,CN)) for every fixed T > 0, the unique mild solution of (6.1) is given by

v:w(t):T(t)v—/O T(t — s)gds = wn(t) + w(t), t € 0,7,

where w; is the mild solution of (6.1) for ¢ = 0 und ws is the mild solution of (6.1) for w(0) = 0.
From [15, Theorem 5.1], [14, Theorem 6.3] we deduce w1 (t) € W2P (R4, CV) for every t € (0,T].
Similarly, since g € LP([0, 7], LP(R?,CY)) = LP(R? x [0,7],CY), we obtain from [14, Theorem
5.24] that we € LP(]0, T[,W2P(R4,CN)), i.e. wo(t) € W2P(RY, CN) for almost every ¢ € (0,T).
Let us consider such a € (0,7) satisfying w (£), w2 () € W2P(R%, CV), then

v=w(t) =Ty(t)v + /Ot To(t — s)gds = w1 (t) +wa(f) € WP(RY, CN)

and thus we have AAv € LP(R? CV). Consequently, from Lov € LP(R%, CV) we conclude
(S-,Vv) = Lov — AAv € LP(R?,CN),

which means v € D (Lp). This completes the proof. O

max
Under the assumptions of Theorem 6.1 one can prove, see [14, Corollary 5.26], that the norms
01l 4, =1 4p0ll poa cny + 10l Lowa,cvy = 1Ll Lora,cny + 10 Lo ra ey
[vllz. = lvllwergacny + 1S VOl Logacny + 1BVl o ga cny -

are equivalent for v € D2 (Ly), i.e. there exist Cy,Cy > 1 such that

max

(6.2) Cillvllz, < llvlla, < Czllvllz,,

max

for every v € D, (Lo). Therefore, we may identify the graph norm ||| , ~with [|-]|;_.
Taking (6.2) and Theorem 6.1 into account, we have shown that

(45 D43 11, ) = (Loos Dhnae(L0): ) -

Combining the norm equivalence (6.2) with the LP-resolvent estimates for L., from Theorem
4.4 we even obtain estimates for v, in W*?(R? C") and for (S-, Vv) in LP(R?,C"). This is an
extension of Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 2.2, respectively.
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Corollary 6.2 (Resolvent Estimates for A, in LP(R?, CV) with 1 < p < 00). Let the assumptions
(A1), (A4) and (AD) be satisfied for 1 < p < oo and K = C. Moreover, let A € C with Re X >
max{bg, B}, where by is from (2.1) and Bp € R from (2.2). Then for every g € LP(R%, C") the
resolvent equation

M—-A)v=yg

admits a unique solution v, € DP . (Ly). Moreover, there exists constants ¢; > 0 depending on
A, B, N\ d,p,N,i=1,2,3,4, such that v, satisfies the resolvent estimates

(6.3) ||v*||LP(]Rd,CN) Sa ”g”LP(Rd,CN) )

(6.4) HU*HWLP(Rd,CN) S e HgHLP(Rd,CN) J
(6.5) ||U*||W2,p(Rd,(cN) < HgHLp(]Rd,(CN) )
(6.6) 145", Vo)l Lo we,eny < callgllpoma ey -

Proof. Corollary 2.2 implies a unique solution v, € D(A,) and Theorem 6.1 implies that v,
belongs to D? . (Ly). The LP-estimate (6.3) follows from Theorem 4.4, but also from Corollary

2.2, |15, Theorem 5.7] and [14, Theorem 6.8]. The W' -estimate (6.4) is proved in |15, Theorem
5.7) and [14, Theorem 6.8|. The W?P-estimate (6.5) follows from (6.2), (6.3) and Theorem 4.4

1 1
[oellwe s vy < Noslle, < g l0nlla, = G (14n0elnqgacry + 10elzoceaox)

1 1
=& (1M = gllnqea.cm + loullzomacny) < @ (A D losllzoguacy + 19l zogaacr))

1
<g; (@ ADer+ D lgll o aovy = esllgll o a,cny -

Finally, the LP-estimate (6.6) for the drift term (S-, Vu,) follows from (6.3), (6.5) and the in-
equality [[AAV| 1y ga ey < O3 [|0][ 2.0 a ey, see [14, Section 5.6],

1(S", vv*)HLP(Rd,CN) = [[Ave — AAv, + Bu, — g||LP(Rd7CN)
SIM + B o4l o ga.cny + A2 Lo ga oy + 1191l Lora oy
SIAL + Bl [[oall 1o (ra oy + Cs l[oxllywz a ey + 190 o ma,cny
S (M + Bler + Cses + 1) |9l pora,cvy = calgll poma,cny -
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