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ON THE CAUCHY PROBLEM FOR NONDEGENERATE
PARABOLIC INTEGRO-DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS IN
THE SCALE OF GENERALIZED HOLDER SPACES

REMIGIJUS MIKULEVICIUS AND FANHUI XU

ABSTRACT. Parabolic integro-differential nondegenerate Cauchy prob-
lem is considered in the scale of Holder spaces of functions whose regular-
ity is defined by a radially O-regularly varying Lévy measure. Existence
and uniqueness and the estimates of the solution are derived.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let v € (0,2) and A% be the class of all nonnegative measures v on
Rd = R%\ {0} such that [ ly|> Aldv < oo and

a:inf{a<2:/ \y\gdu<oo}.
ly|<1

In addition, we assume that for v € A%,

/ lyldv < ooifae(1,2),

ly[>1

/ ydv = Oifa=1forall0< R < R < 0.
R<|y|<R
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In this paper we consider the parabolic Cauchy problem with A > 0
(1.1) dpu(t,z) = Lu(t,xz) — \u(t,z)+ f(t,z) in Hr = [0,T] x R%,
u(0,2) = 0, z € RY,

and integro-differential operator

Lo (z) = LYp () Z/[w(chry) — 0 (x) = Xo W)y - Vo (2)]v(dy),e € C5° (Rd>,

where v € %, x, (y) = 0if a € (0,1),x, (y) = 1gy<1y () if @« = 1, and
Xo (y) = 1if @ € (1,2). Given a Lévy measure v € A% on R = R\ {0},
there exist a Poisson random measure J (ds, dy) on [0,00) x RZ such that

E[J (ds,dy)] = v (dy) ds,

and a Lévy process Z{ so that

(1.2)
Zfz/0 /RgXa(y)yj(ds,dy)—F/o /Rg(l—xa(y))yj(ds,dy), t>0,

with J (ds, dy) = J (ds,dy) — v (dy) ds. For v € A%, set
6(r) = ou(r)=v({{lyl>r}),r>0,
w(r) = w,(r)=2d,()",r>0.

Our main assumption is that w (r) = w, (r) = &, (r)"*,r > 0, is an O-RV
function (O-regular variation function) at zero (see [2] and [3]), that is

— 5 (ex)?
r1(e) = lim (Ex)_l < 00, > 0.
z—0 § (m)
By Theorem 2 in [2], the following limits exist:
o lgn(E) o logni(e)
(1.3) p1=p; = lim log e @1 =qp = lim loge

and p; < ¢1. It can be shown (see Remark[5]) that py < a < ¢;. In this paper,
we study the Cauchy problem (II)) in the scale of spaces of generalized
Holder functions whose regularity is determined by the Lévy measure v.
We use w to define generalized Besov norms || .00 and generalized spaces

CN’OBQOO (Hr),B > 0 (See Section 2.2.). They are Besov spaces of generalized
smoothness (see [12], [13], [11]) with admissible sequence w (N_j)_ﬁ ,7 >0,

and covering sequence N7, j > 0, with N > 1. In particular (see Section 2),
for g € (0, q 1), the norm || 8,00 for the functions on RY is equivalent to

u(z) —u(y

] = stup [ (2)] + sup L= 2 W)
@ a2y w(|z —yl)

When v is “close”’to an a-stable measure, they reduce to the classical Besov

(or equiv. Holder-Zygmund) spaces.

Let
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vk (dy) =w (R)v (Rdy), R € [0,1].
The main results of this paper is
Theorem 1. Let € (0,00),A > 0. Let v € A%, and w = w, be an O-RV

function at zero with py,q1 defined in (IL.3). Assume
A.

0 < p<q<lifac(01),1<p<q<2ifa=1,
I < p<qa<2ifac(l?2);

N 2
inf / €3] 7r(dy) > 0
Re(0,1],|¢]=1J]y|<1

C. There is Ny > 2 so that

Then for each f € C% o (Hr) there is a unique solution u € Coll, (Hy)
solving (11). Moreover,

(1.5) uliipee < C+pA ()] |flgo0
and

‘u(t7 ) —u (t/’ ) ‘;H—B,oo
< c{(t-t)""+ 0+ o (DIt =¥} 1500

for any p € [0,1] and t' < t < T, where py (T) = (3 AT). The constant C
does not depend on fo )\, T, 1.

More specific examples could be the following.

Example 1. According to 8], Chapter 3, 70-74, any Lévy measure v € A
can be disintegrated as

V(F):—/OOO/S Xp(rw)l'[(r,dw)(ﬁ(r),F€B<Rg>,

where § = 0, and I (r,dw) ,r > 0, is a measurable family of measures on
the unit sphere Sq_1 with 11 (r,Sq—1) = 1,7 > 0. If § is an O-RV function,
{s€[0,1]:7m(s) <1} >0, A, C and

. 2
jnf/ ‘g-w‘ II(r,dw) > ¢y >0, r >0,
|€|=1/54_4

hold, then all assumptions of Theorem [1l are satisfied (see Corollary [6).
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Example 2. Consider Lévy measures in radial and angular coordinate sys-
tem (r = ly|,w = ‘—Z|) in the form

v(B) = /OO /w 1 1p (rw)a (r,w) j (r)r¢1S (dw) dr,B € B <Rg) ,

where S (dw) is a finite measure on the unit sphere.

Assume
(i) There is C' > 1,¢ > 0,0 < 01 < 03 < 1, such that

Clo(r?) <j(rrt<Co(r?)
and for all 1 <r < R,

<§>5 : q;(ff)) =¢ <§>5

(ii) There is a function py (w) defined on the unit sphere such that py (w) <
a(r,w) < 1,Vr >0, and for all ‘é" =1,

. 2
/ {-w‘ po (w) S (dw) > ¢ > 0.
gd—1
Under these assumptions, it can be shown that B and C hold, and §, is an
O-RV function with 201 < p1 < q1 < 2d2. Among the options for ¢ could be
(see [15])
(1) ¢(r) = a; € (0,1),i=1,...,n
(2) 6(r) = (r+r )5, B €(0,1);
) =
) =

(3) & (r (1n(1+r))5,ae(0,1),/36(0,1—@),-
(4) & (r (r—i—ml/a) —m,a € (0,1),m > 0;
(5) ¢ (r) = [In (cosh /7)]* ,a € (0,1).

Equations in classical Holder spaces with non-local nondegenerate opera-
tors of the form

Lu(z) = 1(16(0,2)/ [u(@+y) —u(@) = Lax1ly <1y - Vu(z)] m(z,y) v (dy)
+  la—pa” (z) (9%% (2) + Las1b' () Ou (z) + 1 (z) u (z),z € R,

were considered in many papers. In [I], the existence and uniqueness of a
solution to a parabolic equation with £ in Holder spaces was proved analyt-
ically for m Holder continuous in z and smooth in y, v (dy) = dy/ |y|d+a.
The elliptic problem Lu = f in R? with v (dy) = dy/ |y|*™® was consid-
ered in [4], [6] and [9]. In [6], the interior Holder estimates (in a non-linear
case as well) were studied assuming that m is symmetric in y. In [4], with
v (dy) = dy/ |y|*T™, the a priori estimates were derived in Holder classes as-
suming Holder continuity of m in x, except the case @ = 1. Similar results,
including the case a = 1 were proved in [9]. In [7] (see references therein),
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in the classical Holder spaces the case of a nondegenerate
o0 d?" d
v(l) = xr (rw)a (r,w) S (dw) —7a: L € B (R0> ,
0 Sq_1 r

with a finite measure S (dw) on the unit sphere was considered. Finally,
n [I7], for (II) with x-dependent density m (x,y) at v, under different
assumptions than A-C, existence and uniqueness in generalized smoothness
classes is derived.

Our paper is organized as follows. In section 2, notation is introduced,
the scale of generalized Holder function spaces is defined, and various equiv-
alent norms are introduced. In particular, using some probabilistic consider-
ations, we prove the equivalence of |u| .00 tO the norms involving fractional
powers of nondegenerate L”. The continuity of the operator is proved as
well. Study of function spaces of generalized smoothness dates back to
the seventies-eighties, (see [12], [13] and references therein). Later, this in-
terest continued in connection with the construction problems of Markov
processes with jumps (see [11], [10] and references therein). In section 3, we
prove the main theorem by starting with smooth input functions. Then we
derive the key uniform estimates for the corresponding smooth solutions to
(I1). We handle generalized Holder inputs by passing to the limit. Finally,
Appendix contains all needed results about O-RV functions. The regular
variation functions were introduced in [I4] and used in tauberian theorems
which were extended to O-RV functions as well (see [2], [3], and references
therein). They are very convenient for the derivation of our main estimates.

2. NOTATION, FUNCTION SPACES AND NORM EQUIVALENCE

2.1. Basic notation. We denote N = {0,1,2,3,...,}, N = N\{0}; Hr =
[0,T] x R% S9! is the unit sphere in R%. For B € B (Rd), we denote by
|B| the Lebesgue measure of B.

For a function u on Hp, we denote its partial derivatives by dyu = du/0t,
Oiu = Ou/dx;, 82-2]-u = 0*u/dw;x;, and denote its gradient with respect
to z by Vu = (iu,...,0qu) and DMy = 8|V‘u/8$11...8x3d, where v =
(1, ---,74) € N4 is a multi-index.

We use Cp° (Rd) to denote the set of bounded infinitely differentiable
functions on R¢ whose derivative of arbitrary order is bounded, and C* (Rd) k€
N the class of k-times continuously differentiable functions.

We denote S (Rd) the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing functions on
R?, and S’ (Rd) denotes the space of continuous functionals on S (Rd), ie.
the space of tempered distributions.
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We adopt the normalized definition for Fourier and its inverse transforms
for functions in & (Rd), ie.,

Fol©) = 6(6) = / T () dar,

Flo@ = ¢)= / e (€)de, pe s (RY).

Recall that Fourier transform can be extended to a bijection on &’ (Rd).
Throughout the sequel, Z} represents the Lévy process associated to the
Lévy measure v € A%, see (L.2).

For any Lévy measure v € 2% and R > 0,
(2.1)

v (B)i= [ 1o (u/R)v (dy) B € B(RS) . 7 (dy) i=w (R) v (dy).

For any Lévy measure v € 2%, we denote its symmetrization

oy (d9) = 5 v (dy) + v (~dy)]

And A5, = {,u eAY:pu= ,usym}.

If A (R?) is a space of functions v on R? with norm [v|, = \U\A(Rd) , then
A (Hr) denotes the spaces of functions u on Hp = [0,T] x R? with finite
norm

lula = lulgemyy = sup |u(t,")]4(ray-
(Hr) t€[0,T] A(R )

We have specific values assigned for cg, c1, co, Ng, N1, but we allow C to
vary from line to line. In particular, C (- - - ) represents a constant depending
only on quantities in the parentheses.

2.2. Function spaces and norm equivalence. We fix a constant N > 1.
For such an N, by Lemma 6.1.7 in [5] and appropriate scaling, there exists
$ € CF° (Rd) such that supp(¢) = {¢ : % < €] < N}, ¢(€) > 0 in the
interior of its support, and

Y 6(NTTE) =1if £ #£0.

j=—00

We denote throughout this paper

(22) (pj:]:_l [gb(N_jf)], j:1727"'7£€Rd7
(2.3) po=F 1 {1-> ¢ (N
j=1

Apparently, p; € S (Rd) ,j € N. They are convolution functions we use to
define generalized Besov spaces. Namely, for 5 > 0 we write (Z*?ooo (Rd) as
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the set of functions in &’ (Rd) for which
(2.4) [ulg o == Supw (N77) J !u * <,0J|0 < 00,

where w = w,, with v € .

Lemma 1. Let v € A%, w = wy be an O-RV function at zero and A holds
forit. Let € (0,00). Ifu € Cgo,oo (Rd), then u is bounded and continuous,

u(x) = (ux ;) (z),z € RY,
5=0

where the series converges uniformly. Moreover,

[ulg < Cluly o u € O o (RY).

Proof. Note that uxp; is continuous of moderate growth and Z]O'io uxp; = U
in &' (R?). Obviously, by Corollary Flin Appendix,

Z‘“*‘Pj‘o = w(N_j)Bw(N_j)_B‘“*‘Pj|o
Jj=0 j=0

< N~ J

< 81>113w( u*goj| Z

Let v € A%, w = w,, 8 > 0. For u € C}° (Rd), set

rly = sup (o), 1y = sup PRt

and
lulg = |ulo + [u]g-

Proposition 1. Let v € A%, w = w, be an O-RV function at zero so that
A and C hold for it. Let 3 € (0, gi") . Then the norm lulg and norm |ulg

are equivalent on Cp° (Rd). Namely, there is C' > 0 depending only on
d,B,N such that

C™ M uly < July . < Cluly,u € C° (Rd>.

Proof. Let v € Cy° (Rd). Then, by Lemmal |u|z < co. If j =0, then

M*%bémm/wwwMygowﬂ
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If j # 0, then by the construction of ¢;, f <,0J y)dy = b; (0) = 0. Therefore,
denoting p = F~1¢,

|u*¢j‘o

= ‘/ )] pj(z—y )dy0

< [u]B/wa—xr)Bde\eo(Nj (z—9))| dy

i B
= [ul, / w (NI 1y1)° o ()] dy.
Since for Ng > d+ 1,

o) <C(1+y)~™,y e RY,

for some C' > 0, we have
i B
[ w1’ 1o ) dy

< c/ (N7 ly)) dy+C/ (N7 ly|) HNOdy:A1+A2.

By Lemma[§]
NINo=d < 0y (N) >0,

and,

N—J
A < Cde/ w(r)ﬁrdﬁ < Cw (N_j)ﬁ
0 T

dr
r

Ay = CN—iWNo—d) /Oo w (r )5 —(No—d) 22
N

1 e )
_ CN—j(No—d)/ w () o= Ty i >/ w (r)? r~ o= 4
N—J r 1 r

IN

That is to say |ulg ., < Clulg,u € Cp (R?) for some constant C (3,d) > 0

Let ¢, ¢y € C° (Rd), be such that 0 §§supp(g$>, b = &, dodo = Po,
where ¢y = Fpq, and ¢, ¢, are the functions introduced in (2.3), (22). Let

(2.5) p=F"', G;=F'o(NI),j=>1,
(2.6) Po = F .
Hence

p; =@ *@;7 >0,

where in particular,

p;(x) = N (N7z) ,j > 1,2 € R%.
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Obviously,
[ux gy (z+y) —ux ()
< [le@+y-2-g @ 2lluse )l
< C(lyl A1) fupoly, z,y € RY,
and

‘u*gpj(x—l-y)—u*%(x)‘
de/|¢(Nj(:1:—|—y—Z)) —(’Np(Nj(l‘—Z))‘ \U*sﬁj(z)‘dz

C(‘Njy‘ /\1) |u*cpj|0,j >1, z,y € R

IN

IN

By Lemmal[I] for z,y € RY,
IU($+y) —u ()]

o
Z‘u*cp] a:+y)—u>kg0] ZNJ\y]/\l |u>l<(p]|0.
j=0 §=0

Let 8q1 < 1,k € N. For |y| € (NF-1, N~

u(z+y) —u(@)| < Clulg, sup Z (N7 [y A1) w (N )

|y‘ Nk j= =0
< Clulg o ZNJ_kw(N_])B—I— Z w(N_J)B
J=0 j=k+1
Then, by Lemma [§]
ko 3 k+1 5
NN " Niw (N)7 < CoNTF Now (N~*)" dz
j=0 0
1
d
< CON~k v (2)? & < cw (|y)? .
N—-k-1 x

Again, by Lemma [8]
S s [ wwase [ ww T <cul)
=kt k1 0 !

The statement is proved. O

2.2.1. Equivalent norms on Cp° (Rd). Now we will introduce some other
norms on Cp° (Rd) involving the powers of the operators LY, I — L":

; d
u [l = ulg + |27l 0w € C° (R)

V7H76

il = Ml = 17 = L)l u € G (R),

V;HNB
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with k,8 > 0, L""* = (L*)", and v satisfying A and B. In addition, we
assume that v € A¢, = = { pEeERMY  u= ,usym} if k is fractional. First, we

sym
define those powers and corresponding norms on C;° (Rd). Then we study

their relations and extend them to (Z*Qotf (Rd) .
ForveA?, k€ (0,1),a>0,and f€S (Rd), we see easily that

sym»

(a—v" (€)" f (&)

— o [ e (©0 1] THEO).E € RY
0
and define
(2.7) (al — L")" f (x)
= F ' @-v) ] @)
= c,iE/oot_“ e f(z+2)) — [ (2)] ﬂ,az € RY,
0 t
where

Cr = </OOO (et —1) t"‘%>_l.

We denote, with a =0,f € S (Rd) ,k €(0,1),
L% f = F7H = (=) ]
For f € C° (RY),k € (0,1),a > 0, we define
(al — L")" f (x) :c,{E/OOOt_“ e f(z+2Z)) — [ (2)] %,x c R%.
For k=1, (al — L¥)' f = (al — L") f = af — L"f, f € Cg° (RY) . Note that
for k € (0,1),a > 0,

(2.8) (al — L")" f (2)
dt

- B A AR
1
1 t dt
+CRE/ t_“/ e " (—a+ L") f (x+ Z!)ds—, z € R
0 0 t
For a >0, f € Cy° (Rd) , set

(al = L") " f(z) = c;/ t"e " "Ef (z + Z7) %,az € RY,
0

where

and v € A<

sym>

k>0,orveA* ke N.
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Note that for g € S (Rd) ,
Fllal =L")"g] = (a—4¢")"g,a>0,k>0,
Fllal —L")"g] = (a—¥")"g,a >0,k € (0,1].

We use the formulas above to define (a — L¥)",a > 0,5k = 1,0,—1,...,
for v € A~

Remark 1. Assume k € (0,1],a > 0 or k € (—00,0),a > 0. It is easy to
see that

a) for any f € Cy° (Rd) we have (al — L¥)" f € Cg° (Rd) and for any
multiindex v, DY (al — L”) =(al —L")"DVfve leym The same holds
forveA* and k = 1,0, —

b) for any f € C;° (Rd) such that for any multiindex ~y, DYV f € L' (Rd) N
L? (Rd), we have

FlaI -1 f] = (a—¢")"f,a>0,s>0,
Fllal =L f] = (a—=¢")"fa>0,k€(0,1],

forv e A5, . The same holds for v € A% and k = 1,0, -1,

The following obvious claim holds.

Lemma 2. Let v € AS,,. Assume k € (0,1],a >0 or k € (—00,0),a > 0.

sym*
Let f, fn € Cy° (Rd) be so that for any multiindex v, DV f, — D7f as
n — oo uniformly on compact subsets of R4 and

sup | D7 fp, (x)] < o0.

Then for any multiindex -,
DY (al — L¥)" f, = (aI — L")* DV f,, — DY (al — L")" f = (al — L))" D f
uniformly on compact subsets of R%, and

sup |(al — L*)" D7 f,, (z)] < oc.

z,n
The same holds for v € A* and k = 1,0, —1,
Remark 2. Given f € Cp° (Rd) there is a sequence f, € C§° (Rd) so that
for any multiindex v, DV f, — D7 f as n — oo uniformly on compact subsets
of R% and
sup | D7 f, (x)| < o0.
z,n

Indeed, choose g € Cs° (R?),0< g<1,g9(z)=14f|z| <1, and g(z) =
0 if |x| > 2. Given f € Cy° (Rd) , take

fo(x)=f(2)g(x/n),z € R:n>1.
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Lemma 3. Let v € A3,,. Assume a > 0,k € (0,1]. Then (al — L") :

C° (RY) — Cg° (RY) is bijective whose inverse is (al — L") ™"
(al — L) (ol — L) f (2) = (al — L) (al — L)" f () = f () , = € RY,
for any f € Cp° (Rd) .
Proof. It is an easy consequence of Lemma [2] and Remarks [Il and 21 O
For an integer k € N, we define for v € A,
(al — L") = (aI — L") ... (al — L").

k times

For a non integer £ > 0,k = [k] + s with s € (0,1) and v € A%,,,,, we set

sym
(al — L") f = (al — L) (aI —L)* f
= (al — L") (al — LMW §, f € O (Rd> .
Remark 3. Letv € A3, and f € C;° (Rd) be such that for any multiindex
v, DVf € L} (Rd) N L? (Rd). Then
FlaI -1 f] = (a—4")"*f,a>0,5>0,
Fllal =LY f] = (a—¢")f,a>0,5>0.
The same holds with v € A* if s € N.

Lemma 4. Assume a > 0. Then

(i) for any K,s > 0, we have LV'FLV® = LV*t5;: for any k,s € R,

(af — L") (al — L")® = (al — L")""*,
(al = L) ™"(al —L*)™* = (aI — L") "),

forveAg, .

The same holds with v € A if k,s € N.

(ii) for any k > 0, the mapping (al — L")" : Cp° (Rd) — Cp° (Rd) 18
bijective whose inverse is (al — L)~ " :
(al — L") (aIl —L")™" f () = (al — L") " (al — L*)" f (z) = f (z),z € R%.
for any f € C;° (Rd) .

The same holds with v € A% if K € N.

Proof. The statement is an easy consequence of Lemma 2] and Remarks [,

2, and Bl O
Lemma 5. Let v € A%, satisfy A.

sym

(i) Let a >0,k > 0,m = [x] + 1. For any f € C;° (Rd),

sup
Re(0,1],z

(a — L7R)"D7f (:c)( <C(1+a)" max [DFf|, < oo.
|| <|y[+2m
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If, in addition, for any multiindez v, [ |D7f (x)|dz < oo, then
sup /‘ — L7R) D“’f(x)‘dm<0(1+a max /\D“f )| dx.
Re(0,1],z lul<|y[+2m

The same holds with v € A“ satisfying A if kK € N.
(i1) Let a > 0,k > 0. For any f € Cy° (Rd) ,

sup

(a—LDR)_RD'Yf(:E)‘ < Ca™" max |D"f|, < oo.
Re(0,1],z

lul<Il

If in addition, for any multiindez y, [ |D7f (z)|dz < oo, then

sup / ‘(a — LﬂR)—H DY f (m)‘ de < Ca™" max /|D“f (z)| dz.
Re(0,1] [l<[]

The same holds with v € A* satisfying A if k € N.
Proof. (i) Let x € (0,1]. Then
(a—L"%)" f ()
o0 - dt o
_ —K —at VR _ e
= cﬁ/o t E[e f(x+Zt ) f(x)}t c,{/l
1 t - - dt
+c,{/ t_“/ e"E[(L"" —a)f (z+ Z/7)] dsT, r € R4
0 0
By Lemma [0 we have

sup /(\y]/\l)DR(dy) < ooifae(0,1),

Re(0,1]
(1o 1) o=
sup / ly| Al)VR(dy) < ooifa=1,
Re(0,1]
sup [ (1o A lol) 7 () < ocitac(12)
Re(0,1]

and both inequalities easily follow. Applying them repeatedly we obtain the
claim for an arbitrary « > 0.
(ii) Indeed, for any k > 0,a > 0, and any multiindex =,

D7 (a — L’;R)_Hf(a;) = cﬁ/ e MRED f (x + ZZ/R> %,az € R%,
0

and the claim obviously follows. O

Lemma 6. Let v € A% satisfy A and B. Let g € S(Rd) be such that
g€ Cg° (Rd) ,0 &supp(g). Then there are constants C,c so that

sup /‘Eg(m—l—ZR> dr < Ce 't > 0.
Re(0,1]
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Proof. Let F(t,z) = Eg <:17 + ZfR) ;2 € R%t > 0. We choose £ > 0 so that

supp (§) € {€: €] <e '} Let Upe (dy) = X{jy1<c} PR (dy) , R € [0,1]. Then
for £ esupp (g) and |y| <e,

2
L cos(€-y) > ~le -yt = B fe oy
T T

with & = ¢ / €| . Therefore there is ¢y > 0 so that for any £ €supp (g) and
R € (0,1],

(29)  —Reyne(¢) = / (e ) ala)
|

T Jlyl|<e

v

A2 9
E-y| T (dy) = o l¢.

Then
F(t,€) = exp {¢"7 (§) t} §(£) = exp {¢""= (&) t}exp {v (&)t} 5 (€),€ € R,

where exp {1 (§) t} is a characteristic function of a probability distribution
Pry (dy) on RY. Hence

Ftz) = /H(t,x_y)PR,t (dy) = € RY,
with
H(t,z)=F! [exp {Q/JDvat} j] =Eg <x + ZfR’5> .z e R
Since
/|F(t,:n)|dx§/|H(t,:p)|dm,

it is enough to prove that
(2.10) /|H(t,x)| de < Ce "t > 0.
Now, (Z9) implies that for any multiindex |v| < n = [4] + 3,

/ @ H (t,)|? da [ (€ exp {97 (€) 1)) [P de

A

Q
i

-]

)

Hence, denoting dy = [—] +1,

/\H(t,a;)ydx - /<1+ya;\2>_d° \H(t,g;)y<1+\a;\2>d°da;

2d,
< C/\H(t,x)\2 (1 + W) " dr < Cre=t t > 0.
Thus (2.10) follows, and
(2.11) / (Eg <x + ZfR)

dr < Cre 't > 0.
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O
Corollary 1. Let v € A<, satisfy A and B. Let g € S (Rd) be such that

sym

g€ Cg° (RY),0 ¢supp(g). Then fora >0,k > 0,R € (0,1],
(a - LDR)_Kg (z) = —F1 [(a - ZZ)DR)_K Q} ()

> —atk VR dt d
= c_g e tEg(x—i—Zt >?,x€R,
0

is Cp° -function, and for every multiindex v, we have D7 (a - LDR)_HQ -
(a—L"®)""DYg,R >0, and

sup /‘DV(Q—LDR)_”g(x)‘pda;<oo,p21.
Re(0,1],a>0

The same holds with v € A satisfying A and B if k € N.

Proof. Take n € C§° (Rd) so that ng = §,0 ¢supp (n), and let ) = F~ .
Let

Fr(t,z) =Eg (:E—I—ZfR) t >0,z € R

Then
Fr(t,€) = exp {¢"7 ()t} n(£)§(¢) . £ € RY,

and
Fr(te) = [ Hato—y)gw)dy= [ 90— y) Hr(t)dy.o < RY
with
Hp(t,z) = F! [exp{wDRt}n] =E7 (a:+ZtDR) .t>0,2 € R
By Lemma [0

sup /!HR (t,y)ldy < Ce=t > 0.
Re(0,1]

Hence Fg(t,-) € Cp° (Rd) ,t > 0, and for each multiindex v and p > 1,

1/p 1/p
sup (/ |DVFR (t,x)P dm) <C (/ |D7g (z)[? d:z:> et >0.
R

U
Corollary 2. Let v € A% satisfy A and B. Let g € S (Rd) be such that
g€ Cg° (Rd) ,0 &supp(g). Then there are constants C,c > 0 so that

sup / ‘ELDRg (m + ZfR>
Re(0,1]

dr < Ce  t > 0.
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Proof. Let h € C§° (Rd) ,0<h<1l,and h(§) =1if £ € supp (9), h(§) =0
in a neighborhood of zero. Let

Gr(t,z) = EL"Rg (a: + Zfﬁ’) ,z € R

Then
Gr(t.&) = exp{¢""(thy"m(£)g (&)
= exp {¢7R ()t} h (YR (£)§(€). £ e RY
Hence
Gr(t.) = [ Hi(tz 1) Br (y) dy. € R,
where

Br(z) = L""g(z),Hg (t,z) = Eh (a:—thDR) z e R
Thus, by Lemma [6]

sup /|GR(t,x)|dx < sup /|HR(t,$)|dl‘ sup /|BR(x)|d:17
Re(0,1] Re(0,1] Re(0,1]

< Cet>0.

Lemma 7. Let v € A3, satisfy A and B. Then

(i) For each 3,k > 0, there is C > 0 so that
L%l < Clulgyppeu e CF (RY)
(I =LY ulgpe < Clulgynue G (RY),
(ii) For each 0 < Kk < 3, there is C > 0 so that
s < C[IL"uly_y o+ luly] su € G (RY),
Ulgoe < CUI= L) uly o ue GG (RY).
The same holds with v € A satisfying A and B if k € N.
Proof. Let u € C3° (RY), ¢, ¢y € C5° (RY), be such that ¢ = ¢, dgdy = ¢y,
where ¢, = F~Lyp,, and ¢, ¢ are the functions in the definition of the spaces.
(i) Let r € [0,1]. Then
(7’ — L”)”u *p; = Fl {(r _ wu)li (Nb (N—j,) e (N_j-)]
= /Hﬂ (z—y)uxp;(y)dy,z € R j > 1,

(=L unpg = F7[(r =0 dyidn] = [ H (@ - y)us g () du < R
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where Hﬂ = F1 [(r—?[)")”(}(]\f_j-)} , ] > 1,H79 = F1 [(T—W/)K@EO] .
Let

Gy =w (N7) " F [ (rw (NTT) = ™) 6] 5 = 1.
Since
(r =" ()" ¢ (N 7€) =w (N77) " [rw (N7)—¢"v=1 (NTIE)]%6 (N9€) € € RY,
it follows by Lemma [{ that

/\Hg(x)wx _ /\Gj(g;)ydx
= w () [ [ (V) - 27)" p )| d

< Cw(N)" j>0.
(ii) Let 0 < k < 8,7 € [0,1]. Then for j > 1,
ukxp; = (r—L")"(r—L")"uxy;
= Fr )6 (N (- 07) e (N
— [HE-p -1y ue Wi e R 21
where
o = F =9 o (N )] =1 =0,
Let
Gy =w (N F [(m (N7) — p7n3) 7" fb] j>1.
It follows by Corollary [lthat there is C' independent of r» > 0,5 > 1, so that

[l @lar = [16;@)a=w®)" [|ew ) - 75) " @] a
< Cw (N_j)l’C .
On the other hand,
[ux pglo < Cluly -
The statement follows. O

For 8 > 0,k > 0, we define the following norms:

(Ul = Julg+ L"uls o u € G (RT),

V7H7B
lellypp = 17— L") uly o ue G2 (RY),

with v satisfying A and B. An immediate consequence of Lemma [7 is the
following norm equivalence.
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Corollary 3. Let v € A7, be a Lévy measure satisfying A and B, ( >
0,k > 0. Then norms |ul, . s, |lull, .z and |ulg,, . are equivalent on

Ce (Rd).
b
The same holds with v € A* satisfying A and B if k € N.

Proof. Let 8,k > 0. By Lemma [
(=L ulg e < Clulgypu < O |ILulg o0 + lul]
= Clulg,..ue G (RY).
On the other hand, by Lemmas [l and [7]
lulpy < Clulgo < Clulgy, oo < CII = L) ulg o
L)y o < Clulpap < C NI — L) uly o u€ C5F (Rd> .

O

Corollary 4. Let v € A3, and m € 2A* be a Lévy measure satisfying A
and B such that w; ~ w,. Then for any k € N, 3 > 0, there are constants
c,C > 0 so that

(L)l g < Ct ful 5 < C [[(E) ul g + Julo| u € C° (RY).
Proof. Indeed, by Corollary [3]
[(L™)" U|g7oo < C |u|ﬁ+5,oo
Cluly 00 < Co [I(E7) ul o + [ulo] u € C° (RT).

O

< Clulyg

IN

2.2.2. Extension of norm equivalence to C’fm (Rd). We extend the defini-
tion of (a — L*)" and the norm equivalence (see Corollary Bl above) from
Cye (Rd) to Cgooo (Rd). We start with the following observation.

Remark 4. Let 0 < 3’ < 8. Then for each € > 0 there is a constant C. > 0
so that
Ul oo < €ltlg o + Celulg,u € ch <Rd) .

Indeed, For each € > 0 there is K > 1 so that w (N_j)ﬁ_ﬁl <eifj> K.
Hence

w(NI) P furgy|, = w9 w (V) P uxgy],

_ﬁ/
N‘k)
€ lulg o + max [w < |u @k‘o}

€ |ul g o0 + Ce luly-

o

IN

IN
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Proposition 2. Let € (0,00), u € éfooo (Rd). Then there exists a
sequence u, € Cp° (Rd) , such that

g < T inf nl g g < Clul

for some C > 0 that only depends on d, N.
Moreover, for any 0 < B’ < 3,

|un —ulg o, — 0 asn — oco.

Proof. Set u, = Z;L:Ou * p;,n > 1. Obviously, u, € C5° (Rd) ,n>1, and
by Lemmal[ll u = Z]O'io u * p; is a bounded continuous function. Since

1
Yk = Z Pt * PRk 21, o = (0o + #1) * @0,

I=—1
we have for n > 1,
(u—up)*¢, = 0, k<n,
(u—un)*@p = (uxppg +uk@p+uspg)*pp, k>n+l,
(u—up) *p, = (u*cpn+1) * Qs
(u—un)*opy1 = (ukpu +uxp, o) * Q.

Hence there is a constant C' so that
‘%z*‘ﬁy‘o < C|u*¢]|07j > Oan > 17
and for n > 1,

sup w (N_j)_ﬁ |ux @]y =supw (N_j)_6 |t * @3] < g o -
j<n J<n

Thus
ulg oo < limy, [tn|g o »
and
[unlg oo < Clulg o m > 1.
Now, by Remark [ for each € > 0, there is a constant C. so that

[t — ul g oo < € <|un|5’oo n |u|6700> + Oy — iy -
Since by Lemma [, |u,, — u|, — 0, the statement follows. O

Using the approximating sequence introduced in Proposition 2, we can
extend LV u, (I — L") u,0 < k < 3, to all u € C’oﬁo,oo (RY),8 > 0.

Proposition 3. Let v be a Lévy measure satisfying A and B, 8 > 0 and
u € éfooo (Rd). Let u, € C° (Rd) be an approximating sequence of u
in Proposition [4.  Then for each k € (0,[) there are bounded continuous
functions, denoted (I — L¥)" u, LV"u € éﬁo;’.f, so that for any 0 < B’ < B—k,

|LY " uy — LYl g o+ (I = L) u— (I = L") uplg o, — 0
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as n — 0o. Moreover, for each k € (0,0) there is C > 0 independent of
u € Cgo,oo (Rd) so that
(212)  1Euly e < Clulg g (T~ I uly oy < Cluly
and
(2.13) |u|57Oo <C [|L”“‘u|5_,{7Oo + Jul, ,|u|67C>O <C|I- L”)“u|ﬁ_moo.
Proof. Let u € éﬁow (Rd). By Proposition 2, there is a a sequence u, €
Cye (Rd) such that

’u‘ﬁ,oo < limninf ]unlﬁm, ‘Unlg,oo <C ’u‘ﬁ,oo ,n>1,
for some C' > 0 independent of u, and for any x < 3,8 € (0,8 — k), see
Lemma [7] as well,

|L" " u, — L"?“um\ﬁzm + (I = L") uy, — (I = L") um\ﬁlm

< Clup —um|g — 0 as n,m — oo.

Hence there are bounded continuous functions, denoted L**u, (I — L*)" u,
so that

|V uy — L |y + [(I — L)  up — (I = L")  uly — 0
as n — 0o. Thus
‘L”;”un*goj —L”mu*g)j!O
+‘(I—L”)“un*<pj—(I—L”)“u*gpj‘o
- 0, 720,

as n — 0o. Now, for each m > 1, and a =0, 1,
sup w (N_j)_ﬁ_'i [(a— L") ux goj|0
j<m
. _i\N—B—k
- JLIEOEEEW(N ) @ = L) kg

< sup|(a— L") uplg_,, <supClunlg o < Clulg o -
n

Hence (a — LY)"u € Chot (R?),a=0,1, and (ZI2) holds.
Now for every 7 > 0, we have

(2.14) [(a=L")"ul xp; = lirrln [(@ = L")  up] * @;

= (a—L")" [ux ]
uniformly. By the definition of the approximation sequence (see proof of
Proposition [2]),

(@ = L") [un = ;]| < Cl(a—L)" [uxg;]];,5 > 0.
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Hence

ulg o < lim inf Unl g 00 < C'lim inf (I = L") unlg_ o
ClIUI = L") 5 n00

A

and similarly,
ulp o < limninf Unlg 00 < C’limninf [|Ly;ﬁu"|ﬁ—n,oo + |un|0]
< C []Lvmu‘ﬁ_&oo + ]u\o] .
The statement is proved. O

Proposition 4. Let v € A¢ ~ be a Lévy measure satisfying A and B,

sym
B >0,k > 0. Then norms |ul, . 5, [[ull, . 5 and |ulg, . ., are equivalent on

CEEs (RY).

Proof. We show the equivalence by repeating proof of Corollary B where the
equivalence of the same norms on Cp° (Rd) was derived. Only instead of
Lemma [7] we use Proposition [Bl O

3. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

We assume in this section that A , B and C hold. First we solve the
equation with smooth input functions.

Proposition 5. Let v € A%, g € (0,1), A\ > 0. Assume that f(t,z) €
Cy° (Hr). Then there is a unique solution v € Cp° (Hr) to

(3.1) O (t,x) = L'u(t,z) —Mu(t,x)+ f(t,x),
uw(0,z) = 0, (t,z) € [0,T] x R%

Proof. EXISTENCE. Denote F (1, ZY) = e MN=9) f (s,0 + Z% — Z¥),s <1 <
t, and apply the It6 formula to F (r, ZY) on [s,t].

e_)\(t_S)f(wa + foj - Z;/) - f(S,.Z')

= —)\/:F(T,Zf)dr—l—/:/xa(y)y-VF(r,fo_)j(dT’dy)

t

+/ / [F(r,Z_+y)—F(r,Z_) — xo )y - VF (r, Z/_)] J (dr,dy) .
Take expectation for both sides and use the stochastic Fubini theorem,

e MBS (s,0+ 20 = ZY) — | (s, @)

t t
— _A/ e MBS (s,x + Z¥ — ZY) dr + / LVe M=K f (s,z + Z¥ — Z¥) dr.

s
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Integrate both sides over [0, ¢] with respect to s and obtain

t t
/ e NESESf (s,0 4 20 — ZV)ds — / f(s,z)ds
0 0
t T
~ / eNBf (5,2 + 2¥ — 2Y) dsdr
0 Jo

t r
+/ LV | e N Ef (s,2 + Z¥ — ZY) dsdr,
0 0

which shows u (¢,2) = fot e M=IEf (s,z+ Z¢_,) ds solves (B) in the in-
tegral sense. Obviously, as a result of the dominated convergence theorem
and Fubini’s theorem, v € Cp° (Hr). And by the equation, u is continuously
differentiable in ¢.

UNIQUENESS. Suppose there are two solutions u1, us solving the equation,
then u := u; — ug solves

(3.2) Owu (t,z) = L'u(t,x) — A u(t,z),
u(0,z) = 0.
Fix any ¢ € [0,7]. Apply the It formulato v (t — s, ZY) := e Mu (t — s, + Z¥),

0 < s <, over [0, t] and take expectation for both sides of the resulting iden-
tity, then

t
u(t,x) = —E/ e (=0 — Au+ L'u) (t — s,z + ZY_)] ds = 0.
0

O
3.1. Holder estimates of the smooth solution. First we derive the es-
timates of the solution corresponding to a smooth input function.

Proposition 6. Let v € A%, 3> 0 and A-C hold. Let v € C;° (Hr) be the
unique solution u to BI)) with f € Cg° (Hr). Then

(3.3) ulg o < Cox(T)|flg00>

and for any p € [0,1], ' <t < T,
/
(t ’ ) ‘;H-B,oo

(35) ‘u (tv ) —u
< of(t=) "+ @111} Sl
AT

where py (T) = % :
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Proof. Since f € Cp° (Hr), by Lemmal/[I]

Fta) = (F(t) % () @)+ (f(t)*0; () (@)

Jj=1

= tZE+ijt$ (t,z) € Hr.
7j=1

Accordingly, for j > 0,
uj (t,x) =u(t,z) * ; (z) = /Ot e AR f; (s,x+ 2{_,)ds,(t,x) € Hr,
is the solution to ([B.1]) with input f; = fx ¢;- In terms of Fourier transform,
a; (£,€)
= [leni-0- v @) - 0 (Ve ds

_ /t e M=9) exp {wm (N7¢)w (N‘j)_l (t — s)} ¢ (N7I€) £ (s,€)ds, j > 1.

0
Denote w; = w (N‘j)_l. Then for j > 0,
ug (t, )

t
= [ [ 1t so -y gy (v dydsit € 0.7] o € R,
0

with
Hi(t,2) = NYE@ (Nja; n ZZ;V;J’) (t,x) € Hp,j > 1,
HO(t,z) = E@y(z+ 2Y),(t,x) € Hy.

Hence

(3.6) /|Hj (t,x)\dx:/\cj (t,2)| da,t > 0,5 >0,

with G® = HY and
G (t,z) =E@ (:c + ZZ;W) ,(t,x) e R4, j > 1.

First we estimate the solution itself. For 7 > 1, by Lemma [6]

t .
i () < 15l / e NE=9) / (G (¢ — s,2)| duds
0

t
|fj|0/oe— ~9ewit=)gs < Cut |,

IN

Directly,

VA 1
o 8. < Ifoly [ e0ds < ($AT) Ll
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Hence

1
thas <€ 14 (327l

Now we estimate time differences. For fixed 0 <t/ <t <T,5 > 0,
uj (t, @) — uj (¢, )

t
/ (A=) / HI(t— 5,2 — ) f; (s,y) dyds

t

t/
+ <e_)‘(t_tl) — 1) / e A(t'=s) /Hj (t—s,x—y) f;(s,y) dyds
0

t/
+/0 e~ M=) / [Hj (t—s,x—y)— HI (t' -8, T — y)] [ (s,y) dyds
= Al (z)+ A} (x) + A (z),z € RL
First, by Lemma 6], for j > 1,

t
/ o A(t=s) / ‘Gj (t — s,y)| dyds | f;,
t/

t t
< C e—)\(t—s)e—cwj(t—s)ds ‘fj’o < C/ e—cwj(t—s)ds ’fj’o
t/

t/

Aj‘
‘10

IN

< Cuyt 1] .
And
t

|A| < C\foyo/ e Mds < C\fyl, |t — 1] -
t/
By (3.6) and Lemma[6] for j > 1,

43,
! t/ ! y
< (1) / M =9) / 1G9 (t — 5,)| dyds | £;1,
0
/ t/ !
< C(l—e_A(t_t))/ e A _s)e_cwf(t_s)dsffj‘o.
0

Thus for j > 1,

(3.7) \Ag\o

t
< C <1 _ e—)\(t—t’)> / e—)\(t’_g)ds |fj|0 < C|f]|0 ‘t o t/‘ ’
0

in the mean time,

. ¢ ,
(3.8) ‘A%‘O < C|fj|0/0 e—ewi(t'=8) gg < Clfil, wj—l‘
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For 5 =0,

/

t
|49, < c(l—e—W—”)/O e M =9ds | £,

t/
Clt—t| )\/ e M= ds | i, < Cfsle [t =]
0

IN

At last, for j > 1,

‘Aé‘o < \fj\o/o /|G3 (t—s,y) =G (t' —s,y)| dyds.

Note for s < t/,

= EBlp(u+20,) -2 (v+ 200
- B L= (y+ 2057 ) r,
and by Corollary [2]
/\Gj (t—s,y)—G (' —s,y)|dy
w;(t—s) » ny
< C/ e~ dr < Ce=wit'=s) [1 _ emewit=t)]

w; (' —s)

Thus for j > 1,

. t/
‘Ag’»‘ < Clfijlo [1 — e_cwj(t_t/)] / e~ cwi(t'=s) g
0 0
= ij_l ’fj‘o {1 — e_ij(t—t/)] {1 _ e—cwjt’}
< Clfjlyw;* (1- e—cwm—t')) .
In addition,
t/
A8y < Clily [ e ase -]
0
1
< C’<X/\T> | folo [t — 1] -
Summarizing,

|uo (t,) —uo (¢',-)], < C [1 + (% AT)] [folo [t = ¢],
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and
Jug () = s (¢,) ]
< Clfil [(\t —t'| A wj_l) +wj‘1 (1 _ e—cwj(t_tr)ﬂ
= Clfjlow; {(!t —t'|wy) A1+ (1 - e—cwﬂt—ﬂﬂ ,
which leads to

Juj () =y (¢,) |y < Cwj (=)

el =1

Thus
|’LL (t7 ) —Uu (t/a ) |/J+5700
1— 1
< C|f|67m{(t—t’) Ft [1+ (X/\Tﬂ |t—t"}
for any p € [0,1]. The statement is proved. O

3.2. General Holder inputs. EXISTENCE AND ESTIMATES. Given f €

Cﬁo,m (Hr), by Proposition 2] we can find a sequence of functions f, in
Cy° (Hr) such that

Fulsre < Clflsmes |flgme < liminf £l
and for any 0 < 8’ < 3,
|fn_f|0§0|fn_f|617oo—>OaS7'L—>OO

According to Theorems [l and [ for each f, € C;° (Rd), there is a corre-
sponding solution u,, € Cp° (Hr) :
(3.9)

up (t,x) = /0 (L uy, (7, 2) — Ay, (1, @) + fo (7, 2)] dr, (t,2) € [0,T] x R%

By Theorem [@]
| L U — LU g o
< ClLFupm — L'uplgr oo < Clum — Unlyy g 00
< Clfm— falg oo = 0, as m,n — o0
for all 8’ € (0,4), which by Lemma [ implies that
[un — Um |y + | LY Um — LFuy|y — 0 as m,n — oo.

So, there is u € ééjf; (Hr) for any 8’ € (0, 8) such that |u, —ul; g —
0 as n — oo. Passing to the limit in (3.9) we see that ([3.3]) holds for u. Let
B €(0,8) and B — B < ¢;'. Then

[ S Ol S €Ll £ Ol
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implies that
‘LHﬁ/un (t,z) — L'y, (t,y)‘ <Clflgow(lz - y])ﬁ_ﬁl , z,y € RL
and passing to the limit we see that

‘Llw'u(t,x) _ L1+5/u(t,y)‘ <C|flgoow (o — y)* 7 2,y € RY

Hence L5y € éf;f; (Rd) e, u€ é&j@o (Hr) and

|u|l+ﬁ7oo é O |f|ﬁ,oo .

The convergence of u,, to u implies easily other estimates.
UNIQUENESS. Suppose there are two solutions ui,us € C’éjgo (Hr) to
(LI, then u := w3 — ug solves

t

(3.10)  u(tz) = / LV (r,2) — Mu(r,2)]dr, (t,2) € [0,T] x RY.
0

LetgGC’gO(Rd),Oggg1,fgd:17:1. For € > 0, set

ua(tyfc)=/U(t,y)ga(w—y)dyz/v(t,w—y)ga(y)dya (t,z) € Hr,

with g. (z) = =% (x/¢) ,2 € R% Then u. € C{° (Hr) solves (BI0). Hence
ue = 0 for all € > 0. Thus u = 0, the solution is unique.

4. APPENDIX

We simply state a few results that were used in this paper. Let v € A%,
and

6(r) = o (r)=v({lyl>r})>0,r>0,
w = w,(r)=60)""r>0,limw(r)=0.
r—0
We assume that w = w,, is an O-RV function at zero, i.e.,
— S(ex)7t
r1(e) = lim(gL)_1 < 00, > 0.
z—0 § (m)
By Theorem 2 in [2], the following limits exist:

1 1
(4.1) p1 = lim U (e) < g1 = lim 08 e (6)

e—0 loge e—oo  loge

Lemma 8. Assume w = w, is an O-RV function at zero.
a) Let B >0 and 7 > —ppy. There is C > 0 so that

/ t"w (t)ﬁ% < Cx"w(x)’ 2 € (0,1],
0

and limy_o 27w (z)° = 0.
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b) Let 8 >0 and 7 < —fq1. There is C > 0 so that
! T ﬁdt T B
tTw (t) ?SC:E w(x)”,z € (0,1],

and lim,_,o 27w (az)ﬁ = 00.
¢) Let <0 and T > —Pq1. There is C > 0 so that

/ t"w (t)ﬁ% < Cax"w(x)’,z € (0,1],
0

and lim,_,o z7w (az)ﬁ =0.
d) Let B <0 and 7 < —ppy. There is C > 0 so that

1 7! B
/ tTw (t)ﬁ% = / t"w <%> % < Cx"w(z)? 2 € (0,1],
T 1

and limy,_o 27w (2)° = co.

Proof. The claims follow easily by Theorems 3, 4 in [2]. Because of the
similarities, we will prove c¢) only. Let § < 0 and 7 > —f¢;. Then

1\8 —B -1,\— 8
t—o0o w (%) (E—)Ow (E—lx) x—0 w (E_lx)
-8
= limM:rl (6)™F < 00,e > 0.

Hence w (%)ﬁ ,t > 1, is an O-RV function at infinity with

1 - 1 -8
p=lim BT g o g = tim 8T
e—=0 loge £—00 log e

Then for x € (0, 1],

v R 1\” at
/ Tw @)’ = = / tTw <—> — < Czxw(z)”
0 t o t) ¢

by Theorem 3 in [2], and lim,_, 27w (z)? = 0 according to Theorem 4 in
[2]. O

Corollary 5. Assume w = w, is an O-RV function at zero and p1 > 0. Let
N>1,8>0. Then

iw(N‘j)ﬁ < 00.

7=0
Proof. Indeed,

o0 o) 1
Zw(N_j)Bg/ w(N_m)ﬁdeC’/ w(t)ﬁ%<oo,
=0 0 0
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because, by Lemma [8h),

/Oww(t)ﬁ% < Cw(@)’,ze0,1].

We will need some Lévy measure moment estimates.

Lemma 9. Let v € A%, and w = w, be an O-RV function at zero with
p1,q1 defined in ({1]). Assume

0 < pm<a<lifac(01),

1 < plSQ1<2if04:1,
1 < m<qa<2ifac(l2).
Then
()
swp [ (gl A D 7r(dy) < o ifac(0.1),
Re(0,1]
2 - :
sup /(\y[ A 1) vRp(dy) < ooifa=1,
Re(0,1]
sup [ (1o A lul) () < oo ifae (12)
Re(0,1]
(ii)

inf / 2 or (dy) > o1,
Re(0.1] Jly|<1

for some ¢; > 0.

Proof. (i) Let o € (0,1) . Then by Lemma [8]
[ womty = B[ v
lyl<1 ly|<R

_ g [" 5 (s) — 0 (R)]ds
_ R /0 [ ,

and

R
/ (lyl A1) DR (dy) :R_l/ w(s) " ds < C, Re(0,1].
lyl<1 0

Let a = 1. Then, using Lemma [§ we have

R
/ <|y|2 A 1) g (dy) = 2R_2/ sw (s)7" ds <C, Re(0,1].
lyl<1 0 8
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Let a € (1,2). Then similarly,

R™1 ly|v (dy) = R~ / d(sV R)ds
y|>R
5 m+/1w@YWs
R
and with R € (0, 1],
—2 2 o [, —1 —1,ds
(42) R lyl"v(dy) = 2R s*w(s)” —w(R)]—
ly|<R 0 8
R
- mr{/ ﬁw@rﬁ§— (R)™!
0

Hence, by Lemma [,

/ <|y|2 A Iyl) 7R (dy)

-2 R 2 -1 ds ! -1 o -1
2R sfw(s)” — 4+ [ w(s)  ds+ w(s)  ds
1

R

= 2R~ / s%w ( —+/le(s)_1ds+/y|>l]y\y(dy)

< Cw(R)™", Re(0,1].
(ii) By (£&2), for R € (0,1],

/ Wor(dy) = w(R) / yl? v (dy)
ly|<1 ly|<1
S 1 w S
= 2R / R ]d—:2/0 s%[ (R) —1]d—.

IN

S S

Hence, by Fatou’s lemma,

I / y\”/u)>2/2%:1 1%~ >0
um Yy~ v y) > —1]l—=¢
B0 Jypa R o (s s
if {s €[0,1] : 71 (s) < 1}/ > 0, and
1 1
lim inf wf) _ =y = , s €(0,1].
R=0w (Rs)  lim SUPR_ % r1(s)

O

According to [8], Chapter 3, 70-74, any Lévy measure v € 2A%* can be
disintegrated as

V(F):—/OOO/S XF(TU))H(T,du))dﬁ(r),F€B<Rg>,
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where 6 = ¢,, and II(r,dw),r > 0, is a measurable family of measures
on the unit sphere Sy with II(r,Sq_1) = 1,7 > 0. The following is a
straightforward consequence of Lemma [0]ii).

Corollary 6. Let v € 2“,
v (D) :—/ / xr (rw) II (r, dw) dd(r),FeB(Rf]l) )
0 Sq_1

where § = 0, I (r,dw), r > 0, is a measurable family of measures on Sq_1
with T (r,S4_1) =1, r > 0. Assume w = w, = 6, be an O-RV function at
zero satisfying assumptions of Lemmald, and

(4.3) inf /
|§|:1 Sq—1

Then assumption B holds.

L2
£'w‘ II (r, dw) > ¢y > 0.

Proof. Tndeed, for (5‘ — 1,R e (0,1], with C > 0,
~ 2
‘ VR (dy)

/|y<1 S
- w2 e v - [T

R
> R~ / 245 (r) =R [ |y (dy) = co /| RZIC
0 y|<1

.2
£ - w‘ I (r, dw) r2d0 (r)

ly|I<R

Hence by Lemma [0(ii),

N 2
inf ;nf/ (gy( Pr(dy) > co inf / lyl* g (dy)
Re(0,1] |¢|=1Jjy|<1 Re(0,1] Jiy|<1

> cocq > 0.
(]

Remark 5. Let a € (0,2), v € A%, and w, be an O-RV function at zero,
p1 > 0. By Theorems 3 and 4 in [2], for any o € (0,p1),

o _ ! o —1@_
/r<|y|g1 W (dy) = o / wt 5 0)
> r%w(r) Tt —6(1) = o0

as r — 0. Hence p1 < a. On the other hand for any o > q1, by Lemmal9,

! L dt
/ Wl v (dy) < o / ()L <o,
0<ly|<1 0 t

and a < q.
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