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A unified approach to degenerate problems in the half-space

G. Metafune * L. Negro | C. Spina *

Abstract
We study elliptic and parabolic problems governed by the singular elliptic operators
— 2,21 a2 c b
L=y""Ay+y Dyy—l—gDy—E , ar,o2 €R

in the half-space Rf“ ={(z,y): z € RN,y > 0}.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we study solvability and regularity of elliptic and parabolic problems associated to
the degenerate operators
¢ b
L=y A, +y* <Dyy +-D, — —2) and D;— L
Y Y
in the half-space RY ! = {(z,y) : 2 € R¥,y > 0} or in (0,00) x RY ™.
Here b, ¢ are constant real coefficients and we use L, = Dy, + <D, — -%. Note that singularities
in the lower order terms appear when either b or ¢ is different from 0. When b = 0, then L, is a
Bessel operator and we shall denote it by B,.
The real numbers oy, ag satisfy as < 2 and ag — a3 < 2 but are not assumed to be nonnegative.
The reasons for these restrictions will be explained later in this introduction.
L is the sum of a degenerate diffusion y“*A,, tangential to BRf‘H, and of a 1d degenerate
normal diffusion y*2 L, which commute only when a; = 0. It satisfies the scaling property

1_(ez—aq)

IJ'CI =272 L, Tou(z,y) = u(s T, sY).

When a1 = as =0, L = A, + (Dyy + §Dy — y%) reduces to the so-called Caffarelli-Silvestre

extension operators, studied in detail in [21] under Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions.
We refer the reader also to [4], [5] for the case b = 0 and with variable coefficients.
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The case a3 = 0 and ap arbitrary (even without the restriction as < 2) can be easily reduced
to that above, using the methods of this paper and, in particular, the transformation of Section 3.

The case vy = ap = 1 and b = 0, namely £ = y (A, + D,,) + cD,, is also widely treated in the
literature on degenerate problems. A comparison of our results with those already known is done
in section 7.4

When ay = 0 our operators generalize the class of Baouendi-Grushin operators £ = y* A, +D,,,
to which they reduce when ¢ = b = 0. A comparison with known results is done in Section 7.3 and
here we only point out that we allow also negative a.

Finally, we mention that kernel estimates for operators in divergence form and with normal
and tangential degeneracy on the hyperplane {y = 0} have been obtained in [30, 31].

The aim of this paper is to provide a unified approach which allows to prove elliptic and
parabolic LP estimates and solvability of the associated problems. In the language of semigroup
theory, we prove that £ generates an analytic semigroup, characterize its domain as a weighted
Sobolev space and show that it has maximal regularity, which means that both D,v and Lv have
the same regularity as (D — L)v.

Surprisingly enough, the case a; = «s implies all other cases by a change of variables, as
described in Section 3. However this modifies the underlying measure and the procedure works if
one is able to deal with the simpler case £ = y*(A, + L) in all the scale of L?, spaces, where
Lr = LP(Rf . y™dady). A similar simplification holds also for the 1d operator Ly it is sufficient
to deal in full generality with the case where b = 0, that is when L, is a Bessel operator. Finally, it
is sufficient to deal only with Neumann boundary conditions, since the case of Dirichlet boundary
conditions is again deduced by a change of variables.

The operators £, Dy — L are studied through estimates like

HyaAwu”p,m + ||yO‘Byu|

pom < CHEqu)m, (1)

and
HDtu”p,m + || Lul

pm < C[[(Dy = L)ul

P (2)

where the L? norms are taken over Rf 1 and on (0, 00) x Rf 1 respectively. This kind of estimates
are quite natural in this context but not easy to prove. Of course they imply [|y® Dy, o, tlp.m <
C||Lu|p,m, by the Calderén-Zygmund inequalities in the z-variables, and can be restated by saying
that £ is closed on D(y*A,) N D(y*B,) or that y*A,L~" is bounded. Note that the weaker
inequality (1) with || Lu|lp,m + ||t||p,m on the right hand side implies the homogeneous one, as
stated, by scaling.

Let us explain how to obtain (1). Assuming that y*(Azu + Byu) = f and taking the Fourier
transform with respect to = (with covariable &) we obtain —|¢[20(¢,y) + Bya(€,y) = yof (€, y)
and then y®|€)2a(,y) = —y®|€[2(|€]* — By) 'y~ *f(€,y). Denoting by F the Fourier transform
with respect to z we get

YO NLT = =F T (v IEP(EP - By) Tty ) F

and the boundedness of y*A,L~! is equivalent to that of the multiplier ¢ € RN — M(¢) =
Y12 (1€]> = By) "'y~ in LP(RN; LE,(0,00)) = Lb, (RYT).

We prove this by a vector valued Mikhlin multiplier theorem which rests on square function
estimates for the family M (&) and its derivatives. The strategy for proving (2) is similar after
taking the Fourier transform with respect to t.

Both the elliptic and parabolic estimates above share the name “maximal regularity” even
though this term is often restricted to the parabolic case. We refer to [15] and the new books



[12], [13] for the functional analytic approach to maximal regularity we use. The whole theory
relies on a deep interplay between harmonic analysis and structure theory of Banach spaces but
largely simplifies when the underlying Banach spaces are LP spaces, by the use of classical square
function estimates. This last approach has been employed extensively in [3], showing that uniformly
parabolic operators have maximal regularity, under very general boundary conditions.

However the a-priori estimates (1) and (2) are not sufficient for the solvability of the equation
Au — Lu = f. In fact, £ is not dissipative unless additional restrictions on the parameters and on
the underlying measure are assumed, see Section 9.1, and approximation methods with uniformly
parabolic operators do not need to converge.

In order to prove existence results, or generation results in the language of semigroups, we
use that the operator valued map £ € RY — N(&) = (A + y®|¢> —y*B,)™%, A € C4, is a
Fourier multiplier in LP(RN; LP (0,00)) = LE, (RY 1), see [23, Section 8] where the relevant one
dimensional degenerate operators are studied in detail.

Before describing the content of the sections, let us explain the meaning of the restrictions
o < 2, a0 —ay < 2.

Let us first consider the case where oy = @y = a, so that the unique requirement is a < 2. It
turns out that when o > 2 the problem is easily treated in the strip RY x [0,1] in the case of the
Lebesgue measure, see [7], and all problems are due to the strong diffusion at infinity. The case
a > 2 in the strip RV x [1, oo] requires therefore new investigation even though the operator y*L,
alone can be treated for any o € R, by the similarity transformation of Section 3.

When oy # ag, the change of variables of Section 3, namely T a1-az, transforms y** A, +y*2 B,

into y*“(A, + Bu), a = ﬁ However, the strip RY x [0, 1] is mapped into itself only when
ag — a1 < 2. Under this condition it is possible, though not treated in this paper, that the
restriction ap < 2 can be removed, at least when the operator is studied in RY x [0, 1] rather than
in Rf *1. But dealing with the case ag — a; > 2 requires further investigation, as explained above.

Assuming, in addition, that a; > 0, the range of parameters for which we prove solvability is
optimal, since it coincides with that of L,. However, when o; < 0 it can happen that £ generates
in a range of parameters for which the domain is less regular. We discuss these phenomena in

Section 9.2, see in particular Example 9.10, without demanding for completeness.
Most of the result of this paper can be extended to operators with variable coefficients

N

L= ya1 Z aij(tu z, y)Dmimj + ya2 (Dyy + EDU - %)

ij=1 Y Y
assuming uniform ellipticity and appropriate continuity of the matrix (a;;). In fact, the case of
constant coefficients (a;;) follows by a linear change of the z-variables and allows to use pertur-
bation methods. The situation is easier in a finite strip RV x [0, 1] and for positive a1, as since
the powers ™,y are bounded. First order terms like y 2 b(t, z,y) - V, with b bounded can be
also added by perturbation. We shall deal with these consequences in a subsequent paper in order
to treat operators which degenerate near the boundary of a domain with (possibly) different rates
along normal and tangential directions.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we briefly recall the harmonic analysis back-
ground needed in the paper, as square function estimates, R-boundedness and a vector valued
multiplier theorem.

In Section 3, we exploit an elementary change of variables, in a functional analytic setting, to
reduce our operators to the simpler case where a1 = .



In Sections 4 and 5 we recall some preliminary results concerning anisotropic weighted Sobolev
spaces and one-dimensional Bessel operators.

In Section 6, which is the core of the paper, we prove generation results, maximal regularity
and domain characterization for the operator y*A, + y® By where By is the Bessel operator with
Neumann boundary conditions. The general case both with Neumann and Dirichlet boundary
conditions will be deduced in Sections 7 and 8 using the isometry of Section 3.

In Section 9, we complement our results by characterizing the contractivity range and investigat-
ing uniqueness. We show that many examples of degenerate operators, like the Baouendi-Grushin
operators, are special cases of ours and that our results improve those already existing in the
literature.

Notation. For N > 0, Rf“ = {(z,y) : # € RN,y > 0}. For m € R we consider the measure
y"drdy in RY ! and we write L2, (RY ) for LP(RY T y™drdy) and often only L?, when RY
is understood. Similarly WEP(RY ) = {u € L2 (RYT!) : 9%u € L2 (RYT)  |a| < Kk}

Ct ={A e C: ReX > 0} and, for |f] < 7, we denote by Xy the open sector {\ € C : X\ #
0, |[Arg(N\)| < 6}.

2  Vector-valued harmonic analysis

Regularity properties for £ = y** A, + y“2L, follow once we prove the estimate
1y** Azullp + [[y** Lyull, < C[| Lull, (3)

where the LP norms are taken over Rf *1 on a sufficiently large set of functions u. This is equivalent
to saying that the domain of £ is the intersection of the domain of y**A, and y**L, (after
appropriate tensorization) or that the operator y®'A, L~ is bounded. This strategy arose first in
the study of maximal regularity of parabolic problems, that is for the equation u; = Au+ f,u(0) =0
where A is the generator of an analytic semigroup on a Banach space X. Estimates like

wellp + | Aullp < [ £l

where now the LP norm is that of LP([0,T[; X') can be interpreted as closedness of D; — A on the
intersection of the respective domains or, equivalently, boundedness of the operator A(D; — A)~!
in LP([0, T[; X).

Nowadays this strategy is well established and relies on Mikhlin vector-valued multiplier the-
orems. Let us state the relevant definitions and main results we need, referring the reader to [3],
[29] or [15].

Let S be a subset of B(X), the space of all bounded linear operators on a Banach space X. S
is R-bounded if there is a constant C' such that

1Y eiSimilloaix) < CINY . eiill Lo sx)
i i

for every finite sum as above, where (z;) C X,(S;) C S and ¢; : Q@ — {—1,1} are independent
and symmetric random variables on a probability space 2. The smallest constant C' for which the
above definition holds is the R-bound of S, denoted by R(S). It is well-known that this definition
does not depend on 1 < p < oo (however, the constant R(S) does) and that R-boundedness is
equivalent to boundedness when X is an Hilbert space. When X is an LP space (with respect to
any o-finite measure), testing R-boundedness is equivalent to proving square functions estimates,
see [15, Remark 2.9 ].



Proposition 2.1 Let S € B(LP(X)), 1 < p < co. Then S is R-bounded if and only if there is a
constant C' > 0 such that for every finite family (f;) € LP(2),(S:;) € S

(;mm?)% <C (;ml?)

L (%) Lr(%)

1
2

The best constant C' for which the above square functions estimates hold satisfies k™ 'C < R(S) <
kC' for a suitable k > 0 (depending only on p). The proposition above R-boundedness follows from
domination.

Corollary 2.2 Let S,7 C B(LP(X)), 1 < p < oo and assume that T is R bounded and that for
every S € S there exists T € T such that |Sf| < |Tf| pointwise, for every f € LP(X). Then S is
R-bounded.

Let (A, D(A)) be a sectorial operator in a Banach space X; this means that p(—A) D X,_4
for some ¢ < 7 and that A(A + A)~! is bounded in ¥,_4. The infimum of all such ¢ is called
the spectral angle of A and denoted by ¢4. Note that —A generates an analytic semigroup if and
only if ¢4 < 7/2. The definition of R-sectorial operator is similar, substituting boundedness of
A(A + A)~1 with R-boundedness in ¥,_4. As above one denotes by ¢f the infimum of all ¢ for
which this happens; since R-boundedness implies boundedness, we have ¢4 < ¢§.

The R-boundedness of the resolvent characterizes the regularity of the associated inhomoge-
neous parabolic problem, as we explain now.

An analytic semigroup (e_tA)tZO on a Banach space X with generator — A has maximal reqular-
ity of type LY (1 < q < o0) if for each f € L([0,T]; X) the function ¢ — u(t) = fot e~ (=9)4) f(5) ds
belongs to W4([0,T]; X) N L4([0, T]; D(B)). This means that the mild solution of the evolution
equation

u'(t) + Au(t) = f(t), t>0, u(0) =0,

is in fact a strong solution and has the best regularity one can expect. It is known that this
property does not depend on 1 < ¢ < co and T > 0. A characterization of maximal regularity is
available in UMD Banach spaces, through the R-boundedness of the resolvent in a suitable sector
w+ Xy, with w € R and ¢ > 7/2 or, equivalently, of the scaled semigroup e~ A+t in a sector
around the positive axis. In the case of LP spaces it can be restated in the following form, see [15,
Theorem 1.11]

Theorem 2.3 Let (e_tA)tZO be a bounded analytic semigroup in LP(X), 1 < p < oo, with generator
—A. Then T(-) has mazimal regularity of type LY if and only if the set {\(A+A)"" X € Xy /a1 4} is
R- bounded for some ¢ > 0. In an equivalent way, if and only if there are constants 0 < ¢ < 7/2,
C > 0 such that for every finite sequence (\;) C Xy /214, (fi) C LP

H (Z X (N + A)—lfi|2> <C <Z |fi|2>

or, equivalently, there are constants 0 < ¢’ < w/2, C' > 0 such that for every finite sequence
(2) C g, (fi) € LP

Lr(%) Lr (%)

(S

H (ZjleziAfiIQ) <c <Zij|fz-|2>é

Lr(%) Lr(%)



Finally we state a version of the operator-valued Mikhlin multiplier theorem in the N-dimensional
case, see [3, Theorem 3.25] or [15, Theorem 4.6].

Theorem 2.4 Let 1 < p < oo, M € CN (RN \ {0}; B(LP(X)) be such that the set
{lel*Dgr(e) - € € RN\ {0}, Jo] < N}

is R-bounded. Then the operator Tny = F1MF is bounded in LP(RYN, LP(X)), where F denotes
the Fourier transform.

3 Degenerate operators and similarity transformations

We consider first the 1d operators

c b c
L=Dy,+-D,— —, B=D,,+-D
wT Ty T 2 w Ty
on the half line R, =]0, 0o[. Note that B (which stands for Bessel) is nothing but L when b = 0.
Often we write L,, B, to indicate that they act with respect to the y variable.
The equation Lu = 0 has solutions y~°, y~%2 where s1, s9 are the roots of the indicial equation

f(s)==s>+(c—1s+b=0

-1 -1
812:c2 —\/5, 822202 +\/5 (4)

D:b+C;§7 )

The above numbers are real if and only if D > 0. When D < 0 the equation v — Lu = f
cannot have positive distributional solutions for certain positive f, see [26]. When b = 0, then
\/5:|c—1|/2and51:O,szzc—lforczland s1=c—1,89 =0for c< 1.

where

Next we consider, for ay,as € R, the operators
E = yale —+ yazLy

(keeping the assumption D > 0 on L,) in the space LF, = L (RYT1).
We investigate when these operators can be transformed one into the other by means of change

of variables and multiplications.
For k,B € R, B # —1 let

1
T pu(z,y) =68+ 1|Pyku(x,y'8+1), (x,y) € Rf“. (6)
Observe that
-1
T =Tt

Proposition 3.1 Let 1 <p<oo, k, 5 €R, §# —1. The following properties hold.
(i) For every m € R, Ty, 3 maps isometrically LY, onto LP, where

m-+kp—pf
B+1

ﬁl:



(i1) For every u € V[/foc1 (Rf“) one has
1. YT pu = Ty (yFriu), for any o € R;
2. Dyyo; (T pu) = Trp (Dmim].u), Dy, (Txpu) = Ty, (Dy,u);
8. DyThpu=Tig (ky™#Tu+ (8+ 1)y Dyu),

Dyy(Ti ) = s (B + 12575 Dyyu + (8 +1)(2k + By 57 Dy + k(k — 1)y~ 7 u).

4. DpyTipu="Tgp (kyfﬁl)mu +(B+ 1)y% Dmyu)

ProOF. The proof of (i) follows after observing the Jacobian of (z,y) — (z,y%*!) is |1+ Bly®. To
prove (ii) one can easily observe that any z-derivatives commutes with T} 3. Then we compute

B+1
1 u(z,y
D, Thsulw,y) =I5+ 115y <’“(T) (84 Dy’ Dyul, yﬂ“))

=T 5 (ky*ﬁu + (B + 1yFm Dyu)

and similarly

B—1

Dy Ty pu(z,y) =Tk p ((B + 1)2y52_leyyu + (B + 1)(2k + B)y 7+ Dyu + k(k — 1)yiﬁu)-

O
Proposition 3.2 Let Tj, g3 be the isometry above defined. The following properties hold.
(i) For every u € VVfOC1 (Rf"’l) one has
T2 (v A + 922 Ly ) Thpu = (y71 A 1251 L
kp\Y e Y Ly [Tk pu= Y «+(B+1)% y U
where L is the operator defined as in (1) with parameters b, ¢ replaced, respectively, by
- b—k(c—1+k)
GRSV
E_c+2k+6(c+1+2k+ﬁ) )
(B+1)?
(it) The discriminant D and the parameters 3,2 of L defined as in (11), (4) are given by
~ D
D=——1, 8
G+ 17 ®
and
- s12+k N so1+k
= 2 1 O = ’ 1 O . 9
L2 = T (B+1>0), 512 511 (B+1<0) (9)



Proor. Using Proposition 3.1 we can compute

LyThpu(,y) = T [(8+ 127 Dyyu+ (8 + 1)(2k + By 57 Dyu+ k(k — 1)y~ 7 1u

B—1

+ cky_ﬁu +c(B+ 1)y Dyu — by‘ﬁu}

(B+1)(2k+B+c)
Yy

Dyu

YT ((5 +1)?’Dy,u +

- (b—k(c+k—1))y—1§>

which implies
ag+28 ~

Ty (2 Ly) Trpu=y 1 Lyu.

Similarly one has y*' AT gu = T (y% Amu). Adding the last equalities yields (i). The
remaining properties follow directly from the definitions (4), (11). O

4 Weighted Sobolev spaces

Let p > 1, m,oq € R, ap < 2. In order to describe the domain of the operator y*' A, +y**B,, we
collect in this section the main results concerning anisotropic weighted Sobolev spaces, referring
to [22] for further details and all the relative proofs. We define the Sobolev space

W2P(ay, g, m) = {u € W2’p(Rf+1) Dy, Y Dyyaju, y%Dggiu,onDyyu7 y%Dyu € Lgl}

loc

which is a Banach space equipped with the norm
n n
21 Qg

ullwzo(as,cmy =llullzz, + D 19* Daweyullzr, + > 1y Daully, + 1y*2 Dyyull s, + |y = Dyull s,

ij=1 i=1
Next we add a Neumann boundary condition for y = 0 in the form y*2~'D,u € L, and set

Wf}p(al,ag,m) ={u e W?P(ay,as,m): y*>"'D,u € LP}
with the norm
lull 2o (ay azm) = lullw2rarazm) + 15 Dyully, -

We consider also an integral version of the Dirichlet boundary condition, namely a weighted
summability requirement for 2 and introduce

W%p(al,ag,m) = {u e W*P(ay,az,m) : y*2 2u € L2}

with the norm
O[2—2

HUHW;’P(ah%,m) = ||u||W2’P(a17a2-,m) + Hy u”Ll’n



The symbol R stands for ”Rellich”, since Rellich inequalities concern with the summability of
-2
Yy u.
We consider only the case as < 2. Analogous results can be recovered for ag > 2 via the
similarity transformation of Lemma 4.3.
We have made the choice not to include the mixed derivatives in the definition of Wﬁ/’p (o1, a2, m)

to simplify some arguments. However the following result follows from Theorem 7.1.

m—+1

Proposition 4.1 If as — a1 <2 and o] < = then for every u € Wf/’p (a1, a0, m)

a1 tag
ly™=" Dy Vaully, < Cllufly,

P (ar,az,m)’

Remark 4.2 With obvious changes we consider also the analogous Sobolev spaces WP (g, m)
and Wﬁ,’p(ag, m) on Ry. For example we have

Wﬁ/’p(a,m) = {u € VVlQO’f(RJr) s, Yy Dyyu, y%Dyu, yo‘leyu € Lfn}.

All the results of this section will be valid also in Ry changing (when it appears) the condition
a; < mTH to 0 < mTH.

The next proposition shows how these spaces transform under the map of Section 3.

Proposition 4.3 Let p > 1, m, a1, as € R with ag < 2. Then one has

o - - +28
W2P(aq, e, m) = Tt (WQ’pa,a,m), & = -4 . _erel
N (o, ag,m) = To g (Wi (G, Gz, m) 1= %27 5
In particular, by choosing = —< one has
2 m+ %2
2, _ 2,p/ ~ ~ -~ 1 _— B}
WNP(al,ag,m) = TO,—QT2 (WNP(O(7O,’I”I’L)) s a = m, m = 1— %

Remark 4.4 It is essential to deal with Wf}p(al, ag,m): in general the map Ty g does not trans-
form W2P(ay, aa,m) into WP (ay, g, m).

The next result clarifies in which sense the condition y*2~'D,u € LP, is a Neumann boundary
condition.

Proposition 4.5 The following assertions hold.
(i) If ’”T“ >1— ag, then Wﬁ;p(al,ag,m) = W2P(ay,az,m).

(i1) IfmT'H <1—ag, then

Wf}p(al,ag,m) ={u € W*P(ay,as,m) : lir% Dyu(z,y) = 0 for a.e. x € RN}
Y—

In both cases (i) and (ii), the norm of W/%/p(ozl,ozz,m) is equivalent to that of WP(ay, az, m).

We provide an equivalent description of Wﬁ,’p (a1, a2, m), adapted to the operator Dy, +cy~'D,,.



Proposition 4.6 Let c € R and mTH <c+1—as. Then

loc

Wﬁ,’p(al,ag,m) = {u € W2’p(Rf+l) cu, Y Azu € L

D
Y™ (Dyyu +c vt
Yy

) e LP and 3iL%yCDyu = O}
and the norms HUHWf/,p(al azym) 0N
lull p, + lly® Azull Ly, + ly** (Dyyu + cy™ Dyu)| s,

are equivalent on Wﬁf’p(al, ag,m). Finally, when 0 < mT'H <c—1 then

C

D
Wf}p(al,az,m) = {u € Wi’p(Rf""l) tu, YU Ayu, y*? (Dyyu—i- c yyu) € Lfn} .
The following equivalent description of Wf}p (a1, 2, m) involves a Dirichlet, rather than Neumann,

boundary condition, in a certain range of parameters.

Proposition 4.7 Let ¢ > 1 and mTH < c+1—ay. The following properties hold.

(i) If ¢ > 1 then

loc

Wf}p(ahaz,m) = {u € W2’p(Rf+1) cu, Y Ayu e LP

D
y*? <Dyyu+ c yu) € LP and lim y*'u = O}.
Yy y—0
(ii) If c =1 then

loc

Wf/p(ozl,ozz,m) = {u € WQ’p(Rf'H) tu, YT Ague LY

Dyu
Qo Y p 1
y (Dyyu +c ) > e LY and ;11% u(z,y) € (C} .

The next results show the density of smooth functions in Wﬁ/’p (a1, a2, m). Let
C:={ueCX (RY x[0,00)), Dyu(z,y) =0 for y < § and some § >0}, (10)
its one dimensional version
D = {u e C*([0,00)), Dyu(y) =0 for y < ¢ and some § > 0} (11)

and finally (finite sums below)

CXRM) @D = {u(m,y) = Zul(x)vl(y), u; € CXRN), v; € ’D} cC.

Theorem 4.8 If ’”T“ > a7 then OX(RN) @ D is dense in WP (a1, az,m).

10



Note that the condition (m +1)/p > a;, or m+1 >0 and (m +1)/p+ a1 > 0, is necessary
for the inclusion C2°(RN) @ D € Wi (a1, az,m).
Proposition 4.9 Let mT-i-l > ay . The following properties hold for any u € Wﬁf’p(al, o, m).
(i) IfmTH>1—% then

a2 _q o2
ly2 ullpe, < Clly2 Dyul s,

(i1) ]fag—a1<2anmeH>1—%,mT+l>af then

ajtag ajtag

||y 2 _1VIU‘HLEn S C”y 2 DyvmuHLfn

Finally, we investigate some relationships between W2 (aq, ag, m), sz’p(al, ag, m) and Wﬁ,’p(al, g, m).
Proposition 4.10 The following properties hold.
(i) if u € Wé’p(al,ag,m) then y*2~'Dyu € LP,.
(ii) If g — 1 < 2 and mT'H > 2 — o, then
W%’p(al,ag,m) = Wﬁ/’p(al,ag,m) = W?P(ay, az,m),
with equivalence of the corresponding norms. In particular, C2° (Rf“) 15 dense in W%p(al, ag,m).

We clarifies the action of the multiplication operator T} : u + y*u. The following lemma is
the companion of Lemma 4.3 which deals with the transformation 7y .

Lemma 4.11 Let ag — a1 < 2 and mTH > 2 —ay. For every k € R
Tko: Wﬁ/’p(al,ag,m) — sz’p(al,ag,m — kp)

is an isomorphism (we shall write ykWX/’p(al, ag,m) = WP (ar, as,m — kp)).

5 One dimensional degenerate operators

In this section we summarize the main results proved in [23] for the one dimensional operator
y*By — py® =y~ (Dyy + gDy) — py®, >0, in LP . To characterize the domain for p > 0, we

denote by
D(y*) ={uve Ly, : y*uely}

the domain of the potential V(y) = y® in LP,.
Theorem 5.1 Leta <2, ceR and 1 < p < oo.

(i) If0< mT'H < c+1—«, then the operator y*B endowed with domain Wﬁ/’p(a, m) generates
a bounded positive analytic semigroup of angle w/2 on LP (Ry,y™dy).
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(i) If pw > 0 and o~ < mTH < c+ 1 — « then the operator y*B — py® endowed with domain

Wﬁ,’p(a,m) N D(y®) generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LY, which has mazimal reg-
ularity.

In both cases the set D defined in (11) is a core.
We shall use y“B™, n stands for Neumann, for y*B with domain Wﬁ,’p (or,m) and similarly for

y*B"™ — ny®. Note that the condition o~ < mTH < c+1— «is equivalent to 0 < mTH <c+l—-a

and —a < mTH < ¢+ 1— a. The first guarantees that y*B" is a generator in L?, and the second

that B" is a generator in L} , .

In the next proposition we show that the multipliers
EERY = NA(€) = M\ =y By +y° €)1,
EeRY = My(§) = ¢y (A — y* By +y* €)™

satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 2.4. M), is used in Section 6 to characterize the domain of
L =y*(A; + By) whereas N) to prove that £ = y*(A, + B,) generates an analytic semigroup.

Proposition 5.2 Assume that o~ < mT‘H < c+1—a. Then the families
{1617 D)) : € € RN\ {0}, |81 < Nae CF

{ [P D2ONA)(©) - € € Y\ {0}, 8] < Nae Tt}

are R-bounded in LY.

6 Domain and maximal regularity for y*A, +y* B}

Let ¢,m € R and p > 1. In this section we prove generation results, maximal regularity and
domain characterization for the degenerate operators

L:=y*A, +y*“By, a<2

in LY (Rf“), where y* B} = y© (Dyy + gDy) We start with the L? theory.

6.1 The operator £ = y*A, +y*B} in L?_,

We use the Sobolev spaces of Section 4 and also H) . :={u € L2, : y2Vu € L?_, equipped with
the inner product

(w,v)gy = (w02 + (yEVu,yE Vo),

1
a,c — c—a

Let £ be the operator defined on C2° (Rf“) by

L=y*A+cy*'D, =yt div(yC Vu).

12



Note that ¢ = « if and only if £ is formally self-adjoint with respect to the Lebesgue measure. £
is associated to the non-negative, symmetric and closed form in Lg_a(Rf )

(Vu, V1) y°de dy = /

(—Lu) Ty ™ “dzx dy,
RY*!

a(u,v) == (y*Vu, Vo) y~*de dy =
N+1
RYT R

N+1
N
D(a) = H, ...

Accordingly we define the operator with Neumann boundary conditions by

D(L)={ue H} ,:3f € L?_, such that a(u,v) = / foy°~*dz for every v € H,, .},

N+1
R+

Lu=—f. (12)

By construction £ is a non-positive self-adjoint operator and, if u € D(L), then u € HZ (R} 1)
and Lu = y*Au+cy® ' D,u by standard arguments. £ generates a contractive analytic semigroup
{exv"£: zeCy}in L2_ (RY™) and our aim is to characterize its domain.

Proposition 6.1 Ifc+1 > |a| then the set O (RN)®D, see (11), is a core for L in Lffa(Rerl).

PROOF. We observe, preliminarily, that under the given assumptions on a, ¢, the set C°(RY) @ D
is contained in H, (;C. Moreover, integrating by parts one sees that any u € C°(RY) ® D satisfies
(12) with Lu = y*A,u + y*Byu € L?_,. This yields C>°(RY) ® D C D(L).

Since I — L is invertible we have to show that (I — £) (C2°(RY) ® D) is dense in L2_, or,

equivalently, that ((I — £) (C(RY) @ D))J' = {0}. Let v € L2__(RY™) be such that
/ (I—L)fodeydy=0, YfecC R")®D.
RYT!

Let us choose f = a(z)u(y) € D with a € C>°(RY) and u € D. Taking the Fourier transform with
respect to x we get f(&,y) = a(§)u(y) and

[ [0 + 5716 utw) — v Byutw)] al€) 5(6.0) d v~y =0, (13)
R+

Fix & € RY, 7 > 0 and let w(¢) = mXB(&),r) € L2(RY). Let (a,)n, € C®(RY) a sequence
of test functions such that a,, — w in L*(RY); then @, — w in L2(RY) and writing (13) with a
replaced by a,, and letting n — co we obtain

1 00 B
- - d U 220 (y) — y* B, 5 c—a g, — (.
1B M) Jaeom 5/0 [ (v) +y* el uly) —y* By (y)} (&y) y“dy=0

Letting 7 — 0 and using the Lebesgue Differentiation theorem, we have for a.e. £, € RY
| 1w + s8R utw) - v Byut)] 5(6o,) v 2dy =0,
0

which is valid for every u € D. Under the given hypotheses on ¢ and «, Theorem 5.1 implies that D
is a core for the operator y*B;' —y*|&]|? in L?_, (R4 ). The last equation then implies 9(,-) = 0
for a.e. & € R and the proof is complete.

O
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Theorem 6.2 Ifc+ 1 > |a then
D(L) = Wﬁ,’z(a, a,c— )

PrOOF. Observe that
CERN)®D Cc Wit (a,a,c—a) N D(L)
and that it is core for £ by Proposition 6.1 and is dense in Wﬁ/’Q(a, a, ¢ — a) by 4.8.
We have to show that the graph norm and that of Wﬁ/’Q (@, @, c— @) are equivalent on C°(RY)®

D. Since the second is obviously stronger, we have to show the converse.
We use Proposition 4.6 and endow Wﬁ,’z(a, a, ¢ — a) with the equivalent norm

lullw = llullzz_ +1ly*Asullzz_ +[ly*Byullr:

c—a

Let u € CP(RY)® D and f = u — Lu, so that ||ullpz < [|f|lz2 . By taking the Fourier
transform with respect to z (with co-variable £) we obtain

(L+1ePy" =y BYalg, ) = f(&,),  volelPals ) =y PO+ [Py =y BT (€ ). (14)
This means y*A,u = —F 1M (&)Ff, where F denotes the Fourier transform and M(§) =
yelEP (1 + IEPy —y By)
The estimate [[y*Agullz2 < C|/f|z2_ then follows from the boundedness of the multi-
plier M in L?(RY;L2_ (Ry)) which follows from Proposition 5.2 and Theorem 2.4 and yields
ly*Byullz < Cliflizs . by difference.

This gives the equivalence of the graph norm and of the norm of Wﬁf(oz, a,c—a) on CX(RM)@D
and concludes the proof. [l

6.2 The operator £ =y“A, +y*B; in L,

In this section we prove domain characterization and maximal regularity for the degenerate operator

L=y*A; +y*By, a<2

in L?,. To avoid any misinterpretation, we often write £,, ;, to emphasize the underlying space on
which the operator acts.
We shall use extensively the set D defined in (11). In particular £ is well defined on C2°(RY)@D
when (m+1)/p > a™.
m—+1
P

()\ - ﬁc—a,2)_1u yaAm()\ - Ec—a,?)_lu yaB;l()‘ - ﬁc—a,2)_1

Lemma 6.3 Let o~ < <c+1—a. Then for any A € CT the operators

initially defined on LP, NL2__, by Theorem 6.2, extend to bounded operators on LP, which we denote
respectively by R(N), y*AsR(N), y*ByR(N). Moreover the family {\R(X) : X € C*} is R-bounded

P
on LP .

PROOF. Let u € C°(RY)® D and f = Au— Lu. By taking the Fourier transform with respect to
x we obtain

A+ [EPy —y* B, ) = f(&), a6 ) = A=y By +1Py™) (&)

14



This means u = F 1N, (£)F f, where
NA(€) = (A =y By + |€Py*) ™.
Since C°(RY) ® D is a core for L._,.2 we have proved the equality
(A= Le—a2) = F 'NAOF.

Proposition 5.2 and Theorem 2.4 yield the boundedness of the Fourier multiplier Ny in the space
L? (RN, LP (Ry)) = LE, and the existence of a bounded operator R(\) € LF, which extends
(A — Le—2)"'. Furthermore [29, Theorem 4.3.9] and the R-boundedness with respect to A of
Ny (&) and its &-derivatives, see again Proposition 5.2, imply that the family {AR(\) : A € CT} is
R-bounded.

The proof for y*A,R(\) is similar. As before we show that, see (14) in Theorem 6.2,

yaAz(/\ - ‘Ccfa,Z)il = _‘FilM)\(g)‘F

where M (€) = y*[&[*(A + [£[°y™ — y*B})~", and use Proposition 5.2 for the boundedness of the
multiplier M) in LP(RY; LP (R,)).

The boundedness of y*B;R(A) follows then by difference, since y*A,R(\) + y*ByR(A) =
AR(A) — 1. O
m+1

P
C®(RN)® D, generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LP, (Rf ) which has mazimal reqularity

Proposition 6.4 Ifa™ < < c+1—a, an extension Ly, , of the operator L, initially defined on

and it is consistent with the semigroup generated by L. 2 in Li_a(Rf"H).

PROOF. Let us consider the R-bounded family of operators {A\R(\) : A € C*} defined by Lemma
6.3. In particular it satisfies

H)‘RO‘)HB(L;(RfH)) <C, YAeCT .

By construction R()) coincides with (A — L¢—qa,2)"" when restricted to LE, N L?_,. Hence, by
density, the family {R()\) : A € C"} satisfies the resolvent equation

R(A) = R(p) = (n = NRA)R(n), YA, peC*

in L2, and therefore it is a pseudoresolvent, see [6, Section 4.a]. Furthermore rg(R())) is dense in
LE, for every A € CT, since it contains C°(RY) @ D.

Let us prove that R(\) is injective for every A € Ct. Let f € LP s.t. R(\)f = 0 for some
A € C*. Since Ker(R()\)) = Ker(R(u)) for any A, u € C*, see [6, Lemma 4.5, we have R(\)f =0
for every A > 0. Given € > 0, let us choose g € LE, N L2__ s.t. ||f — g||z». < e. Then

AR(N)g = ARN(g = f),  [IMRN)gllzy, < Ce, VA0

Since AR(A)g = A\ — Le—a2)"'g — g as A — oo we may suppose, up to a subsequence, that
AR(MN)g — g a.e.. Then Fatou’s Lemma yields

lgllzy, < liminf [|AR(A)g s, < Ce
—00

which implies || f|lLe. < ||f = gllzz, + lgllzz, < (1 + C)e, hence f = 0 which proves the injectivity
of R(\).
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At this point, [6, Proposition 4.6] yields the existence of a densely defined closed operator
Ly, p such that CT™ C p(L,,,) and R(A) = (A — Ly, )" for any A € CT. By construction,
(Lonp; D(Lim,p)) extends (£,C2°(RY) @ D) and one has

INA = Lnp) sy <C, AeCt.

Then from standard results on semigroup theory, see for example [1, Section AIl, Theorem 1.14],
(Lyn.ps D(L1p)) generates a bounded analytic semigroup (e%mvp)zege for some 6 > 0, in L?,.
The maximal regularity of the semigroup follows, using Theorem 2.3, from the R-boundedness
of the resolvent family {\ (\ — Emyp)_l , A € CT}. Finally, the semigroup is consistent with that
in L?__, since the resolvents are consistent. O

Finally we characterize the domain of £,, ;.
Theorem 6.5 If o~ < ’"TH <c+1—a, then
D(Lump) = WP (e, o, m)
and in particular C*(RY) @ D is a core for Ly, p.
ProOF. With the notation of the above proposition, D(L,, ) = R(1)(L%,). Let u = R(1)f =
(I = Le—o2)"tf with f € L2, N LP,. Then Lemma 6.3 yields
Iy Asulug, + 15" Byullzs, < € (I1Lulls, + ullzs,) (15)

Using Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 6.2, we deduce that u(z,-) € D(y* By, 5
Moreover, u(z,-), y*Byu(z,-) € LE (Ry), for a.e. x € R™.

Let us show that u(x,-) € D(y*By, ). In fact, setting f := u(z, ) — Byu(z,-) € L5, (Ry) N
12 (Ry) we have u = (I —y*B")"' f € D(y*Bp,) N DBl
resolvent (I — y*B™)" " in L2 (R, ) and in L2 _(R,) .

Theorem 5.1 then implies

) for a.e. z € R™.

) by the consistency of the

ly® Dyyull e .y + 92 Dyull e,y + 92 Dyull e, @,y < Cllu — y*Byul| e, &.)-
Then, raising to the power p, integrating over R and using Lemma 6.3 for the last inequality
Iy Dyyull zz, + lly® Dyully, + ly® = Dyullrz, < C (llullcy, + Iy Byullzr,) < C (lull g, + 1 Cullzs,) -
(16)

By the density of L2, N LE, in L?,, (15), (16) hold for every u € D(L,,,) and this last is
contained in Wf}p(a, a,m), by 4.6.

Moreover, since the graph norm is clearly weaker than the norm of Wf}p(a, a,m), (15), (16)
again show that they are equivalent on D(L,, ), in particular on C2°(RY) ® D which is dense in
Wﬁ[’p(a, a,m), by 4.8.

Therefore D(Ly, p) = Wﬁfp(a, a,m) and in particular C2°(RY) ® D is a core. U
Corollary 6.6 Under the hypotheses of Theorem 6.5 we have for every u € Wﬁ/’p(a, a,m)

I1y* Doy ull iz, + Ily* Dyyull e, + Iy~ Dyul s, < CllLull s,
Proor. By Theorem 6.5 the above inequality holds if |lul| ;s p~-+1) is added to the right hand
m +
side. Applying it to ux(x,y) = u(Az, \y), A > 0 we obtain
1* Dao,ull £, + 1y Dyyul oy, + 1y~ Dyl ry, < C (1€l g, +A72[lull £z, )
and the proof follows letting A — oo. U
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6.3 Mixed derivatives

By using classical covering results, Rellich inequalities and Theorem 6.5, we obtain LP estimates
for the mixed second order derivatives.

Theorem 6.7 Leta™ < mTH < c+1—a. Then there exists C > 0 such that for every u € D(L,, ;)
ly* DyVeullrp, < Cf|Luf s,
We need a Rellich type inequality for smooth functions vanishing near {y = 0}.

Lemma 6.8 Let o™ < mTH < c+1—a. Assume, in addition, o # 1 — ’”T, a#2— . Then

there exists a positive constant C' such that for u € C° (RN x]0, 0o[) we have
HyQ*QUHLgl < ClLullry,.

PROOF. Let u € C°(RY x]0,00]). Let o # 1 — ,aF#2— . Then by [25, Proposition 3.10]
(see also [16])

/ |y 2ul” ymdy < © / [y Dyyul” y™dy.
R+ R+
Integrating the previous inequality over RY and using Corollary 6.6 we get
ly*>ull, < Cly*Dyyullzy, < CllLullys,.
]
We first prove mixed derivatives estimates for functions with support far away from {y = 0}.

Lemma 6.9 Let o™ < ’”TH < c+1—a. Assume, in addition, o # 1 — m—"’l, a#2— . Then
for every u € C2°(RYN x]0, oo)

ly* Dy Vaullry, < Cl|Lullrs,.
PRrooOF. For every n € Z let
In _ [271, 271—1—1[7 Jn _ [211—1, 2n+2[

We fix ¢ € C2°(R) such that 0 <9 <1, 9(y) =1 for y € [1,2] and I(y) = 0 for y ¢ [3, 4] and set

In(y) =0 (%), where p, = 2".
We apply the classical LP estimates for elliptic operators with constant coefficients to the
function 9, u and obtain

105 Dy Ve (9 U)HLP RY*) < Cllpn Dyy(Inu) + p Aa(Un u)||Lp(RN+1)

Then we get
1
lon Dy Vaullpo@yxr,y < C(HPszyu + P Al Lo @y x g,) T p—HPﬁDyUHLP(RNxJn)
n

1
+ _QHPZUJHLP(RNXJTL)
Pn
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Since & <y < 4p, if y € J,, then we get

ly** % DyVoull Loy w1,y < O(Hy”?Dyyu +y* T Agul| Lo,

+ Iy Dyull o <, + Hya72+%u”L”(RN><Jn)>'

Summing over n, since at most three among the intervals J,, overlap, it follows that
HyaDvau”Lf’n <C (H‘Cm,puHLfn + ”ya_lDyu”Lf’n + Hya_2uHng> :

Using Corollary 6.6 and Lemma 6.8 we conclude the proof. [l

Next we remove the assumption on the supports and work in C2°(R”") @ D which is a core for
L p-

Lemma 6.10 Let o~ < mTH < c+1—a«a and assume also that o # 1 — mTH, a#2— mTH. Then
ly* DyVaull g, < Cl[Lullrs,
for every u € C°(RY) @ D.

PROOF. Given u € C*(RN) ® D, let v(z,y) = u(x, \y). Then v € CX(RY) ® D and u(z,0) =
v(x,0). Tt follows that w = u — v € C(RY x]0, c0[). Moreover

m+1

r HyaDvauHLfn

ly*Dy Vvl s, = X7

and, by Corollary 6.6,

m

L0l s, < A7 [y Agul|p, + A2 [y Blul o, < CON)||Lull s, -

Hence by applying Lemma 6.9 to w, we have

ly* DyVaul s, < C (ly* Dy Vawllzy, + ly*DyVavlrs,) < C ([1£wllzs, + 1y Dy Vvl

m —

m

(03 —a— +1 o
< C(ILully, + l1£0]lLy, + ly* Dy Voo rs,) < C' (V)| Lul gy, +CN' 7 ly* Dy Vaul g, -

Choosing A large enough or small enough accordingly to 1 — a — mT'H >00rl—a—2t <0 we
conclude the proof. [l

PROOF. (Theorem 6.7). Since C2°(RY)®D is a core for L, ,, by Lemma 6.10 the claim holds
foroe;él—mT'H,ozyé2—m—+l.

P
Suppose now p = TT*O} (in particular o« < 1 and m+a > 0). Observe that, by the previous part

of the proof, the operator y*Dy V(I — Ly, 4)~" is bounded in L4 for ¢ < % and for ¢ > TTE,

q close to p to satisfy the condition = < (m 4+ 1)/¢ < ¢+ 1 — a. The Riesz-Thorin interpolation

theorem then yields the boundedness of y*D, V(I — L, )" also for p = TTJE By arguing
m—+1

similarly for p = 5= we conclude the proof. O
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7 The operator y“ A, + y* By

In this section we consider for a; € R, as < 2 the operator
L5103 =y A, + Y™ B]

in the space L? . The generation and domain properties for £**2 are deduced from the case
a1 = ag by using the isometry

1
Ty pu(z,y) =B+ 1y u(e,y”),  (v,y) € RYT
introduced in Section 3.

Theorem 7.1 Let as — a1 < 2 and

m+1
o] < <c+1-—as.

Then L2 with domain D(L51:?) = Wf}p (a1, 2, m) generates a bounded analytic semigroup
in LP which has mazimal reqularity. Moreover for every u € Wf}p (a1, 2, m)

a]+

P
ly= =" DyVaulry, < Cl[LulLs,.

ProoOF. We use the isometry
TP S

which, according to Proposition 3.2, transforms £%°*? into

o] — Qo + 2 2 ~
To_,‘lllg"ﬂ Lo‘l’o‘2T07a1;a2 =y A, + <ﬁ) y“ By
where
20 - ¢ o de+ (a1 —a2)(2¢+ 2+ a1 —as)
=— B'=D -D = .
@ 011—0124—27 Y yy+y v ¢ (041—042+2)2
Observe that o < 2 by assumption as well as o~ < 2L < &4+ 1 — a. Generation properties and

maximal regularity for L7192 in L?, are then immediate consequence of the same properties of

2
o — oo + 2 aBn
2 ) Y By

Y Az + (
in L2 proved in Proposition 6.4 and Theorem 6.5. Concerning the domain, we have
D£G2) = Ty erocy (WRP (0, 0m))

which, by 4.3, coincides with Wﬁ,’p (a1, a2, m). The estimates for the mixed derivatives follow from
the equality

afos 2+ — _2og .
Yy~ 2 = —ay (yaﬁ%“Dmyu).

and Theorem 6.7. Ol

Remark 7.2 The operator y*Ay +ay*By;, a > 0, has the same domain and properties of y* A, +
y*B,. This follows by using the map Tu(x,y) = w(x,a~2y) since T~ (y*As +ay*B)) T =
a% (yo‘Az + yO‘B;L). We used this in the above proof.
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8 Degenerate operators with Dirichlet boundary conditions

In this section we add a potential term to B and study the operator
b
L — L0102 y‘”Am +ya2Ly _ yoaAm +ya2 (DUU + EDU — _2) , Qo <2
Y Y

in LP . under Dirichlet boundary conditions, in the sense specified below.
We recall that the equation L,u = 0 has solutions y~°', y~%2 where s, sp are the roots of the
indicial equation f(s) = —s*+ (¢ — 1)s 4+ b = 0 given by

=S VD, 5= VD

c—1\?
D:=b—|—< 2)

is supposed to be nonnegative. When b = 0, then /D = |¢ — 1|/2 and s; = 0,50 = c— 1 for ¢ > 1
and s =c—1,s9 =0 for c < 1.

where

Remark 8.1 All the results of this section will be valid, with obvious changes, also in Ry for the
1d operators y*>L,, changing (when it appears in the various conditions on the parameters) o to
0 (see also Remark 4.2). We also refer to [2, 17, 18, 20, 27] for the analogous results concerning
the Nd version of L,.

A multiplication operator transforms £ into an operator of the form y** A, +y*?B;} and allows
to transfer the results of the previous sections to this situation. Indeed, we use the map defined in
Section 3

Tk,Ou(xvy) = yku(xu y)7 ((E, y) € Rerl (17)

for a suitable choice of k and with § = 0. We recall that Ty ¢ maps isometrically L? onto L,
where m = m + kp and for every u € Wlicl (Rf“) one has

T];(Jl (you Am 4 yazLy>Tk,0u — (yoa Am 4 yagiy)u
where L is the operator defined as above with parameters b, ¢ replaced, respectively, by

b=b—k(c—1+k),

¢=c+2k. (18)
Moreover the discriminant D and the parameters 51,2 of L are given by
D:D, §172 25172+k. (19)

Choosing k = —s;, i = 1,2, we get b=0, ¢ = c— 2s; and therefore

- c—2s;
T7) oLT 0= y™ Ay +y 2Bl = y™ A, + y°2 (D Ty Dy) '
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Theorem 8.2 Let as — a1 < 2 and

. m+1

s1+a; < < 83+ 2 — ao.

Then L2 generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LY which has mazimal reqularity. More-
over,

D(E%’I)O‘?) = yiSIWﬁ/’p (1,0, m — 51p) . (20)
Finally, the estimate

19™ Do yull Ly, + Iy Lyull Ly, < CIL™ 2 ull e, (21)

holds for every u € D(Ly1?).

PROOF. According to the discussion above the map T, o : L,
Yy AL + y‘“f?; where E; =Dy, + gDy, ¢=c—2s;.

Since s1 +a; < mT'H < 8342 — g is equivalent to a] < mepsitl 41— s, the statement

on generation and maximal regularity is therefore a translation to £%1:*2 and in L}, of the results
of Section 7 for y* A, +y** B, in L,

m—sip*
Also D(Lg12) =T ¢, o (Wﬁ,’p (a1, 9, m — slp)>. Finally, (21) holds since the similar state-
ment holds for y** A, + y‘”f?;‘ in LP and

m—sip

— LP, transforms £*°*? into

=) o (Y Do) Tosi0 = Yy Dayy, T2 0 (y*2Ly) Ty 0 = y** By,
The following corollary explains why we use the term Dirichlet boundary conditions.
Corollary 8.3 Let iy — o1 < 2 and 51+ o] < ’"TH < S92 42— as.

(i) If D > 0 then

loc

D(Ef;j;”) = {u € Wz’p(Rf‘H) cu, Y Agu,y*? Lyu € LY and lir% y2u(z,y) = 0} .
s ‘ y—
(ii) If D =0 then s; = so and

loc

D(Lyi2) = {u € WQ’p(RfH) tu, Yy Agu,y*?Lyu € LY, and 1}1_1)% y*2u(x,y) € (C} .

PROOF. Since ¢é = ¢ — 2s; = 1+ 2v/D > 1, both points follow by the previous theorem and 4.7. [

Remark 8.4 Equality (20) says that u € D(L3}:2) if and only for every i,j =1,...N all func-
tions

u, Y7 Dy, Y™ Doy, y™2 =t (DyuﬂLSls), y** Lyu

belong to LP, but one cannot deduce, in general, that y*2~*Dyu and y*2 Dy,u belong to LP,, as one

can check on functions like y~*u(z), u € C°(RY), near y = 0. This is however possible in the
special case below.
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Corollary 8.5 Let as — a1 < 2 and s1+2 — as < mTH < 89+ 2 — as. Then D(E‘,"n{bo”) =

WP (o, ag,m).

PROOF. Observe that s; +2 —as > 51 + ], since ag < 2, ap — a1 < 2. By Theorem 8.2 and
Proposition 4.10

D(Lgml,}gw) =y (Wﬁ/’p (041, Q2, M — Slp)) = W72€p (041, a?vm)

m—psi+1

under the assumption > 2 — ap which is equivalent to s1 +2 — as < ’”TH. Ol

Concerning the mixed derivatives, we have the following result.

Corollary 8.6 Let as — a1 < 2 and

a1 + Qo

1
>s1+1— 5

1
31+a1_<m+ < S92+ 2— o,

Then

ajtag ajtag

ly== 'Dyullpy, +ly™ = Dayullpy, < CIL™2ul|ps,

for every u € D(L712).

PROOF. Let us write u = y~*'v with v € Wﬁ,’p (a1, a9, m — s1p). Then

ajtag ajtag
2

y 2 Dmlyu =Y

(y_lewiyv - sly_sl_lDwiv) .

The first term on the right hand side belongs to L%(Rf +1) by Theorem 7.1 and the second by

Proposition 4.9, provided mT'H >s5+1— % This gives the estimate for yalgaz Dy, yu. That

a]+tag
2

for y 1D, u follows similarly, using Proposition 4.9 again. [l

Observe that the condition mTH >s51+1— 0‘142“3‘2 in the previous corollary is necessary for the

integrability of the mixed derivatives of functions like y~*1u(x), u € C°(RY), near y = 0.

Corollary 8.7 Let as — a1 < 2 and

_ m+1 1 a9
s1+a; < < S9+ 2 — ao, >51—|—1—7
Then
o2
ly= Dyullzs, < C (lullLs, + 1L u] s, ) -
PROOF. Let us write u =y~ %tv with v € Wﬁf’p (a1, a9, m — s1p). Then
y% Dyu = y% (y_leyU — sly_sl_lv)
and the thesis follows from Proposition 4.9 (i). O

The above results apply also to the operator £ = y*' A, + y** By, By = Dy, + ﬁDy, when
c < 1, so that s; = ¢ — 1 # 0, and allow to construct a realization of £ different from that of
Theorem 7.1.
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Corollary 8.8 Letas—ay < 2,c <1 andandc—14+a; < mTH < 2—ag. Then L = y** A, +y*2 B,
with domain
loc

D(L3)2) = {u € WQ’p(Rf'H) cu, YU AU, y*?Byu € L, and lim u(z,y) = O} .
’ y—0

generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LY which has maximal regularity.

PrOOF. This follows from Corollary 8.3 (i), since s;1 = ¢ —1 and sy = 0. O

Note that the generation interval ¢ — 1 4+ o] < mTH < 2 — a under Dirichlet boundary
conditions, is larger than o] < mTH < c+ 1 — ag given by Theorem 7.1 for Neumann boundary

conditions.
Let us explain what happens in Theorem 8.2 if we choose the second root so instead of si.
Proceeding similarly, one proves an identical result under the condition

. m+1
s2t+ay < < 814+ 2— . (22)
However this requires the assumption sy < s; + 2 — ap which is not always satisfied. When (22)
holds this procedure leads to a different operator, as we explain in more detail in Section 9.2.

9 Further results, examples and applications

9.1 The range of contractivity

Here we investigate when the semigroups generated by our operators are contractive on the positive
real axis.

Let £ = y* A, +y* By with ag <2, ag —ay <2 and o < mT'H < ¢+ 1 — ay so that the
generation conditions are satisfied and C2°(RY) @ D is a core.

If Iyu(z,y) = u(sl_(a2;al)x, sy), then I71LI, = s>~*2L and an estimate |[e**| < e“! implies
let“|| <1 (operator norms in L?,). Therefore quasi-contractivity is equivalent to contractivity.

Lemma 9.1 The operator £ = y** A, + y**By' is dissipative on C°(RN) @ D C L¥, if and only
if y*2 B is dissipative on D C LP (R4).

PROOF. For u € CX(RN)®D
- [ o sy = o 1) [ Vel dedy
R +1 RN+1
+ +
_ [e3) p—2, m
/Rf“(y Byu)ulu[P~"y™ dx dy

and the dissipativity of £ follows from that of y*2B™. Conversely, assuming the dissipativity of
L, we fixveD, 0#¢e CPRY) and consider u,(z,y) = ¢(x/n)v(y). Inserting in the above
identity and letting n — oo it follows that — fooo (y*2 Byu)ulu[P~2y™ dy > 0. [l

The dissipativity of y*2 B™ will be deduced from the case o = 0, via a change of variable.
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Lemma 9.2 The best constant in the inequality
/ u§|u|p_2ym dy > C/ lulPy™ 2 dy, ue€ CX(R,) (23)
0 0

2
is C = (mT_l) . When m > 1 the inequality above holds also for every u € D.

PROOF. A proof that the best constant is that indicated above can be found in [25, Proposition
8.3].

When m > 1 and u € D, let ¢ be a smooth cut-off functions which is equal to 0 in [0, 1] and to
1in [2,00[. We apply the inequality above to u,(y) = u(y)¢(ny) and get

2

c / i Py™ dy < / W2y Yuly)| S(ny)uly) P~ 2y™ dy + n? / " [ulP 2 (ny) g(ny) P2y dy

and the last term tends to 0 as n — oo, since m > 1 and u, ¢, ¢, are bounded. One concludes by
dominate convergence. ]

Prlop})sition 9.3 Assume 0 < mTH < c+ 1. The operator By is dissipative in L} (Ry) if and
only i

(i) m=c or

(ii)leanmeflgc—l.

PROOF. For u € D, u constant in [0, a] we have integrating by parts

—/ (BuyululP~2y™dy = (p—1) [ u2lulp=2y™ dy + L0000 22|y pym=2 gy (24)
0

ety (q)|ram!

and (i) is immediate.
The inequality

- [Ty iy == 1) [

a

o0

1 _ _ oo
wl lulP2y"™ dy + (= mtm =9 / lulPy™ 2 dy > 0
p a

2
holds in C3°(R) if and only if ("= 1m=e) < (WT—l) by the above lemma, which means

—1 1
m (c—l—m )20. (25)
P P

Therefore, dissipativity can hold when m > 1 only if (ii) holds. On the other hand, if m > 1 and
(ii) holds, then letting @ — 0 in (24) we obtain

- [T @iy = -1 [

which is nonnegative since (23) holds in D, by Lemma 9.2. Therefore (ii) is proved for m > 1. If
m =1 let us observe that (24) trivially holds when ¢ > 1.

o0

1—-m)(m—c >
ul[ulP~ 2y dy + (= m)(m —c) L( ) / |ulPy™ 2 dy
0
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Finally we consider the case m < 1 and show that B™ is never dissipative for m < 1 and ¢ # m
or for m =1 and ¢ < 1, even though (23) can hold on C°(R}.).

Let assume that (25) holds, or ¢ — 1 < (m — 1)/p, otherwise dissipativity fails already on
C>®(R,), and let u(y) =y for y > 1 and constant in [0, 1]. The function u is not properly in D
but smoothing and cutting at infinity do not make any problem.

Assuming (m —1)/p < f all integrals in the right hand side of (24) converge and a straightfor-
ward computation shows that positivity is equivalent to

Bllp=1B=(m=-c) >0

for every 8 > (m — 1)/p. However this is false for m < 1 since the expression above is negative
between 0 and (m —c¢)/(p—1) and (m —1)/p < 0,(m—1)/p < (m —c)/(p — 1).
When m = 1 the inequality (25) is always verified and the positivity of (24) on y~# is equivalent
to
Bllp—1)B-(1-¢) =0
for 5 > 0 which is false for small 8 > 0 when ¢ < 1. O

We can now state the final contractivity result.

Theorem 9.4 (i) Assume that as — a; < 2 and

1
<c+1-—ao.

ap <
Then the semigroup generated by y** A, + y“2 By} is contractive in Lb, if and only if

2—042§m+1§c_1+2—042'
p p p

m=c— Qs or

(ii) Assume that ae —ay < 2 and

_ m+1
s$1+a; < < 89+ 2 — ao.

Then the semigroup generated by y**A, + y*2L,, under Dirichlet boundary conditions, is
contractive in LY if and only if

PRroOF. Concerning (i), observe that by Lemma 9.1 it is enough to consider y2 B;}. According to
Proposition 3.2, we use the isometry

(&%) _o2
T ez i L (Ry) = Lh (R), To_spuy) = |1 = | uly'~),
m = m+:72 under whose action y$B™ becomes isometrically equivalent to (1 — %2 2B where
%2 Yz y Yy €q 2

2
~ ~ o2
_ c ~_ ¢
B =Dy, + Dy and ¢ = —5.

2 ~
The dissipativity for y*>B in LP, is then immediate consequence of that of B in L? already
proved in Proposition 9.3.
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Concerning (ii), observe that, as in the previous Section, the map T_4, o : LY __ w» = L

transforms £4*2 into y“*A, + y‘”Bg where Bg = Dyy + §Dy, ¢ = ¢ — 2s1. Therefore the
dissipativity of £*2 in LP follows from that of y** A, + y‘”Bg in Ly, ., proved in (i). We
have that £*1-%2 is dissipative in L? if and only if m —ps; = ¢—2s1 —ag or m —ps; > 1 — s and

%_Hﬂz < ¢—2s1 — 1. The claim follows since m —ps; > 1 — a9 and %_1‘”2 <c—2s1—1

are equivalent respectively to ’”T“ > 5+ 2_p0‘2 and mT'H < s9 4+ 2_p°‘2 and after observing that
m — ps; = ¢ — 281 — aso is equivalent to mTH = s + 2‘% + % and obviously s1 + 2_p0‘2 <
s1+ 2202 4 sl <y 22, O

9.2 Further generation results and uniqueness

Let £ =y Ay +y*2 Ly, az < 2, and keep the notation of Section 8, in particular L3> is the
operator constructed therein. Let us define the maximal operator £7,%" as £ on the maximal
domain

D(Lmery = {ue LE, NWEP(RYTY) - Lu e IP )} (26)

loc

and the minimal operator £ as the closure of £ initially defined on C2° (RY*1). By local elliptic
regularity L7797 is closed and then, since (£, C°(RY ™)) admits the closed extension L% its

m,p 3
closure is well deﬁned Clearly Emm Lo C LR
Integrating by parts one sees that the formal adjoint of £ is the operator L* = y** A, +y*2 Ly

in L?’ where

¢ b -
LZ:DW_";D?!_E’ ¢=20+2m—c, b=b—(az+m—c)(az+m—1).

Moreover, the characteristic numbers of £* are given by
D*=D, si=az+m—1—s2, ss=as+m—1-—s.

Lemma 9.5 The dual of L}y is L' and the dual of L)% is L)) mm.

PRrROOF. Since LP is reflexive, it is sufficient to prove the first equality. The second follows by
duality from the first, changing p with p/. If u € C°(RY ™) and v € D(L; ") one can integrate
by parts and get

/ v(Lu)y™ dx dy = / u(L*) y™ dx dy
RY*!

RY*!
and hence £"*" is a restriction of the dual of L. Conversely, if v € LP and
/ v(Lu)y™ dx dy = / ufy™ drdy
RN+1 RN+1
+ +
for some f € L ' then by local elliptic regularity (the coefficients of £ are smooth in the interior
of RYT1) v e Wlif (RYF) and L*v = f € L2, O

Proposition 9.6 Let s — a1 <2 and s1+2 —ag < mTH < S9+2—ay. Then E%l”po@ = E%fz’}.
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PROOF. Observe that sy +2 — as > s1 + a7, since as < 2, ag — a; < 2. By Theorem 8.2
D(Ly ) =y~ (W/%/’p (a1, 0, m — Slp)) .

The assumption s1 +2 — ay < mTH

is equivalent to %SIH > 2 — a and one concludes by 77. [

Note that when s1+2—ag < mTH < 89+2—a, then we have also D(Effml,’fz) — W%P(al, ag,m),
by Corollary 8.5.

Proposition 9.7 Let as — a1 < 2 and 51 < mTH < s9. Then Em‘” generates an analytic semi-
group.

PrOOF. Let us consider the adjoint £*. Then s7 +2 — ay < mpJ,rl < 85 + 2 — ap and then, by

,mzn

the proposition above, £ generates a semigroup in Lﬁ;. By standard semigroup duality in
reflexive spaces, the dual operator L%, see Lemma 9.5, generates a semigroup in L}, [l

Observe that when a; < 0, L7797 generates a semigroup also when the condition s;+a; < ’”T“
is violated. However, if this last holds then L7102 = LCF.

Proposition 9.8 Let ap — a1 <2 and s1 + o] < m—“ < so. Then E?nl,}gaz = Lﬁfi.

PROOF. In fact L7172 is well defined and generates a semigroup. Since L7797 extends L£3!:*2 and
both are generators they coincide. [l

By duality, we can extend the generation interval.

Proposition 9.9 If as — a1 < 2 and m+1 € (s1,82+2—az—a])U(s1+a7,82+2—a2) a
realization E"”" CLp C LYY genemtes a semigroup.

Proor. Infact, if si+a] < m“ < 82+2—az we can take L7172 and if 51 < m“ < So+2—p—ag

* Oz170¢2 m+1 < 854+2—o.

O

For the 1d operator y*2 L, it is known that a such a realization exists if and only if s; < ’”T“ <

we can take the adjoint of £ since the condition is equivalent to s7 +oa; <

$2 + 2 — g, see [24, Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2] for the case m = 0. For general m and ay = 0
see [20, Propositions 2.4, 2.5] from which, by the transformation Ty, - oz, it is possible deduce
the general case. However the above proposition yields a semigroup in this interval only when

s1+aj] <s2+2—as—aj. For example, when a1 = e = v < 0 this requires |a] < s2 — s1 + 2.

Let us show that when the condition s; + o] < m—“ is violated, the regularity estimate

9% Desayulaz, + ™ Ly, < CllCulluy, (27)
may fail for u in the domain of the operator.

Example 9.10 Let £L = y (A, + Dy,), 8 > 0. Then s; = —1, sy = 0, L generates under
Neumann boundary conditions when [ < m+1 < 1+ B and under Dzmchlet boundary conditions

when —1+ 8 < mTH < 2+ B and both opemtors satisfy (27).
However, when —1 < mTH < (=14 B) A0, LS is a generator for which (27) fails. Indeed,

let n be a smooth function equal to 1 in [0,4] and to 0 in [1,00[ and

u($7y):77(y) < y+1 N1 + y_l N+1> .
(lzP+@+12) = (=P 4+ —1))
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Note that u is, for small y, the difference of the Poisson kernels on the hyperplanes y = +1. Then

u e LE,, since (m+1)/p+1>0, and Lu € LY, since Au =0 for 0 <y < 3, so that u € D(Lj).
However, y"#A,u and y~PD,,u do not belong to LE,, since (m +1)/p < —1+ j.

A natural question arises if different boundary conditions can be imposed to produce different
semigroups in L? . This is the case, for example, for the operator £ = y*' A, +y*? B, in Theorem
7.1 and Corollary 8.8, in the range ¢ < 1, a; < mtl ¢4 1— o, where both boundary conditions
lim,_,o v = 0 and lim,_,o y°Dyu = 0 can be imposed and produce different semigroups.

As in [21, Section 5] we look for realizations Lp such that L7'" C Lp C Ly . From

Propositions 9.6 and 9.7 it follows that £p is unique in LP, if s; < mTH <sporsy+2—a—2<

mTH < s +2 — ag. Uniqueness then holds in the generation range of L,, namely (s1, $2 +2 — a2),

when these two intervals overlap, that is when s1 + 2 — as < 59 or equivalently D > (1 — %)2 In
this case, uniqueness does not depend on p and m.

Uniqueness may fail if s < s1 +2 — a2 and (m+ 1)/p € (s2,81 + 2 — a2), as we show under
the stronger assumptions s; # sp and sy + o] < ’”T“ <814+ 2— as.

Proposition 9.11 If 0 < D < (1— %)2 and sy + o] < ’”T“ < s1 + 2 — «g, the operator
L=y Ay +y** L, with domain

D(L) = y_SQW/%/’p (a1, a0, m — s9p) (28)

loc

= {u € W2’p(Rf+l) cu, YU Agu,y*? Lyu € LY and gii%ysl"’l (Dyu + 825) = O} .

. o
generates a semigroup in LP .

Proor. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 8.2 but in place of the isometry T, o we use
T o0 LY, _,, = LP, which transform £ into y** A, +y** B, where B}’ = Dy, + sDy, ¢ =c—2s3.

Observe that, under the given hypotheses, & = 1—2v/D > —1+a; and the claim follows by Theorem
7.1. ]
m+1

We point out that in the range so +a; < o <s1t 2 — a the operators L7!*? of Theorem

8.2 and (£, D(L)) just constructed are different. In fact let f = a(x)b(y) € CC(RY) x D a
function in the core defined in (11). Then u = y~*1 f belongs to D(L;};*?) but not to D(L) since

hmy‘)() ylerl (Dyu + 82%) = S9 — 81 > 0.

9.3 Baouendi-Grushin operator
Our results apply to generalized Baouendi-Grushin operators
L=y*Ay+L,, oa>-=2

in the half space Rf *1 both with Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions, but we restrict
ourselves to the classical case £ = y®A,+ D,,, in the whole space RV ! with the Lebesgue measure.
Our results improve those from [19], allowing negative o and showing maximal regularity, besides
domain characterization.
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Proposition 9.12 Let o > —%. Then L = |y|*Ay + Dy, with domain

lXE):{ueIVZ%RN+U:1@y“DMMu,y%Dmu,Dwu,Dﬂhy%meleL%RN+ﬂ}

loc
generates a bounded analytic semigroup in LP(RNTLY) which has maximal reqularity.

PrOOF. By Theorems 7.1, 8.2 the operator £ generates an analytic semigroup in Lp(RfH) both
with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions. We can therefore consider the operators L;,
i = 1,2, that is £ with domains

Dy z{u c W2’p(Rf+1) cu, Y Dy u, y%Dmu,Dyyu7 Dyu,y%Dmyu € Lp(RfH),

loc

lim u(z,y) = O},
y—0

Dy = WP (a,0,0)
= {u € VVZQO’f(RNH) DUy, Y Dy, Y% Dy,u, Dyyu, Dyu,y® Dyyu € LP(RYT),
lim D —o}.

The mixed derivatives estimates follows from Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 8.6.
Let P, P, : LP(RNF1) — LP(RY!) be the even and odd projections

f(xvy)'i_f(xv_y) f(xvy)_f(xv_y)
2 ’ 2

and Fy, Ey : LP(RY 1) —: LP(RN*1) the even and odd extensions

(Plf)(xvy): (ng)(x,y)z

. u(z,y), if y>0;
e, y) = u(z, —y), if y<0;
u(z,y), if y>0;

Eou(z,y) =
2u(e,y) —u(z, —y), if y<O.

Note that E1 P + EoPy = ILp(]RN+1), PZ(D(E)) C Di, E’L(DZ) C D(L), 1= 1,2 and that D(L)
Dy & D5 algebraically and topologically with respect to the Sobolev norm. Then £ = F1 L1 Py
E5L5P; and everything follows from the properties of £1, Lo.

O+ |

9.4 The operator yA, +yB,

We specialize and comment here the results obtained in the special case o = 1, that is for £ =
YAz +yBy = yAs +yDyy + ¢Dy where By = Dy + 2Dy
Theorem 7.1 applies when 0 < 7t < ¢ and yields generation and all other properties listed
therein for yA, + yBy with domain
Wﬁfp(l, 1,m)={ue W2’p(Rf+1) s, Vo, Dy, YDy oty yDyyu, yDyyu € LY

loc
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using also Proposition 4.9 for V u.

This result has been already proved in [14] but also in [28] when ¢ > 1 and m = 0 and in [10]
when p=2,m =0 (and ¢ > 1).

Note that, when m = 0, then

WiP(1,1,0) = {u € WP (RY ™) - yDy 0w, yDyyu, yDayu € LP(RY )}

and the associated elliptic and parabolic problems seem to have no boundary condition. In
our approach, the Neumann boundary condition is indeed imposed to yDyu, by requiring that
(yDyu) € LP(RY ),

Theorem 8.2 says nothing new when ¢ > 1, since then s; = 0 and the transformation 7" g, o
is the identity. However, when ¢ < 1 then s; = ¢ — 1,s9 = 0 and Theorem 8.2 yields a different
operator L‘,,lﬁ}p in the range c — 1 < ’”T“ < 1. Its domain is

1
y

loc

{u € W2’p(Rf+1) 2y YDy uy YDy, yDyyu + cDyu € LY and lin% u(z,y) = 0}
Yy—r

by Corollary 8.3(i) and Corollary 8.6 for the mixed derivative. However, it is not true that yD,,u

and Dyu belong to LP, separately, even when m = 0, see also [11]. On the other hand, when

c< mTH < 1, then Corollary 8.5 applies and gives

D(LLY) = WaP(1,1,m).
In particular, if m = 0, it follows that for ¢ < %

D(ﬁé:;) ={ue Wole(Rerl) 2 YDy u, YDyyu, yDyyu € LP(Rerl)}’

a result already proved in [8].
Finally, let us specialize the results of Section 9.2, see also [9]. If ¢ < 1

(i) L5, =Lmin when c < (m+1)/p<1; L4, = L7 when c—1< (m+1)/p <0;
(i) uniqueness fails if and only if 0 < (m +1)/p < c.

Instead, if ¢ > 1
(i) £5L, = Lmin when 1 < (m+1)/p<c¢; LLL, =L when 0< (m+1)/p<c—1;

(ii) uniqueness fails if and only if c — 1 < (m +1)/p < 1.
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