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THE HEAT EQUATION WITH THE L? PRIMITIVE INTEGRAL
ERIK TALVILA

ABSTRACT. For each 1 < p < 0o a Banach space of integrable Schwartz distributions is
defined by taking the distributional derivative of all functions in LP(R). Such distribu-
tions can be integrated when multiplied by a function that is the integral of a function
in LY(R), where ¢ is the conjugate exponent of p. The heat equation on the real line is
solved in this space of distributions. The initial data is taken to be the distributional
derivative of an LP(R) function. The solutions are shown to be smooth functions. Ini-
tial conditions are taken on in norm. Sharp estimates of solutions are obtained and a
uniqueness theorem is proved.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study solutions of the heat equation on the real line with initial value
data that is the distributional derivative of an LP function (1 < p < o0). The solution
is given by convolution of the Gauss—Weierstrass heat kernel with the initial data. This
produces smooth solutions to the heat equation. We introduce a norm that is isometric
to the LP” norm and show that solutions tend to the initial condition within this norm
as t — 0. Since the initial data is the distributional derivative of an L? function it can
fail to have pointwise values everywhere, can be zero almost everywhere, and can be the
difference of translated Dirac distributions. And yet, the initial conditions are taken on
in the strong (norm) sense rather than in the weak (distributional) sense.

For u:R x (0,00) = R write u;(z) = u(z,1).

The classical problem of the heat equation on the real line is, given a function F' € L
for some 1 < p < oo, find a function u:R x (0,00) — R such that u; € C*(R) for each
t >0, u(z,-) € C'((0,00)) for each z € R and

Pu(a,t)  Ju(z,t)

(1.1) 92 Eram 0 for each (z,t) € R x (0, 00)
(12) T, — FIl, =0,

If p = oo then F is also assumed to be continuous. Under suitable growth conditions on
u the unique solution is given by u(z,t) = f % ©.(x), where the Gauss—Weierstrass heat
kernel is ©,(x) = exp(—22/(4t))/(2\/7t).

Instead of the initial data being an LP function we take it to be the distributional
derivative of such a function. A well-defined integration process for these functions and
distributions appears in [16]. The space of derivatives of L? functions is denoted L?. It
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is a Banach space isometrically isomorphic to LP. In L'? many properties of L? functions
continue to hold, such as convolution with functions in Lebesgue spaces, a type of Holder
inequality, continuity of translations, etc. Some of the distributions in L? can be identified
with signed measures, some can be identified with smooth functions and some have no
pointwise values.

See [3] and [19] for classical results on the heat equation, including extensive bibliogra-
phies. For initial data in L” spaces see [9] and [10]. Distributional solutions of the heat
equation are considered in [4] and [14], where the initial data is taken on in the distribu-
tional sense. For initial data in the Sobolev space H®, see [12]. Another paper studying
the heat equation with distributions in Banach spaces is [17], in which the initial data is
taken to be the distributional derivative of a continuous function.

For 1 < p < oo, the Lebesgue space on the real line is L”, which is the set of measurable
functions f:R — R such that [ _|f(2)[? dz < co. To distinguish between other types of
integrals introduced later, Lebesgue integrals will always explicitly show the integration
variable and differential as above.

The Schwartz space (test functions), of rapidly decreasing smooth functions, is denoted
S and the tempered distributions &’. See, for example, [7] or [8].

The outline of the paper is as follows.

The heat equation is considered in L'? in Section 2. With initial data f € I'? it is proved
that convolution with f and the Gauss—Weierstrass heat kernel is a smooth function in I*
for each p < s < 0o but need not be in L* if 1 < s < p (Theorem 2.1). Sharp estimates
are given in ||-||/, with 1/p +1/¢ = 1+ 1/r. This convolution gives the unique solution
to the heat equation (Corollary 2.3). Existence is proven using a type of Hardy space. In
Proposition 2.4 continuity is proved with respect to the initial conditions.

In Section 3 various sharp LP and pointwise estimates are given. It is shown that these
solutions cannot be of one sign, have limit 0 at infinity, and have a vanishing integral over
the real line.

An appendix contains a lemma on pointwise differentiation of convolutions and proof
of some sharp estimates for solutions of (1.1) and (1.2).

2. SOLUTIONS OF THE HEAT EQUATION IN [/?

Forl1<p<oolet LP ={f € &' | f = F' for some F' € L}. As explained in [16], if
f € L? then it has a unique primitive in LP. In this case, ||f|;, = ||F||, and this makes
L? and LP isometrically isomorphic Banach spaces. As in [16], define I? = {G:R — R |
G(z) = [; g(t)dt for some g € LP}

If f € P then f x O, is a smooth solution of the heat equation. The initial value f
is taken on in the ||-[|; norm and norm boundedness ensures uniqueness. Solutions are
shown to be in L" for each p < r < oo and sharp norm estimates are given using the
results of Theorem 4.1 in the Appendix. If a solution v; of the heat equation has bounded
norms ||v;[|;, for £ > 0 then there exists a distribution f € L'? such that v; = ©;* f. This is
proved using an analogue of a harmonic Hardy space. There is continuity with respect to
initial conditions. The example of initial data that is the difference to two Dirac measures
is considered.

Theorem 2.1. Let 1 <p < oo. Let f € LP with primitive F' € LP. Lett > 0 and define
v(z,t) = v(z) = f * Oyx).
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(a) For each x € R we have
u(e) = [ 5@)8a ) dy = Fx 6)(2) = €+ F(a) = (F 01 (2)

The function v, is uniformly continuous on R.

(b) For each n > 1 we have v{™(z) = f O™ (z) and d"v(z,t)/0t" = f » O"O(x,t)/Ot".
Hence, v € C*(R) x C*((0, 00)).

(c) If p < s < oo then fxO; € L.

(d) Let q,r € [1,00] such that 1/p+1/q = 1+ 1/r. There is a constant K, , such that
1f %Ol < Kpgll fIIL 6 E7Y90/2 for all t > 0. The estimate is sharp in the sense that if
Y (0,00) = (0,00) such that (t) = o(t=0~"Y9/2) as t — 07 ort — oo then there is
g € L? such that ||g % O4]|../1(t) is not bounded. The constant K, , cannot be replaced by
any smaller number. In particular, || f * O, < [|f|;, is a sharp estimate.

(e) If 1 < s < p then f*©,; need not be in L*.

Note that if 1/p + 1/q = 1+ 1/r then, for suitable ¢, r can take on any of the values
in [p, oo, with = p corresponding to ¢ = 1 and r = oo corresponding to p and ¢ being
conjugates. And, for suitable r, ¢ can take on any of the values in [1,p/(p — 1)], with
q = 1 corresponding to r = p and ¢ = p/(p — 1) corresponding to r = co. If p =1 then ¢
can take on all values in [1, 0o].

The constants K, , in Theorem 4.1(b) and part (d) above are the same. When r = p
and ¢ = 1 the inequality in part (d) reads || f * O]}, < || f]l’.

Proof. (a) Since ©, and its derivatives are in each L? space, the equalities follow by
Theorem 5.1 in [16], Lemma 4.2 in the Appendix, and usual properties of convolution for
Lebesgue integrals. To prove uniform continuity, note that if ¢ is the conjugate of p then

or(x) — wr(y)| = [F + [©(x) = O1()]| < [ FlpllO4(z =) = Oy =)y = O as y — .

The last line uses the Hélder inequality and continuity in the L? norm. (When ¢ = oo
this requires boundedness and uniform continuity of ©}.)

(b) Differentiation in x follows from Lemma 4.2. For differentiation in ¢, use part (a)
to write

1 e B
la) = P+ 04(o) =~ [ Fla— e ay
Then
ov(z,t) 3 o0 , 1 = .
— = F(z—y)ye v/ d —7/ F(r — y)ylev"140 gy
ot 8ﬁt5/2 /_oo (I y)ye Y 16\/7_Tt7/2 N (1’ y)ye Y

Differentiation under the integral sign is justified by dominated convergence since, if t < g,
then ’yse—@ﬂ/@w‘ < |y|? v/ i0),
(¢), (d) From Theorems 3.6 and 5.1 in [16] we have
1f # Ol = I1F % O = [|(F 5 ©)'[l7. = [[F" 5 Oully < Cp gl FIl,||O¢llg-

The rest of the proof is identical to Theorem 4.1(b).
(e) Since v; = (F % ©;)" € L* if and only if F x ©, € L*, this result is equivalent to
Theorem 4.1(c). O
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To prove uniqueness for the initial value problem we use a classical theorem, which
follows from Theorem 6.1 in [19].

Theorem 2.2. Let u:R x (0,00) — R such that u; € C*(R) for each t > 0, u(z,-) €
C'((0,00)) for each z € R, u € C(R x [0,00)), O*u(x,t)/0x* — Ou(x,t)/Ot = O for
(x,t) € R x (0,00), u is bounded, u(x,0) = f(z) for a bounded continuous function
f:R — R. Then the unique solution is given by w(x) = f % O(z).

Corollary 2.3. Let 1 < p < 0.
(a) Let f € LP. The unique solution of the problem to find v:R x (0,00) — R such that

(2.1) vy € L? for eacht >0

(2.2) v; € C*(R) for each t > 0,v(x,-) € C*((0,00)) for each x € R
2

(2.3) Ov(z,t) _ dvl,1) =0 for each (z,t) € R x (0,00)

O0x? ot
|vell}, is bounded

: !/
lim o, — £}, = 0
s given by vy = f * Oy.
(b) If f € L? and vy = f* O, then lim,_o+||ve]|;, = || f]]},-
(c) Let 1 < p < oo and let h'P be the set of functions satisfying (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) and
(2.4). Ifv e I'? define ||v||" = sup,l|vell,,. Let T:LP — h'? be given by T[f] = Oy * f.
Then T is a linear isometric isomorphism.
(d) Let 1 < p <oo. If (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4) hold for some v € h'P then there is a
unique distribution f € LP such that v, = O, * f and (2.5) holds.

The proof uses methods from [10, Theorem 9.2, p. 195] and [1, pp. 115-120]. Part (c)
implies A'? is a Banach space.

Proof. (a) By part (b) of the theorem we can differentiate under the integral sign and
this shows v; = f % ©; is a smooth solution of the heat equation. By part (c) of the
theorem, v; € L?. To see that the initial conditions are taken on in the ||-||;, norm, note

that ||v; — f|}, = || F % ©; — F||,. Since [~ ©,(y)dy =1 we have
p 1/p
d:z:) .

lim [+ ©; — F|, < lim / (=) = FO),0:(y) dy = lim[| F(- —y) = F ()|, = 0.
t—0+ t—0t J_ y—0

7ol = (| [ 1r6 - - Fotemas

By the Minkowski inequality for integrals, for example [7, p. 194],

The last line follows by the fact that ©, is an approximate identity (delta sequence) and
by continuity in the L” norm.

To prove the solution is unique, suppose there were two solutions v and w. Let z = v—w.
Then z satisfies (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4). And,

Izl < llve — fII, + llwe — fIl;, = 0 as t — 0%
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Now define K:R — R by K(z) =1 — |z| for || < 1 and K(z) = 0 for |z| > 1, and
let Kp(x) = (1/h)K(xz/h) for h > 0. Then K}, is absolutely continuous with compact
support. Note that [*° K(y)dy = [*_ Ku(y) dy = 1. We have

/ o 0, |£L’| > h
Ki(w) = { _sen(z)/h2, || < h.

Now define ¢y, (x,t) = Kp, * z(x) = f_hh Kp(y)z(x — y)dy. Since 0z (x)/0t and 2} (x)
are continuous on compact intervals in R x (0, 00) we can use dominated convergence to
differentiate under the integral sign and this shows v}, is a solution of the heat equation.
By usual properties of convolutions, ¥, € C?(R) x C*((0,00)). From the Holder inequality
[16, Theorem 3.6], |¢n(,t)| < [|2[[; [/, [lq, where ¢ is the conjugate of p. And, K[|, =
21=1/p /p1+1/p Tt follows that 1, is bounded on R x (0, 00) and lim,_,+ 95, (z,t) = 0. Define
Yn(x,0) = 0. The above estimate now shows ¢, € C(R x [0,00)). By Theorem 2.2,
Y, = 0. Since z; is continuous, for (z,t) € R x (0,00) we get lim,_,o+ ¢p(z,t) = 0 =
limy, o+ K * 2¢(x) = 2(2) limpo+ [T Ki(y) dy = z(2).

(b) This follows from (2.5) and the triangle inequality.

(c) Clearly, T is linear.

Show T is an isometry. From Theorem 2.1(d), | T[f]||7* < supsoll f[}, = | fIl}- And, if
f € L? then

LAl < F = Fx Ol + [1f + ©ull, < If = f Ol + ITIFII

Letting ¢ — 07 and using (2.5) shows ||f|| < ||T[f]||*. Hence, T is an isometry and
necessarily one-to-one.

Now show T is onto h'P. Let v € h'P and find f € L? such that T[f] = v. For h > 0
use notation from the proof of (a) and define wy, = K} xv;. Let 6 > 0. Then the function
(x,t) — wy(z,t + ) satisfies (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4) and is continuous and bounded
on R x [0,00). By Theorem 2.2 we have wy,(z,t +0) = [ Oz — y)wn(y,d) dy. And,
|| Kh * v5 — vs|;, = 0 as h — 0% by [16, Theorem 5.3(g)]. (The second sentence in this part
of the theorem should read, Let F' € L'.) If ¢ is the conjugate of p ([16, Theorem 3.3(c)])
then 19" = L'? so, by weak* convergence, for each G € 17 we have ffooo(Kh*v(; —vs)G = 0.
In particular, take G = ©, and note Definition 3.5 in [16]. Then, also using the continuity
of v,

(2.6)
lim wy,(z,t+0) = vs(x) = lim Oz — y)wi(y,d) dy = /_ Ou(x — y)vs(y) dy-

h—07+ h—=0T J_

By definition, v € A'P is norm-bounded in L'? = [7° where ¢ is the conjugate of p.
Every norm-bounded sequence in a separable Banach space contains a weak® convergent
subsequence. Since [? is separable (since ¢ < co) there is a sequence d; that decreases to
0 and a distribution f € L such that [*°_vs,G — [*°_ fG for each G € I. In particular,
take G = ©,. Then lim; o [~ v5,(y)O:(z — y) dy = f * ©y(x). Replacing ¢ by 4; in (2.6)
and letting ¢ — oo now shows v, = T'[f].

(d) This follows from (c). O

The following proposition shows continuity with respect to initial conditions.



6 ERIK TALVILA

Proposition 2.4. Let 1 < p < oo. Let f,g € L?.
(a) Let q,r € [1,00] such that 1/p+1/q=1+1/r. Let K, , be the constant in the proof
of Theorem 2.1. Then

If %O — g% Oll} < Kyl f — gllyt™ D2,

When r =p, q =1, this reads ||f * O, — g x O, < || f — g]|...

(b) Let v,w:R x (0,00) — R such that for each t > 0 we have v; and wy in LP. Let € > 0.
Suppose |[v, — f|I, = 0 and ||w, —gl|;, = 0 as t — 0%. If f,g € L? such that ||f — g}, < ¢
then for small enough t > 0 we have ||v; — wy||;, < 2e.

Proof. (a) This follows from Theorem 2.1(d) since ||f * ©; — g * O] = ||(F — G) x O/,
where F' and G are the respective primitives of f, ¢ in LP. (b) This follows from the
triangle inequality. O

We remark the initial conditions are also taken on in the weak (distributional) sense.

Remark 2.5. If f € LP with primitive F' € LP for some 1 < p < oo then we can define
v(x,t) = v(x) = f % Oy(x). As shown in Corollary 2.3, v satisfies the heat equation and
the initial condition is taken on in [|-| ast — 07. Such a solution also takes on the initial
condition in the weak distributional sense. To see this let ¢ € S. Then

[e.9]

(ve—f.0) =((F*0, = F),¢) = —(Fx0, - F.¢) = —/ [ % ©y(x) — F(2)] ¢'(x) dw.
We know ||F' %O, — F||, = 0so (Fx©, — F, 1) — 0 for each ¢ € L9 where ¢ is conjugate
to p. In particular, this holds when 1) = ¢'. Therefore, the initial condition is taken on in
the weak distributional sense.

Several distributions in I? are given in [16], Section 4., for which (2.5) of course holds
but (1.2) does not hold in any Lebesgue space. We now consider the example of the
difference of two translated Dirac distributions.

Example 2.6. Denote the Dirac distribution supported at a € R by 6,. Let F' = x4
then F' is in every L? space. Therefore, F' = §, — 9, is in every L? space. Hence, L? is
not a subset of any of the Lebesgue spaces. Since step functions are dense in LP, linear
combinations of such differences of Dirac distributions are dense in I?.

Now let f =0_, — ¢, for fixed a > 0. Then v;(z) = f % Oy(x) = Oy(x + a) — Oy(x — a).
Note that v is a solution of the heat equation in R x (0,00). According to Corollary 2.3
the initial condition is taken on as |[v; — f||;, = 0 as t — 0T,

One might wonder in what other sense the initial conditions are realised. We’ve shown
above that they are taken on in the weak distributional sense. For no 1 < r < oo is
|lvy — f]|» defined so (1.2) is meaningless. As a signed Borel measure, we have du(z) =
[O(x+a)—O(z—a)|dr—di_,(x)+dd,(z). If the Jordan decomposition of y is p = iy —p—
then p converges to 0 in variation if V(u) = puy(R) + p—(R) — 0 as t — 0%. For any
measurable set £/ we have

V() > p(BE) +p(E) > |p(E)]

1 ( 2 2
— —(z+a)*/(4t) _ ,—(z—a) /(4t)> dr — _

e e T a)+ a)l .
‘2 ,—t/ XE( ) XE( )
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Take £ = (—o0, —a). Then

V() —<w+a 2/(a1) _ e—(x—a)?/(u)) du

2\/_

—a/(4) 1 /a/\/E Py — L ast s 0F
= dr = — e — as .
2\/ NZN Y75
Hence, v; does not converge to f in variation.
This also shows v; does not converge to f in the Alexiewicz norm. See [15].

3. ESTIMATES

In the previous section we looked at estimates of f*©; in L?. Here we look at estimates
in the spaces L" where 1/p+1/q =1+ 1/r. If f € L? then f % ©; € L" and Young’s
inequality gives estimates in terms of ||f[|}. It is also shown that f x ©;(x) cannot be of
one sign, has limit 0 as |z| — oo, and has a vanishing integral over the real line. Pointwise
estimates are given when f has compact support.

Let 1 < ¢ < oo. Then

1

5 ﬁ7 q= 1
ri/a((g+1)/2
(3.1) ||@1,t||q = t(g_liq)/Q where 0, = 211/q\/(;q{](1+){/3)/2)7 I<g<oo
FIEN L 7=

When ¢ = 1 the integral is elementary When 1 < ¢ < oo the calculation uses the
definition of the gamma function, I'(s) = [ e “2*~! dz. When ¢ = oo this is a calculus
minimisation problem.

Theorem 3.1. Let 1 < p < oco. Let f € LP with primitive F' € LP. Let t > 0 and define
v(z,t) = v () = f*Ox).

(a) Let q,r € [1,00] such that 1/p+ 1/q = 14 1/r. There is a constant L, , such that
1S Ocllr < Lpgll £l ¢~ ~@=Va/2 for all t > 0. The estimate is sharp in the sense that if
Y (0,00) = (0,00) such that (t) = o(t~®"Y9/2) as t — 07 ort — oo then there is
g € L? such that ||g * ©4l|,/1(t) is not bounded as t — 0% or t — oco.

(b) Fizt > 0. Then v, cannot be of one sign.

(¢) For each t >0, [~ v,(z)dx =0.

(d) For each t > 0, hlrn‘x|_>C>O vt( ) =0.

(e) Suppose f has compact support in [—R, R]. Then v,(x) = O(|z|"/? e=U=I=R1*/(41)) for
fized t > 0 as |z| — oo. Or,

(@) < | Ml fllla] 0RO, p =1, e 2 R+ V2R
MU M|, |27 e Go0=0/2410) - 1 < p < 00, a] > 2R,

where

1
17 p=1
My, =19 srpiay-r
2172/p Jr pl—1/p I<p<oo

In part (a) remarks about possible values of ¢ and r are the same as those following
Theorem 2.1.
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When 7 = p and ¢ = 1 the inequality in part (a) reads || f * |, < ||F||,/v/7t. When
r = oo then p and ¢ are conjugates and the inequality in part (a) reads ||f * Ol <
S| F|l,t~0+Y/P/2  When p = 1 then ¢ = r and the sharp constant in (a) is L, , = &,. This
can be proved similarly to part (b) of Theorem 4.1 using F' = ©7 in the limit 8 — oo
(effectively, f = 4’). It is not known in the other cases if the constant L, , is sharp or not.

Part (c) appears for f € L' as Exercise 8.1.5 in [5].

Positive solutions of the heat equation are known to be convolutions of the Gauss—
Weierstrass heat kernel with an increasing function. See [19].

An example for part (d) is F(z) = 2~/ sin(z) for + > 1 and F(x) =0 for < 1. Then
[Z2_ F(y)dy exists. And, F' € L if and only if s > p.

Proof. (a) By Young’s inequality,
Cp,qll f 119

o192
The constant C),, is given in the proof of Theorem 4.1. We then take Lp ¢ = Cpqlq-

As in the proof of Theorem 4.1, define S;: LP — L™ by Si[f](z) = f % ©4(x)/¢(t). The
estimate ||Si[f]|- < Cp,qéq||f]|;t_(2_1/q)/2/¢(t) shows that, for each ¢ > 0, S; is a bounded
linear operator. Let f; = ©}. Then

[Selflllr 9%l _ dy
LFell, OOl 2@ /D2y ()e a2

This is not bounded in the limit ¢ — 07. Hence, S; is not uniformly bounded. By the
Uniform Bounded Principle it is not pointwise bounded. Therefore, there is a distribution
g € L? such that ||g * O, # O(¥(t)) as t — 07. And, the growth estimate |lvs|, =
O(t~(@=Y9/2) as t — 0* is sharp. Similarly for sharpness as t — oo.

(b) Note that v,(z) = f * O,(x) = (F % ©;)(x) for each z € R by Theorem 2.1(a). If
vy > 0 then F * ©, is increasing. But F' %« ©, € L? by Theorem 4.1(a) so F' * ©, = 0 and
hence v, = 0.

(c¢) From Example 2.6 we have that linear combinations of differences of Dirac distribu-
tions are dense in I'?. Given € > 0 there are —o0o < by <b; < ... <by < oo and a, € R
such that if g = 320 ap (7, 0 — 7,0) then || f — gll;, < €. Then, by Theorem 3.1(a),

n=1

‘/_Zf*(at(x)dx—/_j;g*@t(x)dx

where ¢ is conjugate to p. It suffices then to show ffooo g * Oy(z)dr = 0. We have

[vellr = (15 % Ol < Cp gl Fllpl1Ollg =

< |If = gl o,

00 ~ N
/ g*xOy(xr)dr = / Z A (Tp, 0 % Oy(x) — 0 % Oy(x)) dx
- X p=1

[e.e]

N 00
= Zan/ (O4(x — bp_y) — Oy(x — b)) da =
n=1 -
(d) Let R > 0. Since F € L}, and O} is bounded, dominated convergence shows

R R
lim F(y)@i(x—y)dy:/_ F(y) lim ©}(z —y)dy = 0.

|z| =00 _R R |z|—o00
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Given € > 0 now take R > 0 such that ||[FX(g)l|lp < €. By the Holder inequality,

| Fwei -y dy

R

< [1EX (00 1o/ Ol o-

Similarly, for integration over (—oo, —R).
(d) From the Holder inequality, |v¢(z)| < || F|pl|X (2= Re+r)Otllq- When p =1 and ¢ = oo
we compute that if |#| > R + /2t then the maximum of |©}| occurs at |z| — R. And,
2
O[] ~ R) = (|a] — R)e~{ei=RP/(a0 /14 /7 372,
Now let 1 < p < oo and ¢ be its conjugate. Suppose x > 2R. Then

1 T+R o,
||X(I—R,x+R)@;HZ = W/ . yle™w /(4t) dy
-1
W |:€—Q(x—R)2/(4t) N e“l(I+R)2/(4t)]

<
T (AT

3q—1xq—lte—qx2/(16t)

< .
= T2 (a/r 32)ag

4. APPENDIX

The Appendix contains a proof of sharp L? estimates for the heat equation and a lemma
on differentiation of convolutions.

The solution u(z, t) that is in C?(R) with respect to z and in C*((0, 00)) with respect to
t of (1.1) and (1.2) is given by the convolution w,(z) = F %« O,(z) = [ F(x —y)O(y) dy
where the Gauss—Weierstrass heat kernel is ©,(z) = exp(—22/(4t))/(2v/7t). For example,
see [6].

The heat kernel has the following properties. Let t > 0 and let s # 0 such that
1/s+ 1/t > 0. Then

(41) @t * @5 = @t—i-s
L qg=1
a 1
(4.2) 1©:]l4 = m where oy = { GURT i/ 1 <g<oo
NG q = oo.

The last of these follows from the probability integral ffooo e dx = NG

We now present some estimates for F'x0O; when I’ € LP, as they are used in Theorem 2.1
with data in IP. These estimates are well-known, for example, [9] when r = co. And,
[11, Proposition 3.1]. However, we have not been able to find a proof in the literature
that the estimates are sharp.

Theorem 4.1. Let 1 <p <oo and F' € LP.

(a) If p < s < oo then Fx©, € L*.

(b) Let q,r € [1,00] such that 1/p+ 1/q =1+ 1/r. There is a constant K,, such that
|F % Oy, < Ky llFll,t==Y9/2 for all t > 0. The estimate is sharp in the sense that
if 1 : (0,00) — (0,00) such that ¥(t) = o(t~1"VD/2) g5t — 0% ort — oo then there
is G € LP such that |G * O4|,. /1 (t) is not bounded as t — 0T ort — oo. The constant
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K,, = (cpeq/cr)?ay, where ¢, = p'/?/(p )P with p,p' being conjugate exponents. It
cannot be replaced with any smaller number.
(c) If 1 < s <p then F x ©, need not be in L*.

When r = p and ¢ = 1 the inequality in part (b) reads ||[F'x O, < |[F||,. When r = co
then p and ¢ are conjugates and the inequality in part (b) reads || FxO;|lo < ||F||,t~Y/®).
The condition for sharpness in Young’s inequality is that both functions be Gaussians.
This fact is exploited in the proof of part (b). See [13, p. 99], [2] and [18].
Proof. (a), (b) Young’s inequality gives
Cral Fllparg
t(1-1/q)/2
where «, is given in (4.2). The sharp constant, given in [13, p. 99], is C,, = (cpcq/cr)
where ¢, = p'/?/(p')'/?" with p, p’ being conjugate exponents. Note that ¢; = co = 1.
Also, 0 < Cp 4 < 1. We then take K, , = C) 40y.

To show the estimate ||u||, = O(t~(171/9/2) is sharp as t — 0% and t — oo, let ¥ be as
in the statement of the theorem. Fix p < r < oo. Define the family of linear operators S :
LP — L" by Si[F](z) = Fx©O(x)/v(t). The estimate ||S;[F]|, < Kp || F|l = =YD/2 J4)(t)
shows that, for each t > 0, S; is a bounded linear operator. Let F; = ©;. Then, from
(4.1) and (4.2),

ISLEL 190 Oul _ [1©all, a
1El,  w@IO:dl,  v@Oll,  ap2t=1M2yp(t)t=1/a/
This is not bounded in the limit ¢ — 0%. Hence, S; is not uniformly bounded. By the
Uniform Bounded Principle it is not pointwise bounded. Therefore, there is a function
F € L? such that ||[F % O], # O(¢(t)) as t — 07. And, the growth estimate || F % O], =

O(t~(=1/9/2)) as t — 0% is sharp. Similarly for sharpness as t — oo.
Now show the constant K, , cannot be reduced. A calculation shows we have equality

(4.3) 1% Ol < Copg[|F[lp]|Oclg =

1/2

in (4.3) when F' = @f and [ is given by the equation

(4 4) 51—1/11 _ pCq [ Qi 2 _ 1_} 1-1/p 1_1 1-1/q 1_} —(1=1/7)
. (5 + 1)1—1/7’ c, a, D 7 , .

First consider the case p # 1 and g # 1. Notice that 1 —1/r = (1—-1/q)+ (1 —1/p) >
1—1/q. Let g(x) = 2*(x + 1)~ with B > A > 0. Then g is strictly increasing on
(0,A/(B — A)) and strictly decreasing for x > A/(B — A) so there is a unique maximum
forgat A/(B—A). Put A=1—-1/gand B=1—1/r. Then

1-1/q 1-1/p 1-1/q —(1-1/r)
gAY B YTy e
B-4) "G+ Uy g :

Hence, (4.4) has a unique positive solution for § given by = (1 —1/q)/(1 —1/p).

If p=1 then ¢ = r. In this case, (4.4) reduces to (1 +1/8)'"%/% = 1 and the solution
is given in the limit § — oo. Sharpness of (4.3) is then given in this limit. It can also be
seen that taking F' to be the Dirac distribution gives equality.

If ¢ = 1 then p = 7. Now, (4.4) reduces to (8+1)'"1/? = 1 and 8 = 0. There is equality
in (4.3) when F' = 1. This must be done in the limit § — 07.

If p =g =r =1 then there is equality in (4.3) for each 5 > 0.
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Hence, the constant in (4.3) is sharp.
(c) Suppose F' > 0 and F' is decreasing on [c,00) for some ¢ € R. Let > ¢. Then

FO,r) > /%F@xux—wdyZF@yf%mx—wdy
F(2)
Jr

Now put F(z) = 1/[z'/?log?(z)] for x > e and F(x) = 0, otherwise. For p = oo replace
z'/? by 1. 0

(-0)/VD)
/ eV dy~F(x)/2 asz— 0.
0

We prove a lemma on pointwise differentiation of LP convolutions. A similar result for
p =1 and functions with bounded derivatives appears in [7, Proposition 8.10].

Lemma 4.2 (Differentiation of Convolutions). Let F' € LP for some 1 < p < oo. Let q
be the conjugate of p and suppose ¥ € LA.

(a) Suppose ) is a differentiable function such that i)' is absolutely continuous and ¢" €
L1, Then F x 1) is differentiable and (F x ) (x) = F % ¢'(x) for each x € R.

(b) Suppose 1 is a differentiable function such that ¢ is absolutely continuous, V' is
bounded on each compact interval and ¢ € L. Then F x 1 is differentiable and (F
V) (x) = Fx'(x) for each x € R.

(c) Suppose 1 is a C* function such that ™ € L9 for eachn > 0. Then Fxv € C®(R)
and (F + )™ (z) = F ™ () for each n > 1 and each v € R.

Proof. Let w = F x 1. (a) Without loss of generality, we can take h > 0 and consider

w(x +h) —w(x) > V(@ +h—y)—v(E-—y)
) :[_Fwﬂ )

dy = F x'(x) — R(h).

o

The remainder from Taylor’s theorem is

R(h) = % /_oo Fy) / e a— bt ) () dzdy.

0 -y

And, by the Holder inequality, Jensen’s inequality and the Fubini—Tonelli theorem,

o) z+h—y dZ 1/q
1w ([ [ e narr )

-y

00 T+h—2z d 1/q
Y
= e ([ [ el i)

F i
L PO

(q+1)Ha

Minor changes are needed when p = 1. Therefore, (F' x ) (x) = F %' (x).
(b) Let R > 0. Write

|R(h)]

IA

F*¢@w3[.ﬂwwu—yMy+/ Fly)d(a —y) dy

R ly|>R
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Since F' € L, and 1 is bounded on compact intervals, dominated convergence shows

R R
% » Fy)Y(z —y)dy = / F(y)/(z —y) dy.

-R
Now, let h > 0 and consider

[ rw V(Hh_yfi_wwy)] dy' :

00 h — _ _ q 1/q
Pyl [ [P == g )

Given € > 0 take R large enough so that || F'x(r)||, < €. Using the fundamental theorem
of calculus, Jensen’s inequality and then the Fubini—Tonelli theorem, we have

Yz +h—y)— (@ —y)| o ety dz]|f
dy = 2 a
/R‘ . y /R/m_ ¢(2)h y
> dz

Y
r+h—y
< [ wer Fa
R T—y

00 . x—l—h—zd
- [ wer| Y

= [l¥'ll5.
Therefore,
> Y(@+h—y)—yvE—y
| = g <
R

The case p = 1 is similar.

(c) Follows from (a) or (b). O
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